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SEMINARS: SINGLE 
Euh HnllHr 111 oHerH twice. Fl9u,..1 lr1dlute 1•ml111r 1chedul•: 
tA) Tuuclay, 11·12;)0; (II Tuetda~. 2·4: (CJ WadneuJay t-11 

1. HOLOCAUST: IA, I) 

Mod•afor: 
Rob.rt M. J.,..._ S.llio. Vic.,r..Uant, Natioft.f Co11fllf'a•c. 
of Ou-riti."' a.cl J.wi.. 

A.aMM#u renon: 

Or. Eva A.iJC:ltMr, ~utc.t..i.t Stal• Colla9e., Montdair. Haw 
Jen..,. 

2. HElPIN& JEWS ANO CHRISTIANS IN THE USSR •-' EAST. 
ERN EUROPE: (8, C) 
MC><f.,atot: 

811rton levin&on, Chaiunefl, Cotr1Mrulot11 on Sowi•t Jewry, Jtw­
i.h Fadaration.Co.iMil. 

Resource Pttaon: 
Sr. Ann Gillan, b aculiva Ohacfor, Natlo11al lnlanaligfous Tad: 
Force on Soviet Jewry, 

l. RELl&IOUS ATTITUDES TOWARD ISRAEL: (A, II 
Moderator: 

Tiie laY. Priscilla A. Chaplr, E1autlva Di,.ctor, Sovtharn 
Califort1ia Cot.1nc:iif of Cf<lwct.t ... 

R.iotuca f'et'IOns: 
Or. Roy Edhatdt, L..W.h U,.W.,slty, a.11t1.-..,., PaM1.,fva11ia. 
l41bii.i AJMri Plofliti, PhM•U. At-.., Put-Predclafl't, Pu·inc 
Au.ocititioA of thfonn Raw.ta. 
M. Joh• She•i"" c.s.r .. Cou..., to the S.C,.+ari.t for Cllth.. 
ofic. Jewi,h R.111111;..,, Nat;o".I COftf•rHc.t of Catholic. IM11op1-. 

4. lECENT ARRIVALS WllH SPECIFIC FOCUS ON SOUTHEAST 
ASIA: (A. C) 

Moderofor: 
n. Rev. GHrg. w. Cof•, C.01cli••t0f, Socl.I 11111d Ecurn• nic111! 
Co11cut1, Com~nio,., P1•1bytttl111" S'flW>d. 

Ro10vrc.111 P•r&Ofll: 
Fr,an~ ICwon, Produu r-.Ho1t, l(NIC-TV. 
Or. Tt111n VH M•i, S.crolory Gonorol, vi ..... ,,, ••• Auoc:iofiQll 
i" C.IHorni•. 

S. UNDOCUMENTED PEUONS: (I, Cl 
Mod Maler: 

Mil«ft•d AtftoW, fl•c11li•• Olr.ctor, Lo1- Al'l9•t.1 Co&1ncil of 
Ch.,ch.•'· 

R•MWC. P•nOA: 
n. Mod Rav. JuH An•·ti., A.mtt..,, .W.Op, Ardiclioc.w 
of Loe Aill9elat. 

6. HUMAN Rl&HTS: (A. Cl 
Modo1111tor: 

Mt t11Hbo Tocl.t, btc.vt1... Olrtc.tor Solltlii•M c.~fo~ 
L..tderahip Cimfw.nc.-Wo1t. 

RHowrc.• Ptuon: 
Fr111nl: Chum-11~ PHt Prffldent, Jopo11He·Afl'lffica11 Cltlten1' 
LHguo • lld Los An9elo1 Cou11ty Comndu~n 011 Human· 
Rolallon1. 

NATIONAL SPONSORSHIP 
SPONSORS: 

National Council of Churches - Offic• of Chri,ti1n. 
J•wi•h Rel4tions 

N•tion1! Conference of C.tholie Bi.hop• - S.et .. 
lariat few Calhol~ewkh Relations 

Syna909ue Coune~ of Americ<o - CommiltM on 
lntorreligiou• Aff•irs 

COOPERATING ORGANIZATIONS: 

Amerieen Jewilh Committee 

Notional Conference of Christian• and J1w1 

Southern Baptist Convention - Home Mission Board 

PARTICIPATING AFFILIATES OF THE SPONSORS: 

(Li" lneomploto) 

Amerie<on S.pti" Churelie• 

C.nlral Conference of A.._ican Rabbis 

Union of American Hebrew Con<Jrogalions 

NATIONAL COMMITIEE 
lht.bl 8olfot.1r lrfc~Ht 

Ft. Alt1 ltvftttt 

Dr. E1119tl'lt Fhliior 

Dr. GJ.rtn )gt.h .. rt 

Rob>tt M. J°" .. 

l111ilt.i D•M.I F. Poli'lh 

AabW A. J.,.., •..!lo 

•o,, Ctrl W, S..,orh•MMtt 

Fr. Johti Shtttl", CSP 

•c.o--ckairmH 

The Atv. Goor9t J. Shef'id111n 

R•l.bi H•t1ty SitgmH 

Aabb; Mtr< H. Tt .. nbt'"" 
Th• Re•. Aobwt L Twl'lip..-..4 . 

. Or. Rob.rt G. ·T.,b.t 

•ft. Royelo M. voc1.w. 
Or. WilitM L w.u., 
'Rtbhl Alfr"" W•lf 

LOCAL SPONSORS 
Al'Hriun Jewilh CommlHo• 

Bo•rd of Rtbbl• of Soul"•'" 
Ceriforrti• 

Ctfifonit l wthttft Collet• 

C91M11•Aity l\olations c ..... 111 ... 

N111fiOllil ConfttOflu of Chri,fitn• 
Hd Jtw1 

l omH Cotftolic. Atc.i.diocH• of 
l.A. 

St, Joh11', S.Mlntry 

J..,iJi Fochrotio-ft Co•..c.f1 Sclriool of Th.eolo9Y •t O.rtMDAI 

~ Th.olotictl Seomi11ory 

Hebrew UNoa Colt9t 

l1n1u cultlo H•trt Coli.to 

Souther• C.rrf~ CovllC.il of 
C$twc.H1 

Ul\iol'I of Alnericu. Hobrtw 
CoA9t•t•fioa1 

Loyolt M111tymo11U1I UAl.,.r1lty U11ited SyA.1909110 of A..ariu 

Lo, AA9olo1 Covncll of Ch\ltcM1 Unl.,auity of Ji.Hlaltm 

Mi. St. Mory'• Collo9e Uftivon;ty of South•r" Celiforn; •• 
School of Roli91oo 

LOCAL COMMITIEE 
M .. M;ld,.., L, A<oold 

Mn. V..,..ito hm' 

f.r. a..rle, C..w'""· S.J. 

n.. .... Pri><l•• A. ci..,r .. 
o.. e.i""' "" OK.llo ... 

Dr. M1ri• E9•"· IHM 

Or. Rol>ort S. l llwHd, Jr, 

Robbi Horry fm'9 

Ft•n\ Fhh~_in 

. R111l,lli Allo" Freoh1i"t 

Dr. C>i>n1ld A. Ho9n•r 

Fr. ArtJ.ur JoflnLOll, S.A. 

Rot,•rt Jon .. 

~lrtn111 

SPECIAL APrlECIATION 

n. R. ... Uomu Ki'~o,.., J,, 

Rolllbl s.,.., .. ,. H. ~ 

Gl.111 , .. ift9 

Fr. S.,.....-.tu Ryn 

0.. N•~ S...lbe,o 

R•bbi Elii•h Sd!ochot 

Mn. Y1U111 Sc.hiwa1h 

•or. Ctrl S.gtrh'""""' 
~n. MaurHn Solror 

fho R•v. G•told I(. Swon1on 

•Ft, Royolo M. V •d ••tn 
Fr. Phllflp V1n u,_don, CM 

Murr•y Wood 

•R.t,lbl Alfred Wolf 

To Itri• 'oul •tt•ettfM.llh co..,.at .. who pro.Wed ,. ,,,.,.., 
vak.i•bJ. ,.olvn+ary .. Meet to Ike abo .. o c.01Nnitt ... 

To th• NoHon•I ConfM".aco of Chthti•n• •ncl Jew, - for o 
fi11.,.cl.I treat to comm""oret. tho SOth •nrNHrYty of NCCJ. 

To Wn1h.lro lo11lovorcl T•mplo Fo"'"' - for • fot1t1ciol~9tu1t. 

To th1 Amtri"n Jowloh Commllttt, Loa ~Vol" C~ophr 
- for • flnonci1l 9ront. 
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4TH NATIONAL WORKSHOP 
CHRISTIAN-JEWISH 

RELATIONS 

PROGRAM 

MONDAY, NOVEMBER 6TH 
1 hOO AM - 7:30 PM Re9i•lration 

Ambossador lobby 
4,00 PM - 5:30 PM Openin9 Senion 

Ambossodor, Boulevard Ballroom 
Welcome: Robbi Alfred Wolf, Chairman, Inter 

religiov~ Ac1lvitles. Central Conference of 
American Rabbis. 

I st Keynolo: Rabbi Samuel Sandmel, Hebrew 
Union College, Cincinnali, Ohio. 

Response< Or. franklin H. Li11ell, Temple Univer­
sity, Philadelphia , Pennsylvania, Consultant, 
Notional Conference of Christians.and Jews. 

7 :30 PM - 9:00 PM St. losil's Cotholic ctiurch 
(Across from Ambouodor) 
Presiding, fr. Royale M. Vodokin, Chairman, 

Archdiocesan Commission on Erumenicol and 
lnter-retigioui Af(oiu. 

Remarks: His Eminence Cardinal Timothy Mon· 
ning, Archbishop of lo• Angeles. 
The Hon. Tom B1adley, Mayor of Los Angeles. 

Speake" The Rev. Msgr. Geno Baroni, Assistant 
Secretary, United States Deportment of .Housing 
and Urban Development (HUD). 

Response, Robbi Marc H. T anenboum, Nalional 
Director, loll'm~ligious Affairs, Americon Jew11h 
Commiltee: · 

TUESDAY, NOVEMBER nH 
7:30 AM - 9,00 AM Contln•ntal Breokfa1t 

[• •(omplimen,ory) Venetian Room 
9:00 - l 0:30 AM Ambanodor, Boulevard lollroom 

Presiding, Dr. Carl W. $egerhammar, President 
Emeritus, Pacific Soulhwest Synod, lulheran 
Church in America. 

2nd Keyno1e, Or. Krlsrer Slendahl, Deon, Harvard 
Divin ity School. 

Response: Fr. Gerard Sloyon; Temple Unive11i ty, 
Philodelphio, Penn1ylvonio. 

11 :00 AM - 12,30 PM Seminars: Sogm•nt A 
(Individual rooms in hotel) 

2:00 PM - 4:00 PM S•mlnClrt: Se9me~t I 
(Individual room• In hotel! 

- ·?"·---- ---

7:30 PM· 9:30 PM Wilshire loulovonl T•mpl• 
(Across from Ambo .. ador) 
"Honoring Th• Fiftieth Annive rsary of th• No­

tional Confer.nee of Chri1tlon1 ond Jew1." 
Presldlng1 Robbi Alfred Wolf 
Remark11 Robbi Edgar F. Magnln, Wilshire 8oula­

vard Temple. 
Speakor, The Rev. Jesse Jockaon- Olrector. Op­

erallon PUSH. 
Response: Robbi Henry Siegmon, EJCecutive Vice. 

Pfesident, Synogogue Councir of Americo. 
WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER ITH 

7:30 AM - 9 ,00 AM Conlin•nlal lroakfatl 
(" • compllmentory) Venetian Room. 

9:00 AM - 11 :00 AM S•minors: Segment C , 1 
!Individual rooms in holell !JO I-..~•~ II: A 
Freo Afte rnoon II - v· 1A.. ~ ~ 

5:30 PM - 6:30 PM Social Hour ....- - 6-
Ambassodor Hotel, Emb<issy Ballroom 

6:30 PM • 9:00 PM Banquet 
Embossy Ballroom 
Moster of Cetemonies: Edward Asner 
Presentollon of Clergy leaders 
Banquet Sp.oke" The Rev. J. Bryon Hehir, As1ocl-

01e Secretory for International Peoco ond 
Ju>lice, United State• Co1holic Conference, 
Woshinglon, D.C. 

THURSDAY, NOV.EMBER 9TH 
7:30 AM - 9:00 AM Con,;nenlal lreoklatl 

("Complimenlaryl Venetian Room 
9 ,00- 10,00 AM Boulevard Ballroom 

Proslding1 fr, Roya le M. Vodokin 
Response To Seminor Presentations 

10.lS AM· 11<30 AM Wllshlre Chri1,;an Church 
(Acrou from Ambassodor) 
Presiding, Dr. Corl W. Segerhommor 
Remarks: Or. Jomes Pierson, Posr0t, Wilahire 

Christion Church 
FUTURE OF DlALOGUE 

Reflecllon1 by1 
Dr. Eugene Fisher, Nationol Conference ol 

Co1holic Bishops (Sec1elorlo1 for Cothollc­
Jewlth Relations). 

Dr. William k. Weiler. Nolional Council of 
Church•• (Execulive Director. Office of 
Christian-Jewish Relations!. :i 

Dr. Mlchoel Wyschogrod, Synagogue Coun-
cil al America. 

Recogmlion of GfOssroots T eom Projects .. 
11:30 AM-12 NOON CHARGE FOR THE FUTURE 

Speaker: Dr. Thomas Kilgore, Jr., Pastor. 2nd 
8opt11I Church; Post Nalional Preslden1, Amer­
ican 8apli11 Church. 

12:00 NOON Workshop concludH 

SEMINARS: !SEGMENTED 
MISSION AND WITNESS 

Moderator: 
Fr. Ch.,le1 Cn111e, S.J., Che"ctllot, Loyola M1rymownt 
Unlw•ulty. 

S19m•nt A: 
Rebbi e.lf.oMr lrldMt, Ofrtcior 0.p•rime"t of lnt•r~ll9'"1 
Affain, U"lon of AIMrlu111 H•bre.- Con9r .. ations. 
Dr. Cl.Ho 8roadi, Tir.. Ecwl'Mftiuf f1ntilute. Wale FoN.t 
u .. t. .. nity. O..dott•. Nottlr. Cer.Wu. 
f,, J.i., Pewll....U, O.S.M.. C.tlo.llc n-t.,,kel U"'°" 
C'-ic•90. lltil!IOh. 

s .. IM"t 1: 
A.tf•Mpt by ,.rttcJpHI• - witt. dlr.ct iol'I fro 1111 r•1011t1ce 
P•NOllt - to id.tttif., '" ... ,m"' COMHHK 1 ... ,llf;. 

S.9mHt C: Precti~um: 

lot A119t le-s Resp.et Lil. CommlHH: 
StateMtl'ltt: On Abortion ucl Carln9 FGt n.. Oyi119 -
Fr. Frend• Corlwwl'I, St. Jo~n'• S•mlfttr"(; k.bbl N0tlft1n 
Pauk.,, Congregetfon Mlth~u1 1., .. 1. 

11. AOOTS Of PLUllAUSM 

Me,d.,ator. 

Or. O..W Uab.r, Pr•W•t, Ul'll,..rt4ty of JIJCfahnl. 

s..-•k 
Dr. Wittiam S. La Sor, Fdt' TMol09iut S.MTitery. 
Fr. G.,arG Stoy.t11. T•1r1p&. Uftlvtull.,, P~ilacltlpl.ia, p..,ft. 
Dt. Mich.al Wytcho9rocl, 5'(1'1tf0tut Co111ncil of Anl•rica. 

S.gin•flt 8: 

~~=~t,!yi/:::ii~p1~"~,tti,,;l~~!';:~!~o~,,:;;:.r .. ovrc. p•~ 
S•tmt.l'lt C: 'ractic111M: 

Loa kttl .. l'rit1t-AabW C.,.Mlltff - A. wotli.ttig c0111ceAHft 

•t••tftM•t Oft Rooh .f nw.c.,... 
Fr. Ww•rd p...._..\. O.S.M .. Pattor UM..,.nrt, c:Mtc.h of 
Ow S.viot. 
Rabbi Joel Au.It.UM, Ufti..,.,.;ty .r Jvtl•kln. 

Ill, fAMllY VALUES 

Modt r•tor: 

Dr. Noil S1ndber9, Wuf.,,, Rttlt.'111 Dlr•tf6f, Am.rice,, 
Jtwhh Committ.t. 

$.tma111t A: 

Or. Jane Da"9la1, O.rH10M Sch..t •' 1'MI04t1y. 
Fr, Vir9il Elilonclo, MACC (M•Jktn AIMfic•11 C.th.rrel Cff.· 
t..-, S... AAtonio, T .... , , . 

fl.bbl Mnrica La.-., ,,.. ........ tNrcl of R•l>l>it of Sowl'*'" 
C.t foraia. 

S.9•••t I: 
A co11tfn11M co!'INder•tlon wltlrl ,,.~1nc; •'",..t. .. ;, on r0Nglov1 
.... lu•1 •1 ••If as •tlrlnlc fo•t .. ra• 11'1 f•Mlly 1if•. 

_L 

S•igmHt C: PrulfcWll 
AMu.el WomH'• Cottfer•nc.t - Otic.riptiori of • C..fo,..,..c:• o •• liint wj:th fomlty Y•IYll i ft th• c:Ol'lt•d of r•lrglOloll trttt of 
p•n•v•· 
Sr. Notlle O'Sh .. , C.S.J., C•thollc: C•mpu• C'"'''· U.S.C. 
Mn. Mully1t n111I"'"'• P11t '"1ilf11tt, Womt1t'1 Co1tftrHu 
6f tlrl• J...,iah FMM•tlon Couridt. 

IV. VALUES IN EDUCATIONAL SYSllMS 

Mocl.,•tor: 
Ot. Mario E9•"• l.H.M .. fmMacllil.t• H .. rt Coflot•· 

So9m.nt A: 
Ms. J111cUth Ian.I, Am.,ic•n J.whh Co1runiHH. 
Fr. Fru~I• S..cU•y, S.J •• UfllvetdJy of S•n Fro111c;b'°. 
Or. Cltwcl• Wolc.h, ,,.,fdont end O .. n, Gredueto n .. lo9fnl 
Union, 1.,l•lty. 

S•91Mrit I : 
A col'l1idoration of th• l.J>OCific qu.laiu which roUde fn 
UMl•nloMlil\9, .-.1,.ctr"t tA4' 1G1.tcetia9 to tM "''"" of 
otllor traditi.1"11. 

S...MoMt C: tractlC\lfll: 

Ln An9.C.1 s..mr..ry bcM•9• - St. JGM'1 ~. 
C.fflo•·+ ... ,,.., Hobt.,, U"too CoH.p, Los Ano.a... 
Fr. Plw11ip Yen LlndNI, C.M. 
R•bbi MlchHI Si9ntr. 
lntor-S.mi""Y Col'lf•rMc.o: 
Fr. P•l•t Nu9•flt, St. John'• S•mlnary, and 1t\lld•nlt. 

V. RELATIONS WITH OTHER RELIGIONS 

Modero tor: 
Lew Ayre.. 

S..•Ht A : 
Dr. It.Oort S. Olwoocl. Jt,. Ua.i·.,-.,_.ty of SowtMI• c.llfottt.la , 
School of Rei;,, .... 
n. R•v. M"to Kod•nl, hclclhi:at fH.,•liOfl of Sftth ... n 
c.tifor"''· 
S.wami S-.1h•nond1, V•dtn.ta Socl•ty of South ... ,, C •Ufornle . 

S.9m•nt I: 
l"f.,,.li9iov1 Coul'lcll of Sovlh•rn Californ.i•. 
M•gr. Joh.n Ch•cUcl, Pa.tor, Our lody Df Mt. Ubol'IOlll -
St. P•lot ~"tth. 
• • bt.i M.-,.r H.u.,, r..,.,.. E1u1n•TEI, 1 • ..-...ty HiW1. 
MSS Krnluu K.evr k•.t .. , SiU1 Oh.nu lroth•,hocl. 

s.,..'""1 C: rrunc .. : 
Th• Ac.•cloniy of J.clelc, C .. tttn.,., •M hl•niiic Stwcli ... 
o.. G""t• s. G'otoi ''•1.Wut of tM Ac.odtl'llly. 
Dr. A. Muluin U.llall, ltlefl'llc Con.t•r, Los A"'9•'-t. 
R•~ Ht•9'd S•hlwoh, Yollty Beth Sholom Sy"QoVUI. 
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....... The Image of Judaism in Christian Education in the German 
Language. Area 
=====================================~===============~===== 

1. Introduction 

There are relatively many authorities, institutions and orga­
nizations in Austria, the Federal Republic of Germany and ---- - · 
Switzerland dealing with the problem of Jews and Christians. 
In as far as these institutions and organizations are fully 
or partly sponsored or supporte'd· by the: Church, their goal 
is mainly to cleanse pastoral .and catechesis of anti-Judaism, 
and to re-evaluate Judaism within Christian doctrine. 

I must regretfully state that "multa sed non multu.m" (a lot 
but not much) is happening. The causes of such not very sa­
tisfactory initiatives are difficult to determine. A great 
deal of patience and strong nerves are often required. The 
hard task of finding a theological, religious and human 

. Christian-Jewish solidarity meets not only with difficulties 
from within the Church but is also partly blocked from the · 
outside. 

Within the German language area, pedagogic projects and 
topics are manifold. They serve either to defend against 
certain malpractices (anti-Judaism) or, positively speaking, 

. to develop a · Christian theology of. Judaism. It is ge~erally 
recognized that an effective preve~tio~ of anti-Judaism cannot 
be realized without a solid theologicai orientation. The ini­
tiators of Christian-Jewish solidarity thus communicate with 
theological experts of the various ·disciplines and try with 
their he~p to achieve greater clarity. Informa~ copperation 
with Bible scholars. liturgists, dogmatists. and practical 
theologians in catechesis and pastoral theology has proved 
particularly important. 
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The following survey does not comprise all Christian-Jewish 
activities within the German l anguage area. It will indicate, 
however, som~ focal points of Christian, especially Catholic, 
pastoral efforts to create an image of Judaism conforming to 
revelation. May I warn you, howe'IVer, that my statements are 
those of an outsider. Many things, especially in Germany, may 
have escaped me. I dispensed with mentioning sources, which 
can easily be ascertained in the "Freiburger Rundbrief". 

2. Institutions, Topics, Places 

In the following I am going to show in which places and educa­
tional establishments a genuine Christian education in the 
interest of religious Christian-Jewish solidarity is attempted. 
I confine myself to pointing out places and institutions with 
preponderant Catholic initiatives. I am also going to charac­
terize the focal points of this pedagogical work: What are the 
approaches? Which aims are given priority? 

2.1. __ Federal Republic of Germany 

2.1.1. The Central Committee of German Catholics (Zentralkomitee 
der Deutschen Katholiken) plays an important role in coordin­

ating the various efforts within the Christian-Jewish sector. Du-
ring th~ Catholic Day (Katholikentag) in Trier in 1970, the foiln­
dation of a discussion group of Jews and Christians was proposed 
by the Central Committee of the German Catholics. It was formed 
half' a year later , and meets about three times a year. Up to ~ow, 
the following subje'Cts have been covered: 1) The presentation, un­
derstanding, and meaning of Judaism and Christianity for each other 
(incl. the meening of non-religious Judaism) . 2) Political and so­
cial dimensions of the Jewish-Christian relationship. 3) Organizatio·­
nal consequences, i.e. for Catholic congress~s and academic assemb­
lies as well as for research topics. The discussion group communicates 
with the German Conference of Bishops .and with the German Coordi-



.' . 
-3-

nating Council for Christian-Jewish Cooperation. During the 
last few years, very impressive C~tholic-Jewish liturgies 
were developed for the Catholic Days, for instance in Mon­
chengladbach (1975). 

2.1.2. Study Group of the Episcopal Academy in the Bishopric 
of Aachen an<?- the Evangelical Academy of Hessen and Nassau. 

For many years, the Episcopal Academy in Aachen has been con­
centrating on the proper representation of Judaism in catechesis •. 
This is probably the first Catholic academy withirathe German 
language area to off er a continuous educational program on 
Judaism for teachers in adult education and teachers of reli- · 
gion, entitled: Theological Colloquium on .Judaism. From time 
to time, scholarly symposia are arranged on the proper Christiai:i 
view o:f Jews and Judaism. Certain publications have grown out- : 
of this, i.e. H.H.Henrix (ed.), Jesu Jude-Sein als Zugang zuni-. 

Judentum (1976). 

It is recognized more and more that a Christian understanding of. 
Judaism cannot be mestered by the Catholic Church alone. Those 
in charge of the Acade~y in Aachen quote Karl Barth in the Pre­
face to their publication. When visi~ing the Secretariat for ·· 
the Unity of Christians, Barth said·: "The ecumenical movement 
ist clearly driven by the Spirit of the Lord. Yet we must no·t 
forget that there is only one important ecumenical question, 
namely pur relations~ip with the Jews." 

There are ~ertain common basic elements and starting points 
within Judaism and within the various Christian denominations. 
At the root of each Christian ecumene there lies a Christi~~­
Jewish ecumene. Unless this is taken into consideration, there 
can be no unity of Christians. Theological work, theoretical 
as well as . practical, of the problem of Judaism will give hew 
impulses to the at present stagnating Chri~tian ecumenical 
movement. As the result of such considerations, the Aachen Aca­
demy decided two years ago to work together, as closely as p6s-
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sible, with the Evang.elical Academy· i.n Hesse and Nassau 
at Arnoldshain. In a .joint effort, the two academies ar­
ranged two symposia, a) Christian and Jewish Easter~ b) · 
Ch,ristian and .Jewish Liturgy. 

2.1.3. Freiburg · im Breisgau 

At the Catholic Theological Faculty of the Univer­
sity of Freiburg a re-examination of the German Catholic 
catechism (textbooks) and curriculae published since 1962 
ls taking place. It is a question of quantitative and quali• 
tative analyses of cat~chetics ana kerygmatic statements 
about Jews and Judaism. A modern computer method is being 
used for this task. It is intended to submit these ana-
lyses to all theological faculties of West Germany for an 
evaluation and correction of textbooks. The topics for the 
analyses are, God, covenant, land, people, hope, JES.Is Christ, 
Judaism, and Christianity.· The Dean of Catechetics is in _charge 
of this enterprise. At the moment, the co-workers are a l~tt­
le sceptical. They fear the project will fail because of the 
doubting and delaying attitude of Catholic theolog}~rofess?rs, 
especially the dogmatists. 

The "Freiburger Rundbrief", published for the past thirty 
years, is more important, older, and more dignified than 
all attempts undertaken but not : yet fully matured, by the 
University of Freiburg. This Christ_ian,-Jewish publication 
within the German language area has a very strong following, 
not· only a~ong Christians but also among Jews, especially 
in Israel. The main reasons for this good position of the 
"Freiburger Rundbrief11 are, a) extensive documentation on 
Church and Jewish (incl.Israeli) matters, b) the heroic 
engagement of the founder and chief editor (Dr.Gertrud 
Luckner) for the Jews during the Nazi regime and after, 
c) a balanced judment of conditions in Israel (an impri- · 
matur by the Archbishop is always requestet, extreme, espe­
cially emot·,ional and anti-ecclesiastical views are avoided). 
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2.1.4. Heidelberg 
Stimulated by the directives · of the Vatiqan and sugge­

stions for the enforcement of the Council Document "Nostra 
Aetate No. 4 11 , · as also on re.quest of the Joint · Synod of Bi­

shops of West Germany, attempts for the improvenemt of 
teacher education in religion are made. At the training 
colleges for religion teachers in several provinces, pre­
vious work plans were replaced by a new "Zielfelderplan". Its 
goal is to achieve a synthesis of problems an~ subject matter 
in teaching. The 11 Zielfelderplan" makes ~t possible to ac­
quire the necessary knowledge for teaching about Judaism. 

Attem~ are being made at present at the Peqagogi·cal Coll"ege 
of Heidelberg to provide effective information abou~ Judais~· 

for the henefit of teachers. in training. Lectures on Judaism 
are given by Catholic and Jewish professors. Teachers of re­
ligion should experience Jewish religious. reality through 
Jews (cf.F'rRu 28(1976)46-50). 

2.1.5. Various Initivatives 
The abo.ve mentioned· examples are only part of the 

activities in West Germany. Various Catholic academies 
(especially in Munich, Essen and Freiburg im Breisgau) are 
energetically and determinately at work for a Christian~ 
Jewish solidarity. The bishops of the Federal Republic of 
Germany, individually and collectively, are open-minded 
regarding the problem of Christians and Jews (cv. The Decla­
ration of the Common Synod of Western Germany; Wtirzburg: 
22.Nov.1975). The German bishops must not be reproach~d for 
negligence in the matter . Various publishers are anxious 
to offer Christian-Jewish literature (e.g. Herder Verlag, 
De Gruyter Verlag, Kaiser Verlag , Katholisches Bibelwerk, 
usw. ) . 

2.2. Switzerland 

The prevailing opinion in Switzerland ·is that theological 
consideration of Jews and Judaism is of little importance. 
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Gross antisemitism (e.g. Jews as deicides) among the Swiss 
clergy no longer exists. Occasionally, anti-Jew_ish remarks 
by extreme conservatives or extreme progressives may be heard. 
The former stick to outdated formulas of pre-Council days. 

·The progres.si.ves are sometines against all religious estab­
~ishments. They consider the Jews, at the time of Jesus, 
as paradigm of institutional and legalistic existence. The 
Jews are, therefore, considered as anti-ecclesiastic.There 
also exists an indirect form of anti-Judaism by looking down 
on the Pharisees (whom they do not know) or by talking of 
the broken covenant between God and the Jews. 

On the other hand, it is realized in Switzerland - at times 
a little complacently - that one could entertain a more neutral 
and objective dialogue about Jews and with Jews leading people, · 
than in Germany an9, Austria. After all, Switzerland did not 
acclaim Hitler . The leading personalities and groups of the 
Swiss Church are convinced that it is necessary to talk with 
Jews and to improve publicity about. the Jews. The l atter were 
invited as guests of the 1972-Synod. The German-Swiss-Synods 
(since 1972) issued statements on the Christian attitude to­
wards the Jews. The main accent was on the improvement of 
religious insruction. 

The following Christian-Jewish groups must be mentioned: T~e ­

Christian-Jewish Working Group (Christlich-jildische Arbeits­
gemeinschaft: CJA), the Friends of th~ Children's Village 
Kiryat Yearim, and · the Swiss Israel Society. 

Since 1971, a professorship for "Bible and Judaistics" exists 
at the Theological Faculty of Luzern. This ·professorsh_ip is 
the only one +n the German spe.aking Catholic area (Switzerland, 
Germany, Austria). Outside .the catholic area, there ~s only 
one(or perhaps two: TUbingen and MUnster) Ger man Evangelical 
faculty with a full-time ~rofessorship for Judaistics, there 
also are several philosophical facult.tes offering such pro­
fessorships which are well attended·. The professorship in Luzern 
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was created to contribute towards a solid .Christian theology 
' ' 

of Judaism, to give students first hand information on Ju-
daisci and to intensify theol6gical talks with the Jews of 
Switzerland. The subject of Judaism i~ compulsory pro­
paedeutic~rn in iuzern. There a~e lectures on late O.T. books, 
Jewish theolo~y and literature of the time of Jesus (Pha­
risees, Apocalyptic, introduction to Mishnah and Talmud) 
and about Jewish and Jewish-Christian pistory .and theology 
of the time after Christ. The students accept the subject 
willingly. Various theological symposia took place in Luzern 
between Jewish scholars and representatives and Christian 
theologians and delegates of other scholarly branches on 
Judaism and Christianity. In March 1977, the TQeological Fa­
culty of Luzern sponsored the first official meeting between 
Jews and the Orthodox Churcn. Every year during · the winter 
term, a Jewish scholar is appointed as guest lecturer (l-2 
hours a week). The topics are always Jewish themes · of par­
ticular interest to Christian theology. These lectures are 
greatly appreciated by the students and the many extra-mural 
listen ers. 

2. 3 . .Austria 

In Austria, the Institute :for Judaistics at the University 
of Vienna (Philosophical Faculty) is in the forefront of 
an improved evaluation of Judaism for Christian theology 
and pastoral. In the early si~ties already, the holder of 
the professorship for Judaistics, together with his co-wor­
kers, began a campaign for the impr_ovement of _statemets on 
Jews contained in reli"gious text books aof.J>rayer. ·books. Due 

to harmonious co-operation with the Archbishop of Vienna, 
a fair amount could be achieved, which was afterward accep­
ted in Germany and Switzerland. The Austrian Synods, espe­
cially the one of Vienna, issues declarations against anti­
semi tisrn and !or better ev·aluation. of Jews a,nd Judaism. In 
a similar way, the Austrian Christian-Jewish Coordinating . 
Committee ( Christlich-jUdischer Koordinierungsausschuss) i .s 
at work . The Sisters of Notre Dame de Sion (Vienna) are very 
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active in the correction of religious text books. In addition 
the Austrian Catholic Society of Education (Katholisches Bi­
belwerk) und the Catholic University Y9uth Groups (Katholische 
Hochschulgemeinden) are from time to time engaged in matters 
of Christian-Jewish solidarity. 

3. Evaulations 

Ma)'.ly of the German, Austrian and -Swiss Christians engaged in 
the improvement of the climate between Christians and Jews 
impress by their high ethi~al and idealistic attitude. Despit~ 
immense personal efforts, an efficient organization, and in-: 
tensive publicity (books, public relations), the results of . 
such initiatives were of little consequence regarding theo- · . . 
logians as well as the general public. It seems that there · 
are often the same faces at the · numerous Christian conventions. 
The group of genuinely interested people grows very slowly •. 
The reservations put forward by many theologians are based on 
the following reasoning: 

1) Those speaking on behalf of tne Christian-Jewish movem~nt 
do not always possess the necessary Christian-theological and 
Jewish qualifications. Profess1onal theologi.ans hardly take 
such people seriously. 

2) Somettmes, a few Jewish guest speakers tend to distrub 
the internal Christian d~velopmenta.1 process. Neither do .. 
they know enough about Judaism nor do they underst~d Cpri~ 
stianity. Their damaging statements proclaim that Christia~. 

--- nity is no true monotheistic religion; all Christians are 
~ ty for ~uschwi tz and should be hel<!_. responsible for 
collective restitution. Some theologians feel deceived by 

Jews who are supposedlL_interested in dialogue. 

( 

3) The Middle East War and the policy of the State of Israel 
(mi~sionary law) are considere·d in. a negative light. 
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It is still harder to ascertain the reactions of the men 
in the street. Partly his r easons are similar to those aired 
by theologians. Surely, Arab propaganda and the policy of 
Israel form a stumbling block. Perhaps sames are afraid that /.t.. 

concessions in favour of Jews may undermine Christian belief:~~ 
This f ;~-;~y-the-fact that' niany Chr-istie.ns inte- \ · 
rested in Christian-Jewish matters are somehow syncretic and 
sectarian in their outlook. You can occasionally feel a fairly; .,,~ 

strong anti-clerical climate during these Christian- Jewish ~::::,_-.,,..~-< 

Convention7:--Th~urch is supposed to be mainly responsible '\ ~~L' 
for Auschwitz: During the whole history of the Church, Judaism) ,.~ 
is considered to be the victim · of her aggression. 

Fundamental considerations within the Church are then more im­
portant than single actions. Responsible Christians should know · 
~ore about Christianity. Both must develop a more generous, re­
laxed and tolerant attitude towards each other. 

Yet, we do z;iot doubt that the spirit of "Nostra aetate 4 11
, the 

Vatican Directives for the said declaration and the statements 
made by the synods of the various countries within the German 
language area, will gradually act as a transforming influence. 

1.4.1978 

?. 
•. 

Clemens Thoma 
(Luzern) 
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IJCIC Manbers 

Rabbi Henry S~~gman 

Sumnary of J'¥1 . 19, l978 Meeting 

January 30, 1978 

The following attended: Rabbi Ronald Sobel, Chaiman; Rabbi Marc Tanen­
batun and Rabbi .Jrures ~in (American Jewish 
Catmittee); Rabbi Leon Kl~nicki, Rabbi Walter 
Wurzburger, Dr. Micbae+ Wyschogrod, and Rabbi 
Henry Siegman; 

I. APRIL ~SULTATirn wrm VATICAN REP~ATIVFB 

It was agreed that the following would be asked to prepare the 
major paper at the forthcoming consultation with the Hanan Catholic 
Church in Madrid~ in the following order: Martin Cohen (ffiJC), 
Sidney Hoenig (Yeshivah Univ.ersity), and Martin &:>zenberg (HUC). 

Rabbi Sobel reminded the Ccmnittee that at the last meeting of 
the Planning Carmittee in Geneva, the Vatican representatives .ex-

. pressed an interest in a joint paper on "HUimn Rights and Religious 
Liberty". It was not clear what the Catholic representatives had 
jn mind, nnd Rabbi Henry Siegman wa.S asked to conffi.llt with Monsignor 
George Higgins of the U. S. Catholic Conference about the matter . 

II . 'VOIU.D COUNCIL OF aruRCHES ·· ·· .:: .~.: 

IJCIC has been qsked to appoint U\Q Jewish scholars who, together 
with two Chr:i<:rti an scholars, would prepare the papers for t he next 
major consultation with the World Council of Churches which is to 
take place some time in 1979. The theme of the eonsultation will 
be: ''Man Living in Nature - Man Living With His Neighbor: Christian 
and Jewish Perspectives" . 

It was agreed that Prof . Manfred Vogel of Northwestern University 
be invited to serve as one of the two Jewish scholars, and that 
the s~nd scholar be a social scientist familiar with political 
and environrrental issues . Rabbi Marc Tannenbaum said that he 
\IDuld speak with Hyman Bookbinder in Washington, D. C. , who he thou~ht 
would be able to reconmend a qualified person. 

It was agreed that arrong the current issues to be discussed with 
our Catholic partners in Madrid will be the status of Jerusalem 
and the resurgence of Neo-Nazism in Gennany. 

432 'PARK AVENUE SOUTH, NEW YORK, N.V. 10011 • Telephone: (212> 686·8670 
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It was agreed that Dr. Michael Wyschogroq' s reeomnenda tions regard­
ing an Advisory'Camlittte of Scholars be the subject of a forthcaning 
meeting of IJCIC. 
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Commission pour lcs relations religicuses avec le judaismc 

. • 
Information sur les 

RENCONTRES ET CONGRES ISLAMO-CHRETIENS 

I. 

1) 

Z) 

3) 

4) 

5) 

6) 

7) 

8) 

9} 

II. 

. 1) 

2) 

3). 

4) 

5) 

m. 

1) 

2) 

3) 

4) 

Les rencontres organisees par le Secretariat pour les non-c·hretiens 

Rencontre d"u Caire (Egypte} , l 0-16 septembre 1974. 

Rencontre de Rome entre les represcntants du Vatican et ceux 
de !'Arabie Saoudite, 24-27 ocfobre 1974. 

Congres de Tripoli, 1-6 !evrier 1976. 

Congres de Vienne (Modling),, 19-21 novembre 1976·. ; . 

Vi site en Iran, 1-7 juin 1976. 

Visite au Yemen, 15-17 septembre 1976. 

. . 
Visite d 1une delegation chi'ite de l'Irak au Vatican, 8-15 oct. 1977. 

Visite d 1une delegation indonesienne au Secre~riat, 29 nov. -2 dec.19r 

Visite de la delegation iranienne au Secretariat (30 nov. -5 dec.1977} 

Les rencontres auxquelles a participe le Secretariat pour les 
non-chretiens . 

Rencontre de Bamako, 5-12 juillet 1972. 

Rencontre de Niamey , 1-8 juillet 197 5. · 

Rencontre de Geneve (Cartigny}, 20-22 octobre 1976, 

Rencontre de Saint-Gabriel (Modling-Vienne), 31 mai-5 juin 1977. 

Conference de Venise, 16-20 octobre 1977. 

Les rencontres auxquelles le Secretariat n 1a pas participe. 

Rencontre de Broumana (Liban), 12-18 juillet 1972. 

Congres de Cordoue (Espagne), 9-15 septembre 1974. 

Colloque islamo-chretien de Tunis, 11-17 novembre 1974. 

Deuxi~me congres de Cordoue (Espagne), 21-27 mars 1977. 

(7 fcvrier 1978} 

" -" 



[start] 

Original docamerr1ts 
faded and/or illegible 



.. 

WORLD JEWISH CONGRESS 

CONGRES JUIF MONDIAL CONGRESO JUDIO MUNDIAL 

CASE P OSTAL5 • D• 
121t GENitVE 20 NEW · YORK N . Y. L. 0 N 0 0 N W . 1 P A R I S Se TEL• AVIV 
1. AUE OE VARt!M8£ 16 EAS T 84 tP'I S T R EE T &&. NEW C A VENDISH S'tR £eT 78, AV, CMAMPS·i!:LYSll!'.11!.S 123, YEHUOA HAL E:Vt STR. 

T E l E PH. G4 t S ~6 T E 1.. &: P M 9 7. 9 4 . S 0 0 T S' l €: i:> H . 0 :l 6 · 0 3 . 3 S T E l. E P M 3 & A g 4 . 6 3 T E. L E P .,_.. '2 '2 . 9 1 . : 9 

TeLl!X ~ 89870 TELEX 23 61 29 TELE X 2189 3 T£1..&.X 6609'20 

.;. - ..... · .... ..., 

F . Beclrnr, Rome. 

Rome, March 7 : ·197~ 
85: Piazza Sc~n~er~eg: 
:rel . : 679.50 . ~ 3 ~-

In oc casi.on of thP. forthcon1in;?,· ~.r·q11P.l. 

y".P.!'1+.~ .... er of t he JJiaison Co!J1.mj.ttee bet1·;ee:r. t}i~ R01"l~n 

GR.th"] ~-o ChE:rch and the Jev1R wh:i ch ;·d.11 tr->_i-p pl::ce. 
in JW·~(lri~ on April 5- 7, J_978; q f'i~gJ.e/~('\,,-r'"t, c :r ·"C~ 

has hoRn r eser ved ~or you a~ the HotPl 

~- Castellana,- Peseo de la Castellara 57 
Tel .4100200 , Rate: Pstas 2 .000. - ~e~ ~?-Y 

SACE , C;;ll~. Gener;:il. SF.!!'! 5ur .j c 8 ~ . 
Tel . 447 4000, Rate: Pstas l.20a. ~ sin€~~. 
l. 580 .-~ double 

Bret on, C~lle Bre~on lo~ HRrrero~ 29; 
Tel .4428 300 ; ~ate: Pst~s l.2JO. -

A1.l the· above hoteJ 8 8.rA w; th~.n wal ki.1: ·"': 
' -rltn t r-n ce from ' the Macl:r:irJ ,fo\lish Cnm1~1111j_ t..\r CeJ1tr" ~ 

r!.,.:1.1.~ 138.lme~ 3, whe r e thP. !71/'P.t:i.Ylr•8 ''·1:iJ.J. t:ll.·e T"l ·'ce, 
R +artjn~ April 5 ~ mornin~. All re~ervatior s ara ~or 
A. r;ri.l. A. +,}1_rc1) gh April 7. Any chanp:e s in thP. O.a-tr~ of 
~.rri vql or de:o~.rture should he !'otj_:fied by tele-·1hone 
or cr,ble to: 

· Sr . J o nel Mihalovici~ 

.·' 

Cen t ro ne ERtndj os ~Tudeo-Cr; ~-t:ianos , 

Hilarj_on EslP..va 50~ 
- .. .,., _ _, .:.~a: . ;~-~- .._ ., . J ...;,-- ¥;3;~.; :?:.C,: -:·;­

.Tel. 24 31251 

v•ho :is tak ing CP..rEi°: also of •1ci:;el resP.rva-.;ions f."ro the 
1 g78 1~·adrj_ft Symposi1Jm on . Chr:i stian- tTPwish °RP.-:'.-,t~ ~.~ -

' . " 

. ,. 

" 
" ~ . i 

..,, 

,,.. . ,: 

! 
I 

I 
t 

! . ~ 
~ 

_· [ 

I 
•• ·1."'\·-·1 

~ 
' 

. I 

I 
. ! 

. .-·; 

. 
--- -·~ 

'·:..·-· .. 
- -------' ------.. --«<~·,_....• ... n1, ...... ,-,;i--=·~o::rr;:i,~~~='lmt:"l~.4Y:7.Ml;r:"T1-1~lr..':21.'ll4i~frt ' • ..Ja,'9'':.t'•"1Uli·. ;t·rtf1\\ .... ~,~.;~~t?.t-~~ 



[end] 

Original d©coame111ts 
faded ar:idfor illegible 



' -

THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMM.ITTEE 

-: . 

date 

to 

March 9, 1978 

Rabbi Marc TanenbaLnn 

C 0 N F I D E N T I A L 

NOT FOR DISTRIBillION 

from 

subject 

Rabbi A. James Rudin 
ROME REPORT 

Following our meetings in Belgrade" the National ·rnterreligious 
Task ~orce on Soviet Jewry delegation traveled to Rome for consulta­
tions "(November· 23-27, 1977) with officials qf the Vatican and the 
United States Embassy. We also participated in the international 
Sakharov htunan rights hearings. Our Vatican meetings were arranged 
by .Zach .Shuster. 

' - We met first with Msgr. Charles Moeller, the Vice Pres.ident of. 
the Commission for Religious Relations with the Jewish People, and 

:·if -L Father Jorge Mejia, the Commission's Secretary. Th~ Connnission is 
.;~~J;~,.· c .part of the Secretariat for Promoting Christian Unity. Father Mejia 
· is relatively n~w in hi.s . position, and he took extensive notes as ··we 

debriefed him and Msgr. Moeller regarding our impressions and views· 
of the Be.lgrade Conference . Both men are deeply coinmitted to the pr in.,. 

· ciples of human. rights and religious liberty, but they clearly indi~ 
cated that Vatican policy in these matters is made by the Secretariat 
of State headed by 'Bishop ca·saroli, and especially by his Undersecre­
tary, Msgr. Achil~e Silvestrini. I indicated to Msgr. Moeller and 
Father Mejia that our group would be meeting the following day with 
Msgr. S;i.lvestrini. Father Mejia was mos~. impressed, -and he wry).y noted 
that he had never met Silvestrini. He thanked the Interreligious 
Task Force for the opportunity at last to meet the Vatican Undersec­
retary of State. 

Father Mejia offered an overview of his 
he ~dded little that I did not already know. 
teaching position in Argentina, and ~hus, he 
commitment" to his Vatican job. 

responsibilities,, b~t 
He still retains his 

has not made. the "total 

The Interreligious Task Force group urged both men ' to press the 
Vatican for .·a_more public and specific stance on Soviet Jewry,~ ht.mlan 
rights and religious liberties. Msgr. Moeller and Father Mejia ·prom­
ised they would, but it was obvious that the ultimate policy decision 
is not in their hands. Both meo impressed the delegation. Moeller 
came ac~oss as a caring,. compassionate, and seasoned Vatican diplomat, 
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while Father Mejia came through as a decent man vitally concerned about 
all our Jewish issue.s. It remains to be seen what kind of "clout" he 
will be able to develop at the Vatican. 

On Thursday af.ternoon, November 24th, we held a news conference 
at our Rome Hotel thanks largely to the. outstanding work of Emanuele· 
Ascarelii, : the Rome Jewish community's public_ relations man ·and a 
friend of Abe Karlikow. We drew an excellent turnout on Thanksgiving 
Day (most Americans in Rome took the day off). Representatives of the 
Associated Press, United Press International; the New York Times, . the 
Chicago Sun Times and the Religious News Service were present. In my 
Belgrade report, I enclosed· the New York Times· article, the RNS dis­
patch and the Catholic News st.ory. 

The following day we had qur session wit~sgr. Silvestrini who 
was accompanied by his associate, Msgr. Audry~ Bakis, a Lithuanian 
Catholic who seems to have been completely "Vaticanized". That is, he 
showed absolutely no interest or emotion -about the plight of the· Lith­
uanian Catholics. Msgr. Moeller and Father Mejia also attended our 
meeting with the Secretary of State officials. 

Silvestrini began the meeting by speaking in rather poor English; 
When he grasped the intellectual quality and political sophistication 
of the Task Force group, he quickly switched to Italian "in order to 
be more preciseo" Throughout the two-hour meeting, Silvestrini spoke 
quite slowly and he often searched for the precise wording to express 
his tboughts . Father Mejia acted as interpreter for us. The follow­
ing is an almost verbatim account of Silvestrini's remarks. He de­
clared _ that the Holy See is· committed el· · for all ·be­
lievers as he state is opening speech at the Belgrade Conference. 
'.this inclliae·s-~ .the right of emigration as well as internal religious 
liberty within the Eastern bloc nations. The Vatican has two proposals 
for the Belgrade Conference (see enclosures), but they are being 
"floated orally" at Belgrade, and they will be presented "at the right 
moment" (a time he never defined). 

The Vatican proposals are very nebulous and certainly not specific 
in n~ture. · Silvestrini said that "although the Vatican represents all 
religions in Belgrade, we have .never ~ade any specific mention of any 
group, .but rather, we speak for all groups." 

Professor .Thomas Bird asked Msgr. Silvest~ini whether there were 
Catholic prayerbooks and liturgies available in the various languages 
of the Soviet Union. Silvestrjni replied that Russian and Lithuani~n 
translat·ions are available, but there are no Beylorussian or Ukrainian 
prayerbookso 

Silves~rini then outlined the Vatican's policy towards Eastern 
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Europe·. It seeks religious and civic liberty for all individuals, 
the free~om of various religious connnunities to organize and . the 
right of believers in each country to communicate with one another 
and with their co-religionists in other countries. This policy, by 
the way, .does not break new ground, nor is it significantly differ­
ent from the provisions of Basket III of the Helsinki Final Act. 

The Task Force members pressed Msgr. Silvestrini as to when the 
Vatican. wouid present its own proposals to the Belgrade Conference. 
He was most vague on this point. Sister Ann Gillen raised, the· ques- · 
tion of the V~tican speaking out in behalf of Jewish and Christian 
prisoners in the Soviet Union, but Silvestrini clearly indicated that 
the .Vatican will not publicly intervene for any prisoner, Christian 
or Jewish, but will employ discreet and private interventions,- i.e.·, ". 
'.'quiet. diplomacy. 11 When the case of Anatoly Scharansky was ·mentioned, 
S~lve~trini· replied that the Vatican is fully aware of the situation· 
and 1'waS Working in behalf Of the . prisoner• II 

The Vatican has never rejected diplomatic intervention, but ''we 
have no diplomatic relations with the Soviet Union. We intervene -by 
various means and we never give public notice of such intervention. 
The Vatican speaks out clearly on religious freedom, but not on spec~ 
ific cas~s, even in behalf of. Roman Catholic prisoners." 

Father Radano then asked Msgr. Silvestrini about the Vatican's 
policy towards Israel. The. Seton Hall professor said this issue wa~ 
extremely in!.portant in American Christian-Jewish relations. Silve~~ 
trini shrugged his shoulders and turned his palms upward and· said, 
·"The· Jewish connnunity is very emotional" about this issue. There .. · 
was s.il~'rtce following this remark. Finally, Dr. Phillippe asked, 
"Exactly what dtd the Msgr. mean by 'emotional'?" Silvestrini ~aid. 
that Israe.1 was of "emotional importance" to the · Jewish people . 

At this 'point I interjected that· th~ Jewish commitment to Israel 
is mucl:\ more than an "emotional one, ." but rather was rooted · in reli­
gion, history, culture; and theology. I am sure Silvestrini unde~­
stood. what I said, but he repeated again that it was an "emotional 
question for 'Jews.~ ~ 

Silvestrini said that the Vatican looks with favor on Sadat '-s -.· 
visit to Israel. Indeed, the Pope dedicated a public prayer for -the 
succes~ of that visit, and he ventured his own personal opinion - tha~ 
any Vatican· declaration on Israel would be more harmful since there 
are "hos"tage Catholic comn.unities in Arab countries. 11 

Professor Lac~cque became agitated at this point (as we all~ere) 
and Qeclareq that this is the same rationalization that we had heard .. 
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regardi.ng human rights and religious liberty for Soviet Jews •. I...acocq~e 
told Silvestrini that he was deeply disappointed and filled with de- · 
spairabout the Vatican unwillingness and/or inability to speak. out on 
behalf. of t ·he right of Israel to exist as a sovereign state, nor· was 
he convinced that such a statement would hurt or damage Roman · 
Catholics livit)g in Arab countries . Lacocque went on to say that as 
a ' Eµropean~born Protestant who lived on the continent during· th,e 
Holocaus·t,. all Christians are· "co-responsible with the Nazis for the 
murder .of the · 6 million Jews . · I am 'impatient with quiet diplomacy. 
We need both. a vigorous public stance as. well as p·rivate interven~ion. 
-The excuse of hostage Catholic coIID'.llunities is unacceptable." Silves"'." 
trini had no answer; he merely shrugged . his shoulders. 

. . 

' · .. 

I then raised the question of the Vatican's policy towards Jeru­
salem • . Silvestrini said, "It isn't really simple -- the core of the 
problem is that Jerusalem belongs to three religions. The Holy See is 

· working . fo~ a situation whereby all three religions can enjoy Jerusa- · 
lem fully. This is a profound need .and request by the Holy See. · How 
can this be obtained? Only by a guarantee of pledges that have in- . 
ternational support. At the same time a de j ure situation is achieved, 
we also · rieed ~ de facto reality so that all three . religious communities 
can live together. This means not only the freedom to visit the Holy · 
Places · or the city 6 .f Jerusalem itself, · but freedom for those · living · 
and . st~y'ing there . There must be a viable Christian and Moslem conmi.un- .· 
~ty as .. well .as a Jewish one o The Holy See seeks such international 
guarantees to protect the three religious communities in Jerusal~.w . 
Ih"private .conversation following the meeting I asked Msgro Silvestri,ni 
whether he had meant the internationalization of the city. He said, 
"Oh, n.o, . o.nly the protection of the religious communities o" 

Silvestrini· then spo~e in general· terms about Israel: The Vatican 
never recognizes states whose final borders have not been settled, but· · 
''we have more than de facto recognition of Israelo Israeli delegations 
have be~n ·received at the Vatican including -Golda Meir, and this is im ... 

· plic.:Lt -recognition of the State of IsraeL Israeli officials have at• 
ten~ed funerals and coronations of various Popes since 1948 . " · . . · · 

· . .Judge S1:11it_h asked why the Vatican cannot make a public dee laration-· 
·rec.ognizing Israel Is existence and Silvestrini replied that · certain . . 
problems have never been solved.. He said, "It would be unjust · if the 

· Arabs .. threw. the Jews into the sea. The Vatican acknowledges that ··every_ 
st~te ·in the Middle East has the right to exist but there are three 
problems - firtal ·borders .do not exist, the question of Jerusalem and 
the.rights of the Palestinian people. " 

. The National Interreligious Task Force delegation next met with 
Father Willi&n .. Murphy, formerly of Boston, and Dr . George Filibeck, · 

• .. 
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both staff members of the Pontifical Commission for Justice ~nd Peace. 
The Commission ha$ published some ·documents · including "The Church and 
Human Rights" and "The Holy See and Disarmament." Father Murphy .out~ 
lined the role of the Commission which is one of . "research and devel­
opment" for the Vatican in areas of social action ·and global .human 
concerns. It is not a policy-making Commission, nor does it institute 
programs o· I had . the· distitJ.ct impression that the Commission for Jus­
tice and Peace is not in the Vatican ·mainstream and, in fact, forces 

·are at work in Rome to either weaken or even terminate the work of the 
Co~ission. Father Murphy knows the work of the AJC quite weil, and 
is always pleased to receive our material and · publications. 

While in Rome we also met with Alan. Holmes, second in counnand a·t 
the American Embassy, since Ambassador Richard Gardner was out of the 
country at the time of our visit. Mr. Holmes was most generous with 
his time and . ~e gave us a full briefing· on the American Embassy's roie 
in pressing for human rights and religious liberty vis-a-·vis Ba~ket ·111 
of the Helsinki Final Act. He is personally very cODDnitted to· this · · 
issue and was pleased to -hear our report from Belgrade. He fur~her . in­
dicated that he works cooperatively with Rabbi Toaf f regarding Soyiet 
Jews who remain temporarily in Italy prior to leaving for other coun­
tries . This is a most complicated issue and the Task Force avoided in~ 
jecting itself into its various aspects. Holmes was quite pessimistic 
regarding the current state of Italian politics and felt that the ex­
tremis ts, both on the right and left, were becoming more powerful in 
Italian life. 

We als9 met with Father Charles Angell who now heads the · Graymoor. 
Center ~n ROme, and he is eager to cooperate with us in interreligious 
progr~ing • . Father Angell has worked closely w~th us in the past, 
and he hopes that some of our interreligious tours can stop off in .Rome 
~or s.eminars and other forms of progrannning. It is something we might 
want to ·consider. 

T~e Task Force. was invited to p~i;-ticipate· in the international 
Sakharov hearings. This tribunal was coincidentally meeting in Rome 
during the time of our visit and we were pleased to become par~ of the 
proceedings. Mario Corti, an Italian Catholic from Milan and ·his co:1-
leagues organized the m~eting which attracted people from all oyer 
Europe, as the enclosed listing of the Counnission members indicates . 
Corti represents a right of center political view and he has a great 
affinity for things Russian, including the language and the culture. 
·Professor Bird indicated that Corti's group is a conservative pro­
Christian g~oup that encourages and helps Russian emigres in the .West. 
His group is not anti-Semitic, and is becoming an important force in 
the human right.s community. 
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-The overall chainnan of the hear.ings was ·Simon Wiesenthal. H~ 
presided at the four-day session (I was only able to stay for the : 
first two,. but Sister Ann Gillen, ·however, changed her schedule and 
pa.lit.icipated .in the entire conference). The hearings received tes~ . 
tl.mony fr~m people .who had been imprisoned in various European coun­
tri~s~ and the object was to gain precise data about the . failure of 
East European· ·countries to obey their own· laws, and how these coun- . 
tries de~rive their citizens of hlDilan rights. 

: The personal testimonies w~re quite moving and powerful, and they 
included representatives from Bulgaria, East Germany, Czechoslovakia, 
the · ;3oviet Union, · Rumania and other countries. The first Sakharov 

· hearings were held .in Denmark a . few years ago, and I am sure there will 
be a third hearing in the next couple of years. Corti's group, 
"Ecumenia· Russiya,u brought together journalists, lawyers, parliamen­
tarians, labor officials, religious leaders and human rights activist·s 
from the United States and ·Western · Europe to receive testimony. 

These_ are my overall impressions following our Rome visit. The 
VC1-ticarr is .· pursuing a careful and somewhat risky policy vis-a-vis the 
Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. It has apparently written off the 
Ukrainian Roman . Catholics as well as the Lithuanian Catholics. Its 
.overalL .intent is b_oth. tactical and strategic. On a tactical level 
th_e Vat.ican seeks to. achieve some_· symbolic and even. real victories in 

.· Easteqr Eut;ope, i.e. establishing relations with Hungary, coexistence 
with . t.he Polish Government, the distribution of some Russian language 
liturgical ·material in the Soviet Union, etc. 

However, .~he price it pays for such victories is to remain pub- .· 
licly silent regarding specific htnnan rights cases in the Eastern . 
countries . and ·the Soviet Union. The Vatican will not intervene pub­

.. licly · (and J suspect, not even privately) for any prisoners, even . 
Roman C-.;itl:iol:l.c ones. 

· .. In my opinion the strategic purpose of this policy is a · rappr9che..: 
ment with . the Soviet Union and by implication with the .Russian brthQ-

. dox .Church. Several Vatic.an officials hinted quite broadly that .the · , · . 

. Hoiy See ·'.has never abandoned its 'centuries-old hope of absorbing. . . 
"Mother .Russia" into the bosom of Rome. This is obviously ·a · long range 
policy; . but. ft . accounts in part for the Vatican's seeming appeasement . . 
of the Soviet Union in so many areas. 

Regarding · the Middle East, it is clear that the Vatican has not 
changed . . its. recent policy towards Israel. It enjoys de facto rela-. · 
tions . but not de jure . . It has abandoned its call for the internation·­
aliz~tion of .Jerusalem, but it is obvious that the Holy See still has· .· · 
great .concern. about the City, and when and· if a peace settlement comes; 

· ... 
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it will· obviously speak _out for some sort of international guarantee 
in b~half of ·the Christ~an and Moslem communities there • . This gq~r­
antee will go far beyond simply the right to visit the Holy Places, . 
but r~ther it .will stress the neces.sity to have viaQ,-le Christian 
and Moslem .communities remain in Jerusalem. 

Msgr·. Silves.trini 's seeming inability to understand the · Jewish 
commitment ' to Israel in other than "emotional terms" was depressing 
and disapp~inting. As for the situation in Italy itself, all o-£ us 
in the .delegation had a sense of impending crisis which even the 
most . ~asu~l visitor coQld clearly sense on the streets of RDme ; 
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be: Harold Applebaum, Marc Tanenbaum 

.. .. 

. . ~· 

It is ey -pleasvre to ·share with you .this Fibruary 3rd ad published 
.in the ~ew York Times. . lt is Til'f hope that you tdll see fit to share -

_ this with the Catholics iu your diocese by havi~g it reprinted in 
the dioccsan _nevspap~r. If that is your decision, I would appreciate 
your sharing a copy with oe. Cf course, ! wotild not 'llaut to miss tbe 
opportunity to- say that tbe addition of your si-OnatUTe WGuld be- both 
.appropriate and appreciated. kre ltnov that Monsizn.or Osterreie.ber had 
that io, mind when he· conceived the ad. 

I welcome any comme~ts on .the content of this ad t.1lat you ·t10uld c:are 
to sh:ire with ee. · As always, my sincerest ~anks and best wishes. 

"YAG/lm 

enc 

Cordially, 

Willim:i A. Gralnick 
Southeast' R.egional Director 
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CATHOLICS concerned 
for the future of 
ISRAEL and its ARAB 
D. e· 1· ghbors "The Lord is the Godo/ the whole earth, the mountains of Judah belong to.Him, 

to the God of Jerusalem. The Mount of Moriah Thou hast favored, Lord." 
· -klscriplion in a ~urial cave near Ainaziah'aboill 700 B.9. 

Al. 

With miDions of Amerfcans of many faiths, the for our brethren, the Jews. and accept some of · · 
Ill~ C&lholics siand in awe or the won- the responsi.bility for lsr~ers existenc.e. 

der ol Cl9ativity that is modem Israel. At this juncture in history, consciell'Ce impels 
From the days of the first.Zjt>nist settle(llenl till us tosp.eak out more loudly than e~er. In a daring 

naw, Israel's farmers-men and women working ·. move. President Sadat has, we hope, put an end 
sid9' by sid&--nave made dead soil live again: to the automatic alternation of war and ceasefire 
they have even maJ)aged to multiply crops so agreement and thus ailowed freedom rather 
ilhat cenain fruits ~re ,being Mrvesled .three than fate 19 shape Middle East history. He and 
ilimes a year:-lts engineers are able to tum brine Prime Minister B.egill met in an atmosphere ol 

tha( they have an in8/iet1able right t:o indepen- . 
dent nation))ood as part of that fullness. To set 
up its own state is.not one of the rights imate in' 
every group, tribe, or people'. None of the pres: 
ent power$-9reat or sma11.,.:.Jives by such a 
rule. Only Israel is supposed lo ascept the prin­
ciple of th~ selr-aetermina9011 of pe.oples as an · 
absolute -one and guarantee its exercise by 
the PLO • . 

ilnto refreshing water: more than e~here they mutual respect, .immediacy and. openness 'The Arab gevem~ents have con.stanUy_-~· 
harness solar energy. hitheno unknown. Their conversation in Jeru· lvs.ed 19 grant that nght to lhe minorities will)ln 

·satem bears a ge(!Uine promise for friendly rela· their borders, Iraq_ for instance.tot~ Kurds. Th4! 
Freedom fcir. AU . tions among all the members.of the Mlddle East great powers. too, and the new A In can stale 

. We mil/Ve/ even mi:ir& at the' cocfrage·and ·family. Yet. not everyone welcomes this' allofwhomliketospeakol''thelegilimaterights 
sense of s()lidarit'f of Israel's founders who changed climate. . • · · · . of Pa!J!stinian Arabs··-tail to honoilhe prt~iple 
_..;_., d th .. 1·1 · ,,. · fr •• · • they proclaim. The latter have persisted in retain-
''"""'""e . e counuy to a 1 em ,,igmty, ee- ' . App~..-t ~Not I Solullon_ · i"" .. the.artificial border$ drawn by their IOnner 
dom, and honest toif' for any Jew who wishes to T Ui 1 • '" 
~ve Within it$· boundaries. No less inspiring is he n lted Nations Gen war . !"'ss•m· colonial masters. . · · · · 
·Israel's promise given in the Proclamation of In· bly-the lnltjal vision of , peace and ti the8''and Other natiw can, for ieasoris-Oi 
'!jependence, to safeguard \he social and politi- eo9perat1on gon~oes not tire to hurl 11s unity and security deny indilp8/ldencie ID those 
cal rights of "all its inhabitants irrespective of old. condemnations. at Israel;. PLO leada.IS . . or their cltlZens c1imonng for It.. WKV sHouu> 

.ireligion, face, oi sex." Equally Impressive is its lllr•llten to ostracize Preslden!·Sadat; chase- ISRAELCONSENTTHAT PARTOf"JME~ 

\

·offer of "freedom of WOfship, c·onscience. Ian- him to the end of the earth; or have him RITORY'IT HOLDS BE'l'URNEO·INTO A~ 
guage, education, cullure!''for all its citizen;. In. . ·&SS.tsel.net4'd· Whl" this happens, :.ou~. ~... TILE S1Atei · '. , : : .• '! ·, . · · ": 
ilhe name of. the young s1ate, Israel's foonders mlnstratton pu'r5ues a naive and romantiC · • .· · • ·• ·-· 

I [pledged lo 'remain true t~ the prophets' mes- . polley.'lacktng In direction. . . PLO. "'-•nee' la a~ ID;MJ.:11119 .. 
'.sage of "freedom, jus1lce, and peace." We honor ·As we plead with aflour hearts for ti just peace Wheneverthe PlO haS been ~In oiia elf 
J !Israel for having spared no effort to create a fair, .;n the Middle East and the world, we mu sf warn the Aralata~s, M became a threat ID· )I. AJj lnde-

\

oeom_ passi9riate, humane _socie.ty.. . . th°a( peace cannot be had by disregarding the pendant PLO state would bill mutti~ly !hill 
integrity and the savereig~ty of Israel. · d~. For all the~ re;isons we implOla all W!'O 

The Land 1 Taken of God'• ~venalit · We do notthink ltourresP,Onsibility to draw the excedse. poW8r or influenee in !he Middle EasttD 

I 
Admiratioll and respect ar~ not. the·on/'/ ties borders between Israel and its neig!lbors: this is fflld belier ways 10 solve the problem of Paleslln: 

that unite us to Israeli J&ws. There is an even · the work ot tne·partners of a peace conler.ence. ian Alllbs than the ·erection of a .volcano In the 
deep_erbondtotheJewishpeople. Accordillgto Without fear and pressure from anyoithe'great heart oi the Middle Ea.st. 
i the liturgy or the Easter Vigil, Christians share in powers, but mindful or the past and the future, We have no exact blueprint to· offer for the 
the dignity of the people of Israel, !heir dignity and of the well-being of all concerned. the coe~is\ence of Israel aii~ the Arab Nations. But, 

' 'being that of a covenanted people. The land negotiating partners will have to determine the we hope, ,pray, and work for the day w~n 
promised and entrusted to them was a' token 01 frontiers of tomorrow. · Isaiah's.vision of a united Middle .East coll1il0 

'that covenant, God's love gilt to those He drew. ·true. He saw the counlriesofthal region linked to 
"close. Statehood le NOi en· marl enable Right one another i.n a spirit o1 friendship-and service, 

Th8t in our day, Jews regained that land and Timeandagain,wearetoldtha~thecoreoftl)e _Israel as a blessing in their midst. And hehea'rd 
established on H a new Jewish state is, we be- Middle Eastern conffict isjustice for Palestinian. the Lord.say: 
lfieve; a Sign that God's covenant with ·them is Aiabs. We affirm that, together'wilhall olhermen Blessed be Egypt, my.people, 

. ~- We acknowledge that the hinship spring- and women, Palestinian Arabs have a claim to ASSytia, the work of my haQds, 
ing from a Sllared covenant obligates us to care the fullness ot human rights. We deny, however, end Israel, my very own. (ts 19:25)' 

THIS IS WHAT YOU CAN DO FOR PEACE 
• PniY for the Peace of Israel and Its Neighbors. 
•Try to place this' statement In a newspaper of your ·choice. 

. ·--Tliomoa i:. Bl.rd 
-••Col ..... CUllY 
....,_a,M.Y. 

C._ H.llatiop 

Rew ....... ldWanl D"" 
Horr e,... Col .. • 
Worcnter, •••a. 

r.:~=·~llOll.of ChrlaUona ond Jewa 
.... YNl, N,T, . . 

. ~Hma,llolNrt '· OrlM• s.J, 
WUllla9t...,D.c. 

• Write to your Congressman, Senators, President carter, 
and secretary Vance, telling of your support for Israel • 

TllOJllH Potrtd Ba .. fW •orm• U~ AmlllimaN•r -.. --...- IU~ Unlwenltr 
llrillta,..rt, c:-. 

••ll'·."""" •· oa1a ... 1oh., 
DlreotDr 
ln1U- el -...C•rl.Uan llUdlH 
SoloA.llallU:lllV-~ 
8ou111 Oran9., N..1 • 

oont••·-"7 ..... 
7"-llonllor 
San F'rartelHo, c.r. 

SJ.tor Aoao ThNI ... O.P,,, PhD 
.. !Oft 11~1 UOIHnltf 
a.111110 .... ., • .,,, 

&.•.P. WaU ·-TllO Chio."' Calllello 
Chloop,111. 

J.!l ~rC!.Y.DUt agr~.[!18!)1 ~ this_m,Qssage, write to the coordinator of this ~d, Monsignor John M. OesteiTeicher, SO. orange, ~.J .. 0707~ •. 



Dear 

The International Jewish Committee on Interreligio~S 

Consultations !/Jere) is the central Jewish body engaged 

in consultations with international religious bodies such 

as the Vatican and the World Council of Churches. The 

membership of IJeIC includes the American Jewish Committee, 

ADL, Synagogue Council of America, World Jewish Congress 

and the Jewish Interfaith Council of Israel. 

Over the years, IJCIC has drawn on a number of Jewish 
~ 

scholars who have participated in the discussion of various 

issues in the field of Jewish-Christian relations. I JC IC 

has recently decided to form an Academic Resource Committee 

to be composed of scholars with p~c~ompetence in 

areas relevant to Jewish-Christian studies. Such a committee 
~ 

would be kept informed of the work of IJeIC and constitute a 

major source on which IJCIC could draw in its work. The 

Academic Resource Committee would also try to keep a file 

on ongoing research of interest to IJCIC. 

I am writing.to ask you for nominations to membership 

on this committee. Such nominees should include scholars 

whose work and interest you bel~eve is in areas of potential 

use to IJCIC. 

Please submit your nominations by 

Sincerely, 



.... ·. :.. .. 

• 

SYNAGOGUE COUNCIL OF AMERICA 1- . 
l memorandum 
j 

to: 

from: 

subject: 

date: 

Members of IJCIC 

Rabbi Henry Si~gman 

Sumnary of Special IJCJC Meeting 3/10/78 

March 14,· 1978 

In attendance were Rabbi Ronald Sobel, Cha:ifma,n; Rabbis Balfour Brickner (UJ\HC), 
Leon Klenicki (AOL), Henry Sie~ (SCA); Israel Singer (WJC); Rabbis 
Marc Tanenbaum (AJC), Mordecai WaJmlan (SCA}, and Prof. Michael Wyschcr 
grod (SCA). . 

I. Dr. Michael Wyschogrod sutmitteq ~ draft of a letter inviting 
recannendations for memberspip op an Aoadanic Resource ~ .. 

. . mittee to be fonood by IJCIC. A number of ememations were sug­
gested and the letter Wa.s approve4• 

II. Rabbi Henry Siegman reported that a conversation he had with 
Msgr. George Higgins failed to shed ~Y further light on the 
proposed joint Catholic-Jewish statement on religious rights 
that had been proposed at a planning meeting in Geneva. It 
was agreed that it was too late, in aJlY event, to prepare such 
a statement and that the natter be deferred for discussion at · 
the Madrid meet ing. 

It was suggested that the Catpolic conmittee _l;>e asked to distri­
bute Silvestrini's staterient on Human Rights that he 4elivered 
at the Belgrade Consultation. - ~ .~· · , 

III. :Rabbi Leon Klenicki reporteq that Rabbi Sidney Hoenig, who bad 
accepted Rabbi Siegman's invitation to present the Jewish paper 
at the Madrid ~ting 1 has been working with the ADL staff on 
preparing his paper, It was agreed that a draft of Professor 
Hoenig ' s paper, which should be completed by Friday, March 17th, 
le c irculated to the principals of IJCIC for their comnents and 
suggestions , and that these oould be discussed with the author 
~ial JIE€ting of IJCIC scheduled forA;OA:M. ·Frfday:) 
~h?::> . . . -· -·--~_/ (__ . 

IV. The f ollowing items will . oo on the agenda Ullder tbe category 
"Exchange of Information": 

a. The Israeli Missionary law. Prof. Sbrnaryahu TalnDn wi 11 
be asked to speak to the subject . 

(nnre) 

L 43'2 PARK AVENUE SOUTH, NEW YORK, N.Y. 1Cl018 • Tel•phone: (212) &86-8670 

------------------------- - - . · - ·-· .. . .... ·····- ······-·-····-----------------------



~'IOlJClC 
March 14, 1978 

, · .. · .. _,,' . 

p. The Cl\:1;qolic side will be asked to sha.J'e with µs its 
::reactiqps to the recent Osservato~ RcrJBno editorial 
on the Subject of the lack of Jewish forgiveness of the 
N~i o:r1Jnes. Rabbi Balfour Brickner ~eeq to prepare 
a respopse to that discussion. 

c. Dr. Gefnart Riegner will be. a.skeet to report our concern 
abo~t- the resurgence of Nazisn and anti-Jewish feelings 
j.n .Oermnny. ThH Catholic side (J:!ar~iculurly . th~ Most 
Rev. ~l Jt'luegel, Auxil:j.ary Bishop of Regensbutg) shm~ld 
be asked to share with us pertipent Uifqnnation it pas on 
·t}le Sllpject. 

d. Rabbi Henry Sie@Jlall will :report on tne SCA miss!on to 
Egypt and the progress made in establishing Muslim-Jewish 
dialogue.. . 

e . Human Rights: 

l) Ted Friednan will report on the ·SJuwanslcy case. 
. -

: 2) - M:µ-c 'nmenpaurn will discuss ·the sitiiatiop· in l,.a.tin 
.~r~c~ an~ other relevant natt~:rs. 

f. Shmu'yahµ 'J'alqnn shou_ld Pe pTepa.reQ to do ~ upd_ate of 
the Middle EasterQ situation. 

Kindest regards, 

HS:hfe -.... :: /: . : 

.- .-

-2-
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From : F.Becker, Rome. 

Rom.e; March 20, 1978 
85, Piazza Sc~nderbe~. 
Tel.: 6795033 

The inaup·nral session of the forthcorain~ 
r.iaison Conimi ttee meetin?: r1ill be held in Toledo 
on April 5, 1978, at the Transite Synagogue. 
Marcelo Card.Gonzales Martin, Archbishop of Toledo, 
has agreed to particiuate. 

Jewish and Catholic members ~ill proceed 
to Toledo by chartered bus Y1hich ·;1ill pick them. 
'.lP at their respective hotels in Ma.dr~ . a. in the 
morning of April 5, at a tL~~ to be announced. 

· -Kasher lv.nch will be served in Toledo. After lunch 
we shall return to M2drid where the afternoon ses-

. sion will take place at the Jewish Comm<mity Centre, 
at Balmes J. 

Mons.Antonio Briva Mirabent, Bishop of . 
Astorea ~nd President of th~ S~anish Bisho~s Con­
ference~Commission for Interrelif:!;iou8 Relai:;iomi, 
will be a member of the Liaison Committee and will 
attend all meetin~s. 
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SEVENTH MEETING 

of 

THE LIAISON COMMITTEE 

between 

THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH 

and 

JUDAISM 

held on 

APRIL 5 7, 1978 

at 

TOLEDO 

and 

MADRID 
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April 5, 1978 
Opening Session 

1 

Toledo: Sinagoga del Transito 

__ ...... - ___ _......__ __ 

Marcelo, Cardinal Gonz~lez Martfn, Archbishop of Toledo received 
the members of the Liaison Committee in his residence and delivered 
the following address: 

I wa·nt to express my personal sat is faction and the bishop's 
satisfaction, which is very deep and very sincere. I am reminded 
of the visit to Toledo earlier this year of the Sephardi Rabbi of 
Jerusalem, who came here with his entourage and whom I wish to 
call my friend. The Rabbi's visit was one of courtesy and kindness 
.on the part of this great man, and there is a link between his 
visit and your own presence here today, which ushers in a time of 
study and reflection on problems common to us all. 

Wherever I have been as a priest and as a bishop in Spain 
~ I have found traces of the Jewish presence, and have always had 

a deep admiration for the Jewish people. These traces, encountered 

- __ ....__. 

by me in all places in which I have served, represented a starting­
point for deep reflection on the reality of this People and made ... 
me aware of how, from the Catholic side, there should be not only 
study, interest and concern for the Jewish people, but also the 
desire for a rapprochement. Ever since I have been living in Toledo 
I have· seen around me monuments and traces that testify to the 
Jewish presence here. Al though it is true that stones cry, this 
is not enough for me: I want to hear sounds too. I have therefore 
created here, amongst other things, an ecumenical centre to foster 
relations, study and encounter with the Jewish and Moslem traditions. 
The students of the Toledo seminary are encouraged to study and 
establish relations with the Jewish and Moslem cultures. I have· 
invited both priest and lay scholars to teach and inspire the 
students in th·is work which, it should be stressed, means not 
only study bu~ also encounters with Jews . 

I wish to express my deep feelings not only of courtesy to-
. wards the Jews, but more than that: the feeling that what we are 

doing today is deeply religious. I consider it a gift of the Spirit 
of God that we are here tod~y. I see so many promises coming from 
this group here and I am so deeply interested in what you are doing 
that I will follow you to the synagogue for the inaugural session. 

~~-~·~~.Ji~. ;oa~\~P-,_,....--....4-. •->~.- . ···-~.=..-~,fC.'Pi6a.7! . •,. . . . ~ .. . · 
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On behalf of the Jewish delegation, Rabbi Ronald B. Sobel 
said: 

We come here with an admixture of memory: the memory of 
greatness and grandeur as well as the memory of suffering and 
sorrow. For it was in this land in the 12th and 13th centuries 
that our people produced one of the greatest golden ages in all 
of Jewish history, golden in religious thought, golden in philo­
sophical speculation, golden with poetic expression. But, your 
Eminence, it was also in this land, during the 15th and 16th 
centuries, that the bodies of our people were burned and the 
souls of .our people scarred. They accused our people and our 
people were condemned because they were tenaciously faithful 
to the promises of the Patriarchs, to the moral code of Moses, 
to the ethical imperative of the Prophets of Israel. Yes, your 
Eminence, we come today with an admixture of memories. 

More important, however, is the fact that we come to Spain 
today with hopes. For we know that yesterday is but a prelude 
to today, and today but a preparation for tomorrow. We come 
together as members of a family holding and maintaining dif­
ferent theological convictions, yet seeki ng gentleness, justice 
and love, hoping that the words of our mouths can and will re­
flect the meditations of our hearts. We come to dialogue - not 
to dispute. Dialogue must first be grounded on mutual respect 
and then can only flourish with continuing understanding. Why 
dove dialogue? We dialogue because we are together the people 
of the Bible and as such we must together become an important 
part of the process that will uproot every insta.nce of injus­
tice and every moment of oppression. We have a moral mandate 
of imperative magnitude so that with one voice we can say to 
the whole world: "no more violence , no more terrorism, no more 
subjugation of human rights~ Peace instead of war, love instead 
of hate - this is t he dream that brought us to Spain as we write 
the next chapter in the Catholic-Jewish dialogue begun so hope~ 
fully and continued so fruitfully since Vatican II. 

' . 
• 1 

Mons. Charles Moeller expresses on behalf of the Catholic de le­
gation his belief in the importance of interchange between Christian, 
Jewish and Moslem thought. The fact that we are all meeting here 

.. today in the city of Toledo is a symbol of the rediscovery of 
the significance of this dialogue, as is the visit :_ of your 

"" Eminence to the Sinagoga del Transite. 

, 

' · · fi F --- ··- .. .. *k~· !" f::;L ... - - -..,,...11"!_,""*"_..l'I!'<"., 
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The seventh meeting of the Diaison Committee between the Roman 
Cathol ic Church and Judaism was then forma l ly opened in the 
museum of the Sinagoga del Transite in the presence of Cardinal 
Gonza l ez Mart {n. 

" Mons. MEJIA reads the following letter addressed to Mons. Moeller 
by Bishop Ramon Torrella, vice-president of the Secretariat for 
Promoting Christian Unity, dated April 3, 1978. 

"From April 5 to 7 you are going to participate, with the 
Secretary of the Commiss.ion and other members and experts on 
both the Catholic and the J ewish side, in the seventh meeting 
of the Liaison Committee between the Roman Catholic Church and , 
the International Jewish Committee for Interreligious Consul­
tations (IJCIC) . 

/ On this occasion, I would like you to express to the par-
t t cipants in the meeting, on my behalf, my personal greetings to 

I 

them all and at the same time my deep interest and involvement with 
·the present meet ing as well as with the work of the Committee as a 

whole. More specifically I would like all the members to know how 
-much I appreciate the fact that the main subject of the meeting 

is to be the image of each religion in the education of the other, 
because of what it implies as a sign of maturity in our i nter­
ehange and for the promise it brings with itself for the relations ' 
of both our religious communities. 

I , therefore, shall follow the proceedings of this meeting 
with p~rticular· interest, present with you in spirit and praying 
at the same time to the Lord of all creation and the giver of a l l 
good, that it may attain its rightful goal, for the sake of our 
common understanding." 

The delegates then ret1irned to Madrid, where the afternoon sess i on 
was held . 

, 

-·-

-......._1<...,.,..,~...,,f;:,_---.,,-· · .. _. -..,.-... ·-- · ·-. .,....-

Ii ,, 
~ t 
' : 
i · 
I i 

i• 



___ ..._. __ ---~-~ .. ~-·-·----.... -.... -.-... ~·--~·- _ .......... ---- - · ----· ----------~t 

. .._ 

April 5, 1978 
Afternoon session 

4 

Chairman: Rabbi Ronald B. Sobel 

SOBEL: expresses awareness of the momentous character of this 
occasion. He expresses great hope that all of us, Jews and 
Christians, have come together in this great Land , so rich for 
Jew and Catholic. We marvel at the miracle of this very building 
in which ~ews can worship after 500 years without a place for 
prayer. Expresses gratitude for the hospitality extended by the 
Jewish Community of Madrid, 

The President of the Jewish Community of Madrid, Mr . Felipe 
HALIOUA, welcomes the meeting. 

AGENDA: 

1) The Image of Judaism in Chr~~~ian Education 

·· A. Introductory Paper: "Teaching on Jews and Juda ism; Require­
ments of Official Bodies in the Rorr.an Catholic Church" 
(an outline) by ~IJonsignor Jorge MEJIA (see Appendix "A") 

B. Prot, Clemens THOMA reads bis paper: "The Image of Judaism in 
Christian Education in the German Language Area" (see Appendix 
"B"), 

C,' Father Bernard DUPU~-' O.D. reads his paper: "The Image of 
Judaism in Christian Education in the French Language Area". 

_../(tne original French text is attached as Append i x "C"), 

I' 

ThB report is based on books publi~ned a few years ago on the 
topic of Christian teaching on Judaism in the F're nch-speaking world. 
(A list of these oooks can be found in the French .text in Appendix 
"C") . 

My work is easy because I can summarize ~ne co~clusions arrived 
at in these books. You can find these conclusions in the first part 
of this report . These conclusions are rather well-known, so that I 

· shall only have to underscore a few points: 1) You can read at the 
bottom of page 2 this general remark: "It seems that the Declaration 
"Nostra Aetate" did not modify very much the Christian teaching in 
the French-speaking countries: France, Belgium, Switzerland and 
Canada. The essential 'aggiornamento' was accomplished in the fif­
ties under the influence of Jules Isaac and the points of Seelisberg . 

.... 'li'~f~·7' ... ~~·:"I!: - - - ·~-:--··- .. __ :-;'"':_7-- -·- .... :- -:-!~ ..... __ , .. _· ·· ·:-· -:- . ..... -. - - . ~ .... --.-,...--~ - ---.· .- .-. ......... '!~tr:~ :-· .. ~~1 
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Tne similarity oetween research done in the period 1952 a nd 1978 
shows that Vatican II did not foster great changes in Christian, 
and in particular Catholic teaching. But now, under tne influence 
of Vatican II, many questions are being raised among catechists 
and it is on tnis suoject that I shall underscore several points. 
You can read on pages 2-6 the conclusions on the oook "Le Mercier: 
Les Juifs dans la Catechese", published in Bruxelles in 1972 , and 
then the conclusions of an enquiry carried out in France last year 
by a Sister of Zion and a priest on the oasis of 92 oooks of Cate­
chism in use in France. I think that these conclusions are well­
known, so .that it is not necessary to read them now, but I shall 
read a personal conclusion · on these enquiries.(page 9). It seems 
that among the contemporary catechists who strive for a renewal­
of Christian catechesis we can distinguish two types of under­
standing of problems raised by a renewal or catechistic teaching. 
First there are those who hope to give a more favourable image of 
Jews and Judaism, altnough this hope poses not so many problems 
for them against the background and content or Cnristian catechesis. 
Second, there are those who feel that these new approaches raise 

·questions on the content of Christian cateches is. We can charac­
terize these two groups more precise ly. In the first case the 

~catechist presents the positive aspects of Judaism, the rela-.ion 
between Cnristianity and Judaism as its source, the Jewishness 
of Jesus. But most of them rec1ain in tne logic of "fulfillment" . 
Their concern for Judaism moves in the direction of Christianity. 
They wish to rediscover Judaism in order to enrich Christianity_. 

-The significance of Judaism is thus perceived as such and the 
proper functions of Judaism among the nations is not perceived. 
The specificity of Judaism, the sense of the Torah and even the 
election of the Jewish people as such are unknown to most of them 
and ,.hidden by the permanence of the ideas of the development of the 

.law-pedagogy .and of the progressive spiritualization of The People 
of God. In tne second group, the catechist, having perceived t he 
specificity of Judaism, fails to perceive tna .. he must fight against 
this prejudice and against Christian ignorance of Judaism. But ne 
lacks material and he must trust his exegetical instinct more than · 
the existing manuals or books . As for catecnesis, a naive reading 
of the New Testament has a preference over a critical reading and 
thus tne catechist is without criteria on the relation which should 
be found oetween critical and naive reading . A critical reading is 
absolutely necessary to make it possiole .. o find aJ1 autnent ic image 
of Judaism at the time of Jesus. Renewed reading of the New Testament 
supposes a oetter knowledge of the Bible and of the hi~toric-crit ical 
exegesis. For most of them t he understanding and direct reading of 
the Bible is obscured by the re-reading by the Christian Churcn. 
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The authors' effort for the renewal of material is limited 
by the lack of books of history and exegesis for the authors of 
catechestic mantials. This is why many points of view are still 
found in tne oooks which we would have hoped not to find in them. 
The first point wh i ch I shall emphasize is tnat Jews should be 
presented, as stated in the Roman Document, as they perceive tnem­
selve.s. Tn i s principle should be applied either for the under­
standing of what was a Jew during tne Biolical times or for the 
understanding of Judaism at the time o f the New Testament. It 
seems that in Chr i stian material t here should be thr ee or four 
images: the Jew of the Old Testament, the Jew or 1-ne time of Jesus, 
the Jew of the Tal mud and the Middle Ages and the Jew of modern 
times. ~t seems tnat t nere is no continuity between these four 
images . The unity, or perhaps oneness., or tne Jew1sn people i~ 

God's design is not explained or even perceived, and sometimes 
denied . Tne es::hatological significance, the election, the 
chosenness of the Jewish people is completely ignored. For the 
Jew of the New Testament, the materia l generally gives a negative 
coefficient to the Jew ta i l:nfu l to the Torah mainstream, to the 
Pharisee, and very often gives a posit i ve coerricienL LO Lne mar­
ginal Jew, to the Jew open to apocaliptical currents or to he l ­
lenistic trends wn1cn are supposed to be more universalistic. 
We see very seldom a good presentation of Judaism atl.er Yavneh and 
the year 70. It is never stated that the destruction of the Temple 
in Jerusalem was tne work of a pagan power, sometimes the Roman 
power. The image of Judaism is not clear; often tne religious valu'es 
of Judaism are emphasized or a few beautiful prayers are quoted, OUL 
it seems l:nat Lne difficulty encou ntered by the authors is that 
they cannot find an image or J udaism in tne otiicial documents 
themselves. There seems to be a reluctance i n the official docu­
ments to oe clear on this point. Thus it would follow that sub­
stantial progress should be poss1ole if 1n Lnese official documents 
recognition of the permanence of Judaism were more clearl y expressed. 
I t would also appear that renewal is not sufficient l y supported by 
the body 01· exegetes. Tne image ot Judaism given by the authors of 
manuals is again and again an image given oy Sl:rack- Billeroecke 
and Gutmann. And t his image is negative, or more properly blind. 
At the time tnese volumes were published those by Trevors-Herford 
and others i which could have been very userul, were i 5 uored, and 
still are ignored. I feel that the situation has not been really 
modified. We can ask ourselves if a serious approach in real dimen­
sions of problems towards an autheni: J.C encou1ner uetween Jews and 
Christians is possible in the context of research made by Christian 
scholars alone or in Christian institutions. It is appropriate to 
mention here the work of Jewish auLnors, nol only libe ral Jews , but 
now also Jews of all trends of Judaism,· on the intertestamentary 
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period . I quote here Urback, his book on the Sages, David Flusser, 
Paul Winter, David Park, Chair11 Cohen, Mili:on· Himmelfarb and others. 
Only in the context of a dialogue between Jews and Chrisi:ians will 
progress be possible in Christian teaching of the Christian origin . 
Such renewal presupposes that the essence of Judaism is,perceived 
in the way Jews themselves understand it. True Judaism has many 
tendencies and is as complex a phenomenon as Cnristian1i:y itself, 
so it is rather difficult to present the uniqueness of Judaism 
faitniu l ly. But it is important that the main concepts of Judaism, 
Torah, Mitzvah, B'ritn, K~ddusn ha-shem, B'rachah, Kaddishah, Galuth 
be better known and understood. In this etfort to meet Judaism, 
Christianity cannot avoid a direct understandi~g of Judaism. One 
of tne maiu oojectives which we met during the preparation of the 
French Episcopal Orientations (Guidel-ines) was the following:, 
if we must speak of Juda ism in Ca thol i<.; books, we musl: employ 
a Jewisn language oecause if we employ a Christian language, we 
f ail to give an authent i c presentation of Judaism. But how can we, 
as · Christians, use Jewish language. We are insecure and uncer i..a iu 
that we will be understood. This was the reason for the reluctance 
to engage in such a representatlon. I think that such a reluctance 
on the level of an official document is mucn more ·important than 
on the level of a catechism book . You can see where the respon-. 
sioility in this proolem is. 

This renewal deals also w·ith another quest ion: the ambiguity 
of tne Christlan effort of a retur n to the sources. Father Laurentin 
in his comments on the official oook on Judaism uotes that all the 
attempts of approaches to Judaism since "Nostra Aetate" show neces­
sary and insurmountable ambiguity. This ambiguity stems from the 
fact ·that recognition of tue Jew oy i..ne Christian gives rise to a 
new face-to-face questioning of Christians oy l:ne Jews, to which 
they are not accustomed . In times of •aggiornamento', even 01· er is is, 
there is a risK i..nat ambiguity and questioning are not well accep­
ted by the body of the faithful.. But this vulnerability of the 
Christian position must be accepted in every encounter with Jews. 
It is not a reflex of culpability, but a consti"tuenl: of re1ations 
between Jews and Christians, if the spiritual conditions for an 
encounter and tne possibility of a dialogue on equal footing are 
striven for,without Chris"tian prei:ence OI do~mat ic hegemony over 
the Jew, It seems that "Nostra Aetate" has failed in explaining 
clearly this ambiguity. It is ne6essary to bear this in mind and 
here, finally, are two examples oI this problem: First, the re­
cognition of the Pharisees as they define themselves, Ior instance 
in Talmud Babli, Sanh. 10,11 . If we see the Pharisees as they 
define tnemse1ves, we must conclude that Jesus was in tnat sense 
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a Pharisee, and that the Christian is a disciple of the Pharisees. 
But we know that there was also a conflict between the Pharisees 
and tne early Christians, as clearly expressed in the Ne~ Testament 
and above all in Paul. On 1,,uis point tbere is a doctrinal ambiguity 
which at first appears insurmountaole. Second : In tl1e accounts of 
the Passion, written in order to · e~~culpate the Roman power and to 
blame l:ne Jewish people in its authorities first and in its totality 
later, "Nostra Aet:a1.-e" condemns t:ne consequences of these· accusations 
and i11.:s pseudo-theological elaoorations. The text of "Nostra Aetate" 
itself is not exactly clear on the exege1.-ica1 problem raised and on 
which it takes a position: for instance, the Roman power is noi: 
recogni~ed, in i:ne i:ext o~ Vatican II, as the power which condemned 
Jesus, and the onus of culpability rests more on the Jews t h an on 
the pagan Roman powe:r. If we can understand .. the im;ent: ion ox the 
Vatican I I text it follows that the ambiguity is revealed out not 

e
' esolved and Lhe authors of manuals feel this ambiguity with out 
eing able to overcome it. I could give many examples, becau se 

. e have in France a commission on textbooks · which continuous.iy 
has i:o face sucu diff icul ties. 

D . Father Vicente SERRANO reads his paper: The Image or Juaa1sm 
in Christian Education in Spain (translation by Mons. Mejia). 

On October 30, 1965 Pope Pa ul. VI promulgated the Conciliar 
Declaration "Nostra Aetate" on the relationsnip. o:t toe Church 
with non-Christian Religions . As you all know, No. 4 of tnis 
Dec!aratioo - li.ie ia.rgesi: of it - deals with Judaism. Inspired by 

. ; 

this Declaration, 1.-he Association Amis tad Juaeo-Cr1stiana of Madrio 
createa a group of people to r e vise the textbooks iu use in Spa.i11 
in primary education. This group,consis'ting of ei~ht persons, 
teachers, pedagogues and parents, examined a total of 159 books, 
the majority of which were rel:i.gious textbooks, but also history, 
lii:erai:ure aua chi1are 11's books. Of 'this col.lec'tion 122 book s did 
not contain a:1ytning con1.-rary i:o the spir it of the CcnCiliar Dec­
laration and eight even earned a specia.l mention. Only 27 contained 
expressions which were OoJect:ionable, totally or partia11y, perhaps 
because O·f their very antiquated peaagogical style. A report on 
this work was submittea 011 30 June 1967 to the General Director f<:>r 
Primary Education of the Ministry o f Science and Education. This 
report was favourably accepted by the teaching authorities ana 
had <'. positive and immediate impact on the selection of the ob­
ligatory textbooks, During 1967-68 a new revision of books was made 
which included textbooks used in secondary teaching. Of a total of 
79 books examined, religious, literature, history, art history and 
cultural history books, 40 were unimpeachable from the point of 
view of the Consiliar Dec l aration or e~ n contained positive elements. 
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Nevertheless, 39 contained expressions which are unacceptable, 
and our group wrote to the'ir respective publishers, who responded 
positively and were grateful for the suggestions made and expres­
sed willingness to collaborate. Some even pledged to cease pub­
lication of these books or to make adequate corrections in forth­
coming editions. 

On December 1, 1974, 9 years after "Nostra Aetate", the 
"Guidelines" were published under the signature of Jan Cardinal 
Willebrands. I am not going to repeat here the contents of the 
"Guide! ines", which you all know, but I want to ask what influence 
did the "Guidelines" have on the main lines of Catholic teaching, 
be it in catechesis or in general basic education or in secondary 
and higher education. The lack of sufficient time after receiving 
permission from the Vatican Commission for Relations with .Judaism 
made a complete study impossible. On the other hand this seemed 
unnecessary because we found that the books examined seem to 
respond to the same pattern and that the personal touch of the 
various authors made little difference. For this reason we made 
only a survey of the books with the collaboration of. professors 
of basic education, who examined the books used in these schools, 
of the parents of pupils, and of members of the group activ~ in 
Christian-Jewish relations. Forty-four books were surveyed in 

· this sample, of which 19 were catechism books and religious books 
used in basic education (31 books). A complementary aspect of our 
work concerned the so-ca.lled Bible for Christian Initiation, pub­
lished by the National Secretariat for Catechesis, Madrid 1977 
(3 volumes). We believe that because of the subject, the aim and 
the reading public, this book could have a great impact and im­
portance in shaping the personality of the faithful. The fact 
that the preface comes from the Episcopal Commission on Education 
and that it is presented as its official publication and pub-

_ lished by the National Secretariat for Catechesis, conferred on 
this book an exceptional character. This is enhanced by its excel­
lent typographical and pedagogical pre~entation. What is the 
result of our study of the image of the Jew in Catholic education? 
For the sake of clarity, I shall present separately the various 
themes we dealt with in our work. 

1. Judaism:Judaism appears as a reality which was lost or neglected 
or as a fact which belonged exclusively to the past. Today's general 
unawareness of it can be ascribed to a great deal of ignorance. In 
one case · this is explicitly affirmed: "Israel does not have a role 
in the history of salvation, it has been substituted by the Church, 
the Israel of God", from the book: Christian Pedagog_ical Groups in 
the World, or "the Jews were God's people". It is therefore not 
strange to discover an absolute ignorance of Judaism, about which 
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some scraps of informatio~ are known only by word of mouth. Thus, 
for example, it is stated in some books that the Talmud already 
existed at the time of Jesus and ruled the lives of the inhabitants 
of Palestine; or that the synai;ogue was created to complete the 
Temple for the faithful who were living outside Jerusalem. This 
is contained in the book "The St ep of God". It therefore does not 
appear strange that the_Jewisb feasts of Passover, Shavuot and of 
the Shabbath are presented either in a deficient way or as some­
thing which was celebrated in the distant past. Nothing is said 
about them, or the classic clich~s are used without subtlety. In 
books for catechetic teaching one can read that the Jews wanted 
Jesus crucified or that Pilate, out of fear of the Jews, had him 
crucified. One can also read that the leaders of the people, 
Pharisees, Scribes ar.d especially the rulers, hated Jesus without 
ever explaining what was this hate and what was its root. But more 
serious to my mind is the gratuitous claim without basis in the 
Gospel: "Pilate will be the one who will live in history because 
be gave Jesus to the Jews to be crucified". 

2. Pharisees 

After what we have just stated, you can imagine what many books 
say about one class of Jews, the Pharisees. They are presented in 
tune with the traditional picture. They are insincere observers 
of the Law, hypocrites, oppressors of the widows; they "do or undo 
precepts according to convenience." The authors accept uncritically 
what the Gospels say a ;;out some Pharisees and they totally ignore 
the classification of Pharisees which the Talmud makes. This would 
indicate that . the authors have read the Gospels only superficially . 
In some of the -books examined it is stated that "the Pharisees in­
duced the people to rebel and to shout to Pilate 'crucify him"'. 
Sometimes there are hateful comparisons like this: "Our altars 
and our priests are much more dignified than those of the ancient 
Law", or the impression is conveyed that before Jesus there was 
no revelation, no love of God nor history of salvation, men were 
lost without the supernatural life of the Son of God. 

Positive aspects: Sometimes, here and there, positive elements 
appear. The Jewishness of Jesus is affirmed, or in general it is 
said that the Jews faithfully observed religious customs . 

Documents of Vatican II: After this short survey, limited to books 
widely used in basic education and expressing the main trends, what 
can be said about the impact of the Vatican Declaration and its 
Guidelines? A father writes about the textbooks used by his chil­
dren. "In general, the orientation of Vatican II shines by its 
absence in all the texts surveyed." 
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'Bible for Christian Initiation" The importance of this book lies 
in its presentation as an instrument for Christian catechesis,· an 
official book of. the Spanish episcopate for ·cateches i s in its 
widest aspect. We h.ave to praise the many positive aspects of 
this book both in content as well as in presentation, but we have 
to deplore the fact that i ts autpors seem to have failed to take 
into account both "Nostra Aetate" and the "Guidelines". in spite 
of the fact that the text c l aims that the Magisterium of the Church 
in fundamental questions was taken into account . Another impres­
sion the reading conveys is that the authorship of the book was 
shared by various persons, without coordination or a unification 
of criteria. There is also evidence of an ignorance of Judaism 
and of the time of Jesus. We pledge for the future a more care-
ful examination of this book. 

This leads to two conclusions. Firstly, as already said, a 
failure to take into account both "Nostra Aetate" of 1965 and 
the "Guidelines" of 1 974 . Secondly, with regard to Judaism, a 
faulty vision of its historical reality is presented or its present 
reality is passed over with the consequence that this vision of 
silence does not favour the living together of the new Christ ian 
generation with men of other faiths. When we thought that every­
thing in this field was ready, we discovered with astonishment 
that there is still much more to be done and that the official 
"Bible for Christian Initiation" really represents rather a de­
plorable regression in this area. 

. " 
E. Dr. Eugene FISHER reads his paper: "The Presentation of Judaism 

in Catholic Education: Eng lish Language Materials". (see 
Append ix "D") . 

MEJIA: Regrets that a paper on the Image of Judaism in Christian 
Education in Italy prepared by S.I.D.I.C. could not be read and 
suggests that it be ~ublished as Appendix "E" to the minutes. 

April 6, 1978 
Morning Session 
Chairman: Mons. Charles Moeller 

MOELLER: greets Fr. Marcel Dubois and Prof. Shemaryahu Talmon. 

AGENDA : 

Discussion of Catholic Study Papers. 

LICHTEN : Asks Fisher why the National Catholic Directory omits 
any reference to the link between religion, people and land, where­
as the previous statement of the Amer ican Bishops discussed this 
point very thoroughly. 
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FISHER: Replies that the new document was shortened. No conscious 
effort was made to delete the reference to the link between re­
ligion, people and .land. It was pushed down to a footnote. 

SIEGMAN: Asks for clarification on the quotation in Mejia's paper 
from "Nostra Aetate": "It is • .. the duty of the Church's preaching 
to proclaim the cross of Christ is the sign of God's all-embracing 
love and as the fountain from which every Grace flows". Is this 
an exclusive statement to say that there is no other source of Grace? 

MEJIA: No. 

,!!OENIG: What is the discipline to which you refer in your paper? 
Is it sqmething similar t~ the Jewish concept of Halachah? 

~~JIA: Yes, to a certain extent. It means "practice of the Church" 
Halachah covers what in the Catholic Church we would call "mores" 
and ecclesial practice. 

k~EGNER: It might be very useful if in a corrected paper the phrase 
as to the "fountain from which every Grace flows" could be clarified 
to avoid misunderstanding among Jewish readers of this paper. 

MEJIA: Agrees 

TANENBAUM: Asks whether the Mejia paper should not be enlarged bi 
quoting also documents of the B~lgian ar.d German hierarchies and 
from CEIAM. 

MEJIA: I only know of a paper prepared ·in Be lg ium by Prof. De 
Quaker and of the paper by the German Synod. Also CELAM's state­
ment has less. "canonical value", Le. jurisdictional importance. 

SIEG.MAN: Asks what is the canonical status of the statement made 
by the Episcopal Committee on Judaism of the French Episcopal 

Conference? 

MEJIA: Replies that episcopal conferences normally have commissions 
or ~ecretariats to help them in their work. Th~s applies also to 
synods. 

DUPUY: Such a document goes to the doctrinal commission first, then 
to the centi:al commission, and finally to the bishops conference 

itself. 

RIEGNER: Does it always have to pass the cb ctrinal commission? 

MEJIA: This depends on the statute. 

HOENIG: Sees a contradiction between the text and the "Guidelines" 
on the partial validity of the Old Testament. 

MEJIA: There are cultural and religious, limitations. 
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HIGGINS:· Do not worry too much about the question of canonical 
status. 

LICHTEN: Let us think about the future. Is "Nostra Aetate" a 
dogmatic text? 

HIGGINS: It ' s a matter of emphasis. "Nostra Aetate" can be 
proved. 

im-

SOBEL: Asks for clarification of the concept of the Church as 
being the new People of God. 

MEJIA: One thing does not exclude the other. The fact that the 
Church sees itself as ~he People of God does not mean that the 
Jews cannot also be the People of God. · 

CHOURAQI: Are the Jews a geographical entity? 

BRICKNER: Would it be better to define them as a People of God? 

E:~s ;nsists that the term "Jew" does not mean the same now 
as it did before . 

DUPUY: The expression "New Pecple" is a difficult y we have to 
overcome. The Church is a new people, not a new Israel. "Jews". 
is an anti-Jewish expression in the Gospel of John . 

FISHER: It is a very complicated problem. "Salvation co::ies from 
the Jews". 

HOENIG : Insists in the translation of "Judaic" instead of Jews. 

DUBOIS: We mu.st be very frank in the problem of the "New People" . 
For Christians there is a "before" and an "after", but one has 
to insist on ·continuity ' . 

SERRANO : There is confusion regarding the word "Jew" . The Gospel 
of John was written outside Palestine and in his writings it :;i.eans 
the "enemies ·Of Jesus". 

BRICKNER: Discussing the Thoma paper, asks why any reference to 
neo-Nazism in Germany is lacking in that paper. 

TH01~: I only intended to deal with the principles of dialogue 
in the field of catechesis, One has to give solid theologica l 
arguments on the Holocaust. 

EHRLICH: Agrees with the need for a solid theological presentation. 
In Germany we have arrived at certain agreements. Christians are 
now worried about their own ident ity. This seems to be what the 
Freiburg group does. 

LICHTEN: Judaism woi..:.ld ·merit a certain acknowledgement of the 
Holocaust. 
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RIEGNER: Expresses the opinion t hat the Jews cannot accept 
Barth's claim. There is am,bigu i ty in the term "ecumenic". Note 
the conclusion of Thoma's paper. What does the reference mean 
to those who disturb relations and to Israeli policies? The 
same applies to the Holocaust . 

THOMA: The text is an internal one, and if it is published I would 
modify it. People do not accept responsibility for the Holocaust . 
The refer,ence to political rea l ity comes from the man in the street. 

TALMON: Situations are different. In Germany I am the only Jew. 
In Israel it is the opposite: the Jewish-Christian problem is not 
in the forefront of public opinion. There must be a distinction 
between Auschwitz and the State of Israel. I am opposed to the 
use of 1'oiku111ene" when spj..:.king of Jews. 

WARSZAWSKI: If Tho.:nu. had spoken of Latin America the social di­
mensio::i in that continent would have to have been added. 

1
fum;sTER: Asks al)out Rie~nzr ' s in£or,11ci-i:ion O!l a.nti-Sernit is:i1 i n 
:Ger:nany . 

TANENBAUM: Thoma did well to draw attention to the problems that 
appear in Germany . The preoccupation with Christian identity also 
exists in the U. S. The German situation is also illustrated by 
react ion t o Oberamr.1ergau. 

THOiVtA: Thanks for the corrections and amplifications, and adds 
that he had not meant to judge the situation . Jt i s an analysis 
not a judgement: If he had to re- write his paper, he would pre-
sent certain things in a different way. We have to face the danger 
that comes from the theologic.:>. l corner. There is a dichotomy in 
official positive expressions which fail to reach the " grass roots" . 
Oberammergau is an example. Documents proclaimed by the Churches 
do not help to change the attitude of the masses. 

CHOURAQI/HOENIG: Both suggest that Jewish and Chris tian schol ars 
shoul d together attempt to clarify concepts a gainst the historic 
background of the time of Jesus . 

DUPUY: Agrees with both speakers and expr esses the view that a new 

emphasis on. t he quest i on of the historica l Jesus is·very important 
for progress in Cathol ic teaching. He feels Jews could play a very 
important rol e in helping Christian schol ars to know better the 
background of the New Testament . 

LE DEAULT: Stresses the difficulties in catechesis due to the 
l ack of preparatory work by schol ars and exegetes on very important 
points. Jews jointly with Chr i st ians could atte~pt to clari fy them. 
The study of the Judea- Christians is aiso very important to show 
our· common roots, as it· is important to study the so-called int.er -
t estamental period. What Jewish scholars are doing in these fields 
i s very impor tant t o Christ i ans and will deepen mutua l know l e dge. 

i 
.i .. 

,. 

, 
I 

I j 
I 
j 

-~-.... -~ ... ......,..... ..... . . ...... 7"" ... ~- ~ 



15 

TALMON: Stresses the need for Jewish-Christian study groups on 
the highest scholarly leve'i to sit down together to correct the 
scandalous misinterpretations made in dictionaries and books which 
continue to filter down into semina.ry teaching. 

RIEGNER: Is impressed by Dupuy 's use of the word ambiguity. It 
is revealing that the Catholic statement in France encountered 
such difficulties when it was published because it tried to use 
"Jewish language" to which the Catholic community is no longer 
accustomed . Does Dupuy think that after 4 or 5 years this new 
language will have sunk in? 

~UPUY: To learn something about Juda ism we are obliged to employ 
"Jewish· language" as Jews employ it. We have to prepare a new 
vocabulary for our catechesis and it will have to be a Jewish­
vocabulary. The difficulty is twofold: in Christian catechesis 
we have difficulties in giving proper sense to our own Christian 
words; to give an understanding of Judaism as it is in the Jewish 
experience through the centuries. Christian catechists turn to us 
now for answers to their own problems and not only to problems in 
the dialogue with Judaism. 

MEJIA: Also feels that one cannot understand the New Testament 
without the Hebrew Scriptures or an understanding of the inter-· 
testamental period. We should also use Christian expressions when 
we speak to Jews and we should try to explain them and not to 
avoid them. He agrees with Le Deault's and Talmon's proposal 
for conunon studies and faculty interchanges. He also feels that 
it is one of the tasks of the Vatican Commission to promote such 
studies together with the Jewish partner in order to deepen, en­
large and to make such endeavours more concrete. Thus we could 
learn from each other. The educational effort is essential to clarify 
the ambiguities and paradoxes. 

DUBOIS: Stresses the educational importance of Christian pil­
grimages to Israel and of Israeli broaticasts to France which are 
listened to by many Christians. 

SIEGMAN: Conveys his impression that the present discussion is 
confused. The theme of this conference is "what image do we trans­
mit of Jews or Christians in our respective educational systems." 
He states that the problem of education is not determined that 
directly by the state of scholarship. The question is to what ex­
tent what is being taught to children shapes their image of each 
other's faith. There is a vast gap between what has already been 
accomplished towards the existing understanding of Judaism and 
Christianity and the image of Judaism that emerges from these 
educational materials. This is sufficient a problem to deal with in 
our discussions here. 
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TANENBAUM: Re iterates the. strong impact the mass media have on 
the shaping of an image in youth and people in general in addition 
to what is being taught in the classroom. 

DUPUY: Agrees with both Siegman and Tanenbaum but wants to focus 
on the formation of the catechists t~emselves. It is clear that 
they need the help of the scholars. The point is the educationa l 
formation of men who are to transmit our new approach to Judaism, 
of men who were shaped in another generation and hence have dif­
ferent views. 

A1Jri·1 ·6, 1978 
Afternoon Session 
Chairman: Rabbi Ronald B. Sobel 

MEJIA: What is Serrano's assessment of the general perspective 
in Spain? 

SERRANO: Is optimistic. Distortions of views on Judaism are likely 
to be found also in other Spanish textbooks not dealt with in his 
survey, but they will be corrected. 

MEJIA: Speaking on the Latin- American situation, i s also optimistic. 
There exists a mixed group, CELAM-World Jewish Congress on cate­
chetic teaching. CELAM's office for catechetics works very closely 
together with its commission on Ecumenism, and is committed to help, 
all over the cont iner.t, to change the false image of Jews wherever 
it stil l exists. He cites a recent important book by Fr. Umberto 
Porto on the essentials of historical relations between Christian 
and Jewish literature intended as a reference book for Latin America 
which gives a really new perspective on Judaism. 

SERRANO: With regard to homiletics and preaching in Spa in he is 
also very optimistic. The Christian-J·ewish Centre publishes and 
sends with great success to a ll preachers every Sunday corrective 
material on the Passion and the Pharis6es . 

EHRLICH: Is there in Spain an episcopal commission on the Jews? 

SERRANO: There is only one on ecumenism. 

A discussion ensues in which LIClITEN, FISHER, .HIGGINS 
and TANENBAUM take part. 

RIEGNER: Expresses satisfaction and appreciation of the work done. 
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2) The Image of Christiani~y in Jewish Education 

A. Prof. Sidney B. HOENIG r·eads h:i..s paper on the Image of 
Christianity in Jewish Education in the English Language area 
(Append ix "F") • 

B. Prof. Shemaryahu TALMON speaks about the Image of Christianity 
in the Israeli Educational System. 

I have no paper. I will try to sununar ize some of the points 
made. I also have the advantage of having Prof. Hoenig precede 
me in his historical analysis to which I hope to come back later 
when we discuss his paper. As you know, Israel is a small country 
and my report will be short. First of all, I reported already 
on some aspects of what I am going to say last year at our Venice 
meeting. I want to underline the fact that the situation has not 
changed adversely. I have often been asked, especially during 
recent months whether the fact that there has been a change of 
government in Israel has had repercussions on the presentation 
of non-Je,ws in the curriculum or the attitude of post-school 
education. I can state without any reservations that· nothing has 
changed. The Minister of Religion has bee~ replaced and, what is 
more important, we have now a Minister of Education who belongs_ 
to the Religious Party. But, in spite of all this, I want to 
repeat yet again that the way Christianity was taught until a 
year ago, or nine months ago, is the way it is being taught to­
day. Nor do I foresee any changes for the worse, at least in 
the near future. As I mentioned earlier, Christianity is not 
a major issue in the thinking of the Israelis. NP.ither young or 
adult Israelis face this issue with the hang-ups that are typical 
of our own historical experience. Whether this is good or bad 
I do not want to decide. I am just stating a · fact as I see it. 
The interest of most educators and of most people in Israel at 
present is, as we have been told, for example, also in the U.S., 
in social and political issues. And if they are interested in the 
religious issues they are interested in the affirmation of their 
own Jewish identity, not in an attempt to measure up or compare 
with other religions. If a comparison is made at all, it is made 
in the case of Islam, because for political, social and historical 
reasons we are confronted with Islam and the Arab world much more 
now than we are with Christianity, which is a minority affair in 
the Middle East, due to the fact that Western Christianity is 
somewhat beyond the pale of the interest of the average Israeli. 
Furthermore, the official religious leadership has not taken any 
interest in discussing Christianity. It is simply not there. 
Neither of the Chief Rabbis will attempt to influence . any sort 
of public thought or school curricula with regard to the pre­
sentation of Christianity. This must ue taken into account. 
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Let me stress that the maj_ority of Israelis are of non-European 
extract ion. They co111:e from a background in which the other 
religion was Islam -and not Christianity, and therefore if 
Israelis or Israeli educators are really interested in other 
religions it will not be, at least in the near future, in 
Christianity. Prof. Hoenig, in his paper, has not quoted one 
reference to a non-Western Jewis~ writer since the Midd~e Ages • 
Every one· he ruent ion$ is clearly of German, English or American 
origin. There is no reference to any one from Spanish Jewry 
in the Middle Ages. This. shows you that we are dealing here with 
the problem of Judaism and Christianity in a rather parochial 
fashion. I mean by parochial that we are dealing only with one 
half of.Judaism, which is.not any more the majority of the Israeli 
population, The other component of the Israeli population, the 
Israel-born Jew, has never experienced Christianity or Christians. 

fo

e does not know what it is unless he bas beeri to Europe or 
merica or has been in groups that have been sent out to establish 
ontact with the non-Jewish world abroad, in which case a new 

1 interest sometimes develops. Bas i.cally we are talking about a 
· :' Jew who lacks one component of his self-identification. I used 

1 to say, when asked "who is a Jew?" th.at he is a man who says he 
is a_ Jew or whose neighbour says he is a Jew. If he has no neigh'­
bour to define him as a Jew, ~omething i$ missing, That is the 
Israeli Jew. He is not defined f r om t he out side; he can be de­
fined only from the inside. The whole c;>ut~ook on the problem, 
therefore, is different from what we have heard so far. When 
Christianit y is brought up, it is brought up by Jews of Western 
extraction, and h~re the difference is very clear between those 

~- '· 

•I 

who come from the post-Enlightenment area of Wes.tern Europe and 
those from Eastern Europe, f or_ instance Poland, Russia, Lithuania, 
etc. In the latter cases the attitude will be one of ab negation, 
or opposition, fear or resentment. As Prof. Hoenig said before, 
it is only people like Rosenzweig , Montefiore, Buber, Leo Baeck, 
Chaim Cohe~ .• David Flusser, the German-educated Abraham Heschel , 
who take an interest in Christ_ianity. You see the same phenomenon 
wben- it comes to Jewish-Christian groups in Israel, whose Jewish 
~o~ponent will be of Western extraction. Very few· people who have 
direct expe1~ience of Eastern Europe will enter into that dangerous 
game of dialogue. However, the situation will change and is chang ing , 
especially because of the opening·-up of I sraeli society to the out­
side world. To some degree this is connected with political 
issues into which I do not want t o go, but I can state clearly 
tl)at Israeli society has developed claustrophobia. It is closed 
in, for obvious reasons, and it-pas only become possible in recent 
years to go abroad, which youngsters now do and discover another 
world. Let mG add that only a certain percentage ·of Israelis speak 
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speak a language other than Hebrew , It is very difficul t to ex­
perience somebod;r else's notions if you cannot confront him in 
his own language, or i f you have to tcse the medium of a language 
foreign to both of jou. There are d if ficulties which have to . be 
taken into account. Few Christians speak Hebrew and it is dif­
ficult to develop an interest ir. these issues without ' a common 
language. The experience of the Israe l i Jew therefore is mainly -
unless he goes abroad - t hat of pilgrims, who are noi usually 
jnterested in Judaism, but only . in the Holy Places, and do not 
mix with the popul ation. They will meet Western Christians who 
have been living in Isr ael for many years, but their number is 
small and there is almost no contact with the Oriental Churches. 
For several reasons, one of them .. being that these churches have 
not opened up at all, they are not interested in a contact - again 
for theological and political reasons - and here again a common 
language is missing, so that the experience of the Israeli Jew 
on all levels of Christianity is a rather restricted one. 

The attitude towards Christia~ity and Christia~s 

On the level of the religious establishment, it is almost 
non-existent. On the level of Government agencies, we cannot get 
away from the mixture o f theology and politics' much less than :i.Jl 
any other setting . The local Christian is an Arab who very often 
takes on an extreme nationalist attitude and in the eyes of the 
Israeli he is identified not as a Christian, but as a PLO member.,, . 
The moment we try to come away from the Middle Ages and identify . 1 

Christianity with a person - a man who believes in it - this iden­
tification . becomes very diff i cult and very dangerous. The mass 
media have nof been too helpful, as they were not too interest ed 
until. recently when we had inJerusalem the two meetings, one with 
the present group and the other with the World Cbuncil of Churches, 
wh.en for the first time the press gained cognizance of the fact 
that something like a Jewish- Christian dialogue was going on on 
this level. Basica lly, · however, t he press ' s attitude is similar 
to that of government officials, who might say: "Christianity ·is 
OK but why hasn't the Pope recognized Israe l?" 

In the formal educational system, on the university leve l , 
Israel i scholars are, I be l ieve, in t he forefront of trying to assess 
Christianity on one hand and to jnterpret Judais~ for Christianity 
on the other . In a l l universities· we have departments for compara­
tive religion in which Chris~ianity is taught a~ a subject and, 
most interestingly, often· by Christ ians; those few Christians who 
are able to teach in Hebrew are invited to present their case and 
to teach at least early Christianity, patristic literature, medi­
eval philosophy, i f they are inclined to do so, to Jewish students 
and I suppose that they are. attracting .a considerable number of peopl e 
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who are interested. In dep.artroents such as Philosophy, Jewish 
thought, general literature, hist ory of art, Christianity is being 
presented in a very fair way. I do not want to call it .objective, 
because it is more than that. Sometimes there is an interesting 
discrepancy between what you read in the mass media, 'which is often 
aritagonistic and what is written in the textbooks, ·which i.s some­
times more positive than I would have expected or could ha,ve hoped 
for . The presentation of Christianity on the university level is 
certainly adequate and acceptable, but possibly does not reach a 
great number of students. Things are very different within the 
orthodox establishment: for example Christianity is not on the. 
currictilum of the .Bar-Ilan university, which is the orthodox 
university . I do not believe they have a department for comparative 
religion, in fact I know that they do not touch upon. these issues 
except perhaps in history courses. In the field of adult education , 
the kibbutzim often invite lecturers - who are often Christians -
and it is again in the population of Western extraction that there 
is an interest in Christianity. The Inter-Religious ~o~ncil of 
Israel is having a tremendous impact on intellectual circles and 
on groups that come into the country. What we know about thk par­
ticipation of Israeli students in Jewish or Christian-Jewish 
meetings and seminars organized by various organisations gives 
ground for · hope of some development also in this direction •. Places 
like Nes Amim, the Swiss Christian village in the north of Israel , 
with about 100 members, whose nearest neighbour is the kibbutz of ' 
Lochamei ha-Ghettaicth which re-unites survivors of the Holocaust, have 
excellent rel<\tions with each 'other . The hundreds, maybe thousands 
of v.isitors to Nes Amim also ·visit the Lochamei ha-Ghetta:i;Oth k ib­
butz, where they not only see the museum but meet the people. 
None of t he textbooks I have seen so far c onnects the Church in 
.a·ny way with the Holocaust, which is treated as a political and 
sociological disaster that is put on the doorstep of the Nazi 
regime. I believe that Nes Amim arid L0chame i ha-Ghetta:ioth are 
almost symbolical of what can be achieved . Furthermore, the Society 

fur Environmental Protection is taking hundreds of .thousands of . 
Israe1is on hikes on which they also visit Christian places and 
the guides will explain in an objective way what these churches 
mean, what they stand for, what thei~ history is, ·as well as give 
information on Christianity and Christian beliefs. These are not 
structured occasions, but affect nany people every year. 

Youngsters and Children: One of the great differences between 
what we have heard so far about the Jewish experience is that Is­
rael is the only place. in the world where we have a Jewis h school 
syste~ which can measure up to or be compared with a Christian 
school system· - . if it is still Christian - in. any other country. 
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I do not know to what degr,ee ours is Jewish, but at least we 
have a real structure from the age of four or five up to 18 in 
which we can infuse into the learning process information on other 
religions, including Christianity. This is being done, but a~ain 
a difference must be made between the general school system, the 
religious school system and the extreme religious school system. 
This latter is almost of a parochial nature, although it is main­
tained by the government and would not touch Christianity: and 
I prefer it that way. In the religious schools it is not an is­
sue . . For the genei·al schools, which are about 653 of the total 
school system, the Interfaith Committee has been instrumental in 
infusing into textbooks a~d teaching a better and more decent pre­
sentation of other religions, mainly Islam and Christianity. 
Christianity is touched upon mainly in two stages: once between 
the ages of 13 and 15, on the higher level of primary education, 
~nd again in secondary education, between the ages of 16 and 18. 
p sually this is done in the framework of the history curriculum. 
fl'his teaching has four or five focal points. One is the emergence 
of Christianity and Jesus and here the difficulty for Medieval 

•

1

Jews to understand the Trinity holds also for young Israelis today. 
· The second focus is on the crusades, who have left their traces 
all over Israel. You cannot go into the Old City without running 
into their tra~es. This obviously entails a presentation of 
the crusades themselves, which leads to a prese ntation of the 
inquisition and, interestingly enough, .one of the Catholic Church 
at the summit of i ts achievement in the late Middle Ages. I have 
brought with me one textbook, writ ten by academics, that is now 
being used. The authors, who are at the top of their profession, 
usually have no axe to grind, and this can be seen in the result. 
The presentation is made in such a way that you have very short, 
matter-of-fact paragraphs into which are inserted quotations from 
the New Testament, the Church Fathers, with short positive comments. 
In fact an attempt is made to see Christianity against a historical 
background. The best of modern scholarship has been digested to be 
infused into these textbooks. The questions the children are after-
wards asked to answer are without bias, and if they have learned 
the lesson ~heir answers must be simply i.nformat ive in the best 
sense of the word. I will read to you, for example, the description 
of "mission". It simply says: "the Church saw herself called upon 
to spread her new religion all over the world. Mission usually 

·affected non-Jews" sometimes also Jews." There is nothing which 
is in any way an attempt to be detrimental, although obviously 
the question is how this is interpreted orally? I cannot know 
what the individual teacher will do with the material he has be­
fG>re him. But as far. as the questions and answers to, I believe we 
can be fairly assured· of a decent presentation of Christianity, .·its 
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beliefs, in the Israeli general school system. Anti-Semitism is 
not treated as a matter of religion, just as . the Holocaust is not 
connected in these textbooks with the churches, but presented as 
a socio"logical psychological issue. 'rhere may be here and there 
some reference to its theological roots, but this is very rare. 
What is the attitude of the Israelis to the churches in Israel? 
Youngsters are becoming interested . They go to church services, 

· especially at Easter an·d Christmas, and I do believe . that the 
attitude is one of deep respect. There is not hing that is meant 
to lower the value of the places of worship of others in the eyes 
of the Jew; quite different to the way I grew up in Germany. I 
was clearly told to stay away from the church. A change has set 
in in Israel . One is secure and therefore can take· the other as 
he is, discuss with him and be divided from him, but respect 
him in his ·own attitude. Neverthe l ess, I want to stress again 
that there is much more weight given to Islam and to Arab history 
than to Christianity. But when Christianity is touched upon, I 
believe its presentation is fair. 

r don ' t want to present to you a rosy picture. Christianity 
is not a pivotal problem of the Israeli Jew, but as far as it is 
being dealt with, both on the adult level, in systematic education 
or by the mass media - certainly with regard to younge~ people in 
schools - I do believe that we are giving a fair picture . 

'J• ~ 

\ I 
. DUBOI~: Speaking as a Christian living and teaching in Israel; 
expresses agreement with Talmon's report. He adds that in his 
experience a certain reluctance on the part of some Israelis stems 
from ·ignorance , fear and also sometimes from a sense of insecurity 
in their_ own Jewish identity. He also points to the difficulties of 
a correct catechism for Arab Christian children in Israel . 

MOELLER: stresses the need for change in the l iturgy and catechism 
o'f the Oriental churches. 

MEJIA: What do Jewish textbooks say in countries other than the USA? 

EHRLICH: Textbooks in Europe are normally translations from American 
texts covered by Hoenig's report . 

MEJIA: Asks if there is information about Jewish textbooks in 
countries other than Israel and the U.S. 

EHRLICH: In German- speaking countries they use translations of. 
American books . 

HOENIG: Adds that in France, Sweden, Switzerland, Holland and Ger­
many ; American textbooks are being used. 

MEJIA: Enquires as to whether the true image of Christianity i s 
given in Jewish education in the form of formal and authoritative 
expressions of the Christian faith . He also wonders whether in 
Jewish textbooks the historical and living reali~y of Christianity 
is taken i nto ace ount . 
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MOELLER: We have been pass-ing through an extraordinary moment of 
discovery, of common discovery of some essential religious values 
which are, in this context the same in the Christian and Jewish 
tradition. 

WARSZAWSKI: Underlines the need for a more practical approach to 
the problems discussed. Jewish textbooks in Latin America are 
generally of Israeli origin or old books from Eastern Europe, with 
the exception of Brazil where there is some home-grown textbook pro­
duction. As far as Mejia's enquiries are concerned, he notes the 
lack of symmetry between the Jewish and Christian positions. There 
is no doubt for any Jew in the world living outside Israel that the 
Catholic Church is a living reality, the Jews living in the Western 
world have a very mixed image of the Catholic Church. He feels that 
Jews are less shy in stating their requests to the Catholics than 
vice versa. 

SIEGMAN: We owe each other a full measure of candour and honesty. 
It is quite clear that important advances in scholarship have been 
made in Chrisian-Jewish relations. It is also essential to stress 
the large area of "folk culture" where a large area of suspicion 
and distrust rem1ins vis-a-vis Christianity, determined simply 
by historical memory, which still has a powerful hold on Jewish 
popular imagination . This is what makes our enterprise very prob­
lematic at best. Jewish educators have a very difficult time drawing 
up a curriculum that v:ould present Judaism effectively so as to 
create among Jewish students a sense of Jewish identity. In the 
precious 1 it t le time Jewish educators have the problem :is how to 
present Judaism effectively. Thus to burden these problems with 
the cha~lenge of presenting a living Christian reality is a very 
difficult enterprise. 

_HIGGINS: Feels that the Jewish side today has been too shy. It is 
almost impossible today in the Western world for ,Jews to do what 
Catholics a~e asking in the coµtext di~cussed here today. The over­
riding concern of the Jews is survival. They feel beleaguered . No 
Christian fears today that Christianity could be destroyed. In the 
Jewish psyche is this unspoken fear that the Jewish people may not 
survive. Thus I find negative statements about Christianity in 
Jewish books quite understandable. What I missed in the discussion 
today was any sense of the psychology of the problem dealt with. 
The probJ:em of lack of time in religious instruction decried by 

· Siegman holds true also for the Church. The common ground on which 
we are going to meet is the realisation that the Jews and the Church 
both have a problem of survival, Expresses his concern that both 
sides get bogged down in their separate fears to the extent that 
both fail to sec that they literally sink or swim together in today's 
world, If we continue to have medieval disputation in the 20th 
cnetury, history will not treat us kindly. 
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· MEJIA: Thanks Siegman and Higgins. Is convinced that a multiple 
approach, scholarly and do\·m-to-earth is necessary . 

MOELLER: Nevertheless, this afternoon we are together and we are 
facing this problem togeiher. It is important to say so and to 
thank the Lord that even though we niay be facing one .pf the most 
essential problems of manlcind, we are not alone, because God is 
with us. ~ 

April 7, 1978 
Morning Session 
Chairman: Mons . Charles Moeller 

3) Exchange of Informatiorf 

a) Israeli Law on Proselytism 
b) The Sources of Anti- Semit i sm and Neo-Nazism in Germany 
c) Human Rights Situation in some areas, notably in the USSR 

and in Latan America 
d) Catholic Dialogue wi th Islam, Synagogue Council Mission to Egypt I 
e) Talmon 's proposal on "stock-taktng" of work of Liaison Commi·;;·::ee 
f) Future of Federici Paper and Questionnaire to Bishops Con- ' 1 

ferences 

a) TALMO~: 'The law does not mention any relig ion, church or even 
Jews, for that matter, or anybody else. It opposes any change of 
religion which is not induced by the internal needs of an individ~al, 
but by external ent i cement. Concerning the history and consequences 
of the law, severalJewish groups, ~lcluding the American Jewish 
Committee, the World Jewish Congr ess and the Israel Interfaith 
Committee, made representations at the highest level in Israel, in 
addition to the United Christian Council in Israel. Explains that 
the law is understandable psychologically in the hist oric hang-
ups Jews have about conversion, and in the present political 
situation in Israel. The law pays lip service to a small extremist 
minority in Israel. The application of the law is decisive, and 
here we have two authoritative statements by the Attorney-General 
and the Minister of Just ice, which are also reassuring . 

RIEGNER: Emphasises that both the office of the State Attorney 
and the Attorney-General i n Israel are completely independent of 
the government, and therefore the reassuring statements that all 
cases wi l l be examined by the Attorney-General have birlding value, 
irrespective of who made them . 

T.llrnQ.l.S_: Agrees with Talmon's explanation . 

a.R.I-CKNER: Wonders whether the law can be repealed. 

'.['ALMON: Doei:; not believe that the law can be rescinded, only hopes 
it will not be applied. We are going to·watch the law very clo~ely. 
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b) RI°EGNER: Wants to share . deep concern of wor ld-\vide Jewish com­
munities regarding neo- Nazism .in Western Germany, part .icularly in 
Hanover and Hambur g , We are less coricerned with the numerica l 
strength of nee-Nazi groups than with the general atmosphere,· l ike 
the unchec ke.d violently anti-Semitic activities of Manfred R5der 
and ma1lY others , While all this worries us, there is one particular­
ly sinister aspect: the attempt to rewrite recent history, not onl y 
i~ Germany but elsewhere, which would point to the existence of a 
cent re which coordinates this acti'7ity, which consists in books 
and pamphlets which deny the Holocaust and undermine the position 
of the Jewish community in the. last 20/30 years . . The theme 
of the.se writings is that the Holocaust \Vas invented for material 
and political gain. There are at least 1 2 such titles, of wl1iCh 
t he volume "The Hoax of the Century" by Butz is the most vicious. 
There is obviously a systematic development, based on international 
5onnect ions, to undo recent history . There have 1·ecently been 

1erious anti- Semitic incidents in France, Belg ium and Italy, as 
. well as other plac~s. If the · German governme nt takes this seriously, 
~o should we. We feel we must share t hese concerns with our Catholic 
~artners, and part icularly with the German •Church: we must invite 
'them to pay more at t ention, to start some joint thinking on how to 

_ counteract these new and sinister forces . I certainly believe t hat 
the German Church has a very i~portant role to .play in fighting 
this .sinister falsification of recent history, and we should take 
joint action to do so. ,, 

FISHER: There is also growing concern in the U.S. ; as the Skokie, 
Illinois,and other incidents show . Chr istian organisa tions are 
look ing into t he matter, and there is a Christian counter-movement 
active in theU.S. 

EHRLICH: maintains that the young Ge rman generation, which is un­
tainted by Nazism, does not want to recognise or become invol ved 
in. the problem . 

FREEDMAN: Reports on the U.S. situat ion . 

HI GGI NS: I f there are only 1000 neo-Nazis in the 'JI .S. , a country 
of 220 million , there is no excuse for complacency. This is a sub­
ject on which Church groups must, for once in modern history-, be 
~head of the game . 

SHUSTER: Sees an odd all iance of the extreme ·left with anti-Israel 
activities. 

. ' 

BRJ'CKNER, DUBOIS and TANEN&~UM also participated in the d i scussion. 

MEJI~: Agrees with Higgins and suggests that the Secretariat of State 
·and the German Bishops Conference be kept carefully informed and 
alerted on the situation·. 
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c) . WARSZAWSKI: Reports on the Human Rights situation in Latin ~ 

America and on the policies of tl!e Catholic Church in this area. 

MEJIA: Agrees fully with Warszawski 's analysis. 

TANENBAUM: Reports on the situatio11 of Jews in the USSR, with par­
ticular reference to the Sharanski case. 

HIGGINS: Reports on the Helsinki Act and the Belgrade follow-up 
conference and strongly urges a common stand in the Western world 
of inter-religious groups against the violation of human rights 
of all mi.nority groups. 

LICHTEN: Is of the opinion that Helsinki only finalized the divison 
of Europe but got no concessions on Human Rights. 

d) SIEGMAN: Reports on the Synagogue Council's mission to Egypt. 

MEJIA: Reports on points of contacts and meetings - through the 
Vatican Secret&riat for non-Christian religions - with Islamic 
organisations and bodies. 

CHOURAQI, HOENIG and TALMON also take part in the discussior... 

e) TALMON: Feels, after having worked together for 10 years, that 
the time seems to be ripe to assess what has been achieved, what 
progress bas been made by the Liaison Committee. Papers have been 
presented by both sides on diverse aspects. These papers should be 
collected, edited and published, Sugg·ests that two sub-Coffilnit.tees 
be set up to deal with this matter. 

MEJIA: The Steering Conunittee is already dealing with this matter . 

f) MEJIA: Federici has corrected his Italian draft in the light of 
the discussion in Venice and some other suggestions. The final 
version was given to the Jewish side, to Fr. Rivas in Argentina 
in Spanish to be published in the CEL.J\.M magazine, to Fr. Porto in 
Brazil, to Fr. Dupuy for the French trans lat ion, to Msgr. Flilgel 
for Germany. S.I.D.I.C. volunteered to produce the English and 
Dutch translations. Fr. Dubois will produce an Hebrew translation. 
The Italian text was published in "Ecumenicon" and "Unitas". 

TAI.MON: urges also an Arabic translation. 

'ME.JIA: Proposes to meet Riegner in Rome to work out the details 
which are to guide the sub-Committee. He reads the list of Bishops 
Conferences which have replied to the questionnaire on Jewish­
Christian relations se11t out by the Commission for Religious 
Relations with Judaism: Japan, Spain, Cuba, the Coptic Church, 
U.S.A., South Africa, Puertorico, Norway, North Africa, England and 
Wales, Ethiopia, Lebanon, Ghana, Portugal, the Melchite Church, 
Uruguay, Holland, Yugoslavia, Algeria, Morocco, Equador, Hungary, 
France, Germany, Canada, Berlin , Germau Democratic Republic, Belgium, 
Luxembourg, and Scotland. The answers received are very interesting 
and of great help for the Commission's future work. 
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RIEGNER: Puts on record the deep appreciation of the Jewish part 
for this important effort. 

Time and Place of Next Meeting 

MEJIA: Msgr . FlUgel proposed a future meeting to be held in 
Regensburg (German). 

B:IEG_NER: After consul tat ion with the Jewish delegation, no op­
position emerged to holding the meeting :in Regensburg, particularly 
in the light of today's discussions. 

HIGGU!~: You have a standing invitation to Washington for any 
future meeting . 

MEJIA: As regards the time of the meeting, sugg-ests September 1979 

RIEGNER: Because of the Jewish holidays, it should be the first 
week of September . 

MOELLER,: I hope I am speaking also in the name of my Jewish co­
chairman of this meeting when I thank the scholars for their 
fascinating papers . I also thank the Madrid Jewish Community, not 
only for the hospitality but also for the lfabbalat Sha bath, Fr. 
Mejia for the preparations, for his trans lation and his paper. 
My own conclusion is that our work is just starting. 
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A. Introduction: 

This paper will attempt to assess the direction of current 

Catholic teaching, in the English language, concerning Jews and 

Judaism. By comparing presentrrends with those prevailing before 

the Second Vatican Council's Declaration, Nostra Aetate (no. 4), 

the hope is to isolate specific areas that might need to be 

-_addressed in future dialogues between Catholics and Jews, and 

within the Roman Catholic theological community. 

Presumed here is at least a general knowledge of the problem, 

which is that over the centuries an anti-Jewish polemic became so 

pervasively intertwined with Christian understandings of Judaism 

-that it came to constitute what Jules Isaac aptly termed a 

, "Teachin.g of Contempt:"l The theological content and historical 

impact of that former, highly negative approach has also been well 

documented. 2 More recen:ly, however, beginning with the Second 

Vatican Council, great efforts have been launched to alter this 

.negative portrayal and to replace it with an approach more in 

consonance with the authentic spirit of_ the message of Jesus toward 

his people. 

While this paper will draw largely on the author's studies of 

the treatment of Jews and Judaism in current Roman Catholic 

educationa"i materials published in the Un-i tcd States, 3 the sixteen 

textbook series that I studied4 included texts ~sed in or adapte~ 

.from religious education materials published in Canada and Australia. 

Based on articles reporting studies reported in English journals5 
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it is also safe to assume that the British teaching materials are 

also comparable to, or at least within the same range as that 

discerned for the AT.lerican textbooks and teacher manuals in their 

treatment of Jews and Judaism. 

In the early 1950 1 s, the American Jewish Committee began to 

initiate a series of projects aimed at ev!lluating the treatment 

-of inter-group relations in teaching materials produced by 

Catholic,. Protes tant and Jewish educators. To ensure against . 

"1~v~rse bias," educational specialists drawn from the rcspe cti ve 

f~ith co~1unities were called upon to analyze the materials of their 

own groups following research tlesigns suited to each. The Jewish 

self-study found almost no negative treatment of Christians, and 

in fact very little mention of Clil'istianity at all . 6 

The methodology for the Christian -;·-elf-studies was pioneered 

'Cy Dr .· Bernha rd Olson of Yale whose statistical samp ling of some 

120 , 000 Protestarrt lesson units uncovered a disturbingly ~1igh 

percentage of anti-Jewish statements . 7 Judaism at the time of 

Jesus and thereafter was portrayed as degenerate and legalistic. 

Jesus and the disciples were shown as "someho1v not Jews ," while 

Judas and the enemies of Jesus among the Sadducces and the Temple 

priesthood we~e clearl y identified as Jewish. The coilective 

responsibility and divine retribution canards predominated in the 

. . ·portrayal of the Passion. The Holocaust and the State of Isra_el, 

the two central events of modern Jewish history, received virtually 

~o attention and the history and nature of post-biblical Judaism 

, 

---~·'!!'P-ir- •' 

... .... 
·r 

· "'-··; 

!.... • 

r 

i . I 
l 

F;" 
f 

' 4 

j 



' 

' · 

- 3 -

were entirely ignored. Olson's findings were updated in a more 

recent study of Protestant texts in 1972. Distressingly, the 

author of this study was able to report Rlmost no improvement 

over the earlier treatment. 8 

Such studies of the treatment of Judaism in educational 

materials are by their nature important i~dicators of the general 

consensus of feeling within a given religious community. Studies 

done of the patterns of American prejudice in turn show that " far 

from being trivial,· religious outlooks and religious images of ~he 

modern Jew seem to lie at the root of American anti-Semitism. 119 

My own textbook study sought to update earlier Catholic studies · 

and so to provide an objective measure of change . 

B. Treatment of Jews and Judaism in 
Catholic Teaclnng in the United States: 

Before and After "Nostra Aetate" 

Father Trafford Maher, S.J., of St. Louis University, supervised 

the Catholic self-studies. These focused not only on the treatment 

of Jews but also on the treatment of other groups such as Protes-
. IO 

tants, Blacks, etc. They utilized modified versions of the 

criteria, anatytic categories and statistical methodology originalli. 
11 

dev~loped by Olson. The St. Louis studies uncovered a view of 

Judaism as negative and as stereotyped as that revealed in the 

Olson report for Protestant texts. Catholics and Protestants may 

have been divided on many theologi~al issues in the late 1950's, 

but not in their common rejection of Jews and Judaism. 

My 1976 study sought to ascertain whether and to what extent 
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Catholic teaching had changed (hopefully for the better) as a 

result of the intervening period, which saw both the promulgation 

of Nostra Aetate in 1965 and the i~suance of "Guidelines for 

Catholic-Jewish Relations" by the Secretariat for Catholic-Jewish 

Relations of the National Conference of Catholic Bishops in 1967. 

These Guidelines aimed at specifying and implementing the general 

-directives of the Council concerning the Jews. 

My study was able to provide a strict measure of progress in 

the dialogue by utilizing exactly the same categories, criteria of 

tools as those used in the St. Louis ju1gment, and statistical 

studies. In addition, by 
I 

concentrating on catechetical materials 

and on the treatment of Jews and Judaism alone, I was able to pin­

point particular themes and periods with greater accuracy~ while 

• . J . . 1 b f . 12 preserving tie stat1st1ca ase o. comparison. 

The time between the St. Louis studies and my own was par-

ticularly fruitful for the dialogue, and saw important official 
13 

statements both in the United States and Europe. These made 

explicit the pqsitive implications of Nostra Aetate in a fuller 

14 way. In addition, the earlier studies had made possible new 

insights into some of the more subtle dynamics of anti-Jewish 

prejudice to be found in the pre-conciliar texts. After citing 

quotations from the Thering study, for example, (which .• like mine, 
. 

was limited to catechetical materials), one commenrator noted that: 

While all the above are scored positive 
(by Therin~) for Jews, they clearly imply 
that the Judaism which is praised culminated 
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in Christianity. .. While the textbooks acknowledge 
the spiritual wealth of Judaism, they infer that 
these riches were totally abso~bed by Christianity. 
Judaism's value as a religion appears to be 
exh~usted1~n its contributicn to the Christian 
heritage. . . 

I 

Likewise, Olson had noted a dynamic by which the textbook 

author would generalize from individual Jews (such as Judas) or 

- Jewish groups (such as the Pharisees) to all Jews at the time of 

Christ, and from al l first century Jews to Jews of any time and . 

place . 16 The result was that statements which seemed at first to 

have minimal negative impact tended , when taken in context with 

the sequence of lesson units, to be much more harmful to the 

reader's image of the Jews than would first appear . 

I had then to develop a second set of criteria of judgment 

which could be applied independently to every reference to Jews 
17 and Judaism found in the study. Predictably, I found that many 

statement s which Thering would have scored as positive or neutral 

would have to be scored today as negative. Thus while following 

the Thering criteria, I discovered that Catholic · religion materials 

are significantly more positive toward Judaism . But I also noted 

that many subtle negative dynamics remain. We have moved beyond 

blatant stereotypy , but have not yet succeeded in fully uprooting 

the vestiges of ancient polemics . 

. For the s tudy I analyzed each lesson of sixteen major and 

·· ·feprcsentative religion se r ies then in use in the United States, 

covering grades are through twelve. 18 This enabled me to obtain 

an overall picture of the scope and development of attitudes 
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toward Jews in the crucial Yl:'.ars of a student's psychological develop-

ment •. 

American Catholic textbooks are clearly more positive toward 

Judaism and historically more accurate than before the Second 

Vatican Council. Using the same c:ri ter-ia of judgment and applying 

the same statistical methods as Thering, I found a 50% hi gher 

-ratio of positive to negative statements about Jews and Judaism 

than that reported by Thering in 1961. 19 

By analyzing these statements according to Period and Therne 

. 20 I . h Th . bl d . h 1 categories, w1ic er~ng was una e to o 1n er more genera 

study in 1961, I was able to isolate precisely the areas where 

·improvement had been made, and the areas where further·work needs to 

.~e done to correct historical and/or theological inaccuracies. 

The correlation of these findings with the statements of Nostra 

Aetate is most profound. Briefly, the Jewishness of Jesus and his 

disciples, along with the Judaic origins of many .Christian practices 

are now frequently highlighted in the texts. 21 Again without 

citing -examples (which can be found in full in my dissertation), 22 

it is significant that no ' explicit references to the deicide or 

di vine retribut.ion cha rges, both of wi\icli were -rebutted clearly 

. N A 23 . . b 1n ostra etate , are now to be found in Amer1can text ooks . St:ite-

ments referring to mode rn Judaism, or to Judaism in general, are 

.. ~ikewise overwhelmingly positive in' tone and often shew a sen-

sitivity nowhere attained in the texts studied by Thering in 1961. 

The correlation between Nostra /\etate and the textbooks> how-

ever, holds equally for areas of negative portrayal of Jews and 
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Judaism. Wherever the conciliar declaration was silent on an issue, 

or its .language ambiguous, omissior.s and/or negative statements can 

be found in abundance in the texts . 

Nostra Aetate, for example , did not seek to clarify the record 

on the Pharisees. My findings thus show that with only a couple 

of exceptions, the Pharisees today are as villified and as maligned 

-as they were in 1961. Likewise , the cauti ous ly worded denial of 

collective responsibi l ity for Jesus' death made by the Council has 

been only moderately successful in combatt ing this key element of 

the anti-Jewish polemic. 24 The idea that the Jewish people as 

a whole rejected Je~us during his lifetime is still the prevailing 

teaching in American Catholic materials. Indeed, negative statements 

~onnoting Jewish guilt in the events surrounding Jesus' trial and 

death still outnumber positive, historically accurate ones . As in 

1961, the Roman role in Jesus ' Passion is largely overlooked. 

Little · of the historical background and almost noncof the insights 

~f mode rn biblical scholarship are provided to the teachers in their 
25 

manuals. 

Even those textbook series which consciously seek to avoid 

implicating the Jews as a whole often fall short of the mark. Some, 

for example, replace the phrase "the Jews" \vi th phrases such as "the 

enemies of Christ" in paraphrasing the Passion .narratives . But 

the reason for this is not explained to the teachers (the majority 

of whom, of course, were trained using pre-conciliar texts), so 

that the question cin be raised and resolved for the students. The 
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result, one must conclude, is that when the students participate 

i n the Holy Week liturgy and hear the Gospel narratives read 

(especially those of Matthew and John) , they will inevitably identify 

"the Jews" as "the enemies of Christ." In short , ther~ is an 

· urgent and immediate need for integrating the results of modern 

biblical scholars hip into the treatment of New Testame nt themes 

~throughout our c~techetical materials and in the liturgy itself . 

What is needed is not merely the avoidance of blatantly anti -

Jewish statements, but a complete and effe~tive educational strategy 

for replacing the negative portrait wi th one of gr eater historical 

and biblical accuracy . Centuries of polemic have resulted in a 
\ 

general ·c.ulture which has anti-Jewish stereotypes embedded in its 
i 

·very language pat t erns. American dictionaries, for example , 

regularly define "Pharisaic" as "hypocritical" or "legalistic." 

The word "Jewry" is even defined in one .. 4ictionary as "ghetto"' -­

thus i4entifying Jews as victims of oppression. Simply removing 

anti-Jewish pejoratives or making all r~ferences to Jews neutral 

in tone, then, will not adequate ly offset the effects of this 

gen~ral, anti-Jewish culture. A positive , corrective stance must 

be taken if ancient polemics are not to ~e p~rpetuated in cur 

classrooms . 

. Also· still prevailing in the treatment of t he New Testament 

is the attitude that Judaism was a dead religion , suifocated· by 
. . ~ . 

legalis~ and materialism by the time of Christ. This, too, was a 

theme not ·t aken up directly by' Nostra Actatc and so remains a 
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prevailing pattern in our catcchcsis . 

Likewise, there is an almost unbroken silence concerning Jews 

and Judaism in the entire period between the close of the Apostolic 

Writings and the middle of the 20th Century. Judaism, even though 

presented sympathetically in most cases , is seen as essentially 

an "Old Testament" religion. There were found almost no r eferences 

-to the Talmud or to medieval Jewish thought or histdry. This f act 

reinforces in the student the notion that the Jewish people and . . 

their rel igion became theologically and historically irrelevant 

wif h the coming of Christianity. And again it ~s a theme not 

1
1 

' b V . -1 26 ' . . I £ c early ta~en up y at1can 1 • Tnc supercess1on1st t:eory o 

the relat ionship between Judaism ~nd C~ristianity (and between the 

' Hebrew S~riptures and the Apostolic Writings), then, is still the 

common teaching on the p:acticai leve 1. Desp i. te the wo1·k of manv 

d . h I 27 I b . I lea ing Cat olic £c1olars in the United Stutes, t1e asic t1eo-

logical understanding of Judaism remains virtually the same as 

.before the Council, though it may be articulated in subtler 

fashi on today . 

C. Agenda for the Future 

"A task . . . as yet hardly begun" is ho\·1 the American bishops 

described the need for constructing a renewed vision of the relation-

ship between Judaism and Christianity in 1975 . It is · of great 

significance that most of the areas of negative portrayal of 

Jud~is~ described above were specifically addressed in 1974 by the 

Vatican Conunission Guidelines. While these guidelines have not yet 

had. sufficient time to affect deeply the production of catechetical 
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materials in the United States, the measurable impact of Nostra 

.Aetate provides a basis for hope. If the 1974 Vatican Guidelines 

prove as effective as t he directives cf the Council , one can 

confidently expect measured improvement in the catechetical treat-

ment of the Pharisees, the Crucifixion, the vitality of Judaism 

after the first century, and in the appreciation of a continuing 

-role in its own terms of Judaism in God 1 s plan for salvation. The 

next generation of Catholics could well be the first in almost two 

millenia to be raised with a positive understanding of how "Jews 

define themselves· in the light of their own religious e:x-perience. 11 

Before this can happen, however, certain key areas in the 

~ialogue will need to be carried forward. In each , it should be 

noted , some form of official Church pronouncement may well be needed 

if the insights of the dialogue are to be embodied in practical 

changes in catechetical and homiletic treatment of Jews and Judaism. 

k majo~ lesson of the above analysis is that only those areas which 

receive official and clear mandates by the magisterium can be 

effectively renewed . 

The following l ist is not intended to be exhaustive in scope 

or i n depth. It merely seeks to dell.mit three basic areas which, 

from the perspective of the textbook studies, most need to be 

addressed by this Liaison Committee of Catholic and Jewish rcpre-. 

sentatives in furthering the dialogue so well -- but only barely 

begun. 

l. The Relationshi p Between the Covenants 

This is the area of highest ambiguity in textbook treatments . 
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How, precisely, are we as Christians to understand the "permanent 

vocation" (1973 French Bishops) or "permanent election" (1967 

American Guidelines) of the Jewish people in God's plan of salvation 

today? _In what, precisely, lies the "perpetual value" of the Hebrew 

Scripture on its own terms that "has not been cancelled by the 

later interpretation of the New Testament" (1974 Vatican Commission 

-Guidelines)? Are we as Christians in a position today to delineate 

clearly the content and meaning of "those ::-iromises" which "still -

await their perfect fulfillment in His (Christ's) glorious return 

at the end of time" and those which "were fulfilled with the first 

~oming of Christ. 11 (19 74 Vatican Commission Guidelines)? 

It should be noted that this issue should be approached not 

so much as a question of Christology as of eschatology. The point 

of dialogue is not to accommodate one's own faith-commitment to that 

of the other, but to work it out in such' a way that room is left 

within ~ne's own vision for the validity of the other's self-

definition as a faith community.. Is this possib~t: for Judaism and 

Christianity today? 

It needs also to be s·tressed that, along with the internal 

reflections with~n each community, the proper forum for working on 
27 

such renewed theologies is the dialogue itself. This implies, 

_of course, a completely new methodo logy. for pursuing the process 

of theology itself. The development of a dialogically-founded 

theolog{cal methodology may be the most crucial task before this 

Liaison Committee. Common terminology and common criteria of 
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procedure need to be developed, tested, and used to create a frame­

work of common concepts that will have univocal meaning for both 

groups . 28 

The fact t hat much of the development of our Christian 

theology of Judaism historically took place in isolation from 

contact with the living J ewish conununity, as the American bishops 

-noted in their 1975 -statement, both reveals the need and opens the 

way for this development. By using the internal Jewish concept of 

"sanctification of the Name" (kiddush ha-shem), the French Bishops 

in 1973 were able to speak positively of an ongoing "vocation" or 

.mission of the Jewish people in God's plan, at once tinique to 

Judaism and complementary to, or at least compatible with 

Christianity's internal v iew of its own sense of divine mission. 

Professor Tommaso Federici, in the first section of his paper 

delivered at the last meeting of the Liaison Committee in Venice, 

developed this insight even further in speaking of a Jewish mission 

for the proclamation of the One Name . 

. · Such insights are not, of course, en ti rely new developments. 

Christian teaching since the time of the Fathers has consistently 

held to a sense of Jewish witness. But this was essentially a 

negative view, by which the Jewish people were to be preserved in 

subjugation be cause their suffe1ing (:Ould be utilize·d as a sort .of 

.. d f f I . . . 29 .invcrte proo o C1r1st1an1ty. . . . . 
What the recent developments are 

accomplishing, then, is a reassessment of an ancient theological 

tradition in the Church, devoid of the negative polemics of its 

historical cont~xt, and offered honestly today as an utterance in 
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the dialogue. Here, I believe, we can find a fruitful and solid 

basis for further exploration of the relationship between our two 

covenants in faith. 

Thii dialogue, of course, is a two way street, though not in 

the sense of a bargaining session. The Jewish community also has 

many misconceptions of the nature of Christianity, as well as a 

·-polemical tradit.ion concerning Christians. ~O In the Third National 

Workshop on Christian-Jewish Relations, held in Detroit, in 1977, 

Rabbi Jacob Petuchowski suggested study of the Talmudic concept 

~f the Noahide Covenant as a way, from the Jewish side, for 

establishing an understanding of the role of Christianity in the 

divine plan in a way compatible with Judaism's internal self-

d d . 31 . . h un erstan 1ng. Such pos1t1ve appreciatiqns of t e relationship 
.. , 

between the covenants are only now begirining after a silence of 
. 32 

almost two millenia on both sides. But they offer great promise 

for the future . 

... · 2. The Holocaust and tile State of Israel 

The two central events of modern Jewish religious experience 

are the near-annihilation ~f European Jewry under the Nazi regime 

and the rebirth of the Jewish State of I srael. For Catholics 

.to ~ialogue with Jews today, they must possess an understanding 

of these events and of the link between them within jcwish 

. !~ligious perception.
33 

Ny textbook study showed that ~aile these 

events are treated sympathetically whenever referred to, they are 

given scant treatment. And there is little or no direct con-

' frontation with eae theological issues they raise for Jews and 
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Christians alike. 

The relationship between Land and People in Judaism has been 

explored on a scholarly level in Israel, in Europe, and in the 
34 

United States. Yet, from the Catholic side one must note that, 

with the exc~ption of those few individuals directly involved in 

dialogue, there is little depth of understanding of Israel or the 

.. Holocaust gene~ally with~n the American Catholic community. 

The late Esther Feldblum opened her masterful study of The 

American Catholic Pr ess and the Jewish St.ate with the following 

quf tation of Pop~ Pius X's response to Theodor Herzl's plea for 
I , 

support in 1904: 

We are unab le to favor this movement [Zionism]. 
We cannot prevent the Jews from going to Jerusalem 
(but) we could never sanction it. As the head 
of the Church I cannot answer you otherwise. The 
Jews have not recognized our Lord, therefore, we 
cannot recognize you ... 35 

-"' 
More recentl~ the American bishops: ·while avoiding any 

.particblar religious or p~litical interpretation, called for 

Christians to "strive to understand this link between land and 

people wh5_d1 Jews have expressed in their writings and worship 

throughout two millenia as a longing for the homeland, holy 

Zion." (NCCB, Nov. 20, 1975). 

The difference between these two views provides an excellent 

measure of the progress made in ChristLan understanding of 

.. Judaism as a living reality . For this momentum to be maintained, 

however, the challenge offered by these. t1-10 events, the llolocaust 

and the State of Israel, which are linked together as despair to 

hopc
1 

must be honestly faced by the Church. From the point of 
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view of the textbook studies , it can be clearly se en that our two 

· communities stand today at a cruci al turning point in our relations. 

We need more than ever before to work together, in a shared humility 

of vision, to build the Kingdom of God. 

3. New Testament Scholarship 

Charlotte Klein, in he r recent analysis of German Christian 

-scholarship and its treatment of .Jews and Judaism,36 raises a 

crucial question: to what extent are we as Christians continuing 

to train our teachers and pastors in an understanding of first­

century Judaism that is, at best, marred by triumphalism? The 

negative apologetical thrusts of such standard works as Sch~rer, 
37 Strack-Billerbeck and Kittel are well known. 

Yet these works, or works derived from them, still form the 

basic introduction to· Judaism of the New Testament period that is 

available to American theology students and seminarians. Though 

Klein kindly notes that Anglo-American scholars tend to approach 

Judaism in a more objectiv~ manner, German scholarship is so 

highly regarded in the English-speaking world that her critique of 

those scholars must be cotisidered valid for much of what is 

actually taught students in Catholic univers ities and seminaries 

in the United States. Her suggestion for a comparative study of 

the best of Christian scholarship thus represerrts ~rn urgent need 

today. 

Tw6 of Klein'~ six points summarizing the general trends of 

biblical and theological scholarship are of particular importance 

here, and are equally pertinent to many .Anglo-American authors: 
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1) Only some few real specialists in the departments of 

Jewish studies make a fresh examination of authentically 

Jewish sources. In most cases the material collected in 

certain works about the turn of the century is taken 

over as a matter of course and quoted, without bothering 

about the Jewish interpretation of the sources or con-

sidering how the Jews see themselves. 

2) We often find that the ·same author when he expressly 

speaks of Judaism in an ecumenical context has a 

strikingly different approach from that which he 

adopts when he is dealing with the Christian 

religion and mentions Judaism more or less 

incidentally. 38 

The United States, possibly by reason of the size and viiality 

of the Jewish community, is blessed with a large number of excellent 

graduate programs, seminars and scholars dealing with these 

proble·ms. However, works with the same lack of understanding of 

Jewish sources as those so trenchantly critiqued by Klein are still 

standard fare in biblical . and theological courses in many American 

seminaries. The result is all too often the spread of misinfor-

mation regarding the nature of Judaism, especially concerning the 

biblical peTiods . The seminary curriculum itself thus needs to 

be revised to accommodate this distressing reality, ~n<l iu a ~ay 

much deeper than by simply adding units on Judaism. 
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D. Conclusion 

~extbook studies such as my own cannot be taken in isolation 

from other trends influencing the life of the Church. We have 

seen particularly how the readings of the liturgy and much that 

is current in contemporary biblical scholarship can modify and 

even defeat even the best-intentioned ef forts 6f religious educa-

- tion publishers. 

The textbook studies reveal that great progress has been ma~e 

in eradicating anti-Je~ish polemics from our teaching. But this 

is only a beginning. Specific content areas, such as the 

relationship between the covenants, New Testament themes, the 

Holocaust and the State of Israel still need to be addre ssed. 

Further, specific programs need to be developed especially for . the 

training of catechis ts and in the semin aries, for in t egr ating i nto 

the curricula the be st of the insights of modern Jewisl1 and 

Christian scholarship. Much of the scholarly work to accomplish 

·this already exists i n t he English language. Its results must 

be brought to bear in every key area of Church teaching. Many 

American Catholic universities and seminaries already offer 

excellent courses in Judaism. These need to be augmented. More , 

existing courses and teachi ng materials used in seminaries need the 

same kind of critical analysis as that already given the grade and 

high school level materials. This would in itself help to raise 

the general level of sensitivity. 
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APPENDIX A 
. TABLE l 

Secondary PrcoccupJtion 

Allyn & BJcon. 25% 
Pearl & Seed(J971) 
Argus Comm .• 10% 
Choose life ( 1969) 
Wm. C. Brown. 45% 
To live ls Christ 
(1967-74) 
Christian Bros .• 25% 
Christian A t.-areness 
(1969) 
Ors. of St. Paul, 1!% 
Divine Master (1969) 
Paulist. Discovery 3% 
(1969-71) 
Silver Burdeit, Conrern 4% 
(1970-71) 
Winston, Conuienu 19% 
& Conctrn (1969-73) 
Winston. lnfin;ry 14% 
(1972-73) 
Winston, Inquire & 15% 
Believe (1974) 

Gen'l Jrnti31ance 

+l.O I/ 
/ • 

-.030 

+.842 

+.545 

+.328 

+l.O 

+1.0 l 
.~ 

+.785 

+.292 

+l.O 

'l '-'i)~ 

") 

TABLE l 

Series: Elementary PreoccupJtion Gcn'l lmbJlance 

11. Winston, Joy 45% + .360 

(1972-73) 
12. Sadlier, New Life 50% +.634 

(1973) 

l3. Silver Burdell 43<;0 +.410 

(1969-74) 

14. .Benziger, Word ls 40% +.305 

Life (1973) 

IS. Ors. or St. Paul, 42% +.219 

Woy. Truth. Life 
(1968-74) 

16. Paulist. Come to 30% +.303 
the Father (1972-75) 

· · ' The "Preoccupation" scores in the firsl column on 
t'hc right simply give the percentage of references to 
J ev.s in each series. For ex:imple. if there were 100 
units in the series. a nd 25 or these contained :i reference 
to Jews and Judaism, the "Preoccupation" score wouid 

be25%. 
The "Imbalance" score gives the pcrce:mge be: 

tween positive and negative references. If all the state· 
menls in a given series arc positive or at Jea;l neutr3l 

.,, .toward the Jews. the imbalance would be "+ l .O" and 
so on. (The formula is: where "p" = the total number 

·of oosi11ve slatcmen:s and "n" = the total number of 

negative st:iicmcnts, the Imbalance is "p·n/p+ n." 
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TAIJLE2 

PERIOD CATEGORIES 

SECONDARY SERIES ELEMENTARY SE.RIES 

Preoccupation lmb:il~ nce Preoccup:ition lnib:il:incc 

Hebrew 
Scriptures 24% +.960 46% +.811 

New 
Tcsl~mc.nt 3)% -'- .339 (1Cli. •. 122 

Rabbinic 
Jucbism 2.4% .... 1.0 .6% + 1.0 · 

Middle Ar.cs 3.!% + .375 - -
Reformation .97o + l.O - -
Twentieth 

Century ' ' : 
14% + 1.0 2.7% +1.0 

General or ., " 
Tod:iy 27% +.939 20% +.888 

TADLEJ 

\ 
THEME CATEGORIES 

: SECONDARY SERIES ELEMENT A RY SERlf:S 

' 
l'rcoccupatiun lmb:ilancc l'rcoccupation lmbalar.cc 

Jesus ~s ~ Jew 99'o + .9S2 12% -1- .87S 

Jesus and the Jews 10'.";, .. 026 12% - .5~ .l 

The Pharisees 8% -.472 9% ·.7S4 
I 

The Crucilixion , \0% +.026 12% •. J85 

Divine Rctrihution 0. 7'7o .1,.1.Q 0.2% ..._, 0 

The l l11loc;1ust 9% + l.O 1.7% + l.O 

Modern Israel 4% + 1.0 2.7% +.&CN 

Covenant (l>T v NT) 26% + .707 36% -.2·15 

<.:ru<adcs .7% + l.0 - -
Jnqui~ilion .7% +.500 - -

Excerpt from Faith Without Prejudice 
(N.Y.: Paullst, 1977) 120-132 . \ -
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FOOTNOTES 

For Isaac's own definition of this concept, sec especially : 
Jule s Isaac, Has J\nti-Scmiti.sm Roots in Christianity? 

(New York: Nat ional Conference of Chr1st1ans an<l Jews, 
1961); The Teaching of Contc1:ip t (N.Y. : Holt, Rinehart , 
Winston, 1964) ; and Jesus Jnd lsracl (English Transl. , 
N. Y.: Holt, Rinehart, lhnston, 197I). For review and 
commentary of the significance of Isaac ' s work as applied 
to Catholic teachi ng see E. II. Flannery, "Jesus, Israel 
and Christian Renewal," Journal of Ecumenical Studies, 
IX: 1 (\'linter, 1972), pp. 74-93 . 

E.g. espec"ially James Parkes, The Conflict of Church and 
Synagogue (Sancino , 1934); The Erner cnce of the Jew1sn 

Problem 1878-1939 (Oxford, 1 ; nt is er:n.t ism 'n1cago: 
Quadrangle, 1963); Edward H. Flannery, 1'11e Anguish of 
the Jews (N.Y .: Macmillan, 1965); Franklin Li ttcl, The 
Cruc1f1xi on of the Jews (N. Y.: Harper an<l Row, 1975); 
F. E. Talmage , D1sptitation and Dialogue (KTA\'/ADL, 1975); 
H • .J. Schoeps, TM Je1.:1sn-C1rnstl;\i1i\Tgume_nt (N .Y.: 
Holt, Rinehart, \\'inston, 19o3J ; Cn;:rlotte J\Iei1;., .Anti­
Judaism i.n Christian Theology (Philadelphia: Fortress, 
1978) . Of particular interest for the present study is 
Klein 's chapter on "A Short Survey of Anglo-American 
Authors" (143-1 56) for present and future trends. 

Eugene Fisher, "A Content Analysis of the Treatment of Jews and 
Judaism in Current Roman Catholic Textbooks and Nanuals 

on the Primary and Secondary Levels," PhD. Dissertation , 
New York University, 1976 . See Also, Eugene Fisher, 
Faith Witho~1t Prejudice: Rebuilding Chris tian Attitudes 
To1"ard Judaism (~. Y.: Paulist , 107'711e'reaftcr: " HP"); 
"Furthe nng t!te Jc\..-isi1- Christian Dialogue," Profess ion al 
Approaches for Christian Educators ( PACE , Vol. 7, 1976, 
"Teaching - A") ; "Preparing ±or tnc Jew1sh-Christian Encounter, " 
The Catechist (Nov., 1976); "Christian Teaching and Judaisw ," 
SIDIL[Vol. IX: 3, 1976, 19-22); " Toward A Catholic High 
School Curriculum for Teaching about Jews and Judaism, 
"PACE (Vol. 8, 1977, "Approaches-F"). 

4. See "Table l" (FWP,126-7). 

S. E.g. Srs. Mary Kelly and Ann Moore , " The Old Testament in 

_ .... , :~_. : 

Christiaa Teaching," Christi:-:n Attitudes on Jews a!lc Jud?..i"S!!? 
Journal (London: No. 7 , August , 1%9, pp. 3-7) ; Sr. Ann 
Moore, "The Seeds of Prejudice : An Analysis of Religious 
Textbooks," The Sower (London: January,1971); Louis Allen, 
"Jews in Popular Catholicism, " The ~lonth (London: November , 
1975); Anthony Bullen , "Catholic Icaclnng of Judaism," 
Christian Attitudes (No. 39, December, 1~74, p. 13); C. 
Klern, op. cit . (127-156). 
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7. 

8. 
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Bernard D. Weinryb and Daniel Garnick, 11 s·ummary of Findings: 
The Dropsic College Study of Jewish Textbooks" (New York: 

The American · Jewish Commi ttec). Weinryb . notes that in 
his study of 200 v:orks only 14% of the lessons make any 
reference to non-Jewish groups; whereas some 50-80% of 
Christian les~on units do so. While Christian texts 
must of necessity treat at length of Judaism to interpret 
its origins, the reverse is not true for Judaism. The 
result, however, is that Jewish students receive little 
or no information about Christianity and Christian beliefs 
beyond what may be picked up from the general culture. 
Further studies are needed, however, before conclusions 
can b~ drawn as to Jewish conceptions of Christian beliefs 
and practices. 

Bernhard E. Ols on , Faith and Prejudice (Yale University Press: 
New Haven, 1963). 

G.erald S. Strober, Portrait of the· Elder· Brother: Jews and 
Judaism in Prates tan t TeacJung Ma ten al s (New York: Nat ion al 

Council of Chn.s t1ans and Jews/A.mer ic;an Jewish Cammi ttee, 
1972) . 

Charles Glock and Rodney Stark, Christian Beliefs and Anti­
Semitism (New York: Harper ana Row, 1Y66, p. 205) . On 

tlus subject see also Russell Allen, "Religion and 
. Prejudice: the Patterns of Relationship" (unpublished 
Ph.D. Thesis, Univ. of Denver, 1965); Gordon Allport, 
The Nature of Prej ud.ice (New York: · Double day Anchor, 
19 58 , 413-42::>); B. Blum and J. H. Mann , " The Effect of. -
Religious Membership on Religious Prejudice," Journal 
of Social Psychology (1960, Vol . 52, 97-101); M. B. Jones 
"Religious Values and Authoritarian Tendency," Journal of 
Social Psychology (1958, Vol. 48 , 83 - 89); C. and E. J. 
0 1 Reilly, "Religious Beliefs of Catholic College Students 

; l. 

and Their Attitude Toward Minorities," Journal of Abnormal 
Social Psychology (1954, Vol. 49~ 378-380) ; B. R. Sappenfield, 
"The Responses of Catholic, Protestant and Jewish Students 
to the 1 Menace' Checklist," Journal of Social Psychology 
(1944, Vol. 20, 259-299); A. \</ , Seigman, "The Relationship 
Between Religiosity, Ethnic Prejudice and Authoritarianism," 
Psychol. Rep. (1962, Vol. 11, 419-424). M. P. Str<;>mmen, 
Profiles of Church Youth (St. Louis : Concordia, 1963) . 
val::.<l1ly i)Oln~s out that the data presented by Glvck ~Lnd 
Stark shows only a correlation between "orthodox belief" 
and antisc.mitic attituJcs. But such correlations, in the 
absence pf other evidence, cannot be taken to infer a 
causal relationship between the phenomena studied. 
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10. These studies took the form of three unpublished doctoral 
dissertations, for St. Louis University: Sr. Rita Mudd, 

F.S.C.P., IntergrotJp Relations in Social Studies 
Curriculum ( 1961); .Sr. M. Lrnus Gleason, C. S .J., Intergroup 
Relations as Revealed by content Analysis of Literature~ 
Textbooks Used in Catholic Secondary Schools Ll958); 
Sr. Ros e lncring, 0. P., Potent1a1 in ReTfgIOus Textbooks 
for DevclopinQ. a Realistic Self-Concept (1961). lt is 
s1gn1f 1cant that aside from a br1et progress report 
issued by Maher fo! the journal of the Religious Education 
Association (Vol. LV, No. 2, 133-138) ~ the results of these 
studies were not published until ovc.r a decade later by 
John T. Pa~likow~ki, O.S.M., Catechetics and Prejudice: 
How Cathol ic Teaching Materials "1ew Jews, Protestants· and 
Racial M1 nor1t1e s. !New York: Pa.ihst, 1973). Pal'lhKowski 
notes that "here we have a reflection of the mind-set o'f 
the pre-Vatican II Church" (p. 10), 

·1i. Olson, ~- cit., 301-328; Thering, 82-99. 

·12. Fisher, "Content Analysis ... ", 37-64 • 

. 13, In addition to the American Guidelines, one must cite: , 

, 

14. 

"Pastoral Orientations on the Attitude of Christians to 
Judaism," Episcopal Committee of the Roman Catholic 
Bishops of France, April, 19 73; "Guidel.ines and Suggcs tions 
for Implementing the Conciliar .. Declaration (Nos tra Aetate, ·~ 
Vatican Corrunission for ·Religious Relat i ons w1tJ1 the Jews, 
December 1, 1974 ; "Statement on Cathol i c-Jewish Relations," 
U. S. National Conference of Catholic Bishops, Nov. 20, 
19 7 5. 

The 196 7 American Guidelines; for example, cal led for "an 
acknowledgment by Catholic ~cholars of the living and 

complex reality of Judaism after Chri$t and the permanent 
election of Israel . alluded to by St. Paul (Rom. 9). 11 

Likewise, in 1973 the French Bishops stressed the 
"permanent vocation" of the Jewish people in terms of a 
particular mission involving, in Jewish terms, "the 
sanctification of the Name." Such not ions today provide 

. a solid basis up on which to construct a response to . the 
poignant question of the Bishop of Stras bou.rg, Arthur 
Elchinger: 11 Don 1 t the Jews have a right t)l exist,- not as 
future -Christians, but as · Jcws?" (L'J\mitie, juueo-chretienne 
de France, No. 2, 13-15, April-June, 1968). 

15. Pawlikowski,op . . cit.~ 81. 
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16. · Olson, op. cit., 176. European studies have, of course, 
uneartlled-slmilar Jrnaipi cs. Sec Hou tart and Giblet. Les 
· Juifs clans la catechese (Louvain: Centre de Resercnes 

Socio-rerlg1euses, !%""]"), and Kl ineberg, Ten tori and 
others, ReliRione e pregiu<lfzio (Rome: Pro Dea Free 
Jnternationaloniverslty, Sperry Center, 1968). These 
are summarized in Claire Hutchct Bishop, How Catholics 
Look at Jews (New York: Paulist, 1974). 

17. These criteria are listed in FWP, 141-151. . 

-- 18. Inclucled were 161 student texts and 113 teachers' manuals 
published between 1967 and 1975 . See Table I for list. 

19 • Fl'/P , 12 8 . / 
: ) 

20. - Se~ Tables 2 and 3. (Discussed in FWP 129-139); 

21. Nostra Aetate stressed the point that Jesus. Mary and the 
Apostles all "sprang from the Jewish people . " 

22. See n~te 3, above . 

2 3". 
·-"The Jews should not be presented as rejected or accursed by 

God, as if this followed from the Holy Scriptures . " (Nostra 
Aetate, no. 4). Denounced here is the notion that Jew1sn 
suffering, such as in the Diaspora,. was willed by God as 
a puni~hment; ~~ · 

. i4. "True, the Jewish authorities and those who followed their' 
lead pre~sed for the death of C~rist; still, what happened 

in His passion cannot be charged against all Jews •.• " 
(Nostra Aetate, no . 4): 

25, /' The seeds for a r~newed theology of Judaism, however, were 
c l early present not only in Nostra Aetate, but also in 

De .Ecclesia, the Dogmatic Constitution on the Church: 
rr-:-.. tlus people remains most dear to1 God, for God does 
not repent of the gifts He makes nor of the calls He issues 
(cf. Rom. ll:28-29)." (Art. 16). The Conciliar emphasis 
on the positive elements of Romans 9•11, as the American 
bishops note<l in their 1975 statement, opens the way for an 
entirely new understanding of ·"the continuing relationship 
of the Jewish people with God." · 

· · 26. Michae 1 B. McGarry. C. S. P. , s urvcys both fonnal Church statements 
·and the current range of theological op1n1on in this country 

in his Christolo~y After Auschwitz (N.Y.: Paulist, 1977) . 
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Of note also is the doctoral dissertation of Monica 
Hellwig, "Ptoposal Towards a Theology of Israel as a 
Reli gious Community Contemporary with the Chris ti an '' 
(Catholic Un iversity of America, 1968) . John Pawl ikowski , 
O.S.M., analyzes th is same . mater i al f rom a different 
perspective in his article , "Christ and the Jewish-Christ ian 
Dial ogue, " Chicago Studies (Vol. 16:3, Fall, 1 977, _367-389). 

I.e . A new theological understanding of Judaism by Christians 
and a new theological understanding of Christianity by Jews . 

The mccl°ieval scholastic tradition ma_y provide a precedent 
here. Scholars working in Arabic, Latin and Hebrew shared 

· a common philosophical perspective, terminology, and set 
of theological questions . Today , such seemingly common 
terms.as "sacred" and "secular," "grace" and even "faith" 
i tself a re unders tood in radical ly different ways by Jews 
and Chris ti ans . The result . is 11 assyme t ry" of dia logue 

. in which we often talk past each other rather than 
addressing each other's beliefs. 

So Augustine :· " .. . to the end of the seven days of time , 
the conU nued preservation of the Jews Hill be a proof to 

be l ievi ng Christians of the subjection merited by those 
wh o , in the pride of their kingdcm 1 put the Lord to 
death," "Re ply to Faustus, th e ~lagician" (12:9-13). Such 
was also the consistent view toward the .Jews of the 
medieval · papacy . See Rev. Ed,,•a·rd A. Synan, The Popes 
and the J e\\'S i n the Middle Ages (New York: Macmillan , 1965) . 

E. G. Joseph Kimchi, I saac of Troki, Judah llalevi and others . 
· see F. E. Tal~age , editor, Disputation and Dialogue : 

Readings in the Jewish- Chrlsfian Encoun t:er (New York : 
K'fAVli\DL . 1915) for survey an<l select i ons. See also E. 
Fisher, ""fypicai Jewish ~!isundcrstandings of Christianity ," 
Judaism: A uarterly Journal (Vol. 22:1, Spring , 1973, 

or more recent a apt1ons of these arguments . 

R. Jacob Petuchowski , "The Rel igi ous Basis for Pluralism," 

. ·! .! 

Origins (Vol. 6:47 , May 12 , 1977) 741-746 . Medi eval pre ­
cedents, are numerous. Prof . Sid Z. Leirnan _of the Kennedy 
Institute in Washington , D.C., cites the following, among . 
other$: Juda Ila-Levi , Scfcr ha-Kt1zari (tr. by II. · 
llirschfielcl , New York: 1946, p. 200); Moses Maimenides, 
The Book o f Judges (tr . by A. M. He r shman , New Haven: 1949, 
xx111); M. Meiri, Commentary on Baba Qamrna (to 1131.>) ; J . 
Vaave tz, ~laarnar ha-Ahlluth (Ferra ra: 1533 , Chap . 3 : 9) ; 
E. Ashkenaz1, Commentary on the Passover llag~pdah (in 
Mi gdal Ecler , N.Y.: n .d., 70); J. Emden, Comme ntary on Aboth 
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(Amsterdam: 1751, id 4:13) . For an excellent summary of 
Jewish views of Christianity since the Enlightenment, 
including Mendelssohn, Geiger, Wise, Rosenzweig, Buber, 
Sandrnel and others, see W. Jacob, Christianity Through 
Jewish Eyes: The QL1est for Common Ground (C111c1nnat1, 
Hebrew Union Col lege Press, 1974). 

32 . See E. Fisher, "New Understandings of the Relationship Between 
the Covenants," FWP, 89-97. 

33. For an excellent survey of recent thought on the Ilolocaust 
see John T. Pawlikowski, 11 The Challenge of the l!olocaust 

for Catholic Theology," a paper presented to the Israel 
Study Group meeting, New York, March S, 1978. On the 
theological relationship between the Holocaust and Israel , 
see especially "Cloud of Smoke, Pillar of Fire" by Irving 
Greenberg, "Rethinking the Church's Mission After Auschwitz" 
by Gregory Baum, and "The Hol ocaust and the State of 
Israel: Their .Re lation" by Emil Fackenheim, in Auschwitz: 
Beginning of a New Era? Ref l ections on the Holocaust, 
edited by Eva Fleischner (New York: KTAV/ADL, 1977). 

34. E.g., SIDIC, Vol's. 7:2 (1974); 8:2 (1975); 9:1 (1976). 

35. Esther Yolles Feldblum, The Ameri can Catholic Press and the 
Jewish State 1917-1959 (New YorK: KTAV: 1917)1. 

. 36. Sr. Charlotte Klein. Anti-Judaism in Christian Theology 
(Phila: Fortress,.1Y78) 3-7. 

37. Klein may at times l..Je faulted for overstatement but her basic 
thesis, that all too many Christian scholars speak 

"knowingly" of the nature of Judaism without validating 
their views from available Jewish sources is well taken. 

38. Ibid . , 7. 
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LIAISON COMMITTEE MEETING 

(Madrid, April 5-7, l <.)78) 

TEACHING ON JEWS AND JUDAISM 

REQUIREMENTS 'OF OFFICIAL BODIES IN THE ROMAN CA THOLiC CHURCH 

(An Outline) 

This paper intends to present very sw::cintly the requirements of different 
official bodies in the Roman Catholic Church regarding the teaching, in all 
types and levels of Christian education, about Jews and Judaism. 

It draws on many sources. 
nature in the following way: 

These sources are classified according to their 

.1'. 

1,. They all come from official bodies in the Chtirch, whether at the supreme 
l evel, or at intermediary levels of the hi'erarchical structure. Better than 
"intermediary", these latter could be called also "supreme" on their own level. 

2. · Fi-rst and foremost the p r onouncements of the Ecumenical Council. This 
institution shares with the Pope, in the conception of the Roman Catholic Church, 
the position of supreme instance of government. Such pronormcements according­
ly ha~rinciple universal value, either in thei r doctrinal content or in their 
a pplication to ecclesial praxis, called currently "discipline" . ( :::->::> f ":") .. . f <o..r-1·1 

3; Then come the decisions and recommendations of the organs of the 
Roman Curia, which assists the Pope in the government of the Chur.ch ~iversal. 
One of these organs is the Secretariat fo r Promoting Christian Unity, to which 
is linked the Commission for religious relations 'vith Judaism, created in 1974. 

4. The Episcopal Confer es have an autho · o , eir own in the territories 
for which ey ~re established, according to Roman Catholic tradition and the 
decisions of the Second Vatican Council {Decree 11Christus Dominus", third 
eection). 

5. . .Episc.opal Conferences normally have commissions or secretariats to 
help them in .their work, more or less as the ·Roman Curia has its own com·­
missions . 'Vhile t~e5~ orga.~ ~ h:a,.'e :!.!"! i::-:.p-:::r~:i.::~ o! th~ir .:.wT•~ a ~ci&~aiu 

1 

distinction m'Ust be made between the Episcopal Conference itself and its com­
m issions and secreta'riats. 

(We abstain here fro~ using texts coming from particular b ishops or 
dioceses in spite of their importance, for methodological reasons.) 

A list of the sources used seems to be in order at this point. This list does 
not necessarily include all the texts published, some of which may have escaped 
the attention of the wr iter. But it intends t~ bring together those at least which 
are most known. 

Second Vatican Council: Declar:ition· on the Relationship of the Church to non­
ChristiC\n Religions, " Nostro. Aetate" (n . 4). Docm.:i.tic Constitution on the Church, 
" Lumen Gcntium 11 (n. 16, first paragr aph). 

• .· I !• 
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· < ' ·.......___- . Commission for Religious Relations with the Jews:' Guidelines ;ind 
. : ..... ""- $_uggestions for im picmcnting the Conciliar Declaration "Nostra Aeta.tc'' 

('n. 4) (1st December, l 971) • 
..... 

_,,.,• 

National Conference of Catholic Bishops of the United States: State­
. mcnt on Catholic-Jewish Relations. On the occasion of the celebration. of 

the tenth anniversary of "Nostra Actate" N.4 (November 20, 1975). 

National Conference of Catholic Bishops {USA): National Catechetical 
Directory (November, 1977), . i 

! . 
Bishops' Committee for Ecumenical and Interreligious .A.ffairs {of th~ 

USA NCC B), Secretariat for Catholic ~Jewish Relations: Guidelines for 
Catholic-Jewish Relatio~s {1967). 

11Comite episcopal pour le judafsme11 of the Episcopal Conference of 
France: Orientations sur l 1attitude des chrctiens al 1egard du Judaisme 
(April, 1973}. 

To use the contents of these different documents, we shall apply the following 
.methodology: 

:-;:"'· ...... _ -
1. The points raised shall be structured according to this pattern: 

A, General principles 
B, Negative orientations 
C. Positive orientations, 

where "negative'! and "positive" are distinguished according to the type of the 
recommendation ir~volved, whether it states that something should not be done/ 
or else shoul~ be done. / . · · 

2. In both the "negative" a,nd the "positive" sections we shall list in a 
ce~tain order .the salient points regarding our major ,theme. 

3; hi all three se·ctions we shall quote literally and fully from the documents 
the corresponding texts, so as to have a complete conspectus of the position 
of the bodies concerned, allowing, if it is necessary, for a certain amount of 
repetition {because sometimes "negative" and "positive" points stand side by 
side in the same phrase). Thus, it will come out very clearly how all the 
documents converge, and to a certain extent, even overlap each other. 

4. We will end up by drawing some conclusions from the texts. 

A, General principles. 

1. Nostra Aetate, N. 4: 
11As this Sacred Synod searches into the mystery of the Church, it recalls the 
spiritual bond linking the people of the Covenant with Abraham 1 s stock". 

"All should take pains ••• lest in cateclhetical. instruction and in the preaching 
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o! Cod's Word they teach anything out 0£ harmony with the tru!h of the gospel 
and the spirit 0£ Christ". 

f 
"It is ••• the duty of the Church's preaching to proclaim the cross of Christ 
as the: sign of God's all- embracing love and as the fountain from which every 
grace flows". . : , 1 · 

. : . . 

Z, Guidelines and Suggestions, Tntroduction: 
"On the practical level in particular, Christians must therefore strive to 
acquire a better knowledge of the basic com.pon.ents of the religious tradition 
of Judaism; they must strive to learn by what essential traits the Jews define 
themselves in the light of their own re ligious experience" . 

§ 3: " Information concerning these questions (th.ose listed in the preceding 
~eration) is important at all levels of Christian instruction and education. 
Among sources of information, special attention should be paid to the following: 

catechisms and religious textbooks 
history books ~ 

the mass media (press, radio, cinema, television)". 

3. The NCCB Statement: 
"We urge all in the Church who work in the area of education,· whether in the 
seminary, the school or the pulpit, not only to avoid any presentation that 
might tend to disparage Jews or Judaism but "also to emphasize those aspectS 
of our faith which bear witness to our common patrimony and our spiritual 
ties with Jews". · 

ib., exhortation n. 2: 
" That homilists and liturgists pay special attention to the presentation and 
interpretation of Scripture so as to promote among the Catholic people a 
genuine appreciation of the special place of the Jewish people as God 1 s first­
chosen in the h_istory of salvation and in no way slight the hon.or and dignity 
that is theirs 11

• 

4~ National Catechetical Directory (of t.'1e NCCB), ~ · 
"For several reasons, Catholics in the United States should be especially 
sensiti ve to relationships with the Jewish people. First, Catholics share 
a common heri tage with them ..• Second, the largest Jewish populations in 

-the world are our fellow citizens". · · : 

5. Comite episcopal pour le Judaisme, V. a: 
" Une catechese chretienne veritable doit affirmer la valeur ac_tuelle de la 
Bible tout entiere" . 

B. Negative ReCOn)mendations: 

1. On the character of the Jewish people: 

Nostra Actatc N.4: 
"Although the Church is the new people of God, the Jews should not be presented 
as repudiated or cursed by God, as if such views followed from the Holy Scrip­
tures". 

The NCCB Statement: 
"Paul (tJw Apostle), moreover, insists that God has by no means -rejected his 
people" (wi th the quot.•tion from Rom . 11, 1-Z), 



4. 

The Guidelines and Suggest ions and the American Guidelines refer to the ex­
press~on "the .kws" in the New Testarne:it · and give some oricnt.."\tions so as 
to avoid any disparaging interpretations: 

Guidelines and S\lggestions, note 1.: 
"Thus the formula 'the Jews ', in.St. John, sometimes according to the context 

. means "the leaders of the Jews", or "the. adversaries of Jesus", terms which 
express better the thought or"the evangelist and avoid appearing to arraign the 
_.Jewish people as such". 

·. · .. ··. 
' 

American Guidelines; Re commended prog ram s 10 g: 
11A full and precise explanation of the use of the e xpression 1th e Jews_ 1 by 
St. John and other New Testament refe reri.ces which a ppear to place all J e ws 
in a negative light. (These expressions and references should be fully and 
precisely clarified in accordance with the intent of the (Vatican) Statement 
that Jews, are not to be 'presented as rejected or accursed by God as if this 
followed from holy scripture')". · · 

¢ 

Comite e p iscopal pour l'oecumenisme, IV a: 
. "Il est urgent que les chretiens cessent defin.itivement de se representer le 
juif suivant des cliches qu'une agressivite seculaire avait forge s; elirninons 
a tout j amais et combattons a vec coura ge ne chaque circonstance les represen­
tations caricatural es et indignes d'un hom-~e honnete, a plus forte raison d'un 
chretien; par exemple ••• celle, plus redoutable encore par ses consequences,, 
du juif 'deicide 1 11 • 

2. On the character of the Jewish religion: 

Guidelines and Suggestions, § III: 

~ 
"The Old Testament and the Jewish tradition founded upon i t must not be· s e t 
against the New Testament in such a way that the former seems to constitute 
a religion of only justice, fea r and legalism, with no appeal to the love of God 
and neighbour" (cL Dt 6, 5; Lev 19, 18; Mt 22, 34-40)11

• • 

The NCCB Statement: 
11Paul 1s th~ology of Judaism has its more negative aspects; they hav:e been 
adequa tely emphasized over the centuries in Catholic teaching. It would be 
well today to explore and emph

0

a size the positive elements of Paul's thought 
that h~ve received inadequate attention". 

Commission episcopa le pour le J udaisme, III: . 
11Il n 1est pas possible tlt: r egarue1· la 'rt:lig.ion' juiv e sirnpleme:nt cornrn·e un.:. 
des religions existant presentement sur la terre.- C 'est par le peuple d 'Isra el 
que 'la foi au Dieu unique s 1est inscrite dans l'histoire de 11humanite11

• 

· 3. On post-biblical Judaism: 

Guidelines and Sugges tions, § III: 
"The history of Judaism did no t end with the destruction of Jerusalem, but 
rather went to develop a religious tradition. And, althou'gh we believe tha t 
the importance and meaning of that tradition were deeply affected by the 
co:ning of Christ, it is still nonetheless rich in religious values" • 

. The NCCB Statement: 
11 To revere only tile ancient Jewi.sh patriarchs and prophets is 'not enough. 
The all too common view of Judaism as a legalistic and· decadent form of 

.. \ : __ . ~ .. . . 
.. ...#.. ... ~ 
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religion that lost all significance with the coming of Christ and all vitality after 
:the destruction of the Temple has lingered on in Christian centuries. The 1975 
·Guideiincs put us on guard against such a view ••• 11

• • . 

American Guidelines, Recommended programs, 10 e : 
"An explicit rejection of the historically ina ccurate notion that Judaism of 
that time, especially that of Pharisaism, was a .decadent formalism and hypo­
crisy, well exemplified by Jesus' enemies". This same subject of Pharisaism 
and the Pharisees was taken up by note 1, § II of the Gui.delines and Sugges_tions. 

Comite episcopal pour le Judaisrne, IV c: 
"Il est faux d 'opposer judai"sme et christianisme comme religion de crainte et 
religion d 'amour". 

Ibid •• V c: 
11C 'est sous-estimer · 1~s preceptes du judaisme q_ue de n 'y voir que des prati-
ques contraignantes ••• ". 

. .. 
4. On the responsibility of the Crucifixion: 

·'· .· . 
Nostra Aetate, N. 4: 

"True, authorities of the Jews and those who followed their lead pressed for 
the death of Ghrist {cf. Jn 19, 6); still, what happened in His passion cannot 
be blamed upon all the Jews then living, without distinction, n<?r upon the 
Jews of today". 

Guidelines and Suggestions, § ill: 
"With regard ~o the trial and death of Je~·r.°', the Council ·recalled that 'what 
happened in His passion ••• 11 • 

The NCCB Statement: 
"The first major step in this dire_ction was the repudiation of the charge that 
Jews \Vere and are· collectively guilty of the death of Christ. Nostra Aetate 
and the new Guidelines have definitely laid to rest this myth which has caused 
so much suffering. to the Jewish people". 

National Catechetical Directory : 
"Christ's passion and death 'cannot be blamed on all the Jews then iiving. 1 

•• 
11

• 

American Guidelines, Recommen~ed Programs, 10 b):· 
"As the Statement requires, the presentation of the Crucifixion story in such 
a Way as not tO implicate all Jews Of JeSUS I time Or Of today in a C.Ollective 
guilt for the crime" • . -

Comitc episcopal pour le Judaisme, IV b: 
11 C 1est une .erreur theologique, historique et juridique de tenir le peuple juif 
pour indistinctement coupable de la passion et de la mort de Jesus-Christ. 
Deja le catechisme du Coricile de Trent avait reprouve cette erreur (Pars I, 

: cap. s. 11) ••• 11
• 

S. On anti-semitism and the Holocaust: 

Nostra Aet:lte, N, 4: 
-"The Church rcpudi;ltes aH persecutions against any man, Moreover, mindful 
of her common patr~mony with the Jews, nntl motivated by the Gospel's spiritu.:il 

. ~ 
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love and by no political considerations, ehe deplo re s the J:iatrcd~ per­
secutions and displ<1ys of anti-scrniti :;m directed ag;i.inst the Jews at ar.y 

·time and from <>.ny source". 

Guidelines and Suggestions, Introduction: 
"• •• we may simply res tale here that the spiritual bonds and historical links 
binding the Church to Judaism condemn {as opposed to the very- spirit of 
Chris tianity) all forms of anti-semitism and discrimination, which in a ny 
case the dignity of the human pe~son alone. would suffice to condemn". 

The NCC B Statement: 
"Recalling past centuries, however , invites a sobering evalutation of our 
progress;.. Those were centuries replete with alienation, miswiderstanding 
and hostility bet.ween Jews and Christians. While we rejoice that there are 
signs that anti-scmitism is declining in our cowitry, conscience compels us 
to confront with candor the unhappy record of Jewish sufferings both past and 
present. We make our owu the statement of Nostra Aetate ••• 11 • 

National Catechetical Directory: . 
"Finally, the tragic and scandalous persecution of the Jewish people over the 
centuries, incl~ding the terrible holocaust in Central Europe a nd active per­
secution up to this day, calls for specific and direct repudiation of anti-

. semitisrn in any form and determination to resist anti-semitism and its causes''· 

American Guidelines, Recommended programs 10 c: • 
"In keeping with the Statement's strong repudiation of anti-semitism, a frank 
and honest treatment of the history of Christian anti-semi~ism in our history 
books, courses and curricula". 

Comite episcopal pour le Judaisrr.~ . . rv a: 
"L'~nti-semitisme est un heritage du monde pai"en, mais il s •est encore ren:.:: 
force en climat chretien peer des arguments pseudo- theologiques". 

Ib., some words before: 
"Ces q ualifications infamantes, qui ont, helas, encore cours de nos jours de 
!a~on directe ou larvee, nous les denon~ons et les condamnons avec insistance". 

C. PositiYe Recommendations. 

·· 1. On the "spiritual bond" between Christianity and Judaism. 

Nostra Aetate, N, 4: -· 
" As this sacred Synod searches into the mystery of the Church, .·it recalls 
the spiritual bond linking the people of the Co~enant with Abraham's stock" , 

Guidelines and Suggestions, Introduction: 
"While referring t:.e reader back to this document{Vatican II Statement), we 
may simply restate here ••• . the spiritcal bonds and historical links binding 
the Church to Judaism". 

Ibid., § II: 
"The existing links between the Christian liturgy and Jewish liturgy will be 
born in mind". 

Th.e NCCn Statement: 
"Christians have not fully appreciated their Jewish roots". 

"There is a task incumbent on theologians ••• to explore the continuin1: relation­
ship of the Jcwii;h people with God <lnd the epi'ritu:d bonds with the. New Covenant 

- · ~ .. · . . ·-· -... 
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'..-~ """:::--.:... The Amcric:i.n Guidelines, Recommended programs 10 a: 
· ........_11S.ch~larly studi~; ;and c<luc;ttion;\l. effo:rls to show · common historical, biblica l, 

doctrin<tl anu liturgical heritage shared by Catholic and Jews, as well as their 
difforcnccs". 

This particular point was already classically formulated by Pius XI. when he 
said: "spiritually, we arc Semites" (Audience to Belgium pilgrims, Sept. 6, 
1938; cf. Documentation cathol°ique 39, Oct., 1938, col. 1480). -...... ::::--- - ......._~--:.~.~--~~~~~ 

z. On the role of the Old Testament (Hcbrew•Scriptures) in the Church, 

Nostra Aetate, N. 4: 
"The Chu::-ch, therefore, cannot forget s h e received 

- Testament through the people with whom God in his 

t o establish the Ancient Covenant ••• "· 

CJuidelines and Suggestions, § II: 

the revelation of the Old 
inexpressible mercy ·deigned 

"An effort wil_l be made to acquire a bette r understanding of whatever in the Old 
Testament retains its own perpetual value (cf. Dei Vcrbum, 14-15), since that 
has n\'.)t been cancelled by the latter interpretation of the New Testament. Rather, 
the New Testament brings out the full mea ning of the Old, while both Old and New 
illumine and explain each other (cf. ibid, 16), This is all the more impcrtant since 
liturgical reform is now bringing the text of the Old Testament ever more fre­
quently to the attention of Christians. While commenting on biblical texts, 
emphasis will be laid on the continuity of our faith with that of the earlier 
Goven;,tn t ••• " . 

·Ibid., § III: \ 

"It is the same God, 'inspirer and author of the books of both Testaments• 
(Dei Verbum, 16) who speaks both in the old and in the new Covenants11 • 

Comite episcopal POU:::' le Judai'sme; v a: 
"Une catechese chretienne veritable doit affirmer la valeur actuelle de la Bible 
tout entiere • .• S'il est vrai q ue, pour nous, l'Ancien Testament ne d~livre son 

. sens ultime qu1a la lumiere du Nouveau Testament, cela meme suppose qu'il 
soit accueilli et reconnud'abord en lui-meme (cf. 2 Tim 3, 16)" . 

The quotations in the Guidelines. and Suggestions from the Conciliar Dogmatic 
Constitution on Divine Revelation (Dei Vcrbum) should be borne in mind as 
supporting this perpetual validity of the Old Testament, true Word of God 
like the New, for all Christians. 

3~ On the ori gins of Christianity. 

Nostra Aetate, N.4: 
"Nor can she (the Church) forget that she draws sustenance from the root of 
the good olive tree onto which have been grafted the wild olive branches of 
the Gentiles (cf. Rom 11, 17- 24)... Also the Church ever keeps in mind the ,.,. 
words of the Apostle a bout his kinsmen ••• from whom is· Christ according 
to the flesh (Rom 9, 4-5), son of the Virgin Mary. The Church recalls too 
that from the Jewish people sprang the Apostles, her foundation stones and 
pillars, as ·well ·as most of the early disciples who proclaimed Christ to the 
world". 
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'·~- . Lumen Gcntium, N. I 6: 
Ufo the first place,. there is the people to whom the covenants and the pro­
mises were given and from whom Christ was born :iccording to the flesh" 
(cf.Rom 9,4-5). 

Guideline:s and Suggestions, § III: 

.8. 

11Jeaus was born of the Jewish people, as were his Apostles and large nwnber 
of his 'first d_isciples. When he revealed himself as Messiah and Son of God 
(cf. Matt.16, 16) .• • he did so as fulfilment and perfection oI the earlier 
Revelation. And, although his teaching: had fl. profoundly new character, 
Christ, nevertheless, in many instances, took his stand on the teaching of 
the Old Testament. The New TE.stame'nt is profoundly marked by its 
relation' to the Old •• ~ Jesus also used teaching methods similar to those 
employed by the rabbis of his time". 

The NCC B Statement: 
"Chri stians have not fully appreciated their Jewish roots . Early in Christian 
history a de-judaizing process dulled our awareness of our Jewish beginnings.; 
The Jewishness of Jesus, of his mother, his disciples, the prin~itive Church, 
was lost from view. That Jesus was called Rabbi, that he was born, lived · 
and died under the Law, that he and Peter and Paul worshipped in. the temple -
these facts were blurred by the controversy that alienated Christians from 
the Synagogue" • 

."Most essential concepts in the Christian Creed gr.ew at first in Judaic soil" ~ 

11Some catechists, homilists and teachers still convey little appreciation of 
the Jewishness of that heritage and rich spirituality which we derive from 
Abraham, Moses, the prophets, . the psalmists and other giants of the 
He brew Scriptures:". . : 

. i 

National Catechetical Directory: 
"Catholics share a common heritage with them (the Jewish people) •• . also 
i.n the family ~rigins of Jesus , Mary and tl:e Apostle~"· 

The American Guidelines, Recommended programs 1 Od: 
11A study of the life of Jesus and of the primitive Church in the setting of the 
religious, soci;,_l, and cultural features of Jewish life in the first cenbry.11 

_.,. Comite episcopal pour le Judaisme, Va: 
110n n 1oubliera pas que, par son obeissance a la Tora et par sa priere, 

Jesus, homme juif par sa mere la Vie rge Marie, a accompli son ministere 
au sein du peuplc cle 11."..:.lllancc11• · 

4~ On the character of the Jewish people and religion. 

Nostra Aetate, N,4: 
11As Holy Scripture testifies, Jerusalem did not recognize the time of her 
v isitation (cf. Lk 19, 44), nor did the Jews .in large number accept the 
gospel; indeed, not a few opposed the spreading of it {cf •. Rom 11, 28). 
Nevertheless, the Jews still remain most dear to God because of their 
fathers, for He does not repent of the gifts He makes nor of the calls he 
issues (d. Rom 11~ 28- 29)" . 

Lumen Centi um, N .16: 
"In account of their fathers, this people remains most dear to God, for God 

'S-' 

docs not repent of the gifts he makes ·n.or o! the ca ll s he issues (c!. Rom 11, 28-29 
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Guidclin<:B and Suggcnlions, § JI[: 

"Judaism ••• is .slill nonclhclcss rich in ~cligious v.'llues". 

The NGGi3 Statement: 
"In effect, we find in the Epistle to the Romans (ch. 9-11) long neglected 
passages which help us to construct a new and positive attitude towards 
the Jewish people". 

The American Guidelines: Recommended programs 10 f: . 
·"An acknowledgement by C~tholic scholars of the Jiving and complex reality 
of Judaism after Christ and the permanent election of the Jewish people.; • 
and in_corporation of t_he results into Catholic teaching". 

Comite episcopal pour le Judai"sme: Ill b: 
"Gontrairement a Ce qu ' une exegese tr es ancienne mais contestable a 
soutenu, on ne saurait deduire du Nouveau Testament· que le peuple juif 
a _ ete depouille de son election". 

Ibid. : VII c : 
"Les paroles de :.Jesus lui-meme et l'enseignement de Paul temoignent du 
role du peuple juif dans l'accomplissement de l'unite finale de l 1humanit~, 

" comme unite d 'Israel et· des nations". ' 

o;.- Some Conc!'.t:sions~ 

The preceding list of quotations and the themes they illustrate allow us to draw 
from this materi~.1 the following conclusions: 

. \ 

1~ There are, in the. official teach1n~-' of the Church and the Churches, 
some general principles and some orientations on how to present in RC 
teaching, at all levels , the Jews, Judaism and the relation of both to 
Christianity. 

· Z. _The gener~l principles indicate in terms of the true spirit of Christianity 
and the true reality of Judaism what lines this teaching should respect it if 
is to be faithful ·to both. 

3. The otj.enta tions a re both negative ar.d positive, The ne gative ones 
indicate some dangers and extremes to be avoided. The positive ones show 
the concrete paths to be followed. 

4. We can now synthesize the negative orientations in this way: 

the Jewish people should not be presented as repudiated, cursed or 
rejected by God • 

the Jewish religion must not be said to be one of fear and retributive 
justice only, diametrically opposed to the New Testament religion. 

post-biblical Judaism is not a decadent form of religion, without any 
positive values at all. "Jew~" in the New Testament do not necessarily have 
a pejorative connota tion, The same must be said of Pharisees and Pharisaism. 

Jews are not collectively responsible for the passion and death of Christ, 

., 
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neither th.ose of his time nor those who came- after. 

anti-semitism in all its Corms st.1nds condemne d and the holocaust is 
/ · to be seen as a grim conseqi1cnce of its malignant nature. 

5, The positive orientations raise those points which we enumerate now: 

a "spiritual bond" exists between Judaism and Christianity~ manifest 
./ in diffe r ent historical, biblica l, liturgica l and doctrinal aspe cts. 

the Old Testament (or Hebrew Scriptures)havc not been superseded by the 
· / New , they are always the true Word of God and belong to the integrity of the 

Bible and thus of divine Revela tion. 

the Judaic roots of Christianity should be made present, either in the 
founding personalities, starting by Christ himsell, or in the language, 
teaching and general atmosphere of the New Testament .and primitive 
Christianity. 

Jews are "dear· to God" because of their fathers; their election and 
/ i:iission has a permanent validity and they play a decisive role in the 

religious history of mankind. 

finally, two of the documents quoted (the NCCB Statement and the 
Orienta tions of the French Episcopal Commission) recognize in a positive 
way the relation of the Jewish people to the land of Israel, without, for that 

,--- matter, adopting a political stance in the present controversies affecting 
that part of the world .. 

6; As many, if not all, of the above principles and orientations are found ed 
in Holy Scripture and Catholic tradition, o:: in the conscience « the Jewish 
people ha s of itsell, it can b e said that: · 

for what regards the points which touch on the interpretation of Scrip­
ture, the Catholic teacher has here the true norm for reading Scripture 
when it refers to Jews and Judaism. 

the same Catholic teacher has ·also here at his disposal a b2s,ic outlin~ 
of Catholic the.ology regarding J udaism. A development a nd deepening of this 
basic outline is now needed . Remal'kable efforts are been made in that direc tion 

the main principle of dia logue has been applied frequently in th"e documents 
quoted, namely, as stated by the Guidelin:es and Suggestions (Introduction), 
that we "strive to learn by what essential traits the Jews define themselves 
in the light of their own religious experience". 

The prinr.iples and ori-entations thus ex.posed must then, as a matter of Christian 
and Jewish identity, constitute the main content and the basic framework of 
Catholic teaching on Jews and Judaism. · 

Jorge Mejia 

Rome, March 2nd, 1978 
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COIUTE DE LIAISG:rT ElfrilE JUIFS 

ET CA'l'B:OLI~UES 

Nadrid, 6-9 av:..·il 197a. 

La presentation du J uda!sne dans l'enseie;nenent 

Les :mamlels en _ langue f':ran9a.ise • 

par B. Dupuy, 
I 

secretaire du Coraite episcopal frangais pour les xelations 

avec le Juda!s~e. 

La ques_tion ab_o:rdee par le present r ·apport vient a la 

.· . . . 
. ·· .. .. . . 

rencontre d'une preoccupation qui se oanifeste de fa~on e~tr~me-

ment vive en France depuis quelques annees• Le renouvellement de 

la presentation de l'image du juda!sme dans l'enseignement re-

ligieux est souhaite non seulement par tous ceux qui sont en 

relations directes avec des Ju:if3 mais aussi paT les I!l.ilieux 

responsables de la catechese. 

- -I - L'etat actuel de l a catechese. 

. - ~:-'':·: .. ·t 
Ce rapport sur l 'in.age du Juif dans la catechese chre-" .. ~·:, ·. - _.;.:_: ..... ·4 "·_.·.· . 

tienne contempora.ine de langue fran~aise est facili te par 1 {:;.:~rf\'\· 
.. . : · ... " ..... ; 

existence d'enquetes qui ont ete faites au cours des dernieres · : : - . .. ... .. . ,,. .. 
annees (1) : ' .. · .. i 

. ' 

P. Demann,LJ:ia catech~se ch=etienne et le peuple de la 

Bible~)nU:~e~o s~ecial des Cahiers sioniens 1952 n° 3-4. Preface 

du cardinal Saliege. 
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F. Houtart et G. Lecercier, Les Juifs dans la cateches~, 

M . Vie ouvriere, :Bru:~elles 1972. " ·. ·::~>~t~~~>~ 
F . Lovsky (protestant), Le peuple d 'Isra~l dans l'educa.: ::.-::-.· 

tion chretienne , Societe des Ecoles du Dimanche, 1972. . ,~~~i-'~~~­
: : ) ... -~~:;f i t 

·I. Denis et J . Laffargue, "Comment parlons-nous des Ju~-f~~~>"-
. · ~ ... ·'. : ·~)~:~~-~~;-~: 

dans notre catechese ?" Conclusions d 'une enqu~te ·realisee ·.'.·;·. "··-:::~~· 
•'. ·. \' ..... 

en 1976-77' -a, pa:!'.'tir du depouillement de 92 nanuela de catechese 

en usage en France, a para!tre dans la revue Catechese 1978 n° 2 

On peut ajouter encore a ces ra~ports en langue fran-

<;aise l ' etude de Claire Huchet-Bishop, How Catholics loO:k at 

Jews ? Inquiries into Italian, Spanish and French Teaching Hate-

rials, New-York, Paulist Press 1974. 

Dans l eur ensemble , les conclusions de ces enqu~tes sont 

concordantes. Elles oanifestent que les stereotYI>es pouvant 

nourrir f rancheaant le mepris ou,la haine des Jui£s ont disparu~ 

Hais les themes qui eneendreraient estime et respect n'ont fa.it 

qu'une entree timide et maladroite . Hanifestement ' auteu:rs 

de manuels d'enseignement et les catechetes sont g~nes. Certains, 

malgre ~ne certaine intention de se corriger, continuent d'ltre 

ha bites par de vieux pre jug-es dont n s ne :parviennent pas a.f:~;;~~~) 
. · •.. ,.-. . ~t'~ 

defaire. D'autres, faute d.e savoir que dire, ne livre~t .. ~~~~~~ 
leur enseignement ~ aucune ima8e du Juif. ~ fu.. Judaisme ~-: ·:: 

- . ·. ·""~: J·.!;~'1 

devient assez t.>;;;,;~e religion parmi tes autres , dont on p~~ie /J . 
en raene temps que de 1 1 Islar.i et du Boudd.histle. 

On ne l?eut pas dire que.la declarationQNostra Aetate ~} 

a; .L. _., beaucoup aodifie l ' enseignement dans les pays de l anB'Ue 

fran9aise. Les nisas a jour essentielles etaient deja acquises 
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__ .t;.::~~:· .. ·:-·. 
tr:~;: · . , 

~· 

dens les annees 1950 sous l'influence de Jules Isaac et des 

Points de Seelisberg. La similitude des enquetes faitee entre 

~ . . . 

. !".. .;;~. ·. 

1952 et 1978 tend done a prouver · que le concile Vatican II ~·a ·.. ··; 
;-: ... ,.. •"- • 

. . ... . : :~:f..::.·fa-: 

Les declarations ulterieure? p~s amene de grands changements (2). 
:~ _· .. ~ /~~::I:· .<~ 

ont amorce une reflexion et .soul eve · un certain nombre de ques.:.: . ."::.'.<~.:· .. ··, ... . 
:-. • ' . . • ""1'" . ,::::~:~·.":~~:. 

-tions chez les catechistes (3), mais on ne saurai t dire 'que _leur ·: .. 
... . ·. ( . . 

contenu ait deja porte ses £ruits. 

Les conclusion s des rappo~ts indiques ci-dessus sont 

globalement les suivantes : 

i) Bible. La presentation de- la Bible tend a etre plus 

ej:istentielle. On ~nsiste d~vanta.ge sm:- l' actuali te de l 'Ancien 

Testament. £.Ia.is en depit de ·aet effort d'actualisation, ~l est 

t r es rare qu'il soit fait r~ference au Juda!sme. _Au reste, 1' 

enseig:nenent de la Bible s'arrete en general a la periode he-
braYque, c'e~t-a-dire a la deportation ·de Eabylone. -Le fait 

proprement "juif" est ignore. Le livre d 'Esther reate meconnu 

par la catechese chretienne co:mme il le fut par lea Peres de l' 
~Jc. .s·: 1 '°"' c...-"'--~ 

Eglise. Son conten:fil.n'est ~~une anecdote, a mains d' 

~t:?:e ouvertement critique (cf. Introduction de "ia TO Il). 

-.. ·:~ .. : 
b) En ce qui concerne le nouveau. Testament, les c_onc~~- .. ,, 

sions de l 'enquete recente Denis-La.ffargue .sont les suiv~te~ :.; :::,;:: __ ~ 
. . ~ ·. : . ~· ''"'!..f 

• • • p . ... · -· .. . "'~ II . . . ; 
L 'enxaci nement de Jesus dans son peuple n' appa:::-at~ pas ou reste ·. 

vague (il arr i v e souvent cpJ.'on ne parle que de "peuple de Dieu" 

sans autre qualification qui fe:rait davantage reperer son iden-

ti te). 

Une af f i rmation col3.l!Je celle-ci : "Les chretiens ne eevraient 

jamais oublier que Jesus est un juif' qu, il a a.ppris a lire : .. d'ans 

·• 
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les Livres Saints et a .pri_er av ec l es paa'llI:les" est. excep-;ionnelle. 

Un seul raanuel :p:resente Marie ool!l!le "fille d 'Israel" e~:rtis- . 

sement des "prosesses faites a Abra.ham" . 
·• . . ; --:-:~ .:::; ... 

. ~ .. ·.~)::. ., :.! 
• "•.1. ... .. ·-:~ l. 

Alo rs que la de_scri'P.tion des coutumes qui carquerent l' enfance '.:,;."~?.''. 
~ .'~~-:-~,~~~': 

et la jeunesse de Jesus pourrai t @tre evocat:dce (le sh~bbat:~~~~~~; 
~·. _: ~:-r~·:d:'.·~:--:~_:; 

famille, les _reunions a la Synagogue, les i'~tes, 1es ' pelerinages·.~,:":";' 
~:; .. . ,\:~.·,~-=~-~ 

~ . . '. ~ . : a Jerusalem, . etc. · •• )' on en reste tres souvent a des e:iqiressions 
. . \ ' 

qui reti=ent son caractere propre a l'en:racinement de Jesus dana 

la religion juive ',A}.nsi : "au te.o.ple de JerusaleI!l..)les croyants 

se reunissaient et faisaient de grandes f~tes en l'honneur de 

Dieu". On nous di t qu~.l le Je:Ucii Saint,1Jesus fi :t un repas "dif­

ferent des autres" ; on ne si~le pas que le repas pasc~l etait 

la celebration de la liberation qu'avaient vecu& les anc~tres 

de Jesus , sauf daus ' un seul ou'!Frage : on dira seulement que c ' 

etait "un repas de ftte" et que "les re:pas creent l'am1tie", e t c ••• 

Habituell.ement on sie;nale que Jesus et sa mere sont "de Pales-

:tine" ·:sans ·:preciser davantage ; quelqu.es I!lanuels seuleraent in­

diquent que ce pay.s s' appelle !!lain t enant '.'Etat d 'Isra@l" et 

"Jor danie" . 

L' em:ploi du I!l.o t '~alestine" est quasi general ; il ne se · trouve ·"." ~\.". 
I' ~ ,t·.' 

pourtant :pas dans .. les textes du Nouveau Testament . 
. ·: : ... -·~..:1·~· 

Ai . 1 ' . ~ ,, ... ~­nsi in~ ~:'.'"i -. 
. - ~ .;.~··~-t~.,: 

te:?pellation de Pierre (ioudaio i ) dans les Actes des AD~Hres 2, .·· 

14 , est traduite pa:rfois par "eons de Palestine". 

Un autre aanu~l, quand il r a conte co<ilm.ent Dieu se mani!esta a 

Ho! s e dans l ' Hor eb , r emplace l es mots "Je suis le Dieu d'.A.l>raham, 

d' I saac et de Jacob" par "Je sui s le Dieu des bol!ll!les". 

En crommant de la sorte le rattachement personnel de Jesus au 
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d'autres .passages du Nouveau Testament qui illustrent ce rat ta- .:· .. 
. ·:<:>~'I{ 
re~~:~:.,:~~~ 

de la Transf iguxation. . · . '~~A~~ . . . . ·. -·:_· ;':~~~~r:;;· 

\t~*··· 
chefilent : · ainsi'\!:frse et Elie ne sont pas noLl!iles dans le 

... 4-"':. •• ,,""'; 

Hais ce qu1 est encore plus inquietant, c'est que la meconnaissanc 
·.:r.}~f.~~ 

C' est sensible dans la plu~'ftf--semble conduire ~arfois au mepris. 

part des manuels lorsqu'ils parlent des pharisiens. L'un d'eux 

les declare "stupides" et "ridicules". Les auteurs ne semblent 

pas soupgonner que·selon l'avis general des exesetes et histo-

riens d'au.jourd'hui, "les pharisiens ne :rn.eritent certainement pas 

de laisser dans l'histoire l'image qu_'en transmet le Nouveau ~Tea-

tament. L.es Bvangiles :poribent les traces des tensions entre la 

syna~ogue et les pre~iers chretiens. Le portrait des pherisiens 

s'en ressent ••• Les Eva.ngiles critiquent un legalisme pharisien 

qui, certes, a pu exister ma.is qu'il convient de reaituer dans 

le context·e J>olemique d.'alors . .-~e la pratique de la Loi ait 

permis a de nombreux Juifs de vivre une aventure spirituelle de 

qualite est hors de doute. Sinon, on ne s'eXIJliguerait pas com-. 

ment le Judais!::le, et en particulier les Pharisiens, ~urent un · . . 
. ·'-t ' . "7: ~-

rayonnene, t si important dans l 'Enpire ronain aupres des :patena-.,:.. · 
.. :-\:~_:%:17.:.~: 

de_nuis la. periode macca.beenne J"usqu'au 1er siecle". (Beaude, ·:.J;~::;.~··. 
- . ., ' '"°'":'t't:·'P 

····--··~~ 
·aJe sus .oublie :· les 6vangiles .et nous~ Cerf 1977, pp. 33 ~;(_~f~~· 

. : . ?~!~:;~~· 
~ 4 r:. -i'iJ" 

Voir aussi da.ns .1 • ouvrage collectif "L 'Evangile salon Saint _.?~ <;!:; 

Eatthieu redaction et theologie 11., Gembbu:it, Duculot, 1972, l ''. · ·· :,: 

etude de Simon Legasse, professeu:: ?>. 1 'Insti ti_i_t Catholique de 

Toulouse : "L 'An:ti-Juda.!sme dans l 'Evan5ile sclon saint Ha tt~ieu"" 1 

:pp. 417' 423). 

,.· 
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Certaines eA"'Pressions employees par des catechisnes encore en 

usage atteignent aussi ce que les Juifs ont de plus cher la 

Torah~ le Shabbat, la liturgie ancien.ne du Teople. Dans une 

fiche ~udio-visuel~e (consacree alL~ pha=isiens), le texte origine: 

de la Bible scrt de cible puisque le montage que coramente oette 

fiche co~porte une photo , sur fond noir , d'un rouleau de la Loi 

deploye pour montrer l~Zcriture hebraique, et le coi!l!!lentaire 

a:ppuie lourdement : "tout dans la mise en pa~e conduit ici a 

la rigueu:r : texte en noir et blanc, filet noir d'encadre!!lent a 

angles aigus ••• eclaira6e dur et brutal qui fait ressortir le 

texte conpact et seve::::e". 

Sur le Shabbat nous relevons ce co~entai::::e : "Etre dependant 

du Shabbat c'est rester ~ndormis, demobilises, devant les condi-

tions avilissantes de la societe".• Les "sacrifices" offerts au 

TeI!lple seront qualifies au.ssi de "stµ.J?ides" ! - (.Alors que dans 

les Actes des Ap8tres nous voyons saint Paul presenter son obla­

tion au Temple dans une circonstance particuliere : 21, 26). 

Nous nc relevons ici que des cas limites, a vrai dire exception­

nels, btais d ' une fa~on ~enerale les manuels sont tributa.ires 

par rapport au Judaisme, d 1 une isnorance qui sous-tend une pre-

sentation trop schcraatisee et volon~airement contrastee de 1' 

Histoire du Salut. Une seule citatioh' suffira: "Dieu a fait · 

trop lon~tcmps l 'e:qlzrience de l'infidelite d'Isra~l. Ce peuple 

a rompu l'Alliance. Dieu en £era une nouvelle, tres differente •• 

avec J~sus ••• definitive et universelle; •• plus interieure". 

c)Jµda~sme : Quelle i mage est donnee du Juda!soe et du 

Peu:ple juif ? On n'e:ca{;ere pas en disant que, sauf q_uelques 

. • ),•. 

_ .. , .,.:;.;. 111·. ~~~ 
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:rares raais notables exce:r>tions (Cahie:=s "Verite" du S.!.D.I. C. 

:Brochure du C. N. E. R., "A l'ecoute du judaisme"), il n'est guere 

parle du juda!sme pour lui-ra~ne. Le f'ait qu'il soit ainsi ignore 

montre i quel poi~t la coupure survenue entre Juda!sae et Uhris-

tianisme s'estinsc~ite profondament dans l a conscience chreti eniie . . . , 
-t. .... .,..,..... ww.c. 

L'image du judaisme · · · _ dans l '~sprit des eni'ants est une·. 

image qui resulte de la p~esentation qui est faite du nouveau 

Testament, et d'elle seule . 

Ace sujet , F. Houta~t fournit l ' analysc suivante : 

«1o:t:SQ.U'ont ete ana.lysees plus en ].):!.'Ofo::1deu:?:' les references 

positives et negatives a·es 'vingt manuels les plus negatifs, nous 

avons pu constater coT:lbien le christianisme e~-~ presente en rup-

tu~:e par ra.:pr>o::-t au judaisme ; cette ru:ptlll'e est justifiee coiil.lile 

une antithese entre une religion dc~Tadee que serait devenu le 

juda!sme et la religion nouvelle proposee par le Christ. Juda!sme 

et christi~nisille s'opposeraient cor:une une reliaion subordinnee a 

des valeurs te~porelles et une religion essentiellewent spiri-

tuelle . Entre les d.eux Testa.I!lents est posee une cestu:e radicale, 

de ·sorte que non seulement le peuple ju if est p:!'esente co:::n.me un 

groupe culturel different, mais que sa religion fait .figure d'une 

etape revolue ue l'histoire religieuse dans laquelle s'inscrit 

l ' existence du "~oupe" cles chretiens. · 

Da..~s la majorite des r6cits de l~ Passion, les Juifs sont 

ioplique~ collectivenent dans la condanna.tion et l 'execu.tion de 

Jesus. Cette implication est inuuite par des reneralisations OU 

l ' on ne disti115u.e pas les Jui.f's impliqut§s historique::ent et leu 

Juifs actuels1 q_tli en fait ne sont jamais cites, 

b.w. 
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C'est autour de la notion d'incredulite que se structure . "' .. ' . : "' . ' . . 
cette :presentation : les Juifs sont des incredules de . I!lauvaise 

foi, qui refusent de reconnat~re le Christ. Toute 

sabi.lite ou leur culpabili te decoulent de la • . :Bie~ 

Mais cette sont aussi le type m~me de.s incroyant.s. 
- . :. : .: ~:;.~~:i~,:~~-.. ~ 

··· . . ·· ·: -='"revele son caractere artificiel dans son di scours meme qUi·Xa•.:e~:-.~ 
. .. .. ... . . . . '. · ~'~=- .~ .. :-~)\:~ 

-· r . loi5Ile autant du di.scours scientifique (l~s resul tats de 1 f ex~- .. : ~ 
. . . .... ~ : . . .. ..... : .. . ' .. - . .. 

-··gese moderne sont quasiment ignores) que de l 'analyse historique 

les types decrits relevent d'une imaeerie de convention. 

En allan·l; plus ·loin, l 'analyse a cherche a voir coI!lI!lent 

se structure le discours de la catechese a propos du judaisme. 

Il fallai ~ en ·effet d:epasser la ·siI!lpl~ no!!l.e~~latare des "juge­

ments" positifs OU negatifs pour parveni:r a l'i:o.plicite du dis-

cours. 

Au plan de 1 1 explici te, .les expressions antisami tes les 
·. · . ... . . . 

plus voyantes, signalees dans des analyses anterieures a la 'notre·, 

ont pratiquement disparu; il n'est quasirnent ·plus question du 
. . . 

"deicide" et l'on ne s'efforce plus de justifier la mal~di,c-

tion des Juifs contemporains. Hais au plan im.plici t~, en-_pre.; 
. . . ... : . ... '" 

sentant les Juifs coI!l!lle ce a quoi s' oppos.e l ;-' attitude legi time 
.. ~ . - . . . : .. ~~:._ >,:~!;~'· ~·~ - .~;:! 

des chretiens, le discours catechetique passe de la pr~~en~~~~~~ 
- .. . :· . . : . . . ··.~ ... ~·~'.;..·3:;~y, .. ~ .... i 

du · juda!sne a une con.frontation d' abstractions af'f'ectees · de :~-:·>: . .. . , 
·.~,. :: :.::~:-' . .. ,:' ·~:~: :., 

signes contrair es.» "'_.·:.~~::::fr.:"'."/:\ 
- .-. . .... 

Uous .ne p ensons pas qu'il soit necessaire de poursuivre 

davantage cette analyse. La cat echese est tributaire de 1 1 

exee ese e t des manuels en usage au niveau universitaire. C'est 

a ce niveau que tout res te a faire et c'est a ce pla.n que re-

--
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sident les principales difficultes. 

On discerne assez bien chez les catechistes actuels de-.. . . .... 
. _;-- .... .. 

sireux ·d 'tu1 renouveau deux degres de penetration dans l 'approche 
- 4. '·~. - . ;-. 

du ·probiem.e 
- ·-·· . 

- il y a ceux qui so1.1hai tent dormer ti.ne image plus favo·..:· :: ·· 
. :,.i L .. ~_ 

rable des Juifs et du judaisme, sans que ce desir leur pose beau~ 
. -.. . 

coup de quest ions sur le f ond de la cat echese chretiezme ; 

- il y a ceux qui se rendent co~pte que cette re!!lise en 

situation du jud.aisme pose une question rela·ci-veEient au contenu 

meme d'une catechese chretienne. 

On peui; tenter de caracteriser de fagon on peu plus p:;:oe-

" cise les consesuences dans chacun de ces deux csa. 

- d.ans le premier cas, le catecbiste presente volontiers 

ies aspects positifs du juda-isme, le rapport du christianisme 

au ·juda!sr.te c01ni:ie a sa source, le fa.it juif de Jesus. lfais i1 

reste le plus souvent clans une logique d 1 acc2.parement et d'ac-
\"-:c.:. . 

conpl~ssemcnt. L'inte~~t!Ou~ le juQaisme 4'~st~"-ourne vers le 

christianisu e : on vise a retrouver le juda!s~e DOUr en:richir 

le christianis~e. Il est rare que soit perque la signification 

' '"'' ' l UA.. du judaisne en lui-meme et son role prop~e au ~ des nations. 

La specifici~te juive, le sens de la Torah, et n~me l 'electi·~~·<~ ... · 
.. · .. ·· 

. . ··"-.~ .. . :) .. · 
du peuple juif qua ;populus r~stent le plus souvcnt oeconnus et ·' · · 

occultes par la recurrence des idees du develop:pement, de la 

Loi pedaco}~ et de la spiritualisation prOG?essive du peuple 

de Dieu. 

da:ns le second cc.s, le catechete, ayant :per'?u la s:p•kifi-

cite juive, lutte centre les cliches et stereotypes re~us. 
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Il se re~J· :~ompte qu'il doit lutter contre des prejuges encore tr"E:s 

repandus. et centre une i gnorance g~nera1e.Mais il "manque'. ·~·~utilS ·:~~ 
de travail et doit se fier a son !lair exeget~que plutot qu•a .des .. 
manuels. En matiere de catechese la ·l e cture naive des .. ~-yangiles . . .:.,:. . . .. . .... . . -...... ~ 

· doit l' emporter sur la lecture cri~~que,. et le ca.tJche.t~"f~f::f:~.1t?~~~ 
de criteres qi:iant au rapport qui doit exister_ ~-ntre la .. ~~1~~':';':°Jf-"~li~ 

criti.que e_t . lei lecture naive. Or la l ecture critique est.r~neceasaii'e, 

pour permettre de retrouver une . image authentique : ~u .. -~ud;:~J~~l[~;~ 
temps de Je~us. En out re, une ·1e cture renouvelee du ·f o~rti~~:~'t~~;;i 

<>:· -.·": ril.ent presuppose une meilleure connaissa:i.ce de · la Bible"'et :·1 •exe·gese:: 
. ' .t:.,._;;-_.~ .. ~.s~.- · ¥'~ 

. .... ~,··"historico:..critique cou:Pe c'ourt ie plus souvent a la corampr~hensio'~ . ,· : \ : . . . "· ..... ' et a l a' lecture directe de cell~-ci, qui reste obnubilee par la ... ·.: . 

relecture. 
: • : 

::: . ... · ... 

: • 1'. 

·_: .. · . . . .. · . 

.. . ~,;. 
°'I .... . ,· .. 
·.:i 

Lirf. Perspectives d 1 avenir. 
.. . . -. 

···.,.-.. 

. · ::- . 

1111 reste encore un vaste travail a accomplir11 • Ainsi s'ex­

prime le document romain du ler decembre 1974. Si 1es orientations 

P!'.oposees dana ce C1:ocuaient eta ien_t suivi.es partout, il y aurait 

deja u~e ameliora tion considerable de l' enseignement chretien. 

Tant s ' en faut pourtant qu'il en soit ainsi. A·ussi iiheure· e~t-~lle . : 

venue de s'interooger sur les r aisona des resistances et sur les ; 
·~ . 

moyens d'y remedier. 
.. ·. 

.. ·-:·.. . ;~ 
.,;·. ' . :· ·.· . . -u· . . :·~· .. ·.\i-. .i.~ 

A.,. L'effort de renouvellement des auteurs de manuels :reste· greve :,;; 
. - . . . . · . · .. /·'· ... . ; . . -· . (-' ... ·' 

. par l'insuffisance des ouvragea d 'histoire et. d'exegese .·dont ·iis · "· 
' ~ • • I . ' ' ,' • ·, • ' : ', :,~ 

di.sposent. ·A.insi se perpetuen t certainesfa~ ons.~,~~ : voir ~t::.:.~E! '· j_ug~x; ·· 

·-· · . ·. ·.·· -

- -..... \.. --· . . :.~ . . ~-· ·-·:r: 

· · . l.e judaisme trop enracinees pour qu'otji puisse esperer que ' les ·;_;f~~ 
. . . ,.;..,.,·:o!.;.~.-:.;.:u;~,. 

...... 

mentalites s' en defassent r apidement. ··iR:§.~~.!·-
• •• • • ~-L;_~ ... (;· •• -~:;~)~ 
a) Le point m.ajeur sur l eque l il faut sans cesse tinsister ·est :;que~ 

..... :·:. -~~-·.: :.Z ~;~ 
les Juifs soient presentes, comroe l e reclame le document romain~ :;~:~ .. -.~ 

.. · ":~· . .. ..,~j 
"tels qu ' il se definissent eux-m&m.es11 • Ce principe devrait etre·:::\'? 

. . . .·· ..... ' :~:-~ 

applique resolument, tant pour l a comprehe nsion du fait fuif 

dans la periode biblique que pour lea Jui fs de l a piiiode intertea.­

tamentaire. Les manuels chretiens donnent a present au moina trois 

images successives du Juif, sinon ~uatre: le 3uif de l'Ancien Tea-

tament, le Juif du temps de Jesus , l e Juif du Taloud et ·du moyen~~ge 
-, ·· ·.;. 

-~--- : 

. ·-:~~: 



.. 

11 

et celui des temps modernes. On a fortement l'impression d ' une 

solution de,. continuite . L'unite du peuple juif dans le pla~ divin 

n•ept aucunement per~ue , et ·souvent elle eat ni~e. La signi~ication 

eschatologiaue de l'election du peuple juif est enfin totalement 

pas see sous silence . 

b) En ce qui concerne le Juif du nouveau Testament, les manuels 

ont tendance A affectir d'un coefficient negatif le Juif central, 

fidele a la Toi:ah ," pharisien1 et de coefficients positi"fs les Jul.ts . 

lateraux, ouverts aux' courants apocalypti ques ou , inverseaient, aux. 
courants helle; istiques , supposes plus "universalistes". Il .es~· ~ -- ·· 

rare qu'on preaente hor.:1€te.Jent , ou 1?1.€me qu•on evoque; la" rec·~~-at~ru~ 
tion du judarsme a partir de Jabne. La date de 70 est toujours pre­
sentee comme une cesure e~sentielle et l'on omet toujours de souli­

gner que la destruction du Temple de Jerusalem par Titus fut 1 1 oeu­

vre du pouvoir paien. 

c) L'image du juda1sme qui en resultereste indecise. Tout au plus 

evmque-t-on lea valeurs religieuses du juda1sme et le contenu de 

quelques tres bell~·~s J?rieres synagogales. La difficulte rencontree 

par les auteurs de manuels provient 1 se!J!.ble-t-il , de ce que l'image 

du judais:ne qui est reclamee par les documents recents est loin' 

d'etre nette dans ces documents officiels eug- memes. La retieence 

de ces documents a s 1 exprimer franchement est ressentie .negative­

ment plus qu'on ne le pense en general . Un plus grand progres 

serait surer!J.ent possible si· la reconnaissance de la permanence ·au 

judaisme · y avait ete plus nette . La permanence· du j ·udaisme devrait 

~tre pr~sentee , non pas dans leste :.:·mes generaux et un peu vagues. 

de la permanence des valeurs religieuses, lheeme bibliques, du ju­

daisme _. ce' qui , a l a limite peut etre dit de tou te "religion" -

mais dans les termes specifiques de la permanence d'une mission 

a 1 1 egard des"nations". Rien, dans le nouveau Testament, n 1 i nter--

5ia £8!~~~nee dit 'une tel r .egard i le silence sur ce point revele que a 

la "caducite" cqntinue de produire des effets . 

B. Qu~lques reflexions peuvent. etre ici s11e;gerees en vue des 

travaux a venir. Co1nc1e nous l'avons indique, il nous semble .que 1.e 

renouveau souhaite est licrite ou freine dans t r ois directions: 



.. '. . ~· 
. ·, . . - ... •"\."'. . . . 

·\ ... -:;;_·: :).2 . .' ··~· . =.· 

. . . 

a) Le renouveau souhaite reste insuf!isamment soutenu par le ~orp; 

des . exegetes qui, queJ..4fila .que soient ses clivages OU ses tend.~nces, 
reste tributaire . des tendances dominantes de· i•ex~gese mode·r~;. - . 
L'image du judaisme vehiculee par des auteurs aussi differents que 

Strack-Billerbeck, K:i.tt~l, Bultmann est notoirement ·negativ~, o_u_ .. .. ,;·-~~ 
• . . . ... . - . .:: ... . · •• , · ·.t 

plus exacitement aveugle. :Au moment ou les ~uvrages de ces ... maf~.r:~. -~~ 
.. . ~ .. .... ,. ·-Q· 

furent publies et diffuses, ce~, fort utiles1 de Foot Moor~. ·: ~U;~ d~ .. · ::~~-,-~J 
: . ~ 1: •. " •. ~.: : ,-::::.,!. ·J;.-

Trave rs Herford ont ete laisses au second plan. Si l.a · situation·.:est::~ 

un peu cnoins sombre aujo~d • hui, elle n 1 est pas entierei;ient·. m~4i.~~~~ ... 
. ..:.~· .. .,: :~ -~·~·.,,,")'":.~:-· f~ 

·· ··· · On peut d'ailleurs s.e demander .si une approch~~serieuse~de:·-1.~ .-t' 

. .. ' la reelle dimension des problemes en jeu 

,. uD:~ rencontre~uthentique entre Juifs. e.t 

' : . . : ' . •. -r;,·.,.·r.. :..:~ ..... ~'!' 
en vue de rendre poas:i.bl.e ··:!_,• . 

. 
chretiens est realisable · 

dans le cadre des rech~rches entreprises isolement par des ins~ituts 

chretiens. Il faut saluer hautement le fait que des auteurs juifs, 

qui ne sont plus seu~lement des liberaux, se penchent en nombre 

croissant sur l.a periode intertestamen~aire (citons au moins E.Urbacl 

D.Flusser, P.Vlinter, D.Daube, Chaim Cohn, M.Himmelfarb). Il faut se 
.. 

rejouir que le retour en scene de la voix: juive, si incont~stable au 

plan de l'histoire mondiale et de l'histomre des idees, commence a 
se cnanifester aussi en ce dornaine. Le . dialogue· .dntre Juifs et · chre- • 

' •. . .. 
tiens sur les origines chretiennes · peut seul mener a hien"· le .red.res: 

raent espere. 

b) Le renouveau souhaite suppose '. que soit per~u le 5ens du judaisae 

tel que les Jui:t:s le comprennent eux-m€mes. Certes, .. le judaisme 

comporte des tendances diversea; il n'est lui-meme pas :plus-' monoli­

thique ~ue ne l'est le christianisme· actuel, et il peut #tr~ assez 

·difficile d' en expose!" fidelemen t l' unite profon~e • .. :Ma~ ~'.. _ae~ai;~ . 

impobtan'lf que .les concepts-clef's du juda~sme ( torah,_ mitzwa·,. ~e~ith~ 

qiddush ha-shem, berakhah, qedushah, gal11t, etc) soient· mi~~ .. ~~·;fui';;~' 
. . . . ; .·;. ·:i~n ' ·-:.···;--;;e 

et compris .Dans son effort de rencontre du judaisme , .. le christianismt 
, . • ! • ·:..: • : ~ .• :~~· .-! :'-: .;~'"r: 

actual ne peut faire l'econo!!lie de la colllprehension directe .. et.spec.i· 

fique du judaisme. Or la rencontre d4- l' autre se dit dans· un~ ·~:~:g:~ .. 
. . . : ... ~.. . ·: .. ~· ....... ~ 

et s 1 exprime dans un langage approprie. Une des principales object1~i 

rencontrees lo.rs de la preparation des Orientations episcli>pales' £ran· 

~aises de 1973 avait porte sur ce point: il fallait 1 pour parler da ji 

~~~8~ea!lthentique et a::cep·table par les Ju.ifs, employer un langage 

en partie nouveau pour les chretiens. Or ce qui apparaissait nou­

veau, voire juif, aux chretiens de 1973, et qui a precisemenbt beso: 

d 1 €re per~u et compris1 etait le langage chretien originel.. Mais cer­

tainstheologiens doutaien~ qu•une telle operation, qu•un tel retou.r 
n a a 

. . ') . 
:, 



. . 
( .#' • .. 

aux sources, fQt possible . L'exigence exprimee par le do~ument ro8 

main: 11 CO!Uprendre les JuifS tels qu I ilS Se COmpreilJlent euxememeS11 

n ' est pas autre chose que la justification de. cette tentative. 

Comprendre le juda~sete suppose que les chretiens. fassent le1.1:.r 

aujourd • hui , grace a la rencontre des Juifs', un langage ?i~~i9:~e 

qu'ils avaient deaapf,iris ( - a moins qµe,peut-etre, ils ne l ' aient 

jacais connu 1 • • ~) 
. ·;:-

c) Le renouveau souhaite bute sur l'ambiguite de l ' effort chre- ' 

tien dans son re tour aux sources commedans son rapport retro.uve .: .. _ .. ... ·-. ···. · .. 
avec le Juif. Le P.Laurentin a remarque avec beaucoup de pro.fan~ . · 

deur que les approches du juda~sme esquisseea depuis ~Nostra·Aet~te~ 
par les chretiens contemporains se presentaient sous le sign.e 

d 1 une necessaire et insurmonta ble arabigui te. Cette ambiguite·. fon­

damenta le vient de ce que la reconnaissance du Juif par le chretier 

reinstaure un face a face,qui comporte une mise en questio~ dµ 

chretien a laquell-e il n ' est pas accoutu~e. Dans une periode 

d'aggiornamento , voire de crise, il s ' ajoute a cela le risque que 

cette ambig-uite soit ma l acceptee et affectee d'uti reflexe de 'peur. 

La vulnerabilite acceptee que la rencontre du J~if suppose - et 

qui est bien differe-nte de 1 1 autoc:·itique ou du r~flexe de culpab.i. 

lite souvent denonce - est c«.~pendant la cmndition spirituelle de 

ce: t e rencontre et l'indice de poss iuilite d ' un dialogue a egalite 

depouille de la pretention a 1 1 hegemonie dogmatique. 

11Nostra Aetate'1 a inaugure cette ambiguite sans la dec)..arer . 

Il conviendrait cependant d 1 en prendre conscience et i l suffira de 

livrer ici deu..; exemples typiques tout autant que decisifs . 

- la re conn.ai.ssance d2s pharisiens pour eu:x: -m~mes , tels que ceux- ci 

se definissent en Sanh . ch . X (le pharisien croit a la providence 

individuelle , a l ' inspiration des Ecritures et a 
des marts) conduit a affirmer aussitot que Jesus 

l.a resurrection: " ·. 
. . .: .. ~ ~ ~~ 

etait en ce sens '. ..... 
pharisien et qu 1 un chratien est un disciple des pharisiens.Pour ." 

•··.· .. _:: 

tan; il y a aussi un cmnflit entre pharisi ens et ~retiens dont · 

temoignent les evangiles, et surtotitr Paul. D' ou1 sur ce point .1 _une 
- .· . 

ambiguite doctrinale, au premier mo~ent insurmontable. 

- les r ecits de l a Passion ont ete lcrits de fBQOil a disculper le 

pouvoir roma in et a inculper le peuple juif t dans ses autor ite's , 

puis me:ne in globe;>. 11Nostra _i\etate" a stigci::itise les consequences 

indues et pseudo- theolo::;iques de cet te i nculpation . Ce~ndant l e 



.J• • . " 
·"' : . ·.--: _ .. :r~11t ·;-?' 

. . ;_ <-... ~ .. ~·.-:..:;. :·:. . .· 
. . . .. . . . . . · ... -, .. -· .. 
pas cla.ireaent. sur· le 

. . ... . teite m.eme de"Nostra A eta te"ne se prononce 

probleme exegetique qu' il soul eve et ffr -.,o.ppo_r~ auquel il prend 
'· .. 

position( le pouvoir rol!lain n'est pas reconnu comm.e instance· condam~ 
· 1·. 

natrice et la charge de culpabilite continue d'ttre. suspendu~-- sur. 

les Juifs plutot que sur les _paiens). Tout e~e.tenant l' ~t~~~~~-~ '.,,;...,~ 
du te xte, il reste que i•am.biguite est reve1ee,rnai.s nou i~y~~t.:A\ .. ~~~ 

.... ~·.c.:· ··~"::'· l:.,, . .. . ... ~ .. 

que les manuels en usage depuis ·ce jour s 1 en eessentent • .::;·:-':'"!';!3.t~~'.; ~~ 
· ........ 1# ... ~t~ .;~~~ 

Les exemples seraient innombra blea •. La difficuite ~~~:1~~~-~;j:~: 
• • 4 ., ... : ;... ·.·~'.!~:~· .. ·-::~!', l· .. 1· 

. etre franchie qu' en recon:-. .:iissant franchement toutes . les "dime·nilons;. 
· · · .. ;- · · 7'~~~-~~·1· 1v>.'~:' 

de la question et en affirman't nettement la ~econnaissancE!.i':.c;iu~a~.~~:~:; 
,., .. :~a.l:. · .. ·'""· ,. C,,· ::'··:;:· 

daisme, sur lequel au reste le christianisme est fonde lui-mfme . .. :._:· 
" . .. · . . . ... . 

• • • I ., 
•• .. &. •• ••• •• 

. ..._ ~ ., . : . 

Ces considerations sont le resume des · principales -.: ;'.: .. · · .. 
.. . ,. 

difficulte~ rencontrees par lesgroupes de travail qui se sont > 
app1iques en France et .en Belgique a mettre en eeuvres!es orienta 

tions demandees au plan de l a catechese. 

. . ... ,. -·-· . . : .. ~-.:. . 

I . . · 

. . . 
.·_ .. .:: ~ 

. . ·rt· . . 
•• :_,.._ :=t-· • ...... -: 

.. : . -· : .. : ...... ,.. . . . . .. ~ :....~· . 

; ... '":•; · . 
. ~ . ·:: -.~--(' ... 

... . .... ~ : . 
···;. 
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1'T 0 T E S 

(1) On peu.t se reportei· encore al.4::< etudes Si..i.ivantes , '!)arues e11tre 

1960 et 197a. 

P. De'liann, Les Ju.ifs. Foi et destinee, coll . "Je sais-je crois", .,, : 
· .- ·. 

11. Riquet, s: . Thiene , Ch. Hoeller, "L' enseisn~:ment chretien 

~concernant les Juifs11 dans Evidences n° 87' janv. -fev+ie; ,1961. 

Sofia Cavaletti , "Le nystere d'Isra~l et les Juifs· dans la ca-

techese", novenbre 1965 . 

: .• Sidic .!1 . (Paris) "La ca.techese chretienne et les Juifs" dans 

Verite n° 11-12, juillet-octobre 19GG. 

C. Rijl:, "Quante l a .· catechese •• • " dans Sidic n° 2, juin 1967. 

D. Gerson, "Juifs et chretiens. 'lers l'ensci50e;;ient de l'estirne", 
, ,, ~ 

dans La te::-re ret:rouvee n° 4, 1 er decenbre 1·908 . 

Sidic (Paris) "Le juda!sne : 1. Les dons de Dieu ; 2. Re~onse 

de l ' hor:11~e~ dans Verite n° 17 et 18 , 1e~ dece3~re 1968 

"Le Judaisme dans la revue Viva!l.t Unive:,:-s, n° 279 , :B:?:"UXelles, 

nars-av-ri1 1972. 

A l ' ecoute du Juda!sme , Fascicule publie par l e Centre Hational 

ce l ' enseisnenen~ reli~ie-..i..~ , Paris; 1977· 
' :s. Jr..:.puy, R. de Tryon-:.~ontalem1'~rt, G. ?an~ecq , L-H. Hiesz, · 

=~- : ·.: .. : 
D. Louys, r·I:-1... Bloch, Cl. Huchet-!3isho:p,<'.c:.De l ' enseienement du · s.~ 

::· ~~i~ 
~e~ris ~ l ' enseigncment du respect~)n~e~o sp0cial de la revue -

Rcncontre. Ch~etiens et Juifs. 1977 , n° 1. 

J.L. Allouche, "Catechisnes au miroir j ui:f" clans L'Arche, n° 

251, fev~ier 1978, pp. 36-41. 

(2) !l y a~u-ait lieu de s'interroser su? le fait ~ue la declaration 



I ~~ •. : '. :. I. . ; .. 
".! 

.... .. 
., ; . " ... . .. ",'' ··: ·· ~'.·.::·Eir): '..'{:;·· ·;~'·';j f ,:f ~;,·~ :;:· .. ··: . 

: .. f .. . .. 

i . 

. t ... ·::.· 
·:· . . : 

. . . ... ~ ;" · .. < :~t ·: -· .' . ·,:~;~ 
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_. ... , ... .-·: ... :.~~ j 

"Nostra. Aetate" qui a eu un retentissement profond dans l'opinion 
. ·- .· . .. . ·.·. 

publique a eu si peu de consequences au plan cat~chetique. La . 

raison !!lajeuxe semble ~tre le silence, voire l 'ambi~t·~>-j~·~~ ,".· ... ,<,., .\Pm 
celle-ci q,uant a le. :position du judarscie a 1~- .b~~e· d.-d ~;1~-::~~~~ 

.:., .: . .-· :.· ... ' --~·:;;/~;~lffi 
Dieu" et en face de 1 'Eglise chretienne, alors .. que ·.·precis.ero~n.t:~1.~-

. ' .·:.' .... ~:::<_..: ~--.::i~ . .-.:-/ :~~~~~~~~t{~; ~ 
·· · " le concile Vatican II se caractt§rise par l 'imP .. OrtariC'e .q~~:.<?n*:~1: I• 

. ~·. :Joue les . ~eu.~ no~ions de "plan de Dieu" e~ d~;::~~~~~~e ··j_~??ttf!f:\~;~ 

.! 

. :· ' . . · .. ::''· . : .. '.::(. :, .. : ........ :- , ····. ·.::ft 
de-venues g.es li511es de fo::c.e de la ·?atechese. · .. V.~~-ic~ ~~ .,~ ... :r:i~·~i\~ 

fai t une re~ettable innovation en dormant ·credit a la notion .. >\~ 

(3) 

- r .";i 
, . . - .: ... · .. . ... .. 

de "nouve~ Isral!l", issue des Peres apologet.es~ ·~.qu'il a :re9ua·: .:« .... ~ 
. . - .. , -:·:·; !:'-i .. .!:~~~.~ -' .. .. -:"..~. ~:. 

sans en debattre et sans la defini=. S'il est ·Vrai que "No~~ra 
.~ :' .. 

Aetate" a valo:::-ise le: fai t des Juifs actuels, ~il ·n'a rien .. di t 
J .. -. • • • - - : -__ • • • • : ._.. -__ : _ -~~:.:~~. • • • . .. , 

du j udars.me. En en ·trai t ant dans l:-e context: .· c.es r~ligion:~ :.~on-.:: 

chretiennes, .il laisse planer la reclout able ·-~bi8't.u:te~ qu.'il····~our-' 
:·· . · .. ·~ ~ ::-·::;:,~v: .. · -.~ ~,~~~;.::·.: ~;::-r··;.~,:~~- . '< ; : 

. rai t etre considere co?JDe une religion parmi ~les autres ·~rel!".;.·> .. ~. ,: 

gions de ce nonde, al.o~s qu'il "~e· ~eleve ·p~s;i~~~:··"fii:~-~:~·~~bti~:·.:"/!j-~:,: 
. .· . . ..... - . .. . ·· . ~- ;.~ : .. , ~._ .;" . ~·. · .. :. " · ... ~·~.~ :: .... . " ,:.: .:~ . '· .. 
des religi~.~s B_a.is de celle de la revelation. ': Enfin' ia' d~cta.~ ·:r : 

-. ·~> '":~;: . . . - .. ..~ ' . ·: :. -· .· ... ·~ .. •·" .... ; .. '~':·~ .. ' .. :-~ . ·~~:~· . 
ration -"N'os"!;ra Aeta.te" reste arnbig{le dans son·· .exegese. d.8 J.a ~Paa-:,: : 

. /~~~.; ... . . . -.~:.~ · .-:. ... -.-. .--~~~-;.!~ ·~ _i1: .. :~ · ... .;_-:c,.·-,~~~.-~:":~}·:~~~:· 
sion. ; la these theologique du ch~ti!!lent et ·cell~;. ·mythologique 7 . 

... . --t.~,:~. - ., . . . . . ·~·:.:.~"J:::·1~-~: ... ~~*~· :·: .. '!··; ····-·:·.'! .. " i-.~-:· .. ~t 

et pseudo 'theologique, du d eicide "ont ~te ~c~~t·e~e" ma.is .:i.e·.-p,ro~ .. : :;; 
. . . .. . ·. . ' - . •., . . . ·:. : . ,.:j_=2:~¥~·.- ~~ 

bleae exegeti qu.e que souleve ce nouveau regard n'a guere,,it9: · : ·, .. 

qu e suggere.. ·. ,· .. ·· ·:_.-.--·\·.·;<:~>:\;::.:~:~.:~~:.. ,- ~ ~ ; 
- . -.~; : =·· ··~:~~~l"J . . --.-"·: : .. ~;s·. f~'S'; .. , ~ .. ,:.<-v~ -.. .... 

4 ~A.:. Cc.. . - : -.. _ ~- ~~.!:J}_.;~;~.':..\~~ 
.I. A:' b1 1 J:O • .L , b . h" . . . .... , Il faut no -..e:r conne rm ~ .£. avor9- -e e .:.a~ -.. que .-a ~oc .. uz:~;~· . - ~ ~ -_ ·-~--.-~· ....... ' ... ~ .. ~:f•t;t 

du Centre national de 1' ens eignement reli~ieu.X inti tulee· 'A ~li.''e- · .. ._, 
. '"t , . ~:~··f ;: 

coute du juda!sme, publiee a 4.000 exemplai~es en av:ril 1977, 
• ,1 

a ete epuisee en six mois sans b eneiice de publicite speci~l~. 

Il vient d'en ~tre fait un second t irage et un fascicule com~ 

plementai::::.-e est en preparation. 
. "'" .. ... 

· .. ... .. 

• .. 
' . , 

; - , . --. 
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SECRETARIAT FOR PROMOTING. CHRISTIAN UNITY 
COMMISSIO,~ FOR ~ELIGIOUS RELATIONS WITH THE JEWS 

. J260 . 
PROT. N . ........... ..... .. ....... . 

Dr. Jacobo Kovadloff · 
Director 

Vatican City • Tel. 698.4386/698.3071. 

South American Office 
.American Jewish Committee 
NEW YORK, N.Y~ 1002·2 
i 65 East 56 Street 

Dear Mr. Kovadloft, 

Vatican Cit;y, ....... Augu.st..2.5.., ... .1.9.7.8 .. 

I received your letter of :July 1 i just· after the cie"at·h of the Pope. 
I had been absent from San Isidro for a while. So, when the lette·r was sent from 
Rome, I wasn1t tlJ,ere. And then I was called. to help in the Buenos Aires Nunciatura 
and I couldn1t take ·car·e of my personal .corresponden~_e; Back in Rome, ·· I am now 
free to answer yo·u. · · . · . · . · 

· ·· · · · ·· - · ··· · ······· Re·auy··-r dci"not i't~can ··re··ceiving ·a letter from· you in february. 

As you say I should _have answered in that case as I do now. And very gladly so 
becaus~· in this way we cah· ~sta.bli~h again a contact which was proved t~ be" fruit­
ful along the years. It _is my pl~astire and my duty _to take c.~re, on be~alf of f~1e. 
Roman Catholic Church, of the Catholic-Jewish relations. 

. Concerning the Puebla meeting, I personally wrote a draft 
on relations ·with Judaism and related matters when I. was· aske·d to· give my im-

. pression on the first .drait :·of··the: ·preparatory document. Whether this point shall . 
come out in the final document is another question because in the meantime the 
whole discussion of the. participants will take place. I am not entirely sure that 
this is one of their priorities. If, as it seems, I am there, I shall look into the 
matter. 

I am glad you always read Criteria, although r ·write very 
selc;Iom for .it, for obvious reasons, and when I do I alway.s sign what I write • 

. I al!>_O hope with you that ArgeJ1.~ine finally find,s .. its· full peace and I pray .for that 
intent"ion. 

With my pers~nal g~~etings ·to· yourself and Mrs. Kovadloff. -

yours sincerely 

Secretary 



.· 
1The government is thus going to be forced 

• . to choose very rapidly between respecting the 
democratic stance it has taken up and main­
taining its already shaky hold on the country. 
There arc already rumours that Pereda will dis-

. miss his cabinet and appoint a new and exclusively 
military team, which would assure greater homo­

' gcneity and controlc 

Peru: no concessions 

President Morales Bernnitfoz kept a stiff 
upper -lip last week after pr~ss reports of 
growLDg military discontent. Tension still 
centres on the miners' strike. · 

The political temperature rose sharply last week 
when both left and right-wing papers cJaimed that 
some officers had been on .the point of staging 
a coup. According to the left-wing· Marka, mat­
ters were brought to a head when the central 
bank president. Manuel Moreyra. claimed that the 
miners' stri!ce (I.APR XIl, 33) was losing the coun­
try us$2m a day of money which was. vitally 

. needed to meet the commitment with the Inter­
national Monetary Fund. 

The right-wing vieekly El Tiempo maintained 
that only the personal intervention of the prime 
minister·, Oscar Molina Pallochia. had prevented 
some of the military from halting the deliberations 
of the constituent assembly. Neither publication 
made clear, however, whether military discontent 
centred on President Francisco Morales Berrin1dez 
or merely on his plan to hand the country back 
to democratic civilian mle by · 1980. 

But while the rumours fiew. the President kept 
a stiff upper lip. At a ceremony in Tacna to 
mark the 49th anniversary of the city's return 

.from Chilean rule, he said that the military 
govem.nlent would not tolerate any interference 
with the rules laid down for the transfer to demo­
cratic rule. He added that general elections would 
be held earlier than planned if the constituent 
assembly finished ·its work ahead of schedule. 

· With a delphic lack of specificity, the President 
·said that the peaceful transition to democracy was 
being jeopardised by •radicalised groups' out to 
take advantage of the new climate of freedom. 
Such groups were eager to force the government 
into drastic measures by engendering :a climate of 
violence. A massive turnout at the forthcoming 
general elections would be the best possible 
answer to the hotheads. the President said. 
, But the government is no nearer to a solution 
of the miners' strike: the most inunediate of its 
many problems. Last week the strikers' leaders 

firmly turned down Morales Bermudez·s offer to 

repeal a two-year-old law which bans strikes ui 
the mines, in return for a resumption of work. The 
sticking point came when Morales Bennudez said 
that he could make no concessions on the men's 
main demand because the state-owned Centromin 
and the . United States-owned Southern Peru 
Copper Corporation would not counten3..r.ce the 
reinstatement of some 320 miners who had been 
dismissed in the past 18 montlis. At a news con­
ference. Victor Ctiadros, ·general secretary of the 
Federaci6n Nacional de Trabajadores Mineros y 
Metalurgicos deJ Peru (FNTMMP), said that the 
strikers would settle for noL.11ing less than the 
reinstatement of all their workmates. 

The government replied by placing a further 
fi~e mining areas under a state of emergency. 
After a cabinet meeting on Monday, a spokesman 
said that con5titutionaf guarantees would be sus~ 
peiided in the central Andean departr.ients or 
Huanuoo. Junin, Paseo, Huancavelica and 
Ayacucho. Similar measures had been taken in 
five·-other mining ·departments on 21 August, a 
fortnight after the strike began.· 
· Salt was rubbed in the government's wounds. 
however. when the two official dailies. which had 
been leading the attack against the 'wreckers' in 
the mines, . were themselves hit by industrial 
problems early this week .. Journalists · at El 
Peruarro arid La Cr6nica went on strike to de~and 
better wages, union recognition and guarantees of 
job security. The journalists were told that con­
cession.-. could be made on the first two demands. 
but not on the last. The journalists on the official 
dailies are civil servants who will be subject to 
lay-offs under the new IMF deal (LAER VI, 32). 
Both the papers appeared on the streets, but not 
till midday instead of early morning, ·and both 
were only about half their normal size. 

Latin America: Puebla and 

the Pope 

. ' 

If the new Pop~ goes to the Latin Ameri-
. can bishops' conference in Mexico next 
month he will probably strengthen the 
halirl of the conservative sectors, which 
·arc all set to confirm the retreat from 
Medellin. 

Since the new Pope, John Paul I. is so much an 
=unknown quantity, the rumours about his pos­
sible presence at the third meeting of the Latin 
American bishops' conference, Celam, at Puebla, 
Mexico, next month are almost entirely specu-
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lative. He is· reported to be 'inter~ted' in Latin 
Aroerica, and might decide _to· follow in his pre­
decessor's footsteps in conijrming the importance-

. of Celam and the. Latin American Church. The 
impact this could have will be determined by the 
course of the Puebla meeting. The Pope, how­
ever, is reported to have conservative· views and 
the conserv~tive sectors. of the Latin American 
hierarchy exercise firm control over both the 
organisation of the Puebla meeting and Celam, 
so the mos~ · likely outcome will be a victory for 
these sectors. · · 

· . The conservatives have been working steadily 
siace the Medellin meeting ten· years earlier to 
correct what they see ·as a swing too far to the 
left. Medellin confirmed the commitment of the 
Church to the poor and oppressed of the con­
tinent, and thus to basic social change. The years 
after saw the development of what has been 
-called 'liberation theology', to · deepen and 
strengthen this ~mmitment. _ 

This development is one of the main areas 
under attack by the conservatives, who see libera­
tion theology as only one step away from fult­
blown marxism, leading inevitably to the adop­
_tion of man:ist positions by its proponents. 

The conservatives control the mechanisms of 
Celam through the gen:::ral secretary. the able 
and energetic Colombian bishop. Alfonso L6pez · 

· Trujillo. They are also reported to have received 
substantial financial support, mostly through the 
West German Church, and the no less substantial 
moral support-of the Vatican. The wealthy West 
Gennan Church has a special fund for Latin 
America. and sees the fight against communism 
as a key task of . the Church in Latin America. 
The Papal nuncios throughout the continent have 
in almost every case sided with the conservatives, 
and have provided a useful network of communi­
_catioos through which the right has been able tto 
organise. 

Lopez Trujillo's main advisers include such 
figures as the Belgian priest. Roger Vekemans, 
who has be.-!n - frequently linked with the CIA's 
operations in Latin America, and particularly in 
Chile. Others are a Chilean Jesuit, Renan Poblete, 
and a Uruguayan layman~ Methol Ferre, who has 
found himself in the position of derending the 
right-wing military regimes through the logic of 

. his fervent anti-communism. 
This team has been responsible for the initial 

discussion documents, ostensibly based on ques­
tionnaires sent out to the four regions of the Latin 
American and Caribbean chuxches. The four 
regions were grossly unevenly divided. They were: 
Mexico, Central America and Panama: the West 
Indies; the Bolivarian nations; and the southern 
cone-i_ncluding bo:h Brazil and Argentina. 

The role of the powerful and controversial 
Brazilian church was thus very much minimised. 

The Celam team could legitimately claim that 
the replies and analyses from the four regions 
were extremely diverse, reflecting the very differ- -
ent problems facing the churches in the different 
areas. It could also maintain that the southern 
cone gro~p. which contains many of _ the radicals, 
was only one poi!lt of view among several, rather 
than the majority view, which numerically it is. 

The Brazilian position has been further 
weakened by the virtual halving of its delega­
tion to the conference. Each church is allowed 
orie representative per five bishops, which woul~ 
have. given the Brazilians, with more than 300 
bishops, about 70 representatives. However, the 
organisers appealed. publicly to the Brazilians to 
reduce their representation to one for every ten 
bishops, which the Brazilians· had little choice 
but to accept. They will have 38 representatives. 

·The final 200-page discussion document, which 
began to circulate at the end of 1977, an<!- was 
ostensibly based on the questionnaire replies, then 
identified the key concerns of the continental 
ChurchJ ..!!_~t as the nationai security doctrine of 
the military regimes. or the repression and oppres­
sion of large sectors of the populatioa but as the 
transfonnation of rural to urban societies, and 
the increasing secularisation of Latin Arr.erican 
society. 

Most episcopal conferences did not manage to 
discuss this document until March and April, 
but it was then heavily criticised by most, and in 
some cases rejected outright (by the Brazilians and 
Panamanians). The radicals had no alternative 
proposal, however, nor had they any mechanism 
for distributing and discussing one. Although 
small informal groups had be~n meeting through­
out the continent to discuss and prepare for the 
Puebla meeting, the radical b!shops themselves 
had no struc~ure for meeting to org<J,nise. One 
attempt to meet. iz:i Ecuador in August 1976 (LA 

X, 33) wa$ broken up by the government. many 
thought at the instigation of the nuncio. The 
bishops were detained and then deported as 
'subversives'. 

The. Braiilians and the Panamanians did pro­
duce a short document for discussion, and the . 
Cela!il team which met in July had to take account 
of the criticisms. It has now apparently re-drafted 
a more moderate version, aimed at capturing the 
centre ground. But at Puebla, unlike Medellio, 
the bishops will not be allowed to bring advisers 
with them. At Medellin these advisers were on 
hand to draft new sections for the 6nal document, 
as new. areas of discussion were identified. Thefr 
absence from Puebla will make it almost impos­
sible for the b!shops to produce anything similar 
to the Medellin statement In another move to 
restrict debate. members of some organisations 
which had observer status at Medellin have been 
told that they will not be w~lcome at _Puebla. · 
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SYNAGOGUE COUNCIL OF AMERICA 

memorandum 
to: Menbers of IJCIC 

. f r..om: Rabbi Ronald Sobel, Chainnan 
I 

subject: Meeting on Septanber 21, 1978 

daie: July 26, 1978 _ .. --------
_,,_____......___ 

I am pleased to info ou that we have scheduled the n rreeting of 
IJCIC for 

Thursday, Sept. 21, 1978 

12:30 P.M. 

We have set this date to accanrodate Dr. Gerhart Riegner who will be 
in the United States that day. 

There are a number of important matters that require our comnittee's 
attention, including the following: 

1 . The appointment of Prof. Maas Boertien as Franz von Hanlller­
stein' s replacement . 

2. The time and agenda ·of our next major consultation with WCC. 

3. An IJCIC response to the WCC collection of "Guidelines for 
Christian-Jewish Relations" , particularly paragraph Nos . V 
and VII. 

4. WCC proposal for a meeting of the Liaison and Plann:i.ng ~ 
mittee in the Fall. 

5. Proposal for a meeting with Orthodox representatives to 
take place in Rumania. 

6. Place and theme for our next rreeting with Vatican representatives. 

As :i,ou see, we have a rather full plate, and all of these iterrs require 
thou~htful attention. May I ther e fore sugge8t that you plnn to he with 
us until 4:00 P.M . ---r-
Please return the enclosed card to f~Gilitate our planning. 

Wann regards. 

RS:hfe 
Enclosure 432 PARK AVENUE SOUTH, NEW YORK. N.Y. 10018 • Telephone: (212) 686·1670 

- - - ----- ·---- ·-- --- - - ------ .I 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: Members of IJCIC 

FROM: Prof. Michael Wyschogrod 
-

SUBJECT: Summary of Sept. 21, 1978 Meeting of IJCIC 

DATE: October .4, 1978 

Present w~; Rabbi Ronald B. Sobel, Presiding (ADL); Rabbi Balfour 
Brickner (UAHC), Mr. Theodore Freedman (ADL), Rabbi 
Leon Klenicki (ADL), Dr. Gerhart Riegner (WJC), Rabbi . 
Bernard Rosensweig (SCA), Rabbi Sol Roth (SCA), Rabbi 
Henry Siegman (SCA), Ur. Israel Singer (WJC), Prof. 
Shemaryahu Talmon (IIC), Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum (AJC), 
Rabbi Walter Wu~zburger (SCA), and Prof. Michael 
Wyschogrod (SCA). 

I. Appointment of Prof. Maas Boertien 

There was a discussion of the appointment, effective January 1, 
1979, of Prof . Boertien to the WCC to replace Franz von Hammer­
stein. Hopes for a good relationship were expressed. 

II • . Next Consultation With WCC 

T~re bad been a meeting on April 10•12, 1978, at Harvard ,to 
discuss the future WCC-IJCIC consultation on "Man Living tn 
Nature .- Man Living With His :?teighbors: Christian and Jewish 
Perspectives.·" The Jewish representatives were Prof. Manfred 
Vogel "of Northwestern University, and Prof. Michael Fiscbbane 
of Brandeis. While Krister STendahl bad promised a written 
report on the outcome of this meeting, none has been received. 
On the . basis of a short letter from Vogel and conversation with .. · 
Standahl, it seemed that the group decided to concentrate tbe . · 
forthcoming consultation on "Man Living In Nature." 

There ensued a discussion on the advisability of accepting this 
theme for the future consultation. Two main points of view 
emerged. Some speakers thought that the topic does not deal with 
issues of major concern to the, Jewish conmunity and that much of 
the ecology concern is mainly aThird World attack on the West 

.. that Jews should not support. Other speakers stressed the sig­
nificance of ; the ·global .. ,.ecology "· problem · and . pointed .out ·the · <le• : ., .... 
sirability of accepting topics not exclusively of Jewish concern, 
especially since Israel has contributed to the solution of some 
problems ·facing developing nations. · 

There developed a consensus that we can accept the topic of "Man 
Living In Nature" and that Jewish concerns will be taken into 
account in the papers of the Jewish scholars and the discussion. 

(cont'd) 



SUMMAR~ OF SEPT . 21, 1978 IJCie MEETING -2-

In view of the circumstances, it was agreed to postpone the pre­
paratory meeting to a date in January or February 1979, to be 
held in Geneva. 

III . wee Guidelines for Christian-Jewish Relations 

The wee has asked IJCIC to respond to the Guidelines that were 
adopted at the June 1977 Jerusalem Conference , as well as the 
expanded version written by von Hammerstein . Prof . Wyscbogrod 
was asked .to circulate the draft of a reply after consulting with 
Rabbi William Kloner who bad prepared a critique of the Guidelines 
for .ADL as well as others suggested by the IJCie agencies . 

IV. Relations With The Vatican 

Dr. Riegner reported that the Vatican bad expressed the desire 
not to institionalize the Catholic-Jewish meeting dates, and was 
therefore .Proposing a meeting in Regensburg in the Fall of 1979. 
It was decided that the date most suitable was Oct . 23-25, with 
a preliminary Jewish meeting on Oct . 22. It w~s also decided that 
a preparatory meeting with the Vatican be sch~duled, if possible, 
in conjunction with the wee preparatory meeting in January or 
February 1979. 

V. Meeting With Orthodox 

·or . Riegner reported that the meeting in Rumania with Orthodox 
representatives could not be worked out due to apparent Orthodox 
reluctance . 

VI . Academic Resource Committee 

It was decided to send out a questionnaire to those appearing 
on the list of nominees informing them of the work of IJCIC and 

. askjng about their fields of interest so that it will be easier 
to locate competent scholars as the need arises . 

### 



THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE 

date December 21, l978 

to Bert Gold, Zach Shuster · 

from Marc Tanenbaum 

subject IJCie Meeti_ng _of 12/20/78 at SCA 

-( JC/(_ . 

I attended a meeting of IJCIC member agencies ye.sterday at · th.e SCA for · 
the purpose of discussing forthcoming meetings .and projects with_ the 
~forld Council of Churches -and the Vatican. Among others in attendance, 
there were Dr. Gerhard Riegner, Henry Siegman, Ronald Sobel, Balfour · 
Brickner, Rapbi Walter Wurzberger, Israel Singer of WJC, David Polish 
of SCA, and Mordecai Waxman of the Rabbinical Assembly. 

' ' 

Followi.ng is ai brief summary of the conclusions: . · 

1) The IJCIC proposal to go ahead with a mee~ing ~ith the ~CC in Feb­
ruary to be held in Geneva: The agenda will include a detailed dis- · 
cuss ion of the proposed wee Guidelines on ehri'stian-Jewish ~elations. . 

In addition, IJCIC will seek to arrange· an exploratory conversation with 
the Lutheran World Federation in Geneva about .the same time that we will 
be meeting with the wee. 

. : .. . 

Among other questions to be explored with the wee are the possibility of 
a meeting with ·African Christians and also with the .Greek Orthodox Church 

· in Euro.pe. · · 

.There ·will be a Fall ·1979 meeting of .the full plenum with wee, possibly 
in Toronto. 

· · · 2) Proposed meeting .with the P9pe: It was agreed that an effort would 
be made to set up the first meeting between Pope John Paul II and the 
Jewish community through an IJCIC delegation hopefully for e~rl.y March. 

With the exception of the AOL, each group agreed.that .there woul~· be no 
efforts to set up a meeting with the Pope prior to the IJeIC meetjng. 
It was also understood that the Phil .. Klutz'nick letter ·would provid.e the 
basis for representation .of the Jewish .delegation with the Pope • . It was 
agreed, too, that competent members of lJCIC would be invited to be part 
or the audience with the Pope in order to assure that continuity as well 
as substantive issues are properly handled. 



. .,,,.,,.­-. . · ·~ • Page Two · 

It was also agreed that efforts would be made to set up a working meet­
ing between IJCIC and the Vatican Secretariat on Catholic-Jewish .Rela­
.tions prior · to the audience with the Pope with the expectation that the 
Pope may meet separately with the working group in order to give his. 
blessings to the Vatican Secretariat for Catholic-Jewish Relations. 
The 11 Klutznick 11 meeting would be considered as a separate summit meeting. 

It was agreed that a committee consisting of Riegner, Shuster, and Lict.en 
would meet together in Rome shortly wi:th Fr .. Mejia and Bi shop Torell a in 
order to lay the foundations for the March meeting with the Pope. It 
was also agreed that a sub-committee would be set up consisting of Tanen­

. baum, Sin.ger, and Wyschogrod .. in order to draft a preliminary statement 
that wou)d be read to the Pope at the March audience . The statement 
committee will meet next week at SCA. 

It was disclosed confidentially (and not for publication) that Pope John 
Paul II has sent a private letter to Israel's president Yitzchak Navon 
in which he expressed in very warm and forthright terms his "respect and 
admiration for the Jewish people and Israel as well as for Jewish culture 
and achievement for the betterment of mankind. 11 The Israeli o.fficial s 
who have seen the text are quite encouraged by the Pope's forthright and 
warm spirit. It is hoped thatthe:Marchsummit meeting will provide an 
occasion for the Pope to express such sentiments toward Israel, Judaism, 
and the Jews in a public way. · 

It was confirmed that the plenary meeting with the Vatican delegation at 
which papers will be presented will take place October 20~23, 1979, in 

. Regensburg, Germany. 

MHT:RPR 




