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Toward a Theology of Israel 

A CONYOCA TION 

Sponsored by 

(]) 
THE INSTITUT E OF 

JUDAEO-CHRISTIAN STUDIES i nd 

• THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE 

OBSERVING THE FIFTH ANNIVERSARY 
of the 

CONCILIAR STATEMENT ON THE JEWS 

October 25- 28, 1970 
Seton Hall University 

INTRODUCTION 

On October 28, 1965, Vatican Council II adopted 
the Declar11ion on Non-Chrntian Religions wt11ch 
provtded 1 new basis for muwal understanding and 
creative dillogue berween Catholics and Jews. 

wti11e....- the reservations about aspects of the 
decl1r1tion, many constructive results have developed 
from the Conciliar statement on the Jews. In Novem
ber, 1966, • year 1fter its promulgation, the Catholtc 
811hops of this country, 10 answer to a tribute by 
Amerian Jewish Committee leaders. warmly real· 
llrmed the Vatican declaration and the "common 
heritage of Salvatton in the covenant made between 
God and Abraham and his descendants," and pledged 
them1elves " to continue fostering stronger and more 
extensive bonds of mutual understanding, of respect, 
and of cooperation." 

In 1967, the American Catholic hierarchy adopted 
u set of guidulines which advanced Catholic-Jewish 
rolatlons evon further t hrough specific recomrncnda· 
tlons for combating anti-Semitism, correcting dis· 
torted teachings about Jews and Judaism, and 
eschewing proselytism as a motive for dialogue. 

In order to observe the Fifth Anniversary of tho 
Prom1.1lgetlon of tho Conciliar Statement on the Jews, 
the American Jewish Committee and the Institute of 
Jud11o·Christ1an Studies have joined in convening 
this scholarly colloquium at Seton Hall University. 

An anniverSMy is a time to look back to count 
one's blessings, and to take stock. We hope to do all 
this but w. would like to do more We intend to look 
forward to evaluate our unmet needs, to move ahead 
on the Pith of theological understanding and mutual 
ICCfptlflCe. Thus we have given our colloquium the 
title, "Towerd •Theology of Israel." 
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Council of Churches, New York, New Ymk 

LaCocque, Andre, ·Professor of Old Testament, 
Chicago Theological Seminary and Oirector of the 
Center for Jewish-Christian Studies. Chicago, 
Illinois 

O lson, Bernhard , E.. Director of lnte<religious 
Affairs. National Conference of Christians and 
Jews, New York, New York 

Pelikan, Jaroslav J .. Titus Street Profe=r of Ecclesi· 
astical History, Yale Divinity School, New Haven, 
Connecticut 

Strober, Gerald S .. Consultant in Religious Curricula, 
The Amer.ican Jewish Committee, New York. New 
York 

JEWISH PARTICIPANTS 

Agus, Jacob , Rabbi, Congregation Beth EI, Baltimore, 
Maryland 

Banki Judith H., Assistant Director. lnterreligious 
Affairs Dept .. American Jewish Committee, New 
York, New York 

Finkel, Asher, Rabbi, Professor of Religion, New 
York University, New York, New York 

Friedman, Maurice, Professor of Religion, Temple 
University, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 

Grayzel, Solomon, Rabbi, Professor of History, Drop· 
sie University, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 

Greenberg, Irving, Rabbi, Professor of History, 
Yeshiva University, New York, New York 

Heschel, Abraham Joshua, Rabbi, Professor of Jewish 
Ethics and Mysticism, Jewish Theological Semi
nary of America, New York, New York 

J ick. Leon. Rabbi. Dean of the College of Arts and 
Sciences, Brandais University. Waltham, Massa· 
chusetts 

Rivk in, Ellis, Adolph S. Ochs Professor of Jewish 
History, Hebrew Union College-Jewish Institute of 
Religion, Cincinnati, Ohio 

Rothschild, Fritz, Rabb i, Professor of Philosophy o f 
Religion, Jewish Theological Seminary of Amer;ca. 
New York, New York 

Rudin, A. James, Rabbi, Assistant Director, Inter
religious Affairs Department, American Jewish 
Committee, New York, New York 

Si lverman, David W., Rabbi, Professor of Philosophy 
of Judaism, Jewish Theological Seminary of 
America. New York, New York 

"'· 



·Greetings by P.htli.p iE. Hoffman 
President of The American. Jewish Comnittee 

Delivered ae 
semn Hall C0nvoc4ti.on 

Sponsored By 
The Institute of Judaeo.cbr!-stlao :Studies and The .§met'ican 

Jewish Cmmtittee · 

October 25-28> 1970 
Seton. Hall lmtversity • South Orange, Hew Jersey 

Your ~llency'" Btsbop Helmsing. bveren.d Clergy~ t.ad!es & Gentlemeu, 

our program reminds us- dist an .m.Wl!suy i~ a time to look back . 

8Dd t<> take· stock~ and that this occasion is als.o: a time to look ~Ol'Wa:rd, 

·to '\no.ve ahead ·o.D the path of theological ~stsndlng and mutual 

acceptance." 

t.ooking back, 1.c ia· ~ to see• and to be able to say, :here far we 

have come. · I remember the weeks and months ·wbea the declaration Oft the 

ctmreh•s. relations~ vith the Jews was. before the Fathers of vatfean 

Council 11. and t recall the wideepread in.teres.t ln· ebe Jewish c.ommmity 
~ 

as to the fate of tlicit :document. which so l1t8Qy of us hoped would provi,de 

a uew basb for Catbolic•J'efd.ah understanding.. '1'be Ameriean Je.wf.sh . . 

Comdttee felt it· bade part1.culft stak~ bl ·that declaration for 1:be. 

A.JC bad bi:ougbt m~e:r in March 1963 .Jewish scholars and leadlars 

under tbe cbaimmsbip of .bbbi. Abraham Uesehel to meet with the late 

Augus£ine Cardiul Bea 1a our Rew Yo!!k offices to .discus$ our hopes 
I 



.. . ~ --
-: ~. .~ . ! - · Pg. 3 

The A=ertcan .leidsh Coumlttee ·is pleased. :&Rd ~red to·-cospd12$Qr 

~his Comocation, and I am penoully da-lighte!l: -~o· Welcome you to this 

.asaeml11y • ~. part:l.cblarly s~ it ~kes ~l.ace ta ~ home etate of 

Hew Jersey, amo1'g frierlcls tlnd- neighbors. l extend you wrmest. · 

~ings on beba.lf ot t~e AmeJ:ican 1tiwtsn Committee, and w1sh you 

suc::ceas hi 1our ·deliberations .... 
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for a document which~ put an end- deQisively to the deicide charge 

against Jeus and reeotJIDf:ud $peelfic measures to open CBDlDll.m!~J.on and 

fellowship between bur faitll commnlt.les. te.~ also fe1t close to. the 

·council for we had :submitted, at tbe request Qf Cardinal Bea over a 

year before the Council opened, e mimber .. of schotarly researcb .dof;umencs 

dealing Yith the image of the .Jews 1D catholic education docmaent!.n.s 

some of the laaccmrate., ~judicial and; f.n· some cases, bostile state• 

ments about Jews and Jr.sddSJD &mtd ta teacbooks and lltwrgy m' cunerit 

use in tbe Vn1ted .States and other ~t.s of the woi:-ld* Much of that 

doeanentatlon came from a stud1 carried ·bat b.y Sister Rose 7herf.ng 

t11bo. pi«meered in chis area through he£ t.waluable study of religlou 

textbooks which became a major part of d1e St. Louis tlniversi.ty project. 

Whatever reservations existed 1n Jerd,sh elrcles about ~be final 

~ding· of the Deelara~ton, we at AJC were encouraged at its adoption 

and we have been ~slagly hearteUd by .subsequent dnelopments which 
. ' 

indicate that catholic authorities in tld.& country take the lleclara.tionr. 

8diously.. Better aia t,..,enect declaration positively and ·senattively 

imp1emented tbaR a pedect doc:\lment lgaored: 

l nope that all -of ua here tonight sba:re the view that. the 

occasion we comuemoi:ete - the promulgation of the Declaradon •• 

~ents a begfnnhg, UX>re than a culmination• .a c~lleage for ·the 

future~ a well• past achieft!ment. 

r· 
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AN INTRODUCTION TO SETON HALL PROGRAM 

On October 25, 1965, Vatican Council II adopted by an over

whelming vote the Declaration on Non-Christian Religions which became 

known popularly as "The Jewish Declaration". In the perspective of 

the several years during which the various texts of the declaration 

were considered and revised, the final document could be regarded as 

a mixed achievement. In the perspective of 1900 years of Jewish-

Christian history, the declaration is to be considered as a monumental 

achievement and a turning point toward improved relations between 

Catholics and Jews all over the world. 

Despite revisions about some of the wording in the final text, 

it is clear that the declaration became an historic new foundation on 

which has already been erected substantial accomplishment in uncovering 

the sources of anti-Semitism and in establishing the bases for deepened 

mutual understanding and respect between Christians and Jews. The 

following developments would have been impossible without the passage 

of the declaration and the entire reeducation process that it helped 

inaugurate: 

The· "Guidelines" adopted by the American-Catholic heirarchy 

in 1967 which· spelled out in detail specific instructions for combatting 

anti-Semitism, correcting teaching about Jews and Judaism, and in 

general opening meaningful ·communicatio~ between the Catholic and 

Jewish peoples. 
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Various sets of guidelines adopted by local dioceses through-

out the United Sta'tes. 

Whole new programs of revision of teachi.t)g materials and the 

introduction of new education programs in the religious school systems. 

Perhaps the spirit of this movement forward was best summarized 

in a statement issued by the Catholic Bishops of this country in 

November 1966 ·in exchange of tributes between the Bishops and leaders 

of the American Jewish Committee at a ceremony held at Catholic 

University on the occasion. of the first anniversary of the promulgation 

of the Conciliar Statement on the Jews. Tbis Catholic message was 

entitled "To all 't.our Jewish friends" and read as follows: 

••• the Catholic Bishops of this country warmly 
reaffirm the declaration of the Fathers of Vatican 
Council II, that Christians and Jews are all children 
of God, all sharing "His providence, His manifestation 
of goodness, His.· saving design." 

We recall with deep satisfaction, the patient 
and friendly dialogue in which so many representatives 
of the Jewish faith participated during the Council. 
These personal conversations, extending over a four 
year period, enriched the Church's awareness of the 
"spiritual patrimony common to Christians and Jews, 11 

the common heritage of salvation in the covenant 
made between God and Abraham and his descendents . 

In this exchange of tributes, we Catholic 
people of the United States salute our Jewish brothers 
anew, and pledge ourselves to continue fostering 
stronger and more extensive bonds of mutual understand
ing, of respect and of cooperation. It is our prayer 
that this occasion may inspire further confidence that 
men of all faiths can aid one another in attaining 
peace and live as brothers. 



In the spirit of this message, and in order to· celebrate the 

Fifth Anniversary of the Promulgation of the Conciliar Statement on 

the Jews , the American Jewish Committee and the Institute of Judaeo

Christian Studies have joined in convening this. scholarly colloquium 

at Seton Hall University . 

3 . 

An anniv·ersary is a time to look back to count one's blessings , 

and to take stock. · We hope to do all this but we would like to do 

more . We intend to look forward, to evaluate our unmet needs , to 

move ahead on the path of theological understanding and mutual 

acceptance. Thus we . have ·given our colloquium the title, "Toward a 

Theology of Israel." 
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,. "A SURVEY AND EVALUATION or··· CHRISTIAN-JEWISH BEIATIONSHIPS 
SINCE VATlCAN COUNCIL ti" 

• Pa~r Pres~~ted by .. . .. . 
Rabbi Marc H. Tat\enbaum. Nat1oba1 · tnteml~gious Affairs Director 

of the American Jewish COlmllttee, Nell York, New York 

In cooperation with Sister RO$e Altiert Thering of the Seton Hall 
Institute of Judaeo-Christian Studies; Mrs. Judith Banki, Rabbi 
James Rudin, and Dr. Gerald Strober, Interreligioua Affairs Depart• 
ment, American Jewish Committee. 

"Toward a Theology of Israel" Convocation, Sponsored by the American 
Jewish Committee and the Inatitute of Judaeo-Christian Studies Observ· 
ing the Fifth Anniversary of the Conciliar Statement on the Jews, 
October 25-28, 1970, Seton Hall University, South Orange, N. J. 

The most significant fact in Jewish-Christian relations during 

the past five years that Vatican Council II inaugurated is that 

meaningful first steps have been ·taken to create an emergent new 

Christi.an culture within which anti-Semitism can no longer find offi

cial church sanction, a~d in which Judaism is beginning to be appre

ciated as a permanent source of truth and value for the Jewish people. 

In that emergent new Christian culture, the Jewish people are being 

perceived in their own terms, rather than as candidates for conver-

sion, and that constitutes the most significant breakthrough which 

now makes it increasingly possible to have authentic coammnication 

between Judaism and Christianity as religious peers. 

That period of five years has also witnessed a growing relaxa

tion of suspicion and defensiveness against the Catholic community 

1 
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' ~ng many Jews, and· in . thi~ ·: freer at~sphere .Jewish thirik~rs . and 

l~aders are beginning to reevaluate seri9usly, also ·£•r the first 

time in centurle·s, the JeWish religious convictions ·about the· 

l~gitimacy ·of christianity . .-as a v~lid form of salvation· ·f~r · Chris·e

ians who stand in · some ·true relationship with th~ Covenant .of Israel·. 
, • 

'nlat many Catholics have ·Struggled with integrity and ~ympathy to 

comprehend the c0mplex but ·profound· bonds ·that_. iink J_ewry with the 

land and people of ~srae~ has been a strong motivation to many Jews 

to ~xplore a reciprocal.relationship that. w~ll . ~o1'tribµte» to.genuine . . . . ' 

human community w~th Christians in which religious· fellowship, 
' . ' . . . . :· . 

. - . 
cooperative. study, and mutual· aid can flourish. . : . 

·. ·· · · Some ~n the .Christian as w~ll as in the . Jewish· coilmUnitj.es · . 

wouid .,- undoub.tedly chail~nge thes~ .s~ry, state~~ts · a·s '11\W&rran~edly 

optimistic, suggesting perhaPs ~t my judlments . regard~ng ·"the · 
. .· . •, .. '. 

' . ' 

St>ir~t of . the times" · ~f the, .. "eµiergent new Christian ~ultur~-" are 
• • • I ' 

closer to Goethe's skeptical characterization of th~ Geist der 
. ' 

Zei ten as th~ hi.storians' "own ~pi~t in which the · times are 

reflected." 
' ' . 

Indeed, the historian of ideas, H. Stuart H~ghes· (Conscious-. . ... 

. . . 

enough to .say .exactly wha~ this spirit is? · Who is cc;m.fident that he 

know.s how to loca.te . it or .to ·define i .t?"- . ·Hughes . answers his own 

questions, saying .. . "The para(f.oxical truth is that the discovery of 

the spir~t . of the times is at ·once. a technical n~r-impes~ibility 

·2 
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and the intellectual histbr~an .' s highest acllievement. ~· 

The f ac_t during · the four sessions of Vatican Council II some 

2, 500 :Council Fathers ·frem throughout the inhabited world spen·t 

hours deliberating, . many with u·tmost seriousness,,-. the relationship 

of the Church .to the .Jewish people and of Christianity's rootedness 

in Judaism, .and articulated its . majority. concensu~ through the adop-
. . 

tion of the Statement on the .Jews argues forcefully for the existence 

of such a new Christian. spirit. Those conciliar deliberations repre-
.. 

~ent in fact the. most extraordi~~ry ·~seminai: in Jewish-Christian 

relations" ever held ·1n the past 1, 900 ·years. That is' a. ·far more 

significant reality than the specific final la.D$~e of the ~ext. 

An imperfect ~ext that is yigorously impleme~ted on the key substan

tive· issues is to be preferred over a . "per~~ct 'text~· that is ignored. 

The fact that · groups of serious and . reco~zed thinkers such . . . 

as those assembled at this convocation, . and · at similar other collo

quia tha~ have met .here and ~broad since Vatican, Counc~l II, ar~ 

moving toward sharing common attitudes tegai'ding the respective · . . . ... 

validities of Judaism and Christianity as co-existing . ~r~ches of the 

people. of God suggests an .emerging new critical consci~usnes~ on 

Jewish-Christian relations that is unique in the perspective of the 

past two millenia. 

Nevertheless, it could be fairly argued, ·these examples .of 

"the new spirit "of the ·times" involve .. only a s~l,l number of indivi-
. . 

duals .and a serious evaluat~~n . ought no~ to· overe,stimate thei~ 
• t ' • • • • • ·~ • • 

. , . : 
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influence.. Indeed, there should be no overestimation, but neither 

should there be underestimation, and I fear that we are frequently 

guilty of that failing which then sets into mition self-fulfilling 

prophecies of impoten:ce. From the study of the history of ideas we 

have learned "only a small number of individuals are actually respon• 

sible for the establishment and maintenance" of tie fund of ideas and 

civilized values. The enunciation and development of such ideas 

eventually will inspire the ruling minorities which Benedetto Groce 

identifies as "the governing elites." In this way there "filters 

down" a common store of social, moral, and religious ideas that 

become the characteristic popular beliefs and practices. 

(It may be relevant to observe, as has H. Stuart Hughes, that 

the Germans, the Austrians, the French, aud the Italians in general 

provided the fund of ideas that has come to seem most characteristic 

of our own time as reflected in our shared institutions and our 

intellectual heritage. The guiding pattem of thought of the last 

fi~ty years was shaped by t~ cluster of genius dominated by SiJP11Und 

Freud# Max Weber. Benedetto Groce, and Emile Durkheim.) 

These observations are intended therefore to reinforce the 

first conclusion of the decisive importance of the first steps 

already taken toward the creation of a "new Christian culture" with 

regard to fresh ideas on Jews, Judaism, and Israel1 and toward 

Christians and Christianity in "the uew Jewish culture." Also 

intended is an underscoring of the indispensability of the "cluster" 
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of individual scholars who are responsible for establishing and 

maintaining these revised ideas and values Without which nothing last·· 

ing or pemanent will take place on "lower" levels of culture and 

society. 

'There are however at least two serious hazards that attend 

the work of Jewish and Christian scholars in this field: 

The first has to do with the highly individualistic character 

of scholarshi~ and the academic enterprise itself. A substantial 

measure of very solid work .is being done in Biblical, theological, 

historical. liturgical and sociologic~l studies directly or indirectly 

related to Judaism and Christianity and their interrelationship. but 

because it is being carried out by individuals· who are relatively 

isolated in relatively isolated academic institutions, the impact of 

this work is either being frittered away, or muted, or is lost alto

getber. A survey of the scholarship and studies in Jewish•Christia.n 

relations discloses, in my opinion, the urgent need for establishing 

some effective communications center. well-staffed- well-financed. 

and of high status, that will he~p focus and augment the impact of 

the thinking and writing and research that is already going on or 

that can be stimulated. Ideally, if you will forgive the borrowed 

image, a ''Manhattan Project" in Jewish-Christian relations (and 

Islamic relations as well) is required if we are at all serious about 

moving beyond our present halting, scattered probiqs in this area. 

During the past three years, I have been discussing such a proposal 
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with Christi.an, Jewish, and some Islamic scholars.. somewhat in the 

form of an Inatitute for Advanced Studt.ea ill'Jewiah-c:hriatian•Ialamic 

Relations that will have both national and international centers, 

and the response was been quite positive. I have no doubt that such 

a vital project will come into being in the not too distant future, 

and I will certainly do everything in my power to help in its 

realization. F8llure to provide such inatrUmienta for rational, sys• 

tematic development of t~e field may well lead to a loss of the 

precious moment\D released by Vatican Council II. or its dlveraio~ 

into pathways that in tbe end could demean the entire concem for 

Jewish·Christian•lslamic Relati~s as a priority·• 

The second hazard bas to do with the "incestuouanesa" of 
. . 

scholars and scholarship in this field. Aa highly as I prize the 

centrality of academic work in Jewiah-Ch.iistian relations, unless 

s~ir.e more. effective way is found .for establish1ng direct, ongoing 

and effective connections between the "right"· ideas about Judaiam 

and Christianity that schol~rs formulate and the Jewiah .and Christian 

communities in which we are rooted~ I fear we shall contribute fur• 

ther to perpetuating the crisis in :the religious coammnities of 

having a group of ecumenical generals who blow their trumpets and · 

find their . ~nfat\try. troops marchiag off in the opposite direction. 

We see evidellces of such a _c;risia in the area of religious social 

action where relig~oua leaders have developed a concenaus Oil liberal 

social justice causes reg~ding peace and war, race., anti•poverty, 



dissent~ and not having paid adequate attention to forming the 

consciences of their c:onat£tuenta are startled to f:iad at llOID8nts o·f 

decision that tbey apeak only for theuelvea and their tdtnesa to 

their churches and synagogues, and to the nation at large •. haa 

become severely weakened. lt ia not inconceivable that scholars and 

religious leaders can repeat that error in ·~elati.cm 'to fomiq a 

new culture of .Jewish•Cbri.st-ian rela'tioua •. 

Participatory democracy is aa muc:h an obligation of the 

academic cODmi ty ccmitted to Jewiah-cbn.atiaa nlations as it is 

on the university campus. Tbe c·loaiQg of the gap between the 

schplars on seminary, college an4 unive~~ity facultiea ·and the 

religious and conmme1 systems in tbe Christian and· ~ewish commi• 

ties that· have access to millions of our constituents ia illdispen• 

sable of our new theologies of Israel and of Cbriatiaili.ty, and our 

new historical insights are to become formative forces in 'the lives 

of the people ·of God, and not reuin just essays in e1oteric Journals 

with which we impress, aa well as enlighten, one another. '1'be 

obligations of participatory democracy is a two-w&J street - scholars 

have an obligaci~ to come close to established religious an~ com

munal attuctures and to i.Dfuee thei~ ideas into the vaat '~ystems of 

communication; religious institutional leaders bave a parallel 

obligation to involve the academic community on a serious. syste• 

matic, and decision-~king basis in conceiving programs and iaple-

rr • .:;nting th~m. ··The Ethies .of the· Fathers spoke of "cbe raising up of 
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many disciples" as serious a mitzvah as the studying of the Torah 

itself. 

This refiection is occasioned by the fact that Vatican Council 

II has not only fostered a ''new spirit of the times" for the advanc

ing of Jewish-Christian understanding, but has becane the foundation 

on which a number of other important building·blgcks have been con

structed during the past five yeara, As baa been llOted by rather 

Cornelius lijk and others. the Vatican Statement on the Jews has 

became the text around which en oral and written tradition has begun 

to develop, which in many ways baa gone beyond the original decla

ration~ The guidelines of the American Catholic Biahops on catholic· 

Jewish relations have not only spoken clearly an auch cruc~al issues 

us the rejection of proselytism, the uprootirig of anti·Semi~ism in 

the teaching process, the overconing of old polemics about the 

Pharisees, the law versus the gospel, etc~ The guidelines have 

also sparked the creation of local ecumenical and interreligious 

commissiol\S in dozens of dioceses around the country. Similarly, 

interreligi·ous groups involving Protestants, Catholics and Jews 

have been established in numerous communities throughout the nation. 

Virtually in each instance the involvement of scholars in the 

deliberations of these bodies would be a vastly energizing .contri~ 

bution to local religious leadership~ and at the aame time would 

provide a setting in the reality of religious community life for 

testing and working out the ideas and conceptiO'l\8 of the scholarly 

community. 
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There is as 

there is in other levela of goverment and voluntar, activity, 

toward decentralization of programming toward the local coaaunities. 

The adoptioM of guidelines by the dioceses of New York•lrooklyn• 

Queens, of Albany,, N. Y.; Cincinnati; Allentown, Pa., and a number 

of other communities suggests that there ia emerging a pattern of 

strong church support,, with parallel Jewish support, for growiiag an4 

deepening interaction between Christiana and Jews in moat of the 

major communities throughout the United States. In 1969, the American 

Jewish Committee was involved in 104 Jewish-Christian programs. From 

the Jewish side, if you add the parallel programs of the Anti-Defama

tion League, the Jewish Chatauqua Society of the Ut\iOt'l of American 

Hebrew Congregations, local Jewish Commn~ity Relations Councils, and 

Rabbinical groups .and you haVe some ide• how extensive a network of 

interreligious relations has already been developed during Che past 

five years. 

These local interreligious dialogues have involved scholars 

(frequently on a single•lecture basis), clergy, religious teachers, 

seminarians, ~n, women, youth, mass media representat_ives. We must 

resist the urge in this survey to be euc~lopedic, if for 1lO other 

reason than that the data is far too heterogeneous• . raaging over all 

levels and types of sophistication. the materials also are only itt 

small part measurable since the whole range of human expression and 

interaction between Christians and Jew• are involved••thelr scholar-
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ship, their writing, their speech, their routi-ae social and commer

cial intercourse, their unorganized as well as their organized senti

ments. Suffice it to say, virtually an entire new discipline has 

emerged in Jewish-Christian relations as well as the structures for 

the creation of a new culture. It is substantial enough, as well as 

potentially important enough for the life of our people and our 

society, to warrant far more attenti~, care, and intellectual 

involvement than most of us have given it thus .far. 
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In order to enable scholars and religious leaders. to assess 

the impact of Vatican Co1mcil II• s Statement on the Jews, and to 

probe its implications for their future work in Jewish-Christian 

Relations, the American Jewish Committee and the Institute of Judaeio-

Christian Studies have just completed a detailed, systematic, nation-

wice survey of the specific changes in educational programming that 

have taken place during the past five years in response to the call 

for implementing the objectives of the Conciliar statement. 'l'he 
.. 

educational categories surveyed cover curricula courses, teaching 

methods, examination of textbooks and other materials, institutes on 

.Je~t1ish-Christian relations, use of specialized Christian and Jewish 
·. 

faculty, etc . While members of the AJC and the IJCS knew that some 

changes had taken place because they had themselves been involved in 

various programs of implementation in the academic and religious 

communities, at no time had there been any such systematic study to 

document and to evaluate the efforts to implement the Vatican State-

ment. This study is designed to meet that need. 

Description of surveys - 'rile s&irveys were limited to the American 

scene. somewhat different surveys WE'.re sent to a representative 

sampling of four key Catholic groups: catholic seminaries (100) : 

catholic colleqes and universities (227) ; Catholic hi9h schools (500).; 

~nc offices of s~perintendents of diocesan schools (152). No in-

~estiqation of the elementary curricula was done except that which 

was covered by the Superintendent's office. 
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Obviously, some questions directed to seminaries and universities were 

inappropriate for high schools, and vice versa. However, some key 

questions were asked of all four categories: whether courses in Jew

ish studies were provided in the schools, whether the school c.urricula 

dealt with present-day Judaism, whether it covered areas such as the 

Nazi Holocaust, and wither the history or the theoloqical implications 

of the State of Israel. 

Similar questionnaires were also sent to Protestant colleqes 

(344) and seminaries (210) • 

A version of the questionnaire was also sent to Jewish educa

tional institutions - seminaries, colleges, boar~ of Jewish education. 

Unfortunately, the results have not been· compiled in time to be in

cluded in this survey. They will be incl1.1ded in the final publica

tion of the study. (It should be noted that during this ti.me a 

study of Jewish elementary and secondary textbooks was carried out 

by an Orthodox Jewish educator in consultation with AJC regardinq 

the nature of Jewish teaching about Jesus 1 Christianity, and Jewish

Christian relations.) 

The response percentages varied among the Catholic and 

Prote.stant groups, and this fact should be_ kept in mind in any evalua

tion of these responses. For example, since a smaller perce~tage of 

high schools than of colleges and universities .responded to the sur

vey, we may assume that only the more interested high schools re-

_ sponded - perhaps those which had already taken some steps to imple-
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ment the Conciliar Declaration. 

-Responses to the survey were: 

Catholic: 

·. 14} out of 227 colleges and · universities~ or il% 

31 out of 100 questionnaire·s for seminaries, or 12,% 

177 out of 500 high schools, or 35.4% 

' 46 out of 152 superintendents of schools, or lQ% 

Protestants: 

180 out of 344 colleges, or ~-

&5 out pf 210 seminaries, or lQ% 

Revie~ing _ the surV'ey responses .may help ~o prpvide an 1.&nder

standinq Of the ways in Which Chr°istian Students and seminarians 

lear.n about. Jews arid Judai.Sm, a question iela1:ed di~ctly or i•1-
• ' o I ' ' ' 

directly to the Conciliar State~nt on the Jews. Very few of the 

institutions have departments of Jewish studies • . (For the C~t:ho~~cs, 

zero percent of the seminaries, and only 1.3% of tne colleges; for 

the Protestants, zero percent of the seminaries and 4% of the 

colleges.) ~ear~y half of ~e institutions do provide separate 

courses in Jewish studies (44.8% of the Catholic s~minaries and 

43 •. ~% pf the. catholic colleges; 3o. 7%. of· the 'i>roteatant seminaries 

and 37 . 7% of the colleges. 27.3% of Catholic high schools treat 

Judaism in Comparative Reliqion~. A high perc.~ntage of all these 

institutions (68.9°~ ~athol~c colleges: 82.7% Catholic seminaries; 

82.1% Catholic hiqh schools; 78.4~ Protestant semi~aries; apd Sl.1% 

.. 
. ... 
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Protestant colleges) offer Scripture and/or Theology courses which 

specifically treat the relationship of Christianity to Judaism. 

Only l(· .1% of Catholic colleges offer a course covering the 

intertestamental period. as compared with 50.2% of Protestant col

leges ; 48.2% of Catholic seminaries offer a course as compared ~ith 

26.1% of Protestant seminaries. 55.3% of Catholic high schools 

teach the Rabbinic background of New Testament in religion classes. 

37 .8% of Catholic colleges. offer a special course on Judaism, 24.1% 

seminaries . 

Do these institutions deal with (the meaninq of) the Nazi 

Holocaust? Sere the figl.ll'es for the instituti ons of higher learn

ing are much smaller, ranging from zero percent (Protestant semi

naries), 2.2% (Protestant colleges), 1.3% (Catholic colleges), to 

3.8% in Catholic seminaries. (Catholic high schools reported 23 . 2% 

treated. the Nazi period in religion courses, and ll.6% did so in 

: hurch history courses.) 

Courses on tbe history of Israel? 

10.3% of the Catholic seminaries and 5 .4% of tne Catholic 

colleges and universities say yes, but only l . 5% of the Protestant 

seminaries and 6.8% of the Protestant colleges. Catholic high 

schools report 1).0% yes. 

Courses dealing with the theological significance of the 

State of Israel are comparatively low: Catholic colleges (1.3%), 

Catholic seminaries (10.3%), Protestant seminaries (zero%). and 
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Protestant colleges (S.1%) . (Catholic high schools - 25.J%). 

On the question of whether Jewish scholars are teaching 

courses in the institutions, the figures are: 

7% yes for Catholic seminaries; 42.5% for Catholic colleges ; 

12 .3% for Protestant seminaries; and 20.5% for Protestant colleges. 

Only 5.3% of the Catholic high schools responded that they had Jew

ish scholars teaching courses, but almost 700A - a really remarkable 

figure - responded that they invite a local rabbi to join the class 

when specifically Jewish sW>jects are being discussed. Many high 

schools visit neighboring Temple or Synagogue for added lectures or 

Sabbath services (57.7%). 

What are some of the implications of these figures and sta-

tis tics? 

One possil::>le conclW>ion is that the two most decisive events 

which have forged the consciousness of contemporary Jews - the Nazi 

Holocaust and the rebirth of Israel - are relatively ignored in both 

~atholic and Protestant seminaries and colleges. 

It can also be surmised from the responses th~t Judaism is 

taught essentially as a "religion" (in the Theology Dept. or ·the 

Dept. of Religious Studies of Catholic colleges, 7S.6%; only 29°~ in 

History Dept.) and probably most specifically as background for, or 

prelude to, Christianity. Of course this does not mean that Judaism 

Must necessarily be presented in a negative light. But it does seem 

appropriate to question whether certain aspects of Judaism which are 
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critical to Jews as they understand themselves receive full explora

tion, such as, Jewish .historical continuity~ the strong sense of 

Jewish peoplehood, and Jewish religious deveiopment in the p0st

Biblical period as refl~cted in the oral law and · the opinions and 

d~cisions of the Talmudic and ·Rabbinic scholars and teachers. 

In other words, even a sympathetic treatment of 110ld 

Testament0 Judaism in Chr·istian educational insti.tutions wil.l not 

likely prepare students for an adequate understanding of contempo

rary Jews and Judaism. 

Inte.restingly, Catholic high schools score somewhat petter 

on these grounds. Undetst.and~ly., a smaller· percenta~.e of the_IL1 

of:Cer courses in Jewish s.tudi~s (.27 .3%) , but ~eir responses s _howed 

a somewhat fuller treatment of the mean~g of. the Sazi Holocaust 

(either in .religion or in church history courses). The Catholic 

high schools also s~ore~ a higher per~enta9e ~n teaching the h~story 

of the state of Israel. 

The .high school responses, incidentally, appeared to be 

supported by the responses of the diocesan school superintendents. 

50% of them responded . that. ·the treatment of present-day Jud.aism was 

covered in. their sc!lools; ~S. 5% indicated_ tj1eir belie~ that their 

religio_us textbooks carr~ed an adequate and positive treatment of 

Judaism and its relationship to Christianity; 49°~ said that the 

theolo9y ~f Judaism wa~ i;)art of the curriculun1 of the secondary 

scho~ls; . and 18% said the schools dealt w1th the theological .si9-
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nificance of the State of Israel. 

·While these questions may point to some negative findings 
. . 

of the survey; they must also be viewed in the light of the past ~ 

There is no pre-Vatican II study with which to compare our present 

results, nevertheless we have no reason to .doubt· that the responses 

are better today than they would have been five years ago - . and the 

increased positive interest in Jewish studies and in institutes on 
. . 

Jewish..:christian relations is reflected in the kinds of comments 

made by 'the responding institution~. (A s~pling of the answers 

given are carried in the· .append~x <?f the $tUQY). 

For . those who do offer . courses on Judaism, their evalua'tion 

of · the courses · ranges from good to .excel,:J.~nt. (A very smal.l per-

ce.ntage indicated a "poor" response.) 

Most institutions 1ndicat~d . visible r~wards both in .the · 

courses on Ju.daisi"Q and in the institutes ~ As Sister Rose Albert 

The ring :t o. i;. ·' summarizes thes.e responses:: · 

"Almost ~very .college engage~ in an impleme,ntation of the 

Conciliar State;uent stated, iii one way or another, that ~tudents, 
. . . . . ,· . 

faculty, administr.~tion, ·and . the cot1linunity (both . Ch,J;istian. and · 

Jew.ish) sutr9undin9 the i~stitution qe.veloped a .deeper . understand-

ing, awarenes.s, and appi;eciation r:iot only .of eaclt other but of their 

own faitJ;l and. trad:ition. Both Testamen~s o~ the Sacred Scripture· 

became more . meaningful to the Cl)ristians. In these classes, there 
' . 

was focusing· on Jewish · roots that appar.ently })ad not even been 

- .~ .. ... 
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guessed. A deep appreciation of Jewish spiritu~lity resulted. A 

deep interest in ~ewish thought was generated not orily as it re-

lated to Christianity and present-day situations_, but an apprecia-

tion . of the grandeur of Judaism its·elf developed. 

"An awareness of the injustices meted out to Jews throughout 

history helped remo~e latent prejudices, and a~titudes moved toward 

real brotherhood.-'-' 

In general, a high proJ>Ortion of the respondents felt that 

the -courses and institutes encouraged .Jewish-Chris~ian Wlders~nding 

and friendship; moreover, they appeared to evoke e~cially good re
l 

sponses among students. A number of graduate studenta were . stimu-

lated to carry- out research projects dealing with _ Biblical, Histori-

cal, or liturgic~l aspects of the in~errelationships between Judaism 

l 
Question #27 asked for an evaluation of the institutions' 

e £forts at irilplementation of tjle Vatican II Statement. Of Catholic 
colleges and universities~ 27°A> _responded 11 very 90Q:d 11

1 28.3% "9ood11
, 

13% "fair", .6.1% "poor." Among the "very good" responses were such 
opinions as these: 

"In the excellent atmosphere of Jewish-christian relations · 
h~re, we feel we have shown that Vatican II was 'for ~eal • •..• 11 

"Our . s .tudent response is excellent. 11 

"Great progress ha~ been m~de since. Vatican ·1I". 

(Seminaries) "This institution recognizes its ~esponsi
bility to · implement Vatican Ii •s Statement., anc;i .it has· 
taken some s'ignificant steps to. rilSet it; much still re
mains to be done, however." 

-· 
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and Christianity ~ (In one university, a M. A. comprehensive 'exam 
. . . 

found very knowledgable responses to the quest.ion : "How would you 

reconcile Matthew's handling of the JeW!i .in the Passion narrative 
. . 

with . the Statement of Vatican II?11
) FJ;'om the comments of those 

who answered the questionnaire , it would seem that implementation 

of the Conciliar Statement was very rewarQing. The sampling of 

Catholic institutions of higher learning (65.5%) shows an overail 

honest effort to_ implement the Conciliar Statement, and perhaps 

most encouraging, many of the institutions which have made begin":" 

ning~ , indicated .their desire to do more, and many which have done 

little have indicated a desire to begi.z). (Seminaries - .. Badly i n 

need. of f urther development and impl~mentation. Hope to do s9.") 

Se~eral schools requested additional copies ot ·the ·que~tionnaire 

as a basis for future programming. (The questionnaire itself has 

proven to be a tool of teaching, bringing . faculty members to an 

awareness hitherto ~ot presen~.) 

Lack of qualified personnel, lack of funds, and lack of 

t i me·. in already crowded schedu,les appe~red to be tjle major impedi-

ments, rather than· lack of interest or leadership, for programming 

i n Jewish-Christian studies. 

RECOMMENDATIONS : 

In light of the foregoing findl.ngs, ·the authors of tl)is study recom-

mend .1) Colleges, . univers i~ies , and sem~aries shou_ld consider in

c.lu~ ing in their curric.ulwri a course _rela.ted to· th~ Nazi Holocaust, 
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·::~e history an~ · theology of the · State of Israel. These ar~as could 

very. well be covered in a survey cqurse .on Jews, Judaism, or Jewish-

Christian relations. A well-prepared faculty member could cover 

this mat~rial in a course. on the .history of Israel. 

2) More attention should be given to the intertestamental period, 

particularly the Rabb~nic background of the New Testament for 

seminary students who will be the future priests preaching homilies. 

3) To help prepare faculty in these areas, inst~tutes of Jewish 

studies - such as .those . conducted by the American Jewi,sh Committee . 

and the Anti-Defamation Leagu~. of B'nai B''rith - .need to be· ccm-

tinued ~ - := 

4) High schoo~ tex~ooks, .even those with good · intergroup. orienta-
. . ... . . 

tions, need to conside~ more . a~equate treatment o~ -~he Nazi_· ~Fiod 

and the · State of Israel. 

5) - A high school cµrriculwn for the history ,of the State of I'srael 

is needed. 

o} .High school faculties need to be given iµ~re .oppo·rt_u:nities for 
- . 

further· prepara_tion in this .field of stu~y so as t~ be ~le to 

teach more adequately courses ·on Jews an<I judaism, the Nazi Holocaust,, 
. . 

and the State of Israel. Institutes of stud.ies _in Judaism and 

Christiani,ty offered during the s~er months at universities and'. 

. ~olleges can make possible the. necessary education . in these areas . . . . . 

which many teachers never re.ceived whe:n· doing their graduate work 

in Theology, Saci:ed Scriptures, or History". Teachers should seek 
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i n-service programs from ·their local diocesan or archdiocesan offi-

c i als. School offices could co-sponsor thes~ programs with the 

local university or ·college. 

7) The Office of Superintendents should consider taking the initia-

tive in providing in-service education in these areas. 
. ' 

8) The setting up of libraries on Jewish-Christian· rel~t~ons in 

Ecumenical Institutes and in various schools. 

' . .· 

I 
·: ,·, 

I 
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BISHOP'S OFF"ICE 

7 5 GRE:ENEl AVENUE: 

BROOKLYN. N . Y. 11238 

Statement by Bishop Mugavero on the occasion of the 
R~~~ptj.p:n .. ~.~P4.~r.~4 J>.Y. .~~ A?Aer_i~~~.J.~:Wi·.~.~ G<n:p,l'.aj~te~ .o:r:i . 
Thursday, .September 17, 1970 · 

I am. deeply grateful to Mr. Philip Hoffman and to the other members of 

the American iewish Committee who have arranged for this reception today. 

The welcome which the Jewish Community has extended to me makes this 

moment memorable. i had looked forward to this meeting today knowing. 

that I would hav~ the opportunity to renew many old friendships . When I 

a,rrived here this afternoon, some of tho.Se who welcomed ine were old 

friends and others were; I thought, strangers. I have been pleased to learn 

that tjiey are not strangers at all but rather friends whom Lhad never 'met 

before. 

The honor which the Jewish Community has given to nie as a Bishop of the 

Catholic c ·hurch makes this, day even'tful. This distinguished group of 

national Jewish leaders has received me into their midst. They have opened · 

their· arms to welcome me and by that ges~re they have reached out to em• 

brace the entire Catholic Community. 

f'he .affe ctionate tribute which the Jewish Community has paid to m.e this 

a(ternoon as the Moderator of the Secretariat for Catholic•Jewi.sh Relation·s 
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of the National Conference of Catho~c Bishops demonstrates that a n~w age 

has dawned. we· are each the bearers of an ancient message of faith • . The 

Torah and the Gospel have co ... existed for almost two millenia. After these 

many centuries we have entered into a colloquy with each other. We have 

come here today to conside·r some of the questions which are of major 

concern in this dialogue. 

The significance of this gathering can be gauged by the caliber:· of the people 

who have. come here oi;i this occasion. Jewish leaders from all parts of the 

country have place~ this meeting first on their agenda and havt: journeyed to 

the Institute of ~uman Relations to be with us today. Catholics prominent 

in the field of Catholic .. Jewish rel~tions have given this meeting. top priority 

and have travelled to the headquarters of the American ,Jewish Commi~ee to 

share tllls afternoon with us. 

The importance of this reception can be measured by the gravity of the ques-

tions we have considered • . We have conferred on social que'stions of our day 

in the hope that, together, we might arrive at the best solutions to the worst 

of problems. We have directed our attention to ~he twin phenomena which 

affect the men of our times: the ebbing of morality and the wa.n.i:ng of faith. 

. . 
We trust that the spirit of Western man can be revived at the wellsprings of 

the :t.udaeo- Christian Tradition. We have discussed Judaism and Catholicism 

I 
I 
I 

I 
l 
I 

I 
i 
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and, most of all, we have probed the ;nystery of our co-existence. Our 

two faitli communities are irreducible; yet, neither of them can be fully 

understood wi-thout reference to the other. 

The symbolism of this meeting can be educed from ·the very year in which it 

is taking place. Exactly nineteen hUn.dred years ago Roman legions . under 

Titus marched into Jerusalem. Pagan Rome destroyed the Lord's holy 

Temple .and dispersed the Jews of the Holy Land to the ends of the earth. It 

is here in the Diaspora that I, a representative of the Church of Rome, have 

come into contact with Jews living today. By the streams of Babylon, I have 

seen people weeping as they remember. Zion and I have heard people praying· 

for the prosperity of Eretz Yisrael. Twenty-five years ago, Allied troops 

entered death camps where natural death had become unnatural .and were 

horrified at the lethal machinery which bespoke irian's brutality to man. bUr1ng 

this last generation, the Holocaust has impressed itseif on the mind of man 

and has made him resoiute in the conviction that history will not repea:t itself. 
' ' 

Five years ago, the Sec.end Vatican Council issued its Decla.ration on the Jews. .· 

The Ca~holic Church had re~ected on the event~ of 19.00 years and considered 

it necessary once again to re-affirm the spiritual)atrimony common to 

Christians and Jews. The ·catholic Church in the light of the vestiges of 

anti-Semitism in the contemporary world deemed it necessary to s.tate: 
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The Church, moreover, rejects ahy persecution 
against any man. For this reason and for the sake 
of her coz:nmon patrimony with the Jews, she de
cries hatred, persecutions, displays of anti• 
Semitism, staged ag~inst the Jews at whatever 
time in history and by whomsoever. She does so, 
not moved by political reasons, but impelled by 
the Gospel's pure love. 

I have c ome here today to assure Jewish leaders of our nation that the 

Catholic Church remains adamant against anti-Semitism and to giv~ 

assurance that the Catholic Church stands ready to enter more deeply into 

dialogue about the common spiritual treasures that are ours . 

. ******* 

i 
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A T~eolc~y of Judais~ 

Tte title of this lecture presents me with an almost i~?oss:o~e ias~. 
\ 
~cco~~ing to Professor Kurt Hruby from Paris, we are here ''in front of a total 

aosence in the Church of a real theology of Israel, which is faithful to the 

bibl:cal view". (l) We all know .the history of relations between Christians and 

;e•s : many dark pages with a few favourable exceptions in which Jews and Chris-

ti~ns lived harmoniou·sly together. Although there has been "dia·logue"~ theolo-

gical disputes ·and occasional amicable conversations, serious, unbiased theolo-

gical reflection on this relationship has s careely ever taken place. ·.·. 

Th<itological manuals speak about the Old Testament ·but never ab·out Ju-

ciais~ after the coming of Christ. The general, widespread conv.iction of Christ-

ians and Christian theology is simply that Jews belong to the Ch~ch, .but refuse 

to sd.I:lit it. -The words of Cardinal Wiilebrands at a recent meeting of the Secre-

tariat for Christian Unity "Christians usually consider Jews either as a fos-

sil of the past or as future Christians, but we must see them as they are", 

contain elements for a long-term and difficult programme. They indicate not 

<r.ly a new respectful social relationship, not only the eliminat ion of the many 

conscious or unconscious prejudices which still exist, they also point out t he 

task of discovering, in the· light of divine revelation, the significance and the 

i=po~~a~ce of t he Jewish people and its religion today~ of discovering its 

specific role in salvation. history, of studying the relation betwe.en the Chu:-ch 

and Judaism . 

Undoubtedly , this discovery has begun to be made in recent years. The 

sr.ockin6 experiences of the last 30 years h.a.ve opened many eyes. Movements and 

organisa tions have started to create a new c limate of relationship; the· rea~ity 

of the J ewish people has been impresse_d on the non-Jewish world, - a reality 

which can no longer be denied: 
' 

Judaism exists as a strong , living, religious 

reality.. This fact has ·gladdened some ·people, ·but has embarassed and puzzled 

others. What does this mean ? What does this mean for Christians ? A Spaniah 
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theologia~ said in 1938 : "if tho Jewish people went back to ?Bleztic9 an1 c~t~~-

:!li.l:o tl1afl uiuch ha~ happ&nEsd. Another sC.ci6.l cliita :.t is be: r.l crce. tee 

in spite of the many problems which still exist, and the growing di~ficulties o~ 

recent years, the Jewish people as such is really beginning to be accepted in hu-

Qan society. Discussions cannot deny the fact of Jewish exis tence_,nor end merely 

in emphasising its reality, ways must stili be found for the co-existence of Jews 
. 

and non-Jews in a human and harmonious society, - the same applies to Israel and 

the other nations. Theologians, however, remain silent. Of course, a small num
// 

ber of theologians are really struggling to resolve the question, but :or Christ-

ian theology, particularly Catholic theology in the main, Judaism does not yet 

exist. 

' In such a situation, it is impossible to give a clear description of 

Catholic theology on Judaism. What I want to do is : 

I. Indicat.e some condi tiona of the present development of theological 

thinking, which seem to be creating a favourable climate for Christ-

ian reflection on the relation betwee~ the Church and Juda~sm. 

II. Against this background propose some reflections which might be 

' helpful in finding some light in the mysterious ways of God with 

his. people 

III. Describe a personal tentative of theological reflection on the rela-

tion between Judaism and the Church in the plan of God. 

I. Elements in modern Christian thinking, favourable to a development of a 

Christian theology on Judaism 

When one looks at the history of Christianity up to the 20th century 

and . its attitude towards Judaism, one gets the impressions that it was almost im-

possible to develop a real theology on Judaism. I mean by this a real religious 

' reflection on· God's acting _in and -through the _Jewish people. There are many his-

torical reasons which seem to explain this £act, such as the deep cleavage between 
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Church and Judaism about the end of the fmst century, which led Christianity :o 
·. 

separate itself. perhaps too completely.from its sources, at a time when it was 

confronted *ith the pagan world. T~e position of Marcion in the second century 

is s~gnificant in this respect, and his attitude was not only a personal opiuion 

but represented a strong tendency in the Church, which, in one way or another, 

survived for many centuries. Later the close link between Church and State in 

:·~edieval "Christian" Erope, made the Jewish people al.most authomatically outsi-

ders in every respect, - outsiders to whom the only possible at·titude see10ed to 

be that of integratio_n or conversion. After the sixteenth century a defensive 

and apologetic tendency dominated Christian theology. which seemed to be so much 

concerned with its inner problem of self-preservation and juridical structure, 

that there was no room for reflexion on a .positive attitude towards others. 

In our time, the situation and the theological tendencies of the 

Church are changing rapidly. A new openness is c·reating new possibilities. The 

Church is developing a new awareness other situation in tbe world. The Vatican 

Council has indicated several elements of a real renewal in attitude and thinking. 

According to Pope John X.XIII's intention, this Council was biblical, pastoral and 

ecumenical, which means that it reflected anl!v on the origin of the Church in 

order to be abie better to fulfil its mission in the world of today and tomorrow. 

It emphasised the importance, not only of theology, but also -of the daily reality 

of Christian life and Christian presence in th~ world. Therefore, it carefully 
.•/' 

cor.sidered the relations between Cathoiics and other Christians; between Catho-

lies and people of other religions and convictions, - and this in an open, res-

pectful, religious way. 

It seems to me that two elements in this picture are of utmost impor-

tance for the establishment of new relations with Judaism, and for a Christian 

theology of Judaism. 

a) The Biblical reriewal. This movement is, of course. older than the 

Vatican Council; however, the Council explicitly acknowledged and accepted ~ 

really biblical view of the Church and its situation in the world. Christian 
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thinking and theology are clearly becomi~g more bibl~cal. i~ the sense t~~: ::.e 

whole biblical message and revelation are more seriously consicere~ as :~e vital 

so~~ce of life and inspiration. Now, the relations between the Church and Ju-

dais~ cannot be understood without the Bible. Tenach. the Hebrew Bible, reveals 

foe oasis, and the origin, of the Jewish people and its religion. Tenach, toge-

ther ·with the New Testament, is the basis of the Church. This new awareness of 

the permanent importance of the Bible may help us to have more light on our rela-

tionship with Judaism.· As the Council stated "Like the Christian religion it-

self, all the preaching of the Church must be nourished and ruled by Sacred Scrip-

ture". (2) Here I want to make the following observations: 

1. Most theologians who have in fact been interested in Jewish Christian 

relations, have, in genera·l, studied 'only New Testament texts, and 

in particular, Romans 9-11. It must be ad..mit·ted that these studies 

have helped to broaden the interpretation of RoQans, which, for se-

veral centuries was limited to discussions between Catholics and 

Protestants abo4t justification. All the same, the studies remain 

alinost exclusively within the limits of New Testament texts . 

2. There is a general problem among Christians vi.th regard to the so

called Old Testament. · I would ·put it this way : Christians are 

still struggling with the Old Testament and its meani~g for Chris

tians. Scientific, technical' studi_.e~ have always been made a.bout 

the Old Testament, but its actual meaning for Christians is till 

very much a problem. Since the Council more· Old Testament texts 

are readf in the liturgy, and Christians are increasing!~ confronted 
w',""" 
~ the books of the whole Bible. However, scholars have not yet 

been able to indicate clearly the meaning of their message for Christ-

ians. In .general, the Old Testament is seen exclusively as a prepara-

tion and introduction to the New Testament. But, as the Dogmatic 

Constitution on Divine Revelation of the Vatican Co~cil pointed out: 

"the principal purpose (so, not tbe ex:l.usive purpose) to which ~ 
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the ?lan of the Old Covenant was directed was to prepare for tne cc~-

ing both of Christ, the universal Redee~er, and of :r.e :~ess:ar.:.c ~:".§:-

dom ••• " (3) The last part of this sentence co&cerr.s ~he estaol~s::;!;e~: 

of the ~essianic king4om, which, according to o~r Christian convict.on, 

was already realised in Jesus, but still remains to be realised_ in the 

world at large. This means that the Church does not co-incide with 

the Kingdom _ of God, and that the Old Testament remains a permal'.lent 

message for Christians too. But, how difficult it is to express the 

meaning of the Old Testament for Christia~is shown for instance by 

the articles in Conciliu~, No.10, 1967. And, in general the Old Testa-

ment is mostly considered exclusively in function of the New Testament. 

It may be observed here that the per~od in which the Old Testament did 

not play an active role izi!Christian thinking, coincides with the im-

possibility of understanding Judaism. The re-discovery o~ Tenach 

accompanies a new awareness with regard to Judaism. 

3. In this context, a tew words on the permanent value of Tenach may 

be added. The whole Bible is Gospel - Good News - because the whole 

Bible throws the light of God's Spirit on human history; the whole 

Bible reveals God and man, God's intentions and man's response. Ac-

cmrding to the modern exegetical, more anthropocentric approach, we 

can say, that God reveal~ himself to Abraham and his descendants, or 

that Abraham a.nd his stock, under the inspring presence of the Lord, 

became clearly conscious of the guidance of the one true God in their 

history. In their covenant relationship with God they discovered in 

an ever increasing way, who God is, how he acts, and who man is. 

·,, Their knowledge and under::1tandi_ng developed in and through daily .his-

torical experience. Thus, they knew that man is created by God in 

his image and that he has been made the master of creation. They 

knev that th'is creation and the history of man was incomplote, but 

~hat man had been given a task to achieve to complete creation-&fHi. 

f 
( 
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and history. always as ~he collaborator of the Lord, ·•no cust be :-es

pec ~ed as God and who al~ays opens new perpectives for tee future. 

This task of man, then, is one of re- ~reation, of redemption. The 

exodus from Egyp; ~nd B~b~ion became symboljc for · h-.unan history, which, 

according to Isr ~~l 's conviction, is on the ~ay to paradise, to a cew 

world and a new h~aven; the people are always under the judge~ent of 

the Lord, to whom it must be faithful through t he fulfilment of the mitz_: 

voth. Infideitty is punished; exile is a punishment; but the final 

word is always one of consolation and the vision of a new future . In 

this sense, the people always has a messianic role to play for the sal-

vation of the whole world. 

According to our Christ:in faith, Jesus came to fulfil the Law and t he 

' Prophets, and his disciples were given the task of accomplishing his 

work in the world , and in history, always following his example of 

absolute love. and fai thf'ul~.ess to God, always acting 
I . 

in His Spirit . 

When seen in this wa_y ~ it i'.~ cle~r that the whole of 

an essential and permanent value for all Christians. 

the Bible keeps 
. . 

But this view 

will, necessarily, have a favouratle effect on Christian-Jewis~ rela-

tions, as well as on Christian thinking .about Judaism. 

b) A s econd element which I want to mention as indicative of a ne~ possi-

bility for the formulation of a theology on Judaism, is the new awareness of the 

Church of her relations with non-Christian religions. 

It is remarquable h0\1 often in discussions about Judaism and Jewish-Chiis~-

ian relations, the question of relations with non-Christian religions is brought up. 

It is as though a vague awareness exists of the link b~tween Israel and all other 

religi ons; an aware~ess that whoever touches Israel touches the whole world; it 

means a .certain knowledge, or .~elief' concerning the universalism, the l .ink between 
.• 

Is~ael and the nations. 

After much discussion, the Vatican Council put the question of relations 
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~i~h Judaism in the broad context of world religions, at the s~e tice clea~ly 

indicating the specific link between the Church and Judaism . The i~portance ar.c 

the i~plicatior.s of this approach have not yet been fully studied. but the beginn-

ing of this Vatican Coyndil document should be remembered here, which clearly 

states the new attitude of the Church towards other religions. Although as far 

back as the Church Fathers and Christian writers of the first Christian centuries 

:11i.~h na .T110Lin thu Mnrtyr, attributod oll the truth3 in non-Chriotio.n rolieiona 
< 

Lo Liiu Word of Cod who enlight.en3 ovary man, "throue-h the centuries mia~ionariEJs 

often adoptad the attit~de that non-Christian religions were simply the work of 

Satan and the missionaries' task was to convert from error to know~edge of the 

truth" • ( 4 ) • 

The Council took a positive stand when it declared "God's providence, 

his manifestations of goodness and his saving designs extend to all men (5) , against 

the day when the elect will be united in that Holy City ablaze with the slpendour 

of God, where the nations will walk in his light". (6) "From ancient times down 

to the present, there has existed among diverse peoples a certain perception of 

that hidden power which hovers over the course of things and over the events of 

human life; at ~imes, indeed, recognition can 9e . found of a Supreme Divinity and 

of a Supreme Father too. Such a·perception and such a recognition instil the lives 

of these peoples with a profound religious sense". And the Council continued: . 
"the Catholic Church rejects nothing which is new and holy in these religions. 

She looks with sincere respect upon those way~ of 4onduct and of life, those rules 

and teachings which, though differing in many particll.ars from what she holds and 
' . 

sets forth, nevertheless often reflect a ray of that Truth which enlightens all 

~en". ~Tne Church therefore has this exhortation for her sons: prudently and 

lovingly , through dialogue and 9ollaboration with the followers o~ other religions, 

and in witness of Christian faith and life, ac·knowledge, preserve and promote the 

spiritual and moral goods found among these men, as well as the values in their 

society and culture". (7) -" . . 
It seems to me that these texts are important for a better. understanding 

of .relations between the Church and Judaism itself. In fact, this attitude of the 
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!·ruch ~hi~<ing and work are still necessary to develop these ideas of revela-:i c:'I 

rind rclig~ons, a3 well as the Church's place and mission .in this reali~y. ~~ 

11 vory #{OOd nrticle, Greeory Ba.um hns pointed out the con;ploxi ty cf ~i':c qu~3..:. 

:..ion nod t.ho d1voro1iy ot viewo which also appear&d during Vc.tican Council II. 

(10) 

3) In this context one thing is sure. If the Council wanted to see Judais~ in 

this positive aspect or her view on religious phenomen in the world, and if the 

paragraph on Judaism is the central point of this Declaration of the Council, 

then the positive appr~ciation of the values of other religions applies with 

much a:.ore force to Judaism. It has ri,ghtly been observed that Nos tr a Aeta te 

speaks more .about Judaism of the past than of today, but, because of its con

tent, there can be no doubt, that this .Churc;n ··document represents a desire to 

recognise the values of revelation contained in Judaism of today as well. 

II. So~e reflections on Jewish-Christian Relations against the background of 

biblical renewal and of new contacts with world religions. 

A characteristic of the renewal in Christian thinking is 'its sense of reality. 
~ 

Increasing aversion is noticeable towards a theology which would only be the elabora-

tion of an abstract system of truth,, the &xclusively speculative reflection on 

revealed aspects of the deepest reality. Theology is becoming more and more realis-

tic; there is talk of social .theology, poli~ical theology. This turn in theology 

is, no doubt, a reaction against .the abstract way in which religious real~ty was 

dealt with in some centuries. But it ia more. It .indicates tba~ theologians and .,.. 
/ Christians in genej:l, have become more aware of the fact that . God is acting in 

historic events, that theology is indeed reflection upon the dynamic presence of 

the Lord, who continues to reveal himself in history, who, therefore, wants ui to 

read and to interpret the signs of the times. As .a theologian recently re:narked 

during the Congress of Concilium fn Brussels theology has left the university 

and has become part of daily reality. 
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If this js true and if this attitude finds its expression in a ne~ hpproach to 

the Sible as a permanent source and rule or life, as well as in a neft openness 

;u•a~js o~he~ reli~ior.s, and in general, to reality, then the following re~arks . . 
mi~ht be ~e·lpful as indicative of a development in Christian thinking about 

Judaism. 

l) One has the impr~ssion that in 'Jewish-Christian relations the difficul-

ties have increased in recent 'years, especially afger the Six Days' War of 

1967. Many political and politico-religious ideas and tendencies have in-

fluen~ed and c~mplicated these relations. There has been a slowing-down . 

in contacts and dialogues; much criticism of silence; accu3ation of lack 

of understanding and involvement, and afterwards increasing discussions and 

an ever growing field of opposing tendencies. 

But the reality of this fact indicates that the question of Judais~, and· 
beii::ig 

particularly its essential link with Israel is.taken more seriously than 

ever before. This is seen in more serious studies and talks. It means 
-

that friendly social talks between Christians and Jews without real involve-

ment in history are soon going to be things of the past. This may be consi-

Qered as a new, positive development. 

2) The Vatican Council Document on relations between Jews and Christiane 

was certainly not the best possible declaration, but it was a good and 

quite revolutionary starting point. In the ensuing five years since it~ 

promulgation, a rather interesting development in Christian awareness of 

Jewish reality is noticeable. A certain number of .. docwnents and .guidelines 

issued by Bishops' Conferences~ o~ other Cpurch bOdies in different countries , 

show, in fact, an evolution in thinking which, again, is a sign of the reality 

of the Church, which may be of importance for the future of this relationship. 

Let me mention just a few points : 

a) One of the reproaches to the Vatican Document was that it spoke about Jews in 
., 

Christian categories, and did .not show any understanding of hov Jews think, or 

how they see themselves. It is a general rule for any contact between people 

that first a.nd foremost the other must be accepted as he is, not as we would 



I 

••• 11 

like hie to be, pr according to an idea that we cherish. These later doc~~cnts 

snow a development in thinking in this area. The Council has encouraged studie~ 

anci dialogue; several sets of guidelines give more details on this point and 

ecphasize reciprocity. They explicitly exclude all forms of proselytism, wh:c:1 

:eans that the religious faith and convictions of the other must be since=ely 

=-~spected. 

b) Sometimes it may seem that Jewish-Christian relations are important only in 

countries where Jews and Christians live together. Reflection on Nostra Aeta~e 

and the actual situation of the Church in the world have ma~e it clear that this 

situation "concerns the Church as such, since it is in searching into its owm 

cystery that it comes upon the mystery .ot Israel. These relations, therefore,. 

touch the Christian conscience and Christian life inal.l its aspects (liturgy, 

catechesis, preaching etc.,) in all countrie~ where the Church is established 

not only in places where it is in direct contact with the Jews". (11) This 

means that the field of interest is as large. as the Church itself. 

c) Many of the later documents emphasise the permanence of religious values in 

Judaism. Jews· and Christians can learn much from one another, and thus deepen 

their respective faith and tradition. Social collaboration is considered a 

task of primary importance because the two religions, based on divine revelation, 

have a conception of the dignity of the human person and of the world, which can 

contribute considerably to the creation of a society of liberty, peace and just

ice. A recent remark of Yves Congar (with a slight change, because he was speaking 

of collabmration among Christians) points out the importance of such .collabora-

tion: "It ha~ becollle evident to me that common involvement in the service of 

the world in the name of justice, covenant and charity•. is a very efficient way 

of understanding one another, even on the theological level". (12) 

d) Finally, experience and reflection have brought to the fore the signifcance 

of Jewish-Christian relat.i.~ns for Christian unity. This unity cannot be atte.i:'led 

without returning to the sources of Christianity, and precisely J~ confrontation 

with Judaism leads Christiana to reflect upon their origin and the sources. of 
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their faith. 

To conclude, I think it legitimate to say th.at the influence of a renewed npp"v~=~ 

to the Bible, a new openness to reality, to other religions and to Judais~ is oc-

gi~ning to create a climate favourable to the elaboration of a Christian theology 

s.bout Judaism. 

After these remarks which indicate the background of a Christian theological 

view of Judaism (13), I would like to make aome more precise .observations concerning 

the permanent validity of Judaism. 

l) Tf, l'\n h11n nlroady been oboorved, according to Christian theoloey,. the world 

rolig1on~ are a way of 3alvation for the nationo, the Jewish rolieion is so ev~n 

more. There can be no doubt that the books of the Tenach and the whole Jewish 

tradition look forward to the ~oming of the messianic age, the kingdom of God. 

And, if Christian faith and theology proclaim the coming of. Jesus as the Messiah 

and the kingdom of God, they readily state that the messianic age is only fu.l

filled in the person of J·esus in principle, and ia a beginning in the Church. 

It means that there is still room for expectation and preparation for the final 

kingdom. It is well known, that the fundamental Christian attitude as expressed 

in the New Testament books, is determined bf an eschatological tension concerning 

not only the raurn of Jesus in glory, but also a real involvement of Jesus' dis-

ciples in history to prepare for that final kingdom. The words of Peter for 

ex8..!&lple are very clear in this respect, when he exhorts Christians to live "in 
-

holiness and godliness, awaiting and hastening the coming of the day of God 11 .(14) 

Je•ish tradition and religion based on Tenach looks especial~y at. this final 

realisation of the Kingdom of God. Through the Bible and lit~rgy God continues 

to address the Jewish people, to speak his word to them, a word which is always 

both active and saving. 

Thus, Judaism is considered as it is in itself, an answer to the permanent pre

sence of the Lord, is without any doubt, a legitimate world religion, with great . .., 
values· for the whole world. There is, of course, the question of the exact cean-

ing of the relation between· the Church and Judaism with regard to the messianic 

ff 
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reality, but wa will see that later. Here it seems necessary to .::-e.:.::i;;;.::.se , c·•c .. 

from a Christian theological viewpoint, the value and validity o: :~~a~sz i r. 

~tself . 'It is not my intention to enumerate these cany values fiOW , ~hey ca~ ~e 

fo~nd in descriptions of Tena.ch and of the continuin6 Jewish tradi~ion. ?he:e 

~ay be spec~al significance in the words of Pope Paul when, on April 19, 1968, 

he addressed the participants of the Congress of the International Organisatio~ 

for the study of the Old Testament which brought together Jewish, Protestant erlc 
i (.I 

Catholic scholars : "the three families, Jewish, Protestant and Cathol_( equally 

hold it (the Old Testament) in honour. There are, therefore, able to study and 

venerate these sacted books together ••• It is fortunate that the initiative cf 

this joint study has been taken ••• ·this is an authentic form of ecumenical W'vrk 

indeed" . (15) He then went on to enumerate the immense value of the books of 

Tena.ch. 

2) The continuity of the permanent validity of Judaism is fundm&nentally based 

on God 1 s fidelity to the world and to his people. Emil Brunner has rightly 

observed "There is one God, one message, one revelation, one Word, one coveo-

ant". (16) Whatever we may think about the infidelity of the people of Cod, 

the Lord remains faithful. The distinction of two Gods, one· of the Old Tes~a-

~ent, and the other who reveals himself in the New Testament, is absolutely un-

acceptable . There is one God and one Creation, and, therefore, one revelation 

and one salvation history . In this contejt it may be useful to dwell a moment 

on the meaning of the new covenant as it is announced by Jeremiah 3L: 31-33. 

This text is, of course, much µsed in Christian milieu{, as a proof text of the 
I 

establi~h.ment of the new covenant in Jesus~ 
-

In itself this · is correct. But we 

should not forget the right meaning of the text. Jeremiah makes it clear that 

a new situation will come into existence, not ~ecause God is cha~ng, but be

cause a change will take place in the people. God re~ains faithful to his one 

cov.enant, but the newness. will be in men. We believ·e that in Jesus this newness ·, 

was indeed realised, that he·· was really and entirely fulfilling the covenant in 

the deepest sense of the word. Thus he inaugurated the new era, but this does 
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not mean that the followers of Jesus all fulfil the covenant, nor that God 

has re t ired from those who do, or aid not , follow Jesus in this newness. God 

) ) 1 L 1.;:j ~d1'LLli11ly uuu~o:iutlry t.o rc;c11ll to t.hio v.uc.11CJritt.\.t10 111ot1nlt11~ c.i!' ol.u urn1 

ne#in the whole Bible. (17) But it may be observed that a) the categori es old 

a~d neii ·oelong to both Old and New Testament thinking, an~ that th~ New Testacent 

authors, while believing in .the newness realised in Jesus, speak about a newness 

still to come, thus indicating the real eschatological tension of the Church. 

b ) that, when the New Testament books speak about the new Covenant, the authors 

use the word "lcaii.e", which means "renewal" of the reality which existed before, 

and not "J{eos", which would mean "another" covenant, which not exist previously. 

c ) that old and new belong to the reality of the history of God's people at all 

times. And although a final and fundamental newness in history was realised in 

Jesus, according to Christian faith, which is still on the way to final accom- . 

plishment. of which the dimensions are not yet known. 

4. A last remark concerns Jesus and Tenach. I think the text of Matthew 5:17: 

... 

'' I did. not come to ~bolish the Law and the ProP.hets, but to fulfil them'.', 

should be taken seriously. Not only in this sense that Jesus according to 
'( 

o~r Christian faith in fact fulfilled the cov~enant with God in .an aceptional 

and surprising way, but also in the sense .that he really did not abolish it. 

I mean by this, that where his people, or the. majority of his peo~le did· not 

accept him as the fulfilment, the Word of God, the promises and the gifts of 

God, the covenant relationship with God -were not t~n away from them, were 

not abolished, but continue to build up the covenant relationship between God 
. 

and the Jew-ish people, i:i view of the final fulfilment of all the .. prophecies 

in the final establishment of the kingdom of God all over the world, in the 

whole of mankind. 

HI. A personal tentative of the.ological reflection on the relation between 

Judaism and the Church in the plan of God. 
-. 
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In this third part of my conference, I will try to express so=c ideas w~ich 

~ignt have so~e value for Christian theological thinking about the cystery of is-

rael:. 

First of all, we s~ould keep in mind that this relationship oe~~een Cpurch a~d 

Judais~ is put by St. Paul into the broad context of the salvation of the Ceritiles 
. ~ 

and then called "mysterion.f', - which means a still hideen dimension of divine 

salvation history. But it is a mystery which should be lived with, which .should 

belong to the deepest concern of Christian thinking and acting. In fact, this 

mystery has ju.st been neglected and set aside. It has not played a role in Christ-

ian thinking and attitude. We may, perhaps, s~y it has been translated by "con-

version". But, that is rather a poor translation of "mysterion11 

Introductory remarks 

1) Although the Church finds its direct historical origin in the Jewish people of 

the first century, and its basic expression in the New Testament books, she 

knows that she is e~ntially linked to the experience of the covenant people. 

~herefore, the books of the Hebrew Bible were offically honoured as the in-

spired Word of God. This means that the Church wants to be faithful to the 

whole of divine revelation, as expressed in the whole of the Bible. Jesus 

is recognised as the Messiah and Son of God, but not separate from the tradi~ 

tion and the Bible of his people. This point emphmises the fact that it is 

possible that in the course of history bec~e of opposition, controversy and 

apolo~etic attitudes, values of the Hebrew Bible were neglected in Christian 

thought and life. 

2) We have already seen the essential eschatological tension and task which are 

basic to both Christian and Jewish existence. Jesus, according to Christian 

faith, is the true Messiah, but apart from the necessarily one-sided expres-

sions in his.tory of this Messiahship, Jesus himself has pointed out that still 
. , 

much has, to be done, and ·m~ch has to be revealed: "The Counsellor, the Holy 

Spirit, whom the Father will send in .my nam.e, he will teach you all things''. 

(18) "I have yet many things to_ say to you, but you cannot bear thee now, 
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whfln thl'J :;pirit of truth cocie3, he will f{Ui<le yo..:.. ir.to all tr·u:h". (lS) 

'!':·11;,; 1:;vu11:J , l think , t ilnt Jesus.'."ho spoke tn~::ie wc :-<!s, ar.d J cn:., ·.-t:c. ·•!"c.te :.::c:::. 

down, were convinced that not all the dimensions of Jesus' ~·'.essiahsh.ip hed /e: 

been revealed; that this ongoing revelation contir.ues even~ as Ga"::>riel :~o:-e..:. 

has riehtly observed, in the world to come, since there is a per~anen~ :-ela~ic~-

ship between the transcendent God and ~uman persons - ~he human comcunity. Tne 

relation between the ·church and Judaism must be seen in the light of the full 

revelation and realisation of the messianic kingdom~ 

3) Relations between the Church and Judaism must be studied a·nd lived in a 

really ecumenical, deeply respectful spirit. This is clear from the 7atica~ 

Declaration on this ·relationship, and fro~ the context in which Jewish-Christ-

ian relations are being developed. It is also clear that the Church wants us 

to develop this relationship in the eschatological perspective. The Council 

document, looking towards the future., states: "In company with the prophets 

and the same Apostle (Paul), the Church awaits tha.t day, known to God alone, 

on which all people will address the Lord in a single voice and serve him with 
;( {= 

one accord" (~). 

After these remarks, and against the background of what has already been 

said, I will try now to develop some thoughts about this relationship between the 

Chu~ch and Judaism. 

1) ?he New Testament does not give a clear answer. There, in fact, we find three 

different views on this relationship: 

a) The· Church is, in a special way, the continuatio~ of Judaism, 

o) ?ne Church is a break with, and opposed to, Judaism (~;) · 

c) The Church is the fulfilment of Judaism( especially in Matthew, Hebrews and, 
... 

in a large measure, St. Paul) (2:1.). 

Therefore, we cannot simply speak l.n terms of continuity or discont inu.ity. Both 

are true. There is continuity, there is a break, . and there is fulfilment. But 

a+l are aspects of a coptinuing history of salvation. As long as the final kingdoQ 

of God has not been established on earth, God acts in an explicit way through Israel 
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an~ the Church. The word of God is still addressed to !s~ael; Israel s:ill re-

c~ :.v es the gifts of God~ because "the gifts and the call of Goci a.re irrevocable" . 
::; 

(2Z) And, although the majority of the Jews did not recognise Jesus as the ~essia~, 

Ll11~ pooplo romuina noL only dear to Cod· - for it~ election, belov~d by Cc1, - b~t 

it3 n~aative attitude, and refusal of Jeaus as the Messiah, "meo.ns riches for the 
.· 4 

·,.vrld and for the Gentiles". (2l) If the Bible is really to be a pormo.nent source 

of faith and life, if the message ~the Bible remains a daily actuality, then ro-

lations between the Church and Judaism should always be considered in this wide con-

text, in this deep perspective of the complete salvation of the whole of mankind. 

The Church of Jews and Gentiles, in recognising Jesus as the Messiah, is well awa~e 

of still being on the way to the final realisation of the kingdom. She knows tha~ 

in Jesus the kingdom has indeed arrived, has indeed been realised, but this realisa-

tion, this newness, in a way this absolute newness, is not the final·term, but a 

new, incomprehensible dimension of the ongoing divine action in human history. 

Therefore, in the relations between the Church and Judaism we will alway~ encounter 

tr.ree elements : continuify, fulfilment and discontinuity, but all play a role in 

the preparation of the final kingdom of God in a new heaven and a new earth. Thus, 

it seems to -me that God acts through the permanent value of the Hebrew Bible and 

Jewish tradition, as well as through both Old and New Testaments and Cbr.istian tra-

dition, in order to establish his kingdom fully. 

The fundamental reason for this conception is God's fidelity to his cov-

enant, to human history. to his people and ta his revelation. In this context, I 

=ay ~ention the words ot the late Cardinal Bea. Once asked what he thought about 

the meaning of the survival of the Jewish people, he· answered: "One of the aspects 

is that through the Jewish people, the Old Testament remains a permanent message, 

otherwise, it might have become a dead letter". These words also indicate a pro

gramme of listenini~and learning from a Church which wants to be faithful to the 

entire divine revelation, in order to work faithfully towards the kingdom as 

God wants it to be. .· ·-. 

2. "' Thinking in the line of continuity and fulfilment in the eschatolO~al 

?e~spective does not deny the difference, and even the discontinuity, between 
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Juciaisi:i ar.d ~he Church. But it implies that for a Chri stian woo t!-.ir. ic.s a~out 

Judaism. it is noilallowed, on the basis of ScriptU'~e and 4ivine revelation. to 

act as ~nough t he meaning of Judaism and Jewish religion nad come to an end ~ith 

the cocing of Jesus; and as though Judaism vere a fossil from the past. 

In recent literature the differences between Church and Judaism have been 

called ti schism in the one people of God. The coming of 'Jesus, t hen, caused a sp'l :i. t 

within the covenant people, and henceforth there have been two parts of the one 

people of God, moving side by side towards the final and glorious coming of the 
~· 

Messiah. (2~) · 

More precision is certainly needed in this question. W.C. Davies has 

connected thi·s problem with the dogmatic spirit of Christianity as against the 

halachic spirit of Judaism, and he has put .it this way: "There is a Christological 

factor, however, expressed in Christianity whicb is non-negotiable even with its 

cother faith, just as there is a centrality of Torah in Judaism which is non-~ego-

tiable; the dogmatic development of Christianity, in short, remains as the barrier 

to reducing the relation between the two f.aiths to a mere schism. It is part of 

wisdom to recognise this. But this , in it'lself, is not the tragedy of th~ history 
\µ 

of the relations between the two faiths. Rat~er is it that the spirit of the 

Halakah deuanded by both has not been more truly pursued by both, so as to make 

possible, within their do~atic difference, mutual tolerance, re~pect, learning 
b 

and even affection". (2'$) 

Here several remarks can be made. Judaism and Christianity have both 

kno«n a development , ' often in opposition and in an apologetical attitude to one 

ano t her. After the separation at the end of the first century ~hey became two 

separate world religions, bu·t -both remain ~ased on divine revelation and continued 

to develop each in ·its own way, thought and life. At a time when we are beginning 

to reali se anew the essential links by which the Lord of history binds us together , 

we are becoming more aware of the biblical basis of our existence and of the common 

expectation of the eschatologicar tendency of divine activity in history. 

It is, furthermore, worth whil e dwelling a moment upon the way in which 

the Vatican Council struggled with the reality of. thP. ~eople of. r.od . ~sis well 
;! 
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known the Council used once core the biblical concept "people of God", to e:x.p::-eus 

tne reality of the Ch~rch. This necessarily brought up the question oi relatio~s 

betHeen Is=ael as people of God, and the Church as people of God. The Church is 

called "the c.ew people of God" (2l). But then, what about the "old" people of Go=. ? 

~oes the new substitute for the old ? Are there two peoples of God ? 7~e texts do 

not ca~e this clear. But the Dogmatic Constitution on the Church, speaking about 

t:"le Jews of today, states "Those, who have not yet received the Gospel, are 

related in various ways to the People of God (i.e. the Church) •. In the first place 

there is the poople to whom the covenants and the promise~ were made, and fro~~e~ri3: 
Ii 

wa:J u0rn uccoruinl{ to I.ho fle:Jh . (2~) On account of their fathers, as r~garcis the · 

election, this people remains most dear to God, for God does not repent of tne gif~s 

he ca~es, nor of the calls he issues". (2~). The ·Declaration of the Re~ionship 
of the Church to non-Christian religions speaks, (after the coming of Christ) about 

"the Jews" and not about "the Jewish people", or "the people of God". :Out in the 

ex~e~sio modorum it is clearly stated that the Secretariat for promoting Christian 

Uni T.y in doing so "in no way intends to decide in what sense the. Jewish people·,ac.:. 

cording to the words of the dogmatic Constitution "De Ecclesia." No.16, remains the 

beloved people by election, on account of their fathers". This means, according to 
\ 

the Vatican Council, that they remain the elect people, but the exact meaning of 

this ~ust be further studied. 

If we cannot speak merely of. a schism, Jews as we~l as Christians a.re 

people of God , but the dif£erence consists in the realised eschatology in Christ 

wnicn has created a unique si tuation. Christians are linked to, are baptised into 

this eschatolgg_ieal event, but, at the same time, they must exte~d i t5raeaning and 

historical dimensions to the whole of human history, in time and space. Jews, on 

the o.ther hand, remaining faithful to their revealed heritage, and being thus a 

bless ing for mankind, witnessing to the "not yet" of the entire messianic age, 
I ' 

force Christians to become better aware of the dimensions of the final eschatologi-

caJ.. event. If, in this way, both·· Judaism and Church play a role in God's history 

~ith ~ankind, a necessary tension will exist between them; a tension such as tha t 

oxi~T:in~ between· the ''not yet11 and the "already"; but both are on the way to,~ 



and in the perspective of the final fulfilment. Considered in ~his «ay, t~e~e is , 

on th~ o:her hand, an urgent need for a positive relationship bct«ee~ Judais~ and 

the Church, on the basis of divine revelation itself; a rela.tionship, in which 

through real respect, mutual knowledge and learning. an eschatolo~ical, but very 

historic drnamism moves history towards its .accomplishment. 

3. An essential point in this dialectic relationship is the fact that Ju~ai30 

is, first of all, a people; a people with a revealed religion, linked to a country,. 

ana that Christianity is a religion, linked neither to a count~y, nor to a people. 

Here, of cour~e, the tension between particularism and universalism plays a role. 

But, from the very beginning, Judaism has always had a universalistic tendency; 

particularism does not necessarily exclude universalism, both belong essentially 

to salvation history. God does not save mankind in general; he saves this .man, 

~ people, and :through this man, this people, he reaches the others·. It means 

that there is a salvation history. History is always concrete. This salvation 

history and divine revelation take place in the concre~e world, through and in 

events. 
ii ·.• 

In Christianity, religio~ and faith are sometimes considered primarily as 

a doctrine, but then the danger exists that faith ~ay become too separated from 
' 

life; that 'it may become an abstract set of truths. Faith is first of all the 

expression of a real, existential covenant between God and man, which involves the 

•hole of life, individually and in community. At the time that Christians are be-

co~ing more realistic, more seriously involved in history, we are confronted with 

a renewed expression. of Jewish peoplehoo~ in having a state of their own. There 

have been discussions about the religious dim~nsions of the link between the Je~ish 

people and the land· of the Fathers, but still much tninking about it remains to be 

done. It is not my intentipn to di.ecuss this problem at length, but one thing is 

sure, the link between people and land belongs to the self-awareness of the Jewish 

-
people, and if we want to take our relations seriously, this link m~st be thoroughly 

. f~o) .. , 
stud~ed. \-29 We must ask ourselves what this link·, based on th~ revelation given 

in Tennch, moans in the plan of God, and what, therefore, it means for us Chrintinns. 

'1'111:1 yuc:Jl.ion touches mnny difficult social, political, h.\.Dlorical probloin:1 0 tur.v!'l ,..~ 
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others, but they oust not prevent us from seriously conside:-ing t'tis .:fi::.e::-.sion c:~ 

existe.nce. I venture to suggest that the open and religious stud_:r of t!".i~ ;>~e~o;:::e::or. 

~ay help us to realise better the realistic and historic charncter of divine revele-

tion, and thus overcome the unnatural separation of life and faith; the tendency 

of =v~ern theology to e~phasise the involvement of the faithful in social and poli-
31 

tical realitit\s, (;e) may be a meeting point with Jewish thinking, thus creating 
"' 

a better understanding between Jews and Christians. This may promote a deeper, 

COQ;;lOn involvement in the preparation of the kingdom of God on earth. Furthermore, 

this reflection on salvation in history may have an impact on several aspects of 

Ch:-istian theology, e.g. on the concept of redemption and messianism, of ~hich, 

through overspiritualisation, some dimensions, which are revealed in Scripture, 

may have been overlooked. 

This more "worldly" appu.ch of revelation and salvation underlines the 

human and horizontal aspects •>::: of ·revealed religion. This has, no doubt, so:nething 

to do with today's secularisation tendencies, and with the efforts to cake faith 

~ore relevant to peqple today. However, this tendency should no~ neglect or mini-

~ise the divine character of revelation and its tremendous and incomprehensible 

riches, as the Lord showed his people, and as•it reached its culmination in Chris~. 

There may be a difference in emphasis, or, better, there is a se~rch for more com-

plete, ~ore total understanding and expression of divine rev.elation in hWilan history. 

In order rea~ly to collaborate with th·e Lord in the best way for the establishment 
.. : 

of his kingdom, it does not suffice to ~tress the importance of human and worldly 

val\.4es, but basic as they are, they are touched by t.he di vi.ne, dynamic presence. 

Tne . Lord wants us, in his Spirit, to transform .history and the world into a para-. . . 
.l 

dise according to his ideas. (3~) Revealing himself as the one, traascendent' 

God, who brings salvation to his people, and who, in Christ, shows the glory of 

his own Son, the Lord prepares his people and mankind for his final · revelation, 
3 

when '!all peoples will serve him with one accord". (~) and "God will be everything 

to everyone". (3t). 
. ' . 

":)' 

In this sense, God is indeed the future of man (3D). Here 

again we find a meeting place for Judaism and modern theological thinking. Dialog\:e 
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with tr.a long Jewis~ experier.ce of living a real his~ory ir. feit~ in Goe, _ ; -\..-
--0 ·- "' 

r.el? ~s ~o realise better both the norizor.p.di, vo~l~ly, a~c the ~i•i~e vertica: 

ciiwensio~ of salvation history. 

s. One more point of the relations between the Church and Judaism cust also 

oe briefly dealt with. 

It is sometimes suggested that the Church has a priestly character and 

J~daism a prophetic character. In this view the Chu.rch is es~entially centred 

on the sacrifice of Jesus; liturgy and spirituality express and celebrate this 

faith; the clergy, as a special, separate class, takes care of the. ministry of 

sacrifice. This easily implies that this leading group in the Church has a ten-

d.ency to be traditional, to maintain stru·ctures and institutions, sin~e it must 

preserve what has been transmitted. So the conclusion could be that the Church 

leaders ·and clergy tend to lose the eschatolo~ical, prophetic tension and aware

ness; whe.n, as sometimes happens, the Church is identified with God's kingdom, 

this tendency is strengthened still more. Judaism, Qn the other hand, is then 

seen as the people which looks to the future, which is always disatisfied with the 

present and is aware of the divine promises of the world to come. It is the 

people of the future, les pelerins de l'abso!u, the people which bears witness 

to the prophetic, critical message and promises. 

In studying the history of the Church and Judaism, one can indeed get 

this impression. The question ·is, whether thi~ is all that can. and must, be 

said about the nature of the Church and Judaism. The actual renewal of the Church 

is beginning t~ make Christians aware of some neglect~d aspe~ts of ·the Christian 
. ' 

ar.d biblical message. Already the fact that the Vatican Council again emphasised 

the title "people. of God", implies an awareness of moving in an eschatological 

perspective. Furthermore, many Christians today, in opposition to an overe_:j':nphasis 

of institution and structure, want to stress the prophetic task of the Church. 

This, they say, would be a more faithful answer ·to biblical revelation, which should 

always be, or become again, 
/ 

the 'actual sollrce of Christian Life. Professor 

Eaarsma in a recent article 
. 0. 
(") argues that the ministry itself has an essential 



prophetic aspect , because ~he ministry of the sacrifice, •nic~ car.~o: ~e separa:ei 

fro~ t~~ ministry of tne Word, is essentia!ly aimed at the escha~olog:cal =eal:s~-

tion of t!':e kinsdom. The celebration of Jesus' mysterious sacrifice of lo..-e. l:-.-

~er.js to sanctify the faithful and to in.spire their efforts to re-create 

Or. :~e other hand, the ministry of the sacrifice plays an important role in bioli-

cal Juciais~ . In rabbinical Judaism it has almost disappeared, at least in this 

for::i. 3ut, in di·aloguing with Judaism should biblical Judaism not be taken into 

account as well ? Can the question be asked, in what way this biblical Judaism 

and its sacrificial min~stry have a meaning for the development of Judaism ? 

At any rate, the reality of Church life and Judaism being as it is, would a reci-

,procal contact and influence not contribute to deepen and to strengthen the under-

standing and the fUlfilment of the revealed message ? 

I have given a few thoughts on the way in which a Christian theological 

view of Judaism could be developed. Much ·work, study and dialogue are still ne-
. "';'\ 

cessary , but it seems to me that our time of research, of renewal and of opienness 
""' 

offers a very important starting point for a 'real, deep understanding between the 
... , 

Church and Judaism. 

I am aware of the fact that in this conference I have not dealt thor-

oughly •ith two questions. First, I have not ~xamined in detai~ all the Church 

C.ocu::ents, which, in one ..,ay or anothel;', ·touch this relationship. But, I think 

I have developed my ideas on the basis of some clear, official statement s of the 

Church in the spirit of Vatfcan Council II, with the help of contemporary theolo
. G 

gical thinking. (3~) 

The second question which should be developed further is the exact 

Qeaning of some New Testament texts. A certain interpretation of these texts 

has ~eeR-done, as we know, mu~h harm to a religious understanding of God's mys

terious plan of salvation. Antisemitism has made use of texts from the Bible to 

creat e ~isunderstanding, distance and hatred. Modern ~cholarship is en~~r,ed in 
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clarifying many points,' not by explaining difficulties away, but through a better 

understanding of the author's attitude, the spiri tual climate of his time and 

situation, and the limited value of some personal opinions . We may perhaps say 

that New Testament texts, in particular, have too often been inter?reted as a 

kind of dog:natic s t atement, without taking into account the perso~al feelings 

and experience of t°he author, and the literary character of his writings. (3l) 

On tn~ oth~r hand, several texts, and even more t~e background tendencies and 

religious attitudes, which were self-evident to Nev Tes tament authors and which 

have an icpact on the understanding of relations between Jesus and his follow.era 

and the Jews who did not accept him as the Messiah, must still be seriously 

studied. A great task remains to be done by theologians and exegetes. This com-

me~oration of the fifth anniversary of t~e promulgation of the Vatican Declaration 
. ' b . 

"Nostra Aetate" :Z this active Institute for Judaeo-Christian Studies, aiay well 

. contribute largely to furthering and developing studies and dialogues on this 

essential aspect of salvation history. 

.. 

, 
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See, e.g. W.P. Eckert, L Ehrlich~ Antisemitismus im Neuen Testament, 
John M. Elesterreicher, "Deicide as a theological problem", ~ 
Bridge V, p~l90-207 
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'lliE '1'HEX>WGr OF ISRAEL IN HIS'roRICAL ~ 

Lecture at the OJnvocatiai O!l.ebratinq the Fifth· lwliversaxy of the CM
ciliar Statstent ai the Jews, Oc::tOOer 26, 1970, at Setm Hall lhiversity 

by 

Jai:oslav Pelikan 
Yale Uti.versity 

'!be Declaration Nostra aetate, as its q>ening words make clear, is 

a cba.lnent of our tine and for our tine. \tlult the late Jam Q:nirtney 

ltbrray said of another Declaratial of the Cl:Ulcil would also CIR>lY to 

this me: "'Ihe issue that lay aJntinually below the surface of all the 

.CXJnciliar debates [was] · the issue of the developrrent of d:>ctrlne, " and 

the framers of the Declaratim, as the writings of Cardinal Bea show, 

were oonscious of participating i.n such a devel.oprent. 'Any i.ntexpreta-

tiQ'\ of the teclaraticm, therefore, must rea:lgn.ize, as the Director of 

this Institute has noted, that it reaches not a\ly "horizontally, across 

the nations," but also "vertically, through the length of a centuries-old 

histo:cy. " Most of the discussiai at this Q:invocatiai will deal with the 

"horizonµ]." diJJelsi.on, ap~ properly so. But because much l~ is ge

nerally knoirm about the hist.ory of the problem than we usually assure, I 

PX'CJEX)Se in this paper to ~ the "vertical•" historical dinensian, 

placing the COnci.liar Statenent an the Jews i.nto the cx:ntext of the eax

liest s~ in the dialogue (and the J1C11-dialogue1') between Christians 

and Jews. 1biS is, I take it, part of the pmoess of "theological stu:lies" 

(which, pieSunably, include historical stnrUes) and of "brotherly dialogue0 

xea:mtelded by the Declaration; and in my cancentration en the patristic 
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develq:itent I am. followinq the elChortatian of the Deetee cn Ec:lJnenism. 

to draw~ "the spiritual ridles" of the Fathers of the O\urc.h, F.as-

tem and West.em. 

The fw\danental fact of church histozy to which the cmciliar 

Statertent an the Jews points is oontained in the zeminder: "'nle O\urch 

recalls too that f:tan the Jewish people sprang the apostles, her foun

datial stales and pillars." With this xaninder the O>mcil raises to 

the level of explicit fqi:mulatiai the historical oontra9t between the 

early Olurd'l and all subsequent era&. Pbr accoroing to tradition, ooly 

one of the writers of the New Testament, Luke, was not a Jf!!fl. As far as 

we know for oertain, na1e of the O'lurch Fathe;rs WE a Jew, althJugh Her

ma.s and ~ippm, ~or exmple, may have been; Justin Martyr was bom 

in Samaria but was a Gentile. The transitiai xepmsented by that ccn-

trast had the 1lll6t f ~reaching of axmequences for the entize develop-. 

nent of O'lristian ~e and is the pmsq:ipositian for any assessnelt 

of the achie'YB'l81t of the Semnd Vatican Council in this crucial axea. 

'!he earliest Christi.ans wem Jews, and in their new faith they 

found a CX11tinuity ~th the old. 'Dle)' D!IDl!llbered that their Lord ~ 

seif had said that his pm:pose was to fulfill, not to abolish, the Law 

and the prophets; and it was U9eless for hezetics to deny this saying. 

Ftan the early chapters of the Boak of Acts we <Jet a SCITE'What idealized 

pictuxe of a Olristian a:mmmi.ty that a:ntinued .to <:be'j the Scriptures, 

the worship, and the~ of Jewish religious life. 'lbe IteiiJers 

of the church at Jerusalem, "~ c:hurm fian which ever/ church took its 
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~ 
start, the l'lDther city of the citi7.B'lS of the new CXM!nant," folla.led 

Jm!:, ~ "~' in refusi1'¥3 to adcrOll.eaJe ·a fmdanental cleavage 

between ~ir previous life and their new status. Clearly they J.'eC.Cq-
. ).<o.ft'"t of" 

ni7.ed that saiething very new had CXJle not sanething brand-new, but sare- ' "" 

thing newly :r:estoxed and fulfilled. Even after the fall of Jenmalem, vV-- /t.et.J 
J4.<')h>1: 7° 'f\.i>. 

these "N~" maintained cxmtinuity with Judaism; they ''wish to ol:serue 

the oldinanees ~ch were given by tt:>ses • • • yet. ctx>ose to live with 

the Ouistians and the faithful." 

'1he proper extent and Sal()e of that a:atinuity·with J\Jdaism pmduced 

a:>ntrover5y between Peter and Paul, and it went en tml.i>li.nq the Church. 

Various practical solutioos were designed to meet i.nnedi.ate piOOl.eJis of 

cul tic ~d dietary . obsexvanae, but these did not issue in a cxnsistent 

Wi!rf of ~tmpret:iBj the key questial in my Olristian theology of Israel: 

\that is new about the new aJYenant? itlatever else they may nean, the dif

ferences bebleen the WirJ this question was answered in Acts 15 (with its 
~~~ 

intriguing textual variants) and the WtEf Paul discussed it in Galatians 

do suggest the ocntinuing diffiwley wh.idl. the Olurch faced. 'Dle leaders 
f~ .,,. e..-(. 

of lx>t.h sides wem Christians of Jewish origin; despite their differing 

ans_wers, they asked the question of cxmtinuity beb.1een Judaism and Ot.ris-

tianity with a deep persaial poigncmey. ( ~~ 'l - ...t~ 'h ~ .... ~ ~ 
fcA.( 

As cxmverts began cx:mi.ng nm:e. fmm pagan than f:can Jewish ranks, the 

poignancy lessened and the ci>verse side of the questioo becarre roore pm-

\ 

mi.nent. For Jewish Olri.stians, the questicm of oontinuity was the ques

tial of their relatim to their mother; for Gentile Olristians, it was the 
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questiai of their i:elatial to their IIDther-in-l.aw. ~twas offmsive 

about Olri..stianity in the eyes of Gentiles was, to a a:mside.rable extent, 
~-~~M 

\rtlat it had ~ited fnl1l Jnda)srn. Pagan critics l.atpOCned the claim 

that God had put in an appearance at, of all places, "sate oomer of 

Judea ~e"; they sa>Ied the J~ and Christian amoeptiCl'l of Qx1 

as "essentially the deity of a primitive and uncivili7.ed folk." Not mly 

the Gentile critics of Cllristianity, but alao the Gentile amverts to 

Christianity demanded a decision about just lxlw nrudl of the .Jewish tra

ditim they wexe cbli<jed to retain. Mazcicm was a hexetical instance of 
rf r ... J.A,-r-

tAiat may have been a rather widesp:z:ead resenment also atang orthocbx be-,.. . 
lie~; fer the Epistl~ of ~naba.s, while not going as· far as Marci.on 

in its i:eject.ial of the Old Testanent, did claim that the original. tablets 

of the a>venant of the IDrd wexe shatten!d at Sinai and that thex'efoi:e . 
. jf'L.bti ~ 

Israel~ ~ver. had an authentic CX>VeN!nt with God. Tertullian's decl.a- ~..,.,... 

raticm, in oppositiai to Marcim, that "today" there were nore who ac

cepted ~ authority of ~ Old Testaaent th.ail i:ejected it raises the 

I q\IE!Stian whether the nt.Jrber of those i:ejecting it may not at ooe tinE 
\,'\..~~ 

have been a:msiderable. 

B.Y. its disCMJ!rlal of the idea that <bi's ancient people had been 

CXllldelltled [zeprcbati] or cursed [Jllaledictil and by its vigoroualy anti

Marcianite affirmat.icn that "the Church <;aiDIOt fozget that she :r:eoeived 

the rewlaticm of the Old Testament~ the pecple with whan God in 

his ineJcp.ressible neI-cy deigned to estahl i sh the Ancient o:>venant," the 

Declarati.al of the Secxmd Vatican Q:nmc:i.l puts itself unequi.vncally cm the . . 
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side of acknowledging the pennanent tmth of the rew!laticm granted to 

Israel. It asserts, mn!IOVer, that God "does not repent of the ~fts he 

makes nor of the calls he issues," and that then!fore the other gifts 

and calls issued to Israel. axe per11meit, too. But beyood the general 

questim of revel.atiai or of qi.ft and call them is, ma\!Oidably, the 

1 . · specific questic:n of the pemanence _of the Law and of the abiding va-

lidity of the CX>Yenant, with '11hich the inheriting of the land is . alee 

inseparably o::innected. Qi these specific quest.i.cns the Declaratia\ is 
· ~ 

ahoost silent, altlol:Jh LtllHll gentium gives a CXB'IV8'lti.onal treatment of them. 

Yet during the early debat.es .between Jt>daisn and Christianity these . -

issues of Law and CXJVenant wem central. The ~le had declared that the (1 ~ \ 

Law was as. ~t as the a:M!!nant with Israel; but the Olristians,. -r~:: 
- v<Af'Y'-"-

"t:reat:iDJ this CXJ\lenallt with rash a:lntenpt, spw:n the responsibilities · 

that CXllle with it." '!his ~ to JE'fli.sh tl!ou;Jht to be a xepudiation 

of. the lai and of the covenant. The answer wm a stratification of the 
. . ~"" 

· Law. '!be Ou'i.stians cl.aimed to mtain that in the Law of !bJes WU.ch was 

'.'naturally good, pious, 'and righteom"-l.lBually as much as cxmfo.med to 

a r:educti.cnistic cx:nceptiOl of ~ natural law. Ew!s'l C!llD'l9' Jews, the 

Christians insisted, the law of natw:e took pzeoedenoe over the Law of 

raes, as for exatple when a wanan gave birth cm the Sabbath. 'lhus the 

"pD'.M.denoe which laig ago gave the Law [of z.t>ses), but new has given the 

ocp Gospel of Jesus Olrist, did oot wish that the practices of the Je-15 sh:>uld 

mntinue. •· Hence Christi.ans were not bound by anything that had been ad

dressed to ~ old Israel as a peqlle: there was a new a:>venant and a llEJit( 

Law. 
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Although the Law md the p:rq:t&ets ~ ts)gether in the language 

of . Jewish theology, early O\ristian theolaw identified its amse with 

that of the ~ against the Law. Ignatius ugued that the pzqlhets 

had abserwc1 &may~~~~ ~~-~~ta-f~ ~· ~ ~ ~. 
of such passages as Psalm llO and Isaiah 53 Christianity W Jesus as the ~ 

. ~ 

fulfillment of prophecy. ....,_ rabbis who disputed with or.igen a::ntended · ~ 

that Isai.~ SJ "Eefermd to the whole pecple [of Israel] as though a sinqle 

individual," but in the ONrd1 it was intezplet.ed WlillliDDualy and \bllbi-
~ ~ ffl'("~ 

CJUDUSlY as Ouistian Scripture. '1be "ccmi.nq of t:be Lom" in later Jadsh 

pxq:illE!q' and ~lyptic also was taken to mer to Jesm - the Oirist; 

but with the delay in the pan:nmia it had to be divided into blO ~, 

r the fimt. ~ aocaipUshed in the days ~f his flesh and the lle<Dld 

\ st:,ill in the~. 1'hU& ~ty, the religial of fulfillment, 

joined JncJaitl!" in waiting for the Hesaiahl But eW!D in this it was in 

fact taking 9V81" the Jewish SCripturea as its own, so that Jmtin could 

81/fJ to TzyID> that the passages about Oiriat "axe mntained ~ yar Scrlp-

tuxes, or rather not }OUrS, but ours." So assured weze auistian theo

logians in their poasessial of the Old Testanent that they muld accuse 

the Jews not nmely of mi.sunderatmding and miaintezpieting it, bit even 

of falsifying its text; 80, to cite the DOit striking .i.nstanae, in the 

d1Diae bet:Heen A yocll and a W., in Pa. 22:16. (/A?/Y ~Nr ,fr( ,{ft.-~ -
. . 1, • ..:.~..,,/~W nfc::> ~ 

'!bus Christian cbctrine felt able to go its own ~, · without enga:r- 1" fc.=> f '' 
. . ~ 

~the rabbis in that "bmtlmly di.a]J)gue" of "*1ich the~ speaks. x~ 

Origen MEllll tD haw been a. of the fer Olurdl Fathers to participate in 111,.~4 , 
. - ~ 

~·~~ ~r~-
A..t..- -n~,,. .. _ 
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such a dialogue. Origen ff16J also have been the fU:Bt Church Father to 

st\Xl'j Hebrew, "in oppositim to the spirit of his time and of his people," 

as Jen:rre says; accoxding to Euaebi.us, he "leaz:ned it thol:oughly ," but 

there is reasai to cbli>t the accuracy of this report. Jerane, ~, 

was rightly celebrated as "a tril.inqual man" for his CXlrpetence in Latin, 

G:t'eek, and Hebxew, and AuquStine clearly aanired, perllaps even envied, 

his ability to ''in~ the divine Scriptures in both LDJwqes." '!he 

test.incriy about the Hebrew Jcnow~ of other Church Fathenl is less 

mnclusive. But it seems safe to pJ:qlC&e the generalizatiai that', ex

cept for anverts fmm Jndai•, it wm not ·until the biblical h\m\81\i.sts 

and Refomers of the sixteenth oentmy that a knowledge of Hebmw becate 

standard equipnent for Oiristian eJCPOBitors .of the Old Tesbm!nt. Most 

9f Olristian d.:>gn\a ~velq:ied in a Church unenc:mt>ered by BtnJ kncWledqe 

of the origin.al text of the Hebmw Bible. It does seem a pity, them-
. . ~~ 
fore, that~ the a:runcil's Decree an Priestly FoJ:matian Latin is listed 

of her a:ama1 patriJtaly wit.h the Jews," this <k>es represent a la'9 step 

foIWcml fmn the anti~a4sh apolo:Jists of the early Oiurdl, who denied 

to the Jews aey right to t.hat pa.tri.nm.y at all. As tine went m, they 

seemed to take their Jewish cppcuents leas md less seriously; and what 
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their apologetic 1«:>.dts may have ladted in vigor or fai.mess, they tended 

to make up in self-OC11fidenae. '!hey no 1anger' looked ~ the Jewish 

a:::smu\.ity a5 a OClltinuing participant in their "CXilliQI patrina1y 1 n the 

holy history that had produced the Olurdl. 'Ibey no lQ'l9er gave serious 
.-· ,· 
consideration to the Jewish intexpretatia"l of the Old Test.anent ~ to 

the ~ ~~ NeW. 'ftleiefore the ti11;ency and the poignancy 

~------~------------about ~ ~teey of Israel that m:e--so vivid in the New ~bm!nt have 

appeared only ooca.sionally in Olristian tho\9lt, as in Sate passages .in 

A\g\Stine; but these axe oua.eighed, even in Au:]ustine (not so speak of ~ 
!~d~ 

OU:ysostanl ) , by the many others that speak of Juclai sm and paganism 

alJrost as though they wem equally alien to ~t the Declaratial still 

calls "the n&1 pecple of God," which was for lllJSt of dlurch history the 

Olurcti of Gentile Olristians. 

But ~ loss of the "w1111u patrinaly" with Judaism has not ~ressed 

itself cmly in the place aCXDrded to J•JdaiSrn by Olristi.an theologians. 

A DDre s\i>tle and Jt"Ore pervasive effect of this prc>a!Ss is evident in the 

deYel.q:llent of variaus Olr.i.stiar) ax:trtnes theaaelves. Analq these 

doctrines, the ax:trine of God and the cbctri.ne of mm· both bear :marlcs 

of de-Judai.zation. In Jndajsm it was paasible for the same dlapter of 
)~ - C:ri-~ -t ~J ~ -

1 Samuel to ascribe change of puxpose to God and · to de~ that God did 

not ~~, without n!S<>lving the paracbx; for the immltability of God 

was seen as the trustworthiness of his oowmanted relation to his people 

in t:.llf'. oon~ h.istoxy of his j\D;pnent and rrercy, rather than ~ a pri

marily cmtological. categoey. But in the ~t of the Christian 
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<X>ctrine of God, iJmutability assuaed the status of an axianatic pre-
~~-· ... ·. -'•" ... ,. , ...... _ ... - ·--··· _;_' .::_- ...::·-.:::.:·· ......:·--~:::-=-:------------

zation of Christian thought a:n~, far exaaple, to tie f.oDll taken 

by the dlristoloqical CX'Bltl:'OYeJ:sies of the fourth and fifth centuries, 

in which both sides defined the absoluteness of God in acxmdance with 

the principle of imnutability ewn though they cb:ew opposite duisto

logical ccnclusia>s fxaa it. Y ~ ~ -""" ~ ""' ._ ~, 
Similarly, the a:JUrSe taken by the devel.qment: of the Al.:l;JUStinian 

tradi.ticn has been affected by the loss of amt.act with Jew.ish thought, 

whose refusal. to polarize the fme sow.tei.gnty of Q>d and the fxee will 

of man has f~tly been lllheled Pelaqian. ~the label is not~ 

propriate, for Jndai sn has a Pel.aqian doctrine of man but an Au;m-

t.inian doctrine of ·God. AugUstine accuaad the Pelagians of ''putting the 

New Tes~t cm the sane level with the Old" by their view that it was 

~sible for man to keep the Law of God, and Je%afe saw Pharisaism in the 

Pelagian notion that perfect zighteoueness was attainable \mder the a:n

di tims of~~- 'lhe develqnent of Olristian theology in the East, 

especially in the Anti.od1ene sd1ool., mmi£eRed other~ of transoendin] 

the antitheses present in the West and of settirw:J forth "a doctrine which 

Ir 

~ pxcperly ~ callf!Q either Augustinian or Pelagian." But it, too, 

foJ:mUlated the questim in a manner alien tD the Jewish traditian~ven 

~ it so\.lftlt to_ find the answer for the questicm iri ~Jewish Bible. 

Pezhaps the mcst c.ilviOUB ma.ttcs of the nWlUUl pat.rina1y" are to be 

seen not in the doctrinal foma1l•, but in the cul.tic, hieraxdtical, and . . 
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ethical structures of OU:istianity. "lbme gDMth neoeesi tat:iad the Oui.s

tianizatial of many featuzes of J»da1 •. 'lhua Justin U'C)uad that me of 

the diffea:euces between the old CXJVienaftt and the new was that the priest-

hood had bea'l ~and '\ie [the Qmr:c:h as a whole] ue the true 

high-priestly race of God. n In 'the New 'ftstment itself the cxmcept 

"priest" D!ferEed either to .the Levita of the Old Testament, new .made 

cb9olete, or to 01rist or to the en.tire Qlur:c:h-rK>t to the o~ 

mini.stxy of the Qrurch. But Clenait, ""°was also the ti.mt to use the 

tem "laymain," already apo1ce of "priests• and of "the high priest" and, 

signi.ficanUy, ml.abed these teD8 to the I.eY:itical _priesthood; there 

is a similar parallel in the DJ.dac:be md in Hippolytus. For Tertullian, 

the bishcp was already .. the high priest,• md for his disciple, cyprian, 

it was cxmpletely ~ural to apeiik of a am.stim ~·" And so 

by the ~of Chryaostan's ueatia o.n t:be Priesthood it seem to have 

tee 1 ne accepted practice to refer tx> Amai and Eli as exmples and warn

ing& for the priesthocxl of the OlriatJ.an Qiuidl·. 'lhelefore the apostles, 

too, were represented as priests. 

A praminent taken of the "?•"Dl pat:rial:ny" was the~ of the 

early amrm. ''None af our autharitiea give us cle8r infomatian. en the 

~ of the Psalms and other ~ or dlants in the primitive church," 

but we cX> know that "the "1"IDi1:s of the apastles or the writings of the 

pxq:ihets" weze mad in. the Smda}t sezviae, and the ear:tiaristic prayers 

of the Oturdl gave thanks "for the holy vine of '1hy Bai, David, 'Whidl 

'lhou hast made Jcra.in lmtD U8 ~ '!by Scm, Jesus~ n '51lether or not 

the litmw of the early Qiurch incluaad the actual singinrJ of the Psalm, 
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mulating the ~versal cla.i.n5 of Christianity. Eventually these claims 

tNent so far that Judaism becane me in a series of "non-Olristian re-

ligions" to which Olristian apologetics had to relate itself: it is one 

of the unfortmat.e i.nplicaticm of the Declaration that, in spite of 

what it says about -Israel, Judaism is interp:reted in the CXllltext of the 

'NDrld :religicns rather than vice versa. Together with the "other" 

religioos, Jndai sm has an essentially p~toey functim: even the 

exodus is said in the Declaration to "pxesignify [praesignare]" the 

Olri.stian Cllurdl. To Eu.9ebius, "it would be no departure from the truth 

to style [Man, Noah, and .Abraham] as Olristians, in point of fact if 

not in name.'' 'Ihe Cllurch, theJ:efo:re, reqcu:ded itself as the inheritor 

of the promises and prerogatives of Israel. "Jtst as Otrist is Israel 

and Jaoob, so we who have been quarried out of the bowels of Christ are 

the true Israeli tic race, " the ''thim I~rael" spoken of in Isaiah. The 

Church was ntM " the syilagcgue of God" and even "the c::tnsen ~le." 

nus applq)riatiCl'l of the Jewish SCriptures and of the patrinaly 

of Israel helped early Ou:istianity to suxvive the destructioo ot 

Jerusalem and to cnvue that with the caning of Olrist ~ezusal,an h~ 

served its purpose in the divine plan and a:>uld be forsaken. It also 

eJ)ablee Ouistianity to claim an affinity with other religions besides 

Israel and to fonnulate such doctrines ~ the Trinity on a basis that 

claine<l to include the best of toth Jewish rta10t:hei.sm and Gentile p:>ly

theism. nlese and other advantages weze. cited by ~ defenders of Olris

tianity aJainst Judaism; they usually did not mentibn, even though they 
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·oftEn eJChibi.ted, the~ that cme fran the SqlPO&itim that 

in the Old Testatent and in the Jewish elsnents of the NeW · Testalle'lt t.he 

~ Christian Cllurch had as nuch of the t.ra:di.t.ia\ of J1m;sm as it would ever 

need. It is to be lvJped that the beginninJ& of a new "theology of Israel" 

in the Declaratia\ of the Sea:ild Vatican QQlci.l will lead to a new and 

deeper recogni.tiai that SClll!t:hing integral has~ lost &an Christian 

doctrine itself by its isol.atim fran Jndaian, and that themfoxe a 

theology of Israel is essential to the pzq>er fomul.atial of a theology 

of Cllrist:Uni ty. 

(Bihl..ioqra?lical Note. The brief cmpass of a half-hour lecture 
ci:les mt allow for a discussion of either pr:imaxy or secXmdaxy sources, 
1?Ut the follcwinq cac1e1ts 'tlJltJ be .. helpful'! Marae1 S:iJral, Verus Is~ael: 

· Etude sur les relatiQnS entre Cbret.tens et JuJ.fs dans l 'Empire .romain 
132-425 (Paris, 1948) is a a:mpetent sunnary. l(arl 'lhi.eae, ICirche und 
~ynagoge (Olten, 1945) is a study of Bamabas and Justin Martyr. A. L. 
Williarm, Adversus Judaeos (C.mt>ridge, 1935), is, as its s\i>title says, 
I! a bi.rd I S-eoje view of Olristian apology mtil t.he Benai ssaru::e ... Wilhelm 
Bousset, Judi.sch-christlicber Scbulbetrieb in Alexandrien und Rom (GOt
tingen, 1915) is still helpful. Jean DanieJ.ou, Trom Shadows to Reality 
(Westminster, fti. , 1960) and2"he 'i'heology of .1ewJ.sh Christiani. t9 (Landen, 
1964) sunnari.ze a great deal of mat:erial.. Bemham Bl~z, Die 
Judenpredigt Augustins (Basel, 1946) analyzes the nost influential 
"theology of Israel0 in the Latin West. Jamstav Pelikan, 'the Emergence 

" of the CathoHc 'l'rad.i tion 100-600 (Chic::ago, 1971) , a::ntain.s a fuller 
presentatia& of the material set forth ii\ this lectur:e.) 



Remarks by Bishop Charles H . Helmsing , 
a~ the opening p r ogram of the Convocation 

Observing the Fifth Anniversary of the Conciliar Statement on the Jews 
to be held at Seton Hall University 

October 25-28, 1970 

Monsignor. Law; Father Fahy, Mr . Hoffman, Honored Guests, Ladies and 
Gentlemen! 

My presence here tonight conveys, I hope, my deep interest in 
your convocation. My interest comes from the heart but it derives 
9·~~Hi:> f r om my office, as the Chairman of the Bishop ' s Cormnittee for 
Ecumenical and Interreligious Affairs. To say it as simply as pos 
sible, I am happy and honored to be with you. 

If I understand your purpose well , your celebration of the 
Fifth Anniversary of the Concili ar Statement on the Church and the 
Jewish people is not an · attempt to dwell on the past but to look 
toward the future, to work toward a deepening of the bond that 
ties Jews and Christians to one another . 

Since it was my privilege to be a member of the Council that 
so overwhelmingl y adopted the Declaration on Non- Christian Religions, 
of which our State~ent .is . th~ focal point, may I be the one who, for . 
a few moments, tries to r ecall how it came about that the vast ma
jority of the world's bishops gave the Statement on the crews so en
thusiastic an approval? 

Assuming your consent, I should like to quote a few of the 
bishops who spoke in the Aula of St. Peter . Let me begin with a man 
to whom I owe much, the late Cardinal Ritter: " With all my heart I 
make this Declaration my' own . Quite clearly, it meets a need of our 
time . The need I have in mind ••• is simpl y a centuries-old injus
tice crying for reparation. For many centuries we Christians have 
been guilty of error and injustice towards the Jews. In many ways, 
we have assumed that God abandoned this people. Christians, even 
ecclesiastical documents, have charged the Jewish people with the 
suffering and death of Christ . In prayers they were called the 
'perfidious,' the 'deicidal ' people, who ' once called down upon 
themselves the blood of the Saviour.' We who are gathered here in 
this Ecumenical Council have today been given an opportunity to 
root out such errors and injustices and to make reparation." 

Similarly, Cardinal Cushing demanded: "The Church must pro
clai~, through this Ecumenical Council, her sincere concern, uni
versal respect, and true love for the whole world and for all men • 
. .• In clear and unmistakable language we ·must deny that the Jews 
(as a whole) are guilty of Our Saviour ' s death ...• We must con
demn especially those who seek to justify inequality of rights, 
hatred, and even persecution of Jews as Christian acts. All of us 



have se~n the eyil fr.ui t of this kind of . false reasoning. In this 
august assembly, in this solemn moment, we must cry out. There is 
no Christianu-rationale--theological or historical--for any inequity, 
hatred, or persecution of our Jewish brothers. 

11 1 ask myself, Venerable Brothers, whether we should not 
humbly confess before the whole world that Christians have all too 
often not shown themselves as true Christians toward their Jewish 
brothers, as true followers of Christ . " 

I have quoted from the speeches of two American bishops . I 
could mention others but I do not wish to be parochial. Let me, 
therefore, recall the words of the Archbishop of Westminster, now 
Cardinal Heenan: "The text contains these words: •(The Catholic 
Church) has a sincere respect for those ways of acting and living, 
those moral and doctrinal teachings which may differ in many re
spects from .. what she holds and teaches, but which none.the less often 
reflect the brightness of Truth which is the light of all men! If 
then those (other religions) reflect the brightness of Truth, .. h0w 
much mor~ does the Jewish religion· which _is, at the same time, the 
root of our faith. As Pius XI said many years ago: 'Spiritually, 
we are Semites ! ' " 

Allow me to add that, though this saying is often quoted; it 
is rarely remembered that Pope Pius XI made his statement to under
line his condemnation of Nazi Antisemitism. For a Christian to 
hate Jews is to· hate his own flesh and bone or, rather , his own 
soul, the embodiment of the spirit whose heir he is. 

Lest I give the impression that the Council Fathers spent 
their time only in denouncing the wrongs of the past, I should like 
to let the great Cardinal Lercaro tak,~ us from the depth of sin to 
the height of convenant love: "In ·the eyes of the Church, the 
Jewish people has a dignit¥ that has supernatural roots and a cor
responding value, not only in the past~ at the time of the Church's 
beginnings, but also in the present, and that with regard. to ·the 
most basic and divine elements of her daily life." The two sources 
of her ex.istence, word and worship, Scripture and Eucharist, for
ever link her to Israel, Cardinal Lercaro continued , so that there 
exists, not only historically but also "even now, a certain union 
between the liturgical assembly, the Church, at the moment of her 
supreme action on earth, and the holy Kahal, the assembly of the 
sons of Israel." 

The same sense of kinship was expressed by Bishop Elchinger 
of Strasbourg: "We believe with steadfast faith that God through 
all eternity does not recall His decrees. When he sealed the first 
Covenant, He foresaw already, in His ' love, the Covenant-to-c_ome. 
Hence the second Covenant does not annul the first. On the con-

2 



-

trary, the Lord Himself says, of the Law and the Prophets: 'I have 
come, not to abolish them but to fulfill them ' {Mt 5:17) . We 
Christians are therefore not permitted to look upon the Jews as re
jected members of G0d'.s people. On the contrary~ we are bound, so 
far as possible, to search out the treasures we hold in common, and 
together to put them in use in the present time . Anyone can see how 
effective this would be~ precisely now when atheism has spread and 
f l ourishes everywhere. 11 

b}: .. ::-1:-l~ishop Elchinger continued on the blessings the common 
testimony of Jews and Christians, as worshippers of the One living 
God, would bring to the world at large. He stressed, no less, the 
great spiritual benefit that would' come to Christians from a joint 
research and study by Jews and Christians. Jews, he said, "have an 
extraordinary sense of God's transcendence .... They render obedi
ence to the prescriptions of the divine law and in particular the 
Ten Commandments--an obedience that is not only moral but also 
deeply religious. They trust in the liberation of God's people out 
of bondage. Divine worship and prayer, for which the liturgical set
ting is not only the synagogue but also the family itself, strengthen 
and sanctify the religious ties of family life. 11 The .?l .• :,;.:d-i.-:8ishop did 
not hesitate to pay trib'1;ite to those Jews whose strong faith roused 
h .irn to a better understanding and more vital love of the people of 
Israel and its fathers. 

So I could go on, but all I wanted to do is to give you a 
glimpse of the mood and spirit that pervaded the Council at the 
time the Statement on the Jews was debated. I hope I have accom
plished that. My only remaining duty is to wish you a part of that 
enthusiasm, devotion, and fellowship . May the Lord, the God of 
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, bless your work so that it bear fruit 
and hallow His name. 

3 
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You are cordially invited to attend the 

opening session of the Academic ·Convocation · 
., 

"TOWARDS A THEOLOGY OF ISRAEL" 
Observing the Fifth Anniversary of the 

Promulgation of the Vatican Council II 

Statement on the Jews 
Sponsored by The American Jewish Committee and 

·The Institute of Judaeo-Christian Studies 
at Seton Hall University 

·Sunday; October 25~ 1970 8:00 P.M. 
Student Center, 400 South .Orange Avenue, South Orange, N.J. 

This Card is your Ticket of Admission 



B:OOP.M. 
OPENING PROGRAM •••••.•.••••• STUDENT LOUNGE 

CHAIRMAN: .• Momignor Bernard L8w, ExecutiVe Di.rector 
Bishop<; Comminee for Ecumenical 

and I nterreligious Affei,., 

WELCOME: ..•..•• The Reverend Thoma$ Fahy, President 
Seton Hall University 

Philip E. Hoffman, President 
The American Jewish Comminee 

MESSAGE: ..•.••••.. Jan Cllrrlinal Wil/Mlrands, President 
Secretariat for Promoting Christil!n. Unity 

GREETINGS: •••• The Most Rewrend Charlu H. Helmsing 
Bishop of Kansas City, Chairman 

BisholJS' Committee for Ecumenical and 
lnterreligious Affairs 

OPENING LECTURE: .. , . . "THE VATICAN STATEMENT 
ON THE JEWS REEXAMINED." 
Monsignor John M. Ointtmtticher 

Institute of Judeeo-Christian Studies 
Seton Hall University 

RESPONDENTS: .......•.•. , Profeuor Manfred Vogel 
Northwestern University 

Or. Suzanne Knoeffke, O.P., President 
Dominican Sisters. Racine, Wisconsin 

CONVOCATION CO-CHAIRMEN 
Monsignor John M. Oesterreicher 

Rabbi Marc H. Tahenbaum 
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Essex County Chapter 

NEWSLETTER 
AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE / 10 Commerce Court I Newack, N. J. 01102 1 642-1633 

m HISTORIC E\£NT IN ESSEX aJLMY 
3-DAY INTERNATIONAL Caooc:ATJON ON OiRISTIAN-JEWISH RELATIONS 

A.JC Members and Guests Invited to Opening Session 
Sunday, October 25, 1970, 8 P.M. at Seton Hall University 

' 
Iri the perspective of nearly 2.000 teats of Catholtc-J~sb 

history, the Ecumenical Declaration on Jews issued by Vatican Council 
II in October, 1965 had profound implications. As a forthright con
demnation of anti-Semitism and a clear statement that the responsi
bility for the death of Jesus should not be attributed indiscriminately 
to all Jews living in the ti.me of the Crucifixion or to the Jews of 
today, the document represented a definitive turning point in both Jew
ish and Church history and the beginning of a new era in relations be
tween the Roman Catholic Church and the Jewish people throughout the 
world. However, the ultimate significance of the Declaration is depen
dent on the manner and vigor with which it is being translated into 
religious teaching. 

To what extent the Declaration has become a catalyst for changes 
in Catholic-Jewish relations will be the subject of an International Con
vocation co-sponsored by the Interreligious Affairs Department of the 
American Jewish Committee and the Institute of Judaeo-Christian Studies 
of Seton Hall University in New Jersey. The Convocation will coincide 
with the Fifth Anniversary of the Declaration, October 25-28th, 1970. 

A formal session will open the Convocation on Sunday evening, 
October 25, 8 P.M., to which A.JC members and guests are invited. Philip 
E. Hoffman, national president of AJC, and Msgr. Thomas Fahy, president 
of Seton Hall University, will be among the speakers. 

Approximately 40 of the leading Catholic, Protestant and Jewish 
theologians and scholars from the United States and Europe will parti
cipate in the 3-day event exploring the history of the encotmter between 
Catholicism and Judaism, evaluating current Christian-Jewish relations 
and identifying future needs and directions. Papers and panels will 
probe further the relationship of Judaism as a universal religion to the 
particularities of the Jewish people and the~ land of Israel. 



- ---------- ... --
.... · 
-, _ 

}' 

- 2 -

The importance with which Wor14 Catholic authorities view 
this Convocation is underscored by the acceptance of the Rev. 
Cornelius A. Rijk, director of the Vatican office for Catholic
Jewish relations in Rome and Dr. Charlotte Klein, director of the 
Center for Biblical and Jewish Studies of our Lady of Zion Order 
in London to deliver two of the major addresses. Bishop Francis 
Mugavero, .Chairman of the U.S. Catholic Bishops Secretariat on 
Catholic~Jewish Relations, will also participate, as will Father 
Edward Flannery and Msgr. John Oesterreicher, who is co-chairman. 

Professors Uriel Tal, an authority ·on modern Jewish history, 
and Shmaryahu Talmon, a Biblical scholar, of Hebrew University vill 
also present principal papers. 

In preparation for the Convocation a series of surveys are 
being conducted to determine the efforts of the Catholic community 
to implement the Vatican II statement on the Jews in the five years 
since its promulgation. These studies, the first of their kind, 
will analyze the curriculum and teaching materials in the elementary 
and secondary Catholic schools to determine if adequate and positive 
treatment of Judaism and its relation to Christianity is included, 
how present day Judaism is handled and what references there are to 
the theology of Juda.ism and the State of Israel. Further studies 
of the high schools and institutions of higher learning will proVide 
data on courses, progr~ and .libraries in Judaism, Jewish St~es, 
etc~ Tt:ie information obtained will be the base for future acti~ty 
in tra.nSformi.ng the Declaration into living reality. 

Parall~l 1.nten~ive surveys of Protestant teachihg resources 
are beilig done, the findings of which will be the basis of a wide
rang.i.ng program of implementation. 

·\ 
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TOWARD A THEOLOGY OF ISRAEL 

_ A Convocction 
Celebrating the Fifth AnnivC!rssry of the Conciliar Sts.tement on the Jews 

to be held at Seton Hall University 
Octobe4 25-28, 1970 

. - - --
Sponsored by American Jewish Committee and 

Institute of Judaeo-Christisn Studies 

Sunday, October 25 
7:co 

,._. 

~--4-S P.M. Reception for the Participants Faculty Lounge 

, 8 : 00 -P-. M. Opening P-.cogram Student Loung.e 

Welcome: The Reverend Thomas Fahy, President 
Seton Hall University 

Phillip E. Hoffman, President 
The American Jewish Committee 

Message: Jan Cardinal Willebrands, President 
Secretariat for Promoting Christian Unity 

Greetings: The Most Reverend Charles H. Helmsing, Bishop 
of Kansas City, Chairman, Bishops' Committee 

___ for Ecumenical and Interreligious Affairs 

Opening Lecture: "The Vatican Statement on the Jews Reex~mined" 

Monsignor John M. Oesterreicher 
· Institu~c of Judaeo-Christian Studies 
Seton Hall University 

Respondents: Professor Manfred Vogel 
Northwestern University 

Dr. Suzanne l(noeffke, O.P., President· 
Dominican Sisters, Racine, Wisconsin 

Chair.nan: Monsignor Bernard La:t·1, ~.xecutive Director 
Bishops' Committee for EcUi!!enical and 
Interreligious Affairs 

· Monday, October 26 .-
'. 

9:30 A.M. 

·-chairman: The Reverend David Hunter, Deputy Generar -
Secretary, National Council of Churches 

. ":;._ 
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Nonda.y, October 26 (continued) 

Lecture: nThe Theology of Israel in Historical Perspective" 

Professor Jnroslav Pelikan 
Yale University 

Respondents: Professor Charles Fritsch 
Princeton Theo logic2l Seminary · 

3:30 P.M. 

Chai rm.an: 

Lecture: 

Respondents: 

8:00 P.M. 

Professor Edward Synan, Pontifical Institute of 
Mediaeval Studies, Toronto 

., 
/ ' 

Rabbi Mordecai Waxman 
Jewish Theological Seminary 

"A Theology of Jud.s.ism--A .Chrlstian Perspective" 

D::•· Cornelius Rijk, Director 
Vatican Office of catholic-Jewish Relations 

Profe.ssor Ellis Rivkin 
Hebrew Union College 

.P: .. ·o:fes·sor-Frm1k.:. ·Cr oss
.Jial: v&fds=Uaiversity · · 

Chairman: ~rofessor Gerald Sloyan, Chninnan 
Dcpartm.ent of Theology, Temple University 

Lecture: "A Theology of Christ:ianity--A Jewish Perspective" ' 

Professor Uriel Tal, Hebrew University 

Respondents: Professor Asher Finkel 
New York University 

The Reverend Marcian Strange, O.S.B. 
Saint Meinrad School of Theology 

Tues <l2y, October 27 

9:30 A.M. 

Chairman: 

---
~- ·' -

.. 7 

The Reverend John Sheerin, Editor 
. The Catholic World 



...... 

Tuesday, October 27 (continued) 

Lecture: 

·. 

Coaiments: 

3:30 P.M. 

8 :00 P.M. 

"A Survey and· .Evaluation of Christian
Jewish Relationships since Vatican II" 

Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum, National Director, 
Interreligious Affairs, The American 
Jewish Committee 

Rabbi James Rudin, American Jewish Committee 
Dr. Gerald Strober, American Jewish Committee 
Sister Rose The-ring, Institute of Judaeo-Christian 
Studies, Seton Hall University · 

DISCUSSION GROUPS 

Chairman: The Reverend Patrick ~affney, S.M. 
St. Louis University 

Lecture: "Theological Significance of the State of Israel: 
A Jewish Viewpoint" 

Professor Irving Greenberg, Yeshiva University 

Respondents: Professor Shmaryahu Talmon, Hebrew University 

Rabbi David Silverman 
Jewish Theological Seminary 

Wednesday, October 28 

9:30 A.M. 

Chairman: Dean Leon Jick, ~~ 
Brandeis University 

Lecture: "Theological Significance of the State of Israel: 
A Christian Viewpoint" 

Dr. Charlotte Klein, 
Frankfurt University 

Respondents: Professor Roy Eckardt 
Lehigh Un~versity 

The Reverend. Edward H. Flannery, Executive 
Secretary, Bishops' Commission on Catholic· 
Jewish Relations 
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Wednesday, October 28 (cont~nuetl) 

1:00 P.H. CLOSING LUNCHEON 

Chairman: Bertram Golq Executive Vice-President> 
The Am.ericgn Jewish Committee 

Invocation: R.:ibbi Arnold Lesker, Presidcmt 
Essex County Board of R.e.bbis 

Sum:ns.ry: "Achievements and Future Needs" 
,.1 

Rabbi Abr~hem Heschel 
Jewish Theological Seminary 

Monsignor John M. Oesterreicher 
Seton Hall University 

Closing Remarks: The Most Reverend Francis J. Mugavero,, Bishop 
o .f Brooklyn, Episcopal Hoderetor of the 
Secretariat for Catholic-Jewish Relations 

Benediction: The Most Reverend Thomas A. Boland, Archbishop 
of Hews.rk 

-_.. 
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SEn>N HALL CONVOCATION· OCTOBER .25-28, 1970 
JEWISH PARTICIPANTS 

· • - _. - .. - ~ - - 49 .. - .. ~ - • - ~ - •• - - .. - - - - - - - - .. • 

Fi~el,, · 1-aber, Rabbi, Profesa.9r 0£ Religlon, New York University,. 
· New York, New Yor:tc 

Friedman, ~~e, Pi'Qfessor of. Religion, Te!Qple UniW1'sity, 
Philadelphia, Penn8ylvania 

Grayzel~ Solomon, Rabbi, Professor of ~tory, Dropsie University, 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania '· 

Greenberg, Irving,. Rabbi,. Professor Qf- History, Yeshiva Univ.ers~itf ~ 
Bew York, New York 

Hescbel, Abraham"' .Joshua, Rabbi, Profeasor of J~wish Eth~s and 
Mysticism, Jewish Theological Seminary of. America, ·New York, 
New York · : 

.Jick, Leon, Rabbi, Direetor Philip·. I:Qwn Centet." for Contemporary 
Stud~~. Brandeis University, Waltham, MassacbuBetts _ 

Rivkin, Ell.is, Adolph s. _Ochs Professor of Jewish History, Hebrew · 
Union q.~llege-Jewish Institute of · Rellgion, Cincinnati,_ Ohio 

y 

Bud~, A. James, Rabbi, Assistant D~ector, Interr~ligious Affairs 
Departm~nt, American Jewish Committee, New York, NE!W Yo.rk " 

Silverman, ~avid W., ~bi, Professor of Philosophy of .Judaiam, 
Jewish Theological Seminary of America, New York, New Yori;< 

.Tal, · Uriel, Professor of Jewish History, ·uebrew University, 
Jerusalem, Israel 

Talmon, Shmaryatm, Professor of History, Hebr~ University, 
Jerusalem, Israel 

TanenbauD111 Marc H., Rabbi, National Directo~;. In~errelig:ious 
Af falrs Departmeflt I American J~wish eommitt'ee·, New York, New 
York · · · · 

.. - : '~ 1 . . . 

Vogel, Manfred, Rabbi, Professor of Religµ>t'l 1 ... N,orthwestern .University, 
Evwton, lllinois · ·;. · · · · 

Waxman, · Mordecai, Rabbi, Professor of · ..... 
. Jewish Theological ~DUY of ~er1ca1;1 ~ ~York, New York 

. : ~ ... ,'_' 
Wyschogrod, Michael., Professor of . P~ilf?~hy., .. ~arucb Col.lege, City 

·Unt.versity of New York, New York, :New ,.y~rk · ; 
' . ''. ·~ 

• 
! · 
'i .. 

·
' 



SETON HAU. COIVOCATlON OCTOBER 25•28., 1970 
PROTES~ PARTICIPANTS .. 

- ---- •· . ~- - - -- - - • · - -- - - - -·· - ~ - - - - - ~ ~ -
Cross, .· Frank H,. Jr. , .~. Professor of Hebrew and . C>riental 

Lmlguagea, Harvard University. ·Cambri~e, _Massac~etts 

Eckardt, A.· Boy, Professor of Religion, teh18h ·Vniversity. 
Bethlehem,, PennSylvania 

~ 

. ~ 

Prit:scb. ~~es T., kofessctt of Hebr~· and Old 'festament 
. Litera~, r.rincetoJ;l theological .~inary :t PrincetODt 
.New '~sey· -

. .. ( , . . 
Bunter, David, Deputy Gen~l Secretary~. Ratio•l Council of 

Churches~ -- York. fie~ York 

Olson, ·Bernhard, B .. , Direetor· of Interreiigiou~-'-.Aff~, Nat$.~nal · 
Conference of· Christians and Jew., ·New Yo~k, :NeW- ·York - " 

Pelikan~Ja~a·s11Jiiy;:.:J~, Titus Street Pro,feasor of Ecclesiast~eal 
Bis~ry, Yale Divinity School, ·New Haven, Connectic\it 

Stmb~. Gerald s., Consultant 1n Religious CUrricula, The · American 
.Jewish Committee, Bew York,. &ew York . 
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·DRAFT Septetnber Z9, 1970 

AR nmlODUCTION TO SE'fON BALL PROGRAM 

Oil October 25, 1965, Vatkan Council Il adopted by an over• 
·' . 

wbe~miq vote the Declaration on Ron-cbrlsti.an BeligiOllS whl~h ~ecame 

·~: popularly as "rile Jewish .Declaration".~ In the perspectl~e .. of 

ttie· .seveial 7ears during w~h tbe vario~ t~s ·of the declaration 

w.ere considere~. ~ revised, the final clO,cument eould be repr.ded as 
~ ~ . .,_, 

a ·.mlXed l)chievement. ID 'tbe perspective of 1900 )'l!Br& of .Jewf.Sh-·. ... . 

~~tian history, the declaration is -to be CODS icier~,.. 88 8 monumental . . 
~ t 

achievement an4 a ·tumiag pitint toward impro"'d relations be~: 

ca~holks and .Jews a.l~ over the world·. 

Despite· r~visions, :about 80me· of che· wording ln the ftna 1 text, 
~ . 

it is clear that .the .4eclaration became an historic new . foun~t·ion on 
., 

~~lch . has already b~en erected substantial. accomplishment in ~overing 

t~ ~~Uc:es of aat·l·S')!mi~'ism .a.nd in establishing the bases for· '4eepen.ed 
•, 

l(llltual ~r·stamtiag ad respect '.between ~ist:lans and ~ews. - 'llHl 
. . . 
~ollo~ developmenc:s ~ulcthave been ~ssible witha.ut ~he passage' 

of tbe deClaration aa4 ~ entire reeducation ~ocees- that it helped . . . 

iaa~at~: 

~ "Guide-lf.nes" .a4opted by t~ ~~can<a.t~ltc· beira~ehf. 

in 1967 ti?hich spel~d· Ou~ in detail specific iastrb.ctions. for combat~ins. . : • . .. . . 

0 -

anti-Semitism, correct~g 0t~chf.n.g about .Jeus 8nd Judaism, and 1n . .. - . 

. P,aeral . opening me!Diug~l co~t_.cation bet:ween the Catholic and 
. . ".. ". ·. . 

' ., - .. . .. 
Jewlsh ~ples. . , . · 

.f 

· o 
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Various sets of guidelines adopted by: loca1 d1oees~e tbraugh• 

out the united States. 

Whole new prog1:ams. of revision of -teaching materi81$ mm tile· 
introduction of new education programs f.n t~ rellgious ·school system&. 

Perhaps the spirit of. this movement forward was· beat: summarized 

-in a stacement issued by the· catholic Bishops ·of this eounu,. la 

November 1966 in ~hange of tributes between the Bishops aud tea•rs 

of the American .Jewish ~ittee at a ceremony beld at catholic 

tlniversi~ on the. occasion of the first a;amaiversa~ of . the promnlgatioli 

of . the. Conc~11ar ~~tement on -the Jews. '1'll1s Catholic message was 
.. -

entitled ''To alltf~F Jewish friends" and read as follows: 
·~ . .. 

~.. the Csthollc- Bishops of this country warmly 
reaffirm the dee laration of the Fathers of Vatican 
Council 11,_ that Cbrf.stiam and Jews are all children 
of God •. all sbarfng "Bis providence, His maaife.stati<>n 
of goodness, Bisss~v!Qg destp." 

Ve re~all with deep aat1sfact1on, the patient 
a;md frlendl7 dialogue in which so many representa~ives 
of the J'ew~h faith participated during the Counell •. 
These persqaal conversaticma-. . . extending over a . four 
year period. e=f.cbed the Church'$ awareness of the 
.. spiritual patrimony common to C~istlans and Jews , ·n 
the common heritage of salvation . .-ia _ t .he cc>venaut 
made 'between Goel and Abraham and his : ·descendents •. 

In tide- e=baage of tr~uees~ we catholic 
- people of the United States salute our Jewish bro~bers· 
anew, and pledge- ourselves to continue .f9ster1ng · 
stronger and more extensive bonds of mutual understand•· 
ing, of respect and of cooperati~. It · 1s· our prayer 
that tb1- oecasion may inspire further confidence that 
men of all faiths can aid one another iD attaining 
peace and live as brothers. 
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In the_ spuit of this message, and ~ order to celebrate . ·the 

Fifth :.AnniverS$1:Y of the Promulgation .of the ·conciliar Statement on 

the Jews, the Ame_rtcan Jewish Committee ~d the Institute of Judaeo• 

Chrl~tian: Studies bev~ joined in convening thf.s scholatly .colloquium 

~t seton !1811 Uaiver.sity. 

$1 ~versary la a time to 16ok back to count oiae·'s blessings, 
. . . ·~ ~ . :'\. 

~ -~ . 

and to take stock. We _hope _ t~ do ali this buf·. ~.Je would like to do 

.more. We intend to look forward, . to evaluate .oqr unmet. needs., to 
{' . 

move :abead on the path of theological understanding and mutual 
. . 

acceptence. 'lhus v~, have given our colloquium t~e title, ''ToWar~ ~ 

Theology of Israel." 

·.'·~ 

\ 

\ 

<. 
<: 0 . .. <: '.·-. 

' - . . . . 
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CA!@OLIC FARfiCIPABrS_ SE!O!. HALL ·eotiVOCA!mN • . Oft&BEl .25-28 •. mo 
.. . ,:. . . . . ~. ~ ' -

Ellis,. De_ tteverem.t~ feter?' bofeaad of iserd btpture• ~ 
- 0£ _.Beltgtou&: 1Mvc8'1-'0·· i'~ -Utdvenley it liew tork, ... York 

r1__.,, ·ne Revenn4 .Edvard a..• BHee:utlve :Seeretav. seeretaiat for 
· CathOUc·J~ ltelatiou8 of tli6 lat!ane1 .Coaferenee of Catholte 

Btshops, BeEOll Bat1 Vaiverdt7. South $rimget Bew 3-sey ' . 
--·'\.. 

-~_. ___ .__ k Boo·--~ ~:..-Aw.-.. of lbe01 .... - ~b~··- Vnl.,,~•&<l"'-
.. ~~'W~j a,. : l.Ul>cu.. -~ .CPo-e · . ~· ~"~·~ .. ·~ll;ll-.1 ·• 

MlltfaWlee, ·wucomda 

Gaffllq. S.H., TAe Bever-end Pdri.ek,. l'lofU.01' •• Bleology-,, . Sc.. loa1s 
. ~veraity, St. louls, Mlssaur1 · 

ta.~ln. Dr. ~lOCht ~feaaor of~-. IY-*fur~ Univm:"ait:y. . Genlan7 . . . 

le8'De7 •· 'Ille 'ae..emt hterlf ·fit•fesaer of &atonal Scrlpiure· •. Ille CathOlk 
- - UDS.veniey of .._tea, Wae~a. 1>. e. 

lml#a.4:., ae RewreDd .Joaepb, eo-~ Qi#bolic-Jewtsb ae.tatltms 
. Brooklyn ·and Q:ueens 

·E&Jg~-.. C.P. • n,e Be--v.ad 111eher4, Phf•sor: of &ew Tes&aent; Cheu-
~' Depar.f;mellt of theology, St. Jow Vnivereltyt. 1'ew ton, He111 
Ycmk 

~~ o.P., !he Beveread c •. . ThomM, Pmfeaaor of • rest~; Chair• 
n..,....,;..__.. ~ 'ft-_.,........,"9 ...___.. A-a•.---:a· ,.._""'&"-- :of w..-.io · man. -..--- o_.. ~""""a.a ... .,o-ams, -.~ ~ .._...,..... . ~· gy., 

·Dubuque" 'Iowa .;;;.;:. 

•~1ey •. She·~ Joba,, Doetoral -~ldat•~ De~taent of Hel>rew 
· CUltur.e. a. YQr.lt ·Udv.nt~, Rev for&.,. llrnt York 

Murphy,, ·e •. Cam •• 'l'he Beveren4 lolaed;, Profeaaor of Old Teaceueat, ...._,......, __ ..__ • ....., __ • '"?==•JdS' ._. ____ .ftft Bew J.-e . 
·S"S~WQ ~-• .._... ~ L-,,._ ~5~~. . 17 

rtoefike-, o.•. .• nr. &1z.-.,, rreaf.dent, Domluica Slaters ... lac~, 
· wt.aeomin · 

\ . 

Oesterrekhn. llBP'. ..JOlm ·II., Direct.or, 'lust~e of -Judaeo·~~ian 
Studtea • . secen lltll Uaivera:tt:r • . SQu~~ Ol'age., Rew .Jeney 

eawUkowefd, !be ~ John, Pw>feasor oi 1heol08)', Catholic Union 
Tbeologleal SemlND:y~. Cblcago., JUt•is ' 

Rljk. Ute &eveftlld Conelius, Dked.or, Vatican Office qf· Catbol~~ 
Jewish· &elatleas.. Rome 

. ..... 

. ; . 
.. .. 

·~·· -o 
T / 



ae.ta, tile-~ .Jolmt E4ttar11 TM Catholic VorJ.4. llaw York, 5aV 
York 

~ .. fte ae..- Oerald~ Cbdran. Deparlw:OC of Bellgton. Wemple 
VU.ftfttty. lbUldelfbh, Pa. 

Stnage •. o.a.a ... the &nenact .Harctaa. :eroraaaor of :Sact"ed Scrtpem:e. 
It. llet.tred s..taary. St. ·Metnrad~ IDdl!ma 

.~lla~ c .. r .• De ltewnnd Caa:otl,. tnfas:or o.f Bacme4 SCdp~e1 
.$t. Joba ·Unlvenlcy, 1fa Y~ .Bew Y.aQ 

$Ja&D. 'Ille &anna4 Sdw.ard. h'ofu.- 0£ !le41aeva1 l'bil0tlophy$ 
hBUial lmtclaate of. Recl1aeval Stadia; TnQmo, ·Canada 

lbedaa. O.P., Dr. aoae. lro&r• Co•Oxdlutor:t tastltde of J'Udaeo
Cbrlatlaa Slud•es. $.!ton Ball Uniftl.'8ltyt South Orange, lte1I JenfJJ 

Vde, S.L. t .Dr. .Aaa fatnck, Aeelatant Director• c:o-taaion OD Faith 
ad O.da• llationa1 Coacll of Clmnllea> Bew YOS. Bew Yoft. 
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SEtoB HALL COlftOCAftOJ. ocmaa ·2_$~2s. 1t10 

Dl'l'RODUCftOR 

oa OKober 28. 196.S. Vs.t•can Council ll=:adqpted the Declara

~ioo on lion-Christi.en ·leltgions· Which provided a . new. basis f.or 

mutual und~staQding srul c~ive dlalogue between catholics aed . .Jws..

What~ver c~e resenaUona. aout ·aa~~ of the decluatiou, 
• ,'' . 

Pl4DY coas.t~Five YeSUlts have dewlo.ped &om the. ConcUiar stateant 

on the Jewii.' ID RovetribU, 1966, a yea: afte~ ite ~sat.ion. tbe 

Catlto~ic .Blsbops .of tbJ.lJ CO\lrlt'ry, la aaaver to a tribute by Jewish 

le~. 1Mrldy naffil'med the declaratloSl, recalled "the patient-. 

• fri.ndly dialogue 11' whieb ao many rf!J¢eaedt4Civea of the Jewish 

faith participated during the Caunctl,.u and pleclged themselves -~to 

continue fosterbg stnmger and mM"e extensive- bonds of mutual und~ .. 

standing. of respect. ad of·· cooperation." 

1n 1967., tbe. ~- Catholic hierarchy adopted .a aet of · 
.. ,: r" . . . • 

guideline.a ~h adv~,ed ·taholle-JeWlsh .relations:~even . further 
. . 

through specU1c r~ttou for tombating eml•Semf tlam, cor• 

rect.J.ng 4ts~u ~ about Jews aacl- Judai'1D• end eseh¢ng . . 

proaelytiam a& a wotive· for dialogue. 

h order t<> celeb~at· Che !fifth Amliveraary of Che ftoa:!Ulga~ 

ti.on of che Cmciliar ··Statement oo ~ Je•, the ~loan Jewis~ 

Committee alld t:he .lfist.1tute of Judaeo-Cbristf.~~-~tes ·have joined 

~ .~~~~ng. this scbcil.arly colloqulum ~t setU llall llnivm:ealty. 

· .. 
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SETON~- COBVOOATlON, ~BB 25-28• 197l>· 

An amil.wrsary is a time to look back to eount one• s bless• 

tnss,. fD.111 to t~ stock.. .We-ha" to do -.~1 .. tbis. but we wioutd .like to 
. . -

do mo.re~ We intend ~ look &$ard ta evaluat.e our unmet needa,. .i:o 
. . . . 

moYe· abe-4 qn Che path 0£ theological unde"CetamH.Qi aa4 mutual 

aeeeptence. !bUs. we have- glven ·eur eolloquf.um the :title; "'fowar4 a 

theology of .tnael." 

~. ·. . 
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE 

Paris Office: 30, Rue la Boetie, 75 Paris 8, France • Elysees 69-ll, 83-63 • Cable: Wishcom, Paris • Zachariah Shuster, European Director 

FO-Eur 
June 23, 1969 

MEMORANDUM 

To: New York Office 

From: Zachariah Shuster 

Subj: Sperry Center 

I received a report from the Sperry Center at Pro Deo University 
with regard to tbe activities of the Center for the period March 1 
to May 31, 1969. A copy of it i s enclosed herewith. 

You will notice that research on th~ current study ls now under 
way, and we hope to receive some reports about it in the course of 
the coming months. 

The Vatican newspaper, l 10saervatore Romano. recently printed a 
lengthy review of the study ''Religion and Pr ejudice" published by 
the Sperry Center. A full translation of it is enclosed herewith .. 

The review is written in the usual style of the Oseervatore Romano, 
which 'souods rather ·involved to those who are not accustomed to it. 
The gist of it, however, may be summarized in a few words.. While it 
praises the rigorousness of the methods and the seriousness with 
which the study was made, it bas reservations .with regard to the 
final conclua.ions, and on two _groupds : first , that the scholars who 
under take such a study must look inevitably at the subject from a 
certain point of view which puts them in the center. · the second, 
more important observation, i s that respect to other religions and 
ethnic groups mui t oot involve an obliterati~p of differences. Or, 
to put it more drastic.ally, tha t negative remarks made by one reli
gion with reg~rd to another ar·e not always a sign of lack of respect, 
but an emphasis of difference. This is the sense of the title of 
the review, that ethnocentrism can be either positive or negative; 
and the write·r of this review seeks to find a balance between both 
of these attitudes. · 
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SPERRY CENl'ER FOR INrERGROUP COOPERATION 

Report. on the activities from March 1st to May 31 

l 9 6 9 

Presentation of Study -

The meeting for the presentation of the published volume ''Religion·; 
and Prejudice" at the Libreria Paesi Nuovi on .March 26 was very suc
cessful. Some 100 people attended the meeting, am0ng whom were jour
nalists, publishers and professors of pedagogy and sociology. Also 
Prof. Glock, from Berkeley University attended the meeting; and 
Professors Achille Ardigo, Mauro Laeng, Domenico Grasso gave a full 
report on the book and a .discussion followed mainly on the problem 
of teaching and the way to combat prejudice in the schools. The judg• 
ment on the research was very favorable and people were very interested, 
considering che research a new start. in a very important field. Articles 
on the book appeared in the n~wspaper 11 QuOtidiano, i•osservatore Romano 
and A~A, which is the-most important news agency in Italy. ·other re
views will appear on scientific journals. 

A meeting i~ being prepared for September 1969 in Milan, at the Libreria 
Rizzoli. 

Research 

Several meetings of the Sperry Center staff have taken place to discuss the 
items and methods of questionnaire. At £he same time several pilot inter
views were made. Ihe results of these meetings was an agreel!lent with re
gard to the version of the questionnaire. which is now being printed in · 
3000 copies for a first large sampling. The main problems posed by the 
questionnaire are the following: 

_' a) Is the "authoritative" attitude positively mrrelated with pre-
judice; . 

. b) A "tolerant" attitude can be abstract or practical : we must 
make a distinction between "ideological" tolerance and a "real" attitude 
free of prejudice towards others; 

c) There is correlation between prejudice and the fo~lowing variables; 
attitudes towards religion 
attitudes towards the family and education 
attitudes towards social classes 
political attitudes 

The research will be oriented ~o _particular categories as for instance stu
dents in Universities. ·teachers in the schools, priests, members of the 
aaiddle classes, workmen. 

The research with the questioonaire will be completed by deeper free inter
views with a sample of persons chosen among those who will answer the 
questionnaire. 
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Publishiog . 

Further steps have been taken in order to prepare a contract for 
the Spanish edition of the text. We hope to reach an agreement 
in a short time. 

'Ieacb;iog 

Prof. Klineberg· has given his courses to students of the post
graduate School of Sociology-and to the priests of MAPSO • . 

Seminars have been held on ,the volume "Religion and Prejudice" and 
the results of tbe research and the practical implications of it 
were fully discussed. 



TRA~LArION 

Fromt L10sservatore Romano 
April 1969 (exact date unknown) 

ETHNOCENTRISM YES -EIHNocENTRISM NO 

In the past few years there developed in the field of so-called human
ities a profound change in opinion concerning the place tb~t the scholar 
must and can occupy in carrying out investigations and in forming con
clusions. It is not a matter of a Byzantine question to ask whether in 
changing place there is also a chauge in the point of view, a modifica
tion of relationship between the observer and the subject under examin
ation, so that different and.sometimes contrasting results are reached. 

Prom the beginning -- aad it is useless to try to fiod the exact time of 
such a beginning -- the scholar, the researcher aod even those who were 
moved to investigation by simple curiosity, found themselves naturally 
at· the center of the matter that was being treated; a "center" that re
quires some explanation... In the consideration of cultural phenomena of 
large or small scope, in judging problems or events that interest this 
or that group, this or that individual belonging to a certain race or a 
certain geographic area, the scholar considers and ju~~es according to ''bis 
own" measure, that is with a method he usually euiploy,Cs in facing analogous 
problems and phenomena, which are part of his experience as a man belonging 
to a certain culture. All this is ·o~served and annotated, explicitly or 
implicitly, by the researcher, against his own syscem of life and experience. 
The scholar, therefore, was at the center of .his s~udy, representing a valid 
point of comparison. 

In the past years, as we said, this situation, which had been defined as 
bistorigraphie ethnocentrism or eg0centrism, has been more and more abandon
ed in the belief that it represented an irresponsible and unjustified pr1de, 
and was an obstacle to a correct understanding of the problems and phenomena 
of other individuals and other groups. Following this laudable re-structur
ing, iospired by an appreciable sense of modesty, or humility. or scholar· 
ship, there was left a vacuum in the center, without precisions as. to who 
should fill it and, above all, where would be the new place from which to 
observe. Furthermore. while the "cent.er" is an easily determined point · 
and is the same for all, once it is considered inopportune, it cannot be 
substituted by another position equally common, and thus it ls no longer 
possible to make a valid comparison in the case of discordant results. 
The ethnocentric position does not necessarily exclude the dutiful, maximum 
respect for all individuals and every culture. 

Within the framework of such a respectful at.titude, the four scholars --· 
Otto Klineberg. tullio tentori, Franco Crespi and Vincenzo Filippone 
Tbaulero -- carried out a "content analysis of Catholic religious text
books in Italy and in Spain," whose results were recently published by 



Translation - page 2 

Cappelli, with a presentation of the late Cardinal Agostino Bea, 
under the title: "Religion and Prejudice." In his presentation, 
Cardinal Bea underlined the "surprising insistence" with which• in 
many docUlJlents of Vatican Council II there is reference to "the need 
to destroy the barriers of prejudice and_ misunderstanding and to pro; 
mote reciprocal knowledge among the followers of various creeds, among 
those who profess various religions, and also, more generally, among 
men of various social classes." 

The analysis was conducted through a system of cards, executed as far 
as possible in an even manner through a rigorous questionnaire. The 
reading of the texts was "oriented towa~d all passages referring to 
religious groups, various ethnic groups described by tongue or race; 
aDd also according to political and cultural currents." The terms 
examined were nine: .Jews, Protestants_. heretics, Orthodox, Moslem, 
Buddhist~Hinduist, pagan-idolaters, · political currents, racial groups 9 

The countries taken under examination we-re apprized according to con
tent, as negative, positive-negative, positive. There is nobody who 
would not realize the extreme difficulty and delicacy of sucb ·an analysis. 
The subject treated, the rigorousness of the questiannaire, the multipli
city of readers call for maximum prudence.. 'lo translate evaluations that 
concern a spiritual patrimony into cards can be dangerous to the point of 
gambling, if such work is not strictly controlled, as was responsibly done 
by the four sch6lars who signed the results of the analysis. 

In addition, it should be said that in such a matter -- always reaffirm
ing the absolute need for respect of the thoughts and feelings of others 
-- it is a bit difficult and perhaps inopportune to abandon the center 
position. Missionary activities would be necessarily coiapTomised• since 
they are pivoted on the maxim of Euntes. docete. Now teaching and evan
gelization always presupposed a diversity of levels, or there would be 
no communication. This, obviously, becomes more evident in the texts of 
catechistic teaching. the four scholars -- who also consulted numerous 
personalities of various creeds -- did not underestimate this important 
aspect, so much so that they concluded. their analysis with a series of 
interrogations, of which perhaps the lllOSt interesting are the last two: 
''Were we to try to see ourselves with the eyes of others, would we be 
able to safeguard our identity and also respect the identity of those 
who aredifferent from us'l Would we be able to rid ourselves of these 
differeoces, in order to be able to protect the common> human identity?" 

Here, under another form, is again presented the eternal problem of the 
relationship am0ng the one and· the many,. An answer, though a partial one:t 
can perhaps be found in the very interesting work of Jean de Fraine: 
"Adam et son lignage." in which is illustrated the concept of the corpor
ate personality, in the biblical dialectics of the individual and the .col
lective. Recently printed in an Italian translatlc>n by the publishing 
house CittA Nuova di B.oma, it is perhaps the most clearly and profoundly 
written work on the concept of the "corporate personality," a personality 
created and defined by contemporary exegesis (to be more exact by B. 
Wheeler Robinson) and that surpasses the present moment in order to extend 
itself equally to the past and the future: a concept that is "eminently 
realistic, transcending the purely literary personification or idealization. 
and making the group a real entity, fully effected in each of its members•" 
After having clarified the concept, Jean de Fraine considers the '~orporate 
personality" in the text of the Old Testament (the f atber of the family 
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and his home; the influence of the representative individual for good 
or evil; the forefathers and thelr descendants; the influence of the 
fathers and sons for good or evil; the identif~at1on between the name 
of a clan and an individual name; the concrete personification of the 
people; the legal "thou" on the concrete applications of the notion 
of "corporate personality" (Adam: the king; the prophets, the servant 
of God ; the "son of man"; the "I" of the psalms) and on the not ion of 
"corporate personality" in the New Testament. 

Particularly interesting are the pages in which de Fraine, analyzing 
the concep~ of corporate personality makes a clear and thorough 
"distinction." between the identification. of the individual and the 
group and the terminology used by the sociological school of I..evy-Bruhl 
and llurkheim in order to define the so-called "primitive mentality." 
lAvy".'Brubl believes, in fact, that amoag primitives "the individual is 
not considered other than as an element of the group of which be is part; 
only this makes a true unity." the dogmatie affirmation of th~ French 
sociological tendency> according to which ''primitives" coosticute "an 
indistinct crowd, whose movements are impeccably insured by the play of 
collective representation" ia a clear product of ethnocentris~ which 
could in effect briQB about dangerous consequences• This is the case of 
"ethnocentriSm no" as the preceding was, perhaps, the case of "ethno
centrism yes•" 

The establishment of the existence of differences -- actually easily per
ceived -- cannot and must not negate respect toward other individuals 
and other groups. But this respect aod the obligation to protect an in
disputably coamon, human identity, must· not lead to the belief that an 
indisputably common, human identity must not lead to the too superficial 
b.elief that it is enough to ignore the existence of s<>Gle differences in 
order that they really disappear. 1n a time like the present, when some 
small technological "gaps" are so btghlighted (the 15 or 20 years that 
are said to be the distance between Europe and the u.s •. alarm as the 
abysses of centuries) to deny the existence -- and perhaps the necessity. 
particularly for largely didactic ends -- of certain differences, may 
lead to behavior in which the laudable sense of respect may be easily 
confused with a sense of little responsibility. Between "ethnocentrism 
yes 11 and "ethnocentrism"no" the co ice may also be made case by case, 
with calm and guarded approach, with cautious "judgment 11 which should 
not be confused with the political opportunism of Ferrer, but which is 
awareness of duties, awareness of the precise responsibility of the one 
who bas put himself in the center• found himself there or was put there 
because be reaily has something more to say, to teach and to make known. 

Ii ti fl 



B ETH EL CONGR!'=G A T ICN 

9 101 .PARK H E IGHTS A V E NUE 

BAL T IMDRE. MARYL.AN O 2 120B 

HUNTER 4·1448 

May 20, 1989 

Rabbi Marc A. Tanenbaum 
American Jewish Committee 
165 E . 56th Street 
New York, New York 10022 

Dear Mara~ 

R&SIOENCI!: 

7 9 06 W INT&RS E:T RCAO 

B ALTIMORE. MD. 212 0B 

HUNTER 4 • 0 9 67 

Enalosed is a copy of my article on "Israel and the Jewish
Christian .Dialogue" in the recent issue of The Journal of 
Ecumenical Studies . 

You will note that while I put the state and ecumenism in the 
Categ~ry of Fulfillment, I stress t hat this Categor y i s part 
of a cycle, not the terminal point of history. I als o point 
out the role that Christians have to play, and it is not 
simply to say, "Am~n. " 

I read Hesahel ' s book on Israel. As usual , he rhapsodizes 
and sings, but those who are not aaught up in the same 
emotional ecstasy are more likely to be offended by his 
sentimentalism than to be convinced by the ocaaaionaZ 
arguments whiah are i nterjected in his ea:ul-tant poetry . 
For s ome, his book wil l be a testament; for others , a 
r egres sion to medievali s m and "sanctified ethnicism. " You 
will use your judgment, I am .certain, in recommending it 
as one of the attitudes Jews take toward the State of 
Israel . 

As you may have heard, I am continuing to serve as Rabbi of 
Beth El, and I shall be spending one day a week in Phila
delphia, where I shall be teaching in the morning at the 
Recon. Rabbinical College and in the a f ternoon at Temple 
Unive r sity. 

Kindest regards to Helga. 

Sinaerely yours, 

~~ 
DR . JACOB B. AGUS 
Rabbi 

JBA/rp 
enc. 
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE 

Paris Office: 30, ~ue La Boetie, 75 Paris 8, France Elysees 69oll, 83-63 · Cable: Wishcom, Paris Zachariah Shuster, European Direct< 

FO-Eur 
December 18, 1968 

Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum 
American Jewish Committee 
16.5 East 56 Street 
New York, N.Y. 10022 

Dear Marc: 

I carefully read your memorandum of December 5 with regard to the 
fundamental principles involved in Catholic-Jewish relations, and 
I should like to make some observations on this rather complicated 
subject~ and Prof~ Rijk's attitudes toward· this problem. 

I believe that Prof .• Rijk, who is the head of the Vatican office on 
catholic-Jewish relations, is fully aware of the need for a _r·e-inter
pretation of Judaism as being more than a religion and that .it is a 
unique entity which includes the essen~ials of peoplehood~ ·As a matter 
of fact, his major effort since he was designated _by Cardinal Bea to 
the position he now occupies~ was to urge upon the Catholic world a 
change in the following two directions: · 

1. That Catholicism must face Judaism and the Jews not as a 
survival of an ancient past but as a living reality, the essence of 
which has not as yet been formulatt:d by Catholic theologians ~· 

2. that Jews and Judaism represent more than a religious· 
group and embody withfn themselves elements of peoplehood, relations 
to Israel and cultural t ·raditioos .. 

The most comprehensive statement on the subject was made by Father Rijk 
in an address he delivered earlier this year at the center for Biblical 
Jewish- Studies in London, and then elaborated in an essay published· in 
the review "New Blackfriars." I shall quote a few sentences from ~his 
essay, to demonstrate what I am trying to .convey: 

"Christians must acknowledge ~hat their conception of Judaism 
was faulty, that they had placed Judaism in their own cate-
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gories of thinking; they had considered Judaism s imply as 
a religion, but now it has become clear that Judaism is a 
very comple>t reality of which religion is one aspect . .... " 

In another part of the same essay Prof. Rijk says: 

"When we Christians consider Judaism seriously, according 
to its own self-awareness, it is clear that tbe first thing 
to do is to listen in order to discover what Judaism is. 
I think that at this stage of development, this is the main 
point for Christians ~- to discover the reality, and net a 
caricature of Judaism ..... " 

Even more pointedly, Father Rijk urges upon Christians the realization 
that there is an essential link between the three elements of which 
Judaism is composed: "'I'he revelation of God1 the people, and the country." 

!n further development of this thought, Father Rijk says clearly that 
"Israel has its own authenticity, which it preserves"; and in summariz
ing his views he definitely states that thE; first point is "the recogni
tion of Jewish identity with its essential aspects. 11 

I have no doubt from my many conversations with Prof. Rijk that he fully 
comprehends the Jewish identification of themselves and that he agrees 
that the purely theological and religious aspects of Judaism do not cover 
all aspects of Jewish identity. On the theoretical level we .have, there• 
fore, not much to argue about with him. 

There might be> however> differences with regard to the organizational 
aspects of the situation, namely as to whether the Church ought to esta
blish contac~ primarily with Jewish religious bodies or also with other 
groups, which are more or less secular and conceive Judaism in non-reli
gious terms, at least as far as their activities are concerned. In this 
respect I feel that the matter presents serious problems.. Let us assume, 
for the sake of argument, that the Vatican wants to deal with religious 
bodies, like the Synagogue Council and others, regardless of whether they 
have the capacity to handle this problem. A religious Jew is certainly a 
Jew in every other respect too. Why is the Synagogue Council, let us say, 
which bases its existence on religious identity, less entitled to repre
sent Jews in other aspects too than a non-religious organization which 
gives preference to the non-religious aspects? What reason is ther~~for 
the C~rch, which is primarily a religious body, to deal with non-religious 
organizations in preference to those Jewish groups which put religion in 
the center of their self-understanding and activity, but not ignoring 
what you describe as "peoplehood?" 

I believe that we haven't yet reached an answer to this question and that 
it requires furthe r thinking before we are able to challenge Dr~ Rijk's 
thes is. 
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With all best wishes, 

cc : Mr. Goldl 
Dr. Segal 
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Sincerely, 

Zachariah Shuster 

P.s. If you do not have the text of Prof. Rijk1 s essay 1 shall be 
glad to photocopy it and -send it on to you~ 
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COPY 
THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE 

Institute of Human Relations 
165 EAST 56th STREET NEW YORK 22, N. Y. 

PARIS OFFICE 

30, rue la Boetie 

Paris VIII 

FO•Eur 
December 18. 1968 

Toi New York Office 

From: Zachariah Shuster 

Enclosed is the copy of a letter l received toctay from Msgr. 
WUlebraads• Seczetary of the Vatlcan S~.zetad.at for c·bristian 
~~. . . 

. . 
As I indicated in a previous comimmicatlon. it is ·believed by 
well informed circles in Rome that Msgr. Willebrands might be 
deslgnated as the Preside~ of the Secretariat, and replace 
Card~l Bea in this position. 

Enclosure 

cc: Mr. Gold 
Dr. Segal 
Rabbi taaeohauaa 
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SECRETARIATUS 
AI> CHRIST IANORUM UNtl'AtEM FOVENDAM 

C l'l'TA DEL VAl'ICA?«> 

Mr. zaC:hariab ·shuster 
JO rile la Boet le 
15 Paris 8 
France 

Dear Mr. Shuster, 

Roma, December 13. 1968 

I want to thank you most etnce·rely for the various ways 
in which you have expressed your respect and h0tnage to 
Cardinal Bea. 

May I ask you to unite your prayers to ours as we thank 
the Lord for all that He willed to accomplish through 
Cardinal Bea and as we ask Him to bring to fruition the 
work the Cardinal began. 

His memory will remain an inspiration to us all to con
tinue efforts for creating a climate of understanding 
and respect. 

With every good wish, 

Yours siacerely, 

s/ J.C.M. Willebrands 
TheSecretary 
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April 17, 1968 

· Father Cornelus A. 81.Jk 
Via Dell' · Erba-1 • 2nd n. 

Rmne, Italy 00193 

Dear Father llljk: 

First let me express my slncere appreciation for ;your hospitaltey 
and cordial interview 1n which you gave so graciously of your 
time. 1 very much enjoyed our meeting and have passed on to Rabbi 
Tanenbaum both your ereatings and the caments you wished conveyed. 

I have not forgotten my promise to you--aml to Mother Marie Edward-· 
to seek material from Jewish sources dealing with the concept of 
peoplehood and the relationship of Judatsm. Jewry9 and the land 
of Israel. 

I have spent much of tiJy time since my return lookiJlg for material 
cm the S\lbject that would meet your cles~d canditloa of being 
essentially non political, Suq>risingly, I bave found very litcle. 
I believe there are several reasons for this. One ls c;bat much of 
the writing from J'ewisb sources was e}larked by the concrete reali• 
ties of ·June 1967. and thus dealt directly with the political con• 
text. Second, the relationship between religion. peoplehood and 
the"land of Israel is I suspect 80 taken for granted among Jews, 
that co explicit formulation for i~ bas been necessary• except 
perhaps recently, as a response to the questl.oos of Christians. 
(The piece I have included falls lnto this category.) A third 
reason, perhaps the most essential, ls that .J~sh thought does 
not fall easily into distinctive categories of .,religious." and 
"political"; 88 ts the story with sacr~ and secular in .Judaism. 
the distioctions .et.ply do oat exist. To quote f~ a more 

., 
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authoritative source. uin the western world. where the separation 
between public 81td private starts from flmly established premlsee 
and tbe political and the religious aspects of llf e are separated 
with equal clarity:1 public affairs eooa ~esolves· itself iato ques
tions: of the lmDecliately or essenclally political. Within the 
franWodt of .Jewiah civlllzation, how~ver, the dlstlnctlolls between 
public -4 private, polid.cal and Teligtoils, are substantially 
blurred.f · 

(lncldentally • you mlght find of interest· tbe article from wht.eh 
the above is quoted. It is 1 "ihe .Pursuit of -cuumuntty: Selections 
19%001 the U.terature 0£ ..Je*isb Public Affairs. 1965•1966, by Daniel 

· ~. Bla2ar • American Jewish Yearbook 1967 ~ l belieVe the Sis ten. 
. of S.ion have a copy.) 

I have• hCJ".iJ8Ver • found 0118 statement 'rldllcb I believe is emh•ently 
•uitable. lt was .~ as a background pa.per for .an !nfomal, 
off the record, dJ.alogue group composed U\&tnly of Protestant. de
nomlaatlonal offlciale and Jewish organizational representatives 
(Father .Joma Sheerin baa begun sitting In on the more recent 
sesaloos) WI.ch began meeting ta the sumner of 1967 .largely as a 
result of the dJ.fferences between Cbriatlan 41ld .Jewish viewpoints 
over the June var. It was prepared by Moft'is Laub, a .Jewish i.,. 
1D8D who te Dtt:eet:or of the Joint Co-d•sion on Social Actloll of 
the United. Synagogue of America. the organhatlonal body 0£ Con
suvatlve Judaism in America. Hr. W;ub ls a .personal friend, 
and l am sure he would agree to your using sections of this · papeT 
in the sm1c· Bulletin or eleewhere. (If you would like. I would 
ask for his pemlsslon.) Since I e>n1y have one copy OD hand., 
may t ask you to share it wltb Mother Harle Edward. 

I am alao encloall\g same other materials which may be of interest, 
includl@g soma materials descriptive of institutes or dialogues 
wblch ttOtber Bclward may find useful for a com:lng lsaue of tb~i./ 
SIDlC Bulleti!l. As other materials: come aloq, I will pass ~·on 
to you without such lengthly explanation. But I cl1d wish to · .cake 
tbla opportunity to tbMk you for your gracious reception. 

Iacidentally, we received from Msgr. Bf.ggf.ns a Nat~l Catho~ic 
Press Serrice item referring to the lecture you ~ at the Center 
for Biblical and Jewlsb Studies 1n London~ U you have a copy of 
that paper• we would very much appreciate seetag it• 

TbaDk you for yaur consideration. i11th every good wish. 

JHB:as 
Eac. 

I ' 
".t 
~ 

YO\JS."s most sincerely. 

Judith B. Bankl 
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE Institute of Human Relations,165 E. 56 St.,NewYork, N.Y.10022, Plaza 1-4000 

'·. 

The American Jewish Committee, founded In 1906, Is the pioneer human-relations 
agency in the United States. II protects the civil and religious rights of Jews here 
and abroad, and advances the cause of improved human relations for all people. 

MORTON YARMON, Oitector of Public Relations 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

NEW YORK, October 7 ... The fifth anniversary of the Conciliar 

Statement on the Jews issued by the Second Vatican Council on 

October 28, 1965. will be observed at a major religious and 

academic Convocation of Christian and Jewish theologians and 

scholars from the United States, Europe and Israel. The 

Convocation will take place October 25- 28 at Seton Hall 

University, South Orange, N.J. 

Under the co-chairmans~ip of Monsignor John M. 

Oesterreicher,Director of Seton Hall ' s Institute of Judaeo

Christian Studies , and Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbailm, National 

Director of Interreligious Affairs of the American Jewish 

Committee, the meeting will seek to evaluate the impact that the 

Conciliar Statement on non-Christian religions has had on 

Catholic-Jewish relations during the past five years, and 

identify future needs and directions. Papers and panels will 

also probe the relationship of Judaism as a universal religion to 

the particularities of the Jewish people and the land of Israel. 

Underscoring the importance with whi~h world Catholic 

authorities view the Convocation, two of the Catholic participants 

are coming from Europe for the express purpose of delivering 

major addresses. They are the Rev. Cornelius A. Rijk, Director of 

the Vatican Office for Catholic-Jewish Relations, and Dr. Charlotte 

Klein , Director of the Center for Biblical and Jewrsh Studies of 

our Lady of Zion Order in London. 

·-more-
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Among the ·Jewish participants will be Dr. Uriel Tal, 

Professor of Modern Jewish History at Hebrew University, 

Jerusalem, Dr. Shmaryahu Talmon, Professor of History at Hebrew 

University, Rabbi Abraham Joshua Heschel, Professor of Jewish 

Ethics and Mysticism at Jewish Theological Seminary, and 

Dr. Irving Greenberg, Professor of Modern History at Yeshiva 

University. 

In a joint statement, explaining the significance of 

the Convocation to interreligious understanding, Rabbi 

Tanenbaum and Monsignor Oesterreicher declared: 

"In the perspective of 1900 years of Jewish-Christian 

history, the promulgation of the Conciliar Statement on the Jews 

five years ago is to be considered as a monumental achievement 

and a turning point toward improved relations between Catholics 

and Jews all over the world. 

"The declaration became a new foundation on which has 

already been erected substantial accomplishment in uncovering 

the sources of anti-Semitism and in establishing the bases for 

deepened mutual understanding and respect between Christ i.ans and 

Jews. 

11 An anniversary is a time to look back, to count one's 

blessings and to take stock. Our Convocation hopes to do all this, 

but we would 11.ke to do more. We intend to look forward, to 

evaluate our unmet needs, to move ahead on the path of theologicaJ. 

understanding and mutual acceptance. Thus we have given the 

Convocation the title, 'Toward a Theology of Israel.'" 

Coordinators for the Convocation are Sister Rose Albert 

Thering, O.P.,of the Institute of Judaeo-Christian Studies, 

Rabbi . James Rudin and Dr. Gerald Strober of the AJC. 

-more-
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In preparation for the Convocation, a series of .surveys 

is being conducted by the Institute and the American Jewish 

Committee to determine the effects on Catholic, Protestant and · 

Jewish communities throughout the world of the Conciliar Statement 

in the five years since it was issued. These studies, the first 

of their kind, will analyze the curriculum a.nd teaching materials 

in e~ementary and secondary Catholic schools to ascertain the 

extent to which Judaism and its relations to Christianity are 

included, how present-day Judaism is handled, and what references 

there are to the theology of Judaism and the State of Israel. 

Catholic high schools, colleges and universities will be queried 

on what they offer in courses, programs and libraries in Judaism 

and Jewish studies. Parallel intensive surveys of Protestant and 

Je'tlish teaching resources are also under way. The findings of the 

surveJ15vill be released in conjunction with the Convocation. 

Du.ring the four days of the Convocation, seven maj or 

papers will be read, reacted to and discussed. 

The opening keynote lecture on Sunday evening, October 25, 

will be delivered by Monsignor Oesterreicher and titled "The 

Vatican Statement on the Jews Reexamined." 

On Monday morning, October 26, Dr. Jaroslav Pelikan, 

Professor of Church History at Yale University, will present a paper 

on "The Theology of Israel in Historical Perspective: A Protestant 

View". 

On Monday afternoon and evening, the meeting will consider 

Judaism and Christianity in their perspectives toward each other. 

In the afternoon, Dr. Rijk will discuss 11 A Theology of Judaism --

A Christian Perspective." The evening session will hear Dr . Tal 

present "A Theology of Christianity -- A Jewish Perspective." 

Tuesday morning, Rabbi Tanenbaum will present "A Survey and 

Evaluation of Christian-Jewish Rela tionships Since Vatican II, 11 which 

will be followed by _plenary discussion at the mornin~ session and 

further examination in small groups throughout the afternoon. 

-more-
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0n Tuesday evening and Wednesday morning, the Convocation 

will consider "The Theological Significance of the State of Israel," 

with a Jewish viewpoint being presented by Dr. Greenberg, and a 

Catholic viewpoint by Dr. Klein. 

The final session at Wednesday luncheon will include a 

summary of "Achievements and Future Needs" by Rabbi !Heschel and 

Monsignor Oesterreicher, and closing remarks by Most Rev. Francis 

J. Mugavero, Bishop of Brooklyn and Episcopal Moderator of the 

Secretariat for Catholic-Jewish Relations of the National Catholic 

Bishops Conference. 

Other participants to the Convocation, as session chairmen, 

respondents and other program functionaries will include: Most Rev. 

Thomas A. Boland, Archbishop of Newark; Professor Roy Eckardt, Lehigh 

University; Rev. Thomas Fahy, President of Seton Hall University; 

Professor Asher Finkel, New York University; Rev. Edvard H. Flannery, 

Executive Secretary, Bishops' Committee on Catholic-Jewish Relations; 

Professor Charles Fritsch, Princeton Theological Seminary; Rev. 

Patrick Gaffney, S.M., Saint Louis University; Bertram H. Gold, 

Executive Vice President, American Jewish Committee; Most Rev. Charles 

H. Helmsing, Bishop of Kansas City and Chairman of the Bishops' 

Committee for Ecumenical and Interreligious Affairs; Philip E. Hoffman, 

President, American Jewish Committee; Rev. David Hunter, Deputy 

General Secretary, National Council of Chruches; Dean Leon Jick,. 
·. 

Brandeis Unive.r#ty; Rabbi Arnold Lasker, President, Essex County . ~: ... 
Board of R<.bbis; Msgr. Bernard Lav, Executive Director, Bishops ' 

Committee for Ecumenical and Intarreligious Affairs; Dr. Andre LaCocque, 

Professor ot Old Testament, Chicago Theological Seminary, and Director 

of the Center for Jewish-Christian Studies; Dr. Susan Noeffke, O.P., 

President Dominican Sisters, Racine, Wisc.; Mr. Edward Ring of 

Trenton, N.J., President of AJC•s New Jersey Area; Professor Ellis 

Rivkin, Hebrew Union College; Rev. John Sheerin~ Editor, The Catholic 

World; Rabbi David Silverman, Jewish Theological Seminary; Rev. Marcian 

Strange, 0.S.B., Saint Meinra~ School of Theology; Professor Manfred 

Vogel, Northwestern University; and Rabbi Mordecai Waxman, Jewish 

Theological Seminary. 

70-960-167 
10/7/70 

(NOTE TO EDITORS: YOUR COVERAGE IS INVITED.) 

A, A.~ ,EJP ,NPE,NPL,REL ,PP ,CP ,COL 
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September 29, 1970 

AH IN'l'&ODUCTION TO SETON HALL PaOGRAM 

·,an October 25, 1965, Vatican Council II adopted by an over

whelming V<>te .the Declaration on Non-cbristian Rel1gioos which ~came 

·tqiown .P~P~·larly as: ''The Jewish Dec~atian" ~..- In the perspective of 

the several ··years during which the various texts of -the declaration . . . 

were considered an4 revised, the final dQeument could be regarded e.s 

a -mixed acb!evemmit. In the perspective of 1900 years of Jewish'!"' 

~hrist1-1 history, the declaration is to be considered as a monwoental 

acbiev~ment - and a turning point toward ~roved relations be~en 

.catholics ~nd Je'Ws all over the world.,. · 

~~spite revis~ons .about some of the wording ·i'l.l the ftaa~ text:, 

.it is c l~ar that the declaration became an historic new foundation on 

which ~.s _already be~ erect~d s'1bstant:1al accompllshmen~ in uncovering 
. . 

~he so~ees Qf anti·Semi~ism and in establishing the· bases f~ dee~ned 

mtitual understanding and respect between Christi.ans :&iid Jews. The 

·following .cievelopments would have been tmPossible without-the -pessage 

of the declaration and the entire reeducation process tb8t it helped 

inaugurate:: 

The "Guidelines" adopted ~Y the American.-Cathoiic· _ belrarchy 
. . 

in 1967 which spelled 0'1t in detail specific in$t~tions .for combatting 

anti•Semitism, correctiug teaching about Jews and Judaism, and in 

general openbg mean~ful -communication betweeii the Catholf,c and 

.Jewish peoples • ._ 

. \ 

• : <I 
j 

l 
\ . 

. -( 
, ..... \ .--;, 
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Various sets of guidelines adopt~d b,-_ local dioceses through• 

out the United States. 

Whole new programs of revision of teaching materials and the 

introduction of new education programs in the religious school systems. 

Perhaps the spirit of ·~his movement forward was best summarized 

in a statement issue<l by the Catholic BishOps of this country in 

Roveraber 1966 m exchange: of tributes bet:ween the Bishops and leaders 

of the American .Jewlsh Committee at a ceremony held at Catholic 

University o~ the occasion of the first anniversary of the promulgation 

of the Conciliar Statement on the .Jews.. Tlt1s catholic message was 

entitled "To alii~ur Jewish friends" and read as follows: 
' ' 

··-• the Catht,11c Bishops of this country warmly 
reaffirm the declaration of -the Fathers of Vatican 
Council II, that Christians and .Jews are all children 
of Cod, a 11 sharing ''ilis providence , His manifestation 
of goodness, Ri.sss~ving design." · 

We recall with 4eep satisfaction, the patient 
and friendly dialogue in which so many representatives 
of the Jewish faith participated during the ·cOuncil. 
These pers~l conversations, extending over a four 
year period. enriched the Church's awareness .of the · 
"spiritual patrimony common to ~istlans and· Jews," . 
the common heritage of salvation in the covenant 
made between Cod and Abraham and bi~ descendents. 

In this-exchange of tribuees, we Catholic 
people of the united States salute our Jewish brothers. 
anew, and pledge ourselves to continue fostering 
stronger and more extensive bonds of mutual underatand• 
ing, of respect .and of cooperation. It is o~ prayer 
that this occasion may inspire further confidence that 
men· of all faiths can aid one another in attaining 
pea·ce and live .as brothers. 
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In the spirit of t:his me•sage, and 1n order to celebrate the 

Fifth Anniversary of the Promulgation of the Conciliar Statement on 

the Jews, the .American ~ewish Colllnittee and the Institute of Judaeo

Christian Studies have joined in convening this scholarly colloquium 

at Seton Ball University. 

An anniversary 18 a time to look back to count one's blessings, 

and to take stock. We hope to do all thls but we would like to do 

a:ore. Ve intend to look forward, to eval.Qate our unmet needs, to 

move ahead on the patli of tbeologf.cal unde~~andfn8 and mutual 

acceptance. Thua we have given our colloquium the title~ "Toward a 

Theology of Israel." 

·"" 
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Our program reminds us that an anniversary is a time to look back 
\ 

and to take stock, and that this occasion is also a time to look forward, 
. ""1)t.eW. 

to ~ ahead on the path of theological understanding and mutual accept-

\\. ance. 

Looking back, it is good to see, and to be able to say, how far 

we have come . I remember the weeks and months when the declaration on the 

church ' s relationship with the Jews was before the Fathers of Vatican Council 
~JU,~ ~ I~ AndAthe widespread cogce-rn~the Jewish community ~s to the ' fate -;;z, 

~~ 
of us hope~ would pro\lide a new fE>BmeW.w:k ' of that documen_?. which so many 

f0r Catlw~ic-~tanding. The Americ n Jewish Committee felt it had a f?_ 

' \ a:f-fu. ~ 1) ~!_!JJUI.._ 
particul,.~ .. stake in that declaration ·: .. for we ~tted,A over a year ~'{ 

before the Council opened, a number of s·chdarly /\..documents dealing with. 

the image of the Jews in Catholic education, JialtB!l!RBxXHg documenting J 
i( 1A~ ~I.AA. p-(J~~ Co-~l'\_~-'-' 

some sltt:h4gi;;i_ig:;bo inaccurate, heseile am.l prejudicia
7
1 statements about ) 

e&v-c.\... ~~ "--
Jews and Judaism found in textbooks in current use in the U.S. and 

/\ -
other paft\s of the world. Much of that documentation came from a study 

' can:i.ed ou;~y Sister Rose Thering who ~~~ ~ ~t:t ~ 
1 ~&~ A~ ~tt.. ~&v. \ ~ ' rv~~~ ~~ -~-~-~,-<:--'~ 

I~ k~ 0.. lJ-.A-~ ~o--5.' o./ ~ ~ · ,S-f 1 ~v~ U 0 tN-<..J-e...""\.4-.~- ~'17'-A,'J, 
o ~ ·u o. f 3 

J j r.'1/ . 1\t\..Q..t'l_,(.}., \ ) ~ l 
l ¥l , ~/ ' __./ 
~~e AJC had 4>io8'b brought .togetherl Jewish scholars and lea.ders Ji 

' .~ 1V- ~i:,e., . ~ ~· 6 v.-J ~,l. r('h~.....-
with~ Augustine Cardinal Bea~sL our "1iopes for a document 

. ~..M4.&-a 
which would d~!tite-i:y put ~end(to the deicide charge against Jews 

and recommend specific measures to open communication and fellowship 

------....:,_, v~ )(ff;_,_ tJ-~· ~ w ,· !I ~~0-- /h..d.J_,. 



What'ev~r reservations existed in Jewish circles about the 
'-' ~It· 1 c .. "t?/J 

final wording of the Declaration, .we w~~ncouraged x at its adoption 
~ -

and we have been increasingly encoyraged by subsequent developments which 
auftr.~ 

indicate that ... Catholic ~ in this country take, the Declaration 

seriously.· Better an imperfect declaration positively and sensitively 

implemented than a perfect doct.nnent ignored~ 



" 

I hope that all of us here tonight share the view 

that the occasion we comemerate -- the promulgation of the 
more 

declaration -- represents a beginning, xxid!mz than a culmination• 
past 

a challenge for the future, as well as ap achievement. 

prfx=kk11rxtmayt1umx.i:s:xi:a:Jlxj w111111t itincwx 

The American Jewish Committee is pleased and honored to 

co-sponsor this convocation, and I am personally delighted to 

welcome you D:lm to this assembly ••• particularly since it 

takes place in my home state of New Jersey, among friends 

and neighbors. I extend you warmest greetings on behalf of 

the American Jewish Connuittee! ~ ~ ~ 

~ "', r ~,, 



Greetings by Philip E. Roffman 
~esident of The American Jewish Committee 

Delivered at 
Seton Ball Convocation 

Sponsored By 
The Institute p.f .Judaeo-chrlstian Studies and The- American 

Jewish Commitae 

October 25-28, 1970 
Seton Bal1 University, South <>range, Rew Jersey 

Your lxcellency • Bishop Helmsing1 Reverend Clergy, Ladies & Gentlemen,. 

Our program reminds us that. an emrl.\1ersary is a time to look back 

and to take stock. and that this occasion is also a time to look forward, 

to •'move ahead oa the path of tbeOlogical ua~standlng end mutual 
·. 

acceptance.." 

Looking back. it is good to see, aUc1 to. be able to say, luJt9 fa we 

bave come. i remember the weeks and IOO!lths when the declaration on the 

church's ~lationship ·with the ..Jews was ~fore the Pathers of Vatican 

Council ll> and 1 recall the widespread interest tn the. Jewish cocmnµn:lty 

as to the .fate of that document~ which so tGSny of as hoped would provide 

a. new basis fJJr Catholic...-.Jewish understanding.- The American Jewish 

Coanittee felt it had a particular stake in that declaration for· the 

AJC bad brought together in March 1963 Jet1ish scholars and leaders 
' ( 

under the cbaUmansbip of Rabbi Abraham .H~chel to· meet with the late 
··-:--

Augustine cardinal Bea in our New York offices t.o discuss aur hOpes 
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for e document which would put an end decisively to the deioide charge 

.against Jews and r~ s~cific measures to open communication and 

fellowship between our falt:h cOmmunities. We :.also felt elose to the 

Comicil for we had sublQi.tted. at the request of Cardinal Bea- -over a 

year before the Council opened, 41 ~r of scholar1.y research documents 

dealing with the Image of the Jews in catholic education dQcumenting 

some of the inaccurate, prejudicial and, in some ~asea _. host-it.e state• 

ment:a about Jews and Judaism f<>mad in textboQks an4 liturgy in current 
. 

use 1n the united State& and other Pttrts of the world. Mu.ch of that 

documentation. came from a study carried ·out liy .Siscer Rose ~log 

who pioneel'ed In tbls ar• through her invaluable study of ~Iigions 

textbooks. wbicb beeame_ a major part of the St. ·Louls University project. 

Whatever resenrattons existed in J4wisb circles about the final 

wording of the Declaration~ we at A.JC were en<;.oUraged at it$ ..aQoption 

and we ·bsve been lnct'easiogly heartened by subsequent developments which . 

ind1cate that catholic authorities in this country cake the -clarat~-::. 

setlously. Better an ilaperJ;ect deelaratLon posittwly and sensitively 

lq)lemented than a perfect document 1gnored! 

I hQpe .that all of us· her~ ·tQDight a.hare the ~ew tha~ the

occaston we comnemorate -- du! promulgation of the Declaration _. 

represents a beginning, mo:e than a cuJml;nation_. a challenge- for the 

futuie; as well as past achievement. 

' .... , . 

. _. 
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·The American Jewish Committee is pleased· and honored to cosponsor 
. . 

this Convocation., and I am personally delighted to ~lcome you to this · 

as$embly .... • partlcula~l1 since it takes place 1n my home state 0£ 
. . 

New Jersey, · a11Dng friends and iieigbbors + ·t. extend you wa~st . 

·greetings on behalf of the American tfew~sh Cmmiitte~, and wi$h you 

success in your deliberations. . · . 

" 

-.. 

• l 

.. 

.-



\ 
' 

FROM THE 

' 1 

' \ 

THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE Institute of Human Relations,165 E. 56 St.,NewYork, N.Y.10022, Plaza 1-4000 

The American Jewish Committee. founded in 1906, is the pioneer human-relations 
agency in the United States. It protects the civil and relig ious rights of Jews here 
and abroad, -and advances the cause of improved human relations for all people. 

MORTON YARMON, Director of Public Relations 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

NEW YORK, October 7 ..• The fifth anniversary of the Conciliar 

Statement on the Jews issued by the Second Vatican Council on 

October 28, 1965. will be observed at a major religious and 

academic Convocation of Christian and Jewish theologians and 

scholars from the United States, Europe and Israe~. The 

Convocation wJ.11 take place October 25-28 at Seton Hall 

University, South Orange, N.J. 

Under the co-chairmanship of Monsignor John M. 

Oesterreicher,Director of Seton Hall's Institute of Judaeo

Christian Studies, and Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum, National 

Director of Interreligious Affairs of the American Jewish 

Committee, the meeting will seek to evaluate the impact that the 

Conciliar Statement on non-Christian religions has had on 

Catholic-Jewish relations during the past five years, and 

identify future needs and directions. Papers and panels will 

also probe the relationship of Judaism as a universal religion to 

the particularities of the Jewish people and the land of Israel . 

Underscoring the importance with which world Catholic 

authorities view the Convocation, two of the Catholic participants 

are coming from Europe for the express purpose of _delivering 

major addresses. They are the Rev. Cornelius A. Rijk, Director of 

the Vatican Office for Catholic-Jewish Relations, and Dr. Charlotte 

Klein, Director of the Center for Biblical and Jewish Studies of 

our Lady of Zion Order in London. 

-more-

Philip E. Hoffman, Presiden1: Max M. fisher. Chairman, Executive Board; David Sher, Chairman, Board of Governors; Elmer L. Winter, Chairman. l8oa1d of Trustees 

Bertram H. Gold, Executive Vice President 

Washington Office: 818 18th Street, N.W., Washington, O.C. 20006 • European hq,: 30 Rue la Boetie, 75 Paris 8. France • Israel hq.: 9 Hahabashim SL, Jerusalem, Israel 

South American hq.: San Martin 663, 2 P. (Cf), Buenos Aires, Argen1ina • Mexico: Av. Ejercito Nacional 533- 305, Mexico 17, DJ ·-
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Among the Jewish participants will be Dr. Uriel Tal, 

Professor of Modern Jewish History at Hebrew University, 

Jerusalem, Dr. Shmaryahu Talmon, Professor of History at Hebrew 

University, Rabbi Abraham Joshua Heschel, Professor of Jewish 

Ethics and Mysticism at Jevish Theological Seminary, and 

Dr. Irving Greenberg, Professor of Modern History at Yeshiva 

Uni Vefsi ty. 

In a joint statement, explaining the significance of 

the Convocation to interreligious understanding, Rabbi 

Tanenbaum and Monsignor Oesterreicher declared: 

"In the perspective of 1900 years of Jewish-Christian 

history, the promulgation of the Conciliar Statement on the Jews 

five years ago is to be considered as a monumental achievement 

and a turning point toward improved relations between Catholics 

and Jevs all over the world. 

"The declaration became a new foundation ·on wl'/.ich has 

already been erected substantial accomplishment 1n uncovering 

the sources or anti-Semitism and in establishing the bases for 

deepened mutual understanding and respect betveen Christians and 

Jews. 

11 An a~i.versary is a time to look back, to count one's 

blessings and to take stock. Our Convocation hopes to do all this, 

but ve vould like to do more. We intend to look forward, to 

evaluate our unmet needs, to move ahead on the path of theological 

understanding and mutual acceptance. Thus ve have given the 

Convocation the title, 'Toward a Theology of Israel. •" 

Coordinators for the Convocation are Sister Rose Albert 

Theri.ng, O.P.,of the Institute of Judaeo-Christian Studies, 

Rabbi James Rudin and Dr. Gerald Strober of the AJC. 

-more-
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In preparation for the Convocation, a series or surveys 

is being conducted by the Instit ute and the American Jewish 

Committee to determ.ine the effects on Catholic, Protestant and 

Jewish commun.ities throughout the vorld or the Conciliar Statement 

in the five years since it vas issued. These studies, the first 

of their kind, vill analyze the curriculum and teaching material s 

in elementary and secondary Catholic schools to ascertain the 

extent to which Judaism and its relations to Christianity are 

, included, how present-day Judaism i s handled, and what references 

there are to the theology of Judaism and the State or Israel. 

Catholic high schools, colleges and un.iversities will be queried 

on vhat they offer in courses, programs and libraries in Judaism 

and Jevisb studies. Parallel intensive surveys or Protestant and 

Jewish teachin& resources are also under way. The findings or the 

surve}S will be released in conjunction vi th the Convocation. 

During the four days or the Convocation, seven major 

papers vill be read, reacted to and discussed. 

The opening keynote lecture on Sunday evening, October 25, 

will be delivered by Monsignor Oesterreicher and titled "The 

Vatican Statement on the Jews Reexam.ined. 11 

On Monday morn1ng, October 26, Dr . Jaroslav Pelikan, 

Professor of Church History at Yale University, will present a paper 

on "The Theology or Israel 1n Historical Perspective: A Prot~stant 

View". 

On Monday afternoon and evening, the meeting will consider 

Judaism and Christiani.ty in their perspectives toward each other. 

In the afternoon, Dr. Rijk will discuss "A Theology of Judaism --

A Christian Perspective." The evening session will hear Dr. Ta1 

present "A Theology of Christianity -- A Jewish Perspective." 

Tuesday morning, Rabbi Tanenbaum will present "A Survey and 

Evaluation or Christian- Jewish Relationships Since Vatican II," which 

will be followed by plenary discussion at the mornin~ session and 

f'urther examination in small groups throughout the afternoon. 

-more-



On Tuesday evening and Wednesday morning, the Convocation· 

will consider "The Theological Significance of the State of Israel," 

with a Jewish viewpoint being presented by Dr. Greenberg, and a 

Catholic viewpoint by Dr . Klein. 

The final session at Wednesday luncheon will include a 

summary of "Achievements and Future Needs" by Rabbi Heschel and 

Monsi gnor Oesterreicher, and closing remarks by Most Rev. Francis 

J. Mugavero, Bishop of Brooklyn and Episcopal Moderator of the 

Secretariat for Catholic-Jewish Relations of the National Catholic 

Bishops Conference. 

Other participants to the Convocation, as session chairmen, 

r espondents and other program functionaries will include: Most Rev. 

Thomas A. Boland, Archbishop of Newark; Professor Roy Eckardt, Lehigh 

University; Rev. Thomas Fahy, President of Seton Hall Un.iversity; 

Professor Asher Finkel, New Yor k University; Rev. Edvard H. Flannery, 

Executive Secretary, Bishops' Committee on Catholic-Jewish Relations; 

Professor Charles Fritsch, Princeton Theological Seminary; Rev. 

Patrick Gaffney, S.M., Saint Louis University; Bertram H. Gold, 

Executive Vice President, American Jewish Committee; Most Rev. Charles 

H. Helmsing, Bishop of Kansas City and Chairman of the Bishops ' 

Committee for Ecumenica1 and Interreligious Affairs; Philip E. Hoffman, 

President, A'.merican JeWi.sh Committee; Rev. David Hunter, Deputy 

General Secretary, National Council of Chruches; Dean Leon Jick, 

. Brandeis University; Rabbi Arnold Lasker, President, Essex County 

Board of Rc.bbis; Msgr. Bernard Law, Executive Director, Bishops' 

Committee for Ecumenical and Interreligious Affairs; Dr. Andre LaCocque, 

Professor or Old Testament, Chicago Theological Seminary, and Director 

of the Center for Jewish-Christian Studies; Dr. Susan Noeffke, O.P., 

President Dominican Sisters, Racine, Wisc . ; Mr. Edvard Ring of 

Trenton, N.J., President of AJC's New Jersey Area; Professor Ellis 

Rivkin, Hebrew Union Coll ege; Rev. Jolul Sheerin, Editor, The Catholic 

World; Rabbi David ~ilverman, Jewish Theological Seminary; Rev. Marcian 

Strange, O.S.B. , Saint Meinrad School of Theology; Pr ofessor Manfred 

Vogel, Northwestern University; and Rabbi Mordecai Wax.man, Jewish 

Theological Seminary. 

70-960-167 
10/7/70 

(NOTE TO EDITORS: YOUR COVERAGE IS INVITED.) 
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TOWARD A THEOLOGY OF ~BAIL 

A Convocation 
CelebratiDg the '-Uth Almiv~sary of the Conciliar Statement on the Jews 

. · ~ ·:;:to b~ held at S.t<>D Ball Unive.rsity 
· ·. ·· ·October · 2$-28, i970 

8"nsored by Ameri~an Jewish Committee and 
. Institute of Judaeo-Christian s ·tudiea 

·Sunday. Octob8J:· 2s 
:: "-.:,..:,~· . 

6:45 P.M. 

., s:oo P.M. 

leception for die Participants 

Opmtng Program 

Faculty Lounge 

Student Laim.ge 

I 

' ' 

. Wel~ome: The lev~end Tb> mas Faby, President 
Seton Ball University 

Mees_age: .. ' 

Philip B, Hoffman, President 
'Dle .Aiaerican jewieb Connittee 

Jan Cardinal Willebranda, Presiden~ 
secretariat for Promoting <2lrist1an ~ty 

. . 
Greet·inge: Moat Reverend Charles H, Helmsing, .Bishop 

of Kansas City, Chairman, Bishops' ~-ittee 
for lk;umenicel ·and Interreligious. Affairs 

Opening Lecture: "The Va~ican Statement an . ·the Jews Beexamined" 

MonaiP.or John M. Oesterreicher 
Seton Bal.~ Uni.varsity 

Respondent:&: Professor Manfred Vogel 
~rti.este~ ·UDivers~ty 

Professor Geraid Sloyan 
Temple ~i~ersity 

ai.u.n..: Mons~or Bernard Law, -ecutive Dir~tor 
Bishops' Committee for ic'8enical and. 
Interreligous. ~fairs 

MoildaY, Octo~. :26 

·9:30 .. A~M • .. 

Cbaim&l;l·: 'lbe 8-verend David l:lmlter, Deputy General 
Secretuy, Nat~l ~il of Church~ 

·.:.· 
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Monday, Octobai; 26 (contiinued) 

Lectur~: "'l'he 'rheology of Isr~,l in Bistori~ .Perspective" 

Professor Jaroslav Pel~ 
.Yale University 

Besponde~-= · Professor Charles Fritsch 
~ 'l'heologie•l S-inary 

3:30 P.M. 

Cb-....: 

r ... .-("· 
The Bevere~d ldward Synan, Institute of 
Mediaevf4 ·:St:w:ti•, to~onto University. 

,•• . . . .. ' •' 

Babbi ·Mordecai W~aQ 
Jewish 'lht?Ological Seminary 

"A 'J.'heology of Judaim--A Christian Perspective" 

Dr. Cornelius tijk, Director 
Vatican Oftice 'of Catholic-Jewish -~lat-ions 

. ~spondents: 1 ~ofess9r Blli8 livkin 
··. · · 'Hehr•- UD~on College _· 

8:00 P.M. 

. . 

Professor Frank Cross 
~-~ ·~vereity · 

Dr• ~Dika Hellwig 
Georgetown University 

Lec~e: "A 'J.'heolegy of Qiriatianity·A Jewish 1ersp_ective" 

Profeaso~ Uriel Tal, Hebrew University · 

&eepondmca: Professor Asher Finkel 
Hew Yoi:k. Unive•sity" 

'1'he· Reverend ~cian Strange, O.S.B • 
. Sa~~ Me.u.rad Scbpol of theology 

~eaday. OCtober 27 

9:30 A.-M •. : . 

: ' 

· Qhairman: . 'l'he · -Beve~end .John Sheerin, Editor 
. ·ibe ·Ca:thol-ic World "' ·_:· ....... - . 

.. 
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Tuesday_. · Octo~ 27 (cont~ed) 

. •, ... 

Lecture: . ·.:: .-- . "A Survey and Bvaluation of ChristiaU-
· Jewish ·lleiet::~bipa siDce Vatican :il" - . . . . 

Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum, National Director 
InterreligOU$ Affail:'.&., · 'lbe American.· 
Jewish Committee 

Ccmn-.ts: Rabbi James Rudbi, American Jsish Committee 

3:30 .. P.M. 

Cha~: 

Dr. Gerald S~rober, American Jew~sh Committe~ 
Sister. Bose· 'l'hering, Institute of Judaeo.

Cbriet·~ ~b.idies., Se~em Hall . -~1~r$ity 

D~JOI GB()UPS 
·-

the .~erend Patrl9k Gaf.fDey, S .M·. · · 
Saint LoUis UniveraitJ · 

~~e: "1'heological Sigl)ificance o.f the State 
, !. · of . ~~ei.:: A ~M.sb: Vlewp.oint" 

Pro~~so~" lrvba$ Greenberg, Yesh.iva Unive.rsity 

Rabbi David Siiverman 
Je,,~am ·ih~19a~~·1 S•inary 

Hebrew · .University 

.. -Wednesday, OC~~~er 28 . 

9 :30 A.H.-· 

Qia1man.: 

Lee~: 

.Dean Le~ Jic~,. B~andeis University 

"Theological Signifi~ance of the S.tate 
c)f· Is1;-el: A Christian. Viewpoint" · · 

Dr. Charlotte Kleili, Frankfort University 

ae,·pondents: ~o.fe~sor lloy Bc~t J Lehigh' University 

1.'he Reverend Edward H. Flannery, Executive 
Secretary, Bishops' Commission on ·Catholic
Jewish 8-l~~t~ 
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Wednesdl!y, October 28 (continued) 

1:00 P.M. CLOSING LUNCBBON 

Cbaiman: Bertram Gold, BKecutive Vice-President 
American Jewish Ccmnittee 

Invocation: Rabbi Arnold Lasker, President 
Essex Comty Board of Babbie 

Summary: ''Achieve1Denta and Fublre Needs'' 

Closing 8-arka: 

Rabbi Abraham Beechel 
J~sh 'fbeologtcal Seminary 

Mon.signor John M. Oeaterreicber 
Seton Ball University 

Most Reverend Francis J. llligavero, Bishop 
of Brooklyn, Bpiscopal Moderator of t:be 
Secr-etariat for Catholic - Jewish Relations 

Benediction: Most: ae.erend 'lbanas A. Boland, Arcbblahop 
of N-*. 
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I limit myself tonieht to a Jewish-Israeli viev ot only one 
trend in eontemporary C~tholi• theo~OfY,a tr~nd which may pave a way 

toward a new und8ratand1n& o! Judaiam nnd Israe1,ot Jewish p•oplebood 
an.d Jewiah statehood - it ia the renewftd confrontation of the Church 
with the realm ot earthlinaaa.One ot the i~porta1lt chang~a 1n 

Catholi• religioua thinking,ao it aeema to a Jeviah obeerver,ia the 
grovin& preoacupation with c"-t& s '.i!G(::!ih mrui•s activity,with humania

tie o.nd aeientifie ondenvora to ehnpe phyeical reality in aocordance 

with metaphysical atandarda.In ahort,a Jewish and an Israeli atudent 
or .Chriatian theolo17 io primarily 1.iltereated 1h the renewed oon~ern 

• 
ot Chri•tinnity with human history and ita reLationahip to the renlm 

• 

Th• eaaenoe ot thia trend in contemporary th~ology hna betn 
•l•ar~ pointed out in the Second Vatican Council'a "Paatoral 6onati-i 
tution o:n the Church in the Mod~rn World",entitled "Gnudium et Spea", 
Chapter III,the ohapter that deals with the theolo~ical significnnoe 

o~ earthly attair• and their re la ti ve autonomy. Article 36 aaya: ''For 
I 

earthly mattera and the eoncf!rna of tai th deriwe from th@ so.me God. i" 

I"lldeed,Whoever lnbora to penetrBte the secret• of reality with a hWllbl4 
mi.Jid,ia,eTen unawarea,bei~ led by hnnd of Qod who holds all thin&• 
in •xi~tenoe,and &1.v•e them tll.61r identity"(l). 

Sim11arly,the Second ohnptftr o! that Conetitut1on,the chapter 

tbatJeala with the theoloe;ie1tl rlimenaion ot "proper <levelop::i4'nt 

of a ture" affirm& that "when by work of bia ha.nda or with the 
aid of technoloa,man developa the earth so t hat it can bear truit 
an<l beaome a d'Jellin~ w•>rthy of the whole hur ... ~n ::. ~.'!lily, nnd llhen 

he con•\ioualy take a part in the lite o~ S•Jcial i_.Toups, h~ cP.rries 

out the d e•14!?1 o:!' Gou 11
{
2). 

This. renewmd and rca:fir~Gd involv~~ent of Christinn th~oloe;,y 

with the reo.lm ot earthly things ,hna 1 ta i r:u:tediate rLiiltvr ictl roots 
. . ... 



t 

" 
--2 -. . 

it. " •~ ~ tilt teaehinp of a naber of 19th and 20th C•nturf Chriatiaa "" ~ ' 
• .11. ~ theolo&iana,phi1oaoph•r• and l•ad•r• ot eoeial 11<>n11enta - thtn1rera 

~. 1.1.k• Lamm•nai• In th• tir•t halt of the 19th ••n~e7,Doell1Jacer ~ 
• of" 

aad Yoa Xetteler troa the middle ot that een"tlir7 on,an.d Al.trod Lo1•7 
tovarda th• •1'4 O't the 19th "' a and th• beginntnc ot the 2otll 
.. ilt'\lrT.b Thomaa O'Dea ha.a pointed out,th••• men attempted to work 

< t • "" 
1 .,i>)] tor ·th• reeone111at1on ot th• Chureh and mod.era o1Til1so.tion 1il 

I' .. 

,·_ K\lrop• and then in .lmerie&,ftapeaiall.y in Ti•v of the diatinetiT• 

.._..,....,,..,~~ ~ora that Am•rieaa Catholiei .. had d•T•loP.4(3) .But thia trend ia 

~· l ;~ eoateaporllrJ' theolo17 1• alao retleete4 .ill otfie1&1 Chureh doe1111 .. tee 
_...I~- . • 

· 1'1t1 alart1AC pr1aaril7 vith the renetiona to Pop• Pio~ IX'• negation 
r, ,....,..._:'-' ' ' ~ -

"'II of modenala,and to •ome of th• deelerationa proelaim•d in 1870 b7 

'tb• P1rat Vatiea1a Couneil • 

... ~~r. .. ~~·r.~ 
.. -~'-'""''.-,_..'. t . A P'Owina endeavor to eome to -terma with the modern world ho.e 

been evident at l•a•t troa the ·~ of th• 19th ~•ntury on when 
I r. 

' Leo llII made hie •\ateaeut• on aoeial 1aau••.1'b'8 ettort baa eo1a-

ti.mled '\Ultil,aa 12' ot the Conatitutioa on the Churoh todaJ deelarea, 
the •r•••nt doeument• of the Chureh'• t•a•h.in& author1ti ••" whieh J 

, •Jlaye d•alt ••• vith Chi'i•tian doetrin• about h\lm8Jl aoeiet7"<4>,do- , 
• euaent• aueh u ~ohn XXIII • • eno1e.11cal lettera "!-later et fiftgtatra• '!i 

(Mq 1961) -and •Paoe11 ill Terri•"(April 1 963) ,and Paul VI'• eneyelleal.-t 
lfttter•fKe•l•aiam S'ilaJl•(J.ug.1964)(5 ). 

Thi• dev.lopment in tbeo1o~ culainat•• hlthoae eonatitut1ona 
promul.p.ted by the Se,.on.d Vat1ean COWlctil vhieh de~ vith the 
Chur•h'• relat1oll8h.1p to th• world.Speeial note ahould be taken 

' 
of ~· follow1f14: thr••i 

A) The l;oem'ltic Conoti t u tion on the r hurt>h(Tumen G•ntiuM) . 

B) The Pnot or nl Conati tution on the Church i n thP. Mod er n 

World(~11urtium et Spea) ,to vhiohwi have alraody r e:rer r c d nnd which ia 
at the core or our analyats todny , ma1n1y becauae t bi• constitution 
1• addre• ••d,aocording t o 82,"not only to t he aona of the Church 

and t o all who i nvoke the no.me of Chriat ,but to t he whole of hwn~1-
ty" (6) . 

I ) The Deel aration on Rt!l i gioua Frei-dom(Di gnitna llumnnae) , whi~h 

11.k• J ohn XXI II ' a enoyclietl"Pacem in Terri•" is artnreosed to the 
whole world , and which aa Franklin !.Littell eaid , mnrk• a step 

c-w • .--- ' 



t : ' 
~. ,. . . 

" . 
- • ' """' ~ •I - ., '~ • • ~ t 

~~·y . ~ Th• aoenitive atruct\lre of thi• renewed preo•~upe.tion ut 
' .. ~ r, • 
. ·":' a with earthlineaa. is one ot a mutual •omplemeata.!"J duality. On the 

~· l~·~1.· ono )lan.4,th• r•levanee of oonerete,empirieal,R.nd eociai renl1tie• 
:p' !I ...,.. . 
' m rJ':. and,aeeordinc: to i# 73-90, even ot politi~al r f'alltiell itt gainine 

~"\ 

new recotiftition,rutd the re11ponaibility of t h• c11u:i·*h tor thlaworld-
ltn••• ha• been reaft~rmed.At th• aame time,however,the Church ha• 

l' . 

'.!.·~..,_ been~zplleit in empha•i•ina the limitationa of eerthlineaa.Thanka to • .,1 
~ • I 

.~ .11 ~ ;fV....,it• very ontolo&i&a.l atatua aa God ' a and n~:t 1.0.'ln' • c·r.,8.tion,earthlin•a• 

. ~ ~t.., t; •h.CNl<i n1v<:r been e.i:al. t1rd inti) tb.e e.b'iolute. 

~ ~14"!_~·1\lr-·.~ - - . 
• 4,.,·~~"'.-:;\ t ~le, on tl1!. on• band, th-. Ch\lreh emphita.i••• tbe .iuty of the 

'\!:' :J.. , c ."Chr11t1an "?na•t••• to ••• that th• Di Yin• law i• inearibed in 
1~ , ~~ -~.l.\ th• lite ot th8 iarth1y Cit7•~8) she at the •a.~• time warn• her 

• :",: .. f . ·! .,_~ ~ •hlldr•n,&nd perha1>9 mank.1nd in B•n•ral,not to attribute to the 
.... ~. . 

~ larthl.J City tb~ authorit7 of the H~avenly Cit7 - th~t ia,not to 
~ · ~~a.beolut111e th• :aame bwna.n,aoaial.,"r politioal re"1.it7 which haa 

- ' ,.. now beQom• a ;1:'ltter of !"enewed 41oneer.11 to Cbriatian th1t1J1oo. 
t " .::~•t,•>-

. •""" '! •• 

~ 
~ ~ ·' . · Thia balaneed a~Jt>roauh, the ai'tirBS~ion ot the 1~orlJ anu the war-

.I ._nlug,iipt!ci.ki?li with #37,"Do not ooni"ront tt·i to th.la \fOrld(Ho:n.12:2 )", ~ 
'I."' . 

I ~ ! elevated th·~ th1Jolo.aiaa1 trend \11th vh143h we nr e 4'ono•r n•d here into .,., 
,.~ • . .. i, 

~ ~ 1"; ~ ... a atnt"l• vitb on• of thtt ~oat deli~:u1te ontolrJtti•al dit f'iculti•• .• t~ 
~ , ...... ~ , inllorent 1n moaotb«tiom. I~ io tl,• i!.lem111a bntwe~~ ~1ni tude and in~ini- ~ 
"\ - . . \. 
l ~ • tude,e&rthlln•a• e.nd ••hi••eqeMM• -l:ifrifteaa,betveen thiawor1d-• . . ---- """ 1111.••• and othttrworld1in•a•. The quaetion thi• tr1rrid i n Chrietian 

th~ology ~0~l tiot n1t1p1y whethor t heoft t m > realma are inter

re lnted, but rath8r -- ainQa in any ease thfty have t~ be interrelated, 

ainQe th• worln l.!lU•t b& the concr.rn of r•ligion -- ho~ is earthly, 
phyJli~al re:-.11 ty to 11ur.u::Js th r:ol•J1;lc :-illy :-olr.7~nt ,hmr i:i it i;;on be3.r 

Di v i n!J JJ''Hle .nud y et not t Jlt cn.nlt,,d i ll to a h eavonly , ra<'tnphyaica l abao

:!.uto.lloiT 19 t heolor.y 1'..·J h::1.r::io.li1~• :tn.ith i n l.h11 l i nitri.t i on anci relati vi

ty ot mn.n' a au tono!1ly , .!"aith l.11 what Chri &,ian ·lootrine a~o& aa man ' • 

depend H•<H on Ch1·iat fnr re de; 1~tlon 'fro:n hi., tal l
1 

an •.~r,inet t he modeni 

r~tion:ili~tic iut~:r1n·.,t"..ti0n of <;lan D.il th .. a o tive , t h•: r"''~Jonoibl• , and 

~o soo:: •1xtent tr." auton.omou:;i a.r.ttnt ot hi:1 i;o=iporal f.~ntiny , ot 
hi:ltory 'i' ( 9) 

Not a. f e v tbeol0Glan111 an(\ (;h urch ra.en, e11peoinlly ainc~ the timoa of 



~ . , 
• 
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Leo XIII,haTe - Mt 
or th• theo1oa;1•alJ: 
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... 

ra.J.•ed doubt• a• to 
oon•i•t•n•y o~ thi• erowillc preoecupation 
or politieal mattere,vith human rather tban ' 

eTOlutionar"J' eharet•r of man and hiettr;r - mid coneeo.u•ntl,- al•o t!I ..., 

ot· l1T1.nc re11cion -- are trequent17 motivated by politi•al int•r••t•• . ~ 

~1 po~er eona1de;at1on•,or juat '7 a vid••}read fenr of oh~ and . , 
reaewal,both in doetr1De o.nd in aoeiet1!11 Yet it would b8 a 6t'J"ave ~ 

.,~ 

atatake to narrow our rtev ot thi• dilemma to tho•• obv ioua pol1t1 •al ... .(. 

\•on•ideration•.The deeper aapeet of thi• dilemma 1• an ontolocieal ~-

one.It. 1• a dif!iou1t7 inherent in any metaphy•i•al diaoipline whieh ~ 
deal• with 11mited,rel.at1Te,physiaal phenomena,and it ha.a been 

- •l•arl.7 articulated in #40 ot the Conatitution on the Church tod97s 
•that th• earthlJ and the heaven~ cit1 penetrate faeh other 1• 
a faet aeeeaaible to faith only~~ 2 ) The •olution to the dua1ity of 

t :, 
r• 
11 

the two eitieo,of the •p1ttiual and the natural order,1n term• or ~ 

1D•arnat1on and tranatormation,ia unique to Cbri ut1an1ty,but the ver7I .. 
•••d tor a vi•ible llialliteatation or God in the world and the eon- ·~ 

eomitant danaer of an abaolut1sat1on o• thi vorl.d..are ahared by a11 .... 
tl"Qe monotheiat•. ~ 

Indeed,a earef\a.l analyaia ot the Doeu~ent• of t he Seeond 
Vaticnn Council •Jill show tht\t thoa• c on11 ti tuti ons an·l l,.r.lnrati ona 

in which the human di menoion baa b•en amphaai •ed Rre consiatently 
count e rbnlan=ed . Thua , #25 o! ~h• Church Today,pro~laim~ th~t ~1lll " de

Telopa all h 13 ~ft• and io abl e t o r i • • t o hia deatiny" (l3) 
by fnith ot c:ourae , but a l ao t hrough "aoei a l inatitut ions,cooial ii!e" , 

throueh twwwbri vi vi e and politi cal eomnn.mi tiea i ncludini histo
r i cal nat iona and pol i t ical at atea,eulture , aoi ence , art,and additional 

area. ot human creat i vity.Thi • otate~ent ~a cnr e tully complement ed 

b1 157 of thrit aam• Pa11toral Conat itut1on, 1n whic:h th1: Chureh wnrha 

t hat "1'2.aD con!idin4r too cuch in modiern d iaeoveri••, "may ''evitn think 

that he ia auffiai•nt unto himaelf and no l onger SP. k a ny high r 
" 
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Qnll'HX!Xll~~XIU«itlO.UX!UC~ Ve may 

no" d 1t!in" ti141 r .. nowed oone11rn 1")t Catholi• theoloa with earthly 1 

m'.l ttera R s follO\ff) : A)'l'he atfi"!·r:intion of f'tnrthl1neeo ,::iR d eelared 

in .h>hn UIII' 3 Mntf'r l'tt M1it.otr11: "Ht> rftC\tfiftm atrOncly that Christian .,'t 

~ocif\.l Dootr)ne io an int~aral part o~ th~ ~~tatinn conception of J 
li:t'•" (lS) , and a o rf!pontod by tho Snconct ,lntiann Cou.."loil: "Christian 

r<J'Y~lo.tion lead:. WJ" no't 1ne1roly to di-Tine •nl·.,~~icn,bnt a luo "to a 
de9per underetandin~ ot~h• law• ot aoeial life vhioh tile Creatorta"8· 
wri~ten into man'• ep1r1t~l <md moral 'nature"Cl6) J B) Th• a.(ru.a- , 

... - ;If • ~ 

tton o~ the lirai ta.ti on 1 t bm 1nhereiit in that Y•~ earthl~H• •*-•"' 
deolared,i9o~ otherjlin /1J9 ot file Chureh ?<>1&7.Th19 article 1tat · 
that"oo•i•t7'.--::r.·~p vital eon••rn to the Kinado• of Qod,~l'l;)bat 

~ ' \ .. ,, 
doee not let the matter reet there.It '°ea on io 1.Jl~iat that •~•• . ..1~~~ 

progz-••• muat b• oar•~ d1at1nau,18hed from th• crowth· ot Clu"1CI • 
Kingdom leat,•raan'e pride and aelfiahnea1•~8) .all'•• apirit ot i 
Yanity aD.d mai1G• "(lg) br1ni abou• idolatrJ,the worebip not o~ 

. 
" I • ,. .. .. w. .,,.... 1j,. . l~ f f 

"-· i? ' 6 • • 

• • 

• 
but rather of man himeelt,of hie own ralat1Tity. 

£ca1A•t thi• eoneeptual &ad hiatorieal .eeneral baakc'round; 
turn nov to the ~·~• ot~~Hl~~ntral motit• vhi~h ~lilt e~ 
a new path toward a better W'lderatandiq oZ Judaiaa and 'IB&el:'-....... . . 
--•••• · ll011f 1a the a!firmati.oa o~ th• D1Yi11• j\l.8t1!1•atioa ~ . .. , . ... , 
ereatiYit1,of culturetu the realisation .. botll,o:t aan'i,/'~ 
a.i tull haman1ty•C 23 J and ot bi.a reaponaib~lit7 ~o Qod.91t;~~t. ~ 

,. ban4,the •onptitutioa OD Th• Ohureh 'roday t•a•h•• that"l:i7 h1• ""1dl_~iA,l/l.5".I 
aoet aatU!'e•(J~) ll8A • 1• a aoeial beiq,UMt unl•~~ be rel.o.i:a,_._,,,_...._ 
to o~era: lunl••• ~· ereat•• •ultur• ,• h• •aD.. nei'h•; llv. ~ i~e.dll~ 
lop hi• pot•Atial • ( 25 > On th• other hand, th• 4oewa~Dt•• ~ot..Jt '• ;-\ 

• • A - 'IC. llf! 

Seeond Vatiean Couneil warn repeat•417 that hum eulWr• ah 
" " be a••••••d aa eoapl•t•~ autonomoua and aelf_..sa!t1•1•nts tha . , ,,. 

ahould not 1• the voria of Rau.a l: 21-25 ••JT• ereahr• lNt Ctg~Jlt';~li-.ill . . ~ . ~· 

Seript\ll"e ~••lar.a the Conatitutioa,q-.o~ QeDe91• ' lt26,tea 
. . "' ' 

tlu\t ID8ll waa ereate4 •to th• ~ o~ Clod•, .. tn•••~ 
, ".) IMAUAti..Welt 

0

ud iiot an a\ltono~u rat1onaliat1• o~·~· ttf ~ 
. bat .Qod,ftppointed man• ill~ .;.ter of all ereatu•• th?:t 'll• ~" 

..- nbdu ~he.11 and ue ta ..... Apia not ·tor human b•n•:ti-t onlyf~ 
0 (26) I <• ~ T • ~ .A "'""" 1'•flf'M141! • 'o ~ ' a elorJ • J • • • • ~ • • .. • ' 

- --.:~ ... "- .... - -·~..:-P '!~ .. ,,.: ~·t-.:.·:~}> ~· . " -~~ r..£.~ ... 



,. 
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I 
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6. ' •• 
0 - • . ~ 

. . • 
- -:111L.--, :V ",{ t tvr 

..._ t '-It 1• t'ront thia eoneeption tha"t theolopaaa derive the new le~ 
1 r- tim:1sat1oa ot 11&D '• ereatiTit7,ot ••i•n .. •,art,•oeial and poliiieal 

-~-·--1."'."' . .. . . 
i1ife,•••n ot bummiia~.SiJle•,hoveTer,eu1tufte ie God-r~late4,hwaani .. 

,,,,,~·.:1' ~ too eannot but be juatifi•• a• a • new hWl8Di_"< 27> ,on• whi•ll 1• 
1 i.l . ... 4 

( 28 ) .,... iiJ( . 11ot ... . ••rely euthbound" or " eontr&rJ' to re lip on , " but a ~ 

! ~~~~1•~ by vbi•h slnhiil-iilm;!!i;l~~i 1~1fltoa.KWlllll .reatiTit#, 
'.-• .' • JM ' 

'*'-~·;:""11'"'9) t • ., 1Jl•ludinc,8' a• ll6J-90 •.l•ar}T •Pffi~, aoeio-e•onoJl.ie and poll ti•il w' I 
!t...'1-., aet1rtt1,1• theretore reeog!lised and eveQ •ail•titied,not on it'• ,. _ 
. .. :et.~ autono•ou ,h\nlu terma,and 1&ot 1n order to •trengtheu Jl8Jl '• bondap .l t~ • • • ~I 

..... .., .... ,,~."'. :~~
1 

• ..:. n.rth,to him••lf,to •oeiety - but in :.>td•~ to liberate man troa ·. 

~ .::.{ 1• !.u• boad~, tJ:~ th• tleehpot• ot KQpt, tr~• 111111.cliate, unr!iff erenti-tJ 
._ ~ .• ate4 •~ia•hm•nt to aaterialln. PreeiD& hiaa~, bf hi• ovn reapoui-

._.,~~~ ~ . 
iW · : ~ 'SI 9 20 bl• aat{-.itT ~ ere3t1Tit7,1MD rill eoae <il08er to Q.od.!Toa i. 

'i , 

lh• polli:fieat• ot Leo XIII on.Chriatiau h9L-.e been •••••M•ljrt' •
4

• 

expoaed to th.1• aftirmatioa or real.itJ,and han lteea· te.qht,Yith an 
~ ft . ~. 1nerea•1.nc t'requeaey tbat th• mor. •AD l•ara• about the vor1d,a.nd the 
·~ ~ . ,. : " .J: aore lll!lD •r•at•• in th• '\fQrld, th• better llbl• he will b• to Bemovite ,_. 

.,• ;~ '. ledp the entir. r9de11ptin rytha of Cbri•tiani tJ. Th• Chri•tia!l do•- .. 

. ~"' '" tria• of God becoJliN Plesh 1n order to •~-.. all tbina• and to amt 
them up in Bima•lf ,1• aov aleo eoneeived aa the :piototyp• ot th• di; :.( 

~· eommflnd••nt to be in th• vorlcl,to wMue th• vorld,to eultiTate ·~ 
ereatioa and to ~ llllimit reality ill • th• true lit.ht th~t enl1eh- ~ 

t•;• •?•17 wua"< 29>. ' 
·, I 

. · Buildina oil thi• buic eonaept1o'Jf, the doewlttnt• o~ th• Seeond 
Vatican OoUlle11 ~~~ Mlil"ta·ftf!iDan ereatlT~t7, in t vo apeher., 1 

~ th• 1ler10D&l. and th• eoeiAl. ~ 
· Ia th• pen1ona1 •Ph•re,eulture 1• Ulld•r•tood to mean • all thoa~ 

I 
fnetor• by ~ieh m~n retin•• and unfold• hie mqni!ol d ?iritunl and 
bo<itly quR.l.it1.••'(30)Culturf'l a etivity ia " proe•ac by whieh can trie1 

eonaciou•ly to •hnp•, to refine, t o ttleTate h1 • immruumt f~'.l ·.ll ti••, so 
th~t by hi• own butnAn endeaYor•,by hi• ••lf-•rpreaeion,he mn• attA..in 
a h1.~h•r rl •P.'l"•• ot purity .nnd fulfillment!/ •" For ·1hl!'n man work•" 
d•elaree ,35," ••• h• ~ot only Alt•r• thinP,li RJ\d aoeiety,be d•Y~lope 
ht~eelt R• well " (3l)By ~ulti•~tint' hi• own ~•r~~n~l r~aourcee," he 
goes outeid• of himaelt R.lld b•pond himaelf"~ 32>~.r~ R~~in ve eneowite 

the lib•rat112£ power with whieh oultur• 1• bleo111ed,not on the baei• 
of a rntionRli•tie autonomy •~•h a• the elnaaieal f.nli~ht.enment 



tory, ~:..i t>~~n :w e.n ("Gr>1rntial cou..!i tiou ~~oi· the ;rnr~r nnd authf"nti• 

nf 1 .. ,. "' 1 1 •c:::3 "th . t' .. l38 J tt o nine oi: -- ca: .. cc iu·e<.. n u., e :ion 01 every nn ion... • 

c 

':""!..i~ .:J. :':i.:-."'1ntio~ o!' -...h~ th .. oloKiea.l relavaace of eu:U.ure ol!d 

····:i.-,1:n·:l':.i.,i1, •.·t .:i'\'"L: •• .-""' ;. ... liti-f\J. t:h\:ea.vor,is re1,:rt&1 :.i.n atr~y 

pz·of .)U.'lr} ~!:i::·.\'P.l vf 'th ... totu.l ! ..:latiulJ.lilhip oet.,,,t!ten. the! Church a• both 

a my~tie an-l an ·1:..:ipi:-ical entity< ~<~) ,aud to• world with all it• 
CJhort~ ·):.in.:,o , cio.o :111'.J h.'\rrJshiF::i• 



- 9 -

Sut!eri~ and depri vati on,huncor o.nd •1• kn•a•,a!tl1ction and 

hardahip, t ear , o.nxiet y, inoeaurity, per ••oution, poTerty 1n the good• 
of thi• world -- th•a• a.re no longer conai dered exel uo1v•17 in 

t erme of n divine J>uniOhmftnt; in terma ot nn exhortati on or tm:ma 
t h• wi cked ,tbo aium~re,th• infidel a ; in tftrma ot divine witneaa to 
th• juatif'ieation ot ·than who are not in paia1ia terma or th• reaul. -

'I _. ~ 
ot ••trangement :trom to.itb or enn of a total retunl to ulm9w}.idp;l; 
Jewa u th• Chri•t.lfow tll•J' tend to be 1en,not only aa a realllt o • 1 

lae.lc o! etwmc :tai th but alao a• •tullbllne bl oot 0.- th• road ~.a i '1 f 

:tai th~ 40 ) .. .. ;.. 
. ~ " , 

:..t"Or~~m 

~llovi~til 

Second Vati•an Couneil atr••Md 1ii va:r1oua '"-'7• tba't ••o.ni ty .. t itl''"''·•~,.,. 
pov•Z"t7 and &ll. the other ecmditioa ebaracter1at1• of· underde'ftf. ·' 

gond1t1ona ot lif•J,aleo that ~litieal and intelleetuol enala~t 
to dietatori.al r•~••,tbat exiat•ne• amidat prej\141••,hatred o ~~ ·--·~· 

• j - v 
pU'8eeut1oll - do not aroue man to taith,wt on the eoati"m7,' 4tU' ~ 

• r 

not but bloat hi• W&J ~o aod.L1Y1DC in deprivation d1arupt• maa• ~-~.-t<"l:ll , . . 
propmr rel.atiouh-1.p to hiiueU, to hi• tellovmea ad uipbove, to ~ 
world &Ad th•r•by to God.The ohal.l.eqe ot the attainment ~:t.~t!Lt ,_....,,. 

"" ~ ae•ordina to the Oonat1tut1on oa '?he Chureh Todq,eaa hard1w~be • -;:r _ 1' "'jJ 
u lone u man allftera and rellliina deprift4 ot ad•quat• unpc .. 

I\ 
eondJ.tiona and intelle•tual deyelopnaent.f:nl• faitk ean not :~ ~'91111111 

• A 
until llDA'• •oeio-eeoaOlll.• and pol1t1eal •1~~t1oa ·enab1ea ~ ,. 

to U(\uir• all aw.r•n••• ot bi• diani~.~ u a betnc ereate&"' .u. ..... - ..... .-. . ~ "' 
1a Ood •a imap,and aa a rat.ioiial b•ilil eJldowcS vi.th inali•nabl .. .t 
r1aht•. Aa lona u 4• 1• • ill need of food ~ 4r1Jak';elotliU.C,~~~·~-

lled1eine ,"•apl.0711ea~, edueat1oa, lltl•1MT•Z wm laek the fael~ta~·~~~ 
"' . n.••••8817 tor liTbe a ~ human 11fe,or are tormented. bJ, .. ~lhl 

• or poor bea.lth,or .urfer •xil• or impri•onm•nt ••• help alL.oql.d ,. 

in su•h a "8.7 t hat the r••ipie11t1HDB7 o-ac!uall.7 be f'r•ed 'troa 
1 

~ 
.. · '4e•• Oil othera and beeome 1elt-ntr1e1ent"<4:J · ~~ ft.b"{~..,,,.,...'i:I 

. ,, . "' '·~ .. "''""""'·~ 
i: • • 'lo "" .,~·f!"'.l~.J:..lflW1:• 

I • • \ ' r 'f ..... ~ ....... .,... 
P I .,. • 

d! • _ Meial. neeeaa1.t1•• and th• unaTOidabl• rectuirei.ata ot ~ ~:a~I 
6 b th• tlOd•rn world, t~ tro11 b•in& 1rrelnaAt to. the ·reala ot t .... . 
metailb7w1•• and o~ othervoJ:"ldl1;••••or to th• d\lt7 of the ~ --..w.-r·~ 

, ..,.. '\ . ~ ·" . 
an new oona1d91"M or '\M \Rmo•"t eoaee~"to the Chveh • .llraadJ' 

. ,,. . 
.1 1. 1 • 1 ,r, 1 1. 1 .1. • ,, , r \ ·. 1 .I , t 1. J. 1. t 

....!--.---~ arue1 .. ' ot tll• Cout1~ut1on ot ~· Cbunh Todq eapba.1 
, - l.T."'1--P r .,. ·~"" -~-... -... - ... -..,,.,..._. - ~ . . • ,, ~· 

... "' ~- ·, . '.;.;;o- ... I.~ - -:· ---~ r T :~'mM~ 



fm1811'!."' f_- ~ _,. I 11'7" ,. • ,,._-
"'f 8 ~... ... • ~ . 

·~'ti "" ·,;, ... ~~ .. ~ I~ ~. ~ t , I . '· 
-rt.=.•• ~.:'l\.. .. \ ' ~ ~ . .II • .,,,. .. ' ... \ ...... ~. ~r-- • ' 
·~C.il.·" !lo·'t. )i • . \ ... l 

• .J("i " - •• ~'tr ,• • "' • ',- 10 • ,,.. " 
__ ,.,,._...... ..,-.• ,.." ~ If! ~ I? .'" • r .. c - I• 

!:.#l~:W'~~ 1."' s'"' • ' • l I l ' ;; • 

~ :f~ the tirst time u hUllJlll h1ato17,all people Ar9 
~ \. .. . . .· 

..-..... ,~~-1 "'~ t th• benetlta of clll.tun ouiflt •o be,an1 
i- arle114~d to en1701aei:<42> • 

.,_.,_..,..,.-_,.\...-~ .-.ft: • 
V.u ·w. • • ""' 1 I'" ,. 

.4. ... 'i • ~ 

• ·i. ... 

.,,,,'J • '!'!it '.II. ~ "' • ,; • ,, 'If 

..... , _ _,.._:.. ...... -~t"-1J :t. ~: ft• ,.•laa~ieal,••tarh.Y~~r.111 1nter;sret-:it1on fJf ~tter~. ·~tbiu•• 
~ot •ours• to be ... u praiswort~ both,tor 1.t• ••nM of th• 

.... ~/anaru ·~ ;.,..ti• univ with th• Rft•rine Chriat un14rwent ~or th• "s 
.;(/' ' • j ..,. 'rt 
,,..i" ... ia1Yat1on ot ti>• worl4.a• well u for it• ~xrr-••ioa of a ..-olma'b.17 

-"•~MH .' ~· ~ertuJ.ne of pracst1•• of ;anrtr and ob~1en•e,the eTSn~li•al •~ 
• • <!' 

'l:l;."il;. ••l• of t!ht.l8t1ty ded1eated io Ood 1n· :1eaorc1anee wi~h the •peeial ;,; , 

' ii. ~ ~o• b••t~n4 ll))O• the rctlipou•· C4'>•or•0Ter,v1triou11 doe11J:1eAt• 4i , 
~ . 
•· ot th• Seoon4 .¥..aticum CouneU,aa alao ao1H of tlle letter• and 
4 • j 

'!'W "nddn:a.•• and aermona of Pope n,caaphaaiae the orica?inu theoloeteal 
I • 

_....,.,...,,.~J ~.111cnificl!1lee or povertJ i\il4 2Bl"'tyx'do11. ~uriq iD th1a tro.Hwork la 
-'""" -._.;-!'.._~ .. -~~"""rft!fir.n~ •• b•1Dc a refieetion of th• pOTflrtt ot Chrlet,ad,aa Paul 

- • k • 

= 

~ ~ "'!!- •RI• aa " ~· mori 1iat1illat• e%pr4••1oa o~ 1nt .. r1or ki.qehip vhieh 
ooul.4 o~f~r man.•(•~>!n tbia oonnedt1on,th• ~OB'iJati• Conatitut1 .. W 

cm t?i. Chureh (Lwen Oent1wa) #42 and 'h• ~••r•• on the App!'Opriat• 

r:enewal ot the R.-11a1.oWJ Li~• (Pttfeetll• Csu-itAtio) l\gall mk• ~ J 
1't ruapl1 elear that • tht Churoh &lao kcte~ in m1~d the a4n•• ot th.-1 
A-p~atle, who tJUmrnoned tht fni th M to ohru1. ~ b7 Ctxh·1rtins them to 
':thRre the !llina ot Chri•t Jsaua,He wilo • ••• tm1tiad h~~aelt tarin1 
•h• nature ot n alaTe ••• b~eo~ obo~iont to de~th ••• '(Ph1l.2a7-8), 

~ - . r . llil<l . becnu• of \18 •ti,inc rlah ll• booa"';l• poor' (~or.n: 9)." C45) 
I"' .. ~~ " .~ ~ - • 

·~.. ~ • :c. -- _ :.._ 

""t • It 1• D, tevortb.7 ,ho~f'JT3r, that thia olaaaie tr11d 1 ti on • 
mU.ty,vh11• dofinitely r"intoroed tor tbn Cbur<iih and her inner 1.1.re,d 
tor h•r h1.•rareb1' mid the milliatr,y o~ her prieat•,1• rooted 1Jl,and ! 
pemape 'to •o•• ezteAt been trant1f•rr•d -to,th• r•nl.11 o't escbataloa. 
the reQla \lhiah 8J)eBU through 80\.lrOetJ !T.JCh AB :?o.!l :,_')(ef .2 'roe. 

2111-"12). Wh~nOOT•r th• ChllToh turn.a to ~Gieal raalitT,••p•o1n117 
in ~d1re ::H1in1 hero"lt' to Gh:--i ;;tian 1..cy=.,n or 'w 'l ~ro oo to no .... -

Chr1et 1.1n"i, to ~.m·it'lrd ·"70loped ~ountrien, t o vo11t 1.onl. CLICJI::unitiea in 

·mi ~h n t>n-:-oli ?i oa;J OT' ~t!-r-nliaimta id'?Olv~.tP. .J r.r n 9reache d and 

~nt()X'Q!"d - oho :a~owa he ::-:Jitlf r :'!a1y t o intrr~ir·1t c;rff,•rinG' i n a M 

·l if~erent,'\ rt:r.<''ied 1m.y , aa \Ill havo ~!!..<ly. no~e~ .ma nhowa herectl.! 

re~t1j to 11on:"Jtr u:! rl ,.pr1ntion not B'1 a 11-tnno , bllt n.;: 11.n obatacl• 
to t he nttoin~cnt o~ fn1th . 

--.---....-- -· 

... 
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Stu~yin£ t he r i eh rloeumentAtion 9n thi a r•n•~-al t oward an 
t;!!t'1r:nat1 ve rloetri n• ot e:np1:rioa.l :-eal 1 ty ,on• encount e-r11 so explio1 t 
St prr "\O\.nci-11ent ru J75 '.ih~re the Cbur~h st~ t ea th.::.1 " 1 t hnrn.a 

h unu.nity whrn government tri~•f'~ on tot£tl1 tr •. rtan or dicta t or ial !orm.e . 

i.njurioua to th• rieht• ot peraoDa or aoeial tp"OUpe"f 46>ve peopl~ • 
outaide the Chureh,v• to whom th••• doeumenta hl\ve been exp11•1~' -. ~ 

ad~reaeed,eannot but re9111e th~t a way ba:/e been opened to~ a- 4 ~ 
new Cbriatian understand.in&' ,not o?lly ot deve1op~ ~ountrie•,ot f f! ' .,. -t 

.t\aia.n eulture alld tradition,-"tu11ZNW1and11P nrtztc••mtwrww ~ct" '"' 

.. t non-~ emo~ratie r~lmea 1D the eaat•rn bloek, a.nd IJotitin Amer1f8:D 
ooe1etiee - --iabut ....... ot J~aism and Jewish Sta1•bood.llev theo~ ' 

..-- - ya '\"' 

ei•al poaaibiliti•• ·max hnv• e!!•rc•Q,or p•rhar·• _, be •m•reina . .. 
render more undera'ta.ndabl• DMDm (not newaaar11J ae~aeptab~~) .. iO(. 
Obriatiana the tradi tion&l. preoecupat1o• ot the Torah wt th the ~ -. 

.... 
real• or eo.rthlineaa. end the endeaYora of Zionism to redeem Yi• 
ot depri~tion and llllf!trina,to re••~• th~ peraeaut1d f"rom bac:k· w~~--~ . ~ _,, 
eoW'ltriea or totali tnrian rev~, to 01tnbllah linng 0011diti~l-.c..._"''"":..:1r-..,,. 

in whieh J ewa too~mtakrl&puwkaxllmn-S eo.n real.illit, h ,. ~&-,~···-in til~ir ow vq and aa po.rt of their Auto•-lfomo•,what Chr1at1 · 
-ror their pert have been uraed to ~o by John XXIII ill h.1• ':: ~ ~ 
Mater et ~1&tra,and by the Conat1~ut1on oa the Chure~ in th ·~d 

ttorld,Ch,IV 343: . .. in the •x•rctill'&i o~ nll tl)eir earthl7 aetiYitfi 

tbey •an h•r•by eath~r their hunn.n•.~omeatie,pro:t•••ional,ao•il~.~---
.... ~ ... 

·te1bn11al enterpriaea into one v1 tal e111the•in w1 tli reliciOlll ~. lilt .. • • 
\md•r who•• 9Upreme di~eotion ell thin1a 
alory. ,.(47) . . . . 

. ~ 
or• ·harmon11ed unto p&d•• 

.! , ~~·-·-

~ ... 

,,. 
• • ~ ,.' 1111 A.. .. : . ·... ~ .,~ .... .. "" ..... ' 

...... ,, 11 • - ..- ~· \. ~Ii".,.- ..,..# -,...,. l7 ~ • .- T 
•• • .. • 11 - ~ "! • 
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Accoril1n,r; tQ the Jet.rich vicrn' - - a v!.trt contr~ to ~'!"ioti-

t> ... "li ty -- t'"'.13 aat or :-~vitln:tion -~id not oecu.r ! n n J..~-:--,.g!r.,nor I 
throuf:h th~ e:;ta.b11eht'1ent of" Qod ' a Kin&"dom i n Cli.ri• t and the Pro

elnm:ition of the Word mad• 1'"1eah , nor throu&h h.1a lipiri t aa r::iani:tea t I 
~ 

in th" Churc!-.Inatend,th"' ontoloer1cal 1'r '.l.'1""ork wi thin ,.,hi eh the • 

!Wiln realit7 no• reat''!irmed by the Chureh a o~ l~Citi.mit• ... pis ~ 
tor Juda.ism,1• the Tornh .• '!'h• ni•n~ oalled to ~till th1a,!r&.i8work, 11 
to neoftpt \.'1th love i ta yoke, tbe burden o~ 1 t• c!iao1pl1De;ia ii? ·~ 

Jewieh .!'eoplehood,Jo·dah nat1onhoo4,nnd und ttr atr1et limitation• of •:· 

authority: Je,fiah ctatehooC1.'l'htt very Tera• in Geneaia(l: 29) - ~- 1J 
cont_"il.Aa _th• tir~ aommandcent of the Torah " Be truit:tu.l and ~tl~ 

ply Md· l!Jl:l.,.uiliV'th• eartli," - ao1r1•1• to Wi also •thtt b~ai.e f~ 
ot th• Jev1ah rel1i1oza: " ••• Bnd wbtht• 1t and have do!'\1n.ion onr .v . ). . ~ 

the tiuh ot the aea,nnd over the !owl ot the e.ir,a.Dd onr • .,.1"'!9 1 
t '" ) thing that moYeth upoD the earth: It 1• :JO.n's d••tln.r to rul• •v 

I 

over ~~· oreated world.not to withdraw from 1t nor to keep o f, . 
from it; it ic !:tan'•· vo•aU:on to haYa dominioa over real1t1·. ' c.....,.""""" ... 

• I ~ 

i•,to be•tow font and order.,to 1.mpoae norms on the world}Jr ejtler 
... , 

ln~ludillg •o•i•tJ'.h•n~e neo•o•arily a.lao •tatehood.!he !orah,~~ .... 1• .... 
tore do•• not •on.fill.• her••lt' to pre••r1b1q moral eonduet iA "t " . r•alm o~ ep1r1tual. Tnluea; it al.•o preacrib•• man'• relatio~-· -~ . ._ 

' v ' 
to thinp,to th• laud,DXIJDXllDU1HJ:Xllnot .ollly to hea1i .... lfi! .. _. 

• 
one o~ the ••••ntial eoncepta ot the Je)d.ah rel.J41.oa ~· th• t.,_ 

. • t 
•.A.vodah" - literally "lo.bour .. ,"work"the m•an1Q4t reato~ed .to it 

-~- . moderD Kebrev,whil• b~at~rieal.ly and theolo~•al.17 it~ r•t•~· 'o 

. . 
r 

,The eoneera ~ith real1ty,vh.1oh the 
. t 

#tXb~t1'8~~4~f~~!•fal1!1tA'4 .ii . . , , . 
roo.J.ma o-r all eeor.r, 8J11bol1am and myat1e1sm. aan11111•'*"1>4t Th.lit~ •airw•11 . ·~ - ... 
haa ae(iuired in our do.ye an n.ddi tiona.l. rt1 .. ftll1on · - ~•n•~1.Ul .. .iNM 

~ i~dcombination of pb,yaionl and m•ta;?hyei•al eonponent•.~ . .. ... 
r"'linon,]'eoplehood and atntehood.Whil• thi• oomb1Mt1on UllPlll ... .W 

~ ~ ·., . *''''* perhapa d1tterent1atfta Juda.iam from other rel18'1.ona,:Ul .... 
'"'t y . .. ~~~..Ji~ 

t ~ - ~ · .,/ rex.ewed cone em w1. th ea.rthlin••• in th• <..'hureh 11181' r•nder, t • 
4 -:i ~ " . • , ..... -...~-

' 
( . WU(lUeneaa of .Ju.duia mueh more under•ta.nde.b~e ooap&red' Wit 'g~:••·J,,_. 
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• • 

~ - . 
aeeordiDC to th• Spirits nor in th• •••hataloii•al queet1oa .. to 

~ ,. ... .. r.. -

~ 'i,, ··ill•• •tatua ot th• Jewa in fu Chr1•t1an KeonolQ' of Redemption.whether 
· . -~~ .. i'i\t¥-y azoih!••••ndant• ffo11 Abraha11 on.13' u~ordinc to the Plellh 6:D4 µ 

i.; ~enfore the~ ean not .ala.ill any rieht• oa the Land of Abrah.-; Mt • 
~~~'ii'ifl. !'. • f 

(~whether th•1r eiretlm••i•io:a too 1• o_nl.3' that of th• fiellh and their 
li"'jdllena•• to the Law,to S.ripture i• juat ·a ai&ta of the Veil Upoa 

-·~~"j~-r) ~~~iearta •O that B4r81D Do riehta whataoever on the Land •an _b• (. 
el•tmed oa the baai• ot the Ser1ptureJ nor i•the th•oloii-•al • , . 

6 a~lf-wnderatandbc of a renewed Jewi•h •tatehood to be t'oUDd in .the 
' \>• 

~.~lf.A;'iM~ eaebatalo&i•al ctU••tioa whether the lo•• o"f th• lloly Lane! we.a th• 
rJI "~ 

~~ dirt.I• 1ip that l•rael ' • \UUTtraal mi••ion had to eome to eloae,.-
~~ 1 ~ • 

.. .,. .. ,_ .... ~ "' eouequent~ handed over to the tellowahip vhieh Chriat eathered .. --~,r:"~";~ . 
ai-oun4 him, ao t!at the ~poae ot 11~ ia hi•tOrJ 1• now earr1ed out -. . . 

""~~th• ahriat.Th~etore,Meordiq to the Iarae11 ••lt-underatandi.D4r, '>4 , 
., ~ ~C. lie "-s•-. 

• ~ify a!tti•Ul 7 ~ Chr1•,1aa• ~••l •• kiw to aeknowl•d~• " 
• r ;.. 

oi l Jenab ~tatehood ill Ierael.,tearinc that thi• aeJmowledpment would .., .t ' 
1. t • ii .. 

--~~-...:~. upaet th• direet 1au.al eouaeet1oa betveea th• erueiti%1on ol Jeaue 
r: t ... 
;. :?;ud the whole .hiato17 of JwSaiaa ..,••d1111e,:tearin& that Ml•mllwtt!whrftn•c 

~~t. :!1 ha._. will b• eaua1t1 to th• Chri•tian tradition a11ordini to whieh . ...... . ..,, 
- ,,,~ 'x th• fate of th• Jewa ia the d1Tin• punt•hment for their re j eation 

~· ~. ot the M•••io.h,•o that th• true Iara•l are not anymore th• Jew• 
'II.~~ It OJ" the I.ra•li•, but rather thoH who acaeepted 'rh• CJood Neua of 
,_ - ; ·redeaptiOJl 1D Chri1t. (a) 

a -). • , ... ' 

~ ' ..t ..... .. '! 1r .. • " Inat•ad, AIU%1~ ... tbe--;.~b•oloaif!al <!imenaioJl 
• of th• State ot Iar a•1 1• derived t'ram ~an entire ~i!ferent cont ext, 

~,. ' ' 
~•t .~ .. o:R• that ia nei th•P pure aeoular no• pure eaehatnlogie. Thia context .,. ~ 

.,."t ~r • ·1. deri;•d trO!I the aam• oon••nl with realit7,vitb human l i :t'• and 1;. 

' I~':.,.; .. aafet7· and 1p1r1"1al tu.lfi~l1Hn' Oil th• bu1• o"t an aeknowl•diec1 and 
~ , ' 

.. 1". f ··reliaiou.aly juatitied earthlineaa, that had beer& attirmed and r•aft'irme~ 
~· ~~ .. ' 

'J ·" • .iD .. •oJlteraporary Catholie tbeoloa . - u ve have •••ll before.Only now, ~ 
i D n Y07er•i~ Jewiah atate,that ae.:n• ~oncern ir, ahn~~d 1~~ a ditteren~ 

wa1,on t •rm• of *h• Jewiah Autoa-Nomoa,~ H•n•e , the utnt• ot 
Iar~el 1• in oaaenee both; an extnn•ion and a tranafor~ation o! the 

tTa.dit ional J ewiab preoaoupation with reality , witb t ho world of thine•, 
tho~ not tor th~ ank• ot rftality , but rnther to~ th• Glory of God. 

- -------- ... --» -
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An «xtension, becauae whole sections of the Torah, which cannot. be observed 

.A. transfonnation ot 

"t 

I 

.\. I 

tiis category implies a D'3 of life in which the Jew accepts full responsibility 

th ot the inherent in Zionim, is the categoey of autonOJDT and sovreign!ty. 

citi z.en. OW:i.ng to this basic category, 

shared by tlie majority of Israelis, has 

cbi.ef end and justification the f\il1ness of reality rather than 

1 words of Aaron David Gordon, one of the apiri tual. leaders and founding fathers 
'"" " t ~ ~ 

• r"' of Labor Zionism, Israel 1 e return to his land is symbolized in Genesis: ifand ... " ' 
:ft~ ~t' behold a ladder set up on the earth and the top of it r eaches to heaven ••• and 

l 1t1o 

" • •• -what are we seeking? Is it not a foothold for the ladder ••• ?f 20 According to 

., Gordon, and indeed most Zionist thinkers and leadera-;.21 heaven - - the fullness of 
~. -

~ spiritual life, can be reached only if man bas a f im base on earth. Man, by his .. "" 
very creat.ion, was endowed with al.l the requisite fa.cul. tie s f or a spiritual life; 

yet, as Zionists have understood it, the sine qua non of such a life i s the 

t creation ot a f'ull earthly or, as Gordon put it, natural life -- a foothold for 

the ladder. It is that ver ,t foot:1old whi~h Zionism seeks to reconstruct --

a foot~old for the sake of a redemptive fullness to come, a future kingdom of 
If 

ljod, though not ;ret for the kingdom itself. As Gordon saidt (rt it not a new seed 

that i s beinb planted in Palestine, but a full t;rown tree with mar.y roots and 

branches Unt is being t r ansplanted into its own soil, where it will blossom and ,, 
11 ve agaiz4. 22 
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rlhen the Church artinns t hat the Flesh, in the sense of basic hlll!:an needs 

and r equirements (not in its metaphysical moaning) , is a legitimate Christi.an 

concern, that in fact it is t he Uhri stian' s "sacree obligation to count social 

necessities BT1i~ng the primary duties 11(48 la road r:ia.f have been paved tow.rd e. 

!:>ette1· l.JlcigrstandinJ of the Aioni.st interprt1tation of t.be Flesh. 1chad Hum, 

one of the founders of ethical and cultural Zionism, defined in hie treatise 

"Flesh and Spirit", that essrq on which three generations have been raised, the 

mutual interrelationship between concrete r eality and its spiritual meaningt 

"'lbe two elements in man, the physical and the spiritual., can and must life . 
- . ,. 

in perfect accord; not a~mea ••• the ~iri tu.al elmoent is to penetrate into 

the very heart o! the material life, to purify it and cleanse it ..• Such union 

does aot degrade the spirit,, but uplifts the tl:eish, Which is irradiated by" the 

spirit's sanctity • .lnd. the joint lite, each linked 'Id.th and completing the . 

other, brings man to his tree goal •• , 1149 Achad Haam interpreted the dualism • 

• 
between the spiritual and the peysical. li:!e in terms o! an ethical pos1 ti nsm, 

'~ . but other spokesmen of Zi.oniSJTI have elevated the body and the epiri t to JllY&tical: -• 

and organistic planes. • For exs.mple, Rav Kook, the greatest Jl\YSt1c in Zioni~ ~ 

and pemaps contemporary Judaism, a man whose teaching• comm.and a growing inb.~ 
"' ' .. 

toda;r, even in the realm ot a ineeeianic sel!-understandi..118 among acne Jltellll:lera o'-~--.~P'"'.,.."• 

the Six Da;r War generation, elaborated a pantheistic Wel ts.nsobauung~ The ve~~· ..... '""~""',,.._.,u .. -
sepa:r&ti.on between matter and spirit, and as Nathan Rotenstreich has pointed out. 

J~ 
~ the diverce ot the cognitive process and the .faculties ot the soul~O all tbiabaa c..:"' ........ ,,-... 

" 
been eet aei.de. Instead, materiality emerges from ite unrelated, isola~d state " 

cid becomes a part of t he harmonious structure ot the worl.d. 

of Rav look's conception of Jewish nationalism. 

~· our generation only through a material 1'ulf1ll.ment; hence, spirit unrlll.ated to · 
• . • ~\~ -.st. 

materiality is de.t'ective, juat as matter j.s de£eotive when unrelated "to spin.•. ... :« 

' 
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In the same way we coul d now cont inue studying many addit ional areas of 

t he r enewed concern of the Church with earthliness and empirical reality , those 

that may pave a new '.)ath towards a better understandin~ of Judaism and I srael . 

I ther efore would like t o conclude by quoting the i nipressi ve wor ds of Dr. 

Cornelius Rijk which give the essenc e of 1·1hat I had in my mind. Dr. lijk said: 

11 rhe tenden~y of ir.odern theolozy t o emphas~ze the invol vement of' the 

fai t h_f\U i n social and poll ti.cal real.i ties may be a meetiilg poi.nt with Jew1ah 

thinking, thus creat i ng a better understanding between Jews and Christians. 

'lb.is ma;r promot e a deeper, common involvement in the preparation of the k:i.ngdOlll 

of God on ear th . ll 

.. 
' 

' . .. 



[end] 
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Dr. Charlotte Klein 

T H E T, H E 0 L 0 G I C A L D I M E N S I 0 N S 0 F 

•r H .r; S T A T E··- . 0 P I S R A E L 

We are gathered here to celebrate the .fifth anniversary 

of the Declaration on the Relationship of the Churoh to 

Non-Christian Religions, at least that part ot it, Chapter 4, 

which deals with Jud$i&m. Despite its defects which no one 

here would wish to dispute or to belittle, we have reason 

to celebrate, for it ie the first time in ite two thousand 

year l ong history, that the Uatholio Church, through its 

official representatives, hae promulgated a document on 

Judaism which is not wholly negative. I have been set the 

task - so it seems to me - to !ill in one of the .most obvious 

lacunae of this document: it speaks ·of Judaism of the past, · 

Bnd in at least one passage it looks forward to the distant 

future, to eechatological times, .as we call them, but what 

of the present? What of the Jews and Judaism as we encoun

ter them daily, and most of all what about THE event of 

Jewish history in our own time, the return of many Jews to 

the land of their fathers and the establiahment ' of the 

Jewish state? The Vatican Declaration is silent on t his 
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issue. An interpretation of the Declaration, elaborated by 

noted churohieadere and theologians about .a year ago, which 

contained some explanation aa to the eignitioa.noe of t~e 
_ . . ' 

land tor all Jews, never saw the light of day, except tor 

the f'ortun~te';Pie.cretion of an American · cardinal 'who communi

cated the text to the presso 

As to the reasons tor this persistent silence - the 

Vatican is also one ot the states which has not recognised 

the state ot Israel - the following is trying to ·eet out an 

~ewer, mainly but not exclusively in _theological terms. I 

should like to begin '.'f1th a personal ex~erien~e. ~ lived 

in the Ecce Homo convent in the Old City ot _ J,ruea~em . at the 

t1m~ the state was founded, and I well remember our f'irm 

conviction that 1.t would never come into being. This con

viction was only partly derived from the fact that the Arabs 

eurrowiding ue were sure of ~ easy military victory once . . . . 

the Bri ti eh·. were gone 1 this conviction was; on the dee pea~ 

level, based on. the theological argument - pse~do-theological 

would be a more accurate term - current in the Church since 

the first . oentury,that in the_7ear 70 A.De . the Jewish people 
' 

had lost, with the Temple and their independence, the land 

for all times. It had · become a firm tradition in all the 

churches that the destruction ot the Temple and the loss ·· ot 

Jeri.eh national independence was a sign . f'o~ both·:Jewa ~d 
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Christians, something like a . divine· revelation,- that spelt. 

the end of Judaism and the substitution of the "new Israel"• 

the _Church, for .the "old." Even ·atter almost two thousand 

.years this belief was so stro~ that the coming into being 
.. 

of the state on the 15th ·May 1948 met at first with the in

credulity, then the oonste~ation and finally the hostility 

ot Christians - a hostility which, at least latent, continues 

and which ~ecame &g$1n ar.t1oul.ate and even virulent af'ter . ·, . 
1. : • .. • • 

the Six Day War and the Israeli conquest ot all Jerusalem. · 

: I 

The above argument of a negative theology - as I would 

cali' it - on ~srael the people and the land seems mainly to 

be based on"a few passages in the a7optio gospels, f. inst. 

Mk. ·13, the ·so-called 'little apocalypse'; where· the destruc

tion of Jerusalem·· and· its oo~aequences are, · or seem. tQ be~ 

interpreted as a divinely ordained punishment for the Jewish· 
. . 

rejection ot Jeeua·.·&8 . the Messiah. These passages are found 

in~ apocalyptic context, the1 are -almost certainly a 

vat1c1'\ua ex eventu, and it ie ve%7 d_ifficult to disentangle 

what .refers to the end of Jerusalem and what points to the 

cosmic upheaval, expecied in apooalyptio circles to usher ·· 

in. the eschatologi_cal age and the ti,nal rede~ption of the 

universe. 
'··. 

· . 

. · . . . . : : • 
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We are toda, better equipped than exegete& ot former 

generations to discern the 11~erarr genres of the material 
' 

that goes to make up a gospels we are ala~ better µiformed 

· about the historical situation in which the gospel• were . 

tinall7 edited, a situation of much fiercer hostility bet- . 

ween Jews and the followers ot Jesus than that pretailin& 

in bia own time. 

Yet thie alone would perhaps not warrant the new and 

different ~verall i~terpretation given to these as to 

sever~ other passages in the Bew ~eatamen.t, which ·have been 

at the root ot the anti-Jewish Ob.ristian theologiaing about 

Jews tor the past ·centilr1ea. It ie with sratitude tbat I 

would ·like to mention here the brilliant work done by a 

German ~cripture scholar, · lor'bert ~ohtink, iri several ot 
. l · 

hie wr,.tiJlga. !o put it briet17, he a:r-gues that when one 

deals w11h the ooncepte of 1nerrano7 ot scripture and inspi

ration a final meaning cannot .be deduced trom this or that 

passage, taken b7 iteelt and in isolation from the rest, . . 

but only from the Bible ae a whole, when all its otten con

tradictory. and ~e~mi~ly ir~edonoilable ·a~atements · are taken , 

into account. If this is done, then one has to pay a~ten~ion 

to the pr9mise and the blessing as well aa to the threat 

and the condemnation. Th~s Rom. 9,4t. affirms categorically 

the p~rmanent validity of the promises to Israel, and these 

•' 
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promises, from the very beginning ot their histozy, have 

included the gift of the lan.4. !ut of this more later. 

5 

What the Ohurchtathers and Christian theologians have 

done was to separate the two kinds of pronouncements on 

Israel and to assume for themae1ves the role ot inspired 

interpreter of Jewish destiny, past and future. It is ·re

vealing to quote from a semi-private article by an out

spokenly pro-Isra~li Ohristian theologiad,living in Jerueaiiem 
I 

and deeply concerned with ita fates "It the Cbristiar~ enters 

into these proble~ (9t Jewish existence in Iaraef) ••• 1t is 

••• because he is persuaded thai he poaaeseea, in his faith, 
. 

the light which can illuminate Israel's deetiny by penetra-

ting· its darkn~a~ ~4 its oontJ:'Bdiotions." In charity I 

p~ter to let thie qui'te well-known author remain anonymous. 
. . . 

The quotation was chosen beoauae it was made only a short 

while ago, by a comparativel1 7oung inan and a great friend 

of Israel, . it ~e tberefore all the more relevant. It is 

typical tor the Christian attitude towards Jews, Judaism and 

Zionism, whiah ie so deeply insrained that it can not be 

altered in a short time. The sheer presumption ot the above 

affirmation should come as a shock it one had not met with 

it eo. otten, yet one gratefully adds tha.t 1 t has become less 
. . 

freqQent o~ recent timeso It still expresses the old belief 

that to Uhristiana .has been granted a privileged knowledge 



CK: Theologic&l Dimensions 

ot the pattern of Jewish existenc•sto this pre-ordained 

pattern Israel had to conform. 

II 

6 

It ie without pleasure - except that of the research 

student who tape, at least in the first instance, compara

tively 11,ttle used sources ~ that I refer to three examples. 

of the Christian claim to hold the .key to the understanding 

ot Jewish history~ ·The first reveals the a priori · biased 

f;Stanc~, b~ld from the · very beg~nning, as to the possible 

s~gnificance of Zioniem. It comes from the articles on the 

subject in the .authoritative semi-of'f'icial Roman periodical 

Civilta C&ttolioa, which,so it would seem to me, contains 

any amount of source material tor future doctoral theses.! 

The first article from which I am quoting ~as written in 

1897, the year of the first Zionist Co~resso Its very ti~le 

is si.gnif'ican:t: "La : Dispersio~e D' Iaraello f'el Mondo M9dernq". 

It ~eghis by ~ay.ing t~at : 

'f~827 years have passed since the predicti'on ot 

Jesus oi Nazareth was fulfilled, namely~ · that Jerusalem 

· would be ciestro~ed o •• that . the Jews would be led 

away to · be slaves among all the nations, and that they 

. . would remain in the diepersion until· the end of the 
. . 2 

worldo" 
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The project of a retllrll to Palestine is then examined 

and tQe question asked whether •we could ever entrust the · 

' guardi~ehip of the Holy Sepulchre to the Synagogue.w The 

very idea ot eucb a possibili'y is rejected with. scorn, tor 

"according to the sacred Scriptures the Jewish 

people must always live dispersed· and Va&&bondo 

(wandering) amon& the other · nations, so that they may 

render witness· t~ Obrist not only by the Scriptures ••• 
4 

but by their very existence.A 

It continues in no &m.certain terms2 

•As tor a rebuilt Jerusalem which might become 

the centre of a reoonatitu~ed etate or Israel, we 

must add th~t this is contrary to the predictions of 
\ 

Christ ~imaelt who foretold that 'Jerusalem would be 

trodden down by the Gentiles until the time of the 
. . . 
Gen ti.lee ~8 fult·illed '. ( Lk. 21, 24 ) , that ie , • • 

5 
until the end of the worlde• 

At that time Israel would join the Church, yet there 

was nothing to ensure that even then they would return to 

ttu~ir former country• 

on: the 25th J~uary 1904 fheodore Herzl had· his well

k.nown interview with Pi~s X, who to his plead~ for a 
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sympathetic understanding ot the Zionist cause opposed an 

unyielding non possumus. 

"We are wiable to favour this movement. We cannot 

prevent the Jews f'rom going to cJeruaalem - but we could 

never sanction it. The · ground of Jerusalem • • • has 

been sanctified b7 the life Jeeue Obrist. Ae the head 

of the Church I oannot answer you otherwise. The Jews 

. have. not reoogniM4 .our Lord, thertore we cannot 
6 

recognize the Jewish. people.• 

He added that: 

"the Jewish faith wae the toundation ·ot our own, 

but it has been aupe~seded by the teachings of Christ, 
. 7 

and .we oann~~ admit that 1~ still enjoys &D3 val.~dit7." 

Two ·long articles ·1n -the 1922 issues speak the same 

languages ·rather, aa they comment ·on the Balfour Declaration 

and on the Jewiab immigration which had meanwhile taken 

place• thei·r ·tone is more bi ti.Jig. their condemnation of 

Jewish settlers in · Palestine as unrelenting as it is. ignorant 

and prejudiced. Here. as in the artiolea of the following 

years and right through the reports of the fighting in 1948 

the position is unequivooall7 pro-Arab and anti-Jewish. 

- By evicting the ' Arab proprietors from their soil the Jewish 

... ,. 
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.-..... 
colonists have committed a grievous wrong an4f 

"forgotten that more ~han 1800 years have passed 

. since their fathers, smitten by the divine mal.ediotion, 

-or, it this sounds unpleasant, subJugated by a hand 

stronger than theirs, were expelled and dispersed ~ver 
8 

the whole earth.• 

_My second example. is taken from the famous Advent · 

sermons, preached by Card1nal Paul.haber in Munich in 1933. 

~~w , pe~ple at the time discerned beneath bis impassioned 

defence ot the Old _festament ae a book, whiol>r forms an 
integral part of Christian revelation, tho&Agh i .t treats ·or 
Jewish history, the outright denial ot the validity or .. 

significance of Jewish preaerii'-487 existence; religious or 

·national. He only acknowledges the · "Israel of the early 

bi blioal period. " · . Ror~ 

"after the death of.· Chrla·t, ·Israel· was dismissed 

from the service of Revelation. She ' had not known 

"the time of her visitation. She had repudiated ~d 

~eJeoted the Lord's Anointed, had driven Him out of 

the city and ·nailed Him to· the Croes,· T~en the veil 

· o! tbe ··Temple· was rent, and with· it the covenant 

between the Lore and Hie people. The daughter ot Sion 
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.. 
received the bill ot divorce, and t r Q m t ha t 

t i me t 0 r t h A s a u e r u a wan d e r a, 

f o r ·8 v e r r e e t 1 e a a, 0 v e r t he 

t a c e 0 f t he e a r t h • ft 
9 

(italics mine) 

It is of interest to add that when the World Jewish 

Congress thanked Cardin&l laulhaber tor these sermons, which · 

do contain some very outspoken judgments on oontemporl!LrY 

Nazi .German,y, he ~dignantly deolined to receive their 

congratulations, tor be bad had no wiab to ~peak in defence 

ot present day Judaism. To be mentioned 1il passing: just 

while I was writing this paper 'f's•• a religious television 

program on Mossa, in which a rabbi and Jewish students par

tioipa~ed. When it came to the period between the year 

135 A.D. and modern times there waa abown Gustave Dor4'a 

rep~sive d~al!~ng .o~ the W~dering Jew, pa~k, ·nose · and all. 

One wonders it my~he and stereotypes will ever die! 

. The third ex~ple can be found in Oardinal Bea's book, 

The Church and the Jewish People· (1966). I ·certainly do 

not wish to belittle the merits ot this great man, but today 

·we can consider him only a tore.runner, bOth prudent and 

cour~eoua, who pointed a way on which, it we want to be 

faithful to hie idea of the Ohuroh ae a living, . evolving 

o~g~ism, we. have to overtake him and to go m~ob t~rther • 

. . 
. • . .. ·.: 
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h'ven for him the Hebrew Scriptures were, on the whole; a · 

shadow that was eclipsed by the Christian real:ityj thus 

"the· fate of "Jerusalem cona~i tut~a · a sort of final reckoning 

at the end o! a thousand years ot 1n!idel1t1ee and oppo• 
10 

sition to ~d." 1or our purposes here the _ quotation must 

stand as expressing the interpretation ot this event as it 

has been customary in Christian exegesis until recently, . 

though there 1~ much in Cardinal Bea's book .which attenuates; 

but . does not essentially invalidate, this statement. It 
' .ie charact.er1stic ot the Churo~' a explana tio~ of the year 

70 A.D·. from the e~i;ly_ Ohurohfather~ to our own. times. .The 

Qeetruotion ot the . Temple and tbe lose ot the land· were a 
. . 

divine judgment on Jews and Judaisms from then onwards they 

merely existed as a •witness to their iniquity and to the 

truth · of our (Ohr~eti&!.O faith.• Thia is why the eetab-
' 

lis.hment of the state of Israel met with the pro.found con-

eternation and veiled hostility to which I alluded earlier 

~n .. this paper. 

Having c1.ted the testimony or authori tat1ve Oh.r.iettan 

"theo.logiane of the last eighty years,. who echo the opirilon 
. -. ' . 

of ~heir predecessors ot al~ centuries, it seem~ unnecessary 
. . . 

to _give. a full. list. of ·. similar sta,emelits to be found in . 

· the Patristic 11 ~eratur~ 1 teelf. A list of ·~; these . .".can be 

f'·ound in ·A. Lukyn Williams, .Ad versus Judaeos and in·· 

... " 
.. ;' ··. 
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K.H. Schelkle, ·"Kirohe und Synagoge in dar trueheri Auslegung 
. li 

des Roemerbriefee." 

It would be only fair to add here that, according to 

an article by Dr • . M. Berkhof in the Journal of Ecu.menical 
12 ' 

Studies · the .record ot the other Christian churches is .not 

better than ours - a small cons~lationl I prefer to eee 

the log in our own rather than the speck in the eye ot our 

brot~ere .• 

III. 

The negative · theology on Israel may take, and in tact 

has taken, a 41tterent tormo According to the views ot a 

number of mainly British Christian enthusiasts ot Zion in 

the ninetheenth ce~tl.ll"Y the insathe.ring of Israel in 1 ts 

own land was to be· welcomed and furthered because it would 

be the first prov_ide~ti"al step towards their conversion to 

~~r~~tianityo It was symbolic for their hope that the 

first . Anglican Biah~p ot Jerusalem (1841) was in fact 

Michael Solomon Alexander, a converted Jew and a zealous 

member of the London Society tor Promoting Christianity 

among th.e Jews. A .nllmber of contemporary . articles in 

widely .read periodical& and some novels of the mid-nine

teenth century rerlect this desire for the restoration o! 

the Jews to Palestine in view of their final reconeiliation 
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to Chrietianitya the beat known of these is Disraeli's own 
13 

Tancred (1847). 

Thie movement is or interest not on1y because i~ paved 

the way for the sympathetic welcome given to Zionis~ by 

certain ·christian circles in Britain at the end of the 

century, but because these same ideas were worked out inde

pendently by one of the moat influential theologians in 

our own day~a pioneer in the field of ecumenism, the famous 

French Dominican Yves Congar. He was groping his way 

towards a Christian wideratanding of the foundation of the 
• t 

state ot Ie.rae.l and the solution he tentatively proposed -

I ·should wish to do him justice by stressing· the term 

•tentatively' - was precisely tbiaa the jaws gathered in 

thei~ land ~ere re·pre~entative of the peopl~ of Israel 

living all over the world. On experiencing the disappointing 

reality of their settlement in the country they would 

come face to face with the fact that thie return was not 

the fulf.ilment of the visions ot the prophets, was not a 

messianic event at all, and therefore the~ would be obliged, 

eo h~ s~ye, to com~. to gripe .with the pro~lem of Jesus 

Christ. To quote him, the iilgathering of the exiles in 

~alestine was possibly •a blind alley of grace,". a last 

preparation tor the moment when the proverbial veil would 

be drawn away from th~ eyes of the blind synagogue - we are 
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all familiar with the medieval representations of the two 

figures, Eccles!~ and Synagoga - and Israel would perceive 

that their "house was forsaken and desolate• until they 

were able to say "Blessed is He who oomes in the n$1De of 

the Lord" (Mt. 23,39), that is, ~cknowledge Jesus as the 
14 

, Christ~ 

The tact· that a man as open and daring in hie think.ins 

ae Yyee Congar could propose ·auah a theory on the meaning 

of the state of Israel indicaiea on the one hand how pro

foundly" disturbed Christian tbeology:·: 11raa by the establish

ment .or the St~te 1 on the other 1 t proves the strong grip 

which the traditional view of Iar~el's role ~in the world 

retained on the Christian imagination. In 1904 Pius X 

himself had oonclu~ed the already mentioned interview with 

Heral by saying: ~And ao, it 7ou come to Palestine and 

settle your people there, we will be ready with churches 
. 15 

and priests to baptize all of you.n 

It deserves to be mentioned here that the yery recent 

political phenomenon of the Bew Left, be it Christian or 

humanist. appears to have been strongly ~nfluenced by the 

"old right" ~heol~gioal preeLtp.Poeitione abo1.1t Jews. Thus 

a group of the.ologians, some of whom are known trir their 

radioal poei tion on other iesuea·, published a number or 
thesewhich they consider to represent the only possible 

·. 

,• 
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Chrfstian view on Israel. In a memorandum of June 1967.Y 

they state among other quasi dogmatic at~irmations that.¥' 

"the .Jewish people is prophetic, no~ a nation 

but the wit~ese of God among the nations; that from 

the viewpoint of the Christian faith it ie clear 

that the creation of an exclusively Jewish state of 

Israel is diametrically opposed to. God's purposes 

botP. for the Jews and for the worldJ that the destruc

tion of th~ Temple in. 70 A.D. and the di~persion of 

the Jewish people are represented by Jesus as a pre

ouraory sign of the establishment or the kingdom. 

The political dieappearanee of the Jewish people ~s 
. . . . 

a political entity sign1p1es the first coming of the 

Son of Man and the arrival of the kingdom. From that 

time, for a Christian, ' to desire to ·re-establish the 

Jewish natio~ as an 'exclueively political entity . . . 

would be an ~tter misunderstanding of the history of 
16 

salvation and a perversion qf God's plano" 

One could not. go .further ln arr9gantly claiming to 

hold the only valid interpretation of Jewish history. In 

1te att~tude to Israel, this . Bew Christian Lef~has come · 

round full circle and is merely repeating anti- judaistic 

argLlments of· the Pathers; .for these latter ones might 
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perhaps !ind some attenuating oircumatancea in their con

temporary social and religious eitlil&tion, while it would 

be diftioult to believe in the tormer's bona tide when they. 

di~tinguiah between a ao-calle4 anti-Zionism and the good, 

oldtaebioned antisemiiiam. 

IV 

In thi~ ti rat part I have tried ae frankly as ·posei ble 

to survey the traditional Christian theological positions 

towa.rda th~ !ate o! Israel, ill what oonoarna their dieperaion 

and the return to Palestine. I oertaihly reject most 

strongly t~e theories outlined so tar. ~ey have erred 

principally for two reaaonsa the~ impose on Israel, both 

a~ate and people, a preconceived Ohristian. interpretation 

ot the events conoerning them and try to make . them fit a 

mistaken, artificially oonatruoted so-called "history ot 

salvat~o~." 1'1:1~t~ermore, theologians have ~een - and still 

continue to see - the eventa ot the first century A. D. an• 

the written rec~rds tbereo.r, . aa standing by themselves, in 
" . ' . . 

a kind ot vacwn, totally ~~&regarding _two thousand years ot 

~iat~~· It is impossible to understand t~eae writings, 

what we call the Bew Testament, and JeWieh existence today~ 

withoui taking into account ·the insights p~ovided by this 
. . 
long history. It is moreover not only· impertinent but · 

"'. 

Cl 
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absurd to theorise about Israel, state, people -or religion, 

without be in« first and foremqet prepared· to. listen to and 

takb into account their own interpretation of their destiny 

and . of their return to the land. 

· Any student of Judaism, biblical and poet-biblical,_ 

will very soon come up against the fact that Je~s, except _ 

tor one brief period in the western diaspora to which we 

w_ill return in a moment, have never conceived of their 

existence independent of two factors, closely connected 

w1 th each other - tlteir. election and the promise o_f a small 

strip of land on the shores of the western Mediterranean. 

One_. ·might go further and say tha't the elect19n, ae e~pr.eeeed 

in the covenant with Abraham and later with the whole people . . . .. 

at Sinai, was in view ot life in the par:ticu;>..ar country. 

It would be tedious, and 1il this assembly superfluous, to 
. . ·. . . . 

go over all the passages, biblioal, rabbinical and liturgi-
.· . . . ' 

cal, wher~ this self-understanding finds e~preeeion. Even 

when .far from the land - and as we know the diaspora began 
. . 

many centu_riee before the year 70 AoDo - the .country of 

Pale.stine was alw~ys considered the homeland to ·which one 
. ·' 

day they_ would return. Living among the nations, for 

however long a peri.od of . time, and however brilliant the 
. . 

-contemporary hietorioal situation might be - one could 

think here of the golden age in s~ain when Jehuda Halevi 

·. 
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wrote hie Kuaari, in wbi~h, in perfect agreement with all 

. preceding and :eubae.quent tradition; h• affirmed that the 

Jewish people can serve Go~ perfectly only in this one 
. c.n!t f~re •:S•., CCwt"11~ · 

chosen country - ·1\remained still the exile and Pa~estine 

tpe centre, towards which all &71lagogues were directed, the 

focus ot hop~, the whome ot our lite," aa the liturgy calla 

it. Throughout the ages individuals as well ·as whole groups 

have returned to the land, and it would be exact to state 

· that at no time of i ta hietory bas Palestine eve-r been 

without Jewe. 

Yet tar more . eignitioant than the presence of some Jewish 

groups there throughout the oen'turiea ia the. phen_omenon that 

in. the Jewish mind the conaoiouaneas of their identity was 

ever closely bound up with the country; that is where their 

roote were and to these roots they must one day go back, 

~ven it thie ~as ror centuriea on~y symbolically ~zp;eeeed 

by the. han4tul ot earth from Palestine mingled with the . ' . . ' 

so1i of their burial ground, it it meant waiting tor the 

day_s of th~ ?rleasi&b, or even anticipating his coming by 

selling everything ~d following a messianic pretender back 

·to Zion, as in the days ot Sbabbethai Zevi. 
17, 

Martin Buber ~ his Israel and Palestine has eo com-

prehenai velf described this •History or" an Idea," - hie 

subtitle - that 1* is sutfioient here merely to refer to it. 



CKi Theological Dimensions 19 

Leas well known probably are the sporadic but sincere re-
' cent attempts of some Christian authors, like P. w. Marquardt'& 

Die Bedeutung der biblisohen Landeaverheiseungen tuer die 
ia 

Christen 
19 

in Nahoet, and his oohtribution · to Gereohtigkeit 

then, ed. by C~ Thoma, Auf den Truem.mern 
20 

des Tempels and 

essays by Jews and Christiane, ed. by w~ Molinski, Unwider-
21 

rufliohe Verheisall.PBi• These publications as well · aa some 

others t~ to assess the signiticanoe of the state of Israel 

in a new manner, to a certain extent at least they all ful-
. . 

fil the a priori conditions tor an understanding of Israel, 

for t _hey take into account Jewiah self-wideratandine;f and 

abandon former exegetical and theological positions, whioh 

allowed Christians to determine what part Israel was ~o play 

in the . scheme of thin&•· 

The topic set for this lecture oould certainly induce 

me to !all into the same trap. In tact, however hard I try 

I cannot completely avoid ooniributing, be it ever so little, . . .. 

to an up-~o-date traotatua de Judaeia, under the lack of 

which all Christian Obu~hee suf'ter today. Bad we got su~h 

a tractatue, written with the help ot Jews who after all 
.. 

should best know the Hebrew aoriptu.ree and their interpre-

.tation, the compendia in the hands of all scripture scholars -

like Straok-Billerbiok and 11ttel-would not continue to 

perpetuate, in spite of their excellent source material, 
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such a distorted, totally inadequate image of Judaism. To 

avoid the· obvious pitfalls I shall try not to art1~1cially 

impose a •theological dimension• on Israel, state and people, 

but to point out the sign value it possesses for the 

Christian today. 

v 
At this point I must trespass on the territory reserved 

by rights to Dr. Rijk and attempt to outline briefly some 
. . 

points of a valid theologJ" of Israel, without which we would 

be tµiable to· lUlderetand the •theological dimensions" of the 

stat~, or even to postulate that the state may possess any 

~uoh dimensions. To support what will be m;r final position 

I hay~ to go back to two points I have already alluded to 

earlier. The tiret is what is called in German the Landes-

verheiasungen, a term more foroatul than the English "bibli

oal promises of ~he land.• There is, I think, a general con-
. ' ' 

sensus among ~11 Christians that the election and the covenant, 

the whole history of Israel as we read it in the Hebrew 

Bible, is bound up· with the land. However much Israel's 

awareness of herself has changed in the course of the 

centuries be.fore the tinal oanonisation of her scriptures, . 

~owever di!ferently · ce~iain conoepta wer~ re-interpreted 

in tpe light of new events - t. i~st: the conoept ot per-

sonal and __ collective responsibil~ ty or the preblem of the 

' .. 
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el.tttering ot the just - there was. never 8ZJ.1 doubt as to the 

validity of her olaim to the land. Jlrom the earliest, ao

oalled Yahwis't tradition to the muoh later Priestly, from 

the Deuteronomiet to the authors of the Psalms, it was firmly 

held that the country later called Palestine was bound up 

· with its existence. one can go as far aa to say that the 

Hebrew tribes were made into a people in order to live 1n 

this land. This conviotion was so _overwhelmingly at~ong 

that the exile in the sixth century B.C. only served to 

etreDBthen this bond. One prophet, Deutero-Iaaiah, could 

for a moment..,., aee in Cyrus a messianic figure because of his 

edict which all~wed the o&ptivee to return there. For t9 . 

live away from the land was always the "galutb", the exile, 

even when, in Babylonia aa in many other parts of the world 

later, the Jewish community enjoyed periods of pe~oe and 

~roeperity. ·It _will be sutfioient to mention here only. one 

9r two quotations which highlight the role o·f the land in 

post-exilic times: .· · 

"And when all these things come upon you, the 

· biassing and the curse, which I have eet before you, 

and ·you "call -them to mind among all the nations where 

the Lord your Go·d.· baa driven you. and · you .return to 

the Lord your God·· . • • then the ·Lord your. God will 
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restore your .fortunes, and have compassion upon you, 

and he will gather you again from all the peoples 

where the Lord. your God has scattered you. If your 

outcnete are in the uttermost parts ·or heaven, from 

there the Lord your God will ~ather you, and .from 

tbere he will fetoh you, and the Lord yo~r God will 

bring yo4 into the land which .your tatherd possessed, 

that you may possess it.• (Dt. 30,1-6). 

In the Psalms which re-interpret the events of Israel's 

history not only the covenant is eternal but the promise 

of the land forms an integral part of the GQd-Israel re

l~tionehip: 

"He is mindful ot bis covenant for ever, . • • • an 

everlasting wovenant, eaying: •To you I will give the 

land of. Canaan a~ your portion .tor an "inheritance'." 

(Pe. 105, H,11). 

· The problem therefore turns on the ooncepte 0£ eleqt1on 

and covenant. It one ia prepared to accept that these 

have not been abrogate4, then 1 t follows ·that the bond which 

~inks Israel to the land bas to be accepted as equally still 

in force. And he~e is the rub! If we can admit - and I 

think we must - without bein& un.tait.htul to our own Christian 

·;. 
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faith, that the Jewish people have never been released from 

the covenant relationship with the one true God, if we 

accep~post-bibli~al Judaism aa valid - in whatever manner 

this Judaism wishes to interpret itself and ite role -

then I do not see how one can deny equal validity to the 

part played by the land in their religious selt-~deretan-

d ing throllgbout the ages until the return to it in our own 

days. It is not my task to work out euoQ a theology; there 

are signs of it in the reflexions ot all the churohee tod8'; 

and we ha~e among us here tody some of tbe pioneers of these 

recent theological developments. Yet I am unable to pro

pose ev~n a tentative oonolusion on the possib~e th~olo

gioal dimensions of the state of Israel without briefly 

mentioning one more argwnent pointing towards a theological 

opinion on Ierael's significanoe as a people and 0£ Judaism 

aa a religious reality tor us. 

In one o! the _ ancient manuaori~ts or Luke's gospel, 

Code~ D., the · Deza CodeJf at Cambridge, which poseibl' re

cords an {111thentic oral tradition, there can be found an 

addition to Lk. 6,1- 4, the episode relating bow Jesus• 

disciples plucked the ears of corn on the Sabbath. Codex 

D continues to tell how Jesus , on this same Sabbath, met a 

man working in the fieldss be said to him that be wae 

blessed if he knew what he · wae doing, but tha t;~be did .not, 
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he wae condemr~ed as transgressing the commandment of Cod. 

This oeans that for those who had encountered Jesus as the 

Christ much ot the former dieperisa·tion h&.d co~e · to an end. 

Yet t hose wto did not ·recogniee Jesus - and according to 

lloo. 11 this is not culpable blindness but part of the 

scheme of God which in the last analysis escapes hu~an 

understandir..g - tor thee the covenant, which in many bibli

cal paoes.gee is termed "eternal", is by no means abro&ote~. 

The history of the last two thousand years teaches us that 

it has been kept with a rare fidelity, the gifts ~f God 

being indeed "without repentance" (Rom. 11,29 ) ! 

It remains the unavoidable task ot Christian theologians 

and ~xegetes to work out in full how the Churches, without 

giving up the claiw to the universa11ty of salvation in and 

through Christ, must yet acknowledge Judaism as of permanent 

~~lidity and aa t he particular wa1 to God of this people 

side by side with the churches, as far as we can see W\til 

the end of time. Valuable contributions towards such ·& 

theol ogy have nlreudy appeared, but it was a passage by a 

pro.fe~_so r ot mias~ology at the Catholic University in 

~ashington that struck me, because he_ speaks of Israel in 

the c_ontext of conversion and of · the Chur.ch ' a missionary 

task in the world. Yet the author is de.finite that despite 

all the past eff orte of proselytising/ 
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"Judaism remains firm. Ii' it were merely the 

work of · men,· would 1 t not have perished? Chr1st.1an1 t7 

has not been able to overthrow it. Must we not con-

cil.iilde then that 1.t exists precisely beoauee Alttighty 
22 

God, for his o~ reasons, wishes it to continue?" 

And he applies to Juda ism Rabbi Gamaliel's words ae 

reported in AQta 5, 38-39, signifying that it this survival 

had been only the undertaking of men, it would h~ve failed; 

but 1.t it ia of God; then nothing can overthrow it, and any 

attempt to do so would mean opposing God himself. 

VI 

After this briat exoureion into the field ot a Christian 

theology on Judaiam,I would like to return to Jewish selt

underetan~ing and to examine one p&J"ticular period ii\ •n 
pe~16d in the history ot the Jewish people which was all~ded 

to earlier. A representative part of Jewry in the weet, 

throughout the .nineteenth and well into the twentieth century, 

nourished the dream that they might escape their Jawiehneea, 

at least in everything that distinguished them as a particu

lar people from among the nations of whom they wished to 

become an integral .part. Tbe7 would know no other father

land than the one in which tpe1 were born, and would be 
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li'reu~hmen, or Ge.rmans or Amerioane ot "mosaio religion." 

~ion, . J~rusalem, Palestine, belonged either to the past 

or became totally spiritualised. References to tbe in

gatheriug ot the exiles, to the return to their own land 

and the· rebuilding ot the Temple, were carefully elimina-

ted trom many prayerbooka. There was to be no Jewish nation, 

only a more or less adapted religious faith. Such wae the 

short-lived dream of the period of emancipation and assimi

lation. It was at the vary hight ot this dream, in 1862, 

that Moses Hess, formerly an ardent believer in universalism 

and a 4iec1ple ot ·Karl Mt:LrX, published hie Rome and Jerusalem, 

in which he rediaoovered, almost 1ntu1tiv~ly and Wlder 

totally unpropitious circumstances, the fact that Jews are 

a nation su.1 generia, and that in order to lead a creativel7 

Jewis~ existence they would have t9 return to their land. 

Hess's inspiration was not mainl.y religiou.e, yet he per

ceiv•d ·iJl ~h~ depth of .hie b~ing the permanent link between 
~ . . 

the country and the people. The true Jew, he says, needs 

hie. land to realise the historical ideal of the Jewish people, 
-

this ideal bei~ t_he realisation ot God •a reign on earth. 
. . 

Hess was a torerwuier or the Zionist movement started 

by Herzl, a movement that oan be called pu~ely secular, at 

least in its inoeption. The Argentine, Uganda and a few 

other .em;pty spaces. arowid the world were all offered for the 

- .· ~ 
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choice of a Jewish homeland and Herzl himself was quite 

willing to opt tor any that held some chances tor a rapid 

colonization. As we know, the idea finally prevailed that . 

it had to be the ancient home, Palestine - Zion, the name 

ot which gave the whole movement its impetus, at the same 

time as it expressed its goal. Yet the men ot the first 

Zionist oongreae were, like Heral himaelt, partly assimila

ted Jewa who knew l~ttle of the f«ith of their tatherst 
\ .. . . 

th~y did not belo~ to the •Lovera ot Zion•, theirs was 

apparently a .moveme~t created only in reaction to the then . . . . 

already visible f~ilure of the emancipation and aeeimilation 

tendency. !he hia~orian might be inclined to see this 

movement as torming part of the atrongl7 nationalistic 

ourrente which swept the Buropean continent in the nine-
. . . ~ 

teenth and the African in the twentieth oentu,ry. Herzl's 
. . ' . . ' 

o~ visio~ waa, at least at first, limited ~d strictly . 

p~ioal ~ to ~oun~ a refuge for those who encountered gen

t.~le bostil~ ty in the oountriee in which they 11 ved. The 

~l-".~yfus e:xperienc~ in Paris. bad. been deoisi v~ for him. Yet 

to the ayes of the_ befiev~r. Jew of" Christian~ what be did 

went tar beyond hie expressed aim,_particularl7 when evalua

ted eeven decades attar it wae first stated. 

Considered thus in retroapeot, having .before our eyes 

not only th~ hiatorr ot emancipation and the almoat _pathetio 

.. .. 
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belief ot many Jewa in the poeeibility of perteot inte

gration in the Westezn. world, but also the twenty- two year . .. 
old state ot Israel, ·it ia possible to dieoe111 in bo-th 

Zion&sm and tbe a't~te· a· more prof'oun4 aignif~cancea perhaps 

one may speak here w1 th great caution of a "theol·ogical 

dimension." Before doing ao 1 t would be well t _o. f1rm11 

exclude oertain interpretations. It will not do to see in 

t~e ~s~abliehment of the state, or in the amazing victories 

of the Slx Day War, a messianic event, an eechato~ogioal 

sign, or e~eri . a quasi 111.raouloue divine intervention. A:tJ.Y 

suob readin& of poli~~oal events ie me~ly subjective specu

lation and high}¥ unreal.1et1o. We are neither prophets nor 

divinely inspired µ.terpreters ot the taota ot secular 

history, least of all ot contemporary history. What kind 

of theological dim~nsion ie one then prepared to discern 

in Zi_oni&J;A and Israel the state? It· would be ~oo · .taoile to 

write ~ t off, al tog·ether theologioall7 and to see in it 

nothiiig but a purely eeou1ar attair. 
:. 

· VII 

It seems to me tbai both Jews and Christiane could 

· dietin&uish he~ two aspeote which belong to the . sphere of 
. . 

th~ology. The first would be that Zionism and ita achieve

ment in the state of Israel .was a providential "salvation 
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of Israel." By thi~ I do not mainly refer to the events in 
... . 

Cent.ral. Europe between the 7eara 193,-1945, though there ie 

a link between Ausohrita and the prQolamation of a sovereign 

Jewish state. What 1a meant here. ie that, thanks to the 

Zionist . movement• Jewry and Judaism became ~on,aoiot.1s &&ain 

of the inexorable tact of their se~arate identity, not 

merely aa · a religious denomination but as a people with a 

pe~uliar history and a special task 1n the oourae ~f tbia 

history. The bard fact of the existence of a Jewish state 

makes it difficult, if. not impossible, to~ the vast. majority 

of Jews who live among tbe nations to forget their Jewish- . 

ness. Thia ie of capital impo~anoe in a society w~iob 

calls itself secular, or even •poat-ohriatian• and therefore 

also •poa~-Jewiah.• I woul4 be inclined to see in the state 

the most outstanding in a series of historical. events -

poaaibl.7 their climax - wbiob all tended to enable, better 

perhaps, to force Jen to aurYive .ii! Jewa. It surpasses 

all e~cb previoue events beaauae for the first time in 

a~most two thousand 7ears a mote of exiatence baa become· 

possible wbio)l guarantees them 11p ·to a .point ·an in4epe~derit . . . . 
qs 

fOlitioal, · a~tural and rel1g1oua existence, ~uohAthey have 

not. enjoyed einoe. t:he 1•ar. 135 A. D. 

If the state aervea therefore today as a reminder to 
I 

Jews that they are 1io remain Jews, it reminds Cbria-tiana 

t . 

. . · 
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even more torceful.17 that J&.tctaiam ia a 11Ying reality. It 

is here tbat I would see the · moat ~damental •theological 

dimension• of the state of Israel tor ue. It is a sign 

which we. Ohr~et1ana needed, a oondemnat1on ot our peeudo

theology of ·J~da1am whiob goes back to at least the eeoond 

century ot our era. · Ohrietianity was not to e&.tbstitute 

1 taelf to·r Judaism, nor the "new Israel" for the "old" 1 

Judaism le not a wroasilised relio ot Syrian eooietyw as 
' .. . ' 

Toynbee baa it. ~he state 1e, it nothing else, proot of 

Judaism's dynamic vitality, of ita right to exist and its 

~ght to choose ita own form of existence, however ~ontra-
.. 

d1ot9ry this may aeea to preconoeived Christian ideas. It 

ia preoieel.J' these ideas wbioh etan4 1il need of revision. 

It baa oome aa shoe~ to me 1Ji th~ last three years of courae 

preparation that it ia n9t mainly in the fields of cateohe

tics that our ·teach1?18 must be corrected but far more so 

in the field ot Old and Bew testament studies on the aoade-
·. ' • • ' • i ' • 

·m~o\level.~ !here is hard~ a manual· of an introduction to 

the Bible ~ I am thinking here mainly of the ··beet known 
. . . ·. . -· 

and moat widely read writin&s o~ · aerman scholars - that doea . - . 

not explioitely af'firm. the end ot the Jewish people as 

a&aoh in the year 70. One quotation 111Q' etand for 1ll8D7 

similar oneea 

.· .,, . 



" 

\ 

CK2 Theological Dimensions 

•In him [Jesua.J the ~atoZ., of Israel ba4 come 

• • • to its real end. What did belorig to the . 

hiatorf of Israel was the prooeas of his ·rejection 

and oondemnat1on ·by the Jerusalem religious 

oommunity. It bad not discerned in him the goal 

to whioh the history of Israel bad aeoretly been 

lead1Il81 it rejected him as the promised Messiah. 

'.51 

Only a few joined hiliq, and from them something new 

proceeded. The Jerusalem religious community imagined 

it bacl more impo~tant oonoarna, and kept aloot from 

this new movemen~. Bereatter the history ot israel 
23 

moved quickly to i~e end.• 

Thia passage -is by one of the foremost Old Testament 

scholars of our time, .. the lately deceased Professor .Martin 

Roth. 

The state ia evidence that Israel lives and that it 

ie meant to eurviv~a that rooted in the :coneciouaness, 

and perhaps beyond, in the depth of· the identity awareneae 

of the Jewish· people, there is a power at wqrk which 
. ' 

an·surea " 1 ts aurvi val ae a .aepara te ethnio and religious 

entitfo In the partiou.lar religioua, polit~oal and eooiolo

gioal . circWDStanoee of our oentury e the ·holOC&USt 1 the 

gradual ~e004µ11tion of ol.lr tal.ae theologio~ positions 

.. . 



CK1 Tbeolosioal Dimenaiopa 32 

towards Judaism, the general laok ot taiib 1n aociet7 at 

large - the establishment of t~ state aeeme the required 

·&1gn ,of the God-4ille4 perpetui t7 . of Jewa and . Jud~ism. · 

Even it Jewish lite should assume another form and if the 

state - which heaven forbid - ah~uld oeaae to eziat, it 

wou.l~ still have tult1lle4 this task of proving to both 

Jews and Christiana what hidden energies l~eJ(within thia 

people. Even ~der tbe moat adverse ciroumatanoea they 

are 4eetined to survive, not Just lin&e.ring on ae an impotent 

minority but as a community which ia reaau-reoted . ~~~ and 

again 1n the course of its history to a new life - being 1D a . . . .. . 

eertain manner •a light to the gentiles• by their endu.ranoe 
. ·. ' .·' 

and unconquerable _ ~ope. . . 
. . 

VIII 

Ae tar aa the topic 3oes I ~ught to end here. But it 
. . 

might be objected that I by-passed all political implications 
,' . . . ' ' . . 

ot. th' existence. o~ the state. To . this a brief remarkz 

no~. aaeig~:iing to the state of ~erael a messianic a1gnir1-

o~ce, . I do not ~ee ~ ita pol~cie~ should be judged by 

.~h~ often 1d~al. standard.a ot the prQpheta ~ho speak o~ 
. . . 

e~~hatologio~l times, when the lion w1:11 lie with t};le lamb. 
' .. . . 

On proolai~ the· eta'e tbe Israelis entered the field 

ot power politic•; thereto~ they were, and still are 

. ' .· 

·.·. 
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obliged to use the aetho4e ot .suoh politioa~ It may be 

allowed to a Martin Buber, or more _ recently to a Baohum 

Goldmann, to declare themaelvea 41a••tiafied with the · 

aohievemente or certain metho4a of Israeli polioiaa towards 

t. inst. the Arabs, and to demand that Israel, beoauae it 

ia the covenanted people, should realise in ita state an 

ideal situation of juatioe and peace tor all_. Suoh a 

demand aeema to me both unjust and unrealiatio. Our own 
. .. 

bitter experience aa Ohrietiane teaches as tJl,at any attempt 

· to incarnate the 1cleal in the Jwnan ai tuati.on ie bound to 

tall short ot its goal.. !he time to beat swords into· plough

sh~~e ~e not upo~ ue 1et. 

~t has been Israel'• Wlfortunate experi.$noe that they 

had. to conquer, or reconquer, and to redeem the lan~ eveJ:7 

time they came into it, be it in the period· ~t the Judges, 

in tbe e1Zth century B.O. or in the twentieth century A.D. . . . . ~ . 

tili taey oonqueat and j·ust1ce tor all are mutually exclu-. 24 . ·... . . . 
s~:ve. (Q&&JLJ 2 At I woul.4 however &£firm that the 

I$raeli state has tried to make the best ot a very thank

less job _and that a~ least. up to a point it baa remembered 

what it feel~ like to be a 4!£• In tact it remembers it 

all the more beoau.se the gre•t maJor1 ty of Jews 11 ves, an4 

. . will very probably continue to live, among the nations. 

And to thi·s apparentl.J permanent 41aapora ei tution there 

.. .. ', . 
.:. ': ~.. . . . . 
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1e also, it not a •theological dimension•, at leas~ a 

theologioal. leeaon for Ohriatiana • . A d1•apora ·situation 

mar very well be ·a blessing and not a curse as it . ~s wrona-
1, assumed ~~r so long. It reminds ~s that we are not 

supposed to possess here a •permanent city•, that we are 

pilgrims, continually on the move, not satisfied with what 

bas already been achieved but striving forward towards a 

goal always beyond -us. As a Jewish writer has recently 
25 . •' 

put it Ierael cannot be compared to a circle_ but. rather 

to an eit.pae with two centres, the one being the s~ate of 

~srael, the other the diaspora, and Jewish existence will 

have to lived in a delicate b~oe between theee two 

forms. 

. It is not for us to judge but rather to delineate 

the pattern as it unfold• before our eyes and to tight all 

a _priori views on _ the Juet~fioation of the on~ or the other 

'f.18.Y ot lite. Our theology may well attempt to interpret the . : . ' . . 
,. . 

various ro11lfS' of t~e exiatenoe of the Jewish people in 

hia_tory - we oan ~11 avoid doing· ao, for, to quote the . . . 

not too relicitoue terms ot 5oetra Aetate, ae we search 

•tnto the mystery o~ th~ Ohuroh•, we come up against "the 
. -
spi~itu~l ~onde which tie the people of the Rew Covenant 

tbl the ottepr1ngs ot Abraham•. Bever again however muai 

we impose upon the phenomenon of Israel our preconceived . 

. ·. ·: . 

·,· · . . 



0 

CK: Theological Dimensions 35 

notions as to the meaning of ite destinyo The Jewish 

people are capable of .being their own interp~ete~s. 



lecture at the Olnvocatial calebratinq the Fifth Anni vezsaey of the CCl'l
ci.liar Statsoent ai the Jews, OCt::d:ler 26, 1970, at Set.al Hall thiversity 

by 

Jamslav Pelikan 
Yale t.m.versi.ty 

'!he Declaration Nostra aetate, as its qaUng words make clear, is 

a mcnnent of our tine and for our tim!. lthat the late Jam Cbu.rt:ney 

Murray said of another Declaraticm of the comcil "'°'11.d also awly to 

this aie: "'!be issue that lay cxmtinual.ly below the surface of all the 

CD'lciliar debates [was) the issue of the devel.cplent of cX>ctrlne," and 

the frmers of the Declaratim, as the writings of cardinal Bea shew, 

~ amscious of partic:i.pat.ing in such a develqm!nt. 1ey interpxeta-

tiai of the Declaration, thexefo:re, must xecx>gnize, as the Di.J:ector of 

this Institute has noted, that it xeadles mt ally "horizontally, across 

the nations," but also "vertically, thmugh the length of a centuries-old 

histmy." z.bst of the discussial at this Olnvocatial will deal with the 

"horizontal" dimensial, and pzq>erly so. But because much less is 9e-

nerally known about the history of the pmblan than~ usually assure, I 

pmpose in this paper to exanine the "vertical; II historical dimension, 

placing the O>nciliar Statement ai the Jews into the amt.ext of the ear-

liest stages in the dialogue (and the nm-dialogue!) between Christians 

and Jews. 'lhis is, I tab9 it, part of the pmoess of "theological sta:lies" 

(~c:h, premmably, include hist:ori.cal st>xUes) and of "brotherly dialogue" 

rea:mnended by the Declaratial; and in my <DlCentrat:im m the patristic 
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developrent I am fol.l.owinq the elChortat:iA::m of the Decn:e en F.cUnen.ism 

to draw \4Xl'l "the spiritual riches• of the Fathers of the Omrc:h, F.as

tem and westem. 

'1be fundmental fact of church histmy to \ollhic:h the o::nciliar 

Statslelt en the Jews points is mntained in the mninder: "'lhe Olurdl 

recalls tco that ftan the Jewish people sprang the apostles, her foun

dation stcmes and pillars." With this raninder the O>uncil raises to 

the level of explicit fomulatia'l the historical oontrast betueen the 

early Olurch and all subsequent eras. Pbr acamlinq to tradi.t.ial, aily 

one of the writers of the New Testanent, L'*e, was not a Jew. As far as 

we knew for certain, ncme of the Olurdl Fathers was a Jew, although .Her

mas and Hegesippus, for exmple, may have been; Justin Martyr was bom 

in Samaria but was a Gentile. 'Ihe transitial represented by that CDl

trast had the UDSt f ar-xeadling of c:msequenam for the entir;e develq>

nent of OU:istian cb:trine and is the pn&\:HIQBitial for any assessment 

of the achieYement of the Sea.:lnd Vatican Cl:>mc:i.l in this c:rucial area. 

'!he earliest 01ri.stj.ans weze Jews, and in their new faith they 

fomd a o::ntinuity with the old. '!hey HGe•I emd that their ID1'd him

self had said that his purpose was to fulfill, not to abolish, the Lal 

and the pxqilets; and it was useless for he%etics to deny this saying. 

Flan the early ~ of the ~ of Acts we get a satahit idealized 

picture of a Olristian CDDDl.l'dty that ccmtinued to d:1eJ the Script:ur:es, 

the worship, and the observances of Jewish religious life. 'lbe lM••ers 

of the churdl at Jerusalem, "the dulrch f1'Cll\ which every church took its 
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start, the DDther city of the citizens of the new a>W!nallt, n folloJed 

Jaues, their "91'1 iph," in refusinj to actaKMled;Je a f\mdatental cleavage 

between their pxevi.ow; life and their na1 status. Clearly they reooq

nized that scmethinq veey new had wi:e mt sauething' b1a11d-new, but sare

thin9 newly iestoxed and fulfilled. Even after the fall of Jenmalem, 

these 11Nazm:enes" maintained a:mtinuity with Jl>daism; they "wish to obserYe 

the ominanoes wc:h we.re gi.wn ~ M:>ses • • • yet c:hx>se to live with 

the Olristians and the faithful." 

'lhe proper extent and scqie of that CJJntinuity with J1mism pmduced 

contxovmsy between Peter and Paul, and it went en t:D:ni>lil'.l9 the Oiurc:h. 

Variom practical soluticms ~ designed to met imnediate pmblems of 

c:ultic and diet:aey observanoe, but these did not issue in a consistent 

W1J3 of inteipretinj the key questi.m in aey OU:istian theology of Israel: 

Nlat is new about the ner-r CDW!nEUlt? \tlatever else they may mean, the dif

ferences betM:en the way this questial was answemd in Acts 15 (with its 

intriguing textual variants) and the WB¥ Paul discussed it in Galatians 

do suggest the ccntinuing difficulty which the Olurch faced. '1be leaders 

of toth sides we.re Christians of Jewish oriqin; despite their differing 

answers, they asked the questial of a:mtinuity between J1>dai sm and Olris

tianity with a deEE> persaial poignancy. 

As ccnverts beqan a:ining nme fmm pagan than fxan Jewish ranks, the 

poignancy lessened and the d:>verse side of the questicm becane lll)J:e pro

minent. For Jewish Olristians, the questia\ of cxmtinuity was the ques

tial of their relati.al to their DK>ther; for Gentile Cluistians, it was the 
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questim of their xelation t.o their JllOther-in-law. ltllat was offensive 

about Quistianity in the f!'JeS of Gentiles was, tD a mnsiderable extent, 

~ it had inherited fl:an Judaism. Pagan critics lanpocned the claim 

that QJd had put in an ~oe at, of all places, "sane mmer of 

Judea~"; they soon!d the Jewish and au:istian amcepti.cm of Qxl 

as "essentially the deity of a primitive and uncivili7.ed folk." Not aily 

the Gentile critics of Christianity, but also the Gentile amverta to 

Oiristianity demanded a decision about ju.st how much of the Jewish tra

di.tim they M!%e obliged tD zetain. Mll1lci on was a heJ:etical instance of 

~ may have been a rather wi.despmad i:esenanent also aDD¥J ortbcdox be

lievers; for the Epistle of Barnabas, while not goinq as far as Marci.al 

in its xeject.icm of the Old Testament, did claim that the original tablets 

of the mvenant of the IDrd wer:e shatte%ed at Sinai and that thezefoxe 

Israel had never had an authentic covenant with God. Tertullian 's decla

ratim, in appositim t.o Marci.en, that "today" theJ:e wez:e mze ~ ac

oeptecl the auth:>rity of the Old Testanent than xejected it raises the 

questiai whether the n\llt>er of those xejectinq it may not at cne tine 

haw been cxmsiderable. 

By its disavowal of the idea that QXl • s ancient people had been 

aJndenned [ieprc:bati] or cursed [maledicti] and by its vi90rously anti

Marciani.te affllmatiai that "the Olurdl CBIUIOt fozqet that she ?eeeived 

the mwl.atia\ of the Old Test:arrent thxouiJh the people with whan God in 

his inexpressible nercy deigned tx> establish the Ancient CbW!nant," the 

Decl.aratian of the Secxnd Vatican Q)lmcil puts itself imequivocall.y cm the 
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side of adcnowledqing the pezmanent truth of the xevel.atim gzmrted to 

Israel. It asserts, n:meo\1er, that God "does not n:!pE!lt of the CJift:s he 

makes mr of the calls he issues, n and that therefom the other gifts 

and calls issued to Israel a.Ee peJ:DBnent I too. But beya1d the gmeral 

questicm of ~ or of gift and call there is, \ZUMlidably, the 

specific questi.cn of the pezmanenae of the Law and of the abiding va-

lidity of the cmienant, with .U.ch the inheriting of the lmd is alsc 

inseparably caaleCted. On these specific questialS the Deciaratial is 

almost silent, although Lumen gentium gives a cxmvent.imal treatment of them. 

Yet during the early debates between Jnd=dm md OUistianity these 

issues of Law and CXJWMnt were central. 'Die Bible had declared that the 

Law was as pezmanent as the CD'.lenant with IsrEl; but the Olristians, 

"tmatinJ this CXJW!nant with rash mntmpt, spum the responsibilities 

that a:me with it.'' '1his appeamd tX> Jewish thouJht to be a repudi.aticn 

of the Law and of the ccvenmt. '!be ana1er wm a stratificatim of the 

Law. 'lb! OUi.stians c.1.aiJmd to :retain that in the Law of Moses \llhich was 

"naturally geed, pious, and righteous"--\llually as much as CD'lfmned to 

a J.'eductiaU.stic cxnoeptia1 of the natural law. EW!ll ata¥J Jews, the 

Christians insisted, the law of natme took pxeoedence owr the Law of 

Moses, as for ex.aaple when a WCIDBI\ gave birth cm the Sabbath. 'lhus the 

11pmvi.denge which laiq aJO gave the Law [Of !bJes) I but J1CW has given the 

Qlspel of Jesus Olrist, did not wish that the practices of the Jews should 

cxmtinue." Hence Christians were not >nmd by anything that had been ad

dzessed to the old Israel as a people: thexe was a new CCM!l'MD'lt and a nar1 

Law. 
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.. .. 

' .. Al:t:hou;Jh the ~ and the p~ belaDqed together, ~ ,the . l~ 

of Jewish theology, early ~ ~logy identified _i .ts cause with 

. that · of the. pi:ophet:s against the Law. lgl'latj.us -argued. that -the pmphets 

· had _observed SUnday rather than -the Jewish. ·~· In it:S· inte%1>retati.an 

of _sum.pUsages as.Psalm 110 and I_saiah S3 _ 0lristi~ty 'saw Jesus as the 

fulfillment of prophecy. The rabbi.S \1th> disputed with Orlqeri amt.ended 

that Isaiah· 53 "referre9 to the ~le pecple(Of :i;sraell as thou;Jh a _sinc;1e 

individiJal,'!· but u:i the ~urt:h ·it was intmpreted unaninouSly and mant>i-

9\XNSlY as Olri.SQ.an Scriptum. '!be "<DRing of the IDm" in lclter Jewish 
. . . 

prophecy .and apocalyptie _also was taken to refer to .Jesus_ as tile Olrist; 
. . . . ' . . . . .. , ' . . . . . . 

but with the delay in the pcU:omia it had to be diVi.ded.i.nto two mmings, 
. - . ' .. ,. ·. . . ' . . . ' . . . . . 

the f µst ~ aooaiplished in the dCl'jS of his flesh arid the Semn.d . . . . . .·. . . . . . .· . 
. . - ' . 

still :in the ~·- Thus Olristianity, the _reliqial. of fulfillnent, · 

joined ~udaism in waiting' for ~ Me.ssiahl But even iri ~ it. was ~ 

f~ct ~g ~-.the Jewish ·~ as its am, so that Justin cx:W.d 

Stq ti.> T%YPK> that -~ passages about Cl'lrist "axe amt:amed iii your s~ 
. . . . ~ . . . . -

t\J%es '· or rather not _yours, but Oum." SO aS&ured were Christian thee-
-· . •' . . ' 

. . 
logi~ ~ theiz: possessicm of ~ Old Testament that they m~d aco.me 

the Jews not nerely of misundentandilYJ and misintmpretinq i~, but even 
; .. · . : ' ' . . . . 

of falsifying its. text; so, to cit.e the most strikinq instance, in the . . .. : . . ·- . . . 

: Thus <llri.sti.an cbctrine f~t able to go its own WaJ , .·without enqag-

inq the ratbis ~ _that "bmtheriy ~,,- of \tthlc:h the_ Decl.arati.an speaks. 

oriqE!n . ~ to have been ~ _of . the f~ Olurdl Fathers to participate in . 

•. . . . .· 

t . • j -

···:. 

' ... · . 
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such a dialague. Origen may also haw been the first Church Father to 

st\Xly Hebxew, "in oppositicn to the spirit of his t.ime md of his people," 

as ~el:all! says; aca:>rcling to E\Jsebius, he "l.eamed it t.homughl.y ," but 

them is xeasai to ci:niJt the accuracy of this nport. Jemne, however, 

was rightly aelebrated as "a tril.ingual man" far his c:acpetence. in Latin, 

Gieek, and Hebiew, and Augustine clearly ami.%ed, pezhapa neJ\ envied, 

his abilit.y to "intezpzet the divine Scriptmes in both 1....,.,.." '!he 

test.i11aJ¥ about the Hebiew knawlect:Je of other Church Fathers is less 

CD1Clusive. But it aeans safe to pzcpoee the general.izatim that, ex

cept for cxnverts f1a11 J•tdai•, it was not mtil the biblical hmmists 

and Jefomem of the sixteenth aentmy that a Jcncwledge of Hebrew bec&te 

stan&ml equipnent far Olristian mpoaitora of the Old Testanent. Most 

of Olrist.i.an dogma deveJqm in a Olm:di ~ by ~ knowledge 
~ 

of the original text of the Aebmw Bible. It dces sean a pity, t:beze-

foxe, that in the <l:>Uncil's Dea:ee m Priestly Fozmatial Latin is listed 

first mmq the linjuistic mqu:i.nsalts of the priest; then it is said 

that "the study of the liturgical. lmg\BJ8 ~ tx> ead1 rite is to be 

J!8Jamed as rei ssuy," but that the study of the biblical languages 

"should be stzanqly enmuraged [valde foveatur) . • 

Newrthelesa, when the Dec:laraticn m the ~ of the Olun:h 

to Ncn-Ouistian Rellgicns asserts that the Church is "mindful (mmor] 

of her c:a1aa1 patriDmy with the Jews," this does npmsent a lang step 

fDJ.'WUd f1'tlll the .. u-vewlah apologists of the early Olurm, '1lho denied 

to the Jews~ d;ht to that patriDmy at all. As tiR went m, they 

seemed to take their Jewish CMG&1ta lma and less seriously; md ""8t 
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their apologetic wozks may hne lJtClred in vi~ or faimesa, they tended 

tD make i;> in self-ocnfidenoe. '1hey no knJer lal1ted upcm the Jewish 

camutity as a cmtinuing participant in their "cama1 pat:dnaty," the 

holy hi.stmy that had pmduced the Oiurm. 'Ibey no la'tger gaw sezious 

amsideratian tD the Jewish intezpmt:at:ic:I\ of the Old Testanent net tD 

the Jewish badtqmlmd of the New. 'lhezefore the mgency and the poi.gnanc.y 

about the ¥tery of Israel that am so vivid in the New '1WJt8ll!nt haw 

appeamd cmly OCC1Sia'8l.ly in Christian t:hcuJht, as in sane passaqes in 

Augustine; but these am out:lllleigbed, eW!D in Augustine (not so speak of 

cfuysostanl) , by the many ot:herB that speak of JlXiai sm and paqanism 

alllmt as though t.bey weze equally alien to ~ the Declm:atim still 

calls "the new pecple of Qxl," "11.ch was fer nmt of church hist.my the 

Church of GenWe Christi.ans. 

But the less of the ""'"'"" patrimty11 with J1Nisn has not q>resaed 

itself cmly in· the place a~ tD J1Jdaism ~Christian theologians. 

A ume sd>tle and noze pervasiw effect of this pmcess is evident in the 

develqnent of various auistian doctrines thenel 'Ve&. 11DCnJ these 

doctrines, the doctrine of God and the doctrine of mm both bear muks 

of de-Judaization. In J1mi sn it was posaible for the 81111! d1Bpter of 

1 Sanuel to ascribe dlaige of pmpoae tx> Q:xl and . to dec:lam that Q)d did 

not cil.m;Je, without zesolving the parackm1 for the immKAlbility of Q)d 

was seen as the trusbJOrthinesa of his mvenmlted mlaticn tD his people 

in the cxmc:rete histxny of his j\D,Jnmlt and merc.y, rather than as a pri

marily c:mtDlogical categmy. But in the dew!lqlnent cf the O\ristian 
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doctrine of God, i.Jmutability ass\lll!d the statu8 of an mcianatic pze

s~i ti.cm for the "'eomsim of other doctrines. Hence the ~udai

zaticn of O\riatian tho\Jght cmtri.buted, for exmple, to tle fm:m taken 

by the cbristological a:mtmwmlies of the fourth and fifth centuries, 

in llhich both sides defined the absoluteness of Qxl in acaxrdanae with 

the principle of imnutability even though they mew oppcait.e c:hrist;o. 

logical a:ncl.uaiaw ball it. 

Similarly, the oouzae tllkl!n by the c1evelqment af the Augustinian 

tradit.im has been affected by the less of ccntact with Jewish thought, 

\IXl8e xefusal tD polarir.e the fme aove.mignty of Q>d and the fme will 

of man has fwcpmtly been labeled Pelaqian. But the label is not ap

propriate, for J•Jciaian has a Pelagian doctrine of man but an AuiJuS-

tini.an doctrine of Q:d. Augmt:ine acx:.•ei the Pelaqims of ''putting the 

New Tesbnent Cl\ the &me level wittl the Old" by their view that it was 

possible ~ man to keep the :tar of Goel, md Jereme aw Pharisaism in t:he 

Pela;Jian notiai that perfect rightenmness was attainable mder the a:n

ditians of existence. '1he dewlapnent of Oiristian theology in the East, 

~ally in the Antiocbene sc:hool, manifested other ways of transamdinJ 

the antitheses pmsent in the West and of settiDJ forth •a doctrine which 

carft)t pzq>erly be called either August.inian or Pel.Bqian. 11 But it, too, 

fomulated the questic:m in a manner alien tD the Jewish tnditian--ewn 

as it souatit to find the answer for the queatim in the Jewish Bible. 

Pezhapa the mast abYiDm madcs of the "•nmm pat;.rimly" aze to be 

seen not in the mctrinal fnma>l•, but in the ml.tic, hM!rarddcBl, md 
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ethical atructur:es of am.stimity,-.._ ga:cM:h Hee'Bitatacl the auia

tianizatim of JDlll)' features of JtJdai•. '1hus Justin argued that cne of 

the differences bebleen the old oovmmt and the new wm that the pd.est

hcod bad been ~ and "we [the Cmn:h • a 11Ahole] ue the true 

IWJh-priestly raiae of Qxl." In the New '19ltmll!nt itself the ancept 

'ldest" mfened either to the IAWit:ea of the Old Testllnent, naw made 

abaolete, or to °'1'ist or to the entiJ:e ~ to the ordained 

ministzy of the Omrdl. But Clemnt, WK> was also the tint to me the 

tezm •1ay1nm, • a1nldy 8P*.a of "pr.lesta• and of "the high priest" and, 

significmtly, mlated these t.emB to tl'le I.f!Yitical. pr.i.esthaodJ them 

is a aimUar parallel in the o.tcfadae and in Bippolytus. far Tertullian, 

the bishcp was already "tbe high pd.mt,• and for his d1.ac:iple, Cyprian, 

it was c:apletely natural tio apelk of a Qu:iatimi "priesthaad.• And so . • . 

by the tine of ~·s tmatise on tile Pr1estbood it - to haw 

le me accepbed practice to zefer to Am:m md Eli • exmples md wam

inga for the prlest:hoad of the am.stian Cbm::dl. '1hemfme the apastles, 

too, wem npmsented as pdest:s. 

. A pnJllinent tdtell 0£ tbe "• • ""'" pat:xilaly" was ·the .mlbip of the 

early Oam:h. ''Ncne of cur authorities give m clear infomaticn en the 

use of the Psallas and other hyms ar dwslts in the prim:Lti• c:tmrm. " 

but W m Jcnaw that •the ....,f rs of the 15G1tles er the vritinga of the 

pzqlheta" wue read in the~ aezvi.c:e, nl the eadlaristic pnyeD 

of the Church gave thanka •tor the boly vJ.ne of 'Dly 8m, Dlrid, tdlidl 

1hDu hast ame knDllll mto ua through 'Bly Sm, Jesus.• Metber or not 

the liturgy of the early Omrcll incl\dad the· actual singinrJ of the Psalm, 
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it was certainly mplete with allmims tD tba Old ~t in its 

prayer, madinrJ, IDd ahoztatial. hlhlpl • illpm:mt • the cul.tic 

aer:viae D!lldand by the Old 'ftastaaent to the cm.cmte life of the Chm:da 

was the ethical sezvice pmvided by the ca• ranwients of the Old Testa

lll!l'lt, esped al Jy by t.he Decalcgua. For· despite the stricbm!s an the 

preted by the ethical teachings of Je&WI, _. acami:d a special place 

in the Omn:h. Irenaeus said that "the mzc1s of the Declllogue • • • 

remejn in fmae mcDJ m•; mc1 evai the Qmstic ~ ~ 

bebleen the Demlogue and all tbe iest of the I.- of Mam·, seeing the 

fmner &9 fulfilled in Oirist and tbe latter• either lbolished or 
. ' . ... 

ti.an worship (although there is 8Cll8 indic:aticn that it was mcited at 

certain services) or in Oiriat1m dnd tm (althouJh certain passages 

in Augmtine give the iapnsajcm that it was U!l8d •a basis for instmc

ticn in ethics); but it is. clear that the Declllogue wma highly valued as 

a 8\lllDUY of the Lal of God, bodl nataral .and mvea1ed. 

But this "m-v,adaiutim• tbls mt indicate C'tJ D!CXM!J!Y of cl.me 

•sociatton be:tuean JlmifPD md Chriatim theology; en tbe a:mtrary, it 

abawa haw independent Christian dDct:rine had bee• ae of its Jewish 

origins and how fme it felt tD 11'{4'0lciate teDIB and canaeta fmn the 

Jewish trdtkln daspite its earlier cHspuSj8'91t of thma. Nall that 
. . 

Christian thaol.c::arJiaw waze no J.mcJer d:>JJ.ged to engage in aerious c1ia-
. . 

log'ue with .Jtm1m, they wen Ible t.o go their awn CJiristim way in for-
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nulating the universal elainB of Qu'i.stianity. EwnbJal.ly these claim; 

~t so far that Juda; sm becme aie in a series of ''noo-<llristian re-

ligions" to ~dl Ou:istian apoloqetics had to relate itself; it is one 

of the \mforbmate i.nplicatims of the Declaration that, in spite of 

what it says about Israel, Judaism is int:e%pz:eted in the a:intext of the 

world xeligials rather than vice versa. TOqether with the "other" 
ha. 

xeligialS, Judaism has an essentially p~ functiai: even the 

eJCCdus is said in the Declaration to "pxesignify [praesignaxeJ " the 

Christian Olurcil. 'lb Eusebius, "it would be no departure fran the truth 

to style (Man, Noah, and Abraham] as Olristians, in point of fact if 

not in name." '!be Olurdl, therefore, xegazded itself as the inheritor 

of the pmmi.ses and prerogatives of Israel. "Just as Olri.st is Israel 

and Ja.alb, so we wtx:> have been quarried out of the bowels of Quist axe 

the true Israelitic race," the "thim Israel" spoken of in Isaiah. '!he 

Church was new "the synagogue of God" and even "the chosen people." 

'Ibis appn:priaticm of the Jewish Scriptures and of the patrim::l'ly 

of Israel helped early Clu:istianity to smvive the dest.ructicm ot 

Jensalsn and to aJ.'9Ue that with the cx:ming of Olrlst Jerusalem had 

served its pmpose in the divine plan and~ be forsaken. It al.so 

enabled Ouistianity to claim an affinity with other xeligialS besides 

Israel and to fomul.ate such doctrines as the Trinity on a basis that 

clain'ed to include the best of both Jewish nmctheism and Gentile poly

theism. 'lhese and other advantajes wem cited by the defenders of Clris

tianity ~ainst Judaism; they usually did not nenticn, even though they 
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often e>Chibited, the illpoverishnl!n that cane fmm the ~itiai that . 

in the Old Testment and in the Je.wish elEments of the Nat Testament the 

Ouistian Church had as m.x:h of the tradi ti.cm of Jndai sm as it wculd ever 

need. It is to be hcped that the begimings of a new "theology of Israel" 

in the Declarat:i.m of the Seccnd Vaticm O>\mci.1 will lead to a na.r and 

dee.per remgni ti.an that SClllethinq integral has been lost fJ:an Christian 

ax:trine itself by ita isolat.im fJXllD JnMi •, md that thezefoxe a 

theology of Israel is essential to the pzcper fol'"'tlatiat of a theology 

of Olri.sttmi. ty. 

(Biblicqrapiical Not.e. '1'he brief CXJq?'S8 of a half-tx>ur l~ 
cbes oot allcw for a disamsicm of either prlmaly or se<XJndazy sources, 
but the fol.lawin:1 cnmeuts rrBJ be helpful. Mazael Si.Jll:ln, verus Israel: - -Etude sur les relations entre Chret1.ena et Julfs dans l 'Blllp1re Z'OlllSin 
l32-425 (Paris, 1948) is a a:mpetent smmaxy. Karl 'l!U.eme, IC.irche und 
Synagoge (Olten, 1945) is a study of Bamabas and Justin Martyr. .A. L. 
Willi8118, Adversus Judaeos (Oldlridge, 1935), is, as its ~title says, 
11 a bi.xd' s~ view of Christian apology mtil the Benai ss.anoe... Wilhelm 
Bousset, Judi.sch-christlJ.cher Sc:hulbetr1eb .tn AleJtandrien und Rom C<St
tingen, 1915) is still helpful. Jean Dani&u, From ShadCNS to Realitg 
(Westminster, Mi. ,1960)and2-he 'rheology o~ JBt11sh Christianity (laidcn, 
1964) smmari.ze a gmat deal of material. Bembard Blmenkranz, DJ.e 
Ju4enpredigt Augustins (Basel, 1946) malyzes the nest influential 
"theology of Israel" in the Latin West. Jaia>lav Pelikan, 'l'he Emergence 
of the Catholic 'l'radition 100-600 (Odc:ago, 1971), cxmtains a fuller 
presentat.iai of the material set forth in this l.ectuxe.) 




