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October 18, 1962

MEORARTY

To:  Dr. Jolm Slawson
Prom: 2achariah Shuster
Subj: Ecumenical Councfl

tuwltlngthhinﬂm, afwdayl .fter MWQofthaEmlm
Council, which I attended as a guest.

The insugural ceremony was most unusual lntolmity.—. splendor and pro-
found dignity. Tens of thousands of pecple =~ pricsts, nuns, laymen from
all parts of the world and of varicus races and ethmic groups =-- crowded
the Basilica and the Square of St. Peter, and were visibly dominated by
a sense of ave and che importancce of the historic event they were witnes-
sing. In this report I shall dwell on developments during the first week
of the Council's procecedings with regard to the ‘subjects which are rele-
vant to th of our Concaern.

Pirst, it should be pointed ocut that Pope John XXIIX himself in his in-
augural sddress, expressed the new attitude which 15 now prevalling among
many Catholic clergyman throughout the world. The essential elemants of
this attitude are a realization of tremendous changes in the world situa-
tion; a turning avay from the spirit of ssverity, sustericty and condezm-
utumoibumtu-uﬁadutte:oﬂnﬂawtwduﬁeﬁuﬂmmﬂvm'
Catholic groups. Some of the striking passaspges in the Pope's addvess
setting forth these realizations arxe the foncunu

*mwmpmumunmuu.mmammm
Bverything, even lwiman differences, leads to the greater good of
the Church...The spouse of Christ prefers to mske use of the medi-~
cins of mercy vather than that of severity...tien sre ever more
deeply convinced of the parmwount dignity of the human person and
of his perfoctioning, as well gs the duties that this implies... -
the Catholic Church, raising the torch of religicus truth by wmeans
of the Bcumenical Council, desires to show herself the

of benlsn patient, ﬁall of mercy towards the childxen

scparated from her,.



The intent of these passages was emphasized in most of the inspired com=~
ments which followed the fnsugural eddress. It was succintly summed up
by a hgﬂhs Italian newspaper in these words:

“fhe great merit of John EXIII {s of having noted that snathomas
are of 1ittle value and that much more productive is the dialogue,
comprehension, confrontatfon of different points of view; and the
realization that truth fs one but the roads to £t are infinite.”

It is generally sssuaed that one of the major ressons for the emergence
of the new epirit in Rome is the gwareness of the revolutionary changes
that have taken place in the demographic, polftical mﬂmmm:um
of the world since Vatican Council X, 92 years ago.

mmmwtnaptm sources spelled cut this point in various ways; but
stress was particularly laid on the following facts: out of wove than
thres billion people living on this planet, only less than s billion are
Christians, and of these 500 million Catholics, many of them only momingl-
lyu.momumwumﬁm“awmnlw;
every year there are bozn 28 million non-Cstholice, only 5 millfon
Catholics; at this rate of developmant, in the yeamr 2000 the mumder of
Mbﬂl!umth.mldu&llbeonly9tolﬂtutldofthepmlﬂ..

amdthumumo!ﬂumvmcomﬂcmm
the fundamental chenges that hsve taken place in less than a century.
The first Council wae dominsted by Buropean Rishops and Cardinals vho
mmbered 60% of the Coumcil Fathers. The present Ecumenical Council con~
sistes of mostly non-RBuropean clergymen, and only 38% of the participants
are Europeans, although 47% of the Catholic population of the world reaides
- in Europs. mmmmm:aymwmm-uﬂnm
part in this Council, there axre 150 colored Bishops, fncluding 60
Africans and 90 Asistfcs. Azong the Cardingls there s ons Chinese, one
Japsnese, ons Indian, mmnmmmmm Of the Europesns,
the Italians have the largest group, mna.mmm:uw

§

..~ only 400, . Dncidentally, the predomingnce of Italfsns, who also constitute

thcovuuluhinaujoruyofthammrunwmvuumgom -
hmo!thnmmmmutmtcmmmmnmmﬂut
fud.lyc_n!t.hucomu.

In ghort, the slert and fomﬁlmktngelmuotchnﬁatholuchuuh o
are clearly facing the problems of a world in which Christisns are in a.

minority snd in which the prospects for growth and infiuence are diminighe
ing. It &s this basic realization which is at the core of the various re-

.. .forms projected with regard to internal aspects of the Church as, for ax-

ample, tha desire for a change in liturgy from Latin to the vernsculer, .
suthorizing laymen to perform religicus functiona (this is primarily owing
to the fact that the 500 million Catholics are now eerved by less than

300,000 priests and the growing difficulties of recrulting candidetes for



che PMM), the desire for greater sutonomy of the Biskops and les-
mzng:hﬂwmhntconmlmdmummuflm And this £s also
the prr:t:lcd bcckgrwrd for the spirit of rapprochement with Protestants

® * &

Official cbascrvers fnvited to the Council consisted primarily of repre-
scuntatives of Protestant dencminaticns, and two of the Greek Urthodox
Church. Ho noarChristisn group was fovited, and thus the question of
Jowish vepresentation was eliminated. The State of Ierael, though not
m&mmmhtun,mtnﬂtdu-mmmtmtom
insugural session, as were other non-accrediced gtates, including the
United States. The representatives of Israsl were: Mr. Msurice Fisher,
Ambassador of Israel to Italy; Mr. Ben Teur, Anbassador of Isracl to -
Switzerland; end Dr. Shaul Colby, Director of the Ministry of Religious
Affairy, Of the Arab States, thnnmerepmmu:imofhbmu.
8}:’;. kmmmmwmmbuc.. o

m.mm&ammnamozmazpwummmmm
grested hinm very cordislly end spent s few mimutes in convergstion with
him. Heither the Jewfeh Community of Italy nor the Rebdi of Rome receiv=
ed en iuvitation to the opening session; as oo invitations were extended
to any private persons or non~Catholic religious group. The Jewish commu-
aity of Italy, however, through its President, Sergio Pipermo,. tookthe
mtuuwmumnmwmmmwmu
uhhhmmlummthlmmpm. o - _

nurins the entire parlaﬂ of the preparations. ﬁu the mﬁ, oﬂtcul g 4
Vatican sources ;- except for Cerdinal Bes ~- have rot referred to Christian/
Jewish mht.tnm as a subject to be dealt wlth by the Council. = However, fm-
=wediately before the opening of the Council, references to the Jewish sub-
ject were made in some Italisn publications, and thay were obvicusly inspSr-
ed by the Vatican. The gist of theso comments were that the age-old eccus~
etion of daicide and thie responsibility laid upon a1l Jewish geserations

for it will be probably taien up by the Council. In.the various statements
made by the arviving Church dignitaries, thnam.agrutmyufmmu
to the subject of Christian unity, but vothing about Jews. Bowever, thare
was s singular cxcepticn, gnd this was the statement made by Cardinsl
Cushing, of Eoston, on his arrival at the Rome sirport, where he was re-
ceived by Vatican rmutlm. m which was pmnimtl.y tea'uuﬂ tn

lhl Imm F’m' Eﬁ “ml

"Lnthaww ‘States thmilnpluuutyof !:-tuun: confes-
- sions, and all lock with interest to this Council. No one cxpecte
the unity of the churches on this. occasion, tut all expect that an
atmosphere favorable to reaching this unity will be created.  In
a more or less near future, therustllbomﬂock.mﬂonlym

pastor.”



Cardinal Bea for pressmtation

ot
ouly condewns anti-Semitiasm, but rejects the traditisssl charges of deicide
and states that they sre based on sdsinterpretation of texts im the New
Testament, Cardinel Bas, however, was mot sstisfied with the weriisg of
this paper, and at the last ¢t {stroduwesd chenges which made the decls-
ration much stronger and more bidping. Auother impertsnt sad faverable _
change took place immediatsly before the opsmiag of the Coumeil,vhem
Cardinal Bag mads the decisism mot te present the sdeort discussien paper,
but to submit his owm paper ss the basis for discussion and a8 the fimal
declaration for adeption.

but

Caydinal Baxz is mt enly a man of great primeiples,
tegist, and has a refimed semse for fetailed actien. His proposed dacls- -
‘ration was circulated by him and his representatives smong the sative
Vatican hierarchy and ssong the Bishops snd Cerdingls whe bave csmes to

the Coumcil from varficus of the world, Cardisel Baa and his steff,
ngny of vhom are youwng p ts of keen intelligesce, have amalysed the
Counci]l mssbarship in tetws ¢f potential sympathizers, potemtial oppouests,
and {ndifferents. Frobably mest of the Counci]l Fathars belomg to the third

pressat at somé of thess conversations snd was impressed dy the perswasive
powers of Baa's mmissaries.

A wost pleasssnt Burprise was tha attitude of tha Americen delegation, whoee
sembers were ~~ up to thaiy srrival ~~ gn unknown quantity as far as their
attitude on the sebject was coucersed. Some of them had & vague idea of

Cardimal Bea's intestions, without krowing the exact propositions. Carvdimal
Bea saw to it that they received the text of his declavstion imssdiataly,
atd menbare of his steff subsequently paid visits ¢ promimemt perssualities
smoug ths almost 300 Bishops and Cardimels from the U.8. It did net tska



‘..mhtmmﬁoraupmaionnoffuuw&c«ﬁmﬂm‘am
. wexe given by lcading members of the Anerican group. . At the caucus: -
., mgetings of the smerican Cardinsls and Bichops,: aamna-lnpﬂwee
. conversgtions with: Cardinal Bea's representatives, they: pﬂnl.aad to:
;.slvehllmmtmm;len.

. The leader of this movement for unqualified support was Cardinal
Cushing, of Boston., I wes informed by one of Cardinal Pea’s xepre-.
centatives that Cardinal Cushing addreseged his colleagues fn straight
and simple terms, admonishing them to do everything pessible to help
achicve Cardinal Bea's plan. He cven eaid, "If it s necessary that
I go to the Council in 2 yaxrmulka" (he actually used this word) “in
mmwm':;mmm:am.lm.!mnbeshﬂm
do ie." Immedfately after the other Cardinals fell into line and even
Cardinal Spellman, though perhaps oot wl.th peat mt:hnsim, said he
would vote for nan'a declaration. :

I éiscuased the attitude of the American delegation at great lensth with

¥sgr. Ceorge G. Higgions £ive days after the opening of the Council. He
fnformed me that there cught to be no wore concern about the position

froa a

moimmclewmawaIw.huviﬂmtuymstoenm

into the depth of the subject and in order uot to give the ispression that
ecme lmdmmhatmcmmquewuhw

Thie advice alwgtmwmhymmwmwmmeﬂof
Cardinal Bea's ata!! withﬁmlhwahemhmmttmh. -

lhadamtplu:mtmuthnwlth&sr msgtm.uhmlmtforﬂm
firge time, snd vho dimpzessed me as a 'man of very lively intclligence and

- =08t sympathetic to cor ceuss, Ue agreed that be will arvange mectings
* for me with Cardinal Cushing and others, but purely cn & social basis.
mmm,ammmmmﬁbMMs_mm

fj 2

It should ummmmdmtmlamﬂmmmmm
‘campaign to win the sympathy of the arriving clergymen, he kept contimuous
- contact wAth the Vatican hiérarchy amd with the Pope himself who, -1 undep-
sm.mmwﬁamumﬂwmthemenyof dolngm-
thl.ng mmzﬁthregaﬂ to the Jewiah subject.

- ke a!.éuatldn ‘haa ‘takien guch‘a’ favorable turn that, sceording to reliable
‘eources 10 Rome, éven ‘Cardinil ‘Ot€avienf -< whe {6 considéred ‘ds thé pillar
of arch-conservatism -- ia supposed to have indicated that’ Ko WilP ot re-
oist Bea'e proposed declaration. The only possible etrong oppoment will
‘be ¥sgr. Samore, but 4if there is nmo unempected change, he wi.l.! pmhably
] n in g ainority.



The lindup on this question as of today is more or less the following:
the clergyusn Gdnm Austrie, Holland, France and Switseriaend, -

as well as from smaller countries i{n Burope, will be behind < -
Cardingl Bea in this ae in all other matters which ave within the cos~
petence of the sec'retutac of (hristisn Unity. By and large, ths clergy-
men of these countries represent what {s kuown as the progressive wing

of the Council on all matters of reform. BSuxprisingly, the clergymen of
thmmmmmmmnm.mdchluﬂ:mu
well, "Cardinal Bea's representatives have besn applying much effort to
win them over. The Latin Americans are considered by Cardinal Bea's -
lnﬂuvmummﬂnwlam: a) because of their abyamal
: B) because of a general opposition to new departures, par:l.-
mxymuuﬁmsmuuehmmmmmmm
mtﬂn.

A

m-ro elcwhu m.mtrtu have already made 'um-cm they
will vote sgainst Cardinal Bea's declsration. Fortunately, neither Bea
himself nor the Secretariat of State of the Vetican consider this a
serious obstaclc on the ground that this opposition is entirely unvesson-
able in view of the fact that a matter of relecions to snother religlon
bgs oothing to do with lerasl and the Middle mzws.wn.

nuhnmuﬂmmm.tuaﬁcsdwrmmmuh.
but Cardinal Bea's experts belfcve that after esplaining the situation to
them they will wote in favor of it for the thlem:hn:hahsm-
al mﬁ:umo! gﬂlllmumﬂtyma

How will Cardinal Bea's: propooed decleration be presented? About ahh
there 18 at this moment no certainty; but the most suthoritstive sdvice
I have obtained is that the proposal will probably come before the Theo-
logical Commission, the President of which is Cardinal Ottsviani, and be~
fore which there will be eix gchemgta (projects) om the sources of rwe-
lation, wmorsl cmhr. the deposit of faith, chastity in the family, the
m.mm end men. The major subject of this Coumission
will be to def of revalation and to docide the relative
mao!lcrip wmmr.m While some theologians of the
Catholic Church claim that the fundsmental source of revelation gre the

. Sériptures and that the Craditions accumolated thmugh centu:ies are of
lesser fsportance and can easily be chenged. Others, and this mesus the
conservatives, insist that traditions have the same importance as Scripte-
ures, and wo changes can be made in the teachings not only of doctrime
_But of the interpretation of doctrins as adopted by various bodies of
the Church and which form an fntegral part of it. For g while it was

_ felt that Cardical Bea's propossd declazation on Jews, if {t were to come
before this Theological Commission, under Ottaviani's Chairmanship, wight
become involved in the problem of the velationship betwsen Scripture snd
tradition; and that Ottaviani end Lis followers might claim that any re=-
interpretation of docivinexmsxadepted:by varionshodion: ofi L e

. charges against Jews involves a change of tradition and represents an

' unorthodox step. : : . s



m on the basis of the best ‘information % obrained, Civdinal Bea
dmlopad the following method of approach on this matter. He fntends
to present this declaraction tot as eny alteration in tredicfon, unt as
a re-affirmation of the pevmanent teachings of the Church which have
 been misinterpreted by non-suthoritative sources. If presented in such .
& way, this matter would oot enter in the problem of Scripture and tra-
dition, for Bea clains that both Scripture and tradition are agéinst . .
the charges against Jegs, and all that is required is to re-establish .
‘the true meaning of the Hew Testament c.u!ths trdlttnnbahind ir., as
_ oppone-d to erronecus tnr.uprnhtlm. '

Rmpxmnluprmdmthuw,wlnﬂmmumthtm
opposition will have no basis for counterattack and even Cardinal
Ottaviani will have to £gll behind it. As & mattsr of fact, I wvas fo-
- formed by highly staticued ecclesiastic parsonalities fn Rome that
Ottaviani {e not prepared to make any real stand against Cerdinal Bes
in this respect. At any tate, Cardinal Bea's formule s comsidered by
all as the wost expedient in achisving the objuum while avoiding an
omclnhmthanhsmlmtm

The sudbject of veligious liberey, which udndmmmtme
of the Secretariat of Chiistian Unity, is of significance to us as well.
Cardinal Bea and his ﬁollmn are conmitted to the primciple thas the

. Gatholic Church proclaim the inalienable right of every religicus group
to adhere to its cwn beliefs and prectices; and that plurality of relfe .
gions is part of the natursl order of society, as estsblished by pro-
vidence. In practicel terms, this principle aims at asserting that the
Catholic Church is oot out to dominate any country or society by ity own
cresd, and even in such places where Catholics are in a majority, as they
are in Latin Amsrica. This would eliminste asny conflicts between Pro-
testapts and Catholics in many parts of the world. At this moment, it
is not certain whethar this subject will be brought up before the Theo-
‘Jogical Commission or eny of the other ten Comiesions which are mtu.nl-
-1y the working groups at the Council. :

_mmoprmlmmu.Ipomquutmu'wwhethuthe
Jewieh matter will come up in the first session., The gensral expectation
{s chat 1t will, and thie is to be hoped for, for ft 1s stiil unfertain
mm:mmmxmaam-mm I bad the impression that most
of the participants at the Council would lfke to be through at the end
of the year, and oot have to returu fo the spring. However, in view of
the slowness with which the Council has started its work, and the many
issues that have to be discussed, it is possible that enother session
will te neceassary. Atmynu.thmtlmmuin:yutothnhtc
when ocur subject will be drought béfore the Theological Commission.

_The form in which tha declaration will be pmted and adopted, vj.n
be a 'constitution” of the Ecumenical Councii. In Vatican terwms a
constitution means & decreee ¢y a solemn ordivance, which becomes bind-
ing for all those who belong to the Chuxch. The ususl tern used in Bome
for it is "decree.”



; 1ike to point cut the excellent &/fruai-
® in Imn with various pemmltuu > play & lead-
_ pmpdingoofchamn,dﬂm: tlerly with out
f Pro Deo, with members of Cardiual Bea's £, and others of
'tholmt'mqudm.muekelp uln!mdo!an
end who have displayed a epirit bmmzdma and -
nmmmnmumtn baipn ,




[

:Botwighseamxiing tho !awrable cutlosk of the asituation as ie presents
ftself today, a word of caution agafnst undue optimisn 18 necessary.

One cannot cuclude the possibility that by soms pariismentary maneuver,
the propesed declaration about Jews might be ralegated by the Ecumemical
Council to ons of the bodies that Ghee will be established by ic, and
which will deal with implementation. It is also pessible that at the
last moment come unforescen glterations in the text might be fntroduced
which would whittle down a great deal of the Bea statement gs it stands
today. %There fe such g variety of tendencics, groups, interests and
ordere of priority, that it would be rash at this moment to claim with
certainty a definite outcomo on any of the uajor fssuce befove the
Councifl. 48 & matter of fact, onz of the saricus apprehensions in

Boxe {o that the fingl resulte of the Council might be @ great distance
awsy from the espectations. However, these ave factors which ere rather
fodependent of us exd even of umw:mamvmmmm
procoting the objectives we stand for. -

In conclusion, I should 1ike to point cut the mllen: andmt friend-
iy contagets we have im Rome with various ecclesfsstic personalities, and
paerticulsriy with cur fricends of Pro Deo, and with members of Cardinal
Bes's staff, mhmdmmawmcﬁmmm libergliam
asmperhmhaammmhnmheﬁom.

) 6 0 0

Dz. Segal '
Rabbi Tanenbaum :
~ Hr. Priedman .
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September 26, 1963 \ |

Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum

American Jewish Committee
3 165 East 56 Street
New York 22, New York

Dear Marc:

I thought you'd be interested in reading the comments of
Msgr. Willebrands -- who is as you know the Secretary of
Cardinal Bea's Secretariat for Christian Unity -- on the
two articles published by the QObserver.

1 am also enclosing herewith copy of a letter I received
from Lady Barbara Ward Jackson.

With best regards,

Sincerely,

Enclosures

-

/)

Zachariah'Shuster

cc: Dr., Slawson
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MARTIN L. BUTZEL, Detroit, Vice-President
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JULIUS S, LOEWENTHAL, New York, Vice-President
RICHARD MAASS, White Plains, N. Y., Vice-President
EARL MORSE, New York, Vice-President
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SECRETARIATUS ; .
AD CHRISTIANORUM UNITATEM FOVENDAM Roma, September 18, 1963
Via dei Corridori 64

Prot. No.: A /63

Dr. Zachariah Shuster
European Director

The American Jewish Committee
30 rue la Boetie

Paris 8, France

Dear Dr. Shuster:

1 appreciate your letter of 23 August and the sending of the articles
from the London Observer. My absence from Rome prevented me from a
serious reading of the two articles until now.

I read both of them, and although I agree with the author's intentions
which underlie each article, I am taking the liberty to make a few
frank remarks.

As to the article of Barbara Ward Jackson, I think that the main link
that forms the relationship between Christians and Jews, and should
bring them together in mutual understanding and esteem, is not so much
the unity of the human race under God the Creator or the unity of a
shared humanity, as the unity that flows from the event of the God
Creator revealing Himself to the Fathers and the Prophets of the
Jewish people. To this Elected People He announced in words and in
signs the Redeemer, the Messiah. The Jewish religion is not only mono-
theistic, universal, etc., but a Revealed Gift of God to His People.

It is about the question of the fulfillment of the prophecy on the
Messiah and the accomplishment of the Election that Christians and Jews
disagree. But the 0ld Covenant remains our common treasure of revela-
tion, of prayer and of religion.

I heartily welcome the prospects and the necessity of theological en-
counter,

As to your own article, I appreciate very much your clear distinction
between the political question of the state of Israel and the reli-
gious question of Judaeism and Christianity. You acknowledge the ana-
lysis made by Catholic scholars on the origins of anti-semitism in the
fBeld of catechetics, of preaching, of liturgy. May I express the hope
that there will be a more careful analysis and investigation by Jewish
experts on the factors, flowing from their side, which have helped to
create and to continue anti-semitism among Christians, Anti-Semitism
has so many aspects, so many roots; it is surely not limited to theo-
logical factors.

With hopeful wishes for your kind consideration,

Yours, Sincerely,

- s/MSGR. J.G.M. WILLEBRANDS
The Secretary



Copy _ C/o Barclays Bank (D.C.& 0.),
Oceanic House,
Cockspur Street,
London, S.W.1
19th September 1963

Dear Mr. Shuéter,

Forgive my delay in answering your kind letter but our
whole household was smitten with some kind of summer 'flu.
I cannot tell you how delighted I am that you liked the art-
icle and that you feel it helped to complete your own splen-
did contribution - I will make you the confession that I read
'your article in proof before I wrote my own and found it so
" much to my way of thinking that it obviously helped me enorm-
ously to write mine. I cannot help feeling that possiblythe
times are more favourable to constructive contacts between
people of different faiths and philosophies. Anyway, anything
that I can do in my writing and speaking will always be directed
towards this end. Thank you so much again for your letter.

Yours very sincerely,
(Sgd.) Barbara Ward Jackson

(Lady Jackson)

M. Zachariah Shuster,

The American Jewish Committee,
30 rue La Boetie, -

- Paris 8, France.
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

Institute of Human _Rélail'ons
NEW YORK 22, N.Y.
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165 EAST 56TH STREET

PARIS OFFICE
30, rue la Boétie
Paris YIlI

~ October 8, 1963

Tor sm Segal .

?mm ?aﬂa Mfica

Buhj. Sacond Swsion Emieal eounuil
Arnd the DPeclaration on Jews

'Ehe Gathauc Me& éaalamtion on ms attatade tovard Jmm to

nov veady, will prabably be preseated formally to the Beumenical
Gouncil ahorsly at this eurvent, second sessiom, ond will 4a all
iikelibosd be adopted &n a m.m cmmil session to be c@mmeﬂ

im 196&.

z was asam’m las&: mk in ﬁm by msa mlﬁable authorﬁ.ay thats:

w Prepags plage - The Chareh ﬂ%hﬁa’a‘.iﬂﬂ regarde
ing Jewis io completed and ready for formal prosgentation to the

Beumsnical Council, whon 4t will become on official Covncil doecu-

mene. . The doemns i being withheld from cirevlation im order
not o Arouse opposition frem Arab countries and from the Vaticaa's
congervative element. (X expect o be able to sand yeu im & very
fow days both the eontont of thic declaration and its context -

' that i8, vhether the deelazation coneerning Jews will be presented
as somathing geparate, standiag by iteelf, or ao pare of & more gem- -

eral Church doclaration of attitude toward non-Christian reugiom
The geaeral tenor of. the’ deelaration e@memmg Jaag yms alﬁeady
nov from my prevﬂ.ous xemms y)

ot anl most’ probabiy maka place i= the Seeond
haiﬁ of Octobar or the first half of :the wouth of Hovembar. There
is 52431 soms uncortaimly cbout Che 'enact date of pracentation.
Part of this uncertainty 15 due to the fact that (for rcapons that
you will remeuber ardolng out of the Wardl incident) there 4o no
place on the ogenda’ spsciﬁicany cveserved for a declaratien by the

;m&wl Couneil concerming Jews. Cordinal Bea, thevafore, msst
‘find somo proper app@x‘txmity for. prassnﬁatiom in connsckion with ome
‘of tl'm schemnta alveady. on the off&e:lal agenda.




%% Adoption, hmmvex, will 4{n all 1ikelihcod taks place
at a ehird session of the Bcumenical Coumcil. This will be
convemed in 1964, but there is otill speculation in Rome as to
whother 4¢ will msct in the epring or in the fall, so as to give
the bislmps mora time te otudy proposcd toxts.

Kn ‘any evant:

We. chall kaow several days in advance mctly when pramtattun
wiil be- made, aud I ahall cable you imdiamly,

8 hava bean assuz:eﬁ by mﬂpmible authoxtttae that ths declara-
tion will most . wo&aﬁly b@' adnpl:é.d ig ‘the Eorm presenteﬂ -

Recent devalopmeuta 1a Rm mke 4t goze vrgent them ever that .
Jewish organizations preaenuy proceed with the greatest caution
and diseretion. The veason for this 18, essentially, the gane
as 1¢ hse aluays’ beem the opposition to Cardinal Bea and his -

_ worlke by ‘the conservative wing im the Catholic Church. ' The bat-

tle s a erdtical ons, apptaachiug & climax ac the time finally
comes !or the Council Pathers to vote on the various schemata.
Whereas laot year the liberal wing had the advantage of surpriee
on its, side, and the conservatives underestimated the' 1iberal
strength, this year both sides know very well each ether‘s gela-.
tive strengths and weaknesses, and where best to attack: " .In- this

-int:ﬁa~?atican fighung Cardinal Bea is. ptelam:ly under the heaviest

fire ni his career, The: ‘slightest oistake on hig*part might: now
be £zau3ht ulth painﬁul consequence for him petamlly, ‘for his -
Secretariat and for our work; confident ‘though Cardinal ‘Bed ‘and
his eupporeers are of vi.ctm:y and sure-ﬁooted as they ha.va Bhom
zhams-lvea !.n ‘thea paat.. £ .

You have alzmﬂy had som mdzcation o£ Iww f.a: tha t;pposass,an ia
ready £0 go in. order o discmdit. cardinal Bea. 'ro cite hm: a N
fou . af mny posaibla emam&ea. ot Sl E i

™ s Efar mll over & wmh mpor:i:e vere raceivad in Roia oﬁ a .
series of rumors from England, Prance; ‘Germany, Ee'ayan 'Eénganyika.
Australia end Wew York, all of. them to the effect that Cardinal Bea
ves 61d and fesble, unable to .carvy the veight of his eﬁfice, ‘about
to mtsxe or was being asked to retire. - An atticle 4in the Sunday
Timas ‘even namned & pateneial suceessor. - This. but showed the sur-
face ai the. vhole. iceberg of rumow. - It is now known in Bome by
whom and: how these rumors were planted. I cam tall you t.hat they
were false and tendentious; . and their obvious purposs vas to throw
confuns.em muo the movements: associated with Bea' 8 rema, both that
of Emmniam ‘and of. ehwiatmwdewaeh relacions. ~ In fact, the Car-
dinal's health has in 2o wise ehasagad. fic has mot bean asked to retire



and hap no intention of retiring. -His own remaek with regard
to these rumors was: ' :

"Lat them wait unedl X m!ta the Eloor of . tha Gaumil°
then they will seo- whether Tama waak alck, nla man. "

A second instance of confuaion pm:polely created by tha oppoa!.-

tion in efforts to tt'y ‘to discredit Cardinal Bea revolves around
the formation of tha nev secretariat to daal vith non-Christian
religions: . The first reports published gave the !.mpreaaian that
guch: 4 aecratariat would bes:l.n func%ioning soony. :.and 4ndicated
that the. Jewish quaaaton might no longer ramain w!.t.hin ahe campat-
ence of Bea'a Sacremiat. g s a e

‘i’ha tmth of. tha patter ﬂas i:hat the Vat:tcan decided !ﬂ pfincipla
to establish this secrctariat primrilp for dealing with the' graat
religions of Africa and Asf{a. . Tha actusl eatablishmnt of it, how-
ever, will not. take place: soon: but, probably, after the’ termination
of the second sanam - There wap discussion im the’ Vatacsn == Mt-’
ter discussion == over: wimthér the Jewish subject. shemld remain vith
: Ca:rdinal ‘Bea’ or not, 'l'he cardiml ‘insieted that because his \Seetee'
ta?iat had dealt with thie matter for e emnaidembla tiss: and ‘because
of ‘the specisl relationchip. of Judatenm and Christianity, it could not
simply be included under. the gemml deaﬁ.gmti.cn of mon-Christisn.
. Cardinal -Bea, ££m11y brought up the matter:with Pope Paul. Vl .who,
gave an official order that the: Jeuiah subject: rmin whet:ea it o3
aud thot Cardinal Bea’'s Secretarint ma £ho only competent, bcdy to
‘deal with if now and in the. futufe. ' It is wost. generally expected
that mmmx Baa B8 Bacratariue uni beccme ai pamnent organ of .the
Vatican' ia the; Euture. perhaps aftar the Ecumeniml Gauncﬁ is closeda

Both. the deeiaion oﬁ Eaul W to suppcrt Eaa ﬂ.u thia diacusnion and an=
other aignifi.cant: - but, 11ttle reported -- item chowed that),. probabl.y,, .
Bea's| strength has not diminiehed with thfa change: in ‘Pones.  The ligcela-
reported {teis Paul VI recently named Cardinal Bea to be a member of 'the
Vatican Of£fice in which' 48 20 'be immﬂ tha ‘heart of the consemtiva a&r«
ength ==  the Holy Office headed by ‘the” ‘1éader’ ‘of . the Chureh's zight
wing, Cardinal: ﬂttaviani.. . A’ conservative: cardiaal“ (Eildebram! Antoniuttd)
was to be mmed a mher of. the Holy. Offica at the samc time: - but: this
was doubtless a tactical: ‘measure Lo goften the poutical hlou go the
¢ right wing. Hevertheleus, it remins a very real blow indeed; . and

i€ an earmest of m;;a Paul'a mal mtenmiom auguro well.

','a. _e &

1 was inEomed shat Cardiml Bea is msidaxﬁug aaadim & communication --
through the AJG =~- to thé Jewish religious leadezs in the US with vhom he
met dur{ng hic viocit in Wew York for the Agapz. Im thi.a coumunication,
Cardinal Bea would convey' the sense and epirit of the deelaration he has
 propared for submiscicn to the Council and hia_ expectations with regard
to'the possible action the Coumcil will take. I did not get the impraess-
ion that Cardimal Bea intends to ask £ox ‘suggestions or possible changes
on the declaration; but rather that this would be a gesture of friemdly



contact before the. event. takes place. 1 should iike o urge

. you, however, wot to dissemimate this information, in order not’
'to raise undue expectations, This 4e only a pasaibility, and o

. . no useful action cam be nal:an for tha e.ime baing. Y

pr. Blawsea .
¥r. Danzig
Pbe. Tanembaumn

O
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' sfm ‘ bz Joam slawm -
?z‘am zao:hartah Shuster' ,
g subjz m xcmenual cwncu nd the Jews

""""

: 'mzd Jewa, and beforau the oﬁf&ci&l dab&te en t'.hi.a auhjeca by the
_-Ecumeni.cal Gonuen. -y N T

T ] 1. The final mmt af tha draft de.elaratm was ptepared by
Cardival Bea's Secretariat for Chriotian ﬂnil:y for submigaion to the -
 members ‘o€ the Council im early October, ' It was planned to fozxm the
- fourth chapter of the schema on ecumenism and ¢to be imtroduced’ by o
R cm:ﬂxml Bea himeelf, who hed mta;adea to deliver & mjor address an :

‘the subject before tha emnci.l an‘?d to wbli.sh miataly t!m Euu :

s :axt of thﬂ.s aﬂdmas. ; &

: Kweva' ;’-.-__bemae of tha mumi.ng" @pgomuion aﬁ the consarvnztva mla- b

 ment to the entire schemsa on ecumsniem, Caxrdinal Bea decided to. post.»

- pome’ d!.str:lbati.en of the document until a propitisus cecasion would
. axise mgtlw Gourge of ‘the Council's proceedings.: “Such an occasion: did
not arise during Ocmber, and ¥o obe was in'a paaum te’ pméicz whea
‘this document mm be distributed, ' The nimatien beeame' even worse:
in the ﬁrat waek: of Hovmbw vhan the opposition on. the'part of: Arab

 #tates, which hed been damnt. since the end of the first sesslon of

"~ the cwmtl was, revived by direct ection on the part of those states

v am by a smddmiy mkem cmazgn o:E rad!.o aaat.tm m Arab cmries.

_5&5 a mt.ter of fact, on mnﬂay, !eomber !‘, Pope Paul vx recei.ved &

- c.onﬁéemiaz mespage £rom one of the met influentisl politicael leaders
fof the Arab .world, expreﬂsius 4in ‘g none too subtle way, his hope -- or
;jfther thmt - that the Bcumemcal Couneil muld s:m: do mythﬁ.ag go -

o
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HIGHLY COWFIDENTIAL -

| o+ S "
3 ""rha' entire appamtus of the Vacican becsme busy m prepsring the preas -
; ‘.commiqua, transla:xng tt tnta many langmges, and havtng it ready

- for diatribution. g -l _ % = Sf &

Y A T
A -..f,_‘- .7.-1' e “f‘_'_" Cl

vf-'Incidemally, tha pubueauon 1n rt.het.
' sense . of the declaration and of/ \mri.ous detana in connecz:ton with* it '

| this was a'major cause in the ‘delsy, of the,

;;2;-‘

diaturb relatians between' the Vat&can and the Arab states in the
‘liddle East. 'Ehe Pape ?&plied ‘o, this communication on- Tues&&y,
Uovember S, with an:asgurance that no such’ step ie intended and
‘that the’ &eclamtion omJeWe; was: only of a ralig:lma and spirim&l

nature, with no ,poli.t:lcal implications. "As. evide:nce, he com;red

the gense of the: proposed declaration. : This was not. aatilfactory

- to Axab leadere, and on' ‘l‘huraéay, Eovembet 7, the ru!&o stations - ;
. ‘of .Calro and othar &rab capitals began to broadcaataatatements* and
diacuaaioﬂs ‘on the ‘Church and’ tha;t!awa, even us!.ng Hochhuth's-play

Fegentative JEo "dmouatrate“ that ‘the Catholic: Church tmditlon-»

:ally has been unfawrable to ‘the Jews. ‘Ihi.s‘fsudden developmant was:
% 1m&di.al:e1y brought ‘to; the. al::entian ‘of: Pop& \?aul VI, ‘who"called - an |

emergancy meeting with high m:ch uut.hortttes. mcluding (:ardi.nal Bes,

|\ to-consider the text'step:to'be taken' by the Vatican, It'was felt.
j * that:the matter: had reachedua crttical poi.nt, that the Church could

not’ pemit 1taelf to, be !.ntimidalzed, and .chat the r.lme. had .come; r.o :

-} make the contents of the: decl*nration pubu.e and' offtcial. 1c was - than'
. -decided to’ aubmit: the' aeclaral:lon on' the morning Jof Movember 8 to the
,c«:uncu‘?athers. 'mi.s uas done l.n a aptrit of detemi.nat:ion and ur-

‘gency. e a0 | il

. . iy 0 * .
p o B T : . i A ':-"' s ,' 3 S, by
- ' i : & R v ¥ " Y ¥

i

Yor Time of Octobar 17 of the

did not; i.n:prove mtters., But tt would’ be‘ an_exaggeratxun to: say that
 distribution of the. domment. :
The ‘conservative oppoa!.tion‘ used thia premture pubucar.lom as, amther
pretéxt in- their: constant: attempt f.o poaePone mdeﬁ.nitaly thé discus-

“afon of this. aubjeet-, but (the ‘Pope: hﬂ.mself iand powerful clements within’

the Chureh were absolutély; deteiminaﬂ thaﬁ ,theﬂ

daslaratiqn oR!. Jwa be
4brought up An this session. i '

,.ﬂ- !'_ ORI "
s &

e . s vVow

‘B At one’ cim the' opposits.on fof the' Guria r.o*f the e.nti.ra schema '

on. ecumeni.sm, by Cardinal Bea, ‘became 86. gtrong - that powerful !.ntar-

vention was urgently necasaary ‘to’ countamctn this opposltxon. X was

* then adviaed by . thé. highesr.’ authori.ties‘ I:hat. iﬂtewention by varioue

Jewish bodi.es and individuals throughou!: the ‘world would- be- of graat

" helpa Folleuing\ this advice,r E contacted you and Jmiah graupa in '
_Europe, ursing auch intexceseion. "-".; ; -_J ; T P B : &

P .

id

I am glad r.o regiat.er hare that" this promps» and coordi.nated act!-.on had

. 1mediai:e reeult:s. ‘The cables thﬁt"arrived ito" Cardinal +Bea were !mma--' ‘o

diately transmitted’ by him ‘to/Pope. Paul VI and' had the- -effect of esta~:
‘blishing in ‘the mind of .the; mpe himself and his: closest advisers the .
fact that Jewish. people throughout the world ‘were' i.mpatiently expecting

‘ t.he Cauncil'e action on' this declaral:ion durtng thi.a aeasion. _

:j ‘r} .-' '.“-\!‘.'

1 also shauld 1like t.o report that ‘the Alliance Israelite and the’ con-

sistoire of Belg.{um (through the intarceseion ‘of' Max Gottschalk) made f

subatantial contrtbutiona te thla actiaon.« Gottschalk not anly waa
¢ - ; A

modr fnb ‘a LI iy . R |
% A R + * oy Moourt Ty ' .
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effective in having the Consistoire send a cable to Cavrdinal Bea, but
algo had the President of the Catholic Party of Belgium intervene
directly with Cardinal Suencns, one of the most influential figures

 in the Bclmem.cal council. I know that Cardinal Suanens éid raply
- _and l.ntarvaned &umediately wtth the Pope. ' ;

" ?owarful ﬂupport came al@o from the Ameriean delegation. Ffom the

very beginning of this session, the American Bi.ahops made it cleax to
Vatican authorities that they would be gravely embarrasaed to remm
home. wlthout ‘thig, deciaration having been submitted o diacusaed._

"Bxcapt for CQrdinal Emclntyre., who was tn opposition to this, as wall.

ap to ‘any other propaaal of cardi.nai Bea, the American bishopl were

" 'unanimously behind Cardinsl Bea on_ this, as other matteérs. Cardinal
. Spellman, though opposed ‘to the mjortty of the U.S. dezegation on
_,0thar i.asues, l.ant hisa support on. the .Iwi.sh sabject:. - IR

' 3._ novembe: 8 when the dec.laraticn was submir.ted, was an ex-

"'citim day m Rome. . Not only Jews; but: all those who participatea in
' the ‘activities of the Council, and’ public’ op&nion at ’larga, felt. that

the Council was begimns to. addrees uself to great soeial iaauea,

and gettmg away  from diemsi.ns ‘only the internal structure,of the
‘Chuxeh. _‘I‘hare was a gemuine elatiom ‘among the. delegattous of various
_ countriea, and. a genaral feeli.ag that. the Council fs blazing new paths

in hunan' relations. ' The world prese and vadio demonstrated the: import-
‘ance of the declaration on Jewsn by featuring this. subject no less than
the other; devalopment ‘on that day, namely the clash between Oteaviani,
rapreaentatﬁ.va of the conservative element, - ‘and Prings, of COIogne, vho
expressed the seatiments of the ‘majordty' Councdl menbara with ragard
l:o the noly ﬁfiea aml che ?atican admlnlstration._.g p g e
‘i'he ent:lre It&u,an prese gave pmmimt spaca to this anncuncemeni:, :
and so did the Fremch, Britich and .the prees of other European countries.:
(A report of the European presa coveraga wiu be fowarded to sreu i.n a
fow daya) L N . R T ,

4. 'Eha t:eact of the declara:i.on, li.ka all othar texts lubmitted
to the Council, io still gecret. What was gtv&n to the ‘world was a

- press cnmnni.que. It should be emphasiaed that the ccmmniqua conveys: :

much less of the colemnity and the positive spirit of tha declaration
than the text itself. The com.mi.que has been greatly, hedged by various
qual:lﬁcations, pr!.mattly for the purpone of eliminating misunderstand-
ings eamong the Arab countries.. As'a matter of fact,/the communique _
speaks more ao to what the deelaration ig fot; than what. it actually 4s.
Thie is tha result of the open and cl.andeal:ine campaign . conducted by. -

~ &reb countries since the opéning of the Council, and according to. xer .

lisble sources, in collusion ‘withy conaarvative alementa within the -
Vatican. The text itself deals’ primarily with tha’ relatlonshi.p between '
the Chutch and . the Jews in’ tam of orl.gin, of’ th fou_lﬂers of .Christian-




B ‘rheae two paragtaphs state:

S

more than the communique tha need £or latge and long~range tmplement-

: ation. ' It ‘not only warns preachera and -authors ' of catechicm against

rapeating charges of deicide, but reférs to studies and discussions on
the subject of chxiatlanlaewish relations, The condemnation of anti-

" Semitism and persecution 16 algo much stromger in thé téxt than ap-
‘pears'in the communique., A thorough analysis 6f the texe itself --

.. every sentence of which has been studiéd and revised during several
years =- will throw much light not only on the thoughts that pre~ .

~ vailed in ‘the minds of the authors, but on poasibllitiea of action 1n

'_fuhe future, both fez cathnlics and . Jewa.., )

. It'should also be pointeﬂ out that 1n the deslre to eliminate poaaibia
‘ :objection on the part of the Arabs, the. diplonatic representatives of
" the ‘Arab states accredtted to tle Vatican and the Arab ‘press, received
f aimu}taneoualy a communique in the Arsb language which contains two

paragraphs not included in the genaral text of tha prass communique.

" "It 16 clear, therefore. that hoth the contents and purpcaa ‘of
-+ * + the ‘document’ are.purely, religtous; In proposing it, its authors
vy are, confident that it reflects the opinion of many- ‘Islamic lea-
i ders who ‘aré ‘well aware of ‘the value of a atatemant on the reli-

R 3:I.oua heritage which 16 Bhared by all. those' who revare Abrigham

i’ " and the prophets of the 0ld Testament (cf, The press release of

. - the. Axab Information cencer of the League of Arab States ‘Rew York,
" July 3, 1963). e Y &8 . oy
There 13 no foundation in' tha dncument £or any conaideration of
" relations between.the Vatican and’ the State of Israel, 'In fact,
_ 4t does mot consider any political groups which exist among Jevs,
. The draft ésnnot be calléd: pto-Ziontst or anti-Zionist since it
' Eonsiders thesa questiona as. entlrely outeide: its\acupe. ‘Should.
© any political use be made of ft, this would bo completely unm-
 justified and.contrary to every intention of thoae who hava ccm-
: pﬂsed it aud preaentad 1& to- tha CGuﬂcil = S 3
The £inal paragsaph of zha general communiqua teferring to th& WJG““EB
entirely unexpected’ and’ is: certainly sticking out like & Bor¢ thumb.
This should be explaimed, however; by the strong feeling on the part of

_Cardinal Bea and his associates that the'action of the WJC im announcing
.j-tha appointment of aq observer,. snd' none other than'a’ former official
- of agn Israell uinlatry, ‘had stafted @ chain of hostile action on the part

of Arsb states and public op;nion in Arab countries; .and although it oc- -

curred gome time 'ago, its ltngering‘effects have: adﬁed to :he obstaclea

fﬂﬂe‘ b? the Secrecariat of chriatian Unity. Lo

¥ \

i Thia, huwever did not’ dater nr. Hahum Goldmann ftom announcins, aftet

the documént was submitteéd to’ thg :Council;, that, the declatation was pri-
marlly ‘due to his efforto durtng ‘the last’ two 'years. : This only increage
ed the irritation on tha ‘part of cardinal Bea, -and, a11 those ‘who: dealt

f ' : § 5
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with the subjact and knew of the role that. the. AJC and othera played =
in this matter. Parti.cularly incensed was Mr. rhn:ice Flache.r, Israel
Anbnssador to mme. wbn was: i.n close touch with the ai.t:uation from the
very beglmiua._ ey § - \: ;

Hr. Fischer w:lunteered to m::l.te me a let.tar clari.fylm th:ls aspect of
the situation on the basis of his direct knowledga, and he i.a dotns :
i.t with I:he expl:l.cit: adv:l.ce of cardinal Bea.-' e . ‘

Lk 5. i en ‘l'ueeday. November .12 I addrease.d a preas canferem:e at
the Vatiuan, whﬁ.ch ‘was ; atuended by ‘many prtes:s ‘and reprea-ntativea
: o£ tha world: - press; _with regard to. the’ al.gnlﬂcam:e of ‘this declaratlon.
1. was obligedt of . colifse;-to bage; my« *t'elhﬂt'a only. .on the'press cbmunique.
i & pointed out .that this’ .document 18 qot a declaration of goddwill and not
"merely :a’ condennation of anti-swt:l.m, that. thts\ document strikes.at’ :he
“ roots of the major cauge ‘of anti-Semitism, as recognized: by a1l those who
‘have studied ‘the, subjec!:. -1 'thex aa!.d' that . another, a:l.gnificanee of the
. docmnant is. that ‘4t not only saeka to. el!.ﬂd.nate once and for all the ne-
3at1.ve elmnt\ in the" attttude of christ.i.am townrd Jeua, but establishea
_the- affi.n:lty -and‘the valuea that’ Jews ‘and chrtuians have in’ _common; and
- calls ‘for. mtual respect- and- esteea. ' Mr. CO31ey,¢ the Bd:lt.or ‘of ccmoweal,
‘also addrealed the audience to giva the cgtholic potnt of view.,'-’ e,

Hany quest:lons vere. put by priesta and »rjoumliata ptaaant._ ‘Most- of them
dealt with mattets;of mplemantation, and poseiblé methods of Jputting '
into practicée the objectives of the declaration. The.press cont‘erenca b
was .covered, by ‘the Itali.an radto. the sne the French radio, and many N
newspapere 1.1:1 Europe. N g S .

o , ’ " ' - ! r v .
T 1 . The diacusaton o! :he ﬂ.ve chapters of the achem on ecumenism
8 ¥:] schadulad to. begin on. Hovember 18. It eeems. ‘that the | subjecta of the
f£irse three chapters ‘will take up ‘the entire. week: of the 18th, and’ that .
our subject will not coéme up: before ‘the: wek beglnnj.ng !bvember‘ 25,4 "
1 plan to'be in Rome, tahen our chaptet is discuased and will be in touch
w!.l:h you £rom thera on any furthar dmlopmenta. _—
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CONCILIO ECUMENICO VATICAMO II

UFFICIO STAMPA

Docquntationj < c e 5 :_Z o N 'L..;--ﬁééemhér 2,'1963 _

G e B SUHNARY OF Anmnsss DELIVERED BY mzs EHINEHCE .

: " AUGUSTINE CARDINAL BEA, AT.THE DPINAL CENERAL concnzsax:om .
ew THE sscoum SESSION ow THE: 11 VAIICAH ccuuciL (Dec. 2, 63)

v =g

Wa have now arrivad at tha end of thia seasion and mare particularly,
at the énd of ‘the diacuseion of the fi:st three chaptera of the draft "De .
Oecumenismo, " which werge' proposed by our’ Secretariat for’ Ptpmntiug Chriatiau
Unity.. . what shall b & .say now,‘eycept above all to'axprass the sincere .and
heartfelt thanks in the first place. to ‘the Gréat 4nd Cosd “G6d and. thén to ‘all”
the Venerable Fathers. ‘If by‘chance anyonﬂ ‘ghould have led?a divergent opi-
nion up to now concerning the’ ‘zeal’and ‘love of the: Bishop- of  the Catholic
Churchk from all‘over‘the world:for: ‘Christian’ Unity, through this diacuasion he
should havg been. dble ta see with the utmost clnrity and be’ completely persuaded
that this zeal and this ardent love does exist with' full vigor dn the Catholic
Church. Already uhe:very ‘vote by which the firat three chaptera of our; schema

were accepted as, a;baais for discussion” hy ‘an’ almost moral . unanimity - .aven

though from the beginning it bad been clear to the mambers ‘of the Sgcretariat

that’ thera were many . thingsrln the)draft which could and ought to be perfected -~
has. very: clearly revaaled thia geal It was: out! ofithe same; loving -concern that "
many considerationﬂ were offered for’ inprovement of the" text. ‘In fact, the ‘vexry
doubts ang. critictams came. out ;in the 'diséusstons’ concerntng variois points of

the draft, indicatedlthe’aamﬂ love and 'zeal’ foz é%arching out’ those better methods
which would realize the great desire of ‘Gur. Lord Vthat all. ‘might Be.one." : There-
Eore, from my heartll expreaa myndeep-thanks bo all of'you. vanarabla Eathers.

i Hhat was hrought uut 1n tha&discusaion will be subject to. careful and dili-
gent examinatian bygthe éecretariat. Tawamds thie eud almuatrtwo months- ago ‘Sub=
Coumissions, wera alreadx.astablished within the Secretariat.{ w;th regard ‘to. the
proposals made;in the discuasion eome. will be - incorpopate& into: the=Dra£t, while
others will.be. used: in*formmlating that/ "Ecumenical Birectory which ‘the ﬁelatox of
these three: chaptera, His-Excellency archbishop Martin,wannaunced ‘would be ‘prepared,
The discussion itself, demonstratad ‘ag if before our very eyes that circumstances
are extremely different. in various dioceses and regiona and that therefore the
general: ptinciplea of thia draft -- as well as many things, which will ‘also,be con-
tained in the: Direc:ory 1 men:ioned -- demand adaptation and prudent application

to the circumstances of placea and: pe:aons. A merely material and,: I might say,

mechanical execution’ would if not create dangers, at least possibly frustrate

the. fruits of the ecumenfcal ‘movement..--Allow me then'to reépeat what I sasid in

~'this hall .one week 8go: ‘the ecumenical movement is primarily the: duty of the

Reverend Pastors -as it is also their duty to preach the Gospel and.feed the flock
of the lord.: whila ‘they. ‘should, preserve the pginciples .and ‘egsential nnrms, their
duty is ' also to watch. over ‘with care the ecumenical movement and its activities,

to prudently direct-it, ‘to apply 'it. to concrete situations and to give it effective.
a:imulation. In carrying out this task,’ ‘they. can receive great: assietance from ouy .

.Becretaridt for Promoting Unity and from the Secretariats which are to be establiah-

“ed {a aingle dioceaes or regions OF even nattons as Opportunity demands.
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your " ‘study; and - examing'ion,
idiscussion which itawa not permitted xo:accompiioh her_ﬁ 'ikl be hald in the

' ;their proposals

iiboth what ha

" ‘God and the more efficacious good«of sogls.a'

‘Cardingl Bea speech - Page 2

There have remained, howover, tha two final chapters of the Draft, We
all rogret that it was not permitted to us. to have -at least a foretaste of a
-discussion concerming these chaptérs:also. 'For.in this- way - .our; Secretariat

' would ‘have’ received greater illuminstion towards making a definitive edition

of each ohapter. ‘However, as’ things. have turned out; I am' aimceroly persuaded:
that eve this fact offers not a few, useﬁulxthings to us, ‘At firstsight, indeed,
one.could ask: ' could not'a vote’ have ‘been: token at least-to: admit these chapters
as a basis for'discussions? “To: this question one might parhaps ‘angwer in the .
affirmative. ‘Hevertheless; I ‘think ‘we ‘should be grateful to thé Venmerable Pathers,
the Moderators, because' they wished to give. ample opportunity for spegking on: the
three ‘fundamental’ chaptera to: prevent creating the danser that sogeono might .say
that 'a hascy vote was taken. on’ these ’ three chapters and’ on the two: others ‘which -

', treat “? matf”ks that are’ suEficiantly difficult, proeent something new' and are
7 of, the greateat importanee'for the:life and, activity of the Church' in our time, -
UJEIt s’ fitting, ‘therafore,

_over again, without'haste:

{3 meditate and’ ponderrevarythingrcarefully over and -

_ and.with,a ‘gerene -and; tranquiluaﬁiri; 8o; that. in the :
next. sesaion of the council they may be traated and’ judged‘with mature consider-
ation. The anciant saying'applies hera‘ Fﬁhst«ia ‘put off i got ut. away. ,1

ea ad in theae two last c ‘entrusted to.

Therefore, the ques;ionoh ap! 3
Venarable Fathdrs,&during the-montha to' comes The -

diocesa, to giv

: TR : the | e; he*council befora ot
1d31e: g“gggwﬁﬁgg AFOr Our part,’ ohe Secretariat o udiligantly ‘examine

I;eqd Been'said in thio hall and whag it will receive in writing,

y..btain what will oontrihu:e

;3_

\, Y 3

In concluoion‘:‘ﬁne:year ago, the 8overeign Pon iffi dhnaﬁXIII of veneratad

_-mﬂmory. as_he was' bringing to. a lose the work: .of therfirst”session of the' Counoil,l
anticipated, as it were,
able:to- otter,.that ‘the: ruite of the work*ofvthat -sedsion were extremely meager
‘and hardly correaponded ‘to the graat expeccation sof ‘the: faithful and; the” world.
'égoiost this doubt; the Sovereiga Ponedfg, offered -88 tha greotest and most: precious

the! doubt which certoin=people might possibly have been

fruit: that. fraternal diecussion ‘which- took plaoe amoug ‘the bishops concerning: the
wmost important prohlems -of the' chnrch and of our times. (cﬁ 0885 :Rom. 11-12 Dece . -
1962, p. 1). wtthou: hesitation, 1 also ‘affirm ‘the’ soma thimg with"regard to ‘this

u.seaaion and withhregard to what, is of particular intereat to.me;” the discussion on
" Béunenism. ~For that, sinoere and ‘open, axchange, 1 might call it a-dialogue,. on" the
‘multiple ecumenical" prohlems is, .without a. doubt, estramely ueeful for the church.-

The conclusions indeed of this. dialogue will be committed to; paper and/ ‘{nk only
at the’proper time:but we' may. rightly feal confident that ‘even now’ they éxist “in the:

h;minda and hearta of the Succassors of the Apootles gathered horo in the Holy Spirit.

r
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Cardinal Bea speech - Page 3

‘In 8 certain way we can say that through the ineffable mercy of God, the Episco-
- pate of the Catholic -Church has been granted somewhat the' same ‘experience as

o the disciple’ “uhcm‘ﬂeaua loved® - ‘to reécline ‘on the breast’ of the Divine Redeemer

(cf. -3ohn 13; '23-25) and hear the beatlng ‘of His Divine Heart from which there

‘poured forth ‘the -earnest priestly prayer "I ask..., that all be one as You,
- Pather, in me and’' I'in You; that they also may ‘be one im us; that the world may

believe that You Have sent me (John 17, '21).". The effects of this outs:anding -
gift have already been indelibly Writtem by the ‘Sptrit of the living God in

- the ltfe of the Church and thus will undaubtedly ‘bear fruit "im their own time,"

Thus, Venerable ?athers, I think all of us ought’'to give heartfslt thanks to the
Pather of Lightes, ‘from Whom' “every: best and -perfect. gift ‘descends (James 1, 17)"

‘for’ this dlscussion concarning the reasons for and the means of promoting Chriatian
Unity. il
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

Institute of Human Relations
165 EAST 56TH STREET NEW YORK 22, N. Y.

PARIS' OFFICE
30, rue lo Boétie

Paris Vill

December 9, 1963

MEMORARDUM

To: New York Office
From: Zachariah Shuster
Subj: Second Session Vaticam Council and the Jews

The purpose of these observations is, first, to set forth the major reasons
for the defemment:! by the Ecumenical Council of the draft declaratiomson
attitudes toward Jews and religious liberty; and second, to try to gain a
clear view of the situation as it is now and prospects for action in the
future.

At the outset it should be pointed ocut that up to the last two weeks of the
gecond Council eession, the overwiclming majority of all those in Rome who

are competent to judge -- and this includes Cardinal Bea and members of his
Z2esvatariat, leading Cardinalg and Bishops of the Awerican delegationm, ac-
credited Protestant observers a8 wall as spokcsmen of groups of bishops re-
presenting Western European countries =- were of the opinion that no serious
opposition should be emvi~ccad with vegard cto tiz zubatance of the draft de~
claration on attitudes tows:d [ oo, end a2t it was rsasonable to expect

that the Couxcil would at least acopi the declaration in principle as a basis for
further discussion, This opinion was clearly expressed in an editorial in

La Croix, the Prench Catholic daily, which kept in close touch with the Council.
This paper said: "The luminous ev;lanatict of Cardinal Bea on the Jewish pro-

blem was received with unanisous 140t wd »=gard to substance. What re-
maing from now on is only & gquestio. .7 .2 coportunity: 1Is this the
place and is this the time to speo: o probien! wsas the question asked

by certain Pathers. We do mot have the ru)rcssion that all of them fully ua-
déerstood the unique position of the Jewish pousle with regard to the Church
and the singular relationship between the two peoples resulting therecf,,."

In retrospect, however, it seems that although during the second session the
matter was handled primarily on grounds of procedure and at the last moment
the official formula was thsat c¢ apter four was not voted upom because of lack
of time -- this was the reason given by Cardinal Bea himself im his final ad~
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+ dress on December 2 -- there were in reality other and much weightier factors
which determined the course of this issue.

Among these factors the most important one is perhaps the renewed and invigor-
ated opposition of the Arab states. For a time it seemed as though the Arab
states had reluctantly accepted the point of view that the declarationm on
Jews is purely a matter between two religions, and without any political im-
plications which would require their intervention. This impression was forti-
fied by the statement to this effect of the Lnformatfion Qffice of the Arab
League in the U.S, in the summer of 1963.

However, this potential opposition came back to the fore early in November.

At that time, Nasser himself entered into direct communication with the Pope
and threatened that any declaration in favor of the Jews would gravely harm

the position of the Catholic Church in the Middle East., The immediate and
direct response of the Pope to Masser was an assurance that this issue concerms
only the relationship between the two religions and that there could not be any
posaible objection based on political or generally secular considerationms.

In a desire formally to incorporate the subject into the Council's agenda, the
Vatican distributed the declaration among the Council Pathers and publisghed a
press communique summarizing the main points of the draft declaration,

The Arab states, under the leadership of Egypt, reacted with a coordinated cam-

paign through press and radio against the declaration, which was interpreted by

them gs an act on the part of the Church {nimical to the interests of the Arabs

visra-vis Israel and insisting that there can be no separation between the is-
t sueg of Judaism and Christianity and Jews and Israel.

The representative of the Arab League in Rome sent a note to Cardinal Cicognani,

~ ~ 8ecretary of State in the Vatican, in which it was said: "The Arab League
hopes that measures will be taken to withdraw the communique on relations
between the Catholiec Church and the Jews, and that this communique will not

' be included in the agenda of the Council.” The note further said that "The
Arab League calls the attention of the Vatican to the fact that Zionism has
begun to exploit the commnique of the Ecumenical Council for its own propa-
ganda and ambitions in the desire to demonstrate that by this communique the
Church takes its side (Zionism's) against the Arabs." The note adds that while
the Arabs combat Zionism they respect all religions of revelatiom and that "up

~ to now there have been good relations between the Arab world and the Vatican.”
(Reported in the Egyptian mewspaper "Al Ahram.")

In Rome, the Arab opposition was manifested on two levels: one was direct
intervention by ambassadors of Arab states accredited to the Vatican; tha o=
ther by the bishops of Arab countries who aremnmbers of the Ecumenical Council..
1 know from reliable sources that the Ambassador of Lebanon visited Paul VI
twice and warned him against adoping in principle the declaration with regard
to Jews for this would inavitably bring about a deterioration of the position
of the Catholic Church and its institutions in Arab countries. Bishop Gori,

the Vatican delegate in Jordan, made similar interventions to the Pope and
other Vatican authorities. At the same timae, the Arab bishops of Syria, Egypt
and Jordan took actiom on the flioor of St, Peter's Basilica. They warmed in



strong terms that the Church will inevitably suffer the comsequences of any
statement in favor of the Jews, while being careful not to discuss the sub-

~ stance of the matter. They reinforced their objection with the argument
that 1f the schema on ecumenism is to treat other religions, it should also
1nc1uda Buddhiam, Islam and other great religions, and not be limited to Jews, °

Thﬂ secamiinportant factor was the growing intransigence of the conservativa
elements within and without' the Roman Curia, and particularly among the
Italian Episcopate. The Italian delegation, which is the largest at the
Ecumenical Council, with 300 bishops, is committed to a reactionary course
on every issue before the Council. Until recently, it has concentrated its
‘public efforts on major social and political issues, as expressed in a par-

" gistent demand that the Council reiterate the traditional stand of the Catholic
Church against Communism and thus clear up any misunderstanding which might
have resulted from Pope John's policies. It seema, however, that at the same
‘time it became active behind the scene on specific ecumenical issues before
the Council. It is kaown that duriag the month of November the Curia and the
Italian Episcopate, under the leadership of Cardinal Ottaviani, head of the
Boly Office, Siri, Cardinmal of Genoa, and Ruifini, Cardinal of Palermo,’ have
made strong demarches with the Pope against the entire schema of ecumenism
which, in their view, would inevitably lead ts 'heresy, atheism and Communism,™
Their particular target was Cardinal Bea, whom they accused of advocating’ _

- "fundamental heresy"; they even went so far as to demand from the Popae Cardinal
Bea's removal under' the threat that if this was not done they would abstain from
the Council's meetings. The situation became so exacerbated that the Pope felt
compelled to arrange a confrontation between these Italam cardinals and Cardinal

_Bea with regard to the accusation of heresy. The Pope then began to realize
that the objectives advocated by Cardinal Bea and the Secretariat of Christian
Unity are facing a tremendous recaistance from entrenched powers within the
Church. It should also be added that the Vatican administrators of the Council,
particularly the Secratary General, Msgr. Pelici and his entourage, have sup-
ported all along the Curia cardinala.

The determination of the Italian Church mot to let the issues of ecumenism,
particularly chapters four and five, come before the Council, was demonstrated
in an address before the Council by Cardimal Ruffini, who made no secret of the
anti-Semitic tendencies of his group. He said that if the schema on ecumenism
{s to treat of Jews it should also deal with the faithful of other religions
“who are less hostile to Catholicism than Jews and ?rotestants." and even made

allusions to the affinity between Jews and Communisa.

A third factor was the tense political and economic situation in Italy and the
pressures exerted on the Vatican by industrial and financial groups for rea-
sons not having directly to do with the Ecumenical Council.

The second session of tha Council took place at a time when Italy was in the
midst of a deep crisis. Por more than a moath the left-wing of the Christianm
Democratic Party was trying to form s cabinet with the two Soclalist Parties
and other left of cemter groups, for this was the only possibility for secur-
ing a non-reactionary parlismentary majority. The long governmental instabil-
ity was accompanied by a deteriorating econmomic situatiom which manifested
itself in the flight of capital, the rapid rise in prices snd a general un-
certainty as to the economic future of the country. Anyone who stayaed im
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Italy for some time was struck by ths uur2ality of tha situation. While on

the one hand the aso-called “cz2-~ ‘& miraei~" hae been continuing and the
factories ia the north kept ou po: - -1 = i=:si+2ly as before, om the
‘other hand, there developed a shc-=i .. . 0 L..rwd to the future, a fear
of further nmaticnalization of izavstry .| ~ . .~ter-.2ftist regime, and a
substantial slackening of lomg-ranze feve.o . mia. Leadinmp industrial and

financial circles are comvimed that am izworc-.=t oioment in the uucsrtainty

is the ghift of policy om the part of the Cathoii~ {hurch that took piace

under Pope John's regime. They rcason that Fope John vitiated the traditional
Catholic opposition to Socialism anrd Corzunien and thus ereated confusion among
the magges of the population #*5 have beca following for many years the Christ-
ian Democratic Party; and that this confusion is slowly driving the masses to,
the Socialist and Communist Parties, which have been gaining in recent elections.

It is koowa that these circles have presented their thesis forcefully to the
Vatican authorities and to the Pope himgelf. In the course of this argument
it was pointed out that emphasis on ecumenism ard radical changes in attitudes
toward other religions is helping spread confusion in the minda of faithful
Catholics. While these secular congervative elements have not spoken out
directly against the declaration on Jews or on religious liberty, they insigt-.
ed that the introduction of mew principles is part of a process which must end
in catastrophe, . '

The convergence of these three factors -- Arab opposition, the determined re-
slatance of the Curia and the Italian Church, and the general instability in
Italy -- have created a formidable obstacle to the entire tremd of renewal
inaugurated by Pope John and carried on by Cardinal Bea. In addition, the Pope
himgelf, who was in the center of these clashing forces, has not demonstrated
the gtrong leadership that was required at this occasion. Never having been
committed in principle on concrete isgues, he vacillated in the face of contend-
ing elements and became inclined to yield to the advice of caution and inaction.
Also, the forces behind ecumenism, including the entire American group, were not
prepared for the battle.  Individual interventions were made by some of the .
American cardinals, particularly Cardinal Mayer of Chicago, and Cardinal Ritter,
of 8t. Louis; and some spoke out rather forcefully on the floor of the Council.
But the group as a whole was rather less articulate tham the conservative forces.

The Bishops of Western Europe who were in principle for the ecumenic trend,
shied away at the last moment, in fear of creating a profound crisis within the

Church,

When the conservative opposition realized that it had a slim chance of winning
the battle on the basis of principle they began to use every trick of the par-
liamentary book to put through the motion that the first three chapters dealing
with Orthodox and Protestant groups be separated from chapters four and fiva.
They used, rather effectively, the argument that the problems with regard to
" gttitudes toward Jews and religicus liberty are not organically linked with
ecumenism proper, which is primarily a matter between. Christian religions: and
the igsue concerning Jews ought to be incorporated in a statement on relations

with non-Christian religions, o ; :

i



In a desire to make some progress or the general ccheme, the majority of

the Council voted for the proposed separation, and chapters four and five
remained hanging in the air, without any disposition as to the future course.
It ashould be said that the 4= cican bishops were much more distressed about
the fate of chapter five tham about the declaration on the Jews, for they
felt that religious liberty is the big issue facing them vis-a-vis the -
Protestant majoxity ia the us. :

After the debate on the first three chapters, the natural procedure would

bave been to begin discussions on chapters four and five., The conservative
opposition then began to use the method of filibustering and addressing the
Council on matters of gemeral principle, without any specific reference to

any points in the agenda. It was during this filibustering process that
Cardinal Buffini took the occasion to reiterate, in a dogmatic fashion, the
position of the Curia. Unfortunately, the Council President and the Moderators
did not display any particular energy to lead back the discussxon to the sub-
ject anent,

At the end, a formula was agreed upon. It was to the effect that Cardinal Bea
would suggest further study of chapters four and five im the interim period
between the second and third sessions of the Council, and ask that the bishops -
send in their recommendation. This was supposed to he confirmed by the Moderator
of the day, Cardinal Agagianian, Cardinzl Bea was the last speaker of the
December 2nd session, but was not followed by any remarks of the Moderator,

The Secretary General of the Council, Msgr. Felici, however, in his opening
address at that session urged the Council Pathers to send in their observa-
tions on all pending schemats, until Jzauary 31, 1964, and added that "the
regsults of the work of the Commissions will be communicated to the Council
Fathers at the appropriate time, alonrg with instructions for the third gession,”

The second session thus concluded with some important questions, and among them: °
Will Cardinal Bea's Secretariat continue to deal with chapter four, on Jews, or
will it be transferred to a mew Secretariat for non-Christian religioms, yet to
be established? Will chapter five, on religious liberty, continue to be dealt
with by Bea's Secretariat or be incorporated in either the schema on "The Church"
or schaema 17 on "The Church and the World?"™ The near futurae will probably give
some answers to these questions. .

* * ®

While the picture of the presgent situation is short of expectations, it would
be emtirely unrealistic to becoma pessimistic about the proapects, for the
future. The delay constitutes in no way a decisive defeat of our objectives.

There is one basic consideration which must be kept constantly in mind, and
this 1is that the new trends within the Church expreas not a personal whim

of this or that personality, but represent an accumulatfion of social and
spiritual maturations within the Catholic Church; and that the problems seek-
ing solutions are actively in the minds of Church leaders throughout the
world. The issues concerning the relationship with Protestants and Orthodox;
the relationship between Church and State; and the issue concerning the atti-
tude toward Jews -- the third great religion in the Westerm world -- cannot
simply be put aside. ' These problems have been discussed, have agitated for
decades the minds of Catholic leaders and laymen, and millions of words have
‘baen spoken and written about them in many countries. The Church must, soomer

or later, take a stand on these issues.



it must alsc be remembered that tue prcposzed declaration on Jews, whose
grand architects were Pecs Joha and Cardinal F-a, In the product of a

compiex hietoric process =izt © T gpronismasuy expression ia internation-
‘al conferences, Christian/Jewiz:: '.-7aunzzsr, ~ trorendous collection of

books and egaays and, ebove 8ll, i.. a st se of deep recantatfon on the part
of millions of Christians in the 7Jesteri. worid who have been realizing that
the Church is partly respomsible ror the tragzedies that ocecurrad in our
century and that it must make = " =izonwtal rovision in {ts attitude to-
ward Jews.,

This process cannct be blocked ovex by .. woscmzhect conservative opposi-
tion, which can only repeat the nyths cf gz~ co2tvrries but not advance any
ideas or plans for how to meet th:z nceds of o tima. The simple truth is

that the Church in such countries as the U.S., Fronce, Germany, Holland,
Austria and other western lands is no more what it used to be, It is imbued
with a new spirit and it has gaired a new vitality. Allthat the Ottavianis
and Ruffinis can do 18 to forc-fully present again their theological bigotries,
but not seriously face the coniemgorary world., (The last ocutburst of theologic-
al anti-Semitism occurred on December 3, a day before the end of the Council,
when every Council Father received in his place of residence an anoaymous pam-
phlet containing theological argumentssgainst the declaration on Jews. A
special report on thig pamphlet will be forwarded to you shortly.)

It 18 incumbeat upon us not only to continua to follow this process, but to
associate ourselves clogely with it; to work on various levels for its quanti-
tative and qualitative growth until it becomes a living part of the doctrine
and reality of the Church.

We mugt be aware that this ecumenical process {s not limited to Rome and
Vatican authorities. It i rather a spirit whiech has taken hold of vital
elements of the Church in many countries, ard no matter what action the
Council may take in the near future, this spirit will continue to activate
the clergy and laity of the Catholic Church in many lands.

I should like now to suggest some of the major general directions of our
activities in this area, on the bagzis of which detailed plans will have to
be elaborated,

1. We must intensify our 2fforts in Rome with the view of forcefully
impressing upon the cuthorities there that the Church must take a forthright
and unequivocal position on its attitude toward Jews and that while the de-
lay has created some disappointment, it has not diminished our hopes and
expectations that the matter will come to a favorable conclusion. Ways and
means will have to be found to convince Church authorities that the forces
{n the western world which are determinatii¢ly awaiting a historic stand of
the Church on this issue are, in the long run, of greater importance and
weight than the opposition of the Arab leaders.

With this in view, we might have to seek interventions by political forces
of the West for the purpose of impressing the Vatican that an indefinite
delay of action on the issues with regard to the attitude toward Jews and
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religious liberty would be considered as a fallure in the process of achiev-
ing cohesivenesgs in the western world, 2s &3 a lack of nerve in facing the
intimidation of pressure by Middla Eastern countries. Such interventions

can be done in non-official ways, but with the objective of making the

Vatican feel that at least the advanced part of the Westernm world is behind the
poaition taken in the two declaratioms. ’

2, At the same time, it will have to be our task to keep the issue
alive as far as general public opinion is concermed. With this in viewy, we
shall have to elaborate plans for utilizing the large media of press, radio
and televigion in the major lands of the west., It will be important to see
to it that in reviews and amalysez of the Ecumenical Council that will undoubt-
edly be made in warious countries emphasis be given to the subjects of the
Church and the Jews and religiouz liberty, so that the authorities in Rome
should fcal that at least the western world will see in the fate of these de-
clarations a.barometer of fundamental developments in Church policy.

3. 0f equal importance is to maintain and intensify our contact with
the Church en a local level. 1 reier particularly to the clergy and lay lea-
dership of the Catholic Church in the U.S. There is no question that although
the U.S. delegation at the Ecumenical Council was not as articulate and vigor-
ous as expected, they are spiritualily committed to the principles of chaptera
four and five. I suggest that in ocur dcaling with them we should avoid cri-
ticiem and reproaches, but encourage tnem to continue their efforts for the
common objective, Our objective with the American clergy should be to instill
in them greater determination and verve, and to make them realize their own
potential which, unfortunately, they have not sufficiently used during the
second gession.

Discussions with the American Cardinalz and Bishops and planning together
with them the efforts to be made during the interim period between gsessions
vill be most important.

Datailed plans along these lines will have to be worked out in the near future,
for in orxder to counteract the forces of the opposition alluded to above, a
concentraticn of efforts on political, educational and public relations lines
will be of the utmost importanca.

¢ ¢ 9

e¢c3 Dr. Slawson
Mr. Danzig
Dr. Segal
Rabbi Tanenbaum




Becaember 10, 1963

Memoraadum
To: Poreign Affairs Dopariment
Prom:. Paris Office

Subj: Anti-Semitic Becklet Distributed
at BEcumanical Council

On Deceubar 3, one day before the closing of the seccnd seasion
of the Ecumenical Council, every bishop at the Council received
at his howme addraess am anti-feuitic pamphiet eatitled “'Gli Ebrei
e il Comcilio=----Alla Luce della Sacra Scrittura = della Tradi- .
zicne" -<.Tha Jews & thoe Council iao the Light of the [joly Scrip-
tures _& Tradition.-- written hy somsone who gigned axm;elf Ber-
'nardus. -

Locste e ) .

This is the second occasion on which 2n anonymsus anti-Semitie -
document hzs been privately printed arnd privately distzibuted to
Council Fathers aleme. 7The first occasion was towerds the end
. of last year when each of the Fathers at the Council received a
60C-page book emtitled "Il Complotto Contre La Chiesa.” '

The second smaller anti-Semitic pamphlet seems to us to be much .
wore insidicus and much more daagerous than the mush larger vol-.
ume. "Il Complotto Conte La Chiesa" was essentizily a rehash of
the most aextreme anti-Semitic concents and ideas, incorporating

thae same themess as the "Protccols of Zion."  Both becauss of its
extravagance of approach and becausz of its bulk -- bighoss had
m3ny other things to do besides read volurmes of ceveral hundred
pages -- it was largely sclf-defeating. Lazge numbers of coples
of "Il Complottn,"” we know, vevad up ia wastepaper backsls. More-
over, the very publication of this anti-Semitic bock helped preduce
a faverable reaction toward Jews and for the objectives with which
we are concernad at the Council. Certain publications useized upon
71 Complotto" not omnly to berate its aati-Semitism, dut also to
precent 2 positive attitude towzrd Jews.

The ncw pemphlet is also anti-séndtic. but with a very 1mpértan:
difference. 1t does not take as the basis for its anti~Semitism



{at least to start with) supposed world Jewish plots of domination.
Rather, it sets forth,in concise fachien, an accurate sur—mry of
certain Church teachings and traditions espoused oam various occa-
gions by the highest Church zuthorities attackingz Jews cnd deni-
gratiag them. The pamohlet pregents prewdly and in capsule fash-
ion, that Christian "tcaching of zcorm” so carefully documented by
Jewish schiolars like Jules Isaze that has been at the very toot of
go much modern anti-Senitiom.

The new pamphlet is also more dangercus both £rom the point of view
of size and of timing. It is short amd it is easily read. It
came to tha Council Fathers just after Vatican II had shown its own
hesitation to deal firmly with the problem of the Church attitude
toward Jews. It arzrives, too, at a tice when Church Tathers will
kave somewhat more leisure for tha mass of dsocumentation that has
emanated from the. Council; and when they were ashed to forward
their views with regard to the draft regarding Jews introduced by
Cardinal Bea and the Sccretazriat for Christian Uanity. Kence, it
will attract attention because pertiaent.

Firzlly, the pamphlet is a potent omne because it speaks to the

. bishops in a theological language aad phraseclogy to whichk they
arc accustomed, evoking almost what may be eallicd conditicaed re-
flexes in its language concerning Jews, ia its appeal to traditionm,
ard in its adherence to Scripturc as often widely interpreted aven
by leading Churchmea.

Cectain classic anti-Semitic themes are introduced within this the-
ological framawork. Thus oae can ficd in the pampulet imvented
quotgtiome-purporting to come from the Talmuid, and used on Previcus
occasions by anti-Semites. ' Their- purposa.is—2o chow that Jews hate
and despise non-Jews: e.2., an invented Talmudic passage which pro-
claims "Only Jews can be called maen. The other nations of the world
do not deserve the nome of men but that of beasts."! Ona conclusion
of the pawmphlet is that if a drafi decrce on Jews has bean introduced

, into the Council, this is the work not of Catholies but, really, of
Jeuish forces like the B'mal B'rith,"founded in 1843...as a suprems
order to vhich are subordinated 211 the other visible and occult Jew-
ish groups like the Aliance Israelite Universelle, the World Jewish
Coungress etc.,"; and much space is devoted to gying up the B'mai
B'rith and the Kasons.

Internal evidence shows that the booklet was drawn up quickly. It
cites, for example, the B'nai B!rith statement by Label Katz from
Washington of Xovember 17; and gives excerpts from speeches by
. cardinals made only a few days before the distribution of the book-
" let and attacking%presentation of the decree on Jews. While it may



kave beez drawm up quickly, howaver, equally obviocusly the book-
let's appearence was calculated end meditated soms time in advance.
The theological reasoning 4s well-marchclled, acd careftlly suppor-
ted by relevant gquotations from Biblical and tradi:ional sources.

- The anonywsus author, theraefore, 1s oms thoroughily versed inm thoo-
legy, and was obviously biding his time for the proper epportunity.
This is no amateur job by soms pelty hate-moager. Rather, one moy
conclude from the arguments it offers amd the persons it clies with
epproval, it represeats a poimt of view prevalent among Curia cirec-
les, vhich probably gave at least tacit suppezt to this anti-Semitic
pamphlet and may well dear the real responsibility for it.

What does the pamphlet say? A cghort, two-paragraph title asserts:

“On the subject of Israecl according to the flach, that iz to say of
Jews mot yet converted to Christianity ard who mshe up the majority
of the Eebrew pesople, there exists a theological traditiom, there
kas been intercession of Popes and of Bcumeanical Council:, and there
hes beenm witn&ss by the Fathers and theologilans.

"it is therefsre inevitable that any pogition taken with thir regard
to Isreel according to the flesh must ba besad in the first place on
this tradition."

The bocklet is divided into four secticnat ZFows "Ia the Holy Scrip-
ture"; "iIn Tradition"; and "Ths Jews of Today" are the first three.
The las¢ section titie reads: "A Reascn that Explaing the Preseata-
tion of the Pourth Chaplsr of the Schema Do Cacumeonised----that is,
the presentation to the Council of thae chapter dealing with the Church
atiicvde toward Jews.

The first sectiom of the pamphlet deals with the special positicn and
vocation of Israel givinz it 2 specizl relatioan with Christianity.
Very quickly, hawevar the pamphlor mekes a distinetion betwsen what
it calls the "true Iersel” ---the Isrzel whose vocation was, according
to it, the preparation for Christ's coming and acceptance of Christ---
and "Israecl in the flesh,” that ie to cay the great osjority of Jews

f who heve rejected Christ, Israel “in the flesh” is desccribed as

suffering a mysterious blindaess, ag being comething foreign, hoge-

tile 2pd opposed to Israel's true vocation. While Israel shaves a

cozmon good with the Church, and thus has a special relaticn with

\ the Church, the pamphlet says this good is tied up with fidelity

to Christ, "A goocd that the Church has received in heritage and

which takes precedence over the coztinued infidelity, culmipating

in deicide, belonging to ths Jews."”

Y

if, becsuse of Ysrael's vocation, Christians owe frisndship to the
Jews, az demonstrated so generously during the last World War accord-
iag to the pamphlet, by contrast they must remzin particularly vigi-
lant against a Judaisa that impugns and enervates the true Christian
faith. Tha pamphlet then goes cn to argue that this disSinction



- -

betyzen "Isreel of the Boly Seripturss and Judaisx' is as old a8
Christianity; that there is an entire tradition of unfzithfulness
and schizophrenfia in Judaism as vegards its true vocatica, even ia
pre-Christ timas; that contrast with Judaism ies a permanemt feat-
ure of the Church's condition on carth since Judaism, secing the
Church as the usurper of its geod, czn mot but plot agaimst the
Cuaurch; that the Church must struggle to the end of tim2 against
Jewish blindness, and the Jewish spizritual block, im order to briug
Jeus to their home, the Church of Christ. -

"TZAE TEZR: DEICIDE IS IN THZ SCRIFTURES" proclaims tha booklet in
capitals, citing St. Peter; and quotatd ons from St. Paul a2md St.
Thoma2s aze marshalled to show that Israel is absolutely condemmed
becausae of ite rejection of Christ.

The second part of the bocklet, "In Tradition,” cites various steps
taken by previous Church Councils and Popes as "strictly defensive"
measures to protect Curistians from Jews: e.§., exclusion of Jesws
from posts where Christiznzs might come uader their juricdiction;
agaimst usury; that Jows must wear disgtinguishing clothes or merks, .
etc. "Indudbitably such continued ectivity of the Poges, over so
wany centuries,” says the booklet, "“creates a prescdent that it is
rnow impossible not to take into account if one wishes to deal with :
problens referring to relations betweea the Holy Church and the Jews."

. The true purposes of the theological attack -- to denouncz present-
day Jewry, the Secretariat for Christian Umity and the introductiom
of the draft decree upon Jows before ths Ecumenical Council =-=- be-
comes wost glarinuly apparent in sections 3 and 4 of this anti-Sem~
itic pamphlet.

Section Three, "The Jews of Today,” takes as its theme:

"Unfortunately, all the measuras that the Church bhas taken against
Judaisn for the Jdefense of Christizng are as necessary today as they
wvere i{a the past.” What prcof dces it offer? The Talm:d, the panme
phlet zays, provides the basis for amy decision by Jews, according to
leading Jawish theologians such 25 Rabbis Heschel and Finkelstein.2
What doesg the Talmud say about Christians, &ccordingz to the aati-
Semitic pamphlez?  That "the progeny of & foreigner is like the
progeny of sn aai{mal”3 that “whersver Jews establish thewmselves

they chall be tha masters. Wherever they do not hold zbsolute
dominstion they shall comsider themselves es exiles and prisonsrs..”"4
And the pemphlet go=s on to give the scurces Zor signt or more pass-
ages in similar veinm which it falsely says come from the Talmud and
the Kabbala.

Becomiag ever more topical the pamphlet quotes in full, in support
of its thewe, & story about “Violent anti-Christian Manlifestations
in Tel Aviv: Israeli crouvds zssault conveats amd mgns.” It them



glves the entire text of a story frem Madrid describing in detail
how "groups of Hebrew fanatics expressed ia viclent form their op-
position to the activities of Christian schools, collegec znd misse
icns..." referring to the acts of Faturei Rarta groups in Israzl
two months aga.

= £ w

The fourth section of this anti-Semitic pemphlet merits special
sttenticn, for hers the bookletl comes to its primsry targets when
giviag what it claims to be "A zescsom that explains the presenta-

~ tion of :he fourth Chapter of the Dz Qecumenismo scbezn.“

It begins by describing the attacks on the flcor of the Council
sgainat this chapter dealing with the Church attitude toward Jews

by Cardinal Gabriele Tappuosai who declared that "there are varicus
motives that render most indopportune th2 fourth Chapter em the Jsws,”
it continues with vemarks by Cardiral Ruffini of Palermo, a2 leader
of the comnecervative Curila forces at the Council, who declared that
“If the schema on Ecumanisam deals with Jewe, aand in 8 form so hon-'
crable for them, it should alsc cceupy iteelf...with those faithiul
oi other religiorns who are less advarse to Cauholicism than are tha
Jews and ?roteatants... -

The pamphlet goes on: ™'So great was the surprise, that mawy peonle
acked themselves why a Secretariat created to propitiate umnity
among Christians should expand its function so as to create a bridge
of access for the most bitter encmice of Christ, of the Catholic
Church and of all the Christian confeasions.” The explanation of

tuis, accordiang to the pamphlet, is the following:

"The text of the fourth Chapter (abhout Jews) added to the schema on
Ecumenlem has its origin the mezting of February 15, 1963, between
Cardinal Augustin Bea and Dr, Label Xatz, Presideonl of the interna-
tional crghnizatﬁ n, B'nai Brith...” The Italisn press reported,

the booklet add§;?fhis meeting was "in & sense of other noola zni-
tictives on the part of Jews te have the Ecumenicel Council consider
the problem of anti-Semitism.” It then went on to meation Bea's
meeting with MNshum Coldman of tha WJ3C who "about the saxe time put
out 2 statement that the Director of Christian Affeirs in the Israeli

State's Ministry of Religious Affairs, Mr. Chaim Wardi, would be sta-

tioned in Rome to follow the work of the Ceouncil."  Following thia,

‘tha booklet then cites the Agence France Presse press report from:

Washing:on of Wovember 17 of this year concerning the E'nai Birith:

"The Jewish organization, B'nai B'rith, bas exprezsed the desire to
establish closer relations with the Cathoiic Church and has presanted
to the Ecumenical Council a dociment in whick it affirms the respons-
ibility of all humsnity for Chrict's daath, according to a statemant
made by the president of the 1nuernational council of tha organiza~

tion, Label Ratz.'



411 of this takee on & particular _upa’tance, the booklzt contin-
wes, if one comsiders the nsture of tha organization and the pev-
song mentioned, it guotes frow the works of one docezsad cardinal
oca “The Mystory of tha Masomg" to doclare thag the D'mai B'rith is
a Judeo-iagonic crder; i% cites £rem the Er:yc‘npaﬂdla of the lase
ons a definition that the B'sei Ehith's purposéd P'eo vaite Jwe in
order to develop the greztsst interests of Judsisn g3 rapidiy ea
possible™; it declsres that the B'nei B'rith was “foundad in 1843

~at Chicapo...as the supreme organization to which are subordinzte
all the other visiblae and oceult Jewish orgnn*za:ions such as the
Allizmce Israclite Universelle, the Werld Jzwish Congrass, ete."

and declares that Bernsrd Barueh (lomg a favorite tzrgaet of anti-
Sexmitea the worid ovaer) %as_ws:ld.wteaidﬂnt before Dzr. Label Eatz.

"Hacgledge of all these facta gives rise to:a series of questioas
‘avout which prudence coungalg c;arificatian, before dealing with
a delicate theme such as zhat ¢f welations betweaa tha Catholie
Church and the Jews...” Such pyudance i3 ever more called for
when ore vealizes that some of the heads of Judalism liks Dr,
Colduzan 2nd Che Chief Rabbi of the Rome conmaﬂity, Elio Tosff,
have spokec of the decres concerning Jewe as 'repaiving an in-
justi ce," the oooalet gees oa ra thar indign*nhLy.,

'ﬁaaurally, all this causes surprice, and ona may ask onesslf if
an organization forelgn not only to tha Council buz to ths Cath-
ciic Church, such as the E'nai Birith, caa present en inltiative
for tha considevatisa of the Council Fathexa, it being cdwitted
that the means for introducing this initiative was a Conciliar
ergan such as the Secrescsriat for Christianm Unity,” the anonymous
author concludes. .

xootnotes:

1. Referenca given as zuaposed Talmud scurca' " Talmud Biba Metzia
fol. 114, col. 2. -

2 thbi Rinkelstein (aeczording to the pamohlet) in his volum°s
"The Pharisees” writes: "Fharisaism bocame Talmudism...but the spirit
of the ancient Pharisees survives unalitered...vwhen the Jew...ctudies

. the Telmid he is repeatin in ths precent the arguments used in the -

Academy of Palestine.’

Rabbi Heschel is described as a professor of the~aheological Semunary

of America who "wasg chosen as one of the 120 leading Jews in tha world

in 1937 by the Baard of the Rehillas (Tribupes of the Jewish Communitiea)
as those vho best hold shigh the light of Jgdaiszuxn his work The Jews,

Their History, Culture & Relicion he affirms:’that presently...every

decision regarding the Jauish religica must ba based on the Talmnd...

{page 1332.)"

3. Supposed scurce T2 lmad Jubhuntﬁ ?ol 94, col D

4., Talimyd Bab. Tr. Saskedris fol. 104, col.l

In addltion, without giving texis the pamphlat quotes the following as

suppeged eources showing Jewisa hostility to Chrintianﬂ.

Jebamoth: fol. 24, col, 2
Eben Ha user. 6 &b, .




Aboda Sara, 26b, Toscphat

Shabbat, fol. 89, col. 2;

Rabnla ad Perntateucum, fol. 97, col. 3

Chaniga fol. 3a, 3b

Talmud 2ab. Tr. Schabb, fol. 120, col. 1

Talmed B2b. Tr. Sanhendrin, fol. 83, col. 2 &
fol. 89, col. 1.

ecc: Dr. Slawson
Ir. Danzig
Dr. Tancenbaum
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Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum

December 12, 1963

American Jewish Committee

165 East 56 Street

New York 22, New York

Dear Marc:

I very much appreciate your remarks about my work in Rome.

I can tell

you that in spite of the disappointment with the results of the second
session, the efforts we have made were not only exciting and stimulating --
though tiring -- but also very fruitful for the future. =

During the course of our activities in connection with our objectives at
the Council, we have managed, and by‘we‘l mean not only myself but you and
others of the AJC who have done work of inestimable value in the Us, to
plant roots of comprehension and esteem between Judaism and Christianity

for a long time to come.
policy is the one which sounds so simple but is so true;:

-

I believe that in this situation the wisest

We have waited

two thousand years, we can afford to wait another few years, until we reach

our objective,

we, who have been here long before them.

- I hope that by now you
very much like to have your comments as soon as possible.

convinced that we must work out a definite and detailed program to be

received my memorandum of December 9. I should

The Catholic Church thinks in terms of millennia, so can

I am deeply

carried out between now and September 14, 1964, when the third session

of the Council convenes.
Rome, Western Europe. and the U.S.

on several levels:

As I indicated,

the work will have to be done

We have to think

quickly and solidly, and start actionm on all these levels at the same time.

I hope you have also read my short report about Dr. Heschel's visit to Rome .

I know that he left in a state of depression.
to arrive at the lowest ebb of developments.

Unfortunately, he happened
I trust, however,

that he has

succeeded in overcoming his pessimism and seeing matters now in a more

balanced perspective.

I shall try to obtain the text of the declaration on religious liberty,
and also some background information about it; and shall forward it to

A. M. SONNABEND, President

MORRIS B. ABRAM, Chm., Executive Board

RALPH FRIEDMAN, Chm., Administrative Board
WILLIAM ROSENWALD, Chm., Nat'i Advisary Council
MAURICE GLINERT, Treasurer

ARTHUR D. LEIDESDORF, Associate Treasurer
ORIN LEHMAN, Secretary

JOHMN SLAWSON, Executive Vice-President

JACOB BLAUSTEIN, Honorary President

LOUIS CAPLAN, Honorary President

HERBERT B. EHRMANN, Honorary President
IRVING M. ENGEL, Honorary President

JOSEPH M. PROSKAUER, Honorary President
HERBERT H. LEHMAN, Honorary Vice-President
SAMUEL D. LEIDESDORF. Honorary Vice-President
JAMES MARSHALL, Honorary Vice-President
RALPH E. SAMUEL, Honorary Vice-President.
HORACE STERN, Honorary Vice-President

FRED LAZARUS, JR., Hon. Chm., Nat'l Advis. Council

MAX WM. BAY, Los Angeles, Vice-President
MARTIN L. BUTZEL, Detroit, Vice-President
IRVING L. GOLDBERG, Dallas, Vice-President-
ANDREW GOODMAN, New York, Vice-President
PHILIP E. HOFFMAN, Orange, M. J., Vice-President
JULIUS S, LOEWENTHAL, New York, Vice-President
RICHARD MAASS, White Plains, N, Y., Vice-Presiden
EARL MORSE, New York, Vice-President

NORMAN RABB, Boston, Vice-President

IRVING SALOMON, San Diego, Vice-President
GARDNER H. STERN, Chicago, Vice-President




you as soon as possible. Meanwhiie, I want to thank you again for your
excellent cooperation with me during the difficult months just passed.

With all good wishes,

Sincerely yours, -

Zachariah Shuster
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December 16, 1963

Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum.
American Jewish Committee
165 East 56 Street

New York 22, New York

. Dear Marc:

As you probably recall, I discussed several times with you, curing my
visits to New York, the idea of preparing a volume on the background
of the change in Christian attitudes toward Jews which took place in
recent decades. We felt that it would be most useful to describe the
new intellectual trends withiu the Protestant and Catholic religions
Gn this subject and also the various conferznces, encounters and dia-
logues that took place, as well as the llterature that emerged from it,

We agreed that the most compatent man to do this would be Paul Demann,
whose pioneering work in this entire field is well known to you.

As you know, Demann is no longer a clergyman. After he de-frocked him-
self, he became a free-lance writer and translator. I have been in
-touch with him and he told me that he is willing to do this vclume for
us in the nzar future. He believes that it should not cake him more
than three months to prepare the manuscript for delivery to us.

1 should like you to consider and give me your views on the fcllowing
aspects of this proposal:

1. Do you still believe that it would be a useful tm.ng for us
to have such a manuscript written?

2. Mr. Demann told me that he would need the sum of about
81,500 to enable him to take off the time for the writing and prepara-
tion of this volume. Would the New York office be prepared to advance
- this sum for this purpose? '

3. When this volume is written, how should we go about public-
ation of it? Should it be given to an American publisher for translation
and publication, with full rights for the American edition and transla-
zion in all languages; or should separate arrangements be made with
publishers in various countries? Mr. Demann says that a publisher could

A. M. SONNABEND, Prasident JACOB BLAUSTEIN, Honorary President ) MAX WM. BAY, Los Angeles, Vice-President
s LOUIS CAPLAN, Honorary President . MARTIN L. BUTZEL, Detroit, Vice-President
MORRIS B2 ABRAM, Chm:, Execuive Board HERBERT B. EHRMANN, Henorary President IRVING L. GOLG3ERG, Dallas, Vice-President
RALPH FRIEDMAN, Chm., Administrative Board IRVING M. ENGEL, Honarary President AMNDREW GOODMAN, New York, Vice-President
NWALD, Chm., "1 Advisory neil JOSEPH M. PROSKAUZR, Honorary President PHILIP E. HOFFMAN, Orange, N. J., Vice-President
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JOHN SLAWSON, Executive Vice-President FRED LAZARUS, JR., Hon. Chm., Nat'l Advis. Council GARDNER H. STERN, Chicago, Vice-President




be found in France to print the French original and then make the ap+
propriate arrangements with publishers in the U.S. and other countries.

4. 1In case arrangements are made for publishing, how should
the AJC be associated with the publication of this manuscript. Demann
suggests -- and I am inclined to agree with him -- that it would be
enough for the AJC to get credit in a prefatory remark or with an
indication that the book was sponsored by us.

I should very much appreciate your giving this matter your immediate
attention, for Mr. Demann is now in a transition period and has to make
arrangements with regard to his efforts and also his income during the
next three or four months. I should therefore like to let him know

of our decision no later than at the beginning of 1964, so that, in case
we agree with this proposal he can start working on it immediately.

I personally am very much in favor of this project and would like to see
it adopted by the New York office. '

I am enclosing herewith a tentative draft of the contents of this volume;
but please do not comsider this as a fimal table of contents, Demann is
ready to accept our suggestions for changes, additionms, etc.

Hoping to hear from you soon, and before this year is over, and with all
good wishes,

Sincerely,
e f’
Dael

g

Enclosure _ B - Zachariah Shuster

~ e¢ec: Dr. Segal
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(particularly th_t of Jules

gverzll review, country bv country -~ Fraunce and Frenc h-speaking coun-

CEAPTER VI

ey and Germnm-specking ccountries, QGrest Britailn, Itgly,
cu*r Westera Zurone, Szain and Lotian America, Central am
“urcpe, North Africa, the Near East, the U.S.A., and Canada,
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Israhl.

Evoliuition of reolations batween thils movenent and ecunsnism.
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

Paris Office: 30, Rue La Boetie, Paris 8, France » Elysees 69-11, 83-63 « Cable: Wishcom, Paris « Zachariah Shuster, European Director

. December 27, 1963
Rabbi M;;Ténenbaum : |
American ngish Committee

165 East 56 Street

New York 22, N.Y.
Dear Marc:

This is in reply to your memorandum of December 23 with regard to the
suggestion to publish a statement by Protestant leaders and scholars on
the failure of the Ecumenical Council to adopt the declaration with re-
gard to Jews. In my view, such action would be most inadvisable and
could serve no useful purpose.

Even before checking with our contacts, in Rome, and particularly with
Cardinal Bea and his entourage, I am convinced that they will be opposed

to it for the reason that those forces which have succeeded in delaying
discussions of Chapters 4 and 5 of the schema on Ecumenism will certainly
not be impressed by a statement by Protestant leaders but, on the contrary,
utilize it as a weapon in their struggle against the entire trend which is
symbolized by the personality and actions of Cardinal Bea,

'Cardinal Bea =-- perhaps on solid tactical grounds -- has publicly taken

the position that chapters 4 and 5 of the Ecumenism schema have been de-
layed only because of lack of time and that they will definitely be brought
up for discussion at the forthcoming session of the Ecumenical Council.

He said so in his final address before the Council on December 2 and reiter-
ated it in an article published under his name in the prominent Catholic
German publication Rheinische Merkur of December 20, 1963..- 1In this art-
icle he said: ;

"The Secretariat for Christian Unity would certainly have de-
sired. that at least a beginning were made of a more detailed discuss-
ion of these two last chapters in order to make possible a vote about
their adoption as a basis for discussion. However, because of short- ;
age of time, this unfortunately has not taken place. The situation }
being as it is, I am firmly convinced, as I already stated at the
Council, that with the lack of time, it was good that the Fathers of !
the Council could express themselves at least about the first three !
chapters of the schema on Ecumenism. One should also take into con-
sideration that the project about the Jews was distributed among the

Council Fathers, and for reasons which were independent of the Secre- ';n,f'
tariat, as late as November 8, and the one about religious liberty on ':*"g
A. M. SONNABEND, President JACQB BLAUSTEIN, Honorary President MAX WM. BAY, Los Angeles, Vice-President
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November 19. It would have been too much to expect that in
this short time, and alongside the other discussions that took
place 51mu1taneou31y at the Council, that_the Council--Fathers
develop a clear view on these problems which were to most of
them fiew and not easy to deal withs.. Thége problemé‘are too
sigﬁi?izzht “and—-serious.. “to-be. -judged hastily. ‘Becatuse of all
‘these reasons the expression of disappoifitiient~and discourage-
ment voiced by outsiders is not justified. It does not corres-
pond with the real situation when it is said that the Council
did not have the courage to deal with these questions, The
fear expressed by some that these two  projects will be elimin-
ated—from-the progran is also unjustlfled “Anybody who "Knows

e AT .

N R R et
the situation will agree that“thereareno-solid grounds for
such fears.” :

I believe that'a public statement presenting views contrary to the
ones expressed by Cardinal Bea would be not only irritating to him
but also very embarrassing and may only harm the cause,

For the time being, and for some time to come, the best policy in
my view is to keep silent on occurrences at the second session, and
concentrate on developing a proper strategy in preparation for the
third session. 0Of course, we may continue discussing the merits of
the proposed declaration in principle, but without dealing with the
actual proceedings at the second session,

‘In short, I believe that no encouragement be given to any public
statement on this matter.

‘With best wishes for a happy New Year,

Yours sincerely,

e

Zachariah Shuster

cc: Dr. Slawson
Mr. Danzig
Dr. Segal



' Jamiary 2, 196k

David Danzig
Harr;r Je Aldarman

Bssar_vntore Romano report on Z. Shuster press conference

_You may be intarastad in the attached article which appeared in the Ossewatore
Romano of November 17, 1963, which just arrived in the Library today, The article
‘deals with the various press conferences in connection with the Zoumenieal. Council,
including one héld by Zach Shuster. Following is'a transletion of thel paragraph .
describing the 1atter= ; 5 R,

|

"The document on the Jews presanted recentlv for the examination of the
Oouncil, Fathers has aroused much interest everywhere. The E\xropean

Director.of the Americen Jewish Committee, Zacharish Shuster, in a press

conference held, at the 'Divine Word Service', has defined the present .

time as ‘one of the greatest moments of Jewish ‘history' and has expressed

- his-belief that the Jews of this generation will regard themsezlves fortu=-

nate to have been witnesses of this historic step taken by the Churth,

Shuster recalled with enthusiasm the fact that the document contains

'a total refutation of the myth that the Jews were gullty of the Crucie
fixion' and. emphasized that 'never before hae there been a declaration
of such significance or an appeal of this kind ‘regarding Jews and. Judaism
mansting frem the highest authorities of the catholic Church'"

cet M, Tanenbaum /

S. Segal
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE"

Paris Office: 30, Rue La Boetie, Paris 8, France » Elysees 69-11, 83-63 « Cable: Wishcom, Paris « Zachariah Shuster, European Director

Rabbi M. Tanenbaum

March 17, 1964

American Jewish Committee

165 East 56 Street
New York 22, N.Y.

Dear Marc:

I very much appreciate your memorandum of March 12.

As you will see from the memorandum I sent you yesterday, Cardinal Bea
made a statement in Cologne on Sunday on Chapter 4 of the Declaration.
However, he was careful enough not to make any predictions as to the

outcome,

My own view of the situation as of today 48 as follows:

We may be

confident that the leaders of the Church in France, Belgium, Great Bri-
tain and the United States will definitely support this Declaration.

, I also believe

that our own representatives and the leadership in Latin

America of the Jewish communities have acted energetically in obtaining

the support of ecclesiastical leaders there.

claration were

i I believe that if the De-
to be discugsed on the basis of its substantive merits,

there probably would be aﬁ\6verwhe1ming majority in favor of it, and yet

I would not at
And I say this

this moment wager that the Declaration will be adopted.
for the following two reasons:

1. It is not enough for 'the leaders of the Church of the Western

countries to express their general.sympathy to the Declaration but they
must make known to the highest Vatican authorities that they consider the
objectives of Declarations 4 and 5 as indispensable tcoward the realization

of the minimal objectives of the Ecumenical Council, and that the position
of the Church in the Western countries will greatly deteriorate if the
Council ends without the adoption of these two Chapters.

2. In the intervening period between now and September 14 when the 3rd
session beging, the Curia and other elements in opposition to Ecumenism may
develop new stratagems for blocking the adoption of the schema on Ecumenism,
and particularly Chapters 4 and 5, on grounds of a technical nature and we,
therefore, cannot afford to relax even for one moment until these matters
come to the floor of the Council.,

A. M. SONNABEND, President
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A few days ago I informed you that the German translation of the book,
The Plot Against the Church, which was distributed among the Fathers of
the Council at the end of the first session, was recently sent to vari-
ous Catholic Bishops in Germany.

Bishop Walther Kampe of Limburg, one of the most prominent Catholic ec-
clesiastic leaders in Germany, published in the popular Catholic weekly,
Der Sonntag, of Sunday February 16, an article about it and a translation
of which is enclosed herewith.

All the best,

Yours sincerely,

/T %

ZacHariah Shuster

Enc.

cc: Dr. Slawson
Mr. Danzig
Dr. Segal



March 17, 1964

Plot Against the Church?

I The Vicious Circle of Hatred Must be Broken

\‘h

During the last few weeks some arbitrarily selected persons 'received a °
publication from an unknown sender abroad which has caused some con-
sternation, Already during the sessions of the Council there were
distributed by a private source among the Council Fathers some publi-
cations which were replete with attacks on indivddual Cardinals and
Bishops and even made some veiled attacks against the Pope. As these
were anonymous or under pseudonyms these publications landed in the waste-
paper baskets without being read. The contents of these publications
were so confused and abstruse that they could not be taken, seriously.
They made the impression that they were written by a psychopath who in ,
this way was anxious to get rid of his nightmares. However, one of
these pamphlets has appeared in a foreign publishing house in a bad
German translation, so it is reasomable to guess that it is being spread
free of charge in other languages throughout the world. The first ques-
tion that comes to mind is: "Who is financing such an attack, and what

- forces are behind such an enterprise?"  Although one should not over-
estimate the—effects of these publications, it is not inappropriate to
speak out openly about these obscure activities.

What is it about? Anyone who read the preface does mot have to read
more of this bulky volume, The unknown author warns of a secret plot
against the Church; Communists, Freemasons and Jews have made an alli-.
ance against Christianity and want to administer to it a mortal blow '
through the Council. This melody is too well-known to us from the per-
iod of the Third Reich and of the muddy waters of the Ludendorff movement,
The missing ones in this company are only the Jesuits and Catholics as
the arch enemies of genuine belief in God. But when one reads further
one sees that even this variant is not missing, It is unbelievable but
true that this book says that even Cardinals and Bishops -- the so-called
‘progressives -- are in the service of Moscow, the Freemasons and the Syna-
gogue and that the threads even reach into the Vaticanm. It says that the
purpose of the Council is to make the Church vulnerable to the attack of
international Communism and that the Fathers of the Church are in danger
of becoming the gravediggers of the real faith. But God in his wisdom
will prevent it through the author of this book and the sturdy believing
Catholics and a "group of idealists" who are behind him. The most dan-
gerous thing, according to the author, is the proposed decree against
anti-Semitism presented by Cardinal Bea, Because behind all these mach-
inations there are the Jews, '"the Synagogue of Satan," the worst foes of
Christ, This volume attempts to show that even Popes, Councils, Church
Fathers and saints were opponents of the Jews and that, therefore, the
Church is contradicting itself and becomes unworthy of trust if it is to-
day condemning anti-Semitism.



What is there to say about this matéerial? To a large extent it is based
on obscure uncontrollable sources; in parts it consists of a clever com-
bination of date in order to prove the thesis, Still another part tests
on verifiable facts but which are contrary to the thesis the author wants
to demonstrate, The 2,000-year history of relationship between Jews and
Christians has been written in blood and tears. Much suffering and injus-
tice was committed against Jews by Christians who sincerely believed to be
in the service of God and Christ by persecuting, robbing, torturing and
killing the descendants of God's murderers. But even Jews in the course
of their unhappy history have carried much hatred and animosity, revenge
and desire for punishment in their hearts and in effect whenever possible,
Where is effect and cause, and who carries the greater burden of respons-
ibility? Even in hatred, Judaism and Christianity are so inextricably
tied together that they cannot be torn apart. Should this vicious circle
of action and reaction on both sides continue?  Should not this:circle be
broken by what Jesus Christ wanted to bring to all human beings -- Jews as
well as pagans =~- forgiveness and atonement? Is it mot a tragedy that the
Cross which is the sign of salvation and love should have left such a trace
of blood and suffering in history? And is it not Christian to give a reply
of love in compensation for ome's own guilt instead of reacting with hatred?
How many Jews are today ready to forgive and forget?

This matter also oontains an internal Catholic problem. In the course of
history the Church has not only defended itself against its opponents, and
unfortunately not always with spiritual weapons, but many Catholics fell
victimss in this struggle which was carried on in a stete of fear and defense.
Until up to the First World War there was within the Church a secret conspir-
acy which was constructed on the same lines as Freemason secret societies, and
all those who opposed this conspiracy or were suspected of opposing it were
denounced and brought to ruin, Inasmuch as these activities were carried on
in secret the defense or justification was impossible. The integralist con-
spiridtors considered themselves as the only true believing Catholics and as
genuine idealists. All others were defamed and brought to condemnation by
all means. These people might have genuinely believed to have served God,
but in reality by their own Christian methods caused malaise and fear in the
Church which has repelled the noblest spirits and poisoned the atmosphere.

A late aftermath of this witch hunt against modernists is perhaps the new
attempt to deflect the Council from its role. But times have definitely
changed., Fortunately the conspirators have demasked themselves by their
anti-Semitism. Those who cannot get rid of their own past will not be

able to turn back the wheels of history. The methods of inquisition and
conspiracy have lost their sharpness and produced contrary effects. Only
open and honest brotherly and loving struggle of the spirit can lead the
Church to a future in which the love of Christ will be victorious.

Bishop Walter Kampe of Limburg
"Der Sonntag,' February 16, 1964



Rome, Italy
November 16, 1964

- Mr. Morton Yarmon

Ameirican Jewish Committee
165 East 56th Street
New York City

Dear Morton:

I regret that because of the intensive activities in .

- connection with the Council and particularly duriigthe last few:
days when we are tensely awaiting the climax of all our efforts-

I was unable to put down on paper all my thinking on the suggested
report and the outline that Mr. Salomon prepared. Furthermore,
here in Rome I have not all the resources that I could possibly
use for the purpose of filling in various ommissions.

However, I am sending you herewith a few points which

. I thought might be useful to you in preparing this document.

These points, I believe, are essential for theyemphasize specific |

AJC contributions accomplished on this side and which are not

widely known. I also believe that much can be done with the

previous draft if my suggestions are taken into consideration.
I am confident that with the material you have in the

New York- office and with the advice and help of Mark Ta@nnenbaum-

you should be able to produce a short document immediately aften.:

- the end of the Council. Of course I shall be glad to read the '

draft of the new document before it is ready for distribution.

- As you realize I shall be back in Paris immediately after the

last session of thé Council on November 21st and next week you,

can reach me there. Also, if I find the time to put down some’ .

further thoughts on the sub;ect I shall do it before this week

is over.

With kind personal regards,
- Sincerely yours,

' Zachariah Shuster



@) Introduction should stress briefly self-examination of both
Catholics and Protestants gince the end of the war. Major example
of Protestant action is the statement on anti-semitism adopted

by the Ecumenical Assembly in New Delhi.  This would give the
ppportunity of indieating our contribution in bringing about this-

statement.

. 2) A solid paragraph on two should be devoted to the first

Inter-Religious Conference on the subject of religious anti- g
semitism which took place in 1947 at Seelisberg, Sqitzerland. i
This conference, as I recall, was attended by Catholic, Protestant s
and Jewish theologians, historians and clergymen. The only

Jewish organization - or afi least the only major Jewish organlzatlon'r—
was the AJC which was repregented through the late Dr. S. Flowerman
who took an active part in the drafting of the .famous ten points

of this conference. It should be stressed that these ten points
laid the ground for all future fopmuiations on this subjeet and

that some of the wording was incorporated into the versions of the
Declaration on Jews submitted to the Ecumeniecal Couneil in Rome.

A brief but concise summary of the ten points is strongly indicated..

3) The AJC Paris office was for many years in close contact

with Jules Isaac and PaulDemann, two pioneers in the field of .
eliminating religious sources of anti-semitism and promoting better
understanding of Judaism among Catholics. Jules Isaac was received
by Pope John in March 1960 and submitted a memorandum on the. subaeqt
containing the ten points of the Seelisberg conference. :

4) Greater stress should be given to the audience of an AJC
delegation with Pope Pius XII and a brief statement summarizing
the Pope's declaration should be added. It should also be said
that this declaration was circulated all over the world.

5) After Cardinal Bea received the adviee of Pope John to inctude
the subject on Jews in the preparatory work of the Secretgriat for
Christian Unity, AJC representatives met with the Cardinal who
specifically requested the submission of documented material on
Catholic Liturgy and Catholic teaching which would demonstrate

the anti-semitic prejudices disseminated by such sources. A more
elaborafe summary of the documents submitted should-be presented

in the ioxt.

"6) It should be emphasized that AJC representatives have met
‘numerous times with Cardinal Bea and members of the Secretariat

with whom they discussed every phase of the subject and with whom
they maintained contact long before the openlng of the Council

_and particnlarly during all three gessions

"“-\
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and made quite ap impression. Both times the only major Jewish

-l

7) Two agapes were held in Rome with the participation of
representatives of various relighons. This was unique in history
organization regresented was the AJC whose spokesman advanced !
to an audience éonsisting of highly-stationed Vatican personalities
Jewish expectations with regard to the Ecumenical Council. . A solid
summary of the addresses delivered at these Agapes and partlcularly

- of the AJC representative should be given,

- 8) Evidence, the French language publication of AJC, publlshed

in five issues a symposium on Christian teaching with regard to»h
Jews. This was the first symposium of this kind in any European#

publication and the confributors were leading Catholic and Proteatant

b

clergymen. A short but solid characterization of the contents i

Qyof this symposium and reference to the names of the participants

is strongly indieated.

9) AJC found objections to two paésages in the text of the
proposed Declaration submitted to the Council at its second
session. A special AJC delegation went to Rome to intervene with

- the appropriate authorities and as a result thése passages were "

omitted. One of these passages referred to Jews as existing fory

the "time being" and implying the hope for ultimate conversion, §3 1_

The other passage stated that not all Jews in the time of Jesus
were #esponsible for the Crucifixion. We pointed out that this
might imply that a majority of Jews were responsible. Cardinal
Bea's Secretariat at their deliberations in early 1964 decided -
to change these passagea. %
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TRATSLATION

Frems L'CSSERVATORE ROMANO
Wovember 30, 1964

Statement by Cardinal Bea entitled "Comcerning the Council Declaration
on Non-Chriatisng,”

"In the Ceneral Congregation (127th) of November 20, the Heclaration
Concerning the Attitude of the Church to Non-Christisn Relirions was ap-
?roved by & great miority; cout of 1900 present and voting, 1451 votrnd
placet'!, 242 voted 'placet fuxta modua' and 99 voted "son placet,'

4s was dona last year, the cfficlal rapporteur of this year expliclily
emphasized that the declaration did not permit of any politicel imcer-
pretation, but thst it was of a purely rceligious nature. This exclusi-
vely rveligious character of tha Declaration is emphasized all the wmore
by tha fact that in the interim poried the decision was made that tha
text of the Declaration should form an appendix to the Constitutlon on
the Church, and that it should deal not only with Jews Lut with sll non-
Chrictians, Just as the secticns on the Hirdus, the Buddhiots, tae
tisolims, have clearly nothing to do with politics, so also the section
on the Jeva cannot be interpreted politically. Actually, in this latter
section of tho Declaration there is question solely of the xelotion which
cxzists between the religion of the 0ld Testament and Christiaanity and,
further, of tha doctrine of 3t. Paul concerning the future deatiny of
the People of Israel, There £8 no explicit mention of the guilt cf those
who took active part in the condemnation of Jesus. Zut, it is afiirmed,
such a condemnation cannot ba attributed either to the more thaa four
nillions of Jews who, in that time, lived ocutside Palestine in the
Diaspora, or much less to the Jjews of our time, In additiom, the past-
orzl coaseguences of tha facts exposed in the text only concera the re-
lizious field.

After all thesae prudent and objective precsutions and decleraticzs, one
¢an reasonably hopa that the Declaration would be asccurately interpreted
ead evaluated soberly, and that therefore certain politicelly-oricated
interprotations of the text which have appeazed here and there in the
press will be abandoned. If mot, the statexents in the Declaration
would be interpreted in an arbitrary and twisted fashiom, thus falsify-
icg the iantentions of the Council and of a conciliar document which is
ingpired only by motives of truth, justice and Christian charity end in
full accord with the Gospel, f’ﬁi_—i-—'.#swri'a'ng'idﬁs ‘quéstion {o which the .
Council aims at nothing else but the promotion of peace everywhere; it |
hopes that a religious matter will not be misused iz order to justify f
political digcrimination and prejudices.” ,

¢ 9 ¢
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE
Paris Office: 30, Rue La Beetie, Paris 8; France « Elysees 69-11, 83:63 « GCable: Wisheem, Paris + Zachariah Shustef, Eutepean Directel

June 21, 1965

PERSONAL & CONFIDENTIAL

Dear John:

1, The reports published in the London Observer and the New York Times about
the recent actions in Rome with regard to the Jewish declaration have
certainly brought this matter to the attention of all those who are con-
cerned with this issue and to public opinion in many countries, I am also
informed that the Washington Post and other leading newspapers in the U.S.

- have published stories to the same effect. The European edition of the
Herald Tribune published today a short item to the effect that Archbishop
Felici, Secretary General of the Council, denied the Observer report. How-
ever, the denial is so vague that it carries no weight against the definite
information by Robert Doty, who attributes it to authoritative Vatican
sources,

%2, I am confident that demarches can now be based on these publications, I
am saying this in connection with our telephone conversation of last Friday.
This is sufficient for authorities in Washington and elsewhere to make in-
quiries with regard to the accuracy of these reports; and if they are con-
firmed, as I believe they will be, to make the proper interventions.

"+ 3+ 1 am strongly advised by our friends in Rome that the intermediary between
' Washington and Rome -- if such a mission is envisaged -~ should definitely
not be a Jewish person, for the reason that a confrontation with a Jewish
: representative will only stiffen the Pope in-his negative attitude toward
- the declaration and he will most probably make the statements he made to
/ - Dr. Heschel. I am also advised that it would be preferable not to have
v a Catholic as the intermediary, for he would be in a submissive attitude
« . vig-a-vis the Pope, The suggestion is that in order to achieve the best
' possible results such an intermediary should be a top negotiator and a mem-
ber of the Protestant Church.

‘4, 1 should like to add that reports similar to the ones published in London
and New York have appeared in leading publications in Germany and France,
The Time-like weekly im Germany, Der Spiegel, which has a circulation of
more than 600,000, published an article on June 16 in which it says, among
other things: "Three months before the opening of the fourth and last
Council session, it became doubtful whether the assembly of Catholic Church
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leaders will exonerate the Jewish people from the charge of deicide and
thereby make an end to Christian anti-Semitism which for centuries was
tolerated and even promoted by saints and popes,"

The leading French daily, Le Monde, of Paris, on May 18, published a
story by Jacques Madaule, a prominent Catholic writer, in which he re-

- vealed that the declaration is again under a question mark. It says:

"It seems that it is envisaged to purely and simply renounce the Council
text and replace it by a pontifical declaration which will not raise the

- same objections among Arabs." (We are assured that the writer of this

article received this information from a highly stationed Church leader
in France, after his recent return from Rome.)

As you know, I visited Geneva last Wednesday, where I met with Dr.

- Visser't Hooft, General Secretary of the World Council of Churches, and

Lukas Fisher, official observer of the World Council at the Ecumenical
Council in Rome. I informed them of recent developments and suggested
that they alert Protestant bodies in various countries, particularly in
Great Britain, Germany and Scandinavian countries; and also to intervene
directly with authorities in Rome. Both of them were very impressed and
even shocked at the new turn of events, and promised to comsider immediate
action through various channels, Dr. 't Hooft sald that the World Council can
act as a body only after a decision is made by the emtire Council; but he him-
self is ready as an individual to do whatever he can, He also suggested the
possibility of bringing this matter to the attention of the Evangelical
Assembly which is taking place in Cologne at the end of July. This Assembly
brings together more than 100,000 Protestants from all over Germany, and is
the greatest Protestant event of the year in that country. They too pointed
out that public intervention would be hampered by the fact that no respons-
ible newspaper published this informationm, I presume that now, after the

* information has been published in the Observer and the New York Times, the

Protestant leaders will find no difficulties in making the appropriate in-
terventions.» We agreed to maintain contact until the opening of the Council
in September. ' ;

Our friends in Rome are very satisfied with the publications, although at
this moment they are not yet in a position to predict the effects on the
Curia and particularly on the Pope, who is chiefly responsible for the pre-
sent situation, I also learned from Rome that up to now the texts of 11
schemas have been sent out to the fathers of the Council to be considered
at the forthcoming session; and that the declaration on the Jews is not in-
cluded among them, This is regarded as another confirmation of the report
that it is not intended to present the declaration to the:fourth session.

I am also informed from Rome that Dr. Heschel has stepped in again in this

rather difficult and complex situation, and adding to the' nuisance and harm
he has already produced. I am told that he is trying through all channels
to get another audience with the Pope, or at laast to see Cardinal Bea.

of course, his ruquents are 1gnorad and I dou t :hink he can hope to be



received by any authoritative person in Rome. However, his efforts are
deeply humiliating to us, and certainly not improving the cause. One

of our most distinguished friends described Heschel's sfforts aos "misare

able infantilism"; and this is the mildest epithet that is being used.

I believe it is about time to warn Dr. Heschel to cease his irrespons=-

ible and nefarious activities, based only on cheap melagomania; and that he be
told that he will be publicly disavowed by responsible Jewish bodies unless
he stops carrying on these activities.

With all best regards,
-i“81ncere1y,:

Qaclt .

" Zacharish Shuster

. Dr. John Slawsom ~ . . ., S A
- American Jewish Committee - - o e T L
165 East 56 Street . . .. : Py v
New York 22, New York .




THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

Paris Office: 30, Rue La Boetie, Paris 8, Ffance_ « Elysees 69-11, 83-63 « Cable: Wishcom, Paris « Zachariah Shuster, European Director

January 23, 1965

Mr. Morton Yarmon
American Jewish Committee
165 East 56 Street

New York 22, New York

Dear Morton:

I have read the new text of the "background report" on

Vatican Council II, and find it generally satisfactory, ~
except for a few suggestions for changes, which I am en-

closing herewith.

In addition, I should like to suggest that the preface should
emphasize the fact that the declaration is awaiting its final
adoption and promulgation at the fourth session; but that no
matter what the results will be, the developments that have
taken place in connection with it, and the efforts of the
American Jewish Committee with regard to it, are already
part of a historic process of radical change in Christian/
Jewish relations.

This should be added in order that the pamphlet not become

outdated in case of unfavorable actions at the fourth session.

With all best wishes,

Enclosure

MORRIS B. ABRAM, President

RALPH FRIEDMAN, Chm., Executive Board
PHILIP E. HOFFMAN, Chm., Board of Governors
NATHAN APPLEMAN, Chm,, Board of Trustees
MAURICE GLINERT, Treasurer

ORIN LEHMAN, Secretary

ARTHUR D. LEIDESDORF, Associate Treasurer
JOHN SLAWSON, Executive Vice-President

JACOB BLAUSTEIN, Honorary President

LOUIS CAPLAN, Honorary President

HERBERT B. EHRMANN, Honorary President
IRVING M, ENGEL, Honorary President

JOSEPH M. PROSKAUER, Honorary President
SAMUEL D. LEIDESDORF, Honorary Vice-President
JAMES MARSHALL, Honorary Vice-President
WILLIAM ROSENWALD, Honorary Vice-President
RALPH E. SAMUEL, Honorary Vice-President
HORACE STERN, Honorary Vice-President

FRED LAZARUS, Jr,, Hon. Chm., Nat'l Advis. Council

Sincerely,

’ ? L"LfL

Zachariah Shuster

ELY M. AARON, Chicago, Vice-President

MORTON K. BLAUSTEIN, Baltimore, Vice-President
IRVING L. GOLDBERG, Dallas, Vice-President

JACK A, GOLDFARB, New York, Vice-President

DAVID LLOYD KREEGER, Washington, Vice-President
JULIUS S. LOEWENTHAL, New York, Vice-President
RICHARD MAASS, White Plains, N. Y., Vice-President
EARL MORSE, New York, Vice-President

" NORMAN S. RABB, Boston, Vice-President

JOSEPH ROSS, Detroit, Vice-President
MELVIN M. SWIG, San Francisco, Vice-President



SUGGESTIONS CHANGES BACKGROUND REPORT VATICAN COUNCIL IT

In light of recent developments it might be potentially harmful to
declare that Rabbi Heschel acted officially on behalf of the AJC.
The references to him should, therefore, in my opinion, be elimin-
ated. These references are:

Para, 1, page 16 - The two sentences beginning "In an audience..."
and ending "Spring of 1962.""

Para. 1, page 20 - Sentence beginning "fhe noted theologian..."
should be omitted, .

-Page 31 - Passage beginning with "A strong reaction,,.” and ending
"Jewish sources.," should also be eliminated.

Page 35 - Dealing with Dr. Heschel's audience with the Pope must
be eliminated, for the reason that it is both inaccurate and potent-
fally harmful.

Other changes suggested are:

Page 9, last sentence ~ "By alling the Second Vatican Council..."
should read "he felt that the Second Vatican Council should provide
an opportunity.”

Page 12 -- In mentioning Pro Deo omit the expression '"with close
ties to the Vatican."

Page 13,}ine 3 - It would be preferable to say "on the failure of
German Catholics" instead of the general "Catholicism®' failure."

Page 33, last sentence, para 2 - The word Tatified “should be substi-
tuted by ‘paralleled. Ratified is a formal parliamentary term which
would not apply in the case of approving the program of a private
organization.

Page 38 - The reference to President Shazar's statement should be
eliminated, for this would indirectly comnect the declaration with
Israel, something which has to be avoided.
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September 8, 1965

MEMDRANDUM

ib; j; New York Offzce

PFrom: Paris Office
- Subj Jewish Declaration at Ecumenieal Counc11

;Hans Kueng, Professor of theology ab TUebingen University in Germany,

is generally considered as one of the leading spokesmen of the mnew spirit
within the Catholic Church, and his views are followed with great respect

and interest among Catholics throughout the world. ' Although he -is only

35, he is without doubt the most gifted interpreter of Pope John's wishes,
and a militant fighter for the renewal of the Church in various directions.

"He is a prolific writer and lecturer, and his books are translated in many

languageso

Strangely enough he never took a publie stand on the subject of our de-
claration, though he expressed his views in a rather militant manner on
other matters of the council, I asked him- once in Rome why he did not

take a stand on the Jewish declaration,_and he said he did not consider
himself an expert o this subject, referring.meé to.two of his colleagues

at Tuebingen University, ‘who were specialists on Chriatiaanewish relations,
It 158 therefore noteworthy that a ‘few days ago.he-made known his views on
our subject in as forceful a manner as ponaible.

In a page-long article entitled "And After The Council?“ published in the
leading German newspaper the Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, in which he ree
viewa the taeka before the: fourth sesgion, he says the following

"The Coancil declaration about non- Christian religions and parti-

. cularly. on the Jews, was desired by.an overwhelming majority
(1651 yes; 242 in favor with amendments; 99 no). Christianity
does not owe as much restitution to any other religious community
as it owes the Jews, regardless of political ‘and pseudo-theological
arguments, Nazi anti-Semitism would not have been’ possible without

:the latent and all too frequently virulent anti- Semitiamof ithe *Christian

f'worldmthroughnut the centuries.”

It would be very useful to make thia statement known in the United States,
where Hans Kueng has meny followers.

cc: Dr.. Slawson ’
Dr. Segal. :
Rabbi Tanenbaum



October 3, 1965

MEMORANDUM

T0: Dr. John Slawson
FROM: Zachariah Shuster
SUBJECT: Ecumenical Council

1) The new text of the Declaration on the Jews was handed to

the Bishops of the Council on Thursday, Septémber 30th,in the form
of a2 printed bound document containing the full text of the Declaration
on Non-Christian Religions, the amendments proposed, and extensive
comments on the reasons for accepting or rejecting the amendments

by the Secretariat for Christian Unity. I was given the exceptional
opportunity of seeing the document on the evening before distribution
and was thus able to form a general impression of it beéfore its
contents became widely known. On Thursday morning I issued a state-
ment to press and radio saying,in effect,that this Declaration, as
the previous one adopted on November 20, 1964, rejects the charge

of colleéctive responsibility of the Jews in ancient times and in
subsequent ‘generations. However, one must be extremely concerned
that some of the direct and simple language used in the previous

text was eliminated. Particularly regrettable is the omission of

the term“Deicide’which became the popular expression for this

charge. I concluded by stating that if, the language of the previous
text is restored, this Declaration might become a powerful weapon

in the struggle against prejudice and anti-semitism.

2) After more careful study of the document, I realized that the
modifications consist not only of adding or omitting certain specific
phrases but mm the entire context is slamnted much more than the
previous one towards the theologically conservative side. It was
explained to me later by a prominent member of Cardinal Bea's
Secretariat that the major opposition during the last periaod of the
Council, cdme not so much from the Arab side as from the conservatives,
who insistently claimed that the previous text distorted the

assertions made on this subject in the New Testament and that they

will vote against the Declaration if all important, relevant assertions
are not referred to in the Declaration. This is the reason for the
accumulation of negative points, some of which were not mentioned

in the Declaration adopted.

3) After my conversations with you on Friday, Oectober lst, I
arranged urgent meetings with Cardinal Shehan of Baltimore, Father
John Long of Bea's Secretariat, who worked for a long time on the
texi® of the Declaration, Bishop Ed Murray of Boston, Msgr. George
Higgins of Washington, Pather Morlion and others. The gist of my
argument was that not only does the new text eliminate the term
"Reicide" but the rejection of this charge is surrounded with so
many negative mmalifications, that the total effect of the document
will be almost lost on the general public.



ments presented by the appropriate Commissions on the grounds that
thése amendments took care of the objections to the previous Text
and thus representg almost the total view of the Council members,
One of the ecclesiastics I spoke to suggested however that the Pope
himself could easily introduce suitable changes in the text before
it is finally voted.

5) I should like to note that while our friends in the Council
are far from being satisfied with the present text, they feel that

it is less negative than we are inclined to interpret it and that

at any rate taking into account the intense controversy that developed
within the Church on this subject and the desire to have as large

a favorable vote as possible, were the major factors in producing

thes text. At the same time they expressed their willingness to

find ways and means of removing some of the sharp edges and the
negatively pointed phrases inserted in this document.

6) And now with regard to the text itself. It should be
taken into account that while the amended Declaration was made
known, the various explanatory remarks given to the Bishops are

sub secreto. I have seen these observations and I should like

to call attention to some of them. The omission of the word
Deicide is explained in the following comment: +the word Deicide

is an odious one and the Council ought not to give it greater
currency by making use of it. It also adds that this term might
give rise to false theological interpretations which have already
created pastoral and ecumenical problems. Another comment states
that the emphasis on the non-acceptance of Jesus by the Jews is

not to create antagonism but to assert that the Synamgogue has
excluded itself from the Messianic promises by refusing to

recognize Christ as Messiah. This is given as the reason for

the statement that "the Church is the new people of God". It should
also be remarked that the title of the Declaration has been changed
and instead of"De Judaeis™ it is now entitled "De Religione Judaica"
(concerning the Jewish religion). The explanation given for this

is that the Declaration aims to deal not with relations between
peoples but between religions. The section dealing with the Moslems
is also no more called "De Musulmanis"™ but "De Religione Islamica".

The vote on the Jewish Declaration is foreseen to take
place on October 1l4th and 15th and there are eight amendments to be
voted on. Time is short but with a concentrated effort on the
highest level it is not unrealistic to hope that important, positiwve
elements of the previous Declaration can be brought back to their
place and to eliminate some of the negative aspects of the present
text.



"

I further argued as strongly as I could that in revising
the text the emphasis on the negative attitude and behavior of
the Jews came out much stronger than what was purported to be
the positive aim of this Declaration. I said that the::i;ﬁiiitﬂn‘

unfa¥orable p01ntanﬂg.expressed in various forms, as
n"Jerusalem did not recognize the time of her visitation....nor
did the Jews, for the most part, accept the Gospel; indeed many
opposed its sgreadlng....although the Jewish authorities and
those who followed their ‘lead pressed for the death of Christ..."
while the rejection of the legend about Jewish responsibility
is put in a few words and thus by the sheer number of words
the negative is more weighty than the positive. I also pointed
out that while one welcomes the specific mention of anti-semitism
in this text, the word "condemns® was left out and only the word
"deplores". remalned whzch is rather a weak characterization when
the subject deals with hatred, persecution and anti-semitism. In
my conversations I characterized the entire document as lacking
generosity, warmth and the spirit of sympathetic understanding.

4) Cardinal Shehan was very attentive to these observations

and promised to take all these points up with #8 high Vatican
authorities. He also agreed to see some of our representatives

in New York where he will arrive on Monday with the Pope. At the
Secretariat for Christian Unity the following points were made

in reply to my objections: a) the passage in the Second paragraph

of the Declaration which states that “ the Church believes that by
His Cross Christ our Peace ‘reconciled the Jews and Gentileg, making
both one in Himself"™ was ‘also contained in the Declaration adopted
last year and that no one took exception to it. b) the drafters of
the document found no way of meeting the conservative argument

that the previous Declaration ignored fundamental passages in the
New Testament on this-subject tHan by inserting some of these
passages. The result would be that the Declaration would thus
receive almost unanimous approval while the previous one would have
a substantial minority against it. c¢) With regards to the accumulation
of negative material it was explained to me that the Declaration must
be interpreted as consisting of two parts: one, stating the origin
of Christianity and the ties that exist between the two religions;
the second part consists of the Declaration proper and the relation-
ship between Jews and Catholics in the future. The first and
introductory: part, it was said, is as warm and positive as before
except for the addition of reference to passages in the Gospels of
St. Luke and St. John. The second part clearly rejects the charge
of’Delclde without using this term and leaves no doubt of the
Chmmch's opposition to any animosity towards Jews.

My interlocutors pointed out the technical difficulty of
changing the text at the present stage for, according to the Council
rules, it would require a mbnority- or the votes of seven hundred
Bishops plus one - to reject an amendment and thus restore the
previous text. The Council also has the habit of Approving amend-



At the American Bishops' Panel on Thursday, September 30,
it was announced that a sub-Commission of thirteen American clergy-
men will work with Jewish groups in the interest of inter-Faith
understanding. This group will carry on its activities as a sub-
committee of the Bishops' Commission for Ecumenical Affairs which

is headed by Cardinal Shehan.

Chairman of the sub-Commission is Bishop Francis P. Leipziger
of Baker, Oregon. Msgr. George G. Higgins, director of the Social
Action department of the National Catholic Welfare Conference in
Washington, was designated as Secretary. Among the members of the
Commission are: Father Ed Du@f, Father Oesterreicher, Bishop Laly
of Boston, Father Bosler of Indianapolis, and others. It was also
announced that this sub=committee will be enlarged by appointing
as members Catholic laymen and nuns.



to: launch 'a new crusade against the Orient. The Christians of the
Orient say that the vote of the Council on.the Jews is the political
transposition of this so-called progressive paternalism which strives
to make “vassals of the Orient and Africa under the cover of false
liberalism. One need but read the European press to note: the follow-
ing,mifac1e° while on all other problems there is great divergence,
there is, total unanimity against the Arab Orient. Catholics, Protes-
tants atheists, deists, men:of ithe left ‘and ef the right, all con-

', sgider the Arab reaction to the: Council draft as fanatical, or av

least unhealthy. 1Is the Church of Europe then, about to disown the
Church of the East?“ g - _ ] £ ol e R R

This would be the second instance since 1947 of such action, Rossi
writes, for- "did not the European Church clooe 1:9 eyes and aecretly
applaud “Israel which, using teérror, chased so many Christian arabs '
from their centuries-old fatherland?, Not a single criticiam, or - _
article or play. like ‘The . Deputy 'to atigmatize this injustice. Not a . .,
word for the despoiled. bretheren: Curious:Christian brotherhood,
indeed.'" Hence, Rossi goes on, the Orient, is asking itself whether e
it: would not be better. defin1te1y to break off with the Occident and. .
to comstitute a spiritual fetherland between Islam and traditional
'Christlanity.;n. v : 2 s ; : o

“And 311 this beceuse the Counoil wanted to deal with -a queation thati
nobody had even ever. aaked whether the Jews were resPonsible for the
death. of Christ, thus. meddling with the Goapels and simple.faith.... :
_.When. the Vatican' pretends ‘that the vote of .the Council Fathers should .
not- be interpreted politically, it knows . perfeotly well that it is

,.. fooling itself and us..." Ebinting out. that some 50° bishOps went to

Israel after the Council, where they. were received,with great .pomp, ,

- Rossi goes on'-"Israel....uill appear to ‘the people -of .the Orient as
_.an Occidental bridgehead. They will conclude ‘that Masses are said

only for those who can pay for them, whether ‘they, belong to the Chnrch
OF, MO cM i T P v oo L e, o _:a Ty : # .
But 1t is to Rosai a first article of October 25 that Rodinsou e o d
directs. his;reply Rossi had argued that the Counoil declaration with
regard to Jews was the reSult of pressure by Jewish high finAnoe _and.
blackmail like the play The Deggtx. Hrites Rodinson.. A .

“How dempnstra:e the existence of this pressure anﬂ of thia mysterious
lobby which, it is suggested, is made .up 'high Jewish finance'? Mr. Rossi
glves no- information nothing preoise... We must therefore deal with,
his reaaoniug. " : . ;

‘ [
Roeaina,reaaoning is the following. For 20 centuries :Christian theology
has admitted that . 'the Jews' crucified Jesus, who was.God. ‘Therefore .. ..
they ‘are: a. defcide people..There is no. theological reason to g0 back
on this well—established matter... If, therefore, one has altered thia _
Christianthesis it can only-be for reasons of another character. Further-
more;’ theology should ratherlead to a rehabilitation of Islam, which -at

& .



least recognized Christ's supernatural character though not his divinity.
Moreover, why should the Church feel remorse over persecuted and massacred
Jews while it has shown none with regard to Europeans, Black men and
Yellovw men also massacred over the centuries by faithful Christians?”

Rodinson replies that he agrees with Mr. Rossi that the Church's change

is not due to theological factors, but adds'Other hypotheses for this
change seem more likely to me than Mr. Rossi's concerning a Jewish-finance
lobby." For example, "there is the spirit of the modern world, long re-
sisted by the Church hierarchy, but which is being overcome... there is
the defeat of Fascism, the . revolt of the human conscience against its
crimes, the opposition (even if only theoretical) to political authori-
tarianism, all of which showed the Church that the traditional values on
which 1t leaned risked being losing onea...“ y

Council action on the Jews, Mr. nodinson continues, is but one innovation

_among & host of others, such as a Pope recognizing that the Church bears

its share of responsibility for the Protestant schism, or talk of the
authority of the bishops vis-a-vis that of the Pope. Yet it is true that
the accent has been put on the declaration concerning Jews. Why? "Because
the massive massacre of European Jews took place recently, in the midst

of and by the action of citizens whe claimed to belong to the most .civi-

lized nations of the globe... All EBurope feels at least a little guilty...

" More advanced Church opinion has admitted (what is true) that the theses

of Church concerning the. deieide character of the Jewish people played
their part in the reaponalbility for Hitler's massacres..."

Turning to the attack Mr. Rodinson asks’ Hr. Rossi to reply whether

"1). The Jews in the world today are guilty because some 19/ centuries ago
some Jews, it would seem, demanded the death of an other Jew because ‘of -
religious heresy? 2) Whether Mr. Rossi believes that to repeat ceaselessly
to millions of Christians that certain of their neighbors and friends are
responsible for the atrocious death of their God is without ‘baneful
effect?’ - = NN ;

All of this leads Mr. Rodlnson to what he considers the. principal problem
for a' paper like Jeune Afrique, and: for Arabs. Either Arabs, seeing the
undeniable solidarity of Jews, will treat all Jews as enemies because of
their war with Israel; or they truly will make a distinction between
their anti-Israel attitude (which, incidentally, Mr. Rodinson feels is
justified) and an anti-Jewish attitude. Mr. Rodinson argues thdt morally.
and politically the second policy ‘is by far the better one --"and that
Mr. Rossi, by confusing the two attitudes, has in fact served the Zionist
cause. Arabs .should be for thé Council's declaration regarding Jeus,

Mr. Rodinson asserts, because everything that weakens anti-Semitiam in
the diaspora weakena Zionism. ‘





