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The Catholics and the Jews:

Two

Future Test

By Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum .

The Vatican declaration on the Jews has become wmr
thing of a projective test re toe ted ‘range
of Jewish attitudes and feelings toward the subject.

No Jewish ‘opinion poll has been taken, but enough
public statements have been made, enough lectures and
sermons have been delivered, and enough articles have been
written to demonstrate that there exist roughly three sets
of views regarding the declaration, held in common among
Jews here and abroad: o i

1. There are ‘those -resent it..

2. There are those who are indifferent to it.

3. There are mm'bwmmmﬂthnm

Thess are not “pure” positions; they shade one !n_tn
another to form s variety of combinations. whne:;.:
mposﬁblc to estimate pndnb’j-uﬂhot__mw Jews tl
mmmmmdmmams.mnmwm
hutmzmsnnmhndamdthc;ggdﬂ:or
laymen, who are “happy” with the document ln‘ its_ present
form, i small. Nevertheless, one is aware that tin::
is s widespresd desire on the part of many. -!ewnm
scknowledge those genulnely positive assertions in iry
document, in the expectation that liberal Catholics
geize upon them as guidelines for future relations between
Cathollcs and Jews. B .8 .

Above {s almost universal conviction in

P go:h.b‘c;:t:d% doubt Its genuine
has demonstrated
friendship for the Jewish people, and that development may
mm!orwmmnmnmmmmm

to say.

m-;::h who resent the declaration do so for what it says,
mm'mnnnwh‘;:it&mm.n;:r:lﬁmt:chm
K rred during past three : created
?ﬂclwduc:nr the entire process. Inthis view, shared mﬁw
by traditional religlous elements in the Jewish comm L
the. declaration is both a threat and an insult,

mthrennndmsultmnnnmuﬂlewh:wmlﬁ
thé document appears not to have resolved conclusively o)
ariclent ambivalence of love and mTﬂ for Jews
Judaism which has dominated Church literature and prac-
ties for almost two millenia.

That leaves open the possibility that bigots and
g “.u:la to exploit negative teachings
these are “not inconsistent with

to revise thelr Sacred Ipt
good Wﬂwmwmmmammnmmm
vision of their Torah or Talmud mrfmut;je;-m Emo;yﬁ
timate effectivencss of
However, the ul iy

g

compromised,
ottend Shother-faith .n? the d]xh:!'tiv of the
ey hasis on “preparatio evangelica”

gt

final mmammmuumml
e mtho(’.‘hmnhhmulhnmvmmneha

{continued on page 2)
Rabbi Tanenbaum is the directer of inter-religious af-

Jairs of the American Jewish Committee, a MWI‘qun
relations agency. :

n-Jewish relations

Views

Past Errors

By James O'Gara

There is no escaping it: the figure of Hitler ecasts his
dread shadow over any discussion of the Vatlear Couneil's
Declaration on the Jews, Under Hitler, 6 million .jews died
In concentration camps and gas chambers in the heart of
Christian Europe. How could this happen? How could the
pagan perversity of Hitler take root among Christlan peo-
ple? It could happen, I am convineed, for only one reason:
the Nazis' attack was carrled out in a climate of opinion
prepared by centurles of hostillty toward the Jewish people,

Professor Jules Isaac said that we who are Christians
have recelved, from childhood on, “a certain instruction in
contempt.” No matter how good our parents or our teachers,

is & profound truth in this statement. It is not Chris-
at fault; it is historical
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legend; it was never official Catholie teaching. But honesty.
compels ;

cil Declaration on the Jews, resoundingly approved last year
on its first vote.

But has the original Declaration now been emasculated?
Has It been watered down out of all recognition? Hardly.
Indeed, if the words of last year's draft version were not so
widely known, men of good will would now be halling the
Declaration with enthusiasm. For proof of this, one has
only to look at what the amended document says.

. The present “version explicitly rejécts the idea that
Christ's suffering and death can be attributed even to all
the Jews of his time, let alone Jews of today. It then goes
on: “. .. the Jews should not be presented as rejected by
God or accursed . . . Moreover, the Church, which rejects
every persecution against any man, mindful of the common
patimony with the Jews and moved not by political reasons
but by the Gospel's spiritual love, deplores hatred, perse-
cutions, displays of anti-Semitism. directed against Jews
at any time and by anyone.”

What happened to last year's text? Two changes seem
major. For some reason not completely clear, the Declara-
tion now “deplores” rather than “condemns” prejudice.
More serlously, although it is explicitly specified that not
even all Jews of Christ’s time can be held sccountable for
his death, the word “delcide” itself has been removed from
the working text. Why was this done? Rightly or wrongly,
some theologians feared that s flat denlal of deicide sug-
gested that the Church no longer saw Christ as the Son
of God. Apparently this fact plus pressure from fearful
Whﬁl in Arab countries was enough to dictate the

Even so, there are those who consider the present
document stronger than last year's version; I am not
among them. If I had my chplce, last year's version would
be this year's. But this does not mean that the revised
document is not worthy of enthusiastie support.

The Nazi horror, I submit, was the end-result of the

. proclaims the Christian
doctrine of love; it explicitly seeks, in its words, “to foster
and recommend a mutus] knowledge and respect.” On that
basis, the Declaration on the Jews deserves the over-
whelming approval of the Councll Fathers.

" Mr. O'Gara is Managing Editor of “Commonweal” a
weekly journal of opinion edited by Catholic laymen.




. * and a great deal more of patient study and
pm r:m be necessary before God's judgments and ways
yield to human searching and finding out (Romans 11:33).

The overriding basis of resentment, however, is to be
found in the fact that thix declaration was intended by the
hum.!ohn.andmmnnlvmﬂyham_ldeq‘.um
unprecedented effort to extirpate the “Christ-killer” charge
against the corporate Jewish people and to uproot the
related teachings of contempt, which have given rise to
50 much bloodshed and martyrdom of Jews in the Christian
West. The November, 1064, version did just that in strong,
unambiguous language:

“May them all see to it that in their catechetical work
or In their preaching of the word of God they do not teach
anything that could give rise to hatred or contempt of the
Jews In the hearts of Christians.

o they never present the Jewish people as one re-
llclodl:l”cu.md.urnmtrotdelﬂde. All that happened to

 His Passion cannot be attributed to the whole
people then allve, much less to those of today.”

Under the demand of conservative theologians who in-
sisted that a proper New Testament portrait of the Jews re-
quired “severe” judgments against them, the present ver-
slon acqulesced. It Included two new sentences that did
not appear in the first version:

“Jeruselem did not recognize the time of her visitation
nor did the Jews for the most part accept the Gospel; indeed
many opposed {ta apreading.”

In addition, it sald:

“Although the Jewish authorities and those who fol-
lowed thelr lead pressed for the death of Christ, neverthe-
less, what happened to Christ in His Passion eannot be at-
tributed to all Jews, without distinction, then alive nor to
the Jews of today."

In the “resentment” view, the Church has given with
one hand, and has taken away with the other; and what she
has taken away may be mare than what she has given.

m.mumhuummammmtmkhm
version has added :hnmchumh-mmmm'
A Jewish newspaper editérial probably expressed the sense
of this view when 1t declared recently, “After the murder of
dxnﬂnmhwlhvﬂunmthcm:hmnwm'
anti-S8emitism. How many more millions of Jewish lives will
hlntohumbﬂ;r;?lhemhﬂn(WhW'
antl-Semitlsm?" The words “deplores, indeed
were used in the 1064 document. i

_Apart from the problems of content, T would wager that

.contributing to this sense of annoyance and distress were

the incredible backing and filling over three to four years
o carry out an act of elementary justice long overdue. A
prominent figure In the conservative leadership, who pub-
ﬂcbmumuwmmmmthﬂaulmhdn.
a8 In anclent days, are collectively “responsibie for
Deicide”; Pope Paul VI's Lenten Passion homily which
plalnly sald that the Jews “finally killed” Jesus: the Arab
prelates and Arab politiclans who demanded that the
Church compromises religious truth for political blackmail

episodes are felt to be built into the splrit of the
speak Lo a substantlal body of Jews as
emphatically as the words in the text itself.

In the second view, those who are indifferent feel gen-
erally that religion Is trrelevant in the real affairs of men
today. With regard to anti-Semitlsm—a good number of
religiously committed Jews would share this view—they rely
more on the democratic ethos and the power of the secular
state to enforce antl-diserimination programs than they
do on Christian humanism or plety, whose record in
combatting anti-Semitism in the past has not Inspired
great canfidence,

Those who welcome the document, even with regiets,
s¢em Lo operate on the conviction that history is intznded
to be a gulding post. not a hitching post. In this view,

time in the history of 21 Ecumenical Councils the Catholie
Church has commtted herself to rejecting the invidious
tradition of attributing corporate gullt to the Jewish people
for the Crueclfixion and to repudiating antl-Semitism, The
ovérwhelmingly positive vote endorsing these positions as
the officlal teaching of the Church, when promulgated, will
glve additfonal 4 us In the growing world-wide move-

ca
{:lilﬂau Instruction of those negative and polemical
tions of bygone ages which have been frequently
brutal and Inhuman treatment of Jews.
‘The designation last week of & specia] commission on
Cathollc-Jewlsh relations by the American hierarchy, with

between Catholics and Jews, may well be one of the most
significant and tangible outcomes for improved inter-
nklg,nmﬂmuweuudeﬂemofm
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