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~“THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

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

ARIS OFFICE

30, rve lo Boétie
Paris Yl

Auguot 30, 1961

To: Enmign ARCairs Department
ﬁ From: Parie Office .

Subj: EVIDENCES Symposium on Jowich/Christian Relaticuo

Bag Christian teachinmg sbout Jews comtributed to anti-
Scwiticm? - Does the anti-Semite who may bavo Doom brought

up in the Christiom tradition identify Jews today with
their ancceters of biblical daye? Is the plcture Chrictiamo
have of Jewo historically truthful and faithful to the
opirit of Christianity? BEow nececsary is it to revisc
eertaia vorks of Chriotian teachinmg? If mcaﬁmry, what
would ba the best mesns for doing thio?

Buch are vome of the q‘uaa’tim poced im recent months to leading Catholie
and Protestent churchnen aund pcholars in LHurope in o symposiuvm sponsored
by EVIDZERCES, the Prench langusge magnzime ispued by the Burzopean office
of the Ameriean Jowich Committes == guestions particularly velevant today
in vicw of the surge of hictorical reocorch caoting mow lipht en the vre-
lationship of Chriotians ond Jews, and given a eortaln soulescgrehing

‘] golng on amcng many Christiaons ao a result of the Mezi boloeeust and the
Bich=mgnn trial, _

Cortain of these same i.ﬁa’ues, algo, are nov beimg nccorded attention by
church bodieo, such as the German Bvangelical Church Asscably of last
July; and, hopefully, wmay ba considered by the forthcoming Reumonical
Council calleﬁ by Pope John KJLI!IL

Tha 14s¢t of coatributem to thio EVIDERCES cyrposium alzeady imcludes
~ Monsignor A.C. Ramgclasr, a member of the Tomth Preparatory Comaiesion
of the Beumenical Couzeilj Rngliah, churchnan Jemes Parkes, woll knoun
for his writinge on anti-Bemitiém omd auther of "The Conflictof tha
Church and Synagogus;” Profeccor Karl Thieme, a Catbolie biotorian and
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teachor, professor at the University of Mainz in Gemnny; ‘Canon Charles
Moeliler, of Louvain University; Pastor R. pPéisterar, of the Lutheven
Church in Germanys Andrd Lasoque, Yrofessor of Biblicael 8&1&1&3 at the
Protestant Feculty of Brussels; ond others, Forthcoming isgues of -
EVIDINOES will imclude further stotements by the Bishop oﬁ Stmabourg
and tha Eiahop of Aim. - _ e _

Emapenaea to the sympooium clearly brought out a sumber of pointo which
it maybe dmportant te teke into conmoideration in any approaches to
ehriatiaua, o éialogue wi&h timm in an effczt to alter the, pmaemt

i?i!fSB, rﬂtﬂ.a tha 9:0!31&313 xai.smé ia !:he aympoeium are, demply 'ﬂelt by
thedotians; they are go felt by an élite, . Tha contridbutors. -- most of
whon are alrvesdy cngaged, inm one ‘way or anether, with trying to esta-
bitsh bettor Jewieh/Christian rapport <- recognise, sometimes explicite
1y, sometimos. ﬁmplicitly, that they are in g mimority: . that a whole

'—Christm::s puhlie epm&on, an amite maa&ality, rmains m be altarad.

sm, even tlmae ehurchma ef gmd ‘will msaet, almoat univemaliy,
that such anti-Scmitism as.wey exios awong Christians ie not- faithfuz
to the egpence of &hris&iani'*y: ‘rath-er. that” i.t: m the result of ege.
ror, or bad. teaching._ They often: stress wther §a¢£ora thata 4n ade
dition; day hava fogtered anti-ﬂamif:iam, ﬁ.mmdmg, on’ogcasion;, tacts
ful hints to the Jeu %o:look to, ‘himself, - To oum wp, iiya. phrase ==

—they will aceéept no ‘theologieal attack ou i‘.i‘sristiaaity, 0% have 4t bear :

any Eunéamental :aﬂpansibiliﬁyp “ehd only view ‘that an’ ‘Orthodoz. chgiatian

can ta}m," as Jemziz E?ather Riqaet poim:s out: t‘guiim bltmtly. _
'Tni.x*é an.ﬁ exs a eotoliary, fi‘lay mahe it qus.vze claa: i:hat they mu mc.

be ahla to ceoperate with dhyone who ranges. “hetory agaimst theolegy o

oY engages in. pu‘blie eampaigm that ‘might betakon o, mpuaam the

Ghuzch,  This is 2ot to say they. do’ not mcogniza the' w&eé ‘foz. mviaion
@8 -8° veswult of new Mamricai_ z'esearch. Fhay 46, and’; vm*y mueh 80s Bug,

' “aﬁv&oualy, they wioh Eax:‘. Lhi ci:m'ch +6 dlgaat the consaqumes of Ehis

research on its own terms,:rathicr, than, being forced to suallow it doum

- publicly.: ;ieme, quim ‘often, oge’ £iado an. aypeal that ‘the past bo overe

locked, as it were, and that ‘¢t would be more fruitful- simply to- look
to the ﬂx"ui'e, an tha bssa‘.s oc pmgmm auclz as tha Itan E‘aints aﬁ

.(.' .*'-.~ > ._o; -‘.""

' Thase raservatiom ma.ﬁé, hmsavaz', it ia awarant Lhai: thare ia a sr:eat

zaservoly of good. win ‘for’ change; and extensive changa. enong. many- {ae
Eiumk&ai churchmem Mnreover, chcse cbumhsman sam to rapreaem t.rande

Gamy, buz wh:lch are by m mems lﬂ.mitad t:n ahose. I&mdﬂ.- ‘o

Waat fauwa are smmmry tranalat&ans of tba %rioua canwihu:iom to

" the. oyuposiun to-date, some. of them quite: ew.ensiva. 'In. the case of

E:smigmr aamnalaar, his am:hce article h.aﬂ baen tsa.nslated gtvea his -
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mg.oruema a8 g merbey of & preparatory comuissien of the forthcoming
Boumonicel Councdl. Alco, the full text of the owxigiual Baglieh test
by Revermsd Paxkes fc forwairded. Om the' advice of friends of hin who

attacking. the works of Canon Boyer -« wore climinated before appear
ing 4n the French tramsistion in DVIDRIGES. These parts arve imdicat-
ed in the text sont you herawith. Forthcoming eanttibutioms to che
sympoamm wili likcmim be- famarded to you. '

Enalcsnfaﬁ o
.. an
tec. Dansig
Eiab%)‘& !anenbmm g

I - i j i

zesd this before publication corsain parts of thie original == these '
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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 la Boétie
Paris YilI

November 13, 1961

To:  Mew York 0flce |

From:. 2achsriah Shuster

I thought yau”d ba interesced to ‘raad a ecopy of & letter I received

today,ﬁtamﬂﬁhginﬁv;'ﬁr}lyl:ﬂ; Patkeﬂ,'aﬁ#“hia'?gacﬁlpn_ﬁn_tha

EVIDENCES symposium. on Cheistian teaching concerning the Jews.

you will notice, of course, his 'guggestion glié;ti the symposium be

published in a eeparata pamphlet. As you Bu 1y geé311;~uhe'sug--
gastion was made by me before, and I qhauld_ltkg‘go=hgvgzyogr_

reactlon to it as soen as possibdle.

Enclosure . |
ccs Dr. Slawson
Dr. Segal

Mr. Damaig . e
Rabbi Tanenbaum /
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baar iz’ Shuster, "

" COoPY

From '
The Rev. Dr, J. W. Parkes _ Church End
' ' Barley
.. Roysten -

Herts.

9th November, 1961

e e e P

"1 have read wtth the graatast interest the final conttibu:ions to

the problem of Christian education concerning ‘the Jews, and I
wonder whether you have amy thought of putting them 811 together
and making a sympoalum of them.'

1 found the conxrihution of Father Jaager particularly important.
I met him in Oxford in the spring ‘and was very impreaaed by his
clear graap of the traditional situation and its deficiencies.

I was also very grataful for Poliakov & translation of Baby-Yar.
I had not been able so far to ‘get: the actual text of 'the poem in
splte of . being" familiar with the stir which it craated., ;

w1th ‘all baat wishes for your work

.

B . . oni':té sincerely,

. a/Jamas -Parkes :

b et LT o o R s S R e P R M ISl PRI OB L SO 2 S B

Mr. 2. Shuster

The American Jewish Committee
30 rue 1a Boetie '

Paria 8 France

.



Epr—

e

did one-get to this point? asks ¢he Revered ¥aot

Suguet, 1961

The terribie blood-lotiing inflietea upon the Jewloh people by Wasi
furox. impodes upon every men, but particularly on the Christian, a
toyal attempt to vreflect on the causes i‘ such an aberyation, How
ey higuet| an ine
flsentisl Premch Jesult. Cherictian disapproval: of ehe crimes and

 viglence of Hlcler ants.vaamitim; is total and without msm’w, he

" psserts; and the game holds tzus for the zebiyth 6f eny an&iosmumm.-
This said, hewever, ous cannot fu.liy acaept Lha amlyaiﬂ of. Jules

 Esaae {a Jew&ah gcholar whosa "Gene of :
congldereble compent). iIn sphte of an pracan&mna hat Hr. Iseac

'-._

takes in order mot £0 wound &hrs.st:&am, hia thene, ££.ua‘i.1y. sayg
Pather Riguet, lo that “ihe ‘exterminating racdiom aﬂ oug epoch, even
18 iv 'is enti=Christian 4a fte cesence, developed in Christien land
azd cazefully gatherad up tha hari&aga, the vaw :i:mhtﬁui heritage,
of Eh.iatﬁanity. : ey

Er@nyﬂ,mg t&r. Isaan B theai.a. ﬁ‘m:hfm m.quar. 0es on %o aﬂgua ehas:
Natdonal Soclalism was founded on the wyth oF @@ Aryan race and, in
theory ‘as well as in practice, vas a denial of Ghriotianity and,
m*‘hem, a golag !aack 2:9 srrong amiem pesan foreos in Qemany.

Fmrn Lhe t«c.gizmina tha ﬁppocit:len bammm Bitlexw mbim and the
t’atimuc Churech was msequivecnbiy det fovth, as in the milmctive
lottors of the Carman Blskops of .szzly 1%0 and Mazeh 1%2, asd the
individual declorations of Wmiaum“-samm Cardingls, I¢ is ¢hue une
trud to present rociss ond Hitleviantl-Seaiticn as an offshoot of
Christianity, or of €hristisn teaching. im fts ovigin, Jewloh/
Christian oppodition’ 1nsluded o racdal aiacﬂmimtiam no anti-
Semitic projudice. Rathex, it was a drams arong Jovs, very paziie
cularly among Palesiine Jeus, among wmen of the game couatry, the
pemé pecple, the same language. The quostion was only one of -
doetrinal divergenmte in the interprezation of the sams: xeligmua
tfaditten, the some bibia; iss was pure thenlagy.- -

-.,...___‘____

Quatin,g £-om the avmgiies and. E’aul’ ﬁathmr Eiquct assm'ts that
"eteiT Chrdstlanity underotood Ltseif to be part of the tradition
ané. the contimuity of Iorael. ot anti-ﬁemit'tum, but a certain
auti».?udaim, that 40 to say an opposition to these who in the '
nemd 0f Judatsn refused Jcﬁua. ..mas their pasi&ﬁfm. .

Az Ghrisrianity gaiaez. amng mn«&m, the divaz'ce botween Ctmrch

awd Gynapegue vas aceoapliohed, and opposition nardepad., At this

womedt, in the foce of a Christian cormuaity whote noneJews form
an feporeant nejority, the Jewish community appears to be not only
anci-Christian, but oven forelsn to this Noman world, Christicnized

- little by little. It 48 from this: vide that the gumly theologleal

and reiigious opposition between Judaism and ﬁhxie!zzanity rioke de-
genamt.ing into anti-ﬂemmism... -

L
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JEUISH/CHRISTIAN RELATIONS Symposium - Page 2

“Chrictions alome are mot rceponsible, for Judaism at that time led
a bitter amd hard struggle againgt them...but, especinlly this Judeism
hostilo vo Christians alvays applied itoelf to liuking up religlen,
nation avd race indigsolubly. Wheaver 45 Bora of a Jewish woman f9

e Jewish, cven if he fo u'ti‘atth!ui to the grascripticn of the ‘Iarah...

E’h&a ic wx.y,(accordiag to Fatbev Biquez che cssential apiritt.al and
zeliglous conflict between Jews and Christians developed,: after the
triumph of Christianity, into comething more complicated; weizhted
down by ethalc and politicel fastore. “To the very degree that Jaws
and Christians pexmitted the {opoverishment of thelr epirituality and

- theig mystique, so 4id ¢holy opposition doscnerate inte a confronte
- ation not of two religlcous eoncaptiona bLut of two cthuleal 4nd’ polie

tical groups ‘dn vivalzy for paterial and teuporal ascendency. It is

© thugs that Christian anti-Seuition made ite appefance in’ the Middie

: '!.ha masaaae aﬁ Jaana m ma Apoat:ian.

Azes} but, alsey tma vere in the very hesrt o christi.anuy theoe
fogians and popes to protest against this unfortunate. da,vmcien.
"zzabociy ip contesting anti-Jowish fury, pogroms, otc.,”(says Pather
‘Riquet) "Fhe question is to kncw whether these are truly theological

conseq ¢8 of tho authentic’ tenchxng of Christian doctrine or if

they were tha imevitable sequel 6f the daviatim nnd cormgtiana uf

J Even wore’ h@ortaﬁt l:han looking €or the origlns of ‘angi-Senition,

- says Pather Riquet, 4a for men of goodwill to umite to build a bro-

therly world together; to substitute for sectarisn and gtezile oppoe

- sition betyean Christians and Jews U¢raterpal emulation iz the know-

-ledge aud dervice and love of a oingle God, that of iszael and of
‘Jegus.. . Ho suggents ao working baeis for this task' the Ten Points

: alaboraced by ::he canfarma o! Beeli.nbf.:g in- &ngust 1947,

"ﬁ -.‘*-__ -e_,
-'.ir‘itelé ¥rofeasor , a leading “igure in F#ast semany in.
“afforts to creata @ dlaloguc betwaen Christians and Jews: “Bver -

‘ginee 1933 when a new paganiam bégan. persecutions againot both Jews

; and ‘Chriotians «~ but particularly of Jews =~ thinking Chyistians,

both CatHelic ang: E’mmstann began to reflect ou their commacn herite

. age with Jews. 1t is that 1ittle by little there was understood the

part of - veaponsibilicy of Christian ‘teaching and préaching “in hosti-

.. 14y to and perdecuiion of Jews; even 4f this was on’ the part of

Ghrisotian apostates who <= like Stveicher = enly. remcmbared fram

g tﬂei.r mlmiws izme:m.:: i.cm the" ovez-ss.mple m:cusations a,,emst Yehe
© Jewp®.® ot :

'mem are t.hose Cht:lsti.aas vho, while not irf.anﬂly tcmard Behe Jewa,
at leoast recognize that racism i5a ‘moréal enemy. One must show these
people clearly that. today religious anti-Judsism fanvitably leads to
‘anti-Semitiom, and that relationshipe betwaen Christions and Jews
shotild <= and’ can’ == be vadically revised.: This does not mean that
one has to £ind a nev cutlook on Jwiahlehrisuan Eaiah, as cetftaln
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seanm to think., Oa the cemt.mry, At puffices to bring cul ¢learly

ﬁrem the HNew Tostabent tyadition: and it prologgat:ions those ele=
nes which sxplain zeliglons asntd-Judalom without excusing it,

a:aﬁ which, in the last mlysiﬂg consts.mﬁe a basic refutamm of ft.

The 'p.r iples on vhich mﬂc ie oeing done by & misber 0f grougs in
germony{ Professor Fhieme gods emg ‘ave the fouwingv .

:E. Sﬁmthin@ ¢hat baa boen. fomﬁt&en over p&at c&mturﬁea pask again
be ineulcated in Christians ~= namely that the ©1d Testdment o for
Ghriotians as for Jews; without az-:ceg&ion o mtriation, the holy
fam'é the wm:d of God, ' :

‘Eha @hsiatim mﬂ& st understand. that the tim of Jecus of
ﬁa«amth o8 & time of fecamﬁ criols for Judaism, simfilar im this
way to the Reform movement £0r Christianity. During such periods .
one aluays £inds entreme manifestations, im all lands. Theve must
ba mere object;:we appmniatian by chﬂatz.am ef the Ja:dah utemma
of ehaa tima :

3. ma eneimty of the tent ef the Hew Tem;amnt pemits and aven
calls for a distincticn gs to responsibility with vegerd to Jesus and
his Apostles, onc t:hat mm ‘exclude eny idea of “collective ein' by
the Jews. P . .

4, Jewish auﬁfe:ring ehanld mﬁ ba uxplainﬂi m tcama of the popﬂ&ar
schoma with regard to their fault'and punichment,  Christian veliglous
teaching o*ught to underline the contisuity betwaen the Moccabean RArtyrs
end. those of Auschuits,. {n which those of Bothlohen ave 4ecleded; ond
Qhriatim gheuld £ee1 ke scii&aﬁ.ty m&h this J&Wi.ﬁh suﬁﬁariﬁg.- _

&g fmr pxmtical methcda, ﬁr. Mem goea ons It rmai.zm ﬂm [3.03 ﬂ*uarchﬁ
in its teaching, formally to condesn in Lts widest end wose fundamental
nanner anti=Gemdtic and anti-Jewich errxezo adout whieh. thmlcgians are
méay esse*miany in accord 3 and ghould pive £iwm inotructions to cates
~ ghists and to teachars with regand to these erTors; . mven}.? that they
- avoid thsm, but alse tbat ﬁ:hey smlé wmbat then with ex:m’gy. -

M the sane timf: .ono Wust. algo: work fov thﬁ pwgresa ‘on a0 vide a fm_nﬁ;
a9 possibla; on thaalosic.ai workn thak bagin with tho mviaton of the
Christian view of the. peoples of tho amcient alliance. Just.as there
exist Houmenical Study Centere for study of relations between difforent
confessions in Christian commnitias, so the conditiona fm: ag aeep am&y
of Jewishlﬂmmzim ralat:i.nna should also be cmata&. S

._ﬁ?ﬁ'.

. _ Proﬁeam at’ wmrain ami a_author of several
impexmt works commect - to t‘n&ology, ecumcniism, and mpdern idite~
ratures, "“f‘w eagential paim: oeens ; to na iu m exact praaemtatieu af

3 -
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JOVLSH/CHRISTIAN RELATIONS Symposiun’ = Page 4

the Jewish miiic«u aec the time of Jeous." {ne ¢annot- present black op=
portinistic Jewish plots in ‘contrast’ to-a white Christian €aith and
racegmitmn of the Mesolali, Tho heart of the tragedy 4s that it was
in tho vory nzme of the Jewioh veligton that dome of itg best. elemamts.
thmght !.t: was t;hei.r 6uty to say “Mo" to Jegus.

Slme ttm partod o¢ 1925-“35 t.ha "Helleni.zatisn oE the Rw ’festamant,
the Scmitic background of the New Law, 45 being emphasized. TFhanks ¢o
this, the almost total negligence on the part of meny Christisns of
the Ancient Taszamsnt: 12 disappearing. A Christian teaching centered
on such “Semitien” comnot but progressively introduce understending of
etornal Judaiim to the Christiam. The torture of six millions by Hosd

 enci-fSemites vas meeded o chat Gheietion pempl,e might £inally undere

atand smthing a8 to- the tséua pweﬂ for mura tl:um t:wo f,hwaand yaaxe

by the ﬁwiéh péopl:a. i

...-',-ﬁf_. ,:_ | ,‘..:‘ 2.4 & A Rt !ﬁ! 3 * ]

Article by'mlgmv A. Ge namelaa:ﬂﬁmbet ef the Temth Prepa..ra.tory
Camissloa_ % the 5o U . ¥ .

The. intmtha takan by mwmns 0 have a ammm uith magaxd to -
Chriotian mll.gious teaching ebout Jevs on the ouana!.on o‘ the future
gecond Vatican Goumu 1o most ptas.aawoxmhy ‘

'mta omoaium 18y acmally. in tha foin of 4 dtalogue, ot &-dialogue
between Judaicn and Gheistianity ae sucb, but a dialegue on Jewish/
Ghristian relations., Bmaver. 4t 15 a true dialogue in that it com~
sists of: teaching ‘Garselves better o kaow cach other, to avvive at
inspiring confidencs: in cno anni:har, i.n order to reppect and to love
cach other., this is, it eeans to me, a unique fact in the history of
Christion/Jowich Belations, It proves thet the weturn i3 the Promiced
Land hap’ alveady changed scmothing in these zelations. It ds o diaslogue
beciuse toaching: ccnceming Jowa brings vs .to the source and, ¢onsequent-
1y, to. the eaaema oﬂ Ghtiauantt:y, bom iu tha midat of: aﬁﬁ tha ‘basom
af Judaism. v ; :

chri.atlanity cannst underabanﬂ itaelf w:lthaat profounﬂ Immﬁe&ga of tha
Judatsn-From which £t issuczs. - The dniciative of sueh a- conversation .
should cong from Jews, for coming from Shristlans any inltiative aleng

the.aa Iinea ulght awsken: siuapicicm of prose.lytlﬂm. 'There have been tco
many forced conversidms. “After the cutvagés sod perseciutions Jews have

' had to suffer on theipsrt of Ch¥iotifans there would bo's eevtaln lgeh

of raspest and delicacy on the part of. Chedotians in Anviting Jews to -
such. a conversation. -1t would be cven less deldcate to wafuse ths in-
vitatfons but, aldo, & dialegue on Christian mligioua toaching calls

foc 3 comdoiousness as to the great stiffening that grew up botween
Judaisn znd Christisnity over the centurfes. There 1s a profuund recie
procal igunoradce with ‘Tegard to the eascntiala o each’ aide. --Hozk i8
necesgasy on boil sides. . This £3: a0k, puaai.ble without. reciprocity; homee,
not poseible wlthuu: a dmlogua.
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Let me make a vemavk £imt about the questions themselves bafora
answering. Too oftem o quostion emanates from an clready knowm
answar..«The £irec theodo i this ona: There L5 an idoneification
in the mind of the anti-Semite wode of Christian formation =+ & pase
sionate or reascued !.ﬂem:tficatlan e bamen .‘fm nnd their Mbuc-
al ancestora. T W : : :

1 o8k mysalf Pihat is an. antieSemite of cb.:tsaian fomf;ion B8 i.:'

" an anti~Senite who Bas received a Christian education? Xe' it o

Chriotisn who become an anti-Semite bLecauce religious teaching in-

.culdated an him £alse idees coucerming the Jews at the time of Jesus

: '-by auggeﬂtins to him an Mmtgﬁtcntiﬂn of ﬂl@ chs of ‘thew ami of nma?

" o4 'Ia thia d z;.inaticm tew subt: ?. m ce.uaaa cﬁ anti-Semitim are qulte

complicated,  Although I vecognize the deplorable Coudequences of an
: 'idem:iﬂcathn zhah 18 unjuet of 4taelf, an identificatlion which, more=-

evar; ie based on Zalse ideas obout Jewish ancestors, k balicve T ean

_dtticn and _l;each:.ng as to the :ol,a of Jews -

“affizm that true @sﬂstiantty ‘excludes all antt-smum in priuciple.

The aeconn.thaeta is that: - ¢he rap:eaanxatian g:m by a‘:hrs.s!,ian tra- -
deh 1a the basls for:

aﬁ aboye doaa not ccrraswmd o hi.smric tmth :

'generatl.om ae;:arata& by aanmtles. Othez"ea'uaaa m:uat have -baen necode

. :_sary i.n ordex- to ‘coneerve thi.e abbutdi.r;y for c.nnt.uriaa. PR

__émom antivsm:ea, meng Chria:iana cmciws of their £eehnsa, ths.n
4dentification has often the chatacter of a juatificaeion. the justi~

£lcation of an attizude which they fecl requires a justification. - They

metither dave now wish to svow. their &rue wmotivas. Among most Christiaus
thore vésidos & latcmt mti-aemuimn often mrlched by fhit-z unjust !
'ident.i.ﬂi.cation; huﬁ nﬂ ean nlways sce tha tyaces. ef other inﬂueztces.

The natsre of antlﬂﬁem.tim Boea mmh iunhez t:haa a Bimpla misunder-
etanding. One can seo this from the mmerous examples in which the

'asati-Sem:lt!.c image OF the Jow in our time is projected on the Jews of

Jeous® gime. Ue sec this, Eo: emple, in tho Gb@rmergau Faseion
Playe, uhere Jews are zopreseanted in a very aimpnﬁtie nannoy, -Herae -

wa do got have the ideatifs.cstj.on of Jews of. Jesua® tine with: cons

sempérary Jows But, aﬁfnctively, a stereotype veprosentation of the
Jema of today, in which prosentwday anti-Semitism dndulges in ovder

 to iﬂ.pﬁ cut its gwn centiments of guilt. When cne analyzes the Judge
. hent that most Christians have of Jews, a judgment. dterecotyped and

chaxgaﬂ with passm, cihe discovérs thau the image of the Jeuws.of
Jesus® "time 4s not a decermining element. <Contrtarywlse, it is fvighs:-
ening to see hw, in weny cases, religious teachinz hig vaintained or

" even fortified en aati-Semitic attitude. . Such tcaching is nov faith-_'

ful o hiar.orte mth&. ot only doas it g!.ve a f.'alse Ldm of ::ha
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actitude of Jows duving Jesus® time but, slso, of the attitude of
Josus and -the Apostles with rogard to theilr contemporariss. Is is
not £aithful to the spirit of Christienity, for it does mot koow
the espential of chriatianity, or the wmoat’ elememtary tumand om, -

One can feke the third question (6f the E‘GI!?EN;&ES sympns;ium) in
ponitive fashion. Becauss tho image of the Jey plven by the
Soriptures has been duwmegraded during the centuries by erroneous

or interested interpretations of the text, becmmse this image hes
haen deformed undew the influcnee of prejudice, 1t e necessary,
indispensible; to yovise cortein forms of tesching which falsify
Christian thought and, by this Eact, show &hmalvem to be pré-
jadicial to Jews.

Hhat m ghe points to ahieh ghould be addmssad thi.s revﬂ.sion s
or to omploy Jules Zspac's formulg == this cmact&m of ﬁ:h:istﬂ.an
teaching. with regard to Jeaa? . :

Sevaral pzegrm have been put: forth (Seclisberg 18473 Bad Sehwalbach,
1950; P. Déagwm, 1982). Cardingl A. Pea, Presidont of the Cozmission

for Christian Ualty in the Erammrh of the Beumenical Council, de-

clored im an intervicw glven. to L'Univare that he had received a’
certaln munber of suzgestions comemim Jows and, 10 particulay;
with vagard to geligious teaching and the xitmrgy. Jews themselves
know woll enough, moxcovér, how mach His Holiness Pope dohn EXIIL fo
receptive toward the Jewisgh pecple. It i evident that Catholies

~desire, above all, extivpation of the wost gross errors concorning
-Wgho gullt of Jews" ia the paaai.on of Jesug; desire the doing avey
- with the cupposed zagcﬂt-_'

_of ghe Jewish péople becouse of its re-
fusal to eonaldew. Jeous. ab e:}m Nces!.aha to d6 away with the “male~
diction™ upon this people as o resule of the exclanation, in the
judgment hall of Pilate, “May His blood be upon you and upon your
cmz.dfﬁﬂt S

e ave not t:cacermd, hmeem, M!:h qust some mé.annﬁas'atandmg. Ia
exsplateing the Scxdptores, slmost all pointo of the téaching of the
faith concern Jewst giving the exact imverpretaticn cemcerning the

erigin of the faith, in ethe allfance, the law, of Justice arnd peace,
of -che future of man gad of the t.ﬂorié md of the preama of Cod in g

the worid.

‘I‘h@ histery uf Jewyy after the yoar 70 touched: upon. t:he antire hietary
of the Church: An objective expooe of this history supposes study on

~ beth sides, Wiping out of negative eloments 4o not enough: One can

only £ight ontisSeultism by positive rédpect and love for Jews because
of the fachers whon Emristiam must &leo cmidex- as fathem of thai:
£aith, e

Finally, the quasft;_ﬁ.na-ia_ p;é_'sad'e Hhat .we:;‘.,l'd ha t,hal- wost appropriste
msans to achieve this goal?: . a ‘ it T ;

w
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An instyuction awznating from the Bcumegnical Councii on the subject
can greatly contribute toward makiag wmove gederal the turnabiout which
has alzeady manifeoted dtself among Christisns., ' Onz should not, hows
over, over~¢stimate the influcnce that such a decision by the central
authority ¢an have., Move thban one déciofon taken at the hightest

‘level bas remained a dead lotter, it e important to shake g pudblic

opinion, & mentaiity; wo dre conserned with a grunficatien of the
human and Christian spirit. One cwet wot consider as peasi.miata _
ghese who call this: utopla. ‘One can understand that, among Jews,
there ‘18 muck shepticlom with régavd to the difappesrance of aati-
Eemtism 1;:1 r.he wurld am! ia parki.cular tn the Christian mr).d. '

1t ia m ant:i-sm:im that the iniquity of the human heare shwa
{tself, - But this shkepticiem does not justify defeatism., The hietory
of Jevish/Christien relations from the year 70 justifics the dictun

Lot Ghris:iam M that lfhey hmfa chmeé their antt-&eﬁeh feelings.”

_m: ptesmn thtﬂ gasie hi.ﬂtox'y da. itae‘lf contributing strengly to a

change. Anti-Semitism wao favored and conssrved thanke to political,
social,-cultural and psychological factors too. Now fany of thesa
facters ‘ave acting in the opposite dirzection. The uaion between Church
and State tmﬂi.aheé Jéws feom soclety. low, t:x.‘ue ﬁhz:intianlty ig every-
whers veduced: to being a olaority. Jows and Chriotians have béen per=

- pecuted together. Xn the Staté of Israel’ the Jewish pecple have again
found a new dignity. - Xt &8 capable of ito oun new eultuml davalopmmnt

which doubtlaaa will be conmected with its epi.n‘.tual patrs.mrxy and
origin, The study of the Bible, archcolegy and history of the Hmr

: Eaat’. are bringlng about tha disappearance o! misumieratanding.-

Jews can maka t 148 theni.r task" to defend pﬂaca i.n the world mﬁ t&oubt-
lese, win thaa de!:‘end juatiea, peace and digni.ty of mnn. o v

Eaaantially, t‘hay already hava hecm the aut.ural aluea of Chriotians
in order to make the name of God: raspected throughout the world.
Pinally, in all Christian churches there is to.be found a powerful de-
sire for unity. . This lceds. to new thtnktna as to common origins., Is
it not ‘evident. that the vesult of this thinking will also’ be fall: in
a rev!.sian of Jawi&hlchw.atm mlat.ﬂ,omhips? ' T

Buz, above all; canfidence t:mat bec:me graatevr.. 'al:hié' cannot be done
suddenly; 1t demands prolonged avd pefsonal contacts. Buch contacte
are diffiicult for Jews because of the multiple sufferings they have
undergone in Christian countries. These contacts are also, dﬁﬁﬁculc.__
because they are go enall in sumbes.. Perhaps it ‘can only be doné in

- Esvael. ‘But who will rlah anticipating hiaﬁory? Rven the ptopheta

have aot:‘ébm ch!.n.

I Mvsky,,@ ‘the sm.thor of ! ”" semd thon and ‘the Mystery of 1e _
and editor of the section od Jawi.ah atud!.es bi cha m:;estant magaaine
Eaich ond Jife, declared: -

“he HVIDERCES aympostum reats on Ewo poatulatea. Tha firor aiﬁim,
admizs or deplores. that there is Christian: anti-Semition (or anti-
Hemicism smong Christians.) Undérstood as part of the sacond postue '
late 4s that this t‘:hristian anti-Semition is not uithoul: ranedy nor ;

* .LI L3N,
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' '_‘Tha gravaaz, the mas hearrihle eﬁ mamﬁs inﬂicted m’\ tha Evam,ue by
’ ani.i»"éamiﬁ:ea reate in t:ha sin againak me . it is mt that the purity

€l fz‘h _econdary qe@aar.iena, eays . Levsky.
' 'bout enthﬁ@nitim that Jw& ham

5‘,';’m our Q:.(ie, am jum; aa

%'_ﬁnﬂthsr 1mper&am£ but

| ﬁhtimians ae.mased by't:iha'.’ieeés ﬁ:hwisui.m& ecnsc&maa o £ae1 hieavi~

1y reewmﬁale, and Christians must conibat ams.wﬁemtiam. 3 This Christian cmbat-

_,oan :mly bg mﬂermaa xmtt%h mmnan arms ‘and. aacmmg %o Chriptian foith.

o hemifil, e aix mlima'_?emiﬂm"’-"% o

m. 1oz, gave &g’ Mesky. in t,a!cing up
c&u t'?ﬁ ﬁi}amﬁa ?othaxg tmri,miams. “%ﬁm:&um

ania& hy an ;aypmprmﬁa eméw.am; o
S c:m be edapted to all a.antal,imies. '

! R mﬁ_sglmss. &us: it ia
&k’ic Laowied:gﬁ aof am:i.gmtim St%fﬁimaa
abdva all, to mmhat

T hf"himwy which
atay way Emm

oy and. thealsg___m.
BSelan eéueat&m o
. ‘ka.

'..fews.: Eathar, zr:ueh mm sim;;ly, !.t: is Bmtimsss nscasaary t;tw.t mistim
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better understand not only the dignity of every hunan being, in-
cluding that of Jews, but that they tie theoe tvuths up with the de-
oign of Cod; and that they hinge the destiny of the church on that

of xs:ae.l. . Q

in aﬂd&gima £0 h&amieonacienuiﬂc -appeals to the heart gnd come
passion, Christdene mist be shown in terms nvwrmsl for Christisn
teaching o what degrec the nocivity of anti<Semicism zocs hand in

_ hand with moveal hevesies. Christians mast be shown how mach antde
{ Bemitism prepares and vaintains not only the secular coutest between
Jowas and Chrietiens but also divisfon among Christfans themaselves., |/
Hr. Lovaky then gues on Lo givn mlm of why he Zeels that dangerouw
anti-Jenitic theordes, cuch ao that of "deicide,™ con mavor be uprooted
by hi.am&cal-jurmmal considerations only but, rather dy deeloive

- argumants of a theologicel and epiritual nature, avguments less direce-
ede:ehamﬂ.mthanauthaheutoﬁﬂm%ﬂsum . '

® @ @

18 pastor of the lathevan Chuzch at se%waablseh Hall,
aod io parvicularly oceopied with problems of yuuth, °
ﬁa bas aleo played en fmportant vole in Germsen Protestant civeles Yn-
sofar as relations with Judaiem. end the fighe agatmm anti-Smtttsm
aze cameznaﬂ

" fhe prwimtal Smﬂ of Barnn-Branﬁenbur of 1950 vriten pastor

Piietexer, declured cauegorl.cauy: "Tha hatzed, aver webora, toward
Jews is manifest {mplety.”  fhis declaration, he asserto, with fto
authority aend obligatory fmn £6r the Church, shows that fwoa the

. point of view of the Bvangilos there 26 absolutd contradiction and
‘immaubtl:lty ‘between Chriselsn teaching and amy form of amti-

Semiticm, Unhappily, Christien: tesch@ng has. oftea beon @ breeding
ground for £eelimgo of avarsion gad hatved towewd Jews, says the
pastor. He describes imwm Rei pOwW, at present, just 1ike when

he was a child 40 yeara ago, ish ¢hildren are mocked by their clange
mates after veligicus !.mtmcum couzses. Tzue Christian tesching
would eansututa o 50144 barrter agzaiaat anti-Jevish hatred,

The Passicn story conntitutas, m Ghri.le:iau téaching, one of - t.he apen,
dengercus doors by which hostdlicy toward Jews ecan be introduced.. A |

. BuUTvEy m-ganiaeﬁ 4n Munich in 1960 ghowed horridic results {n this

rogard., Ona. alvays £ieds emong clementary students the idea, coming
£rom thielir religious instruction, ‘that Jews wrécified, Christ and ‘avre
condemned forevor to ‘wander ebout thé world without ﬁnding gest.

The apimcm that Zeresl ie tajented amd ancuraeﬁ {5 one held with
tenacity, ovenm though it be a false thesis, Pastor pfisterer then
goes on €6 quote mumerouo Mbiical gources te show why this is so:

= Because the !.de.a of collect&va reoponeibility thrmghnut
tha gencrations is ¢ontradicted by Jereniah XRI, 29, 30,
Ba, mn, 2oy .Sohn X, 1-3. -

-~ o Besguse to accept thia thea:la wmnld mean that the cry of
a crowd in Jexusalem would take pracaﬂama over Jegus’® own
prayer, "Eardon them Fathet, Eor they Lm mt what. they

do.

2
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Bali.giaw: teaching true to 4to task mmst aleo point: out something
else =-» the Alliance consluded by €od, who {8 the God of Jews amd
Christians, with the ?eoglc of Israal gor the benefit of all tbe
£au~.iliea on mrch.

The pmr.ox aleo attacka "The voot of all discriminption founded on
Jewish sufferinge.” ' According to' the Bible, he saya, divine clection
‘and the safferings of the elected dve inseparably bound wp. - Jewlsh
suffaring cannot be explained by the popular reascaing with regard

- to guilt and punishment. - (Both with rogard to this and othez thases
the -pastor cites the work of tzha Be.conﬁ Couzmicsion at Bargnwseaﬂl: ‘

© R Juue, 1960.) :

;?.e ecnnluﬂem in rali.gms tmmhim one memmﬂy apuakm a‘%mut Jews,
but this should be dose inm; ‘the' lighe of ‘buy common origin ard our ¢om-
mon goals. Bt.artlng Erom th&n’*\pbina 1t becoman impossible to stercos
type and caricature the Jew, and thus prevest all wmeetings and dialogue
with Jews. WUhather we can further the weans for, and stimulate initige
tives toward guch a éialosue with Jews will constitute a test of the
-corractnaas of our ra:ngioua tmching.

" r - LR =

_ ! ‘, mewm of Biblical Studiaa at’ the’ Prataazant
Facs [Ty of sms?la the secret of better wutual understanding between
Jows and Ch¥ist i3 wot to be found in the forbidding of certain
axpregoions on cna ¢ide or the ather. Certainly, one must ¥eject with
horror, he writes;: foxmulan 1ike | perfidtous Jews™ ot "the delclde peo-
ple." " The ‘question, imrmw, §a not one of baing polite or zespecting
the other’s opinfon.’ i ie certain that there will be misundorstacding
20 letg, he says, as.the hmasehnid "o¢ the Jewish ‘mother’ and its
Christian ‘daughter’ will'be full of traps, of spectres avd of phantoms..
- Among the-gravest of hese Lo that of the tnt:erptatanion concerning the
_"sswanz of thb Eteml" !.n Secmd Iuaiah. W

Tha :ese of tka arti.cla ccmieta‘ ‘uf ?roﬁ. Laeaque 8 raﬂectioas on this
text, abjma of controversy betuecn Jews and Christians.” The fact, ac-

cording to Prof: Lacoqua, is that e this subjoct positions have become - '

~ 60 hardened that it secems impossible to beiag them nearcr together,”
+~ Buven here-a dialogue betwemn Chruch and Sypagogue can 'be fyuitful, Prof,
Lacogque-dtrives to demonptvatse. ‘For, with detailed analysis, ‘one comes
to’ a position whereby Jews recall to the Church-that ®the’ actual Jesus®
(tartin Buber) canust be saparaced from hie people; frem the Holy -
Scriptures, fvem Jewish tradition, from Israel in'a word. The Church
seninds tha' Synagogue ceaseleasly that the perfece work of the Lord of

. wddl Lma it:. but: ha a‘ho loaes it bac:auae of 0. shall. f:l.m! 1&' (mkthw‘
16335}5 RO

E L] ;e '.. o ey
1,»-‘_.; gl LI o L S R M E O U I K B . = __..'.- K -
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_ Hegven 'and Barth {5 déath before Gcd for 'he vwho wishés to save his 1ife L
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i‘be artmla of |Louls mrttn-c}mufﬂter a nm:aﬁ Catbolic m-i.ter aod
‘himself a aapormg, ie primarily on analysis, on the basis of hiis own
exporience, /a8 to thé ressons for anti-Semftism in Prance. Ascording

" to him, Chriptian teaching ¢z cathedra i notthe reason. The fasls comes
‘ot from the Chrictisn teaching proclaimed by . t.ha Herarehy,*but vy the
- method of Chydetian dusteuetion. Thus). dccording ‘to him, & ‘young ‘man
finiehing his pecondary: atudies ignores, oz practically 6o, a}mst anye
thing chout:the 0ld Testament.- Many of them imagime that Jesus® uission
‘was to vipe out the Biblé, instesd of its being 2 prolongation of the
Revelation. : Here one.can eee how enti-Sewmitigm has it @ origims net in
doctrine but in history. We note that thic “history” is simplified,
faleified and veolly lfagend e but thae dm:s ot p::avmt lag.an:as frm
beang mnaeam o 2

Timra 15 . "ﬂm‘!mia" mﬂva am:i-smusa i.n mea. Bather.’ Ftem:'h
antiefeclition i aaamtiany bourgeoio, that is'to sny. social and nation=
- gldet, It imagines e coztain Jewish solidariey in the: face of which the
Proucbuan's "Wndividealisn® {9 troubled. IMoreover, the Frenchmen, vot
.nencphobic by nature, becomes so as soom as he fecle any "competition” to
.bio habies and conforz. The Jewish zeligicn plm '\saty ltatle p&rt in
nhia. nau.glm wnra are long out nﬁ faﬁhi.an

Qn thie mltstm plan mthing would ba move desirable th&n that tha bonds
-Gérween ‘the old aod wew Allisnce ghould be congolidated by ap:lﬂ.cual
teaching underliniag the. common sources. of the Teatauents, Much progress
has been accomplished 4n this 1ine; But, fer t:ho wonant, guch wore so fa
the minds of those who heve received &he mlgsion’ of - enliahtemana than
in the' mi.nd's of thnaa Yﬂm nee:: to ‘be énlngtmmﬂ,;hat aay, youmng
(:Ear!.at&ans 3 ek o : : ; S Lol A

] ". h* " ? 3 4Q . . I:--_ i ',_ . ‘_I .';..‘ -

v

. Prauncas Hhatm my!m e bm tha reasons for the crmti.an of an. abyse
between ‘thé ¢wo peoples, the fact 1o ‘that the Christian today, the- lay
“person of Christian faith; crushed by the revelation of the dmcomproe=
“hengible’ hacatmb, vow £inds himsclf empty before the Jov. Heo no, longer
-dares. call upon yesterday's prejudices or simple formmlas, .The existe,
ence -0f-Jews no longer ‘bothers Christians; but Chrdstian thought with:
mgaré to~Jows remains- ‘dominated by stupur. «:I'he Jew is. ran m& unknwn
aa b&dlygknwn by t:he Chriatian. | Yile St

Scme .Iewa azu.! Chriattans have he.gun o ‘buiid bridgea acroae t:he abysa. .
- They.are few. e alse know, alasy that sordid enti-Semitism and the
vulgar Hatred this. :egraaemts Rao! not. disapjcared. . In France, at leaot,
anti~Semitlsn ie becoming shameful.” Whila minusculd groups are undez-
taking necepsdry revieion,: hsmeve:, mase opinion, poorly prepared ‘to
‘follow, vestc untouched.  Let the Jewish people be held responsible for
some grave event’ in Ealasttna, ‘Borth ‘Africa or the Soviet Union, ‘and who
knows what gubtedvanesn’ passtons 9111 comg: to ‘the" surface; vith nothing
to ccunt.arbalanca th&::a M

N P
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This gmva deﬂault af ﬂemtem ehrlataan conscima ﬂeams to be. essen-

- tially, charaawrizeﬂ an extraardmry ignurame an 0 tha 01d Téstancnt
end the: histary of the ..Iewi.lh peopla.- Certainly; the ﬁhmnm imem
samthing phout Jswe, but in.terms of uyths or fables. i’heolcgﬂ.cai

. and univarsity ratienaliaattona aleo make th.e unda:skanéing af Iarael

- more difficult. . En’ school, one’ teachea avery. li&erature e, bibli.cal
li&emture. The, aathropoicgiea of the Anciont end Hew Tﬁﬂtmts ‘both
have been taken out of the humniti&t;. Mwayu. RO mat;t‘.r what: the aps
proach, -one. 49 alven t:h@ pane izpreseion;. that Juds&sm 19 mot. conteno="
razy. It is aimeaa a9 if;. for the chrieeian comcience of .this: century,
, the -ancient alliancs hasd. been trmfomﬁ g0 that Isracl "aecarding to
~the €1asW™ 15 replaced by Iovael ¥accordiag to'the spirit ™ Ard when:
What 16 a Jew?™ in oup: tim, ong may turs o) &’ Eiaztm'e. a

. Drumont. (Ed. note: . fother of mociem entt-Saaitinm), or & Leon Eloy. _
%mt; mhady gmm to Be. I‘nui. W e e s

£y m:m tmhar the! sa&eehﬁ.ﬂm oﬁ vy chﬂdhcmd “Ate the! qm atﬂl
wait:i:.% farj_uha uasataig? ?ca. the Jeus are. ntluvmitins == 90 b:i.imi
axg € R Ay S £ - 3

A =
2N
e ; A . 1

1€ euch: s’c‘omulm ‘hava dtnapp&ateﬂ n:o&ay. tb:e mtality ehey reprasem: '

subaiuta_‘ For the answer. impiies that. Chriecians, they, gre 0o . o¥
& wgi.tigg +., Ope. can ‘eay t:lmt -3¢:48 not. eaaug‘!! to gec ¢4 of some’ unhaﬁpy

1:{ l:saaehmg; *r:acher, a whola wayqof thmkmg with regas;d to the
,mat be est&buahed. . _'-»1 v e ok o ¥ s

gy

Eh reapmihtlttlek aﬁ chrintim_& r.aachtng dﬁ e.ha dmlapmem of anti-v ;
. Semition ¢ re. um‘-enlable. Fhe:present ‘lacunas dn this tsaching, chazees.
teristic of @ eovtsin euptiness of conseicnes, ere grave; aud aanaermm.
Fm: chr,__. 1% aﬁn taauhing the. essential pai.nt is to-situate the Jeu and

fzom 4t8 oﬁs&ﬂﬂ to our times, In the 1ighe of

and. b bare 1 weite thak the Jow does not €gcape’ fxom the +
=13aticm. ,ﬁ:ﬂaaim and Jewn um!erﬁmm! i;ha?i the. ma'& gf ﬂod
ia addy aed to ehm engethar. '-f_".. R P

&ecauae a£ thla, the«l

. tenptation. 4g, great tolalcinve the problems 'Lt ,éh‘:ml.d not f‘ha ao.

. condennation, canaot be based ‘only: on vational ’ o6 0F NAtUTa _
he -cannel. but ctmaidet the Jew Eram t:!ae poine af vi,; af tna mazau.st:. e
But: hw ara thaae s:’.ho wiah to eone tngather, tha mms of Abmham by
-aleotion ond by pmmisa, hmo -are they to. remain uithtn tha 'petepectivas

o2 faith?  Will the Chrintian veed the gecounts. pf che "Ei.ometm crial

wit:h only a sentiment of Borror atimonstroaities? 'And; for the c!.!:t- E
zens of Ioraecl and for the. Jm of the entire world; will the mere com= .
' demnation of the: gunty party T, am! thmugh him’all atbm' gui!.ty parties o=
ba enuugh? ie this not. aiJ. the @ore’ Teadon wny ‘the Eaizhfui Jew should
jain with the Ghria.i.aa in ‘a dolotous; intze;'mgatmn, m an; amdoua pray=
or dirasted t;wam Gm! af t.he ﬁllmme?

' ‘g-' o B

. i




November 7, 1961

EVIDENCES Symposium on Jﬂilh[ﬂh:iltim Relations

(Part II)

The concluding section of the Evidences symposium "Chrietian
Teaching Concerning Jews"” has articies by four leading Cathelic
personalities who, over the years, have demonstrated deep finter-
est and taken action to ameliorate this teaching. They are
Msgr. Charles de Provenchers, Archbishop of Aix-en-Provence;
the Rev, Fr, Hasso Jaeger; an expert in Roman and Christian
juridical thought of ancient times, who is attached to the
French Mationmal Council of Sc:‘.anti!ic Research; Msgr, Leon-
Arthur Blchinger, Diocese Dirsctor for Religious Teaching in
Alsace and Bishop Coadjutor of Strasbourg; and Paul Demann,

- Director of Cahiers Sioniens, and an outstanding protagonist .
sesking to change Christian attitudes toward Jews, Summaries
of their contributions to this symposfium follow.

* * »

.Msgr. de Provenchere' ll a.rti.cla is, (really, merely an express-
Jon—ofwympathy with the work being to improve Christian
teaching. He points out his own role in this: As Archbishop
of Afx in 1945 he encouraged the Christian/Jewish friendship
body set up by Jules Isaac; &3 President of the Bpiscopal Com-
migsion for Religious Teaching in France, he paid particular
attention to the problem; and, inter alia, he wrote a warm pre-
face to a booklet entitled Jews in the Christian Catechism, pre-
pared a decade ago by Fr. Demann and meant to draw the attention

-of priests and catechists to errors in Christian tuch:l.ns about
chs.

* % &
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‘Writes the . Fr. Basso JaegeriThere is a problem weighing
heavily on the Christian conscience that we can no longer ignore:
the gigantic scale of anti-Jewish persecution by Naxism ovarvhelmed
those circles in the Church conscious of - their responsibilities,
and provoked & rude awakening among them., It faced them with sn
urgent task both pastoral and practical in character, and hence
subject to their good will -- the task of ridding the Christian
catechism of an anti-Semitic poison that it has borne for 2,000
years, thanks to a more or less clandestine "tradition.”

This primary and elementiry duty not cnly {mposes on educators

and teachers a constant effort °7 try and emphasize Jewish roots

of Christianity. It also sci. zew tasks and new responsibilities
for those engaged in resear~ . ‘'Jhere shall we seek out those deep
and hidden causes cf the ¢ t:;aatic non-recognition and the purpose~
£ful deformation of the Jewish roots of the Christian faith, of Christ-
fan morality and of Chriastian life that have so profoundly influenced



our catechism and our popularization of theologic¢ literature, a
deformation due to nafve lack of knowledge as well as hardened
ptejud:lce. sel

Does there exist a real anti-Semitic doctrine, both coherent and
systematic, although the Church has never made such a doctrine its
own? That such an anti<Semitic doctrine may actually have existed
and still existe, although lacking any theological baais or support
from ecclesisstical authorities, at first sight seems contradictory
and to pose an inscluble problem.

The search for a satisfactory explanation leads us to a rarely ex-
plored level of anti-Semitism itself.

In order to come to grips with this subtle element in the history
of anti-Semitism, we must not lose sight of a most important dige
tinction, an element which we take to be known to all interested,
even superficially, in the history of anti-Semitism. Ancient and
medfeval anti-Semitism had & doctrimal comtent: the divinity of
Christ, the claiming of the glorious name "israel," the death of
Christ, Modern and secular anti-Semitism is, on the contrary,
without content. It is systematic and abstract in charscter, and
reprasents the easigst formula for an enthusisstic refusal of reason
_ and law, It should be remembered hare that the ysung Cihurch turnad
toward that which distinguished it, on the basis of the New Testament
revelation, from the specifically Jewish faith, in order to differ-
entiate itself, But == and this is no less important -- just as
much as it stressed the distinctive Christian elements, zo, too, it
rejacted the search for all synthesis of these elements. There did
not exist in the amcient Church any coherent and systematic anti-
Semitic doctrimes which rejacted the foundations of the Jewish re-
ligion, the Old Testament and its God along with Judaism, It is
only as a part of modern anti-Semitism that there has been theoret-
ically elaborated what was thoughit to be such a doctrinal synthesis
" in primitiva Christian sourcas.

Of couree, even the absence of theoretically elaborated theories did
not prevent the wellknown unhappy frictions between the Christian
and Jewish commnities hardening to a point where they led to a rad-
ical separaticn, This separation was brutal, also, in terms of the
rigid lagal institutions that gava it legitimecy, from the legisla-
tion of the ewperors at the end of ancient times to the ghetto of
the Middle Ages. In both cases there was at the base the same
global motive ~-- sgeparation of Christianity and Judaism.

On the other hand -- and this i{s what interests ua here == there
already existed in ancient times a theoretically founded and sys-
tematized anti-Semitism giving rise to a speculative synthesis, in




what 4s called the Gnose. But this gnosticism was rejected and
fought as a heresy by the primitivae Church, That means that the
Church rejected the doctrine which denied the Jewish roots of
Christianity. We know that the Church condemned without egquivo-
cation gnostic teaching like that of Marcion which eliminated the
Old Testament, the Jewish God and Jewish morality from Christianity --
and even, because of the gnostic doctrine of the ngcessity of evil,
all morality, In effect, the Church felt itself menaced to its
very foundation by gnostic errors. Consequently, from the begin-
ning of its history it implicitly took up a position against any
systematically formulated apnd taught anti-Semitism. What gives
this academic gnostic doctrine new relevance is that it has come
to the fore again in modern religious philosophy, in the theoso-
phies and the cénceptual syntheses to be found in the idealistic
German systems, and above all in Fichte, Hegel and Bchelling.
Here we are in university circles. . Henceforth anti-Semitism can
call upon the subtle resources of a methodically elaborated doc-
trinal synthesis. The history of anti-Semitic interpretation of
ancient Christian sources -~ of the holy writings and those of the
fathers of the Church -- begins with modern gnosticism par excell-
sace, the religious philosophy of German idealism,

The Rev. Fr. Jasger then goes on to cite works by Catholics and
Protestants in Gersany opposed te this German eénthusisstic mysti-
cism, leading to a decomposition of Christian ethics. Nonetheless,
Rev. Jaeger goes on to say, this systematically anti-Jewish doctrine
was “scientifically” propagated, primarily in Gsrman Protestant works.
“In our Ecumenical epoch," he edds, “one can no longer pass {n sil-
ence over the fact that the anti-Jewish climate of gnostic tendency
to be found in the Exegesis, the Patristics and the ancient history
of dogmas did not remain confined to liberal Protestant circles.
Catholic theologians of world reputation antered into this dominant
current with a certain nalfvity, and without ﬂk:lns any distinctions
whatsoever.,."

It is from the Protestant side that has coms the first recognition
of this theology faleified by gnosticism, according to Fr. Jaeger,
He goes on: The duty of the Catholic thedlogian i{s to collaborate
with his separated Protestant brothers in order to triumph over the
neo-gnostic tendencies, secretly acting upon the Exegesis, the Pat-
ristice and the history of dogmas, 80 as to arrive at a deeper mean-
ing, on the basis of a heaithy interpretation of primitive Christian
sources, rid of anti-Semitic prejudices; even when these interpret-
ations seem to hava a backing of univarsity arudition as is the casge
with the manuals of a SBeaberg or a Harnack. From the Ecumenical
point of view such action is just as essential, alsc, with regard to

cur older brothers in the faith, the Jews.

A common effort to vanquish gnostic and neo-gnostic anti-Semitic
influences in Christian teaching will open promising perspactives




of Judeo-Christian cousbontion, according to Fr. Jaeger, as it
will bring out into the open two truths,

(1) That so-called religioul anti-Semitism has no theologic basis;
and

(2) That modern anti-Semitism when it pretends to be "theologic"
can really not base itself upon any doctrine of Church nor
any tradition, being only an artificial construction forged
on & religious philosophy contaminated by gnostic heresy.

One can add something else to all this. The wmotives of ancient
and mediaval anti-Semitism were primitive and crude {n nature, and
 they ware translated into action by a viclence just as crude and
primitive. Despite the extent of anti-Jewish persecution, it had
its limits. The motives of modern anti-Semitism were subtle, and
had their pedantic side; and in the spirit of pushing to & conclue~
sion g0 typical of Germen universities. We find ourselves here
facing a significant phenomenon in the history of violence: the
more subtle the motives, the more one finds viclence: without iimits.
It is because modern anti-Semitism had this "intellectual™ doctrine,
methodically and gsystematically elaborated, that it came to msssacre
willions of men,

One can drav eminently practical conclusions about the Catheolic cate-
chism from our present discussion, Ve must change a Christian teach-
ing which still serves itself of a (gnostic) terminology empty of sense,
and which i{s pseudo-Christian in nature. By positively overcoming
gnostic Ealsification, the Catholic will find himself profoundly united
with his separated Christian brethren and his older brethrenm in the
faith, the Jews. Two things are meant thereby.

Christian teaching ride itself of the tendency to depreciate Jewish
morality and gives Christian morality its true dimansion, bringing it
back to its proper patrimny. Moreover, this decisive step i{s accom-
plished as the way to a p_gguchewmt wi.th Judaiem, where all morality
comes from divine revelation...

+* & W

Msgr. Elchinger, Bishop Coadjutor of Strasbourg, discusses anti-
Senitism and Christian teaching in Alsaceé. = According to him, there
were traces of anti-Samitism in villages in Alsace, but this anti-
Semitism was more folklore in nature tham personal; and such oppo-
sition as one can note to Jewa in certaic regions seem rather to be
economic than cultural. The Bishop then poes on to & description
of how religious teaching in Algace has sought to achieve a better
understanding. He has watched to see, he says, that school masusls
ghould not have equivocal expressions which might foater a pejorztive



attitude to the Jewish race in Biblical anthology. The attempt
has always been made to show how the books of the 0ld Testament
are a sort of divine pedagogy to the Chosen People from whom
Christians descend, The most difficult 3area is, of course, the
drama of the passion of Christ. Witk regard to this, says Msgr.
Elchinger, the teaching was that when the New Testament employs
the term "the Jews" it is designating hostile chiefs and not Jews
collectively,

The last war, the Bishop feels, has brought about the disappear=-
ance in Alsace of anti-Semitism, which could base itself on rel-
igious or cultural motives. "The religious teaching given now
makes impossible a going backwards....At a time when not so much
any particular Christian dogma but the entire faith in Cod is in
danger, it is {mportant that both Jews and Christians should feel
-responsible for the survival and the spread of the Biblical Message,"
he concludes,

* * ¥

The purpose of his article, Fr, Démann says, is to present his
reflections on his 15 years of experience in the effort to improve
Chriastian teachings about Jews, He writes:

One can confirm without hesitation that globally, during the past
15 years, and especially since 1947, really considerable, encour-
aging progress has been made in the manner in which thirking, feel-
ings and attitudes of the Christians of tomorrow have been shaped
towards Jews and Judafsm by religious teaching, Such progress
would have been impoisible before the war. :

In practical terms, such progress can be seen in the comsiderably
heightened {nterest and the mnch more positive attitude teward the
01d Testament and towards Judaism, both ancient and modern; 4n the
more exact knowledge of the historical continuity and the intimate
tie between Israel and the Church; it the search for a Christian
attitude that would be more just and more brotherly toward Jews,
This development goes hand-in-hand with the elimination of deformed
ideas and prejudice, hateful legends and political caricatures of
Jews as the people of deicide and maledicticn,

This progress is not only the result of recent experiences and events
nor of particular initiatives, important as they may be. It is
closely tied up to a Biblical revival, to the Ecumenical movement,

to deep renewal of the thought and action of the Church in the modern
world. This 1s the source of its force and efficacy of its promise
for the future,

One could register progress. One must alsc recognize that the re-
sults are still quite insufficient and constitute, at present, only
a beginning. We say & beginning, especially in relation to the
whole of the Chriatian world, and particularly the Catholic world.



If there are certatn countries -- like France -- where progress
has been considerable, there are others scarcely touched by, or’
awvare of, this problem. Thera are inequalities and differences
of mlut!.on in varfous countties. Such inequality should be a
source of stimulation rather than of impatience or of discouragee
mnt.

One may drawv two conclusions. 1In the first place, one must act

in every country or every part of the world with msthods and means
adapted thereto, taking into acccunt the over-all situation, Fur-
‘thermore, without in any way giving up one’s interest in the less
advanced regions, it is important to go ahead and exploit to the
very limit possibilities of progress in mora advanced countries

such as France, In such lands already accomplished progress pro-
pagactes itpelf with rapdity. With growing sxchange of communica-
tions between commmities woreover, differem:u between hndl will
certainly diminish.

One can already see from th.e:a eneral reflections the dimensions
of the aeffort for renewing md'f'gr:lng up-to~date Christian teaching
regarding Jews. One can sec immediately that it s not just the
question of rooting up some bad weads, teachings deformed by igmor-
ance. Such work, certsinly, is far from superfluous, One must
even recognize that most initistives undertaken since the end of
the war have begun in this field,,.But it camnot suffice, for its
impact is often superficfal, and its efficiency limited, There

is nothing less gratifying than pulling up veeds; they come up
again essily, In fact, the major obstacle that we have mat in
doing work of this kind fs not bad will -~  rather almost alvays

" we have met with great good will «- but the force of inertias,
habit, routine and human stupidity, to which one may add the pra-
dominance of other preoccupations., In other words, we are not here
concerned just with correcting theses or manners of speech. We
have to awaken consciences, open up mindg, form them and inform
them and infuse them with positive intelligence as to the exigencies
of full Christian teaching concerning Judaism. As in medicine, we
must combat the symptoms; but the essential thing is to get at the __
root of the avil itself, to establish the healthy functioning of the
organism, As we progress in this so, too, does the need for weed-
ing out become less and less,

This fundamental work cannot be carried on by isclated efforts on
the margin of the great currents of the life of the Church. These
efforts must be integrated and become as organic as possible; on
the one hand by becoming part of these great currents to which

they are naturally allied (to the Biblical and liturgical movements,
to the renewal of the forms of pastoral action and of the catechimm,
to the Ecumenical movement, etc.). Moreover, they must likewise be-
come part of the normal structure of the 1ife of the Church, at the
‘diocese and parish level, and in teaching institutions, from the
teaching of catechism to infants to faculties of theology,



Frequently, most important initiatives are taken outside such struc-
tures, as occurred at the Seslisberg Conference of 1947,..It must be
understood, however -- and parhaps it is not always sufficiently
understood -~ that in order to act efficiently and on a large scale,
groups and personalities must seek to work not only on Christian
teachers and people, but must make their views penetrate into the
organic structures and 1life and teaching of the Church,

The feeling of urgency, and of change still necessary may bring
about legitimate impatience in the face of the slowness and the
iimits of progress. Yet, if one wants to act efficiently in an
izmenss organism, one must envisage long-term action, broken down
according to the different levels of the structure of Christian
teaching,..Ideas rooted for whole gemerations are not transformed
mmight e '

Such a vast and fundamental organic effort cannot be negative in
its nature,...It can only take on its full value to the measure in
vhich it is founded on a positive effort, on Biblical and doctrinal
research, on historic and present-day information (on Judaism, its
tradition and its spiritual values) end on Christian thinking. A
negative mentality can only be combatted if one substitutes for it
&n attitude with positive content.

~ The necessary insertion of these sfforts into the structures of
the Church can only fully be carried out with the approval and en-
couragement of the hierarchy. This is not only an affirmation of
principle, but an evident fact founded on direct axperience. To
tha extent that efforts to change have solidly based theological
foundations, are positive, and are judicious in form and expression
and action (this does noi mean timid), the more change they will
have of obtaining hierarchicsl approval,

Fr. Demann then reviews certain specific actions taken by Church
authorities within the last decade to improvs Christian teaching
with regard to Jews, and concludes as follows: -

"The great new fact to stress hers...is that of the BcumeniZal Counm
cil...now in preparation. It is no longer a secret for anybody that
the question of Judaism figures among the elements being studied in
preparation for the Council by the Secretariat for Christian Unity
headed by His Eminence Cardinal Bea. From various declarations and
Catholic news articles it comes out that these preparations, insofar
as they concern the teaching of the Church with regard to Jews, are
in good hands, and arf{se manifestly from the same state of mind as
that which has marked the transfermstions.,.thet we have indicated

in the post-war Christian world,

We have in this connection a very great hope. One cannot yet en-
visage what form it may yet take, but it is certain that any gesture
of encouragement, approbation or initiative that may come from the
Council with a view to improvement of Christian teaching concerning
Jews will bring strength and inesti{mable authority to the efforts
now being undertaken.,."

¢ # ¢



The Jews as Ptcsentod in Roman Catholic RBducation

James Parles, Jaruary 1961

The opportunity of dialogua with the Roman Catholie Church opens such
vast perspectives that {t {8 not surprising that responsible Jewish organ-
isations and {ndividuals should go out of their way to wveleome it. Mora-
over, even though religion occuples & lese dominant position than it used
to, the draining away of a perennial source of anti-Jewish sentimant would
be & very great achievement. But, just bacsuse the possibilities are so
great, there needs to be great realism about the manner and substance of
£%e dialoguae. It {8 no good for either side to entaer it at a §oint vhere
raser@a:ionl and di{stortions mske real dialogue impossible.

Thére is no question but that the original and prime responsibility for
antisemitism lies squarely on the Christian Churech. This is nct a state-
‘ment that all Jews are saints, or that in all disputes the fault lies on
the non-Jew. Jews have been dircctly responsible for &g many of their
noret]l misfortunss as any other peopla. Long before the Church entered
on the scene relations betwaen the Jews and their neighbours ranged from
violent antipathy and omtual dislike to mmtual ai:tp:ancn and friendehip.
That is the normel range of human fclatianshtpi. But it is a mistake to
call the unfriendly attitudes to Jews ene encounters in Greek ;1till, in
Alexandria, in Roman satirists or elsavhera 'antisemitic.' PFor the atti-
tudes arise out of identifiable csuses, and are limited to the effsct of
those causes. 3ut, in contrast, there were no local causes, social or
economic, which led to the nppallih; massacres in 1096 and 1099 which
eceompanied the Pirst Crusade in Northern France, in the Rhineland, and
in Jerusalem. They were the direct result of a long tradition of Chris-
tian preaching and teaching, and of nothing else and the line from those
massacres to the six million dead of our own day is an unbroken one.

Other factors, econmomic, social, and political, enter in during the Middle
Ages or later, but at no point does the Christian Church by any action or
atonement acknowledge its respounsibility for the evil vhichlit has created.
There have been many aexpressions of sympathy for Jewish victims; there
vere many heroic actfons of individual Christians during the Masi terror.
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But they in themselves are not emsugh.

The Church could omnly divest itself of its responsibility by a deliber-
ate, sustained and official change in its tesching, &nd we are still far
from that. But a beginning has been made by individuel schole~s, Catho-
iic and non-Cathelie, and we can thankfully scecept as an aarne.f of good
will that the present Pope has ordered the exclusion froam the Masa of cer-
tain phrases and sctions which bave been perticularly hurtful to Jewish
susceptibilities. A way is therefore opened for a Jewish-Christian dia-
logue in a nev atmosphere. But that atmosphere may very quiekly and tra-
gically be dissipated {f on both sides there is not a clear and charitable
recognition of the lires which are likely to be ereative, and the lines
wvhich can lead only to disappointment and embarrassment.

The dialogue is limited espeeially by the faect, unfortunate but im-
escapable, that matters whiech either side hold to be part of direct dvine
revelation are not appropriate for this type of discussion. Fer neither
side cen bs ashed to make comcessions in this field. In so far as there
s matter for discussion, it can be omnly within either religion. Cathe-
lice may and should discuss &mong themselves the presentation of Judaism
and Jevs arising out of the Catholiec doetrine of the verbal inerr&ncy of
the text of the Seriptures. They may discugs among themselvas the nature
aed implications of the prophecies in which they 2se a direct pointing
forward to the mgssianic claims of Jesus of Masareth. PBut both theess
are fields in which Jewish participation could only lead to sutual em-
barrassment or mutual frustration. They would involve the kind of
'disputation' whiech the medieval Church forced on the medieval rabbi
with such unpleasing results.

The argument that matters on vhich diwinme authority is claimed can-
2ot readily be made the subject for fruitful dialegue, does uot condean
either side to silence. The immense field of historiecal resecarch re-
maing open to all. Moreover both sides are separatsly emtitled to ex-
press with charity and echolarship their own opinions and beliefs; and
it is te be hoped that the other side will resd and meditate upon these
contributions, and be ready to discuss thes each within their own field,

In fact, unless they are prapared to do so, the area of amy fruii 1
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g3tual discussion shrinmdks almest So eothiag. Fox all the fendamental
slaioe of the Christisn traditien, as & raesult of which it bae became
responzible for entiscmitism, coma within the defimiticon ¢f mattexs o=
vhich the Rewsr Catholic Chursh zlaime a divise autherity {(end thersfore
inerrancy) for i%e views. .

Antisenitism owee ite origic to the way i{a which the Chureh hmo
fornmlaged and emictained its glaims:

a, thet Torah w28 2 Scaperary reveletieca vhish bas beem replaged

by the Ircarnsiiom.
b. that, @5 & veoulit of thair vejectien of the glaims of Josue te
be Messish, Jews bhave csssed to ba the 'twue’ Iszaal.
. e. that all tha preaisaes of the 61d Testament bave becn transforred
frem the Jews to the Christian Chureh.

It fo the {mplicstions that the Chuweh fathers drew frow thesa clatims,
and the way in whiah they developed them, which provide the tap-roet of
aati{semitiswe. For thay se precentad them te Cirictisns thet they =ade
the Jews appear corpervataly amd individually & deteskablo apd raprebage
peeple. The 0ld Testamont contains demunsistion as well as preamise.
iIf you take all the promisas and allof thea to ghe Christismus, right from
the 2ize of Abwahem, awnd then take all Qhs doeuc~pisntiens amd allot them
te the Jeows, and present the result as & divimely draws pioture of Jowish
characier, you cammot be surprised if ordimary peepla come to delieve
that Jews are hateful peeple. Indeod oas fessus presschor of the feurth
century saye roundly thae he bhares the Jews because Ged haves, and bas
always bated, them. Anothar saye that Bod gave them the Terah in'evder
to deeaive them.

As poen 80 the Churah hod the power, it embedied 1%s haobred La lpgise-
istien. Mot only were Jjews steadily deprived of their rights, but the
lawe in which they were deprived uveed abuaive azd cemlamplusus language

-in epeaking of both people asd religion. Oxdinary Christiscns were taught
by theiw leaders to view gfhe Jewe with hetred acd contempt. The very firet
law of ghe Christian eapive which refers te a synagoguas, describas 1T im
the word which is militery slang for a brothet. I8 ic the vepetitiem of
stateasnts of this kind owvor t_:he vhole #44ld which s2a in/idaves of the
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Creh eould vesch and over cemSury after eentury, wixich lies behimd amy
ectasaxds, seslal er pentlml esuse of autisamitism. It s ths m ;
vhich fivet crested the sbasruality valeh twed, or appesved o hvesd,
eosecmie, aosial and polisieal prodlexs for latery ages. And this is
scoathing @uito distinet frem novmsl libes end dislihes, deserved and

It soy scan sumogsecary to bring up agein these referscaeas to opeake
cro axd writings Oof @ re=wte post, but I &m eoavinesd that this is mot
ge. FEeg enly 4o tha ehain of evidemsae uadveohen fren thesa early pat-
ristie, ov sven Nov Testamset, writings éeen to woders aaticemisicm, bwe
is io presisely this basic Garistiem wespemsibility vhich Jews ave em-

. sisled to fmaiet that Chvistisms shall vescgaiss and nog try o evada.
'\ 1 sota with zagvet in the Jowioh Chreaisis of 11.11.1969 that ta en

J | ftetevvier about the poeoibility of discmssiag Jewish views at the fewth-
3 camlng Gsencil, Father Boper 8.5., wao {o stated €9 de Cardimal Boa's
Q% chiaf advicer on Jowish affeive, io e3id to bave mede a mmber of stata-
= mests which are Sefally fmagsuszata. IR {s zeported Shag ho
(/3 ‘deseribed oz “cuaggerated ead false® the theary, propousded
; ‘{ by Jules leaag, thet antisexmitien derived fwom the Christian

teaching vhich sttzituted the desth of Jesus %o Whe cagire
Jewish pesple. He stated thst Christisns did wat ebject
g0 Josd because of Jsexs's denth dus bessuse they redused
the Bew Teotamgat. Ha said that in the puet Popes sad
Bisheps had o ten manifosted friondlicess towarde She Jows.
Thoy Rept them spart fer protective recssns, kot because of
hestility. Rath sides bad hiotorissl mespamsibility fev

j astiseniicm, ha added. Yhe Jews preciised uswry which wus

<
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semetises esscssive asd proveksd visleat renetices.? _
{ As theve bus been no donial of the aecuracy of this vepest, I feer that
_ | it péficots the aatesl opinious of the Jesuit fathez. 32 have no dowdt
e belfcves himself to be objestive, and 1 shoald be very surprised 1f
his razarho veve besed on igaovansae; Pwk they are so inesewwzate and

dipimgoenens that I would wysclf seriewvsly deubt che value of amy dis-
cuseian in vhieh ke wns 8 leading participamt. His re=mrks e ]




800 cless to thet cpening gambit in which eme sidec makes clai=s vhish it
keows to be folse, im order that it m2y subsequently maks 2n apparently
hapdoome eomcaoseion o the sthar ' for the sake of geed-will,' avd with-
drew them. The sther {s¢ aempested {m return to currender se=e genuine
elafa of his swn. That s not the spirit in vhigh ¢ fruitful dialogue
ean take pisea, -

The attach oa Jules 1lease {0 totally uajustified; for not culy
dosa Jules Isasa dosvumant mvet carefully everythiag which ho says, but
kis comclusiouns in thiao figld eaxe amply borne out by Father Dememn in
id flapes p_Caratigens sk 3pla 1a Bibla, & work which beavrs the
m Fex a Roman Catholie priest to dare to allege calmly thst
'Both sidas had historiecal respomsibility for emtisemitissm,' and then te
g0 o ge justify ghis alaim that wolf and lamb had egual respomaidility
for the death of the lattexr by citing medieval uoury, is o beginaing for
& fruitful dialogue.

The opinicna of Father Boyer are no reacon for we 8o doubt or deay
tha sincerity of the Pops himaelf, bua they are a good reason for askisg
seviously whother this Baocie teple is one which Jews ard Catheliss could
prefitadbly eatar upoa togethor. It could, of course, be seid that {t
would be safe 1if tha Javish participant hept his eyes vexry wide open and
bis reflerence boohe hendy, but that {3 mot the spirit im vhich fruitful
dicenssion could taks placa. ‘X would prefsr to ssy that the vemakhs of

L.. Pr. Doyer show that \ehare 1s otill necd fer a great deal of reseereh,

study and diseussica within the Church 1&301! bafore prefitable dialegue
can taka place with thoese cugpide. It is tyus that tha Church doees not
eladn infallibiiity for every statament of {8c theologlems, past ox pre-
sant, but that is mot onscugh. If the Aemar Cztholic eside of tho dialogue
1s going to begin with this kind of attitude, thea it sculd fesd to ne-
thing fruseful. PFor i sust be remesbered that, though it {s Che saoner
{n whiah the Chureh treeted the Jewish rejestica of Jesus that created
antisaxitiom, yet bBohind 2his there {s the deceripticn of ghat vejestion
in the Bew Taostament. A greatddesal of good will would ba noeded for a
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freieful élscussisn of the smsndeent of the gGEspsk. Bet by iteelf evem
this would predece me desisica e vhish Jevs esuld pwefitadbly pertieipats.
Fer bebiad the wemaer in vhich they ave jreseatad lis ths stateaments them-
mmﬁﬁmmmuumumtn“unmhuw.d
vaieh Jowe mast, by the mave fast of belag Jows, estegevically domy.
They esa be discucesd botween Jews snd Garistiazs whe do met aseewt o2
cither side the (aevvansy of the Seriptures, but that 1s =3t ths ease hers.

But, I repest, theugh I do mst belicve thet this 1o & fruitful field
sz dialegue, it 15 a €640 in vhieh every effest is to be welesmed whieh
ig sade eliher by & Mesma Gathelie, o¢ by a Jeu, e¥ by a schelax like wy-
salf vk 15 weither, if £t be baded ca chavity asd bs & vesl seareh fer
gewth. - ." | S
' The field for élaleges smst be & field in vhieh maither side 15 com-
polied ts bzeak off the dicevesisn with & poR poogupus besed o= belief
in & éiviss isperative. Even with this lisitatisn it is & wide asd
preficable fleld. '

It eovexs & vary lawge pert of the histsvissl presentatica of the
Jove of the firot cembwy ia @wistisza teashizng., A grest deal of sssa
rats keswledge esmes frem ssuvess csteids the Bible, and {5 therefesre met
excbpled by auy doctwine of Bibiles] fefullibdiicy. But Gristisse eve
voselly peiafully iguerant of 12, and e get the Bes Testaz=ans sisvy iats
e @uite fialss pexspestive. The lbtevical faet L9 that a very laxgh pax-
csatage of the Jewish pesple lived widsly dispsrsed ia diffcrest ecwnte!
aad eammot have ¢wse hsard of Jesus of Masareth duwisg his 1ife tisme.

. Thoy esomet hsve boen ieselved cas way of easthsy (a his decath. A great
desl {§ baown absut the diffavent religisas partics of the tims, sad
aboxt the warchip of the oymagegue, vhiek 18 at ledst & soprlamet te
it is written in the Hew Testammt. :

2isso 2o Ghwistian s edliged o claia that his Ghristian amscoters
nevez 2ds mistakes sul mever esumitied cvimes, it eam bo peofitable to
éiooees tha presamtatien of the cepavutisn of tho twe religiens. PFew
this é44 =08 bappen Arisg apestelis tizss but afisrvards, exd melther
Jeu e2v Earistiss esa b0 partiealarly prewd ef all tha asticss ef his

éavisg ‘that tveabled and tvcebliag pexied. A mswe odjestive
viow of the ta  peseisms of thas perded cam of feself balp te
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enderaine She pieture of the 'deieide people' which Christisn teashing,
tee ignorant of all pest-bidlisal Jewish histery, will se essily present.
Fez dislegue om sueh & subjest is beund to cover a geod deal of diseussice
of the mature of Judaimm, whieh sets the New Testameet deswneistions iate
perspestive without raising the issus of the divime autherity fer sweh
pessages as the demanciatiom of the Fharisees {n Natthew mmiii.

Iz additien to these subjests which arise eut of past history, thexe '
is & very wide f{eld within which dialogse can bs fruitful ia joint emem-
fsotica of the untnpwiry verld, Poth Ciristisns end Jews fage the
world today as mcmbers of minorities, whatever official statistiecs may
elaim. There 16 no 'CGhristian' country, eand Isvael {s mot & liviag
exhidition of Torah. Both religioms, wvhatever their mstual relatiems,
foge the fagt that they have masy common im2arests in coufreanting sontes
pevary seculariss, materislicsaasd plata I'“n't-nu-ih.' There ave
many oceasions whes rebbi and priest balong to the same side, and each
strengthons his cwm band by appearing sida by side with gthe ether, aumd
their eos=en stand 1is itself of profeund educeticnal value, |

Closely allied with this situaticm are thoee others, fortunately few,
wvhere loosl representatives of either side are bebaving with am intolew-
aase ¢ heotility to the other which doas mot fairly represent the nliq-
ef either 'at the tep.' Meither Chursh nor Synagogue are as momslithie
as they are sometimes represented to be, and meither sido eaa emtirely
prevent sush manifestatiens of inmtoleramee. But i wowld help 1if both
sides knew how aod vhere to sesk @ reasdy, Asd agaia diseppreoval of
inteleramee or hostility 12 itself of edusaticmal value.

It is {o these ways, 28 it sesms te me, that dialegme car be fruit-
ful; a=d it say well be that oach field, gemminely emplered togsther,
=3y epen ths way to deeper and move profitable emploration.





