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Ford Say% 'Reachout

Won't Pressure Jews

Jewish people in Milwau-
kee need fear no at-
tempts at coercion during
the "reachout' by Christian
churches to be Octl2
through Oct. 21 if Evangelist
Leighton Ford has his way
sbout it.

Ford , who will conduct the
event at the Auditorium,
made this poini in response
io a question at the clergy-lai-
ty breakfast at the Central
YMCA this weck at which
the reachout committee
sought to introduce the evan-
gelist to religious leaders,

David Moberg, & Baptist
and head of the Sociology De-

partment at Marquette Uni- .

{

versity, asked about me\ 9

reachout's relation to Jews, _

National Jewish ,Jeaders
have feared that the Key '73

evangelism effort, ;of which
the Ford meetings I;‘wt./
would put Jewish on

the spot and try to coerce
them into conversion or de-
grade Judaism.

In campus crusades and
other evangelistic efforts,
Jewish students have com-
plained of undue pressure
and statements disparaging
their religion.

Ford commented that as a
*Christian, he was following a
Jew, and that the Lord bade
Christians to go and preach
the Gospel" to all mankind."

"However," he added,

: “we'll make no special point

of trying to reach Jewish peo-

ple, nor will we exclude

them. We will not manipulate

or coerce anyone in the
reachout."

In response to a question
by the Rev, Richard O, Truitt,
pastor of Albright United
Methodist Church, Ford said
the question of amnesty was
ons on which a blanket an-
swer could not be given.

"These casea ought to be
treated on individual basis,"
he sall, “"without a tolal am-
nesty or tolal condemna-
tion."

Ford added that the desert-
er or man who goes AWOIL
“'ought to be prepared to face
his penalties. One of the Jate
Martin Luther King's princi-
ples, he explained, was that

, the person who disobeys laws
out of conscience must be
ready to accept the legal con-
sequences.

“All decislons, however,
must be tempered by the ap-
preciation for the agony
through which the nation has
gone and by mercy," he said.
appearance here filled Uih-

Ford, whose introductory
lein Hall of the Performing
Arts Center to capacity Tues-
day night, repeated his phi-
losophy of evangelism at the
‘breakfast Wenesday morn-
ing.

*The gap between the pie-
tist and the activist is nar-
rowing,"” he said. "God is giv-

e _lngu!ne!'!i_sinn”

oui changing people, and to
try to change people without
making some ckanges in so-
ciety.

A “crisis Inte vention cen-
ter" will be eitablisheddu-
ring the event here, said Mob-
erg. who heads a reachout
commitlee on sucial involve
ment,

He added that the organi-
zanon hopes to have volun-
teer task forces those who
seck help in social prob-
lems, The reacliout also ex-
pects to tackle problems in
volving the Milvaukee area.

The reachout calls for
many things to be done, and
some that should not be
done.

In A press rooference after
i hreaktlast, Ford listed
soane Mdon't LY such as:

® "'t g your trust In

st Foed. 1L 18 God who
is at work."”

He had erphasized the
night before that the evange-
listiec effort is reslly not
“Leighton Ford's Reachout,"
but "Christ s Reachout."

® Don't depend on outsk ’

ders to do the work of the
churches. “Trat will never
work,” he added. "We are
coming in v rovide a cata-
lyst, hut npst of the follow
up must be dune by the local
church,

® "Le1's not pack the Audi-
torium willi rene but Chris-
tians. Brin; some non-Chris-
tians alon:s. “Me must build
bridges tniw:en Christians
and o!'wrs.

@ "Bew: re of an 'evangel
ism overkill, by which vou
expect all sorial problems to
vanish afier jhe reachout.'"

solve the schoot suss. . 2
problem, while he couiu du
nothing about it in his ow=
hometown, Charlotte, N.C
He is a minister of the Pres-
byterian Church i the U.5.
""We may not solve thi.gs
but we'll release ~piritual «»
plosions that w:ll vontribuie
to Lhe selutions," sdid Furd,



[end]

Original documents
faded and/or illegible



By FATHIR
 JOHN B. SHEERIN CSP

Are the Jews really alarmed by
Key 737 This interdenominational
crusade has won acclaim from
conservative Protestants, a certain
amount of criticism from liberal
Protestants, a somewhat
restrained support from a few
Roman Catholic dioceses but what
about the Jews? The basic ideal of
holding a year-long, high-powered
evangelical drive came from Carl
Henry, former editor of
“Christianity Today.”” He en-
visioned it as ‘‘a devout witness by
twice-born men and women to the
truth and power of God and an
invitation to their townspeople to
find the redemption that is in
Christ Jesus.” -

What do Jews think of this high-
powered invitation to find
redemption in Christ Jesus? One
Jewish leader, Rabbi Henr
Siegman, has taken issue witK
Jews who take an “‘alarmist’’ view
of the campaign. Rabbi Balfour
Brickner, of the Union of American
Hebrew Congregations, said that
the Jewish community was
“‘overreacting” and that Key '73 is
really no threat to Jews but is a
threat to American society because
it may unite social, political and
religious conservatives into one
great faction, Key '73 therefore, is
a threat to America, not to the
Jews, in Brickner’s opinion.

Two weeks ago I attended a
Christian Jewish rnee'tiu%,l in New
York City. Key "73 was the topic:
the speaker was Gerald Strober, a -
Protestant minister who pointed
out the dangers of the movement.

very clear that they agreed with
Strober and disagreed with
Siegman and Brickner. They in-
sisted, moreover, that their!
viewpoint was representative of |
the mind of the Jewish commiunity |
in general. ' = __ — -~

The Jews did not question the
right of Christians to evangelize, to
preach the Gospel of Christ to
Christian believers-and to those
who do not find redemption in
Christ. They had no desire, for
instance, to object to Vatican II's
“Declaration on  Religious

Freedom” which says (Chapter I,
no. 2) that the human person has a
right to religious freedom and must
not be restrained from acting in
accordance with his own beliefs,
whether alone or in association
with others.

In view of the long years of
Christian attempts to coerce the
Jews into becoming Christians, it is
not at all surprising that modern
Jews look with a cool eye on
Christian .convert efforts. Un-
doubtedly, the Bishops at Vatican
I had this in mind when they
added to the right of religious
bodies not to be hindered in their
public witness and preaching, the
following caution: ‘“‘However, in
spreading religious faith and in
introducing religious practices,
everyone ought at all times to
refrain from any manner of action
which might seem to carry a hint of
coercion or of any kind of per-
suasion that would be dishonorable
or unworthy."”

"The national officials of Key '73
have' given assurances to the
American Jews that the movement
contains no latent anti-Semitism
but the recent incidents to which I
have alluded were probably due to
the charismatic ebullience of a few
Jesus Freaks or other misguided
zealots. '

This is a hazard of an& broad- -
gauged national movement, that it.
cannot oversee every area on the

. local scene in order to prevent
, obnoxious forms of proselytism on
The Jewish leaders present made it |

the part of young, muscular

Christians. The particular in-

cidents to which 1 refer are too

numerous to relate here but they !
were certainly actions which, in

the words of Vatican II, carried a

hint of coercion or a kind of per--.
suasion  ‘‘that would be-
dishonorable or unworthy.”

These episodes offer local
leaders of Key '73 not only an op-
portunity to disown the misguided
zeal of young evangelists but also
an opportunity to disavow any
semblance of anti-Semitism in Key
‘73.
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fuss Ky 73"

The Chnshan evangelical movement known as “‘Key 73" has'
been the subject of much debate and apprehension in the
American Jewish community. Most of the anxiety stems from the
failure of the 130 Church groups involved, to clearly disavow any
intention of proselytizing American Jews. Such a failure may be
intentional, but it may also be the result of an umntentmnal in-
sensitivity to Jewish concerns.

A distressing offshoot of this issue came to light this week as
the American Jewish Congress made public their objection to a
memorandum from a highranking Naval official urging
chaplains to play ‘‘a strong role” in the “Key 73" evangelical

“drive. Such an encouragement of religious proselytization on the

part of the Navy was described by the AJCongress as being
‘“completely at odds with the proper functlon of the Navy

" chaplaincy.”

The very existence of a chaplamcy as an Offl(‘.l.a] component of
the Armed Forces has been called a violation of the constitutional
prohibition of religious activity by the government, but this
argument has been countered with the suggestion that chaplains
exist to serve the spiritual needs of members of the Armed
Forces. The AJCongress pointed out that the Navy memorandum
urges a shift in the chaplain’s role ‘‘from service to advocacy.”

We agree with AJCongress that ‘‘missionary activity is not,
under our constitutional system, a proper role for government.”

Indeed, “Key 73" is fraught with possible affronts to the Jewish
community. The American Jewish Committee has suggested that
the evangelical movement forestall these potential ‘“‘sources of
tension” by giving serious consideration to reputable Christian

. scholars who have affirmed the continuing validity of Judaism.

The Committee also urges great care in the presentation of such
delicate themes as the Crucifixion or Jewish reaction to Jesus.
Perhaps most important is the Committee’s recommendation to
“Key 73" to “avoxd the implication that Chnsnamty and America
are synonymous.”’

A number of responsible Jewish leaders have cautioned the
Jewish community against overreacting to “Key 73", and with-
drawing from the arena of constructive interreligious actmty out
of unwarranted suspicion of all Christian motivations in a
proaching Jews for dialogue or interreligious programming. Bujt

- we must be wary of the sort of institutional evangelism seen i
the Navy memorandum, and we must guard against the

poss:blllty of missionary approaches based on false, caricat
images of Judaism. -
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Key to Conversion

Last month some 150 denomina-
~ tions and other groups of North Amer-
ican Christians opened a yearlong evan-
gelical campaign called Key 73. The
participants range from Kansas City
Roman Catholics to the Canadian
Home Bible League. Their slogan:
“Calling our continent to Christ.” Al-
though the drive so far seems to be
mainly a matter of a television special,
publicity and local evangelizing, a re-
cent article in the evangelical fortnight-
ly Christianity Today avowed that Key
73's goal is 10 give “every person in the
U.S. and Canada a real chance 1o say
yes to Jesus Christ and to become a de-
pendable member of his church.”

Some persons have already taken
the opportunity to say no to Key 73 in
emphatic and sometimes angry terms.
They include some prominent U.S. Jews
who consider the campaign to be a re-
trogression to pre-ecumenical Chris-
tianity. But Jews themselves are divid-
ed on the issue.

Rabbi Solomon Bernards of the
Anti-Defamation League leveled one of
the most thoroughgoing criticisms in the
Christian Century last month. Bernards
questioned the “monolithic undertoncs
of this cffort that aims at a completely
Christian America."” The campaign fos-
tered “triumphalism,™ he charged. cit-
ing one prediction that Christians could
. convert the entire world within two
years. Moreover, mass evangelical ef-
forts inevitably employ “simplistic the-
ology land] emotional appeals.,” and
tend “to disparage and downgrade oth-
er faiths and value systems.”

Another rabbi, however, Henry
Siegman of the Synagogue Council of
America, warns against taking “the
alarmist view™ of Key 73. Writing in
the current issue of the American Jew-
ish Congress's Congress Bi-Weekly,
Siegman doubts “that any significant

number of Jews will be won over 10
Christianity by Key 73. Those few who
will convert will do so because we have
allowed Jewish life to become so sec-
ularized, so emptied of transcendent
meaning, that some of our children will
turn to Christianity and to other faiths
in order to fill a terrible spiritual void.”

Siegman goes so far as to suggest
that an “intensely Christian environ-
ment can in fact make for a more tra-
ditional Jewish community"—an argu-
ment that provokes an outraged
response from Ecumenist Rabbi Marc
Tanenbaum in the same magazine. The
US. has already had just such an in-
tensely Christian environment, Tanen-
baum points out, in the days when
evangelical Christianity and American
nationalism were considered synony-
mous. In that situation “Jews were sec-
ond-class citizens, denied the right to
vote and hold public office.”*

A number of groups involved in
Key 73 have decided to avoid the issue

altogether. The Richmond, Va., clergy .

association. for instance, expressly ruled
out proselytism of Jews, directing its ef-
forts only to “inactive and unchurched
people in the Christian community.”
Such moves would have been hailed by
the late and eminent Rabbi Abraham
J. Heschel, who last week got in a post-
humous word on the proselytism ques-
tion through a television interview
taped just before his death in Decem-
ber. It was Heschel whose persuasive ef-

forts at the Vatican helped win Roman

Catholics away from trying to convert
Jews. "If there are some Protestant sects
who still cling to this silly hope of pros-
elytizing UJews].” he said, "1 would say
that they are blind and deaf and dumb.”

*Tanenbaum refers to Colonial America and the
early decades of the Republic. Though the Con-
stitution guaranteed equal rights on a (ederal
level. Jews were barred in some states from vot-
ing. and in more from holding office, well into
the 19th century.

PATRICIO TAMAO CRUCIFIED

Two for the Cross

It has been 16 centuries since the
Roman Emperor Constantine outlawed
crucifixions, but the practice has been
preserved in some parts of the world.
not as a punishment but as a macabre
stunt or commemorative rite. The latest
to undergo the ordeal of the cross is a
French husband-and-wife team of yoga
practitioners in the Dominican Repub-
lic, who offered themselves up in the
cause of world peace and to demon-
strate the “power of mind over matter.”
French-born Mystic Patricio Tamao,
33, who is the founder of his own phi-
losophy, Tamaoism. was the first on the
cross, which was on the patio of 2 Santo
Domingo hotel. Tamao, who planned to
stay on the cross at least 48 hours, lasted
half that long—19 hours with the cross
in a horizontal position, 64 upright.
When doctors advised him that any-
thing further would endanger his life, he
yielded his place to his petite wife Ma-
ritza, 32. Incredibly, Maritza survived
54 hours on the cross, 15 of them up-
right, which might be a world record.

: are Jesus posters, Jesus pins, Jesus watches and even
For Card Players, a Jesus Deck HERE are J Jesus pins, J

- Jesus T shirts. Now there is a Jesus deck—the standard deck of
playing cards made into a colorful bit of Gospel propaganda by

Manhattan’s U.S. Games Systems. Clubs, diamonds, hearts and
spades become the suits of Luke, Matthew, Mark and John. The
cards carry the evangelists’ traditional symbols: the winged ox for
Luke, the winged man for Matthew, the winged lion for Mark, the
eagle for John. The standard |3-card suits prevail, designated one
through king, but every card is a “picture” card, decorated with a
biblical quotation and a full-color Gospel scene that seems a cross
between tarot cards and Peter Max art. From the ace of Luke to
the king of John, the scenes tell a chronological story of Jesus’ life.
The king of Mark, for instance, is the Crucifixion. The jokers are
*fools for Christ.” A booklet accompanying the deck suggesis vari-
ations on standard games. “Go Fish"” becomes “Go Seek.” "War™
becomes “Peace” (though the higher card still wins). I Doubt 1t”
becomes “I Believe.” There are also “Inspirational Solitaire” and
“Gospel Bridge,” and a variation of gin rummy called "Witness"”
that requires the winner to read aloud the Scripture texts on the win-
ning cards. U.S. Games’ next project: a Moses deck.
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RELIGION

Jews and Jesus

Except for occasional differences over
Arab-Israeli tensions, relations between
many U.S. Christians and Jews have pro-
gressod over the last decade from a
somewhat wary fellowship to joint social
witness, scholarly colluboration and, in
somo cases, acknowledgement of mutual
dependente. Encouraged by declara-
tions from Vatican Council II and the
World Council of Churches, a number of
Christian scholars have even arrived at a
new “theology of Judaism” that places
Jews off limits to Christian proselytizers.
Their theory is that the promises made
by God to Israel in Biblical days consti-
titute an eternally valid covenant
that, for Jews, was not abrogated
by the “second covenant” estab-
lished through Jesus Christ.

Evangelical Christians, however,
still insist that there is only one
way to reach God—a solid belief
in Jesus and his teachings. And
through “Key 73,” a massive, year-
long crusade to “call our continent
to Christ,” the evangelicals hope
to harness 100 million Christians
from 140 participating church or-
ganizations into a “troop-like move-
ment of messengers” for Jesus. Not
surprisingly, many Jowish leaders
regard Key 73 as a rctum to a
muscular Christianity that secks
to discredit their faith. “They're
saying we are rejected by GCod
and need salvation,” complains
Rabbi Norman Frimer of New
York. “I'm insulted by that kind of
presumption.”

Crusade: Although Key 73 is not
aimed only at Jews or any other
religious group, guidelines for
phase three of the crusade, which
was launched on Ash Wednesday
last week, include special direc-
tions for “sharing Messiah” with po-
tential Jewish converls. Part of
phase three's stratef;y is a doorbell-ring-
ing campaign, developed by the Campus
Crusade for Christ, in which messengers
use the pretext of taking a religious sur-
vey to invite non-Christians to pray for
faith in Jesus. “We don't interpret this
campaign as coercive,” says evangelist
Bill Bright, director of Campus Crusade
and national chairman of Key 73's phase-
threc program. “If anybody loves the
Jew, it’s the true belicver in Christ.”

In somewhat the same spirit, a signif-
icant number of Christians in Key 73
have issued statements assuring their
Jewish brothers that they will not be
proselytized. In a memorandum from the
U.S. Bishops' Ecumenical Committee,
Catholics in the 40 dioceses that are par-
ticipating in Key 73 have been told not
to look for converts within the Jewish
community. Similarly, nearly two dozen
local church councils and other Key 73
agencies have publicly assured Jews that

Newsweek, March 19, 1973 o

Jews picketing Jews: Beware the ev

they are not regarded as conversion fod-
der. Still, many Key 73 stalwarts resist
any hands-off policy toward Judaism;
they argue that to make any exceptions
in spreading Christ’s message is to under-
mino the universal validity of Christian-
ity. Tho Jewish question, observes Dr.
El;sn Anderson, an amiable Southern
byterian who sits on the Key 73 exec-
utive committee, “louches a very sensi-
tive nerve among Christians. We're at
the point of a great theological debate
on the subject.”
In onc effort to win some kind of
ace with honor, a Jewish delegation
headed by Rabbi Mark Tanenbaum of
the American Jewish Commitiee recent-

O i e

ly journeyed to the North Carolina home
of star evangelist Billy Graham. Follow-
ing their meeting, Graham issued a state-
ment declaring that “gimmicks, coercion
and intimidation™ have no place in evan-
gelism. “I believe,” he declared, “that
God has always had a special relation-
ship with the Jewish people.”

Last week, Graham acknowledged
that he was “giving a lot of thought” to
what that special relationship between
God and Israel might imply for evange-
lists who want to proselytize Jews. When
he returns from his own current crusade
in South Africa, Graham told NEwswEeEk's
Kenneth L. Woodward, he plans to go
before a Jewish audience with a fuller
statement on Judaism. “The fact that in
Cod’s providence 16 million Jews have
survived as Jews, despite scattering
throughout the world,” Graham allowed,
“is a very mysterious thing to me.”

Although GCraham is not personally

Glends Alrord

angelists

involved in Key 73, any change in his
attitude toward converting Jews would
certainly affect morale within the cru-
sade. “Billy would never accept a two-
covenant theory,” insists the Rev. John
Streeter, & close friend of Graham and
the Baptist head of Key 73 operations in
the San Francisco area. “A Jew is just like
overyone else, If he does not nocept
Jesus as his savior, ho eannot be right
with God,"

That sort of stand helps explain why
several Jewish organizations arc taking
Erecautionary steps. Agencies serving

oth Conservative and Reform Judaism
have mailed to Jewish families special
materials that are to be used to counter
claims by Christian crusaders. Mean-
while, secular Jewish defense agencies
are closely watching Key 73 for civil-
rights violations. In some instances,
zealous Christian evangelists have
ined platforms in colleges and
igh schools, and some Jewish
students have complained of man-
datory assemblies at their schools,
that are aimed at countering sup-
posed political radicalism with
conservative Christianity.

Sl():el “Everybody }lllafs the RI: }t;t
to proselytize,” says Reform i
Bn]lf’qur Brickner, “but people also
have the right to resist.” Brickner
distrusts, as do many Jews, the
evangelical spirit that they see in
Christianity just now. “This coming
together of religious and political
conservatism, cspecially this looking
to the sky for salvation,” he feels,
“is exactly the kind of environment
which led to the advent of Jesus
2,000 years ago.”

Indeed, the only kinds of Chris-
tianity that seem to appeal to
young Jews are those messianic
Jesus cults that offer ecstatic reli-
gious experiences and the promise
that Christ is in fact about to reap-
pear in the Second Coming. To adult
Jews, the most abhorrent of these
groups is “Jews for Jesus,” which
pickets outside of synagogues and
teaches converts that they can accept
Christ without giving up their Jewish-
ness. “We believe there are two ways
to become a Jew,” says 3l-year-old
Moishe Rosen, a spokesman. “You can put
yourself under the Mosaic covenant and
obey the laws, which most Jews don't. Or
you can let Jesus make you kosher.”

Billy Graham and Key 73 officials have
publicly lauded “Jews for Jesus.” But
as Christian evangelists they have not
yet responded to the question put to.
them by the renowned Jewish scholar,
Abraham Joshua Heschel, who died two
days before Key 73 was inaugurated.
“Do Christians really believe,” Heschel
asked, “that it is God's will that every
synagogue throughout the world be
closed?” The strain between tolerance
and evangelism has always been a prob-
lem in Christianity, and Key 73 has now
brought it back into prominence, along
with all its dangers and sensitivities.
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Conversion, 1973 Style '

BY ROBERTE. SEGAL
{A Seven Arts Feature) :

For. many younger
Americans, the 1950's were
the decade of the big name
bands; the 1960’s the era of

rebellion, revolution, and’

civil rights. Will the 1870's be
written down as the age of
computerized conversion

efforts in the name
Christianity?

We must raise the gtGestion
because ‘‘Key -Calling
QOur Contin
ond

religious units into one
gigantie effort to sweep
thousands = of - North
Americans into the Christian
camp. Evangelical zeal,
Madison Avenue techniques,
and a budget estimated as
high as $18,000,000 are now in
operation. Previous sporadic
efforts like the Campus
Crusade For Christ and the
Jesus Movement seem
feeble preludes to “Key 73.”

Not a little puzzled and
perturbed by this huge
missionary effort, many
Jewish units have tensed up
noticeably as the campaign
get under way, To them, the
lore of rock music as a

proselytizing gimmick and

the uneasy feeling about the
Jews For Jesus movement
were not high agenda items,
But suppose the “Key 73"
barrage pushes far beyond
an effort to gather in the
uncommitted or to recaputre
Christians* ' who  have
strayed: suppose, indeed,
that thousands of Jews in
high school and colleges
start flirting with the new
high-powered project and
find themselves swepl along
emotionally? What then?

This is not to predict that
this late 20th century
missionary effort will ring
up so many victories in
Jewish provinces. But the
fact that the efforts to
convert will be conducted in
some instances in high
school auditoriums and
other public places helps to
explain why the Jewish
guard is up. Christian
prayers for success before
the football kick-off and
evangelical performances
between the halves are
reported these days. So who
can say that “Key 73" won't
catch on with the cheer
leaders and those who
equate gridiron fever with
missionary zeal?

In other eras, under other
circumstances, efforts to

convert Jews have been
often shameful and cruel.
Could the modern
proselytizers possibly know
that during the First
Crusade the entire Jewish
community of Tatisbon was
forced into the Danube for
baptism? Should we remind
1973 zealots that Pope Paul
IV allowed 60 Jews—even
after conversion—to be
burned to death? Might we
not illuminate the thinking of
some who now charge in to
win converts by going back
to the tragic story of John of
Chrysostom—Saint John, the
church insisted—held Jews
of his day unfit for Christian
association, and’ regarded
synagogues as places of
criminal assembly? Must we
review the dismal story of
compulsory baptism of Jews
in the Middle Ages, the
persistent use of the ritual-
murder charge in the 12th
century, forced into the
ranks of Christians, were
dubbed marranocs, a label
translatable into ‘“‘swine?"

But far better than to sift
through these miserable
pages of sadistic and
misguided conversion ef-

. forts, the Jewish community

today should turn again to
the sage advice of Rabbi

Robert Gordis. Like other
thoughtful scholars, he has
taken encouragement from
the fact that the Second
Vatican Council leaders had
the good Laste and the good
sense to abandon an early
draft of a proposal stressing
the close relationship of
practicing kindness to Jews
with hope for conversion of
Jews, Then wondering aloud
if Christianity can
reasonably be asked to
abandon its hope of con-
verting Jews, he has
suggested that it should be
possible for Christians to
‘“‘recognize that genuine
conversion can come only
through the grace of God and
in His own time." Judaism,
he reminds those who will
listen, accords to all men the
right to preserve their own
religious tradition and group
individuality. This principle
could also be made ap-

plicable to “Key 73 if
religious statesmanship
prevails.
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Individual yet éOOiieratjve

The massive evangelistic movement
called Key 73 which is currently going
on across the U.S. is perhaps unique in

themselves and with
the Catholic Church
on @a common
project. That kind of
co-operation has been going on among
America’s Christians for the past
decade.

_ The unique aspect of Key 73 is that

recent ecumenical | ‘}
history. . -~ !

The unique aspect ]
is not the co-opera- ! St ]
tion of various: ks |
Protestant denom-, . - i
inations among {

it originated with America’s
fundamentalist and evangelical
churches, and these churches are

precisely the ones which historically
have been most cool to the ecumenical

movement. .
Fundamentalist churches are those
which emphasize basic Christian

doctrine: the inerrancy of the Bible,
the virgin birth, the divinity of Christ,
his redemptive death and
Resurrection, his imminent second
coming. Catholics, of course, accept all
these doctrines, but believe that
Christ’s teaching also included a
sacramental system, a hierarchical
Church, and an infallible teaching
authority.

Most fundamentalist churches are
also evangelical in as much as they are
mission-minded and stress making
converts both at home and abroad.
Included among fundamentalists and
evangelicals would be such
theologically conservative churches as
the Baptists and the Missouri Synod
Lutherans, as well as the various
Holiness churches.

In the past, these churches have been

reluctant ecumenists. They have
rejected participation in ecumenical
designs such as COCU, the proposed
merger of nine American Protestant
denominations. Not only have these
churches not supported the National

Council of Churches, but they have
often criticized it for what they
considered its lack of doctrinal
conviction and its advocacy of socialist
causes. The Naticnal Council of
Churches has, in tum hesitated to
endorse Key 73, ;

The fundamentalist cﬁurehes have
always feared that ecumenism would
result in a watering down of Christian
doctrine and a surrenderirtg of their
own denominational autonomy.

In planning Key 73 they tried to
safeguard the doctrine and practice of
each participating church by agreeing
that each church would separately
develop its programs, simultaneously
carry them out for maximum impact
on the community, and co-operatively

use the news media to publicize their
campaign. ; N

The personal contact whick is an
essential part of serious evangelism
would then be carried out by the
individual members of the
participating churches.

Key 73 is unique in America's
ecumenical history.

It presents the anomaly of a group
of reluctant Protestant ecumenist like
the fundamentalists pushing an
ecumenical crusade which is endorsed
by the National Conference of
Catholic Bishops, but which is not
supported by the most
ecumenical-minded of Protestant
organizations, the National Council of
Churnhe-
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" By James H. Bowman
Daily News Religion Writer

. Will Jews go to hell it lhey don't cunvert to
. Christianity? . .

! -Two Chicngo-area leaders of Key 73, a wa- - -
+ ; tlonwlide evangelism.campaign, won't go as:
. #far-as to say that, but they do think that -
‘i Jews, along with all -other. nnn—Chllst:aus

¢ “need” to be converted. .
- “Anyone who wants {o be part of the eter-

. nal plan of God needs to become a Christian,”

sald the Rev. Robert Lesher of Itasca m an
1 intenriew .

PASTOR LBSHI:.R or St. Malthcws Ly-

*! theran Church;’is chairman. of the Phasc :

-.,Threa part of Key 73 in thls area — the
_springtime effort to "call nur cuntinent to the '

. resurrection.’””

' His views are echoed by ihe Rev. Maurice .

' Blanchard, assistant pastor of First Baptist
_Church, Oak Park, wlw }s co-chalrman o!
. Chicago-area Key 73.-

.*The Jewish faith finds its ful[lllment in '

. Jesus the messiah,”" Mr. Blanchard sald.

i

“We are’ interested in maintaining (Chrls- '

tian-Jewish) dialog,” he said, “but any hoi--
est Jew or Christian knows that the New Tes-
tament is the extension and fulfillment of thc
Old Testament.”

BOTH CHURCHMEN agread that “elernal

v Amlerseﬁ ‘

‘..;,

Ilfe" Is what cnnverston 4dds (o a Jew's reli-

_ gan (‘cdlling our continent to,Christ’) and de-:

wlared ' objective’ (of - Key 73) are qulte e

pmvncative ot

. He has no quarrel with Key, 73's “right o

" proclalm the trith as it sees it,” bit he cites

'-,'Blanchard T g iy

" gion. “We think the devout Jew or Hindu will -
1 Bo 10 hell,” Mr. Blanchard said, “But you have &’

‘to leave some’of those thlngs in une hands ol" \

‘the merclful Gud "l

This t.heologlcal posmun and ‘the feal of- ag-
g;csslve. even coercive, evangelistic tactics

.ﬁ :

«1
.

has Jewish leaders concerned over Key 73, .

which has support from most mainline de-

nominations in addition' to cvan;ellcuts and ’

fundamentallsls

.....,Iwnm MARC 'mmcumum of the

American Jewish Committee, says, “The slo-

T T—p— v - -

_use, when approaching Jews; R
“Use “Messlah’ instead ol' 'Chnsl 5 " says i ¥
" the Training Manual for. Sharing- Messlqh"

“the duly not-to: offend’ lhe conscience of

other believing people.” * * '

" Groups such as the Calihmia-based “Jews

for Jesus" are among those, who make 'a_

- strong pitch for Jewish conversions and who

are “riding the coaltalls of Key 73 puhliclty.

Rabbl Tannenbaum said.

- “Jesus made me kosher,” says a snapplly A
wrilten folder distributed by the California

group, in which-a.man is cartooned asking, -

wood, Fla.,, include a suggesle(_l wcabu!ary lo

* with Jewish People, a resource book offered '

In a Key 73 manual. The reasun given 18 that
“the average Jewish person thinks Ihat the
word ‘Christ’ has no Jewish meaning.”

“Irec” is supgested instead of *“‘cross” he-
cause Lhe cross “has been used as a symbol
of persceution to (he Jewish people for many

‘.Sdhf&gm_pm, Must Jews congg;t for 75

j'"

ccnturlcs. )

“Bible believer”. l'i suggcsl.ed in place
"Christian." and “meeting of Bible believer
‘instead of “church 8 .

NATIUNAL KEY 73 lende:s have mken
~ sland against coercive tactics, and some loc
. ministerial groups have rejected the !dea
seeking the conversion of Jews.

. One of these is the Chicago-area Kcy
chalrman, the Rev. Dr. Henry W. Anderst
_pastor of First Preshyterian Church In
, .Grange.

. *“Jews are already God’s people," -:aid I

- Andersen.: “God chose them and in his w
-dom called them to be his people and I aces

i ;"Rabbi, what's a Jew?” and the rabbl an-, 1 7 that. 1 just leave the Jewis.to God."™
swers, "0y, duntask ¥ i o

TIPS TO POTENTIAL evangelists offered
* by a group called Peace for Israel, of Holly- -

: DR ANDL‘.RSLN'S I‘ERSONAL conce
“will be with|“the house’ Christians. first a
then thé qua&i religious. people of our count
! whu identify’ 190, easily w:lh lhe Americ

FER T o _*'wny of life.”"?

“ Last of all, he _wuuld go to lhc "nu(—nnd-c

;_' secularists,”.

The competition for religion- panE people
‘Christian, Jewlsh or otherwise — may dev
op into a running battle in the coming year.

" _The hopes of many churchmen and wom

+is that interfaith relations and American rc
pious tolerance are not caught in any fa!
crossfive. ;

———
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Concerned
Jews eye

. "which both distresses and dis-

WASHINGTON (UPI) —
American Jews are concerned
by the growing ' evangelical
thrust of Christian churches,
expected to culmindte this
year with a massive “Key
73" campaign. '

They see it as a threat to
the Jewisnh community — par-
ticularly the young people. _.

Rabbi Mare Tanenbaum, na-
tional director of interreligious
affairs for the.American.Jews
ish _Committee, said recently
at an AJC convention, “A
Christian theology based on
the megation of Judaism and
that sees Christianity as a
substitution for the Jewish
faith will have the human ef-
fect of destroying -the exist-
ence of the Jewish people.”

Rabbi Maurice N. Eisen-
drath, president of the Union
of American Hebrew Congre-
gations and long an activist in
ecumenical affairs, said fail-
ure of Christian churches to
confine such efforts as Key 'T3
to Christian youth “could
damage the carefully cultivat-
ed roots of Christian-Tewish

relations in our society and.|.

destroy the fabric of pluralism’
and religious freedom.”

Key *73 is a nationwide cam-
paign involving more than 130
evangelical, mainline Protes-
tant and Roman Catholic de-
nominations,
para-ecclesiastical groups.
They are using all forms of
the mass media to “‘call the

agencies and |

continent to Christ.”

Eisendrath said that while

' Key '7 and the older but simi-

lar Campus Crusade for
Christ, - “while not directed
specifically at Jews, arenev-
ertheless putting unwarranted
and ' unnecessary pressure
upon Jewish young rpeople

turbs us.”

“It is inevitable,” he said,
“that missionary movements
such as the old American
Board of Missions to the Jews
and the newly-formed Jews
for Jesus movement, whose
primary aim is to convert
Jews, will gain impetus from
Key '73 and the Campus Cru-
sade.”

He appeaied to the National
Council of Churches and the
National Conference of Catho-
lic Bishops to “take every pos-
sible step to restrain the ex-
cessive zeal of the fundamen-
talist evangelical groups, par-
ticularly as these groups may
subject young Jewish people
and adults to repeated harass-
ment and attempts at coer-
cion.”

“Rabbl Balfour Brickner,

. director of the UAHC's Inter-

faith Department, said his de-
partment is preparing materi-

.als and  programs aimed at

helping Jewish young people
challenge statements made by
Christian evangelicals in their
conversion attempts. .
Jewish young people must
know how to respond to Chris-
tian fundamentalists who use
biblical proof texts to amplify
their points, Brickner said.
Ore Jewish leader close to
the campus scene, Rabbi Ste-
ven Shaw, director of the Hil-

| lel foundation at Rutgers Uni-

versity, sees the problem
somewhat differently. Vi

/
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To: Report to the Public Affairs Cosmittee

Fromn: R{I"bl F"nst r1-r oFRe Chai jran
' ‘,ﬂ""ﬂp&he Sub-Comsittee on Key '73 and hcblew Christians has net ?nd discussed special
problems arising out of these two Movements. The meeting was attended by
professioﬁals end lay representatives of 2ll the major ‘defense gnd Jewish Civil
R:Lght.:, Or ganlfatlo':s and the Bs-ard of‘ Rabbis. We examined all information
r«eachmrT us on tbe subjects and discussed it with spe01al cons:deratlon of the
following potential sources of tropble:
a. Does the Héﬁrgw Christian liovement affect many Jewish-peoﬁle
and is-ﬁt—sponsored or abetted by major_Christian faith g;oupé?
. b. ‘Does Key '73 direct a major part of its effort toward American
Jews? ‘
¢.. Do the activities of Key '73 contribute substantially toward

fe€lings of anti-Semitism.

d. Does Key '73 sponsor activities which are coﬁtrary to the priﬁciple
_ofiseparation of Churcﬂ'and Stﬁte. .
The committeé gained the impression that there was littie'indication that
Key '?3 presenfed a major challenge to the Jewish community in the Chicago
—..area. It was decided to_gafher further information and carefully watch
developments. Certain men'bers of the committee accepted assignments to con-
tact religious 1eaders and to monltor the act1v1t1es of the Hebrew Chrlatzan
'Movement, especially the McCormick Hall meeting-featuring Moshe Bosep.
In pursuance of these activities we cgn report the following: |

~"&. The Moshe Rosen meeting was comfietely in the spirit of the Evangelical

‘and Pentecostal Christian Movements and did not seem to have the backing

]
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of the "main line" denominations. The Jewish youth were conspicuous
by their absence. The professionals who attended had the feeling
they were the only Jdewish veople in the hall.

Your chairman and the executive of the Board of Rabbis contacted the

. leaders of the Cathoiic, Yethodist, United Church of Christ, and other

grouns znd was assured that the main thrust of Key '3 was gefinitelz

not- toward Jewish conversion. Even less could they foresee any anti-
X . Y

p

'”Semitic-overtones. Unofficially we were told by these leaders that

they had reservations about the mg?hods of Key '7T3 and doubted its
effectiveneééa |

The coordinator ofl Kéy_'TB in our area seems to be aIReverend Anderson -
of LaGrénge. He is not well known. Ve are yet tryiﬁg to make cﬁntacf
with him and discuss key ‘73 activities with regard to the Jewish
QOmﬁunity.

Y;nr chairman inférvigwed various high school groups, confirmation '
classes and students of the Illinois campus and found an almost unanimous
opinion that the-éctivities of Key '73 and Hebrew Christians are of no
effect in most high sbh0615 and very marginal on the college campus;

The majority of the Jewish high school youth even seemed to be ignorant

of thé'meaning of Key 'T3.

The North West Rabbinic Fellowship had a2 meeting with the principals
of the high schools of the North West Suburbs., Among the many subjects
discussed, the question about conversionary activities was also raised.

-

The principals referred to the various codes of conduct of the respective
- ° : ; o
schools, all of which seem to indicete that such activities are frowned

upon.

ST )3
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page 3

There scemed to be some uneasiness among the parents or.Jewish students
of one HNorth Sho;e High School. It ceens that Key '73 held meéfings
prefidus to the bezinning of the classes on schSol.property. There
was also a distribution of handbills. After careful examination of
this situation it wze felt that therec was no major infractionrof the
principle of Church and State and it was suggested that the parents

should cope with this problem. In the meantime this situation seems.to

have. quieted down.

CONCLUSIONS: “We'ére happy to.report that in the area of Key '73 the present

situation does not seem to warrant eny alarm or major protest or other activity.

To & degree this also applies to the Hebrew Christian Movement. In making this

statement we want to emphasize ihree "caveats".

- 2,

Tﬁis report covers only the Chicag§ Hetropolitan aréa and cannot
automatiﬁaily be appiied to other ;égions or states.

He'ﬁre not saying that there is no threat to our youth through

it .

Christian converéionary activities. We are only expressing the
thought that the pfeéent activities of the Hebrew Christian Movement
in Chicago has not been effective.

wé may expecﬁ a definite increase in Key '73 activities and possiblé,l
anti Semitic innuendos during the Easter holidéy. Ve will try to

monitor the situation and hope that our contacts will preclude too

many unpleasant incidents.
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Mr. Elson:offered a suggestion on a matter of style in the wording of the pro-
posed revisions:: ~He noted that since" in’ Art:.cle I1, Section 2 "member" is defined
' as an “organization,....." . :.n Article II, Section 3,,.the .reference .should be to
representatives- at-large” rather than to "members.-at 1arge.'_'. He further suggested
that this change should be made throughout the proposed revised Constitution, where<
ever the phrase. meubers-at-large" appears. Mr. Dubinsky asked if there was a.ny :
cbjection. There was none, and it was agreed that this be done. .

.,f_:f,l

Mr. Baris stated the:e was c[c:nsa.derable d.lscussmn on the subjecl: cf const:.tut.i.ona.l
revision several years ago. The proposed changes at that time were scbmitted to the
various organizations, and most of’ t.hem_ discussed them prior to the JCRC meeting.

There weré full discussions at Council meetings and meetings of the Constitutional
Revision Committee at that time. 'He requested that the minutes of the meetings that .
took place at that time be submtted to all the representat;ves pr.mr to the L
February 13 meet:mg. . -

Mr. Dubinsky replied that the JCRC lost a secretary through death several weeks
ago, and we have not:yet found a replacement. He noted that Mr, Baris' suggestion

- would require much extra work which'the Council office might not be able to get out.

* He stated that the matter of zep_resentauves-at-large was never voted on by the chcq
Mr. Baris said it was withdrawn as a‘compromise to get the rest of the revisions
‘passed. He said the American Jewish Congress met and considered the matter at great
length three years ago. The vote he would cast on February 13 would be in line with
-AJCongress policy. He felt the only way to get an accurate discussion on the 13th
would be to have access to the previous minutes. HMr. Dubinsky had.no objection to
this, but noted it would be zn administrative problem as to whether the JCRC office
could get the copies out on time. He said it would be done, if possible.

ANNOUNCEMENTS . - . -° . .- . -lsaie

N - = v i A s T . I S A T

"l. Mr. Stack announced that on Tuesday, January 23, the Urban Affairs Seminar
of the JCRC would meet in the Council office at noon. The speaker will be Prof. John
‘Leonarxd, Dean of the School of Business at Southern Illinois University. He will
speak on "Affirmative Action, Preferential Treatment and Quotas." All Council repre-

* sentatives are invited to attend, and are urged to contact the K JCEC: offxce if they
wish to have 1unch. . e § s . : . : - ;

S

2._ On Sunday, January 28, at 2: 30 P m., at B! nai El. ‘I‘emple, the JCRC and ten
other organizations are co-sponsoring Prof. Raul Hilberg in a talk on the Holocaust.
At that time, a traveling exhibit on the Holocaust will be available for viewing.
The American Jewish Committee organized the program, and the exhibit is being,bxought
to St. Louis by Hillel. Those present were urged to attend. _and tq publxcize the pro- A
gram within their own organizations. ; £t e, o

Tm-?kuém—s erJv\. .. UKREY 73" .. c -

Mr. Dub:ms)cy asked Mr. Goldstexn to report: on “Key 73". a n,at:.onal program
sponsored by the Chnstian comunxty He noted. that Mr, Goldstein is a: Vi.ca-Cha.tman
of the National Jewish Cormum.ty Relat:.ons Advisory Counc:.l. and is Chairman of. that
body's Commission on Church-StaLa and Interrel:.glous Relationships. . &

vl



Y dotidines ot Bondlis o Ot 4=
™~ Mr. Goldstein stated that Key 73 is an aggresszve, nation-wide campaagn fa
desianed to share the claims and gospel of Jesus Christ. - It is an .evangelical

' .program, ‘primarily Protestant, bBut also with the support of some Roman Catholic
groups. It includes mainline and liberal Protestant denominations, as well as the
fundamentalist ones. They feel they have lost contact with their young people and
this may be a method of teachxng them. The program has been in preparation for a-

" long time. At a convocation in Texas about eight months ago, thousands of young
people were trained to participate in the program. They have had one:TV special;
and others are planned. They also plan neighborhood surveys, q01ng from door to

' dnor to- lnqnxre if the residents have accepted Jesus.

‘There has been a considerable abount of concern within the Jewish communlty
about this matter, Mr. Goldstein reported, and cited meetings where it has been
discussed by the NJCRAC, the Council of Federations and Welfare Funds, etc. The
Jewish community is concerned because: :

-

(1) The involvement of Jewish young people in the "Jesus Revolutxon" has
" been played up, and some persons belxeve played up out of pxoportlon.

) (2) Proselytlzlng efforts necessarily den;grate Judaxsmu = s ;u; \
{3) Evangelism is prlmarxly fundamentallst and many roots of antx-Semit;sm
lie 1n ideas and Feelxngs about the deicide of Chrzst.

-

' (4L A number of Jewish leaders have suggested that there is a kind of obscenity
SO socon afler Auschwitz to engage in missionizing to the Jews.

S . N
£ & y L] - ’ L oL

Mr. Goldstein noted that.proselytizing, or the freedom to do so, falls within
the rights of freedom of religion and freedom of speech. It also follows that any
point ef unfair tactics can be rejected. Unfair tactics would include the use of
public schools, the 1nvn1vement of public school teachers, etc., in proselytlzxng or
in promotion of the Key 73 program. : u

While all the caveats have not been formulated yet, there are some obvious ones,
Mr. Goldstein said. These include: (1) Don't over-react == the claims of the nuzber
of Jews converted have not been verified; (2) Don't join the "numbers game” and re-
peat these; (3) Avoid debates with evangelicals, either publicly or privately; (4)Don't
engage in stereotypes;(5) The Jewish community may be long overdue in beefing up educa=
- tion in what Jewish values really are. Our Jewish agencies need to make common counsel
bo find out whera the thzeat is coming from and what the best answers are. i

. And flnally, Mr. Goldstein cautioned. "Keep your cool.” He said Jews have
been going through this for 2000 years and can weather 1t once agaln. s L

Mr. Dubinsky thanked Mr. Goldstein for his presantatlon. Mr. Cooperman noted
_that the official Key 73 Manual has specific instructions for proselytizing Jews. He
{f noted that it could be obtained from the local Key 73 headquarters for $3.00. Mr.
Ryweck stated that it should be remembered that the main emphasis of Key 73 is for
Christxans. ‘and is an attempt to strengthen Chrxstlanlty among those who may have
fallen away.' lixr. Goldstein said he was glad Mr.- waeck had mentioned this.,. It is -
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true,'and some key Protestant leaders haye ‘stated that Key 73 is not specifically
directed to Jews. R L B g ¢ e o

NAACP LIFE MEMBERSHIP o

we ?

i Mr. Dubinsky reported he had recently attended an NAACP function, and was

' " shocked to notice, upon looking through the program, that no Jewish orxganizations

" and no synagogues were listed in the category of those who supported the NAACP

*" through "life memberships." Thexe were some Jewish individuals listed, but very
few. ‘ ' : . .

; He stated that the JCRC would take out a Life Membezshxp, to be payable over
a ten-year period, in the name of the Council. - He hoped that the constituent
organlzations would consider this matter with their membexrships, and try to do
the same. The work of the NAACP is vital to the maintenance of our free, democra-
tzc ,society.

¢ M ' 3 SUMMER TRAVEL STUDY FOUWDATION
A p

=" . Mr. Dubinsky recalled discussion at a previous meeting regarding the status

of the Summer Travel Study Foundation. Mr. Packman, who is present today, and

Rabbi Jacobs were two of the stalwarts of that group, both of whom attended a
meeting with Federation and JCRC representatives. HMr. Dubinsky explained for

the benefit of those who were not present at the earlier Council meeting, that

the Summer Travel Study Foundation had over the years arranged for Christian clerqy
"and educators to spend.a summex in Israel and the Middle East, studying the problems,
and visiting points of interest. Those who were afforded this opportunity returned
committed to the cause of Israel. : 8 ' ' -

. At the joint meeting of the three groups, it was decided not to take over:
:t.he corporation, which is defunct. The JCRC will try to do the administrative
work for such a program, but will not raise any funds for the program. There
are several alternative methods of fund-raising, which can be explored at a later
date. - No funds will be needed for the current year, because a plan has been worked
out in conjunction with the National Conference of Christians and Jews to Send £bur
clergymen to Israel, and they will be leaving w:.th:.n a couple of weeks.

Mr. Elson noted that he attend2d the meet:.ng referred to by-Mr. Dubinsky. He
has no objection to the JCRC doing the administrative work. However, the f:.nances
would have to-come through the Federation, and he suggested that they not become .
-part of the JCRC budget. He felt it would inflate the budget. and not fairly re-
flect the actual costs of the work done by the JCRC. He thought the Federation
should retain control of the funds, and the JCRC should draw on them as it became:
necessaty to use them, . .

fr. Flaks moved that the JCRC accept the administration of the program asl-q

.3 TR R

outlined by Mr. Dubinsky. The motxon was seconded and carried. aid ]' )

I
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" em

. Mr. Dubinsky expressed the Counc;l's gratitude to the American Jewish Congress
1n making it possible to have Dr. Pfeffer as the guest speaker today. HMany persons
here know Dr. Pfeffer very well, he said, but he gave a brief biographical sketch
for those who did not. He noted that Dr. Pfeffer is perhaps the country's leading

- expert in the field of constitutional law. In the field of civil rights, he occu-
- pies an unusual position in being a nationally recognized scholar, teacher and

authority, and at the same time an active practitioner in the. courts.” A list of
the cases in which Dr. Pfeffer has appeared as counsel reads like .a roll-call of
the outstanding issues affecting freedom of religion.and separation of church and
state over the past twenty years. He is in St. Louis to plead in the case of
Berrera vs. \Wheeler before the U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals, which was heard this
morning. Dr. Pfeffer's books, which are acknowledged as classics in their field,

include The Liberties of an American; Church, State and Freedom; Creeds in Corpetrtlon.

and This Honorable Court. Hr. Dubxnsky introduced Dr. Pfeffer. i

—-ﬂﬁ
“]W“'Jm“hﬁ' Dr. Pfeffer thanked Mr. Goldstein for giving him his theme. As Mr. Goldstein

!

pointed out, Key 73 is not aimed at Jews. It is aimed at Christians who have become
indifferent to Jesus, and the Key 73 leaders want to bring them back into the fold. -

Nobody can take exception to this. What is our concern, then? While Key 73 is aimed
at Christians, it does not exclude Jews.. The "Jews for Jesus" movement is looked
upon with favor by Key 73, Dr. Pfeffer said. Jews can be subjected to its influence.
It is a personal threat to many young Jews. - They are not satisfied with what is

.available to them in the synagogues today. They are locking for somethlng else.

This is the problem for the Jewish community.

' He noted that recehtly, tﬁé,aﬁérican Civil Libertieslﬁniqn. with the cooperation
of the American Jewish Congress, brought a suit in the District Court in Washington,

D.C., to outlaw compulsory chapel attendance in the service academies. The NJCRAC and

the Synagogue Council of America joined in the amicus brief. The Supreme Court of
the United States affirmed the decision that compulsory chapel was unconstitutional.

But at the same time, the Chief Chaplain has sent out letters to chaplains in all mil-

itary services asking them to cooperate with Key 73. We are concerned because there
are a lot of Jewish soldiers in the armed forces. '

uhat is more dangerous to Jew1$h survival is the use of h1gh schools and colleges
for Key 73. The plans contemplate getting Key 73 into the schools through Bible clubs,

prayer meetings, etc. This poses a direct threat to Jewish youngsters who are strive-

"ing and looking for answers. What do Jewish agencies do about this? Dr. Pfeffer’said

we consider tais a flagrant violation.of the.First Amendment. The. public school is
not the place for spreading Christianity. Suits will ‘be filed, if necessary, to halt

such practices. The only weapon we have-is the Constitution of the United States.

The First Amendment says " no law. respecting an’ ‘establishment of relzglcn" and Key 73
is establxshment of rellgion. : ‘

But, said Dr. Pfeffer, if we use this on the one hand, can we then say, "Give us
money for our Jewish day schools. and yeshivot"? Somebody else m.:.ght, but he noted he
could not say this. There is only one separation clause in the Constitution and it

. applies to everybody. There is not one for Jews and one for Christians.
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NCC PLANS DEPARTMENT ON
CHRISTIAN-JEWISH ENCOUNTER

By Religzious News Service (3-5-73)

PITTSBURGH (RNS) -- The National Council of Churches voted here to set
up a new department "to make Christian-Jewish encounter in the U S. more
adequate and effective.” :

In approv1ng the move, the uo¢erﬁlﬂg 3oard of the Protestant-Eastern
Orthodox council followed an earlier sugcestion by the World Council -of
Churches.

However, the discussion about the need Zor the department was set in
the context of the iley 73 evangelistic thrust and Jewish concern over the
impact on Jews of Christian evangelism. -

While Jewish concern has been expressed over Xey 73, the greatest
concern has been generated by groups with the stated purpose of convertlng

Jews to Christianity.

There was no opposition to the resol utlon establlshlng the department
among tne 150 Governing Board members present, but there was heated debate
on the topics of evangelism and pluralism.

The cepartment is expec*ed to be eunded by spec1a1 contrlnutlons from
the 32 member Chu“ches. GNP S SO CE

S = '_-__.__\-—,—-—.-.-_ _ -
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' In ‘the resolutlon, the Governing Board took pains to emphasize that
it sees Key 73 itself as a responsible movement. It voiced "deep interest
and concern for the reported grewing participation in general evangelistic
efforts, including Key 73."

Yet it is said the National Council feels it is important to give
careful attention to the implications of evangelism both for Ciiristian unity
and for interreligious relations.

Key 73 is a brcad-based program in which over 150 denominations, indepen-
dent groups and Roman Catholic Gioceses are taking part.

On the policy-making level, the NCC has not endorsed Key 73, while an
Evangelism Section did take part in some Xey 73 planning and a nunber of
member Churches are participants.

The Rev. W. Sterling Cary, lICC president, said in Pittsburgh that some of
the more extreme incidents connected with proselytizing "should not be
interpreted as a judgment against the integrity of the Key 73 executive com-

mittee."

(more) PAGE -3~
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Increasing concern among Jewish leaders over Christian evangelism was
reflected in debate at the Governing Doard meeting.

The Rev. Richard Hughes, a United Presbyterian and a member of the
board from Oregon said, "In Portland we have been in hell for the last
couple of months over this thing" (Christian attempts to proselytize among
Jews .

He said that in some instances students in public schools have been
subjected to Christian evangelism. e cited an instance in which members of
an evangelistic organization were in charge of a school program with
required attendance by all students.

In the same city, Mr. Hughes sa®!, a Jewish religious ceremony was
interrupted by "zeaious™ Christians who had to be ousted by police after
they refused to heed the mabbis' plea "to take the love of Jesus with them."

A member from Thode Island complained of an evangelical gioup, which
he refused to identify, making the boast that in a short time "there won't
be a Jewish student left on this campus.'” :

- The sharpest words in the discussion came when Dr. William P. Thompson ,
Stated Clerk of the United Presbyterian Church, said that offensive tactics
are not a "one-sided affair." He spoke of a recent take-over 6f the New
York offices of the World Council of Churches by the Jewish Defense League.

The Rev. Gerald Strober, a Protestant who is consultant on Jewish-
Christian relations for the American Jewish Committee, criticized Dr.
Thompson for drawing a parallel between disruption of a religious ceremony
and a take-over of a WCC office by the Jewish Defense League, which he
called a "fringe element" denounced_by most segments of American Jewry .

_ In its resolutlon the Govern*ng ‘Beard rejected “any efforts to prose-
lytize in the Jewish communlty, aware of pressure to this end in certain
local communities which threaten religious liberty and authentic pluralism."

Rabbi James Rudin, a Jewish observer at the NCC gathering and an official
of the ARmerican Jewish Committee, said that while he did not appreciate some
rerarks by delegates he was "glad that the NCC is getting around to some
serious theological consideration of the question.

"It is good for the council to consider right out in the open some of
the theolcgical bases involved in Christian-Jewish relations."

In passing the resolution, the Governing Board called attention to a
1964 policy statement on Christian-Jewish relations. That statement urged
member Churches to "seek that true dialcgue with the religious bodies of the
Jewish community through'which differences in faith can be explored within
the mutual life of the one family of God -- separated but seeking from God
the gift of renewed unity -- knowing that in the meantime God can help us to
find our God-given unity in the common service of human need.™

-0- P/GE -4-
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\Pms 2 — FROM THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, M.C.B. «"_ " Mareh 9,1973
111, EvangELIsM, KeY '73, Ann3oué/dEwF3H-NE|sgaoaé Loy ”:gm'l”‘- X _;ﬂf

ONE OF THE MOST INTENSE DISCUSSIONS [N My NCCC EXPERIENCE CAME WITH THE RECOM=
MENDATION OF ‘A GROUP IN SecTION FiveE ON CHRISTIAN UNITY TO AMEND AND MAKE MORE
EXPL!CIT THE FOLLOWING SECTION FIVvE RECOMMENDATION WHICH WAS FINALLY ADOPTED"-

i .
¢ R 5 % | : AL

‘A8 PRESENTED FIRST BY .THE, SECTIDN. ’ i L v

s

Joo i e
; Lo \
! : . 5

;™. o THAT THE GDVERNING BOARD EXPRESS DEEP INTEREST IN AND CONGERN FOR THE

Pl HEPORTED GROW ING' INTEREST AS -EXPRESSED AT THE DALLAS ASSEMBLY IN CURRENT

. EVANGEL | SM EFFORTS, PARTICUARLY THE MOVEMENT KNOWN AS KEY '73, AND TO GIVE _ =
= ) f CAREFUL ATTENTION TO THE !MPL!CATIDNSuFOR CHRISTIAN UNITY OF THIS MOVEMENT
i, UNDER TWO ﬁSPFcTs:f A IR R & 'EI . o Wt

/

= 1. THE OPPORTUNITY IT AFFORDS FOR INCREASED INCLUS!VENESS AS CHRISTIANS oF i

N R VAR IED ECUMENICAL CONCERNS TO FIND EACH OTHER, IN THIS MOVEMENT W1THOUT
N Y. 7 BACRIFICING THE FULNESS OF THE GOsPEL; SR 8- 4 R
N . ' T . AND O o ot -
P aced 2s. THE NEGESSIT? rranSENTs ‘FOR A CHRlsr:aN 01 AL OGUE WITH THE JEWISH COM- \ 2
... 7 MUNITY RELATIVE TO THEIR CONCERN WITH REFERENCE TO THE RELATIONSHIP BE=- .
#aoy ¥ _'". TWEEN OUR EFFORTS TO EVANGELIZE LAND THE IR 'CONCERN FOR RELIGIOUS LIBERTY IN.
., .7 <A PLURALISTIC SOCIETY. . R Y e ey
R | ; T L I i - )

fTHE PROPOSED AMENQMENT, WH | OH wA DEFEATED AFTER ONE HOUR'S DEBATE, TRIED TO
MAKE MORE EXPLICIT No. 2 By A) quoTing A 1964 NCCC ResoLuTION ON.CHRISTIAN=
/JEW)SH RELAT|ONS, WHICH SPELLED OUT SOME CONDITIONS -OF TRUE DIALOGUE; E)
SPECIFICALLY SOUGHT TO REJECT ANY EFFORTS TO PROSELYTIZE N THE JEWISH com-
MUNITY OR' USE GOERCIVE METHODS OF EVANGEL 1SMj ©) SOUGHT TO GTRENGTHEN AND

* 'NCREASE ALL EFFORTS TO DIALOGUE WITH THE JEWISH COMMUNITY$ AND D) TRIED TO
ENCOURAGE A CHRISTIAN THEOLOGY OF JUDIASIM WHICH.'RECOGNIZE° THAT ™ THE PRO=, |
M1 SES MADE, BY GOD TO THE JEWISH PEOPLE ARE IRHEVOOABLE AND WHICH VIEWS Ju=- -~ . . -

" DAISM AS A VAL10, CONTRIBUTIVE; AND ETERNAL FAITH' 5 ; Do Py

Pl il SO : : , - | ¢ A T

= b E ! |

&+ P

©}" _EXCEPT ON POINT ‘D) AND THE USE OF THE WORLD 'PROSELYTIZE' IN 8), THERE MAY
NOT HAVE BEEN SUBSTANTIVE DI SAGREEMENT IN ,THE GOVERNING BOAnn. THE MOT I ON

[, .. 1. TO AMEND LOST, .IN MY VIEW, BECAUSE A MAUORITY FELT THAT A MORE GENERAL, LESS. - -
.+ ' SPECIFIC STATEMENT OF THE [SSUE WAS CALLED FOR. AS ONE OF 1TS AUTHORS, My = 7
i | VOTE SUPPORTED THE AMENDMENT . - ! i i e Can K

: . 4 WNF

~ IN THE DEBATE, MANY PEOPLE FROM VAR|OUS PARTS OF THE NATION ROSE-TO EXPRESS

“v " ‘CONCERN ABOUT SPECIFIC INSTANCES OF GOZRCION GOING BEYOND THE BOUNDS OF RE=
SPECT FOR OUR JEWISH BRETHREN, THOUGH IT WAS NOT CLEAR THAT ANY OF THE, ,EX=
"/ AMPLES WERE OFF |CIALLY CONCERNED WiTH KEv '73. ONE OF THE PROSLEMS OF OUR
CURRENT WAVE OF /EVANGELISM 18 THAT MANY OF (OUR JEWISH BRETHREN KEENLY FEEL
ITS PRESSURE., . A, . a : R, e 4

- SOME GROUPS IN OUR SYRACUSE AREA ARE INVOLVED IN K&v '73 AND THOUGH | KnOw
s, OF NO COERCIVE EXCESSES HERE, |T DOES SEEM THAT WE NEED TO FIND WAYS OF
e N CAREFULLY AND POSITIVELY FORWARDING INTER = RELIGIOUS RELATIONSHIPS EVEN AS
VWE LEGITIMATELY PRESENT TO OTHERS THE GOSPEL DF dEsus CHRIST THAT ALL PEOPLE Wy g

MAY RESPOND TO GOD. . ) ; A : ‘
h . LR ok ok k% ko i

b, O = 5 I g ;o ~ _ . .
: ™ o i T v " ¥ . A

THESE ARE THREE ISSGES TREATED IN A NATIONAL CHURCHI ME[—'{TING WHICH SEEM TO ME TO
BE WORTHY OF |INTENSE AND SUSTAIMED ECUMENICAL CONCERN 'AT THE LEVEL OF OUR OSyRA=-
USE METROPOL ITAN AREA.



FROM THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR . . . METROPOLITAN CHURCH BOARD - 3/9/73

- - L
CAN NATIONAL CONCERNS BECOME LOCAL?
‘ : '
Note: Bos GRi1Mu, voun ExECUTrvE DIRECTOR, 1S A MEMBER OF THE NEW
GovernING Boarp oF THE NaTioNaL COUNCIL OF CHuncHES, APPOINTED !
"BY HIS CHuRCH, THE UNITED CHURCH oF CHRIST, To 178 11 MEMBER
DELEGATION. He (i) ATTENDED THE FIRST FULL MEETING OF THIS ¢
REORGAN! ZED BODY FEB. 27-MarcH 2ND IN PITTSBURGH AND RECORDS )
.~ HERE. | MPRESSIONS OF SOME OF TS HIGHLIGHTS WHICH .WE MIGHT BE
ABLE TO'WORK ON AS CHURCHES OF THE SYRACUSE AREA.
L ¢ L. . o . ‘,‘
le THE ABORT(ON Issuz . « 18 DIALOGUE POsSSIBLET ! . w

. - ; 5 \ -

\ THE NCCC GOVERNING BOARD THOROUGHLY DISCUSSED A POSIT!ON PAPER WHICH HAD BEEN
A- YEAR” IN' THE MAKING BY A SPECIAL Task FORCE ON THE ASBORTION ISSUE. AFTER
JDIBGUSSION IN F‘IVE SECTIONS, THE BOARD VOTED TO 4188SUE THE ”4- PAGE FAPER F‘OH
S'!'UDY AND CONSIDERAT!ON BY THE CHURCHES, AND NOT AS A FOLICY STATEMENT OoF THE e

NCCC.

. (! . ; ."
THI B STUDY PAPER WAS PRODUCED av A VARIED PANEL , INCLUDING TWO Roman CATHDLIG
AND ONE ORTHODOX MEMBER. THERE WERE DISAGREEMENTS WITH ITS GENERAL TONE: BUT
FULL AGREEMENT THAT )T ADVANCED MANY IDEAS WHICH NEEDED. FULL. D1SCUSSION,
3 = 1 1 ‘ . v
[T. ASSUMES SUPPORT OF THE RECENT SuPREME CouRT DECISION, TRAQES 'SOCFETAL AND
RELIGIOUS VIEWS, AND SUGGESTS A SERIES OFRESPDNS!BILIT!ES WHICH @HURCTHES OUGHT
TO ASSUME, IN AIDING THOSE GONFRONTED WITH AN ABORTION PECISION OR TO REDUCE
THE NECESSITY FOR SUCH, DEC!I S1ONS. FINALLY, THE PAPER BUGGESTS AN INTERCHURCH '
PROCESS TO FACE THE IMPLICATIONS WHICH FUTURE TECHNOLOGIES ARE BRlNa:'NaToouRF
BEL!EFS ABOUT LIFE. - ) '

- . :
WHETHER SUCH A S8TUDY PAPER CAN ADVANCE DIALOGUE EETWEEN THOBSE GENERALLY AC=
CEPTING ITS VIEW AND THOSE DEEPLY OPPOSED IS vsny DOUETFUL. - HOPE 1S EXPRESS=
ED IN. THE PAPER THAT DIALOGUE TAKE PLACE. IN THIS SPIRIT, | MERELY REPORT AND

OFFER WHATEVER RE-BOURCES,_ INCLUDING THE PAPEl‘?; TO MAKE THE BIALOGUE HAPPEN.
i g [N g " ®

i : s

i il Z g

IHe URBAN Funoine CriSES AND FEDERAL- GOVERNMENT POLICIES.

N Lo L NG i

THE GOVERNING BOARD GAVE FULL ATTENTION TO THIS SERIES OF RELATED | SSUES AT

ONLV ONE POINT== THE PROPOSAL FROM ITS Sectiron Two on Human Neep THAT THE Gov-

ERNING BOARD AUTHOR!ZE THE NCCC Divigion oF CHURCH AND SOCIETY TO' ORGANIZE A

ConvocaTion oF CONSCIENCE TO CONVENE IN THE NATION'S CAPITAL AT THE EARLIEST

POSSIBLE DATE FOR ﬂHE PURPOSE OF SEEKING CHANGE IN NATIONAL PRIORITIES AND A

HEVERSAL 'OF PRESENT FEDERAL POLICIES CONGERNING JUSTICE FOR THE POOR. THIS

PHOPDSAL wAS ADDFTEO UNANI'MOUSLY AND FUNDED s ' ;

Ce Bey WHICH LAST M;T'MARCH 5THy DI'SCUSSED THIS |SSUEFROM A LOCAL BASE ==

THROUGH URGINGS FROM WiLLiam CHILES AND HoRAcE lvevy, Two OF OUR Cowmm)TTEE
CHAIRMEN. THEY AND OTHERS ARE AUTHORI1ZED TO PREPARE A STRONG RELEASE 'TO
CHURCHES AND COMMUNITY EXPRESSING OUR CONCERN. WHEN' YOU RECE!VE 1T, PLEASE

. TAKE IT SERIOUSLY AND USE 1T TO |NFORM YOURSBELF MORE FULLY ABOUT OUR LOCAL
SITUATION, AS RELATING TO THE NATIDNAL, AND TO ‘EXPRESS CIT|ZEN CONCERN FORCE-,
FULLY.- WE ARE MUCH IN DEBT TO THE PRIOR!TY Onve NEwS BULLETINC= ARE YOU READ=
I NG THEM? - = J

- N CHH



or, Rev. Robert E. Grimm, The Metropolitan Church
Board of the Syracuse Area, Inc.
%naz 2 - FROM THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, M.C.B. March 9,1973

W emo from Executive Direct

'

I1ls EvanGEL1sM, KEY ?3, AND OUR .JEWI'SH NEIGHBORS i "
ONE OF THE MOST INTENSE DISOUSSIONS IN My NCCC EXPERIENGE CAME WI[TH THE REGCOM=
MENDAT 1 ON OF A GROUP InN SEcTiON FIVvE ON CHRISTIAN UNITY TO AMEND AND MAKE MORE
EXPLICIT THE FOLLOWING SEcTion Five RECOMMENDATION WHICH WAS . FINALLY ADOPTED

"AS PRESENTED FIRST BY THE SECTION: i B \

7 '

e o THAT THE GOVERNING BOARD EXPRESS DEEP INTEREST IN 'AND CONCERN FOR THE

REPORTED GROWING INTEREST, .AS - EXPRESSED AT THE DALLAS ASSEMBLY IN CURRENT

EVANGEL I SM EFFORTS, PART|CUARLY THE MOVEMENT KNOWN AS KEY '73; ‘AND TO GIVE

CAREFUL ATTENTIQN TO THE IMFLICATIDNSHFOR CHRISTI&N UNITY QF THI 8 MOVEMENT

UNDER TWO ASPECTS: . - ~ ; "

/

1. The OPPQRTUNJTY IT AFFORDOS FOR INCREASED INGLUSIVENEBS As CHRiISTIANS OF
VAR |ED 'ECUMEN|CAL CONCERNS TO FIND EACH OTHER IN THIS MOVEMENT Wi THOUT
agcRIFrcrNG THE FULNESS OF THE GosPeEL

i AND

2. THE NECESSITY IT PRESENTS FOR A CHRISTIAN DIALOGUE W1 TH THE JEWISH COM=
MUNITY RELATIVE TO THEIR CONCERN WITH REFERENCE TO THE RELATIONSHIP BE=-
TWEEN OUR EFFORTS TO EVANGELIZE AND THEIR CONCERN FOR RELIG!IOUS LIBERTY IN
A PLURALISTIC sécuer?." » - _ :

F A . b !
{THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT, WHICH WAS DEFEATED AF‘TEF{ ONE HOUR's DEBATE, TRIED T0
MAKE MORE EXPLICIT No. 2 8y A) QuoTing A 1964 NCCC RESOLUTION ON.CHR ST IAN=
JEW| 8H RELATLDNS,'W&EGH.SPELLED OUT SOME CONDIT!ONS—-OF TRUE DIALOGUE} B)
SPEOIFICALLY SOUGHT TO REJECT ANY EFFORTS TO PROSELYTIZE .IN THE JEWISH COM=
MUNITY OR USE COERCIVE METHODS OF EVANGELI8Mj ©) BOUGHT TO STRENGTHEN AND
" INCREASE ALL EFFORTS TO DIALOGUE WITH THE JEWISH COMMUNITYZ AND D) TRIED TO'
ENCOURAGE A CHRIBTIAN THEOLOGY OF JUD!ASIM WH i CH '"RECOGNIZES THAT > THE PRO=
MIBES MADE BY GOD TO THE JEWISH PEOPLE ARE IRREVOCABLE AND' wach VIEWS Ju=-
' DAIGEM AS A VALID, CONTR 1BUT I VE. AND ETERNAL FAITH' ‘

EXCEPT ON POINT D) AND THE USE OF THE WORLD 'PROSELYTIZE' IN 8), THERE MAY
NOT HAVE BEEN SUBSTANTIVE DI SAGREEMENT [N THE GOVERNING BoaRD. THE MOTION '
TO AMEND LOST,.IN MY VIEW, BECAUSE A MAUORITY FELT THAT A MORE GENERAL, LESS
'SPECIFIC STATEMENT OF THE |SSUE WAS CALLED FOR. AB ONE OF 1TS AUTHORS, MY
VOTE SUPPORTED THE AMENDME&T- " . C 4 .
IN THE DEBATE, MANY PEOPLE FROM VAR]OUS PARTS OF THE NAT|ON ROSE TO EXPRESS
CONCERN ABUUT_SPECiFIC INSTANCES OF COERCION GOING BEYOND THE BOUNDS OF RE=
SPECT FOR OUR JEWISH BRETHREN, THOUGH IT WAS NOT CLEAR THAT ANY OF THE. .EX=
AMPLES WERE OFFICIALLY CONCERNED WITH KeEy '73. ONE OF THE PROBLEMS OF OUR
CURRENT WAVE OF (EVANGELISM IS THAT MANY OF {OUR JEWISH BRETHREN KEENLY FEEL
TS PRESSURE . . A

SOME GROUPS IN OUR SYRACUSE AREA ARE INVOLVED IN an 173 anp THOUGHI KN OW
OF NO COERCIVE EXCESSES MERE, |T DOES SEEM THAT WE NEED TO FIND WAYS OF
CAREFULLY AND POSITIVELY FORWARDING INTER = RELIGIOUS RELATIONSHIPS EVEN AS
WE LEGITIMATELY PRESENT TO OTHERS THE GOSPEL oF Jesus CHRIST THAT ALL PEOPLE
MAY RESPOND TO GoD. - "

Ny, X

. £ ox R * & % ;
/ ) . . - ~

-
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N |
THESE ARE THREE |SSUES TREATED IN A NATIONAL CHURCH MEETING WHICH SEEM TO ME TO
BE WORTHY OF INTENSE AND SUSTAINED ECUMEN|CAL CONCERN AT THE LEVEL OF OUR SyRA=
CUBE METROFOL I TAN AREA. f '



For Your

BERTRAM H. GOLD,
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KEY 73 FUROR IS SAID TO HELP CHRISTIANS RETHINK ATTITUDES ABOUT JEWS
| - .. (800)
2/21/73 - Wed.

BynJo—ann Price
(NC News Service)

* NEW YORK (NC)=--Jewish criticism of Key 73, the Christian
evangélistic campaign, is causing many Christians to rethink-kheir'“'
attitudes toward Judaism, according to a Jewish léader hére.

For the first time shme'churches are recbgnizing Judaism as -"a
permanent living faith" and the Catholic Church ié playing an -
important role in this development, Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum said.’ )

The new attitude is the result of "the mustard seed planted by
the Second Vatican Council" in its declaration on the relationship °
of the Catholie Church to non=Christian religions, Rabbi Tanenbaum -

‘said. : ' S

In an interview commenting on a ng«r.Ap@;ﬁcaanewish Committee -
report on Key 73, Rabbi Tanenbaum, AJC interreligious affa?;s'
director, said that "Catholics are making an extremely constructive
contribution"” to turning a cgnflict_situation into one leading to~

- matual respect," :

Vatican II "faced in a fundamental way its relationship to the -
Jew;ah people,f he said, "and this 1s now, hav1ng a broad impact in .
local communities"” of Cathollcs and Protestants.

"Phe Cathelie Church hac new become most nrograssive ir terms of
the Jewish question.'religiﬁus liberty and in pressing for an
evangelism which is not a cop-out from social justice."”

More than 100 Protestant denominations and church groups ana
about 40 Catholic dioceses in this country have endorsed Key 73.
Jewish apprehensions have centered on its slogan as a program “to
call the continent to Christ in-1973,¢

Recently Jewish communities have seen intensified conversion
efforts by fervent evangelical and Jew-turned-Chris tian groups.

Despite tension over the slogan; "many.Christian leaders——

ii.c .uding conservative Protestants who have nevex taken the pco.ticn
of rec?gnizing Judaism as a permanent‘living faith--have Dbegu.. tc dc
s¢ on their own,” Rabbi Tanenbaum said. He called this develcpaent
“the spirit of vatican II at work."

Tr.e AJC report listed responses by Protestant and Jewrsh -g£3cexs,
including a Jan. 19 memorandum on Key 73 to all Catholic bzshoggytuc
U.S. bishops' Committee for Ecumenical and Interrel;gJGus Affairs.

(MORE) '
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“We believe that the sensitivities of Jewish opinion may be
taken into consideration withoul in any way weakening participation,"
the memorandum said.

The memo pointed out that the overall objective of Key 73 was
a presentation.of the Gospel to the unchurched and uncommitted,-,
as well as renewal of the Church, - S . b e ot

"This may be accomplished without singling out Jews oy any
other specific group," the memo said. "Catholics recognize the
pluralistic character of America and do not seek a reaffirmation
of the old concept of a 'ChristiahlAmerica.'"- : g

The AJC report contained gquotations as well by Cardinal-elect
Timothy Manning of Los Angeles, Coadjutor Archbishop Leo C. Byxrne:

‘of st. Paul and Minneapolis, the Leadership Conference of Women
"Religious, the National Coalition df American Nuns and several
Catholic publications. . Similar excerpts were listed from Protestant
communities. ; , o . o ‘

wTﬂe report, described as interim, put the Key 73 situation into .
this perpective in its conclusions: .‘ : : - R

--There has been a "decidedly positive response" generally from
Christian leaders wishing to head off "possible" anti-Semitic -

~dmplications of the program. |

--The national dialogue on the issue, although sometimes uncom-
foxtable and tense, has helped Christian leaders clarify "for the
first time" that Key 73 has no strategy for pfoselytizing Jews and.
that its aim is to reach the uncommitted.

- *éThe_Key 73 issue has led to "a national clarification of
policy regarding anti~Semitism" by its own leadership. ThelKey 73
executive director, Dx. Theodore A, Raedeke, in December assured.-:..
Rabbi Tanenbaum in a letter that there was "no anti-Semitism in
either the ideology or the thrust" of the campaign.

-=In "grassroots" areas and college campuses -eager young
evangelicals such as Jews for Jesus and the Campus Crusade for Christ
were busy in proselytizing Jews. _ _

"==To the degree that Key 73 h€lps make Christians into better

Christians, it has the blessings of Jews.. - - L he
;o ¥ %* % ¥
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Detroit Interfaith Action Council
Cautions Part.cipants in Key *73
to Respect Beliefs of Non-Chiristians

The Interfaith Action Coun-
cil of Metropolitan Detroit
has adopted a resolution
urging participants in ‘Xey
'73,” the yearong national
evangelistic campaign, that
they “cherish and respect . 2¢
religious persuasion of I
others."” The Jewish comL «
pity had expressed it
cern to Christian leaders
the aims of the camjpuign.

The statement of the IA
a coalition of all {faith group:
In the area, takes issue wil
the suggested tactic in the
Key '73 resource book yor
“sharing Messiah with Jew
ish people."

Also cited in the TAC resc
Jution is “an unfar:unate

g

/

sllsm, extivslng ccncin cul- | ben.. . M. crusade?
acz2ly cequlred wwues of Ir. soducing its  resolu-
<eavier oud bellei. Sach | tion “AC stated .is helief
\riamphalisi is Imimica to a | tha: -mgue  Gft of |
culturally diverse Amucica. | AL + . cultural pwral-
“Evca we fact of Christian ; ism diversity  which
seripluces .a evi.y nome, :o-.‘ : thar, une the
ywd  presurnably Caristian ot n that aiversity
wurshl.. on ev;ry occasnon'.:. & & shea.’
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tendency for satellite groups and in every pla-« would ke
such as ‘Jews for Jesus' tadisfunctional to U not de-
attach themselves to this |structive of, the .(wtural
Evangelisuc campaign, thus | pluralism we e=)ov,

crealing ithe possibility for in. | “Im short, we :.re con..m-

cipient anti-Semitism and led about the d of “Chris-
hostility toward other rell-|tian America _he s->port-
gious grours.” ers of the e¢r..ate envision,

The iAC statement sees as, 2. The mus Se.:ous dan-

the two problems about Key ger in “Key ‘73" 15 its atti-
73 as follows: ‘ude towara noa-Christians. !

1, The Uteratun: of ~‘Key if “Xey '73's" avowed » r-
73" jiver she .mpression: pose is going . be carried
that those wio would paciid- ! our, what mugr. that ‘1 -an
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RABBI SAYS A STATEMENT FROM KEY 73
WOULD HAVE ALLBYED FEARS OF JEWS

By Religious News Service (3-2-73)

NEW ). =x A national Jewish leader said here that if the
planners/of Xey 73 had clarified their pesition on Jewish evangelism
when the ‘ayan campaign was first announced, there would probably

not have been a response of alarm and concern from the Jewish commnity.

Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum,national interreligious affairs director
of the American Jewish Committee, spoke at a press conference that had
been called to present his response to evangelist Billy Graham's statement
on Key 73, issued for the same day,

He described the evangelist's statement as "an important and
constructive contribution to helping overcome the misunderstanding and
stress™ that have arisen concerning Key 73,

At the press conference, Rabbi Tanenbaum released a 36-page survey
he had compiled of the impact of Key 73 and other Christian evangelistic
efforts on Christian-Jewish relationships. He said statements that
have been made by Protestant and Roman Cathalic leaders incliuded in the
report "recognize that Jews will not accept passively a relationship
with Christians that reduces Jewry to an object of conversion, and
that does not respect Judaism as a living faith and source of permanent
truth and value to the Jewish people,”

Rabbi Tanenbaum declared that he add other officials of the American
Jewish Committee had met with the national leaders of Xey 73 in St. Louis
before the Amerdcan Jewish Committee made any statements on the evangelatic
campaign, which involves more than 150 Christian groups.

He said that he had urged the Key 73 leaders to issue a statement
clarifying Key 73's position on evangelism of Jews, and had cautioned
that because of its stated purpose "to confront the people of our
continent more fully and more formefully with the Gospel of Jesus Christ,"
such an approach "will be seen, in-the absence of any clarification,
as a provocative attitude™ by American Jews.

According to Rabbi Tanenbaum, two members of the Key 73 national
committee, the Rev, Joe Hale and the Rev, Ron Kerr, had supported this
suggestion, but it was vetoed by two "more conservative" members
of the Key 73 committee, whom he did not name,

After the controversy had arisen over Key 73 and the Jewish community,
Rabbi Tanenbaum said, he then told Mr. Hale and Mr, Xerr, "If you had
clarified your position at that time, there would probably not have
been a peep out of the Jewish community.”

(In St, Louis, Dr. Theodore Raedeke, executive director of Key 73,
said that some members of the Key 73 committee had suggested to him that
such a statement be issued. %, he emphasized, "there is no one
individual who can speak for all the Key 73 parficipants.” Dr. Raedeke
also said he did not know specifically what meeting Rabbi Tanenbaum had
referred to, or who the two "conservative" members of the committee
might be-) :

In his statement, Billy Graham had commented that "just as Judaism
frowns on proselytizing that is coercive, or that seeks to commit men
against their will, so do I. Gimmicks, coercion and intimidation have
had no place inmy evangelistic efforts, certainly not in historic Biblical

evaggalism.”
(more) ' PAGE -15-
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The evangelist had also said, regarding Xey 73, "I understand that
it is the purpose of Key 73 to call all men to Christ without singling
out any specific religious or ethmic group.” _

Rabbi Tanenbaum praised Mr, Graham's sté.tement as "an important
and constructive contribution to helping overcome the misunderstand:.ng

-and stress that have developed between many Christians and Jews in the
_absence of any policy statement by Key 73 leadership regard:.ng

proselytizing efforts aimed at the Jewish community.”

cader
The American Jewish Comittee/reported that he and Gerald Strober,
a United Presbyterian layman who is a consultant to the American Jewish
committee, had spent 3% hours with Mr. Graham at his home in Montreat, .
N.C., two days before the evangelist issued his statement, . \ \
v

Referring to Mr. Graham's statement, Rabbi Tanenbaum described it
as "a partial one," and added that the evangelist will make "a fuller,
more extensive statement™ on his view of Judaism "once the controversy
over Key 73 is behind us."

Rabbi Tanenbaum said of Mr, Graham's views on Judaism, "He believes
that God's covenant with the Jewish people is eternal and forever,”
and that he has a "positive view t:owards the survival of the State of
Israel."

in response to questions, Rabbi Tanenbaum commented, "I would " J )
respect an honest decision made by a Jew to become a Christian,”

But he said that in many instances such conversions are actually

"conversion out of ignorance,™ because the convert did not have a proper
understanding of Judaism before becoming a Christian, .

In contrast to Jewish converts to Christianity, the American Jewish
Committee leader said that there are "growing numbers of Christians
who are becoming converts to Judaism," largely through intermarriage.

, Asked to comment on the controversy in Israel over Christian misSionary
efforts in that country, Rabbi Tanenbaum declared, "I would be oppesed,
personally, to Israel's taking any legal action with regard to
missionaries in Israel,” : He said that since its founding Israel has had
a tradition of religious freedom for all who live there.

«0=
NEW SYNOD REJBC'I‘S PROPOSAL
TO COMBINE SOME PRESBYTERIES

By Religious News Service (3-2-73)

COLUMBIA, S.C., (RNS) -- Some 700 commissioners attending a convention
here to organize a new synod of the Presbyterian Church,U.S. (Southern) elected
Dr. J. McDowell Richards of Decatur, Ga., to serve as the first Moderator.

But they rejected a plan drafted by a 10-member committee headed by
Dr. Richard to combine 14 presbyteries of the synodls area, South Carolina
and Georgia, into nine,

Some commissioners opposed the action because it would affect voting
strength in the denomination on constitutional matters such as union
with the United Presbyterian Church.

In other actions, it was decided that the new synod, which will come
into existence in July, would be called the Synod of the Southeast, and
that a new committee would be appointed to study presbytery boundaries.
The Rev, James F. Dickinson of Athens, Ga., was elected executive coordinator
of the synod, and the Rev, Robert Earnest of Macon was chosen to serve as
Stated Clerk until the new synod is const::ltuted. The synod will include

637 churches and 150,000 members. _
(= PAGE ~16-



P L e W POl

o e TR AR L L

=i,

- ¥

-~ NC NEWS SERVICE (Domestic) B I

KEY 73 FUROR IS SAID TO HELP CHRISYIAWNS RETHINK ATTITUDES »BOUT JEZWS
_ 300}
' 2/21/7. - wed.

By Jo=ann Price
(NC News Service)

" NEW YORK (NC)--Jewish cricicism of Key 73, the Christ:ian
evangelistic campaign, is causing many Christians to rethinic thei.
attitudes toward Judaism, according to a Jewish leader here.

For the first time scme-cﬁurches are recognizing Judaism as "=
permanent living faith" and the Cetholic Church is playing an
important role in this development, Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum said.

The new attitude is the result of "the mustard seed plantec Dby
the Second Vvatican Council" in its declaration on the relationshi:
of the Catholic Church to non-Christian religions, Rabbi Tanentiiz
said. ‘

In an interview commenting on a new American Jewish Commitice
report on Key 73, Rabbi Tanenbaum, AJC interreligious affairs
director, said that "Catholics are making an extremely construciive
contribution" to turning a conflict situation intc one leacding =<
mutual respect,"”

Vatican II “faced in a fundamental way its relationship to .ae
Jewish people,” he said, "and this is now having a broad impact -
local communities" of Catholics and Protestants.

"Tae Calaciic ANLSCS DAE NCW YeSIRe it S .ava. v L beol.
the Jewish question, religibus liberty and in pressing Zor an
evangelism which is not a cop-out from social justice."”

More than 100 Protestant denominations and church groups =ac
about 40 Cathoiic dioceses in this country have endorsed key 7
Jewish apprenensions have centered -on its slogan as a program T.
call the continent to Christ in 1973."

Recently Jewish communities have seen intensified convexsior
efforts by fervent evangelical and 'Jew-turned-Christian groups.

Despite tension over the slogan, "many Christian leaders--
including conserxvative Protestants wholhave never taken ths peos.t..
of recognizing Judaism as a permanent living faith--have Legur =
so on their own," Rabbi Tanenbaum said. He calleé this ‘evelc
“the spirit of Vatican II at work."

The AJC report listed responses by Protestant and Jewish %E%ﬁ
including a Jan. 19 memorandum on Key 73 to all Catho.ic bishcrz/t-
U.S. bishops’' Committee for Ecumenical and Intercelicious. Affail.

(MORE)
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"We believe that the sensitivities of Jewish opinion may be
taken into consideration withoul in any way weakening participation,"
the memorandum said.

The memo pointed out that the overall objective of Key 73 was
a presentation of the Gospel to the unchurched and uncommitted,. .
as well as renewal of the Church,

"This may be accomplished without singling out Jews or any
other specific group," the memo said. "Catholics recognize the
pluralistic character of America and do not seek a reaffirmation
of the old concept of a 'Christian America.'" e

The AJC report contained quotations as well By Cardinal-elect
Timothy Manning of Los Angeles, Coadjutor Archbishop Leo C. Byrne

of St. Paul and Minneapolis, the Leadership Conference of Women
' Religious, the National Coalition 6f American Nuns and several
Catholic publications. Similar excerpts were listed from Protestant
communities. _ -
- --The report, described as interim, put the Key 73 situat;oq into
this perpective in its conclusions:

-=There has been a "decidedly positive response” generally from
Christian leaders wishing to head off “possible"” anti-Semitic
implications of the program.

--The national dialogue on the issue, although sometimes uncom- -
fortahle and tense, has helped Christian leaders clarify “for the
first time" that Key 73 has no strategy for pfoselytizing Jews and
that its aim is to reach the uncommitted.

==Th@ Key 73 issue has led to "a national clarification of
policy regarding anti-Semitism" by its own leadership. The Key 73
executive director, Dr. Theodore A, Raedeke, in December assured
Rabbi Tanenbaum in a letter that there was "no anti-Semitism in
either the ideology or -the thrust" of the campaign.

-=-In "grassroots" areas and college campuses -eager young
evangalicals such as Jews for Jesus and the Campus Crusade for Christ
were busy in proselytizing Jews.

--To the degree that Key 73 he€lps make Christians into -better
Christians, it has the blessings of Jews.

w* % % %
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2 to the Editor

. fensive to Christians whose most  historical sensatignalism, hln‘l

theologizing should
~ new nadir of anti-Semitism.

ST, LOUIS JEWISH LIGHT

February 21, 1973,
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Grahom Helledes Friepd of cﬂ@ws

B WILLIAM REEL

A rabbi who has often cr:tlclzed the leaders of Key 73, the Christian evangelical

campaign, for refusal to forswear mass conversions of Jews, hailed yesterday a state-

ment issued Thursday by the Rév. Billy Gra ham opposing mmsnonary efforts that- smgle
] -out the Jews as a people.

The rabbi, Marc Tanenbaum,
director of mton-dlgwu affairs
for the American Jewish Commit-
tee, pramed Dr. Graham for say-
ing that “God has nlways had a
special rell.honshl with  the
Jewish

Rabbi Tanenbaum added that
the Rev. Graham had moreover
expressed to him.in a recent con-
veration his belief that “God’s
convenant w:th the Jewish people

is forever.”

“Destined By God”

Caling Dr. Graham “one of the
freat and good friends of Jews—

believe he is distined by God to
play a erucial role in claryfying
the relationship . betwen ris-
tians and Jewa“—R.ahbi Tanen-
baum said:

“The views of Dr. Graham as-
sume particular importance in
:light of the findings of our lat-
‘est American Jewish Committee
survey which  documents that a
growing number of incidents are
taking place in puoblic high-
schiols and colleges as well as in
many communities in which Jew-
,ish young people are being sub-
jected to psychological harass-
ment, intimidation and social
ostracism by fervid evangelists
iand missions-to-the-Jews groups
who are using Key 73 as a.sanc- | | o }
lion {or their disruptive activi-|- - - - e
ties.” :

The aim of Key 73, which fea-
tures TV specials, public prayer |
i meetings and a variety of evan-
gelical activities carried out by
some 200,000 participating con-
gregations, is to “call the con-
. tinent to Christ” in 1973, Dr.
. Graham'was one of the original
. sponsors of the effort.

o DAILY NEWS, SATURDAY, MARCH 3, 1978




Key 73 program

Dlll.LlQ TIMES HERALD, Thars., Mar. (5,

1973

’ ..B_._sl |

Christians, Jews alr tensions

By MARTHA MAN

Religion Writer

Growing tensions between
Christians and Jews over the
.continentwide Christian evan-

gelical program known as Key
*73 received & thorough airing
in Dallas this week.
- In a series of appearances
Tuesday and Wednesday, Rab-
bi« Marc Tanenbaum of New
York, an outspoken critic of
Key 'T3. expressed his fears
qbout incressing incidents of
proselytization stemming from’
the Christian evangelical ef-
fort.

The national director of in-
terreligious affairs for the
American Jewish Committee
cited instances of harassment,
coersion and social ostracism
in the wake of overzealous ef-
forts to convert Jews to Chris-
tianity.

. Speaking Wednesday be{om
a special meeting of the Dal-
las Pastors’ Association at
Temple Emanu-El, Tenenbaum
said, ““The crucial issue is how
do we (Christiuns.and Jews)
find ways in which we feel
free {o proclaim the truth as
evach of us perceives it, and at
the same time feel [ree to be
critical of other expressed
truths in a way which is hu-
manizlng rather than destruc-
tve.”

Earlier in the day, the rabb{
bad outlined his concerns

_about Key '73 in an aldress to

faculty and students of Perkins

School of Theology, Southern
Methodist University,

He _charged the evangelical
program has served to "vali-
date’” what he termed extreme
evangelical fringe groups such
as Jews for Jesus, the Ameri-

“can Board of Missions to the

Jews, Campus Crusade for
Christ;, Young Life, Inter-Var-
sity Youth Fellowship and the
Young Hebrew Clmsumjm-
ance.

Repeating his- concerns and
call for a firm distinction be-
tween” ‘“‘evangelization” * and
“proselytization” to the Dallas
pastors' group, Tanenbaum
said any religious group should
have ‘the right to witness to its
belléfs, but should not ““seek to
tndermine the faith commit-
ments’’ of another group.

Responding to Tanenbaum's
‘comments, Dr. Schubert Og-
den, SMU Perkins School of
Theology professor, said that
“‘mission'". is not an option for
the Christian community but
an imperative m response to
Christ’s “great commission'’ to
“Go to all nations" to teach
the gospel and baptize “inthe
name of father, son and holy
spirit.”

Ogden rdded, however, that
“what mission is and means is
something church history does
not help in explaining™ since
the great commission has been
understood to license inhuman-
ities in Christian history. .

Ogden said both Chrlutians

and Jews must make the dis-
tinction between having the

right to be and being right.

“To say every group has a

right to be itself is not Lo say

every gmup is right,"” he cau-

tioned. “‘Truth doesn’t belong
to anybody.”

Rabbi~ Jack Bt:mporad of
Temple EmantEl expressed
agreement with Tanenbaum in
protesting the use of coersion
in attempts to make others be-
lieve anything.

“If T want to convince you I
can play the violin, the way to

do it is to play it, not beat-

you over the head with it,” he

said in drawing an analogy to.

some forms ef evangelical

methodology.

A group of Jewish Christians

from Beth Sar
for  Jesus)

Shalom (Jews
also  attended

Wednesday's gathering of the
pastors and mostly succeedec
in merely underscoring the
concerns expressed by Tanen
baum, Ogden and Bemporad.

Also present was Dr. San-

ford Milis of Fort Lauderdale,

Fla., senior ficld evangelist for
the Aimerican Board of Mis-
sions to the Jews.

While expressing his agree-
ment with the other men in
opposing  evungelical ''subter-
fuge,” Milis denied Tanen-
baum’s claim that the Ameri-
can Board of Missions has
spent §1 million for each Jew
it has converted to Christiani-
ty. 3 :
On the subject of conversion,
Ogden commented that ‘‘con-
verting a person to Christiani-
ty is different from converting
a person to God in Christ.”
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USA rabbis

clash gver

Chnsuan cmsade

- “ _' . Ftom our CorreSpOndent—New York

A bmer public dispute over the danger of a massive Christian

conversion campaign in the United States has broken out between

two prominent American rabbis.

Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum, the nafional inter-religious affairs
- director of the American Jewish Committee, has accused Rabbi
Henry Siegman, the executive v:ce-premdent of the Synagogue

Council of America, the umbrella
Orthodox, Conservative and Lib-
cral reprcsentative religious or-
- ganisalion, of “intellectual dis-
honesty,” “cheapness” and “super-
_ﬁclal:ly ?

Rabbi Tanenbaum levelled his
charges on the ground that Rabbi
Sicgman had claimed that Ameri-
can Jewish groups were- over-"

- reacting to the danger of the cur-
rent “Key 73" Protestant crusade.
-~ The severity of Rabbi Tanen-
baum’s public attack on Rabbi Sieg-
man js unusual in American-Jewish
Establishment circles. Rabbi Sicg-
- man has been criticised lately by
American Jews and Israelis for iry-
ing to discredit the American Jew-
ish protest movement for Soviet
Jewry last year by issuing a state-
ment on the eve of Soviet Jewish-
. Solidarity Day to the effect that
most Jews vush to remain in
Russia.

As head of the Syna"ogue Coun—
cil, apowerless “umbrella” group,
Rabb: Siegman has also served as
a cunductm‘ for the hostﬂxty of. Dr

Nahum Goldmann, the president
of the World Jewish Congress, to
traditional Zionism and .his em-
phasis on the importance of a
strong dlaspora independent of
Israel.

Some pro-Israeli circles regard | s,

Rabbi Siegman and the Synagogue
Council as a divisive and poten-
tially  destructive element in
American-Jewish life. ;

In a response -to-a recent inter-
view in the New York Times and .

‘a forthcoming article by Rabbi

Siegman, Rabbi Tanenbaum re-
asserts the- consensus of the major
American-Jewish communal groups
who have spoken out against the
stepped-up Christian conversion
activitics in Jewish nclghbourhoods
and among Jewish students.
Rabbi Sicgman said the Ameri-
can Jewish Committee’s perception
of the dangers of Christian evan-

r

i

gelism in the USA were “hysteri- .
cal,” “alarmist” and “inimical to .

the real

interests of religious
Jewry." .
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 EXERT PRESSURE OR FORCE ON U.S. JEWS
By Religious News Service (1-11-73)

NEW YORK (RIUS) -~ Xey 73 does not seek to "persecute, pressure or
force Jews to believe or do anything against their will," according to the
executive dircctor of the broadly-based evangelistic campaign.

Dr. Theodore Raedeke of St. Louis, a Missouri Synod Luthcran clergyman,
added thzt "we are confident that the Jews do not wish to undermine our
holy faith or deprive us of our rights to prcpagate our faith -- the
privilege which we enjoy in America.” '

"There is no anti-Semitism in cither the ideology or the thrust of
Xey 73," ir. Racdcke said.

He made the statements in a letter to Rabbi Marc Tancnbaum, naticnal
director of interreligious affairs of the American Jewish Committee here.

Rabbi Tanenbaum and other Jewish leaders have raised questions about
the impact of Key 73 on the Jewish community. More than 140 Protestant
denominations,. independent grouns and some Roman Catholic dioceses are
taking part in Xey 73, which was officially launched on Jan. & and will run
for a year. The theme is "Calling the Continent to Christ."

In New York, Rabbi Tanenbaum said that in his view Dr. Raedeke's
statement did not "respond adequately to all the questions that the Jewish
community would want clarified,” but that the rapudiation of "anti-Semitism

-and any evangelical resort to cocrcicn are welcome clarifications indeed."

While virtually no cne has suggested that Christiacn prdsclytization
among Jews is a stated purpose of Key 73, several Jcwish lcaders fear the
massive evangelistic drive could create an atmosphere in which aon-Key 72
crouss.snadd aton.us abtempts bo wnvert Jaus, R S

o lmiTe ek L0l P A S

sounding the same note reflected in Dr. Raedeke's iotler, The Kevisooe. -
Exie of Nashville, a United Methodist evangelism offici:z’ deeply involivid
in. Xey 73, said he had never hcard any talk on "aiming Xey 73 to the Jews
or any other particular group.”

Mr. Halc said Xey 73 was organized by Christians wanting to sharc =
"personal meaning in faith" with those whe seek no faith.

2

"We have never been interested in cornering people who have a meaningiul
: faith and trying to persuade them," he said, "We want to bear witness tc
b a meaningful faith. _
"In a pluralistic society, we want all persons tc axpericnce cdeep
© meaning.m
(more) PAGE -1~
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Dr. Raedeke's letter to Rabbi Tancnbaum said:

- "Therc is no anti-Semitism in cither the ideolcogy or the thrust of
Xey 73. I trust that you understand this, just as we understand your
position to be not anti-Christian. We do not wish to porsccute, pressure
or force Jews to believe or do anything against their will. On the other
hand we are confident that the Jews Jdo not wish to undernine our holy faith -
or deprive us of our richts to propagate our faith -- the privilege which
we enjoy in America.

"Rest assurced that we will attempt in no way to deny our deepest
Christian convictions in this regard so that we wrong the Jewish community
in any way. At the same time, I hope that we may be conficent that you who
are not Christian will not in any'way intimidate or pressurc the many
Christians participating in Key 73 against confessing before men the saving
Gospel." ‘

ks
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'THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

MEMORANDUM
| February 27, 1973

i s Area Directors (one to each office; please share)

-

e

From: Marc H. Tanenbaum L,//,/’/

Subject: Positive Christian Responses to Key 73

Thanks to the cooperation of many of you, our efforts to achieve
clarification of attitudes on the part of Christian leaders
affiliated with local Key 73 programs regarding the repudiation of
proselytizing efforts aimed at the Jewish community have begun to
bring about some impressive positive results. I am enclosing

several representative statements issued by local Christian leaders
in which they clarify that Key 73 is aimed essentially at uncommitted
Christians and has no intention of proselytizing Jews. In most in-

- stances, these statements have been issued following meetings that

AJC Area Directors have arranged with local Christian leadership.

The purpose of this memo is to suggest that if you have not as yet
met with local Christian leadership, such as the Council of Churches,
you consider doing so in the near future. It would be useful to
make available the texts of these statements as the basis for con-
versation about the possibility of their issuing similar declarations
to their constituencies and to the mass media. When such statements
are issued, I would be very grateful if you would share them with us
at once. We are about to complete a survey on the impact of Key 73
on Jewish-Christian relationships throughout the country and we
would want very much to incorporate any such statements that have
been issued in your community. v

There is an important conceptual point to be made about our national
intention regarding Key 73: It is evident already that our raising
the issue in a balanced and public way has begun to result in a
sensitization of national and local Christian public opinion that is
making clear, perhaps for the first time in the history of Jewish-
Christian relations in the United States, that the Jewish community
is "off-limits" to proselytization. If we can succeed in getting
grass roots Christian leadership in every major community in the
United States to declare itself publicly on this issue, then,



Area Directors -2- February 27, 1973

T

+ ironically, this national consensus may well become one of the
most important and lasting achievements of Key 73.

Please continue to send us whatever appears in the local press

and other media regarding activity of Key 73 in your community.
Many thanks for your continuous help and cooperation.

MHT :MSB
Encls.

73-700-17
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COHEN
Chroulele Special Beporter

The Jewish community
taii: il:ey 73 seriously
because a “systematic,
massive” effort to convert
all Americans, including
Jews, to fundamentalist
Christianity, according to
Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum,
National Director of the
Inter-religion  Religious
Affairs Department of the
American Jewish Com-
mittes. . '
Tanenbaum spoke to

While stres’ﬁin’g
community ‘‘shouldn’t
create a crisis atmgsphere,”
Tanenbaum said , that in
many cities, Key "73 has
zeroed in on Jewish

ters.

In Los Angeles, Tanen-
baum said, “Public schools
had been arenas for
prosylitizing Jewish kids"-
until Jewish leaders
protested. He added that a
Dallas

past several - months, 25.
young Jews have joined the
“Jews for
movement.
“Deceptive means of
reaching Jewish children
have often been used-coke

Conservative .
synagogue claimsg that in the "«
.- 8CT6EN the country.”

Jesus”’ )

us T

Sympiom, 0f A, Bangerous,

parties, hamburger bashes,
and rock concerts,”” ac-
cording to the Rabbi.

“The American Board of
Mission to the Jews now has
alarger budget than it’s ever
had before in its 75-year
history,” added Tanenbaum.
The “Jews for Jesus"”
movement is a front for the
American Board of Mission
to the Jews, and it is sub-
sidized by evangelical
chireles to zero in on Jewish

Tanenbaum said more
than 700 Jesus communes
have sprung up across the
mu—’lm“m
than 140 religious bodies are

(CONTINUED ON PAGE 11)

KEY '73

(CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1)

involved in what he termed.
“gn unprecedented effort.”
Tanenbaum said the most
dangerous aspect of Key 73
is that “it brings us back to
the first hundred years of
our country” when
evangelical Christianity was
considered the patriotic
religion. This was a time
“when Jews and Roman
Catholies were second-class
citizens,” often unable to
vote or hold public office
unless they converted, the
Rabbi explained. .
Making the situation even
more ominous, o
Tanenbaum, is what he
termed “major economic

and political suppart” for
Key 73 and the fact that
President Nixon was raised
in an evangelical Methodist
church. With Nixon'’s closest
associate the Rev. Billy
Graham, recent years have
seen the evangelical
religious thrust “coupled
with a retreat from
ibility for domestic

social ce that is in-
credible,” said Tanenbaum.
“The people who con-
celved of the slogan
campaign of Key '73 (con-
fronting and turning the
nation toward Christ) are
essentially rural,
evangelical pastors, who
have had little or no ex-
perience with the Jewish
community,” Tanenbaum
stressed. “Jews exist for

them only as objects of
conversion.”

Recently, however, when
the Jewish community has
reacted, it has pgotten
Christian religious leaders in
3040 communities across the
country to issue public
statements, saying that Key
73 is intended to reach
Christians and not Jews,

to Tanenbaum.

The Rabbi said that Key
*73 may be just the beginning

and of a world-wide trend toward

evangelism. He cited plans
for a 1974 conference to plan:
for *'A campaign to call the
whole world to Christ in
1880.” Tanenbaum said the
world could be taken “back
to the Fourth Century” by
what he described as the
current contest of which
religion will symbolize the
unity of the world.” .

«Jews must insist on being

. accepted on our own terms,”

concluded Tanenbaum.

- = scma o as
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tecalled "‘Key '73.” which began
1 at the start of the year.

tdaism,” the campaign {o date
-has produced a ‘“‘decidedly posi-

‘| “reach the unchurched.”
those already having a mean-
|ingful faith,

Jews Changing Opinions

Ot Christian

By GFORGE W. CORNELL
AP Religion Writer '

- NEW YORK (AP) — Jewishi
leaders who had feared that a
nalional, interdenominaticnali
campaign of Christian evangel-
ism would tend to undermine:
Judaism have found that so far|
the results mainly have been
just the opposite. i

The report of a preliminary|

1 survey said Saturday lhat the,

effect seems to be that Chris-
tians in America. are recogniz-i
ing 'that Judaism demands;
equal respect as a living faith.‘|

Aboul 150 groups and denomi-.
nations, both Protestant and:
Roman Catholic, are participat-:
ing in the evangelism drive,]

The survey report said that
instead of the feared ‘“‘unbridled’
proselytization of Jews"” and}
“denigrating images of Ju-

tive response on the part of
many Christian leaders.”
Compiled by the American
Jewish Committee on the basis!
of correspondence and meetings|
with national, regional and local |
Christian leaders involved in the:
drive, the 34-page report said:
“The decisive development
that is emerging is that a
national policy is being shaped
between faith communities that
excludes proselytizing as al
basic precondition to any on-
going, meaningful relationship

between American Christians
and Jews.”
Generally, the report said,

Catholic, Proteslant and Evan-
gelical leaders in the drive have:
clarilied a policy of seeking to}
not:

The report cited pumerous!

‘| declarations by Christian lead-|
‘|ers about the campaign, and,

added: |
“The net consequence of these;
declarations is that a fundamen-,

‘tal and crucial point is being’

Evangelism

made and underslood, probably
for the first time on a national
basis in the history of Jewish-
Christian relations throughout
the United States.” )

This point, the report added,
is that the ‘“Jewish community
is ‘off limits’ to proselytizing
activily, and that Jews will not
accepl passively a relationship
with Christians that reduces
Jewry to an object of conversa-
tlon and does not respect
Judaism as a living faith and
source of permanent (lruth to
Jewish people.”

While this does not excludef:
of individual |!
Jews becoming ‘Christians or of |
Christtans becoming Jews, itl
does exclude this objective as a|:
basis for mutual relationships,

the possibility

the report said.

It was prepared by Rabbi
Mare M. Tanenbaum, the AJC's|:

interreligious affairs director.
Previously he had voiced

fears that “Key ’'73” could

arouse proselytizing effortls

hurting  Jewish-Christian rela-

tions, but he also had said it
might improve them by clari-
fying Christian acceptance of
Judaism as a valid faith.

“I'm glad to say the latter
hope is being fulfilled,”” he

commented in a telephone inter-|:

view. ““The cloud was there, buti
it had that silver lining."”
However, his report noled it
still was too early to draw final
conclusions  and

— probably near the year's end.

The reportsaid Christian
clarifications regarding Ju-
daism, occasioned by the cam-
paign, have not yet penetrated
“into many local communities,

attitudes -and behavior of nu-|:

merous fervent ‘grass roots’
evangelicals toward Jews."”

Case descriptions were given
of some of their aggressively
proselytizing activities.

Socme Christian clergy ‘“con-
tinue to adhere to classic,
literalist evangelical views re-
garding Jews and Judaism,” the

that further|:
evaluations would be made later|;

report said.

r
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MEMORANDUM "R 1873

CRCs

Judith Herschlag Muffs i

March 6, 1973

he U.S. Catholic Bishops' Committee
he Massachusetts Council of Churches

(1) Memorandum Xey '73 from
(2) statement/n Key '73

(l) Attached is a copy of a memorandum sent to every Catholic
bishop in the United States from Blshcps‘ Committee for Ecumenical
and Interreligious Affairs. Relatively few dioceses (about 15) are
officially participating in Key '73. Many oishops have left the de-
cision to the discretion of the local parish. However, this memoran-
dum serves to alert all bishops to the Jewish concerns about Key '73
and missioning in general. More important is the statement "Catholics
recognize the pluralistic character of the America and do not seek re-
affirmation of the .old concept of a 'Christian America,'"

- (2) 'We also wish to bring to your attention the attached state-

ment by Protestant leaders in Massachusetts regarding Key '73 cam-
paign. You will note that several signers of the statement are the
Key 'T3 chairmen for their religious denominations. The statement is
rather forceful and states "It is certainly not our intention in pro-
moting Key '73 either to proselytize our Jewish neighbors or to deni-
‘grate directly or indirectly the faith they hold dear. We wish to
reassure our Jewish brothers and sisters that we appreciate and re-
spect their spiritual patrimony and the vitality and relevance of
Judaism today."

JEM/ jg

Att. :l-;’ﬂ#’ﬂ




Statement on Key '73 from Protestant Leadership in Western Massachusetts

Key '73 is a Christian ecumenical response to the spiritual and moral
crises of our time, in which more than 14O church bodies of the United
States and Canada have caught the vision of a common mission in 1973:

Calling our continent to Christ,

Hovever, since many evangelistic Christian crusades of the past have
been accompanied by harassment and persecution of the Jewish community, it
is certainly not our intention, in promoting Key '73, either to proselytize
our Jewish neighbors or to denigrate, directly or indirectly, the faith they
hold dear,

We wish to reassure our Jewish brothers and sisters that we appreciate '
and respect their spiritual patrimony and the vitality and relevance of
Judaism today.

The primary aim of this year-long endeavor is to intensify the faith of
individual Christians. It also affords an opportunity for speaking clearly
of that feith to the millions of Americans who are "un-churched", that is,

o have no formal religious association at all.

We, the undersigned, urge Christians to cooperate with the spirit and
activities of Key '73, recognizing however, that if Key '73 were to endanger
the developing respect and understanding amoﬁg Christians and Jews, Key 73
would indeed be a failure.

Rather, it is our hope that Key '73 will lead Christians to a better
appreciation of Jesus' command that everyone love his neighbor as himself
and, in this way, serve to deepen & real love and respect between Christians
and Jews,

The Rev, Paul H, Ferrin '
Key '73 State Chairman for the American Baptists of Mass.

The Rev. Charles W, Griffin ‘
_Key '73 Coordinator for the Council of Churches of Greater Springfield

The Rev, John A, Koonz
.President of the Franklin County Clergy Association and Vice President of
the Laymen's Academy for Oecumenical Studies (LACS)

The Rev, Joseph F, 0'Neil
Editor of the Catholic Observer

The Rev. Ronald G, Whitney
Associate Executive Director of the Council of Churches of Greater Sprlngfleld



Netional Conference of Catholic Bishops
Bishops' Committee for Ecumenical and Interreligiocus Affairs
SECRETARIAT FOR CATHOLIC-JEWISH RELATIONS

'1312 Massachusetts Avenue, N,W,, Washington, D,C, 20005 - 202’659-6857'

MEMORANDUM

TO:  All Ordiparies

FROM: The Bishops' Committee for Ecumenical and .
Interreligious Affairs

RE: "Key 73"

DATE: January 19, 1973

Serious concern has been expressed by spokesmen of the Jewish
community about certain aspects of the "Key 73" program, and several
inquiries concerning it have been received by our Ecumenical and Inter-
religious Office. They fear that Jews will be singled out in the imple-
mentation of the program.

In this memorandum our intent is merely to alert you, in the event
you are participating in "Key 73," to this ecumenical aspect of the pro-
gram, We believe that the sensitivities of Jewish opinion may be taken
into consideration without any way weakening participation. It is the
understanding of Catholic dioceses in the program that the overall ob-
jective of the "Key 73" program is directed toward a presentation of the
Gospel to the unchurched and uncommitted and the renewal of the Church,.
This may be accomplished without singling out Jews or any other specific
group. Catholics redognize the pluralistic character of America and do
not seek a reaffirmation of the old concept of a "Christian America.,"

It is our hope that these remarks will be of assistance to you in
your consideration or handling of the "Key 73" program.



March 4, 1973

WINS BELIGION COMMENTARY
RABBI HARC H. TANENBAUM* OF TEE AMERICAN JEWISH CGHMITTEE

""BILLY GRAHAM AND JUDAISM"

"I believe God has always had a special relatlonship with the
Jewish people...In my evangelistic efforts, I have never felt called
to single out the Jews as Jews..,.Just as Judaism frowns on proselytizing
that is coercive, or that cecks to commit oonlngoinst theit“will,j:
so do I.h a \/ /1S

Those words.wcre ﬁritten and isaued‘to the prcss last Friday
morning by Dr. Billy Graham. When you consider the fact that Dt.
Grahmm-is tho'leading'ovaogaiiat in the notion, and probabiy in the
world today, they assume unprecedented importance. Dr. Graham fe-

turned last week from a trip throughout sections of the United States
| and became concerned about reports over growing acts of paychological
-harrassmont, deception, and intimidation carried out by fervid young
evangeliats against Jewish young people on public high school and
college campuses. In addition, there were cpidodes of disruption

of Jewish religioua services by Cappus Crusade for Christ types, 55
is the recent case of Portland, Oregon and ﬁr. Graham becameitroubled
about the deteriorating effect of such incidents on Christian-Jewish

relations.

* Rabbi Tanenbaum, who is the National Interreligious Affairs Director
of the American Jewish Committee, presents a weekly religion commentary
© over WINS-Westinghouse Broadcasting System.



-2-

At the request of Dr. Graham, I visiced with him last Tuesday
at his lovely mountain-top home in Montreat, Nérth Carolina, and we
spent three hours together reviewing -irtually every aspect of re-
lationships between Christians and Jews here and abroad. Finaf?y,
Dr., Graham decided on his initiative to issue his statement clarifying
for thelfirst time publicly his opposition to proselytizing the Jewish
commuﬁity, his commitment to American pluralism in which all feligious
and racial groups are full partnéfs, and his conviction thaEmJudaism,
as he told me, posesses a covenant from God which ig "eternal, forever,"
and not subject to abrogaéidn. Dr. Graham has taken firm positions
in the past condemning anti-Semitism; he has been a strong supporter
of Israél_on the basis of &eep Biblical conviction; and he has been
extremely helpful to the c;ﬁse of Soviet Jews. _Based on his most
recent statement on the permanent value of Judéism, and other ﬁositive
convictions that.he shared with me during our meeting in Montreat,
I am persuaded that Dr. Graham is destined to make a fundamental
and lasting contribution to the improvément of Jewish-Christian
understanding that may well beéome a historic turning point in

relations between evangelical Christians and Jews.



NC NEWS SERVICE (Domestic) -1-

KEY 73 FUROR Is 'SAID TO HELP CHRISTIAIS RETHINK ATTITUDES ABOUT JEWS
. .. .(600)
' 2/21/73 - ved.

By-Jo-ann Price
(NC News Service)

" MEW YORK (NC)--Jewish criticism of Key 73, the Christian
evangelistic campaign, is cagsing many Christians to rethink their
attitudes toward Judaism, according to a Jewish leader here.

For the first time'sbme'churches are recognizing Judaism as -"a-
permanent living faith" and the Cetholic Church is playing an °
important role in this development, Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum said.

" The new attitude is the result of "the mustard seed planted by

" the Second Vatican Council" in its declaration on the relationship
of the Cathollc Church to non-ChrlEtian rel;g;ons, Rabbi Tanenbaum - -
said. : ' IR e T

In an interview commenting on a new American Jewish Committee
report on Key 73, Rabbi Tanenbaum, AJC interreligious affairs
director, said that "“Catholics are making an extremely constructive
contribution" to turning a conflict situation into one leading 'to”
mutual respect," il e : ) '

Vatican II "faced in a fundamental way its relationship to-the -
Jewish people,” he said, "and this is nmow having a brocad impact -in
local communities" of Catholics and Protestants.

"The Catcheclis Church has now hesome most prograssive ir terms of
the Jewish question, religibus liberty and in pressing for an
evangelism which is not a cop-out from social justice."

More than 100 Protestant denominations and church groups aad
about 40 Catholic dioceses in this country have'endoréed Key 73.
Jewish apprehensions have centered -on its slogan as a program ey v
call the continent to Christ in 1973."

Recently Jewish communities have seen intensified conversion
efforts by fervent evangelical and Jew-turned-Christian grbups.

- Despite tension over the slogan, "many.Christian leaders--
ii:-Hding consexvative Protestants who have never take:r vhe goo.iioo
ci rGCanizing Judaism as a permanent'living faith--have begu.. tc &c
3& un their own,"” Rabbi Tanenbaum said. He called this develcpaent
“Che spirit of Vatican II at work." |

Trne AJC report listed responses by Protestant and Jewlsh Zi:cc—S.
including a Jan. 19 memorandum on Key 73 tc all Catholic bishops /the
U.S. bishops' Committee for Ecumenical and Interreligious Affairs.

' (MORE) '



s NEWS . SRVICE (Domestic) -l (2/2:/7% - il

"We believe that the sensitiv:yties of Jewish coinion mas ke
taken in O consideratic o a. - way weaikening sarticipaticn,’
the memcrandum said.

The memo pointed out that the overall objective of Key 73 was
a presentation of the Gospel to the unchurched and uncommit.zd, .
as well as renewal of the Church,

"This may be accomplished without singling out Jews or any
other specific group," the memo said. "Catholics recognize the
pluralistic character of America and do not seek a reaffirmzcion
of the old concept of a 'Christian America.'”

The AJC report contained quotations as well by Cardinal-élect
Timothy Manning of Los Angeles, Coadjutor Archbishop Leo C. Byrne
of st. Paul and Minneapolis, the Leadership Conference of Wumen
'Religious, the National Coalition of American Nuns and several
Catholic publications. Similar excerpts were listed from Protestant
communities. : . o ' - | _

nmﬁe report, described as interim, put the Key 73 situation into
this perpective in its conclusions: ‘

--There has been a "decidedly positive response" generally from
Christian leaders wishing to head off “possible" anti-Semitic -
implications of the program. - :

--The national dialogue on the issue, although sometimes uncom-
fortable and tense, has helped Christian leaders clarify "for the
first time" that Key 73 has no strategy for proselytizing Jews and
that its aim is to reach the uncommitted.

==The Key 73 issue has led to "a national clarification oi
policy regarding anti-Semitism" by its own leadership. ThedKey 2
executive director, Dr. Theodore A. Raedeke, in December assured.- .
Rabbi Tanenbaum in a letter that there was "no anti-Semitism in-
either the ideology or the thrust” of the campaign.

--In "grassroots" areas and college campuses eager young
evangelicals such as Jews for Jesus and the Campus Crusade for Chr. :<¢
were bugy in proselytisiwmg Tarw : - -

-=To the degree that Key 75> helps make Christians diato ‘better

Christians, .it has the blessing: of Jews. -
¥ % * i

= " A



The San Diego Dlsmct of The United N’ethodust Church
Southern Cal:forma-— Arizona Conference
2111 Camino Dcl Rio S.— San Dicgo, California 92108

REIEPOPREEL i) Sal-gaud resident bishop CHARLES F. GOLDEN

superintendent RALPH B. JOHNSON

February 6, 1973

KEY '73 AND THE JEWISH COMMUNITY

Several Jewish leaders have expressed concern that Key '73, an
ecumenical movement of more thgn 130 Christian dehominations whose purpose
is that of "Calling our Continent to Christ", will damage relationships be-
tween Christiaens and Jews. It must be regretfully ackﬁowledgéd that their.
concern is justified. Some over-zealous campus orgenizations and Christian
groupslcon51der Key '73 a mandate to convert Jews and those of other religions.
to their particular brand of Christienity. This interpretation is unfortunate
and deplorable.

The primary purposes of Key '73 are those of calling Christians to a
deeper understénding of end commitment to their faith, end to reach those of
our Continent who are not actively related to any of the religious organizations
in our society. Any assumpfioﬁ that those of other religious traditions are
Qithout ; meaningful faith is arrogant and presumptious.

There are plenty of présPQCtg for conversion on this Continent, and
hence no need for prosélytizing those who are already comﬁitted to another
fgith. The Christian religion springs from and is deeply rooted in the Jewish-
tradition. We worship the same God. Christianity owes many of its profound
insights to its Jewish heritage. The Hebrew prophet, Malachi, correctly asks,
"Have we not all one Father, hath not one God created us?  Why do we deal _

treacherously, man against his brother?" (2:10)



Key 73, and other evangeiistic emphases of our Chufches, should deepen
appreciation for Christien faith and the faiths éf our neighbors. There are
honest differences of religious interpretation, goals, and rituals. Differ-
.ences must not be treated as if they do not matter, but persons can be

treated as if they matter moré than differences. Christians will do well to
heed the words of Jesus: ﬂJudge not, that you be not judged.™

Whenever thé spirit.of mutual respect and appreciation is violated,
incalculable harm is perpetrated. Our Jewish brothers can be assured that
an overwhelming majority of Christians who support Key '73, understand and
respect the freedom of every person to worship God according to his own under-
stending.

The Executive Committee of Key '73 Task Force, Southern Californie-Arizona
Conference, the United Methodist Church, disavo&g any efforts on the part of
.Chriatian groups to convert Jews or those of other religious tradition;. We

respect the integrity of those whose religious beliefs differ from our own.

Ralph B. Johnson, Superintendent
San Diego District, United Methodist
Church

Chairman, Key '73 Task Force _
Southern California-Arizona Conference
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'"KEY 73' NO THREAT TO JUDAISM

LETTER REASSURES RABBIS

By Adon Taft
Herald Religion Editor

The Key 73 project is more of a revival than an evangelistié
plunge. By that I mean that we have heightened the awareness of
our own people of their own religion.

"In the 'Key 73' plan, of course, this heightened awareness
is expected to lead to an effort to reach the unchurched in this
area, to invite them into the church. :

"I, FOR ONE, do not consider Jews as 'unchurched.' It is

" my understanding that the other three ministers in the area do not

consider Jews as a target for 'Key 73' either."

- "The Rev. Mr. Eastman acknowledged that some Christians and
some churches may attempt to evangelize Jews, but such converts
would only come from among those Jews for whom organized religion
has not been important and who probably 'would find themselves
there (in church) eventually anyway.'

"The minister said he could understand Jewish concern over
any mass movement bearing the name Christian after their 'being
at the mercy of mindless 'Christian'" efforts in the past, such as
those during the Spanish Inquisition and Nazi Germany,'

"If 'Key 73' united Christianity by dividing Christians and
Jews, in my opinion, it has failed in its effort," said the Rev.
Mr., Eastman.

"If on the other hand 'Key 73' leads to a better apprecia-
tion of Jesus' command that everyone love his neighbor as himself,
then it could lead to a real love and respect between Christians
and Jews." | -

Miami Herald, Dec. 30, 1972
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NCRTH PhHOENIX CORPORATE MINIZTRY

656 WEST OLENDALE AVENUE PHOENIX, ARIZONA 25021 602-264-1221 ext. 22

SISTER CHRISTINE ATHANS, B.V.M.
Exocutive Director

" STATEMENT
OF THE

NORTH PHOENIX CORPORATE MINISTRY

January 26, 1973

We. believe the North Phoenix Corporate Ministry
is a unique cooperative endeavor, come
bining Jewish, Catholic and Protestant
congregations in education, worship and
service to the community. :

We believe cooperation is an effective form of
ministry.

We are'oppOCed to any group proselytizing another,
or 1mp1y1ng that one religious orxentatlon
is superior to any other.

We, as a cooperative group, affirm the unigueness
of each religious tradition and heritage,
and seek -- while maintaining our unigue=
ness -- to cooperate, share, and work
to bring about justice in the world.

We affirm our belief in one God who expresses him-
self in a number of ways and is. active
in the lives of Jews, Catholzcs and Pro-
testants.

We seek, therefore, to be joined in doing his-work
in the world.

AMEN

" Both El Congregation  Church of the Beatitucas (U.C.C.)  Cross Roads United Msthodist Chureh
Orangewood Presbytorlan Church  St. Francis Xavior Catholle Church  Temple Both Isres)
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_Wey 73 and Jesus have 2“ for us to hinder him in the jn, a; the seminary th.- ° i7"
emerged .as the key issuesina aame of tolerance or even reli- jpn  Ms. Billings and Rapbi 3%
Jewish-Christian  convocation gl?ll.lslplura]\sm‘ mour Brief of the American
this week at United Theological ~ "Without a confession of faith Jewish Committee mize L C"
Seminary. in Jesus as Lord there is no fice will preseat @ Sthiflii.s -

Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum, na-
tional director of the interreli-
gious affairs divisionof the
American Jewish Committee,
spoke Wednesday night and
again yesterday morning in dia-
logue with Rev. J. Robert Nel-
son, dean and professor of sys-
tematic theology at the Boston
University School of Theology.

Rabbi Tanenbaum said Key
73—which is a Christian evan-
gelical crusade—represents the
“most parochial form of evan-
gelism” and has “intimidated
those in the mainline Protestant
denominations who were ¢pen 10
dialogue ... There is, in fact,
counter-reformation moed ...
and a number of religious lead-
ers have capitulated,” ‘Rabbi
Tanenbaum said.
| He warned of the danger of
'merging an evangelical faith

\with secular power, which re=’|

Christian identity,” he insisted.
~ For Christians, Dr. Nelson
‘suggested, this identity lies pri-
[marily in faith in Jesus as
i Messiah. .

-

FOR THE JEWS, Rabbi Ta-
‘nenbaum pointed out, the com-
‘ing of the Messiah means 3
jradical transformation —a,
.change in what they see as a
still unredeemed world.

“Jews judge the Messianic
. age by the signs of the times,”

¥ he saith “For us, the first com-
ing has not yet occurrzd.”

Jewish- Christiand ia logue
1 might bgg more open if Chris-’

tians see Jesus as the Messianic

DR. NELSON ﬂckﬂW]BdSEdexpeﬁgnm for them, which.
that the problem of conversion points beyond 1o a liberation yet’i
and proselytism has been exag-1s come, said the rabbi. For|
gerated by Key 73 evangelistiC joys, he noted, the Passover
i'push, but said it is hardly a new yas a real exﬁe;‘ienceo.f libera-
lissue in Jewish-Christian r el a-¢
tions.

e P

%

Rabbi Tanenbaum

L

|
ion pointing beyand to the com-|

of the three-day dialogue.
e —_—

“sults in situations such as have| 1 personally deplore any suc-
developed in Ireland, the Sudan, cess in witness ... achieved by -
Indiz-Pakiszan, Cyprus and the defamation, caricature or dis-

Mideast.

“When onc sces about us the
emerging consciousness of Key
73—calling thecontinentto
Christ in 1973 as the prelude to
calling the world to Christ in
1680—I say, thank God that our
country has the separation of
church and stale under the guid-
ance of wiser Protestant minds
of the past.”

Key 73 was launched last De-

cember by 140 Christian denomi-
nations, sects, institutions and
groups in the United States and
Canada.
Its campaign goal is to con-
front every person on the conti-
nent with the gospel of Jesus
Christ “by proclamation and
demonstration, witness and min-
istry, word and deed,’’ accord-
ing to its sponsors.
" He objects to the hard-sell,
hard-line kind of evangelism
Key 73 represents, which he

insists has become almost fad-

‘ist, especiallyamong such
‘zroups as Campus Crusade for

|Christ and Jews for Jesus.

“The public high school of
‘America has become a majer
larena for proselytism in this
nation,” he charged. But he said
he would respect “a conversion
lexperience when it is based on
{knowledze rather than abysmal
lignorance.”
" Any Chrisuan who sees Jews
as somehow unfulfilled or-in-

tortion ... For my part. I can-
not see any justification for
what is called
the Jews ..."Itis unworthy of |
the Gospel of Jesus . . . It is true !

that Key 73 proram has intimi-" -

dated many of us in the main-
Il ne Protestant denominations .
because ... we have no worka-
ble alternative to mission.
“Into the vacuum of our theol-
|ogy of mission has come this
development which to many ...
lis distasteful.”
For Dr. MNelson, the key issue,

Ihowever. is the problem of
|Christology — the Christian ac-|
‘ceptance of Jesus as Messiah in
the face of the Jewish anticipa-’
ition of the Messianic age yet 10
come.

i

THE PROBLEM, as he sees
it, is the “Christian faith in the
universality of Jesus Christ and

Jesus Christ — not simply as
rabbi, but as the Son of God sent
for all men,” he said. “Thatis a
fantastic claim for those who
can't believe,” he admitted.

Can the Christian claim that

‘Jesus is the universal Messiah,

for all human beings except for
Jews? he asked.
On what he called “the

the ‘mission to | =

of God's saving work through

'lhorny |

- e ites edu

Rev. J. R. Nelson

ing of the fuliness of the Messi--
anic age. ¢
“Both faith communities have
experienced grace and look for;
fullfillment,” said Rabbi Tanen-
baum. ;
Dr. Nelson and Rabbi Tanen-
baum are the principal speakers
at the interfaith convocation.
Other speakers and dialogue
. group leaders include Dr. Rob-
ert Hu st on, chiel ecumenicai
staff officer of the United Meth-

F

" 1 '
pobm of ey 5ne S "G b of v
TR R LT ©E- <1 ministries, a i 5 James
distinetion bhe il the IWO' Rydin, assistant director of the
terms, which he warned 8gulst, i e rrelinious a tfa i r s depart-

complete, must only have expe-

i i i if they were synony-i
Jiences of marginal. Jews, he e 33 if they ynony

it mous.
.‘-w:mnucd. : “Proselytism implies pressure,
| “We stake our existence On manipulation, he suggesied,

“tac covenant and the eternal
ciection of the Jews until the!
end of time , . ." he said. “God’s}
‘promises and the covenant with! °
Israel are . . . irrevocoble.” |

ison’s freely chosen decision to

while ‘“‘conversion m2ans a per-|

ment of the American Jewish
Committee; Ms. Peggy Billings
of the Section of Christian social
relation., women'sdivision,
United Meihodist Church, Board

! of National Missions; Rabbi Bal-

{four Brickner; and other Jewish

.and Christian leaders.
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RELIGIOUS NEWS SERVICE, 43 WEST 57TH ST., N. Y.'10019

EPISCOPAL LEADER OF CHURCH UNION MONDAY , JANUARY 15, 1973
SEES KEY 73 BRINGING STABILITY

By Relig*ous News Serv1ce (1-15-73)

PROVIDENCE, R.I. (RNS) -- Canon Albert J. du301s, executive dlrector
of the Amerlcan Church Union, has suggested that the Christian w1tness
of Key 73 may bring stanlllty to the nation,

Addre531ng a Meeting for Christian Witness at Brown. University here,
the leader of the "Anglo-Catholic" wing of the Episcopal Church pointed
out that the purpose of Xey 73, a continent-wide evangelistic effort,
is' "to tell the mnation about Jesus, with conviction, determination and
persuasion,™

He declared that the only way out of the present situation of
confusion, bewilderment and violence will be found "in a mighty movement
_of repentance and of a new commitment to the Bible, in a return to personal A
prayer and worship and in a recovery of a sense of the majestlc transcendence
of God which makes His passionate, sacrificial love for man a compelling
basis for man's response in a loving concern for others."

Such a concern, Canon duBois said, is one "which we must recover-
in American life if we are to return to a measure of stability and
preserve those freedoms which are God-given rights.”

Today, he asserted, "we are moving out of the period when the
doubters, the 'God is dead' people and the skeptics have had their day.
The news media and the people of the land are growing weary of denials..
The proclamations of the destroyers are no longer sensational headlines.”

Since Christians are called to "bear one another's burdens and
so fulfill the law of Christ," Canon duBois said, "what necessarily
goes on in church buildings cannot be separated from each Christian's
personal responsibility for the welfare of all who stand in need of
love and care in his neighborhood, his community, his nation, and the
‘world." B :
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DOMESTIC SERVICE -22- FRIDAY, MARCH 9, 1973
SPRINGFIELD CHRISTIAN LEADERS NOTE
CONCERN OF JEWS ABOUT

By Religious lNcws Service (3-9-73)

SPRINGFIELD, liass. (RNS) -- A group of 200 Protestant and Catholic
clergy agreed here that "if Key 73 werc to endanger the developing respect
and understanding among Christians and Jcws, Key 73 would indeced be a.
failure." S

They expresscd the hope "that Xey 73 will lead Christians to a better
appreciation of Jesus' command that cveryone love his necighbor as himself and,
in this way, scrve to deepen a rcal love between Christians and Jews."

—The clergy issued a joint statement to this effect that appecared as a
full-page advertisement in the Springficld Republican. Signers included
Roman Catholic Bishop Christopher lleldon of Springfield, Episcopal Bishop
Alexander Stewart of Western Massachusctts, and clergy from Baptist,
Christian and iiissionary Alliancc, Congregational, Lutheran, llethodist,
Salvation Army, and United Church of Christ congregations. “

In responsc to the statement, Rabbi Solomon U, Schwartzman of Temple
Isracl in Greenficld, said, "Key 73 is, in my opinion, an intcrnal striving
of the Christian faith. It is encouraging to see that they (signers of
the statement) arc conscious of the implicatienc it has for other faith
communities, particularly the Jewish, and that they are rcsponding with
measured responsibility to those implications.™

Under the hecading, "To Our Jcwish and Christian Brethren: A Declara-
tion on Key 73," the Christian clorgy responded to concerns about Key 73
that have been cxpressed by some Jewish groups.

They specifically referred to a reccent Bmerican Jewish Committee state-
ment that urged Christians who arc involved in Key 73 "to respect the convie-
tions and feelings of Jews and to disavow specifically any intention to
prosclytize the Jewish community.”

The joint statcement declared:
"Key 73 is a Christian ecumenical response to the spiritual and moral
crises of our time, in which morc than 140 church bodies of thec United States

and Canada havce caught the vision of a common mission in 1973: Calling our
continent to Christ.

(more) PAGE -22-
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"However, since many evangelistic Christian crusades of the past have
been accompanied by harassment and perse ccution of the Jewish community, it is
certainly not our intention, in promoting Key 73, either to prosclytize our
Jewish neighbors or to denigrate, dircetly or indirectly, the faith they hold
dear.

"We wish to rcassure our Jewish brothers and sisters that wc appreciate
and respect their spiritual patrimony and the vitality and rclevance of
Judaism today.

"The primary aim of the year-iong cndeavor is to intcnsify the faith of
individual Christians. It also aifords an opportunity for spcaking clearly
of that faith to the millions of Americans who are 'un- churchod ' that is,
who have no formal religious associaticn at all.

"We, the undersigned, urge Christians to cooperate with thc spirit and
activities of Xcy 72, recognizing however, that if Key 73 werc to endanger
the developing respect and understanding among Christians and Jcws, Key 73
would indecd bec a failure.

"Rather, it is our hope that ley 73 will lead Christians to a better
appreciation of Jesus! command that cveryone love his neighbor as himself
and, in this way, scrve to deepen a real love between Christians and Jews."

Rabbi Schwartzman's responsc said, "The statement of my Christian
colleagues is designed to assure that Key 73 doe no violence to the good
rclations that cxist between us. I am prayerful that the grassroots of
the church will respond to the dircction implied and explicity stated in
the statement.”

ron

DISCIPLES ALLOCATE $50,000
FOR AID TO INDO-CIIIIA

By Religious licws Service (3-9-73)

. INDIANAPOLIS (RNS) -- A grant of $50,000 for reconstruction and develop-
ment in Indo-China was the largest of allocations totaling $102,000 approved
‘here by the Week of Compa551on Committece of the Christian Church (Disciples
of Christ).

The committce administers funds given each February in a special
offering.

Other grants, none exceeding $13,500, went to projects in Africa, Asia
and Latin America. Included was $10,000 for the World Council of Churches'
Program to Combat Racism.

The $50 000 for Indo-China will be channeled through the WCC program
for war-ravaged regions of Southecast Asia.

w0 PAGE -23-



Proselyhng Scored 3"‘

By Jewisn Leader

By VIRGINIA CULVER
Denver Post Religion Editor
A national Jewish leader has
_criticized organizers of a huge
Christian evangelical movement
“for trying to proselyte Jews.
Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum,
“director of the interreligious af-
:fairs department, American Je-
wish Committee, said in a
-Denver interview Monday that
. leaders- of Key *73 should clari-
.1y their position to the Jewish
commumty that the conversion
of Jews is not the intention. of
the movement.
.. “The American Jewish Com-
-mittee has always been com-
_mitted to religious hberty and
. freedom of conscienc,” he
said. “Any faith has a right to
proclaim its fruth. But that
right also involves the responsi-
bility of conscience not to of-
fend the dignity and a honor of
another faith.”
VANGLISTIC DRIVE
Key '73 is a year-long evang-
listic thrust endorsed by some
140 Protestant denominations
and organizations.
> “Tanenbaum criticized the slo-
gan o Key ’73 which says the
aim is “‘to call the continent to
Chnst in 1973” as being an at-

tempt to make America “a
threat to the pluralism of our
country.”

He also cntlmzed Key 73 for
its possibl influence on 'Jews
“in terms of encouraging porse-
Iyting the Jewish community as
a corporate body.”

Tanenbaum, “well known for
his work in improving rtlations
between Judaism an otherv
faiths, said he asked to meet
with leaders of Key ’73 to dis-
cuss his position on Jews.

He met with the leaders in
October but “I waited literally
weeks and nothing was clarified
about the aims of Key '73.”
OBLIGATION FELT

“It was getting close to the
opening of Key '73 (in De-
cember) and I felt I .had an
obligation to issue a statement
about the problems with Key
!73 n

He said he received a letter
two weeks ago from the Rev.
Theodore Raedeke, national
coordinator of the movement,
stating that Key '73. did not
have as its intention the conver-
sion of Jews.

However, since most Key 73
activities are being planned and

-executed by local churches, the

rabbi and other Jewish leaders
want a similar statement from
local church leaders.

He met with Denver-area

rabbis Monday and said ‘‘they
are concerned’” about Key '73.
He said local leaders of the
movement should make a pub-
lic clarification after dialogue
with Jewish leaders.

BASED ON HONESTY

He said he has developed
good relations with persons of
other faiths but that such rela-
tionships are based on honesty.

“The relationship cannot be
honest if the silent intention of
one party is the eventual de-
struction of the other’s faith,”
he said.

Recalling early American his-
tory when evangelical Chris-
tians felt compelled to convert
Jews, the rabbi said such activ
ity is “like a headhunte
collecting scalps.”

He was also critical of an un
dercurrent of Christian evange
lism evident in America in
which college and high-schoo
youth are subjected to ‘‘fanati-
cal radicalism” of such groups
as the Jews for Jesus and the
Hebrew Christians.

The effect can “take fire like
a mass movement,” he said.

EDENVER POST
Tues., Jan. 23, 1973

‘ Denver P Photo by Ernie I.eha
RABBI MARC TANENBAUM

Critical of Key 7




WINS RELIGION COMMENTARY t:jhz}

RABBI MARC H. TANENBAUM* OF THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMHITTEE
"KEY 73 OFFICIAL CLARIFIES EVANGELISM POLICY TOWARD JEWS"

- &

On January 6, Key 73, the nationwide evangelism campaign, will
launch its first major national television procgram, keynoting its
drive to "call the continent to Christ." As is generally known,
this unprecedented ecumenical crusade to evangelize "all the people
of America" in 1973 has resulted in a series of critical reactions
on the part of a number of Jewish religious and communal leaders.
The issues to which these Jewish spokesmen have responded are
essentially those first raised in a research document on "Evangelism
and the Jews" prepared by the American Jewish Committee and since
made available to Jewish communities throughout the country through
the agency of the National Community Relations Advisory Council.

Among the issues which rightly concern Jewish leadership are
these: What are the implications of a campaign to evangelize America
for the pluralist character of America? Will an evangelical theology
that perceives Christianity as a "substitute covenant" for that of
Judaism feed negative and even anti-Semitic attitudes toward the
Jewish people? Will the Key 73 campaign which emphasizes testifying
to Christ through neighborhood door-to-door canvases and college
and high school campus crusades lead to coercive pressures against
the conscience of Jewish individuals and groups, and others?

In an effort to obtain clarification of Key 73 policies on these"
crucial issues, I met with Key 73 leaders last October in St. Louis
and have since corresponded with several of their leaders. This
week the first official policy statement on several of these issues
was made in a letter to me from the executive director of the Key
73 campaign, Dr. Theodore Raedeke of St. Louis. These are the major
clarifications of views expressed by Dr. Raedeke whose words I quote
(with his permission):

"There is no anti-Semitism in either the ideology or the thrust
of Key 73. I trust that you understand this, just as we understand
your position to be not anti=-Christian. We do not wish to persecute,
pressure or force Jews to Lelieve or do anything against their will.
On the other hand we are confident that the Jews do not wish to
undermine our holy faith or deprive us of our rights to propagate
our faith -~ the privilege which we enjoy in America.

"Rest assured that we will attempt in no way to deny our deepest
Christian convictions in this regard so that we wrong the Jewish:
community in any way. At the same time, I hope that we may be con-
fident that you who are not Christian will not in any way intimidate
or pressure the many Christians participating in Key 73 against con-
fessing before men the saving Gospel."

#Rabbi Tanenbaum, who is the National Director of the Interreligious
Affairs Department of the American Jewish Committee, presents a
weekly religion commentary over WINS-Westinghouse Broadcasting System.
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While these views do not respond adequately to all the questions
that the Jewish community would want clarified, the statement re-
pudiating anti-Semitism and any evangelical resort to coercion are
welcome clarifications indeed. One can only hope and expect that this
message will reach many of the Key 73 evangelists, especially on
college and high school campuses, some of whom in their zeal need
such reminders that the right of religious liberty involves the duty
of respecting the conscience of others who do not feel the need to be
witnessed to.

January 4, 1973
73-700-3



THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE y “]?)

MEMORANDUM

TO: Area Directors
FROM : Samuel Rabinove : ¥ April 19, 1973
SUBJECT: "Jews for Jesus' TV program

The Christian missionary group called Beth Sar Shalom, which
seeks to convert Jews to Christianity, has produced a TV program en-
titled "Jews for Jesus.'" Rabbi Jim Rudin was one of a group of a
dozen Jewish organization representatives who recently were invited
to a preview of this progrdm, which Jim then characterized in the
following terms:

"The most disturbing aspect of this TV program is its blatant
hostility towards Judaism as a living and authentic faith.
‘The denigration of Judaism takes many forms on the program,
but it is a constant theme throughout. In one place, the
spokesman for Béth Sar Shalom indicates that the Jewish
péople themselves are somehow responsible for their own
persecution and victimization,"

WPIX-TV in New York City, which had originally scheduled a
showing of this program, decided not to exhibit it, largely as a
result of Jewish protests, on the basis that its presentation was not
"in the public interest.'" WTAF-TV in Philadelphia made the same de-
cision after a similar preview showing and a similar Jewish reaction.
The question arises as to what should be AJC's posture toward possible
scheduling of this program elsewhere in the country.

In our Statement on Censorship, adopted in 1951, we affirmed
our fundamental commitment to freedom of expression and our opposition
to censorship or suppression in the media arts, absent a ''clear and
present danger." * We said then, "...a work of art which merely offends

* Defined as "...likely to result in acts of violence against persons

or property, or which imminently threatens the position or status
- of a group." :

/T
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sensibilities should not be considered a clear and present danger if,
although it may have an undesirable effect on attitudes, it is unlikely
to produce direct overt consequences." At-the same time, we also said
that AJC should not ignore the problem of defamation, that we have '
"...not only the right but the responsibility to use educational ap-
proaches designed to persuade writers and producers to make productions
that will promote good inter-group relations, and to dissuade them

from making those having the contrary effect.'" Moreover, we declared,
AJC "... has the right, if an undesirable work is produced, to register
its protest, provided that such protest avoids recourse to coercion..."

_ Extrapolating from our policy Statement, how should AJC chapters
respond to the problem posed by the 'Jews for Jesus" program? If it.
is learned that a TV station plans to exhibit this program, it . is
appropriate to urge the station management to carefully reconsider its
decision on the ground that the public interest is not served by pro-
viding a forum for a fallacious and distorted attack on any religious
faith. Clearly, the decision is theirs to make. We do not question
their constitutional right to show this program. If they decide to -
do so, however, we would question their judgment as socially respon-
sible broadcasters. Obviously, no threats of any kind, express or
implied, should be made under any circumstances. But we would be
remiss in our obligation to the Jewish community were we to fail to :
record our disapproval of the presentation of this defamatory piece
of work, 1In the eventthat a broadcaster is not dissuaded from present-
ing the program, the less publicity it receives the better for the
Jewish community. Advertising it is scarcely helpful.

SR:ig
73-630-15

cc: CRC's
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What's behind this movement sweeping the country, particularly among the
youth? Is it just a thing of the moment? Will it last? Grow bigger? Who does it
affect? The orthodox? The fringe Jew? Just the young? What happens when
_ ,aJew accepts-Christ? Join Les Crane as he probes these questions so many
" -  ofusare asking. Produced by Beth Sar Shalom Hebrew Christian Fellowship.

" New York WPIX-TV Ch. 11
Thur., March 29, 12 Mldmght

-----------------------------------------------

'FREE BOOKLET:

Watch the teélecast, and use this form to order the
booklet “Smiling Faces" containing the personal
~ stories of 39 Jews who'accepted Christ. Learn how
- it affected them, their families, and their place
in the community. Free of charge or obligation.

Beth Sar Shalom o
Box 1331 - r
Englewood Cliffs, N. J 07632
.Name
Street
City - __State Zip
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THE AMERICAN -JEWISH COMMITTEE
MEMORAND UM

May 15, 1972

‘To: 2""vReiigiﬁhsggndiCpmmﬁﬁaLuLéadéjg' | |

From: Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum, National’Direéfdr of AJéu
' Interreligiouc Affairs

Subject: Some Issues Ralsed by Fbrthcomlng Evangellsm
M CampalgnS' A Background Memorandum

Recent announcements of a forthcomlng series- of natlonwlde campalgns of
Christian evangelism have begun to raise concern in the Jewish community
about the potential of these programs. for intergroup tension and misunder-
standing.. The intensification of Christian evangelism raises two different
questions for Jews: 1) How much of this forthcoming activity will be
specifically directed to the conversion of individual Jews or the Jewish
community? 2) Assuming that Jews are not singled out as special objects
for conversion in these forthcoming campaigns, what are the implications

. of this "new evangelism" for the pluralist character of American society,
as well as for the. unfolding nature of Jewish-Christian relations?

In response to the first question, it should be emphasized that none of the
nationwide campaigns described below is specifically directed:to Jews or
the Jewish community: Nevertheless, those specialized groups and organ-
izations which are committed. to winning Jews for Christ have recently
stepped up their activities. The American Board of Missions to the Jews
(Beth Sar Shalom Fellowship) -- a Hebrew-Christian movement -- has mounted
a direct conversion:effort at: the Jewish people through well-financed nation-
wide television programs and full-page ads in major daily- newspapers ("So
Many Jews Are Wearing 'That Smile' Nowadays"). . The "Jews for Jesus” move-
ment and the:Young Hebrew Christian Alliance (YHCA) have concentrated their
missionary attention on Jewish youth on the college campuses, apparently
riding on the wave of popularity of "the Jesus movement." The Broadway
rock musical "Jesus Christ Superstar"™ - shortly. to be made into a film in
Israel - which was recently the center of controversy over the portrayal of
Jews in the Crucifixion of Jesus, both Contrlbuted to and is a by product
of this movement.

The answer to the-seéond question will ﬁepénd largelyIOn how these campaigns
develop, how effective they are, and in part, how the Jewish community, and
others, respond to them.

It is apparent’ that both the general evangelism campaigns. and the specific
Hebrew-Christian missionary efforts will confront the Jewish community and
.others, during the coming months - and perhaps the next several years ~ with
one of the most complicated and challenging intergroup and interreligious
problems. How to-assure freedom of religion and at the same time preserve
the diverse, pluralist character of American society in the face of tend-
encies to regress to an earlier "Evangelical Empire" which imperially acted
as.though Christianity and America were one and the same; how to preserve
the substantial gains that have been made in recent years in Jewish-
Christian understanding,:and at .the same time to communicate to Christian
evangelists that. the Jewish people reject any theological views that require
that the Jews be "saved" by ceasing to exist as members of the historic
Jewish faith and people, are at the heart of this task of interpretation.
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In response to requests for guidelines and suggestions from the Jewish com-
munity - especially from Rabbis, Hillel Directors and Jewish parents - the
AJC Interreligious Affairs Department has prepared this background memoran-
dum* for the purpose of: (a) providing information about the various pro-
jected evangelism campaigns, and Hebrew-Christian movements; and (b) sug-
gesting approaches for articulating a Jewish response to theése efforts in-
sofar as they affect the Jewish community.

CURRENT EVANGELISTIC CAMPAIGNS

One of the most striking phenomena in recent American religious life has
been the renaissance of evangelical Christianity. The period since the end
of World War II has witnessed an extraordinary advance by evangelical groups.
These groups are today growing at a rate which exceeds the expansion of the
mainline denominations and the rise of the general population. In recent
years, evangelical bodies have increased' their membership 500-700% while the
major denominations and the Roman Catholic Church have increased by only
75-90%, barely keeping up:with the rise in general population.

The contemporary evangelical movement continues to articulate. the traditional
theological concepts of fundamentalist Christianity but with increasing in-
tellectual acumen. The message of evangelicalism is articulated through

a highly skilled and effective utilization of the mass media.

At the heart of the evangelical thrust is the revivalistic ministry of
Billy Graham who stands today as perhaps the single most prominent religious
leader in America. The popularity of Dr. Graham has given prestige to a
conservative. Protestant message which for generations had been relegated by
many observers to the fringes of American life.

The artlculatlon and spread of this evangelistic message has become in the
last few years a preoccupation among younger-Christians. The growth of the
"Jesus Movement," the rise in evengelical seminary enrollment, and the ac-
celerated pace of young people choosing church vocations, all testlfy to the
fervor and spread of evangelism.

The last several years have witnessed a proliferation of mgjor conferences
on evangelism. Since the 1966 Berlin Conference, meetings have been held
in the United States, Canada, Latin America, Africa and Asia. These ses-
sions have brought together evangelists, pastors, educators and lay people
to develop strategy for evangelism on a regional basis. The next major
conference will be world-wide in scope involving 3500 delegates in 197H
probably to be held in India. :

Although evangelistic activity has chiefly been the concern of conservative
Protestants there are growing indications that mainline Protestant bodies

as well as Roman Catholics are being influenced by the intensified interest
in evangelism. Thus the National Council of Churches has announced plans
for the development of a new program unit called Evangelism/Celebration; the
World Methodist Council last year adopted a global evangelism emphasis to
culminate in a world conference in 1974; a world Baptist mission of Recon-
ciliation is scheduled for 1973-75; the General Assembly of the United
Presbyterian Church voted to increase its evangelism budget from fifty to

* The factual information in this document is based on research by Gerald
Strober, Consultant on Religious Curricula and. specialist 1n Evengelical
Relations for the AJC.
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-eighty thousand dollars; the major Reformed bodies.in America participated in
an evangelism conference in 1971 and: the ‘American Roman Catholic hierarchy
‘voted .to support.a nationwide evangelistic effort organized by 100 Protes-
tant groups for 1973. (There are an estimated 200 ‘000 members in the
Catholic Pentecostal Movement g - f

Perhaps the two most outstandlng'evangelistie events planned for the next
‘eighteen months -are-the International Student Congress on Evangelism ‘(known
as Explo '72) to be held: in Dallas in June, and Key '73, a year-long effort
‘that will undoubtedly attract immense 1nterest in the Ueneral as well as
veligious media.

Explo '72 is a project of Campus Crusade for Christ, an international stu-
dent movement with 3,000 staff members operating on 450 campuses, with a
reported budget of 18 million dollars. Bill Bright, the President of Campus
Crusade, is the chairman of Explo. Billy Graham has agreed to serve as
Honorary Chairman. Explo is expected to brifng 100, 000 Christian young
people to Dallas during the weéek of June 12-17. The delegates are to meet
in 100 concurrent working sessions aimed at tralnlng them effeetlvely "to
witness Christ" on their campus or in their local area. Bright, in dis-
cussing the purpose of Explo recently said, "Exglo is a sgrlng-board to
train thousands of college students and generate a movement for Christ whicl

will sweep our country and the world. We are seeking to saturate the entire
~ nation with the claims of Jesus Christ in 1976." Explo will gain national
visibility through nightly television services from the Cotton:.Bowl. The
event will close on June 17 with an all-day festival keynoted by Bllly
Graham, and attended by a projected 250, GDO people *.

An 1ndlcatlon of the surfacing of.the ideology of "America as a Christian
nation" at Explo '72 is to be seen in a reoent statement by one of the 'most
prominent leaders of the "Jesus .People,” the’ Rev. Arthur Blessitt of the
Children of God. The 30-year-old evangelist said. he "hopes to get Presi-
‘dent Nixon to make. a public statement as to whether he is personally com-
mitted to Jesus Christ as his Lord and Savior." Mr. Blessitt observed,
according to Religious News Service (March 29, 1972), that Explo '72 plans,
among other things to send teams of Christians to witness during the
national political conventions this summer and spoke of his hope "for a
man who has a perscnal commitment to Jesus Chrlst .as Savior and Lord who
will arise on the national political scene." He added that he expects
Governor Reuben Askew of Florida, who will lead his state's delegation to
Explo '72, to mention his commltment to Jesus Christ when he delivers

the keynote address at the Democratic Natlonal Conventlon in July.

Even more 1mportant for ltS potentlal impact is the Key '73. evangellctlc
effort to be launched early next year. Thls Qroeram Whlch has_the active

continent next vear with an evangellstle crusade., "to confront people with
the gosgel of Jesus Chrlst hg proelamatlon and demonstratlonl_bv witness

*0Other movements in the "Jesus Revolution” include the Inter-Varsity Chris-
tian Fellowship; Young Life (1,300 club.affiliates); Youth for Christ
(represented in 2,000 American high schools), Teen Challenge; the Pente-
costals (estlmated 10,000 members) ; and the Catholic Pentecostals (who are
committed to the Catholic Church). There are an estimated 600 Christian
Communes across the country.
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-and ministry, by word and deed.” Key '73 has been in the planning since 1967
" when a small group of leading evangelicals met at a hotel near the Key Bridge
in Washington, D.. C., to share their desire for a major national evangeliza-
tion campaign. The plans have been -endorsed by the American Baptists, the
United Church of Christ, the United Methodists, the three major Lutheran
denominations, and the Anglican Church of Canada, among others. Key '73

is administered by an executive director on loan from one of the major
Lutheran bodies and by a fifty member central committee. Its organization

is somewhat loosely structured in that each denomination will decide the
precise form of its participation. There will be, however, an extensive
sharing of materials and resources. Following the pattern of the Graham
organization's success, mass media will be emphasized.

. EVANGELISM AND "JEWS FOR JESUS"

One aspect of the significant increase in evangelistic activity has been the
intensification of efforts aimed at converting Jews to Christianity. Most
of these efforts have been conducted by long established organizations in-
volved with Jewish evangelism, (American Board of Missions to the Jews;
Hebrew-Christian Alliance) but there have been indications of independent

or off-shoot groups formed to evangellze young people, i.e. "Jews for Jesus.”
" To date theére has been no evidence to suggest that the major evangelical
groups or personalities are directly involved in the campaign to win Jews

to Christ although the possibility exists that such actlvity could occur,
especially if the Jewish mission groups should succeed in attaching them-
selves to the major evangelistic events scheduled for the next several years.
(See attached ad from Eternity magazine.)

There are an estimated 100-150 local and national organizations of Hebrew
Christians. According to Christianity Today ("Turning on to Jeshua,"Dec. 17,
1971) , "Most mainline denominations have now quietly closed their Jewish
evangelism offices but independent agencies continue to proliferate, and
Jewish evangelism departments are still operated by Chicago's Moody Bible
Institute and the Blble Institute of Los Angeles

The Young Hebrew Christian’ Alliance (YHCA) was formed in 1965 to promote
"Messianic Judaism." It claims several hundred members among young Jews who
believe they are "completed Jews" by following the Messiah Jesus. " YHCA and
other Hebrew-Chr¥istian groups have sponsored Hanukkah parties, celebrating
Jesus as the Hanukkah Menorah, or Eternal Light of the World. 1In Phila-
delphia, they sponsor "The Hidden Matzoh" (The Afikoman), a meeting house at
which groups of young ‘Jews meet to sing, pray, and testify to Jesus as their
personal Messiah. In San Francisco, Martin "Moise” Rosen of the American
Board of Missions to the Jews heads the "Jews for Jesus" group. In New
York's Columbia Unxver31ty, a "Jesus Week" was sponsored from April 30-May 5,
1972, featuring a series of lectures, films, multimedia presentations, and
concerts for the purpose of "presenting Jesus Christ as Lord and Savior.™

The Planning Committee -for Jesus Week included several Hebrew-Christians

of the Alliance Jewish Fellowship and Beth Sar Shalom Hebrew Christian
Fellowship.

In Miami, Shalom International produces tfa1n1ng materials - including
"The Five Jewish Laws" - to help those _witnessing to Jews to use "the right
terminology."
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According to Newsweek magazine (April 17, 1972), there are "5,000 or so
Hebrew Christians who worship at the American Board of Missions to the Jews’
two dozen 'outposts' throughout the U.S.; it is estimated that perhaps as
many as 100,000 other coaverts attend Sunday. services at Protestant
churches.”" . Together with some. 60 other similar organizations, the American
Board operates almost entirely with money and mlnlsters supplied by evan-
gelical Protestants, ﬂggggggg reports. :

RGROUP AN ERRELIG IMPLICATIONS

A number of basic issues are raised for Jews - both as American citizens
and as adherents of Judaism - by these developments which call for the most
careful consideration:

1) Does the revival of "the new evangelism" pose a real threat of regres-
sion to the early "Evangelical Empire" stage of American history which
equated the Kingdom of God with Protestant republicanism (see The Righteous
Empire, by the Rev. Martin Marty), and supported a. Christian theocratic
conception of American institutions? Do these tendencies threaten to erode
the ground of pluralism, which made possible the liberal Christian under-
standing that the Jews are full partners in the American republic?

2) Can the Hebrew-Christian notions of "Messianic Judaism" and "completed
Jews through Christ" reverse the recently emerging Christian "theologies
of Judaism™ which view the Jewish religion as a living, permanent faith,

a source of truth and value to its adherents°

For Jews to speak of the Jewish roots of Chrlstlan1ty is to contrlbute to
the enrichment of Christian self-understanding. For Christians to see

their relationship to Judaism solely as one of fulfilment and supersession
ic in fact an act of negation of Judaism, for the daughter faith denies

the mother the right to an independent, self-determlned existence by totally
absorbing Judalsm w1th1n Chrlstlanlty ;

A number of major Christian theologians* have ‘clearly affirmed that, on the
basis of the New Testament, the believing Christian must acknowledge the
contlnulng validity of Judalsm At the heart of the Hebrew-Christian
claim is the fundamental issue of Christology which Hebrew-Christians do
not appear to comprehend at all from the perspective of Judaism. The

issue has been stated forthrxghtly by Rabb1 Jakob Petuchcwskl in his book,
Heirs of the Pharisees:

"To consider Jesus as the Messiah may have been, from the
point of view of the Synagogue, a factual mistake (in light
of the absence of a fundamental change in the elimination

% Professors Krlster Stendahl, W. D. Dav;es, Markus Barth  Coert Rylaarsdam.
Franklin Littell, Roy Eckardt, the late Reinhold Niebuhr and Paul Tillich,
Revs. Edward Flannery, Gregory Baum, Cornelius Rijk, Msgr. John M.
Oesterreicher, Rosemary Reuther, Monika Hellwig, Dr. Albert Outler, Dr.
James Parkes, Dr. Johan Snoek, Rev.. Joseph Fitzmeyer, Rev. Bruce Vawter,
Rev. John Pawlikowski, Dr. Jaroslav Pelikan, Rev. William Harter, among
others.
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of evil in history and other signs of the Messianic Age--MT).
But it was not a religious sin. To consider Jesus as part
of a divine trinity was another matter altogether. A 'Son
of Noah' could believe that the one God had divine ghittuph
(associates) and still qualify as one of 'the righteous men
among the nations.' A 'Son of Israel', however, was bound
to such a radical form of monotheism that he wes unable to
distinguish between a monotheistic trinitarianism and a
polytheistic tri-theism...A Jew who believed in divine
'associates' was simply considered an idolater, and could
not enjoy, in the eyes of the Synagogue, the. status ac-
corded the Gentile Christian."

3) Should Jews oppose conversion campaigns by Christians directed at Jews,
and vice versa? Here, too, the views of Rabbi Petuchowski are instructive:

"We admit that the wholehearted Jew and the wholehearted
Christian have no need to convert each other to their re-
spective faiths; they would, indeed, be untrue to their
divine calling were they to do so. But our world is not
populated by wholehearted Jews and Christians. It is in-
habited by the religiously uprooted, the spiritually des-
titute. Not every offspring of Jewish parents actualizes
his Jewish potential. . Not every pagan born into a Christian
household does, in fact, become a Christian. The world is
full of only nominal Christians and nominal Jews. The Syna-
gogue has a primary obligation to win over the nominal Jew
to a full acceptance of the 'yoke of the commandments,' just
as the Church as a primary obligetion to lead the nominal
Christian to Jesus, and through Jesus, to the Father. But
addressing himself to the mass of agnostics, atheists, and
religiously uprooted, one cannot always discriminate and
distinguish between those of Jewish and those of Gentile
origin. Church and Synagogue, in enterlng the marketplace
of ideas, must offer and describe their wares to all comers,
and must answer the queries of all questioners. Apnd it may
well happen that, here and there, the Jewish answer will
appeal to the nominal Christian, just as the Christian an-
swer may appeal to the nominal Jew. Of course, Jews con-
sider a wide occurrence of the latter alternative as h1gh1
unlikely. Why should the twentieth century be more propi-
tious for the Christian mission to the Jew than the last
nineteen centuries have been? But theoretically the pos-
sibility of a limited kind of 'two-way traffic' must be
_granted...But this possibility must never be more than a
peripheral concern. It must be granted and openly faced

in order to make a true and honest 'dialogue' possible.

It cannot, however, be the sole content of that 'dialogue'
itself. That can only be concerned with the tasks and

the challenges which confront us in common."

4) Is there a possibility that the evangelism campaigns with their emphasis
on the life, death, and resurrection of Jesus may provide new occasions for
negative and hostile portrayals of Jews in the Crucifixion of Jesus?
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That such a possibility exists is evidenced-by the controversy over the
stereotyped views of the role of the Jewish people and the high priests of
Israel in the Broadway rock musical Jesus Christ Superstar.® Writing in

a recent issue of The Christian Centurv, Dr. Richard Gelwick, Chairman of the
‘Religion .and Philosophy Department at Stephens College, Columbia, Mo., stated
that he sees the "threat of anti-Semitism emanating from the Jesus revolu-
tion" on the basis of a "dogmatism stemming from biblical literalism --
including the charge of Jewish guilt."

To anticipate this eventuality, this writer communicated such concerns to
Dr. Billy Graham, who had repudiated the "deicide" charge during a sermon
at his. Charlotte Crusade-in March, 1972 In reply, Dr. Graham wrote on
April 18, 1972: : : F on SR

"I appreciate your encouraging comments concerning remarks
I made in Charlotte. I have made a point of doing thls

in every sermon that I preach concernlng the death of
Jesus Chr;st ' v o s ;

| shall most certaznly see that thlS emphasls 15 madefln
the forthcoming EXPLO '72 e . ~

5) On March 1, 1972 the Rabblnical Court of Justlce of the Assoclatzon of
Synagogues . of Massachusetts issued an official decree declaring, inter alia,
that "a person born of Jewish parents, when he joins the so called 'Hebrew-
Christian' movement, abdicates his rights'as a member of the Jewish faith."
This is an understandable -response on a juridical level but. raises the
guestion of a more adequate response to the conversion of young Jews to
Jesus on the part of the Jewish community. Do not such conversions con-
stitute a judgment on the failure of our organized religious institutions
and our homes to communicate meaningfully Jewish ideals, values, and ex-
perience to our own young people?

SUGGESTIONS

With issues as complex as these, it would be foolhardy even to suggest
that a clear-cut plan exists for coming to grips with what is ‘essentially
the situation of the Jew in the diaspora. But perhaps these starting points
may be in order as a way of beginning to approach these serious challenges:

1) Seek to place the question of "Evangelism and the Jews" on the
agenda of Jewish community relations councils, rabbinic boards, local
synagogues and temples, AJC chapters with a view toward initiating a seri-
ous, informed discussion and educatlon program on the issues outlined in
this document.

2) Appropriate Jewish representatives who are prepared to deal with
these issues on the basis of adequate study and information should seek to
place these concerns on the agenda of interreligious and Jewish-Christian,
institutes and dialogue groups. (Such a discussion has been arranged with
the staff of the National Council of Churches.)

% An analysis of this production by Gerald Strober is available from the
American Jewish Committee.
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N 3) Jewish scholars, skilled in addressing interfaith groups, should
be invited to discuss these issues in a constructive spirit with local
Christian or:interfaith ministerial associations.’

4) Carefully-written and balanced articles on these issues should be
placed in appropriate Christian and religious periodicals and journals with
a view toward sensitizing the Christian community to Jewish concerns.

5) Radio and TV programs involving the most competent and informed
Jewish spokesmen should be used. ' '

6) Special attention should be paid to Jewish youth on the university
campuses with whom these issues might be discussed directly from the per-
spectives of Jewish tradition.

7) We would caution against panicky reactions, against baseless
suspicion of all Christian motivations in approaching Jews for dialogue
or interreligious programming, and against withdrawal from the arena of
interreligious activity. Jews have benefited greatly and substantially
from increased Jewish-Christian cooperation in recent years: in revised
and improved Christian textbooks, in training programs for Christian
teachers, in massive Christian support for Soviet Jewry, and in increasing
sympathy for the cause of Israel. These gains must not be lost through an
irrational reaction to movements which rely on persuasion and not coercion.

Finally, we would very much appreciate if you would keep us informed
of any developments in your community relating to these issues, both in
terms of evangelical activity and Jewish programmatic responses.

ab _
091172



THE JEWISH POST AND OPINION

Friday April 13, 1973

BILLY GRAHAM'S STATEMENT COULD EQUAL THAT OF VATICAN II: RABBI TANENBAUM

Editor, POST and OPINION:

It never ceases to amaze me,
even after my 20 years of
service in Jewish life, that
otherwise thoughtful people can
thoughtlessly work up a head
of steam on the basis of reading
two or three sentences of
quotations in the press. I am
afraid that Rabbi C.J. Teich-
man’s letter (P-O, March 30)
on my reactions to Dr. Billy
Graham’s statement on Key "73
is the latest illustration of that
haptess tendency of ‘‘shooting
from the hip” which chardc-
terizes 8o much of the mode
of communicating in our society
today. That pattern leads..un-
fortunately to needless distor-
tion of important Issues and
inevitable confusion, acrimony,
and polarization — of which
both American and Jewish life
have more than enough. One
bas a right to  expect that
Jewish leaders — especially
some of my colleagues in the
rabbinate — who should be
looked to.as moral exemplars
of responsible public behavior
would set higher standards for
serious communal discourse:

If Rabbi Teichman really
wanted to undersland my views
on Billy Graham's declaration,
he had an ethical obligation to
communicate with me and ask
for the full text of my
statement, which I would have
gladly shared with him. At the
request of Dr, Graham, I visited
him at his home in Montreat,
N.C., and spent three-and-a-half
hours discussing with him in
considerable depth and candor
a broad range of universal and
Jewish concerns — from civil
religion, racism, post-Vietnam
America, to the deicide charge
and anti-Semitism, Soviet Jew-
ry, Israel, and especially his
evolving positive appreciation of

Judaism as a living religion and
the creative vitality of the
Jewish people.

The several lines in the JTA
report and in Newsweek hardly
began to suggest the rich,
varied, and constructive content
of that important — and in
many ways, [ believe, historic
— dialogue. Therefore, Rabbi
Teichman’s reaction may be
justified as a response to a
newspaper - quotation, but that
has no meaningful relation to
what actually transpired in my
conversation with Dr. Graham.

Suffice it ‘to say for the
purposes of this letter, should
Dr. Graham continue to
elaborate his conviction that —
as he told me several times
that week in person and over
the telephone — on ‘the basis

of his developing Biblical and

theological studies that “God’s
Covenant with the Jewish
people is eternal, forever” and
not subject to recall or sub-
stitution by Christianity, then
his contribution to helping
millions of evangelical
Christians reconceptualize their
proselytizing attitudes foward
Jewry will be ‘as significant in
its own way as Vatican Council
II's declaration has been in
helping to improve the attitudes
and behavior of Catholics
toward Judaism and the Jews.
It was that incipient
development in Dr. Graham's
theology- that I welcomed and
sought to encourage through my
statement — which I read to
him and for which he expressed
appreciation to me. As for the
Rev, John Streeter’s comment
about Dr. Graham, I would
suggest that we leave it to Dr.
Graham to speak his own mind
on the several ‘“covenant”
theories. Dr. Graham is usually

not in the habit of letting other
people make up his mind for
him, especially on theological
questions.

Regarding the epithet “court
Jew uncle Jakeism,”
together with my late teacher
and friend, the sainted Rabbi
Abraham Joshua Heschel, I
have become inured to such
mindless name-calling which
was hurled at both of us along
every step we took to help
assure the adoption of the best
possible declaration by Vatican
Council II on Jewish-Christian
relations. Some of the people
who relished, sadistically or
jealously,
personam terms during Vatican
Council II — while not lifting
a finger to advance Jewish
interests at  that  historic
assembly in -the face of
horrendous opposition from anti-
Semites, Arab politiclans, and
theological reactionaries — are
among those today who are
trying to appropriate — or
expropriate — the results of
that Council in terms of
significantly improved Catholic-
Jewish relations (viz., the
Synagogue Council of America
and Rabbi Henry Siegman) as
if to give the impression that
they had something to do with
the realization of that landmark
achievement.

I see the same pattern
emerging now iIn relation to
Billy Graham, the Evangelical
community, and Key '73, :

Finally, it is time that Rabbi
Teichman and = other “holier-
than-thou” Jewish pietists come
to terms with the fact that
concern with seeking to put an

end by Christians to the
proselytizing of Jews as a
community, and for

strengthening by Jews of in-

abusing us in ad-

ternal Jewish spiritual life are
not mutually’ exclusive goals.”
The primary mandate of Jewish
communal bodies; such as the
American Jewish Committee, is
to “defend the religious and
civil rights” of the American
Jewish = Community. = Through
our intergroup and - in-
terreligious programs, 1 believe
we have done an exceedingly
effective job in carrying out
that mandate, including some
of the dramatic positive results
that we are achieving uniquely
in relation to the issues raised
by Key '73. . '

The primary mandate of the
Jewish religious agencies —
including the Synagogue Council
and its constituent rabbinic and
congregational bodies — is, or
ought to be jn a rational
community — to advance the
cause of Jewish learning and
Jewish religious commitment,

a Talmudic injunction which
some rabbis and synagogue
agencies might profit- by in
disciplining their heedless and
wasteful diversion of time,
attention, and money expended
in unwarranted attacks on the
constructive work and
achievements of Jewish com-
munal organizations. Were they
to concentrate that energy and
precious time on doing a more
effective job of renewing in-
ternal Jewish life instead of
carrying out . primarily social
action programs that have con-
verted some of them into the
‘“supra-secular” agencles of
Jewish life, that are religlous
in name and stationery symbols
only, we would not be wit-
nessing the loss of as many of
our young people as we have
to “Jews for Jesus,”. Campus
Crusade for Christ, Young Life,
ete.

especially on the part of our~ All that having been sald, one

young' people, many of whom
are literally cra for an
authentic = Jewish spirituality
and meaningful Jewish religious
experiences. Instead, we have
the bizarre spectacle of the
Synagogue Council and some of
its “‘nachshleper’” consistently
bad-mouthing the Jewish :
communal bodies for’ " doing
effective work in the areas they
were set up to do professionally
— intergroup and Interreligious
relations — and at the same
time convicting them of
inadequacy for apparently not
doing the work. of educating
Jewish youth religiously for
which the religious agencies
have been established and for
which purposes they have been
raising hundreds of thousands
of dollars. : :

“A falling which s thine do
not attribute to others”. is

of the greatest needs In Jewish
life today is the articulation of
a vision of Jewish statesman-
ship that will bring together all
constructive, creative forces in
the Jewish community
religious and communal — In a

spiritual
imagination that will enable us
to make a living connection
between the values and insights
of . Judaism at their best and
the pressing human, gpiritual
needs of our people today. A
respect for facts and the
abandonment of polemics by
Rabbi Teichman’ and others llke -
him, are basic preconditions for
the realizing of this vital Jewish
goal. ;

RABBI M.H. TANENBAUM
National Director,
Interreligious Affairs of the
American Jewish Committee
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NATIONAL JEWISH ' ‘ » COMMUNITY RELATIONS ADVISORY COUNCIL

memo

55 WEST 42 STREET, NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10038 + LO' 4.3480

January 12, 1973

To: Member Agencies of NJCRAC and CJFWF
From: Isaiah M. Minkoff, Executive Vice Chairman
Subject: The Jesus Revolution

This is a follow-up to the joint memorandum of December 13
in which we called attention to "Key '73," the evangelistic campaign
designed to bring the "Continent to Christ.”" We are indebted to
Rabbi Marc Tanembaum, National Director of Interreligious Affairs
of the American Jewish Committee,  for the preparation of that
memorandum. '

We now send you herewith a set of suggested Guidelines which,
as is noted in the Introduction, represents the reflections of ex-
perienced community leaders and practitioners joined in our inter-
agency task force. The Guidelines were drafted by Dr. Norman E.
Frimer, National Coordinator of Hillel Affairs for the New York

Metropolitan Area.

Again, we express the hope that the Jewish community will
"keep its cool," and that you will keep us fully informed of de-
velopments. ;

Additional copies of the Guidelines, in reasonable numbers,
are available on request.

Best regards.

sab
enclosure

0,X,A,R -- CS cul. -- CJF Execs.



SUGGESTED GUIDELINES FOR THE JEWISH COMMUNITY
ON KEY '73

Introduction

Key "73 having been officially launched on a national scale
with a television special, and other mass appeals being projected,
it is bound to reach an audience that includes substantial numbers
of Jews of all ages.

Many Jewish communities, agencies and institutions have ex-
pressed concern and sought guidance. In an effort to supply some
such guidance, a number of experienced community leaders and practi-
tioners in the field have shared their reflections, which are sum-
marized in the guidelines that follow. These, of course, are neces-
sarily general in nature. The specific relevance or applicability '
of any of them will vary according to the particular needs of various
communities and their value will depend greatly on their proper
application.

The threat manifest in missionary activities is in part re-
lated to the widespread intellectual and spiritual ignorance of -
Jewish values and heritage. We must move energetically to reverse
any possible trend away from Jewish commitment, the ultimate results
.of which may be alienation and potential conversion. Jewish com-
munities should encourage parents and youth of all ages towards
more intensive Jewish educational programs.

FIRST, SOME CAUTIONARY COUNSEL FOR ALL

(1) Do Not Overreact

There is just no warrant for alarm. We have some
reports of individual conversion -- and they of
course merit our earnest and active concern --
but no evidence of substantlal impact on Jewish

youth.

(2) Do Not Join in the Numbers Game

Missionaries characteristically exaggerate the
numbers of converts gained. Do not help them by
accepting their figures or by citing or repeating
their statistics, even if they appear in the public
press. There are no reliable figures, only guessti-
mates and generalizations. Our concern, in any case,
is based on the traditional axiom, "Whoever sustains
one Jewish soul is as if he had 'sustained a whole
world."

(3) Do Not Debate, Dialogue or Argue With Missionaries

Missionaries often seek to engage Jews in public
discussion. Do not be drawn into this utterly
fruitless exercise. Above all, do not invite
missionaries or their followers to address meetings
under Jewish auspices. Such hospitality only gives
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the missionary cause institutional dignity and
legitimacy. On the other hand, do not publicly
attack or abuse the missionaries; this merely
serves to surround them with an aura of martyrdom,
to our loss. Our essential obllgatlon is to shore
up our Jewishness. :

(4) Do Not Be Taken in by the "Jewish Christian" Ploy

Some missionary groups appeal specifically to Jews
with the specious notion that those joining them

are thereby "completed" or "fulfilled" as Jews. This
is patently incompatible with Jewish tradition and
conviction. Conversion to Christianity or any other
faith is an abandonment of Judaism. We must strive,
with loving concern, to restore erring 1nd1v1duals

to their own faith and community.

(5) Do Not Lose Your "Cool"

The style of the Key '73 missionaries is likely to

be cool and affable. Emulate it. When they come

smiling to the door, respond politely. -- firmly but

with no recrimination -- "No, thanks, I'm not interested,”
or some brief and definitive equivalent.

SECOND, SOME SUGGESTIONS FOR ORGANIZATION AND STRATEGY

(1) Mobilize Local Resources

Every Jewish community will make its own appraisal
of the challenge posed by missionary activity. Each
will face certain conditions unique to it. Each will
have to assume responsibility for its own reaction,
though national agencies are of course more than
ready to be of assistance. Locally, planning and
organization, coordinated through the appropriate
community-wide agency, must involve all concerned
partners -- federation, community relations council,
rabbinical association, community centers, Hillel
directors, synagogue groups, educators, lay groups,
youth councils, etc.

(2) Get the Facts

Fact-finding is a "must." This is an indispensable
step. Until the actual situation in the community
has been established, planning cannot proceed in-
telligently. Are Jews, as Jews, being missionized?
By whom, from what centers or sources? In what
settings and by what means =-- in schools, through
coffee houses, "drop-in" centers, via the communica-
tions media, prayer meetings, home study groups,
bookmobiles?
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Plan Strategy and Approaches

Assuming the fact-gathering process indicates a
problem requiring action:

(a) Survey the available resources -- knowledgeable
and experienced personnel, appropriate literature,
suitable facilities.

(b) Priority should go to marshalling individuals --
young and old. Set up a task force of peer-to-peer
as well as adult resource people with some forte or.
expertise in this area. '

(c) Very carefully study at first hand the needs of

those Jewish young people who are flirting with or

have been drawn into other religiaus movements, and
what they are seeking. Make no prejudgments on these
matters. The Jesus Movement is very complex.

(d) With egqual care, plan how to offer a positive
Jewish response to their need and search. Only
then will it be possible to reach out to them and
to share the needed knowledge and understanding
with others to be trained for further intensive
outreach.

(4) Focus on the Teenager

(5)

Not only college students, but those in the high
schools and even in the junior high schools must

be deemed vulnerable. Many missionaries may con-
centrate on teenagers, deliberately using a peer-
group approach, exploiting the unsettled state that
marks the adolescent years particularly in these
times, and the readiness. of young people to challenge
any traditional, accepted values. These areas demand
our greatest scrutiny and innovative planning. Our
caution against overreaction bears repeating here.
"Crash programs," counter-crusades, or resort to
gimmickry must be avoided.

Create Opportunities for Youth Participation

Unfortunately those who are confused Jewishly and
troubled personally will not always avail themselves
of the traditional programs conducted in centers,
synagogues, youth organizations and other settings.
Additional ways need to be developed for reaching
out with approaches that truly enable young people
to shape the content, directions and policies of

the programs in which they participate, including
those programs that are regarded by them as not con-
trolled by the "establishment.” Some recently initi-
ated youth and teen programs reflect this approach,
utilizing informal settings such as storefronts and
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coffee houses, providing opportunity for "rapping"
and for making contacts with other youth. Such pro-
grams are consistent with the long range goals of
reaching youth, providing a Jewish setting in which
they can relax, meet other Jewish youth, '"shmoos"
and talk seriously with warm, sensitive, responsive
and skillful staff -- including staff of their own
peer-groups. Experimentation with innovative and
creative approaches to opening channels of partici-
pation by our youth must be given high priority.

Conclusion

All Jewish agencies and institutions, of course, share a basic
~obligatioa to support and conduct positive programs -- both formal
and informal -- of Jewish culture and Jewish education, with outreach
especially to youth of high school and college age.

It is not our intention at this point to provide you with
informational materials and precise recommendations for programmatic
activities. 1In due time we shall have suggestions for specific '
activities, including innovative and experimental projects that are
now being tried out, e.g., appropriately planned coffee houses where
young people can come for an informal "shmoos;"™ a local telephone
"hot line," manned by trained communal leaders and youth who can
speak warmly and helpfully to youngsters who need love and under-
standing. Indeed, you might indicate what you think is needed in
this urgent area of concern.

The actual value of these guidelines for any particular area
can only be determined by experience. For this reason it is essential
to maintain a strong liaison between the local communities and national .
agencies. A constant flow of information will not only allow for the
revision and updating of these guidelines but also enable each com-
munity to benefit from the experience of others. Do therefore keep
us informed on developments in your bailiwick and let us know just
how we can be helpful.

National Jewish Community Synagogue Council

Relations Advisory Council of America
National Jewish American Association B'nai B'rith
Welfare Board for Jewish Education Hillel Foundations

and the constituent national organizatibns of the NJCRAC and the Synagogue
Council of America:

American Jewish Committee
American Jewish Congress
B'nai B'rith-- Anti-Defamation League
Central Conference of American Rabbis
Jewish Labor Committee
Jewish War Veterans of the U.S.A.
National Council of Jewish Women
Rabbinical iAssembly
Rabbinical Council of America
Union of American Hebrew Congregations
Union of Orthodox Jewish Congregations of America
Tmi+erd Svnacoone of America
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE institute of Human Relations 165E. 56 St New York \.Y. 10022, PLaza 1-4000

The American Jewish Committee, founded in 1906, is the ploneer human-relations
agency in the United S_taies. It protects the civil and religious rights of Jews here
and abroad, and advances the cause of improved human relations for all people.

MORTON YARMON, Direclor of Public Relations

FOR RELEASE AFTER 11 A.M.

FRIDAY, MARCH 2, 1973
MNEW YORK, March 2...A prominent rabbi today welﬁmad as "a constructive contribution to
interreligious understanding” yesterday's statement by Dr. Billy Graham in which he ex-
pressed his opposition "to all forms of coercion, intimidation and proselytizing” and
declared that "God has always had a special relationship with the Jewish pecple" with whom
the Covenant is etermal.

Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum, national director of interreligious affairs of the American
Jewish Committee, commented at a news conference on Dr. Graham's statement, issued in the
context of "growing misunderstanding in Christian-Jewish relationships over Key 73."
Rabbi Tanenbaum expressed confidence that the Graham statement would encourage other
Christian leaders "to make clear that Key 73 is aimed at reaching uncommitted Christians
and has no intention of proselytizing the Jewish commumnity."

Key 73 is a nationwide ecumenical Evangelism campaign designed "to call the Continent
to Christ" and "to share with every person in the North Aferican continent the gospel of
Jesus Christ." Since the campaign got under way last December, a number of Jewish leaders
have expressed concern over charges that evangelical groups have sought to proselytize

:. __dJews, particularly young pecple.on high school and college campuses, in many part of the
R cmmt:ry =
Rabbi Tanenbaum called attention to Dr. Graham's expression of his own evangelist
" philosophy — "I'I have never felt called to single out the Jéws as Jews, nor to single
out any other particular groups, cultural, ethnic, or rel.igiot#s" —- and to his ogmmitment
to American pluralism, "in vhich all religious groups are partners in society."
h Calling the Graham statement one of "timely significance,” Rabbi Tanenbaum called it
"an J.nportant and constructive contribution to helping overcame the misunderstanding and
" stress that have developed between many Christians and Jews in the absence of any policy
statement by Key 73 leadership regarding proselytizing efforts aimed at the Jewish
cammuni ty. "

= " ) va " 3 . e e-
Phl“P_ E. Holfman, President; Max M._Fisher, Chairman, Executive Council; David Sher, Chairman, Board of Governors; Elmer L. Winter, Chairman, Board of Trustees

g Bertram H. Gold, Executive Vice President
. Washington Dffice: 818 18th Street, N.W,, Washington, D.C. 20006 « European ha.: 30 Rue la Boetie, Paris 8, France = Israel hq.: 9 Ethiopia 5t Jerusalem, Israel
Sr— South American hq.: San Martin 663, 2 P, (Cf), Buenos Aires, M;entfr:a * Mexico: Av. Ejercito Nacional 533 # 302-303 Mexico 5, D.F.
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At the news conference Rabbi Tanenbaum made public a 36-page survey of the impact that
Fey 73 already had made on relations between Jews and Christians, adding that Dr. Graham's
statement was the most recent of a number of similar clarifying declarations by Roman
Catholic, Protestant, and Evangelical spokesmen agreeing that the Jewish community was
"off limits" to proselytizing activity.

"These expressions recognize that Jews will not accept passively a relationship with
. Christians that reduces Jewry to an object of conversion, and that does not respect Judaism
as a living faith and source of permanent truth and value to the Jewish people," Rahbi

As an example, he pointed to a statement issued February 3, 1973, by the San Diego
District of the United Methodist Church:

"Same over-zealous campus organizations and Christian groups consider Key 73 a mandate
to convert Jews and those of other religions to their particular brand of Christianity.
This interpretation is unfortimate and deplorable. The primary purposes of Key 73 are those
of calling Christians to a deeper understanding of and cammitment to their faith, and to
reach those of our Continent who are not actively related to any of the religious organiza-
tions in our society. Any assumption that those of other religious traditions are without
a meaningful faith is arrogant and presumptuous. There are plenty of prospects for con-
version on this Continent, and hence no need for proselytizing those who are already cam-
mitted to another faith."

Paradoxically, Rabbi Tanenbaum said, this national dialogue over Key 73 may well result
in the emergence of a majority consensus of Christian leaders who are declaring for the
first time in the history of Jewish-Christian relations in the United States a policy of
opposition to proselytizing the Jewish cammmnity —— and that may become one of the lasting
consequences of Rey 73.

The American Jewish Committee survey, based in part on reports from AJC representatives
in commumnities across the country, detailed such episodes of psychological harassment,
deception and intimidation as these:

* At Montclair, N.J., Jewish high school students were approached to come to bible-reading
classes, only to find that they were meetings aimed at converting them to Christianity.

* yhat was billed as a "Chanukah" celebration at the Miami Beach (Fla.) Auditorium
marking Israel's 25th birthday turned out to be an effort by the American Board of Missions
to the Jews, linked to Key 73, to invite the audience to make a decision for Christ.

* In Boston, a Hebrew-Christian family sought membership in the Jewish Community Center
with the avowed purpose of evangelizing Jewish families.
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* Campus evangelists at the University of Michigan have came into the dormitory roams
of Jewish students, interrupting their sleep on the pretext of conducting experiments or
taking religious surveys while actually seeking their conversion.
Following are Dr. Graham's statement on Key 73 and the Jews, and the response by
Rabbi Tanenbaum:
(Dr. Graham)

. The reports about a growing misunderstanding in Christian-Jewish relationships over

Key 73 have became a source of concern to me. In;order to help ease same of these
tensions, I want to explain my own position. Wh:.leIhavemtbeendJ.rectly involved in
the developing organization of Key 73, I have from the beginning publicly supported its
concept. |

First, as an evangellst, I am mterested in establ:.sh:l.ng contact with all men con-
cerning perscnal faith in Jesus Christ. Implicit in any belief, is the right of sharing
it with others. The message that God is love, prcmpts any rec1p1e.nt of that love to
declare it to others.

Secondly, just as Judaism frowns on proselytizing t.hat is coercive, or that seeks to
ccsmtrrenaga:_nst their will, so do I. Gimmicks, coercion and intimidation have had no
place in my evangelistic efforl:s, certainly not in historic biblical evangelism. The
American genius is that without denying anyone an expression of their convictions, all
are nevertheless partners in our society. The Gospel's method is persuasive invitation,
not coercion.

Where any group has used an overbearing witness to seek conversions, the Bible calls
it "zeal without knowledge." I understand that it is the purpose of Key 73 to call all
men to Christ without singling out any specific religious or ethnic group.

Thirdly, along with most evangelical Christians, I believe God has always had a special
relationship with the Jewish people, as St. Paul suggests in the Book of Romans. In my
evangelistic efforts, I have never felt called to single out/the Jews as Jews, nor to
single out any other particular groups, cultural, ethnic, or religious.

Lastly, it would be my hope that Key 73, and any other spiritual outreach program '
could initiate nationwide conversation, which would raise the splrlu:lal level of our
people, and pramote mutual understanding.

(Rabbi Tanenbaum)

We regard the statement by Dr. Billy Graham clarifying his views on Key 73 and the
Jewish people as one of timely significance. It is an important and constructive con-
tribution to helping overcome the misunderstanding and stress that have developed between
many Christians and Jews in the absence of any policy statement by Key 73 leadership
regarding proselytizing efforts aimed at the Jewish commmity. The views of Dr. Graham
assume particular importance in light of the findings of our latest American Jewish :
Comittee survey which documents that a growing muriber of incidents are taking place
in public high school and colleges in which Jewish young people are being subjected to
psychological harassment, intimidation and social ostracism by fervid evangelists and -
missions—to-the-Jews groups who are using Key 73 as a sanction for their disruptive
activities.

In our judgment, the statement by Dr. Graham and amplifications of his views in
recent personal conversations with him break new ground on several critical levels of
relationships between evangelical Christians and Jews, a development that is especially
significant in light of Dr. Graham's position as the leading evangelist in our nation
and, indeed, in the world today. To our knowledge this is the first time that Dr. Graham
has publicly affirmed his belief that "God has always had a special relationship with
the Jewish people" based on St. Paul's teachings that God's pramises and covenant with
the Jews are eternal and not subject to recall, This is also the first time that
Dr. Graham has made clear that he does not direct his evangelistic efforts towards the
Jews in a way that "singles out the Jews" as a group.

=more=
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Dr. Graham also articulates his camitment to American pluralism in which all
religious groups are partners in our society, a reality which some evangelical views
would undermine. And, finally, Dr. Graham declares his opposition to all forms of
coercion, intimidation, and proselytizing which is a valuable clarification in view
of some episodes that have developed in connection with evangelizing activities in
several commnities in the United States.

Beyond that, Dr. Graham's statement is of significance in that it will undoubtedly
give impetus to other Christian leaders in many parts of the country who are beginning
to make clear that Key 73 is aimed at reaching uncommitted Christians and has no
intentions of proselytizing the Jewish community. Paradoxically, the emergence of a
" majority Christian consensus in the United States that abandons the proselytization
of the Jewish caomunity may be one of the lasting consequences of this national
dialogue over Key 73.

73-960-31
3/1/73
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THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE

STATEMENT ON EVANGELISM AND THE JEWS

A significant development affecting contemporary Jewish-Christian relations
is the recent intensification of programs of evangelism. During the next
eighteen months an unprecedented evangelistic drive known as Key '73 is
scheduled throughout the United States and Canada. This campaign, while rooted
in evangelical Protestantism, has wide ecumenical support and has as its stated
aim "to share with every person in North America more fully and more forcefully
the claims and message of Jesus Christ." In addition, there has been a marked
increase in the efforts of those missionary groups which aim specifically at the
conversion of Jews to Christianity.

The American Jewish Commi ttee recognizes the inherent right of all reli-_
"“gious communities to propagate their faith in our p]ural1st society. However,
missionary approaches to Jews have frequently been based on a false, stereotyped
and caricatured image of Judaism as an "incomplete" or "obsolete" re]igion that
has been replaced by the "new Israel" of Christianity. Such a view is offensive
to the dignity and honor of the Jewish people.

Lest the forthcoming evangelistic campaigns become a source of tension and
conflict, we urge the various Christian bodies participating in Key '73 and
similar efforts to respect the convictions and feelings of Jews and to disavow
specifically any intention to thus proselytize the Jewish community. We also
suggest that particular care be taken in the presentation of such themes as the
Crucifixion and Jewish reaction to Jesus, so as not to contribute to the devel-
opment of anti-Jewish attitudes in the Christian community. We ask Christian
groups to give serious consideration to the conclusions of reputable Christian
scholars affirming the continuing validity of Judaism. Further, we urge those
groups engaged in Key ‘73 and other programs of evangelism to avo1d the implica-
t10n that Chr1st1an1ty and America are synonymous

Finally, we caution the Jewish community against withdrawal from the arena
of interreligious activity, out of an unwarranted suspicion of all Christian
motivations in approaching Jews for dialogue or interreligious programming.

“Jews have benefitted substantially from increased Jewish-Christian cooperation_ __

in recent years: in revised and 1mproved Christian textbooks, in training pro-
grams for Christian teachers, in massive Christian support for Soviet Jewry, in
increasing sympathy for Israel, and in a growing rejection of anti-Semitism.
These gains must not be lost through an irrational over-reaction to those move-
ments which rely on persuasion and not coercion.

Adopted in principle by the
National Executive Council
December 2, 1972

Appfoved by the
Board of Governors
January 16, 1973

73-100-11
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70:  ADL Conmunity Irear"ers o 'SPECTAL BACKGROUND REPORT

FROM: _Sheldon St r..na.user
DATE: Jamaa oy 5, 1973 ¢ S . R

SUBJECT: Key '73 - "Callirg Our Continent to Christ" . " A

There has been mmmg intcorest in the growth of the "Jesus Movement” and related
groups carrying on highly evangelistic activities, some of which have been reflected
in our local schools, colleges and communities. B

It is against t.h:.s ‘background that inquiries have come to us concerning the new,
massive and intensely cnthusiastic evangelical drive known as Key '73. Purpose of
thig voluntary movement of mo?e than 140 denomiaations and Christian groups is a :
"continemt-wide attempt to rcach every person in North America with the Gospel of
Christ in 1973." Locally the Colorado Council of Churches has brought together a’
coordinating committes to encourage and aid the local churches in the Key '73 thrust.
This committee will geck to develop mass media coverage of Key '73, to encourage local
churches to share in specific programs suggested and will serve as a clearing house
for 1n.foi‘m:rbion of the many denominal progz-ams of evange].‘lsm and training, .

According to the local caordinating cammittee, there are to be si.x phases in the Key .
173 effort, beginning with a call to prayer and climaxing with "commitment of all -
...- Christians to faithful discipleship.”. One phass completed January 7 involved urging
“= © churches to “join in a Noon Prayer Call complete with ringing chyrch bells, sounding
sirens, tooting horns, etc. -:all to call attention to a continent-wide involvement
in prayer. Although cvcral? plamning is at the national level, each local group is
expected to cpcrate indcpendently. Extensive training of volunteers, especially
young people, to reach into college campuses, homes and schools is anticipated
(indeed the- college caryus "1s already a prime target of Christian. evangelical
organintions and ‘of tho i."avs. for Jesus" and other such groups - tha latt.ar being
without notable auccesa in cur-aiea to date). i

Key '13 is dirocted essentially to Christians. To that respect” it is' ‘?not't'ha" c'oriéern
of ‘thé ADL o the organized Jewish commnity. Cur-interest comes in the extent, if
any, to which the movement will directly or indirectly affect Jews. Door-to-door
solicitation may result in discofort for some Jews. There is always the possibility
that the literalism of the evangelical Christians will emphasize those teachings in -
the New Testament vhich have murtured anti-Semitism throughout the centuriess Further-
more, while not part of the actual drive, local "Jews for Jesus" and "Hebrew-Christian"
groups may utilize the event to engage in their ¢m praosrams to ssek converts among-
Jews. Finally, though the number of Jewish youth so affected is likely to be insig-
nificant, any numbor would be saddening. '

Let us emphasize that to date we havg received no complaints about Key '73 in this
area and it 1s difficult to project the extent to which they will make an impact
locally since there will undoubtedly be wide variation from cormunity to community
in the degree of organlzation, specifiec groups involved, etc. Vhile activities of
all such groups will bear very ¢lose review, we must at the same time opt for a
carefully meagured approach and against an unnecessarily frightened response from
the organized Jewish community. We would suggest:

1. If and when Jews are approached by door-to~door solicitors, they should
avoid argumentation. Our responsc might be "Ho thank you. I am not interested."

OVER e casssne ]
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2. Sensitive Christian leaders must and will be alerted to the inherent danger -
of the thrust in possible digparagement of Judaism, demeaning of our faith, and insen-
sitivity to the Jewlsh comwnity. Hopefully, liberal Christian groups will understand

“'the necessity of limiting Key '73 to the Christian world as it is pro:]ected.

3. Comwnication within the Jewish commnity and basic fact-finding is abso='
lutely essential. We u-ge that all of you share with us as quickly as possible any
information which would help in understanding problems which may be manifested at
any level. We in turn will contimue te share information which we gather with the
Jewish commnities of the thres states. "~ :

L. Of major concern is the fact that Key '73 may spur on evangelical groups
already working in our publie scheols, espocially at the junlor and senior high
lmls as well as on tha ceampus ard that such activities will be of an improper- .
character pressuring and badgering students, etc. Reports from some areas indi-
cate there is more religious ~ctivity in the schools today than in many years. This
points up the need which exisis even without reference to these movements - to reach
our own Jewish youth in settings in which they feel welcome and can secure guidance.
F‘urthex‘, ‘this may provide an opportunity to underscore the importance at high.school
and couege levels for the curriculum, including textbooks, to reflect awareness of
the variety of ethnic cultures -in our society, including information on Jewish histery,

. contributions, and the like. Such efforts must be congistent, however, with our views
' 'on church-state separation, especially at the high school level.

Let us emphasize ~ again - the importance of avoiding hysteria, the impulse to
uncritically emulate the very same technigques and approaches (there is no way to
create instant Jews or Judaism) and a needless generalized Jewish-Christian cone-
frontation. Uhile specific counteraction may be called for in individual situatloens,

1et us keep our collective Mcool" and - again - utilize the opportunity to move
“ahead on those constructive programs decigned to reach our children Jewishly with

Jewish institutions and agencies developing valid programs on Jewish identity as

well as helping young pecple to answer questions posed by the "Jesus Movement" generally
and Rey '73 specifically. There may be need, also, for individual counseling with
students who experience smicial problcms triggered or intmsiﬁad by any ldnd of

contact with such groups.

In these times, it i1s also moro than ever important that m-goi.ng cemmunication
and relaticnships with Christian ins“itutions and organisations be maintained -
efforts which have resulted in many of these institutions having a sincere and
va]id view of Judzism as a co::t.emorary, vit.al, living paoplahoad. 1,

As alwaya, we weleome your inquiries amlsf.am:l ready to nﬂa@ourinrmuanand
gu:l.dance. 4 L S

" ‘Best wighes,

¥ ({{i/{;'L4I.‘/ 4'-&’];:” /I{ H;...,é E : ""ﬁi.l '._5-‘:. “I.'

Sheldon Steinhauser
Regional Director
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FREFERCRNYIAL TREATHMENT STIR'S DISCUsSSION

ilow to 2lirminate histeric and well-entrenched
dicceriminatory patte:ns and injustice in hiring
enc edmissions without making race or religion
absclute criteria for acceptance or advancement.
That's a crucial issue in the continuing dia- -~
logue over preferential treatment and affirma-
tive action.

The Denver ADL Executive Committee in the past
has accepted the validity of some forms of

preference while recognizing problems that mus
be guarded against - possible lowering of vali
performance requirements, building in of fixed|:
raxizums for minorities, power plays, and .:
political squabbles. The issues are.complex ;| -
ard the feelings and opinions within the Jewi
community often understandably ambivalent. They
need to be examined on a case-by-case basis ~
#ithout getting hung up on rhetoric. A

The January ADL Council luncheon presentation
directed itself to this question, with panel~-
ists James F. Reynolds of the Colorado Civil
Rights Commission; Harvey Deutsch, Commissicn
&nd ADL Executive Committee member; James Garcia,
Urban Coalition; and Richard\Fleischman, ADL
Council Chairman. Discussion evoked criticism
and praise of national ADL policy.

Mcanwhile, private conferences initiated by ADL
with government officials and ethnic group
leaders have helped to improve understanding
and develop a mechanism for dealing with
specific issues that may arise.

ADL'S SIXTIETH ANNIVERSARY AND FUNDING

Tn 1913 Sigmund Livingston, an attorney born

in Bloomington, Illinois, persuaded the Inde—
rendent COrder of B'nai B'rith to establish the
spti-bofamacion League. At the outset, the
League's physical assets consisted of a handful
of stationery, a $200 budget, and two desks in
Mr. Livington's Chicago office, but its moral
assets, insofar as these may be measured in
tecms of yoals, were considerably more extensive:
tu stop....the defamation of the Jewish people,
and "to secure justice and fair t:eal‘:ment fa.r
all citizens alike."

1973 marks the sixtieth anniversary of the '
League's founding. From the two desks, $200 ‘-
and a set of principles has evolved a natioral
operation, with 28 regional offices and a
budget preojected in the neighborhood of seven’
millior dellars.

The League is planning a number of significant
special events during the year designed to
reach not only the Denver area, but the. commu-
nities throughout Colorado, New Mexico, and
Wyoming.

ADL serves your community

t.‘f-f ) 3
YEAR - Mouniain Swates “‘ilﬂnaf OMHice, Anti-Defamation League of B'nai Blith, 623 Empire Bmi:fmg Da-we:, Colerado 8020, 623.7157

" inten, 1972-73 i

L)
sheldon stelnhausen, regionat dinecton
jules Loventhal, community consultant

KEY '73 AND THE NEW EVANGELICAL THRUST

Increasing interest has centered on the growth
of the "Jesus Movement"” and the new massive
evangehcal drive known' as Keg t73. Directed
essentially to Christians, our concern comes
in the extent to which the movement will {

directly or indirectly affect Jews. .

Recently ADL and Rabbinical Council represen-—
tatives met for a frank off-the-reccrd con-
versation with Denver Key '73 leaders. They

. pointed out that any religious movement

respectful of and sensitive to Judaism entails

'careful consideration of its activities insofar
as they may affect the Jewish community -

meaning ‘specifically no proselytizing of Jews.
While the evangelical leaders made clear that
their basic thrust was aimed at Christians, :
they did not rule out incidental contact with
Jews .

The meeting opened direct channels of comuni-\

Al

cation, with the understanding that we would
be gquick to follow up any complaints or
incidents which may come  to our attention.
Meanwhile, we caution against an exaggerated
or unnecessarily frightened reaction. For
guidelines in examining the new movement,
contact .the ADL office at the above- address.

_vations for.the monthly luncheons may be made

-

ADL COUNCIL. PROGRAMS "JESUS REVOLUTION"

Timely topic for the February l3 ADL Council
meeting at the Quality Motel =-"The Jesus
Movement," a talk by Dr. Charles Milligan of |
the I1liff School of Theclogy. Luncheon reser-

by calling, the ADL office, 623-7157.

ECONOMIC PRESSUE, URGED TO CONVINCE SOVIETS TG
ABOLISH RANSOM ON JEWS SEEKING EMIGRATION

Strong .lag.t‘.'slation to block most-favored-nation
treatment and 1pvestmnt credits to the Soviet
Union was re-introduced in Congress in January.

In the House, The Vanik Bill was introduced Ly
Congressman Charles Vanik of Ohio. This measurec
(and the Jackson amendment in the Senate) con-
ditions the granting of most-favored nation
treatment to the Soviet Umon on its rescinding
of the extortmnist "d;ploma" exit taxes.

As of this wnt.ing, approximately 170 repre-
sentatives had joined as co-sponsors (218
needed so that the bill can be introduced bg i
a majority of the House). Representa tives
pPat Schroeder (D. Colorado) and Teno Roncal.m_
(D. Wyoming) were the only Moun_t_afzn States =
region co-sponsors listed with theé 170.
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ADL HAS A NEW COMMUNITY CONSULTANT

The Anti-Defanation League has a new communi ty
consultant. He is Jules loventhal. Coming
rost recently from Sacramento, California,
where he worked for the State Department of
Cducation in programs for disadvantaged
students, Jules is now involved in the diverse
programs of the League. He has been given
responsibility for the Committee of Concern
for Soviet Jewry, ADL Youth Committee, ADL
Council, the broad area of school-community
relations, and community service in the
three-state regional area.

Jules' background includes degrees from San
Jose State College, UCLA, and Harvard Univer-
sity. Me will receive his doctorate in educa-
tion after completing a dissertation. He has
developed skills in community organization
(after a stint in the Peace Corps and work in
school systems) and choral singing (he already
sings with the Denver Classic Chorale).

e welcome Jules to the ADL and Denver and
knotr that the relationship will be beneficial.

S0ULDER TRACHERS ATTEND INSERVICE TRAINING HEET

The Boulder Valley School District sponsored an
inservice training session for a cross-section
of teachers and administrators on January 16.
The primary purpose of the afternocon gathering
was to highlight and promote curriculum and
activities regarding llexican American children.

ADL materials on Jews, Chicanos, and other
ethnic groups were on display and kits of our
materials passed out to 211 attending.

An activity which took place last fall was an
in-service session on Jewish concerns led by
ADL staff.

" ARAB ANTI-DEFANATION LEAGUE" HUST CHANGE NAME

The I’nti-Defamation League has been granted a
permanent injunction against use of the phrase
"inti-Defamation League"” Dy the so-called
"rrab Anti-Defamation League" (AADL). An
AADL sreaker visited Denver months ago.

In hailing the court's decisian, Arnold Forster,

ADL's general counsel, said the Arab group's
attempt to use the ADL name or abbreviation
is onz "in a series of attempts by various
reople to trade upon the excellent reputation
the Anti-Defamation League has earned for its
work in combatting prejudice, bigotry, and
discrimination." (ilow, what about the new
Stewardess ADL??)

ERIEFLY NOTED

Regional Board member Leo Veta, Laramie,
‘yoming, scheduled a February appearance for
Regional Director Sheldon Steinhauser before
the Rotary Club...Charles (Chick) Schloss has
joined the ADL staff as a volunteer working
particularly with college and high school
uouth. Chick is a Denverite wiio is just
short a degree with a major in religion and
we expect him to be of much assistance to
us...ADL talk scheduled for Coloradc Springs
Jewish community on March 2, thanks-to
Panbi Milliam Gordon.

LORETTO HEIGHTS, ADL TO HOLD SEMINAR

Loretto Heights College, in ccoperation with
the ADL, will host a seminar series on Judaism
beginning in February. The purpese is to
introduce students to the Jewish religion and
culture. Rabbi Daniel Goldberger will deliver
a three-part presentation on the historical
background, beliefs, rituals and practices of
Judaism under a grant from Ms. Lena Raucr in
memory of her late husband, David Rayor.

Another segment of the course, co-hosted by
Ms. Ellie Greenberg, director of University
ithout talls at Loretto Heights, and Sheldon
Steinhauser, ADL Regional Director, will
present other aspects of the Jewish religion
and culture. iloshe Nuchi, director of per—
forming arts at the Jcc, will direct a
presentation by some of his actors.

For further information contact the Center
for Peligious tleaning, 922-4208.

ADL DIRECTOR ATTENDS MEETIIIGS IN VNEMN MEXICO

Problems of government agencies engaging in
affirmative action programs on matters of
religious discrimination are being dealt
with by ADL Director Sheldon Steinhauser,
serving as a consultant to the Equal Employ-
ment Opportunities Commission (EEOC)
regional staff in Albuquergue. One of the
prablems is that of determining religious
affiliation of the total workforce since ADL
is opposed to direct guestions on religion.
Another concern - frequently both government
officials and business executives do not
recognize that there is a problem facing Jews!

The ADL Director conferred also with
Albuquerque Jewish leadership headed- by
like Sutin, ADL Board Chairman, and liarvin
Relkin, Federation Director.

A talk was scheduled by Santa Fe B'nai B'rith
Lodge at which Steinhauser outlined our con-
cerns with insensitive treatment of Jews in
the handling of Arab-Israel discussions.

B I P S
1973 ALLIED CAMPAYGN STARTS IN DENVER *

*

The 1973 Allied Campaign is undexway in *
Denver with an intensified need and *
program for seceking five million dollars*
from the local Jewish community to *
support increased needs of local %
agencies such as the ADL, national and
overseas causes including the resettle- *
ment of Soviet Jews in Israel. This is *
in excess of $600,000 more than was *
raised in 1972.

*

*
*

ADL Executive Chairman Vorman Davis has *
asked a number of board members to serve*
with him in a liaison capacity with the *
Allied Jewish Community Council, inclu- *
ding Llliott Husney, Hort ttargolin, od
Hort Pepper, Gerald Quiat, and William
Weil. He points out that ADL receives
the major portion of its funds as a

beneficiary of the Allied Campaign, the
remainder of its expenditures being

made up through allocations from other
communities and especially the Society

cf Fellows membership campaign.
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FROM THE

THE AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE nstitute of Human Relations, 165 E. 56 St. New York, N.Y. 10022, PLaza 1-4000

The American Jewish Committee, founded in 1906, is the pioneer human-relations
agency in the United States. It protects the civil and religious rights of Jews here
and abroad, and advances the cause of improwed human relations for all people.

MOATON YARMON, Director of Fublic Relations
FOR IMMEDITATE RELEASE

NEW YORK, Jan. 19...Reflecting the concern of American Jewry that the year—long evangelistic
campaign known as Key '73 might became a "source of tension and conflict,” the American
Jewish Committee has urged Christian groups participating in the campaign to "respect the
convictions and feelings of Jews and to disavow specifically any intention to proselytize
the Jewish commmity."

In addition, the AJC listed three specific suggestions as to steps the Christian
groups might take to alleviate Jewish fears over the stepped-up missionary drive. They were:

1. to take "particular care in the presentation of such themes as the Crucifixion
and Jewish reaction to Jesus, so as not to contribute to the develomment of anti=-Jewish
attitudes in the Christian community";

2. "to give serious consideration to the conclusions of reputable Christian scholars
affirming the continuing validity of Judaism";

3. "to avoid the implication that Christianity and America are synonymous."

The AJC's official statement on the evangelistic campaign was adopted in principle
by its National Executive Council last December, and ratified by its Board of Governors

The stated aim of Key '73 is "to share with every person in North America more fully
and more forcefully the claims and message of Jesus Christ." While rooted in evangelical
Protestantism, it has received wide ecumenical support from other Christian groups. In
addition, the AJC noted, "there has been a marked increase in the efforts of those missionary
groups that aim specifically at the conversion of Jews to Christianity.”

"The American Jewish Committee recognizes the inherent right of all religious comumities
to propagate their faith in cur pluralistic society,"” the statement declared. "However,
missionary approaches to Jews have frequently been based on a false, stereotyped and carica-
tured image of Judaism as an 'incomplete' or 'acbsolete' religion that has been replaced by
the 'new Israel' of Christianity. Such a view is offensive to the dignity and honor of the
Jewish people.”

-more-
Philip E. Hoffman, President; Max M, Fisher, Chairman, Executive Council; David Sher, Chairman, Board of Governors; Elmer L. Winter, Chairman, Board of Trustees
Bertram H, Gold, Executive Vice President

Washington Office: 818 18th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006 « European hq.: 30 Rue la Boetie, Paris & France + Israel hg.: 9 Ethiopia 8t., Jerusalem, Israel

L — South American hg.: San Martin 563, 2 P. {Cf), Buenos Aires, Argentina + Mexico: Av. Ejercito Nacional 533 #302-303 Mexico 5, DF.
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At the same time, the AJC statement cautioned the Jewish commumnity "against with—
drawal from the arena of interreligious activity, out of an unwarranted suspicion of all
Christian motivations in approaching Jews for dialogue or interreligious programming.”

The statement pointed out that Jews had benefited substantially from increased
Jewish-Christian cooperation in recent years. Among these gains, it cited "revised and
improved Christian textbooks, training programs for Christian teachers, massive Christian
support for Soviet Jewry, increasing sympathy for Israel, and growing rejection of anti- -
Sarut:.sm " |

"These gains must not be lost through. an irrational over-reaction to those movements
that rely on persuasion and not coercion," the AJC statement said.

The full statement follows:

A significant development affecting contemporary Jewish-Christian relations is the
recent intensification of programs of evangelism. During the next eighteen months an un-
precedented evangelistic drive known as Key '73 is scheduled throughout the United States
and Canada. This campaign, while rooted in evangelical Protestantism, has wide ecumenical
support and has as its stated aim "to share with every person in North America more fully
and more forcefully the claims and message of Jesus Christ." In addition, there has been
a marked increase in the efforts of those missionary groups which aim specifically at the
conversion of Jews to Christianity.

The American Jewish Committee recognizes the inherent right of all religious cammnities
to propagate their faith in our pluralist society. However, missionary approaches to Jews
have frequently been based on a false, stereotyped and caricatured image of Judaism as an
"incomplete" or "obsolete" religion that has been replaced by the "new Israel" of Christi-
anity. Such a view is offensive to the dignity and honor of the Jewish people.

Lest the forthooming evangelistic campaigns became a source of tension and conflict,
we urge the various Christian bodies participating in Key '73 and similar efforts to respect
the convictions and feelings of Jews and to disavow specifically any intention to thus
proselytize the Jewish commmity. We also suggest that particular care be taken in the
presentation of such themes as the Crucifixion and Jewish reaction to Jesus, so as not to
contribute to the development of anti-Jewish attitudes in the Christian commmity. We ask
Christian groups to give serious consideration to the conclusions of reputable Christian
scholars affirming the continuing validity of Judaism., Further, we urge those groups
engaged in Key '73 and other programs of evangelism to avoid the implication that Christi-
anity and America are synonymous.

Finally, we caution the Jewish commmity against withdrawal from the arena of inter-

'religious activity, out of an unwarranted suspicion of all Christian motivations in
- approaching Jews for dialogue or interreligious px:ogramnmg Jews have benefitted sub-

stantially from increased Jewish-Christian cooperation in recent years: in revised and -
improved Christian textbocks, in tra_m_mg programs for Christian teachers, in massive
Christian support. for Soviet Jewry, in increasing sympathy for Israel, and in a growing
- rejection of anti-Semitism. These gains must not be lost through an irrational over-
reaction to those movements which rely on persuasion and not coercion.

73=960-9
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January 12, 1973

To: Member Agencies of NJCRAC and CJIWF
From: Isaiah M. Minkoff, Executive Vice Chairman

Subject: The Jesus Revolution

This is a follow-up to the 3j63 emorandum of December 13
in which we called attention to "Key '73," the evangelistic campaign
designed to bring the "Continent to Christ." We are indebted to
Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum, National Director of Interreligious Affairs
of the American Jewish Committee, for the preparation of that
memorandum.

We now send you herewith a set of suggested Guidelines which,
as' is noted in the Introduction, represents the reflections of ex-
perienced community leaders and practitioners joined in our inter-
agency task force. The Guidelines were drafted by Dr. Norman E.
Frimer, National Coordinator of Hillel Affairs for the New York
Metropolitan Area.

Again, we express the hope that the Jewish community will
"keep its cool," and that you will keep us fully informed of de-
velopments.

Additional copies of the Guidelines, in reasonable numbers,
are available on regquest.

Best regards.

sab
enclosure

0,X,A,R -- CS cul. -- CJF Execs,



SUGGESTED GUIDELINES FOR THE JEWISH COMMUNITY
ON KEY '73

Introduction

Key '73 having been officially launched on a national scale
with a television special, and other mass appeals being projected,
it is bound to reach an audience that includes substantial numbers
of Jews of all ages. '

Many Jewish communities, agencies and institutions have ex-
pressed concern and sought guidance., In an effort to supply some
such guidance, a number of experienced community leaders and practi-
tioners in the field have shared their reflections, which are sum-
marized in the guidelines that follow. These, of course, are neces-
sarily general in nature. The specific relevance or applicability
of any of them will vary according to the particular needs of various
communities and their value will depend greatly on their proper’
application. :

The threat manifest in missionary activities is in part re-
lated to the widespread intellectual and spiritual ignorance of
Jewish values and heritage. We must move energetically to reverse
any possible trend away from Jewish commitment, the ultimate results
of which may be alienation and potential conversion. Jewish com-
munities should encourage parents and youth of all ages towards
more intensive Jewish educational programs.

FIRST. SOME CAUTIONARY COUNSEL FOR ALL

(1) Do Not Overreact

There is just no warrant for alarm. We have some
reports of individual conversion -- and they of
course merit our earnest and active concern --
‘but no evidence of substantial impact on Jewish
youth.

(2) Do Not Join in the Numbers Game

Missionaries characteristically exaggerate the
numbers of converts gained. Do not help them by
accepting their figures or by citing or repeating
their statistics, even if they appear in the public
press. There are no reliable figures, only guessti-
mates and generalizations. Our concern, in any case,
is based on the traditional axiom, "Whoever sustains
one Jewish soul is as if he had sustained a whole
world."

(3) Do Not Debate, Dialogue or Argue With Missionaries

Missionaries often seek to engage Jews in public
discussion. Do not be drawn into this utterly
fruitless exercise. Above all, do not invite
missionaries or their followers to address meetings
under Jewish auspices. Such hospitality only gives
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the missionary cause institutional dignity and
legitimacy. On the other hand, do not publicly
attack or abuse the missionaries; this merely _
serves to surround them with an aura of martyrdom,
to our loss. Our essential obligation is to shore
up our Jewishness.

(4) Do Not Be Taken in by the "Jewish Christian” Ploy

Some missionary groups appeal specifically to Jews
with the specious notion that those joining them

are thereby "completed" or "fulfilled" as Jews. This
is patently incompatible with Jewish tradition and
conviction. Conversion to Christianity or any other
faith is an abandonment of Judaism. We must strive,
with loving concern, to restore erring individuals

to their own faith and community.

(5) Do Not Lose Your "Cool®

The style of the Key '73 missionaries is likely to

be cool and affable. Emulate it. When they come

smiling to the door, respond politely. -- firmly but

with no recrimination -- "No, thanks, I'm not interested,"”
or some brief and definitive equivalent.

SECOND, SOME SUGGESTIONS FOR ORGANIZATION AND STRATEGY

(1) Mobilize Local Resources

Every Jewish community will make its own appraisal
of the challenge posed by missionary activity. Each
will face certain conditions unique to it. Each will
have to assume responsibility for its own reaction,
though national agencies are of course more than
ready to be of assistance. Locally, planning and
organization, coordinated through the appropriate
community-wide agency, must involve all concerned
partners -- federation, community relations council,
rabbinical association, community centers, Hillel
directors, synagogue.groups, educators, lay groups,
youth councils, etc.

(2) Get the Facts

Fact-finding is a "must." This is an indispensable
step. Until the actual situation in the community
has been established, planning cannot proceed in-
telligently. Are Jews, as Jews, being missionized?
By whom, from what centers or sources? In what
settings and by what means -- in schools, through’
coffee houses, "drop-in" centers, via the communica-
tions media, prayer meetings, home study groups,
bookmobiles?
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(3) Plan Strategy and Approaches

Assuming the fact-gathering process indicates a
problem requiring action:

(a) Survey the available resources -- knowledgeable
and experienced personnel, appropriate literature,
suitable facilities. '

(b) Priority should go to marshalling individuals --
young and old. Set up a task force of peer-to-peer
as well as adult resource people with some forte or
expertise in this area. »

(¢) Very carefully study at first hand the needs of
those Jewish young people who are flirting with or
have been drawn into other religious movements, and
what they are seeking. Make no prejudgments on these
matters. The Jesus Movement is very complex.

(d) With equal care, plan how to offer a positive
Jewish response to their need and search. Only
then will it be possible to reach out to them and
to share the needed knowledge and understanding
with others to be trained for further intensive
outreach.

(4) Focus on the Teenager

Not only college students, but those in the high
schools and even in the junior high schools must

be deemed vulnerable. Many missionaries may con-
centrate on teenagers, deliberately using a peer-
group approach, exploiting the unsettled state that
marks the adolescent years particularly in these
times, and the readiness of young people to challenge
any traditional, accepted values. These areas demand
our greatest scrutiny and innovative planning. Our
caution against overreaction bears repeating here.
"Crash programs," counter-crusades, or resort to
gimmickry must be avoided.

(5) Create Opportunities for Youth Participation

Unfortunately those who are confused Jewishly and
troubled personally will not always avail themselves
of the traditional programs conducted in centers,
synagogues, youth organizations and other settings.
Additional ways need to be developed for reaching
out with approaches that truly enable young people
to shape the content, directions and policies of

the programs in which they participate, including
those programs that are regarded by them as not con-
trolled by the "establishment.” Some recently initi-
ated youth and teen programs reflect this approach,
‘utilizing informal settings such as storefronts and
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coffee houses, providing opportunity for "rapping"
and for making contacts with other youth. Such pro-
grams are consistent with the long range goals of
reaching youth, providing a Jewish setting in which
they can relax, meet other Jewish youth, "shmoos"
and talk seriously with warm, sensitive, responsive
and skillful staff -- including staff of their own
peer-groups. Experimentation with innovative and
creative approaches to opening channels of partici-
pation by our youth must be given high priority.

Conclusion

All Jewish agencies and institutions, of course, share a basic
obligation to support and conduct positive programs -- both formal
and informal -- of Jewish culture and Jewish education, with outreach
especially to youth of high school and college age.

) It is not our intention at this point to provide you with
1nf9rmational materials and precise recommendations for programmatic
activities. In due time we shall have suggestions for specific
aCtlvi?ies, including innovative and experimental projects that are
now being tried out, e.g., appropriately planned coffee houses where
young people can come for an informal "shmoos:;" a local telephone
"hot line,"” manned by trained communal leaders and youth who can
speak warmly and helpfully to youngsters who need love and under-
standing. Indeed, you might indicate what you think is needed in
this urgent area of conecern.

The actual value of these guidelines for any particular area
can only be determined by experience. For this reason it is essential
to maintain a strong liaison between the local communities and national
agencies. A constant flow of information will not only allow for the
revision and updating of these guidelines but also enable each com-
munity to benefit from the experience of others. Do therefore keep -
us informed on developments in your bailiwick and let us know just
how we can be helpful. -

National Jewish Community Synagogue Council

Relations Advisory Council of America
National Jewish American Association B'nai B'rith
Welfare Board for Jewish Education Hillel Foundations

and the constituent national organizations of the NJCRAC and the Synagogue
Council of America:

American Jewish Committee
American Jewish Congress
B'nai B'rith-- Anti-Defamation League
Central Conference of American Rabbis
Jewish Labor Committee
Jewish War Veterans of the U.S.A.
National Council of Jewish Women
Rabbinical Assembly
Rabbinical Council of America
Union of American Hebrew Congregations
Union of Orthodox Jewish Congregations of America
United Synagogue of America
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September 13, 1972

To: Commission on Church-State and Interreligious Relationships
From: Milton I. Goldstein, Commissigh Chairman

Subject: Agenda for Commission Meeting -- October 13

As you already know, the next meeting of our Commission will
be held on October 13, at the offices of the NJCRAC, 55 West 42nd
Street, New York City, beginning at 10:30 a. m. We plan on going
through lunch, and should conclude no later than 3 p. m. inasmuch
as our meeting takes place on Friday.

The following is our agenda:

so-called Jesus Revolution: "Jesus Freaks,”
flews for Jesus,"” "Campus Crusade for Christ." These

r’ manifestations of evangelistic fervor, some of which
37e directed to Jews, are the basis for a great deal of apprehen-
sion within the Jewish community, particularly in respect to Jewish
students on the college campus. We will have reports of these de-
velopments, and should consider what recommendations we might have-
for our member agencies. Enclosed are background materials that
may be helpful in preparing you for the discussion.

2. The Treatment of Jews and Judaism in School Textbooks:
The enclosed minutes of a meeting held with a committee of the
Association of American Publishers on July 7, 1972 will serve as
background. The Commission's subcommittee may have a recommenda-
tion to offer in respect to the proposal outlined in the minutes.

3. Tax Credits and Other Tax Benefits in Aid of, Nonpublic
School Parents: A report will be made of recent litigative and
legislative developments. The Joint Program Plan for 1972-73 notes
the opposition of the NJCRAC agencies (the UOJCA dissenting) to such
tax benefits. Has the Commission any suggestions for coping with
this problem?

4. Religious Holiday Observances: NJCRAC staff has made an
informal inquiry among a number of local member agencies regarding
their experiences with Christmas programs in the public schools in
recent years. You will have a report of the responses we have re-
ceived, on the basis of which you may have recommendations for deal-
ing with this perennial problem.

COMMUNITY RELATIONS AD‘V_!SORY COUNCIL

5% WEST 42 STREET. NEW YORX, NEw YORK 10038 » LO 4-3450

<P 373
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_ This being a luncheon meeting, it will be-helpful for staff
to know whether you plan to attend. = If you have not already done
S0, ‘please return the form below. :

I look forward to’seeing you at the meeting. DBest regards.

sab
enclosures

e e e e o s e e v e e e e e Swm mmm e e e e e e e e e R A e e e e

To: Mr. Milton I. Goldstein

I do do not : plan to attend the Commission

" meeting scheduled for-Fridﬁy, Octoker 13.

Name :

(piease print)
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Will the

Jesus Revolution
Revive
Anti-Semitism?

The Jesus revolution is not intentionally anti-Semitic, but
its peculiar type of enthusiasm and Jesus worship have been
shown to be principal ingredients of anti-Semitic atitudes.

RICHARD GELWICK



+ THE NAZIS' demonic destruction of Jews made
many Westerners think it had put an end to the
folly of anti-Semitism by exposing its irrationality.
But anti-Semitism never died at the root; and today
it is coming into the open again, thanks to the new
religious dogmatism of the Jesus revolution.

Assessment of that revolution has varied. Some
view the “ Jesus freaks” with amusement or curiosity.
Some applaud the new movement as a return to
morality and religion, a rejection of drug use and
sexual promiscuity. Others recognize in it a familiar
American pattern inherited from revivalism: that of
individualistic salvation won through a religion of
emotion. Still others decry its anti-intellectualism,
its biblical literalism, and its naive assumption that a
personalistic religion can solve the world’s complex
social problems.

Some social scientists and theologians, however,
discern far more serious dangers in the Jesus revolu-
tion. They have shown a possible causal connection
between a bad theology, * Jesus is God,”" and a social
pattern that discriminates against Jews, the “killers
of God.” That is, they perceive an interrelation
between a Jesuscentered religion and Hitler’s mur-
der of 6 million Jews. We would be wise to take
note of their warnings. Not that they consider the
Jesus revolution intentionally anti-Semitic. But they
have come to the conclusion that this movement’s
peculiar type of enthusiasm and Jesus worship are
principal ingredients of anti-Semitic attitudes.

Charles Glock and Rodney Stark’s study Christian
Beliefs and Anti-Semitism (Harper & Row, 1966) is
probably the most thorough examination to date of
the interrelationship of contemporary Christian be-
liefs and anti-Semitic attitudes, both religious and
secular. These authors find not only that old reli-
gious views (many of which have been repudiated
or corrected by church leaders) continue to pro-
mote anti-Jewish sentiments; they also find a causal
connection between certain types and forms of
Christian belief and anti-Semitism. The linkage
begins with literal interpretation of Christian
dogma: the careful theological definitions of ortho-
dox Christianity are converted into simplistic ver-
balisms that answer the need of religious certitude.
Thence arises particularism, or what Glock and
Stark call "'a disposition to see Christian truth as the
only religious truth” (p. 208). This outlook results
in a twofold attitude toward non-Christians: mis-
sionary zeal and hostility. Since “the faith is open to
all mankind,” the outsiders should -be confronted
with the choice of accepting or rejecting Christiani-
ty. But if they reject it, “the hostility latent in

Dr. Gelwich is chairman of the religion and philosophy de-
praitment, Stephens College, Columbia, Missouri.

particularism is activated” (ibid.). The danger of
the Jesus movement is that it thrives on the very
elements that, according to Glock and Stark, foster
anti-Semitism.

Concrete Examples

The alarming aspects of the Jesus revolution first
came to my attention on the college campus where I
teach. In a course on the Hebrew Scriptures, I found
myself up against a fresh Christian literalism that
refused to take an investigative approach to the
material, One Jesus movement student in the class
pointed up the problem when she said: “If Jesus is
God, and God inspired the Bible, then Jesus wrote
thé whole Bible.” Such a reduction forecloses all
alternatives — for instance, seeing the Hebrew Scrip-
tures as also having a valid Jewish interpretation.

That same semester I undertook to lead a theo-
logical study conference for students from three
colleges in our area. But the proceedings were
blocked by a virtual sit-in by Jesus people. They had
signed up for what was clearly announced as an
academic theological conference, and they came in
numbers; but, committed to proclaiming their own
views, they would hear no other. Eventually we had
to stop the conference and try to deal with this
conflict. It was never resolved. The statement of one
of the Jesus people explains why: “I thank God that
I don’t need any theologian or Bible commentary to
tell me about you, Lord. I know that you have come
to me and talked to me through your son, Jesus.”
Here the chain from literalism to particularism and
dogmatism to hostility was verbally manifest. Hold-
ing to a literal type of belief, the student was

" absolutely sure of his faith and resented even the

views of Christian scholars who differed.

Soon after, a Jewish student came to me to ask
what she could do about the Jesus people who kept
trying to convert her. She had tried to explain to
them her own views and tradition, but they con-
tinued to harass her. For example, coming to break-
fast she would find at her place a magazine telling
how an entire Jewish family on Long Island had
converted to Christianity. Events like these give rise
to a concern over harmful effects stemming from this
new movement.

Destructiveness of Deicide Notion

It is in its Christology that the anti-Semitic poten-
tial of the Jesus revolution is most evident. Jesus
people frequently advance a claim that neither the
New Testament nor orthodox Christianity would
make; namely, that Jesus is God. Such a claim fuels
the mistaken belief that the Jews are guilty of
deicide, the crucifixion of God. Those creeds of the
church and those New Testament passages that assert



the divinity of Jesus always do so very carefully, so as
to maintain Jesus' full humanity. But the Jesus
movement's theology ignores the intricacies of ex-
plaining Jesus' relation to God and states unequivo-
cally that Jesus and God are the same. Such simple
identification gives invincible authority to their
beliefs and justifies disdain of the non—Jesus person.

The deicide belief is destructive in two important
ways. One is described by Glock and Stark. Theg,r
found that the “killers of God” notion was a main
element in the public’s acquiescence in persecution
of Jews. They write:

Without the reinforcement provided by the deicide tradi-
tion, the link between particularism and religious hostility
would probably still remain. The simple fact that Jews
remain outside the “true” faith would be enough to sustain
a degree of hostility. But it seems certain that this hostility
could be significantly muted if the deicide issue could be
laid to rest once and for all [op. cit., p. 210].

The Jesus movement’s “theology,” instead of help-
ing to lay that issue to rest, is reviving and teaching
it to a new generation.

The second way the deicide notion is destructive
is described in Richard Rubenstein’s provocative
book After Auschwitz (Bobbs-Merrill, 1966). A
scholar in the field of religion and culture and at
one time a student of Paul Tillich, Dr. Rubenstein
has developed some of the psychoanalytic implica-
tions of the mythic consciousness of Christianity. He
notes that the Nazis were really fighting two wars,
one against the Allies and the other against the Jews;
and their irrational preoccupation with extermina-
tion of the Jews at the risk of losing the war against
the Allies shows that they aimed at much more than
nationalist expansion. The Nazi movement was a
demonic rebellion against the moral restraints of
Jewish-Christian civilization and a drive for abso-
lute freedom of behavior. The Christian heritage of
hatred of the Jewish people as killers of God
provided justification for monstrous atrocities. The
Nazis really wanted the death of God in order that
everything might be permitted, and then served this
wish by pretending to be the avengers of the
crucifixion of God at the hands of the Jews. Ruben-
stein points out a striking parallel between the
.convinced Nazi and the satanic priest of medieval
times. That priest, he says,

celebrated the Black Mass, not because of lack of belief, but

because he hated God and wanted to invert normal religious

standards, Had he really been an unbeliever, he would not
have been so dependent upon religion to determine the
character of his rebellion. He would in all probability have
found better and more constructive ways to occupy his time.
The Nazis were religious rebels rather than genuine un-
believers [p. 2].

While we cannot say that Jesus people are at
bottom fascists or haters of God, the realities of

Auschwitz and anti-Semitism are far too serious for
us to take lightly a new popular movement that
feeds a main root of Jewish hostility. Rubenstein
makes vivid for us the tremendous social conse-
quences of unexamined and faulty theological be-
liefs. Instead of being the innocent errors of chil-
dren, such beliefs may be the death sentence of whole
peoples.

Religious Origins Undeniable

The persistence of anti-Semitism in our civiliza-
tion has been explained by various factors: ethno-
centrism, the need for scapegoats in periods of crisis,
the tendency to stereotype groups and ascribe to
them the shortcomings of a few individuals, the
problems of the authontarlan personaluy These
may indeed have been preconditions for violent
forms of anti-Semitism, though they are no excuse
for-it. . In any case we live in a time of worldwide
insecurity, and in such a time it is always risky to
compound the causes of anti-Semitism. For the fact
is that hatred of the Jews originates to a large degree
in religion. Glock and Stark face this fact. They note
first that many studies of Nazism apparently re-
garded the holocaust as so exceptional that it re-
quired new explanations — “the effects of education,
social" class, ethnicity, personality factors, politics,
child-rearing practices,” the link between circumci-
sion and the “castration complex,” etc. But they
missed completely the obvious explanation; namely,
centuries of religious prejudice.

At the same time, Glock and Stark test their own
thesis on the relation between religious particu-
larism and anti-Semitism. They find that while such
“secular” factors as education, occupational prestige,
income, rural-urban origins, age, politics and sex
may be relevant to other forms of bigotry, they do
not account for the hostility against Jews. Logically,
of course, this does not prove their theory the right
one, but we can hardly ignore their evidence.

The revival of a potentially anti-Semitic theology
in the Jesus movement comes just at a time when
many church leaders are bent on removing causes of
conflict between Christians and Jews. Instructions
from the World Council of Churches and the
Second Vatican Council, as well as denominational
assemblies such as the Lutheran World Federation
and the House of Bishops of the Episcopal Church,
have directed their constituents to make every effort
to eliminate all forms of anti-Semitism and to
counter the.erroneous teaching that the Jewish
people bear the guilt for Jesus’ death. Maintains the
World Council in its statement: “‘In Christian. teach-
ing the historic events which led to the crucifixion
should not be so presented as to fasten upon the
Jewish people of today the responsibilities which
belong to our corporate humanity and not to one



race or community.” Also, the Jewish-Christian
dialogue is an active movement directed toward
exploration of positive relations and avenues of
joint action for both communities. Some theologians
see in this new situation a frontier for one of the
most creative of today’s religious explorations. Ac-
cording to Peter Schneider (The Dialogue of Chris-
tians and Jews [Seabury, 1966]), for the first time
since the separation of Judaism and Christianity in
the first century there is the beginning of a major
rethinking of theological assumptions and differ-
ences.

Theological Implications

Is there manifest in the Jesus revolution enough
theological clarity and impact to justify our con-
cern? Some observers, among them Lowell Streiker
(The Jesus Trip [Abingdon, 1971]), contend that
the Jesus people are activated more by feelings than
by well defined ideas. The Jesus movement is still
too diverse and too spontaneous to have a developed
creed. Despite its lack of systematic theological
reflection, however, it evinces among its followers the
familiar behavior of religious dogmatism. The un-
critical use of scriptural passages, the repetition of
American fundamentalism’s clichés, and the bind-
ing of members into a2 community leagued against a
wicked world show a loss of self-confidence which
demands a leap to an absolute and often unexam-
ined answer. Nevertheless, the movement is not a
direct extension of fundamentalism and its revolt
against modernism but rather an authoritarian an-
swer resurrected from the pages of American reli-
giosity's history. Today’s Jesus-obeying disciples are
new pilgrims seeking the fulfillment of an illusory
American dream — the dream of a Kingdom of God
suddenly artained. In their implicit and unrecog-
nized set of religious assumptions and patterns lie
the dangers and seeds of anti-Semitism.

Further, the Jesus revolution is reviving some of
the front-page controversies of the 1g6os.
“death of God™ movement represented, among oth-
er factors, a recognition that to make identical Jesus
and God is to advance the possibility of atrocities
such as Auschwitz. Commented a Christian student,
after listening to a Jesus disciple’s “conversion”

The -

appeal: "If that’'s what God means, then 1 would
prefer not to believe in God at all.” Certainly, once
again we are faced with the problem of how theolog-
ical beliefs may lead to behavior that is inhumane
and contradictory to positive ethical values. Ironi-
cally enough, the Jesus movement could spark a
reaction that would revitalize the “‘death of God"
movement.

The threat of anti-Semitism emanating from the
Jesus-revolution is a concreté presentation of the
current problems of religion in America. Ours is a
secular society living on a religious heritage that is
but dimly understood. Most people lack the knowl-
edge that nowhere in the New Testament 1s the
claim advanced that Jesus is God. In the Gospel
According to John, for example, statements that
Jesus is the Word “and the Word was with God,”
and that “He who has seen me has seen the Father,”
cannot be read without an appreciation of the
careful distinction between Jesus and God made by
the writer himself and of the special philosophical
appeal he was directing to his' own Hellenistic
culture. Yet it is precisely the lack of such appreci-
ation that accounts for many of the worst elements
of our religious past. The dogmatism stemming
from biblical literalism — including the charge of
Jewish guilt —is accepted as true by secular people.
Glock and Stark found that the religious basis of
anti-Semitism extends far beyond the membership
of religious groups: “Only 5 per cent of Americans
with anti-Semitic views lack all rudiments of a
religious basis for their prejudice.” Though the
churches may be accepting the challenge of trying to
rectify the damage done by centuries of erroneous
teaching and deeply rooted prejudice, there is a
much larger public holding these views — views

gaining reinforcement as the message of the Jesus

movement is broadcast by the mass media and by its
own free-floating missionaries. It was not a large and
active group of anti-Semites that made possible Hit-
ler’s persecution of Jews, but a small group which
was permitted to act by an indifferent public. And
the indifference originated in the unexamined no-
tions of its members’ consciences. Until Americans
become more self-critical and more sensitive to
religious issues, we cannot safely accept every reli-
gious revival as an unqualified good.

For additional copies, write to:
Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith
315 Lexington Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10016
or your nearest regional office
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The Los Angeleg archdiocese and the Albany, N.Y. diocese have w ¥
announced participation in Key '73; a year-long ecumenical :
evangelistic movement that begins with Advent. s Ttet L¥Ius:
The Los Angales archdiocese announced its participation at a
press conferance attended by singer Pat Bocne and Dodger pitcher

Don Sutton, élong with Catiolic and Duotestant clergymen.

NC-HEWSbSERVICE ‘(Domestic) - =T menn . (E1/28/72 - | Tu.)

S ¢ ] Albahy, Bishop Edwin D.-Broderick called Xey '73 "a unicque .
-6pportunity for Christians to unite in a cornmon task and thereby to
fpresent chrlst to the community by proclamat:on and demonstratxon,
through w1tness, by word and deed.” RSNl e B 2 hchece

"In Los Angeles the same sentiment was expressed by Father.
7cuwn v~ ROyal Vadakin who said key '73.is primarily an appealato & e e

=

--individuals and congregations to revitalize their lives in Christ.
' >Los Angeles city Councilman Tom Bradley presented a.council
resolution for a Noon ‘Prayer Call Dec. 26, opening day of the .-
campaign in Los Angelesq " e iiflh of SOF Mgitncdn ., 25t D Isivs elged

The Albany diocese's co-chairman of Key '73, Father John ;.
Pi“ﬁertolucc:;*sald that Christians should use the -Key '73 program
'E&*lbbingly:share the Christian Gospel while respecting the
rulzglous tradition of any group T

Father Bertolucci apparently was referrzng/ critiecism: of hey £73
by some Jewish leaders who say that the crusade tends to identify
evangelical Christianity with "“The American Way of Life." - . ...

The announcements from Los Angeles and hlbany were the most
recent by Catholic dioceses. Bishops in Florida, Missouri and
Pennsylvania have also urged pastors to involve their parishes in
Key '73. - ST T G BT
iF0Y mhe program's theme is ®Calling Our Continent to Christ."”

Its objectives include sharing the gospel with every person in
North America, employing all modern means of dommunicating the
Goéﬁel,'anﬁlying'it'té modern social issues, and developing new
‘resources for evangelism. - ~7:% .~ geie 5; :;;5.q At he o A
v.s.' Catholic bishops as a body have not endorsed Key '73 but
“{naividual dloceses have been allowed to choose whether. they want

to join the ‘program which-runs through 1973. = - ::iqoq ariay e
* # * ®
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B'NAI B'RITH HILLEL FOUNDATIONS

1640 Rhode Island Avenue, N. W.
Washington, D. C.

COMMENT FROM THE CAMPUS: THE "JESUS FREAKS"

Rabbi Samuel Z. Fishman

Reports describing the impact of the fundamentalist Jesus
movement upon Jewish students have appeared in recent months in
both the general and the Jewish press. The accounts in the reli-
gion columns of the daily press or the weekly news magazines usu-
ally highlight the presence of Jews among the "Jesus freaks" as an
item of curiosity. Jewish discussion on the subject has, under-
standably, reflected a deeper sense of concern or alarm.

Absent from all of the reports is some indication of the
extent to which young Jews have responded to the call of evangeli-
cal Christianity. Some of the discussion implies that a hemorrhage
of defection has begun, and that the relatively few known cases of
Jews touched by baptismal waters are portents of a coming tidal
wave of apostasy. _"Mass baptism in the oceans of the California
coast involve /sic/ hundreds of Jewish youngsters while the Jewish
community is peacefully asleep,” declares one observer. The cry
of "gevalt" is reminiscent of the alarmist responses to the inter-
marriage statistics, which are seen as proof that American Jewry
will vanish within a generation, or to the presence of Jews among
supporters of El-Fatah, which serves as evidence that Jewish stu-
dents are dominated by hatred of Israel.

In an attempt to elicit some of the data related to the
question of Jewish involvement with the Jesus freaks, the B'nai
B'rith Hillel Foundations conducted a selective survey among
Hillel directors and counsellors at 80 college and university
campuses. The intent of the survey was not to produce a study
in depth but rather to gain some insight into the extent and
significance of this phenomenon.

A number of university campuses have for many years been
the setting for activities by fundamentalist Christian groups.
In almost every case they function outside the pale of the uni-
versity campus ministries and, almost always, represent a theolo-
gical, financial, and personal challenge to the established Prot-
estant ministers. The best known of these groups is the Campus
Crusade for Christ, a well-organized and well-funded program
which has been especially prominent on Western campuses. Another
group is the Intervarsity Christian Fellowship, which specializes
in winning over athletes to Christian affirmation.

The existence of "fulfilled Jews" or of "Hebrew Christians”
is also not a new thing. The Beth Sar Shalom Hebrew Christian
Fellowship, the congregational arm of the New York-based American
Board of Missions to the Jews, traces its beginnings back to 1894,
when it claims to have been founded by a certain Rabbi Leopold
Cohn. Radio broadcasts, free New Testaments, and conversionary
tracts have also been around for many years.

(over)
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Nevertheleés;;an,upswiqgain activity on the part of funda-
mentalist evangelical Protestants is reported from campuses in many
parts of the country. "Fifty qut of the eighty schools surveyed re-
ported activities by one or more conversionary groups. Their presence,
however, is far from universal, -and their geographical spread is quite
irregular. Most observers agree that the West Coast has the greatest
number and variety of such groups, with schools on the Eastern sea-
board next in popularity. The absence of missionary workers from
campuses such as Harvard, Brandeis, M.I.T., or the University of
Chicago may have been anticipated. More.interesting is their virtual
inactivity at many southern and southwestern schools, including
Georgia, Texas A.& M., Texas-El Paso, and Rice. Perhaps the dominance
of the Southern Baptist "establishment" limits the opportunities for
further evangelizing in this region.

Out of the fifty respondents who did report some form of
fundamentalist activity at their campuses only fifteen indicated.
that Jewish students have actually been won over by campus evangelists.
In most instances the number of such students was fewer than five,
although at schools such as the University of Michigan, U.C.L.A., and
the University of Pennsylvania the estimated incidence of Jewish con-
version to Christianity was as. high as 25 or 30. Most activities of
these fundamentalist groups are directed to the campus at large, with
the impact upon Jewish students -coming beeause they are as vulnerable
or susceptible as the non- Jews..

At a number of schools Jewish converts ‘have given public
lectures on topics formulated in such a way as to attract Jewish
audiences. On Los Angeles campuses the subjects were "Odyssey of

a Radical Jew" and "Radical Jewishness -- Alternative to Death.™
At the University of Illinois, Chicago Circle, the discussion was
on "Israel: Fulfillment of a Promise." At Hofstra University large

.posters proclaiming "Jesus is Kosher™ accompanied the distribution
of missionary tracts. 1In all cases the Hillel director and his stu-
dents have undertaken vigorous action to expose these deceptive
tactics. At some campuses the current interest in this subject has
generated programmatic responses on the part of the Hillel founda-
tions ' (see Clearing House, February 1972).

Analysis of students who have responded positively to the
temptations of the Jesus movement reveals several types of back-
ground. For a number of individuals the attraction seems to be
the current step in a series of experiments, and follows involve-
ment with drugs, transcendental meditation, Eastern religion, as-
trology, etc. It is the latest manifestation of the student's funda-
mental rejection of family, synagogue, and community. The articula-
tion of the reasons for such rejection touches many points. 1In some
instances there is a long history of personal conflict between parent
and child. In other cases, in the words of one respondent to the
survey, "some Jewish students seem to welcome a change from stilted,
middle-class Jewish values to a hippy, primitive, fundamentalist
lifestyle.™ A number of the converts have been encountered by the
Hillel director in counselling situations, out of which has come
an indication that psychological factors play a decisive role in
accounting for the students' behavior. One director described a



.

young man whom-he:'had counselled as:"shy, withdrawn; and reJected
by his. peers.'; Another: told.of ai-boy ‘who! was)"always in- trouhle
Jealous of-his:older, sisters, unhappy wlth hlmself, and in constant
conflict with his parents ", s P S T I P S

The relegation of alli"students for Jesus™ to the category of
the emotionally disturbed would be a gross simplification, for it
would overlook significant factors in the personal histories of those
who do not show signs of personality disruption. From various parts
of the country there are reports about individuals who "come from a
Yeshiva background," or have had "very positive and strong Jewish -
backgrounds,™ or who "do not see themselves as being in conflict -
with their parents or their community.”™ The descriptions of these
young people focus on one central issue: the true meaning of faith.
‘One student reported that she had never heard her rabbi or teachers
discuss this fundamental question. Another indicated that for him
Judaism had been presented only in its ethnic and cultural dimensions,
without any reference to issues of faith or belief. Others clalmed
that they had never had a genuine spiritual experience within the
Jewish setting. Still another complained of the lack of "joy" in
Jewish life -- "so much of Jewish concern and practice revolves around
tragedy." Some declared that they felt no sense of community and
fellowship within the Jewish setting. Comments such as these suggest
that, in the words of one Hillel director, "these people are not freaks.
They express a legitimate, spiritual need which we have failed to meet
and which we must now do if we are worth our salt as rabbis."

The conclusions to be drawn are not as obvious as some of the
prescriptions which are being offered in various quarters. On the
one hand it is clear that the challenge of the Jesus freaks is one
which for the present affects a very tiny percentage of Jewish young
people. The challenge of redeeming these ™lost souls"” will not be
met by massive programs as much as by the establishment of one-to-one
relationships with competent counselors, committed fellow Jewish
students, or effective rabbis and teachers.

Operative here would be the rabbinic principle which declares
that "whoever rescues a single soul is credited by Scripture as if
he saved a whole world." :

It may be that the creation of experimental Jewish communities
within the campus setting will help retain the loyalties of those to -
whom fellowship is a key value. Perhaps an "encounter with Chabad"
or other aspects of Hasidism will convey some of the joys of Judaism.
Certainly the quest for the meaning of faith must be encouraged and
explored.

Nevertheless, there may be dangers in trying to create "real"
religious experiences in a manner which is artificial or manipulative.
One director questioned whether "any and all techniques which would
create Jewish religious highs are legitimate for the sake of the
greater cause." He stressed that we are not only trying to save a
"Jewish soul" but also to respond to the particularity and unique-
ness of one individual student. Another director asks whether the

(over)
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creat;on of genulne'splrltual experiéncesi:is legitimate 'when ¢He§é
are: grounded "in.obscurantism:and.fundamentalism.” In- that'. case,’-
le_t s _forget. it and-try to- concent;'atec n:lmplementlng our_ eth:gal

“ideals and leading a Jewish life.™ "' a¥
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K@ 73fdoes'nt
‘coerce ]eWSW' ‘ ;ﬁ
dtrector says

NEW YORKr (RNS} — Key 73 does not :
seek to “persecute;: pressure: or force -
Jews to 'believe ‘'or doanythingagainst-

_their will,"” says. the executive: dlreclor of
y the evangellstlc campaign.

Dr. Theodore. Raedeke of ‘St. !_oms a,
Missouri Synod Lutheran clergyman, added
~that ”we are confldem that the!Jews do not -
‘Bkwﬁ?ﬁmo undermine-our holy faith or- de- -
9!7_9' el us of our ghts*.tovpropagate ‘our
'.ﬂshfalthm“ the. pnwlege whlch we en;oy in
' quertca e
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o Bﬁ‘r'l'lhere is - no <anti-Semitism “in- enher
: .Ituhéldeology or'the thrust of Key B Dr
e ? At ol

t wRﬂb'g_E Marc Tanenba.um natlonal d!rector =
_of lnterrellglous ‘affairs . of the Amencan
gﬁewnsh Commlttee

wsﬁanenbaurn and other Jewish  leaders
Have raised questions about the impactof
i’&3{]“73 on the lew:sh commumty Morc -

- than 140 Protestant denomlnallons, N
dependent groups - and . some Cathohc iy
dioceses are taking part in Key 73, which
was offncnaﬂy Iaunched on Jan. 6 and will

run for a year. ‘The theme is “Calling the
Contlnent to Chnst o i

In- New York,: Rabbl Tanenbaum sald
" that in his view Raedeke’s‘ statement-did :
; ot “respond . adequately to .all the ques- °
tions that the Jewish community. would .
- want_clarified,”  but..that the repud:atlon ;
of “anti- Semmsm and .any evangelical re-
sort to coercion are welcome clarification
- indeed.”

While wnuafly no one has sugges!ed that -
- Christian proselytization -among ' Jéws vis a__
- stated purpose of Key 73, se\reral Je ;






