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Vatican Move—A Boon
to Jewish-Catholic Dialogue

Vatican sources suggested yesterday that the “Jewish” declaration proposed by
Augustin Cardinal Bea (Jews should not be made scapegoats for the Crucifizion)
may be acted on before the end of the current session of the Ecumenical Council.
Jewish and Protestant leaders, here and abroad, hailed the declaration as a
major step toward eliminating friction between Catholics and Jews.

Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum, director of the Department of Interreligious Affairs
of the American Jewish Committee who has worked with Cardinal Bea's secretariat,
here writes the meaning of the declaration in terms of the way it might be worked

out practically in this countsy.

By Rabbi Mare H. Tanenbaum

While Pope Paul VI was still Archbishop of Milan, the
president of the Milan-Jewish community drew his attention
to anti-Semitic references in a book being presented to boys
and girls on the occasion of their Confirmation. Cardinal
Montini promptly ordered the withdrawal of the imprimatur
and of the book itself. L

When Pope Paul VI received a delegation of Jewish
leaders last month in the throne rcom of the Vatican; he
declared: “We have a common Bible and common God a
common affinity for the Old Testament as a source of divine
revelation which I use every day in thought and prayer.
Therefore, we pray together so that the Almighty guide.
comfort, and bless us . . . These bonds are what we would
like to strengthen.”

These two incidents illustrate vividly the religious
and human relations implications contained in the decree
regarding the Jews that Augustin Cardinal Bes introduced

to the Vatican Council Friday. Should the Council fathers

adopt this decree—as millions of Jew throughout the world
devoutly hope and pray they will—Pope Paul VI's example,
both in deed snd in word, might be seen as providing
decisive guidance to the world’s 550 million Catholics as to
how the substance of the decree is fo be translaied into
daily practice.

The decree, which condemns it as “unjust and in=-
jurious to call the Jewish people a deicide one” and which
declares as “anathema” anti-Jewish attitudes and practices,
represents the capstone effort of Catholic authorities to
repudiate an ancient charge which has resulted in untold
suffering and martyrdom for the Jewish people. Catholic
scholars and writers in the United States, Europe and Latin
American have long emphasized that the Jews should not
be made a scapegoat for the sins of all mankind.

Unfortunately, despite such statements. the charge of
Jewish responsibility for the death of Jesus and their
consequent rejection and punishment by God is still found
in Catholic textbooks, sermons and liturgical commentaries.
The importance of Cardinal Bea's decree, if it is approved,
is that it will give the highest level of support and encour-
agement to the efforts of Catholic scholars, theologians,
clergymen, teachers, religious journalists. professional and
lay officials of international and national Catholic bodies
to make this humane and enlightened viewpoint permeate
the entire Church, from the Vatican to the parachial school
classroom. It cannot but help as well to influence bene-
ficially other multiple sources that lead to anti-Semitism,
which involve the complex inter-action of the home,
school, peer group, neighborhood and mass media.

The implementetion of the decree, quite obviously, rests
entirely in the hands of the Church and can be understood
as part of the Church’s vast and impressive effort of re-
newal and reform. It is neither fitting nor proper for non-
Catholics to comment regarding the procedures which the
Church may choose to adopt for implementing the decree.
Unquestionably, however, individual Jewish scholars and
competent Jewish organizations devoted to the promo-
tion of inter-religious understanding stand ready to cooper-
ate with Catholic authoritles should their co-operation be
requested.

The growth of dialogues between Catholics and Jews
within recent years must be acknowledged as a remarkable
tool for promoting this inter-religious understanding be-
tween Catholics and Jews, as well as between Christians
and Jews generally. Such dialogue has proceeded on every
level, from scholarly exchanges between the most eminent
theologians of both faiths—such as Cardinal Bea and Rabbl
Abrgham Joshua Heschel of the Jewish Theological Semi-
nary of America—to consultations between Catholle and
Jewish laymen in local commnuities, mutually exploring
solutions to community problems and seeking co-operation
and joint action across religious lines. We believe that such
dialogues have been enormously beneficial, for both Catho-
lics and Jews who have learned hetter to understand one
another, but also for the common good of the community
as a whole.

Impressive as the growth of these mutual exchanges
has been, only a small proportion of Catholics and Jews
has been touched by the experience. The walls of misunder-
standing, built over many centuries, have not yet given
way to permit a completely free flow of ideas between the
two communities. Imagine the kind of intellectual and
spiritual flowering that might result if the dialogue process
were extended to areas of exchange that have not yet been

‘affected by it. Imagine, for example, & meeting between

Catholic teaching nuns and Jewish teachers discussing
their mutual misperceptions. Imagine a volume on the
history of relations between Christians and Jews jointly co-
authored by outstanding Catholic and Fewish scholars. How
many misconceptions, exaggerations, and historical absurdi-
ties might be finally laid to rest!

Those of us who have been privileged to be related to
this process of Catholic-Jewish dlalogue have been enriched
and enlightened by it. We can only hope that the Vatican
Council decree on Jews and Judaism, in its essence and
through its implementation, will multiply these opportuni-
ties for Catholics and Jews everywhere, and will help trans-
late into reality the vision of the late Pope John XXIIT of
blessed memory for “a new order of human relations.”

Reprinted from

New York Ferald Fribune
MNMovember 10, 1943

The American Joewish Committee, Institute of Human Relations, 165 East 58 Street, New York 22, N. Y.
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Janelra, BDecember 12,

1963

' Enclosed are two pages of the bulletin issued oy the
“COHf&fGHC;c Nacional dos Bispos do Brasil," a powerful Catholic
orgenization. They report on L"e pro-Jewlish attitude in the
Ecumenical Council and appeal o Bragilian Cathclic clergymen to

“facilitate mutual understanding and =steem with other relizicnse.
- Another page from another issue of the above mentioned DL:ietin
reports on our press release zhout Mr, Shuster's and AJC's state

.on the positive attitude to Jews by the Councile.
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SECAETARIADO NACIONAL
DE OPINIX0 PUSLICA DA

CullPLiBIICIA  UACICMAL
DOS BISPLS 10 3RASIL

Concilio prepera em futuro esquemsa, ccpftulo s8bre os judsus - Re

vistes idéias tracicioneis

- Foi distribuido entre os pzdres conciliares um »rojeto
s8bre & "atitude dos catdlicos face aos neo cristeos, perticularmente

os judeus". Este projeto; areparado durante dois cnos pelo Sccereteria-

do ¢e Unidade Crista, sresidido peiu Cardeal Bea, deve comstituir o IV

Capitulo do esqueme s8tre o Zcumenismo, cujos.tr8s primeiros jé foram
E >

submetidos aos Sisposs

0 conteudo d2ste dccumento ¢ exclusivamente religioso;e
sus f1ne.11...~e.de unlcamente espirituel. r. ein fungzo de ume velorizegao
sempre crescente na heranga 883 rada da Igreaa cue o Concilio se 1nuares
sa oelos judeas, nao tunto enuuanto rag ‘'ou naéao,lmas, encuento FPovo
Eleito do Antigo Testamento. T

A linguaren clare o sem ambiguidade do texto leva o Se-.
crﬂtarladu e esperar gue "néle nao se voréd cutra motivagso s nao ser o
do emor total que animeve o Pape Joao XXI11I, &le préprio desejoso que

tel assunto f8sse apresentedo sos sedreswconcilisres.”

) " I

0 projeto aborde o clo pro?undo gue une & Igrejo ao po-

vo elecito. De escbrdo com o cesfgnio misiterioso de'Deus e Igreja se en-

reisa na aliange foita por Deus com Lbrago e sous descendentes, Bste

plano de salvnqao pere t8de humanicdece vcia sgu coroaumento em Jesus(hzs

. to, F;lno de Jeus e depcendunto de Abrano pele carne., - Através dfle o

ap8lo divino, cirigido primeiro ao povo elcito, estendessec Dpela sua I~
greje ao nundo inteiro. : _
Olprojeto, a seguir, revels gue ¢ respcnsebilidade pele

morte de Cristo recei s8bre & humanidade »ecedora, Foi sore expiar o

. % .2 . {‘I'
. pecedo de todos os homens ¢ue o Filho de Dcus sc ofcrcceu veluntiria 4=

mente sdbre & c¢ruz. O papel ¢ue Angam="3nam ne a=anifizia os cacfes ju
deus coanvemporfneos de Cristo nzo exclui a culpabilicede ce t8da a hu-
manidede. ilem e felta pessocal d@sses chefes pode. ser imputa&a o t8do o
povo'jﬁdeu, quer decuele %tempo, cuer dec hoje. B, puis,'injusto chamar
ésse sovo de "deicida" e consi dera—lo waldito por Deus. = Sco Paulo,
ne sua cpistole eos lomenos, assegura-pos oue Deus nno raaeltou 0 povo
que;escolhera. i . f ' : .

C documento declara tembém cue & Igrcjs mec pode nunce

‘escuecor que Cristo, sua Mze Szntissime o os hpéstolos seo oriundos de
= g : : :

linhegem de Abreso. N 3 R

De acbrdo cou: ‘sue, finallaade, o toxto- nco se propoe es—

p . Vi = : e

P - e= . P P ol " -

T TL TR T R A i :
e KPP, - " e e P =



‘firmegeo por parte do Sscretarisd: o !

tudar as czusas do gati-semivismo. No czuanto, indice gue os fetos
contados ne 5iblia, especizlmente = crve’fix2o, nac podem legitimar

nem o desjrezo, nem 0 64io, nom & pers:;.:igzo £0s judaus.

OS P..CGADORES % CATELUISTALS SIL COUVILADOS .4 nXo.

-~
L] .
TOlAGEY ITUNCA Uih LTITUDE CuliRafilu. MAIS LINDA,
E-LE2S RUCOILGNDADS RLCITITLR & CUITREERISLO E A

| SOTIA IUTUA,
De tudo is%o depreende-se claramente cue o conteddo e
o objetivo c8ste documento szZo iuteiremente religiosos. eo se pode
vode afirmar gue 2ls szja prdé ou anti-cioniste, »cis tais posigces
sc: reiccionades & guesides n:liticas, iuteirsiente fora Gos.propdési
tos religidscs do prbjeﬁo. PSr ccnseruinte, todo uso do texto wara
Tins partiddrios, pare cofender Hesigocs ?oiiticas Gz uns ou eatacar

as de outros, seria injustificével & zosclubtemente contrério & inten

gao Gos—gue o clzborarem e epresentaren ao Concilio.

fecentemente, 2s véspercs do infcio da 2a, sessao,foi
» 3 .
leventada o pessibilidade de vresenge Ge unl observador oficial do Con

gresso lundiel Judeu &o Vaticano II. Néolexiste, perém, nenhume con

5 ~
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DECRETO DO CONCILIO B GRANDE MOMENTO NA HISTORIA JUDIA.

ROMA 12 - O Senhor Zucarias Shusier, diretor europeu do Comité
apegpesobs 3 T~

Americano_Judeu declarou & imprensa que a distribuigao aos padres conci_

e

liares do projeto sdbre as relagdes catdlico-judias, "foi certamemte wm

dos maiores momentos na histdria judial. O Sr. Shuster tem esperanga
que "os judeus desta geragao se sintam afortuné&ggvggi haverem sido tes
temunhas deste passo histérico dado pela Igreja". O projeto chama-se "A
titude dos catélicos perante os uZo cristaocs, especialmente os judeus.,
Dizendo que "todos o0s que ocuparém do problema do anti-semitismo
aceitavam como uma de suas causas a crenga.popular sdbre os judeus que
se transmitiu de geracao a geragao", 0_Sr. Shuster acrescentou que es-
tas crengas davam os judeus como povo responsavel pela crucificacao de
Cristo,e que por isto estavam condenadcs 2 dispersao e i perseguicao a-
través dos séculos. L Igreja nunca proclamou estas crengas como dogmas
mas foram e sao ensinadas em escolas cristas, catélicas e protestantes.

e ainda hoje nos catecismos da Franca, Estados Unidos e Alemanha,

A iniciativa de melhorar as relagdes entre as duas religibes e
esclarecer a posicao-da Igreja Catélica de forma definitiva "veio das
autoridades da Igreja de Roma', O papa Joao téve a iniciativa desta i
déia e confiou o estudo désie problema ao Cardeal Bea e a sua eqﬁipe do _

Secretariado para a Unido dos Cristacs.

Durante os trabalhos, zssinzlouv Shuster, o Vaticano solicitou a

opinizo dos homens mais competentes e dos dirigentes religiosos das

duas creng¢as. Durante o3 ¥ltimos trés anos acumulou-se uma enorme quan
tidade de informagoes sdvre a matéria. "Pode-se dizer com certeza gque
nao hove um sé grupo ou tendéncia judia que nao haja expressado sua opi

nido, a pedido das autoridades de Roma®.

Concluiu o Senhor Shuster dizendo que o decreto fala "com cordia-
1idade e respeito do judaismo, afirmando que o cristianismo estéd enrai-

zado no judaismo e que hd uma grande afinidade entre as duas religioes."

*
* *
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--reprinted from

Weekly Publication of the Di of Mi
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i Covering the 16 Counties of South Florida

Jewish Leaders Give Bishop
Ovation For Talk On Council .. ..

By MARJORIE L. FILLYAW

Matters of tension belween
vatious groups would be eased
il all Christians and Jews would
place less emphasis on their
“rights” and instead examine
their consciences with regard
to their responsibilities and ob-
ligations to morally love their
peighbors regardless of race,
color, or creed, Bishop Coleman
F. Carvell told a represontative
group of Miami's Jewlsh com:
munity here Tuesday.

A standing ovalion was ac-
corded Bishop Carrell by bus-
dreds of Miami's Jewish resi-

. witatlon ef (he American Jew-
ish Committee and the Great-
‘er Miami Jewish Federation

heir organizallons’ histories
at the DuPont Plaza Hotel

Outlining briefly the history
of ils
the

® The Second Vatican Coun-
cil was convened to update the
Catholic Church, to revitalize
the faith of its individual mem-
bers, and to give them in one
or another way greater strength
and greater depth of faith, and
in so doing strengthen the
Church.

® Pope Paul VI evidences all
the charity and concern for all
peoples throughout the worid
Pope John XXIII manifested.

® There is a very important
role in today's world for the
laity particularly in the fields
of education for our youth,

® The Jewish and Catholic
people both believe very defi-
nitely in existence of God and
the law determining the actions
of individuals,

® Since religious teaching is
forbidden by law in our public
schools the responsibility for It
falls upon the churches, the
home and the laymen.

® The attitude of the Catholic
individual toward the Ecumeni-
cal Movement should be that of
a God-fearing person who looks
upon his neighbor as one he is
bound in conscience to love,
. “CHILD OF GOD"

Noting that Catholics and
Jews have both been persecut-
ed in various parts of the world
because they are Catholics or
Jews, Bishop Carroll pointed out
that “every human being on this
earth is, regardiess of his color
or creed a child of God. and
we cannot love God unless we
love our neighbor,

“We ourselves sel the ex-
ample.” he reminded his au-
dience, “By our own lives and
secondly when we turn to our
fellow man, that we losk upoa

Volos Phwtos
MIAMI'S BISHOP Coleman F. Carroll and David Dandly, na-
tional mssociate direclor of (he American Jewish Committee,
joined Mathan Kood and other Jewish: leaders in panel diseus-
sion on sessions of lhe Second Vatican Council Tuesday evening.

|

JEWISH LEADERS express their appreciation to Bishop Cole-
man F, Carroll fer his unprecedented appearance before a joint
meeting of the ‘American Jewish Commitiee and the Greater
Miami Jewish Federation altended by several hundred persons.

AIC REGIONAL direclor Seymour Samet of Miami, left, wel-
comed Bishop Carroll to Tuesday evening’s meeling of the Amer-
fean Jewish Commitlee and Grealer Miami Jewish Federation.
They are shown with State Rep. Fred Karl of Daytona Beach.

him as a child of God whose
couvictions we musl respct

the willingness to sit down and
rationally and inlelligently dis-
cuss
agres
differ.”

David Danzig of New York
City, natinnal associate director
of the American Jowish Com-
mittee, writer, socivlogist, and
teacher responded to Bishop
Carroll's presentation on behall

things wpon which
and thase wherein

we

As a result of the Second Vat- we

ican Council, “'a great deal has
been accomplished,”  Bishop
Carroll stated, “a greal deal
which is net tangible. The se-
cret of relationships among men
is to be found in the seli-
examination of ourselves and

eration,

“Qur interest in eslablish-
ing communicalions with the
Catholic Church on a wew
level began with an sudience
with Pope Pias XI1." Daeig
said staling that the late Holy
Faiber bad reiterated (hat
“Catholics could mel partici-
pate in any anti-semitic move-
menty."”

An Increased interest among
Catholics tawards Jews and the
concern of religious groups with
social affairs is “making an en-
vironment where principles
which we find in our religious
faiths find expression in the

We see a coming together In a

large organization such as the

Conferences oa Religion and
Race, Catholics and Jews and
Protestants, coming together to
take the responsibility to win
new respect [or persons.
“The cianging world has
moved us along » path of dis-
covery which we havea't ap-
plied to ourselves as much as
we should. Too rarcly do we
see changes which affect s,
The events of religlous con-
flicts that iake place In Viet-
mam, betw ihe kel i

THE YOICE
4301 Biszayns Bivd, Miaml
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and Hindus, are lssues of re-
ligious freedom which we can-
oot disregard.” Danzig point-
ed gol, emphasizing that Pope
Joha spoke of “recognition of
esteem™ and (he “obligation
of every citizen to stand wp
for his rights.” in his ency-
clical Pacem In Terris,

“It Is important that we hold
in mind our differences,” Dan-
zig continued. “We should dis-
cuss these openly and frankly,
‘We have paid more attention to
the responsibility of our fellow
men and not enough to our-
selyes.

“Thete Is a growing respas-
sibllity in the Catholic com-
munity to nquire lnfe iis al-
thudes toward ofthers in fhe
community. We too have the
same responsthility,” Danzig
asserled, declaring that, I
can see o way of decpening
one’s own faith thal doesn’t
lead to a deepening respect
for other faiths.

“America can no longer af
ford its characteristic illiteracy.
It is time for America to be-
come religiously grown-up™
Danzig said.

During a question and answer
period which followed four pan-
elists participated In a discus-
slon during which questions
were asked of Bishop Carroll
and Mr. Danzig. Included were
Nathan B, Rood, past president
of the American Jewish Com-
mittee and a member of .the
AJC national board: Alfred
Boas. a member of the [aculty
at the University of Miami, su-

Jewish Federation; and Dr.
Peritz Scheinberg, a member of
the executive committee of the
AJC and a member of the fac-
ulty at the University of Miami
Medical School.

one could ask: Could nol a vote
have been taken at least to ad-
mit these chapters as a basis for
discussion? To this one might
perhaps answer in the alfirma-
tive. Nevertheless, I think we
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low does it feel to move a mountain!
Join the American Jewish Committes!




THE BROTHERHOOD OF
CHRISTIANS AND JEWS

An address given at the Jewish Community House
of Taunton, Massachusetts, on
February 16, 1964

by John M. Qesterreicher

Institute of Judaeo-Christian Studies

31 CLINTON STREET - NEWARK - NEW JERSEY 07102



Nihil obstat
Msgr. Witriam F. Hocan, s.1.0., Censor Librorum

Imprimatur
"« THOMAS A. Boran, s.T.D., Archbishop of Newark

April twenty-seventh, 1964




The Brotherhood of Christians and Jews

On February 16, 1964, the Brotherhood of Congregation Agudath Achim (Band
of Brothers) of Taunton, Massachusetts, in conjunction with the National Con-
Serence of Christians and Jews, awarded Monsignor John M. Oesterreicher its
brotherhood award for the year 1963. The Brotherhood's president is Mr. Sidney
Makowski; the Synagogue’s spiritual leader, Rabbi Baruch Korff.

The citation honored Monsignor Oesterreicher for ‘his painstaking dedication
to the reconciliation between Jew and Christian” and “his intense labor in the pre-
paratory work for the Second Vatican Council as a member of the Secretariat for
Christian Unity.’ It also praised his contribution to the draft on the right attitude of
Catholics towards their Jewish brethren put before the bishops at the second session
of the Council.

Accepting the award, Monsignor Oesterreicher gave the address that follows.

ADIES AND GENTLEMEN! In this happy place and on
this happy occasion, it may be more appropriate to say: Ana-
shim, achim, ‘Men, brethren!’ (cf. Ac 2:29). I am deeply moved by
the honor you have accorded me and value the generosity that has
guided your decision. News of it came to me as unexpectedly as did
the gentle breeze that wafted past the prophet Elijah on Mount Hor-
eb. While hiding there from the fury of his queen—a queen who was
the servant of Baal—the prophet was tested, shaken by despair. In
succession, he heard and saw a rock-shattering storm, a terrifying
earthquake, and a blinding fire; though they were in the employ of
the Lord, the Lord was in none of them. Only when a screne whis-
per, an almost inaudible breath of air—kol demamah dakah—had
brushed his face, did Elijah experience the intimacy of the divine
presence his soul had craved (1 Kg 19:9-13).

[3]



Am [ assuming too much when I sense in your choice of me as an
interpreter of the brotherhood that binds us together a touch of the
same nearness? Am I wrong in my assumption? I think not, for your
kind selection, boldly inspired as it was by your esteemed Rabbi, was
also graciously approved by the Bishop in whose diocese we meet. I
cannot help but see in your invitation and my presence among you,
above all, in the joining of hands by Bishop and Rabbi a most en-
couraging sign, a proof that, at long last, Christians and Jews are
truly discovering one another and that, however slowly, they are
moving closer. T should like to sum up my feelings in the simple
words: I am happy.

You may have guessed it by now. I shall not affect objection to
your having selected me from among so many candidates worthy of
your vote. No, I shall not protest to be undeserving of your kindness
nor shall I be foolish enough to think that I have merited the scroll
you have just handed me. Who can lay claim to a gift? Who has a
title to the sun’s light and warmth, to air, water, or the ground on
which he walks? I admire the wisdom of Rabbi Samuel ben Ammi,
who, fifteen hundred years ago, declared that a lifetime of good
deeds would not be enough to repay God for even one’s breath (Lev.
R. 4:2). It is in this spirit that I should like to accept the distinction
you have bestowed on me. Thus let me say again: I rejoice in it.

My joy is not merely personal: It is the significance of this event that
delights me. For this gathering of Jews and Christians is altogether
unique in that it revolves around one who is himself a Jew and a
Christian. Normally, I do not relish talking about myself but today’s
encounter seems to demand a confession. Let me begin by saying that
I am proud of, and profoundly grateful for, my ancestors. If you had
known my father, for instance, a man in whom there was no guile,
a man gentle, just, and true, or his parents in their radiant goodness—

[4]




who, incidentally‘ lived in one of the last strongly Jewish communi-
ties of Moravia—you would realize how utterly impossible even a
feeling of reserve or distance toward them would have been. Were
they still alive, I would not feel alien in the midst of them whose
flesh and blood I am.

Lest you think my affection for them and for the Jewish people
purely sentimental, let me add that it rises out of the roots of my be-
ing. I should cease to be what I am if I did not appreciate the genius
of the Hebrew language, though my once fair use of it is no longer
what it was. It is a language with striking idioms like this one: halach
beemet, ‘to walk in truth, in faithfulness.” For the ancient Greeks,
aletheia, ‘truth,” was something to be thought of, to be pondered
over, or to be uttered; for the ancient Hebrews, however, emet,
“truth,” was something to be done, to be lived. Thus, long before the
word ‘existential’ was coined and became fashionable, the ancient
Israclite approached God, the people, and the world in a superbly
existential manner, without ever philosophizing about it. Among
the so-called Dead Sea Scrolls, for instance, which were discovered in
1047, there is that amazing rule of the ‘monks of Qumran.” It de-
manded of the members of the community that they ‘do truth and
justice” (1QS I, ). St. Paul, too, giving the Grecek verb aletheds, ‘to
tell the truth,” a new content, could speak of alethetiontes . . . en agdpe,
‘doing the truth in love’ (Eph 4:15). For the Apostle, ‘a Hebrew of
Hebrews’ (Phil 3:5), as well as for the monastic community in the
desert of Judah, truth—in the one instance, Christ’s gospel; in the
other, the law’s demands—is something that not only bids the mind
to consent but summons the entire man to the commitment of his
being.

I should cease to be what I am were my soul not wedded to the
biblical mind for which anawim, ‘the poor,” ‘the humble,” became a

synonym of ‘the beloved of God.” I should cease to be what I am did
[s]



I not cherish the fact that the God of Israel is not, first of all, the Crea-
tor of the universe and Mover of the stars but the Lord of history and
Mover of human events. It was the charism, the singular talent, of
ancient Israel—and it is her gift to the Church as well as to the world
—to see in time not the enemy but the friend of life; to see in it a
sacred trust, a creative movement, a march toward God’s ultimate
manifestation. Ancicnt Isracl experienced time as a sacrament: In
time, the invisible God visited His people. To us, heirs of Israel’s
riches, time is still a sacrament: In time, God the everlasting and man
the mortal meet, and because they meet, mortality becomes the
threshold of eternity.

With these and other Hebrew patterns of thought and lifc before
my eyes, indeed, with that marvelously concrete, dynamic, and pas-
sionate mentality woveninto my existence, I have never been tempted
to hide my oneness with the people of Abraham. On the contrary, to
be of Abraham’s stock and, I hope, at least somewhat after his heart
is a grant I hold dear. Scripture sees him as ‘God’s friend” (Is 41:8)
while the Roman liturgy calls him Summus Abraham, pater fidei nos-
trae, ‘Highest, peerless Abraham, father of our faith.” As a Jew and as
a Christian, then, do I feel close to him. A wayfarer who abandoned
himself to God, Abraham became the believer’s model. Ger vetoshab,
‘a stranger and guest’ in this world (Gen 23:4), he is an exemplar for
Christians no less than for Jews. Thus the covenant God concluded
with him and the promise that he, the man of faith, would become a
blessing to all the tribes and peoples of the earth (Gen 12:3), ever re-
mains before the eyes of my heart.

These are but some of the feclings, convictions, and motives that fill
my soul and seek expression. Not wishing, however, to pre-empt the
time at my disposal with a description of my personal ties to the Jew-
ish people, I should like to dwell, as much as I can, on the theme of
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our encounter: the brotherhood of men under God. At the very be-
ginning of the Second Vatican Council, in October, 1962, the bishops
assembled at St. Peter’s issued a stirring message to all mankind. In it
they stated:

United here from every nation under heaven, we carry in our hearts the
anxiedes of all peoples entrusted to us, anxieties of body and soul; we carry
their sorrows, desires, and hopes. . . . Our concem is especially for the
humble, the poor, the weak; in keeping with the example of Christ, we

feel compassion for the throngs who suffer hunger, misery, and ignorance.

Because of the great dignity that is man’s, the bishops demanded that
everyone enjoy the blessings of a just society; they pleaded that the
family of nations be granted a reign of peace. Pointing to their con-
ciliar assembly as a symbol of fraternal love among men of various
races, nations, and tongues, they declared:

We proclaim that all men are brothers, irrespective of the race or nation
to which they belong. . . . Hence, we humbly and ardently invite all to
collaborate with us in establishing a more ordered way of living and a fuller
brotherhood in the world.

Within the great brotherhood of men, there is a particular brother-
hood of Jews and Christians, as there is a special one uniting all Chris-
tians. Pope John, of happy memory, held both bonds most dear. To
speak only of the first, I should like to recall a small but significant
event, probably one well known to you. In October, 1960, represent-
atives of the United Jewish Appeal paid homage to the great Pope.
Gratefully, they remembered his wartime efforts to tear as many vic-
tims as he could from the clutches of their persecutors. To the saluta-
tion of his visitors the Pope responded with an affectionate greeting
of his own. Overcome with joy like Joseph, who had found his

brethren after a long separation, he cried out: T am Joseph, your
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brother’ (Gen 45:4), thus reaching out to those around him and to
Jews everywhere.

Pope John could not, of course, ignore the things that separate
Christians and Jews, but please listen to him when he insists that the
difference of faith must never lead to a separation of hearts:

True, there is a great difference between one who accepts only the Old
Testament and one who joins to it as supreme law and guide the New.
This distinction, however, does not suppress the brotherhood that springs
from their common origin, for we are all sons of the same heavenly Fa-
ther; among us all there must ever be the brightness of love and its prac-
tice.

Signatum est super nos lumen vultus tui, Domine, “You have put over us, O
Lord, the light of your countenance.” This radiant truth of Psalm 4 makes
us understand what is meant by genuine help, by true human solidariry.
Such solidarity will, indeed, bring closer the solution of many problems
that harass the world and will unite all men in that fundamental reality:
We come from the Father, we shall return to the Father. '

Seldom, if ever, has it been so clearly stated that the bond between

Christians and Jews is woven of two strong threads, one being crea-
tion, the other sacred history.

So important and precious are the spiritual ties between Christians
and Jews that I must give at least one example. If, in order to affirm
their common bond, a Jew and a Christian wanted to pray together,
what prayer would they choose? Would it be the ‘Our Father,’ the
prayer Jesus taught His disciples? A Christian probably would not
dare suggest it for fear of offending his Jewish companion, and a Jew
might recoil from reciting it as a violation of his loyaltics. Yet, few
things show us more clearly our common bond.

The invocation, ‘Our Father who art in heaven,” with which the
prayer of Jesus begins is also found in the Siddur, the Jewish prayer
book. In the great mormning blessings, for instance, blessings that fol-
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low on the story of Abraham’s readiness to sacrifice Isaac, the com-
munity of Israel calls on God: Avinu shebashamayim, ‘Our Father
who art in heaven,’ and begs Him: ‘Deal with us in your enduring
love.” The prayer dear to Christians everywhere continues: ‘Hallowed:
be thy name.’ Do these words not remind you of the beginning of
the Kaddish: Yitgadal veyitkadash, ‘Magnified and hallowed be His
great name’? Again, ‘Thy kingdom come’ is echoed by the petition
of the Kaddish: ‘May His kingdom be established in the days of your
lifetime.” (The concept of ‘God’s rcign’ may not be at all times the
same for Jews and Christians; nonetheless, both Jews and Christians
are bearers of hope, men borne up by hope. Hope, then, is one of the
marks of their affinity and their distinction from men of non-biblical
faiths.) I could go on, giving instance after instance, for there isnot a
single petition in the ‘Our Father’ that does not have its counterpart
among the blessings and entrcaties of the Jewish liturgy. True, the
‘Our Father’ is unique in its compactness, conciseness, and simplicity.
Still, almost the same words are used here and there. I shall give but
one more parallel. We Catholics beg: ‘Forgive us our trespasses, as
we forgive those who trespass against us,” while our Protestant
brethren plead: ‘Forgive us our debts, as we forgive our debtors.’
Jewish men of prayer, when reciting the Shemoneh ‘Esreh, the Eight-
een Benedictions of the Synagogue, make this moving appeal: ‘For-
give us, our Father, for we have sinned; pardon us, our King, for we
have transgressed, for thou dost pardon and forgive. Blessed art thou,
O Lord. Thou art gracious and ever forgiving.” It is the God of
Israel, then, Pardoner and Forgiver, who has forged the chains that
link us to one another till the end of days.
I have cited the ‘Our Father’ as evidence of our affinity. A prayer,
it is at the same time the perfect program for the strengthenin8 of
human brotherhood. Unless God is glorified and His will done,

brotherhood is no more than a reed in the wind, no more than a

[o]



house built on sand. Unless every man worries not only for his own
sustenance, unless each sees to it that his neighbor, too, is fed and his
needs filled, unless all care for one another, asking: ‘Give us this day
our daily bread,’ brotherhood cannot withstand the onslaught of de-
struction. For brotherhood to be more than a challenge remembered
once a year, forgiveness must be practiced, rancor and resentments
cast away. For brotherhood to survive tension, strain, and test, temp-
tation must be held in check and men defended, protected against
evil, time and again.

A few moments ago, I quoted good Pope John on the kinship that
enfolds Christians and Jews. So strong was his devotion to it, and so
vivid his concern, that he wanted the relationship between the two to
be one of the themes of the Council. Hence he gave the Commission
charged with the consideration of ecumenical matters—the Secre-
tariat for Christian Unity, headed by that great scholar and humanist
Cardinal Bea—the unexpected mandate of preparing a draft on the
right attitude of Catholics toward Jews. You remember, I am sure,
that this draft was put before the Council fathers at their second ses-
sion last November. Though it was not discussed in detail nor voted
on, it remains on the agenda of the next session, and there is every
likelihood, every hope that, in some form or other, it will then be
adopted by the bishops. I make bold to say that even now, before its
adoption, the schema on the Jews has been written into the hearts of
many; whatever its fate may be, it has already become a history-
making document, a stirring and compelling force in the affairs of
men. Though its teachings are in no way new, deriving as they do
from a proper understanding of the New Testament, they have made
a strong impress on the contemporary Catholic mind. Even more, I
have no doubt, will they stimulate and shape Catholic thought of

tomorrow.
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Swamped as we are by the printed page, our memories have grown
weak. May I, therefore, refresh your recollection and bring back to
your minds the contents of the draft? The exact wording is still a
secret of the Council but its contents have been summarized so often
and parts of it quoted verbatim by the press that little about it remains
unknown. [ should like to present it to you in a partly interpretative
form, arranged by points.

Before doing so, however, may I express a word of caution to my
Jewish brethren? The decree proposed to the Council is, like all other
conciliar documents, addressed to members of the Church. It thus
speaks the language of Christians and proclaims truths that are at the
very heart of their faith, worship, and life. Jews cannot but find some
of the utterances of the draft strange, even unacceptable. Yet, what is
unacceptable to their conscience need not offend their sensibilities;
what is foreign to their belief need not be alien to their hearts. After
all, is it not part of the ecumenical spirit that, no matter how firmly
and uncompromisingly we hold fast to the light given us, we none-
theless seek to understand the convictions of others and meet them
in respect? Such respect, even where persuasion stands solidly against
persuasion, vision against vision, never weakens one’s stand, never
stains one’s faith, rather does it cleanse and strengthen. Such an at-
tempt to understand the conviction of the ‘other,” at times widens
the cleavage between believers of different communions, at other
times narrows it; at all times, does it serve the triumph of love.

These are the points made by the proposal of the Secretariat for
Christian Unity:

(1) The Church happily acknowledges that her roots are in the
Israel of old. Her beginnings are amid the patriarchs and prophets,
they go back to the day when Abraham received the call to set out on
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the road of faith; they go back to the hour when Moses was chosen
to lead the children of Israel on a long pilgrimage through the desert
into the promised land.

(2) The Church is a new creation. In her, Jews and Gentiles have
become one—a union that, by its very reality, announces the recon-
ciliation of the entire earth in Christ. Still, for all her newness, the
Church is the continuation of the Israel of old. To say this is to ex-
press not only a fact of the past but one of the present moment; not
only a historical truth but one that quickens the Church’s whole
existence.

(3) The Church’s deepest link to the Jewish people is the humanity
of Christ. She cannot and will not forget that when the Lord became
man’s brother, He was born a Jew. In other words, He, the world’s
Saviour, lived and died a member of the people God’s grace had
chosen and formed. Nor can the Church forget that His mother was
of the house of David; that His apostles and disciples were of Abra-
ham’s stock, and that her own infancy was spent among the children
of Israel.

(4) Though the primitive community of Jerusalem was made up
entirely of Jews, the larger part of the chosen people did not accept
Jesus as the Christ. It would be unjust, however, to consider Jews
therefor an ‘accursed race,” as Christians have often done. Not only
are the Jews not rejected by God, they are forever dear to Him, for
the God of Israel is a faithful God, true to His promise and choice
(cf. Rom 11:28-29).

(s) It is wrong, too—that is, misleading as well as injurious—to
call the Jewish people, be it of yesterday or of today, deicides, ‘slayers
of God.” Every sin is an attempt, however vain, to ungod God, to
dethrone Him; every sin brought Jesus to Golgotha, every sin nailed
Him to the cross, which for a Christian can only be the wood of
mercy, the tree of love. Hence the burden of His passion and death is
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not on one group, not on one people, but on the whole of sinful
mankind.

(6) As the Church unyieldingly rejects injustices committed against
any man, any community, any nation anywhere so she laments and
condemns the abuse and persecution suffered by the Jews in the past
as well as in our own time. When men are hurt, she is hurt; when
Jews are tormented, she is tormented.

(7) A final point: The proposal suggests theological studics and
brotherly colloquies between Christians and Jews so as to further mu-
tual knowledge and esteem. It suggests research and dialogue because
of the marvelous heritage Synagogue and Church have in common.

Would that there were time to discuss these points, one by one. Since
there is not, I should like to say a few words at least on the accusation
of deicide so often hurled against the Jews by mobs and by individ-
uals, learned and unlearned. It is the contention of many Jewish writ-
ers that the story of the Crucifixion is one, if not the, main source of
anti-Semitism. I do not deny for a second that, many times, the dis-
torted telling of the story of the Passion has stirred up anti-Jewish
feclings and that the story itself has been used as a pretext for perse-
cuting Jews or as a screen for hostile emotions springing from the
lowest recesses of the human heart. But I vehemently deny that the
New Testament narratives of Jesus’ suffering by and in themselves—
no matter whether or not they mirror, as no doubt does the rest of
the gospels, the tensions and rivalries between the Synagogue and the
early Church—are the real cause of Western anti-Semitism. I need
not point to the anti-Semitism of the Nazis as supporting my denial:
They abhorred any chosenness not their imagined own, they de-
spised grace and mercy, they turned against Christianity as a Jewish
invention and thus hated Jews as the blood brothers and sisters of
Jesus. Millions of Jews were doomed because Hitler wanted Him—
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His spirit as well as His flesh—to disappear from the face of the earth.

Forgetting for the moment the vileness of Nazism, it would be a
simplistic view—similar in a way to the ‘conspiratorial interpreta-
tion’ of history which sees plots and plotters everywhere—to reduce
so manifold a phenomenon as anti-Semitism to a single origin. Yet,
it cannot be my task herc to enumerate the various factors that have
contributed to antagonism and discrimination against Jews. The fac-
tors are often very much the same as those feeding other forms of
antagonism and discrimination. Whatever its causes and elements—
I denounce anti-Semitism as a crime against the brotherhood of
Christians and Jews under the one God, the living and holy God,
blessed be He.

To my Christian conscience, the use of the Crucifixion as a pretext
or screen for contempt of Jews is particularly outrageous because it
perverts an event of love into one begetting hatred. Will you permit
me to take just a quick glance at the theology of the Cross? Accord-
ing to the whole New Testament, as well as the entire Christian tra-
dition, the blood of Jesus was shed for all men, indced, it is the only
blood ever to be shed for all. Hence, His death forbids Christians to
stare at the few who had an actual hand in His condemnation and
execution. Because the sins of all ‘provoked’ His death, all are guilty.
This is the divine paradox: The misdeeds that brought Jesus to the
cross God forged into a tool of salvation. If a Christian were to say,
then: ‘Ttis not1, it is the Jews who crucified Christ,” he would not on-
ly wrong and injure the Jews but wrong and injure himself. By deny-
ing his part in the Crucifixion, he endangers his share in its fruits. Let
me thus say with all the clarity and determination at my command:
Whenever a Christian blames ‘the Jews,” or for that matter ‘the Ro-
mans,’ for what to him should clearly be every man’s guilt and,
marvelous to say, every man’s pardon, he turns Christianity upside
down. There can be no ‘if” and no ‘but.” Unless a Christian sees the
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beams of the cross as the symbol of God’s embrace of all men—all
men without distinction, without exception—a symbol demanding
of him that he, too, lovingly embrace his fellow, he shows himself a
poor follower of Christ.

There are still some general comments I should like to make on the
draft. First, to say the obvious, the draft is but a draft. At this mo-
ment, we do not know with certainty whether or not the Council
will actually issue a decrec on the relationship between Christians and
Jews and what its final form may be. Yet, this much is sure, the draft
has inspired fruitful reflection and eager concern. Its moment, its
weight, its influence will be felt for a long time to come. Second,
though a document such as the one we have been considering would
no doubt strengthen the unique bond between Christians and Jews,
its primary purpose, like that of all conciliar decrees, would be to assist
the Church in the renewal of her spirit. It was the prayer of Pope
John that the Council help to rejuvenate the Church, to restore to
her the pristine features of her early days. Now, the deepened aware-
ness of her roots in the biblical Israel will lead Christians not only to
a fresh appreciation of things Jewish, it will also, indeed above all,
make them see the Church in a new light. Again, the emotions, or
rather virtues, the schema seeks to engender in the Church'’s children
—the wonderment of God’s mysterious plan in using the Jewish
people as His chosen instrument, the gratitude to that people, and the
affection for it—cannot but lead Christians to greater spiritual heights
and thus benefit all mankind. For such is the mysterious character of
the brotherhood of men: We are all made for one another and thus
depend on one another; so much so that the joy of one is the joy of
others. As joy is shared, so are sorrows; indeed, we participate in one
another’s lives, even when we are unaware of it.

At the beginning of the first session of the Council, Rabbi Tanen-
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baum of New York made known a prayer that a fifteenth-century
Jewish community in southern France used to recite for the Pope of
its days. Rabbi Tanenbaum applied it to Pope John, then still alive.
The prayer reads:

May He who blessed our fathers Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, Moses and
Aaron, David and Solomon, the Prophets of Israel, and all the Just Ones
of the world bless the Pope and send blessing and prosperity on all the
works of his hands.

Let us, then, unite in prayer to the One God whom the Acts of the
Apostles (3:13), together with the whole of Jewish tradition, calls
the God of Abraham, of Isaac, and of Jacob, the God of our fathers,
Elohei Avraham, Yizchak veYaakov, Elohei avotenu. Let us pray that
the work of Pope John be blessed and carried on by each and every
one so that a new era of peace and justice, respect and brotherhood
may be ours.
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During these holy ans. we
are specially aware of the hu-

man nature of Christ. As Chris-
tians, we believe Christ to be
both divine and human, He
reconciles man through the suf-
ferings of His human nature to
God by His divine nature.

Lenten reflection makes us
realize again that Christ was
born a Jew. Mary and Joseph
were Jews. Christ worshipped
in the synagogue. His disciples
were Jews.
prayers, He observed the Jew-
ish Holy Days, He revere /the
books sacred to the Jews”and
to us. -

- The Golden Rule that Christ

preached was taught in the tem-
ple. The “Lord's Prayer" that
Christ gave His disciples is al-
most identical with the sacred
Kaddish that begins: ‘“Extolled
and hallowed be the name of

God. May His Kingdom come |

and His will be done in all the
ea:m-li

Christians must remember
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He said Jewish-
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when Jews do not accept Christ
as the Promised One, thev do
not reject the ideals that Jesus
preached: humility, justice,
mercy, brotherhood, love.

(hThe spiritual ancestry of
Christians is Jewish. We are
e sons of Abraham, Isaac and
Jacob, even as they. The Cross
is a point of separation in our
spiritual traditions, but we must
all be keenly aware of the es-

IIIlillIIllllllllIlllilllIllII|IlIIIlllllIlllllIIllllIl[lllllllllllllllllllll!III-!IIITIIIIi1IIIIIIIIIIlIIlllllllillllitllllll-t:

Just A NMinutel .

Golden Rule That Christ Preached
Was Taught In The Tempnle

“.4...,( M

lllllllllllIIlIIllllllllllfllllilllillllllllllll

sential C hr:stlan‘z::chme
Christ died for-the sins of all

men, those prior to His time,
His contemporaries, those who

came after him. Anti-Semitism ]

is a profoundly unchristian atti-
tude.

The only answer the Christian
can give to the question, “Who
put Christ to death?” is: “I did,
as often as I have committed a
serious sin.”
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From our Correspondent

CaLouNg

Cardinal Bea, the head of the
Vatican Scevetarviat lor the DPro-
motion of Christian Unity, was the
main speaker at a public meeting
organised nere last week o mark
the ending of Monumenta Judaica,
‘the cxhibition of 2000 ycars of
Jewish history in the Rhineland,
and the ending of Brotherhood
Weelk. .

The meeting, attended by more
than 435300 pcople, wus oygoniscd
by the Ce-ordinafing Ceowmncil of
German Associations for Christian-
Jewish  Co-operation  and  the
Cologne municipality.

Cardinal Bea stressed the import-
ang¢e of the dociument submitied to
the IEcumenical Council in Rome
on relations between all denomina-
tions, and the need for a clarvilica-
tion of the Christian-Jewish
relationship, on which a special
document was being pirepared for

submission. to the Ecuwmenical |

Council. ) _

One had to recall the * f{ragic
iruits ” of antisemitism during the
Nazi period, to appreciaic fully the
historie importance of this docu-
ment.-
~ He 2lso referred to the State of
Isracl and her President, M. Zal-
ian Shazar, the first lime the
Jewish State had been mentioned
m a public pronouncement by a
leading represenlutive  of  the
Catholie Church.

The other main speakers at the
mecting were : Protessor Wilthelm
Staehlin, the" retived Protestant
Bishop of Oldenburg, and Professor
Erast Simon, of the Hebrew Uni-

wrersity, who read o message from
1Professor. Martin Buber, also of
Lfthe Hebrew University.
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Dialogue

THEOLOGICAL

SOURCES

FOR A JUDEQ-CHRISTIAN

DIALOGUE

(Summary of Cooference given by
Father Jcan Marwucei of the Bible
Center of Montreal 1o the members
eod guests of the "Cercle Juif de
langue Frangaise” oa  January 27th
1964)

Intreduction

Mankind 18 stirred by 4 trenendous
destie for uniry. In the context of tns
upity, what is the sination regarding
Jewish-Christian relations > Obviously
the dialogue will not be siruated on
the same plane as chat among Christ-
mns of wvarious denominations. Nor
can the relationship be the same as
that berween Christians and any odher
ooq-Christian religion, Jews and Christ-
iang have less in common than Bap-
tism and more in common than mere
belief in God. Paul VI really sitared
the relationship in its true perspective
by bhis pilgrimage to the Holy Land,
bevause he thereby pruclaimed the
thurch w be the spiritual Daughter
of the Synagogue.

In order to establish any fruitful
dizlogue becween Jews and Christians
we must first of all clear away our
mutual prejudices,

Christion Prejudices

The Jews bave beem rejected o
favour of the Gemtiles. This notion
it false even from the Christian point
of view, "The gifts and callings of
Gud care without repenunce” (St
Pau! to the Rommas).. "God has wet
cast off His pevple whom He chose
of odd 7 Unforrunarely these words
have had linle effect on the Christian
tradition and we are still in the grip
not of a2 simple misunderscanding, but
of a2 positive TRAGEDY. Jesus asked
the clder son in the parable of the
prodigal, oot o be jealous of His
mercy to the younger one. i.e. He
asked the Jews to share in God's plans
for the pagan nations. Yet, we Christ-
ians, not coaotent with being re-admit-
ted into the Father's House like pro-
digal sone acrually show contempe for
the elder son. Not content with being
eleventh hour workers receiving the
same payment as those of the first
hour, we even come to think that the
first hour workers (the Jews) should
be altogether deprived of their pay-
ment ! To say that the Jewish People
is rejected and accursed is the most
UN-Christian  of statements and to

VOL. W, s 1 ; Bexh-dpd &

claim that this disgraceful prejudice
is based on Gospel teaching is both

sacrilegions amd profame.

Deicide

Some Christinns think shat they
render a service to the Church by
wemag that it s oever forgotten chat
the Jews killed Christ When, to dhis
15 added the concept of His Divinity,
then the accusativa becomes ooe of
Deicide. We should remember that
Jesus was put to death under the Ro-
man Governor Pontius Pilate (Creed :
"Sub Poatio Pilato passus™) i.e. under
Roman law.. and not "under Annas
and Caiaphas”, since the High Priest
of that tme had not the right to con-
demn to death. Theologiaally speaking,
Isracl was much more presest in Christ
dying for the world than in the irres-
poasible crowd or in the bandful of
men who led it. Sound theology cn-
oot maintain that lsrael billed God
— on the contrary — Israel Gave God,
even if we have to admir that certain
Jews rejected Christ, Whom Christians
regard as the Son of God. Moreover
we would be wrong to see in these
men the representatives of the Chosen



People, or in their error an irreme-
diable fault. (cf. Paul to Romans XI)

Superiority complex

All Christian anti-Jewish prejudice
can be summed up in a kind of super-
iority complex which derives from
ignorance of Israel's destiny, St. Paul,
speaking of the grafting of the wild
olive on to the true stock, shows
Christians the humility that should be
theirs, "It is the roor”, he tells them,
“which carries you" When Christians
realize that they exist (are living) only
thanks to Israel, just as the branch
only lives thanks to the stocdk on which
it is grafted, there will no loager be
any basis for anti-semitism — since all
are spiritually semites,

Jewish prejudices

To be honest we must admit that
2l the prejudice is not on the Christ-
ian side. The Jews often make the
(understandable) mismke of being
unable to distinguish between the UN-
Christian behaviour of cermin Christ-
ians on the one hand and the redl
teaching of the Gospel. Nazism and
Christianity must oot be considered
as identical and one is astounded to
discover that for certain Jewish people
they are so considered,

On the purely doctrinal level, many
Jews reject Christianity as & heresy
and regard Jesus Christ as an impostor.
Often popular Jewish opinion will
more readily forgive a man for be
coming an scheist than for becoming
a Christzan. Christienity is in fact o
particular way of ucdersanding and
living Judaism. lts followers have a
right to respect from Jews. Gamalie] I
who was St. Paul's master, intensely
Jewish and a Pharisre, mid in a very
religicus and one might s2y “oecume-
nical” spiric : "If this work be of men
it will die of itself, but if of God
you will not be able to destroy it”.
(Acts of Apostles, Chap. 5)

Positive sources of diclogue

We share the SAME CONCEPT OF
HISTORY'.

In this respect we are on the level
of faith. The Greco-Roman notion of
Time was that of a Katagenesis
(spiral). There was m0 meaning t0
history ; all was the result of rthe
blind forces of destimy. The Grecks
and Romans looked formard 1o being
freed from the slavery of time and
entering into the “Beyond” where
time would be no longer.

For Jews and for Christians fimze
is a straight line, not a spiral, traced
by God, the Master Who knows where
it is going. Salvation is the Divine
mtervention in the History of man-
kind. The History of Salvation reveals
the Divine plan to us ie it shows us
the points through which the line of
time must pass to reach its end. Two
points divide the Line of Time into
three segments : Crestion and the End
of the world,

BEFORE Creation there is no begin-
ning but there is an end..

2
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AFTER Crestion there is a begin-
ning and an end (Eod of world)

BETWEEN Crestion and the End
of the World is the present age and
after that the World tv Come — a
beginning but no end.

The DAY of the end of the world
marks the precise moment when the
present age becomes the Age to Come.
All eyes are fizxed on this point which
the Prophets call the "Iay of the
Lord” — the Day of the transform-
ation of the world — the Day of
Wondess.

It is the mission of believers, ie.
Jews and Christians in the present
Age, 10 be constanty striving to pre-
pare the Day of the wransformation
of the world (Cosmogenesis). The
People of God are makmg the world
(cf. Paul-Rom. VI1II) In dhis view of
things shared by Jews and Christians,
Teithard de Chardin has written ma-
gnificent thangs in his book “The Di-
vine Milien”. It is a coocept which
is both biblical and Christian that we
are all engaged in this world in pre-
paring the world to «ome and it
constitutes ome of the best bases for
dialogue. .

Christianity thinks that the Day of
the lord has already hegun in the
Person of Jesus and His resurrection
from the dead, It thinks that the world
to come is already rooted in this pre-
sent age. However Charistians await the
full realisation of this truth aod their
eyes are still turned 10 the "Epiphaoy
of the Lord” in the Parousia i.e. the
fina] manifestation of His Glory.

Eschatological expectation

From the foregoing we see that Jews
and Christians have not just the same
concept of History in common bhut
also the same eschatological expect-
ation. It is not sufficient 1o state that
the main difference berween Christians
and Jews is that the latier stll await
the Messiah whereas the former be-
lieve that He has already come.
Although the Christians believe that
He has already come, yvet this coming
wes in an obscwre way, and so they
wo anes, with the Jews, the manifest-
ation of the Messiah m His Glory at
the end of time.

Both Jews and Christians are tom-
mitted to 2 History whidh is leading
them somewhere and whase plorious
term is the objea of our common
hope. In this age where Marxism has
reduced the "Day of the Lord” o 2
mere earthly paradige, we have a
certin witness to bear. Y'v are all
the more bound to the world 1o come
in that we see that 8 God's horour
is linked with it. For every (true)
Jew and for everv (true) Christian
being rooted in the present world,
being present in the very “stufi” of
the Universe and engaged in the evoluo-
tion of matter rowards spirit, is a
religious thing. Ritual gesiure and
Litargy are themsclves steeped in this
vision of the furure. The immolation
of the paschal lemb not only recalled
the deliverance from Fgypt but also

pointed towards the hope of a finial
deliverance.
"That night they were saved.
That night they will be saved.”
(bar Hananiah)

So, wo, the Christian Eucharist ac-
cording to St. Paul is 10 "Announce
the death of the Lord, umil He comes.”
Whatever we may call the final
glorious intervention of the Lord in
the History of the world — if we have
the faith of the Bible, both Jews and
Christians can say ftogether to our
common Father the Aramaic prayer of
the early Christian Community ; *“*Ma-
rana-tha” "'Come !”

Community spirit

Imbued with the same eschatological
awareness based om a common inter-
pretation of History it is natural thar
both Jews and Christians should have
developed the same sense of the Cian-
munity, because unity of thought mn
the first rwo points supposes absolute
one-ness. The Greek word “Eld'esia”
“Asscmbly” of Gnd is a translation ol
the Hebrew "Kahal Adonai™ bods come
from a common roor evedking: the
idea of being “called wogether”. (Possi-
bly origin of English "Call"). Both e
Jews and Christians look upon them-
selves as a People called rogether b,
the Lord, Therefore in both Jewish and
Christian teaching onc's fidelity 1o Ciod
is measured by ome's fidelity to rthe
peuple in which one is inserted. Our
morality is essentially a frarernal one
The horizopta!l Jdimension (of love and
commitment) is as imporant as the
vertical one. 1f you do nui love your
ncighbour whown yiuoset, kow czn viny
love God Whom you cannot sce 7
(John) So that in this area 1on we
have common ground for dialogue.
"You do not celebraic the Passover
for onc perser?' said Rabbi Yehudsh,
Similarly, with the Christian Supper
of the Llord, or Fucharist. Baptism has
as much a social dimension as has
Circumcision — by it we are ifwo-
duced imo the life of the Church.

The notion of a “People of -God"
is &8s imporasd to us Christans as ir
is to Jews Cadcered together un the
one love of Guodd, the faithful of lsmel
exclaim with lsaiah : “Thou, O Lord
art our Father ! and Christians, re-
citing the prayer taught them by
Jesus, say : “"Our Futher Who ﬂn n
Heaven". These two pravers are iden:i-
cal. Has the ume nomt (ome 9 de-
monstrate that men whu pray like this
cannot but live as brethren ?

We do not have to try apd per-
suade one another that each is wroog
to remain what he is. Each one mum
be fully bimself... and the Lord, when
He comes wiil gather us together in
the unity of the Heavenly Jeritsaiem
despite the twhings that bave kept us
apart in the earthly Jerwsales,

‘May ihere be for each of us but
cne law : "Hear O lsrzel, the Lord
thy Gead, the Lord is One. Thou shalt
love the Lord thy God with all
heart and with all thy soul aad wirth
all thy sirength,” (Deut VI 4.5)



[end]

Original documents
faded and/or illegible
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W. L. EMMERSON
Contributing Editor, London

days of the second session of the Vatican Coun-

cil, Father Gustav Weigel, S.]J., was an-

swering a question as to whether the “progressives”

were now in control of the council. His enigmatic
reply was, "They think they are!”

At the time, the remark aroused only amusement

:;T ONE of the press conferences during the early

among the journalists to whom he was speaking, but

it was not long before they began to realize its signifi-
cance. For although the speeches from the floor were
predominantly “progressive,” it became increasingly
evident that the opposition had only “gone under-
ground” and that, behind the scenes, it was still putting
a determined brake on the proceedings of the council.

It was only after a great struggle that the moderators
were allowed to put a number of test votes to the assem-
bly at the close. of the discussion on “The Church.”
And when an attempt wad made to get a definite pro-
nouncement before the close of the session upon chap-
ters four and five of the schema on “Ecumenism,”
dealing with anti-semitism and religious liberty, the
still strongly entrenched conservatives resorted to fili-
buster to defeat the progressives.

On the issue of religious liberty, particularly, the
non-Roman churches have been anxiously waiting a
pronouncement from the council because this will
show, perhaps more than any other action, how far
Rome is prepared to go, not only in its internal ag-
giornamvento but also in its external rapprochement
with the other churches of Christendom. As Cardinal

~ Rirter, Archbishop of Saint Louis, Missouri, has said:

"Religious liberty” is “a basis and prerequisite for
ecumenical contacts with other Christian bodies” and
“without such a declaration, mutual confidence will be
impossible and serious dialogue will be precluded.”

20

Hope is fading that the Roman
Catholic Church will approve a schema
incorporating a definition

of religious liberty acceptable

to Protestants.

Though no final decision was reached on the “reli-
gious liberty” chapter, and the text is still undisclosed,
we do not have to wait untl the third session to learn
where the “progressives” in the Roman Church stand on
this vital subject because, fortunately, Bishop de Smedt
of Bruges, the chairman of the subcommittee that pre-
pared the document, gave a comprehensive survey of
the chapter when he introduced it to the council fathers.

There are four reasons, said the bishop, why the
council should proclaim its authoritative teaching on
religious liberty.

First, because the right to religious liberty is a truth
committed by Christ to the church to be made known
to men. It should, therefore, be taught and defended
equally with every other truth of the gospel.

Second, because at the present time nearly half the
world's population is deprived of religious liberty. Its
proclamation is, therefore, particularly necessary and
timely.

Third, because it points the way to peaceful coexist-
ence among the multiplicity of religions and philoso-
phies in the world today.

Fourth, because in the interests of ecumenism it is
necessary to dispel the suspicions of non-Catholics that

LIBERTY, 1964
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in the past Rome has been Machiavellian on the ques-
don of religious liberty, demanding it where the church
is in a minority, refusing to concede it where it is domi-
nant.

Basically, said Bishop Smedt, religious liberty has
two aspects—one interior, in the inner life of man; and
the other exterior, in society.

In man’s interior life, he said, the church has always
taught that every person has the sacred right to freedom
of thought and belief—that is, to an unfettered inserior
life of faith. He also has the right to manifest his faith
in external acts of worship and obedience in harmony
with the dictates of his conscience. And, still further, he
has the right to join with others of like faith in corporate
acts of worship and obedience.

“Religious liberty,” declared the bishop, “would be
fruitless if men were not able to carry out the dictates of
their conscience in external acts whether in private life,
in social life, or in public life, or if . . . [they] were pre-
vented from forming religious groups whose members

The College of Cardinals in St. Peter’s council hail. Front
row with beard: Cardinal Tisserant, dean of the college.

could worship the Supreme Deity by common and social
acts and lead a religious life.”

"Positively,” therefore, “religious liberty is the right
of the human person to the free exercise of his religion
according to the dicrates of his conscience.”

“Negatively, it is immunity from all external force in
his personal relations with God.”

“Religious liberty is violated . . . when the freedom of
the human person” in respect of “worshiping God and
obeying God according to the dictate of his own con-
science” is impeded in any way.

No Interference With Conscience
On these grounds, the bishop went on, it is clear that

the state has no right to interfere with the individual in

MARCH-APRIL

the “free exercise . . . in sociery” of his personal and
corporate religious life “according to the dictates of a
sincere conscience, whether the conscience be true or
captive either of error or of inadequate knowledge of
truth and of sacred things.”

“The public authority” must “recognize and respect
that right in such a way that the human person in society
is kept immune from coercion of any kind.”

This fundamental human right requires likewise that
the church in its task of proclaiming the gospel, use
only methods of persuasion and never of coercion in
order to win men to Christ.

The Catholic must “strive by prayer, penance, wit-
ness, and evangelizing in the Holy Spirit” to bring non-
Carholics “to the blessing of evangelical light and the
life of the church.” They must “love and help their non-
Catholic brothers with sincere and active charity.” But
in the prosecution of their task “they must abstain from
direct and indirect coercion . . . ; they may not infringe
upon the religious liberty of the individual.”

And if an individual “errs in good
faith,” Catholics “must respect and
esteem” his right “to follow the dic-
tate of his own conscience.”

“This doctrine,” declared Bishop
Smedt, “has its deepest roots in the
Sacred Scriptures which teach that
man was made in the image of God
and from this doctrine stems the
continual pastoral solicitude of the
church for man’s true freedom.”

With this statement of man’s God-
given and Bible-based right to reli-
gious liberty, so far “as it goes, every
Protestant would readily agree, but
it should be noted that this defini-
tion of religious liberty omits refer-
ence to the important freedoms of
religious education, or evangelistic
witness, and to the right of the
individual to change his religious
affiliadon.

To this extent, therefore, even this “progressive” dec-
laration is seriously deficient, for though on the one hand
it implies the right to persuade Protestants to ac-
cept the Roman Catholic faith, it does not specifically
grant similar liberty to a Catholic, at the dictate of his
conscience, to become a Protestant or to adopt any
other faith the Catholic Church regards as “error.”

It also does not specifically state the right of parents
to educate their children in the manner they may choose
during the formative period of the children's lives.
Unfortunately, this is only the first of the “defi-
ciencies” of the Roman doctrine of religious liberty
which begin to appear when we go on scrutinizing
Bishop Smedt’s outline of the relation of the church to
the secular state,
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“Since man is a social being,” he says, “"and since in
the human family men are subject to error and to sin,
the conflict of rights and the conflict of duties cannot
always be avoided.”

In other words, “if a human person carries out the
diceate of his conscience by external acts, there is a dan-
ger of violating the rights and duties of another or of
others.”

“From this,” he goes on, “it is evident that the right
and duty to manifest externally the dictate of con-
science is not unlimited, but can be and at times must be
tempered and regulated for the common good.

" “This ordering of the common good must be done
juridically in human society and belongs to the public
authority.”

To support this he quoted Pope John in his last ency-
clical Pacem 12 Terris: “One of the fundamental duties
of civil authorities, therefore, is to coordinate social re-
lations in such fashion that the exercise of one man's
rights does not threaten others in the exercise of their
own rights nor hinder them in the fulfillment of their
duties.” *

So far so good, but this brings us to the crucial ques-
don of the Roman doctrine of the relation of the church
to the srate.

On the one hand, the state has no competence to
exercise authority over the consciences of men. On the
other, it is required to preserve the peace of society and
ensure its “common good.” How is it able to do this?

Quoting St. Thomas Aquinas, Bishop Smedt said,
“Human law is truly law” only when it is “derived
from the eternal law.” Otherwise it is “wicked law.”

Therefore, seeing that the Roman Church claims to

The four moderatars of the conncil sessions: Left v |
m;wmmm&m {
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be the sole repository of “eternal law,” the Roman
Church is the only authoritative source of guidance for
the state in the enactment of legislation for the
“common good,” which incidentally, the Osservatore

" Romano recently defined as the maintenance of “peace-

ful community life” and “juridical order” within the
civil society.

If the state takes matters into its own hand, it may
violate conscience by repression. On the other hand,
it may be too lax, and so fail to preserve the “common
good” of society. Only, therefore, when it acts accord-
ing to guidance from the true church can it be sure of
acting in the interests of the “common good.”

Nor need the church wait untl its guidance is
asked for by the state, for Pope John XXIII, in Pacem
in Terrés, declared that “the Church has the right and the
duty not only to safeguard the principles of ethics and
religion, but also to intervene authoritatively with Her
children in the temporal sphere.”"

This, of course, puts the Roman Catholic Church in a
privileged position compared with that of Protestant-
ism or other faiths, whose liberties could be seriously
menaced. ;

Seeming Inconsistencies Explained

To rebut the idea that the Roman Catholic doctrine
of religious liberty and the relation of church and state
would today interfere with the liberty of Protestants
or other non-Catholics, Bishop Smedt set out to ex-
plain the alleged Machiavellianism in the attitude of
Rome to liberty in society at different periods in its
history. The seeming inconsistency in Roman pro-
nouncements, he argued, is because the church's counsel
to the public authority, or state, must vary (by the “law
of progress”) through the centuries according to its
judgment of the needs of society and the “common
g(xﬂ‘)l

“The ecclesiastical magisterium,” said Bishop Smedt,
“adopts and explains and defends genuine doctrine ac-

. cording to the demands of errors which are spread and

according to the needs which arise in the development
of man and, society.”

For example, statements by the nineteenth cenrtury
popes have been commonly quoted as opposed to the
policies of religious liberty in the modern democracies.
These pronouncements, however, said Bishop Smeds,
were not in opposition to true religious liberty, but
against the false concept “that the individual conscience
is under no law, and therefore is subject to no divinely
given norms.”™

Pope Leo XIII condemned “civil and political insti-
tutions . . . of laicist orientation” because he believed
they “would lead to abuses that would necessarily do
violence to the dignity and true liberty of the human
person.”

In this, Rome claims that Pope Leo was proved right,

in a large measure, because today over a great part of
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the world an atheistic philosophy is seeking by every
means to impede men in the exercise of their conscience
and to ultimately destroy religion. In these lands “there
is a . .. danger that every kind of human and civil lib-
erty, and, above all, religious liberty, will be destroyed.”

On the other hand, it is now admitted that in lands
where liberal democracy has triumphed “there is no
longer any danger as there was in the nineteenth cen-
tury that the false concept of liberty might do violence
to human dignity.”

This new situation, therefore, led Pope Pius XII to -

formulate the attitude of Rome to the liberal democ-
racies on the one hand and to atheistic communism on
the other.

The latter is condemned because it denies the freedom
of conscience for which Rome claims it has always
stood. The former, because they are no longer a menace
to human dignity and freedom, are to be tolerated.

“Hence,” declared Pius XII, “the affirmation:
religious and moral error must always be impeded,
when it is possible, becanse toleration of them is in itself
immoral, is not valid absolutely and unconditionally.”

So today Rome is prepared to folerate a religious lib-
erty that permits religious and moral error equally with
Catholic truth because the liberal democracies uphold-
ing such freedom are a bulwark against the spread of
atheistic communism, which would suppress all liberty.

Indeed, said Bishop Smedt, the council schema will
“demand religious liberty for the whole human family,
or all religious groups, for each human person, whether
his conscience be sincere and true or sincere and false
concerning faith, provided only that he sincerely follows
the dictates of conscience.”

Not Liberty but Toleration

From this it will be seen that the religious liberty
which Rome is proclaiming today is something quite
different from religious liberty as understood by Protes-
tant Christians in America and the other democracies of
the West. For while both Roman Catholics and Protes-
tants accept the inalienable right of “inner freedom,”
Rome only tolerates for reasons of expediency that free-
dom in society which guarantees equally both truth ac-
cording to the Catholic sense and what Rome considers
to be religious and moral error.

Rome is prepared to tolerate such freedom at the pres-
ent time because the liberal democracies are a bulwark
against the Communist suppression of liberty, and be-
cause they provide the conditions of freedom in which
the Roman Catholic Church hopes to fulfill its universal

mission.
What Would Rome Do?

But this significant reservation raises a serious ques-
tion; If the Communist menace were eliminated, and
the Roman Catholic Church were to become the domi-
nant church of Christendom, how would Rome then
relate herself to liberty in society?
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cense to present it on the grounds that it is
“sacrilegious.”
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I put this question to several Catholic theologians
while I was in Rome during the second session of the
council. They all felt that Rome would never retreat
from the position to which she has “progressed” in our
time, and certainly would never go back to the medie-
val practice of using the state to forcibly suppress reli-
gious and moral error. They believed that even if Ro-
man Catholicism became the dominant religion of soci-
ety, it would continue to seek only by persuasion to win
men to Catholic faith and morals,

“It is not likely,” said Father Salvator Burler, of
Unitas, “in view of the wisdom attained by men in the
church at the present day, that in any future eventuality
the free exercice of religious liberty would not be re-
spected. . . . We may expect in the furure that men
will have more respect for liberty.”

Against this must be set the reminder which Father
Tavard of Mount Mercy College, Pittsburgh, gave me—
that there has been “no dogmatic definition of the
church’s relation to the state” and Bishop Smedt’s ex-
planation that the church may modify that relation
from time to dme according to the needs of society and
the “common good.”

Little wonder, therefore, that Father Butler could
only add cautiously: “The church does not have clearly
revealed doctrine as to what it would do or would not
do if the world were to become 99 per cent Roman
Catholic.” .

So there, as Hamlet would have said, is “the rub.” The
Roman Catholic Church has admitted that its attitude to
“liberty in society” is dependent upon the state of society
at any particular time. It uses this “situnation” policy to
explain the differences in its attitude to liberty in the
Middle Ages, the nineteenth century, and today. What
guarantee, then, is there that in 2 new situation in which
Roman Catholicism became the dominant religion of
Christendom—as by present trends it bids fair to
becoming—Rome might not again modify its position?
Might it not decide that continued toleration of religious
and moral error was no longer conducive to the "com-
mon good” and the perfect realization of the "kingdom
of God” on earth, and begin to urge legislation to
progressively restrict the external expression of religious
and moral behavior contrary to the “truth” as infallibly
interpreted by the Roman Catholic Church?

Basis for Fear Remains

It may be said, optimistically, that Rome will never
return to the repression it practiced in the Middle Ages
when it was the dominant religion of Europe. How-
ever, we cannot but have our fears when we realize that
the opposition to the chapter on religious liberty even
as it now stands comes from bishops in countries such
as Spain, where Rome is dominant, and where it is cur-
rently argued that Protestantism must be curbed in the
“common good” because it would disrupt the unirary
Catholic culture of these countries.
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It was Bishop José y Gol, of Segorbe-Castellon, who

argued that the council needed more time to study the
delicate problems involved in any discussion of reli-
gious liberty. And even Foreign Minister Fernando Maria
Castiella y Maiz, who is seeking to lift some of the re-
strictions on the Protestant church in Spain, has de--
clared regarding proselytism by Protestant groups: “In
this matter we wish to affirm our will to defend our
Catholic unity as a precious asset of the Spanish na-
ton.”
Bishop Pedro Cantero Cuadradu, of Juelva, has sim-
ilarly declared that the special privileges enjoyed by
the Roman Catholic Church in Spain have served as "a
guarantee against internal strife.”

Under the pretext of maintaining what the Osserva-
tore Romano defines as “peaceful community life,”
Rome can justify the suppression of the Protestant wit-
ness in the Middle Ages, its modern suppression in Cath-
olic Spain and elsewhere, and any future action it may
consider essential to the “common good.” Who is to
say that the old argument—"It is expedient for us that
one man should die for the people, and that the whole
natdion perish not” (John 11:50) —will not again appear
conclusive?

Censorship Envisaged in Mass-Media Decree

In the decree on Mass Media of Communication,
which was proclaimed by the Pope at the final session
of the council on December 4, it is asserted that the
civil authority should not only protect the rights of
those who wish to use these means of communication
bur also “by the promulgation and execution of laws
prevent harm to the morals and progress of society
through the bad use of these instruments.” And if writ-
ers, editors, and distributors fail to fulfill their respon-
sibilities, the state would be obligated to impose appro-
priate censorship on the press.

Following this decree to its logical conclusion: Be-
cause guidance concerning the “common good” is
claimed to be the prerogative of the true church, this
proviso becomes nothing less than a threat of Cartholic
censorship of the press in the “common good.”

After reading it, even a Catholic member of the U.S.
press panel warned that “the church has to watch that
it does not look as though it is trying to grab power.
Many Protestants tend to fear the church as a power
bloc.”

The fact remains, therefore, that the modern—and
also Biblical—conception of freedom in society which
allows liberty to what Rome considers religious and
moral error is only tolerated. Consequently, we yet have
no assurance that Rome at some future rime may not
adopt a more conservative view of liberry which could
develop into intolerance and persecution. kK
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aliE }gﬁ_’;l!u: siféon.fmnc\e, 1963), p. 16.
21bid., p. 38,
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CARDPINAL BEA DISCUSSES ECUMENISM SCHEMA 4/18/64 - s.
(N.C.W.C. News Service)
ROME--The fact that proposed statements on the Church’s relations

with Judaism and on religious freedom were not acted on at the

~last session of the ecumenical council will work in their favor when

the council reconvenes Sept. 14, Augustin Cardinal Bea, §.J., has
stated.

The Cardinal, who is President of the Secretariat for Promoting
Christian Unity, spoke in an interview published by the Rome Jesuit
review, Civilta Cattolica.

Cardinal Bea discussed the second council session's handling of
the schema on ecumenism, which included the proposed statements. ﬁe
noted that 471 council Fathers commented on the schema either orally
or in writing.

In general, he said, the comments were constructive and enabled

_ members of his secretariat to revise the original document during

the interim between sessions so that as it stands today it is "clearer,
better balanced and in a certain sense even more open."

The Cardinal said that non=Catholic delegate-cbservers at the

council had been asked to offer frank criticism of the schema and that

they had done so willingly. He added:
“Those criticisms, as was expected, dealt mainly with the doctrine
cf the Church and its essential structure, which are the basis of the

schema. It is on this point, in fact, that there exist the greatest

_ differences between us and non-Catholic Christians, whether they

are Orientals ZBrthodox?lor those of the Reformation, although
differing in degree and manner.

"Notwithstanding the existence of these differences, the criticisms
have been useful in that they have given us a means of finding a way
of stating things that may facilitate the clearest possible -~ ~
understanding of Catholic doctrine even for nmon=Catholic Christians."

(MORE)
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Asked about the council's failure to discuss Chapters 4 and 5
of the schema--the proposed statements on the Jews and religious
liberty--Cardimml Bea said they were not discussed "solely because
of the lack of time and for mo other.reason."

He objected to reports of pressure, behind-the-scenes manuevers
and other measures cited by some as the reason for the council's lack
of action on these two proposals. He said:

"Even admitting the existence of pexplexity among some Fathers
regarding these tirc chapters--a perplexity, moreover, that is easily
understood-~the reasons for the development of events are not those
which were whispered about and passed around. It can be said, and
it seems to me very vightly, that a general vote on all five chapters
of the schema as a bloek would have run the risk of c¢creating much
perplexity among the council Fathers and great confusion as to
how to interpret such a vote and its results.

“For example, what of those council Fathers who had doubts about
the opportuneness of inciuding the chapter on the Jews in the schema?
Should they nevertheless have accepted the whole schema or rejected
it? And is it just to reject a whole schema only because of such a
doubt, which is more or less a technical one?

"Oﬁ the other hand, would not accepting the schema in general
mean aceepting in a definitive manner the inclusion of the chapter
on the Jews within the schema on ecumenism?"

Cardinal Bea said that with this thinking as a basis, it was
decided to separate Chapters 4 and 5 and present only the first
three chapter:s for a general vote, and to wait until discussion of
the first three chapters had been concluded before presenting the
last two.

Asked if the failure to introduce the two final chapters at the
last session had worked against their ultimate passzage, Cardinal Bea
8aid he did not think so. Ee said:

"At any rate a prolonged discussion among the .council Fathers
on ecumenism, that is on a matter which was rather new to not a
few of them, has without doubt greatly benefited the strengthening
of the ecumenical idea among the Fathers and made for greater
clarification.”

(MORE)
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The Cardinal noted that "while a ﬁote, even if only a general
wvote, on the question of the Jews and on religious freedom might
have geemed rather hasty and not sufficiently mature, in view of the
brevity of the lapse of time §fter the council Fathers had received
the text, the Fathers now have the opportunity of considering matters
in complete quiet, to study them and give a more mature and more
weighty vote.

"In view of the importance of these chapters in the 1ife of the
present day Church and its position in the modern world, it is very
necessary that their acceptance should truly reflect the widest
and deepest conviction of the council Fathers."

Cardinal Bea stressed the purely religious character of the
chapter on the Jews and said that representatives of the.Arab League
gggg;nized this and are not opposing the statement. -

He rejected the idea that the Church has taken up the ecumenical
approach in an effort to win the Orthodox Church away from
Protestantism and the World Council of Churches. He said that the
schema was addressed to both and that papal statements have consistently
called for the unity of the whole Christian body.

The presence of the Orthodox Church in the World Council of
Churches is certainly of great usefulness to the cause of Christian
unity, he said, "and one cannot see why the Roman Church would or
should seek to separate it from the council.”

Regarding the World Council of Churches, he added that "every
friend of Christian unity is grateful to.../it/ for what it has done
. and is doing in favor of the great cause of union, and the Secretariat
for Promoting Christian Unity has sought from its beginning to
cooperate with the council and will do so in the future.”

# * * #
LAY THEOLOGY CENTER OPENS 4/18/64 - sS.
SAN ISIDRO, Argentina (NC)--A theological study center for laymen
has opened here with the approval of Bishop Antonio M. Aguirre of
San Isidro. The center was sparked by interest in the Vatican

council among laymen.
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CONCELEBRATION OF MASS GOAL: NEXT HOLY THURSDAY 4/18/64 - s.
HOBART, Australia (NC)--The neéw commission for implementing the
ecumenical council®s Liturgy Constitution is working to prepare by
next Holy Thursday a form of concelebration so that priests can Join
together in offering the same Eucharist, the commiassiont's Australian
member revealed here.

Archbishop Guilford Young of Hobart saild on returning from the
commissions'!s first meeting, in Rome, that the 42-member body is -
drafting new rites to allow concelebration @f both the Holy Thursday
morning Mass, at which the bishop consecrates the holy oils, and the
evening Mass of the Lord's Supper. He said it is likewise at work
on formulas for éoncelebration at priests! retreats, conferences and
synods. The Liturgy Constitution enacted last Dec, 4 calls for the
formulation of such rites, declaring that concelebration gives
appropriate manifestation to "the unity of the priesthood."

Archbishop Young revealed that the commission is also giving
top priority to determining when the faithful of the Latin Rite may
receive Holy Communion under forms of both bread and wine, The
Constitution provides that Communion under both kinds may be granted
to clerics, Religious and lalty, in cases to be determined by the
Holy See, such as the newly ordained at the Mass of their ordination,
the newly professed at the Mass of their religious profession, and the -
newly baptized at. the Mass which follows their baptism,

The liturgical commission, composad of prelates from 26 countries,
has the task of reviewing the decislons of national and regional
bishops'! conferences on substituting the vernacular for Latin in the
Mass and administration of the sacraments. Archbishop Young sald that
while the plans of the Australian Hierarchy for English in the liturgy
had been received in Rome, the commission was unable to consider the
Australian proposal at its first meeting.

The commission intends to call on the services of liturgists 1n
all parts of the world to form subcommittees which willl work out
detalls of the long-range reforms provided for by the ecumenical
council, the Archbiishop said, For the Mass alone there will be
10 subcommittees. Each will have a definite task, such as selecting
Seripture readings for Mass, reforming the general structure of the

Mass and working out the rite of concelebration.
(MORE)
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These subcommittees will be able to consult freely with bishops,
priests, Religious -and laity in arriving at their decisions, according
to Archbishop Young. When their work 1s completed it will be sent to
the full commission for review, If the commission members are not
satisfied they will keep sending the proposed reforms back to the
subcommittees untll the proposals meet final approval.

The prelate said that in order to preserve harmony throughout the
Church's public worship in its entirety there will be "a véry special
subcommittee with 10 sections."

One sectlon is to assure that the liturgy i1tself presents a
balanced theology. As an example, Archbishop Young said, 1t will make
sure that the Church's teaching on death as expressed in the Requiem
Mass 1s not in confliet with the concept of death expressed in the
liturgy of Good Friday. The funeral service of today,
which draws: many of its prayers
from the late Middle Ages, places heavy stress on death as sad and
dreadful, while the Good Friday liturgy ties it to the tfiumph of the
Resurrection,

Archbishop Young said that the Divine'Office, the liturgical
prayer which must be recited delly by all priests and by some
Religious, will be given special attention, The selections of the
Psalm readings will be changed to make for a better balance in prayer-
life.

He said that historical accuracy will be demanded in the accounts
of the 1lives of the saints presented in the Office, and that some of
the now tedious readings from the Fathers of the Church will be
replaced by more meaningful writings of later theologlans, down to
the present day. The hymns of the Office are also due for reform.

At the same time, Archbishop Young said, the experts working on the
reform of the Office will keep in mind the needs of the growing
numbers of laymen who join in praying 1t.

The prelate said that one section of the special subcommittee
will specialize in Biblical aspects gf the liturgy. It will make '’
sure that the Church interprets accurately, and presents without
distortion, the Word of God., Other sectilons, he said, will deal
with the whole liturgy in its legal, historical, stylistic, musical

and pastoral aspects.
( MORE)
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The overall goal of the 10-section subcommittee will be harmony,
rather than uniformity, the Archbishop said. It will guarantee that
the people will find expressed in the liturgy the fullness of the
Church'!s teaching, unspoilléd by undue emphasis or lack of proportion,

Archbishop Young expected that the commission will need six or
seven years to complete its long-range task. He said that the -~
commigsion's *  work will influence the Church's worship for centuries
and that it wéuld be rash to put reforms through hastily, If the
work 1is done hurriedly so as to anaswer the lmmediate needs of the
1960s, he said, it could burden the Church of the 21st century with
the same type of meaningless liturgy that has straitjacketed worship
for the past U400 years,

# * e *
ASKS END 70 ATTACKS ON CHURCEES 4/18/64 - s.
TIRUVALLA, India (NC)--The Malankara Rite bishop of this southern
India diocese, Bishop Zacharia Mar Athanasios, has asked the Indian
government to help put an end to a series of desecrations of Catholic
churches in Kerala state.

The Malankarese are eastern Catholics who observe the Chaldean-
Malabar Liturgy. They have been in union with Rome since 1930.

The Bishop condemned desecrations at the Malankara Rite churches
in Vazhoor and Thaikal, and at a Latin Rite church in Mampally. In
one instance, he noted, a plundered tabernacle containing consecrated
Hoats was found on a beach.

The chairman of Kerala's Latin Christian Association, B.M. Peter,
has joined in asking the central government in New Delhi for
assistance, He stated that the "indifference" of Kerala's state
government is "exasperating."

The Kerala Times, published in nearby Ernakulam, has appealed to
the Ezhuvas, a communist-dominated sect of Hindus, to end the
desecrations. All those S0 far arrested have been Ezhuvas, but the
newspaper was not optimistic about the ocutcome of the arrests, stating
that Kerala's chief minister, R. Sankar, has previously served as
secretary of the Ezhuvas,

Archbishop James R. Knox, Apostolic Internuncio to India, made
a trip to Trivandrum; the Latin Rite See of the area. No reason was

given for the visit,
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Address ty Francis Cardinal Spellman
American Jewish Committee Dinner,
Hilton Hotel, New York City, April 30, 196L

I wish to extend my sincere congratulations to our celebrated
guest of honor, Mr, Dean Rusk, on receiving the American Liberties
Iedallion of the American Jewish Committee, Being Secretary of
State is an overwhelming responsibility and sometimes, I am afraid,
a thankless one which exposes a man to the slings and arrows of
public criticism. While any award is scarcely adequate recompense
for Mr, Rusk's trylng lebors and successes, at least he may know
from tonight's citation the gratitude of this company and that of
countless fellow-Americans for the dedicated service he has rendered
to our Nation,

I myself feel greatly honored that you have invited me to give
a brief address at your Annuai Dinner, The invitation came origin-
ally from lr. A. M. Sonnabend, who for two years served the
Committee selflessly and effectively as its President, and whose
untimely death was, I know, felt deeply by 21l your members, Iliy
prayer is that his soul may rest in peace, and that the important
work which meesnt so much to him will continue to prosper under

your new President, Mr. Jorris Abram,

- more -
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The American Jewish Committee has given distinguished service
to the cause of brotherhood. This it has done without ignoring the
unavoidable distinctions of race, color and creed., Today it stands
in the forefront of the Civil Rights Movement, thereby fulfilling
the best traditions of Judaism, Well might the words of the Prophet
Isaiah be its motto: "Seek justice; undo oppression," 1Its achieve-
ments are the more remarkable when one remembers how often and how
unjustly the Jewish people have suffered from slander and oppression,
Such a people might be expected to concentrate on its own vindication
and welfare, The AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE has, on ths contrary,
earnestly striven to promote the welfare of 2ll, and has in its
activities given substance to the conviction that we are all children
of God and indeed our brothers! keepers,

That we are our brothers' keepers is more than a pious cliche.
Tt is a lesson the whole world sorely needs to learn. As a matter
of fact it has become an imperative for survival in our day. By
every means at our disposal we must wage war on the old suspicions
and prejudices and bigotry which have set brother against brother
end have spawned a brood of evils threatening the very existence of
our society, Definitely we must win that war,

The sad plight of minerities in many piaces bears testimony to
the existence of racial and religious prejudice, The struggle of
‘millions of American Negroes to achieve first class citizenship
underscores it, The shameful murder in this very generation of
6,000,000 Jews and of millions of other innocent victims of tyranny
proclaims it, The widespread oppression of Catholic and Protestants
and other religlous groups both now and throughout the past tells a
story of prejudice that darkens the pages of history,

Prejudice is mysterious and its roots are deeply buried. No
rational being can fully understend it or comprehend all the reasons
behind it, But one thing I do know: prejudice c¢an never be justi-
fied by the teachings of religion. Hatred can never be justified by
those teachings. The Founder of my Faith gave one supreme command=--.
ment to all who would follow Him: "By this shall all men know that
you are wy disciples, if you have love for one another,"

This point needs stressing in the light of a recent survey
examining the reasons behind anti-Semitism, Asked why the Jewish
people have often suffered outbreaks of persecution, a
surprising number of people replied that in their opinion it was a
punishment for their part in the Crucifixzxion of Christ, Frankly I

was appalled. This is not Christianity, I don't know where they
learned it but surely it was not from the teaching of their church,



It 1is one of those distortsd’and terribly harmful notions which
somehow gain currency and like a cancer spread among certain people
who wish to justify their own bigotry.

The question of responsibility for the Crucfixion of Christ
must be carefully stated and clearly understood., I am reminded of
an incident which happened to a priest of my acquaintance when he
was riding in a taxicab here cne day last year; The cab drivers of
New York, as everyone knows, are celebrated fdr their convarsational
talents. Not infrequently they emerge as homespui: philosphers and
this particular driver was even & sort of sidewelk theologian. Over
his shoulder he said to the priest: "I understend that those
Bishops over in Rome are saying that everyone who ever lived is
responsible for ths death of Our Lord. Does that mean that the poor
Indians Wh;ygﬁ;ting buffalo on the plains of America at the time were
responsible? Why; they didn't even know its was happening. How
could they be respornsible?"

He asked a good question, to which there is only one answer,
Responsibility for the Crucifixion of Jesus as an event of history
belongs only to those individuals who were present at the time and
who cocoperabed in Eis death, It is simply absurd to maintain that
there is some kind of continuing guilt which is transferred to any
group and which rests upon them as & curse for which they must suffer,

The Christlan fai th, on the other hand, does teach that Christ
Oﬁr Saviour died for &ll of us, in expiation for the sins of all man=~
kind, In this sense we do believe that we are all mystically Ilmplicated
in His death - but all without exception and all in the same way, And
his dying for us must never be thought of &s & curse upon anyone, but
rather as & blessing upon all.,

Anti-Semitism can never find & basis in the Catholic religion,
Far from emphasizing the d4ifferences which divide Jews from Christians,
-our Faith stresses our common origins and the ties which bind us to-
gether, In the early days of WNazism, when the wave of anti-Semitism
threatened to engulf Europe, Pope Pius XI stated clearly: "Abraham
is our Patriarch, our ancestor, Anti-Semitism is not compatible with
this sublime reality. It is a movement in which we Christians cannot

share, Spiritually we are Semites.," I recall well quoting those

words in my brosdcast to the Hungarian leaders end their people in

- more =
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June of 194l, a broadcast which I made at the request of Pope Pius
XII to protest the bloody persecution of Hungarian Jews, I reminded
them thet their action was "in direct contradiction to the Catholic
Faith", and I told them that "no one who hates csn be a follower of
the gentle Christ, and no men can love God and hato his brother."

Pope Pius XII, in his Christmas measage of 1942, had |
passiocnately lamented: "Hundreds of thousands of persons, through no
fault of their own, have been condemmed to death or to progressive
extincticn.," He decried their exile and persecuticn "for no other
reason than race," ThHe ew Yoﬁk Times on that occasion commented
edi torially: “Thiz Christmas more than ever the Pope is a lonely
voice crying out in the silence of a continent.”

In June of 1943 Pius XIT again protested publicly:"For
centuries the Jews have been most unjustly treated or despised, It is
time they were treated with Jjustice and humanity. God wills it and
the Church wills it. St, Paul tells us that the Jews are our brothers."

This is the teaching of the Catholic Church and it can never be
otherwise.' My friernds, God is love, anddhis will for all of us is
fraternal charity snd understanding. It is high time that all,
Christians and Jews alike, applied this great religious principle to
their dealings with one another, It is high time to stress the bonds
cf brotherhood whihe should characterize our relationship. The
beloved PopeJoha XXIII taught the world a lesson which I pray it will
neither ignore nor forget, when in greeting a delegation of Jewish '
visitors to the Vegtican in 1962 he opened Wide his arms and said:

"I am Joseph, your brother," In that one simple gesture, springing from
his great heart, he proclaimed to the world the true meaning of the
Christian spirit,

Lasf Wegk our New York World's Fair opened. The .Fair's motte
is one that every man should carry in his mind: "Peace Through
Understanding.” Understanding is the way to peace. Iien are weary of

the hostilities of the past, They are tired of the feuding of their
forbears, lay they all =-- Jews, Christians and all men of good=-will =~

begin at last to say: Together let us live in peace. Let us try to
understand one another better -- 1little by little, step by step, to
accept our differences and to respect one another's convictions; to
attack prejudice where first we may encounter it, within our oWn

mind and heart. 4And having conquered it there, let us go forth to work
with every man, our brother, for a better, aad a hapoier world.
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ADDRESS BY. FRANCIS CARDINAL. SPELL{\AAN
AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE DINNER,
HILTON HOTEL, NEW YORK CITY, APRIL 30, 1964

| wish to extend my sincere congratulations to our celebrated
gu‘ésf-?'éf'“honor, Mr. Dean Rusk, on receiving the Amfric_an Liberties
Medallioﬁ of the American Jewish Committee. Being Secretary of
State is an overwhelming responsibility and sometimes, | am afraid,
a thankless one which exposes a man to the slings and arrows of pﬁblic
criticism. While any award is-scarc;eiy adequ;ﬂe recompense for Mr.. Rusk's
trying labors (;n hwcéesséé, at least he may know from tonight's citation
the gratitude of -1'his com.pany and that of countless fe”ow-A.mericans
for the dedicated service he has rendered to our Nation.

| myself feel greatly honored that you have invited me to

give a brief address at your Annual Dinner. The invitation came originally

from Mr. A. J. Sonnabend, who for two years served the Committee
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selflessly and effectively as its President, and whose untimely death was,

| know, felt deeply by all your members. My prayer is that his soul may

rest in peace, and that the importor'it work which meant so much to him

will continue to prosper under your new President, Mr. Morris Abram.

The American Jewish Committee has given distinguished
service to the cause of brotherhood. This it has done without ignoring
the unavoidable distinctions of race, color and creed. Today it stands in
the forefront of the Civil Rights Movement, thereby fulfilling the best
traditions of Judaism. Well might the words of the Prophet Isaiah be its motto:
"Seek justice; undo oppression.” lis c:c_hievements are the more remarkable
when one remembers how often and how unjustly the Jewish people have
suffered from slander and oppression. Such a people might be expected
to concentrate on-its own vindication and welfare. The American Jewish
Committee has, on the contrary, earnestly striven to promote the welfare
of all, and has in its activities given substance to the conviction that-we
are all children of God and indeed our brothers' keepers.

That we are our brothers' keepers is more than a pious

clichf. 1t is a lesson the whole world sorely needs to learn. As a matter of

fact it has.become an imperative for survival in our day. By every means
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at our disposal we must wage war on the old suspicions and prejudices and
bigotry which have set brother against brother and have spawned a brood of
evils threatening the very exi;tence of our society. Definitely we must win that
war.
The sad plight of minorities in many places bears testimony -
" to the existence of racial and religious prejudice. The struggle of millions of
American negroes to achieve first class citizenship underscores it. The
shameful murder in this very generation of 6,000,000 Jews and of millions of
“other innocent victims of tyranny proclaims it. The widespread oppression of
Catholics and Protestants and other religious groups both now and throughout
the past tells a story of prejudice that darkens the pages of history.
! , Prejudice is mysterious qn-d its roots are deeply buried. No
% %ﬂundersmnd it or comprehend all the reasons behind it. But one.
thing | do know: prejudice can never be justified by the teachings of religion.
Hatred can never be justified by those teachings. The Founder of my Faith
gave one supreme commandment to all who would follow Him: "By this shall all
men know that you are my dis:iples, if you have love for one another.”
This point needs stressing in the light of a recent survey madg_,.

excmlngﬁreasons behind anti-Semitism. Asked why
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the Jewish people have often suffered outbreaks of persecution, a surprising
number of people replied that in their opinion it was a punishment for their
part in the Crucifixion of Christ. Frankly | was appalled. This is not
Christianity. | don't know where they learned it but surely it was not
from the teaching of their church. It is one of those distorted and terribly
harmful notions which somehow gciﬁ currency and like a cancer spread among
certain people who wish to justify their own bigotry. |

The question of-responsibilii-y-i’o;'fhe Crucifixion of
Christ must be carefully stated and clearly understood. | am reminded of an
incident which happened to a priest of rnly acquaintance when he was riding in
a taxicab here one day last year. .The cab drivers of New York, as
everyone knows, are celebrated for their conversitional talents. Not
infrequently they emerge as homespun philosophers and this particular driver
was even a sort of sidewalk theologian. Over his shoulder he said to the
priest: "l understand that those Bishops over in Rome are saying that everyone
who ever lived is responsible for the death of Our Lord. Does that mean that
the poor Indians who were hunting buffalo on ‘the plains of America at the time
were responsible? Why, they didn't even know it was happening! How could

they be responsible ?”
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He asked a good question, to which there is only one answer.
Responsibility for the Crucifixion of Jesus as an event of history belongs
only to those individuals who were present at the time and wl'ho cooperated
in His death. It is simply absurd to maintain that there is some kind of
continuing guilt which is transferred to any group of people and which
rests upon them as a curse for which they must suffer.
The Christian faith, on the other hand, does teach that Christ
Qur S;:viour died fbr all of us, in expiation for the sins of all mankind.
In this sense we do believe that we are all mystically implicated in His
death - but all without exception and all in the same way. And His dying for
us must never be thought of as a curse upon anyone, but rather as a blessing |
upon all.
.Anti-Semitism can never find a basis in the Catholic religion.
Far from emphasizing the differences which divide Jews from Christians,
our Faith stresses our common origins and the ties which bind us together.
In the early days of Nazism, when the wave of anti-Semitism threatened to
engulf Europe, Pope PiusIXl stated clearly: " Abraham is our Patriarch, our

ancestor. Anti-Semitism is not compatible with this sublime reality. It

is a movement in which we Christians cannot share. Spiritually we are
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Semites." | recall well quoting those words in my broadcast to the Hungarian
leaders and their people in June of 1944, a broadcast which | made at the
request of Pope Pius XII to protest the bloody persecution of Hungarian Jews.
| reminded i'hem that .'-l'he'l'r action was "in direct contradiction to the Catholic
Faith", and | told them that "no one who hates can be a follower of the gentle
Christ, and no man can love God and hate his brother".

Pope Pius Xll, in his Christmas message of 1942, had
passionately lamented: "Hundreds of .thousands of persons, through no fault
of their own, have been condemned to death or to progressive extinction."
He decried their exile and persecution "for no other reason than race”.
The New York Times on that occasion comﬁented editorially: "This Christmas
more than ever the Pope-is a lonely voice crying out in the silence of a
continent."

In June of 1943 Pius XIl again protested publicly: "For
centuries the Jews have been most unjustly treated or despised. It is time
they were treated with justice an& humanity. God wills'it and the Church wills
it. .St. Paul tells us that the Jews are our brothers."

This is the teaching of the Catholic Church and it can never



T

be ofherw'ise.f' My friends, God is love, and His will for all of us is fraternal
cfmrity and un.derstonding. It is high h;me that all, Christians and Jews alike,
applied this great religious. principle to their dealings with one another. It
is high time to stress the bonds of brotherhood which should characterize our
‘relationship. The beloved Pope John XXIIl taught.the world a lesson which
| pray it will neither ignore nor forget, when in greeting a delegation of Jewish
visitors to the Vatican in 1962 he opened wide his arms and said: “| Ium Joseph,
your brother." In that one simple gesture, springing from his great heart, he
proclaimed to the world the true meaning of the Christian spirit.

Last week our New York World's Fair opened. The
Fair's motto is one that every man should carry in his mind: "Peace Through
Understanding." Understanding is the way to peace. Men are weary of the
hosﬁliﬂes of the past. They ﬁre tired of the feuding of their forebears. - May
they all -- Jews, Christians and all:men of good-will -- begin at last to say:
Together let us live in peace. Let.us iry to understand one another better --
little by lifflé-, step by step, to a;:cepf our differences and to respect one another's
convictions; to attack prejudice where first we may encounter it, within our own
mind ﬁnd heart. -And having conquered it there, let us go forth to work with every

man, our brother, for a better and a happier world.



as the two kitchens on the Sh#lom and the
-electmns to the Chief Rabbinate, he said, have
‘gone far to undo all the impression made on the
younger generation by the Jewish Consciousness
program.

The new Chmf Rabbis have a great opportun-’

ity. Israel should be fertile ground for religious
leadership. For the young Israeli, whether educa-
ted in the specifically religious schools or in the
ordinary State system, the Bible and rabbinical
literature are an open book. They speak to him
in his own language; their terminology is 2 part
of his everyday vocabulary. Sabbath and festivals
are public hohdays, the cycle of the relzgmus
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calendar is woven into the fabric of daily life.
It is said of the Torah: “Its ways are ways of
pleasantness, and all its paths are peace.” If the
Rabbinate and its supporters follow the ways
of pleasantness and the paths of peace, and
abandon the policy of bans, threats and com-
pulsion, they can do much to “magnify the

Law and make it honorable.”

According to The Jerusalem Post Weekly of March 20th,
Tel Aviv's Chief Rabbi, Isser Yehuda Unterman, was elected
the Ashkenazi Chief Rabbi of Israel on March 17th. The elec-
tion was_ close: Rabbi Unterman received 60 votes and Aluf -
Shlome Goren, Chief Chaplain of the Forces, 57. The incumbent

Sephardi Chief Rabbi, Yitzhak Nissim, defeated Rabbi- Ovadu

Hadaya of Jerus:lem by a voté of 86 to 34. — Ed

and E@SMS

by Herbert Bronstem

- 'PERHAPS in another kind of time than ours I

would have been more startled than I was
to hear the question put to me in our temple
not long ago by a man about to become a Roman
Catholic priest. He asked: “What do you think
of Christ?” I had just returned from a meeting
of Reform congregations in Chicago at which
Dr. Maurice Eisendrath, president of the Union

of American Hebrew Congregations, had caused.

a stir among the delegates by asking them a simi-
lar question. He did not use the word “Christ,”
of course, nor did he intend the concept, Christ.
Rather, in the context of new developments in
‘Catholic-Jewish relations, he asked; shouldn’t we
“re-appraise our oftimes jaundiced view” of
Jesus? :

What is this new pattern in Catholic-Jewish
relations? Should there be a new Jewish attitude
toward Jesus? What should be the basis of our
relationship with the Roman Catholic Church
and with Christianity in general? These are
questions of particular relevance in our time.

First, then, let us turn to the aspect of Cath-
olic-Jewish relations symbolized for me in my
own community by the presence in our temple
of an entire senior class of seminarians at the
Roman Catholic St. Bernard’s Seminary. In the
past year I addressed two such groups here and
about two hundred nuns with their Mother

Superior, speaking to them on the nature of

Judaism and of the life of the congregation and
enjoying with them the lively discussion which
followed. The leader of the group in.all cases

was Father Joseph Brennan, who has published

‘Herbert Bronstein is the rabbi of Temple B’rith
Kodesh of Rochester, N. Y. )

-an essay on the concept of love i in the Talmud.

(Think for a moment of the traditional con-
tention of Christian apologetics that Judaism is

devoid of the message of love; think, too, of
the burning of the Talmud and ou:her sacred
Hebrew texts in the Middle Ages by the Catholic
Church.)

This is part of a new context of Catholic-
Jewish relationship which includes the attend-
ance for the first time of Catholic priests at the
Clergy Institute at the temple, the presence at
worship in our temple of members of Catholic
holy orders, and co-operation in a highly personal .
and confidential manner on a day by day basis
between Protestant, Catholic, and Jewish clergy
on issues of vital community importance. In his
last letter to me, Father Brennan signed it in
Hebrew, “Joseph your brother,” echoing the
words spoken by Pope John XXIII, when he
greeted for the first time a group of Jewish
delegates by saying: “I am Joseph your brother.”

Like so many other new developments in
Roman Catholicism today, the new “‘opening to
the-Jews,” as I would call it, stems from Pope
John and his Aggiornamento, or updating of the
Church, now being carried forward energetically
by Pope Paul and the work of the Vatican Coun-
cil. It was Pope John who changed the liturgy
of Good Friday to exclude an offensive reference
to Jews. His encyclical, “Peace on Earth,” con-
tains for the first time a proposal regarding
religious . liberty—a development of profound
importance.

At the present time, there are two documents
waiting for consideration by the Vatican Coun-
cil which treat of our subject. Both were pre-
pared by the secretariat that deals with relations
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with non-Catholics led by the venerable and
liberal Augustine Cardinal Bea. One document
deals with religious liberty. The other document
relates directly to the Jews. When world Jewry
learned of its contents last autumn, it was greet=
ed, as the Jewish Telegraphic Agency said, with
hosannahs and laudatory resolutions by virtually
every responsible Jewish leader and organization.
It is a strong, clear-cut statement of what many
would call 2 new Catholic doctrine regarding
the Jews and which Catholics have called a re-
statement or clarification of what truly is the
proper and ideal atitude of the Church toward
the Jews. Both Catholics and Jews are agreed
that it is a repudiation of official Christian anti-
Semitism, and in this sense it is a recognition of
Christian responsibility and guilt for the suffer-
ing of Jews in history.

What does the new “Chapter on the Jews” say?
It states that the Church has a bond of kinship
and gratitude with the chosen people of the Old
- Testament. The Church rose out of the Cove-
nant of Abraham. Jesus, his mother, and the
apostles were all Jewish. The responsibility for
.the crucifixion of Jesus falls not upon Jews but
upon all mankind, and it is therefore wrong for
the death of Jesus to be the basis for persecution
of the Jews. Catholic priests and all Catholics
are admonished never to preach the contrary
position but are urged rather to promote under-
- standing toward the Jews and esteem for them.

We can only hope that this delay will not mean
ultimate inaction. At any rate, it is clear that
in the last few years there has been a deliberate
attempt on the part of the Church to correct
relations with the' Jews, perhaps in atonement

for the past. Christian anti-Jewish doctrine in

Europe for centuries formed the background
for what happened to the Jews under the Nazis.
Some say that the ecumenical movement itself
resulted from the trauma of failure experienced
by Christianity during the Nazi period.

/AT ANY RATE, the Church appears to be writing

a new chapter in Christian-Jewish relations.
Some have said that we should re-appraise our
atitude toward Jesus. We should admit the value
of the lofty teachings of the real Jesus, Jesus
the Jew, and acknowledge the contribution of
his spiritual teachings to Jews as well as to hea-
‘then. This would be our contribution to mutual
understanding.

What about this? The cruelty experienced by
Jews at the hands of Christianity, the hypocrisy
of Christianity in the past, as well as the in-
compatibility with Jewish religious thought of
such Christian doctrines as the trinity, the in-
carnation, the immaculate conception, and the
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virgin birth, have produced fear, hostility, aver-
sion, and even derision on the part of Jews; and
these feelings were sometimes directed also at
the Christian “Lord,” Christ, or for us, the
personage of Jesus. Perhaps in the new Christian-
Jewish context a more relaxed feeling about
Christianity and Jesus is in order.

The call for revision of a so-called “Jewish
view of Jesus” seems to imply that such an
attitude can be based on ideological needs or
evolved as a “line” or strategy as shifting con-
ditions require. Shifting relationships between
Christian and Jew may call for renewed research
and thought about Jesus, but whatever attitude
we may have ought to be based, insofar as pos-
sible, only on what we can learn from historical
scholarship. Furthermore, it is difficult to under-
stand how any statement of appreciation for the
religious genius of the person Jesus (which many
Jewish authorities may sincerely feel) would
have anything to do with a further Christian-
Jewish rapprochment, for it is the concept and
person of Christ which is the crucial value and
issue for Christianity.

Independent scholarship makes this funda-
mental distinction, of course, at the outset. First,
there was the person Jesus who lived a few
decades, and who taught for a few years in his
own Galilee and within the province of Judea.
Second, there is the idea or concept of “Christ,”
the ‘personal savior of the soul, 2 concept taught
by Paul about Jesus, with which Jesus had noth-
ing to do and of which he would have under-
stood very little. I refer to Paul’s doctrine that

God sent a “Savior” as a sacrifice to redeem by

his own death the primal and innate sinfulness
of all men. This latter concept is based on ideas
from the Hellenistic mystery cults and on ideas
about human sinfulness which are foreign to
Judaism. Jews throughout history have rejected
this idea of Christ, a profound departure from
the Jewish idea of the Messiah, and will always
reject, as we do the fundamentalist notion that
the “Christ” was predicted in the Hebrew Bible,
a notion based almost entirely upon ignorance.

Now what about the historical Jesus? From

. some writers we get the impression that Jesus

was entirely within the normative Jewish reli-
gious tradition; from others, that he was entirely
outside of it. The answer lies in between.

Jesus was a great religious leader, some of
whose teachings were peculiar to his own time,
some of which accord with what has remained
a part of Jewish tradition, and some of which
most certainly do not. It stands to reason that
Jesus considered his teaching mission to be to
his own people, and that many of his teachings
were derived directly from Jewish sources. The
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so-called Lord’s Prayer is derived from Jewish
prayer. The beatitudes are dependent upon
Biblical psalms. When asked the essence of reli-
gion, he answered in typical Jewish form: “Hear
O Israel the Lord, Our God, the Lord is One.”
“Thou shalt love the Lord, your God,” and
" “Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself.” When
“he was suffering in death pangs on the cross,
among his last words was a phrase taken from
the Psalms: “Into Thy hands I commit my
spirit,” a phrase repeated continuously all over
the Jewish world in the hymn Adorz Olam. His
method of teaching and even his wording follows
Jewish patterns of that time. :
Furthermore, even though the Pharisees are
negatively depicted in the New Testament Gos-
pels, Jesus himself was a Pharisee in that he
practiced the oral interpretation of the Torah, in
contradistinction to the Sadducees, the strict in-
terpreters of the Bible who represented priestly
authority. Most important of all, Jesus assumed
the existence of a covenant between God and
Israel. It was necessary to observe the mitzvot;
the Commandments must be fulfilled to the last
detail. “Whoever breaks the least little com-
mandment shall be called least in the Kingdom
of Heaven.”

I~ THESE respects, as in others, Jesus was within

the normative Pharisaic tradition. But, in
other respects, Jesus was outside of this tradition.
Let me mention just three. :

First, his primary message was that the King-
dom of God was at hand. (Now, the Kingdom
of God was, of course, a thoroughly Jewish
concept.) But Jesus belived that it was immi-
. ment. His mission was to prepare man ethically
to live in it. '

We can understand this. Unable to oppose by
any natural means the massive might of the
Roman empire under whose oppression they suf-
fered, many Jews turned to hope in the super-
natural. The Almighty himself would intervene
and bring about His Kingdom. Daily experienc-
ing not only privation but degradation, there
could be little satisfaction in the vision of some
distant rule of divine justice. Many Jews drew
consolation and even renewed self-respect from
the conviction that God’s Kingdom was immi-
nent, 2 Kingdom in which the corrupt ruling
- group, “the first” would be “last,” and in which
they themselves, who were blameless and pious,
“the last” under Roman rule, would be “first.”
Jesus was among them.

This is the first difference between the teach-
ings of Jesus and normative Jewish doctrine.
And certain ethical concepts flowed from this.
Within Jewish tradition, there are several mo-
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tives for performing the Commandments, in-
cluding the perfection of the world. There is
also the motive of the purification or refinement
of humanity for this life, as well as for some
existence beyond this world. (See Genesis Rab-
bab 44, where the reference is to ceremonial
observance). For Jesus ,the motive of perfecting
the world or refining humanity for life in this
world was no longer necessary or relevant. God
was about to bring His Kingdom. Man’s task
then was clear; to prepare to enter the Kingdom
by self-purification. This was the purpose of
the mifzvot according to Jesus.

Believing that the time was short before the
coming of the Kingdom, Jesus’ ethical demands
far exceeded in certain respects those of most
of the Pharisees. For evil thoughts, according to
Jesus, were as bad as evil deeds. For the same
reason, namely, the imminence of God’s King-
dom, it is apparent that Jesus did not believe in
resisting evil. Once you begin fighting evil, there
is the danger that you yourself will begin to
use evil means to fight the evil and your own
soul becomes impure—a disqualification for the
Kingdom. .

The logical implication of the teaching of
Jesus in this respect is non-involvement with
programs of ameliorative social changes. Ex-
ploitation must be suffered; taxes paid. If the
collectors take away from you your coat, give
them your cloak also. If you are slapped on one
cheek, etc, In this respect, Jesus is certainly not
in the tradition of the Hebrew Prophets as so
many writers say.

Finally, between *‘the Pharisees” and Jesus
there appears to have been tension over the ques-
tion of authority. Both believed that the Com-
mandments had to be observed, though for dif-
ferent reasons. Both believed that the text of
Scripture could be interpreted with some free-
dom. But the process of interpretation among
the Pharisees was organized, institutionalized,
and controlled by traditions and procedures
which Jesus seems to have ignored, teaching, as
it is reported, on his own authority. This caused
animosity between Jesus and the Pharisaic leaders
of his time.

So, we have seen both the “Jewishness” of
Jesus and how Jesus departed from the main-
stream of Judaism. There are certainly great
values among the teachings of Jesus. Jesus em-
phasized the value of the spiritual in human
existence over gross materialism. He taught this
well and as forcefully and as beautifully as any
religious. teacher in the history of the world:
that man does not live by bread alone; that man -
cannot serve both God and Mammon. In a period
so corrupt that he said it would be harder for
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a rich man to enter the Kingdom of God than
a camel to go through the eye of a needle, Jesus
taught that one should choose integrity and prin-
ciple rather than wealth and success and power.

Perhaps the most important message of his
life—and death—is more meaningful to Jews
than to any other people, for it has to do with
suffering and persecution. Embedded already by
implication in the “Servant Songs” of Deutero-
Isaiah is the notion that the prophet suffers
because of the evils-of society; that Israel suffers
because of the iniquities of the nations. Jesus
lived and died in this truth; perhaps, consciously.
For once he had begun to preach about the King-
dom of God, he set himself against the govern-
ment of Rome. He became a threat to power,
and as a threat to power, he was executed. His
life and his message triumphed over that power
even in death. And if there was any truth he died
to communicate, it was this triumph. These
teachings of Jesus, though not unique to Jesus,
of course, and known to Jews from other sources,
are valid not only for Jews but for all men today.

HIs NEW attitude, this appraisal of our attitude

toward Jesus arises from the development of
a new pattern in Catholic-Jewish relations. What
should be, finally, the basis for our relationship?
First, our good relations with Christianity must
not depend on any new or old attitude toward
Jesus on our part as if it were some guid pro quo
or payment or requirement on our part for good

relations. Whether the Church can rid itself

-of the last vestiges of anti-Semitism and effec-
tively teach the love of man is a test, of course,
not for Judaism but for Christianity.

What, then, should be the basis for our re-
lationship? First, Jews have the right to expect
that the re-education of the Christian attitude
toward Jews will take place with great energy
and speed. In certain Christian groups this is
being done today and we praise this. There may
be a basically anti-Jewish tendency in the Gos-
pels themselves, but there is much basis in the
New Testament and subsequent Christian tradi-
tion to put Cardinal Bea’s new chapter on the
Jews into effective action within the Church on
the parish level and on the level of laymen and
children. _

Second, our relationship should be based on
the principle of religious liberty, a principle
which is also being proposed by Cardinal Bea
and his secretariat and which will be considered
along with the chapter on Jews in the next
session of the Vatican Council. The proposal on
religious liberty within the Church avers that
men have the right to follow their own con-
science in matters of religious belief without
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coercion or influence and that they ought to

respect the views of one another. This is a clear.
reversal of previous Catholic tradition on the

subject. Pope Leo XIII had fixed the previous

Catholic approach: “The Church deems it un-

lawful to place the various forms of divine

worship on the same footing as the true religion.”

On this basis, non-Catholic forms of worship

should not be granted the same rights as Ca-

tholicism. In other words, what Catholicism calls

error should not have the same rights as what

Catholicism calls the truth. In countries where

the Roman Catholic Church has been established

or has great power or where Roman Catholics

are in the vast majority, Protestants, in par- .
ticular, have felt restricted. Even in this country,

Protestant clergymen used to fear that if Roman

Catholics would be in the majority, the Church

would press for a curb on the freedom of other

religious groups.

The new document on religious freedom has
been welcomed by Protestant leaders as a removal
of one of the most important barriers between
Protestant and Catholic understanding. And it
should be the basis of 2 new relationship between
Catholics and Jews as well.

Finally, Catholics and Jews can work together
on numerous fronts in a spirit of true religious
universalism or ecumenicity. They can work
together on issues that test the truth and worth

‘of any religion today. Can the Church and the

Synagogue be an effective force for civil rights,
for racial equality? Can Church and Synagogue
work together to prevent war and to effect the
beginnings of disarmament? Can we strengthen
human values and diminish materialism and
spiritual emptiness? We can do small immediate
tasks together. We can show this world, riven
by conflict, that the religions, differing in em-
phasis and doctrine, are united in one belief:
that God wants men to live together in peace,
that God wills a world at peace, and that to-
gether we must respond to r.gis divine command.
The spirit of ecumenism really goes back to the
Hebrew prophets: the prophets of Israel said
that some day God would be one and His name
would be one; all men would be one in “reli-
gion.” Some day all men will live by the law of
God, in one covenant between man and God.
This is the hope we share.
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!} mittee’s annual dinner, held

1 and his delense of the late

+| imperative for survival in our’,

. | disposal we must wage war -

| cepted the AJC medallion “to - -
| record that the United States

By Fred C. Shapi:o
Of The Hert!d Tribune Slect

Sceretary of: Stale Tran
Rusk ateerted the Amcrican
Libertics Medallion of the
Amerlfean Jewish Commiiiee
b 1ast night with nn anneal o
the Linited Siatas &:ﬂmtc aud
the Amerlean public to “met
on wilh the unfinished busi~ -
niess of human rights.”

"I know of no sinzle =isn
which Congress can take to
establisn more securcly iho
salely and welfare of nur na-'
tion than to pass the civil
righls bill now befare it
said.

Franels Card ma] Spellmsn
‘the other speaker at. the ccm-
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at the Hilton Hotel, carried
forth his attacks on bigotry

PO} & Plus XIT.

He had hizh praise, as wa!l,
for the committee. which. he [
said, has “earnestly striven to !
promote the welfare of all.
and has In its activities given ;
substance to the conviction
that we are all children of
God and, indeed, our brothr:rs
keepers.” ¥

“That we are our brothers’ . "
keepers . . , has become an -

day. By every means at our

,on the old suspicions and
; brejudices and bigotry which
ha‘ne set brother azainst— |-
! brother and have spawned a -
. brood of evils threatening the
; very existence of our society, -
Defmlt.ely, we must win that
{ war.” .
Secretary Rusk said he ac- . .

.of America is now rededicat-
iing itself to human’ rights, ' A
i and that the American people =
iare now moving to put right ;
ithe elementary commitments :
whlch brought us to these

ishores and bound us together
ia.sana.uon "l : ¥
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5 .hdlsnovery that- in our very ,
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But he warned, "We cannot . -
‘share this evening- wlthuat. 5
: 'awareness o7 the anguish otr;

..centuries and the haunting :

u.' W by

~own decades prejudices can ‘.
‘ mean not merely an infringe- 4
“ ment of dignity but deadiy
i danger and uns::eaknble hor-.,
o mr“l
- - Cardinal Speilrnau also de~ .
¢ voled much of his address to *
*. the “sad plight of minorlties
i“In many places” That plizht, -
i he sald, “bears testimony to
the existence of racial and
- religious prejudice, ol
“The struggle of millions *
of American Negroes to. )
~'achieve first class citizenship’ .
" underscores {t. The shameful
5 murder in this very genera- '
. tion ‘of & million Jews and of -
milllons of other innocent"
vict.ims of tyranny pmelaims.

1 "Anu-Semitism can neverﬂ g
“find a basis in the Cntholle 1
“veliglon. Far from empha-' - &
|.slzing the differences which'™ ‘..H
- divide Jews from Christians,’* -

,our faith stresses our com-id .

_mon origins’ and the - tles .. -
““which bind us together"‘
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By MILT FEE‘.’J‘DE\THE!',I
Pope Paul has indicated his
support for a strong positive
statement by the Catholic church
- on religious liberty and on the

~ church’s relations Wlth the

ru( posr' MONDAY - MAY

.0

Jews.

In a Vatlcan audience a few
- weeks ago with theé Most Rev.
_ Charles H. Helmsmg, bishop of
Kansas City-St. Joseph, the Pope
said: “We need a good declara-
tion -on religious liberty and on
our relations with the Jews.” .

Officials "of the American
Jewish Committee, informed of
= the Pope's remark, are confident
such declarations w1_]].be adopted
when the church’s highest body,
the Ecumenical Council, resumes
meening Sepi.- 14 in Rome.

American and West European |-

' Albert Cardinal

Catholic leaders are supporting
the proposed chapters on Jews
and religious liberty to be in-
cluded in a schema on ecumen-
ism that was considered but not
acted upon at last fall's session.
- Zacharlah Shauster, the Amer-
ican Jewish Committee’s Euro-
pean Director, listed among key
supporters- of the proposals:
. Meyer, arch-
bishop- of Boston; Joseph Card-
inal Ritter, archbishop of St
Louis; Archbishop Lawrence J.
Shehan of Baltimore, and ‘Arch.
bishop Patrick -A. O'Bovle of
Washington.

Opponents of the declaratmn,
led by church leaders from Arab
countries who feared reprisals
against church propemes got
the decision deferred.

They argued it might put a

'-_wPope FMors' New Stand on Jews

cloud on Pope Paul's trip last
winter to the holy places in
Israel -and Arab countries.

The ecumenical proposals are
part of a worldwide campaign
by Catholic and Protestant
church leaders to improve inter-
religious relations, Shuster said.

Policy statements have been
accompanied by reforms in text-
books used in church schools.
In the U.S, -France, West
Germany, Belgium, the Nether-
lands and parts of Italy,-hostile
or derogatory schoolbook refer-
ences to Jews are being deleted.

“It is the apex of a great
movement that began with soul
searching after World War IL
Scholars looking for sources of
anti-Semitism drew attention to
such references in some of the
churches,” Shuster said.
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UNCIL'S DRAFT ON JEWISH RELATIONS '
CONDEMNED ANTi~SEMITISM, URGED DIALOGUE |

By Religious News Service (5-12-64)

BOSTON (RNS) =-- The draft submitted last fall to the Second
Yatican Council on Catholic relations with the Jews held that '"mot
only are the Jews not rejected by God, they are forever dear to Him,
for the God of Israel is a faithful God true to his promise and
choice. " : o ’

That draft, according to a member of the Vatican Secretariat for
Promoting Christian Unity, warned Catholics against falling into the
error of referring to Jews as an "accursed race'" or ''slayers of God."
The burden of 'Christ's passion and death," it stressed, is not on one
people but on all of "sinful mankind."

It condemned anti-Semitism and persécution_of Jews in the past
as well as in the present day. A priest's paraphrase of the draft's
stand states: *When men are hurt, she (the Church) is hurt when Jews
are tormented she is to*mented L n

According to Msgr. John M. Oesterreicher, director of the Institute
of Judeo-Christian Studies, Seton Hall University, Newark, N.J., who
itemized the main themes of the draft, the Council also was asked
to endorse theological studies and "brotherly colloquies" between
Christlans and Jews, '

Speaking before the 28th Diocesan Congress of the League of
Catholic Women of the Boston archdiocese, Msgr. Oesterreicher noted
that some newspapers around the world had published translations of

the secret document.

"With its secret broken," he said, "there is no reason for with-
holding from you the exact text. But the draft is too compact to be
.easily retained. Hence, I shall arrange its thoughts by points. At
times, I shall use my own language and add, here and there, a few
interpretative words,"

The draft outllned, introduced at the Council's second session
on Nov. 19, was not voted on, since there was insuffic1ent time for
d15cuss1on by Counc11 Fathers before the seSS1on s close,

Since that time Augustin Cardinal Bea, president of the Secretariat
for Promoting Christian Unity; Richard Cardinal Cushing, Archbishop of
Boston; and many Catholic leaders have stressed that the document has
been 'strengthened" through a new draft now being studled by -the
bishops of the Church. :

~ The Novemher 19 draft, in the words and interpretation of Msgr.,
Qesterreicher, made these major points:

1. The Church happily acknowledges that her roots are in the
Israel of old. Her beginnings are amid the patriarchs and prophets.
They go back to the day when Abraham received the call to set out on
the road of faith; they go back to the hour when Moses was chosen to
lead the children of Israel on a long pilgrlmage through the desert
into the promised land.

2, The Church is a new création. 1In her,'Jews and Gentiles have
become one -- a union that, by its very reality, announces the recon=
ciliation of the entire earth in Christ. Still, for all her newness,
the Church is the continuation of the Israel of old. To say this is
to express not only an historical truth but one that quickens the
Church's whole existence. .

more)
( PAGE -5-
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3. The Church's deepest link to the Jewish people is the humanity
of Christ. She canpnot and will not forget that when the Lord became

man's brother, He was born a Jew, In other words, He, the world's

Saviour, lived and died a member of the people God s grace had chosen
and formed Nor can the Church forget that His mother was of the
house of David; that His apostles and disciples were of Abraham's
stock, and that her own infancy was spent among the children of Israel.

4, Though the primitive community of Jerusalem was made up
entirely of Jews, the larger part of the chosen people did not accept
Jesus as the Christ.. It would be unjust, however, to consider Jews
therefore an '"accursed race,'" as Christians have often done. Not only
are the.Jews not rejected by God, they are forever dear to Him, for
the God of Israel is a faithful God, true to his promise and choice.

5. It is wrong, too -- that is misleading as well as unjurious
-~ to call the Jewish people; be it of yesterday or of today, deicides,
"slayers of God." Every sin is an attempt, however vain, to ungod
God, to dethrone Him; every sin brought Jesus to Golgotha, every sin
nailed Him to the cross, which for a Christian can only be the wood
of mercy, the tree of love. Hence the burden of His passion and death
is not on one group, not on one people, but on the whole of sinful
mankind, i

6. . As the Church unyieldingly rejeets injustices committed
against any man, any community, any nation anywhere so she laments and
condemns the abuse and persecution suffered by the Jews in the past as
well as in our own time. When men are hurt, she is hurt; when Jews
are tormented, she is tormented.

7. A final point: the proposal suggests theological studies and
brotherly colloquies between Christians and Jews so as to further
mutual knowledge and esteem. It suggests research and dialogue because
of the marvelous heritage Synagogue and Church have in common.

Msgr, Oesterreicher described the document as "a witness to the
Church's true teachings: It is to lay bare the heart of her faith,
so often concealed, shrouded, obscured by ill-chosen words or one-
sided and thus pre;udiced explanatlons.“

He noted that the document was not discussed in detail at the
Council, but that "an overwhelming majority" of the bishops favored
it. Its placement within a schema on ecumenism was opposed by some,
he said; many preferred to have it issued as a separate statement of
the Council

Msgr. Oesterreicher, a convert from Judaism, noted that prelates
~in Arab countries feared it would be misread as a political document,
Arab governments and newspapers sought to discredit it, he added.

He then described the draft declaration as "unmistakably pastoral
in character."

=0=
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YATICAN EXPLAINS
'NEW SECRETARIAT

Says Unit on Non-Christians
Will Not Alter Council Work

By ROBERT C. DOTY
Special to The New York Times .

ROME, May 20 — The estab-
lishment of the new Vatican Sec-
retariat for non-Christians will
mtchng plans for clarifying
Roman tholic relstionshipg
with Jews and others outside
the Christian world in the third
session of the Ecumenical
Council in S8eptember.

Thig was disclosed today in
an unsigned article in the Vati-
can newspaper L’Osservatore

3 Romano, The article was au-
: thoritatively attributed to Paolo
P Cardinal Marella, the €8-year-
old prelate named to head the

new group.
Will Act Outside Counell |

ing between all bellevers.”
This meant the proposed dec-
Jaration that the Jews as o
people bear no guilt in the
crucifixionof Jesus would still

be shepherded through the
Council by the Secretariat for
Christian "Unity, This group is
headed by Augustin Cardinall
e l

. The article made it clear
that the new secretariat would
start modestly in Rome and
would take most of its guid-
ance for relations with non-
Christian religions from reports
of Roman Catholic bishops in
contact with Moslems, Bud-
dhists, Jews and other non-
Christians.

Conversions Not Its Goal

The writer emphasized the
view, implicit jn Pope Paul's
statement Sunday establishing

the Secretariat, that its primary

task would be to seek under-

standings with other faiths

__* rather than conversions to Ca-

~.  tholicism. Proselytizing should

be left to mission work, the
article implied.

It ci examples from both
the Old and the New Testa-
ments in support of the idea

merit was to be

that
found in other faiths.

o



ALL THINGS CONSIDERED

Chrisﬁan Anti-Semitism

TWO EVENTS in one recent week served to highlight
Catholic-Jewish relations. The first was a talk in New
York by Cardinal Spellman at a session of the 57th
annual meeting of the American Jewish Committee.
Anti-Semitism “can never find a basis in the Catholic
religion,” the Cardinal said. “Far from emphasizing the
differences which divide Jews from Christians, our faith
stresses our common origins and the ties which bind us
together.”

Speaking on the issue of the responsibility for the
Crucifixion, Cardinal Spellman said that it was “simply
absurd to maintain that there is a kind of continuing
guilt which is transferred to any group of people and
which rests on them as a curse for which they must
suffer.” Referring to a recent study of the reasons behind
anti-Semitism, Cardinal Spellman said he was “appalled”
by responses reflecting the belief that the Jewish people
suffered persecution as punishment for their part in the

' Crucifixion. “I don’t know where they learned it,” he

said about this belief, “but surely it was not from the
teaching of their Church. It is one of those distorted
and terribly harmful notions which somehow gain cur-

rency and like a cancer spread among certain peopie_

who wish to justify their own bigotry.”

Coincidentally enough, the results of a textbook study
on precisely this point were announced a day or two
later. Sponsored jointly by the American Jewish Com-
mittee and the Jesuit St. Louis University, the study
confirmed previous suspicions that some religious text-
books convey negative and distorted views toward
Protestants and, more seriously, toward Jews. Sixty-five
volumes widely used in parochial schools were analyzed,
including seven basic religion series, two church his-
tories, one guidance series, four supplementary volumes
and accompanying teachers’ guidebooks.

The fact is, I think, that as far as the Jews are con-
cerned we Christians have from childhood on received
a certain “instruction in contempt,” as France’s Professor
Jules Isaac put it. The Catholic-Jewish relatiofship will
never be right until this fact is faced honestly. It is not
the Gospel itself which is at fault. But, as Father Gregory
Baum put it, “a certain way of preaching the Gospel,
and certain theological theories passed on in these
writings, have been contributing factors, at least remote
ones, to the anti-Jewish feeling so widespread in the
Christian world.”

What are these theological theories that have con-
tributed to anti-Semitism? There is the teaching that
would blame “the Jews” exclusively for Christ’s death,
ignoring the Christian teaching that all of us individually
and together are by our sins responsible for Christ’s
death. There are those who spread the myth that the
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Jews are condemned to wander through the world till
the end of time—a myth so strong that many Christians
are said to have felt that the establishment of the State
of Israel somehow contradicted the Sacred Scriptures.
There are those who treat the cry ‘of “His blood be upon
us and our children” as more powerful than Christ’s plea
for pardon, “Father, forgive them, for they know not

—what they do.” There are those who speak of “the Jews”

\ in Jesus’ time as if He were not born of a Jewish maiden,
|as if the Apostles and all his early followers were not
| Jews. As Father Baum puts it, “We must confess that in

the imagination of the Christian people, Judas is more
| Jewish than Jesus, and the Pharisees more Jewish than

; Mary and the Apostles. This is, of course, absurd.”
....—Absu:d, yes, but a fact, and terrible harm has been
done in the world by such distortion of history and
Christian teaching. Anti-Semitism cannot really be rec-
onciled with Christianity, yet the fact remains that over
the centuries many Christian commentators have in
reality promoted anti-Semitism. The notion that a divine
curse rests on Israel is untrue, a malevolent legend, yet
it is found in many respectable manuals, Scriptural com-
mentaries and popular interpretations of the Bible, as
the St. Louis-A.].C. study indicated. Can anyone imag-
ine that generation after generation of Christians have
been unaffected by such distortions?

‘What can be done about all this? For those who*want
to avoid distortion in teaching about the Jews the St.
Louis-A.J.C. study offered certain recommendations,
including the following:

“Set forth the continuity of the Old and the New
Testament, the unity of the divine work of salvation.
In discussions of the Old Testament, stress the existing
law of love.”

“Show Jesus as He lived in His own country, and
among His Jewish people, with his Mother Mary, the
Jewish maiden, His apostles and disciples—Jewish
friends. Picture Jesus as the true Tsraelite’ (John 1:47)
who came not to destroy the law but to fulfill it.”

“Give a true picture of Judaism in the days of Jesus
with its tense atmosphere of expectancy, pointing out
the fact that there were some transgressions (not uni-
versal) and note also the rich participation in religious
worship without overemphasizing the extremes in the
law. It is necessary to avoid this same warping of the
truth in speaking of present-day Judaism. To try to
inculcate love of Christianity by denigrating (so it
seems at times) would be as shameful as it is incorrect.”

Shameful indeed, but I fear it has been done more
often than we like to admit. The only question now is
how serious we are about repairing the terrible damage
done over the centuries, James O’'Gara
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To story datelined PITTSBURGH and headed CANDOR URGED IN CATHOLIC
PRESS, sent you on page 16 of Thursday's domestic service, ADD the
following (an earlier ADD was sent you on page 7 of Saturday's
domestic service):

Officials of two mational Jewish organizations expressed concern
over reports from Rome on developments in the area of Jewish-Catholic
relations.

Joseph L. Lichten, director of the Department of Intercultural
Affairs of B'mai B'xith, said he is "deeply concerned" at the
possibility that the ecumenical council's statement on the Jews might
be weakened by being removed from the ecumenism schema or rewritten
so that it would noilonger deal specifically with the Jews but with
all non-Christians instead. - A

He said Jews are anxious for a strong statement from the council
to remove "the fuhdamental reason fior our two millenia of mistrust
and mistreatment: namely, the charge of deicide."

While there are "other bases for anti-Semitism," Lichten said,
nevertheless "deicide has been used to justify un-Christian behavior
on the part of otherwise humane and perceptive people in every walk
of life, not excepting clergymen."

"Deicide has served as the rock on which anti-Semitic arguments
have been founded for 2,000 years," he declared., "Deicide is
the teaching which plants the seeds of 'Jew hatred' in the minds of
children."

Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum, national director of the American Jewish
Committee's Interreligious Affairs Department, warned both Catholics
and Jews against any actions that would cbscure the unigue relation-
ship between Judaism and Christianity.

"To transform Jews into 'non-Christians' on a parity with
Muslims, Buddhists, Hindus, Confucianists, and others in a sepse
institutionalizes the Marcionite heresy," he said. (Marcionism,
named for a second century bishop, was a heresy that regarded Christ
as a manifestation of the "good" God who was opposed to the God of
the 014 Testament. It rejected all of the 0ld Testament and much of
the New as containing the revelation and law of an inferior, evil
principle.)

{MORE)
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For Christianity, Rabbi Tanenbaum said, 1umpin§ Jews with other
non-Christians could lead to the “ﬁndermining" of its “biblical and
prophetic dynamic...that grows out of its dialectical relationship
with Jews and Judaism."

For Jews, he said, assuming a role as "de-theologized" non-
Christians outside the mainstream of western civilization "could well
spell a separatist doom...as a numerically insignificant minority."

Rabbi Tanenbaum said some "confusion" currently exists on the
role the Vatican's new secretariat for non-Christian relations will
play in Jewish-Christian relations.

He added, however, that he believes that Jewish matters properly
belong in the already existing Vatican Secretariat for Promoting
Christian Unity, since Christian ecumenism “"must ultimately be
grounded on the role of the Jews in Sacred Scriptures and the ensuing

relations of Christians to that central reality."

N an ot
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ROM many different éources at the

present time Christians are being .

prompted to consider again their attitude
towards Jews. In large measure this chal-
lenge stems from lingering feelings of
guilt about. the persecution of Jews in Germany
some 25 years ago under Nazism. Completely
satisfactory answers are not available to the
;questwn. How could this have happened in a
country that is Christian?’

Christians are being challenged to reconsider
. their teaching of the circumstances surround-
ing the death of Christ. We. are being asked
td look into the way children are taught to see
if perhaps we have not
been guilty, even un-
consciously, of foster-
ing contempt for Jews
because of the way we '
teach the history of
. the crucifixion. !

AND IT IS a strange -
thing that anti-semi-
tism has continued to
lurk in murky corners
of the Christian heart.
It reveals itself occa-
sionally, startlingly,
embarrassingly, in ways that appear to be

_harmless, but which give us reason to rethink.

Because of the clear and monstrous evidence
that anti-semitism does exist in the Christian
world, it was heartening that Augustin Cardi-
nal Bea, president of the Secretariat for Pro-
moting Christian Unity, introduced a statement
on Catholic-Jewish relations to the Second
Vatican Council. A council can fail if it does
not address itself to the religious needs or is-
sues of the day. Millions of Jews were mur-
dered—for being Jews—by people of our own
day who were reared in'a predominantly Cath-
olic-Protestant environment. Are we to say this
environment had no bearing on this unbeliev-
able event? Anti-semitism ‘is a religious issue
of our day.

OF COURSE ANYONE who understands the
teaching of the Church on redemption knows
that the sins of all mankind were responsible
for the death of Christ. Only by assenting to
; the satisfaction that Christ offered on the cross

/ ean a Christian hope to be saved. The Chris-
tian who denies his part in the crucifixion of
Christ is denymg his opportumty for eterna!
salvation.. i

. The draft which the Secretanat l‘or Umty
proposed to the Council declared that the part
' some Jewish leaders played in the crucifixion

T
DESK
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. 1963, the draft stated that “the personal guilt
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 Anti-Semitism Chullenges
Waysr of Teaching Crucifixion

of Christ does not exclude the guilt of all man-
kind. Further, according to a press communigue
issued by the secretariat in early November of -

of these leaders cannot be charged to the whole
Jewish people either of his time or today. It
is therefore unjust to call this people ‘deicide’

or to consider it ‘cursed’ by God.
THE DOCUMENT then proceeds to admon-
ish preachers and teachers of catechism that
the account they give of the crucifixion must -
never be allowed to give rise to disdain or ' f
hatred or persecution of Jews. In fact Catholics | °
are’ urged to promote mutual understanding 1
and esteem. i

This statement on a Catho]lc attitude toward - F
Jews originally was introduced in the fourth
chapter of the treatise on ecumenism. It did ;
not come before the Council for a vote during *
the second session. __:

Since then, Leon-Joseph Cardinal - Suenens ;J‘
revealed here in early May, the position of this |
statement has been changed. It will now appear |
as a Council declaration apart from the body |
of the treatise on ecumenism. Apparently there
is also the possibility it will be incorporated I
into a statement on all non-Christian religions. |

'WE CAN ONLY HOPE that the new ar- .
rangement will in no way weaken the clarity, = !
forthrightness or pertinence of the original
draft. We American Catholics, since nearly half \
the Jews of the world are living in the United = |
States, ought to show a special interest in and
concern for this document.

We also ought to be closer to a little better I
understanding of what happened.in Germany
because of our own recent experiences in race :
relations here in thé United States. We snick-' |
ered. at.the Nazi claim of Arian-blood superior-«
ity. The whole nation saw through it and
laughed at it. :

The whole nation is not seeing through the
similarly absurd claim of white-skin superior- |
ity. We aren’t Jaughing that.off so easily. 1
BUT, SOME MIGHT SAY, that attitude i
redlly does not have any broad-based political |

support. After the march of Alabama's Gov. |

-George Wallace through the north, we ought

not to be too hasty about guessing at the per- |
centage of white Americans, Catholics included, [
who believe in white-skin superiority. s !

Because of this and the experience of the |
past several years, we American Catholics |
ought to be more convinced than ever of the |
‘need to be absolutely unequivocal in the way |
we teach the personal dignity of all the chil- |
dren of God..

W.F.GRANEY
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USSR - Izvestiya (News), Moscow, =489
April 5, 1964.

SOVIETS ARE SENSITEIVE TGO
PROTESTS AGATINST ANTI-
SEMITISM

A world-wide wave of protests again-
st anti-Semitism in the Soviet Union
has been provoked by one of the most
vicicus anti-Semitic books since Hitler,
"Yudaizm Bez Prikras" /Judeism Without
Embellishment/ by T. K. Kichko, pub-
lished in Kiev in 1963. Kichko's work
was "discovered" and described by our
bulletin as early as May 21, 1962, when

(Comment:

we published an article on "Contemporary
Judaism" from the Ukrainian monthly
Voyovnichi Ateist [ﬁhe Militant AtheisE7.
This article reported on Kichko's de-
fense of his Thesis for the degree of a
Candidate of Philosophy quuivalent to
PhD in the USA/ on "Contemporary Judaism
And Its Reactionary Role." On February
11, 1963, RCDA went further and pub-
lished a translation of Kichko's article,
"What Does Jewish Ethics Teach" which
appeared in Voyovnichi Ateist, Kiev,
Ukraine.

(cont'd p. )

UKRAINE - Yudaizm Bez Prikras (Judaism Without Embellishment). Published by -4go

the Ukrainian Academy of Sciences in Kiev, 1963.
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The RCDA editors. commented on "its
extreme anti-Semitic attitude" in the
following words: "Some of its anti-
Jewish diatribes read like the former
. Nazi weekly DER STURMER, the most out-
spoken voice of anti-Semitism in the
Third Reich /.../ As long as official
Communist publicgtions of the Soviet
Union open their pages to such vicious
outbursts of anti-Jewish prejudice and
as long as the Jewish minority is
tregted in a most discriminatory way

among all major religious groups of the

Soviet Union, all Soviet denials of
anti-Semitism in the USSR will heave as
much value as had Mr. Zorin's declara-
tion in the UN, not so long ago; that
the Soviet Union had no missiles in
Cuba." .

"Yudaism Bez Prikras" /Judaism With-
out Embellishment/, 192 pages, in vici-
ous words and Nazi-type caricatures
presents the anti-Semitic views of T.
K. Kichko. The Ukrainian Academy of
Sciences in Kiev gave it an offiecial
Communist "imprimatur" and published
it. Protests came from all over the
world, ineluding several western Com-
munist Parties. Voices against anti-
Semitic practices in the Soviet Union
raised by such individuals as the US
playwright Arthur Miller, who calls
himself an atheist and who is well
known behind the Iron Curtain, seemed
to be particularly effective.

Alexei Adzhubel, editor of IZVESTIYA
and son-in-law of Khrushchev, declared
at a press conference in Paris, accord-
ing to RNS of April 9, 1964, that
"Judaism Without Embellishment" had
been banned by decision of the Ideo-
logical Commission of the Centrel Com-
mittee of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union, and that all copies were
"reduced to pulp." However, official
expressions of criticism regarding
Kichko's anti-Semitic book in major
Soviet newspapers, e.g.
~ Pravda (April 4, 196k4), Izvestiya
(April 5, 1964), Radyanska Kulturs
(March 27, 1964), seem to be rather
subdued in their tone of disapproval.

- BSH)

AN INCOMPREHENSIBLE SENSATION

Recently some newspapers in the West-

~Th-

“ern countries brought out an unusual

crop of anti-Soviet articles. Why is
it that pens are scratching and ink is
flowing now? It seems that it is in

‘"defense" of Jewlsh religion...

"The Soviet reader has a right to ex-
press his bewilderment. Why, it is
well known that religious freedom in
the USSR 1s guaranteed by the Consti-
tution. Therefore, what is the matter?
It appears that the bourgeois press has
been alarmed by a little booklet re-
cently published by one Ukrainian pub-
lishing house. The title of this book-
let, written by T. Kichko, is "Judaism
Without Embellishment." We wish to.
state at once that this book contains’
Eerrors.

- The purpose of this book, taken by
itself, cannot evoke any doubts. Jud-
aism, the same as any religion, can be
and must be subjected to scientific
criticism. This is being done in our
scientific and popular literature which
unveils the reactionary substance of
all religions, be it Christianity, Jud-
gism or any other. Numerous books on
anti-religious themes have recently
been published, particularly in the
Ukraine and in other republics of the
Union. ; :

T. Kichko analyzes the reactionary
essence of Judaism as one of the forms
of religious ideology and employs some
new materials for that purpose. How-
ever, along with correct attitudes, his
booklet contains historical and factusal
errors, inaccuracies and confusing pass-
ages which might be interpreted in a
spirit contrary to our government's
policy concerning religion and church.
Many illustretions included in the book-
let could provoke a feeling of indigna-
tion among believers. Some of the short-
comings contained in the booklet have
already been criticized. The newspaper
"Radyanska Kultura" /Soviet Culture/
has brought out a critical review of the
erroneous contents of this booklet.

However, the initiators of an anti-
Soviet propaganda cempaign use for their
profit the fact that this booklet has
been published, and sttempt to "cast a
shadow on a bright day," so to speak, to
villify the poliey of the Soviet govern-
ment on the problem of nstional minor-

~itdes.



They calculate in vain! The Lenin-
ist policy of the Communist Party and
of Soviet government is eminently clear
on this matter. The Soviet Union guar-
antees true equality of all national
minority groups, be they large or small,
and it has created all the conditions
for the development of their abilities
and talents.

USSR - Stockholm Radio, English -ha1
to Burope, 2339 GMT, March 23,
1964,

/ANTI-SEMITISM IN USSR/

On March 23rd the Stockholm young
Communists' organization sent an open
letter to the Soviet young Communists
asking whether the book called "Judaism
Unadorned" /Judaism Without Embellish-
men§7 hes actually been published. If
s0, the Swedish group wanted to express
thelr surprise and protest against the
anti-Semitic tendency of the book.
There has been a great deal of discussion
of the book in both Swedish and foreign
newspapers in recent weeks. ‘KT..

USSR - Voprosy Filosofii
(Problems of Philosophy),
No. 2, Moscow,
February, 1964,

4o

TACKLING RELIGION ON HIGHER
THECRETLCAL LEVEL

A charscteristic feature of the cur-
rent ell-out effort to eradicate reli-
gion from the minds and habits of the
pecple in the Soviet Union is the greater

(Comment: .

attention given to ideas and trends
which, while contradicting communist
theory, also impinge upon it. The Soviet
dally press tends to pick up news items
gbout local situations in which trade
union or Party officials are concerned
with religion. The monthly magsazine,
"Science and Religion'” has resumed the
task formerly (1929-1939) fulfilled by
several militently "Godless" journals,
of popularizing all sorts of incidents,
practices or ideas which represent

the cruder aspects of religion. In the
big theoretical journals, viz., "Com-
munist,” "Questions of Philosophy" and

_75_

"Political Self-Education," we find
articles which tackle religion on a
higher theoretical level.

Thus, the article below deals with
mysticism, and incidentally tells of
some of the agttempts of Soviet thinkers
to inject mysticism into Marxist mate-
riglistic philosophy. It also presents,
in negsgtive fashion, the work of the
late Archbishop Luke, who before enter-
ing the Orthodox ministry was a surgeon
of naticnal renown. We have known of
the clandestine circulation of manu-
script coples of his writings, but this
is the first time we have seen them
mentioned publicly.)

VESTIGES OF RELIGIOUS MYSTICISM
AND HOW TO REMOVE THEM

By M. I. Shakhnovich (Leningrad)
Z%kcerpt§7

The Communist Party, based upon the
only true scientific philosophy, namely,
on Marxism-Leninism and on its philoso-
phical foundetion, dialectic and his-
torical materialism, struggles to create
an authentic sclentific philosophy in
every Soviet man and fights against
vestiges of the past in the minds
of the people, thet is, also against
mystical notions concerning the nature
and society. In his report at the
22nd Congress of the Communist Party
of the USSR, comrade N. S. Khrushchev
said: "... man's spiritual development
cannot progress successfully, if his
head is stuffed with mysticism, super-
stition and false notions" (Materials
of the 22nd Congress of the Communist
Party of the USSR", Published by
Gospolitizdat, 1961, p. 193).

Mysticism, one of the manifestations
of religious-idealistic ideclogy, is be-
lief in mysterious, miraculous, super-
natural forces and in the possibility of
g direct communicgtion with them by
means of various megical methods during
moments of a peculiar ecstasy, an
"illumingtion from above." Mysticism is
a characteristic attribute of the reli-
gion which is inseparsbly linked with
the belief in the supernatural. /.../



" Mysticism Used by Capltallsm to
Stupefy Masses /

In capitalistic society, mysticism
has very deep social roots. During the
era of the universal crisis of cagpital- .
ism, the reactionary bourgeoisie is in-
terested in propagation of the wildest
. possible superstitions for the purpose
of stupefying the masses of people.
Therefore, mystical notions about nature
and socilety are openly supported by num-
erous bourgeois philosophers, scientists
and writers. They declare that the world
cannot be comprehended by reason, and
thereby, many philosophers-irrationalists
proclaim that now the time has come when
science .must be subordinated.to ! super-
sensitive knowledge"; they praise the
primitive magic by means of which the
ancient .people seemed to possess the
gift of clairvoyance which the mankind
has since lost; they ask people to turn
from the telescope to the horoscope,
from medicine to sorcery, and with ex-
ceptional cynicism, they abandon scien-
tific mind for anthroposophy, vitosophy
and other kinds of cunning cbscurantism.
The philosophers of mysticism preach
nothing new; they are guided by the
works of the head of the vitalists, G.
Driesch "Der Okkultismus als Neue
Wissenschaft" (1923) /Occultism as a
New Sci&ncg7, of the idealist psycho-
logists T. Oesterreich "Der Okkultismus
im modernen Weltbilde" (1923) /Occultism
in Modern Philosoph£7, M. Dessoir "Von
jenseits der Seele" (1917) /From the Far
Side of the Soul/ and by other similar
"discoveries" which can.be traced back
to A. Schopenhauer's "Experiments in
Seeing Spirits."

. i_ Mysticism Under the Mask of Science _7

A peculiarity of the modern mysticism
is that it often poses under the mask of
science. In our age of great scientific
discoveries and of revolutionary trans-
formation of the society, mysticism began
to camouflsge its anti-scientific essence
in a more refined and cunning manner.

Its preachers now maintain, for example,
that new discoveries of atomic physics
reveal the most delicate forms of energy
which have to be regarded as semi-mate-
riel entities; therefrom, they deduce
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the claim that, together with matter,
there exists also a "purely spiritual
source", although the data of physics

do not say, and moreover, cannot say,

that any "other-world entity" exists.
By camouflaging their enmity toward
the natural sciences, the preachers of
mysticism do not difectly deny the

- significance of natural science however,

they maintain that it shows only the
external form of natural phenomena. They
think that the internal essence of natu-

‘ral phenomena is accessible only to those

who are initiated 'into the mystery of the:
"original Divine wisdom," to the sel-
ected individuals who have "spiritual
insight" who are communicating with
spiritual.forces. [oe./.....

Religion tries to squeeze through
those numerous loopholes of the "mys-
terious,” "miraculous" and "unknown'
presented to it by the propaganda of
mysticism. Therefore, in the USA,
England, France and other bourgeois
countries, the clergy use this prop-
agends widely in order to revive faith
in fantastic fabrications about super-
netural forces; they do this to inti-
midate their parishioners by all kinds
of devilry. /[...]

- It is, therefore, necessary to note
that together with millions of con- .
vinced atheists, in our country there
are still many believers, religious
people and also those who have not
yet liberated themselves from mystical
prejudices. In the common consclousness
of these people, there exist "hsbitual
superstitions": faith in fortune-tell-
ing, interpretation of dreams,.bad omens,
etc., which leads to theilr acceptance of
religious-idealistic teachings. [T.;7

As a result of profound social-econo-
mic changes, of the liguidation of
classes of exploiters and of the victory
of socialism in the USSR, as a result
of the successful development of sciences
and the general lifting of the level of
culture, the mgjority of the population
of the Soviet Union have freed themselves
from religious prejudices, and scientific
philosophy in national masses is growing
stronger all the time. In order to sup-
port the waning authority of religion
and to increase its influence over the
intelligentsia, some churchmen are ready
to preach mystical ideas under the guise



of science and do not hesitate to refer
to "occult experience" in an attempt-to
prove the existence of the world beyond
the grave.’

/ Prominent Surgeon Who Became Arch- .
bishop Luke / ,

In-this respect, the extensive manu-
script, "Spirit, Mind and Body" is most
interesting; it was written in 1955-1957
by a mystic, Prof. V. F. Voyno-Yasenetsky
and widely circulated by the Orthodox

clergy and sometimes, voluntarily or in- .

voluntarily, by some people with no di-
rect relation to the church.

This late prominent surgeon became
eventually Archbishop Luke.of Crimea.
and Simfencpol. At the beginning of
1921, the Professor became a priest,
at the age of 42 years, when his wife
died, leaving him with four young chil=~
dren. It is evident from his autobio-
graphy that this tragedy made an un-
usually painful impression upon him and
led him to mysticism: "I spent 13 sleep-
less nights at the bedside of my dyling
wife, reading the Book of Psalms ...
she died in a strange way. This was
necessary, because the Lord predestined
me for the life of a monk."

Zealous Orthodox members who have
transcribed the msnuscript of the Arch-
bishop accompany it with the following
testimonial: "The work of Archbishop
Luke, a doctor of medical sciences and
laureate with a State Award, solves the
problem of the relationship between
body, mind and spirit in the light of
-the. Holy.Secriptures .and overcomes the
contradictions between 1dealism and
materialism..." In reality, the work
of Archbishop Luke does not solve any
"problems", but barely attempts to ex~-
plein in g pseudo-scientific form the
irrational philosophy of the mystics,
which is so fashionable in bourgeois
countries, and is an example of obscur-
antistic criticism of "Satanic reason."

The Archbishop's work reflects two
tendencies in the gttitude of modern
religious ideology to sciences: on the
one hand, through his recognition of
its enormous achievements, he tries to
exploit them in order to support the
dying faith in God and to place science
-at the service of the church, and on

_'?'7_

.. openly.
" naturel science progresses by unbe-
. lievable leaps and bounds, and man's

the other hand; to undermine confidence
in science and degrade it as the basis
of materialism and atheism. ' This is a
characteristic attitude of religious :
ideologists toward modern science,’
against which they can no longer fight
[T.;7 The development of

knowledge of nature increases unusual-

.1y fast; the world of microbes and °
fV1ruses, the world of molecules, atoms
and elementel components, the world of -
‘radio waves and ultrasonics are being

studied successfully. Therefore,. theo-
logians were forced to admit the great-

" est achievements of modern science

which refute-the Biblical picture of

the world. ."We have no right," exclaims:
the Archbishop, "nor reason to oppose
- the very important achievements of

modern physics." Z;2;7

1 Spiritua.l Reality _7

Millions of people in all countries
are convinced by their own experience

. that the truth is on the side of magte-

rialism and not of idealism. There-
fore, the theologian proposes to accept
even many "axioms" of dialectic mate-
rialism, however, to 'mske them more
precise'", so that they msy serve theo-

‘logy. It is not because of good life

that the clergy change the tune of theo-
logy to harmonize with science and Marx-
ism. In reality, this is an admission
of the fact that the church loses those
positions upon which the churches have
stood quite adamantly for ages and de—
fended the "truth of religion.”" The

~Archbishop proclaims his resdiness to

sign his name under the basic thesis of
materialism - "reglity determines con-
sciousness," however, only "on the con-

© dition of understanding reality in wider

sense", by which he includes the more
superior "spiritual reality" within the
concept of reality. ©Social reality,

so he says, must be substituted by a
"life-giving spirit." [T{;7

/~ Archbishop Luke Praises Henri
Bergson /

- According to Luke's opinion, man's
death destroys only body and the "lower




soul" connected with the body, but the
spirit remains immortel. Archbishop
Luke intends to suggest that there ex-
ists thinking even without the brain;
he refers to the mystical philosophy of
Henri Bergson who, being the head of a
spiritualistic association, preached
abolition of mind and substituting sub-
conscious intuition. In order to re-
concile Bergson with Pavlov, Archbishop
Luke maintains without any proof that
"shortly before Pavlov, Henri Bergson
by purely philosophical thought anti-
cipated the existence of Pavlov's physio-
logical teaching established experiment-
ally by methodological study of condi-
tional reflexes of the cerebrum," how-
ever, the theologian does not.include .-
and cannot include - any proofs to sup-
port his arbitrary interpretation of
deductions of the great physlologist
and materialist I. P. Pavlov in the
spirit of Bergsonism. [Ttgf

The Archbishop praises to high heavens
"the astounding, profound vital philoso-
phy of H. Bergson" because it helps to
"liberate oneself" from the sovereignty
of reason; "it overcame the point of
view of reason" and showed the impor-
tance of subconsclous forces which are
not subjected to the control of judg-
ment. "The poor and quite limited rea-
son," writes the Archbishop, "is reveal-
ed in the sensibility of ants, which is
no different from humen sensibility."
What a sad attempt to destroy faith in
the power of human reason! Every day
brings some new proofs of the growth
and increasing strength of the human
mind. which helps to -overcome the mys-
teries of ngture and to transform
society. [.../

éﬁ Victims of Mysticlsm Among
Intellectuals /

It is a complicated and controver-
sial process to overcome religion. Many
people in our country gave up Orthodoxy,
Islam, and Judalsm, and learned how
unsound they are; they broke &ll bonds
with religious organizations, however,
they still did not properly arrive at
atheism; they have no such philosophy.
In this time of hesitation, doubts and
vacillation such people can become vic-
tims of mysticism.
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In Leningred in 1962,

the physician-homeopath M. I. Bubnov,
the engineer, N. V. Tarasov, and others
circulated books on theosophy Jjust
among such people.

In 1962, A. I. Grigoryev of the town
of Slantsy, province of Leningrad, sub-
mitted to the faculty of philosophy at
the University of Leningrad a project
for the establishment of a new religion.
He proposes that since "everything al-
ways develops in triads,” one "cannot
1limit himself to atheism," as this is
only the "enti-thesis of theism", and
therefore, a "synthesis of theism and
atheism" ghould be planned. Grigoryev's
ignorant ideas gbout materialistic
dislectics are accompanied by some
"discoveries," as for example: in the -
light of dialectic materialism, God
has to be understood as man living
on some planet, but billions of years
of evolution there have provided him
the attributes of omnipotence, omni-
science, ete. Grigoryev accompanies
his project for an "atheistic religion"
by en absurd study in numerology. /.../

Interest 1n mysticism does not pass
wilithout certain results: efforts to
induce mystical exaltgtion by means
of magical manipulations of "visions
from sbove" at times end in psychic ill-
ness ZT';7 Yogi ZT.L7 The People's
Court in Leningrad sentenced A. I.
Zgbolyeva to one year in prison for
swindling; she practiced "occult medi-
cine" treating the sick by consulting
with spirits. /[.../ '

ZT-Materialistic Interpretation of
Biblical Myths ./

During May and July 1962, the news-
paper Leningradskeya Pravda [ieningrad
Truth/ carried on criticism of a lec-
turer of the Leningrad State University,
V. K. Zaltsev, a philologist, who in
his public lectures tried to use mate-
rialistic concept of the existence
of many inhabited worlds in order to
form some kind of "materialistic basis"
for the most idiotic Biblical myths.
Zaitsev "summarized" his assertions in
the manuscript "Cosmic Reminiscences in
Ancient Literature." This is more than
an ordinary attempt to "read the Bible"
as having relation to this or that actusl
event; in this case, it is connected with




the beginning of cosmic era.

V. K. Zaltsev's suggestions are
based upon the coincidence of wvarious
Biblical stories about angels and
prophets with modern data about the
astronauts' flights, and upon arbitrary
analogies and erroneous interpretations
of myths. Zaitsev held that the "Holy
Trinity" was only the crew of a cosmic
space ship, that the "Ascension .of
Jesus Christ" was the ascent of an
astronaut, that the prophet Enoch was
the first person living on the Earth

to accomplish a cosmic flight; that the

ancient Jews called themselves a "God-
chosen nation" because they entered in-
to contact with astronauts who arrived
from other:worlds. ./.../ .Even. the Ad-
ventists have found in the words of
prophet Isaiah "of whom nothing is
taken away" ... a law of preservation
of matter: Others alsoc find texts in
the Bible which seem to mention the
discovery of atomiec energy, rockets,
etc. Biblical texts may be inter-
preted according to one's wish and fan-
tasy, in such a manner that they not
only are a recollection of one or an-
other event, but also a "prediction"

of whatever one wishes. L";7 ;

/ Some Soviet Intellectusls for Co-
existence of Religion and Science _7

However, some individual Soviet in-
tellectuals have not yet overcome en-
tirely the harmful, erroneous concept
that religion and science, supersti-
tion and knowledge can possibly co-
exist in the world. Occasionally some
false opinions about correlation of
science, art and religion penetrate in-
to Soviet literature.

V. Turbin achieved

e

Isskustvo, Moscow, 1961, pp. 56-57).
In. common with thils delusion there .is
the opinion of those people who declare
that "... art is analogous to divina-

‘tion and to religious preaching" (Sym-

posium on the Structural Studies of
Sonic Systems", Publ. by The Academy
of Sciences, USSR, Moscow, 1962, ..
p. . 125). : -

[/ Mysticism Must Be Overcome _/  |

Systematic struggle for é'progres-.

sive scientific philosophy cannot be

separated from the struggle against
idealism, religion and mysticism. The
unmasking of modern mysticism is one
of the.important tasks.of. the struggle
against reactionary bourgeois ideoclogy.

The fostering of a scientific, com-
munist philosophy in all working people
on the basis of Marxism-Leninism cannot
be accomplished if religious prejudices
and vestiges of mystical notions &nd
superstitions are not overcome,

[fbotnoté]

o /o ¢ the USA there are special
educational institutions which train
professional tricksters, such as, for

‘example, the "College of Astral Sciences"

in New York. There are 5,000 profes-
sional astrologists in the USA and 100
thousand astrologists who mix astrology
with other professions. 10 million
Americens pay to astrologists 100 mil-
lion dollars annually. /.../ Approx-
imately 50 astrological monthlles and

2 snnugls are published in the USA.

el

[Trenslated by Olga S.. Hruby/
a dubious reputation by his muddled book '
on art; he, in fact, identifies religion
with science and affirms that "religion
is science of cognition of the world,

USSR - Utchitelskaya Gazeta -493
(Teachers' Newspaper), Moscow,

which has turned into the science of Mey 26, 196k,
how to conduct oneself in-the cognate
world"; and that the myth about God's (Comment: The back page of this issue

creation of the world is a "Biblical
legend, a touchingly simple story about
limitless creativity", but that "every-
thing in religion that is acceptable
from the gnoseological point of view
belongs to art" (V. Turbin "Comrade
Time and Comrade Art", Published by

was given over entirely to "Announcement
of Competition for Vacant Posts" in
provincial higher and pedagogical in-
stitutions located from one end of the
Soviet Union to the other, and includ-
ing several in national minority areas.
In the 69 institutions, the following

;79_



openings were listed in the category
of Heads of Department, Professors,
Docents or Instructors:

"Dialectic end Materialistic Philosophy"
34 openings

"Foundationsg of Scientific Communism'
19 openings

"Secientific Atheism"
5 openings

"Darwinism"
2 openings

It would seem that the emphasis on ideo-
logy-is  strong, --as:proposed. by--Mr.
Ilyitchev in the Ideological Commission
of the Party at its December 1963 meet-
ing.)
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CHINESE HAJ DELEGATION LEAVES KARACHI
FOR MECCA

Karachi, April 13, 1964 (Hsinhua) - The
seven-member Chinese Muslim delegation,
led by Haj Mohammed Ali Chang, left Karachi
for Mecca by alr this morning. The
Chinese delegation arrived here on April
5 for a short sojourn. During their
stey here, the Chinese pllgrims were
warmly welcomed by Pakistan Muslims

when they. offered prayers in.a local . _.

mosque.
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JUNE

COUNCIL SHOULD ACT
ON JEWISH ISSUE

There are hints, fairly solid ones, that the
third session of Vatican II may soften or avoid
a statement regarding relations with Jews.

The rumors and confusion follow the re-
port from Rome of Pope Paul’s designation of a
new Secretariat for relations with non-Christians.
The Jews feel, and they have a good case, that
their status must of necessity be considered
apart from non-Christians.

That may sound contradictory unless you
have been keeping up with modern catechetics
and theology and have some grasp of the liturgy.
In the simplest terms, the modern Catholic
teacher of religion explains that the Jewish
people, starting with the Covenant with Abra-
ham, were the Chosen People of God. Qur teach-
ing is that the entire Old Testament prepares
for the New Testament, in which the promises
of God to the Jews are fulfilled and we become
the new People of God. The Jews do not quite
agree with that, but they see, very logically, that
there s a necessary relationship between Chris-
tianity and Judaism in any ecumenical discus-
sion, since both religions share a common heri-
tage, at least up to a point.

Just by way of reminder, Christ was a Jew,
as were almost all of his early followers. The
Catholic Church was largely founded by Jews.
Far from blaming each Jew for the crucifixion of
Jesus, actually prompted by corrupt Jewish lead-
ers, according to our teaching, we should be
grateful to them because what we now call Salva-
tion History is based largely on Jewish history.

The Jews carried on, cherished and protected
the idea of the one true God. Their prophets and

_ scriptural authors foretold of Christ, as we see

16

it. Every Mass contains remnants of Jewish
prayer, and often large segments. Most of the
Divine Office is made up of the psalms of Kings
David and Solomon. Much of our ethical thought
and legal tradition began with the Jews. As for
forgiving even the relatively small number of
Jews responsible for the crucifixion, Christ did
that before He died on the Cross.

It would take pages to list the debts that
Americans, the world and the Church itself owe
to the Jewish people.

The American Bishops took a strong and
commendable stand on the Jewish issue-during
the last Council session. We certainly hope they
will hold their ground.

166 &

We can’t help recalling a Jewish Passover
play on television some time ago. At the end, an
actress asked a kind of riddle in order to make a
simple, logical point very dramatically, ‘Who
knows the answer to one?” she asked. Then she
said: “I know the answer to one. One is our Lord
God.” Would that all Christians had such plain
wisdom.

SUPREME COURT BLASTS
INTEGRATION LAG e

The old caricature of the ambling, shiftless

. Negro could hardly be imitated better than it~

has been by the actions of some of those deter-
mined to slow down or stqp integration.

The United States Supreme Court has spoken
in pretty strong terms to one such group, the
inhabitants of Prince Edward County, Va. Prog-
ress there has been worse than “ ’lasses in Jan-
uary.” It's more like “ 'lasses in the deep freeze.”

This county had 1} all figured out. Its pure,
white citizens would ﬁnd a way around the school
integration ruling, now 10 years old, by simply
closing its public schools in 1959. Furthermore,
these stalwarts would px)owde stipends to white
students  attending onsectanan private
schools.”

The Court minced no words Speaking for
his colleagues, who agreed uz;\:ammously, Justice
Hugo L. Black said the right\of Negro students
to equal protection under law) as stated in the
14th Amendment, had been vidlated. He noted
that public schools in every other Virginia com-
munity remained open, referred the financial
assistance given to students of segrégated schools
and said the only reason for the coujty's strange
procedures was to avoid integration.

The Court ordered the public schoo
and told officials to do everything
protect the rights of Negro students.

Plainly, the Supreme Court was irritated by
the foot-dragging and occasional open defiance
of its integration decision.. Recent studies in-
dicate, for instance, that 10 years after the
ruling fewer than 10% of the Negro \public
elementary and high-school students are at-
tendingTschool with white students in Southern
and border states.

The border states have done fairly well in
that 54.8% of Negro students attend integrated
schools. "However, the 11 Southern states have .
managed to place only 1.18% of the Negro stu-
dents in schools with whites. J

/ - _Ave Maria
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FOR RELEASE AFTER 11:00 A,M, MONDAY

NEW YORK, JUMNE l,.o.Pope Paul VI Informed a delegation of the

AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITTEE that Francis Cardinal Spellman had "spoken

my sentiments" when the Cardinal condemned’ anti-Semitism April 30

at the Americen Jewish Cormittee's Annual Dinner,

This was disclosed at a press conference this morning here

(Monday, June 1) by Morris B. Abram, President of the American Jewish

Committee and leader of the delegation, which returned to New York

from Rome yesterday,

Cardinal Spellman's address to the American Jewish Commitiee

dealt with prejudice, anti-Semitism, and responsibility for the

crucifixion of Jesus.

In that address; in commenting on Jewish

responsibility for the crucifixion, Cardinal Spellman had said:

"It is one of those distorted and terribly harmful notions

which somehow gain currency and like a cancer spread among certain

people who wish to justify their own bigotry...Responsibility for

the crucifixion of Jesus...belongs only to those individuals who were

present at the time and cooperated in His death,..It is simply absurd

to maintain that there is some kind of continuing guilt which is

transferred to any group and which rests upon them as a curse for

which they must suffer,..Antli-Semitism can never find a basis in the

Catholic religion,"

The delegation received by the Pope included, in addition

to Mr. Abram, who is a U,S. Member of the U.N. Subcommission on

Preventioh of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities: Ralph

Friedman of New Vork, Chairman of the American Jewish Committee

Executive Board; Philip E. Hoffman of Newark, N,J,, Chairman of its

= MOI'e -
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Board of Governors; Dr. John Slawson of New York, Executive Vice-
President; and lMrs, Leonard M, Sperry of Los Angeles, a member of
the Executive Board,

Pope Paul informed the delegation that Cardinal Spellman's
talk at the American Jewish Committee's Annual Dinner had begn for~
warded to him and that he had read it with much satisfaction, Mr,
Abram reported.

At the nress conference, lMr, Abram also revealed plans for
the creation in Rome of a research and action center to analyze and
combat prejudice, especially as it arises in the teachings of differ-
ent falths, Mr, Abram sald that the Pope, when informed of these
plans, indicated his approvsl and gave his blessing to Mrs, Sperry,
widow of the American Jewish Committee leader, in whose memory the
center is being established,

To be known as the Leonard M, Sperry Center for Intergroup
Cooperation, the new institute will promote examination of religious
texts and teaching materials in different parts of the world in
order to determine in what light they portray various religious
groups and ethnic minorities, including Jewsg,

The Sperry Center will be established in the International
University of Social Studies, Pro Deo, in Rome. Mr. Abram expressed
the American Jewlsh Committee's view that Some, the scene of Pope
John's challenge to men to establish a new order in human relations,
is an appropriate location for a Center devoted to such purposes,
Pope John enunciated this call at the opening session of the Ecumenical
Council in 1961,

As a result of the audience with Pope Paul, Mr, Abram said,
the American Jewish Committee feels greatly encouraged about the
prospects of the forthcoming session of the Ecumenical Council adopt=~
ing the decrees concerning religious liberty and Catholic attitudes
toward Jews and other non-Christian groups,

"Pope Paul told us that he wished for peace among all
religlons, that he hoped the Council would help bring peace and
frlendship between the Church and the Jews, and that it would repeat
the sentiments expressed in the statmment he read to our delegation,"
Mr, Abram said, _

- Mmore -
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A statement to £he American Jewish Committee by Pope Paul VI,
entitled, "The Church and the Jews," was released by the Vatican
following the private audience and was featured in the official

section of Lt'Osservatore Romano.

The declaration concerning Catholic attitudes toward Jews, .
presented to the Council at its last session by Augustin Cardinal Bea,
head of the Vatican's Secratariat on Christian Unity, stated that the
Jews could not be held responsible for the crucifixion of Jesus., It
called on priests, in their preaching and teaching, to make clear the
Catholic Church's stand on the charge of deicide, The declaration,
which_also stressed the Judaic roots of Christianity, was received
with enthusiasm in the United States and throughout the free world.

Mr. Abram declared that "presentation to the Ecumenical
Council last November of the statements on religious liberty and the
Christlian attitude toward Jews are historic acts of great potential
significance, and haye. already given lmportant impetus to greater
mutual understanding.

"It is only natural," Mr. Abram added;“that following this
historic step, Jews all over the world look forward to the next sessim
of the Ecumenical Council scheduled to open in the Fall, with the
expectatlon and belief that the Council will solemnly condemm the
distorted conception of deicide that has been the basis of such untold
suffering to Jews and injury to Western civilization throughout the
ages =- a condemmation that 1ies at the heart of the declaration con-
cerning Jews,

"We of the American Jewish Committee do not now doubt that
the spirit of the Church which implanted and nourished this declaration
on the Jews will bring 1t to a successful conclusion,” Mr, Abram said,

"It is symbolic of the times that, in the United Nations,

I have found myself working in collaboration with the Papal Observer
in preparation of an international draft declaration meant to pfotsct
men against all forms of religious intolerance, wherever they may

take place,
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"In Many lands, as evidence of the new ecumenical spirit,
scholars of all faiths are closely reexamining their respective
religious teachings in order to prevent denigration of other faiths
and to avoid creating hostility and scorn toward them,"

Detailing the aims of the Sperry Center, Mr., Abram told the
press conference that in addition to examination of texts and
teaching, the Center will conduct a long-range program of sociological
and psychological research aimed at counteracting prejudices found
in religion texts and teaching materials,

In the United States, the American Jewish Committee has
stimulated and encouraged a series of self-studies of religion teach=~
ing materials, including: a study of Protestant teachings at Yale
Divinity Schoel; a survey of Catholic textbooks at St, Louis Univer-
sity, a Jesuit institution, and an examination of Jewish teachings
at Dropsie College of Hebrew and Cognate Learning,

"These studies are all providing valuable information on
how each group sees others and views various ethnie minorities,
Simllar investigations, stimulated elsewhere, could prove equally
valuable, and we believe that the Sperry Center will be enabled to
do pieneer work in this important area," Mr, Abram said.

Initial finaneing of the Center program has been assured
by Mrs., Sperry and the family and friends eof the late Mr, Sperry.
"All of us are convinced that this is the most appropriate tribute
that can be paid my husband, if in some measure we can relieve age-
old tensions and prejudices of a kind the world no longer can endure,"
said Mrs, Sperry,

The American Jewish Committee, established 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 sdvances
the cause of improved human relations for people everywhere,

#oF R # R FA
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Press Association meeting. in
Pittsburgh, Rabbi Marc Tanen-
baum emphasized to the Catholic
editors the importance of the pro-
posed schema on the Jews under
discussion at Vatican Council IL.
In the course of a very moving dis-
course, he said the decree on the
Jews “was necessary for the Caths
olic Church and Christians gen-

~erally as much, if not more, than
it is for the Jews.” Perhaps it
- would be better to say that it 1s
for the sake of truth and #s un-
‘derstanding, a cause all of us
~should be supporting equally, that
the schema on the Jews is needed
~ so badly in our contemporary .

world. ; o

bers the as-. . :
TveEyeny scioc .on the Jews is transferred to the . -

surances of Cardinal Bea when the
matter was first presented to the
Council Fathers, and his further
words at the close of the;session
last year. Meanwhile, in some
manner, the proposed text of the
schema has been made known to
the public; it has, in fact, been pub-
lished in some newspapers. While
this should not prevent any modi-
fication of the document, which is
the real work of the Cotncil, it
does mean that any change in the
essential thrust of the docfumen{g
or any “watering down,” W'IH. come
under public discussion. It will be
no help if the schema ends’by cre-
ating more questions tham it was
initially intended to resolve.

Pope Paul has given some

- good advice recently which’ cdn

aid the Council considerably and

Pl On the Jews
: . T AST WEEK 2t the Catholic which has in this case already

!

made its task easier. In his re-
marks to the representatives of
the American Jewish Committee,
the Pope distinguished between
the religious and political impli-

' cations of the Jewish situation.

At once, he removed himself from '
the political area, where the for-
tunes of the state of Israel en-

‘gender certain tensions and con-

flicts, and directed his attention to
the theological questions. Simi-
larly, the Council can speak of
those religious truths which have
been a source of misunderstanding

“for so long and seek to express

them in unmistakable formulas -
that can guide Christian thought

‘in the days ahead.

Whether or not' the schema:

new Secretariat for non-Christians -
or remains-where it'is, does not

appear to be a matter of first im- _
portance. Plainly, the Jews have

a very special relationship with

the Christian Church not shared
by any other religious tradition,

and this unique status can be re-

cognized. What is of first signifi- -
cance is the quality of the schema -
and its willingness to put at rest -
for all time those misunderstand-
ings of Christian truths which
have on occasion been the roots
of anti-Semitism. This generation,
which has seen the Nazi genocide,
should by historic right be the one
to ook into its own consciente and,
from this contemplation, bring

forth a thoroughly- Christian an-

swer to a problem ‘too long left
unattended. v ' V%
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CATHOLIC JOURNALS VOICE HOPE COUNCIL
WON'T WEAKEN STATEMENT ON THE JEWS

By Religious News Service (6-8-64)

NEW YORK (RNS) -- Several influential Roman Catholic publications
have expressed hope editorially that the third session of the Second
Vatican Council will not weaken the proposed statement on relations
with the Jews.

Ave NMaria, weekly published by the lioly Cross Fathers of Notre
D.me, Ind.; The New Vorld, newsweekly of the Archdiocese of Chicago;
and The Pilot, official newspaper of the Boston archdiocese, spoke
out following reports that some sentiment @isted for weakening the
statement or aveiding formal action on it.

Interest in the positibn of the Catholic publications was
heightened by the fact that three speakers -- two Jewish and one
Catholic~~ in talks before the Catholic Press Association convention
in Pittsburgh, expressed concern over reports that the Council
statement on the Jews might be weakened. :

The speakers were Rabbi Mare Tanenbaum, director of the Inter-
religious Affairs Department of the American Jewish Committee;
Dr. Joseph L. Lichten, director, Department of Intercultural Affairs,
Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith and Msgr. John M. Oesterreicher
of the Institute of Judaeo-Christian Studies, Seton Hall University,
Newark, N.J..

In its editorial, The Pilot referred specifically to Rabbi
Tanenbaum's address.

"Ii the course of a very moving discourse," it stated, "he said
the decree on the Jews was 'necessary for the Catholic Church and
Christians generally as much, if not more, than it is for the Jews.'"

"perhaps," The Pilot added, "it would be better to say that it is
for the sake of truth and its understanding, a cause all of us should
be supporting equally, that the schema on the Jews is needed so badly
in our-contemporary world."

The editorial stressed that while publicity about the draft on
the Jews "should not prevent any modification of the document," this
does mean "that any change in the essential thrust of the document,
or any 'watering down,' will come under public discussion. It will
be no help if the schema ends by creating more questions than it was
initially intended to resolve."

By distinguishing “petween the religious and political implica-
tious of the Jewish situation" in his meeting with American Jewish
Comnittee representatives, Pope Paul VI had, accordingf to The Pilot,

given "good advice' to-the Council.

Thus, it said, "the Council can speak of those religious truths .
which have been a source of misunderstaniing for so long and seekx
to express them in unmistakable formulae that can guide Christian

thought in the days ahead."

The Pilot said it was not a "matter of first importance" if the
gchoma on the Jews was transferred to the new Secretariat for Non-
Christians. But "plainly," it added, "the Jews have a very special
rélationship with the Christian Church not shared by any other reli-
gious tradition, and this unique status can be recognized.

"what is of first significance is the quality of the schema and
its willingness to put at rest for all time those misunderstandings of
Christian truths which have an occasion been the roots of anti-
Semitism. : %, (more) - PAGE =13~
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_ "This generation, which has Seen the Nazi genocide, should by
h1§torchr1ghc be the one to look into its own conscience and, from
thl? contemplation, bring forih a thoroughly Chrisiian answer to a
problem too long left unattended,”

fAve HMaria, in an editorial prepared for its June 13 issue, acknow-
ledged that there "are hints, fairly solid ones, that the third session
of Vatican Il may soften or avoid a statement regarding relations
with Jews." h

Noting that "the American bishops took a strong and commendable
stand on the Jewish issue during the last Council session," it commented
"We certainly hope they will hold their ground." T

The editorial observed that "rumors and confusion" followed Pope
?aul's designation of a new sccretariat for relations with non-Christ-
ians.

"The Jews feel, and they have a good case, that their status must
of necessity be considered apart from non-Christians," Ave Maria said,
citing the debt of Christianity to the Jews., "It would take pages to
list the debts that Americans, the world and the Church itself owe to
the Jewish people.”

Ave lMaria emphasized the 'necessary relationship between Christian-
ity and Judaism in any ecumenical discussion, since both religions
share a common heritage, at least up to a peint.

"Just by way of reminder, Christ was a Jew, as were almost all of
his early followers. The Catholic Church was largely founded by Jews,
Far from blaming each Jew for the crucifixion of Jesus, actually
prompted by corrupt Jewish leaders, according to our teaching, we
should be grateful to them because what we now call Salvation History
is based largely on Jewish history."

Declaring that the Jews "carried on, cherished and protected the
idea of one true God," Ave Maria cited "remnantis of Jewish prayer' in
the Moss and in the Divine Office. "Much of our ethical thought and
legal tradition began with the Jews. As for forgiving even the
relatively small number of Jews responsible for the crucifixion, Christ
did that before He died on the Cross."

The New World, in a recent editorial, noted the speculation about
the declaration on the Jews, that it was to be removed from the schema
on acumenism and conceivably could be incorporated into a statement on
all non-Christian religions.

"Wo can only hope," the Chicago newsweekly added, "that the new
arrangement will in no way weaken the clarity, forthrightness, or
pertinence of the original draift.

"We American C..tholics, since nearly half the Jews of the world
are living in the United States, ought to show a special interest in

and concern for this document."

The New World's editorial, written by Father W.F. Graney, S.T.L.,
assistant editor, said American Catholics "ought to be closeéer to'a
little better understanding of what happened in Germany because of our
own rcceni experiences in race relations here in the U.S. Ve snickered
at the Nazi claim of Arian-blood superiority. <The whole nation saw

ghrough it and laughed at it.

"The whole nation is not seeing through the similarly absurd claim
of white-skin superiority. We aren't laughing that off so easily...
Becausce of this and the experience of the past several years, we
American Catholics pught to be more convinced than ever of the need to
be abuoluiely unequivocal in the way we teach the personal dignity of

s children of God."
all the ¢ _ : (more) PAGE =l4-
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bleanwhile, Father J.hn B, Sheerin, C.S.P., editor of The C.tholic
World, wrote in his weekly syndicated column: -

MIt is time for the official Church to renounce once and forever
the big lie on vhich anti-Semitism is based--the lie that the JeW1sh
race is guilty of the murder of Christ,,."

¥ather Sheerin, a freguent Vatican observer at top-level Protestant
assemblics, stressed that a Council statement on the Jews would have no
political implications. "No matter what the consequences, good or bad,
the important thing is that . Christendom has inflicted a terrible '
injusticc on the Jews and the scales of justice must be righted."

A Lutheran theologian, writing in his regular column syndicated
throughout the Register chain ,of Catholic newspapers, also expressed
coucern about Catholic-Jewish relations.

Dr. Jaroslav Pelikan, professor of church history at Yale, wrote:
"What bothers me...is the yeport that relations with Judalsm, which
heretoforec have been a concern of' the Secretariat for Promoting Christian
Unity, will now be the respon51b111ty of the ncw secretariat on non-
Carisvian religions.

"There are good reasons for separating the problems of Jewish-
Christian relations from the problems within Christendom, but assigning
these problems to the same agency that deals with Buddhists, Muslims
and Hindus seems in many ways to create more confusion than it resolves.,"

Emphasizing the Christian debt to Judaism, Dr. Pelikan said the
conncction between 'the church and the ancient nation of God is a con=-
tinuing one, and Christianity cannot really understand itself until
and unless 1t understands the Old Testament and the people of the 0Old

Testament,.."

ile said there are "aspects of the issue that are politically sensi-
"tive, and great caution and prudence are required. But no amount of
caution and prudence may be permiited to obliterate the basic truth
voiced by Pope Piux XI of blessed memory in 19380: 'Abraham is called
our Patriarch, our ancestor...Spritually we are¢ Semites.'"

P P
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AND SUBSTANCE.

Rev. John B. Sheerin, C.S.P.
(Edztor, The Catholic World)

<::::::3§%{Efffffh STATEé;;;r;;r;;;TEEﬁg“ﬁﬁi)

The Jews are extremely anxious to hear the good news that the

Second Vatican Council has formally approved a statement condemning
anti-Semitism. This anxiety was obvious at the recent Cétholic Press
convention at Pittsburgh. Dr. Joseph Lichten of B'nai B'rith and
Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum of the Amevrican Jewish Committee deliverxed talks
in which they voiced their hopes and fears about the fate of the
statement presented at the Second Session. Rumors had it that the
strong statement prepared by Cardinal Bea might be buried in Schema

17 and these two Jewish leaders were naturally unhappy about the
possibility.

RENOUNCE ‘BIG LIE'
-~ This is an instance in which public opinion in the Church ought
! to make itself felt. 1It is time for the official Church to renounce
once and forever the big lie on which anti~Semitism is based-~the lie
that the Jewish race is guilty of the murder of Christ. Dr. Lichten
\ said quite correctly at Pittsburgh that this charge of "deicide"
i has been the rock on which anti-Semitic arguﬁents have been founded
for 2000 years.
We need not go back to St. John Chrysostom to find examples of
anti—Semitiém nor even back to the Third and Fourth Lateran Counciis

with their repressive measures that outlawed the Jews. The Phobia

| is not completely absent from table talk in rectories today although

‘ most priests strive seriocusly to suppress the phobia. The Council
statement, in its present form, is not attacking a phantom but a grim

¢ reality when it warns priests not to say anything in catechetical

{ instruction or in sermons that might give rise to contempt for the

1__Jéws. Thank God, our sermons in America do not breathe anti-Semitism.

{MORE)
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TWO PRINCIPAL POINTS _

The heart of the Council statement declares that it would be
unjust to call the Jews an accursed people or a deicide people since
Christ has atoned for the sins of all who caused His death and, sec-
ondly that the death of Christ was not caused by a whole people then
or now. There were individual Jews and Romans who played a part in
the Crucifixion but chriét forgave them from the Cross, and as for
Jews who have -lived since then,they share no special blame for His

death. As the Council of Trent made clear, Jesus died for all

humanity and all humanity shazes in the blame for His death.

JUSTICE

I think it is important to remember that the Council statement
aims primarily at undoing a grave injustice by nailing a big lie.

It has absolutely no political implications: it does not recognize
the state of Israel. Nor is its primary purpose to promote Catholic-
Jewish dialogue, though that maybe an incidental result. Nor is it
uppermost in the minds of the Bishops that they fear to disappoint
Jewishﬁggfes that have been raised so high. "Let justice be done
though / heavens fall." No matter what the consequences, good or bad,
the important thing is that Christendom has inflicted a terrible
injustice on the Jews and the scales of justice must be righted.

It was a lively sense of justice that prompted the General
Assembly of the World Council of Churches to make an act of contri-
tion by condemning anti-Semitism at its New Delhi meeting in 1961.
Its statement said that the story of the Crucifixion should not be
told so as to fasten upon the Jewish people a responsibility that
belongs to our corporate humanity. The Second Vatican Council will
not be outdone in justice by the World Council. For the Bishpps
confess Jesus Christ, a Jew, as their Savior, they boast of apostolic
succession reaching back in time to twelve Jews and they venerate
the Virgin Mary, a Jewish woman from Nazareth in Palestine, The
Catholic 9h%§ghits roots deep in those beloved people with whom God

signed the 0ld Covenant. c—

(NC FEATURES)
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SUM AND SUBSTANCE

Jews Anxious For Council
To Denounce Antl-Semlhsm

- By FATHER JOHN B. SHEERIN

The Jews are extremely anx-
jous to hear the good news
that the Second Vatican Coun-

" cil has formally approved a

statement
demning
Semitism.
This _anxiety
was obvious at
the recent Cath-
olic Press con-
vention ai Pitts-
burgh. Dr. Jo-
seph Lichten of
B’pai B'rith and
Rabbi Marc FR. SI!EER]N
of
the American Jewish Commxt-
tee delivered talks in which
they voiced their hopes and
fears about the fate of the state-
ment presented at the Second
Session.~-Rumors had it that the

strong statement prepared by
Cardinal Bea might be buried

con-
anti-

. in Schema 17 and these' two
Jewish leaders were paturally °

unhappy about ‘the possibility.
This is an instance in which
public opinion in the Church
ought to make itself felt. It is
i for the oflicial
renounce once and forever the
big ;
ish race is guilt e mur-
der of Christ. Dr—TiehTen &
quite correctly at Pittsburgh
that this charge of ‘‘deicide”
bas been the rock on which
anti-Semitic arguments have
been founded for 2000 years.
We need not go back to St
John Chrysostom to find ex-
wmples of anti-Semitism nor
even back to the Third and
Fourth Lateran Councils with
their repressive measures that
outlawed the Jews.

The Council statement,_in_its
present form, 1s not attacking a
when it warns priests not to say
anything in catechetical instrue-
tion or_in_sermons_that_might

ive rise to contempt for the

Jews. Thank God, our sermons
in America do not breathe anti-

Semitism.
The heart of the “Council
statement declares that it would

be- unjust to call the Jews an

accursed people or  deicide
people since Christ has atoned
for the sins of all who caused
His death and, secondly that
the death of Christ was not
caused by a whole people then
or mow. There were individual
Jews and Romans who played
a part in the Crucifixion but
Christ forgave them from the
Cross, and as for Jews who
bave lived since ' then, they
share no special blame for His
. death. As the Council of Trent
made clear, Jesus died for all
humanity and all humanity
shares .in the blame for His
death. .

1 think it is important to re-

member_that un

aims primarily at undomg
a_grave mjusﬁee'Ey""nam't
big lie. It has absolufely no
political implications: it does
not recognize the state .of Is-
rael. Nor is ils primary pur-
pose to promote Catholic-Jew-
ish dialogue, though that may
be an incidental result,

It was a lively sense of jus-
tice that prompted the General
Assembly of the World Coumeil
of Churches to make an act of
contrition by condemning anti-
Semitism at its New Delhi meet-
ing in 1961. Its statement said
that the story of the Crucifixion
should not be told so as fo
fasten upon the Jewish people
a responsibility that belongs to
our corporate humanity. . -

The Second Vatican Coumcil
will not be outdone in justice
oy the World Council. For the
Bishops confess Jesus Christ, a
Jew, as their Savior, they boast
of apostolic succession reaching
back in time to twelve Jews
and they venerate the Virgin
Mary, a Jewish woman from
Nazareth in Palestine. The
Catholic Church “has its roots
deep in those beloved people
with whom God signed the Old
Covenant.




fuore REVIEW

The Anti-Semitism Decree

One of the ultimate consequences of D-Day
was the eventual, horrifying revelation to which
it led of the savage truth about the Nazl con-
centration camps. As the current war orime
trials in Germany attest, the detalls of this
revelation are still able to stun the imagination
and freeze the blood.

Since the greatest single group to suffer from
these camps were Jews, and since it was a cul-
ture at least superficially Christian which

spawned Hitler's plan of total extermination,

there is a strong desire within the Church that
the Vatican Council deal as flerce 8 blow as pos-
sible to the disease of anti-Semitism,

It will be recalled that at the last sessiom
of the Council a strong statement against anti-
Semitism was presented to the Fathers as part
of a document on Ecumenism. For various rea-
sons that statement had not yet been treated by
the Council when time ran out on the session.

Optimists on the subject believe that the

original statement or even a stronger one will .

be endorsed at the third session, Pessimists
feel that the statement will be watered down
or discarded altogether lest the Arab countries
mistake it as a political endorsement and take
out thelr resentment on their minority Cath-
olic populations. ;

A third prospect seems fto be that the anti-
Bemitism declaration (either in its original or
in a weakened form) will be made part of a
document dealing collectively with all non-
Christian religions. Yet this solution too would
have serious disadvantages. The link between
the Old and the New Testament is one or-
dained by God Himself. Judalsm therefore has
a unique relationship with Christianity, a re-
lationship which at times has been lamentably
interpreted in order to justify anti-Semitism.
Both theology and history, then, argue against
equating the Jewish religion with other, non-
biblical religions.

The recent words of Pope Paul to leaders of
the American Jewish Committee inspire the
hope that this whole question will be settled to
the best advantage of both Christians and
Jews—perhaps by giving the decree against anti-
Semitism the dignity of a distinct and inde-
pendent Conciliar document. Thus a unique
relationship will be clarified by a unique dec-
laration.

Buch a solution would fittingly honor the
religlous aspect of the modern Jewish question,
that aspect which Pope Paul sald “interests us
most deeply and motivates our particular con-
sideration for the Jewlish religlous tradition with
which Christianity iIs so intimately linked and
from which it derives hope for trusting relations
and for a happy future.,” '
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THE CATHOLIC LIGHT

June 18, 1964
Scranton, Penna.

Rumors and reports of rumors are
presently circulating to the tune that

! Vatican II may soft-pedal the direct-
ness of Cardinal Bea’s 1963 Council

document on the proper Christian
attitude toward the Jews.

We fondly Hope there.is no truth'

to these rumors, especially in view of
the importance attached to this docu-
ment: This seems to be particularly
noteworthy, if only from a self-cen-
tered point of view, for the talk of this

document has _aroused worldwide
curiosity and expectancy over the

Church’s view on Anti-Semitism. Fur-
thermore, in a day and age when the
Church. is expressly concerned that
she remove the barnacles- hindering
her luster as the Body of Christ, fail-
ure to match up to these expectatmns
would be considerably more than a
«~ “loss of face” or creating a poor
. ~image, . N omomomgE :

Dunng the last session of the
Council the American Bishops took’
a strong and commendable ‘stang B
the Jewish issue. Then again, in' i

' April, at an American Jewish Commit-!

tee dinner in New York, Cardinal!
Spellman stated bluntly that “Antm
Semitism can never find a basis m the:
Catholic religion.”

Many prayerfully hope that - the!
Council will be as unquestmnably;
forthright in its final statement. Real-|
istically we can expect discussion, re-

. casting of statements, etc., in view of/

the vatieties of Anti-Semitic problems]
in various parts of the world where
Christian meets Jew, However

would be a great.loss to the | if.
too subtle, too sa superﬁcxaﬂ

a were made, creating more

_Lblemw&?wm
the ong;gll,y_p_ropose Bea statemeut

mtended to selve saive - -
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June 18, 1964

Rabbil Marc H. Tanenbaum, Director
Interreligious Affairs Department
165 East 56 Street

New York 22, New York

Deér Rabbi4

I hope you are right in your bellef that these expressions of opinion
will be helpful.

At this point I am a little pessimistic but I do know that a number
of the American Bisncps feel very strongly about the importance of
thicematter. I hope their tradifional differential attitude toward
Rome does not prevent them frcm expressing their concern forcefully
and effectively.

Of course you have our permission to distribute copies of our ed1torlal.

We hope that they will be of some use.
b

We really dldn t have much of a chance to talk in Pittsburgh. If your
travels b*lng you into this area try to arrange a stop over at Notre:
Dameé.

Sincerely you:;ﬂJ

ﬁ C// B i

éij;gehn Reedy, C.S.C. _ i
detor ; ) L: b
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CUR LADY OF MARYKNOLL NOVITIATE

MARYKNOLL SISTERS

VANCE ROAD - VALLEY PARK, MISSOURI

June 19, 1964
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Rabbi Marc H. FTanenbaum, Dlrecta"
165 E abhotn ok,
New York, N.Y. 10022

Dear Rabbi Tanenbaum, :

In’this forning's mail came your
letter of June 10th and its welcome enclosursd,

1 should be very glad to have you
send me as many conies as the enclosed offering
of $10.00 will cover towards printing expenses.
#e here are trying to do our bit towards laying
the dragon of anti-Semitism.

May Our Heavenly Father bless your
and our efforts in signal measure.

i A

& Very sincerely you;s,

e /,%’ch/mg/ Sl

|Ic:p Al

ek



COLLEGE OF SAINT TERESA
. WINONA.MINNESOTA
55587
June 26, 1964

OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum, Director
‘Interreligious Affairs Department
The American Jewish Committee
Institute of Human Relations
165 LEast 56 Street '

New York 22, New York

Dear Rabbi Tanenbaum; &
&
Thank you for' yoir very kind letter and for
the enclosed copy of the address by Francis Cardinal
Spellman.: I am greatly pleased to have it, along with
the other reprints from the New York Herald Tribune
and Look Magazine.

ut

It is encouraging to note the progress that
is going forward in the way of facing prejudices of all
kinds and degrees.

P
-

\ I shall be very gratefdl if you will send me
25 add1t10n31 copies if. théy are available.
l\\-—/ |l

. With kind wishes, I am

Gratefully yours,.

Sister M. Camllle
e o
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SISTER M. MAGDALITA, O.S.F.

School Supervisor
520 PLAINFIELD AVENUE
JOLIET, ILLINOIS

June 25, 1964

Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum
165 East 56th Street
New York, New York

Dear Rabbi Tanenbaum,

Thank you for the reprints recently received, 1
found them extremely timely and interesting, and I
will appreciate your sending additional copies for
use in our summer session here ih Joliet.
o

If it is not asking too m ch, mag I request %ne’j
‘hundred copies of these reprznts If this amount is
out of order, I will be happy to receive whatever

amount you'are free to send. ~
-

! More material of this nature is needed. I am very
{glad to make available whatever copies you send.
This is another way of "opening windows."

Thank you again, Sir.

Sincerely,

)4' [ to b M getatTa, 087

Sister M. Magdalita, 0.S.F.
Supervisor
]

Li
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BiISHOP'S CHANCERY

PITTEBURGH ORDINARIATE
BYZANTINE RITE

54 RIVERVIEW AVENUE
PITTEBURGH, PENNA. 15214

June 25, 1964

Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum
Director, Interreligious Affairs
. The American Jewish Committee
165 East 56th Street
. New York, New York 10022

. Dear Rabbi Tanenbaum:

With special thanks I acknowledge your letter of recent
date with its enclosed copy of the address of His Eminence,
Francis Cardinal Spellman, before the American Jewish Committee,
as well as reprints from current publications on the questions
related to interreligious dialogue programs.

We are much gratified to note the interest in religious
education among leaders of varying faiths and the accent placed on
the truths that unite us rather than on those that'separate.

With every best wish,®I' am
Yours very sincerely,

’ {_.'ﬁ d I../. i_/ -f/ Aé.f/: i};
§ Piri / / / ,/CL
Most Re¥. Nicholas T. fElko D D
‘1 Bishop of Pittsburgh, Byzantine Rite.

-
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'DOMINICAN SISTERS
' IMMACULATE HEART OF MARY PROVINCE
/LN A Our Lady of the Valley Convent
%m”és} g Kettle Falls, Washington 77 / \4

Jine 25, 196

Rabbi Marc H, Tanenoaum
165 East 56 Street
- New York 22, N.Y.

Dear Rabbi Tanenbaum:

With great interest did I read your reprints of Cardinal Spellman's address,
and the articles appearing in "Look", and the New York Herald Tribune.™

Love for the Jewish people has been nutured in my family as a child due to

my good ‘mother who had done the house work'on Saturdays for her Jewish neigh-
bors, Before I came to this country-in 1937 I saw and lived through some of
hate .and injustice to both Jews, Catholics and Protestants., When the Jewish
stores were boycotted it was agazp my mothér who told me: "Never mind if they
take:your picture when buying in Jewish stéres in order to report us. Ve are
21l God's children, and we have to support the oppressed,"” On the boat from
Hamburg to New York we met many Jews5who héd to leave their home land also.

Wie are a small Community of teaching and nurszng Sisters. Our contact with
children can be a tremendous influence toward living our teaching that we
are Bour brothers' keeper, and our brother is each member of the human race."
-Eﬁgsé?reprints vwill alert our teaching sisters to the biased textbooks which
may make a Catholic child prejudiced toward Jews, and other faiths., Kindly
keep us on your mailing 1lst and also add the following:

Y /{ St. Dominicts Convent holy Family Home ¢ Assumption Convent
House of Studies f No 5525 Lidgerwood i 2305 W, Weile Ave,
929 “E, Boone . §_ Spokane, Wash, 99207 ‘| Spokane, Wash. 99207
Sphkane, Wash, 99207 el g % .

()
=)

“As I am.wrltlng this letter a petltlon arisgs in my heart with a deen prayer,
and muéh hope. At this time we have a 138 bed general hospital nearing com-
pletiod, May I appeal to your group,yto your friends for a memorial to a.
great -vioman, Edith Steln, who was loved anddknown by many, and who died a:
martyr:because she was of Jewish blood? It will be a witness that:we are all
one, tHat we carry one another's burden, that we want to further the cause of
union amongh all God'!s Children, -and this w111 be an actual sign. I can assure
you that our finaneial needs are very areaug but this is not the first reason
for my-"plea. It would not be a worthy motiwe for so great a woman,. You may want
another way of expressimmg the same motive-as a memorial - any department in
our hospital, or even part of the chapel - for it is here that we all are .
praylng for one another, and are one, ' Yourtdonation would be claimed on your

May I hear from you? Goa bless you. c S :
¢ . o 5 R .
RE , o5 Sinterely yours, A
. A . i
';\l n ; { ..4\4 /’_H-’J / { ‘,_ i =
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GWYNEDD-MERCY COLLEGE
GWYNEDD VALl;_ﬁ‘Y. PENH:SYLVANIA

OFFICE OF THE ACADEmMIC DEAN

June 22, 1964

Rabbi Marc H, Tannenbaum, Director
The American Jewish Committee .
165 East 56th Street - : :
New York 22, New York i ¥
Dear Rabbi Tannepbaum: = t

o N

I thank you most sincerely for sending us copies

of Cardinal Spellman’s address and of the recently
published articles on Christian-Jewish relations.

_ =

; g

We are deeply interested in this cuestion ard
include in our community prayers 2 petition that the
goals set forth by such writers may swiftly be realized.
I have left the documents in our faculity room whers I
know they will stimulate much discussion as well as
renew our fervor in prayer.

- During the past yea,.r‘ffa priest teaching on our
faculty was asked to address a Jewish group at a syna-
‘gogue in order to strengthen mutual understanding. We
felt that much good came to everyone involved and we
hope that the experience will be repeated this year.

We are living in a historic age, with the rush
of grace almost palpable in the tremendous efforts of
so many noble minds to establish peace among us 211.

May God bless you in your great work!

- Sincerely in Hin,

mn

,e,‘j: .'...’.,} S é"’e‘: PR '2' L

o 7 -
SiSteI" E'Iary Joan' c oR .S .M.
Academic Dean
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Bureau of Juformation

Archdiocese of New Dork

453 Madison Avenue * New York 22

PLaza 9-1400

June 23, 1964

Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum

The American Jewish Committee
165 East 56th Street =

New York, New York 10022 .

Dear Rabbi Tanenbaum:

I am extremely grateful to you for
having forwarded to me the 100 copies of
Cardinal Spellman's talk on Anti-Semitism.

& 3

Requests for the booklet are being
received both at his residence and at our
office.

Your generous response to my
request is appreciated and will enable us
to circulate this important statement in
an attractive cover. e :

Thank you, L
L n ’.- /
;@'if\/&n Hﬂﬁ ol
Rev. Thomas McGovern
Agsistant Director
Bureau of Information

~
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June 19, 1964

Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum

Director

Interreligious Affairs Department
The American Jewish Committee

165 East 56th Street

New York 22, New York

Dear Rabbi Tanenbaum:.

Thank you for your kind comments on my editorial about the proposed
council statement on Jewish-Catholic relations.

I must say in turn that I enjoyed very much your eloquent talk to
the Catholic Press Association in Pittsburgh. And I am sure you
will be happy to know that all the comments I heard were of similar
nature,

N

I must confess that I was one who already heard your joke about being
unsuited rather than defrocked, but I didn't give away the punch line.

;] It will be interesting to see what our American Bishops do about
| beefing up .what is now reported to be a weakened statement.

With all best wishes, I remain

L

Sincerely yours, r i

7N

ot}
R

)
-

..,f' ' '1 ;
".-7 N:,_. _"",'77 WL gL et

c | 4

Reverend W1111am F. Graney

as Assistant Editor s
. I /
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17100 feet N.of U.S. 40
on Mason Read, 4 miles

W. of Lindbergh Bl.

from the Headmaster

SAINT LOUIS PRIORY SCHOOL
MASON & CONWAY ROADS
CREVE COEUR
MISSOURI

June 22, 1964

Rabbi Marc #. Tenenbzum, Director
Interreligious '‘Affairs Department

The

165

fmerican Jewish Committee
Bast 56 Street

New York 22, ltew York '

Dear Rabbi Tanenbaum:

« B

4

-
P b

Thank you fof your letter of June 10

5 3 ’
and the materials enclosed. ; I'm putting them

in the school library where they will be avail-

4

able both to the students and the faculty. I'm

very pleased to have‘significant statements.

TH: jl1

=  Sincerely,

n
—

—— - '
BRI . gl (5 .5

F-1

Timothy Horner, 0.S.B.
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THEE CHRISTIAN BROTHERS 350 Sherman Avenue, Evanston, lllinois

Please send 45 copies of each of the following:

REPRINTS: 'ANTI-SEMITISM CAN NEVER FIND A BASIS IN
THE CATHOLIC RELIGION"

“"THE CHRISTIAN WAR ON ANTI~SEMITISM"

to:
BROTHER LUKE, F.S.C., PRINCIPAL
ST. GECRGE HIGAH SCHOOL
above address.

Thank you‘./gz . df/..x._



THE CATHOLIC MESSENGER --

Davenport, Iowa,
June 18, 1964

The Council and the Jews

No more dramatic event occurred during
the recent Catholic Press Association meet-
ing in Pittsburgh than the session in which
the assembled editors heard three addresses
on “Catholic-Jewish Relations in the Light
of the Council.”

Each of the speakers, Msgr. John M.
Qesterreicher, Dr. Joseph L. Lichten, and
Rabbi Mare Tannenbaum, expressed grave
concern for the declaration on the Jews
now before the Second Vatiean Council.

There is no doubt at all that one of the
principal reasons for a declaration on the
Jews is the memory of the Nazi slaughter

“of six million European Jews before and
during World War II. The declaration be-
fore the Council reportedly repudiated any
religious basis for mistreatment of the
Jews as a “deicide” people, i. e., a people
who, as a people, are guilty of the killing
of God.

It was, and is, the purely religious inten- -

tion of the declaration to destrov any reli-
gions pretext for mistreatment of the Jew-
ish people. The declaration acknowledged,
as recent popes have with great emphasis,
the historical continuity of Christianity
with Judaism.

But these transparently useful intentions
have not gone unchallenged. Some of the
Fathers of the Council felt that the subject
of Jewish-Catholic relations was inappro-
priate in a schema on ecumenism directed
to promoting Christian unity. Some have
argued that to place the Jewish question
in the same schema with questions of re-
lations with the dissident Oriental churches
would injure good relations with the Ori-
entals.

Recent reports from the conciliar com-
mission in Rome indicate that the state-
ment on the Jews and another on relizgious
libertv have been detached from the schema
on ecumenism and made separate declara-
tions. Still other reports have suggested
that the schema has now been amended to
eliminate completely references to deicide.

But only this week a spokesman for the
secretariat for Christian Unity denied that
the schema on the Jews was being watered

down and indicated that modifications of

the text were being made only in the in-

terests of “theological precision.” The
spokesman also pointed out a fact worth

noting: the text of Council proposals can
be modified by the Council Fathers them-

selves once the schema has reached the

council floor. The new Secretariat for Non-

Christians is not a econeiliar commission at

all and hence will not handle council pro-

posals. y

There have been other developments too.
Receiving a- delegation of American Jew-
ish leaders on May 29, Pope Paul carefully
distinguished three aspects of the “Jewish
question”: racial, political, and religious.
The Pope expressly declared his incompe-
tence to speak on the purely political prob-
lems of the Jews, but he also reiterated
the hope that racial considerations wonld
never cause a diminution of Jewish rights.

However obliquely, the Pope thus struck
a blow against many of the objections lev-
eled inside and outside the Council against
the proposed declaration. The proposed eon-
ciliar statement will not touch the political
problems of the Near East.

But it seems to us that the strongest
arguments for a clear and unequivocal
statement on the Jews do not derive from
expediency, political or any other kind.
What is needed is not some sort of belated
compensation to a people recently subjected
to attempted genocide. No declaration can
make amends for that.

We need rather an unequivocal repudia-
tion of those theological misconceptions
which lie at the root of anti-Semitism. It
is to the future of Jewish-Christian rela-
tions that the Church must address itself,
not to the past. But if the past is not to
be repeated in some form, the ground must
be cleared of misunderstandings and moral
confusion.

It is our hope that the schema on the
Jews will not become anything but the
purelv religious statement that it is. The
imperatives of truth and justice and fra-
ternal charity demand a bold assault on
auti-Semitism at its very roots.
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Council Statement on Jews
Receives Thorough Study

VATICAN CTTY—(RNS)—A draft declaration on Catholic-Jewish relations
prepared for the Second Vatican Council is “still under gtully” and “modificatiens™
may be made, sccording to a bulletin published by the press service of Osservatore
Romano, Vatican City newspaper. '

The hulletin was issued in the wake of secular press reports aitributed te
“unofficial but spparently well-informed sources” in Rome claimving that the dee-

laration had beem smmendesC by
sliminating a section absolving
the Jews of coliective gulit for
tha ecrucifixion of Chriat. It
read as follows:

“With respect to certain i-
formatien publiahed in the press
comesrning the project of a
declaration ‘on the Jews' the
Secretariat for Christian Unity

Institute of Judseo-Christian

here last Anril on the fact Thet
the Vatican Counci! had ended
ita mecond sesmon without vol-

on the wiatemen! om
Catholic-Jewish relations or a
companion sne on religious
liberty, he sa'd & vote ea Lhem
would have seamed “rujher

Shurried” and not “gpufficlentiy

Studies =t Setam Haull Univer-
sity in Newsrk, N.J.; aad Dr.

Joweph_L. Lichtgs director of

the lm Affairs De-

“m:ﬂaﬂ'ﬁﬂ(hw-
ipr to
1

tha Jewm
_,m

NBW YORE—(RNB)—Cath-
olfe bishope osm make thelr
roset _sigrdficant contribution-to
the Becomd Vatican Comncll
through “vigorows advocacy™
of the statemgnt ai religiens
liberty, secorfing 'is s mbted

Protestant theologian,

Tn an “open Jetler” 1o the
bmhops 'n the June 28 issue of
The Commonwesi, national
Catholic weeklv sdited by lay-
man, Dr. Robert MeAfer Brown
siss stressed the “urgeney” of
& Vatican Cowmell statement on
the Jawy which would remdemn

| hoth mnti-Semitiem and “dny

notion of the Jews &» & "Selcide
race.’ "’

The theclogien, religion pre-
fessor st Staniond Undversily
and * delegwisobservi= to Ul
sheond phesion of ~_i€ouﬂ
for the World
Allianca, declarsd that fpliure
to sdopt a statespeni~G e
Jews “that did not ventell both

of theme gructal amphaghs weulll
be & bitter hew indecd 5o e

, non-Catholie world"

NEW YORE — S9N -
America, nitieonal Gatiolis
third session the
Vatican Counefl will adepl
“forthright” siatement refect-

ing the sgeold chaige of
Geicide that, becsime of the

S [
the Counadl

of delocide laveled
of

It the hope that
rhere’ not be 3 mew text
“deprivad of those qualities of
clarity and prophetic vislon
that whade the criginal o Te-
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Boston Globe - June 19, 1964

Jewish Group Fears
No Anﬁ-SQmitic Vote

Copcern thet pressmse mlmvﬁdmﬂ. who were present
put on the Vatican mmy.result at tha time and who coopera
i the elimination Trom n-ii. ' .
ecumeaical schems ok | “tis
section dealing with
]“_C:fl from
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Archdiocese of San Antonio

Chancery Office
P. O. Box 13190 9123 Lorene Lane

San Antorio, Texas 78213 . Binmond 4-2331
. Area Uode 512

June 22, 1964

Mr. Ralph Friedman
60 Wall Street
New York City, New York

Dear Ralph:

It is with a good deal of pleasure that I look back to
the evening which we spent together in Houston when my Jewish
brethren there gave me the Max Nathan Award. Your address
that evening was unforgettable.

News from Rome about the statement onthe relations
between Christians and Jews is very disturbing. A couple of
weeks ago I wrote to His Eminence, Amleto Giovanni Cardinal
Cicognani, making ,it clear to him that a watered-down state-
ment would be tragic, particularly in the United States. ' His
Eminence sent me a cordial reply informing me that he was for-
warding my letter to the commission which has charge of the
statement. Since then, our worst fears seem to have been
realized. ~Fy
e ———

I am confident that leaders among the American Bishops
will try to do something about this when they get to Rome
September 14. Sending letters apparently accomplishes very
little. 1If we cannot get the enti re Council to approve a
good statement, possibly the American hierarchy can publish
one on their own responsibility. This, of course, would not
be what we had hoped to accomplish but I think that it would
be better than nothing. The Council gives us an opportunity
to right the wrongs of a thousand years. It would be tragic
to let this opportunity get away.

With best wishes and cordial regards, I remain

Very 51ncerely yours,

Most Rev. Robert MI;(:?
Antoni

Archbishop of San



CATHOLIC UNIVERSE BULLETIN

Cleveland, Ohio

" THE UNIQUE PEOPLE:

JUNE 26 1964

Jews and the council

There are signs—which we are glad to
observe—-that the Church’s relations with
the Jews are to be left in the hands of
the Vatican Secretariat for Prometing
Christian Unity, rather than being trans-
ferred to the new secretariat for non-
Christians which Pope Paul is forming.

:  One sign is the fact that it was Cardi-
: nal Bea's Christian Unity Secretariat
which acted fo quiet apprehensions
aroused by rumors that the ecumenical
council’s declaration on the Jews might
Be watered d own because of political
pressure from the Middle East.

Persons of great stature had heen opens
ly troubled over the thought that the coun-
cil might cut out the statement of its con-
demnation of the ideg that the Jews were
a “deicide” people who put to death the
Son of God, Among them were Msgr.
John M. Oesterreicher of Fordkam Uni-
versity's center for Judeo-Christian ‘stud-
ies; Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum of the
American Jewlsh Committee, and the
Protestant theologian Dr. Robert McAfee
Brown of Fordham University.

RABBI TANENBAUM was particular-
ly vehement in his warning that Catholte-
Jewish relations might become “embit-
tered and resentment-laden” for a long
time if the Vatican Council faiied “to ac-
cept a strong decree that once and for al-
ways would lav to rest one of the demonic
bases of anti-semitism.”

It was 2 welcome development, there

fore, when the Christian Unity Secretar-
iat anpounced that the text of the decla-
ration on the Jews is still under study and
therefore has not yet been sent to the
council Fathers, and that if any changes
are made. thev will be solely *for the pur-
pose of harmonizing the terms of the
declaration with all of the whble of the
doctrinal schemata of the council”

THIS 1S ASSURANCE that theology,
and not the pressure of politics or diplo-
macy, will govern the final form &f the
document on the Jews. And as we said,
it is an indication that relations with
Jews will continue to be handled bv the
Christian Unity Secretariat.

If so, it is as it shou!d be. No other
“pon-Christians” stand in the unique po-
sition which the Jews occupy with rela-
tion to the Church: and indeed it is su-
perficial to consider Jews arnong *“non-
Christians” at all.

JUDAISM was the wellspring of Chris-
tianity. The Jews are the people whom
God chose to make straight the way for
the Messiah. The Redeemer came from
the Jews and Himself was a Jew of Jewa.

His Apostles and disciples were Jews,
The evangelists were Jews. That Chris.
tian of Christians, St. Pau!, who first car-
ried Christ to us the Gentiles, was a Jew,
And the Jews are *‘Christians”’ in the
sense that they, or at least many af them,
look forward to a Messiazh as we look
backward to the Messiah.



MARYMOUNT COLLEGE .

Tarrytown-on-the-Hudson . . . . . New York

June 27, 1964

Rabbi Marc H. Tanenbaum, Director
Interreligious Affairs Department
The American Jewish Committee

165 East 56th Streét

New York 22, New York

Dear Rabbi: ' ; =

~ We were happy to receive the copy of Cardinal
Spellman's address before the Annual Meeting of the
American Jewish Committee as well as the reprints of
recent articles. Thank you for sending them.

These papers will be useful in our summer school
program of social action. Not only is the topic timely
but the materials will help us in our discussion sessions.
Our summer work is directed mainly toward the formation
of our Sister-students and we are focusing our attention
this year on human relations.

With admiration for your work for interr'éligious
understanding and with personal good wishes,

I am,

Sincerely yours,

AT . G- da RS H .
Sister M. Brendan, R.S.H. M.,
President




Council “About Face’?

o is ‘the book,” reads a N.¥. Times ad
on Pilgrim “that not only predicted the
Vati Council’s ‘about face’ on the Jewish
questfon but shows why it happened.” The ad
18 tified. The Councll cannot do an ‘about
face’ while 1t is In recess. And regardless of how

“any draft i3 amended between sessions, any
bishop is free to try to amend the amended vere
sion in any direction.

Even, then, if recent reports from Rome about
the draft on anti-Semitism were clear and con-
sistent (which they are not), a draft is only a
draft. True, there are pressures from Arab coun-
tries against the original document. One late
report speaks of the intense newspaper campaign
throughout the Arab world in recent months.
“Day after day, for weeks the most violent arti-
cles have appeared in the press denouncing the
project.”

Some Arab bishops worry about the Christian
minorities in anti-Jewish countries who are at
the mercy of excitable crowds. They cite the
recent suppression of all missions in the southern
Sudan as a reminder of what measures can be
taken by a Moslem state ageinst the Church.
Vatican recognition of these factors, which need
not be decisive, should not be coldly classified
as “political considerations.”

Counter factors are to be found in the fack
that the Church still represents, in Jewish tra-
dition, the most hostile Christian body. Indeed,
many Jews regard the Vatican as one of the
most anti-Semitic places in the world. All the
more reason then why we would view any weak-
ening of the original draft as tragic. There Is &
question here of Christian gullt, in atonement
for which Arab Christians may be called upon
to endure some hardships. Yet, on the optimistic
side, a similar declaration by the World Council
of Churches a few years ago did not cause seri-
ous trouble for Protestant or Orthodox Chris-
tians in Moslem lands.

The only residential Catholic bishop in Israel,
Georges Hakim of Acre, appears to believe all
these fears are unrealistic. This week he afirmed
that the overwhelming number of bishops sup-
port the document as originally introduced. He
knows of no change in it and insists that Arab
Christians will support such a declaration. Sig-
nificantly, the bishop Is Egyptian-born.

We earnestly hope that events will bear him

ou /2c/bY



THE COMMONWEAL

A WEEKLY REVIEW OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS, LITERATURE AND THE ARTS

Thé Council and Anti-Semitism

UNOFFICIAL reports coming out of Rome, espe-
cially those originating from anonymous sources, are
notoriously difficult to evaluate. In the case of the
‘widespread stories that the draft schema on the re-
lationship of the Church to the Jews has been weak-
ened, however, they are too steady and too consistent
to be ignored. Even the possibility that the final
document may appear ambiguous or less than forth-
right 'is cause for serious alarm. There are many

ways in which the Council can fail, but should it fail -

on this issue, then possﬂ:)ly meparable damage may
_have been done :
At the very least, a fal.lu.re here would amount to
" a slap in the face of the Jews. It is by now well-
- ‘known throughout the world that anti-Semitism has
played a sad but persistent part in Catholic history.
-The Jews themselves certainly know this, even if
- Catholics sometimes find it convenient to forget or
explain away. But the Jews also know that there has
been a strong movement in the Church to repudiate,
“in the most solemn ways possible, anti-Semitism.
They have been heartened by this movement.
Should it now turn out that when a decisive step is

needed, the Church lacked the courage and will to.

speak unequivocally, it is hard to see how any Jew
could fully credit the Church’s smcerlty There can
be no half-way house.

The effect within the Church could be no less
severe, even though perhaps less obvious. For the
past few decades, popes and bishops have worked
hard to educate those in their care about the bond
which exists between the Church and the Jewish
people, a relationship unique in history. Christ was
a Jew, Mary was a Jew, the Apostles were Jews, the
Church’s theological roots are Jewish. This has been
pointed out time and again. But however often re-
peated, anti-Semitism has still not died. For cen-
turies millions of Catholics thought of the Jews only
as “Christ-killers.” Many still do. Only the most

solemn and clear-cut repudiation of this popular be- |

lief will serve to root it out once and for all. There
can be no compromise with this base prejudice.
It is evil and it must go. It distorts the Catholic’s
conception of the Church, and thus of Christ’s rela-
tionship to mankind.

IT HAS been suggested, of course, that a strong
statement might serve to increase the problems of
the Church in Arab nations. There have been, re-
portedly, some diplomatic pressures from these na-
tions. Even assuming the worst, we fail to see that
such considerations should deter the Church. The
issue is a moral and a spiritual one of the highest im-
portance, To evade it for the sake of the Church’s
temporal position would be to pervert principle for
the sake of diplomacy.

It has also been suggested that conservative forces
in the Curia are opposed to a strong statement on
theological grounds. If this is true, their objections
presumably rest on the long-standing tradition in
many parts of the Church that there is a scriptural
warrant for looking upon the Jews as an accursed

people. But competent biblical scholars have ex-—7

ploded this myth, just as they have been able to show
how ridiculous it is to portray the Jews as deicides.
More than once in the history of the Church a false,

|

i
i
]
i

popular sub-tradition has been allowed to continue

out of fear for the sensitivities of simple believers, or
out of fear that the Church’s past would be cast in an

unfavorable light. That must not be allowed to hap- -

pen this time.

The Church has much reason to beg forgiveness of
the Jews. It has much reason to repudiate those in
the Church, past and present, who have allowed
anti-Semitism to go unchecked. It has much reason
to do everything possible to see to it that Catholic
doctrine can never again be misinterpreted. Even if
all these things are done, however, it would be naive
to expect that all lingering traces of anti-Semitism
will promptly disappear from the Catholic con-

JUNE 28, 1964 407



inary Sessions May Be
sut From Five to Four

Speclal to The New York Times
tOME, June 27—The coordi-
ing Commission of the Ecu-
nical Council has discussed
s procedures to speed up the
*k of the third session this
. it was announced today.
he  Ecumenical Council,
1ging together Roman Cath-
. prelates from all over the
1d, will meet in St. Peter’s
sitica from Sept, 14 to Nov.

'he new procedures, discussed
the commission yesterday,
* Jead to a reduction from

plenary sessions to four.

caucusts 0I DISNops Irom one
country or one general language
area to examine draft decrees.
It would then be possible to
name one or at the most two
bishops (the second for the op-
position) to speak at the plenary
session for the entire group,
thereby speeding discussion.
The Coordinating Commission
also prepared the last four of
13 draft decrees to come before
the Council in September. These
are the second part of the draft
decree on the nature of the
church; on divine revelation;
on the missions and o the pres-
ece of the church in the modern

world. These have yet to be sent|

to the Fathers of the Council.

The 13 draft decrees ar€ on
divine revelation, the Church,
pastoral duties of bishops, East-
ern churches, missions and ecu-

in the modern world.

. The commission meets under
the leadership of the Vatican
Secretary of State, Amleto Car-
dinal Cicognani. Eight Cardinals
were present at yesterday's
meeting, It was the fifth since
the end of the second session of
the Ecumenical Council last De-
cember.

Pope Paul VI received a
group from a Japanese Bud-
dhist goodwill mission today.
The group was imiroduced by
Paolo Cardinail preési-
dent of the Vatican’s new Secre-
tariat for Non-Christian Re-
ligions. It was led by Pro
Gyokusen Osaka, rector ¢ §
Komazawa University. e Y

Professor Osaka expres
gratitude over the Holy S’?b/

intervention on behalf of *
dhists in South Vietnam.

—




CORRESPONDENCE .

Christians and Jews

eoitor: “Molders of public opinion™ is
the challenging title Pope Pius XII gave
tu the men of the press. The Catholic
journalist has an even more delicate role.
He interprets the Church to the world,
and the world to the Church. With his
assistance, the public mind within the
Church moves toward maturity. In their
editorial “The Council and the Jews”
(6/20),
aguin proved thclmclvcs true to their
mission.

The editorial is candid: it points to
the unrest felt by many hearts at the
possible weakening of the conciliar draft
on the C.;thohc ;attltude toward the Jews.
It is parsp;c.luou'i it foresees the harm
that might come from an insufficient
declaration. It is responsible, too, and
wisc in its gentle plea for a forthright
declaration by the Council.

The great issue is that of deicide. No
doubt the slaying of Jesus is deicide, for
it is the slaying''of God made man. But
does this mystery make the actors in the
drama of Christ’s passion—the Jerusalem
judges and the Roman exccutioner, the
Jewish crowd’ before the governor’s pal-
ace, the (pmbably Syrian) soldiers who
mackcd crowned and nailed Him to the
cross—formal killers of God? Obviously

not. None of 'thcm knew whom they

were putting to death. Such, after all,
is the testimony of the Victim Himself:
“Father, Forg,we them; they do not know

what they are déing” (Luke 23:34). This,

too, is the witness of the npostles Peter
and Paul, who spmk in like terms (see
Acts 3:15; 1 Cor. 2:8).

Despite tlns évidence in favor of those
involved in Cl‘}l’lStS death, there  are
some who mslst upon calling not only
the actors in! thc drama of our redemp-
tion deicides; b‘ut the whole Jewish pco-

ple as well. Smce we are all sinners and-

thus spiritual " 1ccomphces to the cruci-
fixion as wc]li as its beneficiaries, since
we are all brothers in guilt as we are

brothers in mercy, why would a Christian

—a pardoned, sinner—wish to cast his bit-
terncss, mdccd \fenom on the Jews? Why
would he w:sh ‘to accuse, instead of re-
joicing that hll.S fand the world’s sin “mer-
ited” so great a Redeemer?

Frankly, I would be more easily con-
vinced of their purity of motive if the
stanch defenders of the deicide charge
‘insisted, with "1equal fervor, on giving
credit to the” whole Jewish people for
being, as it Iw?fre, the womb of Christ.

o g
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the editors ‘of Asierica - have -

The logic scems to me inescapable: if
the. entire Jewish people is 'to bear the
guilt of the few who tried' and con-
demned Jesus, then'they must be men-
tioned, in almost the same brcath with
His Mother. Yet 1 have never heard any-
one who calls the Jews “God-slayers” claim
that they are God-bearers as well. Could
it be that the source of their charge is
not faith but lack of it, not love of Christ
but love of self, or somcthm[, even more
sinister?

Your editorial referred [to Cardinal
SpeIlm:m s warmhearted speech of a few
wecks ago. It quoted his emphatlc state-
ment: “Anti-Semitism can never find a
basis in the Catholic religion.” In the

- same speech, the Cardinal reiterated the

words of Pius XII:* “For centuries the
Jews have been most unjustly treated or
despised. It is time they were treated
with justice and humanity. God wills it
and the Church wills it. St. Paul tells us
that the Jews are our brothe}s. Indeed,
it is time.

(Msvr) John M. Oes:arrewher

Seton Hall University

Newark, ‘N fow

i

rL’DITDI\' Your cdit’oi-ial focuses a strong

light on a desperatély urgent'Inatter. The
‘statement on the Jews prestnted at the
second session of the Council showed not
only prophetic vision but also contrition
for two millennia oP-m;usucel to the Jews.

The between-ses§ions idferval, how-
ever, has roused thélanticipation of Jews,
and any watering dgwn of the document
would be tragic. The American bishops
are fully aware of“the sitdation, fortu-
nately, and I would like tb think that

address at the American ]evc‘nsh Commit-
tee meeting, which' Pope Paul has said
“expressed” his 0wﬂ sentimonts.

& (Rev.) Johﬂ B. Sheerin
Ed:tor Cathol:c World
New York N' ¥

epiTor; Your edltonal pomts up one of
the more curious sttuatmn.s to develop at
the Council: the ﬁpposmon of the con-
servative wing and of some Oriental
bishops to the statement oti the Jews.
For instance, Maximos V Saigh of
Antioch has mamtgmed that reference to
the.Jews in the Christian fUmty schema
would prove oifen}wc to ‘aur separated
Oriental brethren.” Whate’va' one feels
about the smtablh‘l'{ of this context for
the statement, the fact is that the Patri-
arch is here 1mpuhng a cnidlty of senti-

m
& i

-

[
K
|
)

oy
r

=

Cardinal Spellman Sived the' ‘day.with his

ment to our separated brethren of which
they may not be guilty. We have only
his word for it that they would rcact in
so unchristian a fashion at finding them-
selves mentioned in ‘the sume text with
the Jews.

It scems safe to surmlsc that Maximos
1V fears that any favomblc notice of the
Jews taken at the Coyncil might be mis-
construed by his fellow Arabs as preju-
dicial to them. But this inference has to
be challenged as gratuitous. An expres-
sion of good will toward the Jews is not
tantamount to a prpfcssion of hatred
toward the Arabs.

In proposing, as he has done, “a.gen-
eral declaration, concerning relations with
all other religions without mentioning the
Jews in particular,” Maximos implies that
the Church bears no more special rela-
tionship to the Jews than it does to people
professing other faiths. But this is patent-
ly not so. The stmn‘g undeniable New
Testament fact is thiat the Chuarch does
have a particular cEnnectinn ‘with the
Jewish people. It slmuld thercfore offer
no slight nor be a cause for offense to
any othcr religious group if the Church
at this time chmses to take note.of these
ties with the Jews. -

"In all this, one suspects that someone
has introduced a political dimension into
the issue. In itself, ‘the matter does not
carry such implications. To speak well of
the Russian Orthodox Church, for ex-
ample, is not to approve, much less to
recognize Communist Russia, where many
of the Orthodox faith' happer''to reside.
Similarly, a conciliar statement on the
Jews is not in effect'la recognition of the
state of Israel. N .

In the last analysis, OPPOSI.UOH among
the Orientals to a statement on'the Jeéws
is a provincial reaction. They are viewing
the matter from an' angle of vision that
allows only a narrow and somewhat dis-
torted image, one that is framed by local,
Near Eastern, Arabtlsraeli tensions. In
calling upon the Church at large to adopt

their restricted point of view, the Ori-

entals must reflect that they are' being ob-
structive, hardly constructive. What they
are blocking is a fitting gesture of re-
pentance made in the name of Christen-
dom to the Jews for the massive and cruel
persecution they have had to bear at the

“hands of nominal and errant - Christians.

i James' C. Tower
Jerseyj City, N. J.

EDITOR: | was pleased indeed to read
“The Council and the Jews.” The need
for rectification” of ‘the deicide accusa-
tion in my judgment is clear and urgent;
all the peoples of the Western world will
be greatly benefited if this historic step is
unequivocally taken by the Vatican Coun-

1



cil. Guilt by association, which is what
this accusation really amounts to, is re-.
garded as abhorrent in the current phi-
losophy of all civilized governments, and
it is urgent that this ancient canard be
expunged from teaching.
Thank you again. Your editorial is
excellent.
Ralph Friedman
New York, N. Y.

Eprron: 1 wish to congratulate you on
the forthright editorial on “The Council
and the Jews.” Your comments breathed
a spirit of brotherhood urgently needed

in this troubled, divided world. No group
is more cager to clasp the Christian hand
in friendship than our Jewish fellow
Americans. But brotherhood with the
Jewish people is not only a welcome act
of amity; it is a Christian imperative,
and, in a measure, an act of atonement
for the past misdeeds and misunderstand-
ings of some Catholics.

While I can not agree with the charge
that Christian teachings provided a cli-
mate of opinion in which anti-Semitism
flourished, I feel it is undeniable that a
periodic and somewhat significant distor-
tion of Church doctrines contributed neg-

Iberia Air Lines of Spain now offers a
special tour of Spain, France, Italy,
Switzerland, and Portugal. It is de.
signed to enrich your faith, inspiration
and devotion.

Here is a truly remarkable tour. Not
only does it provide opportunities for
happy ‘relaxation, shopping and other
pursuits, it also offers a unique way in
which to enrich your spiritual life.

Youwll visit: Madrid - Toledo - Lourdes
Paris » Rome « Venice
Geneva « Barcelona « Lishon » Fatima

You'll worship where the Saints have
worshipped—you’ll learn first-hand the
beauty, grace and inspiring atmosphere
of the great sanctuaries of Europe. In
Madrid see the Prado Museum, the
Bull Ring and the National Palace.
Toledo: the magnificent Cathedral, the
Alcazar. Visit Barcelona’s beautiful
church, Sagrada Familia.

In Lourdes, you'll have ample time to
visit the Basilica, the Grotto, Berna-
dette's house. Witness the evening
Candlelight Procession—its memory
will last a lifetime. Thence to Rome for
four days.

Rome’s Four Major Basilicas, Sistine
Chapel, the ancient Catacombs. An
audience with the Holy Father will be

petitioned. ?i‘hen on to Venice, to
Geneva for the Swiss National Exhibi-
tion, then to Paris for three days. And
finally, Lisbon—and a'memorable two-
day excursion to the Shrine of Our
Lady of Fatima. i

These specidl Catholic-interest group
tours departon convenient dates be-
tween June -and October, each accom-
panied by a Spiritual Leader. You will
fly aboard the superbly comfortable,
meticulously maintained jet liners of
Iberia Air Lines.

Sound good?‘ Come with us: it will en-
rich your life forever. 3 inspiring weeks
in Europe—only $854*

A 5-day optional excursion to the Holy
Land is available—costs only $288 extra!
For brochuTes, see \your travel agent,
call your nearest Iberia office...or send
coupon to Iberia Tour Dept., 518 Fifth
Avenue, New York 36, N. Y.
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atively to the growth of anti-Semitism,
At the same time we must not forget that
Hitlerian racist policies were the out-
growth of anti-Christian as well as anti-
Semitic forces. Nazi racism was as dif-
ferent from the anti-Semitism of some
Christians as slavery is from segregation.
They are just not in the same class.

Apart from such considerations, we
Catholics owe much to the Jews, if not
in the area of atonement, certainly in the
area of gratitude. Qur faith is rooted in
Judaism. As Pius XI once said, “spiritual-
ly we are Semites.” That being so, a
statement from the Council emphasizing
our spiritual relationship with the Jewish
people is_both urgent and fitting.

I hope, then, that there will be no
watering down of the statement on
Christians and Jews, but rather a water-
ing up, a flowering, a development into
a lasting testimonial of the bonds of
brotherhood that enable both Christian
and Jew to pray to the God of Abraham
and Isaac and Jacob.

(Msgr.) Salvatore J. Adamo
Editor, Catholic Star Herald
Camden, N.].

Exulting in the Vernacular

eEpitor; I should like to relieve the an-
guish of soul of Fr. T. L. Bouscaren,
S.J., (“English, but Whose?" 5/16)
over the awful possibility of losing the
Exultet of the Paschal Vigil to the ver-
nacular.

Several thousand Catholics attending
the annual Liturgical Week in Oklahoma
City in 1961 heard the Ezultet sung in
English from' the stage of the huge City
Auditorium by a group of clerics trained ©
by Fr. Joseph T. Nolan, present pastor
of St. Patrick’s Church, Sedalia, Mo. It
was one of the outstanding events of the
week and was greeted with enthusiastic
applause by the entire audience.

[ can still recall the thrill of that
evening. It was the first time that thou-
sands of the faithful understood the
meaning of this matchless gem of the
Paschal Vigil.

Now Fr. Bouscaren and any of his
fellow mourners can hear this beautiful
rendition of the Exultet in modern Eng-
lish by writing to “The Tape of the
Month Club™ of the Liturgical Confer-
ence, Washington, D.C.

If and when he hears it, I hope he
will reversé his opinion that “surely it
is better to' educate even a small part
of the people to appreciate such a gem
than to destroy its matchless beauty
under the delusion that it can be made
common pioperty.”

(Msgr.) Robert ]. Sherry
Cincinnati, Ohio

America / July 4, 1964
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ROM many different sources at the
present time Christians are being
prompted to consider again their attitude
towards Jews. In large measure this chal-
lenge stems from lingering feelings of
®ullt about the persecution of Jews in Germany
some 25 years aco under Nazism. Completely
satisfactory answers are not available to the
question: How could this have happened in a
country that js Christian ?

Christians are being challenged {n reconsider
their tearhing of the circumstances surround-
ing the death of Christ. We are bring asked
ta Inok intn the way children are taught to sec
if perhaps we have nat
been guilly, even un-
conscinusly, of fosler-
ing contempt. for Jews
hecause of the way we
feach the history  of
the erucifixion.

ANPIT IS a3 sirange
thing 1hat anti-semi-
tism has eontinuecd lo
lurle in murky corners
of the Christian heart.
It reweals jtself neea-
sinnally, startlingly,
embarrassingly, in ways that appear to be
harmless, hul which give us reason 1o rethink.

Because of the clear and monstrous evidence
that anti-semitism does exist in the Christian
warld, it was heartening that Augustin Cardi-
nal Bea, president of the Secretariat for Pro-
mntine Christian Unity, introduced a statement
on Catholic-Jewish relations to the Second
Vatican Council. A council can fail if it does
nnt address itself to the religious needs or is-
surs of the day. Millions of Jews were mur-
dered—Tlor heing Jews-—by people of our own
day who were reared in a predominantly Cath-
nlic-Protestant environment. Are we to say this
environment had no bearing on this unbeliev-
ahle evenl? Anti-semitism is a religious issue
of our day.

OF COURSE ANYONE who understands the
teaching of the Church on redemption knows
that the sins of all mankind were responsible
for the death of Christ. Only by assenting to
the satisfaction that Christ offered on the cross
can a Christian hope to be saved. The Chris-
tian who denies his part in the crucifixion of
Christ is denymg hls opportumty for eternal
salvation.

The dralt which the Secretanat for Unity
proposed to the Council declared that the part
some Jewish leaders played in the crucifixion

JOHN M. KELLY, £ T.L..
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of Christ does not exclude the guilt of all man-
kind. Further, acearding in a press communique
issued by the seeretavial in early November of
1963, the dralt stated that "the personal guilt
of these leadrrs cannnl be charged to the whnle
Jewish people either of his time or today, IL
is therefore unjust to call this peaple ‘deicirde’
or 10 consider it ‘rursed’ by God,

THE DOCUMENT then proceeds 1o admon-
ish preachers and teachers of catechism that
the acconnt they give of the crucifixion must
never he allowed 1o pive rise to disdain or
hatred or perseculion of Jews, In fart. Catholics
are urged (o promnte nuetual understanding
and esieeom,

This statement on a Catholic attitude toward
Jews originally was introduced in the fourth
chaptrr of {he treatise an ecumenism. Tt did
nnl come hefore the Council for a vote during
Ihe seeond session,

Since then, Leon-Jnseph Cardinal Suenens
revealed here in garly May, the position of this
sinlement has heen changed. 1t will now appear
as a Council declaration apart from the body
ol the freatise on ecimenism. Apparently there
is alse the pnssibility it will be incorporated
inln a statement on all non-Christian religions.

WE CAN ONLY HOPE that the new ar-
rangement will in no way weaken the clarity,
forthrighiness or pertinence of the original
drall. We American Catholics, since nearly hall
the Jews of the world are living in the United
States, ought to show a special interest in and
concern for this document,

We alsn ought to he closer to a little better
undersianding of what happened in Germany
because of our own recent experiences in race
relations here in the United States. We snick-
ered at.the Nazi claim of Arian-blood superior-
ity. The whole nation saw through it and
laughed at it.

The whole nation is not seeing through the
similarly absurd claim of white-skin superiors
itv. We aren’t laughing that off so easily.

RUT, SOME MIGHT SAY, that attitude
reaily does not have any broad-based political
support. After the march of Alabama's Gov.
George Wallace Lhrough the north, we ought
not to he too hasty about guessing at the per-
centage of while Americans, Catholics included,
who believe in white-skin superiority.

Because of this and the experience of the
past severai years, we American Catholics
ought to be more convinced than ever of the
need to be absolutely unequivocal in the way
we teach the personal dignity of all the chil-
dren of God.

W. F. GRANEY
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COUsICIL SHOULD ACT
Oy JEWISH ISSUS

There are hinls. fairly solid ones, that the
third session of Vatican 11 may soften or avoid
A statement regarding relations with Jews,

The rumors and confusion foilow the ve-
port fraom Rome of Pope Paul's designation of a
now Secretarviat for relations with non-Christians.
The Jews feel, and they have a good case, {lmt
their status must of necessily be considered
apart from non-Christians,

That may sound contradictary unless you
have heen keeping up with meoedern catechetics
amd thenlogy and have same grasp of fhe liturgy,
In the simplest terms. the modern Catholie
teacher of religion explains that the Jewish
people, starting with {he Covenant with Abra-
ham, were the Chosen People of God., Our teach-
ing is that the entire Old Testamnent prepares
fur the New Testament, in which the promises

of God to the Jews are fulfilled and we become.

the new People of Ged. The Jews do not quite
auree with that, but they see, very logically, that
there is a necessary relationship between Chris-
tianity and Judaism in any ecumenical discus-
ston, since hoth religions share a common heri-
tage, at least up to a poini.

Just by way of reminder, Christ was a Jew,
as were almost all of his early followers. The
Catholic Church was lavgely founded by Jews,
Far from blaming each Jew for the crucifixion of

Josus, actually prompted by corpupt Jewish lead-

ers, according (o vur teaching, we should be
prateful to them becavse what we now eall Salva-
tion History is based largely .on Jewish history,

The Jews carried on. cherished and protected
the idea of the one true God. Their prophets and

- seriptural authors foretold of Christ, as we see

16

it. Every Mass cantains remnants of Jewisgh
prayer, and olten large segiments. Mosi of the
Divine Oflice is made up of the psalms of Kings
David and Solemon. Much of our ethical thought
and legal tradition hegan with the Jews. As for
forgiving even the relatively small number of
Jews responsible for the crucifixion, Christ did
that before He died on the Cross.

It would take pages to list the debts that
Americans, the world and the Church itself owe
to the Jewish peopla,

The American Bishops tovk a strong and
connunendable stand on the Jewish issue during
the last Council session. We certainly hope they.
will hoid their ground.

We can’t help recalling a Jewish Passover
play on television some time ago, At Lhe end, an
actress asked o kind of riddle in ovder to make a
gimple. logical point very dramatically. “Whao
krerws the answer {o one?” she asked. Then she
saicl: “inow the answer Lo one. One is our Lord
Cod.” Wanld that all Christiang had such plain
wisdom, < '

SUPRENIE COURT BLASTS
NTRGRATION LAG

The old caricature of the ambling, shiftless
Negrvo could havdly be imitated helter than it
has been by the actions of some of those deter-
mined to slow down or stop integration.

'The United States Supreme Courl has spoken
in prelly stromg terms to ene such group, the
inhabitants of Prince Edward County, Va. Prog-
ress there has been worse than “ ‘lasses in Jan-
uary.” It's more like * 'lasses in the deep freeze."

This county had .it all figured out. Its pure,
white citizens would find a way around the school
integration ruling, now 10 vears old, hy simply
closing its public schonls in 1959, Furthermore,
these stalwarts would provide stipends 1o white
students attending “nonsectarian private
schools.”

The Court minced no words. Speaking for
his colleagues. who agreed unanimously, Justice
Hugo L. Black said the right of Negro students
to equal protection under Jaw, as stated in the
141th Amendment, had been vicolated. He noted
that public schools in every other Virginia com-
munity remained open, referred to the financial
assistance given fo students of segregated schoonls
and said the only reason for the county’s strange
procedures was (o aveid integration,

The Court nrdered the public schonls reopened
and told oflicials to.do everything possible to
protect. the rights of Negro students.

Plainly, the Supreme Court was irritated hy
the foot-dragging and occasional open defiance
of its integration decision. Recent studies in-
dicate, for instance. that 10 years after the
ruling fewer than 10% of the Negro public
elementary and high-school students are at-
tending school with white students in Southern
and border states.

"The border states have done fairly well in
that 54.87%: of Negro students atlend integrated
schools, THowever, the 11 Southern states have .
managed to place only 1.18% of the Negro stu-
dents in schools with whites,

Ave Maria
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ALL THINGS CONSIDERED

Ca‘f_holics and J ewé

LAST WEEK I discussed the existence of anti-Semitism
among Christians. This week I want to return to the
theme again.

I accept the claim made by Professor Jules Isaac in
The Teaching of Contempt ( Holt, Rinehart & Winston ):

most of us who are Christians have from childhood on

received a certain “instruction in contempt” as far as
the Jews are concerned—a fact borne out, incidentally,
~ by the recent St. Louis University-American Jewish
"Committee study of the textbooks used in Catholic
.- schools. Other sociological factors are no doubt impor-
'~ fant, such as the fact that Jews and Catholics in America
. were both immigrant groups and were both poor. None-
* theless, it is my conviction that the distortion of religious
' teachmg underlies everything else and is most important
* in ‘arousing prejudice.
‘The idea of the Jews as “Christ-killers” who are as a
group and exclusively responsible for Christ’s death has

done terrible harm. It should never be presented with- -
out showing that some Jews—Mary, the Apostles, the -
disciples, many'in the crowd—accepted Jesus. It should -

- nevep‘be presented without emphasis on the Christian
' teachmg that all of us individually and together are by
our sins responsible for Christ’s death. The notion that

some kind of curse rests on the Jewish people for their

role in the Crucifixion must be challenged head-on; as

- Cardinal Spellman noted in a recent talk, this is a widely

held belief which many people use to justify their own

bigotry.

_ Catholic teaching in this matter is clear. The Church
teaches that the Jewish people were not and are not cast

away. The Church deplores the abuse of speaking of the

| Jews as a “deicide people” and of putting them outside . -

the law. In truth, the children of Israel are neither re-

" jected nor cursed by God, and in Catholic thought they -

will forever be in a special way objects of His love.

Why, then, the gap between official teaching and
popular belief and practice? Part of the reason the var-
ious myths about the Jew sprang up and were en-
couraged by many Christians was the fact that in early
centuries Church and synagogues were often in direct
competition. As a result, all too many Christian writers
and preachers tried to glorify the Church by degrading
the synagogue. The Jews were often depicted as a
perfidious, stiff-necked people, condemned for the Cru-
cifixion and under a just curse in this world.

All this is abuse, not Catholic teaching, and it is

this that we must eliminate from the various textbooks
and commentaries into which it has made its way. At
the same time we cannot pretend that such material
'~ has been without effect over the years. Otherwise how

can we explain the anti-Semites we have all met who
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use the malevolent “religious” myths about the Jews as \ T

justification for their own hatred?

In point of fact, from the days of Constantine till the
French Revolution the Jews were treated as a people
set apart. Only the Jew who embraced Christianity
became a full citizen. Periodic persecution was the rule,
with Holy Week, ironically enough, a time of special
dread for Jews. Indeed, that thirteenth century which
some Catholics consider the greatest of centuries was
for the Jews a time of special misery, a time in which
they were persecuted in and expelled from country after
country. If Jews and Catholics today view history
through different eyes, is it any wonder?

Part of the reason for this, of course, was political.

Religious unity was considered -essential for political .
welfare; indeed, the Church as spiritual institution and -

Christendom as a political entity were often thought
of in the same terms. As a result the Jew throughout
this period was sometimes scoffed at and preached over,
sometimes tolerated or driven out, sometimes mocked
or let alone. Always, though, he was the stranger, the

- outsider.

In this circumstance it would be pleasant to be able
to list Israel's Christian champions. Champions there:
were of a sort, the kind of champions who insisted that
the Jew should be treated fairly in his ghetto, and at
the time I suppose this championship was no small
thing. But the fact remains that it was not the spokes-
men of Christianity but the voices of liberal revolution
that freed the Jews, not the forces of religion but the

. forces of secularization that made the Jew an equal
. citizen.

When the French Revolution comes up, Catholics
are wont to think of its excesses, and these were real
enough, heaven knows. The fact remains, however, that

- to the Jew the French Revolution spelled freedom.

Catholics today may be able to scare each other by
talking about the dangers of secularism, but exactly

what was there about a religious society, historically
. speaking, that would make a Jew expect to feel safer in
it than in‘a secular society?

This is the question Catholics must confront. The |

pagan perversity of Hitler rose and took root in the
heart of Christian Europe, in a nation almost equally
divided between Protestant and Catholic Christians.

How could this happen? It could happen, I am con--
vinced, for only one reason: the Nazis® attack was car-

ried out in a climate of opinion prepared by the fact
of centuries of hostility to the Jewish people. It is this-
teachmg of contempt that is at fault, and it is this can-
cer that we must root out if we are to call ourselves
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