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January 3, 1971 

Mr. Ira Silverman, Director 
ln■titute For J'ewi1b Policy Plannin1 • Re■earcb 

Tbe Synagogue Connci.l of America 
1776 Ma■aacbu■ett■ Ave .• N. W. 
Waebington, D. C. Z0036 

Dear Ira: 

Thank yoo for your letter of December 20. I am delighted that 
the Institute will go ahead with a ■ympo■iom deei1ned to clarify 
America'• atrate1ic lntere■t in l■ rael. I think lt ■bould be qalte 
valuable. Ir it i ■ po■■lble I would love to ■ it in. 

May I ■ugge■t another and related matter. We have received a 
namber of report■ of meetln1• of baalneaa folk and local chamber■ 

of commerce with Arab boyer■ or repre■entatlve ■ at wbicb the i■-

111e of boycott i1 raised. If the Department of' Commerce i ■ pre ■ent 

the United State■ po■ ition on the boycott i■ made clear ("report 
any pre■■ure■"). In ■ome meetlng■ bu■ ine■■men have laughed 
when tbe U. S. po■ltion wa■ ■tated and the Arab 1poke1men ba1 
reminded the audience that the boycott l• an American invention 
(Cuba, Comm11nl1t China). It woald be uaeral to know tbe extent 
of capitalation of American companle• to tbi• boycott, tbe po•-
■ ible economic con1eq11ence1 for I■ rael, tbe political con■equen-
ce■ in America, and tbe cutoff of fwid• to our fand■. I under■tand 
that the accountlng firm of Arthur Ander■on ha• already ■ent a 
letter to local office• telli.n1 them not to glve to the UJA and that 
■ lmilar letter■ are beln1 circulated by certain bank■. It woald 
be belpfal if tbl• materlal could be analyzed and the qae■tlon■ of 
coWlter mea111re1, if any, dlaca■■ed intelll1ently. 

With all good wiahe■ for the new year I remain 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Jeremy Silver 
DJS:mp 
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Rabbi Daniel Jeremy Silver 
The Temple 
University Circle at Silver Park 
Cleveland, Ohio 44106 

Dear Danny: 

Many thanks for your December 28 letter regarding Analysis #30, 
George Johnson's piece on the significance of new Jewish youth 
movements • 

I am in full agreement with your implied suggestions of goals 
for the Institute: hard thinking, hard facts, hard research. 

n 

I hope that through commissioned research, through planned policy 
task-forces and seminars, and to a limited degree through Analysis, 
the Institute will contribute those needed factors to the organized 
instruments of the Jewish community. 

I see Analysis, however, as basically a journalistic interpretation 
of topical issues of concern to the large, mainly rabbinical 
constituent-agency membership of the Synagogue Council. As a 
brief bi-weekly it cannot provide major in-depth research or 
statistical analysis which we trust will comprise the Institue's 
main projects. It is designed, rather, to examine issues of 
current importance, present the factual situation, discuss 
various views regarding the events or facts, and outline factors 
or options affecting community policy on the issues. 

Johnson's article attempts to do just that. I regret that you 
think it "smacks of special printing for a cause,n for that 
certainly was not his intention. I personally think he presented 
a balanced description of various views of the significance of 
the new student movements. He was not in a position to do original 
field research on, as you suggest, statistics of undergraduates 
taking Jewish courses - although I agree with you that any such 
numbers that he had available would have contributed to the 
paper's effectiveness. 

If your reading of the facts leads you to different conclusions 
about the significance of these youth movements, and you feel 
that viewpoints like yours were not sufficiently treated in 
Johnson's paper, I would be delighted to receive your interpre
tations and consider issuing them in a subsequent issue of 
Analysis or Background. 
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Rabbi Jeremy Silver 
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In the meantime, I want you to know that I appriciate your 
critical encouragement - and hope that future editions of 
Analysis will reflect the kind of competent analysis which 
you seek. 

As ever, 

~ 
Ira Silverman 
Director 
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to: 
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date: 

m randum 
SCA Plenum 

Siegman 

Jesus Revolution 

January 18, 1973 

I am pleased to send you herewith a set of suggested guidelines 

dealing with the Jesus Movement, and more particularly, its 
approaches to the Jewish community. 

The guidelines were prepared by the Joint Advisory Col1Dllittee 

of the Synagogue Council of America and the National Jewish 
Community Relations Advisory Council, and are based on a 
draft prepared by Dr. Norman E. Frimer, National Coordinator 

of Hillel Affairs for the New York Metropolitan Area. 

We suggest to our member agencies that these guidelines be 
distributed to their constituents. 

Best regards. 
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I • SUGGESTED GUIDELINES FOR THE JEWISH COMMUNITY 
ON KEY '73 

Introriuction 

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

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

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

FIRST, SOME CAUTIONARY COUNSEL FOR ALL 

(1) Do Not Overreact 

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

(2) Do Not Join in the Numbers Game 

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

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

Missionaries often seek to engage Jews in public 
discussion. Do not be drawn into this utterly 
fruitless exercise. Above all, do not invite 
missionaries or their followers to address meetings 
under Jewish auspices. Such hospitality only gives 
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the mi:3sionary cause institutional dignity and 
legitimacy. On the other hand, do not publicly 
attack or abuse the missionaries; this merely 
serves to surround them with an aura of martyrdom, 
to our loss. Our essential obligation is to shore 
up our Jewishness. 

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

Some missionary groups appeal specifically to Jews 
with the specious notion that those joining them 
are thereby "completed" or nfulfilled" as Jews. This 
is patently incompatible with Jewish tradition and 
conviction. Conversion to Christianity or any other 
faith is an abandonment of Judaism. We must strive, 
with loving concern, to restore erring individuals 
to their own faith and community. 

(5) Do Not Lose Your "Cool" 

The style of the Key '73 missionaries is likely to 
be cool and affable. Emulate it. When they come 
smiling to the door, respond politely -- firmly but 
with no recrimination -- "No, thanks, I'm not interested," 
or some brief and definitive equivalent. 

SECOND, SOME SUGGESTIONS FOR ORGANIZATION AND STRATEGY 

(1) Mobilize Local Resources 

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

(2) Get the Facts 

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

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

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

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

(c) Very carefully study at first hand the needs of 
those Jewish young people who are flirting with or 
have been drawn into other religious movements, and 
what they are seeking. Make no prejudgments on these 
matters. The Jesus Movement is very complex. 

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

(4) Focus on the Teenager 

Not only college students, but th~,e in the high 
schools and even in the junior hi~1 schools must 
be deemed vulnerable. Many missionaries may con
centrate on teenagers, deliberately using a peer
group approach, exploiting the unsettled state that 
marks the adolescent years particularly in these 
times, and the readiness of young people to challenge 
any traditional, accepted values. These areas demand 
our greatest scrutiny and innovative planning. Our 
caution against overreaction bears repeating here. 
ncrash programs," counter-crusades, or resort to 
gimmickry must be avoided. 

(S) Create Opportunities for Youth Participation 

Unfortunately those who are confused Jewishly and 
troubled personnlly will not always avail themselves 
of the traditional programs conducted in centers, 
synagogues, youth organizations and other settings. 
Additional ways need to be developed for reaching 
out with approaches that truly enable young people 
to shape the content, directions and policies of 
the programs in which they participate, including 
those programs that are regarded by them as not con
trolled by the "establishment." Spme recently initi
ated youth and teen programs reflect this approach, 
utilizing informal settings such as storefronts and 
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coffee house:::,, providing opportunity for "rapping11 

and for making contacts with other youth. Such pro

grams ore consistent with the long range goals of 

reaching youth, providing a Jewish setting in which 

they can relax, meet other Jewish youth, "shmoos" 

and talk seriously with warm, sensitive, responsive 

and skillful staff -- including staff of their own 

peer-groups. Experimentation with innovative and 

creative approaches to opening channels of partici

pation by our youth must be given high priority. 

All Jewish agencies and institutions, of course, share a basic 

obligation to support and conduct positive programs -- both formal 

and informal -- of Jewish culture and Jewish education, with outreach 

especially to youth of high school and college age. 

It is not our intention at this point to provide you with 

informational materials and precise recommendations for programmatic 

activities. In due time we shall have suggestions for specific 

activities, including innovative and experimental projects that are 

now being tried out, e.g., appropriately planned coffee houses where 

young people can come for an informal "shmoos;" a local telephone 

"hot line,n manned by trained communal leaders and youth who can 

speak warmly and helpfully to youngsters who need love and under

standing. Indeed, you might indicate what you think is needed in 

this urgent area of concern. 

The actual value of these guidelines for any particular area 

can only be determined by experience. For this reason it is essential 

to maintain a strong liaison between the local communities and national 

agencies. A constant flow of information will not only allow for the 

revision and updating of these guidelines but also enable each com

munity to benefit from the experience of others. Do therefore keep 

us informed on developments in your bailiwick and let us know just 

how we can be helpful. 

National Jewish Community 
Relations Advisory Council 

Synagogue Council 
of America 

National Jewish 
Welfare Board 

American Association 
for Jewish Education 

B'nai B'rith 
Hillel Foundations 

and the constituent national organizations of the NJCRAC and the Synagogue 

Council of America: 

American Jewish Committee 
American Jewish Congress 

B'nai B'rith-- Anti-Defamation League 
Central Conference of American Rabbis 

Jewish Labor Committee 
Jewish War Veterans of the U.S.A. 
National Council of Jewish Women 

Rabbinical Assembly 
Rabbinical Council of America 

Union of American Hebrew Congregations 

Union of Orthodox Jewish Congregations of America 
United Synagogue of America 
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SYNAGOGUE COUNCIL OF AMERICA 
432 PARK AVENUE SOUTH 
NEW YORI{, N. Y. 

PRESENT: 

CCAR: 

RCA: 

RA: 

UOJCA: 

UAHC: 

US: 

STAFF: 

MINUTES 

PLENUM MEETING 

December 6, 1972 

Rabbi Irving Lehrman, Presiding 

Rabbi Irwin Blank 

Rabbi Abraham Averach; Rabbi Marvin Goldman; 
Rabbi Paul Levovitz; Rabbi Walter Wurzburger; 
Rabbi Israel I<lavan; Rabbi Louis Bernstein 

Rabbi Irving Lehrman; Rabbi Saul Teplitz; 
Rabbi Gerald Wolpe; Rabbi Hillel Cohen; 
Rabbi Mordecai Waxman; Rabbi Arthur Talmadge 

Morris Dershowitz; Rabbi Elkanah Schwartz 

Rabbi Balfour Brickner; Marvin Braiterman; 
Dr. William Groisser; Mr. Irving Gruber; 
Bertram Kramer; Rabbi Robert Marx; 
Seymour Sims 

Moses Hornstein; Dr. Ruth Waxman; Samuel 
Rothstein 

Robert Coleman; Lilli Chertoff; Ira Silverman; 
Rabbi Henry Stegman 

Rabbi Irving Lehrman opened the meeting and welcomed Rabbi Louis Bernstein, 
President of the Rabbinical Council of America who, together with him, had 
attended a meeting in Israel of the Conference of Presidents of Major 

"' American Jewish Organizations. Rabbi Lehrman congratulated Samuel Rothstein 
on his election as President of the World Council of Synagogues. He also 
welcomed Marvin Braiterman of the UAHC Religious Action Center in Washington, 
n.c., and Rabbi Hillel Cohen of the Rabbinical Assembly. 

I COMMITTEE ON FILM AND BROADCASTING 

Rabbi Balfour Brickner, Chairman of the Committee, reported on a meeting held 
between representatives of his Committee and Thomas Swafford, Vice President 
for Program Practices at CBS, on Tuesday, November 28. Attending on behalf 
of SCA were Rabbi Mordecai Waxman, Rabbi Hillel Cohen, Rabbi Fabian Schonfeld, 
Rabbi Elkanah Schwartz, Rabbi Jules Harlow and Miss Susan Malinowitz. 

The Committee described in detail the reasons for its request that the show 
"Bridget Loves Bernie" be taken off the air. Mr. Swafford indicated that CBS 
receives numerous requests from different groups, representing ethnic, religious, 
and political constituencies, demanding that certain shows and/or themes be 
removed from the air. He suggested that as TV moves away from meaningless 
programming into some of the real issues, it is bound to provoke complaints 
from various segments of the population. He said that CBS could not cancel 
the show because of what he considered to be the injurious long-run consequen
ces, i.e., capitulation to pressure groups. He expressed understanding for 
our point of view, and discussed measures short of cancellation that might 
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lessen the offensive character of the show. One of the points discussed 
was the possibility of not reru~ning the more offensive shows in the series. 
He seemed to agree that this could be done. (Since then, the moat offensive 
episode in the entire series, depicting the actual intermarriage, has been 
rerun). While neither side retreated from its position, the meeting ended 
amicably, and it was agreed that f~1rther contact would be maintained. 

Rabbi Brickner reported that he received a call the following day from 
Ben Epstein of the Anti-Defamation Lengue and learned from him that his 
organization met with Mr. Swafford imcediately a~ter we dido ~twas agreed 
that henceforth we should coordinate O'Jr approaches to CBS. Mr. Swafford 
apparently did not promise ADL anythin~ more thnn was indicated to the 
SCA committee e 

Rabbi Brickner added that tha Catholic Committee on Film and Broadcasting 
has been alerted to our concern, and they probably will be sympathetic to 
any request we make of them. 

Rabbi Ger; -:. 1 d Wolpe suggeoted that we inform other networks of our opposition 
to ''Bridget Loves Bernie" so that similar problems with them be avoided in 
the future. Rabbi Hillel Cohen said that the only satisf~ctory solution is 
cancellation of the series - realistically for next year, since this year'a 
films are already 1in the can'. He urged tha~ pressure be placed on the top 
officers of CBS (Wood and Paley), and on the sponnors of the show. 

Irving Gruber dissented from this policyo He maintained taat the program 
could have no great impcct en intermarriage. On the other hand, the censor
ship we seek to exercise doeo violence to tha principle of free speech. It 
is one thing to. ohject to a show, it 16 another to exercise cen:: :.:. ·· ~nhip. In 
the long run it is we, as e minority group, who will suffer most from the 
precedent we are setting~ 

Rabbi Henry Slegn:an snid that strictly speaking, the issue of cens,:,~nhip 
applies only to goverumento It is no violation of the constitutional 
principle of free speech if citizens threaten to withhold their business from 
a firm which advocates viewa th~t they find offensive. 

Rabbi Mordecai Waxman suggested that we alert our constituents to the 
objectionable nature of the show, and that this action would be sufficient. 

Morris Dershowitz moved that a letter of protP.s~ be directed to Screen Gems, 
producers of "Bridget Loves Bernie" and to the advertisers, and that copies 
of these communice.tions be se. ~ to the con.st1.tuents of the Synagogue Council 
of America. Mro Moses Hornstein amended the motion by adding that our agencies 
be asked to pass on this infotmation to their membe~s throughout the country. 
The motion and amendment were secondedo 

Samuel Rothstein suggested that the motion should be withdrawn and that agencies 
do what they consider proper on the basis of the committee chairman's report. 

Rabbi Walter Wurzburger stated that while the suppression of ideas is generally 
undesirable, there are obviously circumstances which make it necessary. We 
must therefore deal with the problem not as an abstraction, but in terms of 
the specific gains and losses involved in this particular case. Rabbi Louis 
Bernstein stated that the isoue of intermarriage is a serious one, and the 
right of protest is fundamental, 

The motion by Mr. Dershowitz was carried. The Plenum also instructed the 
Committee on Film to ceet with the sponsors of the show, the Proctor & Gamble 
Company, to persuade them to remove their sponsorship from the show. 

II COMMITTEE ON SOCIAL POLICY 

Rabbi Robert Marx reported that the proposed statement on affirmative action 
and quotas is now in conference. There will be a meeting in a few weeks to 
determine if differences dividing several of our agenc1.es can be resolved. 
He expressed the hope that a common position would be worked out and that a 
statement be resubmitted to the Plenum ohortlya 
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Rabbi Marx reported that the subject of citizen's surveillance has been 
discussed at several meetings of the Committee. The committee has heard 
experts on the subject, including Professor Milton Konvitz of Cornell 
University and Bernard Fishman, a prominent attorney and Profes~or of 
Clinical Psychiatry at Albert Einstein College of Medicine. A subcommittee 
has been appointed to draft a statement expressing the SCA's concerns in 
this area. 

The committee considered the issues involved in the Cesar Chavez lettuce 
boycott and the Farah labor dispute in Texas. The committ~e decided that 
the Farah strike does not pose any fundamental issues of social policy, 
and that we therefore not issue any statements on the subject.· The lettuce 
boycott does pose such issues, and Rabbi Marx submitted a resolution proposed 
by the committee. 

Rabbi Brickner suggested that the resolution be strengthened by inserting a 
request that congregational caterers not be permitted to use non-union lettuct. 
Rabbi Louis Bernstein questioned the realism of the amendment. On a vote on 
the proposed resolution and the praposed amendment, four agencies voted in 
favor and the RCA and the UOJCA abstained. 

Rabbi Lehrman introduced Marvin Braiterman, who represents the Synagogue 
Council of America in Washington on legislative matters. Mr. Braiterman 
analyzed the implications of the national elections and the legislative 
activity that can be expected from the 93rd Congress. (A separate written 
report by Mr. Braiterman will be circulated to the agencies). 

Rabbi Henry Siegman suggested that Mr. Braiterman submit to the Committee on 
Social Policy specific recommendations based on his analysis. 

III INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS 

Rabbi Saul Teplitz reported that the Committee on International Affairs has 
been exploring ways in which the SCA can appropriately mark Israel's 25th 
anniversary. 

The Committee has been informed by the Department of State that our government 
has a treaty arrangement with the Soviet Union which permits the appointment 
of an American rabbi to serve American personnel in Moscow. The Department 
of State invited the Synagogue Council of America to designate a rabbi to 
serve in that capacity. The Committee i _s exploring this matter, will consult 
with our constituent agencies, and will report back to the Plenum. 

12/72 
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MINUTES 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE MEETINC 

January 3, 1973 

PRESENT: 

Presiding - Rabbi Irving Lehrman . 

CCAR: 

RA: 

RCA: 

UOJCA: 

UAHC: 

US: 

STAFF: 

Rabbi Irwin Blank; Rabbi Joseph Glaser 

Rabbi Irving Lehrman; Rabbi Judah Nadich 

Rahbi Solomon J. Sharfman; Rabbi Emanuel 
Holzer; Rabbi Walter Wurzburger 

Julius Berman; Rabbi Reuven Savitz; 
Rabbi !lkanah Schwartz; Harold Boxer 

Harry Gutmann; Robert Adler; Samuel Brodsky 

Philip Greene; Morris Laub; Moses Hornstein; 
Samuel Rothstein; Arthur Levine; Jack Stein 

Lilli Chertoff; Robert Coleman; Ira 
Silverman; Rabbi Henry Siegman 

Rabbi Irving Lehrman opened the meeting and welcomed Rabbi Reuven Savitz, 
the newly appointed Associate Executive Vice President of the Union of 
Orthodox Jewish Congregations of Am~ricA. He congratulated Harry Gutmann 
on his election to Chairman of the Board of the Union of American Hebrew 
Congregations. He congratulated Jack Stein, President of the United 
Synagogue, on the recently held meeting of the Conference of Presidents of 
Major American Jewish Organizations in Jerusalem. 

I INTERRELIGIOUS AFFAIRS 

Rabbi Walter Wurzb,urger, Chairman of the Committee on Interreligious Affairs, 
reported on the Reassessment Conference held on December 7. He said that 
the Conference achieved one objective -- it provided a new look at Jewish
Christian relations. The report by Father John Pawlikowski was particularly 
helpful in that it pointed out some major problems within the Catholic Church 
which make it difficult for the Church to deal with Judaism. In general, 
it would seem that the enthusiasm for interreligious relations that once 
prevailed is considerably diminish~d. The Committee on Interreligious 
Affairs will examine the proceadingr, of the Conference and based on its own 
reactions to these proceedings, will submit recommendations to the Executive 
Committee concerning policy and program in this area. 

Rabbi Irwin Blank said that h~ was distressed by the negativism that 
characterized the presentationse There seemed to be no inclination to 
examine seriously any of the statcm~nts by Protestant and Catholic groups 
over the years, and no readiness to acknowledge any positive results from 
these relations. 

Rabbi WurzbUrger and Rabbi Siogman bAth observed that while many of the 
speakers expressed considerable skepticism, they were by no means entirely 
critical. Milton Himmalfarb, Marshall Sklare and Rabbi Jacob Agua all 
■p-ke positively about the intorreligious ~~terpriac. 

Rabbi Si8gman reported on consultations that wcro held roc~ntly by the 
lntemational Committee for Interreligious Consultations and the World 
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Council of Churches in Geneva, and representatives of the Vatican in 
aar••illes. A written report on these two conferences will be circulated 
to the members of the Plenum~ 

II INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS 

Rabbi Irving Lehrman reported that the Cc:nmittee on International Affairs 
is exploring the possibility of holding a special conference to mark Israel's 
25th anniversary on the theme of the religious implications of the re• 
establishment of the State of Israel in our time. The suggestion fot a con
ference on this theme was made by Rabbi Pesach Levovitz, who thought th&t both 
Jewish and Christian religious personalities in Israel might be invited to 
participate in the conference. Rabbi Lehrman asked whether April 9 or May 14 
were good dates for the proposed conference. The Plenum recommended that the 
conference be held on May 14. 

Rabbi Lehrman urged members of the Executive Committee to attend a farewell 
dinner being given by the Conference of Presidents in honor of Ambassador 
Rabin on Wednesday, January 17. 

III AGENDA PROCEDURES 

Mr. Berman stated that at the December meeting of the Plenum, a resolution 
proposing a Lettuce Boycott had been presented for discussion and adoption, 
although neither the agencies nor the members of the Plenum had been given 
advance notice that such an item was to be placed on the agenda, nor had the 
resolution itself been circulated prior to the meeting. 

Mr. Berman also noted that in connection with the vote on the Lettuce Boycott 
resolution, the Orthodox Union representative had stated that he was "abstaining" 
to enable him to consult with his Agency, but, unfortunately, the vote had been 
recorded as a simple "abstention," thereby not affording the Orthodox Union 
an opportunity to take a position on the resolution after consultation. 

Following the meeting, when this was pointed out, the Orthodox Union was 
informed that it was too late to register its position on the resolution, since 
those who recorded the proceedings did not understand the UOJCA was requesting 
time for consultation and the resolution had been released to the press and to 
Cesar Chavez. 

Mr. Berman requested that in the future, agenda items which require action by 
the Executive Committee or the Plenum be circulated to the constituent agencies 
of the Synagogue Council, as well as the members of the Executive Committee or 
Plenum, as the case may be in advance of the meeting. In cases where the 
Executive Comnittee or Plenum are asked to vote on a resolution, the text 
of the resolution should be circulated to the agencies in advance of the meeting. 

The only exceptions to this procedure should be cases which, in the opinion 
of the President, are of an urgent nature and require the inmediate attention 
of the Plenum or the Executive Committee. 

Mr. Berman also suggested that if an agency decides to "defer" rather than to 
"abstain" on a vote, this should be taken to mean that the agency is asking 
for time to consult with its officers, that its decision on the vote is to 
be deferred until that timee 

Rabbi Lehrman accepted Mr. Berman's recommendations, and said that these 
procedures would be adhered to in the future. 

Under "Good and Welfare," Rabbi Solomon Scharfman asked what we are doing 
about "I{ey 73" and related evangelistic campaigns. Rabbi Stegman reported 
that the Joint Advisory Committee of the SCA and the NJCRAC prepared and 
distributed a statement alerting the Jewish community to the problem and 

has not et addressed itself fully 
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to this issue. Mr. Moses Hornstein called attention to a full-page ad 
by a missionary organization calling for the conversion of Jews, which 
appeared in the National Jewish Post and Opinion. 

Morris Laub stated that we are in danger of exaggerating the impact of 
these evangelical campaigns and of efforts addressed specifically to Jews. 
While they certainly should not be ignored, neither should they be 
exaggerated. 

Rabbi Walter Wurzburger also expressed concern about possible overreaction 
to these manifestations. He stated that we have no right to deny Christians 
the freedom to evangelize, as long as no coercion is involved. He said 
he was not sure that a pagan secular America is not a greater threat to 
Judaism than a Christian America. To the extent that these efforts remind 
us of the emptiness of Jewish life in the United States, they are perhaps 
all to the good. 

Rabbi Lehrman asked Rabbi Wurzburger to convene his Committee on lnterreligious 
Affairs to study the matter and come back with recar.mendations to the 
~xecutive Committee. 

Rabbi Joseph Glaser asked that at the next meeting of the Executive Committee 
we place on the agenda the question of expanding SCA's relations with the 
NJCRAC. He also requested that at future meetings, the Executive Vice 
President be asked to submit a brief report on the SCA's activities during 
the preceding pariod. Rabbi Lehrman agreed to both proposals. 
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t>: Members of th Progr m Planning Committee 
f om: 

1bject: 

Rabbi Irwin Blank, Chairman 

Next Me ting - March 28 

arch 14, 1973 

This 1ill confirm the ne t meeting of our Program Planning C1Jmmittee on: 

DATE: 

TIME: 

PLACE: 

W dnesday, March 28 

3:00 P.M. 

Synagogue Council of America 
432 Park Avenue South 

Our discussion will focus on two major it ms : 

1) Research proposals in the ar as of: 

a) Jel1ish Marriage and Family Patterns 

b) Jewish Community Transition: Impact on Synagogue 
c) Jews on Cnmpus 

2) Analysis 

You iill be receiving detailed information about these two items in advance of the meeting. 

Kind regards. 

• 

8 
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(ATTACHMENT I-B) 

February 1973 

Research on Jewish Community Transition: Impact on Synagogue 

Two major studies, both viewing the situation of the rabbi and synagogue 
in Reform Jewish Life, have recently been released to the Jewish community 
(Lenn, Theodore I. and Associates, Rabbi and Synagogue in Reform Judaism, 
Central Conference of American Rabbis, 1972, and Fein, Leonard J. et. al., 
Reform is a Verb, Union of American Hebrew Congregations, 1972, synagogue
future summary attached). Both involved survey questionnaires and inter
views and both focused on attitudes and behavior of current rabbis and 
synagogue members. Although the Fein study was future-oriented, it 
concentrated on effects on the synagogue coming from internal factors, 
particularly the needs of current members. 

Changes from outside the synagogue, and even from outside the Jewish 
community specifically, will also have impact on the future of the 
American synagogue, whether Reform, Conservative, or Orthodox. Continued 
Jewish community migration from city to suburb will affect the viability 
of old~r downtown congregations, and will put new demands on suburban 
institutions, including synagogues. The development of Jewish population 
concentration in university communities will create new needs to which 
the synagogue may or may not be able to respond. The so called "generation 
gap;"· the women's movement, and new modes of youth communalism, all part • 
of general community trends, also raise questions about the future shape 
of the synagogue. In consequence, planning for the future of the synagogue -
spiritually, geographically, financially - must take into account the 
projected societal trends which will affect the Jewish conununity. 

It would therfore be useful to study the trends in Jewish community tran
_sition as they may impact on the synagogue of the future. Such a study 
could include the following approaches: 

A. Demography - study of movements of Jews to and from specific neighborhoods 
and cities, with analyses of shifting balances and projections of trends. 
This could include investigations of the processes of communal association 
(and the roles of secular and religious organizations in that process), 
and the family decision-making process regarding migration (and the consid
arations given to Jewish community, synagogue, religious schools, etc.· in 
that process). New residential patterns (new towns, "cluster" zoning, etc.) 
may offer new options for synagogue involvement; the growing popularity of 
second (vacation) homes may change patterns of (previously) weekend-oriented 
synagogue involvement, presenting problems and opportunities which should be 
explored. 'lbese patterns could be investigated through an in~depth study of 
the creation and demise of specific communities and aynagoguea. 
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B. New needs of the synagogue constituency 

1. for services provided by the synagogue 

2. for a sense of community 

This could be approached through a connected study concentrating on~ 

synagogues - why people join, what they see as their basic needs, what 
they expect to gain from the new synagogue, and how the synagogue is 
meeting those needs. 

C. Needs of potential synagogue constituencies, currently unaffiliated. 
This could be approached through a study of currently unaffiliated Jews -
reasons for non-affiliation; what replaces the religious, communal or 
social needs which might be met by synagogue affiliation, if anything; 
synagogue innovations which might induce affiliations; etc. Some 
"gaming" of reactions and desires of this group might prove informative. 

D. Financial factors - analysis of projected membership trends on synagogue 

organization and size - taking account of the financial need for broad 
membership base, and new demands for small-group participation. This 
section could also include a financial analysis of synagogue expenditures, 

as compared with articulated needs and preferences of current and poten

tial memberships. 
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£esearch on Jews on Campus 

(ATTACHMENT I-C) 

February 1973 

With some 80% of college-age Jews attending college, and an increasing 
number of Jews on university faculties, the college campus affords 
excellent ground for research into many areas affecting the fonn and 
content of Jewish behavior in the future. Research access to individ
uals and to their social and cultural milieu is also considerably 
easier due to the concentration of Jews in particular localities, 
involved in a discreet number of activities. 

It is relevant and important to study the Jew on campus to help us 
understand how the vast number of young Jews regard themselves as Jews, 
what relevance they see for their Jewishness, and what behavior ex
presses that identification, in order to anticipate the future of 
existing Jewish institutions and the growth of new institutions - which 
hopefully will enable Jewish heritage to continue to be relevant to 
the needs of a new generation. Moreover, with so many Jews, students 
and faculty members, on college campuses, these college communities 
have in themselves become significant centers of Jewish population, 
largely unserved by traditional Jewish institutions, such as community 
synagogues, social service agencies, etc. 

The American Jewish Committee's Task Force on the Future of the Jewish 
Community in America called the campus a "neglected constituency", and 
recommended "that the communal and synagogal agencies should collaborate 
in a variety of efforts to connect the synagogue with the large and 
important Jewish academic community". It added that "to a marked degree 
the synagogues have been unaware of the growth of this constituency and 
its potential for involvement". A study of this constituency should 
include: 

A. student attitudes - Are Jewish student attitudes toward being Jewish 
related substantively to Jewish religion, Jewish culture, or Jewis.h 
history, or rather to other factors they may identify with being Jewish -
if negative, such as parental hostility, rejection of middle-class 
values, etc.? What role does prior synagogue or synagogue-school ex
perience play? How are these attitudes expressed in behavior, and 
what are their institutional policy implications? 

B. faculty attitudes - What are the perceptions of the Jewish faculty member 
about his Jewishness? · Is he involved in Jewish Studies programs? Is he 
concerned about services available, such as synagogues, Jewish education 
institutions, other outlets? Is he relating to others, particularly 
students, as a Jew? even as a model of Jewishness? What relations exist 
between the local Jewish community, if there is one, and the campus, and 
how do these relationships on urban campuses differ from those on rural 
campuses? • 
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C. needs - What are the perceived religious, communal, cultural, social 
needs of Jews on campus? And how are they pursued? Through Jewish 
institutions, or Jewish social groups? Counterculture? Christianity 
(Jesus movement)? Other religions (Hindu, Islam, or other mysticism)? 
Non-religious movements? Are these needs felt or expressed differently 
from the way they were 5, 10, 15, 20 years ago? In what ways are the 
perceived needs susceptible to fulfillment through Jewish approaches, 
substantively, or institutionally? Is the campus hostile or friendly 
toward religious/ethnic commitment, generally? 

D. future - What patterns of Jewish identification on campuses such as 
Hillel, Yavneh, havurot, student press, aliyah groups, etc, are likely 
to serve as models for future modes of Jewish involvement or affiliation? 
What community-campus Jewish relationships can be developed as models? 
And what do the attitudes expressed on campus tell us about the long 
range viability of Jewish institutions? 



(ATTACHMENT I I) 

February 1973 

Analysis issues to date: 

#29 December 1, 1972 Soviet Jewish Emigration and East-West Trade 

#30 December 15, 1972 The Long Range Significance of the New 
Jewish Consciousness on Campus 

/131 January 1, 1973 The Energy Crisis: Pressure Qn American 

Middle East Policy 

ff32 January 15, 1973 Comparing the Inmarried and Intermarried: 
Implications of the National Jewish Population 

#33 February 1, 1973 New Action in Affirmative Action 

#34 February 15, 1973 Jewish Health Care in America: Problems, 
Models and .(\lte·rnatives 

Suggested future topics: 

A preview of the 1973 Israeli general elections 

The American role in forthcoming Middle East diplomacy 

The policy implicat~ons of the recent Goren decision on mamzerut 

New Federal housing directions and their implications for the 

Jewish community and intergroup relations 

New tax credit plans for aid to private (including parochial) education 

The status of prayer in the public schools 

Study 

Internal Revenue Service inhibition of voluntary and religious organizations 



Research on Jewish Marriage Patterns 

(ATTACHMENT I-A) 

February 1973 

A critical area for research to be sponsored by the Institute for Jewish 
Policy Planning and Research is the changing pattern of marriage and 
family life among American Jews. This priority is based on the premise 
that without stable Jewish families supported by a community of Jewish 
families and institutions, there will be neither the requisite number 
of Jewish off-spring to assure the continuity of the Jewish people in 
America, nor the transmission of a meaningful Jewish way of life. 

Data to be released by the National Jewish Population Study will be use
ful in signalling trends and testing hypotheses about these patterns. 
Two such hypotheses relating to Jewish marriage patterns which have been 
discussed in the Jewish community would, if borne out, have serious nega
tive consequences for the transmission of Jewish life in future generations, 
and are therefore critical topics for study: 

I. Due to a number of factors growing out of American societal malaise, which 
appears to affect Jews as much as other Americans, the number of Jews who 
fail to marry, who divorce, or who marry late during their reproductive 
years will rise to a level which threatens to reduce sharply the number 
of Jews in the next generation, and to diminish the traditional place of 
the family as the primary source of affording meaningful Jewish experiences 
both for parents and their children. In the general population, especially 
among the young, marriage is seen increasingly as unnecessary, as a trap, 
or as an unstable or temporary arrangement even when contracted; the 
importance of having children is seen as diminished; having children is 
seen as a threat to the independence and development of women; and models 
of married life are not valued highly or attractive. 

Marriage and family life have always been the setting for conflict, as 
well as love, but seldom has marriage as an institution been so directly 
challenged. Whereas in other times, Jews were so separated and isolated 
from the larger society that they were able to prese~e their institutions 
from destructive forces about them, the American Jews, as a largely inte
grated minority within America have put up few "Jewish defenses" against 
the current disintegrating tendencies. 

This departure from stable patterns of marriage and family rearing ra~ses 
serious questions of whether family life in the last generation has failed 
to provide a meaningful model of behavior for marriageable Jews and whether 
factors out of the control of the family have rendered earlier models in 
some way obsolete. It raises even greater doubt about the future trans
mission of such models. 

It is necessary to develop information concerning the prevalence of this 
pattern among Jews today, to identify the causes, and to suggest remedial 
policies or alternative family models which will better support both 
Jewish continuity and Jewish life. 
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Such information should include: 

A) Demographic Data: Profile of Jewish age group 20-50 

1) percent - married 
divorced 
separated 
never married 

2) age of marriage -
men 
women 
first marriage 
second marriage 

3) number and age of single 

(years single) 

parents 

..... 

4) characteristics of (1-3) 
(education, income, employment, geographic location, 
Jewish background, extended family, other ties). 

n) Survt1y of Litorotura • (Jowieh, non-Jewish) 

I) v I ,,w" "'"'" l: k,~y 1M NU~M on t11111l l y l :L :to 

i) ,luwf."h Huhhlult•ttl vj,eiw" ('t'ol'uh iuul '.l'a.•iuli t:i,,n) 

• 

O) PravailJ.uj at:&.:i&.:ud~M l.'t'Ha••dJ.na l.hti Ml~L:UM of nV\rriAa:40 anu L:ho fomily. 

D) Diroct.:ion of Jow:La,h Communal Sorvicoa, 

1) casework 

2) family education 

-E) L If hypothc,!.e& prove tenable, the follow types of questions should 

be exploredJ./ 

1) why do people not marry? 

2) why do marriages break up? 

3) what are problems of single adults and especially single parents? 

4) what are chances or remarriage? 

I ' . 
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II. As Jewish attitudes and behavior become increasingly peripheral to Jews 
in America, intermarriage becomes more prevalent. But while there is 
more intermarriage, it is no longer necessarily theexit from Jewish life 
and the Jewish people it once was. Intermarriage has traditionally been a 
focus of emotional concern by the Jewish community, on the assumption that 
preventing intermarriage was the key strategic target. But if inter
married couples, especially those in which the non-Jew converts, are often 
no less Jewish than most non-intermarried couples, then the focus of study 
should not be solely on intermarriage as such, but on the causes of periph• 
erality, which is characteristic of inmarried as well as intermarried 
couples. 

It would therefore be useful to study, on the one hand, in greater depth 
than has been done before, the nature of the intermarried couple, espe
cially that in which the non-Jew converts, and on the other to study the 
causes of and antidotes to peripherality. More specifically, it is 
proposed to conduct a comparative study of behavior of non-intermarried 
couples and intermarrying (including converting) couples in such a way 
as to determine the relative significance for Jewish survival of inter
marriage as it is now occurring in America. Secondly, it is proposed to 
study the correlation between certain activities thought to prevent 
peripherality and intermarriage - and the consequences of such ir.termarriage. 
(For example, a study of day school graduates or Ramah Camps graduates, 
and the incidence of intermarriage, non-Jewish conversion, and Jewish 
behavior of their children, including where p~ssible their tendency to 
intermarry.) 
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THE EPISCOPAL CHURCH IN 

The DIOCESE of OHIO 
THE RT. REV. JOHN HARRIS BURT, BISHOP 

Dear Dan: 

CHURCH HOUSE 

~~30 EUCLID AVENUE • CLEVELAND, OHIO 44115 

TELEPHONE (~16) 771-4815 

March 19, 1973 

I found the confidential memorandum of Rabbi Siegman 
extremely helpful and extremely interesting. As you could 
conclude by my somewhat muddled presentation at the Fairmount 
Temple the other night, I have a good deal of growing to do 
as I try to understand the issues confronting us in Christian
Jewish dialogue. 

As additional material of this sort comes to your 
attention, I do hope you will share it with me. 

I have recently agreed to act as moderator of the 
Interreligious Caucus of the N.C.C. Governing Board - an 
informal group of those on that body who wish to deal seriously 
with Jewish - Christian relationships. As a member of the 
Episcopal Church's Joint Commission on Ecumenical Relations I 
have also been given the assignment of trying to make our 
denomination more sensitive in this area. 

Rabbi Daniel J. Silver 
The Temple 
University Circle at Silver Park 
Cleveland, Ohio 44106 

Ever sincerely yours, 



NATIONAL OFFICERS 

President 
Rabbi Irving Lehrman 

F,r t V1co-Pres1dent 
Rabbi Irwin M Blank 

Second Vice-President 
Rabbi Joseph H . Lookste,n 

Corresponding Secretary 
Robert L Adler 

Recording Secretary 
Harold H. Boxer 

Treasurer 
Mos s Hornstein 

• 

Executive Vice-President 
Rabbi Henry S1egman 

• 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL 

ffono,c2rv Chd,rman 
Hon Arthur J . Goldberg 

Chatrman 
Jack A. Goldfarb 

• 

CONSTITUENT ORGANIZATIONS 

Central Conference of American Rabbis 

Rabb1n1cal Ass mbly 

Rabbinical Council of America 

Union of American Hebrew 
Congregations 

Union of Orthodox Jewish Congregations 
of America 

Unit d Synagogue of America 

Rabbi Daniel Silver 
Tifereth Israel 

EWYORK, 

April 5, 1973 

University Circle and Silver Park 
Cleveland, Ohio 

Dear Rabbi Silver: 

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT 

It was good talking to you this morning. As you 
discussed with Henry, we are inviting Professor 
c.A. Rijk to visit the United states to deliver a 
series of lectures on developments within the 
catholic Church regarding Judaism and the State of 
Israel. 

Fr. Rijk served for nearly ten years as the head of 
the Vatical Office on catholic-Jewish relations. He 
played a major role in determining the policies of 
the Roman catholic Church vis-a-vis the Jewish people, 
the Jewish faith and the State of Israel. 

coming out of the liberal wing of the catholic church 
in Holland, Fr. Rijk brought to his work an understand
ing of Jewish history and of the implication of the 
catholic Church in the suffering of the Jewish people, 
and a profound determination that the church reexamine 
and change its traditional understanding of its relation
ship to the Jewish faith and to the State of Israel. 

As the man in charge of the work of the catholic Church 
in this very sensitive area, he has played a central 
role in the historical developments that have occurred 
in catholic-Jewish relations since Vatical council II. 
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Rabbi Daniel Silver 
April 5, 1973 
Page 2 

we would like to have a meeting of 25 to 30 top 
leaders of the community - a luncheon meeting or a 
parlor meeting in addition to the discussion that 
Fr. Rijk will develop. It will give us an opportunity 
to project the council's program to these community 
leaders and, of course, we will not ask for money. 

Obviously the host is important inasmuch as the responses 
will be directed more to him than to Fr. Rijk. Someone 
like Lloyd Schwenger or Maurice Saltzman is the kind 
of person we are thinking about. 

Our plans call for Rijk to be in Chicago on the 7th 
and 8th of May and we would like very much to go from 
there to Cleveland. I am suggesting the evening of 
the t or 10th as possible dates for a parlor meeting 
and 9th, 10th and 11th as possible dates for a 
luncheon meeting. 

I look forward to hearing from you. 

Sincerely, 

SF:mae 



SYNAGOGUE COUNCIL OF AMERICA 432 PARK AVENUE SOUTH • NEW YORK, . V. 10016 • (212) 68 -8 70 

NATIONAL OFFICERS DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT 

President 
Rabbi Irving Lehrman 

F,r t Vice-President 
Rabbi Irwin M Blank 

Second V1ce-Pre~1dent 
Rabbi Jo eph H Lookstein 

Corresponding Secretary 
Robert L Adler 

Recording Secretary 
Harold H . Boxer 

Treasurer 
Mos s Hornstein 

• 

Execut,v Vice-President 
Rabb, Henry S,egman 

• 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COUNCIL 

Honorary Cha,rman 
Hon Arthur J . Goldberg 

Cha,rman 
Jack A Goldfarb 

• 

CONSTITUENT ORGANIZATIONS 

Central Conference of American Rabbis 

Rabbinical Assembly 

Rabb1n1cal Council of America 

Union of American H brew 
Congregations 

Union of Orthodox Jewish Congregations 
of America 

United Synagogue of America 

April 26, 1973 

Rabbi Daniel Silver 
Tifereth Israel 
University circle and Silver Park 
Cleveland, Ohio 44106 

Dear Rabbi Silver: 

It was good talking to you yesterday morning and 
to learn about the luncheon meeting now confirmed 
for Tuesday, May 22nd. 

Although I have previously sent you some information 
about Father Rijk, I am enclosing his curriculum 
vitae. Also enclosed is a draft of a letter of in
vitation which I know you will edit, geared to your 
personal style. 

Would you be kind enough to send me a copy of such 
letter so I have details about the meeting. 

Thank you for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

SF:mae 
Encs. 
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curriculum Vitae of cornelis A. Rijk 

Born in Schore, the Netherlands, October 13, 1921. 

Licentiate in sacred Scripture at the Pontifical Biblical Institute, 

Rome, 1953. 

Doctorate in Theology at the Pontifical Gregorian University, Rome, 

1956; (thesis: La signification de la formule dogmatique). 

· Professor of Sacred Scripture at the seminary of warmond, the 

Netherlands, 1954-66. 

Visiting Professor at Leiden University, 1963 and 1964. 

Member of: The Dutch catholic Bible society 

The Board of the Anne Frank Foundation 

The catholic qouncil for Israel in the Netherlands. 

From October 1966 to January 1, 1973, Director of the Vatican Office 

for catholic-Jewish Relations which was created by cardinal Bea 

in 1966. In this capacity many visits to Israel and other 

countries of the Middle East, the various countries of Eur9pe, 

Latin America, the United states of America and Canada, in 

order to establish new contacts between Christians and Jews, 

to lecture on Jewish-Christian relations and to study the 

different situations concerning ecumenical and Jewish-Christian 

relations. 

Since January 1, 1973, Director of SIDIC (Service International de 

,Documentation Jud~o-chr~tienne), Rome • 

Visiting Professor at the Pontifical Gregorian University, Rome, 

1971-72, lecturing on "The Theology of Jewish-Christian Relations" • 

Visiting Professor at the Pontifical Institute "Regina Mundi", Rome, 

1971-72 and 1972-73, lecturing on "lrhe Theology of Jewish-

Christian Relations~•. 

Visiting Professor at Northwestern University, Evanston, Illinois, 

U.S.A., February-,M.arch 1972, lecturing on "Jews and Judaism 

in catholic Theology". 



May 7, 1973 

Mr. Natban Oscar 
21161 Almar Drove 
Cleveland, Ohio 44122 

Dear Nathan: 

) 

/\ ..J 

We invlte yoa to have lWlcb wltb a• at twelve noon on Thar■day 

·May 22, 1973 to meet Mon•lgnor C. A. Rljk, the Director of tbe 
Vatican Office for Catbolic-Jewlab. relatlona. 

The parpoee of thl• meeting i• to become better acquainted wltb 
tbe work of the Synagogue Council of America. There will be no 
•olicltation. The Synaaogae Council le jolntly eponaored by tbe 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations, United Synagogue• 
of Amerlca and Union of Orthodox Congregation• of America•• 
well •• by all the rabblnlc groape. It• parpoae i• to give the 
Je lab rellgiou• community a alngle addre■• and a anited volce 
ln all matter• concerning wblcb the three branche• •hare a 
common concern. 

\\re hope yoa will be able to joln ua. '\'lould you let u■ know on 
the enclo•ed card. 

DJS:mp 
Enc. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Jeremy Sllver 

David Myer• 

Elmer Paall 
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Mr. James Relch 
2619 Courtland Oval 
Cl v land, Chio 44118 

Dear Jim: 

e invite you to av lunch ith us at t",elve noon on Thursday 

a 2 , 1973 to t onsi nor C. A. 'jk, the Director of th 

Vatican ffice for Catholie-J ":vish relations. 

The purpo e of thi m etin is to become b tter cquaint d ith 

the r t ynago u~ ci of . he .• ill be no 

solicita io . 'I e vyn 10 ue w.un~il i jeintly s onsor d by the 

Union f An erican ebr o 0 '- atio s, it d Syn 

of A erica and Unio of Crthodo on regations of ., rica as 

ell as by all the rabbinic rou . It urpose i to lve the 

J ish religious community a lngl address and united voice 

in all matters c ~ ... .. :: rnin ~·hie 1. th thr o b r n ~he h r a 

common con.:ern. 

,re hop you will be able to joln us. ,-\ ould you let us kno r on 

th enclosed card. 

DJS:mp 
I~ncl. 

Slnce .rely, 

. Daniel Jeremy llver 

Davld Myers 

Elmer Paull 



ay 7, 1973 

Mr. Sam Freedman 
19601 Van ken Blvd. 
Cleveland, Ohio 44122 

Dear Sam: 

V/ e invite you to h ve lunch with us at twelve noon on Thursday 
May 2, 1973 to meet onalgnor C. A. Rljk, the Dlrector of the 
Vatlcan Office for Catholic-Jewish relations. 

The urpose of this meeting is to become better acquainted with 
the ~ r o the """y agogue Council of . erlca. T er T,ill be no 
solicit tion. The I ynagogue Council ls jointly sponsor d by the 
Union of . merican ebr , Congreg tio , United Synagogues 
of .m rica nd Union of rthodox Congregations of erica as 
,vell s by all the rabbinic groups. Its pur ose is to give the 
Jewish religious community a single address and a united voice 
in all matte rs concerning which the three branches share a 
common concern. 

' ... e hope yoo will be able to join us. V. ould you let us know on 
the enclosed card. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Jeremy Silver 

David Myer■ 

Elmer Paull 

DJS:mp 



M 7, 197 

r. ernard S. Kaufman 
l ubllc Square 
Clevel nd, Ohio 44113 

r ernle: 

, ·e invlt you to h ve 1 nch '- ·ith us at t elv n on o Thur day 
y 22, 1973 to me t o lg r C. A. ljk, t e l• ctor of the 

Vatlcan Office for Cat otlc-.J ~,i h r 1 tlons. 

The p r os of this m tl l to b come b tt r acq lnt ·lth 
the 1or of the Syn o e Cou cil of Am rlca. Th ·ill b no 
solicit tion. Tb Syn o e ouncl1 l jointly s n by th 
l lnlon or .America H br , Co re nit S o u a 
of .Amerlc~ and nlon of rtho ox Con r ation of erlca as 
~, 11 as by all the r lnlc gro s. It p r ose ls to give the 
J v.,lsh r ti loue com nlty a aln l ad r s an a un ited voic 
l a 11 m tt rs concernlnc, v hlc the thre br nch s h re a 
co mon concern. 

1J re ho yo ill be a 1 to join us. '\l "'ould you let us kno on 
the e closed card. 

DJ :mp 
Encl 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Jeremy llver 

David Myer 

Elmer Paull 



May 7, 1973 

Mr. Nelaon Stern 
18545 Parkland 
Cleveland, Chio 

De r N lson: 

,, .. e invite you to have lunch v..,ith ua at twelve noon on Thursday 
May 22, 1973 to meet Monsignor C. A. Rijk, the Director of the 
Vatican Offic ... or Catholic-Jc ,ish relations. 

The urpo of this rr-eeting is to become bett r acquainted ~.'ith 
the work of the Synagogue Council of .America. here ,ill be no 
solicitation. The ynagogue Counci[ i jointly sponsored by the 
Uni.on of American Hebre Congregations, United Synagogue• 
of A erica and Union of Orthodox Congregations of America aa 
well •• by all the rabbinic groups. It• purpose ie to give the 
Je~.rish r ligious community a single address and a united voice 
in all matter• concerning ~,hlch the three branch s share a 
common concern. 

1A e hope you will be able to join ua. ~· ould you let ua know on 
the enclosed card. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Jeremy Silver 

David Myer• 

Elmer Pau.11 

DJS:mp 
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Mr. Max ianer 
2932 Broxton oad 
Cleveland, Ohio 44120 

Dear ud: 

.'e invite you to hav lunch wit us at t91elve noon on Thursday 
ay , 197 to onsignor C. A. ijk, the Director of the 

Vatican ffice for Catholic-Jewish relations. 

The purpose of this meeting is to become better acquainted with 
the •o ..,.k o t e .:>ynago ue ouncll o m ica. ' e will be no 
solici tion. Th yna o u ~cwicil i joi11tly spo sor d by th 
Unio of American ebrew Con tgatio , " it d 'yn gogues 
of A rica and Unio of rth do Con regation of . rica as 
vell as by all th rabbinic grou s. It purpos is to give tne 
Je 1ish religious community a single address and a united voice 
in all matters co-~erning hie the t r branches shar 
common con~ern. 

~ re ope you will be able to join us. 
the ~nclosed ca rd. 

DJS:mp 

ould you l t u kno • on 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Jerem l ver 

David Myers 

lmer Paull 



May 7, 1973 

Rabbi Myron Silverman 
Suburban Temple 
ZZ40l Chagrin Blvd. 
Cleveland, Ohlo 

Dear Myron: 

V.le lnvlte you to have lunch "-'itb us at twelve noon on Tburaday 
May 22, 1973 to meet Monsignor C. A. Rijk, the Director o! the 
Vatican Office for Catbollc-Jewleh relation■ . 

The p11rpose or thi• meeting ia to become better acquainted with 
tbe work of the Synagogue Council of America. There wlll be no 
solicitation. The Synagogue Council is jointly sponsored by the 
Union of .American Hebrew Congregatlona, United Synagogues 
of America and Union of Orthodox Congregations of America aa 

ell aa by all the rabbinic groups. Its purpose ls to give the 
Je ieh religioua community a aingle address and a united voice 
in all matter& concerning wblcb the three branches share a 
common concern. 

• e hope you will be able to join ua. Vt ould you let 11• know on 
the enclosed card. 

DJS:mp 
Encl. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Jeremy Sllver 

David Myer• 

Elmer Paull 



May 7, 1973 

Mr. Irving Rablnsky 
2716 ayfield Rd. 
Cleveland, Ohio 44106 

Dear Irv: 

e invite you to hav lunch lth us t t elve noon on Thursday 
May 22, 1973 to meet Monsignor C. . Rijk, th ircctor of the 
V tican Office for Catholic-Je ish relations. 

The J;\lrpose of this meeting is to becom bett r cqualnted 1ith 
the ~,ork of the Synagogue Council of Amerlc . her ill be o 
solicitation. The Synagogu Councll is ·01 tly s on ored by the 
Union of American Hebre Congr g lon , Unit d "yna ogues 
of America and Union of Orthodox Co r gatlone of America as 
:vell as by all the rabbinic groups. It purpose le to lve th 
Je ish religious community a aingl ddress and united voice 
in all matters concerning hlch th thr e hr nch shar 
common concern. 

'\ .. e hope you ill be abl to join us. 't l"ould you let us kno , on 
the enclosed card. 

DJS:mp 
Encl. 

Sincerely, 

Danlel Jeremy llver 

Davld Myer• 

.. lmer Paull 



a 7, 1973 

Mr. Bert Krohngold 
l Bratenahl Place 
Cleveland, Chio 44108 

Dear ert: 

V.. e invit you to hav lunch ,ith us at t,,,elve noon on Thursday 
May 22, 1973 to meet Monsignor C. A. Rijk, the Director of the 
Vatican fflce for Catholic-J lsh relations. 

The ur s of this m e ting i to b c e tt r cqualnt d ,,,ith 
the . ork oft e Synagogue Counc:il of m rlca. Th re ·ill b no 
solicitation. T he yna ogue Coun•i i joint ly s onsor d by the 
Union of .A m erican ebr Congregation , nited Syn goguea 
of .A c rica and Union of C rtho ox Cong regatlons of me rica as 

ell as by all the rabbinic groups. Its purpose is to glve the 
Je ish r eligiouseeommunity a single address and a united voice 
ln all matters concerning which the three branches share a 
common concern. 

ir e hope you ~ill be able to join us. V\ ould you let us know on 
the enclosed ca rd. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Jeremy Silver 

David Myers 

Elmer Pa11ll 

DJ :mp 



7, l 73 

r. amuel rl. lller 
10800 Brookpark 
Cl v land, Ohio 44130 

Dear ~ m: 

: i vit you to ave lunch ·ith us at twelve noon on Thursday 
ay , 1973 to t onsignor C. A. ijk, t e Dire~tor of th 

V tican ffic for Cat oli~-Je ish relations. 

The l'u r o e of this m eting is to be1:ome bett r ac uainted ith 
th o k oft ~na 7 ogu oun;il o . erica. ·ill b no 
solicitati . Sy a rrogu ~ ... u -:il is j Jlail s onso d by t u 
Un~n of A ert~an on0 -~ atio .s, it d na ogu s 
of Am rica and Union of rt o ox vO r gatio s of ~ ri~a as 
~ell as Ly all the r • bini.: grou s. Its purpos is to ive t 

J e ·i sh religiou community s l gle add ss an a unit d voi~e 
in all J.attexs c.: ... -._._, rning ,, ic the t ree branc h s s are 
common .:on~e n. 

,•:e hop you will be able to join us. 
th nclosed card. 

ould you let u kno , on 

DJ :mp 
Encl. 

Sinc~rely, 

Daniel Jeremy Silver 

David Myer• 

Elmer Paull 



May 7. 1973 

Mr. Stanley ". Slm~9n. 
--2849 Felmo11"1 cjc 
Cleveland. Ohlo 44122 

Dear Stan: 

• t 

I -

J 

V..' e invite you to bave luncb witb us at twelve noon on Tburaday 
May ZZ, 1973 to meet Monsignor C. A. Rljk, tbe Dlrector of tbe 
Vatican Office !or Catbolic-Jewlab relatlona. 

The purpoae of thia meeting is to become better acquainted with 
the work of tbe Synagogue Cowicil of America. There wlll be no 
aollcitatlon. Tbe Synagogue Councll is jointly apon1ored by the 
Union of American Hebrew Congregation , United Synagogue& 
of America and Unlon of Orthodox Congregations of .America a1 

well a ■ by all the rabbinic group1. Its purpose ia to glve the 
Jewlab rellgiou1 community a elngle address and a united voice 
ln all matters concerning bicb the three branches share a 
common concern. 

re bope you will be able to join ua. ~1ould yo11 let ua know on 
the enclo■ed card. 

DJS:mp 
Encl. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel J'eremy Sllver 

Davld Myer• 

Elmer Paall 



May 7, 1973 

Mr. Leonard Ratner 
10800 Brookpark 
Cleveland, Ohio 44130 

Dear Leonard: 

? 

, e lnvlte you to have lnnch ith ua at twelve noon on Thursday 
May 22, 1973 to meet Monelgnor C. A. Rljk, the Director of the 
Vatican Office for Cathollc-Jewlah relations. 

The purpoee of this meeting is to become better acquainted with 
the work of the Synagogue Council of America. There wlll be no 
sollcitatlon. The Synagogue Councll la jointly sponsored by the 
Union of American Hebre , Congregations , United Synagogues 
of America and Unlon of Orthodox Congregations of Amerlca as 
well as by all the rabblnlc group•. Its purpoae le to give the 
Jewish rellgloua community a single addrees and a unlted voice 
ln all matter• concerning which the three branchee ehare a 
common concern. 

Vt e hope you will be able to joln us. Would you let ue know on 
the enclosed card. 

DJS:mp 
Encl. 

Sincerely, 

Danlel Jeremy Silver 

·oavld Myer• 

Elmer Paull 



y 7, 1973 

.. d a d 1ins g 
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May 7, 1973 

r. A. . Luntz 
e Brat nahl Place 

Clevel nd, Ohio 44108 

e r A be: 

I J 

e invite you to have lunch ·ith us at t elvc noon on Thur d y 
y 22, 1973 to meet Mon ignor C. . Rijk, th Dir ctor of th 

V tican Offic for Catholic-Jc ,ish relations. 

The purpose of this meetin i to bccom better acquainted trith 
the vork of the Syn gog e Council of .America. The re u 1ill b no 
solicit tion. The Synagogue Council i "ointly sponsored by the 
Union of Americ n Hebre Con reg tion , United Synagogues 
of America and Union of rthodox Congregations of America as 

,ell s by all the rabbinic groups. Its purpose is to ive the 
Je •ish religiou community a ingle addres and a united voice 
in all matters concerning hich the three hr nches h re 
common concern . 

.. e hope you ·ill be able to join us. 
the enclosed c rd. 

DJS:mp 
Encl. 

ould you let us kno , on 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Jeremy Sliver 

David Myer• 

:r~lmer Paull 



a 7, l 73 

r. Louis L. Schaffer 
6545 Carnegi ve. 
Cle v land, Ohio 4410 3 

Dear Lou : 

e invit~ you to hav lunch ith us at t elve noon on Thursday 
a .... 2, 1 73 to me t onsignor C . .A . R ijk, the Dir '!tor o th 

Vatican Office for Catholic-Je ·isn relations. 

The ur ose oft is meeting is to beoome bett r cquainted ,ith 
the yo rk of t Syna ogue Coun~i l of rtg . r ,i 11 b , no 
solicita ·ion. 'I h yna ogu C • l1n,:U is j~i:~tly s onsor d by the 
U n:~n of Ame rL~an bre Co 1·.) t5. n , nite yna ogu s 
of A erica and Union of Crtho ox Co r ation of meri~a as 
w 11 s '.Jy all the r~bbini: cups. It pur ose is to g ive the 
Je ,is r Ugious community single addr ss and a uni d vol~e 
i all matters ~ -.:·.~ r in hl: th th e bran~h s are 
\!ommon .con..: rn. 

: e hope you "'ill be able to join us. 
th enclos od .:a rd. 

'ould you 1 t us kno on 

DJS:mp 
Encl. 

Sb:.ce rely, 

Daniel Jeremy Silver 

Davld Myer• 

lmer Paull 
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G 

r . idne P r izant 
36 : I ey o a 
Cleveland, Ohio 44118 

Dear Sid: 

i vite o u t lunc1 it 1 a t b: elv . r oon on":"' 1u r da 
? , 197 3 t c .at o l o . . . I ij • tbe Director of the 

Vatican Office for Cathollc-Je lsh relations. 
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re ho }'OU ✓ i l be able to join u■. Vl ould you let us know on 
the encloeed ca rd. 

J :mp 
Encl. 

Sincerely, 

Daniel Jeremy Silver 

Davld Myer• 

t..1mer Pa11ll 
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Yes 

Mr. Nathan Oscar 

Mr. James Reich 

Mr. Sam Friedman 

Mr. Bernard S. Kaufman 

Mr. Nelson Stern 

Mr. Max Eisner 

Rabbi Myron Silverman 

Mr. Irving Rabinsky (after lunch) 

Mr. Bert Krohngold 

Mr. Samuel Miller 

Mr. Stanley Simon 

Maybe 

Mr. Leonard Ratner 

Mr. Edward Ginsberg 

No Response 

Mr. A. M. Luntz 

Mr. Louis L. Schaffer 

Mr. Sidney Prizant 



SYNAGOGUE COUNCIL OF AMERICA 32 PARK AVENUE SOUTH• EW YORK, . V. 10016 ■ (212) 686-8670 
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Corrospondinq S cretary 
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Uf'l1on of Ortt d JE>w1 h Congrogat10nc; 
f Amer e, 

Ur>1t d Synag gu of Amer ca 

Rabbi Daniel Jere111Y Silver 
The Temple 

May 29 • 1973 

University Circle & Silver Park 
Cl eve 1 and, Ohio 

Dear Dan: 

Just a short note to express our appreciation and thanks 
for your graciousness in hosting the luncheon for 
Msgr. Rijk last week. 

I had an opportunity to spend a few minutes with Msgr. Rijk 
and he was quite pleased with the luncheon and felt that 
the ifl1)act of the Synagogue Council was felt, especially 
your opening remarks in regard to the Council. As you know, 
one of our problems is to project the image of the Council 
on a national level and Msgr. Rijk's visit to this country 
gave us this opportunity. 

Obviously, we think such luncheons would be helpful in 
projecting the image of the Council and would like to avail 
ourselves of other such opportunities with perhaps fl\YSelf, 
Henry Siegman or Irwin Blank, who will be our new president. 
It would be helpful if you have any suggestions along this 
1 ine. 

Once again our thanks, and I look forward to seeing you in 
the near future. 

IL/slg Rabbi Lehrman 



SYNAGOGUE COUNCIL OF AMERICA• 432 PARK AVENUE SOUTH, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10016 ■ (212) 686-8670 

memorandum 
to: 

from: 

subject: 

date : 

Members of the SCA Plenum 

Rabbi Henry Siegman 

Controversy Surrounding the French Catholic Statement on Relation3 
with the Jews 

July 2, 1973 

In a recent memorandum, I indicated that I would be communicating with you 
again about the recent statement on "The Attitude of Christians with Respect 
to Judaism" issued by the Episcopal Coumittee for Rela.tions with Judaism of 
the French Episcopal Conference. 

Enclosed is an unofficial translation of the French statement. I think you 
will agree that it is by far the most advanced statement on this subject to 
be issued by a Christian body. However, it must be seen within its proper 
context. Developments in Jewish-Christian relations seem to evoke extremes 
of either unqualified jubilation or unredeemed hostility. Rarely are such 
extreme reactions justified by the objective circumstances. I should like 
to suggest a balanced approach to the French statement. 

On its own terms, the French document is by far the most theologically ad
vanced statement ever issued on the subject of Judaism and the State of 
Israel. However, it is important to understand what this document is, and 
what it is not. It is a statement of a committee of the Catholic Bishops - -----of France - specifically> the Episcopal Conmittee for Relations with Judaism, 
whose president is Msgr. Eichinger, the Bishop of Strausburg. It.!!. !l2!_ 
a statement of the Catholic Bishops of France, whose national Episcopal 
Conference never approved the statement. It is believed that had the state
ment been submitted by the Committee for Relations with Judaism to the full 
Conference of Bishops for their approval, the document would not have seen 
the light of day. 

If the statement does not enjoy the endorsement of the French Bishops, it 
should go without saying that it certainly does not enJoy the blessings of 
the Vatican. Indeed, the Vatican Secretariat of State was deeply upset by 
the statement, particularly by its firm assertion of the right of the Jewish 
people to their own homeland. The objection is based not so much on theo
logical as on political grounds. for the Arab countries were infuriated 
by the action of the French Bishops' Committee. 

Among those objecting to the French statement is a group of 43 Jesuits in 
Lebanon. Not surprisingly_ their objections are based not only on political 
grounds - the failure of the French statement to deal with the plight of the 

• 

' 



- 2 -

Palestinians and the injustices caused by the Israelis - but on theological 
grounds as well. While conceding that Catholics cannot regard the Jewish 
religion as usimply one of the many religions existing on the earth," they 
reject the statement's use of the term "Eternal Covenant" to refer to what 
they insist is the "Ancient Covenant." They affirm the continuing need to 
bring the message of Christianity to the Jews, and say that to present Jews 
and Christians as •'fulfilling their vocation following distinct paths 1 11 as 
the French statement does,is "to deny that Christ came to abolish the wall 
of separation between Jews and pagans 1 so as, in the surpression of the Old 
Law .. to make both one." 

While the reaction on the part of the highly pdlitical Vatican Secretariat 
of State, and certainly of the Lebanese Jesuits, is entirely in character, 
it should be pointed out that this view is not shared by Cardinal Willebrands' 
Secretariat for Christian Unity~ the Vatican department that is in charge of 
relations with the Jews. (Like all other Vatican departments, the Christian 
Unity Secretariat is entirely subservient to the Secretariat of State:) Several 
years ago, the Unity Secretariat sought to issue a statement on relations with 
the Jews, in elaboration of the Vatican II document on this subject. A preli
minary draft of that statement was released prematurely by Cardinal Sheehan 
in the United States, and that put an end to the project. the statement that 
the Unity Secretariat tried to issue contained some of the same points that 
are now contained in the French statement. It is clear that the Unity Secre
tariat would gladly endorse the French statement, were they at liberty to do 
so. Of coursei they are not. 

The French statement, therefore, does not signal a radical change in the 
stance of the official Catholic Church, or even in the stance of the Bishops 
of France. It is a statement of the committee of the French Bishops, and 
nothing more than that. The panegyrics in some quarters of the Jewish com
munity are therefore typically premature. This is not to say that the docu
ment is without significance. The very fact that such an advanced statement 
is now on the public record, so to speak, has made the Catholic Church aware 
that anything it will say in the future on the subject of Judaism will be 
measured by the admirable standards set in this document. Whether the Catholic 
Church likes it or not, the statement by the French Bishops' Committee now 
serves as a bench mark by which future actions will be measured - certainly 
in the Jewish world. 

The "moral"of this mst recent episode is to reinforce a point I have stressed 
for some time now. The subject of Jews, Judaism, and the State of Israel is 
marginal for the Catholic Church. This is not to say that the Church is ir
retrievably hostile, but rather that it is preoccupied with entirely different 
concerns, including a struggle for its own survival. It is therefore entirely 
unrealistic to expect that the subject of Jews and Judaism will become a central 
concern for the Catholic Church. At the same time, there are important indi
viduals within the Catholic Church who are engaged in a somewhat lonely and 
courageous struggle to sensitize the Church not only to an awareness of the 
historic guilt it bears for the persecution of Jews - a record most Christiana 
are absolutely unaware of - but also to a theological reformulation of its 
relationship to Judaism, which they see as essential for the Church's own self
understanding and for its survival in the modern world. The French statement 
should be seen as a major step forward in that internal struggle. 



THE ATTITUDE OF CHRISTIANS 

WITH RESPECT TO JUDAISM 

The Jewish community of France, nearly 600,000 strong, 
is the second largest in Europe. It is a particularly 
vigorous community and has all the more a richer future 
in that there is now taking place within French Judaism 
an encounter between Jews from Eastern Europe who have 
known the trials of the last war and Jews from North 
Africa. Today, when relations between Jews and Chris-
tians are increasingly frequent, the Episcopal Committee 
for Relations with Judaism, established in 1969 by the 
French Episcopate, publishes for the sake of the faithful 
the following Orie~tations which implements for France the 
directives of the Declaration by Vatican Council II, Nostra 
Aetate. 

I - 'the Jewish Existence Ques!._ions the Christian Conscience 

The present existence of the Jewish people, its frequently precarious condition 
throughout its tragic history, its hope, the ordeals which it has known in the 
past, and above all in modern times, and its partial reassembling in the Land 
of the Bible; -constitute more and more for Christians a fact which can bring 
them to a better understanding of their faith, and can bring light on their 
life. 

The permanence of this people throughout the ages, its survival of civiliza
tions, its presence as a rigorous and challenging partner confronting Christi
anity, are a fact of primary importance which we cannot treat either with ig
norance or with contempt. 

The Church, which calls on the name of Jesus Christ, and who by Him has been 
bound from its origin and for always to the Jewish people, perceives in the 
secular ·and uninterrupted existence of this people, a sign which it would wish 
to comprehend in its total _ truth. 

II - Ih.Vl.ow Progress of the ~hristian Conscience 

On October 28, 1965 Vatican Council II solemnly promulgated the declaration 
Nostra Aetate which contains a chapter on the Jewish people. We reaffirm the 
importance ·of this text, in which it is recalled that the Church draws sus
tenance from the root of that well-cultivated olive tree onto which have been 
grafte·d the wild shoots, the Gentiles. It is our task, in our capacity as the 
Episcopal Committee for Relations with Judaism, to show the present compass 
of this declaration, and within that indicate the applications. 

The Conciliar position must be regarded more as a beginning than as an end. 
It marks a turning point in the Christian attitude with regard to Judaism. It 
opens a way and permits us to take the exact measure of our task. 

This declaration bases itself on a return to scriptural sources. It makes 
a complete break with the attitudes of the past. It appeals from now on for 
a new Christian look at the Jewish people, not only with respect to human 
relations, but also with respect to faith. Certainly, it is not possible to reexamine in one day ·all the assertions which have been made in the Church in 
the course of the centuries, nor of all the historical attitudes. The Chris
tian conscience has nevertheless started the process which reminds the Church of its Jewish roots. The essential thing is that it begin, that it reach all 
strata of the Christian people, and that above all, it be followed with honesty 
and energy. 

Ill - Ih!_Permanent Vocation of the Jewish People 

It is not possible to view the Jewish religion simply as one of the extant 
religions presently on this earth. It is through the people of Israel that • 
faith in a single God entered the history of humanity. It is through this 
people that monotheism, albeit with c~rtain differences, became the common 
possession of the three great families who claim the heritage of Abraham: 
Judaism, Christianity, and Islam. 
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According to biblical revelation, it is God Himself who constituted this 
people, who brought it up, and instructed it in His designs, sealing with it 
an eternal bond (Gen. 17,7), and making a call upon it which St. Paul described 
as irrevocable (Romans 11, 29). We owe this people the Five Books of the Law, 
the Prophets and other sacred books which complete its message. After having 
been assembled by tradition_, written ~nd oral, these teachings were received 
by the Christians without the Jews b~coming thereby dispossessed of them. 

Even if~ for Christianity) the Covenant was renewed in Jesus Christ, Judaism 
must be regarded by the _Christians not only as a social and historical reality, 
but especially a religious one; not as a relic of a time past and completed, 
but as a living reality through tiin~. _The principal signs of this vitality 
of the J~wish people are: the testimony of its collective loyalty to the single 
God; its earnestness in · scrutinizirig the Scriptures in order to discover in 
the l;i.ght of revelation the meaning of human life; its search for an identity 
in the· m~dst of other men; its consta.nt effort to regather as a reunified com
munity. ·These signs pose to us Christians a question which touches the heart 
of our faith: What is the Jewish people's own mission in the Divine Plan? What 
expectation moves it> and how doPs this expectation differ from or resemble our 
own? 

IV - ~t~..h. NothiM. Which Does N~t Conform to the Spirit of Christ (Nostra 
Aetate -~ Par. 2) 

a. It is urgent that Christians cease to .think of the Jew in terms of cliches 
that~ secular aggressiveness has forged; let us eliminate these forever, and 
let ua combat with courage in all circumstances representations which are ·cari
catures and unworthy of an honest man~ even more so of a Christian; for example, 
that .of t _he Jew which describes him as "not like others", in~ecting into this a 
~u~nce of _contempt or a,version 1 wp.ich. :describes the Jew as "usurer, ·ambitious, 
consp,i rator:• or whic·h > even more dreadful because of its consequences, calls 
the Jew a ·'deicide". These defarratory descriptions which have, alas, still . 
currency in our da.y in an overt or i:.:ov,:rt t-:~ \ , uc ccnouncc 4ilnd ccn~£mn with 
~phasis. Antisemitism is an inheritance from the pagan world. , but it is still 
rel~forced in the Chr1istian ctimate by pseudo-theological: .~rguments • .. The Jew 
deserves ·our attention and our esteem . often our admiratipn,· s·ometimes,· it is 

' true, our friendly and freterncl crit!cism, but always our. love. It i~ perhaps 
this which has been most la.eking and this in which the Christian conscience has 
been most culpable. ... . • • · • • • 

b. It is a theological, I~:f.stor-ical and juridicai error. to hold ·the . Jewish • 
people indiscriminately guilty, of the passion and deatb of Je·su~ . ~~~~::s .~.~~ ~1.-· 
ready the catechism of thP. Council of Trent had rejected this error · (Pars. 1, 
cap. 5,11). If it is true .that historically responsibility fot the .deatb:: of 
Jesus was shared on various grounds by certain Jewish and Roman authori·ties~ 
the Church holds that on account of the sin of all men -Christ, ; in •~is i~ense 
love, submitted himself to h~s passion and his death so that ·ail men. may be 
saved (Nostra Aetate, 6). 

Contrary t~ tha.t which an .ancient but questionable exiges~s has proposed, 
one cannot · properly dedµce fro~ the New Testament that the .Jewish people has 
been deprived of its election. The totality of Scripture impels us, on the 
contrary, to recognize in the loyal concern of the Jewish people for the Law , 
ancf for the Covenant, the .sig~ of the loyalty of God to His people. 

c. It is wrong to set Judaism over against Christianity as a religion of 
fear contras·ted to a religion . of love. The fundamental article of the Jewish 
faith> the Sberna Yisrael, begins with "Thou shalt love The Lord Thy Goda and 
continues ·with the conmandment to love one's neighbor (Lev. 19.18). This is 
the start_ing point of Jesus' pr_ea.ching, and thus a teaching conman to : Judaism 
an~ Chri°stiap_ity. . . 

. . ·. 

The meaning of the transcendance and loyalty of God, of His justice, of His 
compassion, of reper:tance and forgiveness of sins, are the fundamental · fea~utes 
of the Jewish tradition. The Christians who assert the same values would be 
wrong to believ.e that they have nothing more to receive even in our day from : 
Jew.ish, spirituality. 

-
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d. Contrary to long-established stereotypes (reflexes bien etablis), it 
must be stated that the doctrine of the Pharisees was not the antithesis of 
Christianity. The Pharisees sought to make the Law a way of life for every 
Jew by interpreting its commandments in such a fashion as to adapt them to 
the different circumstances :of lffe. Present-day research has definitely 
shown that the Pharisees were in no way strangers to the inner meaning of 
the Law, any more than the masters of the Talmud were. It is not these 
conceptions (dispositions) that Jesus ch~llenged when he denounced the 
attitude of some of them or the forinalism of their teachings. It would 
appear rather that it is .bec~.use the Pharisees and the first Christians were 
so close to each other in many resp~cts that they cla~hed sometimes so sharply 
with regard to the traditions received from the Elders and the interpretation 
of the Law of Moses. 

V - To Gain a True Und~rsta_E.~ling of Judaism 

Christians, if only for their 0 1m.1 sake, must acquire a true and 1 iving know.;. 
ledge of the Jcwi~h t!~ndition. 

a. A true Christian catechesis must affirm the present value of the totality 
of the Bible. The first Covenn~t indeed has not been rendered null and void 
by the new one. It is its root and -its source, its foundation and its pro
mise. If it is true that for us the Old Testament yields its ultimate mean
ing only in the light of the llc";·1 Testament, this in itself supposes that it 
is to be welcomed and recognized first ~fall for itself (2 Tim. 3, 16). It 
should not be forgotten that by His obedience to the Torah, and by His prayer, 
Jesus, a Jewish man by His mother ~ the Virgin Mary; completed His ministry 
in the bosom of the people of tr.P. Covenant. 

b. He (the catechist) will endeavor to present the special vocation of the 
Jewish people as the ''sanctification of the Name." This is one of the es
sential elements o:: the sy~necg.al prayer by which the Jewish people, charged 
with a priestly mission (Rx. 19>6), offers every human action to God and to 
Him gives glory. This vocation makes t:1e life and the prayer of the Jewish 
people a blessing for all the nntions of the earth. 

c. It is to underestimate thn precepts of Judaism to see in them nothing 
more than compulsory practices. Its rites are the acts which break the 
everyday character of P.Y.iste~cc and recall to those who observe them the 
sovereignty of God. ~he faithful Jews receive as a gift from God the 
Sabbath and the ob.::,c::v~~1ccs "t-;!1ich aim at S'1nctifying the human condition 
(l'agir humain). lleyoned th~i~ lite::~lness, these are for the Jew light and 
joy on the road of life (Psalms 119). They constitute a manner of living 
within time (batir le temps) ar.rl of giving thanks for the whole of creation. 
It is indeed the whole of exist~nce which must be referred to God, as St. 
Paul reminded his brethren (1 Cor. 10, 30-31). 

d. The dispersion of the Je-:·:ich peo9le has to be understood in the light 
of its own history. 

If the Jewish tradition regards the ord~als and exile of the people as a 
chastisement for its infidelities (Jer. 13,17; 20> 21-23), equally, since 
the letter sent by Jeremiah to the exiles in Babylon (Jer. 29, 1-23), the 
life of the Jewish people in the dispersion has also had a positive meaning; 
in the face of all its trials, the Jewish people is called to "sanctify the 
Name" in the midst of the nations. 

Christians must without ceasing combat the anti-Jewish and Manichean temp
ta~.~on which consists of regarding the Jewish people as cursed on the grounds 
th~t:_it has so obstinately been persecuted. On the contrary, according to 
the .wi~ness of Scripture itself (Is. 53,204), to suffer persecution is fre
quently the result and reminder of the prophetic condition. 
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e. It is at the present time more difficult than P-ver to make a calm theolo
gical judgment on the movement of the return of tL~ Jewish people to "its '' 
land. Confronted by this, we cannot forget first of all as Christians the 
gift made long ago by God to the people of Israel of a land on which it has 
been called to be reunited (Gen. 12, 7i 26, 3-4; 28,13; Is. 43, S-7, Jer. 
16)1S; Soph. 3,20). 

Throughout histo~y, the Jewish existence has constantly been divided between 
life among nations and the wish for a national existence on its land. This 
aspiration presents numerous ,problems to the Jewish conscience itself. To 
understand this aspiration and the resulting debate in all their dimensions, 
Christians must not allow themselves to be misl~d by interpretations which 
misconstrue the communel and religious fonns of lif.e of Judaism, or by generous 
but hasty political points of view. They must take account of the interpre
tation given to their regathering around Jerusalem by the . Jew$ who, in the 
name of their faith, consider it as a .blessing. · 

By this return and its repercussions) justice is put to the test. On the 
poli~ical plane, there is a confrontation of the diverse demands of justice. 
Beyond the legitimate diversity of political options, the universal conscience 
cannot refuse to the Jewish people, which has undergone so many vicissitudes 
in the course of its history, the right and the means for a political existence 
among the nations. This right and the possibilities of existence can moreover 
not be refused by the nations to those who, i~ the wake of local conflicts . 
resulting from this return, are now victims of. grave situations of injustice. 
Also, let us turn our eyes with a_ttention towe.rd this land visited by God, 
arid l~t us carry the lively hope that it will be a place where all its in
habitants, Jewish and non-Jewish ,' ·_can .live · in peace. This is an essential 
question before which Christians, like Jews, find themselves, to know whether 
the regathering of the_ dis_persed of the Jewish people~ which took place under 
the c0~ " ·· : :; >1.-: of parsecutions and the interplay of political forces, will 
f~nally or not, in spite of all the dramas, be one of the ways of justice of 
God for the Jewish people, and at the same time, as for it, for all the people 
of the .world. How can Christians remain indifferent to what is presently being 
decided on this land? 

Most of the encounters betwe3n Jews and Christians are still today marked by 
ignorance on both sides ~nd somctim~s by a cert~in mistrust. This ignorance 
and this mistrust have bee~ in the past and can still be in the future the 
source of ;~rio~s mis~~derstanding and serious evils. We consider it an 
essential and ur~ent ~ack that the priests, th~ faithful and all those respon
sible for education, _a; whatever level they may be, work to creRte in the 
Christian people a better understanding of Jutlaism, of its tradition, its 
customs and its history. 

The first requirement is that all Christians should always have respect for 
the Jew, whatever his manner of being Jewish, that they try to understand 
him as he understands himself) instead of judging him according to their own 
way of thinking; that they ~ave respect for his convictions, his aspirations, 
his observances e.nd for the attRchment which he shows for them; that they 
admit .also that it is possible t.o have different ways of being Jewish or of 
identifyin~ o.,.e~elf RS Jc1:-7iE;h, without prejudice to the fundamental unity of 
Je~ish exi~~ence. 

The second requirement is that, in the encounters between Christians and Jews, 
there be recognition of the right of each fully to bear witness to his faith 
without in any way being suspected of wishing in an improper manner to detach 
any person from his commun~~Y: in order to att~ch him to his own. Such an in
tention should be exclurle.d. not only be.cause o,f -resp~ct for others which is 
implicit in every dialoeue with every person whoever he may be, but also for 
a special reason to which Christians and above all pastors should pay more 
attention. This reason is that the Jewish people has been the object, as a 
people, of an "eternal Covenant" without which the "ne,:-1 Covenant" would not 
have any existence. Also, so far from aiming at the disap~eRrance of the 
Jewish community, the Church recognizes itself in the search for a living 
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bond with it. A great opening of spirit, skepticism in regard to one's own 
prejudices, and a keen understanding of the psychological conditioning of 
the individual are, in the face of such problems, indispensable qualities 
for pastors. Even if there exist in the present context of the international 
conmunity (civilisation sans frontieres), individual interventions which lie 
beyond the control of the two conmunities, the reciprocal respect which they 
bear each other should not be affected by this. 

VII - The Church and the Jewish People 

a. The Jewish people is conscious of having received, through its special 
vocation; a universal mission withrespect to the nations. The Church, for 
its pa.rt, considers that its own mission can be put only within this same 
universal purpose of salvation. 

b. Israel a.nd the Church are not complementary institutions. The permanence 
both as regards Israel and the Church is the sign of the incompletion of the 
Divine Plan. The Jewish people and the Christian people a.re thus in a situation 
of reciprocal contestation or, to quote St. Paul, of "envy" in the striving 
for unity (Rm. 11, 14; Deut. 32, 21). 

c. The words of Jesus himself and the teaching of Paul bear witness to the 
role of the Jewish people in the achievement of the ultimate unity of mankind 
as the unity of Israel and the nations. Also the search which Judaism makes 
today for its unity cannot be alien to the purpose of the salvation of God. 
Nor can it be unrelated to the efforts of the Christians in the search for 
their own unity, although these two processes are realizing themselves along 
very different roads. 

But if the Jews and Christians are carrying out their vocations along distinct 
roads, history shows that their paths cross all the time. Does not their com
mon concern relate to the Messianic times? Also, it is to be hoped that they 
finally enter the road of mutual recognition and understanding and that, put
ting aside their ancient erL~ity~ they turn towards the Father in the same 
movement of hope, which will be a promise for the whole world. 
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The following is a report on a number of meetings with officials of the 
World Council of Churches in Geneva, of several Vatican Secretariats in 
Rome, and a number of contacts in Israel. These discussions related to 
two distinct programs of the Synagogue Council of America: (a) our on
going interreligious relations with the World Council of Churches and 
the Vatican, and (b) the "Jerusalem Colloquium" that we hope to be able to 
hold in November of 1974. 

Jerusalem C~lloguiu~ 
, 

You will recall that at our Annual Dinner in December, 1971, at which we 
honored Foreign Minister Abba Eban and presented him with the Council's 
"Judaism and World Peace Award, 1

' Rabbi Irving Lehnnan announced our in• 
tention to organize a Jerusalem Peace Collo~uium, for which we will seek 
to obtain special funds outside our normal sources of income. As reported 
in subsequent m~etings of our Plenum, it is the purpose of this project 
to bring together at a high-level conference leading religious personalities 
in top policy-making positions in the Protestant and Catholic Church to 
discuss the broad issues of world p!!ace. The ki~d of people we have in 
mind for this are religious personalities who generally have not visited 
Israel and have not participated in ir.terr2ligious encounters with Jews 
precisely because of the sensitive positi0ns they hold in their respec-
tive Church organizations. For this re.anon, the project would make sense 
only if we could in fact reach the kind of people who in the past have 
kept at arm's length f.rorn Israel and Jewish-sponsored activities. It would 
clearly serve no purpose to have one more ~onf.erence at which we will be 
talking to the same people we are alrea~.7 talking to in other settings. 

I cite this background to explain the purpose of my discussions at the 
World Council of Churches and at the VaticAn. It was to ascertain whether 
in fact there is reas~n to believe that we can succeed in involving the 
personalities that we are after. 

Before proceeding with a report of the reactions I encountered, let 
me say a brief word about the project itself. What we projected was a 
small consultation, modeled after the prestigious and highly successful 
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Pugwash conf~rences. The general theme would be the problems of human 
survival in the closing decades of the 20th century, and more specifically 
what contributions the religious faith communities can make to international 
peace, the reduction of racial and religious conflict, the promotion of 
world economic developments and the preserv~tion of the natural environment. 
Participation would be limited to app~oximately 20 or 25 religious person
alities, including rnpresentatives from "third world" religions - Muslims, 
Buddhists and Hindus. Since we agreed not to draw on SCA funds for this 
purpose, w~ were fortunate in obta.ining the interest and support of Matthew 
Rosenhaus (Chairman of the !!oard of the J.B. Williams Company), who has 
made available financial support for our prelimin~ry work. Other major 
contributors are Moses Hornstein and Eugene Hollander. 

In Geneva, I discussed the project with Dr. Phillip Potter, General Sec
retary of the World Council of Churches, and Dr. Elfan Rees, Consultant 
to the World Council of Churches' Commission on the Church and Interna
tional Affai::--.;. My purpose wa.s not to obtain formal ir.volvcm·~nt or spon
sors~ip of these Church organizations, but an assurance that we stand a 
good c~ance c1 attracting the caliber of participation that we are after. 

Dr. Pott.er we.~ reasonably positive. He indice.ted that he considered this 
a pot~ntially significant enterprise, and invited me to be in touch with 
him as plans for the Colloquium progresr,ed. In other words, he did not 
shut the doo::-, nor did he say anything discouraging. Dr. Rees, on the 
other hand, responded with considerable enthusiasm. He offered to send 
me detailed co~ents and specific suggestions of leading Protestant per
sonalities w~o should be considered ao invitees to the Colloquium. Since 
Dr. Potter will ultimately rely heavily on Rees' judgment, his response 
was most encour~ging. 

My fi~st: me~ting in Rome was wita Mser. Joseph Gremillion, the head of 
the Fontifical Corn..rn.issicn for Peace and Justice. Thia was the most cri
tical of seve~~l ~eetings I was to h~ve in Rcme, sifice Msgr. Gremillion 
is the man oost directly res,onsible for the set of concerns with which 
the Colloquium would deal, nnd Catholic perso:if.'!.lities in·'1ited to the 
Colloquium a.re l:f.keJ.y to be i.n touch with him. I should also note that 
Msgr. Gremillion himself. ia 3 . Man who very d~liberately has kept his 
dis ts.nee f.,7,~m th~ Jewish cornrr.un:i.tv" a.nd ~1ith~tood several ~£forts to ,, 

involve him and ld.s CoT.mi.~slon. in the work of the Vatican Committee on 
Catholic jewi.sh Rel~tions. 

For these reD.Gons, I was e.!lt:lrely unprepe.red for Gremillion' s immediate 
and seemingly unguarded enthusiasm for the project. He offered to identify 
leading Catholi~ p~rsonaliti~3 ana to persuade them to attend, should they 
be invited by us. He nnid th~t his Concr.is&ion would 8ladly cooperate with 
us whole.,hcarted\7 :~::1 as3~1.rin3 the succe,ss of this venture. Most surpri
sing of all:1 ha urged thl.t we hold the Cc,1loquium in Jeruaale:!1, and not 
be disouad~d by o~·vious e.rgu·~~ents to hold it else;.,here. 
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Gremillion recalle~ his experience in the United States, particularly during 
the halcyon days of the civil rights struggle, to which the Jewish com
munity had made such a major and disproportionate contribution. He said 
that he saw this Colloquium as an avenue by which the Jewish community would 
begin to make a similar contribution to the international search for justice 
and peace, and that is why he welcomes it with such enthusiasm. Though Msgr. 
Gremellion's expectations may be somewhat exaggerated, his reactions were 
entirely unanticipated and, of course, most gratifying. Since I visited 
with him in the company of Msgr. Peter de Contenton of the Secretariat for 
Christian Unity, and there exists among the different Vatican Secretariats 
a certain rivalry, Gremillion's reactions apparently served to heighten 
de Contenson's own appreciation of the project. I suspect that this factor 
had something to do with the equally enthusiastic reception I received the 
following day on the part of Cardinal Jan Willebrands, the President of 
the Secretariat for Christian Unity. I spent well over an hour with him, 
most of the time discusssing the Colloquium. He told me that Pope Paul had 
personally expressed to him on several occasions his great hope that Jews, 
Christians and Mosle~s could get together to discuss their differences in 
a spiritual a~d religious context, and that the proposed Colloquium offers 
such ~n opportunity. 

I pointed out to Willebrands trat we deliberately removed the Middle Eastern 
conflict from our early discussions, as this might serve to break up the 
project before we ever. got started. This did not lessen Willebrand's en
thusiasm for the undertaking. Indeed, he suggested t hat at some appropriate 
time we might arr.a:1ge for an audience with Pope Paul, at which time he would 
express his support for the Colloquium. 

Cardinal Willebrarvis c!isagrced with Gre:nillion' s thinking on the question of 
location. He said it ir abso l utely cle~r to him that i f th~ fi~st Colloquium 
were located in ,Ie!'~1salem, there would not be Muslim participation of any 
kind. He suggeste1, ther~£orc, that at least the first conference be held 
elsewhere, ar.d perhaps the se~cn<l or third could be held in Jerusalem. He 
stressed, however, that we retain the title "Jerusalem Colloquium" for its 
important symbolism. 

The Ca1:din:;)l su,ze~.sted that the Vatican might be helpful in identifying 
important Muslim, Hindu and Buddhist religious personalities, and offered 
to set up an ar~oint~~nt fo~ rr.0 with th~ He~d of the Vatican Secretariat 
for Non-Christians, the Vatican office responsible for relations with 
Eastern religions. I accepted, of: course, and an appointment was immediately 
made for me with Msgr. Peter M. Rossano, the new head of the Secretariat for 
Non-Christians. 

My experience with Rossano was anp eat of my earlier meetings with Willebrands 
and Gremillion; he was warm, supportive, and offered the services of his 
Secretariat in identifying important Muslims, Buddhists and Hindu leaders, 
and in persuading those who will be invited to attend. He even suggested 
indirectly th~t by rizht, the Vatican's program for Catholic Jewish Re-
lations should have been located in his dP-partment. (I suspect it would 
probably be no harm to our cause for the Secretariat for Christian Unity 
to know that such sentiments exist in the Secretariat for Non-Christians.) 



- 4 -

Rossano echoed Willebrands' sentiments about the location of the Colloquium. 
He thought we would be making a serious misteke if we were to hold it in 
Jerusalem. 

In summary, the enthusiastic response of the several Vatican Secretariats to 
our: proposed Jerusalem Colloquium far exceeded my fondest expectations. Unless 
there is a sharp change in attitude, what this response clearly suggests is 
that we have good reason to believe that we can obtain the kind of high level 
participation that is absolutely essential for this project. I should add 
that while the WCC response was a far more re3trained one, it is clear that 
when they will know of the Vatican's involvement, they will seek at the very 
least to parallel, if not to exceed it. This - happily, from our point of 
view - is the nature of the relationship that exists between these two bodies. 

While in Israel, I had occasion to meet with many people, including Abraha.m 
Harman, the president of the Hebrew University, members of the faculty of the 
Hebrew University and Tel Aviv University, ai'::t· officials of the Jewish Agency 
and of the Govern.~ent. I will not detail these discussions here, beyond say-
ing that all of them were helpful. I should mention, however, that 1u·a meet
ihg·.with Teddy Koleck, the Mayor of Jerusalem told me that as much as he would 
like to have the Colloquium t~kc place in Jerusalem, it is clear to him that 
this would be out of the question if we want to achieve the purpose we set for 
ourselves. He said that not only would no Muslims attend a conference that 
took place in Israel, but neither would man.y of the Christians who are so im
portant to the success of this undertaking. He urged that we not consider Jeru
salem until the second or third time around. 

International Committee f~r Interreligious Co?1.sultatio!ls 

As indicated above, I also a pent s 0 1r.g time in Geneva, Rome and Jerusalem in 
discussions pertaining to our ongoing interreligious work with the World Couotil 
of Churches and with the Vatican. 

In Geneva I duscussed with Gerhart Riegncr, General Secretary of World Jewish 
Congress, a recent development that has apparently been the source of some 
friction. Prof. Uri Tal of the University of Tel Aviv, a regular participant 
in the consultations 0£ the International Committee for Interreligious Consul
tations with the World Council of Churches, was invited this past June by Dr. 
Stanley Samartha of the 1:orld Cc,.1.r.cil of C~urch~n to a planning session that 
is preparing a multiltiteral consultatic:i of "Men of Living Faiths," that is 
to take ~lace in Ceylon in April) 1974. For the first time, this conference 
will include Jewish participation, in addition to Christians, Muslims, Buddhists 
and Hindus. (You will recall that these previous meetings did not include Jews, 
a matter we had expressed out displeasure about.) Prof. Tal was asked to re
commend a number of Jewish p,-.1rticipants who would be invited tl personam by 
the World Council of Churches to the Ceylon m~cting. 

Riegner told me that he was upset over the fact that the WCC did not discuss 
this matter with IJCIC, and registered his feelings most forcefully with 
John Snoek. Snoek maintained that this meeting was being organized by Samartha's 
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department, not his own, and that theinvitations to all religions - not 
only to Jewish participants, were being extended ad personam, and do not 
involve the usual bilateral structures that exist between the World Council 
of Churches and the several faith communities. Riegner maintained that at 
the very least they should have consulted with IJCIC informally, and we should 
not have learned about it after the fact. 

A discussion of this matter was picked up again in Jerusalem, where I met 
with Tal a.nd Ta1.mon. They agreed tha.t even though the invitations are being 
extended ad ~ersonam, and Uri Tal had been asked on a personal basis to 
suggest additional names for the Ceylon meetings, these suggestions should 
be forwarded to the WCC by Tal only after he will have consulted fully with 
IJCIC. Prof. Talmon, who is chairing the Israeli section of IJCIC in the 
absence of Zvi Werblowsky (who is on a sabbatical in the Netherlands) will 
shortly forward to IJCIC suggestions for participants in the Ceylon meeting 
for our consideration. 

In Rome, Peter de Contenson (who has replaced Rijk as the head of the Vati
can S~cretariat for Catholic Jewish Relations) spent a good deal of time 
with me on IJCIC business. He told me that his secretariat would shortly 
issue a set of guidelines for Catholic-Jeuish relations, addressed to the 
Catholic world. These guidelines were originally prepared under Rijk's dir
ection, but w~rc appnrently so badly mauled by the Vatican Secretariat of 
State that Rijk refused to issue the document. De Contenson said that he 
and Willebrands had succeeded in making certain improvements in the docu
ment, and that it would also contain an announcement of the up8rading of 
the office of Catholic Jewish Relations. Whereas in the past it was merely 
a desk in thP. Secretariat for Christian Unity, it will now be an independent 
Commission, with Willebrands appointPd as its President, Msgr. Charles 
Moeller Vice President, and de Contenson as Sc~retary. De Contenson will 
receive the Curial r~nk of Under-Secretary, something which had eluded 
Cornelus Rijk. Apparently, it is their hope that the announcement of the 
upgrading of this office will make the document more palatableto the 
Jewish community. 

De Contenson said he is faced with a dilemm~. The section of the Vatican 
II declaration dealing with the Jews is virtually the only one with regard 
to which the Vatican has not issued an official elaboration. These official 
statements serve as a kind of "enabling legislation" for the Secretariat 
that is assigned the responsibility for its implementation. Without the new 
guidelines, de Contenson maintains his depnrtment lacks the authority to 
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develop programs and policies in this area. He therefore chooses to opt for 
a less than ideal document, since the alternative, as he sees it, is compl
ete powelessness. 

There is a major point that de Contenson tried to make to me in several of 
his conversations. It is his feeling that while Ri ]k gained the popularity 
and affection of the Jewish community because of his extremely liberal views 
on the subJect of Judaism, he achieved this at the price of losing all power 
and influence where it counts - within the Vatican hierarcly where he was 
totally discredited. De Contenson fe~ls that in the long run~ if any sig~ 
nificant progress is to be made within the Catholic Church itself, it is 
far more important that he retain his credibility within the Curia, even 
if this means a more conservative posture than the one Rijk took. He was 
most anxious that we understand his view of how progress can be made, given 
the realities of the Catholic world today. 

It is within this context that de Contenson said that he regretted the state
m~nt issued by the Co~~ittee of the French Bishops. He said it is in fact far 
ahead of Catholic theological thinking, and therefore will have little impact 
on that thinking. Indeed, he seemed to think that it would make his life more 
difficult. I wan interested to note that this assessment was not shared by 
de Contenson's superior, Msgr. Moeller. While he agreed with de Contenson 
that th2 ~ta te~cnt contains views that are not easily reconciled with Ortho
dox Catholic theology, he maintained that on balance the French statement 
served a positive purpose because, at the very least, it will challenge 
Catholics to deal more seriously with questions they would otherwise have 
ignored. 

At a subsequent ~~~ting with de Contenson, he unexpectedly handed me a copy 
of the docu~~nt that is to be issued by his Secretariat after the summer. 
To the 1)est cf my knowledge, I ~m the only person who has been shown the 
docuncct. Of coarse, he swore me to secrecy and told me of the dire conse
quences to him if. anyone knew that he showed it to me. I made it clear to 
him that I had ~c t asked to see it, nor had I even requested to be informed 
of its cohtents, and that he is doing so entirely on his own initiative 
and di~cretion. I also stated my personal conviction that the development 
of a C~t~olic theology of Judaism is an internal Catholic matter, and not 
the proper subject for n~gotiations between Catholics and Jews. It is there
fore on~y in an entirely personal and off-the-record manner that I am pre
pRred to sh8rc with him my reactions to the document. He welcomed the reser
vations I expressed. 

I told him that by co~parison with other statements, particularly the French 
document, but also guideli~es issued in the United States and elsewhere, 
the new document suffers badly. However, even on its own terms, it is a 
somewhat ungenercus and grudging statement. What seems to be needed most today 
are acts of eenerosity, and thib statement does not quite fit the bill. More 
specifically, I told him that I find it incredible that a statement issued 
by the Church in 1973 can pass in utter silence over the experience of the 
holocaust and the rebirth of Jewish life and creativity in Israel. I told 
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him that the latter could be done in general humanitarian terms. without getting • 
into theological or political discussions. 

The document speaks of a past of "mutual confrontations," creating the impres
sions of a certain parallelism in our relationships. I told him this is ob
viously a distortion of history, since to th~ best of my recollection Jews 
never persecuted the Catholic Church. Also, the section dealing with the 
continuation of Jewish life after the rise 0£ Christianity - a very positive 
and important section - is worded j_n an overly guarded and gru~ing manner. 

In conclusion. I told him th2.t he should have no doubt that such a statement 
would be greeted most critically by the Jewish community. 

I stressed that our discussion cannot be construed as a reaction of IJCIC~ 
since I have no authority to speak for it. Such a reaction must come as a 
result of consultation of all of its constituent parts. Also, even in my 
personal capacity I am not ~dvisir.g hin eithP-r to withhold or t~ issue the 
document. As a matter of pr i nciple:. I stro:.1g::.' believe that such decisions 
must be their own) and I find the role of lobbyist a thoroughly abhorrent 
one. 

De Contenson was clc.a:-ly dishe :1.r.tene1 by my reaction. He had abviously hoped 
that it 't•:ould be reo~:a positivP.. Ge s3id he had been working on this document 
for three months, and ha~ now come to the end of the road. He cannot see his 
office working without some kind of <locument, ~nd clearly this is the only one 
that the Secruta.riat of State will au ,(:ho!'ize. Thi s would seem to leave him 
no other choice, he said, but to follow Rijk 's examp l e and resign. I told 
him that while I sympathi~ ~ ,-;i.~·.h this dilemma, I can offer him no advice. 

De Contenscn called o:t m~ or.ce aga.in the following day to se.y he had thought 
of a way cut of l1i.n c.i.lef!!'n9. r-:. t.)J. ::l r.1a !:~13t he would prepare a separate docu
ment - to be i.ssued along 't-:i.th th~ !;:.~i dclincs - in which the onmissions of 
the guidelin.es ,-~oul -1 be t~l<.~~ up. E~ felt that such a commentary on the guide
lines would not require the authorization of the Secretariat of State. I was 
non-comr:1ital in my respon3~: since is was not clear to me what the implications 
of such a docum~:..t wculd be within the Catholic world. We parted on excellent 
terms, with the pror:1 j.~~ that he would keep ma informed of developments. 
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Last week, our Intemational Jewish Committee on Interreligious Consulta
tions (IJCIC) hosted a reception for Michael Pragai (Director of the 
Church Relations Division of the Israel Ministry for Foreign Affairs) in 
the offices of the Synagogue Council of America. 

On his way to the United States~ Mr. Pragai met with officials of the 
Vat:f.can Secretariat c: State an1 of the Vatican Office on Catholic-Jewish 
Relations. A nejor n~bject of their discussion was the future status of 
Jerusalem. 

Msgr. Silvestrini, an official of the Secretariat of State, informed Pragai 
that the Vatican has abandoned its earlier (pre-1967) support for the inter
nationalization of the city of Jerusalem. The Vatican is still unclear a
bout specific alter:iative formulas that it would support, and that is why 
they havP. resorted in their official statements to speaking about "a special 

~ status in _(Ji.ot_for.)_~he holy city, that.is internationally guaranteed." 
_ . _..S;lyestr.L~i stated categorically. that the Vatican does not believe that the 

. ...--------- -~~~~i,verGal CJ:ric tia r .. i nterest:• in the holy city would be served by the inter-
~------- nationalizat:f.on of ,7 ex-1.1sala:n. 

The vagueness of the Vatican formula lends itself to misunderstanding and dis
tortion c Whe~ Emperor n~ile Selansie and the heads of several African states 
recentiy met with t t.e Pope , t;- e .,· issued a publ1.c statement that Pope Paul 
reaffiroed his dE .. sir-~ for the inter~1.J.tionalization of the city. Silvestrini 
reassured Pragai thQt ~t i s ic ~vt ?cpe raul's position. 

You will note th~t thiD lnforn.ation conforms to what we had been told by the 
Vatican Liason Committee when wa met with them in Antwerp in December, 1973. 

Pragai was elso pleased by the Vatican's recognition that it serves only as 
spokesman for the Roman r.atholic Chur~h, and not for Christianity at large. 
The Greek Orthodox Church and the Armenian Church have a larger stake than 
the Roman Catholic Chu=ch in Christian holy places in Jerusalem. The govern
ment of Israel enjoys very good relations with these two Churches (both of 
which, incidentally, do not see their own interests served by the intemationali
zation of the city), and intencs to keep its relations with these two Churches 
separate from its r~latio~s with the Vatican. 

World Cour..cil of Churches 

Pragai informed us that for the first time in the history of the Middle-Eastern 
conflict, the World council of Churches asked Israel if it needed any medical 
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supplies. When Israel replied in the affirmative, the World Council of 
Churches shipped to Israel five and one half tons of much needed medical 
supplies, and also paid the air freight. This was more than a token ex
pression, and, according to Pragai, was deeply appreciated by Israel. 

"Vatican Confidential" 

As part of this report, I also wish to share with you the translation of 
certain sections of a new book, entitled "Vatican Confidential," that ap
peared recently in Germany. Having personally participated in the events 
alluded to in these passages, I can testify to their accuracy. It is in
teresting to speculate as to the author's sources of information. 

These passages also serve to emphasize the significant shift that seems to 
have occurred within the Vatican to a more positive and conciliatory atti-
tude, as evidenced at our December, 1973 meeting. 

We have the following translation courtesy of Rabbi Joachim Prinz, a current 
member and a past chairman of IJCIC. 

In important cases the State's Secretariat is not afraid to 
suggest corrections on certain communiques. This was true 
in the case of a communique issued at the first meeting of 
the official delegation of the Curia and the Jews which took 
place from the 20th to the 23rd of September 1970. In con
sideration of the sensitivities of the Arabs, this Catholic
Jewish encounter was reduced to "an ecumenical meeting" be
tween Catholics and Jews. Although the meetings took place 
in Rome, they no longer took place at the Vatican itself, 
and the Catholics present were no longer spoken of as repre
sentatives of the Roman Catholic Church, but as a delegation 
of the Secretariat for Christian Unity. There were also 
changes of the text, in speaking of the common fight against 
racism, antisemitism and all other forms of discrimination. 
Suddenly the word "antisemitism" was omitted. 

The Secretariat for Christian Unity "is also in charge of all 
the affairs concerning Jews as a religious group." These are 
the terms which are used by Pope Paul in the rules governing 
the affairs of the Curia. But the office of Jewish-Catholic 
Relations is treated worse than any other department. For a 
long time now the Secretary of State refused to issue a docu
ment which replaces the half-hearted declaration on the Jews 
by the Vatican Council with a clearer language. This document 
takes the Jewish roots of the Christian faith seriously and con
demns antisemitism in any form. 

Already in November of 1969 a Commission consisting of the head 
of the Vatican office for Jewish-Catholic Relations, the Dutch 
Professor Cornelius Rijk, who resigned his office in the meantime, 
also included as Councillors Frs. Flannery, de Kruijf, and Rudloff, 
a former Benedictine abbot from Jerusalem. One of the Councillors 
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was also Le Deault, Professor at the Biblical Institute in Rome. The revised text was presented to this Commis-sion and both the members of the Secretariat and the Councillors approved of it on November 24, 1969. Since that day the document rests in the drawers of the State Secretariat. 

The State Secretariat would like to be on good terms with the Arabs of the Near East. Thus, Israel the Jewish State has until now not been officially recognized by the Vatican. When in 1964 the Pope spent ten hours in Israel, he avoided studiously to address the head of the State, as Mr. President. On the other hand, the Vatican maintains full diplomatic relations with a number of enemies of the Jewish State. Seated in Madrid, a lieutenant general represents Iraq. At the Vatican itself representatives of Lebanon, Syria and Egypt are accredited. In Egypt, Syria and Iraq a pro nuncio represents the Vatican, in Lebanon the nuncio is a doyen of the diplomatic corps. At the beginning of 1972 several North African states were added. In the preface of the still unpublished Jewish document are certain statements which arouse the suspicion of the Secretary of State. According to him, they are bound to create diplomatic difficulties with the Arabs. Inasmuch as the Jews are concerned, they must be considered a very welcome relief expressed by the authorities of Rome. The projected text of 1969 reads as follows: 

"After so many generations have suffered a painful exile, an exile which was rendered more unbearable by persecution and moral suppression, the Christians should ask their Jewish brothers' pardon. Again and again the Jews have manifested their loyalty to the land which was promised to their forefathers since the days of Abraham. It seems necessary that the Christians try to lD.lderstand and respect the religious importance of this bond between the people and the land. The existence of the State of Israel cannot be separated from this perspective which can be maintained without expressing any judgment uf historic clashes and decisions of purely political nature." 

In that document are contained proposals for a dialogue, the liturgy, education, as well as social cooperation. While the Jewish declaration of the Council weakened the Pord "damnat" (damnation, rejection) when it deals with antisemitism, the new document speaks very clearly in terms of condemnation of all forms of antisemitism. The reason for the condemnation is not merely a reaffirmation of the dignity of man, but also the theologic-historic relationship between the Church and the Jewish people. Antisemitism is there considered to be in contradiction to the spirit of Christianity. 

The difficulties are not much smaller when we think of the international Jewish-Catholic dialogue. The deputy who represents the Secretary of State, Benelli, said about this dialogue: "We have to hold on to it, we simply cannot avoid it." 
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From the 20th to the 23rd of December 1970 the official delegation of the Curia and the Jews took place in the building of the Department of Christian Unity of the 
Vatican. At that time concrete plans for an international dialogue were discussed. The press communique which had been agreed upon spoke of an increasing cooperation f~r peace and justice, human rights and religious freedom, and a strengthening of the battle against racism, antisemitism and all forms of discrimination. It was upon the request of the Secretary of State that the official Vatican newspaper Osservatore Romano weakened this press release and eliminated the world antisemitism. But that was not enough. The Secretary of State began an attack upon the whole program worked out by the meeting of December 1970. That Jewish-Catholic program of cooperation spoke of the legitimate differences between Church and Judaism. The commentary of the Secretary of State reads as follows: "Can we reaily talk about legitimate differences? While the fundamental points in our credo must be considered as legitimate, it seems to me impossible to consider .the Jewish rejection of these doctrines to be legitimate, which means to have a basis in truth." Insofar as the common tasks of Catholics and Jews are concerned, the Secretariat notes: "Among the questions considered to be of mutual interest, there is mentioned the fight against poverty, raci~m and all forI!lS of antisemitism. We do not want to talk of the problems of poverty which are often caused by the role of important Jewish participation in international finances. This, incidentally, was also one of the reasons for antisemitism and has nothing to do with its Ch~istian causes. Thus, it seems to be a great risk to talk about the bat-tle against racism." 

When some of the Eastern Churches sold some of their property to the Jewish University of Jerusalem, the Secretariat insisted upon the Catholic legal viewpoint, according to which Christian property, particularly ecclesiastic property, must not be sold to Jews. He later declared this sale as null and void and tried to nullify the whole transaction before Jewish courts. 

It was because of the policy of the State Secretariat that Professor Rijk drew the consequences at the beginning of 1973. He considered his work at the office for Jewish-Christian relations to be unpromising and resigned. The Jews themselves became aware of the fact that they could find little support for their affairs at the Vatican, and it was only in rare cases that they turned to the office of Jewish-Christian relations. 

While Professor Rijk left his post inconspict,0usly and quietly, the visit of the Prime Minister of Israel, Mrs. Golda Meir, when she saw the Pope at the beginning of 1973, aroused more attention. It was after that meetin~ that the Vatican found it necessary to disclose that the visit of the Prime Minister did not change in the least the relationship between the Vatican and Israel. 
Kindest regards. 




