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n is not, as Tillich says, most fundamental and original inspiration of a 
sical humanism, it is the great idea. By what criteria can we decide 
prophetism. The author that the inspiration by Jewish tradition is more 
the Jewish inspiration of profound than the inspiration by classical 
ften been discussed. But economics or by French communism or Hegel? 
laiming his book as the Nevertheless the contribution of Massiczek’s 

attempt to prove this thesis by arguing book to the interpretation of Marx is not only 
genuine Jewish sources, from the Bible original; it is a solid attempt to prove the thesis 

the Talmud down to Buber and Rosenz- of Jewish influence instead of just regarding it 
as an evident but unargued matter of fact. 

is always a difficult matter to find the BERNARD DELFGAAUW 
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longer than usual delay, the fifth in the 
series of Judaeo-Christian studies from 

has now appeared. The Bridge 
o have decided whether it is a 

and Bridge V is no excep- 
see what place there is in 
a short speech by Cardinal 
ceived a Good Neighbour 

he documents and book 
eir interest long before this 

e major part of Brothers in Hope consists 
s of articles which are supposed in some 
other to spring from reflection on 
11’s statement about the Jews in Nostru 

bwc. It must be admitted that despite a 
Ct attempt by Mgr Oesterreicher in his 
b o r d  to draw them together (and even to 
mt some of them!) they lack any real unity 
!purpose. They all have reference to some 
p t  of the Jewish-Christian dialogue, but 
yt is the only cohesion they have. The Bridge 
d d  be a much more saleable and readable 
tte of work if the undoubted talent on which 
draws could be more tighly organized. 
For expertise there is here, in both the 
holic and (for the first time) Jewish articles. 
number of them are concerned simply with 
c dialogue itself, and right-minded as these 
e, it could surely be supposed that anyone 
ho buys this sort of book needs no convincing 
at it is good for Jews and Christians to get to 
mw each other better. But the English 
perience of the dialogue suggests that it is 
tet profitably pursued by a deep and serious 
msion together of some point of common 
rial or intellectual concern. Excellent studies 
r Miss Massingberd Ford’s on the debt of 

Christianity to pharisaism and Herbert Haag’s 
on the relationship between Jesus and the 
tradition of his people would have been more 
in place as supporting such a sustained debate 
than appearing as they do here with no real 
context. The Seton Hall Institute is certainly 
capable of providing work of this sort. Some 
of the issues raised in articles in this present 
volume could well have been explored in depth. 
Professor Wyschogrod’s piece on ‘Israel, the 
Church and Election’ could have provided an 
admirable starting point with its insistence that 
the Gentiles are not, and must recognize that 
they are not, elected; such firm and charitable 
argument deserves a proper reply. 

I t  must be admitted with regret that the 
themes of some of the articles could not yet 
come into Christian-Jewish debate. The dia- 
logue will not have come of age until they can. 
Mgr Oesterreicher himself has an article on the 
attitude of the Christian theologian to the land 
of Israel, but in even the most practised 
Jewish-Christian circles (at least in this 
country) the state of Israel remains outside the 
limits of any possible discussion. And this 
despite the fact that world Jewry itself is not 
altogether of one mind on this matter and that, 
if the goodwill of any Christians can be 
assumed, it is such Christiansas thesewho could 
be trusted not to be prejudiced. In England 
more than at Seton Hall there is a need for a 
Christian to be able to speak honestly with his 
Jewish neighbour on this matter. Until he can, 
it will be increasingly difficult for those who 
love Jerusalem to interpret their passion to 
those who have serious reserves about the role 
of Israel in middle-east politics in the 1970’s. 
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