
CONNECTIONS 

Yes, you are quite right, these first few pages are 
something new. The editors decided (we would 
like to say “responding to popular demand,” but 
that is not entirely accurate) it would be a good 
thing’to open each issu.e with a variety of shorter, 

. and sometimes lighter, pieces. “Connections” re- 
mains much the same, offering introductory com- 
ments on the articles, placing them in the larger 
context of concerns addressed by Worldview.. 
The point is to give the reader some idea of what 
the editors are thinking about when they select 
what is to be published. {“What on earth did you 
have in mind when you printed that piece?” Re- 
garding the same article: “Thank God at least 
Worldview is giving this viewpoint some expo- 
sure!” Readers do seem to care-often passion- 
ately.) One difference is that individual editors’ 
longer statments of opinion will no longer appear 
in “Connections.” That is what “Excursus” is 
for. It is not only for the editors, however. Guest 
columnists will be regularly invited to excurse 
on topics in which we think you may be inter- 
ested. In a world that does not behave in con- 
formity to the publishing schedule of a monthly 
journal, “Excursus” will be able to provide more 
running commentary oh the passing and ap- 
proaching scenes. 

Then there is “Quote/Unquote.” It will include 
words of profundity and of inanity. As to the 
proportion of the mix, that is up to the reader to 
judge. It will also do some of the things that used 
to be done (as readers of long standing may re- 
call) in the former “Pamphilus” ,section, namely, 
give an idea of what is being said in other pub- 
lications. (“Pamphilus” was discontinued when 
its anonymous compiler found her other editorial 
duties just too much.) Finally, we may in this 
opening section include other things from time to 
time. Cartoons, for example, and things that defy 
categorization. The idea for a Worldview center- 
fold has been shelved, one hopes permanently. 

Now to the issue in handkince the Yom Kippur 
War and the oil boycott, international affairs 
seem to be in a state of hangover. Al l  kinds of 
parties are being called off as sobriety threatens 
to become fashionable. In the case of Servan- 
Schreiber, for example, it seems almost a con- 
version experience. As John Holmes implies, 
however, taking the pledge against the demon 
rum of anti-Americanism is, in Servan-Schreiber’s 

case, not necessarily a guarantee of lucidity, Our 
German political analyst for this issue, Gunther 
Gillessen, is more concerned that Willy Brandt 
refused to take the pledge, or at least was not 
ready to impose it on his political mates. If you 
desperately need heroes, and if Willy Brandt is 
one of them, we suggest you skip Gillessen. 

Not another article on Christians and Jews! 
Sorry about that, but the problems keep refusing 
to go away. There are few questions in which 
the domestic and the international, the religious 
and the political, are so intricately conjoined. 
We plan to have James Wall, editor of the Chris- 
tian Century, take up in a later issue some of the 
problems addressed in this issue by Rabbi Robert 
Gordis. Also in the works is an extended critique 
of The New Anti-Semitism by Arnold Forster and 
Benjamin R. Epstein which tries to throw new 
light on, for example, the difference between 
being critical of Israel and being anti-Jewish. 

Gustavo Gutierrez is the.best-known exponent 
of “liberation theology,” at least in its Latin Amer- 
ican version. He has appeared and has been dis- 
cussed before in these pages. When the Latin 
American Roman Catholic bishops met in the 
“Medellin Conference” in 1968 in Colombia, a 
widespread assumption was that all of Latin 
America was about to be cast into the throes of 
revolution from the Left. Events since then, of 
which the Allende overthrow is the most noted, 
have dramatically altered the scenarios facing 
our neighbors to the South. The Church in these 
countries must now adapt the insights discovered 
by liberation theology to expectations quite dif- 
ferent from those to which liberation theology 
was responding. Gutierrez can be counted on to 
play a significant part in that task. 

We have also focused attention before on the 
new phenomenon of “evangelical radicalism.” 
Jim Wallis here speaks out of that movement 
which many are finding, variously, provocative, 
heartening, puzzling and downright alarming. 
The big question, and it is not answered defini- 
tively by Mr. Wallis, is whether a new religious 
motivation is to lead to a new social agenda. The 
alternative, it would seem, is for “The Movement” 
of the sixties to be perpetuated by a different 
rationale and by a different constituency. After 
reading his piece, however, no reader will doubt 
the depth of religious commitment that is the 
motor force of “evangelical radicalism.” 

Then there is Robert Lekachman on the “new 
egalitarianism,” Margaret Kry and Lillian African0 
on the plight of Valery Panov and what might be 
done about it, Michael Irish raising some fresh 
questions about the relationship between sofdier- 
ing and citizenship, and more, and more. Enjoy, 
so to speak. 
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