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to) “This negative’ rule of noti“crucial question” as “whetheriChristian attitudes toward sex 
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Rabbi Lamm described the 
report as “fundamentally not 
a religious document at al)” and 
charged it with surrendering to 
secular humanism. 

“It confuses humanistic ex- 
istentialism expressed in re- 
ligious vocabulary with an au- 
thentic religious stand,” he said. 

“One can only hope that the 
Christian churches, heretofore 
the guardians of the moral 
heritage common to the great 
monotheistic religions of the 
West, will reconsider what ap- 
pears to be their imminent 

moral nihilism which may yet 

- 
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bring down all of civilization.” 
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