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Log on to ajn.com.au and have your say
do not speak on my behalf.
The Australian public and especially the government must be
scratching their heads in bewildered
amazement at the obvious contradictions of an organisation being
Jewish and Zionist, but also speaking
out on behalf of the Muslims. An
exercise in politically correct, unrewarding futility.
MICHAEL FITCHMAN
Bilgola, NSW

FORTUNATE LISTENERS
THE recent furore associated with
Professor Rafi Israeli’s visit to Australia is most unfortunate and I pray
that amends can be made.
As a participant and observer in
the Australian Association of Jewish
Studies’ 19th Annual Conference,
which took place in Sydney on February 11-12, I was privileged to hear
Professor Israeli deliver a fascinating,
scholarly and balanced paper on the
topic: “Begin and Sadat; Rabin and
Arafat: leaders in search of peace?”
What made the presentation particularly so enjoyable was Professor
Israeli’s wonderful sense of humour,
which invested the topic with a certain sense of the ridiculous without
diminishing its seriousness.
Having heard him speak to packed
audiences before, I can only say how
fortunate are they who are scheduled
to hear him speak in the coming days.
DR RACHEL BIRATI
North Balwyn, Vic

HAS A POINT
AIJAC’S Mark Liebler and Colin
Rubenstein explain that they withdrew their support of Professor
Raphael Israeli’s visit in part because
of his comments suggesting that multiculturalism has been a contributing
factor behind Islamist extremism
(AJN 23/2). Yet AIJAC is a sponsor of
Melanie Phillips’ visit this week.
Phillips is among the most superficial
and misguided critics of multiculturalism on the planet (and the field is
large). No-one has been shriller in
condemning multiculturalism for the
rise of Islamic terror. Professor
Israeli’s outrageous generalisations
about Muslims are certainly deserving of censure. But he has a point
about the hypocrisy of some of his
critics.
GEOFFREY BRAHM LEVEY
School of Social Sciences
and International Studies
University of New South Wales

LIKE LONDON
PROFESSOR Israeli is rightfully
angry. His denouncement of Britain
abandoning multiculturalism clearly
demonstrates our shared values, yet
he is being pilloried for where his
research has led him, without that
research being addressed at all.
Is it valid? Certainly we have had
serial rapes, riots in Cronulla and elsewhere, and Lakemba is fast becoming
a no-go zone, much as this professor
predicts. Grahame Leonard, Mark
Leibler, Colin Rubenstein and the
AJN’s editorial (23/2) all propose a
solution of better screening of immigrants, totally ignoring Professor
Israeli’s findings, that the violence is
wholly a function of the size of the
Muslim population, not immigrantbased, but largely home grown.
We all share the same adherence to
democratic values, but context and

survival is everything, as we are quick
to point out where it comes to the
Middle East. We certainly owe it to
ourselves to consider this research
before demographies turn Sydney
and Melbourne into London and
Paris.
MORRY SZTAINBOK
Bentleigh, Vic

ARROGANT
WELL done to AIJAC for withdrawing its support of Professor Raphael
Israeli, who was reported in the AJN
to have recommended that Australia
limit its intake of Muslim migrants. I
am relieved to see that there is at least
one Jewish organisation that will not
tolerate bigotry.
I take strong issue with Professor
Israeli’s comments on a number of
levels. First, it seems presumptuous
and arrogant to me that he should be
commenting on Australia’s migration
policies. Second, and more importantly, as far as I am aware, Australia’s quotas for immigration are not based on
religious identity. Calling for immigration quotas to be determined in
such a way is awfully reminiscent of
times that I am fortunate enough to
not have experienced. Third, Professor
Israeli’s remarks invoke gross generalisations about Muslims – that by barring an extra few thousand Muslims
from making Australia their home,
Australia will reduce its exposure to
the risk of terrorism. How ridiculous.
By that same argument, one might call
on the government to cap the number
of Jews permitted to migrate to this
country on the basis that Jews are often
the targets of terrorism.
GABI CRAFTI
North Fitzroy, Vic

LUBOFSKY’S REBUTTAL
WE are writing in response to the
article, “Raiders of the Lost Archive”
(AJN 23/2), which unfairly paints our
mother, Shirley Lubofsky, as some
sort of cultural criminal in having
sold the “Gurewicz Archive”. As is
usually the case, there are two sides to
every story, although regrettably, only
one is presented in the article.
As the article correctly describes,
the Gurewicz Archive comprises hundreds of letters and documents
authored or received by the late Rav
Gurewicz. No-one appreciated the
value of this archive more than our
father, Rabbi Ronald Lubofsky, who
in a 1999 address to the Australian
Jewish Historical Society, described
Rav Gurewicz as arguably “the greatest rabbi to have graced Australia’s
shores”.
The unfortunate reality however
is that despite our father’s willingness to publicise the significance of
the archive and to make it available
to anyone wishing to study the contents, it has sat, gathering dust, in a
filing cabinet in our parents’ garage
for the past 15 years. Dr Freeman
and other members of the Australian
Jewish Historical Society (AJHS),
who are now publicly decrying the
sale, have never shown any interest
in studying or preserving it until
now. Freeman also omitted to mention that our mother contacted him
to inform him of the sale and, in a
gesture of goodwill, offered the
archive for him to copy prior to it
being collected by the purchaser.
Unfortunately, after only two days,
the new owner required possession
and the State Library had a courier

return it to our mother’s home. The
suggestion by Freeman that the
archive was “seized” is another
example of the misleading hyperbole
that Freeman and others have
indulged in.
Suffice to say that our mother has
really suffered through this ordeal.
All she did was to rightfully and lawfully sell something that was hers.
Had she been aware that there was
any interest at a local level in the
archive, then in all likelihood it would
not have been sold to an overseas
buyer. Having said that, while the
article reflects an assumption by Freeman and Dr Rubenstein that it will
now be taken from Australia, in fact,
the purchaser has indicated he
intends for the archive to remain in
Melbourne.
In giving his address to the AJHS
in 1999, Rabbi Lubofsky wanted to
redress the lack of recognition given
to Gurewicz (by these very “historians”). Gurewicz made an immense
contribution to our community and
never received the recognition that he
deserved. Undoubtedly his memory
and legacy would have been largely
lost if not for our father’s research and
endeavours. It is somewhat ironic that
your article may, belatedly, have
helped in righting this wrong.
STEPHEN, ANTHONY, JONATHAN AND
ANDREW LUBOFSKY
Elsternwick, Vic

WHY HICKS?
URI Butnaru’s thoughts on the support for David Hicks (AJN 23/2) I
believe are very wide off the mark. I
think that many of the people clamouring for action are concerned by
the fact that one of our nationals was
sold (selling people is slave trading)
by a not-so-nice bunch of people (the
Northern Alliance) to the US military
(who are somewhat difficult to hold
to account as Abu Ghraib has shown)
and was then whisked away to be
incarcerated without process. We see
this more as an attack on the rights of
an Australian rather than focusing on
what Hicks may or may not have
done.
WILL FIALA
Bayswater, Vic

MORE CIVILITY, LESS ‘SLAMMING’
LONGING for a little civility and
repelled by rampant vulgarity, some
of us are looking forward to the week
when there will be no AJN headline
that hinges on the verb “slam” or its
workmate buddy “blast”.
Admittedly, on present and recent
indications, we may have to wait
some time.
Please don’t “slam” the door on
our hopes, make them ashes on the
“blasted” terrain of popular discourse
and journalistic practice.
It’s time to raise the level. How else
will reasoned, mature and fruitful
debate ever be possible in our community if our communal press does
not set the standard and example?
What we have now is a culture
where people don’t listen to one
another. Rather they aim to ensure
that others don’t even get heard, but
are “blasted’ and “slammed” before
they ever get to say what’s on their
mind. Thereafter the irritation that
unconventional, even unpopular,
ideas may generate in some people’s
“gut” ends up trumping all possibili-

ties of people considering thoughtfully, in their minds, those ideas and
their possible merits.
It is a sad spectacle, to which, alas,
your paper, perhaps unintentionally,
contributes.
CLIVE KESSLER
Randwick, NSW

CHOICE MADE
HAMAS, the “recognition” you
demand from the world, we offer on
the same terms as your “recognition”
of Israel: “We know you exist, we wish
you didn’t and, if we have anything to
say about it, you soon won’t.” We certainly have no duty to fund you;
Palestinians knew when they elected
you that we’d all already passed laws
prohibiting channelling aid to terrorists. They made their choice: guns and
poverty.
JUDITH RONA
Bondi, NSW

WANNABE MARTYRS
I READ with little surprise, that
Antony Loewenstein is at it again,
this time, trying to emulate the less
than 0.01 per cent of British Jews
who formed a “breakaway group”
and found themselves and their
opinions receiving publicity far
beyond their actual popularity. On
the local front, Loewenstein has
made a modest career out of slagging
off Israel and will no doubt continue
to argue that he is “silenced”. A
“silencing” which has thus far seen
him published repeatedly in every
Australian newspaper and media
outlet.
Many of his co-signatories are of
course entitled to their opinion, yet
on past form, unable to accept that
they are the absolute minority.
Instead, they delude themselves that
they are being gagged, rather than
vigorously disagreed with. We will,
of course, hear stories about “death
threats” and so on, and members of
this group insisting they are “brave”
for “speaking out”, despite the fact
that the most awful retribution
Loewenstein and his ilk could genuinely expect for continually picking on Jews, is an angry letter to the
editor. Maybe. Were he to be a dissident Muslim on the other hand,
such as Salman Rushdie or Ayan
Hirsaan Ali.
What is clear is that none of these
people, who are so quick to publicly
deride our communal leadership for

daring support Israel, would ever
stand for election and be judged,
rather than pose as martyrs and victims. Their confused claim to be “progressive” in fact, simply hides the
unbearable truth that they are completely out of touch with the Jewish
mainstream and Jewish traditions
which they claim – conveniently – to
uphold.
DANIEL LEWIS
Rushcutters Bay, NSW

BEST BYTES
from ajn.com.au
The following are some of the best
comments posted on ajn.com.au over
the last week.

ON DANBY’S CRITICISM
I THINK this is unfair reporting. This is
what I actually said when asked to
comment:
Jewish leaders and individuals
around the world have questioned
Israel’s attack on Lebanon, its
arguably illegal use of thousands of
cluster bombs in the last three days of
hostilities and its treatment of Palestinians. Palestinians in the West Bank
and Gaza Strip still face appalling living conditions with desperately little
hope for the future. Ariel Sharon did
pull out of Gaza but this is little comfort to the three million isolated Palestinians there now in what is commonly
referred to as an open-air prison,
watched by Israel’s army on all sides
and slowly starving. Meanwhile illegal
settlements have continued in West
Bank.
Palestinians and Israelis alike have
the right to peaceful and secure lives
but peace and stability require the
willingness of all parties to the conflict
to comply with international law and
to actively work towards a two state
solution. I spoke at a number of rallies
at the time of the Lebanon hostilities
calling for a ceasefire. Michael Danby
is entitled to say this is pro-Hezbollah.
I call it pro-peace.
SENATOR LYN ALLISON

ON JEWISH MARDI GRAS
DAYENU! Enough is enough! When
will the leaders of the Jewish communities learn that the survival of
Judaism is based solely on the continuation of Jewish values? This is an
outrage and should be denounced by
all leaders, not just Rabbi Ingram.
YAACOV

ON KEVIN RUDD

The ajn.com.au poll only accepts one
vote per computer.

I WOULD like to say that Kevin Rudd
really needs to shape the public image
of his uncharismatic Labor Party.
Pulling out of Iraq won’t help the
global war on terror because it is cancerous; you can’t stop the treatment
until it is completely eradicated.
RONY
I BELIEVE Rudd. However, the remainder of his party is an absolute disaster as far as Israel and Jews are
concerned. Moreover, their policies
are not strong enough on Islamic terror, of which Jews are a primary target.
DAN

THIS WEEK WE ARE ASKING:

ON ELIE WIESEL’S ASSAILANT

Who do you think will be a better Australian prime minister for Israel - John
Howard or Kevin Rudd?
Vote on ajn.com.au

EVEN after all these years, a coward
who has never achieved anything
decent presumes he has the right to
judge a fine man such as Ellie Wiesel.
DITA

LAST WEEK WE ASKED:
Do you support the sending of more
Australian troops to Iraq?

YES

NO

28%

72%

