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Respect the key

LETTERS

HROUGHOUT history, Jewish people have rallied for political causes on
a diverse range of matters. In just the past few centuries, Jewish political
thinkers have been among the world’s most influential – think Karl Marx,
Theodor Herzl and Henry Kissinger. They have also been among the most
controversial. Dreaming up Communism, politicising Zionism and resuming
American diplomatic connections with “red” China were among the groundbreaking actions of these men.
This week’s cover story, detailing the Rabbinic Council of Progressive
Rabbis’ decision to lobby the Government for marriage equality in Australia,
is no different. The cause is most controversial, and at the moment, does not
have the support of the Government or the Opposition.
But just as Marx, Herzl and Kissinger believed in what they were doing and
ignored the naysayers, so too is the Progressive movement.
After agreeing to perform same-sex commitment ceremonies more than a
year ago, Progressive rabbis have decided to go public and speak out on an
issue they feel passionate about; an issue they believe is supported by the thousands of Progressive Jews Australia-wide.
That is not to say those who affiliate with other branches of Judaism are
going to support or even accept the new policy. But it is necessary that the rest
of the community responds to the new policy with respect.
The AJN is calling for a calm discussion on marriage equality – or the right
for men to marry men and women to marry women if they so choose.
This newspaper understands that if one is to take a literal reading of the
Torah and its explanations, same-sex marriage is not accepted under Jewish
law. The Progressive community believes it has found a way to promote
halacha, while also advocating for legal same-sex marriage, by appealing to the
passage in Bereshit where we learn that God created all human beings
in his image.
Regardless of your views, respect and treating your fellow human being as
you wish to be treated are principles we should all live by. These principles
need to be applied to all, regardless of Jewish affiliation or sexual orientation,
and need to be applied to this debate.
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Laden with meaning
GYPT opened its border crossing with Gaza this week. The event passed
uneventfully – few analysts expected otherwise. The dangers of reopening the Rafah crossing, experts say, are not likely to present themselves
right away but rather may build over time.
Like the way Israel’s withdrawal from its security zone in southern
Lebanon, whether prudent or not, had a bearing upon the second Lebanon
war six years later, Egypt’s opening of the border between Gaza and the Sinai
will have ramifications down the line.
Of one thing we can be certain: Egypt’s four-year, closed-border policy
implemented following Hamas’s hostile takeover of Gaza was based on genuine security concerns.
In spite of the recent Hamas-Fatah unity agreement, these security issues
have not faded over time. On the contrary, they have only strengthened.
Today, Hamas forces are armed with mortars and missiles of ever-increasing accuracy and range, as well as Iranian and Russian military hardware that
has been smuggled into the Strip through tunnels.
These weapons are unleashed against Israel’s population centres with regularity and impunity, while the new Palestinian unity agreement turns a blind
eye to them.
Yet in spite of the undeniable security implications of opening the Rafah
crossing, or the political boost it will give Hamas, the fact remains that Egypt
is entitled to manage its border with Gaza as it chooses. It is now the job of
those entrusted with Israel’s defence to adjust to the new situation.
For optimists, there can be found some positives to Egypt’s decision. To be
sure, critics of the Gazan blockade invariably blamed Israel solely for the policy, while ignoring Egypt’s supporting role. For better or for worse, with the
opening of the Rafah crossing, the argument that Gazans lack access to the
outside world simply can no longer be made.
Under Egypt’s eased border rules, all pretense behind a Turkish flotilla
planned for later this month has been cast aside. The anti-Israel venom behind
the voyage has shed its humanitarian disguise.
In truth, we also acknowledge the reality that tunnels had rendered Gaza’s
border with Egypt effectively porous for years.
The symbolism of Cairo’s decision, then, is perhaps the most troubling
aspect of them all. Even before post-Mubarak Egypt heads for the polls, its
decision to boost Hamas signals a disturbing sign that Israel’s cold peace with
its southern neighbour is poised to get even colder.
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Obama’s faith in
Palestinians mistaken
PRESIDENT Barack Obama may deliver
poetically written words with silky smoothness, but his endeavours to unravel the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict are all founded
on one basic assumption, and that is that
the Palestinians actually want the conflict
resolved. History shows that this assumption is false.
Since 1948, the Arabs have rejected every
single offer to bring the conflict to an end
and have not presented one alternative proposal other than that which would result in
the demise of Israel.
Their actions over the decades have
raised several obvious questions that bear
repeating: if the Palestinians want us to
genuinely believe they seek an end to the
conflict, why do they continue to vilify
Israelis and Jews in their media on almost a
daily basis?
Why do they continue to launch terrorist attacks, most of which are fortunately
foiled by Israeli vigilance? Why do they
indoctrinate children from kindergarten
age up about the illegitimacy of Israel? Why
do they continue to honour terrorists by
naming public institutions after them? And
why has Fatah joined hands with the vile
Hamas to augment the ‘resistance’?
Unfortunately, the Palestinians have a
friend in President Obama who they know
will apply pressure to Israel but let them off
lightly on all these issues, describing them
only as unhelpful.
No, the Palestinians don’t want peace;
they want victory.
ALAN FREEDMAN

St Kilda East, Vic

Bibi’s courage in
challenging President
YES, Prime Minister Binyamin Netanyahu,
100 times ‘Yes!’ to your speech in
Washington, which explained, in such a
clear and dignified way, the principles that
Israel stands for.
You arrived to meet President Barack
Obama two days after nakba when hundreds of so-called refugees attacked our
borders, but the President was tone-deaf to
your concerns. He supports only the
Palestinian demands – the return of Israel
to the 1967 border, to whitewash the criticism of Hamas and to leave the negotiations about the refugees in Jerusalem to
after the new borders have been implemented.
To the Jewish audience of AIPAC, the
President sang the same tune, but to sweeten
the message he sprinkled a nostalgic reference to our 2000-year exile from Jerusalem
(it is interesting that in his speeches for the
Arab public, in Cairo in 2009 and on May
17, 2011, no reference was made to the role
of the Jews in the history of the region).

While the openly pro-Arab position of
President Obama makes us more vulnerable to the aggression of our neighbours, Mr
Netanyahu has the courage to confront the
most powerful man in the world, and to do
it in his capital in front of the elected representatives of his people.
Addressing the US Congress, Mr
Netanyahu talked openly about the nondefensible 1967 borders, about the problem
of refugees, about Hamas and most importantly of all, about the necessity of the
Palestinian recognition of Israel as the
nation-state of the Jewish people.
At the same time, Mr Netanyahu stated
that Israel is ready to be generous with the
Palestinian people, and would accept a
demilitarised state along our border. The
Congress responded with 26 standing ovations. The leaders of the House, and of the
Senate, distanced themselves from Obama’s
statements about Israel’s final borders.
Caroline Glick rightly wrote in The
Jerusalem Post that this was a Churchillian
speech – the speech of a leader with a real
vision for the future of his people.
Prime Minister, we stand behind you,
and we thank you from the bottom of our
heart for your courage, wisdom, and faith
in our future.
BELLA MEYLIKH

Elsternwick, Vic

Acknowledging first
owners was right
I FEEL sad, angry and very frustrated at some
of the changes that are happening in Victoria
under the new Liberal Government. In particular, I find appalling Ted Baillieu’s statement that a welcome to country and
acknowledgement of our country’s first people is no longer necessary at public events.
Timed as it was, shortly before National
Sorry Day on May 26 and Reconciliation
Week, it appears to be designed to cause maximum pain to our indigenous Australians.
Acknowledging original owners was never
compulsory, but had become custom at most
public gatherings in Victoria. It served a role
to educate white people that we are, in fact, all
immigrants of recent arrival. The longest a
white person can claim their ancestors have
been on this land is a little over 200 years. For
our indigenous people, we know it to be at
least 40,000 years.
As a Jew, I am particularly offended by this
reversal. We Jews share a deep attachment to
land, our particular piece of land on the
planet, as do the indigenous tribes. We also
share suffering caused by ongoing attempts at
genocide, as do our original Australians.
The welcome to country and acknowledgement of our first Australians is not
tokenism, even if it feels that way for some. It
plays a role in creating awareness and memory in generations from now on. Removing it
feels a lot like Holocaust denial to me.
Before people scream at me for using the
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No, the Israelis will do
anything for peace but
the Arabs will never have
peaceful intentions.
SARAH GRESHAM
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