
The Australian Jewish Democratic Society ��������	
����������� 
���������		��

���������	
������

����
������	������������
������	��	
������

��������

�����
������ ��� �

Antisemitism report and the need for scrutiny 
The latest report on antisemitism presented to the  
Executive Council of Australian Jewry has been treated 
as routine. It was covered in the Sydney Morning Herald, 
J-wire and the Australian Jewish News.  Neither they nor 
the Jewish Telegraphic Agency or others who picked the 
story seem to have done more than read the media  
release. 

That is a pity, because you learn more from reading the 
report itself. One needs to start by praising its honesty. Its 
author, Jeremy Jones, carried out his research from the 
offices of his employer, the Australia/Israel and Jewish 
Affairs Council (AIJAC). As a political opponent of AIJAC, 
I was pleasantly surprised at Jones’s frankness not only 
this year, but in previous years as well. He acknowledges 
that the method of self-selection is far from ideal. The 
research is based on the number of incidents reported 
either to AIJAC or to any other community organisation 
which has passed it on. This is quite unscientific.  Writing 
in the Australia/Israel Review (A/IR) Jeremy Jones wrote 
about the FBI collecting hate crime statistics and noted 
that “in Australia, we do not have a comparable, centrally 
organised, government reporting system of either hate 
crimes or the broader actions which our Human Rights 
and Equal Opportunity Commission define as racial vio-
lence.” 

Problem with figures 

As the report outlines, there is a conscious effort on the 
part of the compiler to try to counteract this inbuilt bias 
with very rigorous conditions being imposed on incidents 
being included. 

However, there is a problem with the actual figures. The 
year includes 962 incidents, a 48 per cent increase over 
last year. It does seem alarming. But the media release 
only says that it is the highest tally ever recorded and 
close to three times the average of the previous 19 years. 

Having observed Jones and the ECAJ using this method-
ology of comparison to the average over several years 
now it seems as if they treat antisemitism as if it were the 
weather: only very long-term averages seem to be impor-
tant for them. The trouble is that the association of two of 
the biggest blips on the curve with the two most recent of 
Israel’s wars disappears to a large degree when you han-
dle the statistics this way. 

Peculiar methodology 

Hiding a plausible cause and effect relationship is one 
thing. But if you really want to know what’s wrong with the 
method, imagine a steady improvement (ie decline in inci-
dents) over the next decade, say a 5 per cent reduction 
each year. Guess what: next year the ECAJ can be told 
that antisemitic incidents are again more than double the 
average of the previous 20 years. In fact, Jones would be 
able to report an increase for 11 years running(!), while, 
at the same time, antisemitic incidents would actually  be 
continuously falling. 

There is nothing unusual about an ethnic community 
monitor choosing to put figures such as these in the worst 
possible light. Those who keep an eye on similar racist 
incidents against Muslims, Asian Australian, Indigenous 
Australians and others have all been known to engage in 
similar practices. 

What is important is the reason for the inbuilt distortion. It 
is called email. Precisely two thirds of the recently re-
ported incidents were related to abusive email.  This new 
form of communication is instant, allowing people to vent 
their anger and frustration (and occasionally stupidity) 
before they have a chance to think it over. It is also 
anonymous. It is easy to create an identity and send a 
hostile message. But of course, there were no antisemitic 

(Continued on page 2) 

The reinvigoration process continues! 

Have a say in the future of YOUR organisation 

Come to the AJDS Annual General Meeting! 

Sunday 7 February, 2010 
1.00pm barbecue, 2.00pm meeting; other details to be finalised. 

More information at our website 
www.ajds.org.au 
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The views expressed in this 
Newsletter are not neces-
sarily those of the AJDS. 
These are expressed in its 
own statements. 

What we stand for: 
• Social justice and human 
rights. 

• Opposition to the vilifica-
tion and mandatory detention 
of asylum seekers. 

• The struggle against  
racism, antisemitism in  
particular. 

• Non-violent paths to  
conflict resolution. 

• In line with this, the 
search for a negotiated  
solution to the Israel/
Palestinian conflict. 

• Equal rights, including 
land rights and justice, for  
Indigenous Australians. 

In this issue...  See page 11 

or any other kind of emails twenty years ago, so including them now may well 
show an increase over the average even if the reality is a serious decrease. In 
fact it would take a decrease of 60 per cent or more in incidents next year for 
the ECAJ to report a drop if they choose to stay with their current methodol-
ogy. Anything else will be reported as an increase, given the continued use of 
the same methodology. 

When he forwarded the figures to the present writer, Jeremy Jones sent three 
sets of figures: the raw figures, the figures excluding emails and “totals ex-
cluding emails, faxes, stickers and leaflets (the figures which I feel are least 
reliable).” 

Most reliable figures 

If one were to exclude the figures that Jones thinks are the least reliable, one 
gets a totally different picture. Yes, there was 20 per cent increase last year, 
but that followed a 10 per cent decrease the previous year. Over the past 
decade, the large increases were in 2002 (operation Defensive Shield), 2006-
07 (Lebanon War II) and 2009 (Gaza War).  Otherwise there is only a moder-
ate increase of just over 4.2 per cent per annum over the past 19 years. Last 
year’s figure of 269 wasn’t the highest; at 308 the 2002 total is the highest to 
date. That one was followed by reduction of 26, 25 and 28 per cent respec-
tively over the next three years which were comparatively quiet in Israel/
Palestine and Lebanon. Thus by 2005 the figures were down to 130 only to 
double the following year with two wars on Israel’s borders.   

Defining incidents 

Of course it is not always easy to define antisemitic incidents. While the un-
dersigned subscribes to the view that some criticism of Israel can degenerate 
into antisemitism, criticism of Israel is not necessarily antisemitic, even if it is 
demonstrably wrong, distorted or even stupid. Jones draws the line in a differ-
ent place. For example he regards the very comparison of Israel to Nazi Ger-
many as antisemitic. Such a comparison is wrong and simplistic, in my view,. 

The ECAJ’s view is explicitly articulated in the report: “The most significant 
developments over the past 20 years have been the crossing of a variety of 
‘red lines’ in anti-Jewish rhetoric, particularly from sections of the political Left, 
relating to false and offensive comparisons of Israel/Jews with Nazis/
Nazism...” The implication here is that there is some sort of natural law that 
makes Jews incapable of acting in a certain way. No lesser authority than  
Israel’s pre-eminent expert on the subject, Yehuda Bauer, Professor of  
Holocaust Studies at the Hebrew University, is on record as saying that “Israel 
could commit genocide on the Palestinian people.” That is not to say that 
Bauer is implying that Israel is actually committing genocide, but arguing 
whether it is or it isn’t is a matter of legitimate debate where what matters are 
the facts and not preconceived ideological agendas. 

The ECAJ report is also far more sweeping: “One development in an-
tisemitism in Australia in the period in review was the way in which individuals 
who identify themselves, or were identified, as Jews were given high profiles 
as being engaged in defamation of Judaism and/or Israel .  A number of ex-
treme right-wing groups published contributions from, or items by, Gilad Atz-
mon, Ilan Pappe and Neturei Karta. Norman Finkelstein and Antony Lowen-
stein (sic) were cited by Islamic sources with maximalist anti-Jewish agen-
das.” Here the report lumps together someone who many Leftists accuse of 
antisemitism (Gilad Atzmon) with Finkelstein, who may be annoying, but is 
reasonably accurate, and Ilan Pappe, some of whose recent efforts have 
been inaccurate and unscientific, but who also is not generally considered to 
be antisemitic. 

Antisemitism is an important issue that we should be concerned about. But 
reports on antisemitism obviously need more scrutiny both from within our 
community and without. 

Sol Salbe 

(Continued from page 1) 
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AJDS Annual Dinner rounds off great year 
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It is said that political work is a bit like an iceberg: only the 
top 10 per cent is visible. A lot of the hard slog that has 
gone into rebuilding and modernising the AJDS will only 
become obvious when the outcome is out there for all to 
see. But looking back over the year, it is quite obvious 
that quite a few aspects like a greater orientation to the 
media have already borne fruit. 

One does not have to wait for the Annual General Meet-
ing next February to find out that we have had more let-
ters to the media, both sent and published. As well as the 
Executive and other active AJDS members, credit for this 
achievement should go to Robin Rothfield, who has made 
it his mission to constantly remind us that a far bigger 
potential audience exists out there, bigger even than that 
reachable by this Newsletter or even the combined mem-
bership of our emailing lists!  

Fortunately the change of orientation coincided with the 
growth of the independent Jewish (and non-Jewish) new 
media. And even the old media has become more geo-
graphically accessible. Instead of just orienting ourselves 
to the Age and the Australian Jewish News, we send our 
letters and statements to newspapers in most capital cit-
ies. There are also websites like the Sensible Jew, Galus 
Australis and others where you can see more and more 
comments by members of the AJDS and even articles 
reprinted from this Newsletter. 

While the last month has seen our banner flying in both a 
refugee rally and a climate change march for sustainabil-
ity, many more themes of our activities were also brought 
together at our Annual Dinner on 13 December. It was 
good to see the continuing generational and personnel 
change. The evening was chaired by Sandy Joffe, who in 
recent months has been busy with a planning subcommit-
tee designed to bring the AJDS structure into the second 
decade of this century back from somewhere in the mid 
twentieth century in which it was stuck. Joffe made chair-
ing the dinner appear both easy and seamless, when in 
fact a fair bit of preparation went into it. 

Great turn-up 

The number of people attending was on a par with last 
year, but a much better organisation meant that the finan-
cial reward was much better. Not only was our member-
ship represented in large numbers, there were a lot of our 
friends from the Greek, Israeli and Muslim communities. 
Many of the long-standing friends of the AJDS like David 
Spratt, Nancy Atkin and Nic Maclellan were there – you 
may say that they have become regular features. 

Everyone was in for a triple treat of good food, great com-
pany and a very good speaker. But before the main 
speaker we a heard a brief oration by Marty Kamener 
about his late mother Renate, an AJDS stalwart whose 
loss earlier this year was felt by all of us. (You can read 
his comments on pp 8-9).  

We knew that Professor Denis Altman was going to be 
interesting, but his contribution on the night was remark-
able. Even a friend who has been on the Left for many a 
decade and who is known for his sceptical cynicism wrote 

to me  the next day about the “good guest speaker.” 

Introducing Altman, Les Rosenblatt went through the Pro-
fessor’s academic and non-academic credentials ranging 
all the way from being on the board of Oxfam to being a 
Member of the Order of Australia. Rosenblatt quoted from 
Altman’s recent article in Overland magazine: “it is not 
possible to be a Jew and remain detached from feelings 
about Israel.” 

YouTube 

Befitting the modernisation of the AJDS, the entire talk 
from the introduction to the question and discussion ses-
sion is available on YouTube for all to see. You can 
check it for yourself at http://tiny.cc/altmanajds2009. Larry 
Stillman who, like Rosenblatt, belongs to the “class of 
2009” on the AJDS Executive, is the person responsible 
for this and other technological leaps forward. 

Altman’s speech touched on the issue of when does one 
disclose being gay or being Jewish, outlining encounters 
with people who made antisemitic remarks in the US in 
front of him not realising that someone with an Australian, 
rather than Bronx, accent could be Jewish. It led him to 
think about the general issue of framing’s one identity -- 
and often it was easier to be gay than be Jewish. 

He alluded to the tenuous relationship between the Jew-
ish Community Council of Victoria and the major Jewish 
gay (men) group, Aleph. While not being directly involved 
in either the historical battle for the affiliation of Aleph to 
the JCCV (which never achieved the majority target re-
quired) or the putative current attempts to improve rela-
tions between Aleph and the JCCV, Altman reflected on 
the great irony of one group which has so suffered so 
much discrimination in the past showing so little empathy 
with a group that is suffering from that discrimination at 
the moment. 

Dealing with the issue of Israel, Altman made two key 
points. One was the need for Leftist Jews to show “tough 
love” to Israel when its policies are endangering the fu-
ture of the people who live in Israel even more than they 
endanger the Palestinians. The other was the important 
role that Australia could play in a dialogue with our two 
major Islamic-dominated neighbours of Indonesia and 
Malaysia, who have taken just as hard an anti-Israeli po-
sition as Australia has taken in favour. Professor Altman 
made it clear that support for whatever government hap-
pens to be running Israel was not really a pro-Israeli  
position. 

Letters to the media 
On the eve of our November Newsletter the AJD had a 
letter published in the Age saying that “a settlement 
freeze is the essential precondition to any credible nego-
tiations”. As the letter had also been circulated by email 
the vast majority of our members have read it. While 
there is no need to take up valuable space and repeat it 
here, the Executive has decided from now on to circulate 
all AJDS’s unpublished letters to the entire membership.  
Our following letter on the subject of the Swiss ban on 
minarets was also published. So this success means that 
there is very little to report. May this record continue! 
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The following has been submitted by a member of the 
AJDS Executive as a draft policy for the AJDS on the 
subject of BDS (Boycotts Divestments and Sanctions) in 
relation to Israel. The AJDS Executive has not dis-
cussed this draft as yet. We are waiting for your 
contributions as the matter is too important for the 
executive to decide on its own without any input from 
the members.  

The AJDS is opposed to any BDS campaign aimed at 
the breadth of Israeli economic/cultural/ intellectual 
activity. Nonetheless, given AJDS’s long-term opposi-
tion to Israeli occupation, blockade and settlement of 
legitimately claimed Palestinian lands (outside of the 
June 1967 Israeli borders), the AJDS will support BDS 
programs which are designed to bring about politically 

negotiated change through drawing attention to their 
specific unacceptability as obstacles to conflict resolu-
tion.  

Such limited and focused BDS support might include 
boycotts of settler-produced export products, divestment 
from military R&D and boycott of industrial/military 
activities un-related to Israel’s defence and security. It 
might also include selected sanctions or boycotts 
against specific Israeli academics openly supportive of 
the occupation, blockade and settlement practices in 
clear breach of international law. 

The AJDS will make any decisions on these matters on 
a case by case basis and exercise its judgement as to 
the political/social cost-benefits of any such actions 
before granting specific endorsement or approval. 
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DRAFT AJDS BDS POLICY 

Boycotts? Smart thinking required 

$���%����������
As part on the ongoing discussion of various aspects of 
BDS, we are including some annotated comments from 
South Africa-based Israeli academic Ran Greenstein on 
the subject. 
Avnery: “The boycott was immensely important,” Tutu told 
me. “Much more than the armed struggle.” It should be 
remembered that, unlike Mandela, Tutu was an advocate 
of non-violent struggle. During the 28 years Mandela lan-
guished in prison, he could have walked free at any mo-
ment, if he had only agreed to sign a statement condemn-
ing “terrorism”. He refused. 
The main difference between Tutu and Mandela is not the 
question of violence, but the fact that Tutu worked from 
the inside, in the mass democratic movement, while Man-
dela -- and most of the ANC leadership with him -- were 
either in prison or in exile. Tutu speaks from the perspec-
tive of an internal campaigner who cherishes the support 
given by solidarity movements, the encouragement they 
gave to activists, and the extent to which they made life 
less pleasant for white South Africans.  
Having said that, Tutu also cautions us to look at what 
specific issues should be emphasised. In SA it was sport, 
which is a crucial part of white identity. It is not only that 
rugby is the civil religion of white Afrikaners, it is also the 
sense that they were the best in the world and were pre-
vented from receiving their due recognition (true to a 
lesser extent for cricket). And indeed, once permitted to 
return to the normal cycle of competition, SA rugby and 
cricket have been at the very top of world ranking. Any-
one who thinks that preventing Maccabi Haifa from play-
ing at the UEFA champions league would have even re-
motely the same effect is totally ignorant of SA. This is 
not an argument against BDS, but for a careful selection 
of targets, aimed at achieving the optimal impact. No-one 
(including Tutu) has ever tried to evaluate the specific 
impact of various boycott/sanction campaigns: we know 
that they worked overall, but what was the impact of spe-
cific focus areas, to what extent some campaigns may 
have undermined others, to what extent some campaigns 
may have had negative side-effects, and so on, is a topic 
that is still taboo. One weakness of the current BDS is 
that it is too intent on copying what is seen as a success-

ful example, rather than drawing focused lessons on how 
to use it wisely and effectively (given that the conditions 
are different).  

Minority/Majority 

Avnery: "The South African struggle was between a large 
majority and a small minority. Among a general popula-
tion of almost 50 million, the Whites amounted to less 
than 10 per cent. That means that more than 90 per cent 
of the country’s inhabitants supported the boycott, in spite 
of the argument that it hurt them, too. In Israel, the situa-
tion is the very opposite. The Jews amount to more than 
80 per cent of Israel’s citizens, and constitute a majority 
of some 60 per cent throughout the country between the 
Mediterranean Sea and the Jordan River. 99.9 per cent of 
the Jews oppose a boycott on Israel. They will not feel 
the “the whole world is with us”, but rather that “the whole 
world is against us”.  
The numbers are not accurate, but setting this aside, 
there are two issues here: first, the very boundaries and 
citizenship status and consequent numbers are contested 
here. It must be recognised. Second, it is obvious that 
Israeli Jews respond as Avnery says they do. The chal-
lenge is how to get them thinking about what they take for 
granted (that they are a majority in Israel legitimately, that 
the boycott reflects antisemitism, and so on): this cannot 
be done by leaving things as they are, but also not by 
blanket boycott. Rather, what we need is smart, focused 
sanctions that would show the relationship between crime 
and punishment, between offensive behaviour, the re-
lated sanction, and the way to avoid it. This is a major 
weakness of the BDS campaign as currently conceptual-
ised: it does not show those who face the threat of boy-
cott what they can do concretely -- what is within their 
OWN power, in other words -- to avoid it. Instead it tells 
them what their government must do, and they have very 
little control over that. What alternative strategy exists? I 
have applied this logic to academic sanctions in http://
www.monthlyreview.org/mrzine/greenstein060209.html , 
and other attempts at specific strategies can be made in 
all other fields: they won't be copies of SA campaigns, 
just as the SA sanctions were not copies of any other 
campaigns. They require original thinking.  
Extracted from a longer contribution. 
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It was Alex Fein of the Sensible Jew who first noted the 
negative impact of the violence at the demonstration 
against Silvan Shalom on 6 December. Relying purely 
on media reports, she got many of the details wrong, 
including the crucial issue of whose demonstration it 
was. But her conclusion was spot on: an average 
Joanne Citizen watching the TV footage would have 
formed a negative view of the Palestinian cause. 

Of course not everyone shares Fein’s attitude that the 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict is a zero-sum game. There is 
a lot more involved in solving the conflict than just public 
perceptions in Australia. If certain groups get to play a 
bigger role on the Palestinian side, that is not necessar-
ily a good thing as far as some of us who care about 
Israel are concerned. 

Fein does not claim to speak for anyone but herself, but 
the Jewish Community Council of Victoria is very differ-
ent. It is a representative body and when it puts up a 
statement it is obligated to check the veracity of its 
claims. The case for verification is even more vital 
where inter-communal relationships are concerned. The 
JCCV statement on the demonstration issued by presi-
dent John Searle stated that “it was extremely distress-
ing to witness the level of antisemitic violence and 
abuse displayed by many demonstrators outside the 
Australia-Israel Leadership Forum dinner...” Searle was 
particularly concerned to highlight the role of the Islamic 
Council of Victoria, the peak body of Victoria’s Muslim 
bodies, one of the groups to have endorsed the demon-
stration. 

The JCCV statement added: “Last Sunday, guests at-
tending the Australia-Israel Leadership Forum dinner 
had to run the gauntlet of some two hundred demon-
strators whose armoury included calls of ‘Bloody Jews’ 
and throwing projectiles at guests.” 

The statement concluded: “The ugly behaviour dis-
played by demonstrators inevitably tarnishes the name 

of Muslims. We look to the members of the Muslim com-
munity, its leaders in particular, to join us in condemning 
violence and promoting harmony.” 

Variance with record 

The JCCV take on the demonstration seem to be at 
variance with the accounts of the AJDS members who 
were present, as well as others I have spoken to. Not 
one of them heard the “bloody Jews” comment. Nor was 
it mentioned by the reporters present, the Jewish News 
or the Victoria police. The police in fact lamented the 
fact that the peaceful demonstration that took place 
while guests were arriving turned violent after the formal 
part of the protest was over. The notion of “projectiles” 
apparently relates to an article by the incoming presi-
dent of the Australasian union of Jewish Students, Liam 
Getreu, who alluded to the protesters “hurling shoes at 
attendees”. What my eyewitnesses tell me is that shoes 
were only hurled at one person, who went out of his way 
to eyeball the demonstrators: Liam Getreu himself. All 
other guests wisely ignored the demonstrators. At any 
rate, the throwing of shoes was purely symbolic as a 
row of police stood between the demonstrators and the 
hotel grounds and would have been the first to be hit. 

But the nastiest distortion in the JCCV message was the 
emphasis on Muslims. This was overwhelmingly a Vic-
torian Students for Palestine event. As my local Member 
of Parliament told me, her invitation to the rally came 
from that group and no other, unlike previous events. 
That group is not Muslim -- it is dominated by members 
of a particular Left sect. By the time the demonstration 
turned into a march, most of the Palestinians, Arabs and 
Muslims present had taken their children and gone 
home after more than two hours hanging around. All the 
eyewitnesses and the hour of YouTube material point to 
the people remaining being young and not fitting the 
police description of “being of Middle Eastern appear-
ance”. The JCCV point scoring at the expense of them 
is vindictive and unwarranted.      

Zionist Council of Victoria debates settlements, sort of 

����������
The Biblical Saul went looking for the she-asses and 
found the throne instead. I went to listen to the debate on 
settlements organised by the Zionist Council of Victoria, 
and found myself at what best can be described as a 
family argument. Speakers and officials alluded to fa-
thers, mothers, children (including future ones) and even 
one “beautiful girlfriend”, making everyone feel as if this 
was a family occasion. 

Except of course for outsiders like Norman Rothfield, my-
self and a Palestinian friend (I suspect there were not 
many other outsiders) – it was not our family. We came 
for some political sharpness and instead got something 
close to a one-sided debate.  

The very framing of the question should have pricked our 
ears. The affirmative side was arguing for a negative 
proposition: That the settlements are not an obstacle to 
peace. But however it should have been framed, the set-
tlements’ supporters remained on message. No doubt it 
was easier than for those arguing against the settle-

ments, two of whom looked if they were there because 
they drew the short straw. Only Johnny Baker, who was 
the last speaker, came out firing on all engines. Whether 
they were conscious of it or not, the other two speakers 
repeated the mantra putting the main blame for the con-
flict on the Palestinians, and mentioned the obligatory 
criticism of the Goldstone report. 

There is very little point in replicating the lines of reason-
ing. There was very little new or fresh in the way of argu-
ment. Perhaps the most enlightening bit came at the end 
when the adjudicator, Monash University’s champion de-
bater Tim Jeffrie, analysed the debate. (There was no 
question time or opportunity for rebuttal.) While clearly 
awarding the debate to the affirmative side, he tore one 
of their arguments to pieces. The affirmative argued that 
the Palestinian and other Arabs were opposed to peace 
with Israel before the settlements were established, ergo 
the settlements are not an obstacle to peace. Jeffrie 
pointed out that the same can be said about Hamas. The 
conflict existed before Hamas was established, therefore 
Hamas is not an obstacle to peace.  

An unwarranted anti-Islamic angle 
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Focusing on the wrong Nobel? 
More attention has been focused on the Nobel prizes 
than in most years. Most commentators concentrated on 
Barack Obama’s prize, while Israelis basked in the Ada 
Yonath Chemistry win. 

But nearly everyone seemed to have missed the most 
revolutionary turnaround, and that was in economics. 
Writing in the left-wing Israeli website Haokets (the Sting), 
Yossi Dahan explained: 

What’s interesting 
about Elinor Ostrom 
and Oliver William-
son’s award of the 
Nobel Prize for Eco-
nomics this year is 
the way their work 
undermines the very 
assumption that lie at 
the foundations of 
orthodox neo-
classical economics. 
Their work chal-
lenges the notion of 
the efficient free mar-
ket, where perfection 
is achieved by peo-

ple taking rational steps in self-interest. This year’s laure-
ates are researchers who do not base their work purely 
on theoretical models, but on the combination of varied 
empirical research and theoretical models.  

One of Ostrom’s students, Henry Farrell, outlined her 
contribution. “Her work focuses on the empirical analysis 
of collective goods problems – how it is that people can 
come up with their own solutions to problems of the com-
mons if they are given enough room to do so. Her land-
mark book, Governing the Commons, provides an empiri-
cal rejoinder to the pessimism of Garret Hardin and oth-

ers about the tragedy of the commons – it documents 
how people can and do solve these problems in for in-
stance the management of water resources, forestry, 
pasturage and fishing rights. She and her colleagues 
gather large sets of data on the conditions under which 
people are or are not able to solve these problems, and 
the kinds of rules that they come up with in order to solve 
them.” 
Farrell quotes Ostrom’s book: “An important challenge 
facing policy scientists is to develop theories of human 
organisation based on realistic assessment of human 
capabilities and limitations in dealing with a variety of 
situations that initially share some or all aspects of a trag-
edy of the commons. … Theoretical inquiry involves a 
search for regularities … As a theorist, and at times a 
modeller, I see these efforts [as being] at the core of a 
policy science. One can, however, get trapped in one’s 
own intellectual web. When years have been spent in the 
development of a theory with considerable power and 
elegance, analysts obviously will want to apply this tool to 
as many situations as possible. The power of a theory is 
exactly proportionate to the diversity of situations it can 
explain. All theories, however, have limits.” 

To quote Farrell again: “Elinor Ostrom has challenged the 
conventional wisdom that common property is poorly 
managed and should be either regulated by central au-
thorities or privatised. Based on numerous studies of user
-managed fish stocks, pastures, woods, lakes, and 
groundwater basins, Ostrom concludes that the outcomes 
are, more often than not, better than predicted by stan-
dard theories.” 

At a time when the human race needs to find ways of 
working together to deal with climate change by acting in 
the common interest, the awarding of the prize contains a 
powerful message. There is a way for humans to work 
together in contrast to the selfish notion that someone 
else should make the sacrifice. 

Elinor Ostrom 

Speaking of Nobel Laureates for economics... 
As the item above was being compiled the sad news 
reached us that Paul A Samuelson has passed away. 
Most of us knew Samuelson as the author of the standard 
textbook of economics just above everywhere in the 
‘sixties and ‘seventies, and who knows how long after-
wards. The Jewish Telegraphic Agency made much of 
him being the first American to have received the Nobel 
prize for Economics and his role in advising presidents 
and leaders.  

No mention was made of his leading role in opposing the 
Iraq war in 2003 while already aged 87. Just over a year 
ago he gave an interview to the Asahi Shimbun. He 
seemed as sharp as ever: 

I think it is definitely the worst crisis since the 1929-1939 
Great Depression, both in America and globally, and I 
think it was an unnecessary breakdown as there was no 
need for America to have a meltdown. 

When George W. Bush became president in 2001, he 
inherited a country with quite sound (fundamentals) from 
President Bill Clinton with an overbalanced budget. … 
George Bush will go down in the history books as the 
worst president that America has had in more than 200 

years. And, that couldn’t have happened 
if the voters had not moved to the right 
… 

One is the Iraq war, which is a disaster. 
It’s as bad as the Vietnam War and the 
Vietnam War entangled four or five 
presidents and there was no victory. … 
But the other reason is because people 
on Main Street in America are hurting. 
The reason they’re hurting goes back to 
1995 when Alan Greenspan, as the chairman of the Fed-
eral Reserve Board, made no efforts to curb the stock 
market bubble. 

Rome was not built in one day, and Franklin Roosevelt 
did not get full employment. It took about seven years. 
Now I don’t say it’ll take seven years this time, but it won’t 
be done with a balanced budget and it won’t be done with 
“inflation targeting” … 

Spending in the direction of the poor part of the popula-
tion (is important) because those are the people who are 
most likely to re-spend. If you primarily spend in the direc-
tion of your millionaires, that won’t make any difference. 

Samuelson 
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10 If you want to breed and train more would-be terrorists 
who hate the USA, the best way to do so is attacking Af-
ghan villages where key Al Qaeda cells have left to re-
group elsewhere. 

9 If you want to keep Afghan women powerless, ignore 
the advice of their own leaders that grass-roots economic 
development is crucial -- and send the Marines instead, 
to boost the power of macho warlords who gather loyalty 
by fighting foreign invaders. 

8  If you want to make sure that no one is learning that 
government could do good things like building schools 
and community health clinics in America, hiring teachers 
and writers and 
railroad construc-
tion workers, 
feeding hungry 
children, or re-
newing our rotting 
sewer system -- 
then sink hun-
dreds of billions of 
dollars into this 
war so as to bank-
rupt domestic-
needs programs. 

7  If you want to 
make even higher 
profits from burn-
ing oil and coal 
instead of letting 
America invest in 
creating a wind/
solar renewable energy network that will heal the climate 
crisis, free us from coal and oil, and make America com-
petitive again -- a multi-billion-dollar war is terrific 

6 If you want to stymie all investigations into past use of 
torture and "extraordinary rendition" by past US govern-
ments and utterly negate the closing of Guantanamo, 
multiplying prisoners in Bagram (Afghanistan) will help a 
great deal. 

5 If you like to knit blankets for leg-
less veterans while making sure the 
Veterans Administration is so 
swamped with the wounded that 
they have to wait months in rat-
infested wards for treatment, more 
maimed soldiers are by far the best 
result of a war. 

4 If you are trying to do research on 
the suicide rate, homeless rate, and 
other symptoms of post-traumatic 
stress syndrome in returning sol-
diers, there will never be a better 
milieu for producing experimental subjects. 

3 If you want to 
create a surge of 
right-wing populist 
rage that will shat-
ter the Democratic 
Party and elect 
Sarah Palin presi-
dent in 2012, then 
combine thou-
sands of dead 
and maimed 
American soldiers 
with millions of 
unemployed 
American work-
ers. 

If you can think of 
two more, please 
add them by click-
ing to this article 

on our website at The Shalom Centre.  

Rabbi Arthur Waskow is director of The Shalom Cen-
tre and is co-author of The Tent of Abraham; author 
of Godwrestling, Round 2, Down-to-Earth Judaism 
and a dozen other books on Jewish thought and 
practice, as well as books on US public policy. 

Ten best reasons to send more US troops to Afghanistan  

Arthur Waskow 

Australians to join Gaza march  
Several Australians are among over a thousand activists 
who are planning to participate in a march to Gaza at the 
end of the year. The march, which coincides with the an-
niversary of the most recent Gaza war, operation Cast 
Lead, is designed to highlight the siege of Gaza. 

Amnesty International has called the blockade of Gaza a 
“form of collective punishment of the entire population of 
Gaza, a flagrant violation of Israel’s obligations under the 
Fourth Geneva Convention.” Human Rights Watch has 
called the blockade a “serious violation of international 
law.” 

A recent news item from Haaretz’s Akiva Eldar suggests 
that the Israeli blockade will continue even after captured 
POW Gilad Shalit is returned home, adding to the Gazan 
despair. The protesters plan to march alongside the peo-
ple of Gaza in a nonviolent demonstration that breaches 

the illegal blockade on 1 January. 

The march has a particularly strong Internet component 
with plans for millions of people to watch the action as the 
protesters arrive at the Rafah Crossing from Egypt into 
the Gaza strip. 

The list of endorsers includes both hard-line critics of Is-
rael such as George Galloway and Ronnie Kasrils as well 
as more moderate voices like Pink Floyd’s Roger Waters 
Noam Chomsky, Tony Benn, Victoria Brittain, Oliver 
Stone, Mike Leigh and Arun Gandhi. 

Among Israeli endorsers are Rabbi Arik Ascherman of 
Rabbis for Human Rights, academic Avi Shlaim and Yesh 
Gvul. 

Our own Editorial Committee member Vivienne Porzsolt 
is one of the Australians attending. Her stories and ac-
counts of the march (and those of entering Gaza if the 
Egyptian authorities permit it) will no doubt of great inter-
est. 
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[This year’s AJDS’s Annual Dinner was dedicated to our 
long-time activist and leader, Renate Kamener who 
passed away in March of this year. Her son Marty deliv-
ered these poignant remarks to the dinner.] 

1933, Germany: I want you all to conjure up the implica-
tions of those words for you, and then add in your image 
of my mother. 

My mother, Renate Kamener, nee Herrnstadt, was born 
on 8 June 8 1933 in Breslau, then in Germany, to Rudi 
and Thea Herrnstadt.   

I knew my grandfather as a gentle man, always ready to 
laugh and talk, we played cards and Scrabble, and our 
conversations were generally about football or whatever 
else occupied my mind at the time. 

About 25 years ago, he wrote his memoirs. They told of 
a life so strange to me, it was almost incomprehensible, 
Breslau from 1900 to 1930. Rudi was a man of deep 
Germanic culture, a lawyer, a lover of words, of music, of 
art, and of conversation.  He was a lover of thought, and 
the process of thought. This is what epitomised Germany 
prior to the wars.   

I was only just beginning to understand who he was, 
when he died, it took me until now to understand his in-
fluence on my mother. 

Positive Germanic culture 

Perchance over the last few weeks my fascination with 
Albert Einstein brought me to a book entitled Einstein’s 
German World.  As I was reading the book, I suddenly 
realised I had entered my grandparents’ lives.  The book 
describes the incredible cultural, scientific and philoso-
phical energy which existed in Germany, post unification 
in 1870 and prior to WW2. The exuberance, and the bril-
liance, of thought that was emanating from Germany at 
the time were astonishing.  People felt they sat on the 
edge of a brave new world, one in which possibilities 
were endless, and at the peak of this new world sat 
thinkers such as Einstein, Freud and Marx.   

This world of thought, optimism and hope was the world 
in which my grandparents grew up, and into which my 
mother was born. This world is the world which Hitler 
destroyed, the collateral damage if you like, of his reign, 
and it was this world of thought, optimism and hope 
which my grandparents, and their family, carried with 
them when they left Germany in 1936, to arrive safely on 
the dusty shores below Table Mountain.   

If you can, imagine my grandparents, their parents, and 
my mother on a pier in Cape Town, South Africa in 1936.  
Feel their mix of relief and despair, see them in their 
proud Germanness walking those far-flung colonial 
streets so far from Breslau.   

This ironic scene would not have been lost on my grand-
father. He would have been well aware of both the com-
edy, and the tragedy, which now surrounded him, as he 
sold washing machines and anything else he and his 
brother could, in order to survive. He was a terrible busi-
nessman, but in their house with a small group of like-
minded exiles, they pursued their passion, as they puffed 
cigars, listened to Wagner and Mozart, read Goethe, and 

wrote and loved. Around them were the mighty plains of 
Africa, lions and elephants, the Drakensburg Mountains 
and the extraordinary Cape. In the fierceness of this light 
and landscape, my grandfather sought to recreate har-
mony and beauty. As I engage my memories of him, I 
see a mix of despair, poetry, love, humour and irony.   

My grandparents, despite Europe’s violent divisions, 
were determined to grow a beautiful little flower in South 
Africa, a flower they called Renate. This is how my 
mother, an only child, grew up, surrounded by the cul-
tural heritage of old Europe, inspired by the new, joyous 
and optimistic vibrancy of Africa. I believe that if you look 
into your thoughts of Renate you will see her here.  Ex-
otic, cultured, thoughtful spontaneous and optimistic. 

Instinctively, in all she encountered, she sought to rein-
vigorate the salons of Breslau, yet she wanted them now 

infused with the freedom and energy of the world post 
WW2. Here she was surrounded by the issues of south-
ern Africa, the ideas of Marx, the words of Wordsworth 
and an enduring belief that harmony between people 
would always be more productive than enmity.  Inspired 
by the quest for a better world, she joined an organisa-
tion called the Progressive Forum, which was led by 
world renowned thinker, Seymour Pappert. With the Pro-
gressive Forum she became involved in debate and ac-
tion. She boldly walked into townships, selling newspa-
pers and engaging the local population where possible, 
she walked into prisons, speaking to friends who were 
interred there and as we know she would walk into wher-
ever she felt like injustice was being done.   

Flowing discussion 

In her presence, opposing views became part of a dis-
cussion, not an argument.  She would instinctively seek 
the 90 percent the common element that unified people, 
rather than the 10 per cent, the extremes, which sepa-
rated them. This was the magic that she brought to 
groups, to arguments, to meetings, to people of different 
cultures, literally to anywhere she went. Renate sought 

(Continued on page 9) 
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In memory of my mother Renate 

Renate and Bob Kamener on the occasion of her 
receiving the Governor’s award for services to  
Multiculturalism through her work in Salam Shalom. 
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out the common thread between us all, that thread which 
we recognise as humanity, and with that thread, she 
bound us all together and we felt good. Her methodology 
was simple, but profound, bring out what is good in peo-
ple and the rest is easy. Why in this crazy world of ours 
does this now seem so difficult? 

Modus operandi 

Her modus operandi was always the same, encourage, 
unify, enable, and then allow to grow.  From University 
campuses in South Africa, to Soweto, to Swinburne staff 
and students, to Labor Party gatherings, and of course 
the AJDS and Salaam Shalom, she simply asked for peo-
ple to bring their humanity, not their exclusivity.   

The perpetually addictive forces of nationalism and exclu-
sivity, epitomised by Adolf Hitler, and the “us versus 
them” debate are what my mother battled all her life.  In 
the AJDS she found a home for herself that energised her 
constantly. Jewishness, cultural diversity and the chal-
lenge to enable humanity are the hallmarks of this organi-
sation, and of my mother too.   

Over the last twenty years, the forces of nationalism have 
been in the ascendancy, and thoughtful organisations like 

the AJDS struggled to impose themselves. Yet somehow 
in my mother’s salon we could all feel the endless possi-
bilities of a new world, that same belief which, a century 
ago inspired Einstein, Marx and Freud.  We would leave 
her salon feeling inspired, not defeated. It is this gift of 
inspiration, that she carried with her and which she 
brought to all who knew her and which she now leaves 
with us. Above all, she maintained the optimism that 
somehow things could and should always get better.    

Renate Kamener brought humanity into politics, respect 
into argument and joy to all who knew her.  She linked 
the world of thought that existed pre-Hitler to those who 
existed post-Hitler, she managed this without bringing the 
guilt and the hatred that encumbers so many who also 
survived that period.   

Cherish one’s history and one’s culture, and yet don’t fall 
into the trap of becoming dogmatic about it.  We need to 
keep space for new thoughts and ideas as that is what 
humanity should be about, for that is what evolution is.   

To the AJDS. 

I believe my mother meant a lot to you all, but please, 
when you think of her, remember too how much you all 
meant to her. 

 

(Continued from page 8) 
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Many wise men, including even president Shimon Peres, 
have mobilised to explain to us why the fact- finder is 
warped, or small-minded, or anti-Israel, or mistaken, or 
just doesn't understand. But perhaps Richard Goldstone 
will nevertheless succeed in making a small crack in our 
wall of denial and thus create an opening for the estab-
lishment of commissions similar to the Truth and Recon-
ciliation Commissions that were established in the wake 
of his reports on violence in South Africa.  

Israeli opposition to the Goldstone report reflects multiple 
layers of denial, ranging from literal denial (it never hap-
pened) through denial of its significance (these weren't 
really war crimes) to justification (we had no alternative; 
what can we do when they shell Sderot nonstop?).  

There is also denial of the possibility that an international 
commission might be able to investigate better than the 
Israel Defence Forces (they're antisemites), denial of the 
existence of any international law that would also be valid 
in Gaza (awful things always happen in wars, and our 
situation is unique), denial of the pictures that were seen 
worldwide, but not in Israel (Al Jazeera is spreading 
propaganda), and denial of the possibility that there is 
another way besides the way of war.  

We are not alone. The Americans are also uninterested in 
the judges and human rights organisations examining 
what their army is doing in far-off lands. And, just as in 
Israel, the combination of democracy and freedom of ex-
pression, on one hand, and military control over occupied 
territory, on the other, strengthens the walls of denial.  

Robert Bernstein, in an opinion piece criticising Human 
Rights Watch, complained that it is spotlighting Israel, an 
open, democratic state, instead of investigating what 
goes on in closed states.  

Bernstein, who served as chairman of Human Rights 
Watch for many years and is also a noted publisher, is 
well acquainted with the openness and liberalism of Is-
raeli intellectuals - the peaceniks who are proud of their 
soldier sons even as they sign petitions against the occu-
pation. Israel is indeed a very open society when it comes 
to Jews. But it also operates in besieged Gaza, which is 
closed off and closed in.  

For more than 42 years, mothers have fled bad news and 
soldiers have obeyed orders and made another people 
wretched. This isn't happening because there is no other 
way, but because in the view of the generals who lead 
the army into unnecessary wars, there is no one to talk 
to, no other way, and it's better not to know.  

Some 22,000 people testified before the Truth and Rec-
onciliation Commission in South Africa. They painfully 
told their stories, asked pardon (which was granted to 
only a few of them) and described the terrible deeds they 
did -- those same deeds that they had denied for years, 
or else insisted that those who perpetrated them were 
exceptions, or explained that some things are done in 
secret because they are necessary, but one doesn't talk 
about them.  

The Goldstone report is not sufficient, but perhaps it will 
pave the way to a discussion of the present and the past, 
en route to a better future. If Hamas has already ex-
pressed willingness to discuss the Goldstone report, per-
haps it is possible to use it as a first step on the road to 
truth, justice and reconciliation commissions. 

Daphna Golan is a senior researcher for Human 
Rights at the Minerva Centre for Human Rights at the 
Hebrew University of Jerusalem.  The title of the 
piece given by Haaretz is a pun on a recent David 
Grossman novel. 

A state that flees bad news  
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[AJDS member Joan Nestle addressed the pro-
Palestinian rally on 6 December (see report on page 5.)] 

I want to thank Students for Palestine for inviting the Mel-
bourne Women in Black group to be part of this demon-
stration against the uncritical welcoming of Silvan Shalom 
to this country. I speak with two voices today — as a 
member of Women in Black, and as a 70-year-old Ameri-
can Jewish woman who lost one third of her family in the 
Belzec concentration camp. Two voices but one heart — 
the brutalising of populations by the use of overwhelming 
military force, by governmental policies of ethnic clean-
sing and forced expulsion from family homes, by the un-
questioned belief in the right of one people to live a full 
life while another is condemned to hopelessness, to end-
less humiliations, to erased pasts, to an impossible pre-
sent and a murdered future — I cannot, will not, turn my 
head or heart away from the connections between my 
Jewish history and Pales-
tinian history of the last 60 
years. 

In Haifa, at the beginning 
of the first Intifada in 
1987, five Israeli women 
stood in silent vigil 
dressed in black to protest 
the Israeli occupation of 
Gaza and the West Bank. 
The next week Palestinian 
women joined the protest 
and a few months later, 
5000 marched through the 
streets of Tel Aviv asking 
for peace. Now Women in 
Black stand in over 30 
countries demanding an 
end to the brutalisation of 
civilian populations and 
the planet, an end to what seems like a time of endless 
wars. Here in Melbourne, Women in Black have been 
organising for an end to the Occupation since 1988. 

Common humanity 

We stand in recognition of peace activists all over the 
world, to embrace our common humanity, as a bridge to 
mutual respect, to remind ourselves that seemingly small 
actions can lead both to change and hope. We make the 
following promises for the new year — we promise to ex-
pose the lies that demonise those who discuss nonviolent 
ways to end the Israeli Occupation. We promise to uphold 
the judgements of the UN’s Goldstone Report and Break-
ing the Silence. We promise to stand in solidarity with 
Israeli and Palestinian activists who face jail for their anti-
Occupation work— with the Shminstim, a group of Israeli 
teenagers declaring their refusal to serve the Occupation, 
with Mohammad Othman, a Palestinian human rights ac-
tivist, with the women who monitor the checkpoints hop-
ing to reduce the daily abuses of Palestinians simply try-
ing to get to work, with the citizens of Bi’lin who take on 
the Israel Defence Force every week, with the members 
of New Profile, an Israeli anti-militarism group, with 
Gideon Levy of Haaretz, with Dr Saida Atrash, the Direc-

tor of the Mehwa Centre, the women’s 
shelter on the West Bank where every 
day she and others try to comfort Pal-
estinian women who have lost their 
homes, and with it any sense of secu-
rity for their families.  

We hear the voices of power easily 
enough, but the voices of alternate 
visions, of the questioners of certain-
ties, these we must amplify and honour, these are our 
deepest hope — as Mahmoud Darwish wrote in his hom-
age to Edward Said: "Then you are prone to the affliction 
of longing? My dream leads my steps. And my vision 
seats my dream on my knees like a cat. My dream is the 
realistic imaginary and the son of will: We are able to alter 
the inevitability of the abyss!" 

"To refuse means to say no!”  

The voice of conscientious objector Or Ben-David, a 19-
year-old Israeli woman from Jerusalem: "To refuse 
means to say no! No to the military rule in the West Bank, 
no to the use of violence as a means of defence, no to 
patriarchy, no to violence against innocent people, no to 
war and no to a society that claims to be democratic but 
forces youth to carry weapons, to kill or be killed. I refuse 
because I want to make a difference. I want all those Pal-
estinian youths who have lost hope to see that there are 
Israelis who care and who make a different choice. I want 
all my friends who became soldiers or who are about to 
become soldiers to see that things do not have to be the 
way they are, and that doing these immoral things is not 
something to be taken for granted, that another way is 
possible.” The author of these words is now serving 20 
days in an Israeli military prison. 

Know that our numbers, the numbers of dissenters, are 
growing , that cracks are running down that monstrous 
wall, know that more and more of us are not afraid of 
what they call us — traitors, self- hating Jews, antisemitic 
Jews, renegade Jews. What we are afraid of is what 
comes on the horizon when a people’s daily dignity is so 
insulted, when others so absolutely and brutally control 
the possibilities of one’s life — James Baldwin, an African
-American writer who knew in his bones of daily dehu-
manisation, warned of the Fire Next Time. What hope will 
there be for reconciliation if the settlers keep dancing on 
the hearts of the dispossessed, if leaders like Rudd and 
Obama and so many others sit down to feast with repre-
sentative bullies of the Israeli state, pretending that Pal-
estinian agony does not exist? We have seen in the past 
the results of this calculated refusal to challenge national 
cruelties. Read the Palestinian poet, read Darwish — "Do 
I ask permission, from strangers who sleep/in my own 
bed, to visit myself for five minutes? Do I bow respectfully 
to those who reside in my childhood dream?" 

Mr Silvan Shalom is the minister for regional development 
and control of the flow of water -- one of the regions he is 
in charge of is the upper Galilee, the one-time site of al-
Birwah, a village razed to the ground in 1948, its people 
forced to flee and among them the poet I now always 
carry in my heart, Mahmoud Darwish and his family — his 

(Continued on page 11) 

Words for Palestine  

Joan Nestle 

Conscientious objector  
Or Ben-David 
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Sometimes stories develop before your eyes. Even if you 
are the one writing an article you may not guess at the 
beginning wow you will end up when you finish. Our front 
page feature is precisely such an article. Once I started 
analysing the raw figures that AIJAC’s Jeremy Jones was 
kind enough to send to me I realised just how much I dis-
agreed with the interpretation that was being universally  
accepted. Hopefully this research will generate a wide-
spread discussion both inside and even outside of our 
community. If there is any way that you can help with the 
dissemination of this item which will be placed on our 
website ajds.org.au please do so. 

In consequence this column has been exiled to page 11. 
So let’s start with the report of the last month’s AJDS  
activities on page 3. It was a great Annual Dinner for 
which so many 
people work so 
hard and only 
the most visible 
get acknowl-
edged. Renate 
Kamener’s son 
Marty’s tribute to 
her was so mov-
ing it just had to 
go in the News-
letter; You can 
see it on pp 8-9. 
This is the 
AJDS’s organ 
and therefore 
special space 
has been set on 
p4 for the on-
going discussion 
on the boycott 
issue. You can 
read a proposed policy suggestion as well as an article 
continuing the debate. Your contributions are needed, 
particularly if you disagree! 

A monthly publication does not specialise in real-time re-
porting but we have stories of events that simply were not 
covered properly in either the mainstream or Jewish  
media. So both the controversial and violent 6 December 
demonstration and The Zionist Council of Victoria so-
called debate on the settlements are covered on page 5. 

World events affect us as well, and their coverage is con-
tinuing. We feature Joan Nestle’s talk at the Palestine 
demonstration on these pages. In addition there’s Israeli 
journalist Aviv Lavie’s article on the discrimination against 
the Bedouin on page 12 and Rabbi Arthur Waskow ‘s 
comment on Afghanistan on page 7. 
Continuing our tradition of bringing material that you are 
unlikely to see anywhere we have an article on the im-
plicit revolution in thinking embodied in the choice of Eli-
nor Ostrom as Nobel Prize Laureate for Economics on 
page 6. On the same page we also highlight some facts 
about Paul A Samuelson that the rest of the media chose 
not to feature. Finally there is a must-read review of Steve 
Brook’s latest book on p13. 

Now I want to 
take this oppor-
tunity to thank all 
the people who 
have helped in 
the production of 
this Newsletter in 
2009: Tom 
Wolkenberg and 
Harold Zwier, our  
unsung  
heroes of the 
printing. And of 
course Ruth  
Arber, Red  
Bingham, Pablo 
Brait, Steve 
Brook, Pamela 
Curr, Miriam 
Faine, Jacob 
Grech, Margaret 
Jacobs, Sandy 
Joffe, Joan  

Nestle, Alex Nissen, Vivienne Porzsolt, Dan Rabinovici, 
Deb Reich (Abu Ghosh), Nura Resh (Herzliya), Les 
Rosenblatt, David Rothfield, Robin Rothfield, Keren 
Rubinstein, Ilan Salbe, Richard Silverstein (US), David 
Spratt, Larry Stillman, Zvi Solow (Kibbutz Nirim), Sandra 
Goldbloom Zurbo and Harold Zwier for their original con-
tributions, advice and assistance in so many ways. With-
out your help, this Newsletter would have been poorer. 

See you next year!                                        �����������  

In this issue...   

birthplace made invisible except in the words of his po-
ems and on old maps, his very presence made absence, 
a poet in exile for much of his life, but against the roaring 
ugliness of Israel's dedication to the eradication of a peo-
ple, I put the poet’s yearning, lovely humanity, “The poem 
is what lies between a between. It is able to illuminate the 
night with the breasts of a young woman/it is able to illu-
minate, with an apple, two bodies/it is able to restore/with 
the cry of a gardenia, a homeland! The poet brings us 
back to the occupied body, the place of devastation, he 
into the night of war brings the perfume of longing, our 
rights of desire. 

Long after the world forgets the name of this Vice Prime 
Minister of Israel, it will remember the words of Mahmoud 
Darwish, the poet, for he honours the wonders of life.  
Like many others, Joan Nestle left the demonstratio n 
before the violence. She heard about it on the phon e 
and added:  I want no more violence. Civil disobedience, 
yes, in the hundreds of thousands, yes, but no more ag-
gressions provoking more aggressions. Enough of this -- 
we will struggle against the Israeli state as we did against 
the apartheid South African state but in our own way, with 
an imagined difference. Blood against blood makes rec-
onciliation impossible. Only the fire's devastation comes 
this way. We "must alter the inevitability of the abyss." 
But I am 70. 

(Continued from page 10) 


