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SPOTLIGHT

THE LAUNCH OF THE
JEWISH ADVOCACY &
LEADERSHIP CORPS
The
Executive
Council
of
Australian Jewry, the peak national
representative body of the Australian
Jewish
community,
officially
launched its flagship leadership
and advocacy initiative in a national
event with inductees into the Corps,
communal leaders and members of
The Giving Forum.
Forty-two
outstanding
young
professionals
from
Jewish
communities throughout the country
were welcomed into the Corps,
which will identify, develop and
appoint leaders and advocates into
key communal roles.
Opening the event, ECAJ Co-Chief
Executive Officer Alex Ryvchin
observed that “Jewish history has
shown us over and over again that
when we have leaders with vision,
who are able to represent, advocate
and persuade, our communities
thrive. The absence of such leaders,
we have learned, can be our demise.
We can no longer leave it to chance
that our leaders and advocates
simply emerge.“

Noting the successful recruitment
of Corps members from across the
country, ECAJ President Jillian Segal
AO said that “it is incredibly important
that we develop young leaders
across the smaller states.” Ms Segal
concluded, “I believe that this sort of
networked group will be extremely
valuable to the community in its longterm viability and sustainability and
that this is likely to become a signature
program for the ECAJ.”
David Gonski AC spoke of the
characteristics common to all great
leaders and the importance of
humility over hubris in leadership. “I
wanted to be here to endorse this
initiative and to compliment all of
the new Corps members who have
joined up, good on you … you are
taking the first step towards great
leadership,” Mr Gonski concluded.
Representing the philanthropic network,
The Giving Forum, Greg Shand, who
initiated many of the conversations
that led to the foundation of the Corps
explained the necessity of leadership,
advocacy and succession planning for
the future of the community.

“We ought not to be betting our
communities’ future on luck,” Mr
Shand said. “We need to have an
organised process and that is really
what TGF wishes to support, an
initiative to create the next generation
of leaders to ensure we have a
depth of talent, orderly succession
in our representation and ensure we
have a strong voice into the future.“
The audience also heard messages
of support from members of the
Corps’ sister program, the World
Jewish Congress’s Jewish Diplomatic
Corps, and a special message, read
out by ECAJ Deputy President Robert
Goot AO SC, from WJC President
Ambassador Ronald S. Lauder, who
praised the Corps as “an innovative
program, made possible through
the generosity of The Giving Forum,
which fills me with hope for a brighter
future.” Ambassador Lauder said, “he
was delighted the ECAJ has chosen
to invest in its future generations.”
Programming for Corps members
consisting of workshops, skills training,
conferences, knowledge-building and
mentoring commenced this month.

The ECAJ acknowledges and thanks these organisations for their generous support of our work
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Mrs. Jillian Segal
President � Executive Council of Australian Jewry

Dear Friends,
I am writing to extend my warmest congratulations on the launch of your
new flagship program, the Jewish Advocacy and Leadership Corps, aiming
to empower a new generation of young communal leaders and advocates.
I am very proud that this initiative is modelled on a Word Jewish Congress
program that is very close to my heart, the Jewish Diplomatic Corps of the
World Jewish Congress.
As you all know, I have always been deeply committed to fostering the
next generation of Jewish leaders to ensure a continuous and prosperous
Jewish life. I therefore wish to commend the Executive Council of Australian
Jewry (ECAJ), which has long been one of our most engaged and dynamic
communities, and particularly your President, Jillian Segal, your Deputy
President Robert Goot and your co-Chief Executive Officer, Alex Ryvchin, for
creating such an important and timely program.
Jewish communities the world over are currently facing considerable
difficulties, including a health crisis, rising antisemitism, economic hardships
and increasing divisions within society. Recent studies have also shown
that the Holocaust is slowly fading from our collective memory. We are also
witnessing an erosion in support for the Jewish State, both among the political
establishment and our youth.
We will only be able to address these growing challenges by engaging a new
generation of young advocates empowered with the knowledge and tools to
stir a new course and ensure the continuation of our Jewish way of life for
decades to come.
The creation of this innovative program, made possible through the generosity
of The Giving Forum, therefore fills me with hope for a brighter future. Though
there may be problems to be solved and challenges to be surmounted, I am
delighted that ECAJ has chosen to invest in its future generations, very much
as I have done with the Jewish Diplomatic Corps of the World Jewish Congress.
I also send my warmest regards to all the inaugural members of the Corps and
wish you the best of luck as you undertake this noble and worthwhile journey.
Very truly yours,
Ronald S. Lauder
President

New York, 2 November 2020
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AUSTRALIAN
CAPITAL
TERRITORY

Tamsin Friedland

Lior Kalisse

Heath Sloane

Prielle Betito

Daniel Coppel

Joshua Kirsh

Julian Kowal

NEW
SOUTH
WALES

Tal Szumer Menashe

Michael Garbuz

Zehava Heinrich
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Sophia Kwiet

Gareth Milner

Joshua Moses

Liam O’Callaghan

Isabella Polgar

Dane Stern

Julia Sussman

David Tsor

QUEENSLAND

Hila Tsor
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Ariel Zohar

Hannah Alberts
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SOUTH
AUSTRALIA

Sharni Briner

David McNamee

Carly Rosenberg

VICTORIA

Aviv Horenstein-Shalev

Nicola Zuckerman

Daniel Brazil

Saul Burston

Liat Azoulay

Daniel Elberg

Michael Fisher
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Sara Kaltmann

Alexandra Kowal

Dean Sherr

Ricci Steckoll

Josh Ellison

Yaron Fisher

Rebecca Hertzman

WESTERN
AUSTRALIA

Stanley Keysar
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Talia Swesky

AU ST RA L IA N J E W ISH QUA RT E R LY

The ECAJ acknowledges and thanks these organisations for their generous support of our work
11

BRIEF ING

ANTISEMITISM
REPORT 2020
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

During
the
twelve-month
period, from 1 October 2019
to 30 September 2020,
there were 331 antisemitic
incidents logged by volunteer
Community Security Groups
(CSGs), official Jewish state
roof bodies, and the ECAJ.
The total figure consists of 188
attacks and 143 threats.
In the previous 12-month period,
ending 30 September 2019,
these same bodies logged 368
incidents. Accordingly, there
was a decrease of 10% in the
overall number of reported
antisemitic incidents compared
to the previous year. However,
given that the average number
of reported antisemitic incidents
each year from 2013 to 2019 was
272, the number of reported
incidents in 2020 is above the
average by 59 incidents. For
Attacks, the average for the
same period was 161, and for
Threats, the average was 111.
From 2019 to 2020, there was a
marked increase in the number
of the most serious categories
of incidents: with a doubling
in the number of reported
incidents of physical assault
from 4 to 8; a 12% increase in
direct verbal abuse, harassment
and intimidation from 114 such
incidents in 2019 to 128 in 2020;
a 229% increase in the number
of reported direct threats by
postal mail from 7 to 23; and
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slight increases in threats via
telephone and posters and
stickers. There were decreases
in several categories: the
number
of
incidents
of
vandalism of Jewish institutions
decreased by 17% compared to
the previous year; the number
of reports of antisemitic graffiti
declined by 56%; and direct
online or email threats declined
by 23%.

From 2019 to
2020, there was
a marked increase
in the number of
the most serious
categories of
incidents.
The increase in the number
of more serious incidents is
especially concerning in light
of the fact that synagogues
and other Jewish community
facilities were closed for varying
periods from March onwards
due to the COVID-19 pandemic,
and there were thus fewer
opportunities for antisemites to
abuse, harass and intimidate
Jews in the vicinity of those
facilities as they have done in
the past. In previous years, these
kinds of incidents have often

occurred during the Jewish
Sabbath
(Friday
evenings
and Saturdays) and festivals
when many Jews walk to and
from synagogue.
The fact that substantial
increases occurred in the
number of assaults and
incidents of direct verbal abuse,
harassment and intimidation at
a time of significant reduction
in the visibility of Jews on the
streets may indicate a rise in
the underlying level of antiJewish sentiment. This would
correlate with the proliferation
during the year of antisemitic
discourse blaming “the Jews”
for the pandemic, a new
iteration of a classical form
of antisemitism that is based
on unfounded conspiracy
theories. Most of this discourse
was online, but there was also
one reported incident of graffiti
with the words “The real virus is
globalism” juxtaposed beside a
Star of David.
Several incidents of antisemitic
bullying of Jewish students
in schools which had gone
unreported in previous years
were publicly exposed during
the year in review. In the wake of
publicity concerning the bullying
of two Jewish boys, aged 5 and
12, in Melbourne public schools
during 2019, other Jewish
students came forward with their
own experiences of bullying

AU ST R A L IA N J E W ISH QUA RT E R LY

and assault in yet another public
school in Melbourne. These
allegations became the focus of
a further official inquiry in Victoria.
Another notable feature of
the year was the number of
incidents involving the public
display of Nazi symbols and the
public sale of Nazi memorabilia.
Incidents included the flying of
Nazi flags in public, swastika
graffiti in the streets, and
advertised trade in jewellery
composed of Nazi swastikas
and sonnenrads (sun wheels),
and Nazi symbols used in
artwork. The tendency of these
activities to ‘normalise’ and
‘mainstream’ Nazi symbols,
and thereby to desensitise
people to the genocidal nature
of Nazism, was the subject
of public comment by the
Executive Council of Australian
Jewry, among others.
The rise in right-wing extremist
discourse
was
especially
visible online, including on
non-mainstream sites which
allow almost unfettered speech
(see chapter 4). The “whitereplacement” theory, which
places the blame on “the Jews”
for the supposed demise and
destruction of the European
races, culture and civilisation,
including in Australia, is
uncritically accepted within
the right-wing extremist milieu.
Many subscribers to the theory
continue to express support
for violence, armed action,
revolution, terrorism and race
war. The reinvigorated Black
Lives Matter (BLM) movement
in the US, after the death of
George Floyd in May 2020,
galvanised and excited many
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Australian right-wing extremists,
as they focussed on acts of
violence by some segments
of BLM which they viewed as
“accelerating” a coming race
war, that they so fervently hope
for. Conspiracy theories by
right-wing extremists blamed
“the Jews” for creating and
spreading the Covid-19 virus,
generally either as some
massive money-making scam
and/or as a means to decimate
the European races.

although it elicited antisemitic
online comments by others,
including far-right extremists.
Condemnation of the Abraham
Accords, between Israel, the
UAE and Bahrain - in line with
the anti-Israel campaign’s
opposition to ‘normalisation’
with Israel – was at times
expressed in terms which
demonised Israel, creating an
atmosphere that some found
conducive to giving expression
to anti-Jewish sentiments.

The
anti-Israel
campaign
had very little impact and
effect outside its own narrow
circle of followers, during the
period in review. It focussed
on opposing the proposed
extension of Israeli sovereignty
over parts of the West Bank,
and rarely descended into
expressions of antisemitism,

Amongst religious communities,
namely Christian and Muslim,
there were pockets of people who
openly expressed hostile views
about Jews in general. Amongst
Christians,
one
preacher,
apparently inadvertently, revived
false stories of the Jews being
responsible for the death
of Jesus. Amongst Muslims,

antisemitism was expressed
predominantly through extremist
organisations, notably Hizb utTahrir, and individuals.
Antisemitism in Australia
continues to remain an issue
that adversely affects the
lives of Jews and the Jewish
community. It is a problem
that, historically, worsens
during periods of economic
uncertainty,
political
upheaval and other forms of
significant social disruption.
It is incumbent on political
and civil leaders to publicly
condemn antisemitism, and
other forms of racism and
bigotry, and to ensure that
adequate measures, such
as laws and educational
programs, are in place to
counter antisemitism.

AU ST RA
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Antisemitism

SEE IT?
EXPERIENCE IT?
REPORT IT.
WHY REPORT IT?

As the elected representative national body of the Australian
Jewish community, the Executive Council of Australian
Jewry (ECAJ), liases with government, the media and law
enforcement to help keep our community safe.
It is vital therefore that we have accurate data on antisemitic
incidents, whether vandalism of property, verbal abuse, online
threats, leaflets or posters, or acts of violence.

WHERE TO REPORT IT?

Incidents of antisemitism occurring in Australia can be
reported directly to Julie Nathan, the ECAJ Research Director,
and author of the annual Report on Antisemitism in Australia.
Report antisemitism to: julie@ecaj.org.au
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ECAJ SUBMISSION TO THE
INQUIRY BY THE PARLIAMENTARY
JOINT COMMITTEE ON
INTELLIGENCE AND SECURITY
INTO MATTERS RELATING TO
EXTREMIST MOVEMENTS AND
RADICALISM IN AUSTRALIA
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Although extremist movements
exist in many forms, the most
active and threatening of these
groups in Australia at present
are white supremacist groups
and Islamist jihadis. White
supremacist
groups
have
experienced rapid growth in
the last five years. They have
developed denser links with
like-minded groups overseas
and are becoming better
organised, less diffuse and
more disciplined and capable.
Whilst Islamist jihadis continue
to pose a significant threat to
Australia, their groups have
become more atomised and
less co-ordinated, and their
overseas links more tenuous. In
either case, a focus on leaders
and key members of extremist
groups will at best provide only
a partial picture of those who
have the greatest propensity
to engage in violence, and may
overlook potential offenders,
including lone actors, who
are on the fringes of these
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groups or who have only
loose connections with them,
especially via online platforms.
Successive
Australian
governments have met the
challenge of terrorism by
enacting more stringent national
security laws and by improved
resourcing of intelligence and
law enforcement agencies.
Understandably, there has
been less legislative and
associated
activism
by
Australian
authorities
in
addressing forms of extremism
which stop short of terrorism.
White
supremacist
and
Islamist forms of extremism
are equally insidious and
equally destructive of social
cohesion, and for essentially
the same reasons. Both forms
of extremism are dedicated to
the replacement of Australia’s
democracy, freedoms and rights
by a totalitarian order enforced
by brutal repression. Both
use hate speech, hate-fuelled

behaviour and associated
thuggery or menace to
promote their dystopian vision
of society. Both seek to set
Australian against Australian on
the bases of ethnicity, religion,
gender, sexual preference,
gender identity or disability.
Both carry within them a clear
propensity for violence, and an
intimidatory menace towards
any sources of opposition they
encounter, including from law
enforcement officials.
We
have
therefore
recommended that a national
law be enacted, analogous to
current State and Territory laws
applicable to criminal gangs,
empowering the Minister for
Home Affairs to designate an
organisation as an extremist
organisation if satisfied that (i)
members of the organisation
associate together for the
purpose
of
organising,
planning, facilitating, supporting
or engaging in activities which
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are calculated to provoke
animosity between groups
or individuals in Australia on
the basis of race, religion,
gender, sexual preference,
gender identity or disability;
and (ii) the organisation or its
members represent a risk to
public peace, safety or order.
We have recommended that
the Minister have additional
powers analogous to those
which are available to law
enforcement
agencies
to
deal with criminal gangs,
including the power to obtain
control orders. Specialised
units within existing counterterrorism commands should be
established, to the extent that
these do not already exist, to
focus on particular extremist
groups and individuals who
have the potential to engage
not only in terrorism but also
in hate crimes at a lower level
than terrorism, ranging from
graffiti and offensive language
through to serious physical
violence. These units should
be properly resourced.
We have further recommended
that persons who have
engaged in the activities of
a designated organisation
should
automatically
be
disqualified from serving in
the Australian Defence Forces
or any law enforcement or
intelligence agency and from
holding a security license.
With regard to Australia’s
terrorist organisation listing
laws, Hizballah has carried
out appalling acts of terrorism
around the world. The nominal
internal
departments
of
Hizballah cannot disguise the
seamless integration that exists

between all so-called branches
of the organisation with regard
to chain of command, finances
and personnel. Hizballah’s
own leaders have boasted
that these nominal lines of
division are a fiction. We have
explained in detail why we
believe that the activities of
Hizballah as a whole represent
a security threat, a threat to
social cohesion and a crime
risk to all Australians, and to the
Australian Jewish community
in particular, and why Australia
should follow the example
of all but one of its partners
in the Five Eyes intelligencesharing alliance (namely the
US, Canada and more recently
the UK) and declare the whole
of Hizballah to be a terrorist
organisation, not merely its
so-called “External Security
Organisation”.
In section 4 of this submission,
we consider the activities
of extremist groups which
currently fall short of the
legislative
threshold
for
proscription, including those of
the Islamist group Hizb ut-Tahrir.
Federal, State and Territory
laws proscribing incitement of
violence or serious vilification
on the basis of race or religion
have failed to deal adequately
with the advocacy of violence,
falling short of advocacy of
terrorism, by such groups.
The exception appears to be
Chapter XI of the Criminal Code
Act 1913 (WA) dealing with racist
harassment and incitement
to racial hatred, which has
demonstrated its effectiveness
in a matter that came before a
jury and resulted in a conviction
and stiff penalty. We have

recommended that analogous
provisions be enacted by the
Commonwealth
parliament,
and that, in addition, advocacy
of violence (as distinct from
urging or incitement of
violence) on the basis of race,
religion and certain other
attributes also be proscribed.
In our view, legislation banning
the public display of hate
symbols and empowering
the police to remove and
confiscate hate paraphernalia
would be a useful tool in
countering the proliferation
of extremist ideologies, but it
would only scratch the surface
of the problem. Such legislation
would not obviate the need
for a much more systematic,
whole-of-government approach
to address the problem of
extremism,
both
through
legislation and, most especially,
through education.
Counteracting
extremism
through legislative means
alone will not in our view
address
the
underlying
problem,
namely
the
propagation of the kinds of
prejudice, conspiracy fantasies
and other falsehoods which
fuel extremism and extremist
violence. Whilst legislation sets
society’s standards, and in that
sense serves an educative
purpose, those standards
need to be entrenched in the
ethos, culture and operations
of government and civil society
institutions more broadly.
Racial, religious and other
forms of prejudice seem to
take root at a very young
age, as was demonstrated by
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the shocking racist bullying
of Jewish children at public
schools in Victoria in 2019,
which included a serious
assault and the harassment of
a child as young as 5 years old.
Inoculation of students against
prejudice and extremism thus
needs to begin in early primary
school. Imparting good values
to children in schools can be
undone by other influences,
especially hate-content on
social media and peer-group
pressure exercised via social
media. Generic human rights
and citizenship education
are therefore not sufficient.
The focus needs to be on
identifying
and
counteracting specific forms of racism
and bigotry, and equipping
students from an early age
with the intellectual and ethical
tools to reject them, with the
aim of preventing younger
people from embarking on a
pathway to extremism.
We recognise that much good
work continues to be done
through Holocaust education
and programs such as Click
against Hate, but these engage
mainly older students whose
opinions may already have
crystallised. We believe that
curricula across the disciplines
from K-12 should be adapted
to include age-appropriate
forms
of
anti-prejudice
education
which
directly
and
specifically
address
commonly-encountered forms
of prejudice and mythology.

‘bias-motivated crime’ or even
of ‘racially-motivated crime’
that is officially recognised
throughout Australia, and no
official, centralised, nationwide recording of such crimes,
or system to do so. Each state
has a different legislative
regime for proscribing hate
crimes, and therefore a
different methodology and
classification
process
for
recording these crimes.
The
absence
of
any
consistency
of
approach
between different jurisdictions
makes it very difficult to
compare rates of hate crime
in different parts of Australia
and to draw any conclusions
about hate crimes in Australia
overall. The quality of any
government policies aimed
at addressing hate-motivated
crimes
in
Australia
will
necessarily be compromised
by these limitations. Proper
research into and analysis
of the nature, incidence and
long-term trends of hatemotivated crimes in Australia
continues to be constrained
by the unavailability of data
based on a uniform national
system for classifying and
recording hate crimes.
To read the full submission, click here.

Finally, in contrast to the
UK, the US and Canada,
we note that there is no
definition of ‘hate crime’,
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JEWISH PRIDE
Rebuilding a people
WORDS BE N M. FRE E MAN

‘The non-Jewish world hates Jews,’
is something my late father used to
tell me.		
We would often argue about this
over Shabbat dinner, and I would
always retort: ‘No, Dad, things have
changed!’ I knew antisemitism had
not disappeared, of course, but
I grew up at the tail-end of the
post-Holocaust period when overt
antisemitism was still taboo and
this shaped my thinking. Since his
passing, three years ago, I have
reflected on our conversations and
with the return of overt antisemitism,
my perspective has changed.
When my father spoke of the ‘nonJewish world’, he did not mean
individual non-Jewish people. He
knew that many non-Jewish people
did not hate Jews, and many actively
support us. But this is not about
individuals; this is about something
much bigger than all of us. This is
about the ideology, social norms and
traditions that make up non-Jewish
society – and they are soaked with
the poison of antisemitism.
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Every morning I wake up and
see multiple news stories about
antisemitism and every morning
my heart aches. Sometimes this
hatred is expressed through acts of
physical violence as we saw in the
mass shooting in the Tree of Life
Synagogue in Pittsburgh in 2018,
or when Rabbi Yaakov Schlesinger
was stabbed on the streets of
London in June 2020. Sometimes
it looks like the participants in
a Parisian ‘anti-racism’ march in
2020 shouting ‘sale Juif’ (‘dirty
Jews’). Some- times it comes in
the form of a microaggression
where your non- Jewish colleague
tells you that the Jews should
have learned from the Holocaust.
Or sometimes it is shown when a
Jew with internalised antisemitism
demonises the State of Israel.		
		
For millennia, Jewish people have
been abused and murdered by
the non-Jewish world. We are also
always expected to acquiesce to
their demands. We have to be more
Christian, less Jewish, more universal,
less specific, more modern and less

traditional. We are told – and we tell
ourselves – that we have a moral
responsibility to stand up for other
communities, but, most importantly,
that we must never, ever stand up
for ourselves. We change our names
and our physical appearances and
are even afraid to tell people that we
are Jewish. Despite these attempts
to fit in with the non-Jewish world,
we are still ‘othered’ and we are still
punished for being Jewish.		
		
This collective trauma is a form of
gaslighting on a global scale. We
are constantly manipulated and
denigrated by the very people whose
acceptance we try so hard to earn.
We want to be a part of wider society,
but our admittance is often laced
with conditions that are impossible to
meet – and this has a real and lasting
impact on how we as Jews feel about
our Jewishness. Simply put, it makes
us feel ashamed.
Jewish people have been forced time
and time again to warp and change
who we are to fit in. Despite this, we
are still rejected. We have seen our
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identity and culture appropriated by
the non-Jewish world, which then
uses it against us. We are told that
Zionism, the Jewish movement of
self-determination in our indigenous
homeland, is akin to Nazism – and
that we are perpetrating the same
crimes against the Palestinians that
the Nazis committed against us. This
is gaslighting, and, as such, only
serves to wound us.		
Yet despite what the non-Jewish
world often tells us, we have a choice.
We can reject who we are or we can
reject the non-Jewish world’s idea
of who we are. In order to heal our
collective self-esteem, we must have
Jewish Pride. That is not to say that
we should isolate and ghettoise
ourselves. Rather we should interact
with wider society – but we must do
so proudly.		

above all, know that, despite our
differences, we are one people.		
This is a call for Jewish Pride.		
The only people who get to define
Jewish identity are Jewish people.
Yet, understanding one’s self, and
feeling proud of who we are as a
collective, is not something that will
happen overnight, particularly if we
have been exposed to the repeated
traumas of shame. This is a journey
and it involves work but it is one that
we must begin anew.		

Our journey is not about fighting
antisemitism. It is about rejecting the
shame of antisemitism. Rejecting
the non-Jewish world’s inaccurate
definitions of what it means to
be a Jew. It is an exploration of
Jewish identity, based on Jewish
values, Jewish ideas and Jewish
experiences.
I love being Jewish. I want all our
people to embrace and love our
Jewishness – and reject the shame
of antisemitism. This is Jewish Pride.

We must never warp or change our
identities to fit in. We do not need
to make ourselves ‘acceptable’,
because we are acceptable, just
as we are. Yet we cannot force the
non-Jewish world to see that. This is
their journey. Our journey is one of
Jewish Pride.				
We must redefine ourselves through
our historical cultures and our cultures
today – and continue celebrating our
resilience. Our people have survived
multiple genocides and we have
outlived those that attempted to
destroy us. We must celebrate the
incredible diversity in our community,
heal where we need healing – and,

Ben M. Freeman is an educator and author who focuses on Jewish identity, combatting
antisemitism and raising awareness of the Holocaust. Ben is Head of Humanities at The
Harbour School in Hong Kong and a guest lecturer at various schools and universities. His
first book, Jewish Pride: Rebuilding a People is out now.

ANTHONY AUSTRALIA PTY LTD
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ICC’S ISRAEL INVESTIGATION
BETRAYS ITS MANDATE
AND PLACES ALL WESTERN
NATIONS IN THE FIRING LINE
WORDS ALE X RYVCHI N

In 2016, the International Criminal Court
(ICC) was facing a crisis. The African
Union which is made up of 55 African
states had voted by a huge margin for
a mass withdrawal from the ICC amid
complaints that since its formation in
2002, the Court had only pursued
cases concerning alleged war crimes
in Africa. Indeed, questions about the
necessity of a permanent Court as
opposed to the ad hoc international
tribunals established to prosecute war
crimes in Rwanda and Yugoslavia, had
become increasingly difficult to fend off
given that in its first ten years, the ICC
had spent nearly $1 billion USD and
employed over 700 staff and delivered
a single trial, that of Congolese militia
leader, Thomas Lubanga.
The ICC had also failed to recruit
global powers to the Court, limiting
its prestige. Russia, China and India
never signed the Rome Statute, the
treaty which established the ICC.
The United States under Bill Clinton
did sign, but with a major caveat.
President Clinton observed that while
the legacy of the Nuremburg Trials
necessitated collective judicial action
to bring war criminals to justice, the
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treaty, observed President Clinton,
had “significant flaws” allowing the
Court to “claim jurisdiction over
personnel of states that have not
ratified the treaty.”
President Clinton warned of the
possibility that US officials would face
“unfounded charges” and that the
Court was susceptible to “politicised
prosecutions”. On the basis of these
unresolved concerns, the treaty was
never presented to the Congress
for ratification and subsequent
US Presidents maintained the US
position of not joining the Court or
accepting its jurisdiction.
Clinton had feared that rather than the
blind pursuit of justice, the ICC would
go the way of other key international
organs like the UN General Assembly
and Human Rights Council, which
notwithstanding the finest of motives
and founding intentions, had become
tools of Cold War era collusion and
political point-scoring.
The mandate of the ICC was always
intended to be narrow. Generally, its
jurisdiction is triggered when a matter

is referred to it by the UN Security
Council or when alleged genocide,
crimes against humanity, war crimes
or crimes of aggression occur on the
territory of an ICC member state or
when a citizen of a state that is party
to the ICC is accused of such a crime.
The ICC was conceived as a tribunal
of last resort to be used only when
the country having jurisdiction over
an alleged international crime cannot
or will not deal with the matter.
Kenneth Roth, the Executive Director
of Human Rights Watch, a consistent
supporter of the Court, described
the Court as “a last resort for victims
and survivors who cannot find justice
in their own country … [because
of] ruthless national leaders that
threaten, corrupt, or compromise
judges and prosecutors at home.”
Affirming the limited scope of the ICC,
its first Chief Prosecutor, Luis MorenoOcampo asserted that “whenever
there is genuine State action, the
Court cannot and will not intervene
… and that States bear the primary
responsibility for investigating and
prosecuting war crimes, consistent
with international law.”
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Ocampo’s remarks were intended
to assuage growing fears among
western nations that the Court
would eventually maliciously pursue
leaders who were democratically
elected, accountable and scrutinised
by independent justice systems.
A year earlier, in a direct challenge
to the ICC and amid growing fears
that US political leaders and exservicemen and women could face
arrest abroad, President Clinton’s
successor George W. Bush signed
the American Service-Members’
Protection Act into law, which
authorised the President to use “all
means necessary and appropriate
to bring about the release of any U.S.
or allied personnel being detained
or imprisoned by, on behalf of, or
at the request of the International
Criminal Court”.
The Court’s decision to pursue
Israel is precisely the sort of
betrayal of the ICC’s mandate
that President Clinton and his
successors foresaw, and it will
have implications far beyond
exposing
Israeli
citizens
to
arbitrary
detention
abroad.
The policymakers and military
personnel of all western countries
engaged in counterinsurgencies
and fighting prescribed terrorist
organisations
will
now
be
vulnerable to similar measures.
The recent pre-Trial Chamber
decision focused on preliminary
questions of jurisdiction that have
split legal opinion, including among
the judges of the pre-Trial Chamber
itself. Putting the fundamental issue
of jurisdiction aside, there is no
substantive aspect of the IsraeliPalestinian conflict that merits
examination by a court of last resort
concerned with mass crimes.
Despite the intractability of the

Israeli-Palestinian
conflict
and
its capacity to produce bouts of
violence and periodic wars, there
are no credible allegations of
systematic mass atrocities. Indeed,
the combined Israeli and Palestinian
death totals, including civilian
casualties, from the three HamasIsrael wars fought in Gaza and
southern Israel between 2008 and
2014, stands at roughly 3,500.
By contrast, around 100,000 have
been killed in Yemen since 2014 and
some 400,000 have died since the
beginning of the Syrian Civil War.
Conflicts in Africa have featured the
raising of child armies, the annihilation
of whole ethnic groups, mass rape as
a weapon of war, and death tolls on a
truly incomprehensible level.
The current ICC Prosecutor’s pursuit
of Israel would therefore significantly
lower the Court’s gravity threshold
(Art. 17) and violate its mandate to
deal with “the most serious crimes of
international concern” (Rome Statute
preamble and Art. 1).
The focus on Israel also represents
a discarding of the “court of last
resort” doctrine on which the ICC
was founded.
Israel’s Military Advocate General
(MAG) has wide powers of
investigation and prosecution which
have been used to prosecute Israeli
military personnel. After the 2014
Gaza conflict, the Israel Defence
Force’s investigations into some
360 alleged criminal incidents were
reviewed by the MAG, and 24 of
them were referred for criminal
prosecution, leading to a number of
convictions. Israel’s MAG is subject
to the supervisory jurisdiction of the
Attorney General, which in turn is
subject to rulings by Israel’s Supreme
Court. Critics of Israeli rules of
engagement in Gaza or of security

decisions such as retributive house
demolitions in the West Bank or the
route of Israel’s security barrier have
virtually unfettered access to Israel’s
legal system. Successful cases are
regularly brought before Israel’s
Supreme Court not only by Israeli
citizens but also by Palestinians living
in the West Bank, NGO’s and human
rights organisations. This record is
incompatible with any suggestion
that Israel’s accusers have no
recourse other than the ICC.
Israel is far from alone in expressing
concerns about the ICC. In a
bipartisan letter signed in May last
year by 67 US Senators, including
now-Vice President Kamala Harris,
the signatories warned that the
Court’s intended prosecution of
Israel “constitutes a dangerous
politicisation of the Court and distorts
the Court’s purposes … as a court
of last resort.” The letter further
noted that the Court “does not enjoy
legitimate jurisdiction in this case”
and that the decision to prosecute
Israel violates the Court’s own rules
against “prosecuting cases against
a country that has a robust judicial
system willing and able to prosecute
war crimes of its personnel.”
The Court’s investigation of Israelis
will bring further punishment by
process, associating Israel with
accusations of war crimes whether or
not such accusations have any basis
in fact.
Following the “Jenin Massacre” libel
in 2002, when Palestinian officials
accused Israel of killing “more
than five hundred people” in mass
graves, committing “genocide”
and “body snatching”, persistent
media coverage, complementary
NGO reports and parliamentary
speeches seared into the public
consciousness a perception of
Israel as criminal, illegitimate and
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uniquely deserving of punishment.
Rather than serving the interests
of justice, this only advanced
the decidedly political motive of
hardening public and policy-making
opinion against Israel and building
sympathy for the Palestinians.
Ultimately, the UN and the
Palestinians themselves conceded
that the true death toll in Jenin had
been fifty-two Palestinians, virtually
all combatants, along with twentythree Israeli soldiers who had
engaged in street-to-street combat
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to minimise the civilian casualties
that would have eventuated from
the use of artillery or airpower.
The allegations of genocide, mass
graves and body snatching had
been complete fabrications.
Israelis believe that once the shroud
of hyperbole and propaganda is
lifted, in any fair and open court, they
would be absolved again. Whether
the ICC is such a fair and open court
is highly questionable. What is clear
is that ICC’s investigations will result
in reputational damage to Israel and

impact the freedom of Israeli citizens
to engage with the world. In a greater
sense, the ICC has now placed
itself in conflict with all western
armies and political leaders and
has challenged the very notion of
national sovereignty. The credibility
of the ICC will suffer for it as will the
genuine victims of mass atrocities the
Court is meant to protect and serve.
This article was also published by the
Australian Institute of International Affairs.
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PALESTINIAN KIDS IN UN-RUN
SCHOOLS ARE BEING TAUGHT
TO HATE AND KILL
WORDS PE T E R WE RT HE I M AM

Schools being operated by the
UN Relief and Works Agency are
teaching Palestinian children as
young as 6 to hate, kill and martyr
themselves, according to a recentlycompleted study by the Institute
for Monitoring Peace and Cultural
Tolerance in School Education.
The study reproduces fifteen
examples taken directly from
Palestinian
school
textbooks
currently used in UNRWA schools
in which hatred and violence are
extolled as virtues.
First graders learn grammar by
reference to the concepts of
martyrdom and physical conflict.
Third graders recite a poem calling
for “sacrificing blood” to remove the
enemy from the land by “eliminating
the usurper” and to “annihilate the
remnants of the foreigners.”
Fourth
graders
are
taught
arithmetic by counting the number
of “martyrs” in Palestinian uprisings.

Fifth graders studying Arabic are taught
to glorify and emulate terrorists as role
models, including Dalal Mughrabi, who
participated in the 1978 Coastal Road
Massacre, which killed 38 Israelis
including 13 children. Terrorist attacks,
such as the 1972 massacre of 11
Israeli athletes at the Munich Olympic
Games, are justified as a legitimate
tool of “Palestinian resistance”.
The curriculum is openly antisemitic,
teaching children that the Jews
control the world and are corrupt. In
Islamic Studies in fifth grade, children
are taught an antisemitic myth
that “the Jews” attempted to kill
the Muslim Prophet Muhammad. This
is largely rejected in mainstream Islam
and it doesn’t appear in the Quran. The
textbook refers to Jews generically as
“enemies of Islam.”
In a chapter for fifth-graders named
“Hooray for the Heroes,” wellknown antisemites are held up
as role models, including Khalil alSakakini who supported the Nazi
regime and endorsed terrorist
attacks against Jewish civilians.

In a social studies chapter
teaching Grade 8 students about
family life, gender roles, and
procreation, it is claimed that in the
case of “families in which boys grow
up without a mother or father, they [the
boys] have educational problems and
mental state problems”, suggesting
that single parenthood and LGBTIQ
parenthood lead to problems in
children’s mental state and education.
The possibility of peace with Israel
is
comprehensively
rejected.
Legitimacy of any historical Jewish
presence in what is today Israel, or of
the current Jewish presence in Israel,
is entirely absent from the curriculum.
IMPACT-SE is an international
group of educators, linguists and
lawyers who research, translate and
expose the inculcation of extremism
and intolerance in school textbooks in
each of the countries of the Middle
East and other parts of the world.
A recent draft study conducted
by the German Georg Eckert
Institute, which appeared to clear
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Palestinian activists, this is unlikely.
The contents of the Palestinian
textbooks highlight the large areas
of overlap between ostensible
“criticism of Israel” and antisemitism.
They also indicate that proposals
for a one-State solution of the IsraelPalestinian conflict, in which Jews
and Arabs would supposedly share
power peacefully in one State, are
out of touch with reality.
Since April 2018, the European
parliament
has
passed
legislation seeking to prevent
aid to the Palestinians from their main
donors in the EU from being used
to inculcate extremism, hatred and
violence in Palestinian school children.

the Palestinian textbooks, has
been widely dismissed, with the
head of the study admitting that the
wrong books had been used for
the study. The Institute mistakenly
analysed books used to teach Arab
students in East Jerusalem, which
are paid for and provided by the
State of Israel.
All 223 textbooks used in the
Palestinian school curriculum are
produced and published by the
Palestinian Authority (PA) Ministry
of Education, and are under the
responsibility of the PA Minister
of Education, Marwan Awartani,
and ultimately PA Prime Minister
Mohammad Shtayyeh.
UNRWA pays the teachers who teach
the PA curriculum in schools in the
West Bank and Gaza, where 450,000
out of the 1.3 million Palestinian
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students study. UNRWA also provides
the school buildings, facilities and
infrastructure for the schools.
The study notes that the examples
it analyses are in direct violation of
educational standards prescribed
in UNESCO’s Declaration of
Principles on Tolerance and
its Integrated Framework for Action
on Education for Peace, Human
Rights and Democracy.
It’s a case of one UN agency, UNRWA,
spending tens of millions of dollars
from donor States to undermine the
work of another, namely UNESCO.
UNRWA could, if it wished,
with-hold funding and services
to the PA until it changes its
curriculum and complies with
UNESCO
standards.
However,
as UNRWA is dominated by

In May 2020, a 60% majority in the
parliament condemned the PA’s
“continued failure to act effectively
against hate speech and violence
in Palestinian textbooks” insisting
that “salaries of teachers and
education sector civil servants that
are financed from Union funds…
be used for drafting and teaching
curricula which reflects UNESCO
standards of peace, tolerance,
coexistence and non-violence.”
In its 2020 Budget figures the
Australian government estimated
Official Development Assistance
to UNRWA for the 2020-2021 year
would be reduced to $10 million, half
of the previous year’s figure.
UNRWA is now doing far more to
perpetuate conflict between Israel
and the Palestinians than to prepare
the Palestinians for peace and
statehood. It is time for Australia
to look for new, more constructive
partners through which to channel
its assistance.
This article was also published
in The Spectator.
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A LEGACY
UNDIMINISHED
BY TRAGEDY
WO R DS JI LLI AN SE GAL AO AN D ALE X RYVCHI N

Yitzhak Rabin was, without doubt,
a
statesman—and
a
leader
who transcended party politics,
factionalism and the smallness of
internal intrigue. He looked solely at
the national interest and the affairs of
the state. As the first prime minister
of Israel born in the land, Rabin’s
name is bound up in the defence and
security of the Jewish state. Before
he became IDF chief-of-staff and
then prime minister, he commanded
a brigade in the Haganah during the
War of Independence, and played an
essential role in securing the road to
Jerusalem, which enabled Israel to
keep its capital.
Rabin provided a link between the
old, pre-state ways of ramshackle
defence by the tower and stockade,
the reclamation and cultivation of
land through sheer enterprise and
labour, and the ensuing modern
achievements in economics and
diplomacy in the middle decades of
Israel’s existence.
He understood that a powerful
Israel within defensible borders was
key to the survival and revival of the

Jewish people. He also understood
that the state could not thrive or
long endure from behind walls
and instead had to look outward
towards its neighbours and become
an integrated, accepted member of
the international community.
There was a ferocity in Rabin, an iron
will to defend the security and peace
of Israel and to see no further wars,
for he knew war well. Rabin recalled
in his acceptance speech of the 1994
Nobel Peace Prize,
at an age when most youngsters are
struggling to unravel the secrets of
mathematics and the mysteries of the Bible;
at an age when first love blooms; at the
tender age of sixteen, I was handed a rifle
so that I could defend myself—and also,
unfortunately, so that I could kill in an
hour of danger.
But there was also a vulnerability to
Rabin. He was known to blush easily,
particularly when eliding the truth,
and was prone to fits of nervous
tension. A close aid recounted that
on the flight to Washington where
Rabin was to shake the hand of

Arafat in front of the world and sign
accords that would grant legitimacy
to a nemesis, he was full of agitation,
unable to sleep and was overcome
by anxiety.
When it came time for Rabin to clasp
the hand of Arafat, a man who had
spilled so much Jewish blood, the
sincerity and honesty of Rabin was
laid bare. While Arafat—for whom
duplicity and guile came easily—
appeared to almost purr with delight
during the handshake, Rabin’s face
was of stone, betraying the gravity
of the moment and Rabin’s inner
conflict. He was signing the Oslo
accords to ensure the security of the
State of Israel, to chart a new path of
peace, and to seize opportunities in
the wider region for cooperation and
normalisation of relations between
Israel and the moderate Arab world.
But in accepting Arafat and the PLO
as a peace partner, he would be
rehabilitating terrorists into legitimate
political actors and facilitating the
return of the PLO leadership from
exile in Tunis to within miles of
sovereign Israel.
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At the signing of the Israeli–
Palestinian Interim Agreement in
Washington in 1995, Rabin turned to
Arafat and beseeched him:
Chairman Arafat, together we should not
let the land flowing with milk and honey
become a land flowing with blood and
tears. Don’t let it happen. If all the partners
to the peacemaking do not unite against
the evil angels of death by terrorism, all
that will remain of this ceremony are
colour snapshots, empty mementos. Rivers
of hatred will overflow again and swamp
the Middle East.
The events of the ensuing years
indeed reduced the high hopes of
the Oslo process to the stuff of faded
snapshots. The peacemaking and
signed agreements of the ’90s were
surpassed by the sheer carnage of
the second intifada in the first half of
the next decade.
Whether the conflict would have
taken a different course but for the
assassination of Rabin is one of the
great imponderables of modern history.

What is clear is that
the assassination
of Rabin was a
moment of great
shame for the State
of Israel and the
Jewish People.

While the assassination of Rabin and
the profile of his killer have perhaps
made some reticent to dwell for
any length of time on Rabin’s life
and legacy, in reality his mark on
Israeli society is independent of the
circumstances of his death. This is
also true of other great statesmen
who fell to their own extremists, Dr
Martin Luther King, Abraham Lincoln
and Mahatma Ghandi.
Rabin’s final public words, spoken
to an adoring crowd in Tel Aviv
at what is now known as Rabin
Square, were these:
This rally must send a message to the
Israeli public, to the Jewish community
throughout the world, to many, many in
the Arab world and throughout the entire
world, that the people of Israel want peace,
support peace, and for that, I thank you
very much.
We see today that, 25 years after
that black day, Rabin’s message of
peace directed at his citizens, and
to the Jewish and Arab peoples, was
indeed heard and his grand vision of
a strong and secure Israel living at
peace with its neighbours is being
fulfilled before our eyes.
The above is a chapter from eBook
‘Remembering Rabin: Australian
reflections on the 25th anniversary
of his assassination’.

That a great pioneer of the state should
meet his end at the hands of another
Israeli and Jew dealt a powerful blow
to Israeli self-conception and shattered
any belief that extremism and madness
were present only in Israel’s enemies.
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an interview with the
ACT JEWISH COMMUNITY

Population: We have around 200
members in our Community (families,
couples, single people), but we estimate
that there are probably around 1,000
Jews in Canberra.
Year of Origin: 1951
President: Veronica Leydman

What would people be surprised to
learn about your community? People
are often surprised to learn that we
are home to both an Orthodox and
a Progressive Congregation, and that
we get along well – a true Jewish
community working together. This is
quite unique, but we’re finding that
other Jewish communities in Australia
and overseas are increasingly
interested in our model.
What are the challenges facing
your community? Our constant
challenges are our small size and our
limited resources. We rely heavily on
volunteers to make things happen
here, which fosters a great “can
do” spirit in the Community and
we always punch well above our
weight, but it can also be tiring. For
observant Jews, the lack of Jewish
infrastructure is a challenge, however
we do run a well-attended Cheder
and synagogue services. Also, we
have to order in kosher meat, wine
and baked goods from Sydney and
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Melbourne, which generally works
well but does require us to plan a
bit more than people living in larger
Jewish communities.
What exciting initiatives/events are
coming up in your community? We
have just received a grant from the
Federal Government to establish a
Holocaust Museum and Education
Centre here in Canberra. We are
very excited about this, because
we have six Holocaust survivors in
our Community, whose testimonies
we want to record and preserve
for the future. We currently have a
small Museum, where we regularly
host school and community groups,
teaching them about Judaism and the
Holocaust. We are very much looking
forward to expanding our facilities, to
better serve the local community and
visitors to the nation’s capital.
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ECAJ President Jillian Segal and co-CEO Peter Wertheim at an International
Holocaust Remembrance Day ceremony in Canberra, with Treasurer Josh
Frydenberg, Education Minister Alan Tudge, ACT Chief Minister Andrew Barr
and ACT Jewish Community President Veronica Leydman.

Foreign Minister Marise Payne addressing the
ECAJ Annual General Meeting.

ECAJ staff participating in the international
#WeRemember campaign.

ECAJ co-CEO Alex Ryvchin addressing the InterParliamentary Task Force on Online Antisemitism.
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ECAJ Immediate Past President Anton Block with the UAE
Consul-General Dr Nariman Al Mulla and President of
Rabbinical Association of Australasia Rabbi Glasman planting
an olive tree in honour of the Abraham Accords.

ECAJ Public Engagement Officer Samantha Khavin
addressing the Australasian Union of Jewish Students
Leadership Development Program about being an
impactful Jewish young professional.

The inaugural session of the Jewish Advocacy & Leadership Corps.

ECAJ co-CEO Alex Ryvchin explaining the significance of planting trees on
Tu Bishvat and International Holocaust Remembrance Day, in partnership
with the Commonwealth Jewish Council and Waverley Council.
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