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many unattractive features, especially an element of self-righteousness and a pen-
chant for provocative disputatiousness, which have unquestionably led many to
keep him at arm’s length. More significant, however, is the fact that Braham does
not appear to have a single ally or supporter in Australia: in the five years or so that
his Jewish Commentary appeared, it apparently did not contain a single article by
any Australian Jew apart from letters critical of Braham. Instead, it contained a
strange pot-pourri of reprints from foreign sources, gratuitous attacks on Reform
rabbis and ‘secular Zionists’, and in its last issue, a lengthy extract from the writings
of Rabbi Meir Kahane, the notorious Israeli racist whose views on the forced expul-
sion of Israeli Arabs are so extreme that his Kach party was forbidden to contest the
1987 lsraeli election. Braham has, it would seem, been increasingly drawn to the
Kahane position, recently distributing a tract on the ‘transfer’ of lsraeli Arabs
elsewhere and reviewing it sympathetically in B.A. Santamaria’s News-Weekly,
where Braham is now a regular columnist, not merely undeterred by that paper’s
appalling and obsessive hostility to the War Crimes Act but, it seems clear from his
column of 15 September 1990, totally agreeing with it. Indeed in this last remark-
able essay, Braham appears to question the morality in Orthodox Jewish law of any
war crimes trials, including, one must assume, the Nuremburg Tribunal of 1945-46
and the Eichmann trial of 1960-61.

ltis clear from all this that a more eccentric and unrepresentative choice to write
on the Australian Jewish press is difficult to imagine. An independent view of the
Jewish press or anything else is, of course, often productive of much insight, but in
his essay in the Ata/Ryan collection Braham has ridden his hobby-horses as if he
were simultaneously the jockey on every entry in the Melbourne Cup. Braham'’s
essay is not so much an analysis of the Jewish press as an attack upon it, for the
crime of covering non-Orthodox Judaism and Zionist affairs. The two Jewish
newspapers ‘have abandoned all pretence to being Jewish in the Jewish sense’
(p.32). ‘There is an unbridgeable gulf separating Judaism from secular and demo-
cratic Zionism'’ (p.26), many readers will be surprised to learn. 1f Braham edited one
of our two Jewish weeklies, it would, presumably, abandon all press coverage of
(among other organisations) the Zionist Federation, the B'nai B'rith, the Australian
Union of Jewish Students, the Bund, the Kadimah, WIZO, the State Boards of
Deputies, and, of course, the Progressive Movement in any aspect whatever. Fea-
ture stories on any or all of the following would presumably disappear: Einstein,
Freud, Herzl, Ben-Gurion, Jabotinsky, Marx, lsaac Singer, Sholem Aleichem,
Woody Allen, Monash, Isaacs, Leo Baeck, nearly all Israeli politics, all non-Ortho-
dox Soviet Refuseniks. One wonders if Torquemada ever urged quite so narrow a
view of the Spanish press of his day. Nor, it is important to note, are Braham’s
strictures echoed by any Strictly Orthodox Jewish leader in Australia. For instance,
the Jewish News currently publishes a weekly column ‘Around the Shules’, edited
by Victor Kleerekoper (a Strictly Orthodox Jew) in which reports on Adass Israel rub
shoulders with reports on the Temple. Although the News publishes many letters
critical of its stance on a range of issues, it has never printed a single letter attacking
its comprehensive coverage of all synagogues. Despite Braham's assurance that ‘it
is merely a question of time before an Orthodox Jewish weekly is launched in
Australia” — as arival to the two existing newspapers — the fact that Braham’s own
Jewish Commentary, presumably reflective of this viewpoint, failed through lack of
interest hardly inspires confidence in the accuracy of this prediction. Needless to
say, Braham is totally oblivious to (and totally antipathetic to) what might be
termed the ‘non-frangibility’ of Jewish identity, wherein debate on Halachah, dis-






