








Report to Members 121
Members Joined AJHS Victoria In¢ since November 201 | 123
Contributors 124

Opinions expressed are those of the authors and do not necessarilv reflect an
official position of the Society.






4 Howarn Fresan

Dr Ann Mitchell. through her careful records-searching, has dispelled many
misconceptions regarding the intensely personal relationship between Sir John
Monash and his wife’s close friend Miss Lizzie Bentwich in her essay ‘Life Quiside
the Frame: A Case Study in Misrepresentation’. This remarkable piece of research
follows Ann’s series on Monash published in previous Journals.

The remarkable article by Chanan Reich on Australia’s role in the establish-
ment of the State of Israel gives us new insights into the personality of Dr Herbert
Vere Evatt, and is based on the lecture given to the Society during the year.

Dr Howard A. Freeman (Editor)
Dr Hilary L. Rubinstein ( Associate Editor)
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is to say, living in College as a member of a Common Room. Also in that time
he was working very hard. probably too hard. carrying a teaching load alongside
his own studjes. Enabled, however, to enjoy Oxford as a member of a Senior
Commonroom he certainly did have an optimal Oxford experience. ‘Enjoy” is a
good word to apply to Zelman. He was always a great enjoyer.

We returned to Australia in 1951 where he spent sixteen years developing
and shaping the Melbourne University Law School. These were very good and
exhilarating years for him, while T gave birth to four children and took responsi-
bility for the home fires. These years were at the end stages of a culture in which
men tended their careers and wives supported them, and made sure the claims of
children did not intrude unduly. With today s perspectives I have to say that I would
do it differently now. I think the fathers and the children would have benefited
from closer involvement with each other. And [ don’t think that fathers’ careers
would necessarily collapse in a heap.

Zelman went on to Vice Chancelloring at two universities. In his time he
had the ‘troubles’ of the late sixtics and early seventies, followed by the chronic
financial difficulties which continue to bedevil universities. The Governor Gen-
eralship, however, was an entirely unique experience and it could not have been
anticipated. It came as a surprise. and a very great honour. We cannot know what
prompted Prime Minister Fraser to nominate him for the Office of the Queen’s
representative in the workings of the Australian Constitution. There is specula-
tion that his handling of student troubles at the University of Queensland may
have recommended him, and that his political neutrality helped in the aftermath
of a constitutional crisis which had deeply divided the nation. On leaving office
in [982, he wondered if he had succeeded in bringing a ‘touch of healing’ to a
wounded country. Thirty years later. on his death, the overwhelming public verdict
was that he had, and done so resoundingly.

Zelman was in many ways a quintessentially public man. He loved his public
lite, and this is how he titled his memoirs, He had been blessed with a positive
disposition and an outgoing sociability. At the same time he was a deeply private
man, reserving some part of his heart and soul to himself alone. I once found myself
describing him as a gregarious isolate. His thoughts on the subject of privacy were
formulated in the Boyer Lectures in 1969 — the Australian version of the Reith
Lectures. It was the dawn of the electronic age, a time in which I believe no one
could have foreseen the astonishing developments which now exist and promise
to continue expenentially. He feared for the intrusions this age would make into
the individual’s basic need for privacy and dignity, and more broadly into the
armoury of a totalitarian state. He anguished that attempts to safeguard privacy by
law had so far proved too difficult and too complex to reconcile with the freedom
of expression required by democracy.

In this place today. what am 1 to say about his eight-year tenure as Provost of
Oriel? Some here today may remember it, many who were contemporaries have






ZELLMAN, MY FATHER

Kare Cowen

Being Zelman Cowen’s daughter has not always been easy. Although I suffered
less from the inevitable comparisons and burdensome expectations than did my
three brothers (sexist attitudes working, for once, to my benefit), there was no
dodging my father’s shadow. Once in my twenties when [ was going to a gathering
of people I didn’t know, I said to the friend who’d invited me, *Introduce me as
Kate Smith.” He did, and the first person I met responded. without skipping a beat,
“Aren’t you the daughter of the famous Sir Zelman Smith?’ In life he loomed large
and death hasn’t shrunk him.

As [ write this it has been eight months since iny father died, yet literally not a
day goes by that he doesn’t figure in some way — from thoughts, conversations and
events to the myriad ways he has been memorialised. Two days ago the Burnett
Institute launched the Sir Zelman Cowen Foundation for Medical Research and
Public Health — an initiative to fund six young Australian scientists and help
staunch the *brain drain’. My younger brother Ben gave the speech to a packed
event at Crown'’s Palladium ~ in his own words ‘channelling Zelman’ who was
always committed to helping and always conscious of his own good fortune and
the responsibility that went with it. Ben described Dad as ‘good and great, in that
order’. It was so utterly true, and expressed so well and with a succinctness Dad
would have loved. I was livid that | hadn’t thought of it first.

In the days after his death there was an avalanche of tributes peppered with
anecdotes of how he had quietly reached out to help. On talkback radio one person
recalled hitch-hiking to the University of Queensland and being gob-smacked when
the car that stopped was driven by the Vice Chancellor. Another recalled Dad.
having been harangued by his anxious mother, being called into the VC’s office
and asked to ‘please please call home’. Samuel Pisar, a Holocaust survivor whose
stellar career as an international lawyer has garnered a host of honours, credited
my father with ‘making him” when Dad helped find funding for his postgraduate
studies in Harvard after completing law at the University of Melbourne where
Dad was Dean.

"The house was full of friends and family seeking to comfort us. One person
recalled how as a new school leaver, my father had helped her gain a secretarial
position at the University of Melbourne which subsequently led to her becoming
personal assistant to the Dean of the Arts Faculty. a job she loved. And, she said,
when her parents kyboshed her planned trip to Europe, Dad persuaded her parents
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It was however, tremendously valuable to have a father with such an encyclo-
paedic volume of knowledge. At twelve I was planning to feign illness to avoid a
compulsory essay competition at Sunday school (cheder). But when my ‘stomach
pain’ ploy failed I broke down and told Dad I hadn’t prepared as he drove me to
cheder. He told me the story of Chaim Weitzman’s career and repeated it three
times driving around the block. 1 duly poured it out and won first prize.

It would not be fair, as my mother frequently says, to ‘gild the lily’. Dad’s
career came al a cost to the family. He was often absent and preoccupied, and his
choices meant significant upheaval for the family when we moved from Melboume
to Armidate (NSW), to Brisbane, Canberra, Oxford and finally back to Melbourne
with lengthy sabbaticals abroad interspersed. My parents often wryly commented
that the Cowen children didn’t leave the nest — the nest left them. In the family
folklore there was one occasion when my father returned from two days interstate
and asked my oldest brother if he wanted to know about the trip. My brother replied
that he hadn’t realised my father was away.

It is also true to say that, like many men of his generation, he was not a hands-on
father. Mine is not a life peppered with memories of a father in the front row of
school events or integrally involved in the minutia of my day-to-day life, but it
is one of a child who had her parents’ unconditional love, support and forbear-
ance. There were countless happy family holidays at our simple fibro cottage at
Caloundra with Dad waking us at 6.30 a.m. for the *best swim of the day’ and
umpteen lively debates around our family table where my mother could magically
extend the meal to accommeodate any number of last-minute guests.

My father loved these occasions — he loved our company as he did most people.
He was, as my mother described him, ‘a gregarious isolate’. He was quite self-
contaiued, but he also Ioved being among people and communicating —and he was
a superb communicator. He was natural and approachable, he was not aloof. he
did not posture and he was genuinely interested. Because of this, in their tributes
many people described him as ‘humble’, a word that did not resonate with us. He
was comfortable in his own skin, aware of his capacities, but not at all ego-driven.

His relationships traversed an extraordinary range of people from his counter-
parts in academic and public life to the people who sustained him in his daily
life — his Commonwealth driver Steve, whom he introduced to classical music
and whom he encouraged to return to study, his personal assistants and the gentle
and wonderfully kind carers and various therapists who looked after him in the
last years of his life and whom he described as ‘golden’.

Ironically, and possibly in response to his extraordinary achievements, three
of his four children departed from the courses he anticipated, me among them. We
made choices that must have bewildered him but ones he accepted and accom-
modated without ever withdrawing support. We posed a formidable challenge.
Two of his sons rejected secular academia and his worldly values in favour of an
orthodox Judaism he had never contemplated and I, his only daughter, rejected
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refurbished Australian Jewish History Gallery that bears his name has opened. His
legacy is everywhere. And the mantle seems to have passed to my mother who
was bewildered recently to hear herself described as ‘a national living treasure’.

Two of his grandsons will graduate in Law this year. His seventh and eighth
great-grandchildren were born in early 2012, two beautiful little girls he would
have wondered at: two more “greats’ are due by the end of this same year. We still
gather around the same round table each week and evidence of Dad is everywhere.
He is loved and sorely missed.
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Jews’ whom his parents, while on their train journey. suddenly encounter at some
unnamed railway station in ‘the middle of central Asia’. Who were these Jews?
Where did they come from? When and why had Stalin *sent’ them there, and why
did they want to entice Abe’s parents to join them? In all probability the event took
place at the trans-Siberian railway station in the ‘Jewish Autonomous Region” of
Birobidzhan, the tiny, remote area localed deep in the far eastern region of Siberia
where. in 1934, the Soviets had tried to establish their own version of a "national
homeland” for the Russian Jews, with Yiddish as its official *national language’.

But travelling in other parts of Soviet Central Asia, in particular Kazakhstan
and Uzbekistan in the early 1940s. one would be just as likely to come across a
much larger population of mostly Yiddish-speaking Polish Jews who also found
themselves in these places as a result of political decisions made by Stalin. While
the ultimately unsuccessful Soviet experiment of “Jewish® Birobidzhan remains
an almost forgotien historical curiosity, of greater interest here is why seventy
years later, for many of us. the probably more significant experiences of this other
‘bunch’ of Polish Jews continues to remain vague, confused and incompletely
documented. to the extent that they have been somewhat reluctantly — and T would
contend only marginally — incorporated into the broader historical narrative of
Jewish wartiime experiences.

A subtler, but equally important, consideration is that while Wajnryb’s sample
of Ausiralian interviewees included 27 ‘second generation’ adult children, Abe’s
are the only “survivor’ parents whose flight to evade the Nazis led into the Soviet
Union, and even here they were literally only “passing through™. Yet, for quite
some time it has been widely known, certainly by historians and researchers of the
period. that: first. a considerable majority — some even suggest as many as 80 per
cent” — of the 300,000-350,000 Polish Jews who remained alive when Germany
surrendered to the Allies in May 1945 spent most, it not all. of the war years in
territory controlled by the Soviet Union:* and second, that around half of the
European Jewish immigrants who settled in Australia in the late 1940s and early
1950s were Polish Jews. Therefore statistically —unless this was a very unusual
cohort — we would expect that the immigrants who settled in Australia in the
immediate postwar years included. at the very least, 4000-5000 Polish Jews who
had *survived’ the war inside the Soviet Union. Yet none of ‘these’ Polish Jews,
or their Australian-raised children, made it into Wajnryb's sample of “survivor
families” — Abe’s parents were only travelling through the USSR on their way (o
their eventual destination, Shanghai. One could reasonably ask: does this suggest
there is a broad consensus in place that the term “Holocaust survivor’ should be
applied only to those Jews who were liberated from the Nazi concentration and
labour camps, or who remained in hiding, somewhere in Nazi-occupied Europe,
or who found shelter with some anti-Nazi resistance or partisan group?

This thought receives added support when we look more closely at an earlier
study of Holocaust survivors carried out in Melbourne. the city in Australia where
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Jews under Soviet authority during the Second World War that collects together
fourteen academic articles by different specialist authors.'

2. Published memoirs

Autobiographical memoirs by Polish Jews who had spent the war years inside
the Soviet Union were already appearing by the late 1940s, although most of the
carly ones were in Yiddish, and many still remain untranslated." By the 1970s a
few more, in English and other languages, slowly started to trickle out, but there
has been a noticeable increase in the number of published personal memoirs over
the past two decades, as the growing impetus for Holocaust survivors to “tell
their stories’. together with their advancing age, enconraged many Jews of this
generation and background (including some who had spent the war inside the
Soviet Union) to write autobiographical works.

Some of these publications are quite modest in scope, taking the form of a
straightforward, chronological retelling of significant biographical events, often
put down at the urging of children or grandchildren. and therefore including
personal stories and details that are of most relevance and interest to family and
friends. However. for this generation of Polish Jews, within their autobiographical
narrative, the fact of growing up in Poland in the first decades of the twentieth
century, followed by what happened to them in the years before and during the
Second World War, invariably carries a significantly heavy weight and emphasis.
Afdew of these memoirs are a little more ambitious: a number were written by ‘pro-
fessional” writers and therefore exhibit considerable literary skills, particularly in
terms of well-developed descriptive qualities and a fiuid and engaging prose style,

From my reading of more than a dozen of these published autobiographies,
the majority by Polish Jews who later settled in Australia, each one (even from
authors with little previous writing experience) invariably includes at least a few
fascinating and often insightful anecdotes, observations, descriptions and details. '
These provide the historical narrative with a qualitative richness and ethnographic
texture we tend to associate more with a unique lived experience. Drawing on
such material therefore both complements and. I would argue, greatly enhances
our understanding of the sometimes drier’, more generalised academic accounts
of the events that took place in these particular times and locations.

The decision to move eastward (1939—4()

The invasion of Poland" by Nazi Germany on 1 September 1939 was preceded
a few days earlier by the signing of a Non-Aggression Treaty between Germany
and the Soviet Union. This agreement included a secret protocol that specified the
projected borders of the soon-to-be divided Poland. The German Army overcame
most of the Polish military resistance within the first few weeks, while Soviet
forces moved into Poland from the east on 17 September 1939 to take up positions
on the newly defined border (see map — Fig. 1).
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towards the border without any exit papers when they were actually stopped by a
German patrol in an area of ‘no man’s land’, but allowed to continue: ‘It seemed
that the German authorities were only too happy to be rid of as many Jews as
possible.”

However. in other places, the Germans were neither quite so cordial nor par-
ticularly concerned with formalities. Zev Katz, who was in his mid-teens in 1939,
was living with his family in Yaroslav, a small town in the south-east of Poland,
halfway between Cracow and Lwow, which was occupied by German forces. One
day. someone from the local Gestapo gave his family an abrupt ultimatum: either
leave town within five hours or be shot. He records in his memoir: ‘In an instant we
turned from a well-to-do family with a thriving grocery shop and export business
into hapless refugees.”*® Anna Bruell, then aged nineteen, was already on the move
towards the southern section of the Soviet zone when she and her brother found
themselves in a town occupied by the German Army and with a presence there of
the §8. She recalls that a few days after her arrival there the Sondercommmandos
ordered Jews to leave within 24 hours, telling them just to ‘go eas(’.”

A few of the memoirs point to a relative ease, at least in the early months, with
which it was possible to move in both directions across the border between the
two zones. At the outbreak of the war, Arthur Spindler is 23 years old and living
in Tarnow in Galicia, which is quickly occupied by the Germans. At his father’s
recommendation, Arthur and four friends begin their journey towards Lwow in
the Soviet-occupied Ukraine, taking about a week to arrive at the border. They
cross by night and manage to arrive in Lwow. but not long after, at the request of
his family, he re-crosses the border in the other direction and returns to Tarnow
where. as a qualified electrician, he is regularly employed over the next few years
by the German military.™ Among Naomi Rosh White’s eleven interviewees,
four mentioned that, at least once, they had moved in both directions across the
German-Soviet Polish border. One informant, Wladek, even reported that as an
adolescent: ‘I used to cross the border between east and west Poland once a week’,
moving back and forth between his mother’s home in the German-occupied zone
and his girltriend who lived in the Soviet-controlled area.”

The movement into the Soviet-occupied zone slowed down dramatically in
the first few months of 1940 when stricter border controls were put in place by
both sides.” However, refugees from German-occupied Poland. albeit in much
smaller numbers, continued to find ways of slipping into Eastern Poland right
up to June 194] when the area was invaded by the German Army. There was no
particular refugee profile, but the external circumstances tended to favour older
adolescents, young married couples, and small groups of peers or similar aged
kin travelling into the Soviet zone together. In the early months there was also a
pattern of husbands first making the trip into Eastern Poland and later calling for
their wives to jom them. There were small extended family groups as well, not
usually larger than five or six persons. who made the journey together. However,
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local property owner and merchant, he was immediately identified as a kufaki,
arrested by the NKVD and never seen again.® The rest of the family, consisting
of David. his mother and one of his two older brothers were exiled soon after to
a small town in Siberia.”

This was consistent with the general pattern followed by the Soviets, whereby
the head of a “class enemy’ family was usually arrested and sent to a prison in one
of the Soviet gulags. while the rest of the family was relocated to one of the more
1solated “places of exile” deep within the USSR.™ In a historical time and place,
where the particular intersection of external forces and individual circumstances
often yielded the most unpredictable of outcomes, it is perhaps one of the blackest
of ironies that most of the more than one million Jews permanently resident in
Eastern Poland in 1939 were to meet their deaths soon after the German armies
nvaded these territories in June 1941, as victims of the ghoulish Nazi extermination
policies: while, on the other hand, many of the Jews living there but arrested by
the Soviets as ‘class enemies’, who along with other members of their immediate
families were incarcerated or deported inside the USSR, were destined to survive.

In this regard, the latter were joined by many among the larger group of
Jewish refugees from German-occupied Poland who, by 1940, were increasingly
becoming a ‘political. administrative and economic problem’ for the Soviets in
Eastern Poland.* Finding work was difficult, particularly in the larger cities to
which the refugees gravitated.

One attempt to solve this problem was to offer the refugees jobs inside the
Soviet Union." Zev Katz reports that among those who took jobs offered by the
Soviets, skilled workers such as tailors or shoemakers *who could produce goods
in the “Western style™ often managed to settle quite well.*' Leo Cooper who
registered himself for work in his trade as a turner was provided with free transport
to travel to his assigned location inside the USSR, and later given a form of Soviet
‘passport’ that listed his status as ‘resettled’ person as distinct from ‘refugee’.*
Zyga Elton formally accepted Soviet citizenship, moved to a small town in the
Soviet Ukraine and later was able to take up a scholarship at a teachers’ college
there. He completed one year of his course but his studies were then interrupted
by the German invasion of the Soviet Union.* Toby Flam first took up a job
that was offered to her in Soviet Belorussia, later found other work there as a
dressmaker and, in the summer of 194{), was accepted as a student in a technical
training school in Minsk.** All four write of this early period of their stay in the
USSR in a tone that is generally appreciative of the opportunities for training that
opened up for them and the positive stimulation associated with the experience of
learning a new language and adapting to the Russian people and Soviet culture.

Interestingly. in the main the Polish refugees made few connections with
the Russian-speaking Jews, of whom there were many living within the Soviet
Union. As Leo Cooper explains: “The Jews of Minsk, or for that matter of any
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to Ruth Kaminska and her husband Adi, was not a choice favoured by the majority
of the Jewish refugees now in Eastern Poland. Also, an important condition attached
to Soviet citizenship was the requirement for the refugees to then move to smaller
urban centres, which most were loathe to do.™ The citizenship status of the Polish
refugees soon became of major concern to Soviet authorities. In November of 1939
the Soviet Citizenship Law had been extended to the occupied areas of Eastern
Poland making all permanent residents de facto Soviet citizens. In the early months
ot 1940 it was decided to extend this further. and offer a Soviet ‘passport’ (the
terminology used in the USSR for the required document of identity that confirmed
one's formal status) to the refugees from ‘western’ Poland. However, given the
growing general dissatisfaction within the refugee community, highlighted by
the widespread disdain that many who had taken work in the USSR had shown
by lcaving their jobs and returning to the farge cities, the Soviets were becoming
wary and suspicious of exactly where their uitimate ‘loyalties’ might lie.

So, by March of 1940, the authorities came up with what they thought would
prove (o be an effective but (as we shall see below, in its level of deviousness
and deception) also an exceptionally cruel strategy to test if the refugees’ ‘truc’
commitment and ‘loyalties’ were to Soviet rather than German interests.> While
this may now appear an extremely paranoid response, given the well-known Nazi
views towards Tews, not to mention their past policies and action, some of the
memoir writers confirm the ambivalence expressed by many Jews around precisely
this dilemma. When Toby Flam is about to flee from Warsaw to Eastern Poland,
her friend tries to dissuade her by telling her: *You will see. the Germans are not
s0 bad.”* Chaim Kiinstlich’s mother, still living in German-occupied Cracow,
wrote to him (he was already in the USSR) suggesting he return, as she thought it
‘better to live with the Germans than to stay in Russia.”™ Late in 1939, in Minsk
in the Ukraine, Leo Cooper observed "a crowd of refugees who ... were trying to
return to Nazi-occupied Poland.”* In various parts of Eastern Poland some Jews
even tried, unsuccessfuily, to register with German Commissions (set up there as
sort of diplomatic ‘consulates’) for ‘repatriation’ back to their homes in German-
controlled areas of Poland.” In fact, as Leo Cooper writes: ‘Many managed to
cross the demarcation linc and re-enter Nazi-occupied Poland, even as many others
were sttll fleeing the Nazi occupation into the Russian zone.” He retells the widely
circulated story of two trains going in opposite directions meeting at the border.
Jews from the one travelling into the Russian zone shout: **“Where are you going?
You must be mad,” but are met by those in the other train shouting back at them:
*You must be insane! Where are you going?"

So, in March 1940, the Soviets began to require Polish refugees to register
themselves with the NKVD. the Soviet internal security agency, and te nominate
one of two aiternatives: “either to become Soviet citizens or to declare that they
were ready to return to their former homes, now under Nazi occupation’. But.
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writes that the guards on the train informed the deportees that they were being
‘resettled’ in big cities inside the USSR where they ‘would be able to live quite
comfortably’.®? He captures very evocatively how, on the long journey eastward,
after some time on the train, the atmosphere between guards and deportees becomes

more relaxed and the overall mood improves considerably:

By then we knew each of our guards quite well and on occasion
engaged them in long talks. Some of them were very curious to
hear about life in Poland and Europe before the war. Some of our
‘passengers’ had travelled widely, even to America. As Soviet people,
isolated from the outside world, the guards were fascinated to hear
from people who had seen it with their own eyes. The weather was
summery, not too hot, and as we travelled through the huge stretches
of Russia, the Ural mountains with their breaihtaking views and then
through the vast lands of Siberia, we could not help being deeply
impressed. It was like a holiday in the middle of a nightmare journey
... The train journey was to most of us something of an adventure, since
we had not previously travelled beyond our immediate surrounding.
Also, travelling on this train was like being in an eerie, suspended
time-capsule: we could do nothing but live from day to day and wait
to see what would happen.®

Within the existing Soviet system of incarceration there were three distinct
types of penal custody to which detainees could be assigned.** The most severe
and tightly controlled was the ‘regular’ type of prison where all inmates — this
usually included both criminal and political — were confined by walls, fences and
guards, kept in cells or primitive huts, “rarely worked and were often kept in strict
isolation.’® At the second level were the ‘labour camps™ and ‘labour colonies’,
invariably in remote and desolate locations where there was some form of control
over movement of inmates, and they were assigned to labour duties, but where,
due to the isolated locations, walls and fences were unnecessary as escape was
virtually impossible. At the lowest level of external control were the “places of
exile’ to which those who were ‘banished’ were sent and expected to find work to
sustain themselves; persons sent to such focations were deemed to be under some
form of geographic confinement and subject to other forms of monitoring and
restrictions but free to live their own lives in these places for as long as determined
by the authorities. This latter category might also include specitied remote urban
settlemnents, kolklozes (collective farms) and sovkhozes (state-owned agricultural
settlements).% It was the second level ‘labour camps’ and ‘labour colonies” that
were the destinations to which most the Polish deportees were first assigned. Many
were located in central and eastern Siberia and northern Kazakhstan, but there
were also some in the northern sub-Arctic regions of Russia.

So, for example, Larry Wenig and his tamily were taken from their home at
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with the number incarcerated in each ranging from a few hundred to several
thousand. The inmaies often included both Jews and ethnic Poles. Anna Bruell
writes that she experienced little anti-Semitism in these circumstances. which she
attributes to the tact that ‘we were all, so to speak, in the same boat.”™

In writing about the Siberian camps, most authors list the numerous hardships:
the long hours of labour in forests, mines and farms: the high work quotas expected
and the minimal food rations earned even when these were achieved; the extremes
of climate faced, particularly the brutal Russian wiuter; the serious epidemics,
particularly typhoid and malaria that swept through the camp population; and,
almost everyone mentioned the extreme infestations of bedbugs and lice that they
endured. With reference to the latter. the following brief anecdote from Kuba, the
only interviewee in Naomi Rosh White's study who spent time in a Soviet labour
camp, manages to be both richly evocative of the experience, as well as blackly
humorous in tone:

One very important feature of our life was to reduce the lice population
on our bodies and clothing. We had to do it every night. If we didn’t,
we were finished. The first indication of a person who had given up
was that he no longer did it ... Lice in Russia have been a perennial
problem. Lenin said once that either the revolution will kill the lice,
or the lice will kill the revolution. From what I saw, the half-time
score was one-one.”

Significantly contributing to the anxiety and despair experienced by many
of the deportees was the uncertainty around their future: how leng would they
remain in this place, under these conditions?” This was not helped when they
were repeatedly told by their guards or by Soviet officials that they must accept
as reality that they would never be leaving the camp, much less the USSR.™

The conditions were certainly harsh and some died of hunger and disease —
one recent estimate suggests that 10 per cent of the Jewish refugees did not survive
the experience.” And while the age of the refugees was biased towards young
adults, the camp populations also included some adolescents and even young
children. Anna Bruell recalls: ‘Few babies survived in our camp in Siberia. [ can
only remember a few young children, undernourished and mostly kept indoors
because of the freezing weather and lack of warm clothes.””

Chaim Kiinstlich remembers there were children old enough to work in the
camp he was in, with the youngest around twelve years of age. He recalls that
one child died but overall — unlike some — he remembers the camp experience in
relatively benign terms, adding. ‘but nobody died from hard work’. In the same vein
he continues: ‘No one froze to death in their bunks, like in some gulags. We had
heaters in our rooms and there was the whole forest to burn for fuel.”™ Similarly,
Anna Bruell who, despite her long exposition on the many difficult conditions
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Surviving the war under the Soviets (1941-45)

In the previous section the focus was on the Jews originally from German-occupied
Poland who, in 1940, were deported {rom Soviet-controlled Poland and assigned
to carry out hard labour in remote camps scattered throughout the Soviet Union.
But there were now two other groups of Polish Jews whose circumstances and
locations, in the previous two years, had diverged considerably from those expe-
rienced by the deportees. These included Polish Jews who had chosen to take the
offer of work inside the USSR, some of whom had also accepted Soviet citizen-
ship; and also some among the permanent residents of Eastern Poland who, as
‘class enemies’. had been imprisoned and deported very soon after the Soviets
took control of these areas in 1939.

But when Germany atiacked the USSR, the survival options available to all
of these groups still inside Soviet-controlled territory began to merge together
again.® The reasons for this had a lot to do with broader geo-political events that
ensued as a consequence of the Soviets joining the anti-German coalition and
therefore seeking strategic and military assistance from, and coordination with,
the western governments who were now their new allies.

Of particular significance was the signing of a Polish-Soviet agreement
on 30 July 1941 with the Polish side represented by the London-based. Polish
Government-in-exile, led by General Sikorski. At the discussions, there was con-
siderable disagreement between the two parties on a number of issues, particularly
as to the exact location of a future — meaning post-war — Polish-Soviet frontier.
However., with the British applying considerable pressure on the parties to come
to some agreement on this and on other points in dispute. inciuding the freeing the
Polish prisoners and detainees in the USSR, a series of acceptable. if deliberately
ambiguous, compromises was tinally reached.?’

So shortly afterward, on 12 August 1941, the Soviet Government officially
declared a general "amnesty” for Polish citizens in the USSR, Those detained in
prisons and labour camps were to be freed and permitted to re-settle in other parts
of the Soviet Union. with the exception of the large cities in the west. As these
were in the ‘European’ portion of the USSR already under fierce attack from the
German military. they were unlikely in any case to be the most desirable locations
for those seeking a safe haven from the hostilities. Not surprisingly then, the general
path followed by most of the refugees was to travel in the direction of the Soviet
Republics of Central Asia (in particular Uzbekistan, Kazakhstan, Turkmenistan
and Tajikistan)® where the climate was much more temperate and where there was
supposedly work available. A further incentive was the Soviet defence strategy
that included moving many vital industries into these regions to provide them
greater protection from enemy attack. For the Jews, another attraction included
the geographic vicinity of these areas to the Soviet {rontiers with India and Iran.
Some were hopeful that it would be possible to escape from the USSR across
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destination, a small town near Samarkand in Uzbekistan.”

Moshe Grossman initially flees into Eastern Poland in 1939, but because of his
reputation as a Yiddish writer and ‘intellectual’. is soon arrested and imprisoned
by the Soviets in Archangel in Russia’s far north. In June 1941 he also benefits
from the ‘amnesty” and sets out by train towards Central Asia. He writes: “In the
train there were also Poles who had been released from the camps. They had just
been liberated from prisons and camps together with the Polish Jews, but they
had not been able to get rid of the habit of flinging “cursed Jew™ in the faces of
their comrades in fate.”

After a journey lasting seventeen days, he arrived in Samarkand ‘in the land
of sun, grapes and frontiers’. There was an official Polish office nearby ‘which
issued Polish Passports to all former Polish citizens who had been in Soviet territory
since 1939 and had not adopted Soviet citizenship. This meant all those who had
been in prison, camps and exile.”’ Grossman notes how important it was for all
the Polish Jews there to be in possession of their official documents (release cer-
tificates). When they were stolen (as often happened) *people became absolutely
desperate’. However, forged papers could be bought at the Samarkand bazaar —in
someone else’s name and often without a photograph.® With his literary eye he
also wryly observes that even among refugees in such impoverished and desperate
circumstances, an inevitable status hierarchy quickly emerged:

The Russian Jews grabbed the big courtyard ... They would not
admit any Polish Jews there. First because we were dirty, second
because according to them we were all thieves. And third, we were
not evacuees after all but released prisoners! ... The Lithuanian Jews
also regarded themselves as a higher class in the lineup. They didn’t
like the Poles either. Even the Bessarabian Jews did not hold with
us, while among the Polish Jews themselves there was a struggle
between the Galicians and the Congress Poles. What was more, there
was quite a special dispute between those who talked Polish and those
who talked Yiddish.*

Another important initiative that came out of the 1941 agreement between
the Soviets and the Polish Government-in-Exile was the formation of a separate
Polish Army made up of Polish citizens now inside the USSR, and placed under
the Jeadership of General Wiadystaw Anders (himself only recently releasad from
a Soviet prison). One of the major recruiting centres was o be in Buzuluk, near
the city of Kuybyshev (now known as Samara), deep inside Russian territory and
near the northern border of Kazakhstan. The imminent existence of such a force
quickly attracted the attention of some of the Polish Jewish refugees, particularly
as it soon also become widely known that, once formed, this army was to be moved
out of the USSR and then through Iran, to join up with the Allied forces in the
Middle East under British command. As Yisrael Gutman has written: “From the
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Eventually, more than 70,000 military personnel recruited into the Anders
unit together with another 50,000 family members, including children, were able to
leave the Soviet Union by the summer of 1942, This included around 6000 Jews —
3500 soldiers and 2500 civilians — many of whom, in another strange twist, found
themselves suddenly under British military control and stationed in Palestine in the
summer of 1943. Once there. and with the encouragement and assistance of local
Jewish settlers, keen to recruit well-trained soldiers, many of the Jews who left the
USSR with Anders Army deserted aud quickly disappeared into Jewish towns and
kibburzim. So, for the small number able to take advantage of the circumstances,
the alliance between the Soviets and the Polish Government-in-Exile, and the
formation of the Anders Army, provided them with both an escape route from the
USSR and an opportunity to bypass the British Mandate restrictions designed to
severely fimit further Jewish immigration into Palestine.'”

The movement of Polish Jews into Soviet Central Asia added only a tiny
fraction to the overall number of people moving into these areas in the months
following the German attack on the USSR. Almost immediately, the Soviet
Government put into effect a gigantic evacuation plan so that by December of
1941, at least 10 million Soviet citizens had been moved from ‘European’ into
‘Asian’ areas of the USSR.'"® This, together with the movement of troops and
military support towards the front, meant that the major roads and railways across
the USSR were filled with the constant flow of people heading in both directions.

In this context, it is not surprising that there were numerous opportunities
for chance encounters between different groups of Jewish refugees whose paths
happened to cross. For example, Zyga Elton was not deported to a labour camp
in 1940, but in the summer of 1941 he had just been rejected as a potential recruit
into General Anders’ Polish Army, and was on a train to Uzbekistan:

In Kyzl Orda on the way to Tashkent we met a large convoy of cattle
wagons full of people, left on a railway siding ... Most were poorly
dressed and some were in tattered clothes, their bare feet covered in
cloth. They were Polish citizens freed from concentration camps and
settlements in accordance with the term of an agreement between the
Polish Government-in-Exile and the Soviet Union. They were escaping
the severe cold of the snow-covered Siberian expanse. Their only
chance of survival was to reach the mild climate of Central Asia and
last out till the end of the war. These people were hungry and had not
eaten in days. Some were sick, and without medical help. They hoped
to travel as far as Aschabad, and from there to the Persian border.
These hopes were the product of delirious minds, as the borders were
strongly guarded against any trespass ... We returned to our train,
grateful to have escaped their fate.'™

Burt despite their currenily impoverished state, as noted in the book by Moshe
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were not as bad as “capitalist’ crimes such as speculation. In particular, from the
Soviet ideological perspective, “distributors’, that is, merchants, were perceived as
‘nothing more than speculators’. The producer should sell directly to the consumer
and thereby eliminate the *parasitical’” middie-man."'*

Inevitably the Jews had some contacts with the distinctive ‘ethnic’ groups
that made up the various components of the local populations. In the memoirs, few
deal in much detail with these ‘indigenous’ groups such as the Uzbeks, Kazakhs
and Tajiks. not to mention the "Bucharan’ Jews. When these groups do appear in
the narratives, it is often in terms of their Muslim or, more frequently. their Asiatic
‘exoticism’.’'® Fela Steinbock observed that the “local” (meaning Bucharan) Jews
‘seemed almost unaware that there were Jews in other parts of the world. They
lived with the local people, spoke their language, dressed like them’.!'” Moshe
Ajzenbud found it intriguing that in the small town near Samarkand where he lived
these "Buchara Jews’ dressed in European clothes (unlike the local Uzbeks) and
‘had biblical names like Moses or Jacob.™!'®

Anna Bruell found the Kazakhs a *very hospitable and generous people with
whom we got on very well. They had nothing against Jews or Poles but hated
Russians passionately.” However she also notes their widespread poverty, ‘supersti-
tions” and ‘quaint’ child-caring practices; and felt less comfortable with their ‘low
hygiene standards’. With regard to these she pointedly mentions that, although
they were invited to eat with their Kazakh landlords, ‘no matter how hungry we
were, we could never bring ourselves to share the meal.”"'? Chaim Kiinstlich also
found the Kazakhs ‘welcoming and very good to the Polish people’.'

Some of the memoirs include quite lengthy ‘ethnographic’ descriptions of the
local living conditions, dress and customs, Zyga Elton, who had come to Buchara in
Uzbekistan, observed that ‘most living quarters were built of clay, patched together
with small windows, low ceilings and doors. One had to bend to enter.” Not sur-
prisingly, it was the local Chaikhanas or teahouses that operated as hubs for most
social and community interaction, although restricted to males. He also observed
that the visually impressive and ancient tiled mosque was ‘now abandoned and
the front a major market site.” As for the people: ‘The inhabitants of these parts,
the Uzbeks, were dressed in long quilted kaftans, worn in winter on top of other
kaftans and in suinmer, on bare bodies. The headgear called “tyubiteika”, had
the shape of a squared dome and was richly embroidered with local motifs.”!*!

The Uzbek language, ‘a Turkish derivate’, was incomprehensible to the
newcomers, and overall, Elton found the locals “not particularly welcomin g to the
Polish refugees, or for that matter, the Russian evacuees.’'** Larry Wenig agrees,
noting that the social distance between the two groups was such that ‘the Uzbeks
on our street did not talk to or look at us.”'* Moshe Grossman, in Samarkand, at
first presents a similar view, noting considerable hostility between the local Uzbeks
and the refugees, even down to the children, who are continually throwing stones
at the Jewish children: “The little Uzbeks hated the Polish children because they
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Siberia, where he remained for several years. There were also other refugees in
the town, including non-Jewish Poles, with some of whom he developed warm
and lasting friendships: ‘T could not vouch how they felt about Jews in general,
but [ believed that their friendship to me was genuine. We remained good friends
until T left Bijsk.”'*

Obviously, both Jews and Poles came into the wartime situation with long-
established, strongly held views about, and personal experiences with. members
of the other group that inevitably contributed to how comfortable and open they
were likely to feel now. So, Chaim Kiinstlich might be seen as somewhat atypical
when he writes about his life in pre-war Poland: ‘T never experienced any dif-
ficulties as a Jew attending Polish schools, because Krakow was a very nice city
and the Polish people were very nice.”'* Later, when he is settled in a small town
in Kazakhstan he is again careful to resist placing emphasis on any ‘ethnic’ dif-
ferences within the refugee population: ‘“There was a Polish community, but the
Jewish commmunity was very small and we really didn’t know who was Jewish
and who was not ... There was no anti-Semitism there.”’¥

After April 1943, with the Germans now in retreat from the USSR. the already
intense ambivalence felt by many of the Jewish refugees with regard to their past
and present identity as Poles. not to mention their future relationship with an as
yet unknown, post-war Poland, were put to a further test. For reasons that lie
outside the scope of this article, but revolve around irreconcilable differences on
the exact location of the future Poland-USSR borders, the Soviet Government’s
already uneasy relationship with General Sikorski’s Government-in-Exile {ractured
completely.

Even before this final break, the Soviet political strategy had already turned
toward making effective use of the Polish refugees inside the USSR as part of
their broader geo-political ambitions to establish a predominant influence over
a compliant, post-war, communist Poland. To these ends, the Soviets assisted in
the setting up of two important new Polish institutions: the first was the formation
of the Polish Army in the USSR, to be drawn entirely from Polish refugees, that
would fight alongside the Red Army in the liberation of Poland from the Germans;
the second was a political organisation, the Union of Polish Patriots (known also
by its acronym in Polish as the ZPP), aimed at recruiting any Polish communists
who were still alive, and other Poles whose political credentials met Soviet require-
ments, to be trained to play leading roles in a future Polish Government.

On 8 May 1943, two weeks after they broke off all relations with the Polish
Government-in-Exile, the Soviet Government announced the formation of the
first military unit of the ‘new’ Polish Army which was to be under the command
of Colonel Zygmunt Berling and strategically named, afier the Polish national
hero, the Tadeusz Kosciuszko division.'** The number of recruits continued to
grow so that by the summer of 1944, when this ‘new’ Polish Army re-entered
Poland alongside Soviet forces, it consisted of more than 100,000 soldiers. In the
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work in a coal mine, before he was released from duty on health grounds.'*
Although the end of the war was now in sight, and most of the Polish Jews
were keen to assist the Allied cause and speed up what now appeared to be the
inevitable military defeat of Germany, the total unpredictability of their situation
was still sometimes forcefully brought home to them. Moshe Grossman was
imprisoned as a ‘class enemy’ early in the war, then released under the Polish
amnesty of 1941 and spent his next three years in Uzbekistan. But in February 1944
he was suddenly re-arrested by the NKVD and charged with ‘connter-revolntionary
agitation’. After several months of interrogation he was sent to a prison camp,
and in his reflection on the seemingly endless vicissitndes of his own experiences
in the Soviet Union he articulately enumerates the bewilderingly diverse range
of circumstances encountered and, as a response, the necessary adaptability in
finding an effective survival strategy, shared by most of his tellow Polish refugees:

During the years that I spent in Soviet Russia I had almost instinctively
tried to pass through everything experienced by a considerable part
of the citizens and above all by the Jewish refugees from Poland. I
already had been in exile and in prisons, I had already been in hospitals
and kolkhozes. Had worked at digging earth, at cotton plantations.
I had carried clay and bricks, worked as a bookkeeper, served as a
nightwatchman, sawn wood in the forests, worked as a sailor on a
freighter, starved, slept in the streets, had been tortured and beaten
during interrogation. The only thing missing to round matters off was
a concentration camp.'

Grossman was deported to a labour camp, but again fate intervened, in the
form of Stalin’s grander political ambitions. Two months after Germany’s uncon-
ditional surrender in May 1945, the Supreme Council of the Soviet Union declared
a new amnesty for all Polish citizens, including the right to be repatriated to the
‘new’ Poland. This even included persons sentenced to not more than three years
imprisonment, so on 4 August 19435 Grossman was once again a free man.'*

Repatriation and Dispersion (1945-)

For the Polish Jews who had remained under Soviet control for the best part of
six years, the belief that they would one day be free to leave the Soviet Union had
seemingly ebbed and flowed with the political tides. By late 1939, if they were
permanent residents of Eastern Poland, they were Soviet citizens by decree; and in
1940, if they were “refugees’ from German-occupied Poland, they either became
‘voluntary’ Soviet citizens or were deported to labour camps for refusing this
honour. By the summer of 1941, they were all theoretically Polish citizens again;
and by 1943, when relations between the Soviets and the Polish Government-in-
Exile fractured, they were again Soviet citizens. As they were by now dispersed
throughout the USSR and subject to various civilian and military authorities, who
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The complex logistics for repatriation took considerable time to organise, as
most of the Polish citizens, in particular the Jews, required (ransportation from
thousands of kilometres away. Some who, when the war ended, were located in
the western parts of the USSR including Eastern Poland. managed to return in
19435, but most of the others did not gain access to available transportation until
the spring and summer of 1946. Before they departed, many of the refugees were
less than subtly encouraged by their Soviet hosts to consider and appreciate,
upon their return to Poland, the benefits and assistance they had received during
their stay in the USSR. Zev Katz was awarded his degree from the University of
Kazakhstan before he was scheduled to depart in the summer of 1946. He recalls
that after the graduation ceremony he was mvited to the Dean’s office and told:

You have been one of our best students. We have given you education
and made a major effort to see that you graduate ... You will shortly
return to Poland. A Polish student who graduated from a Soviet
university, who studied Marxism-Leninism is very important to us. |
am sure that you will be able to make a meaningful contribution for
the good of both our countries.'™

Leo Cooper tells of a similar experience. Following the release of Poles being
repatriated from working in a Soviet military Iabour battalion, at a celebration
ostensibly to honour their imminent departure. local officials ‘expressed the hope
that we would remember with gratitude our stay in the Soviet Union and would
continue to work for the cause of socialism in liberated Poland.™'*

The Soviet authorities employed other strategies designed to gain sympathy
of repatriates, for example providing comfortable travelling conditions on the
trains that took the refugees back te Poland including ample provisions. available
medical support and even free clothing and footwear." Commenting on her train
journey in April 1946, Anna Bruell confirms that they were repatriated without
being required to pay a fare.'™®

In the end, while few of the Polish Jews were left with a particularly favourable
view of Soviet communism as a political system, many did retain positive feelings
about the people — Russians, Kazakhs, Uzbeks and others — who, in the main had
treated them decently and with compassion. and a heartfelt appreciation for the
relatively safe and peaceful refuge they had been fortunate enough to find inside
the USSR. In her memoir, Toby Klodawska Flam recalls her rather effusive parting
words on the train leaving the Soviet Union in March 1946: *Goedbye, my {riends!
... Goodbye, friendly country! ... I'll never forget you, goodbye!" """ Leo Cooper
is more measured, but also quite open about feeling some ambivalence when it
was time for him to take his leave of the Soviet Union. He recalls being ‘overcome
by a strange feeling. [t was a feeling of uncertainty about what lay ahead mixed
with sadness of leaving behind the people amongst whom [ lived for over seven
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of the Red Army during its advance into Poland and, as a reward, gained possession
of a *war trophy’ — a Ford automobile left behind by the retreating Germans.

Their musical careers and privileged lifestyle continued until the summer
of 1946. They started to sense that the emerging Cold War rhetoric was casting
their form of entertainment as at odds with the current ideological climate, so,
having completed their contractual obligations, they requested permission to
return to Poland along with the other repatriated refugees. They were scheduled
to leave late in November. on one of the last repatriation trains from Lwow in the
Ukraine, but on the evening before their departure they were paid a visit by NKVD
officers who searched their apartment and arrested Adi. Within a short time, Ruth
was also in prison. Both were sentenced to lengthy terms of imprisonment. Ruth
served five years. the first part in prison. and later in exile in Kazakhstan. She
was finally ‘rehabilitated” after Stalin’s death and only managed to return to her
home in Warsaw in 1956.'®

However, what awaited the Jews who returned to Poland from the USSR in
the eighteen months following the end of the war was more horrific and shocking
than anything that they could have ever imagined. Some news of the Nazi campaign
to exterminate European Jewry had filtered through while they were in the Soviet
Union, but now they came face to face with the unimaginable extent of the dev-
astation and loss. What they quickly learned was that the majority. and in some
cases all, of the members of the families. friends and entire communities they had
left behind a few years before had all vanished, leaving barely a trace.

The sense of desolation was undoubtedly amplified by the widely noted
hostility they faced from their fellow Poles upon their return. Zyga Elton experi-
enced a taste of what was to come as soon as the train bringing him back crossed
over the Polish border: *“Wherever we stopped on the Polish side, we attracted the
local population who stared at us, taunting and jeering, exhorting us to go back
from whence we came ... We realised that our troubles were not yet over.”'®
L.eo Cooper points to a certain ironic symmetry in being warned by the Russian
conductor on the train against returning to Poland, where Jews are already being
killed by their fellow Poles. echoing the sentiments expressed in the story from
1939: ‘Fools, where are you going?’'®

Almost every one of the memoir writers makes a point of reporting the
coldness and rejection they encountered from ‘ethnic’ Poles, often quoting almost
identical phrases of hatred and contempt as the first words with which they were
‘greeted’: “You are alive? T thought all the Jews were killed?”;'** *So many of
you still survived?’;'™ “Where are all these Jews coming from? We thought
Hitler finished all of them. Pity he didn’t.”'® While having his hair cut following
his return to Cracow in 1945, Larry Wenig overheard a fellow Pole exclaiming:
“We must forever be grateful to Hitler. He got rid of the Jews.”'" Zyoa Elton was
saddened by the total lack of empathy towards the Jews who had survived: ‘1 could
not understand the mentality of these people who had witnessed the destruction
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happened. There was no one to whom I could turn for help.'”

It is in no way surprising then that most who came back also very quickly
cane to the conclusion that there was no place tor Jews in the new Poland. The
rejection and verbal insults they encountered were accompanied by serious
outbreaks of violence; an estimated 1500-2000 Jews were killed in such attacks
between 1945-47. The most infamous, the Kielce Pogrom that took place in that
city on 4 July 1946, finally convinced many Jews who were still in doubt to leave
Poland as soon as they could.'” The extent of the flight was dramatic: overall,
around 275,000 Jews were living in Poland for some period of time between 1944
and the spring of 1947.'™ but the post-war Jewish population reached its peak of
around 240,000 in the summer of 1946 following the mass repatriation from the
USSR, in the nine month period between mid-1946 and March 1947, 140,000
Jews left Poland for good.'”

A large number of these Pelish Jews who were looking to leave quickly were
assisted by a Zionist ‘underground railway’ known as the Bricha,'”* a network of
more than 150 special emissaries sent {rom Palestine who helped them to make
their way into Displaced Person camps in Germany, Austria and Italy.'™ From
there they moved on to Palestine. or to other cities in western Europe, particularly
Paris, and then some even further to other countries of immigration that began
accepting European refugees in the late 1940s. Most seitled in Palestine or the
USA, but a smaller number. by the late 1340s and early 1950s, had managed to
obtain the necessary documents providing them with permanent migration status
for Australia, Canada or some of the countries of South America.

A Different Silence

I now return to the observation in the introduction concerning the historical and
cultural marginalisation of the events, contexts and stories I have been recounting
above. Awareness of this process is not new and was already being publicly
commented on very soon after the war ended. Writing about the Jews in European
Displaced Person camps in 1947, journalist Mordkhe Libhaber observed that the
survivors in these camps ‘had not adequately addressed Soviet exile’. Ile saw
this as a paradox, since he was aware that Polish Jews who had survived in the
Soviet Union constituted the majority of the displaced Jews in Germany.”'™ Yet.
as recently as 2010, historian Atina Grossman makes an almost identical point,
noting that the image of the "Holocaust survivor’, both through representations
in popular cultural forms such as films, documentaries. novels, and museum
exhibits, as well as in the academic and scholarly literature, ‘does not in fact
reflect the historical experience of most survivers. This does seem to me rather
extraordinary.”™

What are the individual and collective processes that seem to have cumu-
latively ensured that the experiences of so many Polish Jews who survived in
the Soviet Union continue to be relegated to, at best, a historical footnote in the
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authorities to deport them to labour camps was not to ‘save’ them, and that the
reason they were still alive was the fortuitous combination of historical accident
and good fortune. Their own limited agency in responding to their situation is
captured in the realisation by Zyga Elton in his memoir: ‘During the war years
we were moved around under difficult circumstances, without exercising our own
will. We lived from day to day, victims of war. We were not asked what we would
like to do. We were always pushed by ensuing events.”'*

The ambivalence many felt was complicated further by the intensification of
Cold War rhetoric in the west. While they remained in Soviet-dominated Poland it
was best not to criticise the USSR, and when many of them moved to the west it was
generally wise not to praise it. It is then not surprising that, at least publicly, most
preferred to say as little as possible. It was only with the collapse of communism
in the USSR and Eastern Europe in the late 1980s that “the need for justification,
political positioning, and settling scores with the Soviet Union became obsolete.”
[t is probably not coincidental that almest all the autobiographical memoirs cited
above written by Polish Jews who spent the war years in the Soviet Union were
published after 1990. *The motivation to write these memoirs generally was not
political: rather, the authors sought to leave personal testimonies for the second
and third generations.”'®

The third layer of silence is the position of ‘relative silence” both imposed
upon and accepted by the Jews who returned from the Soviet Union in relation
to other Holocaust survivors, that derives from what some observers have called
‘the hierarchy of victimhood’. Many of the returnees were quickly made aware
that, in the general context of what had happened to others, their ‘suffering” had
been relatively minor.'™ These sentiments are echoed in a number of the memoirs.
Anna Bruell writes: “Much later when we heard about the concentration camps
and what happened to people there, we called ourselves lucky. Despite the hard
conditions we still had a chance to survive — they had none.”"*® In the foreword to
his autobiographical memoir, FFelix Rosenbloom admits that he finally succumbed
to the ‘nagging’ of his two sons who for years had wanted him to write down his
‘life story”™: *They did not agree with my approach, that 1 survived the war years
in the comparative safety of the then Soviet Union, and that only people who were
incarcerated in ghetios or concentration camps or had been in hiding {rom the
Nazis, should leave eye-witness accounts of those terrible years.”"!

Among Holocaust survivors there were socially sanctioned mechanisms soon
in place that enabled them to very quickly bring their persenal experiences and
grieving to the attention of the broader general public and particularly to others
within the local and global Jewish community. Already by the early 1930s, in
Australia and elsewhere, there were ritualised communal forms of public com-
memoration of the Nazi horrors inflicted in the death camps and the ghettoes.
Certainly for almost all of the Polish Jews who survived in the Soviet Union, and
also later for many of their children, there was an equally strong impetus to be






50 Jown Gorprusr

to the plea from historian, Meir Korzen, who more than hall a century ago wrote:

The life of horror, the dramatic struggle for survival and the premature,
bitter end the Jews eventually suffered under the Nazi regime, has
overshadowed the fate of the Jewish refugees in the Soviet Union
which has consequently been relegated to secondary importance ...
And yet, this episode is definitely worthy of the historian’s attention.
not only because it invelves so many human beings, but also because
its study reflects particular experiences that have an impact on the
present generation and are likely to impress future generations, no
less in their way, than do the experiences and consequences of the
Nazi regime. '™
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there in Hebrew in 1951.

Presented as a fictional story of a protagonist named ‘Michael”, Melbourne Yiddish
writer, Moshe Ajzenbud’s thinly veiled memoir of his years in the Soviet Union,
The Comnissar Took Care, (Brunswick, Vic: Globe Press, [986) was another quite
early personal account, first published in Yiddish in 1956.

Of the fourteen published autobiographical works 1 consulted for this article, the
authors of nine of the books are Polish Jews who settled in Australia. These include
three recent publications that emerged from the ongoing *Write Your Own Story”
program initiated in the 1990s by Melbourne’s Makor Jewish Library to encourage
and assist older members of the local community to docurent their lives in print.
With the exception of the very early book by Moshe Ajzenbud. op. cit.. all of the other
eight Australian-published autobiographical memoirs have appeared since 1994:
Leo Cooper, Stakhanovites and Others: The Storv of a Worker in the Soviet Union
(Melbourne: Hudson Publishing, 1994}); Fela and Felix Rosenbloom. Miracles Do
Happen (Melbourne: Scribe, 1994); Anna Bruell, Awrummn b Springtime: Memories
of World War II (Melbourne: Printed privately, 1995); Zyga Elton (Elbaum),
Destination Buchara (Ripponiea, Vic: Dizal Nominees, 1996); Arthur Spindler,
Ourwitting Hitler, Surviving Stalin (Sydney: University of New South Wales Press.
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Naomi Rosh White. op. cit. See particularly the biographical information provided
by her interviewees: Frania {(p. 18). Wladek (p. 32). Kuba (p. 44) and Henryk (p.
50).

Pinchuk (1978). op. cit., p. 145.

Moshe Ajzenbud, op. cit., p. 5.

Anna Bruell, op. cit., p. 27.

Weinryb, op. cil. p. 333.

Notwithstanding the fact that the Polish Communist Party had been virtually
destroyed in the late 1930s ostensibly because Stalin suspected it was controlled
by ‘Trotskyists’.

This is discussed in considerable detail in: Elazar Barkan, Elizabeth A. Cole, and
Kai Struve | *Introduction’ in Elazar Barkan, Elizabeth A. Cole, and Kai Struve
(eds), Shared History — Divided Memory: Jews and Others in Soviet-Occupied
Poland, 1939-1941, Leipziger Beitriige zur Jiidischen Geschichte und Kultur, no.
5. (Leipzig: Leipziger Universititsverlag, 2007), pp. 13-42,

David Kay, op. cit., p. 3.

ibid.. pp. 19-20.

Zev Katz, op. cit.. p. 32.

Pinchuk (1978), op. cit., p. 146.

ibid.. pp. 149-50. He notes that, in particular: *“Teachers, engineers, technicians,
accountants and physicians were in great demand.”

Zev Katz. op. cit. p. 45.

Leo Cooper, op. cit. pp. 21-9.

Zyga Elton, op. cit. pp. 162-3.

Toby Klodawska Flam, op. cit., pp. 43-6.

Leo Cooper, op. cit., p. 40.

Moshe Ajzenbud. op. cit., p. 39.

Larry Wenig. op. cit. p. 96. Both Ajzenbud and Wenig's personal accounts tind
support in the academic overviews by Litvak. op. cit, pp.127-28; and by Pinchuk
(1978), op. cit., p. 20. who notes that among the Jewish refugees who registered
for work in the USSR: ‘quite a few among them came back. What might have heen
considered by the Soviet authorities to be a generous offer of conditions equal w0
their own citizens was believed by the refugees to be hard labor that they were not
accustomed to performing.”

Ruth Turkow Kaminska, op. cit.

ibid., pp. 9-39.

Korzen. op. cit., p. 123.

Litvak. op. cit. p. 128. The Soviets seriously suspected that some of the Jewish
refugees who had fled into their territories could have been planted to undertake
espionage on behalf of Nazi Germany or other Western countries. ibid.. p. 126.
Toby Klodawska Flam, op. cit., p. 40,

Chaim Kiinstlich. op. cit.. p. 60.

Leo Cooper, op. cit, p. 30.

Pinchuk, (1978). op. cit.. p. 152.

Leo Cooper. op. cit., p. 31. Pinchuk also mentions this same incident, which he
reports is an ‘authentic story’; see Pinchuk (1978). op. cit.. p. 153.
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never a victory.’

This peint is strongly argued by Eva Marks, originally from Austria, who is a young
girl when the Nazis take control in 1938, and then mioves with her family to Riga,
Latvia. In 1940 the Soviets briefly take control of Latvia, but when the Germans
invade in June 1941, she and her family are transported to Soviel labour camps.
the first in Siberia and later another in Kazakhstan where they spend the next seven
years. In her antobiographical memoir she argues that this situation can be psycho-
logically more damaging that the one facing a ‘normal’ Sovier prisoner who knows
precisely the length of their sentence: ‘The fact that we had no ... definite sentence
imposed on us. played continuocusly on our minds and caused incredible stress. In
some ways. it was worse than physical deprivation.” Eva Marks. A Parelwork Life
(Caulfield South, Vic: Makor Jewish Community Library, 2003}, p. 60.

Words (o this effect are recalled by both Anna Bruell, op. ¢it., p. 43 and, by Zev
Katz, op. cit., p. 48.

Kaganovitch, op. cit.. p. 63. Fela Steinbock, op. cit.. pp. 87-8, recalls that: *[n Siberia
there was a saying ... “If you won't get used to it, you'll die” and some who couldn’t
cope did.”

Anna Bruell. op. ciL., p. 48,

Chaim Kiinstlich, op. cit., p. 63.

Anna Bruell, op. cit., p. 59.

Zev Katz, op. cit., pp. 66-7.

ibid., pp. 53-64.

Larry Wenig. op. cit., p. 175.

Chaim Kiinstlich, op. cit., p. 64.

Larry Wenig. op. cit.. p. 175.

Zev Katz, op. cit.. pp. 71-6.

According to Weinryb, op. ¢it., p. 353: to these groups must also be added. between
120,000 and 180,000 local, meaning eastern Polish. Jews who fled into the Soviet
Union ahead of the advancing German Army, thus swelling the number of Polish
Jews in the USSR to at keast 400,000.

Davies and Polonsky. ‘Introduction’. in Davies and Polonsky (eds) op. ¢it., p. 33.
Weinryb, op. cit.. p. 355.

Zev Katz. op. cit.. p. 79.

ibid.. pp. 81-3.

Larry Wenig, op. cit.. p. 187.

Anna Bruell. op. ciL., p. 70.

ibid., pp. 71-83.

Fela Steinbock, op. cit.. pp. 91-4; Chaim Kiinstlich, op. cit.. pp. 70-1.

Moshe Ajzenbud, op. cit... p. 43-56.

Moshe Grossman, op. cit.. p. 123. As Meir Korzen. op. cit., p. 129 points out.
many of these ethnic Poles were "former colonists, police constables, officials and
well-fo-do estate-holders” who had been forced off their property when the Soviet
Army took over Eastern Poland in 1939. *They had always been chauvinistic, and
now their national pride had been hurt by the sudden and unexpected downfall of
Poland, and embitiered by personal misfortune they readily pointed to the Jewish
scapegoal. claiming indignantly that “the Jews had welcomed the Red Army” ete.
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of yoghurt, tiny balls of butter and an abundance of delicious. exotic fruits which
Michael had never seen before. There were honeydews and watermelon, canta-
loupes, juicy grapes as long as your finger, figs, dates. pomegranates and many
others. On the ground were bags of rice. nuts. and all kinds of vegetables which,
having ripened in the hot sun of the region, tasted exceptionally sweet. In round,
mud-ovens women baked lepiosfikas, the Uzbek bread, and sold it on the spot. In
another part of the market shashlik was cooked and Michael was surprised to see
Uzheks sitting on the ground around a big dish of plow — the traditional meal of rice,
mutton and vegetables cooked in oil — and eating with their fingers.” And further:
*In time he grew accustomed to the people and their ways, even to the women who
walked through the streets with their faces hidden by parangas, black muslin veils.
Yonng women wore long, colourful dresses and delicately embroidered mubiteykas
on their thick black hair that was braided into one single, heavy plait or into many
tiny ones’. Moshe Ajzenbud. op. ciL., pp. 56-7.

Fela Steinbock. op. cit., p. 63.

Moshe Ajzenbud, op. cit., p. 57.

Anna Bruell, op. cit., pp. 88-9.

Chaim Kiinstlich, op. cit., p. 71.
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ibid., p. 194,
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ibid., pp. 202-03.

Anna Bruell, op. cit., pp. 90-1.

David Kay. op. cit., p. 35.

Zev Katz, op. cil., pp. 81-114.

Fela and Felix Rosenbloom. op. cit., p. 95.

Chaim Kiinstlich, op. cit., p. 10,

ibid., pp. 70-1.

For a detailed discussion of this new Polish Army, see: Klemens Nussbaum, “Jews
in the Kosciuszko Division and First Polish Army’. in Davies and Polonsky (eds),
op. cit., pp. 183-213.

ihid., pp. 194-208. Kaganovitch, op. cit, p. 62, contends that Stalin encouraged the
enlistment of Polish Jews into the Soviet-controlied Polish Army “in part to boost
the Soviet position in the imminent diplomatic struggle for Eastern Poland.”’

Fela Steinbock, op. cit., p. 68.

Zev Katz, op. cit, p. 106.

Fela and Felix Rosenbloom, op. cit.. p. 106.

Litvak, op. cit., p. 148.

This was a Polish committee sanctioned by Stalin in July 1944 that subsequently
became the new government of Communist Poland; see, Kaganovitch, op. cit., p.
66.

Zyga Elion, op. cit.. p. 238.

ihid., p. 245,

Larry Wenig, op. cit., pp. 264-5,

Leo Cooper. op. cit., pp. 108-20.
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Dobroszycki, op. cit.. p. 25.
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On the organisation and work of the Bricha see, Zeev Tzahor, "Holocaust Survivors
as a Political Factor’, Middle-Eastern Studies, vol. 24, no. 4 (1988), pp. 432-44.
Jockusch and Lewinsky, op. cit.. p. 380, write that Jews repairiated from the USSR
made up two-thirds of the entire Jewish DP population and 85 percent of the Polish
Jews among the DPs.

ibid.

Atina Grossmann. op. cit.. p. 2.

As Naomi Rosh White, op. cit.. p. 217 observed in relation to the survivors she
interviewed in her Melbourne study: ‘The deepest feelings of grief and anger are
triggered by the interviewecs® recollections of abruptly severed family contacts.
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Jockusch and Lewinsky, op. cit. p. 377.

Larry Wenig, op. cit., p. 319.
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(Rabbi of the Melbourne Hebrew Congregation),® Rabbi Gurewicz (Rabbi of the
Carlton United Hebrew Congregation), and the Reverend and Mrs Super. all of
whom extended generous hospitality to David. The Supers in particular provided
a Yiddish-speaking environment that was like a home-from-home. As Dr Tabor
from Cambridge University. he had status, and this may have made his entrée into
the Jewish community relatively easy.

David remembered the vibrant atmosphere in the Jewish community in
Melbourne at this time:*

... Everything there was on the boil. We had in Melbourne at that time,
a microcosm of Jewish life in Europe. There had been immigrants
too. immigrants from Eastern Europe during the period in which
such immigration had ceased in Britain, so we had Jews who came
to Australia between say 1925 and 1938 who came from all parts of
Russian and Polish and Lithuanian Jewry, as well as some Jews who
had come from Palestine who had found conditions there too difficuit.
So the Yiddisher gasse [*Jewish street’] was really a hive of activity
with every possible type of Jewish movement and activity represented
by one or two or more keen apostles of that particular line.

For the first time I heard people lecturing on Shomer Ha-tzair [a
left-wing Zionist movement from the Continent], on the Bund
[Jewish socialist workers® party], on Jewish communism, on all sorts
of movements which in England hardly existed at all or it they did
they were only by report and not by the direct participation of people.
Jewish life there was extremnely active. ®

However, I made a decision that during my first year in Melbourne 1
would not get involved with any sort of Jewish life. I had been so busy
in Britain as a young Zionist in Jewish student work that T decided
to have a break and for my first year all that I did was I would go to
the synagogue and I would meet one or two people, but I would do
nothing else, and I spent that year studying very remarkable book by
a man called Joos called ‘Theoretical Physics™ which for me was an
gye-opener ...

However. in his first year in Melbourne, David joined the Melbourne
University Labour Club. as he found it was the only forum where young people
were prepared to discuss pressing social and political issues. As an orthodox
Jew, a socialist and a Zionist, assertive yet modest in manner, he must have cut
a somewhat unusuat figure.

Involvement with Jewish youth work

The nature of the Zionist Youth Organisation in Melbourne led David to observe
that this was ‘where we were in England 10 years ago."® In early July 1941 he
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led to the suggestion that David should start some educational activities with
Jewish students, and he agreed to stari a study group.'’ Looking back 45 years
later, he remembered that;

... Most of the members were European youngsters who could
not serve in the Armed Forces but felt the need for some form of
Jewish activity and they were probably evening students or part-timne
students at the university. We used to meet weekly or monthly (Ican’t
remember) and have discussions on Jewish subjects and activities that
were quite successful. We had some difficulty in attracting Australian
students, [as] many of them didn’t waut to join, and what is more.
opposed it.

I remeinber that when we used to hold our annual meeting, those
Jewish students who had never attended any meeting would come
along and vote down the proposal that we should join the Student
Union at Melbourne University. I think that it was on the third occasion
that we finally decided to be truly democratic in a practical sort of way,
and we circulated only our own members about our annual meeting,
and then there was unanimous agreement that we should become
affiliaied to the Student Union. Since then Jewish student movements
in Australia have multiplied and | suppose every major university has
got some Jewish student group.

Indeed, when we were in Canberra a couple of years ago [early 1980s]
there was an all-Australian conference of Jewish students which Hanna
and | attended and the opening given by Sir Zalman {sic] Cowen,
the Governor-General of Australia, who had been a member of the
Melbourne Jewish student movement before disappearing into the
navy ..."

Jewish Study Groups started in England in 1942, on the initiative of the
Reverend Joseph Halpern, who wanted to provide some form of Jewish education
for children evacuated during the Blitz, so it appears that the Jewish Students’
Study Group (JSSG) in Melbourne was the first of its kind in the English-speaking
world."? David’s diaries for 1941-2 contain a number of entries about the study
eroup. For exampie, in May he attended a meeting at Joffé's (room) to discuss the
formation of the Jewish Students’ Study Group. David gives a brief pen-portrait
of each of the eleven students present, often using no more than a phrase to sum
up their qualities (¢.g. ‘sensible’, ‘seemed a very sound fellow’. ‘nice but a little
muddled’, etc.). He concluded: “Went off better than 1 thought — my first mtg.
[meeting] of this type for 18 months — [ tend to take my leadership too much for
granted: after having had so much of students.””* This meeting most probably
involved the planning of the initial sessions (which often included supper), because
later on in the month, David gives an account of a meeting that was attended by
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would have spoken Hebrew. The importance of learning Hebrew. in the context of
the Zionist movement. and the need to start a Jewish school in Melbourne which
would teach Hebrew, was much discussed at the tune. and David was involved
in these discussions.

In November the study group heard a talk from Dr Shlomo Lowy, about the
‘Nineteenth Century’, which triggered off ‘a fierce discussion on assimilation
initiated by Tannenbaum ... Miss Lasica got quite worked up about our modern
problems. A newcomer, Miss Rabkis, recently arrived from Kerch [in eastern
Crimea] via Shanghai. Also Miss Roth who offered to help in camp with cooking
— thank the Lord ..."'®

JSSG camps did not start till 1948, two years after David had left Australia, and
it could be that the reference to cooking refers to the Habonim camps that David
organised. The last meeting of the year of the JSSG was held at Sol Encel’s room
in Queen’s College, and the talk was given by Norman Landau on *Assimilation’:

His paper was well worked out. He dealt with the 3 main periods of
Ass[imilation]: Alexandria. Spain & Germany. Concluded that it was
no solution but that in different circumstances in the future it might
solve say 2 out of the 5 factors involving Antisemitism. Discussion
not bad. T was too tired. Walter Schnoek was very good. Good supper.
In bed 12:30, dead tired."

The first JSSG meeting described in 1942 took place in February:

Off to Shmeul [sic} [Rosenkrantz] in evening: met Lowy, had dinner
there. Off to students’ study group. Quite a big collection [?] &
some new faces. Tony Rubenstein spoke on ‘Socialism & the Jewish
Problem’. Not as fuddled as I had feared: but rather trite — merely a
comparison of position of I.[ews] in Capitalist countries & in Russia.
Fairly fierce discussion, though not very helpful. I closed with, I think,
a fairly satisfactory version of the whole position vis 4 vis Zionism.*

It should also be remembered that the end of 1941 and the beginning of 1942
were dark days for the Allies, with German victories in Europe and the successtul
Japanese conquest of much of South-East Asia. in particular the fall of Singapore
in February 1941. The invasion of Australia by Japan seemed a real possibility,
and the entire Australian economy was put on a war footing. America had become
involved in the defence of Australia on a massive scale from December 1941,
in the face of Japanese military successes and the eclipse of British power in the
Pacific.”' It is remarkable that Jewish youth work, and regular meetings of the
ISSG, continued under such adverse conditions.

The next meeting, in March 1942, was part of what for David had become
a typically hectic routing; a long day in the lab, shopping errands at lunchtime,
a stint at the Zionist Office after work to write some letters, ‘and then to Joffé
for Lowy’s talk to onr Student Gronp on [the] Jewish Labour Movement. It was
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As it orthodoxy is a problem!! Often the most nationalistic Jews are
the least orthodox. I spoke for too lang in the discussion & felt a little
ashamed of myself. Some other discussions. Attendance — God knows
why - rather poor.”

How the students contributed to the discussion is not recorded in David’s
diary, though the tragic irony of Mrs Fitzpatrick’s position was that by 1942 the
wholesale destruction of Jewry in occupied Europe was well under way. and her
arguments were tolally irrelevant to the disaster facing those communities.

There is little indication in David’s diary as to how the meetings of the ISSG
were organised or planned until August 1942, when he records a late-night planning
session at the Zionist Office, where he often went after work:

In evening off to Z.[ionist] Office. Looked through correspondence ...
& then we had a meeting of Students” Group. Vivian Abrahams, Stella
Encel, Esther Lipman and a friend, Sol Encel ... Bernie Glurewicz] ...
Joseph Solvey talkative and pleasantly obstinate, & Walter Lipmann,
fighting hard for the Youth Council. | was as usual rather unassertive.
Adjourned to Wentworth & finally fixed on program [of] activities &
reorganisation for next four months. Came back fairly tull of beans
and ryped out minutes of the meeting. To bed [ am.”

This suggests that David was now working with a group of students or
graduates who wanted to be actively involved in planning the program of meetings.
At another meeting at Morowitz’s in September, Traub gave a talk which was
attended by a mixture of students and academics. It is not clear from the diary
whether this was a meeting of the JSSG or a meeting linked to the University
Labour Club, though it shows that the relationship between Zionism and socialist
ideas was a subject for discussion among politically engaged Jews and non-Jews,
including {(on this occasion):

... Prof. Crawford, [Norman] Harper,® Mrs Fitzpatrick, George
Paul, & Geff Lieben who looked uncomfortable and out of place the
whole evening. Also Miss Schneider & Vivienne Abrahams, Solvey,
Sam Cohen, & of all people Mr & Mrs Morry Cowen. Traub spoke
very well — gave an excellent review of the factors producing I.abhour
Palestine & its achievements. Good discussion — Harper and Crawford
obviously very impressed — Mrs F still a bit unsympathetic, 1 thought
... Traub replied very well — a pity Ralph Gibson & Jean Muir didn’t
(couldn’t!) come.”

It is interesting to note that since the Soviet Union had been invaded by Nazi
Germany in June 1941, the war had become, according to Soviet propaganda, a
People’s War which everyone should support. There was far more open debate
between communists, socialists and Zionists in 1942 than had been possible in
1939-40 (when the Communist Party had been banned in Australia).
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Meetings of the JSSG 194546

In papers left by the late Ephraim ("Effy’) Ehrmann. there are several undated
handwritten sheets briefly summarising meetings in 1945—6. Ehrmann, a refugee
from Nazi Germany, arrived in Australia as a teenager in 1939 and had very
successful career after the war as a dental surgeon.”” He played a leading role in
the Jewish Students™ Study Group, Habonim, and other commiunal organisations.

The meetings in 1945 included a talk in June by Professor Goldman™ (recently
appointed to the first Chair of Semitic Studies at Melbourne University) on the
topic: ‘Is there a Jewish way of looking at things?", and a few weeks later he gave
a lecture on Aramaic. A “Symposium on the Jew" in the Board Room of the Toorak
Synagogne focused on two books, which were reviewed by members of the group.
There is a note to the effect that mectings were held fortnightly at this stage, and
on 23 September. Dr David Tabor is recorded as giving a talk on “The Prophets’.

The eclectic mix of topics is reflected in the list of activities in 1946. A
symposium on 3 February dealt with the question "How sheuld Jewish Youth
react to [the] problems confronting World Jewry?'. involving Solvey, Rischin,
Tennenbaum and Isaacs. Given the revelations ot the full extent of the Holocaust
in the immediate post-war era. the arrival of traumatised survivors and displaced
persons in Australia, and increasing violence in Palestine, this was a timely topic.
Other meetings were addressed by Rabbi Blumental and Dr Urman on traditional
Judaism (17 February); Professor Hector Maclean gave a talk on 10 March on
‘Judaism and Christianity’, and Professor Goldman gave a talk on 7 April on
‘Impressions of Palestine™. A social event and General Meeting took place in
mid-April, and the group marked Anzac Day with a hike.

Early in 1946 my parents returned to post-war, austerity Britain. as David
had been offered a post at Cambridge University by his supervisor and hoss in
Melbourne. Philip Bowden. It was the start of a very successful academic career.
His contribution to Zionist youth work in Australia was much appreciated by his
contemporaries. as the following tribute shows:

Tabor is described as being an individual of outstanding general
education, knowledgeable, kind and modest, yet with a conviction
which enabled him to facilitate great changes in the Zionist Youth
Movement in Australia.™

The summer camps

David kept in touch with his Jewish friends in Melbourne. maintaining a con-
stderable correspondence over several years. Recently, two of David’s letters to
Ephraim Ehrmann from 1948 have been discovered, and they throw light on the
continuing vitality of the Group and its activities. in particular the summer camps
or conferences.’ I have reproduced extended extracts of the letters here. because
they also indicate David’s motivation in setting up the JSSG, and his aspirations
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had it ruled ‘out of order’ on the grounds that Jewish education had
nothing to do with Jewish students at their annual conference.

Things have changed, and there is a much greater interest Jewish
cultural and political affairs than there was before the war. Never-
theless, apart from term-time (which occupies only 28 weeks in the
year) there is practically no Jewish activity in Cambridge and we are
much more in Golus ["exile’] here than ever we were in Melbourne.
Sometimes I pine for the boisterous meetings in Herzl Hall (do they
yet use my brooms to keep ihe floors clean?!!) and the emotional
atmosphere of a Kadimah function. Certainly T wish that for this
midsummer week could be with you in Warrandyte enjoying the
company. the sunny weather, the food, (he swimming, the lectures
and last but not least the discussions which always proved such a
successful part of our Jewish student meetings,

With best wishes for a successful school, and kindest regards to you
and all our mutual friends,

from Hannah & David Tabor

The letter conveys much of David’s warmth, and his engagement with the
Jewish students in Melbourne, and it shows how the ISSG continued to flourish
with an ambitious program of lectures and discussions at the summer school. The
leadership of the JSSG was provided by a mixture of young Jews who had come
to Australia as refugees, as well as ‘native-born” Australian Jews.

The first ‘Summer Conference’ ran on 14-21 January 1948, and was held at
Koornong, a co-educational school in the bush outside Wartandyte, then a beautiful
country area eighteen miles from Melbourne. Both Ephraim Ehrmann and Bernard
Rechter had attended a Melbourne University Labour Club conference there, and
thought the location ideal for the JSSG Conference, with its large dining room
and kitchen, an assembly room and numerous huts of various sizes nestling in
the bush landscape.

The conference title was ‘From the Expulsion from Spain to the rise of
Hitlerism’. There were eleven sessions, starting with talk on the geographical
distribution and external condition of the Jews at the beginning of the 16" century,
and finishing with a session on *Jews and Fascism’. The speakers included Rabbis
Freedman, Asher and Stransky, and Professor Goldman, as well as younger
members of the Study Group such as Joseph Solvey. The Chairman of the JSSG
was Abner Shavitsky. the conference secretary was Richard Dreyfus. and the
Treasurer was Ephraim Ehrmann. Those attending were provided with a reading
list and glossary beforehand. as well as notes about each lecture.

In addition to the lectures, there were two discussion sessions. The first, on the
Friday night, consisted of three groups discussing different aspects of “The role
of the Jewish Religion in the Jewish State’. On the Sunday discussion session.






T4 Danier C. Tason

and we printed a few hundred copies to be distributed by many of our
members and friends. We were overwhelmed by the response, over
one hundred people applied and when that number had been reached,
we had to close applications.

Today, Warrandyte is a suburb of Melboummne. Fifty-five years ago
it was in the bush. If you wanted to go to Warrandyte you caught a
train to Ringwood and then a bus to the bridge in Warrandyte. From
the bridge there was a bush track to Koornong. No[t] one of us had
a car with one exception, and that was an old Dodge owned by Phil
Symons. It was a pre-war car, two doors with a dicky seat. It had a
‘crash’ gear box and when changing gears you had to double de-clutch.
Phil was very generous. He often drove us to Warrandyte ... To get
to the campsite we hived a furniture van with a bench on either side
and we climbed into the van. ... By today’s standards the conditions
and facilities were primitive. We certainly did not mind as we all had
a most enjoyable time.

...We sat on benches at fairly rough tables in no particular order.
Everybody had been asked to bring his own cutlery and crockery and
people queued up, waiting for their food to be dished out of a large
pot. Many of our guest speakers stayed for the meal, some even stayed
over the weekend and most joined the queue, talking and joking with
the students, obviously wanting 1o be part of the group...

... The bush setting was quite idyllic. Most of our lectures were held
in the open in a natural amphitheatre, with most of the participants
simply squatting on the ground, sitting on mats or on groundsheets.
The lecturer and the chairman usually sat in front. T'or recreation. there
were tennis courts, cricket pitches and above all the Yarra, which was
amazingly clean and flowed very swiftly past the property...

... The official palicy of the camps respected kashrut and all refigious
laws ... [On the first Shabbat, Rabbi Freedman was present and agreed
to read from the Torah. Before Shabbat started. Ephraim announced
that all participants should refrain from smoking, but if anyone felt
they had to, they should go into the bush for a smoke.] ... I sat down
feeling pleased with myself but then got into trouble with Rabbi
Freedman who told me that I had no right to ... tell anybody to go
into the bush to smoke. I felt suitably chastened.

Another participant at the first Study Camp at Koornong remembers a
lunchtime ‘broadcast’ of Beethoven’s Ninth Symphony from the [lat roof of the
refectory, using an amplifying system:

No-one of my age had ever heard the Choral Syinphony. and nobody
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a few references to the situation in Israel in David’s letter, the main focus is the
progress of Jewish youth work in Melbourne, in particular the development of
the Jewish Students’ Study Group.

Dear Effy

[ David apologises for his lateness in replying] ... First of all, I was
very pleased indeed to hear from you and I appreciate very much
your happy thought of asking friends at the J. Summer School to add
their regards. You might thank Claire Feiglin, Leah Indikt. Rochelle
B. and Tamara [Lowy] for their greetings and good wishes. Your
long ietter written at the end of Feb was a very vivid and encourag-
ing account of your J.5.5.G. activities. At the same time I received
the full details of the program at the School and greatly admire the
scope and depth of the course. The growth and development of the
Study Group is a great tribute to the energy and ‘staying-power’ of
old timers like yourself. Of course, | think that it is also due to the
general awakening of Jewish consciousness that is going on all over
the world. But without a few dauntiess enthusiasts a great deal of this
awakening would be frustrated and aimless. That’s why I think that
people who have this experience like yourself can do a great deal (o
set things going in the right direction before they make place for the

[ was also very glad indeed to read that you have, at last, got a Student
Group started at the Shop. Good for you! My own view is the same as
yours. That little is to be gained by affiliating to the S[student] Z[icnist]
Clouncil] and by calling yourselves officially Zionist. On the contrary
you will lose a good deal. | have always felt that labels are the least
important possession of a Youth Movement, particularly a student
one, but then | have never been a good party-line man. (The position
would be different if you became say a Haluizic movement — but there
would still be |a] need for a general Jewish student body.) In any
case, as the Jewish State becomes more firmly established and more
accepted a part of world affairs, I imagine that these distinctions will
gradually lose their meaning. Y our main task is still, I am convinced.
largely an educational one for J[ewish] students themseives and partly
an educaticnal and propaganda one for goyim. In this connection |
should like to ask how Goldman’s dept. in the University is progress-
ing, How many of our people are taking Hebrew? How effective is
Goldman himself and Bennie S. Gurewicz? I feel terribly envious of
all those Jewish students who could use this opportunity if only they
wanted to!!!

[David thanks Ephraim for returning a book to him.] ... [ have also






T8 Dawier C. Tasow

by Rabbi Freedman on the development of Judaism from the Babylonian exile
through to the Talmudic period (*The Sociology of the Talmud”). lectures on the
Spanish period, the Jewish Enlightenment. ‘Religion in the Jewish State” was the
subject of two lectures. one by Rabbi Berkowits, an orthodox rabbi {rom the Great
Synagogue in Sydney, from the traditional viewpoint, and a second lecture on the
same topic by Dr Weyman, giving a ‘non-religious’ view. For Lecture 9. Rabbi
Berkowits talked on ‘The Role of Religion in the Modern Jewish Community’
from a traditional point of view, while Lecture 10 was given by Judah Waten on
the same topic, but from a secular perspective. This pairing of different viewpoints
must have been very stimulating for the participants, and [ cannot help reflecting
sadly on those orthodox rabbis who refuse to participate at Limmud conferences in
Britain today, in case they find themselves sharing a platform with a non-orthodox
Jew. JSSG provided a forum where different views on what it means to be Jewish
in the modern world could be discussed and argued over.

A letter from Rabbi Berkowits to Epliraim Ehrmann, dated 12 April 1949, says
that he enjoyed participating in “your camp’ and that he would like to give the study
group ‘every support’ in the future. He comments on how the subject of ethics
and religion emerged strongly in the discussions. and adds that: *it can be treated
fruitfully only by the “Non-orthodox™ of either the right or left. “*Orthodoxy™.
whether Jewish-Religious or of the Marxian left or even nationalist-secular, is
incapable of honest thinking.’

This is. perhaps, an unexpected view from an orthodox rabbi who went on
to have a very distinguished career in America and Israel. The Conference was
much praised in the local Jewish press. For example, the Jewishh Herald's article
focused on Rabbi Berkowits, with the headline ‘Rabbi Berkovits [sic] on Today’s
Problems. Praise for Students” Conference’. The Rabbi’s view (highlighted in
bold) was that “he had never witnessed anything to compare with the conference
and that the Students’ Group was deserving of every possible communal support.
He could not praise the organisers too highly” (Jewisit Herald, 11 February 1949,
p.5). His two lectures were reprinted in the Jewish Herald in the following month.

Ephraim Ehrmann described the impact of Rabbi Berkowits™ personality on
the participants:

... Elieser Berkowits proved an immense success. He loved being
among young people and mixed happily with everybody. Both he
and his wife were happy to stand in a queue waiting for their food
and after a lecture and at night he would often stay up until two in
the morning arguing with people who disagreed with him. We had
our normal Shabbat service in which he read the Torah quite beauti-
fully, and when one of our members who was called up and wanted
to shnoder [Yiddish: To pledge a donation] for the Communist Party
he just smiled benignly ...""
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known at that time. We tried through these educational & social means
(because supper invariably followed the meetings & was sometimes
accompanied by Jewish music) to encourage young Jewish people to
become well-integrated into Jewish society. A special emphasis was
placed upon the integration of post-Holocaust immigrants, most of
whom were sole survivors of their families & who were usually very
shy & lonely. I remember for example Shoshana, who later married
Ray Loven, being an enthusiastic member of this group ...*

The Fifth Summer Conference of the JSSG was held on 2—12 February 1951
at St Marks Holiday Home, Mt Evelyn; the organising secretary was Miss Geulah
Loven. In the program, the Holiday Home is described as providing ‘luxurious
surroundings’ at Mt Evelyn, and the level of comfort was different from the first
conference in 1948. Hot water. beds with sprung matiresses were provided, and
all meals were (as at previous conferences) strictly kosher, though uniike previous
conferences, they were described in the program as being cooked by ‘a leading
London chef’. Student humour does not change greatly over the generations.

The cost of the Conference was £6-00, and its theme was “The Jewish
Community. A historical survey of communal organisation over the last two
thousand years — with particular emphasis on present day problems.” The eleven
sessions followed a broadly historical perspective from the earliest days, to the
last two sessions which dealt with structures and educational problems of the
Australian Jewish community. The need for more democratic and representative
structures within the Jewish community, especially in Sydney and Melbourne,
had been a concern in the community since the early years of the war,* so there is
no doubt that those attending the conference would have had strong views on this
topic, as well as the need to develop Jewish education in Australia. The names of
the main speakers are not identified in the program. and this is the last Conference
program in Ephraim Ehrmann’s files.

Susie Ehrmann remembers that attending her first Study Camp at Mt Evelyn
was an ‘enormously exciting” experience:

I had grown up in the Reform movement and gone to a Methodist
school so the range of opinions and values was eye-opening. There
were very religious people and ardent communists and yiddishists and
Zionists and secular Jews all discussing and arguing and necking in
the undergrowth ...

In 1952, the Melbourne Youth Council purchased a campsite at Beaconsfield,
and many of the ISSG members became involved with this project. Lionel Sharpe
recalled his involvement in organising a camp there in 1953.%

Susie Ehrmann has written the following notes about the origin and develop-
ment of the JSSG:

... It was not the University J|ewish| Society but a group of young
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backgrounds, enabling them to discuss issues, and to learn more about their
Jewish heritage. Geoff Masel said, ‘I did learn a lot about people ... I remember
a huge degree of tolerance ...” Geulah Solomon commented that though many
young people came to the lectures in the “Y’ rooms in the hope of meeting other
young men or women, “we were determined to give them [Tewish] culture.” She
remembered passionate debates about the role of religion in Israel, the relation-
ship between Israel and the Diaspora, issues which are ‘still current and relevant
today’. She observed that the membership of the JSSG made a big impact ou the
wider Jewish community in Melbourne, and many speakers regretted that as the
community had grown in size and confidence, it had become more divided, and
such a forum for open discussion no longer existed.

Conclusion

The JSSG was formed in 1941 amid the turbulent conditions of World War II. The
Jewish community in Melbourne at that time contained a cross-section of refugees
from occupied Europe. with their different ideologies and the full spectrum of
Jewish observance. There were also the Australian-born Jews, some welcoming,
but many suspicious and apprehensive about the impact that the refugees (often
referred to derogatively as ‘refos’) would have on their standing in the wider
society.” David Tabor recognised that there was a need for a broadly-based
Tewish educational experience for many of the young people he encountered.
and so the JSSG was born. It was his vision, and the enthusiasm of the young
Tews who became the leaders of the ISSG, that enabled the Group to flourish
and develop. Many of those involved in JSSG went on to become leaders in their
chosen professional fields, and in the Jewish community in Melbourne. The JSSG
was a precursor of the Jewish study groups that developed in the universities of
English-speaking countries after the war, and eventually led to the formation of
Limmud. The hallmarks of the JSSG meetings and camps were: the inclusive
approach to discussion and debate, the attitude (in the best Jewish tradition) that
no point of view was off-limits, and the willingness to engage with others on
the basis of mutual respect. These qualities are particularly relevant in today’s
increasingly polarised Jewish world.

Endnotes

| For accounts of Bowden’s and Tabor's careers in Physics. see D. Tabor, "Frank
Philip Bowden, 1903-1968", Biographical Memotrs of Fellows of the Roval Society,
vol. 15 (November) (London: The Royal Society, 1969), pp.1-58:; J. Field, *David
Tabor’, Biographical Memoirs of Fellows of the Roval Sociery. vol. 54 (London:
The Royal Society, 2008), pp. 425-59.

Dr Jona was President of both the State Zionist Council of Victoria and the Zionist
Federation of Australia from 1939-41. See R. Benjamin. A serious influx of Jews:
a histary of Jewish Welfare in Vicroria (St. Leonards NSW: Allen & Unwin {998),

13
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elizabeth-12500, accessed 15 August 2012. Mrs Fitzpatrick became an Associate
Professor in History at Melbourne University after the war, and Susie Ehrmann
remembers her as a *marvellous lecturer” (Email (o Daniel Tabor, 28 July 2012},
Diary, 30 July 1542,

Diary, 27 August 1942

Professor Crawford was the Head of the History Department at Melbourne
University; Norman Harper was a Sentor Lecturer, and along with Mrs Fitzpatrick,
they were regarded as ‘leading intellectuals in the general community’ (Susie
Ehrmann, email to Daniel Tabor, 28 July 2012).

Diary, 17 September 1942, Ralph Gibson and Jean Muir were friends of David
Tabor’s from the Melbourne University Labour Club, with very left-wing views.
Diary, 22 October 1942.

Letter, 27 October 1942,

28 January 1943,

Diary, 18 February 1943,

The *Great Wedding” of David Tabor and Hannalene Stillschweig on 13 March 1943
paved the way for the union of Habonim and Shomrim, and led to the development
of a national Habonim movement in Australia in 1944. See Hyams, op. cit., p. 98,
p. 106.

Emst ('Effy’) Ehrmann OAM (1924-2011}. For an appreciation of Ehrmann’s pro-
fessional achievements. see: College News (Rayal Australasian College of Dental
Surgeons), vol 9, issue 3, 201 1, pp. 24-5.

‘Goldman, Maurice David (1898-1957)" by Nina Christesen, in Austrafian
Dictionary of Biograply, at http://adb.anu.edu.au/biography/goldman-maurice-
david-10319. accessed on 15 August 2012,

Gordon, op. cit., p. 59.

Tamn most grateful to Ephraim Ehrmann’s widow, Susie Ehrmann, lor sending me
these letters, and for providing detailed comments on a previous draft of this article.
The information in this sentence is taken from a letter from Ephraim Ehrmann to
Sam Bleom. dated 20 January 2003.

The Study Groups in Sydney are not dealt with in this article, and could be the
subject of further research.

Extract from typed account by Peter Glow. dated 3 June 2003, in Ehrmann’s JSSG
files.

See in particular *The Jewish Students’ Study Group Easter Conference’ by Benzion
Marks in the Ausrralian Jewish News, 2 April 1948,

See ‘Report of the Commission on Student Zionist Activities, January 1948 (typed
report), where this decision is recorded.

This includes one list on JSSG notepaper, found by a Jewish bookseller in late
201 1/early 2012 at the back of a second-hand book and given ro Lionel Sharpe. It
contains ahout 60 names. Lists in Ephraim Ehrmann’s files from this period contain
about 80 names, though not all would have attended meetings regularly.

Exltract from typed manuscript by Ephraim Ehrmann, dated 2003.

*Study Group's Official Reply’, in Australian Jewish News, 17 June 1949,
Extract from letter by Miriam Mantel to Ephraim Ehrmann. 14 February 2003,






A FATA MORGANA ON THE EDGE OF A DESERT:
IMPRESSIONS OF A VISIT IN 1962

Mendel Mann

Lygon Street in Melbourmne cuts through Carlton. As one turns right or left from that
street, one sees one-time Jewish streets. Here have remained the Beth Midrashim,
several schools and the big building that houses the Kadimah Library. The Jews
have dispersed over the more distant richer suburbs. It is eight in the evening. I
have nowhere to park: both sides of the road are crowded with dark cars. Infinite
rows. Jews have come to listen to a lecture in Yiddish. The hall is full. 1 am led to
wonder: are these the homely Jews nearest to the Polish shietl? The same Bialystok
Jews, the same melodies of the Czechower, Mlawer and Warsaw Jews? Even the
faces are the same. Only the women have changed. They wear modern clothes,
jewellery and drive cars.

Melbourne Jews like a lecturer to speak for a full two hours, without notes,
by heart. There still rule here the laws of the “union’ of one-time Poland. The
new immigration dates itself back to the year 1928. They came here as young
apprentice-tailors. as “hands’ in a poor workshop. Their Jewishness consisted of
one to two years in a cheder and evening courses where an eminent and enlightened
man instructed them in Yiddish. Now they manage factories. They employ Italian
scamstresses, Greek cutters, Ukrainian fabourers and gentile book-keepers. They
have become not only manufacturers in the garment industry, but also builders of
flats, buyers of property and importers of Japanese materials.

They sit in the large hall of the Kadimah amongst their ship’s-brothers with
whom they came thirty years ago. There are also found in the hall many who
have been brought out after the War, their entry facilitated by a permit sent to a
distant relative or compatriot in one of the UNRWA camps in Germany. They
have ‘worked themselves up® a bit too quickly. say the veterans who silently
cannot forgive the *green ones’ for having succeeded so soon. It is not so much a
complaint against those who arrived atter the War as against fate which had been
50 harsh towards them when they first trod upon Australian soil.

i 3 sk

It would be a mistake to believe that all Jews in Australia are happy and rich. 1 saw
unhappy apathetic faces of people who came to the last stage of their wandering
and became sorely disillusioned. the country being an infinite wasteland of
yesterdays and a desert that stretches out from the very threshold of one’s home:
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Nearby sits another Jew. He is over 70, a former pioneer of a Jewish village
created in Australia 35 years earlier but which has now disappeared. The name
of that village was Berwick.

There used to be picneering contests to extend Australia’s land and forests
with Jewish labour.

Yet another Jew stands beside us, one who has become an Australian expert on
wool. He has written books about sheep farming, raw wool and about the particular
features of the Australian desert that are best for the grazing and breeding of sheep.

An interesting discussion follows with the man of the soil. Around us garher
Jewish tailors, businessmen, flat-builders, brokers. confectioners and knitters, Jews
who have not yet secured both feet into Australian life, Jews who have not yet
seen the native-born and do not vet know their nearest neighbour - the Australian.
They listen with wonder and curiosity to the talk of the several weather-beaten
men of the soil and forest and pasture who are also there and smile —ironically
— to themselves. Poor men! They attained nothing. Their years and their health
wasted ...

H#ook oW

A Jew who arrived a half century ago from Russia says to me: ‘I have throughout
my life been a Jewish farmer in Australia. Have you heard of the Jewish township
in Victoria, Berwick? I was one of its first colonists.’

I look upon the Jew. see his brown face, the furrows on his brow, the hands
that rest on his knees and listen as he speaks with a Dvinsker Yiddish.

‘Berwick was a Jewish town. We worked the fields. planted fruit trees, raised
sheep. Our property was separated from the others by miles. Ay, it was a fine
dream to transform at least a part of the Jewish community into agriculturalists.’

It is raining outside. The Jew sits opposite me and falls silent. [ have a hundred
questions but I do not ask them, for when the spring rain falls in Australia, one
wishes to remain silent. The kookaburra sings its song. His harsh laughter tears
the stillness apart.

‘It will stop raining soon,” the Jew says to me, ‘but do let me tell you a story
about a Jewish swagman.’

A swagman?’ [ ask curiously.

“You don’t know what a swagman is?’

I recognise on the old man’s face the quiet pleasure of one who, by telling of
something new, reveals to you an unfamiliar world.

‘A swagman is simply a wanderer, a vagabond. But there is a basic difference.
The difference is that the swagman is an active man with a colossal and fantastic
drean1. His dream is gold. He roams about with a smail bundle that consists of a
sieve, a billy can and a bag. He wanders alone through desolate parts and sandy
fields and looks tor gold. He digs the earth, washes it through his sieve and, if the
heavens smile upon him, he finds after fong days of sifting sand a small nugget
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between John Monash and Elizabeth Bentwitch which has a longer and more
complex history than that depicted by either Serle or Perry; or in the docudrama.

For photographs, we must rely mostly on the Monash Papers at the National
Library of Australia here in Canberra, and on Victorian newspapers post 1920 —
some having a quirky charm but few showing Lizzie to advantage. She did not
age well. Hence the puzzlement expressed by those who knew her in later years,
namely, what on earth did Monash see in her! His reply, at least in part, was that
he found her conversation ‘delightful”.

That said, it is the informational content in the ‘new’ evidence concerning
the daily life and experience of Anglo-Bentwiches that has rendered my labour
tolerable. Herbert Bentwich {1856—1932), Lizzie’s first cousin, had a fine
repntation as a worker for Anglo-Jewish charities. He was deeply involved in
the defence of East European Jewish immigration into Britain in the early 1900s
and was also a prominent Zionist. Eight of his eleven children lived and were
buried in Palestine. His first son, Norman Bentwich (1883-1971), was a sort-of
British Mandate midwife, having been the first Attorney-General; he outstayed
his welcome in that capacity (1920-31).

The Bentwiches were and still are a family of consequence in Israel, and
Cousin Lizzie ensured that she kept in touch with them throughout her long life.
This was not solely a natter of reflected glory. Lizzie was not, I think, a political
animal but she did share the Zionist vision of Palestine for the Jews. However,
companionship was essential to her and, just as important for an unmarried woman,
her nearest alpha male cousin had responsibilities towards her ag an ‘unprotected’
temale. All three of Lizzie’s brothers died long before she did. Both Herbert and
Norman certainly knew that Lizzie had independent means but still accepted their
duty of care in a small way.

Lizzie lived in respectable boarding houses and hotels all her life after 1901.
As one by-product she was lazy, to put it mildly. But if nothing else, her 30-year
association with the British Conservative Party’s Ladies” Imperial Club and its
successor, the Ladies™ Carlton Club (closed 1958), gives us some clue not only
about Miss Bentwitch’s connections and ‘respectability’, but how she became well-
informed enough to pique the curiosity and, in the end, loyalty, of John Monash.*

Perhaps we should also consider here the differences between men and women
which determine not only what a man or woman may target as important evidence
(or ignore as ‘unimportant’), but how we all actually read the evidence and still
decide to exclude circumstances that are relevant to conduct and outcomes for our
protagonists. This has been a problem for all who cannot see beyond Monash’s
military fame; and also for anyone attempting to analyse Monash and Bentwich
households whence children emerged psychologically damaged for life. In each
case it was not simply part of the nature/nurture debate. Nor was it necessarily a
question of propriety — although a collective family cover-up does seem to have
occurred regarding Herbert Bentwich’s behaviour within his home.
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Why wasn’t Serle even mildly curious about this? [ was riveted because as
far as is known even now, Lizzie had very little formal education, yet clearly had
respected what education could do for any of us. She would have noted the huge
difference between her life growing up in Australia and Herbert’s in England,
even though they were of the same generation (albeit eighteen years apart), of the
same stock and shared a migration history.

Cousin Herbert, a solicitor, had not wanted to educate his daughters and
was blackmailed into it by his wife whom he had turned mto a domestic drudge.
Immature at nineteen, Susannah Solomon had given up brilliant prospects as a
concert pianist to marry Herbert in December 1880. It is hard to say whether
Susannah ever regretted this step — it was a love match — but she was dead at 53. As
one consequence of her unintended sacrifice, only the eldest of her nine daughters
did not receive an education suited to her talents. The two sons got whatever was
needed without having to fight for it.

As for the girls, their mother’s intransigence resulted in two musicians of pro-
fessional standing, Margery and Thelma; three successful Cambridge University
students between 1904—17: Nita, Hebe and Naomi; and a teacher-training degree
trom Columbia (New Y ork) for Carmel who specialised in kindergarten tecaching.’
Then there was the multi-talented Budge (formal name Hetty Muriel) who, amongst
other things, trained as a painter at both the Royal Academy of Art and The Slade.
Even the most fragile of the girls, Dorothy (aka Dosh), who was the first in this
family to openly defy her father and abandon Judaism, qualified as a District
Nurse and survived independently for decades. It is an astonishing rollcall within
a family headed by a man stubbornly opposed to educating girls.

Serle had been swamped with local hearsay stories about Lizzie Bentwitch to
the point of boredom and didn’t do the basics arising from her will until after his
text had been drafted — by which time it was, of course, far too late to rethink his
distaste for and opinions about Miss Bentwitch. Yet he knew that Monash was a
womaniser and unscrupuious about it from 1915 on. He also knew that Monash
documented his sexual exploits in doggerel a la Jack Lindsay for years, giving
this work a name ‘Gulston’ (possibly an anagram for ‘on lust’ with the ‘g’ added
for euphony); and that he collected erotica all reputedly destroyed by his own
hand prior to his death.

Getting started

As is now obvious, I treated Lizzie’s will as the seminal document virtually from
the outset. I still have not squeezed it metaphorically dry. But it was essential
to the provenance search in relation to Monash University’s eventual purchase
of a double-portrait miniature of ‘General Sir John Monash and Miss Lizette
Bentwitch’ made m 1927 by Lizzie’s friend, Agnes Paterson.® This image is what
got me started in 1999,
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relevance to distinguished persons, Miss Bentwitch did not qualify. Somehow,
neither Serle nor Lizzie’s trustees acknowledged the importance of her ongoing
benefactions.

The many post-graduate Lizette Bentwitch Scholarship holders and prize
winners since that time include two ‘national treasures’ — our own Peter Sculthorpe
(first holder from the University of Melbourne) and Yehuda Bauer of Israel, who
went on te become one of the world’s most distinguished Holecaust scholars,
having enrolled for doctoral studies at the Hebrew University of Jerusalem.”

Possibly the single most important issue arising from this sorry history of
compromise is how John Monash involved his nearest and dearest and his trustees
in lifelong compromise arising from his own personal conduct. Think about it for a
minute: everyone was made complicit with his ‘private’ behaviour at the personal
level and forced to act contrary to their instincts. Amongst other things, Lizzie
was ‘outed” — no light matter for a member of the Ladies Carlton Club; Gershon
Bennett had to sign quarterly cheques relating to her annuity from Monash’s estate
for 23 years until she died; and Bertha Bennett had to put up with salacious gossip
about her father for the rest of her life,

So the question then becomes — what did I do to try and remedy the deficiency
in the evidence about Lizzie?

Study abroad

The short answer is ‘study abroad’. It is my research trips since 2004 that justify
the extended distraction from a purely local story about Lizzie and John. I shifted
focus without ever giving up on the possibility that some day something may turn
up. This has proven rather fatal to the notion of speedy completion of what I set
out to do. But, of course, some *thing’ did turn up at the right time.

In 2004 I began the hunt for Lizzie references in the two main collections of
Bentwich Papers held by the Central Zionist Archives in Jerusalem. The pickings
were slim, but during the last week of my visit in August 2004, 1 came across a
closed file in Herbert Bentwich’s papers. [ asked why the file was closed and got
the equivalent of *dunne’. but that in view of my research honu fides they would
have a look and if it seemed okay, the file would be opened, T was also informet
en passant that there were actually “five boxes’ fromn Margery Bentwich’s estate
which were so very ‘closed’ that no one had any idea what was in them. Would
I like to try and get these opened? There seemed to be some legal impediment.

What did I have to do? I asked. Answer: obtain a signed letter granting access
for a specific research purpose from a member of the family. Although I had only
three days left, one of which was a public holiday, I achieved the minor miracle
and got the signed approval which I produced on my last working day. There
was no time to broach the mysterious boxes but what I did get was a letter in
the closed file that had first attracted my notice, addressed to “My dear Herbert’
written from Melbourne, 19 November 1931, exactly six weeks from the day that
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been back to Jerusalem twice since 2004 and my final excursion there is expected
to be in 2014,

To sum up

Obviously, what I have recounted here represents a huge distraction from my
initial concern to discover the ‘real Lizzie Bentwich’. T have not exhausted ail
possibilities in the global hunt for more documentary evidence concerning her, but
I have decided that the effort required is unlikely to add much to what I already
know. Future effort will be devoted mostly to finishing the drafts in my portfolio
of work in progress.''

I asked a question in the original abstract for this paper (not reflected herein)
about when work purporting to be biographical turns into fiction — and does this
matter? My answer is now clear. Historical fiction is one thing — a genre — and
the reader knows (or should) that it is not ‘real” but rather, a realisation of what
could have been. But biography purporting to represent life as lived is something
clse —even when described as ‘a biography” — as both Serle and Perry did. Surely
an honest broker has a duty to seek af! potential evidence and not trust almost
entirely to a single resource — no matter how magnificent that is?

So yes, it does matter when reputable writers, dramatists or film-makers either
ignore the evidence available to them or, worse, make up what they don’t know
about persons of interest such as Miss Bentwitch.

There are several benefits arising from my initial curiosity about Lizzie and
John. Some of my readers already have welcomed a sharper view of John Monash
as a person. He was a remarkable man who does not need the adulation of hero-
worshippers to justify interest in his life and work. I certainly hope that under-
researched elements in Monash’s life will continue to attract scholarly interest.'
But I consider it more important, at this time, that there should be a revival of
interest in the global Bentwich collective.

Hitherto most scholars interested in Bentwich private papers concentrated
either on the development of legal process (a quite recent interest, by the way) or
on perceived problems with the conduct of British officials (including Norman)
during the Mandate era. This is very short-sighted because there are other important
elements in the collections which happen to span the most critical tuming point
in the politics of the Middle East in modern times, that is, the formal declaration
of the State of Israel in 1948."

Drawing attention to this potential seems to me to be rather more nseful than
Australian obsessions either with Monash’s aura as Australia’s most successful
general during World War I or a love affair that had no happy ending.

In the meantime, let us give some credit to Lizzie Bentwitch who did bave the
wit to see that encouraging scholarship in perpetuity was a useful way of justifying
her otherwise unremarkable existence.
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John’s diary and outwards correspondence to Miss Bentwitch for 1920. This element
of the diary would have contained evidence of dialogue between the parties before
Lizzie left London for Melbourne and possibly some reference to the consequential
row between father and daughter when Herbert found out. In Monash’s outwards
correspondence, the other critical missing item is tbe last very long letter (8 folios)
that John wrote to Lizzie dated [ September 1931, after he got the bad news from
his doctors.

Trinity had managed its smaller pool of Bentwitch money much better than their
colleagues elsewhere. Only much later will any of the Trinity students prove to
have been distinguished law professionals, judges and more.

Herbert’s October letter has not been found. Lizzie’s only visit to Palestine was
during 1940—41 when she stopped by on the way back to Melbourne to escape
the London bombing. This visit bore fruit because Lizzie's benefactions included
several of the Palestinian Bentwiches as well as Cousin Norman of London.

These include "Monasches and the Holocaust™; *Bentwiches and Apostasy™; and
a ‘Bentwich Timeline’, There are numerous separate genealogical papers mostly
concerning the Bentwitch connection — one of which is currently under review for
publication.

Especially: {a) Monash’s pre-war business life overall and not least the SEC in the
light of "privatisation’, global warming and the tnefficiency of brown coal; (b) the
wrip to India representing the Commonwealth just before he died (unofticially accom-
panied by Lizzie); (c) his role as Vice Chancellor of the University of Melbourne;
and (d} his re-birth as a public Jew which possibly has been over-rated.

Several family members were caught up with internal conflict from the "20s, starting
with an Arab assassination attempt on Norman’s life late 1929 and ending with
Joseph fighting against the British (his own people) in the 40s, on the other. Areas of
interest beyond politics include: Anglo-Jewish family life 1850-1920; the education
of women; immigrants’ daily life and culture in Palestine from 1912 (music, art,
education, science); refugee resettlement from Nazi Germany after 1932 for which
there is also a large complementary resource, so far unloved, maintained in Jerusalem
by the Central Archives for the History of the Jewish People. In addition to his
refugee activity, other seriously under-researched elements in Norman Bentwich's
life include his commitment as a teacher of International Law and a vocal public
figure on behalf of the League of Nations and the United Nations. A bibliography of
Norman Bentwich’s publication history also would be a useful exercise. The figure
usually offered is 35 books and monographs. This probably should be advanced
to ‘over 40°. His journal and newspaper articles, book reviews of other people’s
work, obituaries and letters to editors are, probably, countless. His relentless drive
o publish worrted some peers and especially his sister Margery. But the fact that
much of this work was solicited by newspapers and other publishers suggests that
what Norman had to say to his mostly Jewish audiences was seen to be valuable.
It should not be discounted.
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My research of Australia’s official documents of that time convinced me that
Evalt’s instructions to remain neutral to his chief delegate to UNSCOP, John Hood,
who was aided by Sam Atyeo, emanated from his desire to secure the support of
Arab and Mustim UN members in his candidature for the presidency of the UN
General Assembly. Only when Brazil’s Osvaldo Aranha was elected President
of the United Nations General Assembly (UNGA) did Evatt come out fully in
support of a Jewish State.

Not surprisingly, Eliahu Elath, an Israeli diplomat, revealed in his memoirs
that he and his colleagues in the Jewish Agency delegation at the United Nations
in 1947 had very serious reservations about Evaltt:

We were not happy at [Evatt’s] appointment [as Chairman of the UN
Ad Hoc Committee]. We found out that when Evatt campaigned for
the position of President of the General Assembly, Hood and Sam
Atyeo ... asked the Arab delegations to support Evatt’s candidacy,
promising them that it would help the Arabs’ aim of defeating the

Zionists at the General Assembly.®

When Oswaldo Aranha of Brazil was re-elected president, Elath and the
Jewish Agency, who deeply mistrusted Evatt, were very pleased with the result.’
Similarly, Harry Levin, the first Isracli Consul-General in Australia, wrote in
September 1949:

Some keen observers seem to feel that there is nothing at all that Evatt
holds dear; even his friendship for Israel, they say, will last no longer
than it suits his personal ambition. Evatt himself is making it clear that
he expects financial support for Party funds from local Jewish leaders
and he expects them to transmit the funds through him personally,
there being rivalry among the Party leaders as to who brings in most
1o the Party coffers.?

Likewise, former senior Australian diplomat Alan Renouf claimed that while
Evatt was very active in the United Nations in supporting the partition plan, ‘he was
a little more reluctant about the establishment of Israel than appeared in public’.?

Chifley and Evatt were also criticised by Israel’s supporters for having pushed
through a UN resolution in 1949 calling for the internationalisation of Jerusalem,
believing that their action would woo Catholic voters in the pending Federal
election." In contrast, some commentators, including Freilich, have insisted that
Evatt has been unjustly portrayed as inept and deficient in character. Freilich
maintained that Evatt’s role and influence was a deciding factor in bringing about
the UN resolution in favour of a Jewish state."!

My own research has convinced me that Evatt was a very complex person,
a politician who sometimes pursued contradictory goals, including bis personal
ambition to become President of the UN General Assembly. However, from 1943
onwards Evatt was genuinely committed to the establishment of a Jewish state in
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side.'” However, despite CIB efforts to prevent it, the Israeli Air Force managed
to illegally purchase six aircraft in Australia during 194849 and to fly them to
Israel, where they took part in battles against the invading Arab forces.™

When assessing the role Avstralia played in the establishment of Israel, one
must remember that Australia’s *‘mother country” and traditional ally, Britain —
which had ruled Palestine as a Mandatory power since 1922 — reiterated its refusal
to accept responsibility for imposing a settlement in Palestine by force of arms
against the wishes of either party. Furthermore, it warned that, in the absence
of a settlement to which both Arabs and Jews consented, Britain would have no
option but to withdraw from Palestine. Evatt consequently accused Britain and the
United Nations of wanting to do nothing about implementing the recommenda-
tion of UNSCOP. He went further, accusing the British Government of actively
sabotaging partition through their encouragement of the Arabs to resist it by force
of arms. Australia informed the Jewish agency that it had let Britain know, in no
uncertain terms, that Britain’s attitude was not in accord with the UN resolution.
Australia also suggested that the permanent members of the Security Council rake
the lead as Great Powers in establishing an international force in Palestine. and
that other countries should contribute proportionally. This brought Australia into
conflict with the United States which feared that a contingent of Russian troops,
if thus constituted, would never leave the key strategic arca of Palestine.?!

Following invasion of Palestine by the Arab countries, Australia conveyed to
Britain its concern over reports that Britain was under obligation to help train and
equip the armed forces of Transjordan and to provide equipment for other Arab
states, and to veto attempts in the Security Council to take immediate action in
Palestine. Banativ praised Australia, which ‘unlike Britain ... is not lending her
support to any plan of settlement which gives territorial concessions in Isracl to
foreign invaders who had been routed n battle’. Banativ also criticised ‘certain
members of the Opposition [who] have attacked Dr Evatt for failing to follow
slavishly the anti-Israel line adopted by Britain™.*

Evatt’s support for the establishment of [srael had been clearly demonstrated in
September—November 1947 when he acted as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee
on Palestine, which adopted the plan of partition and economic union. This time
Australia voted in favour, while Britain abstained.* Michael Comay, a key member
of representatives that lobbied the United Nations on behalf of the Jewish Agency
for Palestine, consequently praised Evatt for his “masterly handling of the Ad Hoc
Committee” and for having made ‘a very vital contribution to the final result’.*
Evatt also asked UN Secretary-General, Trygve Lie. to persuade UN President
Aranha to influence the Latin American countries to support the partition plan.
The General Assembly adopted the Ad Hoc Committee’s draft resofution for the
partition of Palestine and the establishment of an international regime in Jerusalem
by a two-thirds majority on 29 November 1947. Again, Australia supported the
resolution while Britain abstained. *
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sequently presented a resolution, proposing that Israel was a peace-loving nation
and should be admitted to the UN. On 11 May 1949 the UN General Assembly
resolved to admit Israel for membership. Deafening applause greeted the announce-
ment of Tsrael’s admission by UN President Evatt.

Evatt decided shortly afterwards to exchange diplomatic missions with Israel.
The first Israeli envoys to Australia, Consul General Yehudah Harry Levin and
Consul Gabriel Doren, arrived m Sydney on 14 August 1949. Osmond Charles
William Fuhrman, who was appointed by Evatt as Australia’s first Minister to
Israel, arrived in Israel on 19 December 19493
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100 YEARS AGO: VICTORIA 1912

Compiled by Lorraine Freeman

From the pages of The Australian Jewish Herald for 1912

In February the death was announced of Lady Fanny Benjamin, widow of the late
Sir Benjamin Benjamin, and sister of the late Mr Justice Henry Cohen of Sydney,
who died just a month before her.

A meeting of about 150 people was held in March for those interested in estab-
lishing the Kadimah (Jewish National Library). Mr Joshua Rochlin, who chaired
the meeting, hoped this would foster the revival of the Hebrew language, which
he said was so neglected in Australia. The library opened in August.

Rabbi Dr Abrahams of Melbourne Hebrew Congregation was visiting England
and arousing great interest, partly hecause of his eloquent public speaking and
partly because he was the first British born Jew to receive both a doctorate and
a rabbinic diploma. The reports kindly noted that ‘Melbourne could be proud of
its minister’.

A fatality was reported at the Montefiore Homes when a resident died from
suffocation caused by smoking in bed, and The Australian Jewish Herald thondered
that he was known to be a heavy smoker, warning of the dangers.

Moves were made by some congregations to strengthen the authority of the
Chief Rabbi in Australia, and to create a fund that would enable him to visit the
colonies on a regular basis.

In April ameeting of the Victorian Zionist League deplored the lack of Zionist
activity in Australia. To begin with it was resolved that the hitherto separate ladies
and gentlemen’s branches should amalgamate to ensure greater success. As a result
there were now two Zionist organisations in Melbourne, the second being “The
Zionist Society”’, whose main emphasis was on the raising of money for the INF.
The inaugural meeting, held in a private home in Collingwood, admitted women
on equal terms with men!

On April 15th the world’s largest acean liner, the Titanic, struck an iceberg on
her maiden voyage and sank with the loss of over 1,500 lives. This was the first
time that the international radio distress signal *SOS” was transmitted. The tragedy
of the sinking of the Titanic was the cause of much discussion in *The Australian
Jewish Herald’” in May, and reference was made to the ‘probable loss of a good
many of our co-religionists on the ship’. Notice was drawn to the great response
of many Jewish business houses for a fund to assist the survivors.






BOOK REVIEWS

THE BIBLIOGRAPHY OF AUSTRALASIAN JUDAICA: 1788-2008
(3rd edition)

By Serge Liberman (ed.)
Ormond, Vic.: Hybrid Publishers, 2011, 860 pp.

No one should underestimate the sheer audacity of this collection — thousands of
references spread over B60 pages. As ‘Australasian Judaica’, its wings are also
spread across the ditch to New Zealand. The bulk of the entries are about Jewish
writers and exhibitions, but there is also a slew of non-Jewish authors whose
work impacts on the broad understandings of Australian Judaica. One of its major
informants is the Australian Jfewish Historical Society Journal.

The period covered is from Australia’s early colonial experience to the first
decade of the 21st century. As for the compilation itself, one can but marvel over
the blood, sweat and tears, let alone the patience, required of Serge Liberman and
his associates to bring this vast project to fruition.

In the Preface to this third edition of the Bibliography, Liberman explains
his motives for tackling such an arduous task, how and why he has structured it
as he has, and notes how difficult it was to decide when to stop collecting and
actually go to print. With great humility he acknowledges the efforts of the editors
of earlier editions, and the muses which inspired and encouraged him to continue
in their footsteps.

The text is structured in two major parts — fiction and non-fiction — within
which there are many differentiated subsections. Under the rubric ‘Fiction’ there
appear all the written arts in both English and Yiddish. These include poetry,
short stories, novels and the theatre. Among the earliest works cited are those
of Benjamin Leopold Farjeon, a prolific writer in Australia and New Zealand
from the 1870s onward. There is a section titled “The Jew as a Character in host
Australian Literature’, along with others that involve the Middle East conflict,
Biblical figures, immigration, settlement and Holocaust survival.

The non-fiction section is divided mto at least a dozen subject areas, and these
again trawl the arts in all their manifold varieties, together with politics, history, the
world wars, Zionism, philosophy, music, autobiography and Holocaust memoir.
And that’s not to forget media, sport, genealogy, demography and, especially
important for Jews, the culinary.

To have located, let alone read, such an ocean of production, has been a massive
undertaking. Moreover, for those engaged in research, the task is now made far
easier by a succinct summary for almost every entry. With equal conciseness, a
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presented in this collection. His mother, Edzia, was actively engaged in the family
business, with minimal interest in homemaking. Unlike many of the contributors,
Bernie did not come from a Yiddish-speaking home, cocooned in a village-like
milieu of Jewish shopkeepers and religious observance. He describes his family
as outward looking. tolerant and as “secular. liberal and left-leaning’, with a wide
circle of non-Jewish friends, many of whom were well-known intellectuals and
artists, including Vance and Nettie Palmer and Yosl Bergner. This last snippet
of information particularly piqued my interest because, although over the years [
have written about the links between interwar Australian writers and artists and
the Carlton Jewish community, | was totally unaware of this family connection.

My excitement when discovering ‘lost’ family history in this volume suggests
an important reason for its publication — its ability to reconnect descendants of
those who experienced Jewish life in Carlton with what has now become a distant
memory of a once vibrant community, e¢ven for those who were there at the time.
After reading this book I am sure that contributors’ children, grandchildren and
great-grandchildren alike will take a moment to put down their cafe lattes and
look at Cariton with new eyes as they try to imagine streets populated by their
Yiddish-speaking forbears, amongst them children, bringing home live chickens
from the Victoria market to be slaughtered for the Shabbat meal.

Family history aside, the book also represents a useful source for those
wanting to gain a nuanced understanding of the history of Jewish Carlton betore
1945, especially because of its clear delineation of three quite distinctive groups
of Jewish migrants who found their way there. Polish Jews, like the Zermans,
formed the largest cohort. In the latter part of the 1920s to the early 1930s Polish
Jews arrived in Australia to seek relief from persecution and impoverishment. The
previously most popular destination, the United States, was now out of reach for
many because of the imposition of quotas that restricted the numbers of migrants
allowed in from each country. A second group comprised Russian Jews who had
managed to leave Russia, especially the Ukraine, prior to World War One. Some
came directly to Australia, settling in the late nineteenth/early twentieth century,
while many others had furst tried, unsuecessfully, to make a life in Palestine. When
they could no longer cope with the economic and political hardships in Palestine,
they joined family members who had pioneered life in Australia. The Russian/
Palestinian migration extended over a long period, but peaked in the late 1920s,
creating new challenges for the Carlton community. Whereas Polish Jews were
well served by the established Yiddishist cultural organisation, the Kadimah, newly
arrived Hebrew speakers felt culturally and linguistically marginalised. Eliyahu
Honig describes how the situation was to some extent rectified with the establish-
ment in 1928 of the Ivriva (Eretz Israel Society), which promoted the maintenance
of modern Hebrew and the teaching of Zionist history. A final group of arrivals
came directly to Australia from eastern Europe just prior to the outbreak of the
Second World War and in the shadows of impending doom.
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of Malche and Chaim’s attachment to Yiddish cultural and linguistic traditions.
Although Malche’s story covers similar ground to many others in the book, its
strength lies in the fact that it is told from the perspective of someone who had
an aduit’s understanding of what was happening at the time — a perspective that
goes some way to eschewing sentimentalism, while stil] celebrating achievement.

By contrast, Al Spilman’s memories are indubitably shaped by his childhood,
but, unlike other childhood memories of Carlton, his arc infused by sadness. Al
was borm in Melbourne in 1941, three years after his mother and father {aged in
their late thirties and mid-forties respectively} arrived from Poland. He was an
only, but emotionally neglected, child of deeply traumatised parents who seemed
never to recover from the tragedy wreaked upon their families by the Holocaust,
or to adjust to life in Australia. Whereas his parents cut themselves off from social
contact with the Jewish community, Al embraced it, finding friendship among
other Jewish families and participating in community activities. Of particuiar
interest too are Al’s references to his non-lewish working-class neighbours, hard-
drinking wharfies, bricklayers, panel beaters, and painters and dockers, who yelled
out anti-Semitic insults at passing Jews. While Al remembers Jewish Carlton
fondly because it provided a refuge for him from family grief, of all the stories in
the book, this one is the most revealing account of a community of considerable
public achievement that, nonetheless, was built on private struggles and tragedy.

I am aware that the author had limited resources in producing this book, and
its glossary of Yiddish terms is a considerable achievement in itself, but readers
would certainly have benefited from a more elaborated academic apparatus.
An extended introduction containing more details of the historical context of
the community would have given those without specialist or family knowledge
greater understanding of what was being described, as would some explanation
for the dispersal of the community after the end of the war. A brief biography
of the authors themselves beyond what is available in their stories would have
further contextualised their accounts. (The benefits of this approach are evident
in Malche’s chapter.) Contributors were asked to supply family photographs and
they certainly bring the community to life. However, what is missing in terms
of illustration, is a map of Carlton, with the locations of important institutions,
including schools, marked on it, as well as the businesses, shops and cafes that
are so often mentioned. An index of names would also have helped the reader to
cross-reference the different stories. The extensiveness of this wish list underlines
the potential of publications of this nature to contribute to history writing by
drawing on personal memories before they are lost. The question is how the effort
put into such projects can be harnessed so that their outputs are of value not only
to a small group of family members, delighted to learn about their past, but to a
broader readership drawn from both the Jewish and wider community.

Pam Maclean
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the aim of ensuring free access to the Holy Places for Christians, Muslims and
Jews. The latter provision was accepted reluctantly by Ben-Gurion, but under
Australia’s persistence, the UN again passed similar resolutions in 1948 and 1949
concerning Jerusalem. In 1948 and 1949 Australia supported Israel’s admission
to the UN, This largely pro-Zionist policy can be credited to Australia’s minister
of External Affairs, Dr. Herbert Vere Evatt.

Arnold Zable spoke to a large audience on 26 April. Arnold discussed the
evolution of immigrant communities in Carlton in the post-war era, with particular
emphasis on the cultural borders that were crossed, making Carlton a vibrant
multicultural suburb.

Qur final meeting on 17 May saw Dr Racheline Barda of Sydney discuss her
recently released book on Egyptian-Jewish émigrés in Australia. Racheline had
interviewed a large number of Jews from Egypt now living in Australia as well as
overseas, and they shared with her the largely untold story of their ‘second exodus’.

In other news, huge progress has been made with the indexing of our digital
marriage database. Most of Melbourne’s synagogues have now been completed as
well as others from around Australia and New Zealand. Copies of these marriages
(up to 1952) are held at the Lamm Library. Our thanks to Rene Eisner, Rodney
Eisfelder, Ian Samuel and Max Wald as well as Susie Ehrmann, Evie Katz, Doreen
Kenmar and Sarah Wein for their assistance in this ongoing project. A number of
members volunteered to assist Howard Freeman to index the archive of Temple
Beth Israel, and thanks go to Doreen Kenmar, Brenda Kahan, Susie Ehrroann,
Brian Samuel and Lionel Sharpe.

Dr Harvey Cohen continues to maintain our website including downloading
podcasts of the latest meetings. Visit http://www.ajhs.info/Victoria/

It is with gratitude that we acknowledge donations from Beverley Gomr and
from the late Hon. Walter and Alwynne Jona.

I.iz James
Honorary Secretary, AJHS Vic Inc
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Lady Anna Cowen, in her entry in Who's Who of Australian Women, said of
herself, ‘In a long and happy marriage (of 66 years) I have raised a family of 4
children and given support to a husband in public life. Most notably perhaps,
during his years as Governor-General of Australia between 1977 and 1982. This
partnership has been active and fulfilling’.

Kate Cowen gained a Bachelor in Communications, majoring in journalism and
PR, then spent several years in the Communications Department of The Clarke
Institute of Psychiatry (now Centre for Addiction and Mental Health — Toronto).
Kate then worked for some years in a communications role at the Mental Health
Research Institute (Melbourne). She is currently a full-time parent to two young
daughters, and does volunteer work.

Lorraine Freeman BA, Dip Crim, Grad Dip App Soc Psych, is a longstanding
member of the Victorian Society, who continues her series of abstracts from the
Melbourne Jewish press of 100 years ago.

Dr Howard Freeman OAM is president of ATHS Vic Inc, and co-editor of the
Victorian edition of the Australian Jewish Historical Society Journal.

Liz James Dip Tch, Dip Lib, is a committee member of AIGS Vic, and Honorary
Secretary of the AJHS Vic Inc.

Dr John Goldlust taught in the Sociology Program at La Trobe University until
2007 and was a Partner Investigator in the recent Australian Centre for Jewish
Civilization-sponsored research project on the Australian Jewish community. His
interests include immigration, ethnicity and social identity. He has been research-
ing and writing on the sociology and demography of Jews im Australia since the
late 1960s.

Dr Rodney Gouttman is a former senior academic, former editor of this Journal,
and political analyst. An author in the areas of Ausiralia-Israel relations, Australian
anti-Semitism, and Australian Jewish history, he is re-evaluating the Australian
Jewish story of World War L.

Dr Helen Light AM was inaugural Director of the Jewish Museum of Australia,
having worked there from 1983-2010. She now works as a consultant in museums,
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he was Head of English at a comprehensive school, and has published a number
of books and essays on the National Curriculum. Daniel and his wife Hazel live

in a village in the Northamptonshire countryside.

















