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Widely held views

LARRY Stillman is upset because
he believes that Andrew Bolt – the
nemesis of the self-righteous, smug
left – is a right-wing extremist.
He mentioned that Bolt was
convicted under a law that many
now believe should be repealed
because it goes against the idea of
free speech.
Bolt is one of very few in the
media who understands all too
well the serious issues affecting the
Jewish community from uncontrolled Muslim immigration and
has helped expose anti-Semitism
stemming from Islamists and
anti-Israel media bias repeatedly.
Stillman’s naive belief that “there
is a need more than ever to welcome
all people to Australia whatever
their religious or cultural origin”
stems from a wilful disregard of the
pressing security concerns for Jews
worldwide, about which Bolt on the
other hand is very aware.
WIZO has tapped into what very
many in our community are concerned about and hence what Bolt
has to say, and they do us a great
service as always in finding ways to
raise funds to help Israel.
Stillman may not like the fact
that Bolt does so much more to
support Israel than he, who via
the Australian Jewish Democratic
Society provides sustenance to
the pro-Palestinian propaganda
machine in Australia which helps to
demonise Israel.
JOE SILVER

Bentleigh, Vic

Need for vigilance

LARRY Stillman states that we are,
“at a time when there is a need more
than ever, to welcome all people to
Australia whatever their religious or
cultural origin”.
Of course, he is entitled to his
opinion, but others are of the opinion that where such religious ideology or cultural beliefs are at odds
with Australian values and democracy, we should be more vigilant
and less welcoming specifically
because of this.
Unfortunately the left regularly
label people whose opinions differ
from their own, as intolerant, bigoted or racist.
VIVIAN FELDMAN

Bentleigh East, Vic

The threat within

THERE is a distinct irony in the
Olympic Games 2016.
Team USA is yet again dominant
with their gold medal tally significantly higher than any other competing nation. No doubt huge financial
resources were behind the long-term
training and upkeep of the athletes
in their disciplines.
However, the world’s most powerful nation is facing an unprecedented threat from within. The two
presidential candidates are of such
mediocre quality that the democratic
world shudders at the potential lack
of necessary talent and capability in
the Oval Office.
Three Rs dominate: Recklessness,
Rhetoric and the (inability to

confront) Reality. Perhaps the most
alarming is the refusal by either
candidate to address the threat of
imminent fiscal insolvency.
As presidential candidates,
neither Clinton or Trump have individually put forward any agenda to
reduce the crippling economic debt
incurred by years of mismanagement.
In the past 50 years, only five
budget surpluses have been achieved.
A strong, skilful president who can
present a realistic plan for economic
recovery and has the ability to initiate tough, perhaps unpopular political decisions to attain this goal, is
mandatory.
To date, both candidates,
Democrat and Republican, have
been recklessly using dramatically
colourful rhetoric.
However, ominously, neither
Clinton nor Trump has given astute
attention to – or presented any
proposal indicating a solution to
confront – the reality of a country
sinking into a financial quagmire.
AVIVA ROTHSCHILD

Caulfield North, Vic

Keeping Hanson
onside

IN response to me saying, “Given a
different time and a different place,
who knows” if Pauline Hanson
would have had a problem with
Jews, “after all, fear and hate are
the tools of her trade” (AJN 5/8),
Michael Burd writes, “This line of
thinking would almost guarantee

she develops some resentment for
us” (AJN 12/08).
In other words, we mustn’t upset
Hanson as that could make her
develop a problem with us Jews. And
with that, Burd proves my case in
point very nicely.
HENRY HERZOG

St Kilda East, Vic

Jews the world over

HAVING recently spent five weeks
in the USA, my first time back in
over 30 years, I flew over to the
north-east, near Albany, New York,
where I’d originally lived with a
Jewish family for 12 months, 50
years ago. On arriving in Boston I
was taken to a restaurant, chosen
randomly on the internet. When I
walked in to a sea of yarmulkes I felt
like I was “coming home”. The restaurant was buzzing, and matched
my mood of excitement and anticipation; the food was excellent, the
service welcoming.
A major highlight of my time
in New England was attending
the world premiere of the play,
American Son at a small theatre in
the Berkshires. This breathtaking
production examines America’s
racial divide through the eyes of an
estranged interracial couple.
As I entered this vibrant scene
with my precious friends from decades past, I was immediately aware
of the disproportionate number of
Jews in the crowd, in a region that
doesn’t have a large Jewish population. I felt I could have been at
the Melbourne Theatre Company
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or a concert at the Arts Centre on St
Kilda Road.
A poignant discussion followed
the production, which had left the
audience spellbound. As soon as the
cast was introduced on stage, hands
shot up everywhere. Several typically
articulate Americans got to give their
views, as did I. The final speaker was
a Holocaust survivor. She faltered
with emotion as she talked of the
challenges she and her mixed-race
daughter, sitting by her side, had
endured, and wondered aloud why
there were no other blacks in the
audience.
In the lobby later I was approached
by many of this mainly advanced
middle-aged Jewish audience who
were eager to talk about Australia,
and their ardent wish to move here
should Donald Trump be elected.
They were only half joking.
Recently, following my return
home, sitting in my favourite cafe
in Melbourne, reflecting on my
trip, I became aware that many
of Melbourne’s Jewish population
had also discovered my cafe, not
in Caulfield or Ripponlea, but certainly offering great coffee, food and
ambience.
I thought back to the yarmulkes
in Boston and the crowd at the
theatre, and was reminded that Jews
the world over are the same. We
love good food, we treasure our
friends, we support the arts, we
fight injustice and we want to be
heard.
JANINE JOSEPH

Armadale, Vic

Census sensibility: A question of privacy

T

HE concept of a census in a
historical context is not an
unusual or controversial one.
Through time immemorial,
there have been various systems of
counting people and collecting data.
In parashah Bamidbar, the
census of the Israelites in the desert
took place. It was a headcount of
every male who was in the Israelite
camp in the desert. Now we could
discuss for hours the misogyny of
only counting men, and that would
be an interesting and important conversation, but let us focus for now on
the concept of the count. The biblical
census was fascinating because it was
not interested in nuance. It was only
interested in who was a Jew.
Interestingly it was not a breakdown of who believes what and who
practises what. It was a headcount
of all. Not a headcount of those who
dress a particular way, or who have
a certain amount of power or influence or money – but a headcount of
everyone. Not a headcount of those
who stood up to the Egyptians – but
a headcount of every single male
over 20 years of age. Whose voices
were heard? Who was eligible for
the count? Everyone.
One of the interesting features
of this census was that, unusually
in the historical lexicon, it did not
worry about denomination, differing beliefs, affiliations, who married whom (Moses himself married
a non-Jewish woman). They were
interested in including people, not
finding ways to exclude.
The method of data collection
was interesting as well. Rather than
a paper or online census, the count

School of
thought

JEREMY STOWE-LINDNER

was mostly done by the contribution
of a half-shekel, regardless of wealth
or status. I use the word “mostly”
because the Levites (priests) were
exempted from the monetary contribution and simply asked to “raise
their heads”.
Now, I hear you cry, “what about
privacy? What did Moses and his
statisticians do with the data? Where
was it held? For how long? Who had
access to it? Was it personalised?”
And when the rabbis of the Talmud
discussed the details of the census,
did they anonymise the data?
The current furore over the integrity of the Census is not so much
a comment on the Census as it is a
comment on our time. Just as the
Brexit vote for many was not really
about Brexit but about immigration,
globalisation and change, so in this
case the fears of privacy are not just
about the Census.
Have you noticed when you go
onto a website that an advertisement
appears that seems strangely similar
to something you were previously
interested in? When you click on
a travel site, for example, a cookie
(a piece of code) in your computer
invites advertisements of a similar theme. Even many email providers connect you up with bespoke
products during your web searches.
When you have supermarket
loyalty cards, credit cards, apply

An error message seen on the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) Census
website last week.
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for loans, request information, little
information is actually private –
huge amounts of personal information are volunteered and garnered.
However, the Australian Census
is a very different proposition to
store cards, credit cards and mobile
apps, all of which we can choose
to have (or not). Not only are we
required to provide this identifying information in the Census, we
also have a daily fine if we do not
provide it. Previously, Australians
could “opt in” to have their names
and addresses stored against their
data. Now it is compulsory, with a
fine of $180 per day if you do not.
The ABC informed us that the
Australian Bureau of Statistics “also
said it would be using ‘anonymised’
versions of names, and the names
and addresses ‘will only be used for
projects approved by a senior-level
committee’”.
Who is on that committee? And

for what purposes? While we may
have faith in the benevolence of our
government now, do we have similar faith in the future?
In my previous role as principal of
the Jewish Community Secondary
School (JCoSS) in London, we
introduced electronic registration
(roll-taking) and cashless purchasing from the canteen. Fingerprint
technology was the same price as
card technology (and teenagers are
much, much less likely to lose their
fingerprints than they are their cards,
although with teenagers nothing can
be ruled out), but we concluded that
a state institution storing biometric
data does not play well in the Jewish
community, given our history. We
opted for cards over fingerprints.
But times have changed.
Columbia University and Google
researchers concluded just two
months ago that having two apps
open, with location data (which of

us have ever switched this off, or
know how to even if we wished to?)
on your mobile phone is enough
to identify where you are and who
you are. With just a postcode, a first
name and a date of birth, you can
be identified by most medium-sized
businesses, if they choose to do so.
Just as the biblical census was
an open source experience, so is
the Census. There is no privacy
nowadays, and anyone who thinks
that a boycott of the Census denies
government access to information
that can be used maliciously, is
naive to believe that this boycott
will actually stop the trend.
If the trend against privacy is
to be genuinely reversed, then the
issue is not the Census. The issue
is website search histories, cookies (not the culinary kind), mobile
apps, store cards, loyalty schemes,
phone records and so on. The issue
is a wider issue than a government
collecting data so as to help inform
government policy and spending.
The Census, like Brexit, may be a
method of expressing a particular
grievance, but the issue and its resolution are beyond the immediate
situation. The reach of the protesters should be much wider, on both a
national and international, societal
and legal, commercial and governmental scale.
With one click of a mouse, the
boycotters hope to hold back an
ocean.
I wish them luck.

Jeremy Stowe-Lindner is principal
of Bialik College and a
history/philosophy teacher.

