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ROGER WATERS AND BDS

Toxic Waters flow unchallenged
OW do you sanitise
a hate-filled political campaign that
has repugnant historical precedents?
You do what host
Waleed Aly did with his recent
interview with BDS (boycott,
divestment and sanctions) hardliner Roger Waters during his
recent appearance on the Channel
10 infotainment program The
Project.
You reclassify the BDS movement, as a “creative” boycott
rather than what it really is. For
its repeatedly attested real aim is
the destruction of the Jewish State
of Israel.
Love or hate Benjamin
Netanyahu the “raison d’etre” of
the eliminationist BDS movement
is not to change this or that Israeli
policy.
Of course, Aly’s soft-sell of the
boycott movement went unchallenged and those of us with the
knowledge to do so haven’t been
invited onto the show to voice
dissent.
Some of those involved in the
BDS movement have indicated its
real motives.
The BDS’s chief, founder and
operator in the United States is
Omar Barghouti.
“The current phase has all the
emblematic properties of what
may be considered the final chapter of the Zionist project. We
are witnessing the rapid demise
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of Zionism, and nothing can be
done to save it, for Zionism is
intent on killing itself. I, for one,
support euthanasia.”
Other BDS ideologues say:
“The real aim of the BDS is
to bring down the state of Israel
… That should be stated as an
unambiguous goal. There should
not be any equivocation on the
subject. Justice and freedom for
the Palestinians are incompatible
with the existence of the state of
Israel” (As’ad Abu Khalil).
“OK, fine. So BDS does mean
the end of the Jewish state … I
view the BDS movement as a longterm project with radically transformative potential … In other
words, BDS is not another step on
the way to the final showdown;
BDS is The Final Showdown”
(Ahmed Moor).
Mick Jagger and the Rolling
Stones, Sir Elton John, Radiohead,
Aerosmith, and Australia’s Nick
Cave have all had major recent
concerts in the vital open democracy of Israel.
This has sent the ex-Pink Floyd
musician meshugge. For Roger
Waters is notorious for his hardline extreme positions on Israel,
positions that he has made clear
in earlier statements and with his
recent statements in Australia.

Roger Waters being interviewed by Waleed Aly on The Project.
Photo: Screengrab/Channel 10

There are direct quotes from
Waters himself on the BDS: “The
situation in Israel/Palestine, with
the occupation, the ethnic cleansing
and the systematic racist apartheid
Israeli regime is unacceptable…”
“They believe that everybody
that is not a Jew is only on earth
to serve them and they believe
that the indigenous people of the
region that they kicked off the
land in 1948 and have continued
to kick off the land ever since are
sub-human…”
Waters was not only appearing
on The Project while in Australia.
Just before dancing with Aly on
The Project, an Australia Palestine
Advocacy Network forum was
held at the Athenaeum Theatre in
Melbourne. The BDS forum was
promoted by the Green Party’s
Adam Bandt with posters inside

and outside his office. The forum
in Melbourne was hosted by
Sydney-based Israel hater Anthony
Lowenstein.
Something extraordinary happened; Roger Waters embarked
on a rant that has shocked and
offended many within the music
industry with its open hatred, bigotry and homophobia.
Waters’ maniacal rant against
his fellow musicians only came to
light after the recording of the
forum was revealed on the music
website Noise11.
Waters exhibited passionate
hatred of Israel by attacking international musicians including Sir
Elton, Thom Yorke (Radiohead),
Steven Tyler (Aerosmith), Steve
Van Zandt (Bruce Springsteen’s E
Street Band), and Nick Cave.
These are artists that had all

recently held concerts in Israel so
that their fans had an opportunity
to see them live.
Waters’ message to “help
mend the Middle East situation”
involved calling Yorke a “self-obsessed, narcissistic, drippy little
prick”, Tyler “an old lady” and
Sir Elton “dopey” and a “Queen
mum”.
As the Jerusalem Centre for
Public Affairs concludes regarding
the BDS, “It is a highly controversial notion even within far-left
circles.”
In a December 2011 lecture,
Ha’aretz journalist Amira Hass
said, “As someone who grew up
in a Marxist environment, I say,
Don’t make a religion of it.”
In February 2012, Norman
Finkelstein, one of the most vocal
critics of Israel, stated that the
BDS movement was a “cult” and
that those who ran it were dishonest. He concluded by saying, “At
least be honest what you want –
We want to abolish Israel and this
is our strategy for doing it.”
I question The Project and
wonder if “our” Waleed will be
fronting for any other fanatics like
Waters to his millennial audience.
Few of them will guess Waters’
real agenda.
And I’m fairly certain that no
one with any informed knowledge
will be asked on the show to question, laugh or joke with Aly.
Michael Danby is the Federal Member
for Melbourne Ports.

ORTHODOXY AND HALACHAH

We need to bring back flexible Judaism

T

HE survival of the
Jewish people has been
attributed to many factors.
Our shared history may be
one factor. Our obsession
with family, community
and education may be another. The
sadly unifying effect of anti-Semitism
could be relevant. The Jewish kopf
can be claimed (although I don’t buy
into racial theories). Regardless of the
cause, there is no doubt that we are a
flexible people. Our ability to relocate,
regenerate and thrive in challenging
circumstances, often without resources,
is the subject of many anthropological
and sociological studies.
Our rabbinic tradition thrives in
this atmosphere of flexibility. The
Talmud is full of wonderful rabbinic
dilemmas and debates. The rabbis
debated points of law, points of
practice and points of ethics. They
debated whether a kosher oven that
has been exposed to non-kosher food
but then broken down into bits and
reconstructed was still considered an
oven. They debated which way round
to light the Chanukah candles, and
whether theft is really against the Ten
Commandments.
What we have in our tradition
is an openness to questioning and
a thriving in an atmosphere of
questioning and debate.
When I was a little bit younger
than I am now, I had the privilege
and opportunity of studying in a
yeshivah in Israel. While there were
many opportunities to study many
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topics, generally speaking the
learning was divided into two areas:
halachah (Jewish law) and hashkafah
(philosophy).
Personally I found the academic
challenge of halachic study
fascinating, and thrived in the
debates and depths of hashkafah.
One of the many questions that I
had at yeshivah was about comparing
and contrasting the atmosphere of
debate and questioning in the past
with modern times.
Halachah as a word has at its
root “holech” – to walk, or to go. It
is part of the root of “derech” which
is a path, a way or a meandering.
Inherent in the concept of halachah
is the process of wondering and
wandering, and inherent in that is in
turn the supremacy of flexibility.
The halachic process has as its
essence a rejection of pre-ordination, a
refutation of outcome without evidence,
and a distaste for unsubstantiated or
emotional judgement.
One has to question whether that
same spirit of questioning and inquiry
is still dominant today. There is concern
throughout the mainstreams of the
Jewish world that the dominant period
of genuine openness and debate has
very recently started to come to an end.
When a gay rabbi is invited to speak at

Carl Schleicher’s A dispute over the Talmud.

a shule at an optional evening event, why
is there an outcry? When a shule seeks
to find a legitimate but non-Australian
route for converts that is inclusive and
open, why is there a backlash? When
we discuss as a community whether to
include Aleph, a Melbourne organisation
supporting LGBTQI+ members of our
community, why is there outrage?
Now don’t misunderstand me. I am
not saying that we should not have a
debate, or that there is not a counter
view, but the kneejerk reaction of “no”
to change is neither healthy, nor how it
should be, nor how it was.
The story of the Tower of Babel for
example, the first communal rebellion in
the Torah, is one rejecting a monolithic
community. A group that spoke with
both one voice and one language was

seen as a threat. God Himself pluralised
himself when he investigated the issue
(“let us go down ...”).
More recently, the rabbinic and
communal debate in the 19th century
over whether the use of electricity is
permissible on Shabbat was approached
with a spirit of genuine openness. While
the conclusion in the Orthodox world
was in the negative, at the start of the
conversation this outcome was by no
means a foregone conclusion.
I wonder how that debate would
have played out had electricity been
a new practical phenomenon today?
Would there have been a genuine
climate of curiosity and investigation, or
would it have started and ended with a
blanket “No!”.
Halachah is not a march. If a march

was intended, we would not have
called it halachah but instead tsa’adah.
Tsa’adah as a military march, with a preordained destination, would be fitting.
Its root is “tsa’ad”, a step, which adds an
extra complication as a stumbling block.
But the rabbis chose not to call our
law tsa’adah. They rejected monolithic
systems, pre-judged outcomes and
a stifling of debate. They thrived in
an atmosphere of genuine openness
and a culture of thinking. They chose
halachah and thrived in the journey, the
meandering and the wondering.
With a mixture of sadness and
anticipation, I predict an outraged
response from at least one rabbi in a
neighbouring Australian state capital
to my thesis in this column, although
this will only serve to prove my point.
However, I am quietly optimistic that I
strike a chord with many others.
So here’s my request: Let us return to
a community of genuine flexibility. Let us
approach halachic dilemmas as genuine
areas of moderate debate. Let us be
flexible in thought, generous to our
academic opponents, inclusive to our
fellow community members regardless
of their preferences, and see the future
as an exciting walk – a wondering and a
wandering. Let us recapture the spirit of
flexibility and openness that is present in
some aspects of our communal life, was
ever present before, and can be much
more to the fore in the future.
Jeremy Stowe-Lindner is Principal of
Bialik College, and a teacher of
History and Philosophy.

