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When one looks for 3 common dencminator oo 3n element that

unifies the Jewish ﬁ?aspora of our fimes beyard de2alo
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rivalries of a political and religicus naturs,; 5=z

cern and support forY the state of Isrzzi. Howeusr, this

concern and suppert have been punctoated > 2 long procecss,
ot lzcking In vircient disputation among oy Fferent Fzoiions

of European and Americar Jewry related to the Zoonist o odesl

oF =2 homelanc for she Jews.
For 2'mDsST & G302 nNow, & slow Dot (norezsing wave cirecied
to reevaluating the relaiions betwess Isrze’l znc the Draspor:

has been cccurring starting with ths
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towarde the end of the decade., Since |1 seems cCc'ear that 3
severe, growing polarization smong Jews living n the Diaspora
<33c in Israel—iz taking place with unprecdictzble i:.:-:-w:.--e-u:p.:|=.=m:e-e..t
it ise necessary to examine the nuanzes of the reiatione between
Israel and the_Diaspora up to the jast uncontraoversizal military
crisijs betweenlﬁrabs apg’Iaéaelis. Uncantroversial meahing that
the security of the stéte of Israe) was at stake and na other
choices than the military option were possible. To indesrstand the

previous relations between Israel Znd the Dizaspora would enable

-

us to better understand the reactieons from Dizspora communities

X !
to the present Arab-Israeli conflict. However, %o preszent a thes sz |
on the entire Jewish Diaspora reactions wWwould be beyond the

possibilities of the scope of this thesis. I have choszen two

Jewish communitleé which are part of the Diaspora: Brazil and

.
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Australia. Why thesze two countries? The election of Braz.i came
first: takKing into account the small literatures available about

that community this study ®ill come tc present for the First

time a short—then incomplete—but coherent description of Brazil.

Jewry since (ts beginning unti]l the 1¥50s; second and most mpor-
tant, to atfempt an® understanding of itz Jewizh identity as =

Jewtsh community in the Diaspora and tts responsz
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lsraeli conslict. Having chosen for the purpose of this thas z

Srazitian Jeury it was %ore interesting to compare t pot with
another Souit American Jowry but with ansther Jezwish freontier
scCiet !W-é‘:EC n a differens non-Je2w sh cultural enviformeni.
Thug, FAustrz'z was chossn so that one mar sse Two gecoraphics!
znd cultyral y Sifferent Jewr i 2e reacting to the zame issues.
Some of the questionz that are considered zrs: To what :

sxtent was 72 Zionizt Movement accepted before the creztion

]

the stat

00

of Israel and what relation existz, ¥ an¥, beiween

the leve]l of acceptance and the origins of-the Jewish immigration

to each of the countries under consideration? What is the relation

between that level of acceptance—of the Zionist jdeazl First and
of the state later—of the Jewish community and the-&?fi:ial
policy af the country? How was this relation reflected in the
Jewish communities’ response to the Middle East conflict?® Do

we find crktiFism‘of lsraael by a Jewish leader, institution,

or press? Do we‘¥ind criticism of the country in which Jews | jve
because of its stand on the Middle East conflict? Do we find

any elements that indicafe the formation of a 6iaspora ?deo:og}
in relation to Israél,as a2 result of the military crises? What

are the forms assumed by the Jewish communities’ reactions? When

*



e
we come to compare both Australiahand Brazilian communities, wha:
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are the elements that they share and that sepa - zte ‘hem r
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their Peactlcﬁ to Arab-l<sraely military crisecs?®

The presentation of this thesis will be done through the fol-

lowing distribution of chapterz: btws chapters, 2zch of which

wWill Focus on the origins of the country = Jewr»
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ess, ard development unt(l the 1750e. From ihen on thke thes|

wil? be civided 'n three chzpters each of which w 17 focus on 3

Sins Campaigh, 52hé Sie=Dad iy and thenm Yom Fiosour War, Buers
chaoifer wil]l begin with 3 shdr® introduction of worid a+fdz ~=
related to the Middie East confl:st, Following s\ inteadiction,
gach Jewr s neaciian Will be presented separateir widh x conclusiesz-

for gach one, A Tinal conclusion and a bibliogrzphy conclude thi sz

thesi=s.

Finally, a word regarding sources. Frimary sources of investigat-
ion were local Jewish newspapers and magazines of the countries
under consideration. A smal)l amount of material wéée also found 1in
the Archives of the HUC ianincinnati. In the case of Auetralia)
there was only one newspaper available fthough 1ts Yiddish =dition
many times brought commments not included in the Enclish, larger

-

edition, In the case o{‘BraziI there was plenty of primac, scurces.

i

Regarding secondary sources 1 had to overcomes thes |ack ofr material

related to BraZilian Jewry and to do that 1 put together , as n

3 puzzle, different moments and aspects of that community which

T were scattered in a variety of secondary sourceg some of which

. .

were not always accurate.



CHAPTER 1.

THE JEWS OF AUSTRALIA. FROM 1788 TO THE 1950s.




The Beginning. 1728-1850.—

The history o+ modern Austr=lia began in the sevantesnth
century when the Dutch explorer W, Jantszzoon discovered the Cape
York Peninsula in 1608, The Dutch East India Company sup-ortsd
-

a few other voyanges to the South Seas and in 1842 the Du‘ch
navigator Abel J, Tasman discovered MNew Zealand and Tasmania,
which he named Van Diemen =z Land., However, during the l:z% %o

-
decades of that century Engiish navigators and buccensers becan

to explore Australia’'s coasts, One of thaose sxpl

u]

en

(1

w2z .,

Dampier who, after returning to Emgliang from one of his 7 0f

published an account of his experiencesz,. In relation to Fustraiia,
he wrote about the miserable conditions in which the abor igires
lived and their brutal manners.1 Interest |n Australia zrose
again many decades later when Captain James Cook cams on the
scene, He had Joined the Royal Navy In 1755 and in 1770 'andsd
at Botany Bay, near what today is Sydne;. He landed three more
times on the ezst cost snd claimed the land for King beorge & 8
naming it New South WQles.z

During the 1770s England continued to face the problem of over-
crowded jails by transporting prisoners to British colonies or
by selling them to shipping companies who would then sell them
again in America as plantation laborers. But once the Amesricans
revol ted against British rule in 1774, a new solution waz sought
to resclve the ﬁfoblem of the large population of unwanted convicts
living in England. In 177% Sir Joseph Bank= recommended :o the
British House of commons that a colony be founded at Botany Ear +or

the purpose of sending convicts theren> Eight years later Arthur



Frillip was appointed Captain—-Generz! and Governor n Chief of
s
New South Wales and the first group of convicts was 5ent.4
The First Fleet, with seven hundred and fifty-one convicts
arrived 2t Sydney Cove, FPort Jackson, 1n January 1?88.5 Among the
cofpicts 2t least eight and perhaps 23 many 33 fourteen were Jews,
The crimes committed by these convicts were mostly petty, such a

6 g
stezling = pair of shoes or lace, EBetwesen 1728 and 1852, when

transportation finally ceased, out of an estimated 145,000 conv zts
transported %o Australiz, a3t least 1,000 were Jew5.7 Mozstsof these

J2ws were from London and were zecond ar third generation immigrants

8 =1 o
"o England, whose Jewish populstion numbered 12,000 by 1750, Tuer
-
rinety percent of the Jewish convicts were males, which meant that
uniess free female Jewish settlerzs would arrive there was littie

possibil ity of maintaining & "normal” Jewish community, In add foon
to the convicts and soldiers, the free settlers who began to ar-
rive in the colony were mainlr-relatiUEE of those who went to
Australiz involuntarily. Esther Izazcs was the first Jewish $res
settler to arrive in January 18lé, following her convicted husband.g
The first Jewish mgle free settler was Barneti Levy who arrived in
December 1321.10 By 1830 an estimated fifty—two Jews had came
voluntarily to Austra]ia.11

By 1815, the negative impact of the Napoleonic Wars on Britain’s
economy served a; a catalyst for the emigration of various groups
of people, Further exacerb;ting thies situation was the |ncqfasing
crime rate, whigh-resulted in the mass transportation of priscnasrs
to Australia, 1? took twenty years for the Colony to accumulate a
population of ten thousand, but by 1820 there were 40,000 inhabi=«

tante, From a summary giueﬁ in the 1845 York Synagogue report, we

learn that in +B17 there were some twenty Jews in the Colony and



that they founded a society and raised a subscription for the

12

internment of the dead. In 1828, Philip Cohen arrived from Loncdon

with authority #rom the British Chief Rabki to perform marrlagesq13
In the 1820s free settlers started to make their way from England
Australia in greater numbers than before. Between 1820 and 1230
about 8,000 ihm-grants arrived at New South Wales, including thirty-
sin Jewish adults and twenty-five children. They are reqarded as

the beginning of the Jewish community 1n Australia. By the end or

1820, 3 small number of wealthy Jewish families came to =ustral|s:

J. Montefiore, D, Ribe2iro Furtadeo, H. Samuel and Mrs. M. Phillip.

However, an corgznized Jewish community was not officiraliy establ o zn-

ed until 1832, #nd with it s Jewish corner of the generz] cemeter.
became 1 ts reap;ns&br!rty.ls In 1837, the adult Jewich populzt,or
of Sydney, capital of New Scuth Wsles, numbered betwesn thres fo
four hundred peoplejs During that year a place of worship, Seth-
Tephilz, was established-at Bridge Street; this is usually consi-
dered the first synagogue In Australlaj7 Because of the increaszing
number of Jews, a more =suitable synagogue was needed, and 1n 1245,
the YorK Street Synagogue—which served Sydney’s Jews until 1877—
was consecrated]a That over a hundred Christians contributed to
the Synagogue’s appeal for construction funds is a significant
indication of the openmindedness -of the society residing in Sydney
at that time. The official government census of 1841 indicates that

a total of 856 Jews lived in Eastern Australia, of whom 442 lived
in Sydney and the rest outside the metropolis. By 1844 there were
i

1086 Jews, and in 1851 they numbered 1334, In 184S, with the ar-

rivalof Moses Rintel, the first Jewish school was opered, giving

-

instruction to a total of fartr-fiue children who were divided in

three groups: boys, girls, and those paying for ﬁriuate lessons.,

-~ -



Because of the geographical position, far sway from other centers)¥

and probably because of the lack of almost any form of ant)i-Jew:ish
expression, the Australian Jewish community prior to the 18S0=s
remained isclated from mainstream Judaism. This isolation along
with the imbzlance of sexes—Jewish males ocutnumbered Jew)sh
females eight to one at timge—produced 2 high rate of assimilatlon

by intermarriage.

Almast atl Jewsz living in Austral 2 during the first four or

]

five deczdes of the Colony were English, which meant that 'the> loo-ed
to England for religious leadership and scon placed themselves

under the jjurisdiction of the Brr{lsh Chies Pabbr.19 ~Again, dues ts
the enormous distances, the actual influsncs of the Chief Fabb

wze relztively minor and the controlleng power was in the hands of

lavymen. Because ot the =mall size of the community, th

undertock supervision over the different aspects of Jew
sidch as sducation, dietary laws, charits and funerals. '1n 1823

the Hebrew Philanthropic Society was {ormed,zo becoming the first
of many charitable institutions that were to appear in the Jewiszh

Australian scene,

In the 1840=, as free settlers continued to arrive +from
England, and as a Fesu]t of inner migration in the Colony, new
Jewish congregations were established in Hobart and Lauceston
In fasmania,ﬁand in Melbourne and Adelaide, capitals to be of the
states of victoria and Southern Australia respectiuel}n21 From
the census of 84! we learn that there were fifty-seven Jews
living in Victoria, increasing their number to 117 in 1844 and
to about two hundred in 1851. Most of them were involved in

clothing and drapery trades, owning more clothing shops than =



their mon-Jewish neughbors.zz During the 1840s, the Jewish
congregation of Melbourne was organized. In relation to
Western Australia, the first Jewish settlers there were the
é!!tBh\prothere who arrived in 1829, only two months after the
Colony was founded there.23 Due to geographic 1solation #nd econo-
-
mic problems 1n those days, few Jews chose to settle in Western
Australiz. An organized Jewish cﬁmmunlty dig not developed there
until close to the end of the nineteenth century.
The Jewish free settlers who arrived $rom England betwsen 1220
and 1850 imposed their ocrganizational structure on the local c;n—

gregational {ife that =ztarted to flourish in Ausitralia. Executive

positions were held b¥ 3 select group of wealthy zand inf uent 2

-
-

tamilies. As Elazar and Medding stated, this Zivision "wss 3 =ian
of the stil]l rather aristocratic nature of Australian scciety,
which was divided between the sons of Engl}sh aristocrats and the
‘convicte or their descendants."z4 The aeneral patterns st up by
those early free Jewish immigrants from England did not changs
until large number of Jews, arriving from Eastern Europe, altered

the profile of Australian Jewry well into the twentieth century,

Almost no reports can be found in colonial Australia concerning
physical attacks against Jews. The only incident recorded took
place in 1832, when the gravestones of the children of Michae)
Phillips and Vaibeh Solomon were destroyed in Sydney’s Jewish
cemetery. The reaction by the newspapers was one of firm oppasition

L}
and disaproval., The Gazette, in an article on July 2, szid that

it was "one of the most infamous and inhuman outrages that has esver

disgraced this Colony.'zs However, anti-Jewish prejudice did exist,

as can be seen in Bent’s News of July 20, !839 in anjarticle

~



stating that "certain members of the legal profsssion, +or reaeor;
best knoWn to themselves, z2re much given to abuse the memberz of
the Jewish persuasion, which 15 most unfair, for they are azs a
body, as respectable and reputable a class as zany other of the

w26 We may say that anti-Jewish expressions sometimes

community...
appeared in the press, both in writing and in the form of cartoons
but it 1= 2lso true that liberal non-Jews often criticized those

tnsults against Jews,

1850-31880,

In 1850, the first edjtion of The New YorK times appeared; n

Venice, Merdi“s "Rigoletto" was heard %or the first time, and n
New South Wales gold was discovered, During the next decade,
Australia‘s population grew from 400,000 to over 1,000,000 peopis
with hal¥ of the population settling in the epicenter of the dis-
covery, Jictoria. Precipitated by the gold rush, the first massive
immigration of AOH-BPitISh Europeans occurred. During the next
three decades, three out of four non=-British Jews who chose to
csettle in Australia, came from Germany, while the remaining twenty

to t&enty five percent came from Easterfn Europe, mainly Foland.

By 1851, the Jewish population of Australia totaled 1887, or

0.47 percent of the total population. Ten year#® later, Victoria and

& ;
New Scuth Wales had almast 5,000 Jews. Many Jews also settled in

. i

country areas because of the gold rush, although, with few excep™>
& e

tions, they did not become prospectors in the gold fields; they

became the providers of services for the prospectors.z7 The three

detades that followed were characterized by a strengtﬁening of

™



Jewish life in Sydney and Melbourne accompanied by the bitter,

al though not unusual, pattern of schism: a3 new congregafion wWas
formed, separating from Sydner’s York Synagogue. The new con-
greg;tion was established n June, (857, and it was regarded as the
aristocratic congregaticon. The separation eventuallr ended, however,
when & merger occurred in 18728 which led to the forming of the Great

Swnagogue on Elizabeth Street, This srnagogue, which accommodated

over a thousand worshipers, was the only sypnagogus 1n Sydney unbil

; . s 28
19:2, angd the center of Jewish life unttl the 1930s, In Melbourne,
in 1839, the first Jewish day school wss established by the Mel-
bourne Hebrew Corngregation, and two wears later 4s:h:5m oCccurred

s

thzt led to the formation of a new congregation, In the next vew
years, new congregations were established, usuzlly gathering Jews
r

according to their origin: the Ezxst Melbourne Hsbrew Congreoation

[

(18593 for Polish Jews and tfe St. Kilda Hebrew Congregation (127

for German Jews.zg

After a3 few unsuccessful attempts, the first permanent Jewiszh
newspaper, the Jewish Herald, was established in Melbourne_ in 1E87%,

siided B principles of Upfhoder Judalsm Y

The pericd subsequent to the gold rush of the 18505 was one of
increasing economic growth for the Jews, Although new congregations
were established, the level of religious observance was low and
the pressure to become z non-diztinctive group within Australian
society was an important element that resulted in numerous inter—

marriages.

Australian society, still in itse infancy at that time, was =
progeny of the British Empire. Jews of British origin tried to

main}ain some distance from non-British Jews. Feflecting this
/"



attitude to an extreme in 1855,.the Melbourne Hebrew Congregation
asked London to allow only British born Jews to settle in Auatralia?1
The tension between "foreign Jews" and Anglo-Jews remained unchangsd
until the 1520s., An alteration of Australia’s White British policy
during and a2fter World War Il brought those tensions to an end.

&l though the tragic events whnchlsefell to Jews during the MNazi
regime lecssened the rather cantemﬁtuoue Behavior of the Jews of
Eritish origin, it 91d not erase completely their feeling of
superjor |ty mor their fear of becoming & dlEt!ﬁCti;E. eyven suspicious

roup, n the eves of nan-Jewi.Bz

e

:aap/w\zci—./\

By 1881, the Jewl;h population of Australia had reached &,000, In
the same year, Tsar Alexander 1] of Ruszssia was sssassinated snd
succeeded by Alexander 111 who promulgated anti-Jewish measures.

One of his goals was the destruction of Russiza‘s Jewry, and in line
with that policy Fobiedonosztev, procurator of the Holy Syrnod of

the Russian Orthodox Church during the reign of Alexander III, is
believed to be the one who suggested that one third ;1 the Jews
would emigrate, one third would die, and one third would convert

to Chricstianity. The year 1581 marked the beginning of & massive
migration of Jews from Eastern Europe. & few went to Australi s,
while the maJoﬁity went to the United States, England, Canada, South
Africa, and argéntina. The established British-born Jews or Jews

of British descent of Australia were rather ambivalent tqwaﬁda the

Eastern European Jews and particularly wanted to avoid the embar-

rassment of being associated with those "shtet) loocKing" Jews. The



newcomers criticized the unfriendliness of ths local Jews while fhe
local Jews criticized the exceedingly emoticonal behavior of the
newcomets. Without any doubts that they were being reljected by
their brethren, the Eastern Eurcpean Jews established their own
institutions.

In ééneral. Jews became more prosperous sccnomically and some
became activelly involved in politics., Welfare and philanthropic

33

organizations continued to arow. Howewer, the pattern originally

observed from 1850 to 1880 was more evident: jow levels of religious
. L

practice and education,; with high rates of ntermarriage. Thes non-
»
Eritieh Jewish immigration from 1880 to 1720 was composed of sixty

percent from Eastern Europe and thirtl, percent from Germzny, zlmost

the complete rewvercse of the population arriving from 1850 tc 1886.34

In 1921, the Jewish population of Australia was over 21,000, rep-
resenting 0.40 percent of the total population. The imbalance of

5 U
sexes that was one of the causes of mixed marriages improved by

1921, with more than 11,000 mdies- and more than 10,000 fama1ea.35

However, reports of that same year indicated that mixed marriages
climbed to thirty percent for Jewish men and half of that number
for Jewish women. This situation was further exacerbated by the

religious leaders, who discouraged conversion to Judaism.

Antisemitic feelings in Australia were ﬁﬁcreasing particularly

as a result of both the depression of the 1930s and the surge of

nationalism by the end of the century.36 The nationalistic, sven

.
racist manifestations of Australian policy were not uncommon in

some European countries at the turn of the century. In Australia,
5 .,
the Jewish reaction was an increasing attempt to minimize distinc—

tiveneg?. More than ever, Jews saw their heritage only as a religion



without any naticonalistic claims, With the current racial anc national
sensitivity, the Jewish establishment saw the time =¢ most [nop-
portune for Australian Jewry to embrace the Zionist jideclogy. Their
negative attitude towardﬁ-%ionism did not reflect an i1deological
cpposition to Zionism per <e but itrather reflected their fear of
endangering their own pasition in nationalistic Australia.B? The
endeavor by Australian Jews to present themselves as more Australian
ﬁh;n non=Jewish Australians is comparable to the attempt by non-
British Australisns to present themselves 3z more British than the

Eritish. On the other hand, this was 2 pericd when Individual Jews

achieved prominence in political and other public activities, The

L
Y

moet eminent two examples of this Kind of achievement were
Isaac lzaacs and Sir John Monash. lsaacs, thes son of Pol!ish-born
immiarants, became Chief Justice of the High Court of Austral a

and later the first native-born Gouerno; General. Monash, whose
parenté were Yiennese immigrants of Folish descenmt, was the
Commander in Chief of the Australian Forces in World War [. Both
leader=s were invloved in Jewish affajrs, and while Isaacs was
strongly opposed to Zionism; Monash became the first president

of the Zionist Federation of Australia.

Al though the official inauguration-of the Commonwealth of
Australia took place on January 1, 1901, the gquestion of naticnal
identity was still not resolved. The situation of Australia at
the beginning of the century was one. of isolation and perhaps this
circumstance sustained the Cbm;oﬁwealth effort to copy evervthing
that re{lected‘the pattern and model presented by England., Eventual-
1y, it was World War I that ended Australiz’s isolation. During
that war Australian forces occupied the German colonies on New
Buinea and fought together with the British on different battle

Ty

Jo



‘rants. The same plzace that was congquered by the Turks n 1353,

[

Gallipoli, was the =ite of Anglo-French landings in 1?15, and
in that czmpaign some 7800 Australians were ¥illed and almost

20,000 were wounded. .
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1 have =mentioned briefly the negative imp
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ng
i

Movement =t ik cinning of the twentisth centur, 10 Gustrz’

0

Ze its first appearance on Sustralizn =il at the znd

of the nminseteenth centure when Rabb Freedmar eztzb! ished =
zzciety thzt was isined by a2 few Eastern Burcoesn Jews Yvinz or
“he =mall community oF Perth, In Western suss=zlia, Howpsyer,
since Zigor Im was viewed a<€ a hazarcus r.sk. given the poi £ o=’
rzalit- of the time, 1t wasnt until the :nf u= of mare castern

Eurcpean Jesws and the gradual loss of powsr =7 the British Jzus
z few decsces later that the face of Austrzalian Jewry would change.

It was due %o the nswcomers from Eaztern Europe that the Ausirzalian

Zionist Federation came into sxistenpce in 1720 with Monash as
president. Due to the Balfour Declaration in 1¥17; Zioniem was nao

longer regjected by thoses who, until that moment, saw Zionism as

an utopian dream. Again, when the Britjsh Mandate for Falestipe was

approved at the San Remo conference in 1720 znd later confirmed by
the League of Nations in 1922, supportfng Zionism became mMore ac-—
ceptable for Adstra1ian Jews. Clearly, political factors were more
of an influence in Australian Jewry’s approach to Zionism than
strong sympatnftic ideologies for a Jewish homeland. Therefore,

it does not come as a surprise that when British and Jewish

interests in Palestine clashed after 1925, the old problem of

national conflicting interests reappeared for Australian Jaws,



i720-1933.
In general the 1220z waz 3 period of decline z2nd growih at the
same time for the Jews oF Adstralia. Unlike the Unized States wers

Jewsz did not assimitats

i

tructurall», the absence of antisemiticsm
in Australls was & mair factor of structural assimilstion.38 The
lack of proper religious and educational facilitizz were other

elememts that contr butsd to assimilation. The pastern of

distinctivensess" thkz% o33 spparent during the nineteenth centur
continued on the twsrt ezh century unti) Hitier c2me ts power |0 1F3IE
forcing Jews o evaluate thelr identify during the 1940, LGn the

sther hand, Ezsterr Eur

5]
g
0

n Jews with 2 =trong traditiona! back-

gl

grodnd began tc arrive on sustralian shores in relativel )y important
numbere. After World War I, and particularly after the antizemit iz

T

SINZ NUmDEr of Jews

w

o inere

w

restrtctione of the 192C= in Poland,
sought to leave Edrope and of these, '3 few chose Australiz ss their

destination. Howeuer, zfter the United Sates closzed | ts doors to

1

Southern and Eastern European immigrants in 1724 znd, after Josef
Filsudski staged his coup d'etat in Poland in 1524, Australia ap-
peared on the horizon 35 & promising star. Authors differ about
the number of Jews who entered Australia during those yearz; 3.

&

Futland says that between 1924 and 1928, ",..up toc two thousand Jews

Y &
entered Australia,"39 F. Meddihg says that "Australian Jewrr greuw .
by some two thousand persons between 1921 and 1?33."40 The new-

comers influenced Jewish life, creating an upsurgs n Jawish cul tural
activities by becoming involved in the formation of new institut ons
that reflected their diverse interests: Yiddish theatges, extension

of synagogue membership, sports organizations, etct Their composition

.
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The Austral an Jewish Chronicle, -created n 1¥ZZ, was tave owver
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as conflicting

with British citizneship and interests, The Eastern European mig-

ration of the 1920s was, numerically speaking, not so important

that

by the establi

shed community. Moreover,

there were restrictions

it would change the pattern of non-distinctiveness practiced

posed by the Australian Government concerning the number of non-

British immigr

ants,43

znd the Jewish establishment was not =zt

all

opposed to those limitations. A situation of conflict arose once

more for the Zionist.and anti-Zionist Jews of Austrazlia as 2 result

of the restrictive policies imposed by Britain with the "White

.

1925

sting gournal

any .3

im=

L)

e

s, to critrzize Bfitizh policids, anc to sdvocste =

sz =t11! regarded &y the JéWIE; estab!ishment 3= diz

g1t and, theretore, highls un;atr‘:-_l'-_ For s .-.' =
tz, Australran Jewry was visited for *ne < rst Yims
representing the World Zionist Orgzrization, But ir
pozi tive developments, the force of Zionism ik

iimited because the Eastern Europe Jews, whao in generz!
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Faper" of 1930, & protest was held by the 2Zionists and ther the
anti-Zionists publicly criticized the protest as not representing

the true feelings of Australian Jewrsy.

AS 2 result of Hitler’s ascent to sower in 193232, world history
was changed and Austrz] 5, 31though for different rezsons than
Eurcpe and the Unted Ztates, was no =«czption.

Uret 11 the 1230= Austrzli g was not a2n znt zemitic country, not
through itte otficial palicies por In the feeiings of (%t general
population, Howewer, (4 was Krnowingly discoiminatory zgains® nan-

British subjects who zought to settie thers. Aithough the ($F30=s was
not characterized by 2n antisemitic fturn in Austrzliz'=s frternal

and foreign policies, we do Find for the first time organized groups
of right-wing elements that supported fascist ideclogies znd that
tended to be antisemitic. In this respect, Australia was ‘ust one

more country among the Anglo-Szxon countries like the United States,

Canada, England, and South Africa where antisemiticem deue!opedk
Although Australian authorities were sympathetic to the prbblem of
Jewish refugees, the usual immigration policies were not changed
during the crucial years, and when those policies did change, it

was already too late for the vast majority who tried to escape from-
Europe, Because of their acute sense of the necedsity for politiczl
qghiion, Australia avbided forwarding any complains to the German

k)

pﬁ}?ﬁ?ﬁties, maintaining the principle qf non—interference in other

cou&?ries# affairs. The general press of Australia openly protested
-~
the anti-Jewish legislation Pmposed by the Nazi regime and the



s

ts. Msver-

majority of the Australian people agreed with those prots
theless, when it came ftoc the more personzl level of accepting Jawish
re{uéees in their land, the situation was seen quite differentlr,

Eyv zome Jews and non-Jews 2like. In 2ddition to the antisemit <

propaganda of right-wing groups, there wss 3 very tang:bie fezr of

competiticrs and unempiorment produced b» the Depression whichk sirong-

1y aftfected Austral .

(a i

'

The attitude of *he Jews Tiving 1n Austra’a did not refliec

uni ted front. The nor-Br»tish Jews, zlthough =t a minorite group

“r

i thinp Austral iarn fz2wr,, tended to be much more outspokern than their

W

E-&thren of British orrgine Thus, conflicis between non=8r iz Jews

in
=
e
|']r

:nd the beard of the Great Synagogue of Sydnev were not unc
Srnagogue’z board tried to‘avoid publizits considering 1 to be harm-

fy) to the Jewist zommuriity . 1t sought to Keep a low pro=.

B

c:rt because of the delicate economic =ituation. By 1¥24, howevar,

31
W

3 united delegatiop Finally visited Canberra, Australis’'= capit
city, and presentec the Minister of the Interior a memorzndum, on
German Jewish immig-ation to Australia. Although sympathetic con—
sideration was promised, alien immigration laws were not relz.ed.
Due to an improvement in the economic =jtuation, & more lex i bie

-

position was institutecd in 1938, after the Nuremberg Laws were

promulgated.44

Two years later, in July of 1938, at the Eupan Con-
ference called by President Franklin D. Roosevelt, Austrzl iz s
repre%entatiue, T. W. White, the Minister of Trade and Customs, an-
nounced that his country would not further increase (ts quota or
refugeesz., A new surn occurred again in November 1938, whsn the
Australian Government of Prime Minister Llyons decided to review

immigration policiee, On December 1, a quota of 15,000 refugeess

over a period of three years was announced.45 This signified an
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.ncrease of almost two hundred percent ower the previous 1,300
guota per annum. As an outcome of the new policy, over S,000 Jews
arrived in Australia in 1939, representing more than twenty percent
‘;{ the total immiagration to Australis for that year and forty per—
cent of the non-British immigrants, Despite the grave situstion

of European Jews, most Australian Jews fzvored a controlled im-

migration rather than an open influx, The recommendations of the

lelfare Society, alwars backed by The Hebrew Standard, were presen—

-~
ted to the persecuted German Jews at the moment of theair arrival an
sustralia. The following lings represent one of the best examples
~f a fearful minority, tnwilling %o De recognized as & diz:nctive
croup by the general zoccietby:
"Above 311, do not speak Serman ir the sirsets and in the

trame. Modulate your voices, Do not make yourself cons-
picucus an»where by walking with a group of persons al’

ot whom are loudly spezking In a foreign language...
Remember that the welfare of the old-established Jewish
community in Australia as well 2= of every migrant depsnds
on your personal behavior. Jews collectively are judged as

individuals. You personally have a grave responsab:1=tyﬂ‘6

/

Needless to say, the established community also expected the refugees

to adiust immediately to Australian ways of life, manners zsnd

2 customs.
The outbreak of.wor!d War II1 in September 1929, stcpped the
refugee immigratio;. The changes in Australija‘s policy, which pro-
f duced more flexible laws increasing the numbers of refugeez to be

saved from Nazi persecution, came too late for millions of Jews.

-
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Az a result of the svents that occurred during the decade of

|
1920 and of World War 11, Australian society ertered (nto 2 nav

ers, and so did the Jewish community., For the latter, the unsxpsc-

ted impact of thousands of non-British Jews who arrived after Worid

. ; : ’ 47
lar II and the sxperience of antisemitizm in Australia ware the

mzin factors.

On December 17, 1542, it became public and officizl that ik

i

Germanz were extermirzting European Jewry. A& zimul taneous gec)

i

H

ticon was anncunced n London, Washington, and Moscow, Tha rav

an
i
=l
.y

that =zbout three mil17i1on Jews had bBeen killed

produced & shatkorrg

1

(]

 (TH

d

-*

ion cf ths

T

i

impact Upon Sustrzalian Jewr¥ and ro

1]

trzcitianal inhabited attitudes of the | der

m
o
04
1]
it
i

fip. Mar
than ever beforse, most of the Jewi =n communs ®» askKed for ths
abrogation of the Mclonald Wh)te Papsr of 1937 anc for uniimiisc,
free mmigration to Falestine,

Theres are two Important slements which 2id in explaining the
sl tuation of Australian Jeqry'at that time., First, open crrtic)sr
of the policies of the British Mgndate for Palzstine waé, for
many, & sign of disloralty towards the Empire. Second, Ziconism
was presented for fhe firzst time as an ideclogy for which Jews
in Australia should "Stand-up and be counted." During the—last

quarter of 1942 s notorious debate arose betwesen Isaac [zaa anag

i
]

Julius Stone, both of them Jewish, concerning Zioniz=m. Iszaa

n
Wl
E
'l
o

one of the most distinguished pefsonalities of Australia and, 2=
mentioned before, its first native-born Governor General. Stone
was a highly.rechgnized scholar who came from MNew Zeazland rn 1942
after being appointed Professor of International Law and Jur:s-

prudence at the Universzsity of-Sydney. The written debate that tocs
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place betweén them symbolizes the final defeat of the old Jewizsh
establishment, lsaacs’ arguments weres repudiated by the magor by
of the communlty49 and the defense of Zionism made by Stone,
together with the use of it mgde by Zionist crganiZations, brough:
zbout 2 more sympathetbtjc A&ttitude by the Austrzlian Government tco
the Jewish claim of a homsland in Pa1eitine.50'That positive at-
tentjon came to fruiticon wheny in 1747, Dr. Herbert V., Evatt,

Austrzlia’s representative at the UM, woted for the terminatior

i
-+

the Mandate and 'n #3vor or the partition of Falestine. From

17
]

sing & fringe and usuzlily rejected movemsnt 1n the 1%20s, 2 =r

-

11+ became an important element for Ausztralian Jewrs anl. or

*He 1740z and esven then onir 3t = rezuls 5 = tler = exterminato-

s

gclicies becoming widely vrown n 1942 and of the strorog Jew sh
background of the pre-lbiar Zuropean ~sfugees. A, Crown’s view |5 193t

-
-

s 17448 the whaole or the Jew sh commudnit bty wi th thne excepltion oF

three people

oS

'zppeared to support the Zronist Movement wholehear —ed-
The three peocple wers Sir 1. Isascs, Rabbi Danglow of the
Grezt Synagogues, znd Sir A, Michazl iz, who was 2 conservabtive memosr

193

(5]

of the Victorian =state FParliament from 1522 ¢t

from 1730 to 1952.52 Although it 1s true that by that time, zant:-

[l

and Speaker

Ziagniem within the Jewish community was not the rule anymordy nsver-
thefesa Crown“s assertion seems £omewhat unrealistic, W, D. Rubsn-
stein’s research suggests that anti-Zionizt feeling was strong
enough to result' in the publication of 3 newspaper as léte_as June
194?.53 The list of people involved was larager than three peopls

and most of them, if npot all of-them, were prominent, wealthy Jews,
The important pdint, however, is that they represented the Tast

attempt by a distinctive British oriented Jewish group to dictats

the policies 6} Australian Judaism befare it finally succumbed =z

-



the overgwhelming majority of Eastern Eurocpean Jews who srrived in
the tens of thousand after World War I1.
As =2 result of pre-lar and post-War arrijvals of refugees and

internationa)l meetings to sxlve their urgent reguests, ths Aus-—

tralian Jewieh community was not isalated anymors. At the same time,

Australizn society was chanaging profoundivy. The litism of pre-War

Australia gave way to an increasing policy of multiculturalism that

current L= (1 =

ction. Jne of the main ressons

O

"

Pt oo
ovTicd

s s£i1T the

oecause of which the government was jnducsd to reevaluste =
selective policies n relation to immigrsnts was fthe bombinzg of

Darwin 1n the -Northern Territory by Japénese forces apd the dangsr

Ui}

=

o

oT invas i on between 1941 and 42, The mzuyor political partiss
agreed thzt 2 larger pcopulation wasz now 2 oricr!t»., Thus, in the
wehts wesrs that f3)'ceed the enc of Werid War I1 two millian -
! . J 54 : e e
migrante coured Into Auziralia, Moreousr, Sustralia foliowsd,
although with some delavy, a3 pattern that wzs not uncommon to obher
colonies: 3 move towards liberation from the Empire and a serch

for its own 1dentite,

On May 15, 1948, David Ben-Burion declared lzrael an independent
state., Australia‘s recagnition'was delayed as the result of British
pressure and official recognition came only on January Z9, i?d?.ss
Al though Dr. Evatt was sympathetic to Israel 2uven before its creation,
the status of Jerusalem remained a2 problem., Australia’s position,
as expressed by Dr. Evatt, was that Jeruszlem had to be internationzi-
ized as stated in the UN decision of November 1%47. Internal politica!
interests within Austrzlia probably @ere taken into account since
1747 was a year of elections in Australiz and the Catholic vote

would befldecisive. Needless to say, the Catholic Church fo'lowed

-



the Watican position which was theologically, and thesn politiczl-

- .

1y, agzinst 2 Jewish stzate, and strongly appoged to Jewish .
control over the holy places of Christianity in the Tzaznd of
Isrzel. In 194%, elections 1n Australia were won by the Liberals
and Sir FEcobert Menzies became Frime Minizter, Jz2zF control
over Jesrusalem was not recognized,

During the ezrly 19950z 2 process of democrat zz* on tcocok place
within the Jew]sﬁ communities of AUstralila throogh zonstitut;onal
changes impiementsd in the Boards of Deputies o= the various
Aystral =n state:z wers thare was vizible Jewist zressnce. In ad-
ditien; an imporiant deveidpment within the commus: Sy £&5 1 is
long term Consegesnces wss'{Qé:implementatlon 6= the d=y schcoi
systemt it recejved 3 fai~ly positive response n flelbourne zs
opposed to Sydney where 1t was hard for it to be massivels 22— .
cepted, The riva1ry between the ftwo major Austrziian cities Jewpy =

find room to continue their disputes, this time

funds to be alloczted for the building ana

schools. The funds, which were given as & result of an agreemant

56

with the Claime Conference, were mostly directec to Melbourne?

From a religious point of view, both
branches of Judaism grew and so did the
However, a more palpable consegquence of

decay of power of the well established

the Orthodox and Libsral
'conflicts between them.
this growth was the Finz!

congregationg such as the

Great Synagogue in Sydney sand the St. Kilda Hebrew Congregat on
L]

in Melbourne. This fact was further str

of new Jewish immigrants,
English descent.

Finally, the situation generated in

engthened with the arrival

the vast majority of whom were not of

the early 19S0s by the
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Australian government’s policies regarding the zbzorticr of German

immigrants in Australta should be mentia$: as well x

m

2 Zrave
conflict within the Melbourne Jewish,leadership. The Jew' sh com-

munity was certainly bewv i ldered when in JOctober of 17

Ln
[

sir Jdehn
Storey, Chairman of the lmmigrstion Planning Council =z=tated that

ex—-members of fthe Naz: Farty should not neceszszarily == =.z)luded

in the selection of Iimmigrants from Germany. The plans of the
¥ the Austral,an government had n fact started follawing ths
end of korld War I1 35d were zince then opposed by the Jswish com-

-

munity. Thus, in 1947 the ECAJ tazurched 2 campaign cppos ng German
migration tc Rustralis. this repressnting the first time must-z! 2n

Jewr ¢ pub? ety opocse - .:-;'F 1

L]

3] policies oFf 1tz gous—~"msat o
1F80 znd 19S50 zevera) ralliez were held by the Jewish communitles
of Melbourng, Sydnewvw, znd Ferth agzinst the migraticn to Sustralia
of Germans who might have stil) b2 indoctirinated with Nzzl| ideolog-
1es. With 3 few exceptions, members of the Austrz)ian political
parties, 23z wsl' as *he generz| population andc the medi: favored
the gowernment}s program§7 The arguments of the Jewish community,
al though understood, were reiccted by the'goﬁernment. An agreement
with West Germany was signed in 1952, and the‘fo11ouing vEars 3
total of S0,000 Germans arrived to Australia. -~

While the Jewish leadership was trying to influsnce Fﬁe
government s deéié&op regarding German immigration, 3 ssvere conflict
exploded in Melbourne betwesn M. AshKanasy, preseident of the ECAJ
and the UJBD. and the Jewish Council to Combat Fascism znd Anti-
Semit:sm:zﬂshkana;y charged the Council with harming the position
of the Jewish community due to 1ts Communist Jinks and idelogies,

He proposed the creation of a new Publiz Relations Committee which

would exclude tepresentatives of the Jewish Council. Following the

z21



defeat of his motion Ashkanasy resigned as president =+ <2 ECAJ

and the UJED., It was the year 1550, The next tws years =szw how

Jew|eh Cournci]l representatives toc the UJEBD opposed any - iticism
against Communist countriee, Thusz, in 1951, =2 resolutior %o protes
against pergecution of Jews in Hungarr, though aproves, was op-
posed by. the two Counci() representstives. Aga n, 1n 1%2Z, ths
Counc:) defended Souiet po
!

in them anc |n the Fraoue

17508, Ac a resul s, ASh4anasy won back sugpaort <or his Z7zhmsz and

& new —ommities which & cluded the Jewisk Council wss fs-mec. Furd
moarey 0 1952, the Coubcz L wmas dissf+1iiated from the BT Al
Ferth the Jew.z=y "ounci! sususesndegd 1t sct(vwit es | 2:;~. = B
Srdney, where (deolcgiczal Sattles were nat 2= mporftamsizs o
Melbourne, Tt graduslly vapeshed, It = plausibkie khat zhz rifd

within the Melbourne Jewish community and the

[

Ime N0 =-ToTts

B
)
]

spend in [t by Ashkanzsy might have help to uncdermine &"'Chid;éé
of success regarding the campaign to appose German immicration fc
Adustralia. In additicon, the rift must have harmed the siability
and structure of the Jewish community, a community which, 'n any
case, by the 1950s ended a2 long era of intentional non—-Zistinctiu=-

ness urged =ince the early dars of Eritish=-Jewish presesnzes in

Austrzl i g,

t
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CHAPTER 2.

THE JEWS OF BRAZIL. FROM 1500 TO THE 1950s.




1500-1424. The Beginning.

During the XIW and XV centuries, the Knowledge of a numbsr o+ s=ciences
(medicine, for examplei was, if not forbidden, at least hindered #4or
European Jews. Rz 2 result, Jews who were interested in zxpanding their
horizons, looked for studies with easier access such asz mathematics and
cosmography, fundamental for mastering the zrt of aanllng.l This resul-
ted in a number of Jews becoming wery important for somes Eurcopean

power=s in their maritime aduentures, -

kihen the Fortugusse admiral Pedro Aluares Cabral arr ved 1+ bRz csac
2 . 5
1500 at what todzy 15 Known as Brazil, at "east ons péerzon of Jew zh
= 1 3 = :
crigin, Gaspar da Gama,  was part of the crew. Three »e2:27% 2zriier he

had been abducsted n Indiza by some of his fellow-countr mer and then
forced to be baptized. He was highly recogrnized for hig Mnow'!edge of
navigation and soon became a3 favorite of Dom Manuel 1, Fing of Fortugs!,
The discovery of the new land was not given much importznce by» D. Manusl
who was more tnterésted in the preciocus merchandise of the Indias, How-
ever, he did not hesitate in accepting the proposal of another conuvert,
Fernando de Ncronha,4 to lead a group of new Christians to colonize and
explore the recently discovered land. Once there, the graoup began to
export wood to Fortugal from a tree known by the local aborigines as
"Pau-Brasil" and which was particularly suitable to b{ used in the
staining of textiles, The new land became Known as Brazil ("Brasil" in
Fortuguese) after "“the name of this tree,

The period from 1500 to 1570 was a time of increasing =migration from
Portugal to Brazil and of integration of new Christians intoc the economic
life of the neJ 1and.5 The religious persecution that was shaking parts

of the European continent was a maigr motivating factor for Jews to

search for another and more secure place to settlﬁ. The “Santa

o
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Inquisigio" (Holy Inquisition? had been influsntial in Portugal since
the union between the crownes of Spain and Portugal with the marr]age

of Manuel I with the Infanta Maria, daughter of "the Catholic K]nge"
Fernando and Isabel. Manuel, who became King Manuel 1 in 1475 after
succeeding Joao 11, declared that Jews had to leave the countr» before
1497, otherwise they would be forced to conuert.s In 1534, the "Tribunal
del Santo Oficie" (Tribunal of the Holy Office of the Ingquisition) was
ectablished in Portugal, Howszsver, the first "auto da fe" in the colony
took place anly in 1573, in Bahia.! It zsems that the estab® i shment of

the Inquisition in Brazil was absolutely umpopular. The new Christians

had taken root in Such & way that ar anti-Jewish persecutior could

i

provoke animosity between the local inhabitants and the reprzsentatiuvs
of the Holy Dffice, whose "wisite of inspection" continused unti]l 1418,
Ey 1547, the flow of emigrants—presumably mostly converzos—From
Fortugal to Brazil became 3 concern for the Portuguese authorities
because 1t created a lack of balance in the Fortuguese ecnnamy.a This
can be attribuited to the fact that the conversos, and their families,
were involved in many enterprises, such as the construction of ships,
exportation, importation, and ftrade in general. Their departure
resulted in a lack in manpower and problems in the fluidity of the
naticnal treasure. Fifty ¥ears later, by 1424, the population of
Brazil had about 50,000 Eurcpeans, of which & large percentage—i+f
not the majority—appears to have been new Christians. Regsarding
their oEcupations, they owned sugar p]gntations, were importers,

exporters, traders, poets, writers, and also priests,

%

1624-1454. The Dutch Conquest.
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The Dutch presence in Brazil—restricted to the northern ter-
ritories—made it possible to openly practice Judaism, Thus, Jews
became an important part of the econom» and began organizing themsel-
uyes as 3 community,

Johan Maurits Van Nassau, who was appointed Governor General of
Brazil in 1427, created 2 feeling of zscurity for the inhabitants of
the new land. The Jesws were accepted az such sverywhere, even in *he
army. Man» new Christians were circumcized and returned to their
ariginal faith., In 1642, Rabbi lsaac mboab ds Fonseca and 3 scholar

by the name of Moses Raphae)l d'Aguilar arrived 'n Brazil in reszponse

to a2 request from the Jewrish communit: living in the northern ter-
r:tcryJ(Jét the time of their arrijval there wers slready bwo svnagogues
in the area: "2dr lsrael" in Recife and "Maguen Abraham" in Mauriciad)

In January 1654, the Dutch were defeated by the Portuguese., The
Jews fought together with the Dutch and many of them died in batiiz,
The terms of surrender, delivered on January 24, 1654, stated that!
the Dutch and the Jews were to leave the country in a period of thres
monthe. The expulsion included all Jews, esven those living in cities
which, prior to the Dutch defeat, were of Fortuguese dominion; among
theze cities were Rioc de Janeiro and Sano Paulo. Most of the Jews

emigrated to Amsterdam, the Caribbean Islands, and the United States]z

1454-1808. The Colonial Period,
LY
After their victory againet the Dutch, and the expulsions, the
Portuguese began to persecute new Christians, who were viewed suspicious~-
l¥. As an outcome of their expulsions and persecutions, th} economy

of Brazil was in a deplorable state. More than a Brazilian problem,



the economic issue was considered a problem for Portugal s power and

economy. Thus—although |t took some time—in 1773-4, under the influence

of the Portuguese reprecsentative to Brazil, Marques do Pomba;, a
royal decree proclaimed squality between new and old ChPIStlaﬂ§.13 The
decree’s reforms were designed to improve the Brazilian economy, and
to reestablish the commerce between Fortugal ;nd iits South-American
colany. With the end of persecutions, the last marrancs who 1ilved
in Brzz:! assimilated completely and almost no cle=zr trace can be
found of the.r origin.

In 1807, France invaded Fortugs! and the dethroned Po;tuguese

roval family fled ta EBrazil.

1808-1258%. The Imperial Feriod.

In 12815 Brazil declared iteelf an independent empire. However, it
was not until 1822 that Brazil became independent of Fortugal, In
that year a new constitution, which among other th}ngs deciared
freedom of worship, was promulgated in Ipiranga, Sao Pau!c.14 From
1822 on, Jews began to arrive once more in Brazil. This time the
"first" synagogue was established in Belem in 1824 and named "Sha’ar
HaShamaim."15 Another congregation, lerzelite Association “"Shel

Guemilut Hasﬁadim,“16

soon followed in Rioc de Janeiroc. A few years
later, in 1848, a new stream of Eurcpean immigrants poured into
Brazil, due to the state of insecurity producéd by a number of
revolutions in the European continent,

In 1889, with the abdication of emperor Pedro II, Brazil was

proclaimed a republic.
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From 1828% on. The Republic Period.

In 1E8%, = large immigration of Jews from Eastern Eurcpe went to
the United States, Scuth Africa, Canada, Argentina, and some z]lsc
found their way to Brazil, Two years later, in 1891, the first at-
tempt to create 3 Jewish agricultural colony in Brazil cccurred wheh
the "Deutsches Central Comitee fur die Fussizchen Juden" szent Ozwald
Boxer, a2 Yiennese Jjournzlist, to negotiate the acquisition of land
with the Brazilian gnuernment..The representatives of the government
welcomed the project and Boxer sent positive reports to the "Comitee.”
However, the unexpected death of Boxer due to yellow fever 1n 1852,
left the onJect trun:atedJT

In 18%1, the Jewish Colonization Association (JCA) waz ecstazblizhed
in London. A philanthropic organization initisted with capitz! produced
from Baron Hirsch, 1t oriented new Jewish immigrantse in America and
tried to help in the formation of agricultural colonies. In South
America, the first JCA colonies were founded in Argentina; EBrzzil aonlyr
came to the Association’s attention in 1904,1B when thirty—ssuven families
from Bessarabia settled in Santa Maria, south of Brazil., The new colony,
called Phillipson, was established near the railroad that was being
buit by the Belgiane, but it met with difficulties from the cutset.
Even after the pégroms that razed Bessarabia in April of 1903, only a
small number Qf Jews were interested in going to Brazil, and almost
none had experience in agricul ture nor financial means to support them-
seﬁues. Also s;Leral other reasons seem to have contribuited to the
colony’s failure, among them: rapid turnover of administrations, and
a lack of proper instruction and planning in matters related to

agricul ture once the new immigrants were in Brazil, as wel]l a= inadequate
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funde from the JCA. Despite the limited chances of success, Santsz
Maria offered good prospects for those who worked as peddlers and
artisans and, as a result, less and less care was directed to the
a:;r‘icuTtura.l goals of the coleony, which finally brought about (ts
desintegration.

Decspite the enormous difficulties of the Phillipseon Colony, the JCA
decided in 1904 to acquire more land; this time in an area Known as
Quatro Irmaos, located.north of Rio Grande do Sul, Again, not many had
much faith in Brazil. Howsuer, in 1915, 3 group of 1,478 pecple arrived
at the Guatro Irmaos Colony, The problems the Phillipson Colony battled
repeated themselves and as = result, the immigrants were put to work
in the construction of houses or received money directly from the JCA,
The continuation of World War I unti) 1918 brought to 2 finsl end any
hope for the successful continuation of the colony. On the other hand,
the JCA helped the immigrants find new possibilities in Rio Grande do
Sul, Uruguay, and Argentina. Only a few families remained in the ceolony,

working 1n the fields, raising cattle and other livestock.

While agricultural colony proJects failed, life in the cities became
more attractive, Jews settled mainly in Rio de Janeiro, Sao Paulo, Porto
Alegre and some in Bahia and other northern cities. The Jews who arrived
before and immediately after World War I came from an organized Jewish
life in Eastern Europe and wanted to continue that organization in the
new land, among other reasons to avoid feelings of isolation in a
land wh}ch seemeq ¢o distant from the rest of the world. :

Regarding the number of Jews living in Brazil at the beginning of the
XX century, there were slightly over 800, but immediately after War onld
]I began we find about 5,000.19

Sao éaulo's Jewish community was establrshed in 1897. Mauricio Klabin
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(1840-1927) became one of the most important—if not the most important—
Jewish personaliy in the city. A wealthy and involved Jew, appointed
"Rosh-HaKahal", he was of vital importance in the establishment of Temple
"Beth-El1" and the Jewish cemetery in Vila Mariana.zo In 1914, Ezra; a
society to help the poor, waé established by Jews from Bessarabiz. It

alzo ascsisted in registering immigrants, offered classes in Portuguese
and, due to the high number of people coming from Europs with tuberculosis
cpened 3 hospital 1n Sac Jose dos Camposg, in the zuburbs of Szo Faulo.

In the north of the country, n addition to the synagogue founded In
1824 by Setardic Jews from North Africa, small communitiss were etstablish—
ed by Jews who came from Morocco, and & sscond synazgogue was 2stablished
in Belem in 1889.22 Before the 19208, the Sefardic community of Belem
had 1ts own charity organizations and social clubs. & few, smzll,

Sefardic communities were also founded in Amazonas by immigrants who
came towards the end of the nineteepth century.

In Rio de Jarneiro, the first indication of the communty life of Jews
who came from Wesztern Europe was the foundation of their own cemetery

23 However, there was no continuity in the development of the

in 1873,
Jewish community at this stage, in part due to their small number—there
were about 200 in 1890——F4and because of their ndifference to Jewish

communal 1ife,

With the end of World War I in 1918, there was a significant growth
in the Jewish population of Bazil due to a new wave of immigrants, Most
of the Jewish institutions which existed at that time could be categorized
as organizations dedicated to'assisting the poor (“Inatitu;oes Assisten—
ciais de Amparc"). They were run by members of promi&ent and weal thy
families, Thus, for example, in Sao Paulo, M., Klabin founded the "Socieda-

25

de Cemiterio Israelita" in 1923, This society was to become the
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definitive aorganization for the burial of the dead in that city,
Activities related to helping the poor were also organized by women’s
leagues, the first being the "Sociedade Bereficiente das Damas Israelitas"®
(Charity Socciety of Jewish Women), which was founded in 1715-14. Among
others, there was the "Sociedads Gots de Leite" (Drop of MilK Society),
sponsored by the Bnai-Brith, =snd the "Fundafib Lar da Crianca Israelita"”

v

(Home for Jewish Children Foundation) for the care of orphans and children

26
whose familiszs wsre unable to offer them a proper environment."”

The first Zionizt manifestation in Brazil dates from as early as 15701,
when a letter—and 150 francse—From the "Hebrew Caolony" of l"la.nicc;ref.
Amazzonas; wasz sent to Dr. Max Nordau and read at the Fifth Zionist
Congress. The Jewish community of Manicare asked to be kept informed on
all matters related to Zionism.27 In the cities the Zionist movement
inittated its activities in Rioc de Janeiro and Sao Faulo almost at the
same time, 1713-14. However, it was in Rio de Jansiro—EBrazil = capital
until 1960—that the Zionist, although relatively few in numbér, WEr e
to be more organized and influential. In Rio it was through Jacob
Schneider, who was born in Bessarabia and came to Brazil as an adoles-
cent, that Zionism was organized. A self-taught Jew, he was one of the
{aunQErs of the first Zionist group in Brazil, named "Tiferet Zion," 1n
1913.28 The beginning activities of the group were mainly related to
fundraising efforts in Rio de Janeiro and the inland cities on behalf
of the "Keren Kayemet Lelsrael." However, when World War I began, the
Brazilian government suspended all cultural activities whichs had
foreign connections, among them Zionist meetings.

In 19146, representatives of the Joint Distribution Committes (JDC)

came to Brazil in order to collect funds from-Jews for victims of the

war. "Tiferet Zion" asked that part of the funds collected by the JDC ' _



37

be given to the WZ0 since the Jewish community did not have the
financial capabilities to contribute to two campaigns. After strong op-
position from the JDC, the two groups came to an agreement and some
funds were given to the WZ0 through "Tiferet Zion."

Dnce the war was over, in 19218, Zionist activities were aofficially
reinitiated..Dnce the “Balfour Declaration" was promulgated, Brazilian
Zionists sent a note—through an English diplomat—tc the English

30 By the time

government expressing their recognition and gratitude.
the "Bqlfcur Declaration" was promulgated in 1917 and World Liar 1
ended in November 1518, 1t seems that the suspension of Zionist ac-
tivities, although =til] official, was not stﬁang!y enftorced, Further-
more, this conclusion seems to be strengthened by the fact that the
Brazilian Congress approved & motion of sympathy and support for the
Dec1ar‘ation;31 although it is difficult to Know to what extert, the
"Tiferet Zion" group may be credited as having had a certasn_an%l;ence
in that decisijon, However, "Tiferet Zion" was not the only Zionist
active group. In fact, as Haim Auni suggests, "Ziontsm 1n Brazii gained
an impressive public positian'in 1215 when two intellectuals, David
Jose Perez and Alvaro Castillo, a Jew and 2 non—-Jew, established an
‘organ for the interest of the Jewish people in Brazil® in Rio de
Janeiro named A QQ]umgg~Ha'amud.’"32 It appeared three times a year
and carried, among other articles, contributions by world Zionist
leaders and g;neral information on Zionism., Although it lasted only
two years, those were years in which the Brazilian government became
aware, and then sympathetic, to the Jewish claims for & homeland in
Palestine. .

In other regions of Brazil Zionst grébps were also founded. In
Curitiba, state of Parana, "Shalom Zion" was established in 1917; in

Para, north of Brazil, "Ahavat Zion" was established in 1718 by Major
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Eliezer Levy, who also founded Kol lsraei, a2 weekly Zionist newspaper

==

“written in Portuguese.33
1t was during those years that Jewish schools were establizhed: in

Rio de Janeiro in 1914, the "Escola Judaica de Ensino Religiczo" under
the direction of S. Lozinsky, who was 3 member of the relijgious Zionist
movemen t M{zraha; during the same »ear the school Talmud Tora was

opened in Sap Paulo. In 1520, the sfhool Maguen David Qas establizshed

in Rio de Janeiro and becams the first full-time Jewish schosl n Brazil;
one of its founders was R. Coﬁen, an acld anti-2Zionist, who insisted

on directing the schoal n an anti—-Zionist spproach. Howsver, ong year
after the school opened, the boqlar'd was takKen over by the Zionistz who
changed the name of the =chocl to "Ginasic Hsbreu-Brasileiro" and re-

defined 1ts philosophy as 2ioni5t.34

During the 1920s some 20,000 East Eurcpean Jews immigrated teo Brazi1.3
Most came from Foland, the UKraine, Bessarabia, and Lithuania, and set-
tied in the southern states. During the early 4920 a number of sig-
nificant "firsts" occurrsed. In 1921, Brazilian Zionism had a2 represen-
tative at the World Zionst Congress for the first time. The next year,
the Zionist Organization of Brazil received for the first time an envoy
with the task.of helping in a fund-raising campaign for the "Keren Ha-
Yessod", which was founded in 1919. Also in 1922, the first national
meeting of the Zionist movement took place in Ric and, as a result, the
Zionist Federation of Brazil was established with J. Schneider as its
presidentiaﬁn 1921 a visit to the north by Schneider and a “sheligJ“'
resulted in the ¥oundigb of the "Associacao Sionista Hertzlia" in Reci-
fe, _the "Associacao Gueula" in Maceio, and the "Associacac Max Nordau*

; .. 3T * i
in Bahla..an 1925, the director of Tel-Aviv‘s school "Hertzlia" visited

Brazil in order to collect funds for the "Keren HaYessod" and to interest

N - 5
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more people in workKing for the Zionist cause.38

Until World War 1, the overwhelming majority of Jews who migrated
to the American continent went to the United States and Argentina. Only
a small ;umber went to Brazil before 1920, According to the census of
1900, 224 Jews lived in Sao Paulo, representing 0.01% of the tota)
population, while 1n 1940 there were 20,379 representing 0.28%, and in

1950 there were 25,442, which represented 0,294 of the totsal pgpulat:on.Bg

Between 19200 and 1%3% 2,215,000 immigrants settled in Sac Paulo arone.40
In 1922, due to the pressure of the Argentinian syndicates, the
Argentinian Government decided to close 1tz frontiers to new immigrants,
while similar measures were taken by the United States and Canzda. Az an
ODU|oug consequence, the Jewish population of Central and Ezsztern Europe
that wanted to emigrate started to look to Brazil as a SEr1ous pos- .
sibility. Jews from Eastern Europe who came during the 1920z were foli-
lowed by Jews from Germany and Austria after 1922, and with the end of
World War 11, consecutive waves of refugees froﬁ the Nazi regime and from
Egrpt, Hungary, Poland, Rumania, and North-Africa alsc found their war to
Brazilian soil.

Among the new immigrants who began arriving in 1%28, there were Jews who
had been active Zionists'in their native countries., This brought a
qualitative and quantitative increase in the activities of the Zionist
Federation, as well as more contacts with Zionist centers in London and
Jerusalem, and better organized campaigns for the "Keren HaYesod" and
"Keren Kayemet." However, it is important to notice that until World War
11, the Zionist*movement had only peripheral significance for most of the
Jews living in Brazil. The majority mantained their commitment to Judaism
mainly through social-activities and, to a smaller extent, through

religious ones., The possibilities of entering into a new financial sphere



caused most Jews to adopt the patterns of their new society and to avoid
any natjonalistic expression related to a Jewish homeland——parti;ular!;,
when they were accepted by a Brazilian society in which antisemistism was
almost nonexistent,

In 1926, the Women”’s International Zionist Organization (WIZO) opened |ts

41
Brazilian bl’“é.l"lth.4 The next year Aaron Bergman, of the "Foalzi Zion",:

came to 8razil.42 In 1928, a branch of "Mizrahi" was founded and 'n |72%,

‘t

the Revicionist Party was organized.43 The variety of Zionist parties
confronted each other through public debates, artijcles in local Jeswieh

newspapers, publication of pamphlets, and elections orgarnized by the

Zionist Federation. .

The 172072 was a time of great agitation for both, the Jewish zom-
munity and Brazil, which was severely affected by the world depreszzion.
For Brazil things pegan to deteriorate in 1¥28, due to an over-production
of coffee: The price of coffee in the international market dropped
drastically, a state of panic overtook the Brazilians and, takKing
advantage of the state of confusion, Getulioc Vargas assumed the presid-
ency through a coup d’etat in 1930. Vargas, a millionaire owner of land
and coffee plantations, was the Governor of the state Rioc Grande do Sul.
During the years that followed, Vargas silenced any opposition te his
absolute power by torture, censorship, and assassination. Although not
antisemitic, he tolerated anticemitic activities, which began to occur
cpenly in 1931, with the establishment of “Agib Integralista Brasileira"
(BFazi+@an Integralist Act{on) in Sao Paulo. In addition to a nation-
alistic spirit,‘this group tried to influence the masses by describing
the supposedly ominous place of Jews in history. In 1933, 1t published
the Protocols of the Elders of Zion in Portuguese,

By 1933 there were about 40,000 Jews in Brazil. In 1934, the Vargas
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regime approved a resolution restricting immigration, However, a number
of Jews continued to enter the country as tourists or through the petit-
ion of relatives already in Brazil. Exact numbers are not verifiable
since many immigrants entered with baptismal certificates; 1n addition,
throughout most of the 1520°s, those who could deposit ®12,000¢sic? Iin &
Brazilian bank were admitted i1 thout regard to quaota restrictiaons.

By 1935, Vargas was politically suspicious of the AIB and their Nazi
propaganda and suppressed the group. On the other hand, he declared
illegal the use of languages other than Fortugusse and cul tural
activities related to foreiagn countries or ethnic grougs, his principal
target being the German, Italian, and Japanese communities though other
minorities were automatically included in the restrictions. == 2 result,
Zionist activities were officially suspended until the end of World Lizsr
1l howsver, by bribing authorities, Zionist groups cortinued to meet,

45 ;3

though activities were sharply reduced. In 1937, the Vargas governmant

added further immigration restrictions, and this time it became

increasingly difficult to obtain visas to travel to Brazil.46

The timing
was tragic for many Jews in Europe who locked to Brazil as & secure
harbor.

Many of the refugees from Nazism had been employed in industry, com-
merce and the free professions. They brought with them their technical
education and work experience which were more than welcome in & society
which was taking its first steps towards industrialization. Meanwhile,
the Eastern Europeah Jews who preceded the German Jews were still strug-
gling toc gain economic stability. Socially, the German Jews tended to be
completely separafod from the "Ostjuden." The Brazllian naturalized
German Jews tried—and succeeded—in helping the refuigees by bribing im-

47

migration officers, who would then often blackmail the new arrivals,

It was not unusual for the police to threaten the refugees, but in those
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instances, bribing usually resolved any sitdation. The refugees alsoc had
to deal with the problem of obtaining 2 card of residence before they
could apply for a work permit. Because of these difficulties, a number of
refugees were driven to suicide; among them was the writer Stefam Zweiqg,
who died in 1942, Whenever possible, the Jewish comﬁunnty tried to
provide housing and employment for ths newcomers and, |f the refugsee

had business experience, a line of credit was sought from banks.

In 1942, Assis Chateaubriand promoted s campaign for the deuelopment
of a3 national air force. The Jewich community offered the funde for the
purchase of five airplanes; the fund-raising campaigr wss conducted by
Zionist leaderz. December 22, 1942, wszs an important moment +;r the
Jewish community; 1n addition to the funds, it presented 3 document of
gratitude to President VYargas thanking Brazil for offering a secure
harbor to the victims of persecution 1n Europe. Vargas expressed his
gratitude to the Jews of Brazil, adding that "...Brazi)l is a country open
to all races and religions. In Brazil, there never was and never will be
racial discrimination and prejudice. We follow with sadness and indignat-
ion the Nazi persecution against Jews in Europe, which makes us remember
persecutions against Christians in barbarian times. Brazil protecsts
against these persecutions. I thank you for the homage you paid me and
I see in the Jews honorable participants in the constitutional efforts of
Br‘azil."8

Al though aEtiuities related to foreign institutions continued to be
officially forbidéen, the Zionists tried to find ways to pursue their
interests, Thus.‘with the help of the WJC, a Brazilian Jewish Committee
for Victims of War was estab ished, whereby the Zionists received half of

“
the collected funds, which were then directed to the "Keren HaYesod.'



With the deposition of Vargas in 1945, a liberal policy the following
year, and an upsurge of the industrial force, a new and decisive era
- began for Brazil. Coinciding with this economic growth, successive waves
of refugees from Germany, Foland, Hungary, Rumania and MNorth Africa again
brought their skllls.in the liberal arts, business, and sducation. Their
contribution was particularly important because of the lack of skilled
workers in’ﬁrazil. In the Jewish community, religious education wzs
introduced 1n addition to general, secular education. Youth*groups were
also established in increasing numbers. |
Also 1n" 19245, following the Tifting of the Prohibition of activities
related to foreign institutions and cul tures, the Z2ionizt movemen?
officially returned to its activities, Thus, on October 23, 1245, a
meeting to protest againgt EBritish policies towards Palestine and, in
particular, againset the White Paper, was organized by the Zionist
Organization. Among the speaKers were Hamilton Nogueira, a prominent
Ca;holic*leader and Senator, and lagnacio Azevedo do Amaral, Dean of the
University of Rio de Janeiro. This public demonstration, which took place
in Rio, had the support of maat of the Jewish community, who for the first
time rallied behind the Z2ionist cause 3s one voice. An estimated S000
people attendedﬁg

At the beginning of 1944, the Brazilian Christian Pro-Palestine Com-
mittee was organized following the suggestion of Mo;he Toff(later Tov),
Director of the Latin-American branch of the Jewish Agency, who visited
Brazil that year. Azevedo do Amaral assumed the presidency of the Com-
mittee, and Senator Nogueira became vice-president., Ite task was to lob-
by among non-J;wish Brazilians, for a favorable solution regarding a Jew-
ish homeland in Palestine. Thus, the Committee published reading materials

which were distribuited to politicians, students, newspapers, etc. In

addition, it kKept them informed of the latest news coming from the
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United Nations Committee for Palestine. On July 9, 1944, Senator Nogueira
delivered a speech at the FParliament describing the anomalous situation
of the Jewish people and their right to self-determination in their
historic land, F’a1estine.50
Towards the end of 1944, the “Federa;io Israelita do Estado de Sao Paulo"
was ectablished as the “"umbrella" organization for the Jewish institutions
of Sao Paulo, thus becoming the spokKesman of the city s Jéwry. Houwssver
many of the institutions it represented saw themselves as more wvaluable
in human and material resources, and constantly acted to neutralize the
tendencies of centralization proposed by the newly established Federation§1
1947 was an important year for Brazil’s Jewry. In that year the first
national convention of the Zionist Organization ("Unificada") took place
in Rio de Janeiro, and a fund-raising campaign to he]p the “Hagana" was
organized., However, the event of the year was the UN vote Ffor the partit-
ion of Palestine, On April 28, 1947, the General Assembly of the UM elect-
ed Brazilian ambassador Dswa{da Aranha as its chairman, thus defeating the
representative of ﬁustrafia, Dr. Evatt, who was invited to join the Ad Hoc
Committee on Falestine in September of that year. A few days prior to that
meeting, Nogueira addressed the Brazilian Senate supporting the candidacy
of Aranha and, affirming once more Brazilian acceptgﬁce of the
Zionist cause. In July, Nahum Goldman, President of the WJC, met with
Brazilian Foreign Minister Raul Fernandés and with O, Aranha, who
was on vacation in Rio de Janeiro. However, during the same month,
an Arab League’s delegation visited Brazil trying to convince the Qovern-
ment to vote against the partition of Palestine.sz Different approaches
regarding the future of Palestine were also reflected in the press:
0 Jornal, whose president was A, Chateaubriand was pro-Zionist, while
Correio da-Manha, was pro-Arab..

Following the Bﬁitish_decision to send the ship Exodus, which was



full of Jewish survivors trying to reach Falestine, back toc Eurcpe, the
Zionist Organization of Brazil and the religicus movements, both orthodox
and liberal, declared a day of fasting and prayers, which were followed

53AI§D in September

by speeches given by Zionist leaders and/or rabbis.
1947, the Zionist Organization began the publication of an officiazl

monthly organ, A Yoz Sionista, which continued until December of

1948,

On November 2%, 1747, the General Assembly of the United Nationz vated
for the partition of Pa1estiﬁe. All Latin American countries, except
Cuba, were part of the decisive vote which open the way to a Jewish state
by a margin of 33 to 132, thus obtaining the two thirds vote required by
UN“s rules. ln'Braz-i. the Z2ionist Organization convened the community to
receive 0O, Aranha at the airport, upon his aﬁrlual from the Us, as 2
demonstration of gratitude for the way in which he directed the msetings
of the UN. After the declaration of the State of Ispael on May 14, 1748,
various activities were organized to celebrate the historic svent. How-
ever, a new diplomatic battle was to be fought by the Jewish, Zionizst
leadership: Brazil was re?ucfant to recognize larzel de jure. We
know some of the aspects related to éhis issue from a Brazilian viewpoint,
due to a meeting of the Committee of Diplomacy of the National Congress
which took place on July 1948.54 It was initiated by & letter sent from
Uruguay, which had already recognized Israel de jure, and had asked otheF
South American countries to follow its example. In addition to declaring
the lack of fulfillment of the elements needed to express recognition
according to integnational law, a more realistic explanation was stated:
"+vv There are certain political considerations which contribute to
delay the recognition of th; State of Israebl...the Zionist colony(sic)

in Brazil is'not very large, and, on the other hand, we have diplomatic

relations with three Arab states directly involved in the fight: Eagypt,
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Syria, and Lebanon; in addition, there i1s a very larqge colony of Arab
descent among us.“SSThe explanation also noted that to declare recognition
in a moment of instability and confusion, due to military confrontation
between Ilsrael and the Arab countries, would be premature and could be
interpreted as taking sides in the dispute. As we see, then, already in
1948, the Brazilian official position regarding the Middle East conflict
was one of studied reseru; and political caution., In fact it was only 1In
February 2, 1949, that the Brazilian ambassador to Washington, M. Nabuco,
was asked to inform the Israeli representative, E, Eilat, th:%férazil
decided on de Jjure recognition of the state of Israel, The records of

the UN indicate that the recognition of lsrael by the EBrazilian Government

-

took p)ace on February 7, the came day as [taly and one week before

ﬁrgentina.ﬁﬁ

After the creation of the State of Israel, the Jews of Brazil continued
to follow with interest and concern the developments in the region. In
addition, Brazilian Jews confronted another type of day-after-day battle.
The first thing to remember is that the number of Jews significantly
increased since the 1920°=s, and according to the official census of 1940,
there were over 55,000 Jews in Brazil. Furthermore, the census of 1950,
indicated that there were almost 70,000 Jews. By 1940, the number of Jews
climbed to slightly less than 100,000.57 As we can see, from the esarly
19307s until 1950, the Jewish population of Brazil doubled, and in the
1950’s a new wave of immigrants added at least 304 to the Jewish com-
minity’s population.

H. Rattner, professor at the University of Sao Paulo, made some

58

interesting observations related to Brazil in the 1%50s. Accul turation

is a comlex process which calls upon the persnnality'and cultural identity

of the individials touched by it. The more open the new society is for
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the immigrant, the quicKer the cultural changes happen; in other
words, the need felt by the immigrant toc learn new habits and pattesrns of
behavior will obviously increase, Side by side with this situation, the
second generation, born and educated in a new social environment, tends
to have problems related to.the ways in which the older, and stil! more
traditional generation, approaches certain issues.lRegarding Brazil,
the most 'mportant waves of Jewish immigrants coincided with = time of
deep transformations, In both the social and economic structures of the
country., The constant expansion of industry, commerce, and services
needed much more qualified personnel than that produced and provided
by the local market., It was under these circumstances that an important
wave of Jewish immigrants arrived, mainly from Egypt, Lebanon , and East-
ern Europe in the [%#5S07s. Most of thes; Sefardic Jews came with s grofes—
sion, the Knowledge of languages, and skKills in financial matters, having
very little difficulty adjustlng-to the Brazilian social and economic 1ife.
_hithough ag individuals, Sefaradim and Ashkenazim faced similar problems
adapting to a new language and cul ture, for many years each of th=se
groups mantained separate organizations and a certain distance from each-
other. However, once the newcomers iearned the language and customs of
their new country, their negative attitude towards "other" Jewish groups
became more flexible,

Under the double impact of changes in the social and economic Brazilian
structure, and of transformations occurring as a result of the abszorption
of new immigrants into the Jewish community, crganizational forms and
;ctiuities of the various communal institutions were to change. Institut-
ions that were originally created to meet the neéhs of specific geographic
groups (Landsmannschaften), were slowly driven to adapt to the aspirations
of an emerging Jewish population, which was the product of heterogeneous

elements, -



By 1950, the first generation of Brazilian-born Jews became in-
creasingly important with regard to Jewish communal life. This was par-
ticularly so in Sao Paulo, whose Jewish community can be considered as
the most dynamic in the country at the time. Thus, on April 27, 1950,
15,000 people attended a rally to commemorate Israel’s second yezr of
existence 3s an independant state.sg The following yéar, also in Sac

Paulo, the “Federagib leraslita do Brasil" was established with the am

of being the spokesman of the Jews of Brazil. Howsver, what was true for

Sao Paulo’s Federation when created in 194&, applied also for the
Brazilian Jewish Federation: due to ideoclogical and structural rezzons,

the Federstion had—and =till has—difficulties in planning and co-

ordlnating.soThe only sector in which a certain coordination was cossible

was the one related to socizal service. In a situation that becams more

evident ac time went by, most of the Jewish youth tended to be apzthetic

towards activities organized by Jewish institutions, (In relation to
lsrzel very few even considered the possibility of going as voluntsers
for a shot time.) As ecbnomi; stability grew, so did the Jewish youth’s
acceptance of a society which offered comfort and relaxation for the
weal thy, that is for about SX of the Brazilian population, to which
most Jews belonged. Another sector which experienced the lack of
planning was the area related to communal finances: the Federation

was not able to properly centralize fund-raising activities, again
mostly due to the individualistic and centrifugal'character of the

institutions under the "umbrella" organization of the Jewish

A
Federation of Brazil.
L Y

The 1950°s was indeed a time of changes for the Jewish community of
Brazil. External and internal factors brought z new dimension to Jewsih

life in Brazil. Regarding the first, the creation of the State of

Israel carried with it a feeling of pride and admiration for Jews all
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over the world; but it also led to a problem of identity for many Jews,
as was the case with Brazilian Jews, in the sense that “"dual onally"
was a new reality to deal with., The great majority of Brazilian Jews,
though not religiously involuved, answersd by deftining Judaism ;s )
religious community while, at the same time, declaring their sympathy
$or Isrsel based on emotional ties, In fact, "duzal loyvalty" was =3
concept to avoid rather than to discuszs; I would say that "status

qua" is & term that may very well define the attitude of Brazilian Jews
regarding their Jewishness from the 1950°= on.

In relation to new circumstances inside the Jewish community which came
with the 12507z, the most noticeable were the gradual disappearance o<
the'c}der generation of immigrants from the leadepship scene, and its re-
placement by Jews who were born or educated in Brazil, and whose new
leading positions in the Jew)sh community were directly related to thesir
economic wealth and socizl influence in the general society. The "status
quo Brazilian Jew", socially accepted, increasingly s=table in economic
terms, and not particularly exposed to intellectual challenges inside or

outside the Jewish community, was in the makKing.

I will end thié general introduction to the Jews of Brazil from its
beginning until the 1950s, by considering some aspects regarding the
attitude of the Brazilian.Government in relation to lsrael from its
creation until the early 1950s,

Al though Brazil voted for the partition of Falestine, which became UN
Resolution 181¢11) on November 2%, 1947, when we consider the broader
Brazilian pOﬁi;ion at UN votes involving Palestine/Israel we get a clear-
er and different "picture." Thus, considering the period 1947-32, in

which 28 votes took place"at the UN in matters related to Palestine/

Israel, Brazil voted é times for resolutions favorable to Israel, 10
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times against, abstained 11 times, and was absent or did not vote once.s1

This record of Brazil represents one of the worst—together with Colombia,
Cuba, El Salvador, and Haiti—of the twenty Latin-American countries
voting at that time. Mareover, the clearest anti-Israel| position was
taken in relatjon to the Jerusalem i1ssue, This issue was voted on by the
General Assembly of the UN & times between 1948-52. The only ftwo Latin-
Amer ican coUntries which voted againet Israel on all occastions were Feru
and Brazil. What or who was behind Brazi)l’s vote against Israel? It seems

that when we come to the Jerusalem issue, we have to add to the Arab

]

lobby, heavy pressure from the U&tncan.sz In this sense, we have to
remember that Brazil has, numerically speaking, th; largest Catholic
population of the world and that the Brazilian Bovernment certzinly had
that in mind. As an example of the Vatican’s pesition regarding Christian

holy places—and for the Vatican Jerusalem is included among these—ilet

me quote from L’0Osservators Romano, the official organ of the Vatican,

which on September 15, 1950, wrote: "We do not Krow what the next session
of the Assembly will or will not do, but we Know that for Catholics, the
only. possible sclution of the problem of the Holy Places would be their
being placed under international administration in accordance with the
conditions set forth by His Holiness Pius X11.°"

in séite of its low score for Igrael at the UN votes, it would be a
mistake to consider Brazil an antisemitic country. With the exception

of a limited number of outburste by extremist, nationalistic groups—
which at first were tolerated by the Vargas regime—in the 19307s, and
in 1944, Jews in Brazil were not discriminated against nor the object of
violence. Althouéh in general not supportive of lsrael, Brazil was sym-
pathetic towardes Jewish non-leraeli isgues, even when international in
character. Thus, for example, as early as 1953, the Brazilian Senate

condemned Moscow’s anti-Jewish polfcies.63

.



One final observation regarding Israel. At the time of the wote for
the Partition of Palestine and for the next few years, the Latin-@merican
vote at the UN represented one third of the totsl vote, thus being of
crucial importance for the creation of Israel. During that time thé
Israeli delegation to the UM included a specizl section which dealt with
Latin-America, that being the only special section within the Israell UN
delegation, However, during the 1%350s, Latin Americas was considered b
lsrael an area of peripheral interest, particularly when the 1imited
budget and personnel of the new state came under consideration. In 1751,
lesrael cpened its first legation in Brazil, which was coon reciprecated.ﬁq

It was only in the early 1940s that the legation was rajsed to the rank

of embassy.
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A Conflict of Interests.

2
On. July 23, 1';'52_1I a major event occurred in Eagvpt, an suvent that was
to have a tremendous impact on the political map of the Middle East
and major consequences for tge African continent. On That date, Col.
Gamal Abdul Nasger and other conspirztors, ane of whom was Anwar 3l-—

Sadat, executed a "coup detat" forcing King Farouk to step down,

taking control of the gevernment and sppointing Gen. Mohzmmed MNacuib

as the new leader of Egypt. Howeuver, tesnsions zoon develcped betleen
Nasser and Naguib unti! 1n March 1554 Masser szeized power becoming
cremter and then head ot state, Although anti-Sritish since his »outh,

Naszer was ready to negotiate the fste of the Suez Canal and ths Sudan.,
So were the EBritish, An agreement was reached .n July 1554, whicoh
stipulated that the British would evacuzate the canal within the r=gt

]
1
twenty months., By early 1955, Masser szw his Zreams of Zecoming the

Afeading figure In 2 Pan—Arab.ngeratlan threatenad on two lev;le: at
home because of unresolved.prob}ems and, most important, abroad, because
of the increasing importance of the "Baghdad Pact“z that was bacred by
Britain. To divert attention from these problems and to tuild his career
as the recognized leader of the Arab nations, MNasser worked assicuousiy
to arouse nationalistic Arab feelings, tried tc #Mndermine Western in-
fluence in the Mediterranean, and started a guerilla campaign against
Ierzel. The arms needed to become a strong leader of a strong nation
were clearly not to be found in the West—not because the West waz not
ready to compromise but rather because of Masser’s own-cecision t3 break
with the Western imperia!iftic powers., He turned to the communist bloc
that was equally eager to see the decline of the "Baghdsd FPact.," Sy

August 1955, Nasser purchased modern weapons from Czechoslovakia while

his partner, Syria, was buying its own arsenal from the Scviet Union.

ENLATN b
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At this point, Nasser was openly claiming that his country had the
capacity to destroy lsrasl. In hices campaign zgzainst Western imperializm,
Nasser also sought recognition as a leader by Black Africa with his
support of the rebel groups that foughi against British and French
influence in that region,. Since France did not want Nasser undermining
its influgnce in Nerth Africa, and since Israel was concerned about

the well-being of Jews in North Africa, in thiz area they shared z

L}

common interest., Thus, In 1¥55, large scale mazsacres of Jews in Morac-

znd French

co were averted by the efforfts of moderate Arab countr =

forces, Howeler, this zx<pression of sympathy iz not to be zzanm az an

open gesture of friendship toward:s Israel—not xt 2 time wheny, 1r sp:te
oFf Nasser ¢ poliLi=2, appeasement waz the gams plared Lr Loth

and Landon.3
Australian Jewrv’= Reaction.

In Australia, in September 1955, Mr. Gremead, M.F., askKed whst ap-
peared to be a somewhat naive question, whether buring zrms frﬁm "Irocn
Curtain Countries" was an_indication of Egyp£’5 intention to-launch a
possible aggression against lsrael.4 But the question and the Fequest
to investigate the matter was not naive at all. The point was socon made .
clear to and by the Australian Parliament that Egypt was being armed by
the communists and that whoever received communist ammunition ought not
to be given Australie’s support. The latter was the poszition that
Australia’s Jewry tried to convince its Government to adopt in order to
ask for a favorable view on Israel in its conflict with Egypt. The

Australian Jewish leadership did not view the Arab-lsraeli conflict

2 & 2 P
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only in terms of communism sgainst Western democratic policies bt it
was indeed an =lement which played an important role In gaining
Australizan support for Israesl. Anything considered too leftist was
suspicious to Western European couﬁtries and soc was the case in
Australia. Thus, when Mapam &nd Achdut Ha’avods, usuzlly considersd
pro-Soviet, anti-America and anti-West, entered the I=srael| Government,
some blestern diplomats expressed their concern. In England, on the other
hand, the wor¥srg whithin the Labor Farty, then in the Opposition, sent
their warm congratulations to the Mapai. Howewver, this last information
was published in Austrzlia only in the Yiddish supplement of The

Australian Jewish News but not in 1ts larger Enclish editiaon,

By the =nd of October 195S. the Committee of (Management of the Zxecut-
fue Council of Austral zn Jewry, ECAJ, sent 2 itslegram to Frime Minizter
Merzies, to the Minister of Foreign Affairs ang to the Teader of the
Federal Opposition, Dr. Evatt., After expressing their generzl concern
about the situation in the Middle East, the danger of Russian communist
expancjonism through itz new "puppet", Egrpt, was stressed. In acdition,
the telegram contunued, "Israel is the bastion of democracy in a vital
area and remains pro—British."G Finally, the telegram zsked that the
Eritish be requested to take action to stop Eg}pt’é plans in the region.
As we clearly see, in the cpinion of the Jewish leadership it was of
extreme importance to stress that Israel was on the =ide of England,
Australia‘s mother country, independently of whether or not Isrzas) was
pro-British at that time. =

In early November, the ECAJ asked the variocusz boarde that it repres-
enfed to protest against the "red arms" sold to Egypt, this coinciding
with the time the annual appeal for Israel was to start. At the same

time, the editorials in the Jewish press stressed the solation of Israel
f

emphasizing that "...the only friends upon whom it can count...are ths
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. 7 g
Jews in their far-flung communities." On MNovember 12, the editoris)

of The Australian Jewish News was openly asking for zn answer to the

appeal. The newspapsr statement illustrates that for 2 lzrge number of
Jews support for Isrzzl was not part of their priorities: ",,.let us
hope that the thousands usually unconcerned by appeals of any nature
Will.e..join the usual donors..." In addition to the appezl for financial
support, the Wictorian Board of Deputie=s, together with the State
Zionist Council of Victoria, called for a mass rally in favar of iszrze]
and the press reported that well cover one thousand people attendsd

that rally, Austral: zn Jewry’'s contribution to the appesz’ for lsrsz2)

came to slightly ouerzgioﬂ,UOO of which 454 was collectes in Melbourne,

Sydney = Jews gave a total ofzJEE,DDD, reflecting their historica 1y
more reluctznt posit on in matters relzted to Judaiamp

In the meantime lsrze)l wazs unable fTo get arms from Br tain, France
or the Unjted States, The British and the Americans, who nad unsettlies
relation with the Jeswish state? were particularly reluctant to arm
Israel. Although the reasons for such relations are complex, rancing

from personal opinione of top adviszerz and ministers to policies o4
0

—

regional interests, the "affair Gibli" did much to diminish the
reputation of Israel in the eyes of both Americans and British., The
Jewish press in Australia did not comment on the unfavorable answers

of the Western countries to sell arms to Israel, not sven when by ths
‘end of December, Britain handed over to lraqzlz,?SS,DGO in installations.
An attack on Britain’s policies was not what the Austral an Jewish precss
and leadership considered to be in their best interests, but the

increasing isolation of lérael and the policies of appezzement towards

the Arabs by Britain impelled The Australian Jewish News 2f December 1%

to attack Britain’s policies for the first time in & courageous editor|al

entitled "Eden Bias." It stated that "...the natural tencdency of Sir
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Arthony Eden...to befriend the Arab cause and isclate lzrael derives

from his many years of service in the Foreign O0Fffice, notorious for its
pro-fArab bias since the days of Sir Ronald Stone..." PFrobabls to calm
down some voices of disapproval within the Jewish commur:ty of ﬁh;traiia,
so ezger to show their uncommited Toralty to En%1and, the words of R.N.
Carvalho, president of the Anglo-Jewish Associztion in Enalznd, wsre
quoted in the same newspaper: "With 1ts present policy, 2ritain could

not escape blame should open warfzre break out in the M ddl: East,

whatever country fired the first shot."11 .

In asserting that Australia had =t:11 not began to ceizte Trom (&=
sdupcacy of British interests, 1t 12 helpful to mote thzt =22 the begin-
ning of 1958, 5 visa tc uisit Australia for a3 lecture-ftzur was not
grarted tc Menschem Beg!n because of his anti-British 2-titude duripg
the mandatory period. €lthough this réfusal might be ir‘zrpreted as s
pro-British stance rather than an anti-Israsli gesture - *f2 Ausztralan
goverhment, 1t indicates how sensitive the Governpent v:z - matters
that affected or could affect England’s honor. The caut on vth which

the Jewish press treated Britain’s policies towards Isrzel was clearly

shown by The Austraiian Jewish News, whose covering of matters reiated

to I=rael always occupied the front and following pages of the news—
paper, when on February 24, 1954, it announced that "Britzin askKed the
US not to supply Israel with arme" in & tiny space on pzge 12. Up to

this time Australia remained neutral in its approach towards the Middie

Ezst conflict probably because of Britain’s decision toc wait and see

how its policy o? appeasement towards the Arabs would Zzvelop.

Australia’s neutral position ie further verified by Foreign Minister
‘ -
Casey’s reply to the telegram of October 1955 sent by tne ECAJ, which

stated that “...nfu may be assured that...the Australisn Government will

lTend its firm support to the efforts being made to resocive the present



deadlock."12

In March 1955: during-a debate that took place in the Houss of Com-
mons in London, Eden said that no important numbers of arms were
entering into the Mlddle Ezst. The position of the United States may
be (llustrated by President Eisenhower‘s rem:srk, under the influence
of Secretary-of State John F. Dulles, to French Prime Minizter Guy
Mollet that there was no point in 22lling arms to Israel zince the smzal)
state could not defend itself against the Arab nations., However, a'so
in March, Britain admitted the danger of an Arab attack for the First
time, although it repeated that no armz will be sold to Israszl at that
point, adding that the “situaticn may change." The situat.an started
to change in the irternationzl arenz and & visible proof cccurred when

the EreCuti{’Di the Social st Internaticnai; meeting in 2urich, passed

1

a resolution asking the Western powers 1o provide arms to Israel and

blamed the Arabs for the tensions in the Middle Eastj3

At ths same

time Egypt’s increasing support of the Algerian FLN prodded France to
remember her friendship with Israel and to deliver a dozen modern

Jets 'Mysteres.“14 The Canadians, with the approval of the United States,
alzo sent a squadron of jets., The English were still trying to reach

an understanding with Nasser and since the last dars of February, Selwin
Lloyd, British Foreign Secretary, “had been in Cairc, BY the beginning

of March, it was clear that no agreement was on the horizen. The French
also tried their luck with Cairo during the middle of March with no bet-
ter results than the English. In Australia, coinciding with the return
of a furious Llord to England, the lsrael Emergency Counc:'l was formed
on March 15. 1ts*aim was to provide material aid for Israe! 35 well as
to i&form the public about the Middle East conflict. By April, Dr. Evatt

concluded that if the UN failed Israel, ".,.it will mean the end of the
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organization in the eyes of the world, "3 Although Dr, Evatt was '‘nter-
ested in the fair treatement of Israel by the UN for persconal rezsons,
its words were of great importance at 2 time when Australian Jewry was
trying to get the copen support of their country in favor of Israsl,
particularly 2t this critical time when ECARJ d1pua§t|on was to mest with
Frime Minister Menzies to discuss matters related to Israel.,
-

Because of the multitude of historical ties uniting Austral iz and
Zritzin a2nd becauze of the equally close ties =fill uniting Britz n's
Jewry with Austrzliz’=s Jewry, for the latter to openly» crlticize

Eritain“s policies in the Middle East was tantamount to attackirnz

trali

in
10

au itself, But once the Engl sh Jewish organizations zand ':23ders

gtzrted to criticized their own government, once the opposition -

Erngland besgan to demand arms supplizd for Isrsel, then Austrzlis

Jzmish léaderehnp znd the Jewish presz felt thesr could more open’' . speak
zg2inz=t those antagonic British pol.cres. This 2xplains the inceszant
reporting by the Australian Jewish press of English Jewry's reac- an

to the conflict and crisis 1n the Middle East. Of course there wmz-e
reports from England before the crisis, but now the focus was to
demonstrate that to criticize England because of some of her foreiagn
policies, was not an attacﬁ on Australia, not even against England. Thusg,
when, by the end of March, a meeting sponsored by the Zionist Federation
of Great Britain openly demanded that the British government provide
arms to Israel, "the Jewish leadership in Australia could only re zice
and the Jewish community had the chance to avoid a feeling of antzagonic
dual loyalties, or rather triple loyralties.

In April 1956k:ﬂ. AshkKanasy, president of the ECAJ, opsned the 1954

United Israel Appeal saying that Israel’s enemies "...are encourzged

and fortified with arms from East and West. Her friends among the

SRR



Powers are confused and hesitant...“16 The target for the appeal was
placed atj?lSD,OGO. Coinciding with this mpaign, Joseph Saphir M.E
arrived in Australia on May 8. A few days before his arrival,
representatives of the ECAJ met with Frime Minister Menzies and urged
him to support two points: an immediate armed intervention n the

event of Arab aggression against lsrael and supply of defensive arms
for lerael, Menzies promised to besr 1n mind the petiticon during the
meeting of Commonwealth’s prime ministers z:heduléfd for the faliowirg
month. Scan a%ter his arrival, Saphir =xpressed his conviction that

the Australian Jewish leadership had the means to explain tc the
Audstralian government the importance of a2 change in Eritish Midale

Ez=t policies. In the meantime, the United Isrszel Appeal s zolicotaton
for funds appeared In the Jewlsh press with the powerful legend, "thes
lTight must pot fail...give now!! Tomerrow may be too late." The Habe—'m
youtk movements came up with their own wsy to help, 3 "Work-sz-Dz+ for
U.I1.A." idea. Young pecple were encouraged to participate in different
Kinds of work, from digging gardens and washing cars to babr zitting,
and to donate their earnings to the U.1.A. On April S5, a2t the Unvers-
ity of Melbourne, the Fezce Club of that institution organized a
symposium and some two hundred students went to hear the Arab,
Israeli, and Communist accounts of the Arab-Isrzeli dispute. An -
interegtiné comment was later given by Isi Leibler who spoks for the
Israeli standpoint and was at the time precsident of the N&tioﬁal

Union of Australian University Students. Leibler—who was to become
one of the leading figures in the Jewish community—said thxt "...

al though many of the large numbers of non-Jews present were initial-
ly sympathetic to the Arab or Communist views, the atmosphers wzs

-

noticeably pro-Israeli towards the end of the meeting."17 COne of the
-~

things we may infer from this comment i< that although = good number

AL D



of students were ready to be fair in judging the Arab-lsrael:
conflict, the Jewish committees designated to explain their view to
the non=Jewish population were a little bit late in thsir timing

or ineffective in their approach, The need to promptly organized a
Public Relations Bureau =zubsidized by the ECAJ, the Zionist Feder-
ation, etc, was insisted an by N. Jacobson, president of the State
Zioniset Council of Victoria, who wisely saw Arzb influence making

ite way to Australia, particularly in terms of boycotts against

[}

companies that hold preoducts to lsrae),
I+ Australian Jewr» needed any more suprort from their fe'low

brothers in England, thi= time the nourishment came from Isrzsl Erocdi=

Chiet Rabbi oFf the British Commonwealth. & cabled message s=0° b» him

and addrezsed to Australizan Jewry read: "@at thizs fateful tims, Jews
everywhere must rally to support Israe! = morale, materiz) gz 2l-
opment and ae5ur¢ty...“18 The original target of the fund-rz= =ing

campaign wss nearly accomplished, The state of Victoria raised ousr

‘{?D,UDO, in Sydney, over 20,000 was collected, while Ferth rzised

eC
‘{14,000 in the first weeks of the appéa1.19
Ey the middle of June, Eric Baume, a Jewish radio personality, an-
nounced on his show, “This I Believe," that "...,it is ocbvious that
the Briticsh position wis—a-vis Israel has changed a great desi
since last year and Isrzelis should be satisfied. I =z=ee the general
Australjan attitude 2s being parallel with that of Britain,.."20
While his conclusion that Australia’s policies were in accordance
with Britain’s was certainly true, his more than optimistic - iew
regarding éngland’s "change" was a bit premature. England’s =ttitude
changed a few montna later because of ite failure to come tc an

agreement that satisfied its own interests in the Suez Cana! and other

LR
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areas that were already committed to the i1declogies proposed by
Nasser. By the time Baume made ite comment on radio station 2GB, his
credibility in the eyes of the Jewish community wzs not at 1ts bsst,
particularly after his highly critical comments 1n early March
directed agasrrf.t Mr. Murock, the Isrzeli representative to Austrslia.
During that early March broadcast, Baume askKed Nurock to "give the

facts about the Middle Ezst and forget the propaganda...21

By August S, France and England were considering a plan to land
troops in Egrpt. However, = diplomatis agreement was at the top of
Landc;'; pricrities «n order to avoid an uncomfortable position
within the Arzb world and to continue to be the key plaver n the
Middle East. ®resident Eisenhower also wantec to avoid the use cf
force by France and England because that could Jjecpardize his
campaign in that election yezr. However, i1t is possible that
perhaps the United States did not dislike the ides of Britain lo=-

ing control of strategic points in the Middle East.zz

Thus,an urgsnt
meeting, the Suez Conference, tookK place in London at the request

of the American government Sﬁ August 14&, The problem of Egypt’s=
blockade against Israel was raised only by FPineau, the Foreign Min-
ister of France. Although the powers inuvolved reach an agreement,

Masser rejected the Londbn‘resolutions.23

In Australia, Menzies once again assured Ashkanasy, now former
president of the ECAJ, that he was working hard to find a pea;eful
solution. The sengz of isolation felt by the Jewish community was

illustrated by the editorial in The Australian Jewish News on

September 28. This time the accusation was not against the leaders

of the Western Powers but against the manipulative use of informat-



ion produced by the media: "...we..,.come to the conciusion...that
there 1< still a bias against Israel in the dzily press.” The sams
feeling was expressed by N, Jacobson in relation to the back-and-
forth attacks between Israel and Jordan on their border. He said
that ".,.we regret that larage sections of the Sustrz'ian press
consistenly reported the retaliatory acts of Israe! in 2 most unfav-
orable light without acguainting the Australian public with facts

of aggressive Jordanian attacks thzt led Israe! %to agdopt a policy

of military retaiiztion in defence of its borders and peaceful
crtizens."24 The sense of izolation, now compounded Dy the fear

cf impending internationz]l disaster, was zgain stressed by ths

editorial i1n The Australian Jewish News on Octiczsr ZA. “he meéssacs

was eimple and prickling, "...Israel is indeed zicne.”

Al though diplomatic efforts continued, it became clear to Britzin
and France that their armies would have to attac¥ Egrpt. Once the
Americans retracted their offer of funds to heip Nasser’s most
cherished domestic project, the Aswan High Dam on the Nile, Britain
and the World Bank scon followed the same path in July 1934. After
Nasser”s nationalization of the Suez Canal Company, the Western

countries and their allies gradually started to ook suspiciously

at Egypt’s regime. A few days after the Suez conference in London

failed to bring an agreement and after England, France and the United

States openly avowed, for the first time, the ricght of lIsraeli ships
to freely use the Canal, a debate on Israeii—Egrvptian relations
took place in the House of Representatives in Australia on September
27+« RiBG. Case;: Minister for External Affairs presented a "conciss
and factual” picture going back to the days of the armistice. He

= .

expressed the '...unjustified blockade of the Suez Canal to Israeli

ships..."zs and also mentioned the various protests, with no =ffect,

10
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that the Australian government handed or verbalized to Egrpt. Hs
also ﬁentioned lsrael’s early attempts to resolve itz problems
with its Arab neighbors through the United Nations z2nd once more
a i
insisted that heﬁjaat giving the facte and opinions of the UN
Security Council. Dr. Evatt, who 2lsc spoke, agreed with Casey
but directed his speech agaisnt the inefficacy i:;'F the Security
Council to implement jts resolutions. In an emotional tone he ad-
ded that "...the Arab nations must face up to the fact that lsrasl
is there to stay."zs The statements of the debate incdicate the
shifting from = neutral position to cne favorable to Israel. How-
ever, the timing seems to indicate not so much a commitment o
Isrzel but a desire to alian i1tself with what were now the more
clearly perceivable tendencies of the allies against Eaypt.

By the middle of DOctober, two different views in relation to
the Middle Ezst crisis were expressed within the Jewish communi tyr
in Australia. The ECAJ stated through its new president Eisenfela,
that it was not the moment for a public statement. On the other
hand Lewis Wilks, president of the Jewish Council to Combat Fascism
and Antisemitism, said that only the UN should decide who was wrong
in the Middle East and not t?e British. However, Wilk’s organization
was not representative of Australian Jewry and‘was sctually looked
upon with distrust because of its alleged communist and pro-Soviet
tendencies.

In the meantime France had brought lsrael onto the scene as an
active participant in the plan to attack Egypt and together with
QPitain plans were worked out. On October 29, Israel( forces started
the Sinzt Campaign and two days later allied jets began to bomb

Egrptian airfields near Suez. One week later the war was over. Israel

had occupied the Sinai Peninsula and the Gaza strip. Two days before
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the end of the war the UN General Assembly approved a rzsolution
for an immediate cease-fire and the withdrawal of all occiupy¥ing
forces from Egyptian territory. The resolution was propcsed by the
United States and accepted by a vote of sixty-four to five, An
embittered and cornered Eden agreed to a cease-fire to start on
October & at midnight. The french followed the British., Britain and
France failed to accomplieh their gozls for the Susz Canal zand

Nasser’s regime.

With the outbreak c* hostilities the ECAJ and the Zicocnist Feder—
ation immediately handed a note of solidarity to the Isrzeli gou-—
ernment, while (n Melbzurne the Beth-Din asked to observs the
coming* Sabbath az 3 dsz» of "prayer and dedication" because of Lthe
events in the Ianh of Israel. The zame week a rally to zupport
the Magen David Adom wzs organized., The Board of Deputizs had
scheduled an urgent meeting for November & because of grave fin-
ancial problemg of the United Jewish Education Board., In the mean-
time, on the afternoon of November S, a cable arrived from Jerus-—
alem asking for financial support. As a result of the czble the
meeting focused its attention on Jerusalem’s request and an emergency
appeal was j=ssued under the slogan "Call of Israel." The target of
the appeal wasszED,OOO and was to be conducted within teT days

starting November 8, with only cash accepted. The Australian Jewish

News on ¢he 9 of November, right after the war was over, accurately
pointed out that although the military battle had come tc an end,
the diplomatic battle was only beginning: "Jews outside Israesl may
feel justifiable pride in the outcome of the Sinai Peninsuls battle
will have to face diplomatic and economic preésure that may spell

ultimate deieat."27 A harangue asking for an immediate znswer to



15

the “Call of lsrael" ended the editorial. The response of Austral-
izan Jewry was rather slow and did not come close to the original
target >3 The amount of money raised was about Z100,000 and In
December was still being collected., Once more the differences
between Melbourne and Sydney were clear. With aimost the same Jewish
population, Melbourne’s Jewry raigsed three times more moner than
Sydnex s erry. In addition to the dissapointing response to the
"Cali," a wery small number of volunteers went to Israel. The tvirszt
group of voluntesrs, Gréahized by the Emergency Service Schemes, left

29
Australia towards the end of December with nine people.

Zince the first aim of the United Nations was to effect a
withdrawal of foreign forces from Egqypt, lsrcael was labeled 3= ar
aggressor. Yet the Western European countries malmtained that
lsrael acted in self-defense. In accordance with this attitude,
the Foreign Minister of Australia, speakKing at the UN, expresszed
the opinion that ".,..to say that Israel s zttack on Egypt was in
respdnse to “long provocations’” i€ a very moderate statement.jnfhns
occurred by the middle of November before increasing pressure forc-
ed Britain and F;ance to announce their withdrawal {from the Suez
Canal. Once again the timing of the statement may be critical in
understanding its meaning. Whether it was intended to support [srael
or to help the British gain time in their political manoeuvres in
the Middle East is, at least, an open qguestion. By November 20O,
seven hundred UN forces were in Egypt and another three thousand
wére to arrive. On November 22, the British officially announced
their withdrawal‘and one month later the last British and French

soldiers left Egypt. The Soviet and Afro-Asian bloc’s demand’s for

the UN to immediately intervene were no surprise. The Western nat-

2D | -~
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ion‘s now increasing precsure on Israel to withdraw behind the lines
of the Rhodes armistice did not receive much notice in the Australian
Jewieh press while, on the other hand, the attitude held by the

United States was highly criticized once more. For example, the
I ;

editorial of The Australian Jewish News stated: "We now find Dulles
purring because Britain has been forced out of the Middle East, We
f$ind him testy as ever about Israesldit is our view he would be a
kzppier man if Israel did not exist), as blind as ever about Nascer
and the whole set of conditions in the Middle East."31 In addition,
the sense of isolation so prevalent during the long months that

preceded the Sinai Campaign, was felt again,

Towards the middle of December, less and less importance was
given by Australian Jewry to the situztion in the Middle East, It
iz true that the news, now mostly coming from Tel-Aviv and the "
United States instead of Tel-Aviv and London, were repor#ed, but
the activities thaé involved support for Israel in Australia were
few..The public relations campaign for the "Call of Israel" was
small and only the appeal for the Magen David Adom continued untir=
ingly. There are two main reasons which explain the situation. First,
as a result of the invasion of Hungary by Russia, large contingents
of Hungarian Jews started to arrive in Australia and the focus was
directed to them. Second, the 1234 Dlyﬁpie Games, which were held
in Melbourne, began: for the Australian people, including Jews,
sporte are a very important paFt of their lives and the Olympics
seem to have been their main concern at that time.

%

After England’s withdrawal from Egypt, it became clear that

the United States was the new power gradually "entering" the
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Middie East.32 Even the Jewish press in Australis was arxiously
awaiting the "Eisenhower Doctrine" for the Middle East.33 Ther-
efore, 3fter 3 UN General Assembiy resciution aon Janusry 7, 1957
again demanded instant Israeli evacuation without previcus set-
tlement of the Arab-lsraeli conflict; the ECAJ snd the Zionist
Federztion asked Prime Minister Menzies to intervene with Eisen-
hower to fecure free passage for Israel: shipe through tne Suez
Canal znd to maintain UN forces unty) an agreement could be
reached, This initiative, was weicomed br the South-&frrcan Jewizh
Board of Deputiess and was interpreted sz a call for acticnh in Com-
monweal th countries regarding the Middle East sy tusfion., 10 ac-
cordance with this strategy of action, 2 public meeting 7 sup-
port of Israel was organized in Melbourne for Februsry < 372 ths

requesi zppesred in a three-guarter-page 39 in the Jewjsh re

[l
W

The meeting evpressed support and admiration for [srael 2

-

YC Spriec-—
iation to the Australian government for te pol.cry expressed b
Czsey =t the UN.3 During the difficult months of debatesz thzt tcok
place &t the UN, and particularly during Februar» znd Marzh when
sancticons were proposed againstllsrael, the Austral ian governmens
voted zgainst any sanction. At the beqginning of March an lsrael|
Cabinet Member expressed gratitude for Austral 3”s attitude at the
UN, adding that "...forces for justice and truth =till ex'st in

this world.“35

Conclusion.
Towards the emd of 1955, criticiems against England s position

vis—a-vis Arab countries—particularly its policy of appzasem=nt

towarde Egypt—were raised for the first time within Australian
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Jewry. This criticism, howequé was not approved by large seaments

of Australian Jews, not even when England’s Jews openls cr tic:

L

o
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their countr», England’s honor was more important for Austrzlian ;)
Jewes than for manr in England itsel¥. Australian Jews also Followed
the cautious views of thelir own government, which opted to wait

and see how England would decide to xc* regarding the Middls East

conflict. Howewer, the Jewish leadership and the Jewizh prezs

felt, feared, anc Knew oF Israel s incrzasing 1sclation and trieg—
L
futite attempt 2% the Sime—to conwvince *the Auetralian government
to abandon its pneutrxl position and to favor 1srasls. The ARustral:an
position thanged in fact once England wess definitiwve’: upnable to
come to terms with Nasser and the use of Fforcs was dsg ded.,
In sprte of & positive response—<+inancia! but alsc through

other ways—5b5y fAustraliar Jews *o the 1°25& regu
1 =Ma, of that rezr the =zame znswer was not to e repssz

held 'n ~=pr

with the outbreak of hostilities 1n the Middle Zast

"
o
n
3
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later. FRustralizn Jewry's reaction was slow

i
Ir”

nd disappoint ng:
appro¥ximately siaty percent of the Em?%geHCy C;li financia® target
remsined unfulfilled zad the amounts pledged were paid sluczishis.,
The poor reaction was also reflected in the yery small number of
volunteers who went to Israel.

“Although the general conclusion, a slow and qisappointing
reaction stands, it mar have resultsd in a growing, new identification
with Isrzel gradually but increasingly in 1ts center. A comment
which best exemplifies this trend was expressed by Reverend John
Alexander, leader of the Australian Student Christian Movement and
sub-Dean of Ormong College Melbourne Universitr: "Prior to the war
Jewish students did not present a coherent unit as they do so successful-

3
1y today." ﬁhe comment was made three months after the war was ouer,



Brazilian Jewry’s Reaction,

In the first part of this thesis, the Importance of England’s

posttion concerning the Middle East and itse impact on the

ducstralian Government, (ts population, and its Jewry was discussed,
The historjc connections betwesn England and Australizx, which shaped
the context of reactions of Australian Jewry, had no parallel in

the case of Brazil. Fortugal, the colonizl power that had nfluenced
Erazilian culture and institutions ceased long aco to be z military

or political world influence, It had no interest in the Middle Eastern
contlict and had no reawice in Brazil s foreicn policies. Thus,

the expectations and esven anqguish that were felt oy Austrz"  z2n Jewry

o

= a result of England’s direct intervention as the mandatory power

in FPzlestine and later on as an active partner in the invzsion of
Egrpt were not shared by Brazilian Jewry, although they followed with
areat interest events related to the Zionist cause, particularly after
World War I1. Nevertheless, they were more distanced since their
country was not under the tacit supervizsion of a colonial power
directly involved in the conflict as was the case with Australia.

In spite of the lack of antisemitism in Brazil’s society, its
Jewry never developed a sense of Jewish consciousness nor x strong
identification with Jewish causes. A Tow profile was mantained, not
because the government required it, but rather because Brazilian Jewry
felt comfortable that way since their interests were mainly social

and economic, with the goal of further increasing their social and

economic status,

The year of the Sinai Campaign, 1954, was notable for the Jews
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of Brazil due to three occurrences in the Jewish communitr: the
inauguratijon of "A Hebraica", a social and sports club in Ric de
Janeiro, scandalous frauds involving major Jewish institutions in
Rio, and the shameful reaction of Brazilian Jewry to the 1954 crisis
in the Middle East.

In early January, the new and eic]uaiue Hebrzica Club ocpened, =z2fter
construction expenses of Cr$ 27,000,000, Celebration of the event in-
cluded performances by various dance groups and speeches by members
of different organnzataons.37Rio‘e Jewry was delighted to have =
Jewish club to meet their increasing =social needs.

Far less pleasant were the fund management scandals thst cccurrsd on Rio
inuoluing the diversion of capital from Jpwish institutione, Thus, the
“Tzlmud Tora School!", a highly respected Jew|sh school 1n Rio, was

under pressure due to financial discrepancies. & general meeting was
attended by more than 1,000 people who requestecd information about

the school’s finances., The board of directors was unable to Qive a
detailed account of the use of funds and was also unable to give 2
coherent explanation of the echool’s balance sheet?a

Another difficult situation developfd at the "Hevra Kadlisha" of Rio,

The Jornal lsraelita of January 22, reported the resignations of four

members of the "Hevra Kadisha’s" board who wanted to Keep their names
clear behind any doubt. These members were: Bernardo Diamant, Alter
Waitsman, Shlomo Cytryn, and Shmil Erlich, The problem a2t that
institution involved the diversion of capital to private pockets. Al-
Tegations of fraud were made against the president of the organizat-
ion, Moshe Zingue;:uitch, who was accusedbof diverting Cr¢e 750,000
with the help of his brother who resided in Israel .39 Morthe passed by
and Zingue;euitch was still president of the "Hewra Kadisha", in spite

of continuing accusations 20 It was only in early May that a general



meeting was proposed to discuss Zinguerevitch’s position. 8 then,
the amount under investigation was established as being USE 10,000,
slightly inferior to the former amount given in cruzeiros 41 The date
for the meeking was changed several times and, finally, new electicons

42Thu5. during the Sinai Campzign, one of

took place only .in November!
the major institutions of Jewish "life" Tn Rio de Janeiro, which wag
usually involved in the collection of money, was viewed with suspicion
and anger by the local Jewish population.

Still another probiematic situation occurred, this time involving
the "Organizaczo Sionista Unificada"tUnifticada or OSUY of Rio. The 0OSU
was another example of internal intrigues and a possibliz new c3ze of
embezzlaement aof callected fund5.43Th}s time, howeder, the victims wers
the "bona fide"” donors znd the State of lsrael. By Februzr» of 1955,
it was clear—and official—that the "Unsficada" was having 3 difficuit
time when it announced an election for new board members and pr@%ident.
In March, =2 gew president and board of directors were appointed znd,
following the elections, & motion to separat; the fundes of the OSU
from funds collected by organizations such as "Magbit" and "Keren Ha-

Yessod" was turned down.4

4The electione did not remove the continuous
climate of suspicion within the "Unificada." Thus:uon Auogust 19, the
General Zionists published a note addressed to the "Yishuv" which stated:
“...Since there is no‘possibility of serious Zionist activities
within the 'present trends of the Unificada, and after all at-
fémpts to meliorate and to mend the situation had failed, we
resolve to leave the Unificada, which has become an instrument

LY
in the hands of certain groups and is no more the expression of

the responsibility and unity of its institutions."d?

That the "Unificada" was not a uﬁifying element anymore—if it ever
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wWas— came as no news in October when this time the "Mizrah:" and

"Hapos)l Hamizrahi" reported the failure of the "Unificada" 2= an

umbrella organizatior..46 Al though a state berging on chaos was evident,
one may ask what triggered the crisis at this institution, If a single
word could sumarize the situation of Rio‘s Jewish organizations at the
time, that word would be "fraud.," A May 10 article at the Acnde Vamos
magazine frankly stated ite position on the situation at tne "Unificada."

While Jornal Isrselita’s aim was to give a generic picture of the

Jewigh community, in particular that of Rio de Janeiroc, ths =maller

biut more incisive Aonde Vamos became the center of the con‘roverss

regarding the "Unificada". The Aonde Vamos’ article stated thzat some-
times only a sixth of the ariginal amount of funds collectes for

Israel went, in fact, to lsrael. The appointment of & new --2=ident and
and board of directors for the “"Unificada" which took place in March
was seen by the magazine as a fake, and “rom other writter J2uwish
sources it was clear that at least the chaoctic situation did nof end

with the change of its executive in March. Aonde Vamos’ ariicles cont-

inued by saying:
"...but what to do when Winterstein was imposed as president of
the Unificada and the democratiF process is now more offsnded (sic?
than ever? How to accept that holy funds assigned to “medinah’ (sic)
are being diverted and used to finance local policies and a great

deal of expenses?..."

Aconde Vamos Continued its attacks on the "Unificada" and many of the

organizations it represented. Thus, by the middle of June it =tated
that some thirty people occupring executive positions at the "Unificada"
made their living thréugh the funds collected by "Magbit—-Keren HaYessod",

47
“Keren Kaiemet lelsrael",etc. The situation was indeed so chaotic
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regarding the misuse of funds collected for [srzel that, as Aonde
Vamos reported, the establishment of a committee to supervise all
these fund-raising aétiuities was under consideratiun.48

One 1= compelled to ask what role the Federation had az a
representative of Jewish Institutions in this rzther stormy situat-
ion., Although the headquarters of the Federation were in Sao Paulo,
it slso had offices in Rio de Janeiro and loca]l matters were freated
without open interference since a clesr issue of rivalry existed
between the two most important Brazilian cities and Jewrijes. As
indicated in the introduction, a centralizing power did not have many
chznces of success due fto the will for self-determination and the megs-
loman i a which were part of most Jewish organizations., The ¥a|1ur? ¥
the Federation as a legitimate representative of Brazilian Jewry wzs

so obvious that the Jornal Israelita could openly write about the

“pouquissimo prestigio”"(very little prestige’ earnedzgyrihat insti-
ution. d In early ngruary, Before the "Unificada" gituation becams
publicly acrimonious, Rio‘s Federation regretted tH;t it was not asked
to mediate the conflicte involving several institutijons., In 2 nots
addressed to the "Yishuv," the Federation stated the following:

“The Federation came to Know through organs of the local Jewish
press, of accusations against leaders of Jewish institutions...
the Federation deeply laments the occurrence, which has to do
with the prestige and honor of our community and is surprised
by the fact that issues of obvious public interest were not

presented for the consideration of the Federation...“50

|
A sad note was added to the fragile record of the Federation when
a few months later, and for unexplained reasons, it sought to clesr

the name of the Zeifman brothers, against whom a "herem" was estab-
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lished years before-—and ratified at the time by the Federation--
for alleged colaboration with_ihe nazis. As a result of the Federat-
ion’s attempt anary protestatio?s followsed, thus creating a rotted
image for the Federation’s already poor.performance as the central-
izing voice aof Jewish institutions.51

In Sa0 Paulo, a general overview of |ts Jewry at the time under
consideration revezls 2 much calmer, more arganized situaticon than
the one offered by Rio de Janeiro, in 3 way reflecting the different
cha;acter of theze cities: Ri; with its geographic beauty, celebrated
beaches, and =z relaxed atmosphere; Sao Paulo with its growing power
as the financial center of Brazil, as z result more organized and,
though 22 friendly as any Brazilian city, more "alert" thanm Rioc. &lthcough
lzcKing the scandals that became part of Rio Jewry's 2verydar 1ife,
serious problemz also affected and afflicted zome of Sac Faulo’s
Jewish institutions. Thus, in January of 1¥53&, 2 fzrewsll meeting

for young "madrichim" traveling to Israel failed to be successful

because of the "lack of interest demonstrated by our leaders, whose
52

relations with the youth had been of a theoretic character only,
An unexpected attack against the "Magbit" occurred during that fare-
well meeting when one of the speakers, Adalberto Corinaldi, a former
president of Szo Paulo’s "Unificada" accused people of using the
“Magbif" for personal purposes. Apparently, his attack was directed
against the general public and not againgt Jewish leaders or ins-
titutions, In fact, Corinaldi“s diatribe had as its target those

who used the "Magbit" &nd the "Unificada" to send their children to
Israel for a grea:ly reduced price while.ther were weal thy enough

to do so without the subvention of those organizations. Corinaldi’s
attack was criticizea in the Jewish press as "...unglegant and inop=-

portuns..." and “...unjust...'53 In addition, the next month the

i~



Federation aknowledged some problems, which were reflectsd by the
resignation and later readmission of its president, The only clue
given "en passant" was a problem at the "Hevra Kadisha," which was
accused cof dishonest favoritism in the adjudication of grave-lots

at the cemetery.54 During the same month the Jornal lsraelita of Rio

reported that the "Unificada" of Sao Paulo was close to extinction

due to the lack of leaders with an understanding of the needs of the

55
communt ty,

Thus, in 1754, the Jewish community of Brazil was 1n & state close

te chaocs regarding important sectors of its lzadership anz, in any
case, i1l prepared to act in an organized way., This was particularly
S0 in Rioc de Janeiro where distrust of some of the most important
institutions of Jewish 1 )+e was an upsetting fact. In Sac Paulo,
the problems were by far less notorious than in Rio, but still a
strong Jewish l2adership, able to forge a committed concicusness in
matters related to Judaism'and Israel, seemed to be 13cking. The
fact that Brazilian Jewry was unable to present a coherent internal
front and toc come to terms with ite own diversity was best illust-
rated by 2 zermon given by Rabbi Lemle, of Rio de Janeirc, entitled
"Salvemos o nosso Lar"{(Let‘s save our home). It i= interesting to
notice the sclution offered to save the dizintegrating Brazilian
Jewish home: the community was, acﬁording to Lemle, to be

united in relation to Israel.ss This is an outsanding example of a
battern of behavior by Jewish communities around the world which
tended' to/focus on the cause of Israel as the best expression

of Judaism they could come up with, thus neglecting creativity in
their own circumsfances in their respective diasporas., The exag-
gerated focus and dependence on Israel for their own

spiritual survival created with time an uncomfortable sjtuation

]



for most, if not 211 diasporas once the Palestinian issue became
an increasing =lement of friction between Israel and the internat-
ional community. The policies of Israel regarding the role of the
diasporas is alsc a fundamental issue to be defined, particular)y
when for most representztives of the Zionist movement and Israel,
the Jewish diaspora was and is peripheral to _the ceﬁ%%élatf of
Israel. in the case of Brazil, dus to the generalized indiffersnce
to Judaism, no big push was needed for Israel to become the center
of concern for Brazilian Jews, The sti1] unanswered question is to

what extent this concern was mportant for most Braz i liran Jews,

The month of March brought an unusual movement regarding Braz-
ilian Jewisgh lesdership, most particularly those engaged 1n Zion-
ist activities, In early march, 3 meeting of Latin American Jewish
communi ties tock place In Montevideo, Uruguay. 1tz ;ain gcai Was
to declare its support for Israel. The congress stated itz vehement
protest against the "dictatorial tactice" of United Statec’
Secretary of State, John F. Dulles, for blockKing arms szles to
Israel. It aieo gkotested against against dubious Soviet policies
of preaching peace at ghe UN while selling arms to the governments
of the "feudal Arab world." England was also criticized for its
policy of appeasgment towzrds the Arabs and charged with trying
to save its failure in the Middle East by risking lsrasl’s 5ecyrity.57
Following the meetina, = number of non—-Latin American Jewish
representatives visited‘Brazi1 and other countries in thekarég. The
most significant visit to Brazil was by Pinchas Sapir, Israel’s
hinister of Commerce, who arrived on April BFB He stated that the aim
of his visit was to interest Brazilian Jews in invesgting in lsrael

—
and to create a climate of economic cooperation with Brazil. Since
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his visit coincided with the eighth anniversary of Israel’s
independence, he was the fo{cial representative of his country
for the event. However, the organization of the popular celebration
Was critiéized for being unusually elitist since it was switched
from the "Estzdio do Pacaembu" in Sao Paulo, where everyons could
attend, to a private banquet in honor of Sapir and which was at-
tended by prominent Jewish personalities of Brazil, The Jorral
Ieraelita’s correspondant in Sac Paulo, noted that Israel’s
Independence Dzy, which usually sttracted between 10,000 to 12,000
people, was in 1954 an "elitist celebration" that jeft cut the not
so important dornorz and non—influsntial Zionistse. On the other hand,
added the newspaper, the leadership asked the entire commun 'ty to
contribute to Izrael, each according to hi; meana?g

On June 14, the Mayor of Tel-Aviv, Haim Levanon, arrwed 0o Sac
Faulo and decizred the annual fund-raising campaign for Isras] of-
ficially open. The Jewish leadership went cut of i1ts way to create
an “aura of prestige" for Levanon‘s arrival: the Chief of Protocol
of Sao Paulo’zs Administration and & representative of the govern-
ment were part of the we!cnmiﬁg retinue.ﬁ0

It appears that fund-raising campaigns for Israel were viewed
with so much distrust by the Jewish community, whose hearts and
pockets had been shamefully deceived by some leaders, that it was
necessary to reestablish the community’s confidence through well
organized and seriocus activities. In addition, the =s=tate of the
economy was not in good shape: almost coinciding with the
beginning of newly elected president Juscelino Kubitchek’s <jue
vear term, which occurgred on February of 1954, the increasinaly
booming Brazilian economy suffered a slowdown largely dus to &

drop in the price of coffee in the international market, which



resul ted in inf]ation and sconomic instabi]ity.s1 Ferhaps 1t was
the sum of these circumstances, distrust of the Jewish community
regarding most of itz leadership and the difficult times in relat-
ion to Brazil‘s economy, that brought about the publication of
one of the most amazing advertisements sver published in aorder
to attract attendance fo:ia public r3lly in support of Israe!,
organized by the "Keren HaYessod-Magbit" of Rio de Janeiro in
early June. After calling for the "Yshuw" to attend, it =tzated
in large print: "NO FUND-RAISING ACTIQITIES.“EZ

As for the fund-raising campaign, which began by the
middle of June, four months later It was still underway. iz zmounts

were made public, only lists contzinip2 names of donors. In

addition, Cronics Israelita of Saoc FPaulo published on its sirst

page, 1n the October 31/§dition, information about how the monex
raised was to be used(agriculture, production and exportaticn of
phosphate, etc.), which must have been = relief for some donors,
though one wonders how the Israeli government would kKrnow haow to
distribute an amount of money notTyet fully collected and, how it
could give a rather unexpected, detailed explanation., In 2ny case,
it indicated the need for explanation felt by the Brazilian Jewish com-
munity to insure the credibility of fund-raising campaigns.

It should be noted that although come criticism was raized against
"Magbit," it was never accused of misman@gement of funds, Furthermore,

an editorial in the Cronica Israelita of October 31, pointed out

that fMagEit" was one of the few organizations which deserved total
confidence. In Rio, "ﬁagbit“ initiated a fund-raising campaign in
August at the house of its president, Israel Saubel.63 & pattern
of meeting at private houses rather than at public places became

increasingly populails4 and negatively helped to create an atmosphere

-~
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of division among the membsrs of the community. This was so because
the meetings were organized within neigborhoods, every one of which
created its own "Magbit" branch! The motte of Rio‘s campaian was

"Kol HaMagbit" and, as in Sao Paulo, the amount of money collected

was not made public,

Although the Sinzi Campaiagn began on Octcher 24, Jewish 1:i4e
in Brazil did not change very much, In fact, one may say that
it was almost unaffected by the military crisis in the Middle
Ez=z=t. Mo public rally ws=s organized in support of Israsl. No ztate-
ments of the Federation or any other representative Jewizh
organizaticn azking the Brzzilian government to support Tsrael s
cause wefe reported 1n the press., There were no particularly
important activityes by Jewish youth groups trying to dez! with
the events in the Middle East. Even at the =nd of October and ths
beginning of November, Jewish concerns in Rio revolved around the
ongoing problems of fraud inlthe “Hevra Kadisha" and a heavily
publicized visit by Nahum Goldman, which was finally cancelled
because of the situation in Israel. Perhaps the only organization
which continued to show active interest was "Magbit", which eztab-
lished an~-emergency fund-raising campaign towards the end of Decem—
ber.GS The Jornal Israelita, in its edition of November 11, thought it
‘was necessary to publish on the first page an explanation &f the caus-
es that led to Israel”s invasion of Egypt. During the week that prec-
eded that edition the "Unificada" declared its support for Israel,
praised the efforts of the Is}aeli army, and invited the community
to unite in supporting Israel.GG Similar positive statements were
also expressed by the third national meeting of the "Confederacao das

Entidades Representativas da Colectividade Israelita de Brazil"



the hand held out by Ben-Guricn. The influential 0O Estado de Sao

Paulo declared that Israel s invasion was "lamentable," Ferhaps
the moszt extreme reaction was expressed by Loureiroc Gama of the

Correic Paulistano, who viewed the militars crisis 33 the "official
T2
"

inauguration of Worid War I11,

A number of interesting observalfions were pubiished by the

magazine Aonde Vamos., Anaiyziﬁg the Jewish community = reaction *:

the conflict, the organ concluded that, with the exception of 3
73

emall number of communists, it was morally with Isras) Howswver ,

the emerqency fund-rzaising campaigns revealsd an identits

ol -2
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within the community as well 25 & gensral dissatisfaction with (ts
leadership. Thi=s dissatisfaction does not completely explain the
indifference 1t displayed in matterse related to Judz:i=sm ghd Teras’ .
Perhapsz the crisis withih the community becams euvident for Brazil:an
Jews themselues once the conflict of 1956 was over and they had =
chance to see what their reaction was, Nevertheless, the response
of the Jewish community regarding the Sinai Campaign was shameful
and disappointing. Another effort in support of Isrzel that appears
to have been neglected by Brazilian Jews—and Israsel’s representa-
tives in Brazil?—was an organized public relations campaian to
lobby government o-F-Ficia15.74

The Jewish community of Brazil was certzainly 111 prepared to
find 2 way to support Isrzel, and the moral support it offered wszs
infrequently channeled into concrete activities that would have
helped to'bui1d a qufilﬁqn Jewish identity; even if that identity
had to have a distant Israel as its center. It fs_interesting to
note that the first appeal to the Brazilian government during this

period did not occur until the middle of December, and it was relzat-

~a
—
.



93

ed to humanitarian causes. Thus, a public rally to protest against
Egypt’s treatment of Israeli prisconers of war, and against Nasser’s
regime’s persecutions of Jews living in Egrpt was organized in Rio
for December 1S, The rally, which was also attended br a number of
politicians, ended with a2 plea to Fresident Kubitchek, who was
asked to mediate and to offer to accept some of the Jews still liu-
ing in Egypt as refugees.

With the military end of the conflict, the Generazl Secretary
of the UM, following the recommendation of the General Assembly,
asked Brazil, along with other countries, to sénd soldiers as
part of a UN force which was to control the BGaza strip and the
southern straits to assure "free and innocent" navigation through
the Gul¥ of Agaba. The National Brazilian Congress, a-ter long
debate, zgrezd tc zend S20 soidiers to the Middie East as part of

the UN forces.
Conclusion.

The various frauds that affected the prestige of Jewish
institutions added disappointment and distrust to the usual
climate of indifference towards Jewish causes by Brazilian Jews.
In addition to the problems regarding misuse of funds, many
important Jewish organizations, particularly the Federation
and the "Unificada" of both Rio de Janeiro and Sao Paulo, were
internally divided. In relation to the Jewish communtty’s
reaction to the war, one may say that it was indifferent and
ite leadership i1l prepared to organize support for Israel.
Social and sport activities were not suspended because of the

war in the Middle East, and Jews sought to Keep a low profile,.



An emergency fund-raising campaign was organized towards the

end of December; the amount of money collected was not made
: public but, according to the reports from “Magbit," which
organized the campaign, it seems that a climate of indifference

continued to be the mark of Brazilian Jewry.
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Notes.

1 L]

Howard M. Sachar, A History of lIsrael (New York, 1¥8&), 473,

The "Baghdad Fact" was a defense arrengement aign;d by TurkKey,
Iran, Irag, Pakistan and Great Britain. This agreement surely
played an important role in Nasser’s decision to look for

the Communist Bloc as an arms supplier of Egypt and az a
way. to yndermine the s=trength of the-"Baghdad Pact."
Appeasement wWas a policy not new to England, particulsrly

since Lord Halifax“s visit to Hitler in 19237,

The Australian Jewjish News, October 14, [%55.

The Australian Jewish News, October 21, 1955,

.

The Australian Jewish News, November 4, [955.

The Australian Jewish News, November 11, 1%S55.

According to some publications the number of people who attended
the rally came to 4,500, The amount of money raised through fhe
appeal was considered a positive response by the Jewish community
in the eyes of the Jewish press and leadership. However, the

poor results obtaingﬁ in NewgSouth Wales were attributed to

lack of well organized propaganda in that state.

Sachar, A History of Israel, 474. See also Theodor Draper, lsrael




10,

11,

12,

13.

14l

and World Politics (New York, 19é8), 2-140.

In 1954, when the British announced their intention to evacuate
Suez, Israel decided to bomb public places as well as American
and British buildings in Egypt through undercover agents, The

intention was to demonstrate, particularly to Britain, that 1t

wouldn’t be a good idea to leave Suez in the hands of an anti-

Western country. Col. Benyamin Gibli, chief of army Intelligence,

Was inkharge of the plot. During July, 1954, various bombs
exploded as planned but the plot came abruptly to itz end when
2 weapon ignited zccidently in the pocket of one of the Israel|

agents. The plan became public and a trial was glld in Cairo.

The Australian Jewish MNews, January &, 1954,

The Australian Jewish News, November 18, 195S.

That meeting took place during the first week of March.
Negotiations between France and Israel for the delivery of
those jets had started long before as we learn from an off‘cial
announcement by the French Ministry of Foreign Affairs dateﬁ
October, 1955. At that time the Ministry felt it "necessary

to inform that no aeroplane of the type known as Myster2 has
ever be®n delivered to Israel." At that time the United States,
as a member of NAYD, vetoed the delivery. By March—April, 1956,
the United States let.it be Known that, although they would not
consider selling arms to Israel, they would not object arm del-

iveries by other - countries.
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20.
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22,
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Quoted by The Australian Jewish News, April 13, 1956,

The Australian Jewish News, April 27, 1954, THe message ap-

peared on the front page.

The Australian Jewish News, April 27, 1734,

The Austrlian Jewish News, May 18, 1954.

The figures of the Appeal appeared in detzil in the Jewish
press. Not only totale of the different citjes and stztes
but alsc of almost every meeting that was held for that purp-

ose are found.

“

The Australian Jewish News, June 22, 1¥5&.

The Australian Jewish News, March 146, 1%54.

It is interesting to note that a few months later a piece of

information was reported by The New York Times through the

world renowned commentator James Reston. According to the

information, Casey, Foreign Minister of Australia, and his
college from New Zeland asked a&ting-SecretaPy of State
Hoover, from the American government, whether the IISA was
really trying to es®*ablish the UN force in Egypt for the
purpose of stability to reach a general settlement in the
dedle.East or whether the USA was merely trying to get the

British and French out of Egypt whatever the cost.
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Sachar, A History of Israel, 48é&-87,

The Australian Jewish News, October 19, 1955,

The Australian Jewish News, October 5, 1956,

The Australian Jewish News, October 5, 1954,

The Australian Jewish News, November %, 1954,

Suzanne Rutland, Seventy Five Years., The History of a Jewish

Newspaper (Sydoner, 17703, B2,

The Australizan Jewish Mews, December Z8, 1754&.

The Australian Jewish News, Nowvember %, 1754,

The Australian Jewish News, December 7, 1754.

I do not mention Russia because that country was already dir-
ectly involved in the Middle East through its ally Syriz and
was behind the arms deal of 1955 between Egypt and Czechoslov-

akia.

The Australian Jewish News, December 28, 1%54.

The Australian Jewish News, February 8, 1957.
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The Australian Jewish News, March 8, 1957.

The Australian Jewish News, February 7, 1957.

Jornal Israelita, January 8, 1954.

Jornal lsraelita, February S, 1954,

Jormal lsraelita, March 4, 1956, The situation

Kadisha" became public in January of that year

according to the Jornal lIsraelita’s edition of

an investigation of the institution’s finances

years earlier.,

Jornal Israelita, April 15, 1958; ibid., April

28,

Jornal Israellita, May 10, 1%56.

9%

at the "Hewvra
a1 though,
January 2,

began thres

15 and Octobs-

Jornal Israelita, October 28, 195é; ibid., November 25.

Jornal Israelita, March 4, 195&4; ibid., February 19.

Jornal Israelita, March 11, 19356,

LY
Jornal Israelita, August 19, 1956,

Jornal lsraelita, October 28, 1956.
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48,

q99.

S0,

S1.

52,

Aonde Vamos, June 14, 1954, The controversy between

the "Unificada" and Aonde Vamos continued during the

whole year of 195é6; the accusations against each other
reached their peak at the beginning of 1¥57, when the board
of the "Organizacao Sionista Unificada do Brasil® sent a

letter to the chief redactor of Aonde Vamos, Aaron Neuman,

in which it stated the decision of the board to "prosecute”
the magazine in an Ethices Committee ("Tribunal Sociz!
lIsraelitah to be formed for that purpose, under the
sypervision of representatives of the Federztion and
Zionist organizations. In the letter, the "Unificada"
accused Aonde Vamos of using the organ in a personal

fight against “,,.prominent Jewish and Braziiian organiza-
t:oqs, against its important leaders, irresponsibly z2t-
tacking them through distortion or adulteration of facts,
thus hurting vital interests of Judaism, in general, and
of the Brazilian “ﬁshuv'lin particular.” See Cronica

Israelita, January 14, 1957,

Aonde VYamos, June 28, 1954,

Jornal Israelita, April 1, 1956.

Jornal Israelita, February S5, 1956.

L]
Jornal lsraelita, March 25, 195é; ibid., April 1.

Jornal-lsraelita, January 22, 1954,
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Jornal Israelita, January 22, 1736.

Jornal lsraelita, February S5, 1956.

W

Jornal Israelita, February 26, 19354,

Rabbi Lemle was the spiritual leader of the "Associacao
Religiosa Israelita"(AR!) and the sermon was given

during Fassover., See Jornal Israelita, March 25, {956,

Jornal Israelita, March 18, 1954,

Jornal Israelita, April 15, 1754, .

Jornal Israelita, April 8, 1934,

Aonde Vamos, June 21, 1956,

Jornal Israelita, March 25, 1%354.

Jornal Israelita, June 5, 1936,

Jornal Israelita, August 12, 1956,

Jornal Israelita, September 2, 1934,
L

The emergency fund-raising campaign had for its target all

Brazilian Jewry, and commi ttees were organized in several

cities. See Jornal Israelita, December 2, and Aonde Vamos,
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November 29, 1756.

Jornal Israelita, November 11, 1%5&4. The declaration

included the various Zicnist organizations of Brazil
reprecented by the "Organisacao Sionista Unificada" of
Brazil,

Craonica Israelita, November 14, 17954,

Jornal Israelita, December 14, 1954, The statment was signec

by the following agroups: "Achdut HaAvodah," "Mapam," "Mizrah:

"MNa‘amat," "Poalei Zion," General Zionists, snd Wizo.

Jornal lsraelita, December %, 19568,

Jornal Israelita, January &, 1957.

Cronica lsraelita, January 146, 1957. This information was

given by the president of the "Magbit," Salo Waissman.

The reactions and gquotations from the Brazilian press were

taken from Aonde Vamos” edition of November 8, 1954.

Aonde Vamos, November 22, 195é.

Aonde Vamos, Novémber 22, 1954,

Cronica Israelita, December 31, 1954; see also Jornal

Israelita, December ¢ and 23, 1954. No numbers regarding
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the public attendence to the rally were mentioned by either

*
of these two newspapers.



CHAPTER 4.

THE SIX-DAY. WAR.
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Preliminaries of War.

As an outcome of the negotiations that followed the Sinal
crizie of 1956, the United Nations Emergency Force (UNEF7T was
supposed to take over the Gaza Strip and Sharm el-Sheikh. Instead,
once the Isrzelis evacuated the Gaza Strip, the Egyptiansz rushed
into that area and appointed a governor on March 18, 1957, The
UNEF did station +0rce§ in Sharm el-Sheikh, and the Stra:ts of
Tiran were thereby opened to Israeli shipping. Although the
lsraeli leadership decided that Nasser’s occupation of i=s Gaza
Strip was not worth a military acticn, Ben Gurion made T clear

that any attempt to blockade Israeli passage into the Gu'f of

i

Agaba would mean war.1 From the Israeli point of wiew, tne UNEF
was not capable of assuring Israel”s security nor fulfi11ling

the tasks it pad undertaken. Regarding the most important Western
powers, England and France were not the most trustworths Triendsd

o

England’s relations with Israel had been ambiguous, and =r

0

nce
would not act zlone. Regarding the United States, the promicses

made by Eisenhower in 1957, were not clearly defined and this
uncertainty led the Israelis to "wonder what an American ‘assurance’
might be worth in the end.”

During the almost eleven years that passed since the Sinai
campaign, lsrael arew in terms of economic achievement and inter-—
national support. It established firm economic ties with many
African nations, and during the 1940s sought to expand its economic
horizons even to Australia.3 J
In the Arab countries the =ituation was much more complex. By

1957, in Syria, the Ba’ath Party controlled the military .

government and the Communists were the strongest political force.




In Ira*, a coup d'etat put General Abdel Karim Kassim in power in
1938, until he was overthrown in 1962, The new government led by

Kassim advocated 3 program of Arab nationalism and anti-Westernism

and askKed the Soviet Union to be ite supplier of arms and economic
help. Alsc in 1958, Egrpt and Syria merged to form the United Arab
Republic and their union lasted until 1941. In spite of their own
internal problems, these "revolutionary" countries had a common
cause against the "reactionary" countries such as Saudi Arabiza and
Jordan. Moreover, all of them were united in their EVEr—growing
hatred of Israel. Syria and Egypt were the most cutspoken for
"liberating the Arab Nation from the peril of Ziqnnsm."4 Howewver,
Nasser was not as eagsr as the Syrian leadership to jaunch 'm-
mediate action against Israel. Instead, Nasser proposed the Ffor-
mation of a United Arab commanq and a fighting organization of
Falestine Arab refugees. In 1944, the latter became Known 53 the
Falestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) and was headed by Ahmed
Shukairy, a former Saudi Arabian representative to the United
Nations. The FLO was based in the Gaza Strip. A more extremist
group, El Fatsh, was based in Syria. As a result of the manipulative
and unnatural creation of those fighting groups by Egypt and Syria,
the old cycle of raids and reprizals started again., While the
Egyptian-Israeli'Eorder was reasonably calm, the Syrian-lsraeli
‘border was not. Often, the terrorists would also attack from Jordan.
The situation became more violent once a new coup detat in Syria
brought extremist Ba‘athists—the Jadid faction—to power i~ 1944,
In addition, Nasser was being pressured towards violence since
Syria was urging Egypt to go to war aga}nst Israel, and Jorcan‘s
King Hussein continued to embarrass Egypt by accusing it of using

the UNEF as an alibi not to attack Israel from its territoryr. Nasser

Xy
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hesitation may be attributed to Egrpt’s economy, which wzz 1n its
usual state: near bankruptcy.

0f course, although it appears to be an understatement, threats
against Israel coming from a variety of Arab nations were not new
events in the Middle East. In fact, the war of June 1247, was much
more unexpected than vt was In 19546, when the "smell" of war was
in the air for at least one year before thes sfituation exploded.

The most important batftle since 1954 was fought on April 7, 1%2&7,
between Syria and Israel: Israeli fighter planee shot down zix Syrian
Mig=Z2ls in Syrian terri}ory and then flew over Damascus. It was
imper-tant not only because of the size of the confrontation, but
because of Egrpt’s rather uncomfortable position after it had fai1led
to aid Syria. Masser felt it was necessary to explain this and even
more important to show Egypt’ s commi tment to lead the war of
liberation against Israel.

Since the early April episode, terrorist activities, particularly
from Syrian territory, continued uninterrupted. The Soviets con-
tributed to the belligerent atmosphere by charging Israel with
preparing for war against Syria and with increasing the concen-
tration of troops along its borders. The Soviet Union continued to
support the regimes of Syria, Egypt and Irak through its right to

veto in the United Nations, and to produce virulent anti-Israeli

- propaganda.

On May 14, Nasser ordered the UNEF to evacuate the Gaza Strip
and U Thant, the Secretary General of the UN, unfortunately was
not'able to handlesthe situation as well as one might have expected,
glven the responsability of hig pesition. All too soon he capitu-
lated to Nasser's-deﬁand. On May 14, a few dars prior_tu Egrpt’s

»
request, Nasser sent the first troops to the Sinai border, using
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the fallacious excuse that there was a concentration of Israeli
forces along the Syrian border. Demonstrating an astonishing lack
6& political skills, U Thant ordered the UNEF evacuation on May 18,
and four days later he was on his way to Cajro.

More than once events have occurred not because of a planned
strategy, but because rhetoric has gone too far to permit a
retraction. Perhaps the Six-Day War is an example, It was a war
that could have beef averted, at least for a few years. That
possibility evaporated sometime during the week of Mar 1S to May
22. Perhaps if Nasser did not feel that he had to prove something,
he could have been satisfied with recoverinag the Gaza Strip without
a military battie. KAt some point, however, he decided to go on.

On May 22 19267, while U Thant was on his way to Cairo, Nasser
announced the closing of the Gulf of Agaba: 3 move nof expected
even by the Soviets, whose surprise is quite beliguable, sven Qith
their predictable reaction of support for the Arabs. Therefore it
appears that althoﬁéh the situation in the Middle East was not at
all calm prior to May 16, the twenty days that preceded the war
were full of hostile, sudden, and unexpected moves by Egypt that

finally forced Israel to act military on June 4.

Australian Jewry’s Reaction.

In Australia, Jﬂyish circles were not particularly alarmed at
the events taking place in the Middle East. The feeling changed by
the middlg of May 1967. Towards the end of April the Jewish press

criticized Syria’s blind aggressions against Israel as well zs

-t
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Ruszia’s blind support of Arab natiens., Jewiz> opinion zisz tended
to sympathaize with their own government anc with the Western ap-
proach that fzvored a "status qucs.“5

Ferhaps the most important svent during ths month of April was
the preparation for the 1747 UlA campaign. The deputy Director cf
the Brtish Commonweal th Divislon of the Isrzsli Faoreion Ministry,
Mr. Rivlin, zrrived towards the uverw end of ppril to conduct the

-

campaian., One of Rivlin’s speeches, deliveres in Sydney, was
particularly zritical of part of the Austral zn Jewizh Zommuni ty
for not contributing as much as they couid, =)though this seemsz 1z
be one of the eiernzal tasks of professional

Israsii enwore for ths

Ulm, 1t 18 interesting to note that he attricused the Tack of
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It can be assumed from that statement that B '1in wzz confirming
an increasing state of "affluence and comfor:" n the Jewish com—
munity., Thizs certainly helps explain the dif<zrenze in the Jewiszh

financial response in 19254 and in 1967. To (liustr
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i+

ke th

[
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pHilanthropy i 1967, the Montefiore Homes A~ppe et 2 goal of

200,000 and it collected $22?,0'DU.7 Austral ia’s generous answer

to UlA“s financial request was ;robably facilitated by lsrael‘s

sending Rabbi Shlomo Goren, then Chief Rabbi of the Isrzel! Defensze
Forces, to Australia to attend celebrations n honor of lsrasl’=
Independence Day and to help with the UI& campaiogn, &s part of this .
campaign, during the month of May, a number cf public demonstrations

in support of lsrasl wiere orgénized focusing on security. At this

time, security did not have a military connotation: it sweferred

" to the need to provide for the well-being of the impressive

‘number of new immigrants who were "pouring" (nto Izrzel. The -
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emphasis was being placed on the necessity to improve the guslity

8
of the yourng nation’=s manpower, &lthough the UIA cfficiail»

started the third week of May, almost coinciding with the zudden

(K]

eyents thst led to the Six-Day Wzr, it mar be concluded that

w

milijtary security was nct an issue that precccupied the Australian

Jewish community v2t., B+ the tims news reached Australiz informing
it of Nasser'=z request “o withdraw fthe UNEF from Gaza z=nd lzater
from Sharm el-She kb, and E{i]] later of Egypt’s blockzde oFf the
Gulf of Agaba, the picture we are presented with is of = Jewish
commurni ty whiﬁg zirescdy had besn prepared to support ths czuse o~
Isrze! and 1ts securct., Although the danger of war beczme clear
211 of a sudden, the community was zlready organjzed i~ terms of

"

financial =support, However, "securiis now meant somstr ng a1 F-

ferent from two weeks Refore, A mass rally was organized for May

in

T

28, by the Wictorian Jewish Board of Deputies and the State
Zionist Council of WVictaria. In addition, Jewish youth grougs
organized their own protest march for the same day. In Srydnsr, =
mass rally was called for May 21, The response was impress Jed

in Melbourne, 7,000 attended the public rally while the youth
aroups added another 2,500.9 Even in Sydney, the response was un-
usual considering its history of reluctance in matters related to
Jgdaiem and Israel. An estimated 4,000 gathered in and zround the

Central Syqagcgue.1o \

The establishment, the ECAJ and the Zionist Federaticn, reacted

by expreséing their concern that an armed conflict might be the

result of Arab aggression and continued to call for = Zilatera!l
. 11

reduction of forces through the intermediation of the Un. Even

before the outbreak of hostilities, both institutions declared

"emergency conditions,“ and asked the Jewish youth to zcceds to

#



the request of the WZ0 by taking the placs of lsrael’s work . og

1 ; -
vouth, now enganged in Israel s defense, The target of the =zmer-

-

3% ]
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ency call was four times the usual annual contribution and =
-
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: 2 13
mobilization of all Austrxlian Jewrr’'s resources was recomms-ded,

The religious leadzrship of Australia proved to be n turs with
the necessities of the hour. The Orthodox Rabbinate of Mew Zzuth
14
Wales declared a "Day of Prayver znd Fasting" for Sunday, Jurz 4,

But perhaps one of the most significant reactions to the imminent

Zdanger faced by Israsl was the agresment betwesn Rabbi FPoruy

izader of Orthodox Jews, and Rabbi Brascr, lezcer of Liberz’ Jews,

-+
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the zimemor of the Central Synsccgue oF Sydney dur -—g the

15
r211y that took place on May 21,

The Australian Government refiected Western opinicn, whiza sought

to zvaid a2 corsljct while at the zame time emphasized that *-s
Straits of Tiran wer2 tc be regarded 2z 25 insternationzl w:lzrwar.
Thus, a few dzy»s before the war =tarted, F. Hasluck, Exiern:’ @Af-

fairs Minister, stated that "...the Australian Governmeni-bsiieves
that redress of grievances should be sought in the first inzzance
by making full use of Unlted Nxtions organzs and machinery.”16 This
z2ls0 was the opinion which had been sxpressed by the Jewizsh
Tea.dership.17

The Australian non—-Jewish population’s attitude in relat on to
thescrisis of 1967 revealed much more open support of Isras! than
in 195é6. Even before the beginning of the war on June S, th: Jeswish
press considered that mastX’Austra]ians were sympathetic to Israel”’s

18
cause. One Jewish Jjournzlist said openly that contribution

L 19 -
non-=Jewish would not come as a surprise. In fact, non-Jew: sh

by

(1

contributions had occurred in 1956, but this time the generzszity

was to assume unexpected proportions, In June of 1¥&67, zuven the
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Church was involved in supporting I=srael’s cause. Rev. Rows of the

Centrz! Baptist Church in Erdney annoJdnced spectal prayers for the

safety of Israel and the "Churuch’ s Gazette" caliled for similar

20

prayers." ’
Further mobiltization to aid Israel! in the present crisis was

cccurring in the political "arena." In Melbourne, with the 5%;nn1ﬂg

of the war, nine jewish "Labor" organ zations “ormed an Emergéncy

21 =
s Its task was politica’l ~zther than economic

%
i

Committze <or Israe

becauses under the rules of “emergency conditicrz" establicshed towszrds
the enc of May, fund-raising efforts were coorZinated by the
establ ishment and cther campaigns wers szuspenc:d for thrss weesks.

The Commitvee included: Poalei Zion, Friends c- Hashomer Hatzair,
Bund, “rogressive Centra, Jewish Council, Fionzzr Women, Haviva
Reik Group, Habonim and Hashomer Hatzzir Youtb, Ths mair 1dez was
to wor¥ irn close cooperation with Australian Lzzor to secure
=olidarity with Isrzel. & few days later, the “ustralizn Labor
Farty held a meeting in Ney Scuth Wales znd pzssed a resalution
applauding Israel s "magnificent uictory."zz C- course fthe war was
cver b+ then but the diplomatic battle was stzrting. The Labor
Farty zlsc urged the Australian Government to zct through the UN
to obtain guaran}ees for the permanent territorial integrity of
Israel.

The favorable opinion towards Israel by the Australian population
‘was also reflected in the way the media covered the Six-Day War,
a very di{{erentaiouerage from 19546. During the Sinai Campaign of
1954, Jewish circles were very critical of the Australian media“s
reporting of the events. In 1547, %the opposite was the case: the

press, radio and television were considered active and Qenercus
!

in their coverage of the Middle East developments. One radio com-
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mentator, Rohan Rivett, speaking on June 7 on radic-station 20B,

even advised that, inspite of a UN cease-fjre rescluticn, lsrasl|

Wi

23
troops should Keep on going until peace was assured. In add:tion,
a team of three reporters was sent *to lsrazel by Channel % television

of Melbourne to cover the events. It appears that the fzeling of

great victory sometimes even triumphalism—celsbrated by the
Jewish people around the world was shared by 2 sianificant number
of non-Jewish people and institutions in Austral ia.

In the Jewish press in Australia, specifically, The Australian

Jewish News, in comparison to 1954, the editorials tesnded to be
more analytical, better structured from 3 political=-m:i!ltary view-
point, less emotional, and lacKing any appea'! <or mone: 38 was

frequent!s the case eleven »ears befare, mAccizstions azgzinst the

Soviets for the situation In the Micdle ZEast were ususily included
in the editorials, Perhaps the most noticeabls change since 756
was the openness with which the principa’ Western powers were
criticized, Indeed, the Australin Jews were leszsz prepared to
criticize England in 1558 than they were in 1?6?,25 al though br
1967 Engiand did not have a visibly prominent raols in the area of
conflict. The United States received the most criticism in %he
Australian Jewish press, which actually charged 1t with responsi-
bility for the 1967 situation as a result of its unfortunate
intervention in 193é. In addition, the UZ along with Engla;d and
France, were accused of being bystandere.zs Therefore, in sum, ac-
cording to the Jewish pressz, both the Soviets and Americans wers
directly to blame for the 1967 cricis although for different
reasons: the Americans,ﬁmain?y for their poor diplomatic perfor-—

mance in 1956-57, and the Soviets as an instigator against lsrael,

England and France were criticized for their indifference. The



timing of the censuring comments against the Wesftern powsrs and

Russia, occurring atter the first few days of the war and at |t

U

conclugion, seems to indicate the great senz: of triumph and proce

felt by the Jewich people after their total identificstion with

the State of lzrzael and the lsrzel Defense
Perhzps the zmashing military victory of (747 was psychological -

1y & revengs zgainst many decades, even centuries of Jewicsh power-

lecsnessz mpzss¢d br the non-Jewizh world, YWhen [srae! went alone

to fight 1tz =attle in 1937, marny Jews outside lsrael 721t that

It was thelr Dattle, and the military victory of lsraely theipr ovn

vlictory, 4= n other parts of the world the Jswe of Ausztralia we-s

deeply moved =y the S(--Day War which was emztianzlly gerceived

by Jews as 3 *hreat to Isrsel "= 2xistence.

According t2 2, Taft's ctudies on the mpas: of the Siz-Day
on Melbourne Jewry, ity percent tended to nave more zociz
contact with their families and Jawish frierds, s:17ty percent
attended one public demonstration, while twents—Five percent at-
tended two or more, ninety—six percent contributed financizaily =:
support Israel, and ninety-two percent gave mors than usua??8
The reaction among »oung peocple was particularly positive: in
addition to the rally of May 28, 4,000 young Jews rallisd in sup-
port of Israel on June S, once the news of the outbreak of

: 29
hostilities became Known. Regarding the numbsr of voiunteers

ready to go to Israel, the Jewish press stated that hundreds wer:
willing to ga.30 The official numbers indicate that by the end of
June 150 volunteers were in Israel, while another 50 to 100 were
ready to go in the near future.31 Also, a number of non-Jewish

Australians expressed their intention to go as volunteers to
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Israel; some even coffersd to pay their own fares?z In addrtion
to the wounger volunteers, !4 Jewicgh doctors from Sydney left
for lsrael to help in the hospltals.33 The number cf voluntzers
who went to Isrsel In 19247 was, at Tezst, ten timez larger than 5
in 195s.
Australian Jewrv“s reaction to fund-raising for the 1987
crisis differed from the previous rezction in 1754, perhaps

because of the dir¥¢zrent spproach of the Jewish Tezdership. Whil

in 19254 the amounts raized were e22('y svsilable and publiskeg
in detail 1n the Jswish press, this was not true '- 1557, SFter

the 1947 UIA czmpz on began, a2pproximately two weekd befores the

war, 1t was announced that new records had been established in

w

relation to Ul&s campaigns of pricr years, but no rumbers wers=
given, Once ths war began, an "Emergency Call" was 2stablished,
Melbourne Jewrs's pledge was 2,000,000 and Sydner = was
£1,000,000; this wze in addition to the regular campaign which
had besn cccurring until that moment. The lackK of concrets
figures may indicate that Australian Jewry, although openly sup-—
portive of Israel, sought to Keep a low profile in revealing

'
how wealthy it was.

Western Australia, with 3,000 Jews living in its capital Ferth,

gave 3 donation of $100,000 reflecting, as in 1954, the support
of its committed community.34 Still without announcing real numbers,
the UIA Directorate reported by the middle of June that the total
amount of pledges and contributions was rapidly approaching the
target. Again, it was n;t clear what target the Directorate was
alluding to. Was it the regular campaign or was it the emergency

campaign? Were they referring to all the states or to some in

particular? While the Victorian leadership continued with their

¥
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policy of not giving figures to the public, towards the end of
June, the New South Wales representatives decided to inform ihe
cublic that they had z2lready collected $485,000 towards the izrget
of the Emergency ﬁppea1.35 It seems clear then, that although

until some point Wictoria‘s and New Socuth Wales’ Jewries seemsd

to have decided not to speak cpenly in concrete numbers, the

final approach and decizion varijed w,th the states, Ferhaps the
Mew South Walesz lezxdercehip decided *o go public with the amcunt
of money they ~31s23 becauss the stzts, or more accuratelr, £

capital Sydner, had 2 history of & certain reluctance arg cautior

towarde Judai=m and [ ts finzncial support of Israe)l was rathss

4

zmall when compzared %o Melbourne C(heoth citise=s having close &

the same Jewish populaition), and now it had an unmatched oz-
sortunity %o show new commiitment and to dissipste any doubts
about Sydﬁdy'e anc New South Wales’ position during thait dramatic
hour.,

The reports from Adelaide, South Australia, indicate that the
moﬁey raised in support of lsrael grsztly surpassed expsctations.
In a rally organized after the war began, the amount pledged was
31,000, however, three weeks Iat:r, the total progress was
£45,000. $ The state of Queensland, where at least ninety-three
percent of the Jewish community contribufed, collected over
550,000.38

As we see, altﬁ?ugh we Know to some extent the amounts of the
contributions in some‘cities or territories, a final figure was
not given, In the middle of July, H. Krongold, president of the
Israel Emergency Appeal, =said: "...l am not at liberty to reveal

the amount co!lecteﬁ.'Sg
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The Six-Day War had z unigue importancs in bringing Australian

Jewry together, probably for the first time., This was demonstirated
bv public rallies massively attended, generous financial support

by individuals and institutions, and volupteered work In Israsl.

S——
.

It waes viewed as such an impartant cause that 1t sradicated previous
antipathies within the Jewish community, and "significantly changed
the status of Israe) and Zionism in the communal structure."‘o Howi=
sver, the war of June, 1937 can not be considersd an event that
changed the Jewish communi ty» suddenly and out of nothing., Cerziainl~
it was a3 tremencously powerful svent that brought about 2z ma or
shift in the whole Jewizh world, in the directions of its inszh:tu-
tions, and in the identity of individuals, Still, the hatrec 2f the
Erab world backed by the Soviet Union and its alliss, the flzgrant
indjfference of the Western powers, more interested in their 2wn
political additions and subé;ractione than in resglving the con-
flict while they could and, moreover, the incapzbility of the UN

to give substance to (ts claims of gustice and morality tends=g t;
produce a palpable feeling of isolation For Jews in Isrzel sz~
consequentely, for many Jews around the world, The military victory
of 1954 only.consolidated those feelings once the diplomatic battle
was over. Ancther factor was the always present memories of the
Shoah and all the implications that go with them; although not
zlways spoKen about, the psychological wound was there. 0On the
other hand, the persistence of the Israelis to zurvive and 1live,
and the transformation of deseris intc oranges groves, was a

source of pride for Jews }verywhere. In June, 19467, Israel’s=s
smashing victory became a vicarious resurrection‘for the Jews. &t

least for a while,

Another element that also influenced the new inteagration of the
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“Jewish community was the Kidnaping of Adolf ElchmanE in Buillimes,

Buenos Aires, Argentinz by Israeli agents. bihen Zichmann’s capture
-

became cfficially Known on May 22, 1740, the Jewish world was

shocked but proud of the deed accomplished br the Israelis. In ac-

dition, over one and 3 nz14 years elapsed between Eichmann’s

czpture and his hanging on December 1S, 1941, That meant that for

ouver ane and = half yesz~s, newspaperszs around the world, and not
only Jewish newspapers, indirectly reviewed the ztrocities of the
Shoah. The images of the past were sdrely verv wivid when the Six-
Day War began and, In 3 way, the Jewicsh responsze to the crisis o~

1527 was partially to svert any thought of Zancther massacre first
arnd then a vell of power, pride, arc trlurpf.i

With the end of the war, the dipiomatic battle in the internst sl
"zresa" began again., This time, world cpinion wss more d?b:ded thz-
it was In 1954, The ‘Soviet representative to the UN, NikKolai
Federenko, pressed for an internaticnal condemnztion of Israel anc
for their evacuation to the 1949 arm;stic lines. Since the Scuist:z
were unsuccesful in the Security Council, Federenko requested thszt
the General Assembly mest to resoclve the issue, trying to bring
the Afro-Asian vote against Israel: this n addition to the
automatic Communist vote for any Scviet proposal.

Since the days of the 1954 crisis, the American position on
Israzel was gradually changing. This was due more to the particuiar
approach of US presidents rather than because of an alteration
in the policy of the étate‘Department. During the weeks prior to
the war the US tried to avert any military confrontation even afte-
Nasser prevented the possibility of "free 3nd innocent" navigation

by Israeli ships in the Gulf of Aqaba. American promises of direct

=



intervention, given In 157, In case such an event occurrsd ap-

pezar=d to be forgotten or, perhaps, not considersd thz er mous

"

for the US at the time. In the cpimion of S.L, Manchanda, "The US

"

policy of restraint was evidently dictzted v its prolonged
involvement in Vietnam, by the desire to preserve the good-will of

oil=-rich Arab states, and by the belief that any flare-up in West

fsia might benefit Moscow, &Gbove al!ly, 1t was forfified by confidencs
; s .41 :

in lsrael "= military capacity." Likzteuer ths reazonz, the US was
not Ful+illing the promises given by Dulles z2nd Zvsenhoawer ten

years earliec, Moreover, when consulted, the former Pres Zzpt was

quoted 23 saying that "none of us should be ftoo hurried getting

inte this": “this" referring to a ur "s5erz2)l action by the US. Thus,
the Us posttion wzs one of neuiraii-.-, best e.pre=ssed Dr & SpoOKSsmEN

(11]

from the US State Department when he sa)jd, "Our position 13 neutra’
" .42 m
in thought, word and deed. Nazsser =z accusaticonz on June 7 that

zrze)l was an effort

—

the US and Britain had fought together with
to excuse himself to his pecple rather than 2 true statement. Once
the diplomatic battle began, the poszition of &, Goldberg, US
representztive to the UN, was that the Six-Day War should bring

a final settlement in the Middle East to be achieved through
negotiated arrangements. Those arrangements should include with=—
drawal of forces and recognizgd boundaries, although nothing was
said to imply withdrawal to the armistice lines of 1949,

While France adopted a completely pro-Arab position, Britain
together with the representatives of Denmérk, Italy, and Belgium
were in favor of Israel wjthdrawal, but linked it with inter-
national guarantees for the existence of 211 Middle Eastern
states. It appears that no real differences existed between the

American and the European—except the French—points of view,

/15
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Other proposals were offered by the "nonal igned" natizns who
supportecd the Arab cause and by the Latin-dmerican countries. How-
ever, no proposal was able to win the two trirdse vote necessary

to pass 3 resolution 1n the General Assemblr. It wzs only towards
the end ¥ November that an agreement waes reached through thé
mediatizon of Lord Caradon, the British delegzate, Th

a3

ecurity Council Resolution Z4Z.

i

2greement

became - -own 322

The —Jgsiral:ian Government was, of courss, In sgreement with
the Weszsrn world in ite approach to the contlic:. Th2 Australian
represertative to the UN =z21d st that forum in Ju'y that the

task of the UN wazs to 13- the foundation tor 3 gendine peace

the MidcZie East; s pesace that will guarantes franguil!. iy <zr 3

_ 44
papties nfualousd, There wmas no 2uygoestion that the withdrawal of
Israel -orcesz ymplied an evacustion to the armistice lines of

1949, #:z this was neither the position of the US nor Brjtain at
that ti==. The qguestion st411 1€ how did the Australizn government
interpref Rezolution 2Z4Z, One of the clearezt anszwers came a few
years lzter when in 1971 R.J, Hawke, Prime Minister~to-be, said,
during = lecture sponsored by the Senator Cochen Memorial Foundation,
that the Resolution referred to partiz]l withdraws!. To support his
statement, he brought the speech given to the House of Commons on
December ®, 1?48, in which the Foreign Secretary of Britain,
Michael Stewart said! "...there is reference in the vital United
Nations Security Council Resolution both to withdraws]l from ter-—
ritoriesz and to secu;e and recognised boundaries. A 1 have tald
the Housz previously, we belisve that those two things shouid be
read concurrently and that the omission of the word "all" before
the worc "territories" is defiberate.“%? However, it was very clear

that Hawke’s party was not the Australian Government. It was the

-
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3
Liberal Party which secured the power from 154% unt,' 1F7Z. The
most that can be said is that the Liberal Party was sympathét . c to

the cause of Izrzel, followed the Resoclution 2642 in i1ts approach

to the lsras!i-Arzb conflict, and simul taneouslr sought gcod
relations with the Arab nations. This balanced approach changed with
the election, in 1972, of a Laéor government led by Gough Whitlam.
While public apinion and the media were overwhe!mingi» sympathetic
to lsrael 1n 19€7, the Australjan government tended <o maintain =
cautious and more balanced approach, The neutral ity oFf the Ausktra-—
liarn government was furthsr demonstrated when, 10 July 1547, %

assumed the Ziplomatic representation for Yugosiavia., Czec

and Bulgaria in lsrael.

For a period of one month or one and a hal¥ month 2t most,
Austral ian Jewry continued to be actively invgolusd 0 expressing
its support for !srgel, because of its own Jewish awaKening as
a result of the Six-Day War, and alsoc because of the Isrseli emiszs-
saries who came immediately after the war, Thus, in early July
Geners)l Ariel! Sharon and Morton Berman of the Keren HaYe;sod
arrived in Australia, Public rallies were organized to pay tribute
to the IDF and the people in lsrael, ’ while Israel s ambzssador
Simcha Pratt asked the community not to demobilise |ts fund-
raising for Israel.48 Efforts to continue the support of the
Australian public went on during the whole month of June and part
of July, and started to decrease from then on. Among other events,
Rabbi Sanger, from the LhPeral congregation of Me{bourne, exX=
plained the Middle East situation in & lunchtime adﬂess given ‘to
the members of the Junior Chamber of Commerce; and a debate was

organized at Melbourne University on June 22, where the "final
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vote was more than 12 to 1! in favor of the defender of the pro-

Israeli uiew.“49 In the Orthodox religious sphere, the Melbourne
Bet-Din asked to ocbserwve the 5th of July (Rosh Hodesh Tammuz) as
& "Day of thanksgiving for the deliverance of Izrzael and the Hols

50
City of Jeruszlem."

Conclusion.

The Jews of Australis were deeply touched Sy the Six=Day lar.

Not only did their identification with Israel rezch its psak hbut
Judaiem n generzl was renewed. The war z2nd (4s threat tz lsrae) "=
existence brought Australian Jewry together as never before and,

at the same time, marked the beginning of an era in which israe
was—azand st111 is—the center of Jewish unity and interest, Austra-—-
lian Jewry s response to the crisice took the form of public
demonstrations, positive financial suppert, 2nd many ¥oung people.
including & team of Jewish doctors from Srdner, voclunteering to
a0 to Israel,

The inveolvement of the Jewish youth, which began to be somewhat
noticeable during the Sinai Campaign in 1?25&, became an important
and enthusiastic element.in 1947: youth rallies atracted Targé numbers
of participants, particularly in Melbourne, zand 2t lezst ten times
more volunteers went to lsrael in 1987 than in 175&4. However,
Australian Jewish authors and the press a2t the beginning of the
conflict tended to see more volunteers than those who actually
went to Israel. w

\
Before the outbreak of hostilities on June S, Jewish coinian

was in agreement with their government’s position, which was

also the general Western approach that favored =z "status quo"
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and a peaceful resclution through the UM, This was also the
official stand of the ECAJ znd the Zionist Federation. Afier the
war the Australian government continued fo-call +for 2 solution
of the Middle East problems through Resclution 242 of ths UN,

to maintain an officially neutral position, and %to preserve good
relatiens with both Israel and the Arab nations. There was no
available information which wouid indiczte how the gouvernment
interpreted Resolution Z4Z2 or ¥ the =sublject was ever officially
discussed., In 1971, HawkKe’s clsar-cut pro-Israel positjon on

242 was cleariy influenced by the wmminent election campz gn—
though he himself was a true friend of Israel—rather thar reflec-
ting the thought of Austrslian leadership, whether L zerz’ or
Labor.

Jews within the Labor FParty succesfuiily lobbied for a motion
of commending Israel s military victory, which demonstrated that
Jews were not afraid of showing their loryalty towards 3 third couniryr,
On the other hand, the Jewksh leadership never criticized the
neutrality of the Australian government.

Even the Jewish media,'rather than criticizing their government’s
neutrality, attacked the Western powers, particularly England—+for
its indifference—and thé\United States., Although France was oc=
casionally criticized, Australian Jewry was not as interested in
Erance, as it was }n Englan&, whose queeﬁ was Australia’s head of
state, Regarding the United States, the feeling was rather ambiguous:
severe criticism and blame for the June crisis, but zlso x gr=at
respect for its world power end democratic society, While the Jewish
memSA,and public were generally critical of the West’s at) ttude,
ihe Jewish leadership tended to accept its political solutions to

the crisis as their own. This could be interpreted as their way to

R et —— — 1 £ — i ————— - ——— . - s e



zvoid any conflicts with the Australian Government (tsels—which
stood with their Western friends—particularly when it waz a
reasconable, neutral position, and not morally hard to live with.

The religious leadership was in tune with the hour, declaring,
as in 1956, days of special prayers, fasting, and/or meditation.
rAowever, their most praizeworthy step was putting aside reliQicus
differences when Orthodo- and Liberal rabbis shared the pulpit
of the Central Synagogue in Srdner, thus reflecting religiously
what wxe a general feelirg, Again, It was concern for [zrael that
brought Australian Jewry together in spite of their different ap-
proach to Jewish religicna., At least for a whils,

The fund-raising E’ampagn for Isras' was considered 2 =zuccess,
and €o it was., Although Sustraliar Jewry’s positive regpoinse was

clearly the case |In %47, we have to remember thzt the ermsrgency

call for Iszrae)l aimost coincided with the regular campaizn, meaning

that most people were no: asked to contribute twe and three times
as in 19548, and that the Jewish population had been regussted to
give financial support for Israel {DE about two weeKs be-ore the
crisis expleded on June 3, In addition, it is toc be noticed that

for an ever growing seament of Australian Jews, affluence and

comfort began—+for others it simply continued—to be part of their

lives,

The Six-Day War, with Israel”’s smashiﬁg victory, was for
Australian Jews their own victory. It brought together #cr the
first time the whole community and, at the same time, filled them

with pride for the state of Israel, which from then on, became the
L]

central and unifying element in Jewish 1ife.

/29
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SBrazilian Jewry“s Reaction.

In the 1950s, Israsl began seekKing economic partners anz =111

i
m

in Latin America and in 1%5% Israel’s Golda Meir and Brazi il =
Francisco Negrao de Lima signed a cultural agreement, Slthough

it was soon ratified by Isrzsel, the Brazilian ratification Zdid

not occur until the beginning of 1%¥&=, and by April, the agcress-
ment was n effect, This opened the door foOor even more =1Qr froant
cooperation by the two governments n the following years.

The ciimate of friendly relations being established betuzen
Brazil and lsrae)l was augmented by the arrival of Zalman Shazar,
President of the State of Israzel, i July, 17646. He recsived f2 -
orable coverage by the 3razilian press and, in additicn %o -ther
honors, a stamp commemorating Shazar ‘s visit was issued by the

Brzzilian Post Office, A Ffew weeks after Shazar’s departure. ths

1959 agreament, though in effect only since 19464, was snacted a

decree S5%.05%. Thus, it appears that Shazar“s visit consol idated
relations between Brazil and Israel, further opening the way for

mutual endeavors. In fact, during the first quarter of 1947, zfter

3 vigit to Israel by Sergio Correia da Costa, representatt|ve of
Brazil’s Foreign Ministry (Itamarati), Aloisio Bittencourt, the Brazil-

ian ambassador to Israel, declared 2 new era of cooperztion was to

*

begin.51 This included bringing Israeli technology in the field of agri-

cul ture, particularly techniques of irrigation, to Brazil = poor
northeastern territory. In addition, cooperation in the ut,lization
of atomic energy for pac?fic purposes was part of the agreement.ssz
May, two [sraeli experts in physics, lsrael Dostrovsky and Efram

Katchalsky, arrived in Brazi)l for a short visit following an invit=-
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ation by the Brazilian gouernment?3 In Israel, the new era of co-
operation between the two countries was demonsztrated on Mar <, when
“Kibutz Bror Hail," most of whose population was of Brazilian or igin,
inaugurated the “"Centro Cultura)l Oswsldo mranhz" named after the
Brazitian politician who plaved 2 deécisive rcle in the creation of

5
the State of lsrael.

i
"W

During the 1%&lz, Brazil endured 2 change of governments b mszins
g ’

of force, fthat became the trxglic mark of Latir American countries
for a number of decades, and that only in recent yearz has charnged
with the slow returngng of the democratic form of government, Jzr .o

Quadros, who was elected president n 1781, resigned = 19832, Uiz=z-

presizent Coulart was prevented +rom assuming the pres:déency dus
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to pressure from the militapy fcrces who cons

snd accused him of be'ng 3 commup =2, m. Casteio Branco became Lhe

n=w president, thus closing & pericd of sharp instability, which

withessed in the beginning of 1944 2 number of antisemitic actior

m

swastikas were painted in Sao Paulo, Ric Grande and Belo Horizonte,
and = bomb exploded in the "Instituto Femeninc de Educzcao e CZultirs
Eeth JacobﬂssThesé actions were completely uncommon in & scciet.
which was not antisemitic and in which large communties of Jews

and Arabs lived on good terms.

At the beginning of 1967, an unexpected event shocKed the
usually dormant Brazilian Jewish community: aone of the 'most
wanted nazi criminals was found in S20 Paulo., Paul F. Stangl, the
"zngel Killer," held an exscutive position at “Yolkswagen." Stang!
was arrested following pressure from abroad, but the Brazilizan

56

government was not sure whether to prosecute or extradite.,” The

position of the Jewish community, reflected in the press, was not
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gyhanimous, Thus, the Jornal Israelita of Riec de Janeirc eéxprescsed

two opposing Views: onIApril 2, it statec that the criminal should
be prosecuted in Brazil; howsver, in i1ts editcrial on April 20,

it stated that he should be extradited. Finally, Stangl was &x-
tradited to Germany at the beginning of June.S?Jewlsh institutions
were accused of being slow to react to the Stang)l affzir b

Aonde Vamos., According to the usually critical magazine Jew sh

circles oniy began ‘Q declzre themselves publicly =leuvsn or
twelve weeks after Stangl’s arrest.ss In any case, during sevsral
months before the Six—-Day War the Jewish community had 3 reminder
of the trzgic events that decimated one third of the werld lzwish
sopulzatior and this at 3 time when Arab countr.es were threztsnirg
to destro. lsrael.

Coincircing with the Stangl affair, at 't=s peak of attenticon,
during Ma«, the Jewish community commemorszted the twenty—Ffourtn
aéniuersary of the Warsaw ghetto uprising. In Zzoc Paulo, a crowd

of 2,000 gathered st the Hezbraica and wers sddressed by the zity”

1

governor, &breu Scdre, the honorary consul of Israel, Leon Feffer,
and Paoland’s consul, Adam Janowski.sg Howeswer, the two svents

that received the most coverage by the Jeswish press were the
nineteenth anniversary of the creation of the state of Israel and
the election of new officers for Sao Pauloc’s Federation. The
latter tock place on April 23, and it is interesting to not:ce

some of the reactions it produced in the Jewish press. The

Cronica Israelita reported that the "Assamblea Geral Extraordinaria"

which preceded the election was unusually well attended, partic—

®
vlarly by members of the ¥ounger generation whose participation
even included becoming candidates for the e1ection§° The newspaper

also pointed out that most members of Hebraica and CIP, per-
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hape the two single most powerful organizat -ne of Z20 Faulo’'s
Jewpy, were indifferent to the election. Thus, out of 7,000
members of the Hebrzica only 3S% voted, and the CTIF, which
listed slmost 2,000 iamllres < members of *= congr=gation,

6

—

wae "completely inditferent," This attituce was further stres-
sed by fonds Yamcs, which described some of “he "efforte"

made to

M

nccuraos people fto vote: free trapszortation and i1ce-
cream were offered to those who woted. The rzgazine added it

ream was not
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appesling enough to awaken the interest of T:o Paulo's Jewry.

B
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According to Cronica Israelita, In 1985, ous oFf S,000 regist o

yotere—35,000 Z.548 voted n that
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vears alecticon, comprising 484 of the regizizrec voters, In

1

1947, z1though there were %,000 registered criy 2,083 voted,
comprising 244 of the registered uatersu63 2z a result of the
election, %o delegates formed the Federatior = Councily the
Council elecrted 1ts Executive Board, out of hich the new pres-

ident of Sao Paulo’s Federation, Benno Miln, tzkKy, was appointed.

Adccording to an editorial by Moises Kahan of Aonde Vamos, the

general climate within thiz community was orz of indifference and
distr‘ust,s4 although I must say it was not == prevalent a= in Rio.
Continuing in the same critical vein, the organ stated in its edition
of June 1 that the lack of a real representztion for the Jewish
communi ty of Saoc Paulo was Ffelt with greéter emphasiz when

confronted with significant events,
LY
The other esvent which attracted the attenzion of the public and
the press was the nineteenth anniversary of the creation of the

state of lsrael. Celebrations, which wers uzuzlly accessible to the

public, had in 1956 become elitist., However, in 1947 both t}peg
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of functions were aualfable, though with a clear preeminsnce of

elitist celebratiaons. In Sao Paulo, Honerary Consul Feffer offered

a2 reception at his house and among those prezent were lezders of

the "KKL", "Magbit", the Federation, charity organizations, znd

military and civilian authcrities.ss In Rio de Janeirz the "UniFficzads"
organized & rather sejcective meeting at the Munic:ipal Theater,
Those nuited were ", ,,the most preprezentative selements of the

society, authorizies and distinguished members o7 Jewish instt-

66

utions and clubs 2f the Guanabara ares. “lso in Rizy the Hebrai

of that city orgenized a dance-party which was attencesd by Governor
e aiiw ~ > Y 67
Negrao de Lima znd Israeli ambasszador Shmuel Diveon zmong others,
-
Speeches in honcr of Israel! "= annivéerzzary were de’jwz-e2d 217 the
Federal Chamber ¢ Deputiss in Braziliaz by Marcoz Fer=zmar, = Jew,
68

and Cunha Bueno.

it

lang=time friend af Israe].

The situstion n the Middle Esst became explosive towards the

end of May 19&7. On May Z2, the EBrazilizn Government, then = member

of the Security Counci) of the UN, stated that it would support
any measzsure that would ease the teneion.§9 Brazil wished to awoid
officially supporting any :nuntr} involved in the conflict since
it maintained good relations with Israel based on economic agree-—

ments including the use of atomic energy which waz wital for

Brazil’e development znd peaceful rivalry with Arcentina, and with

the Arab countries, some of which supplied 484 of Brzzil“=z oil needs.

Thus, the Itamarati‘s position was of "...equidistance towards

L ]
those involved and of loyralty to the principles of International
law."71 However, in veiled and diplomatic VTanguage, the Itamarati

expressed reservations about Egypt’s renewesd blockade 'n the Gulf

of Agaba. Brazilian ambassador to the UN, Sette Camara, speaking
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at a meeting of the Security Council, said that Braz !, n full
agreement with the General Secretary, consicered the RAUY = decis-

ion to withdraw its consent for the presence of UN emergsncy forzzs

72

L

as "...sudden and urexpected,... In addition, Magaihzes Fin'c,
Erazil‘s Foreign Minister, atter sxpressing his country = pos)tic-
favoring every effort to reach conciliation, went on to zay: “...
but we do mnot agres witht dizrespect regarding the princizies of
internationzl rights and aims of the United Nations Charczer.
It i= interesting tc note that the Arab znd Jewish commun.fties

in Brazil, both more concentrated in Saoc Faulao, continusel o o2 2-

amiable reiaticons which often included business negotiat zrs,

Eefore the war, a newlys formed "Arab-Jewizh Committee $2- Tozcos
in the Middle Ezst", affter collecting 3,000 signatures, z2nt

telegrams to Fresident Cost

o

2 Eiluvs, Foreiagn Minister Mzgalihaes
Finto, ambazssador Sette Camara, and to the leaders of Israze!
and Egrpt, tevi Eshkeol and Gamsl Nasser, urging them to zhow

= 4, .-
restraint and tc find peacefu)l meanz to resolve the cris =. The
only noted provocation in Brazil came from 2 Sryrian representati =,

Hassan Sakka, who expressed doubts about Brazilian Jewry s lopalty

to Brazil. In this instance, the "Confederacao," through i%ts

L

representatives T. Nigri and V. Winterstein, met with Clzucio Garzi
de Souza, Director of the East Affairs Department, and protested
Sakka‘s statement5.75 Two telegrams were also sent by the "umbre™  a*
organizathon: On May 30, its president and vice-president, M.
Kauffmann and S. Malamud, expressed to ;mbasgador Divon *he firm
support of Brazilian Je;ry for the Israeli gouernment;76 during the
same week a rather insipid but formal telegram was sent io the
Itamarati, praising the government for its tradition of oeace anc

thanking it, in the name of the Jewish community, for its meciat on
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efforte tn the Middle East conflict?T

Towards the end of May the reactions of other Jewish communities out-
z)de Brazzi! began to reach Brazilian Jews., They received information that
increazsing numbers of volunteers were presenting themselves to Ilsraeli
embaccies, expressing their readiness to help n Israe1?a In Brazil,
support raliies were organized in the Hebraics and Macabi of Szo

-

79 P
Fauloc. In the Hebraica club, a crowd of Z,200 young Jews gathered

-

to express their opposition to war. The rally was organized by

the Federzzion of 230 Faulojy one of the speakers was Jose Knop 1ch,
zenerzl szcretary of that instituticon., & telegrzm sent to Pres. dent
Costz £ Eilvz informing him of the meeting was sianed by the nzw)
slected greszident of the Federztion, Benno MilnitzKy., The ciimzie
of the meet . ng as wel! as the content =7 the telegtam were
moderate. Im addition, in the traditionz] Jewish neighborhood

of Bom Retirz, Sac Paulo, banners against war in the Middle Zazt

were disglared in the streets.

Ly th the outbreak of hostilities in the Middle East on Juns 5,
Brazilian Jewry’=s reaction was far les:z indifferent than in
1954, Revtlecting the community’s concern, the Hebraica from Sac

80 on the

Paulo suspended all festive activities during the war.
came dar that the conflict exploded, a special prayer for peace

in the Middie East was offered at the CIP by Rabbi Pinkuss, and
June £ was declared a day of fasting and prarers for the Jews

of Sao I"auh:i.sl1 Emotional and sometimes even sensationalistic -

news was reported by thﬁlJewish press, particularly in Yidd) sh.

Thus, the Brazilianer Yiddishe Zeitung of June 9, wrote the

folloming story:

(43 cyl’e; 'hy _/_'J_!_!?‘t_{__,’? /[ ¢y (J)e (ﬂgfff_f/(ﬂ )rf /.'4.~
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(At the Sholem Aleijgem School, when the teac-er, Mrs. Jan ce,
told the children that the &rabs invaded Isrzslisic), fwc
students fainted and the rest cried, z2rnd clzzses were forcesd

to stop until the students calmed down,)

!

Then in a2 triumphant manner, the same rnewspszrer announced the

Israel| victories in East-Jeruzsalem bv

i stzting 20 its front sage
»_-at“/ ["/J" (fr )fr»/ (,w(/c :-/ J f/m-.:"-/ff
The 1H|fﬁ nd Slue flzg flutters over the old -ty of Jeruszzlem.
Tns gensst onalistic reporting that occasionz]l’ . appeared |5 the
lewish prezsz—the Yiddish Jewish press—wasz alzz found 1 the

non—Jewish press dealing with volunteers for I=-3el, Lucien

Calmanovitz of the Cronica Israelita expressed ~is concern about

the way in which many Brazilian newspapers distorted the truth
b» stating that armed Jewizsh brigades, which inzluded Brazilizan
Jewish volunteers were to be sent to Israe1.83 In fact, the volun-
teers were to replace the soldiers in their civ ) ob?igatiénsu The
“number of volunteers from Brazil was significartly higher than in
1956, In 1947, a total of 172 Brazilian Jews, out of 3 populz-
tion of about 110,000, went to Israel as uolunteersﬁ4
Other forms of support for lsrael included the donation of
blood, clathes, and medigines, which were sent through the E=z&
Cross.as However, there was almost no trace of “inancial support or
emergency campaigne appearing in the Jewish press, anly =zoms

very brief remarks by Aonde Vamos., In August 1947, it stated that,




86

in general, the community responded positively as expected. And

!

on Jupe 1S it actualily denied the non—-Jewish press’s zllegaticon
that the Jewish comfunity was collecting millions of dollars %o
send to Israel. In spite of this scarcity of information, the cral
history of that period relates that fund-raising activities did
oCCUr 1N & Very discreﬁg manner, and that the totals collected

87 Other responses tc

were gent to Israel through a third country,
the war by the Jewish community included a communique of solidarity

with lsrael “rom the Jewish youth of R|cu83 anather source stated

i

that large numbers of Jewish industrialists, prefessionals, tradersz,

retzilerz, 2tc,, inztead of going to work duripng the Ffirst dav ar

radrg or watching

i

two of war, remained 2t home listening to th

L

y - 89
television awaiti the latest news.

-1
i

Arabs and Jews 'iving In EBrszil were able to avoid confronta-
tions regarding the Middle East crisis. In Sz2o0 Paulo and Fio, whsrsz
the majority of both communities lived, relztions remained cxlm.

In Sao Paulao, the police sent patrol cars tc neighborhocods where
both Arabs and Jews lived to preu;nt any over hostility; how-
ever, the police did not have to intervene. In Rio, in the area
Known as Alfandega, where Jews.and Arabs owned stores, plenty of
radios were being listened to in the stores, but no confrontation

between members of the two communities was reporfed.go

Immediately after the war, there was almost no indication of
rallies in support of lsrael or for peace in the Middle East after
the ending of hostilitieg in June 1?6?.91 It appears that the Jewish
community, although much more active than the 1954 crisis, ftried 3
to keep a low profile. This reaction could have been due to

the accusations made by some newspapers against the seemingly

.



enormous weaith and high number of "combatant-volunteers" sent

by the Jewish community to Israel. However, a high profils was,

in fact, never the case in any South-American country, not suen

in Brazil with its natural tolerance and "happr-go-lucky" ways,
Money continued to be raised discreetly and unofficially, while
blood, medicines, and clothes c;nt.nued to be sent through thes Red
Cross. Then, by the middle of July, things were back to normal for
the vast majority of Brazilian Jews, Social activities were resumss
and, at that time, Rio’s Hebraica organized a festival of Jew:sh
food and an estimated 4,000 pecple attended?z ~Algo in Rioy the
"Hevra Kadisha® of that city inv.ted the community to join in 2
ceremony of remembrance 4or those =ho f211 while defending lsrasl,
The ceremony was organized in July and, z!though no numbers
recarding attendance were released, the Jornal Israel itz wrots

it did not have the expected public attendance.93

Witk the cessation of hostilities, the Jewish community in Eraz:!

began %o concentrate on the future. Sao Paulo’s Federation expres-

[

sed its hope for an agreement which would bring "...definiftive peace
and meintain the standards of International Law and the UN’z Chari-
er..." At the same time it stated the complete integration of
Brzzilian Jewry toc the traditional principles of "...0ur great
country...'g‘ Thus, the Jewish establishment continued to feel the
need to stress that the Jews of Brazil,; although interested In mai-
ters that affected Icsrael, were primarly Brazilians, It seems, then,

that during the Six-Day War, the Jewish establishment was afrzaid
that charges of dual loyalty might be made by the media. While the

. & g
Sao Paulo Federation’s view of peace was a reflection of the Itamar-

ati“s—supervision by the UN and a negotiated agreement—~#fonde Vamos

took a more aggressive position. It stated that Israel should

e,



emerge from the crisis strengthened i+ 1t avoided "...ruinous

»
«95 Apparently 1t was aduising Isrzes]l not to return

CONCESSIONS, .
conquersd land, although i1t did not specify whether the land should
be used 2z 3 tool for negotiztions later on, Th: magszine zlso
pointed out that Israel should not count on the support of the great
powers but only on Jews around the waorld,

In ite tvpically critical attitude towards the Jewish sstablish-

ment, Aonde Vamos attacked the Federation for nof responding ac-

cording to the circumstances: "Not even the great momente that ars

being 1ived by the people of dsrael...mznaged to shake the weak
o . 98 - : g B
Federaticon. In the same edition, published on July 20, its

adverse commsnte against the Federsation assumed uncommon v iuper-

i

ation whzn 'L asked: "What s the Federation ¢ “cundation”

ehood? Fiction? Unreal ity and Ceception®...The Federstion 2 no more

e

n

R

w

m
I

than & chmmerza." Alfred Hirshberg, chiets editor of Cronica

ita, was more supportive of the Federationi on June 30, he wrote

that his newspaper continusd to give credit to the Federat on’s nesw

leadership and alzso stzated the hope that they would soon present an
97

idea of their goals and ways to accomplish it. Continuing its

criticisms, Aonde Vamos attacKed the Committee for Public RFslations,

stating that it had been formed in a rush br pecple whose only
concern was their personal aggrandizement, 2nd its action, a
complete failure.g8 The magazine also blamed the organ Brazil-

Israel for failing to change the Brazilian government’s neutrality

regarding the Middle East conflict, or its support for the Vatican’s

position regarding the internationalization of Jerusalem. It re-

ported that, in addition to Brazil-Israe!l, "...other similar

institutions had shown themselves artificial and unprepared for

a mission of enlightenment, long since needed."99



Al though Brazil and most of the Latin @American countries dif-
fered with I=rael on the status of Jerusalem—and 't (= not
unlikely that the Vatican’s pressure in this respect kad = hand
in the position of these countries—this bloc of naticns was more

pro-Israel than any other bloc during the criszsis of 1%47. Thus,

for instance, with the exception of Cuba, Latin Pmerican countries
sponsored a resclution which made Israsl’s withdrzawa? candi tionsl
Fires s : ) 100
Upon the cessaticn of beliigerence,
With the ceaszetire on June 7, znd a few dayps lafer with the
end of the war, the Brazliian goverrment asked for a meeting
of the countries nvolved, the Sscurity Council, 2nc 2 group of

countries considered to be representatives of the internzticnal

101

community, In =zddition

"

Brazil . crgentina, and Fthoopia asked
: f

H
the Security Council to approve 3 treaty whizh regquested fair
treatment for the prisoners of war. 102 prazil s support for Isrsel”’s

conditional withdrawal had to be bzalanced by other less zealouw

{11

P@SDOASBS to maint#in & form of neutrality since the last thing

that the Itamarati wanted was to irritate the Arab countries,

Thus, Brazil abstzined on the Socviet motion to condemn Israel as

the aggressor esven though the Brazilian representative to the UN,
Sette Camara, explained that there was no proof of Israeli culpa-
bi1ity,103andrclearly his country was not preparsc to accuse Egypt of
aggression either, In a letter dated Juﬁe 7y lsrasli Prime Min-
Iister Levi Eshkol requested Brazilian President Costz & Silua

to denounce Egyptian aggression. The President’s answer was short
and clear: the forum to Snvestigate the matter was ths UN and he
hoped that Israel would continue to act according td the regulations

of that international organizg}iun.104



The carefu! balance maintained by the Itam;kbti did nor peces-—
sarily reflect the more emotional atitudes of commitment “rom
prominent Brazilians. Thus, for example, a former gQovernc- oFf the
ctate of Guanzabira, Carlos Lacerda, said that by talking about
annihilating the state of lsrael, MNasser became liable fcoo the crime
of genocide, and that Nasser s aqggression was not oniy aczinst
Israel but agszinst the UM and ths Arab people 3= we11}05ﬁm

Ric, where the Arab community was not 2= influentizal as .- Sz0

"zulo, Diario de Noticias guoted the president of the Hich Mili-

tary Tribunal, Moron Filho: "...the right i on the side 2§ the

..106 9tr

Jewish state. ong emotions were 3iso expressed in ths Brazil-

izn Parliament although the majority of representatives -z2uvored
neutrality and warnted to avoid havirg Brazil become a ba":

Bl
i

i wr ter Yael Dayan came to Brazz 1 %z

as wacs stated when Izrae

speak about the recent war., occzzion of Mashe Dayrar

i

=)
10

daughter”z vis,t was used by Deputy Salim Sadeh to accuse &

Jewes of unwillingness to assimilate to Brazilian 1ife, w-
)

]
[
an

the same accuszat|cn made by a Syrian representative befors the
war , Among those representatives defending lsrasl”’s posit on,
the most vehement statements came from Deputy Kertzman., ~-ter
blaming Masser for the outbreak, he declared that "...Brzzil
would become a new Pilate if it remains neutral," 08 Deputy
Ierael Dias Novais, on the other hand, explained that the po-
sition of neutrality adopted by the government was due to the
fact that Brazil enjored good relations with all the bel’ ger-
ent parties and thag great contributiOAS had been made b
citizens of both communi!"ies.ng

Inspite of a small number of anti-Israeli articles in the

non-Jewish press, most of that press was pro-Israeli or, at least

/33



against the USSR due to its support of Arab countries., o ex-—

ample of this attitude appeared in Rio's Ultima Hora, This

newspaper, Known for its criticism against the Unjited States,
castigated the Soviet Union for (ts policies towards the Middle

East, and criticized the UN for engaging in bureaucratic matters
110 In

instead of seekKing & Just solution for the zrea. itz July 7

edition, Aonde Vamos stated that a2 numbesr of paid articles ap-

pezred In some inland Brazilian newspapsrs, accusing lsras])

i

troops of mnstnr€t1ng Brazilians who were part of the U. 4force
In addition, the magszine reported on the "free circue’sat on of
intrigues by the prezs, radio, and television” during th: weeks

that followed the mar.”1 Aowever, no other Jewish publication

considered the media toc be anti-Izrz2sl(. In fact, the Brszil i aner
Yiddisher 2eitung viewed the press, radio, and teleyision 3s
112

pro-Israeli, and accordina to the Jornal lsraelita ".,,.almost

all types pf media, 2long with Brazil’s intellectualsz, =re
sincerely favorable to lsrasel’s self-defense."113ﬁn example of the
general position of the non-Jewish press can be zeen in the highiy

respected O Estado de Szo Paulo, which on June 11 stated that

Nasser‘s manceuvres to remain in power were "grotesque:" and
compared Nasser’s intention to create an absolute powsr with the
machinations of Fidef Castro and Janio Buadros, It concluded
that the only solution to the conflict would start with “asser’s
resignation."4
Al though in general Brazilians do not have strong po! tical
convictions or interest in international matters and do rot pre-—

sent an element of pressure on the decisions of the government,

according to the Brazilianer Yiddishe Zeitung, the open-minded (sic)

were with !srael.115The newspaper did not elaborate further on this
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statement. The only other source of information regarding public

opinion stands came from & poll organized by the Jornal do Brasil

of Rio, which reported that more than %&4 of those interviewed
responded that in case Brazil had to choose between Israel and

the Arabs, it should zupport !sraelj16

However, it is possible
that the result of the poll might haue been somewhat different
in Saoc Pauloc, where Arab influence was far more significant than

ir{ R'Do
Conclusion.,

Brazilian Jews rezction to the Six=-Day War was +ar more
significant than t1n 1554, Its leadership, although stil}
divided and weak, was better organized. Sport and social
clubs, such as Hebraics and Macabi, beczme Increasingly
important as meeting points where Jews sxpressed their
concern and support for lsrasl. Young people attended ral-
lies, and the adult popu]atian expressed its support by giving
blood and sending clothes and medicines through the Red Cross.
An emergency campaiagn was rapidly organized, although it was
not officially and publicly conducted. In general, the rallies
occurred before the war and expressed their opposition to
war in the Middle East. With the beginning of hostilities and
after them, only one rally in support of Israel, that I am aware
of, was organized. Jews were emotionally involved and proud
of Israel’s military uicto#y but, publicly, tended to Keep =z
1 ow prof}le, to reflect the positions of the Itamarati, and o

stress their commitment to Brazil.



W

Motes,

1'

(]

(0]

~J
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Sanford J. Ungar, Africa (New York, 1989). Howard M. Sachar,

A History of l=rael (New York, 198&), 572-77%,

The australian Jewieh MNews, April 21, 1967,

The Australian Jewish News, April 21, 1747,

The Australian Jewish News, May 5, 1947, This amount excesded

by 484 the previous record; at the same time the number of
contributors rose 204, and the average donation more than

454 when compared to the previous year.

The ad’s focus included a reminder that 400,000 rew immigrants

must be helped.

Laniel Elazar-Peter Medding, Jewish Communities in Fronbtier

Societies (New York, 1983), considered that the number of
R e o L]

participants was over 8,000; see there p. 31é. 1 have followed

Taft’s studies on the matter; see Ronald Taft, "The Impact of

—

the Middlie East Crices of June 1947 on Jews in Melbourns," in
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The Australian Jewish Mews, June 14, 1%&7.

The Australian Jewish News, June Z, 1F&7,
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4y

To cite one example, before the ocutbresd of nostilities Canberra’s

Jewish community called on all diplomatic perscnnel in Australia’‘s

capital to press for easing the tension in the Middle East.

According to information collected during the rally held an

s

May 31, "most conlookers queried were sympathetic to Israei’s

cause..." See The Australian Jewish News, June 2, 19&7.

Famela Ruskin, in her‘“Roundbout" csection in The Australizn

Jewish News on June 2, wrote: "Australian sympathy is, by and
large, firmly on the side of Israel. It wouldn’t surprise me

very much if the United Israel Appeal were to receive soms
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unexpected donations from non-Jewish scurces."

The Australian Jewish News, June 9, 1947,

The Australian Jewish News, June 1967,

7

The Australian Jewish News, June

Australian Jewish News, June ¢, 1%7&

For 2z military account of the S12-Day ut{/;ee lsrael Ministry

of Defense, ed,, The & War (Israel, 17&47)>; Sachar, A_

History of Israsl, 43%-461; Shabtai Tewveth, The Tanks of

Tammuz f(London, 17&%).

The importance of England and of England’s Jewry for Austral | zr

Jews in their making of decisions had significantly diminished
by the time of the Six-Day War; thus, for exampie, information
from London stating that =z mass demonstration

special in support

of Israel was to be held by the British Zionist Federation
occupied a tiny little place at the right bottom corner of
page 2 in The Australian Jewish News of June 2, 1967, In addition,
most of tMe news about the conflict=in the Middle East now
came from Isrzel and the United States and not from England,

as was the case in 1954,

%

The Australian Jewish News, June ©, 1967, editorial.

Rutland, Edge, 358—59; Elazar-Medding, Jewish Communities, 2%%5,
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299, 214.

Taft, "Impact," in Medding, ed., Jews, 114,

The Australian Jewish News, June 7, 1947,

According to Taft, "Impact," in Medding, ed., Jews, 113:
"Altogsther 700 young persons volunteersd to go to Israel...
Rutland refrained from giving a specific number 21 though

she wrzte thzt, both in Melbourne and Sydney, "...hundreds
of Jewish youth volunteered to go to Israel:" sees Rutland,
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Edge,

The Auztraiian Jewish MNews, June 20, 1947,
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The Australian Jewish News, June 22, 1547,

June 15, and July Z21.

The Ausztralian Jewish News, June 23, 1%47.

The Australian Jewish News, June 14, 19247. In Perth, a rally

at the Brisbans Street Shule attracted 800 people.

The Australian Jewish News, June 30, 1947,

-

That is about SU,DOU‘peaple in each ¢ity,

The Australian Jewish News, June 30, 1947.
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The Australian Jewishk News, July 7, 19467. In addition, &

volunteers 4rom RQueensland were zlready in .srael.

The Australian Jewish News, July Zi, 1¥67. What we Know,

however, is that the highest Jewizh indivicdual contribution
was $25,000., The highest non-Jewish contribstion was
$£5,000 which came from a prominent businessman whose nams

was not mades public.

Elazar-Medding, Jewish Communi*iesz, 314, Sz: z3lso The

Australizn Jewish MNews, June 30, 1947, wherz 1. Lebler is
quoted as szving that " The commur t» had zchieved unanim? b«
never before seen” during 3 spgech 2t the €. Kilda Town Hali.
h

Ve

-

See alzo &, July 2!, where wo find the tommant that the
events in the Middle East have contributed o healing the
riftt between the VJIBD and the Jewizh Counc ' to Combat Fascism

and Antisemitism, 2 conflict that had assured large proportic-=

during the 195& Sinai Campaiagn,

S.L. Manchanda, "The United States and thes Irisis," 1n M.5,

Agwani, ed., The West Asian Crisiz (Meerut, India, 1968), 41,

Draper, Israel, 111. Although the phrase could be explizined
as 2 "lapsus linguae" a= proposed by Draper, when asked if
the United States would reaffirm its neutrality, Robert
McKloskey, the State Department’s press officer, answered
affirmatively be{ora stating the quoted phrase. Perhaps the
phrase was extreme after all, but the basic message was one

of neutrality—no doubt can exist about that,
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sh News, July 7, 1947,

fAonde Vamos, May 4,

Brasil=Israel, Apri

Cronica Israelita,

irrigation were to

state of Piaui. Also during that year,

1947,

1-May, 1967; Aonde Vamos, May 4, 1%&7;

May 15, 192&87. Thé Israeli techniques of
help an area of &0,000 hectares in the

tropical ralns and

cloudbursts inundated eastern Brazil.

According to Aonde
were

Israelita reported

invited to Qive a number of

L

1947 the two lsraeli experts

Vamos, May 295,

lectures in Brazil. Cronica

in its edition of July 31, 17467 that

%
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Dostrovsky who was referred to as BGenerz]l Director of Isrzel =

~tomic Energy Committee, was soon to be in Brazi' for talks with

Uriel da Costa Ribeiro, president of Brazil s Nationai Commit-

tee for Nuclear Energr<(CNEN).

S54. Aonde Yamos, May 4, 1947; Cronica lsraelita, July 31, 1957,

5. Abraham Monk~Jose [szacson, Comun|dades Judias

de Latinoazmerica

(Buenos Alres, 19&64), 28,

54. Aonde Vamos, May 11, 1967; Jornal lsraellta, Apr 1l 30, 1247,
57. Aonde Vamos, June 8, 1747. The information was raported bv the

Jornal Israelita on Juiy 23, 1747,

S8. Aonde Vamos, Mzy 25, 1%47.

5%9. Jornal Israelita, May 22, 1947.

40, Cronica lsraelita, April 15, 1P&7.

é1. Cronica Israelita, May 1S5, 1967.

42, Jornal Israelita, April 30, 19467.

.

3. Cronica Israelita, May 155 1947,

44. Aonde Vamos, May 18, 19467.
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Jornal lsraelita, May 22, 1947,

Jornal lsraelita, May 28, 1947.

Jornal Israelita, May 22, 19&7,

Cronica lsraelita, May 15, 1967% Brasil=-lsrael, April-May,

Jornal lsraelita, May 22, 1767,

/

Cronica lsraelita, May 21, 1967,

Aonde Vamos, June '1, 1%&7,

Aonde Yamos, June 1, 1947,

Cronica lsraelita, May 31, 1967,

Cronica Israelita, May 31, 1%47.

Cronica Israelita, June 15, 1947, The Committee had its

headquarters in Rua Maria Figueiredo 350, Sao Paulo.

Jornal Israelita, May 28, 1947; Cronica Israelita, May 31,

Cronica Israelita, June 15, 1947,
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Jornal Israelita, June 4, 1967,
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1947,

The reports informed about public demonstrations against war



79.

80.

8l,

82'

23-

89.

86.
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or in favor of lsrael. Thus, demonstrations In Paris and Roms
were attended by about 7,000 people, and 45,000 were reporfec

attending a rally in New York,

Jornal Israelita, June 4, 1947 Aonde Vamos, June 1, 1947.

Aonde Vamocs, June 2%, 1947,

Cronica lzraelita, June 15, 1767,

Brazillaner Yiddishe Zeitunag, June &, 1747,

Cronica lsrzelita, june 1S, 1967,

Cronica lsraelita, July 31, 1?&87. According to the same report,

Uruguayan Jews, counting about one third of Brazil’'s Jewish
population, sent 173 volunteers, and from Argentina 423

volunteers were in Israel by the middlie of July.

Brazilianer Yiddishe Zeitung, June 1é&, 1967 Jornal Israelits,

June 18, 1947, The latter published a picture of Israeli

ambassador Divon setting the example by giving blood.

Aonde Vamos, August 3, 1967.

-
To have an account in foreign countries or to send money
L
abroad for purposes other than busziness is illegal in most
South-American countries, including Brazil. Apparently, ths

money collected was centralized by one of the "umbrelila"
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organizations, then it was takenp to a third country were it
was changesed into dollars, and sent to Israei. The f3ct that
almost no trace of the emergency campaign iz found in the
press could certainly be attributed to its secrecy. Another
example of this discretion can be seen 'n the Jornal
Israelita’s edition of September 17, 1947, where the
financial support of Jews around the world was described

but no mention of Brazilian Jews  support wzs reported, Thus,
the ver, few instzances in which ths Jewish press mentionesd
the existence of such campaigns could be seen as &2 "lapsus

calami.

28, Cronica Israsiita, June {2, 157, The communique was 1ssued

on Juns 4.

8%, Brazilian=r Yiddishe Zeitung, June %, 1947,

0. Brazilianer Yiddishe Zeitung, Juns 2, 1747,

1. The only exception that I am aware of was a public rally
held in Rio de Janeiro which attracted about 5,000 people,
non-Jews among them, and who expressed their solidarity
with Israel”s defensive reaction and Israel’s peace caudse,

See Jornal Israelita, July 2, 1%47.

?2. Jornal Israelita, July 16¢ 1?247; =ee also ibid., September 4.
¢

93. Jornal Israelita, July 9 and 1&, 1947.
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Aonde Vamos, July &, 1747,

Gonde Vamos, July 20, 1967, The magazine sometimes z:zsumed

a witty and ironic position, as when 1t stated that "The
Federation had tried everything, It even changéd its
designation in the belijef,..that b» changing & drinc
perzan’s name one would be able to mizlead the ange!l of
desth..."y z=ee ‘bid, The magazine referred to the fz:t
that the Federztion =tarted to use the designation

Contederation but 't continued to ke reserred to a

Federation 1n most (nstsnces, ever by the Jewish prezssz,

Cronrca lsraelrta, Junse 30, 19&7.

Aonde Yamos, July 27, 1967,

Aonde Vamos, June Z¥, 1967.
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101, Cronica Israelita, June 15, 1%&7, Brazil” s proposal was

10%.

103,

stated following the ceasefire of June 7.
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e atatata e



reijscted the Soviet reguest for a meeting 2f the General

fAssembl ¥,
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THE YOM KIPPUR WAR.
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EEC, France and England, In '=ss than tuenty vsars wert through

a process which led from beiligerancy 12 nsutr

LU

pro-@mrab staznds, Needless to s3¥, 2 new IMpos!n

turther sxp'sin the Eurcpesn pragmatic
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Western Eurcopean deperdencs on Arab o7, B, Z2c 20 wrote: "This

Western ecoromic vulnerabi? £, was now %o b &2 @ltes during
i '
the Yom bigpur War.“ ESachsr Joes not meal.an dhe f2cby many ses

overioocksd, that the o1l wezpon as an = enent - preszurse 532

been pui tL vord lTong before the 1973 war. In fzct, uring ewar
single wzr zgainst lsrsey the Arabs tried to prsssurs the natsr-
rationza! community through the ol weapsr: e 1528, T2 gpbasgo

was neffeclive becjuse estern Eurcps Lde - 7 Sop on'y» 1T oF #s
EMBrgy T réma--ggz In 1954 the perrentags climhed *& 25 cut o=

which T2 czme from Arzb nations, but the embargo was not =
because the Un)ted Sé;tes impiemented 2o emergerzy O1"=-1i%F%t to
Europe by (ncreasing 1ts own production #nd ths® of ths Carnbbean?
Howegver, -+ the migd-si~<ties oil replacsd cozal 2z bestern Eurocps's=
primar> zource of energr and with the outbreszk cf hostilities .n
June 1947, Libra, &lgeria, Saudi Arabiz, Huwait, 2nd Irzg impossd
an oll embargo in which transportation s we'! =z production wers
invaolued, With one hal+ of its energy requiremsntz depending on oil,
Europe experienced the Kind of problems 3 shortz:is wsou'd cozate.
Since the 1956 embargo the boycotted nations ~22 -ez:- /% stocve

tc be used in times of crisis and in addition tc this, the United
States 2gain came to help Eurcpes in 1947, Moreoezr, tne Sovist

Union sé&w 3 good opportunity te profit from the Zuropsan needs

and an increasing volume of oi)l was exportsd from the Sovist hlac,

[ |
In addition, Venezuel!a and Indonesia also increased their saports

to .Europe. Thus, during the 1950s and 19408, the Un:ted States was
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a2 major element in brezsking down the Arab nation”

sures., But the EEC was not willing to depend o the Un i tez State:
to resolue itz economic and political problems svery % me Cr)sis
n the Middls Ezst developed. Furthermore, LS 2/l neeczsz nc-szase:

more and more: o 1973, ths United States’ domestic producticn

only met &84 o+ (ts nseds. While the US degesded on Arsb sources

for about & te ®¥ o9f rt= totzs) o1l regquiremen:s In 1973, Wester-
Eurcpean Zspe~Z2:rce on Arab o)l registered ar ausrage o4 =29 to

5
B854, while Jazz- =z wie close to #l4: Thus, zppears thast wn
the oil 2mbarcs &8F the 1950z and 1960=z was Sz -zl 53 pelicy oF
"purntshment” g3z nst pro-lsrzel and suen ne<tT 2y nFt s, The =T70s
i3t the D=5 =% of an aggressive policy aimsd at usit 3 Tve oo
we2gpon == 3 *"rgst te oJin over the bestere nzt onps 1n fzvor a7 — =2
sositions viE-a-vis the Middls Ezst zonflict. THiz pal oy s
implemented Suring the Yom kKippur War and rez.’” tec 1 zne of the
most devsstat ng world economic crises, for h ch the Arsd counsi- o=
were harglv £ amed by the intrnational commun t+. >

Another factor that might have influenced ==2 shi#t "5 stand
of Western Europe was the Arab-Palestinian ter-orism that intimizated
Europe from the end of the 1980s and on. It sesms that the decis. zn
to attack targets beyond the limits of the MiZdle East cams maore
ags a desperate cry than as an elaborate plan =7 acticn, =lthough
a crisis wae highly visible only in 1270, 5 few years before thzt
date the PLO leadership or zome elemente within it sought to harcen
their fight and to directly include a world thzt accorcing to thswm
seemed inzens)tive Eo their plea. Among other *hings, the 1347
smashing Israeli victory brou;ht about a2 much more a2ggressive tons
tg the PLO leadership: Ahmed Shukeiry was forced into retirement

while Yasser Arafat was promoted, thus becoming with his AI-Fatsn



group the most powsrful—though not unchallenged=—slemsnt . th . o

tre PLO., Hardliners within the PLD brought about tre sormz® or

of new groupes and subgroups that demanded a =411 mors uiclant

#ititude to l.bersz*2 Palestine, Among these, the Marvist Popular

-

Front for the _ btersticn of Palestine (PFLP) was orgarize

[ 35

«nder the leadercsh o of CThristian born George Habash, 7311awmed
shortly B« the Jormation of the PFLP General Command wh.ch was
headed br »omsd ¥ 1, The hardiiners idez of a2 more radjcal

sttitude was that lsrael—in fact Jew sh targetz—:zhou'Zd be

sttacred ever ,whers 30 that intiusnt = countries wou'ld

tention and -z2el g-sssured to favor -2 Palestinien Cz.sze,

thatever the cost, Foilowing its phi'zsophy, the FFLE 1=,
sor the £+ -3¢ tifme on July 18, 1988: 2n El=-Al slarse 2 Suts froo

5
zed to land |n ~lgerra, From thsn ofr 3r
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nternaticnal wave of terror, involving the Killing of z'1uit,ans
of different raticnalities—somet mes with the %tac ' conzent of
governmerts—3zrd dstonation of bombs 'n private and publtic olaces,
tecame the nev mart of a twentieth century world gone =szne, 1
because it consented to be blackmailed., Insans becsuss % consentad
to be hit again and again. Besides larael, Europe became the mair
target of terrorist activities and perhaps ite shameful—though not
new—reaction triggered a new and unexpected fizlc of action for

the Palestinian guerillas. As a result of every European airport

and city being a likely aim of terrorism, the most-bizarre agreemants
were made: West Germany’ s Lufthansa paid blackma:l monsr to guer 'la
crganizations to ensure the safety of (1ts flights, wh is France
committed itself to maintain ?ts anti-Israeli dipiomat. ¢ stance 'n
exchange for similar assurances.ﬂ Aand the list could probably be

enlarged. Still, Europe could not z2void being attacked., What was

b

11/
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clear was the ¥zc* that Europe could be manipu

o

Is addition,; it Gical left tepded to be zympathetic o Arab

0y
=
o

vinlence, whichk was se2n 25 part of the Thield Wor'd struczie 3gsinst
Imperialism, arnd Israsl, due to its alliance with Sritain znd

France against Egrspt (n 1956, snd 1ts securing of territorizs after
the June 1247 viz ory was seen 23 3 colonialistic oppresor, an

In Latipn ameriza, militant Teft grocps were cizarly sympathetic
to Lhe ArabcPalesztinizn cause which, 303i/h;y Wss =827 38 f3~ 2 of =
Trooed Werid 7 be-%,on movemsnt 2g9a ,nst Impepialism, Marm. = L3
so ernments, st the peal of thear power in the 1¥cds anz 1770s,
ternded to havé a fircumspeéctsst =, mpaths $o- Isra:” LBecause of thagT
zdm'rzation for 1tz military ntelligentsi1a ancd zzpabilities, as.
we'! a2z areat respect for the Israel iz as an smocd ment of what
the mititary perceived was = Spartan way of life. Jon the 3ziner aand,
within the military forces, clergy, and membsrs of the h:'gh socistye

antisemitism—so ciose to their hearts—could slsc be tramslatec
as anti-lzraclism ¥ not pro—Aarzbism.

In relation to the African nations, after 3 major lsraell presencs

-1y

in the 2arly days of African independence within & pericod oFf Fif-
teen years the situation was reversed in favor of Arab preszence,
During the 1950s Israel worked diligently to win the friendship of

many African nations building hotels and governmesnt guarters,

training military units and guards, and sharing agrrcultural exp

L
tise. Unfortunately for Izsrasl, howesver, its conflict with the Arab
nations was to have a negative impact on its relations with Africa,

Its aliiance with France and England in 1954 wss airezdy 2 dubious
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note for &frican nations but Isrzel was politically znc diplo-

maticaliy badly hurt in 1947 when 1% ized the Sinal Fepnin-

(11}
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sula—officially regarded as African =00 1. Moreover, African

tes with large Izlamic populations, b

14

Ccame increasingly suppor-

tive of the Arab and Falestinian czuse with expectations cf

Bl
1]

receiving extensive s.(d from &rab oi1l-producing countr:
Thusz, far diverses ressons, (n different parts of the woriz,

and for zn increasing number of nations, blocs, and

s®cpie, Lsrae
was not that courageous little country whose people were resorrec-
#d from the ashez zrn3 hHad turned dessrtz Into zrange Zroves =70 -
more, 1t was no iongesc what J.L, Borges in oné aF H.3 poen:z
-atled "lisrael] hermoso como leon de medizdiz.* In:ztzs=z, =y
1978, I=zrae! =zllegedly became an (mperizlistic, crus ~oi2- 2=
2 land which was not |ts ewn,ﬁzr say the least,

On September 1970 MNasser died and VWice-FPrecsident &nwa~ a3l-Sad:?
was estabi shed as the new lezader of Egrpt. Unlike MNasser, Sz3st
favored s more 'iberal economy» and = more nationalistic Egrpt as

opposed to the (dea of pan—-Arabism sco eager)y launched o» hi

i

predecesor. His policy towards the Jewicsh state was stzated quite
soon and in part was an answer to the increasjing pressure of the
powerfql military class; however, it basically came 23 =z~ EZgryptian
response to the shameful defeat of June 1947. From the very begin-—
ning it was not a question of "war or.not war," but rsther o+

when to attack. Sadat declared his intention to strike zgainst
Ierael on seversal occasions but‘in Israe] these mensces were :nfer—
preted as nothing more than empty rhetoric to inflame Arab hatrec

towards Isrzel'. His removal of Sovig{ advisors from Egyptian ters tory

in July 1972 further increased Israel’s belief in Sadat s inabil;:ty

e e - e mam——— —_ T
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to attack. However, Sadat continued to build a common strate: £h
other Arab nations: 'n March 1¥73, an agresment for Jomnt m tAry ac=
tion was reszched with Syria, now equ ippsd with some of the o *most mo-
derr weapone the Sovists could provide, In August Sadat vis)tzd ZSaud)
Arabia anc suzceeded in winning sssurance from F:yadh thzt z=r o1
embargo to the West would be utilizea (¢ reguired. By Septembzr 12,
Huzsein had agreed t< be part o+ the ~rsk front against lsras",
slthough in a3 more (ndirect way tnan cther Arab nations, 8y --er
Sadat askecd *he Soviets to renew thesir fies, ang as & resel® : mz=-
sive delivery o new and sophisticated equigmers began to 20 o 1=
Egrpt =gait white %the Eg.ptian leader =sllowed rzports tC be - ~zu'ateg
of growing tens ons Sztween Egypt anc tre Soviel Un-on. A0 2oz B)20d?
step in Sadat = campaign of Zsception ncluded 'eaking the +3' z¢
information to the official newspaper ai-shram that Egrpt i sn z--
ficers were planning to make a piligrimage to Mecca because of The
celebrations related to Ramadan and that the Ruman!an deferns: m:r z-
ter was scheduled tc visit Cairo on Ocicber 38, Sadat’s campzign ==
deception had for 1ts purpose toc cover up the date n wh.och Ismae’
would be attacked,

In relation to Israel, after the war of attrition that lasted
from 1948 to 1570, the barders-were relatively zalm. Israsl: =z2t-
tention was focused on avoiding acts of terrorism, which were carried
out mostly zbroad. There ;fe several reasons which explain the Israel)
lack of preparation when the War of the Day of Atonement Deozn. Among
them, = false alarm in May 1973 which cost the Israeli ecaonoms
dearly, and tge proximity of elections which were schedulad <or

L

October 31 for which the Labor Party had been congratulating :tsslf

for maintaining calm and secure borders. Moreover, after the Zix-
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Dar War victory, Isrzelis felt a sense of self-sssurznce, and sue-

2 certxin degree of invincibility, No zne gave zer|

u]

to the gossibiiity of the Arsbs willing to riss & new defeat the—

el o pations wees gue i)l jng Fo o sesd o nmew - = :nd humiliztion,
sense of Invincibility operated &s 3 bcocomerang Zuring the first oz

of the Yom Kippur War: =although Israei intsll gence had ths neces-

sary data on Arab act)visies and depiorsments, & Failing to props"’
. -

evzluzate them, Isrze? was caught by sursrise wren the Arab attace

stzrted on Qctober &, 1772, '

Tez Situstion in Australiza, Gustr:z’ . ar Jzur : Szactian.

In Rustraiiz, after mores than two decades o- Liberzl govern-—
ment the Lzbor Pariy came to power avter winnirg the 19272 elzc-
tions,., The new government 1éd by Gough Whitlam nzd 2 new, "neutr-
approach towards the Middle East, something unz pected by the™
Jewish community which had = long history of vcocting for Labar.10
Whitlam’s government pushed forward 2 foreign policy which sesmec
to be directed to winning an important (£ not 7§ading rale in the
Thirld Weorlid. Thus,among ather things,;his government becames ver)

fe

critical of the United States while emphasizinz the rale of the

et

UN, by then a shadowy organization man pulated =« the votes of
Afro-Asian and Third World countries which, ir zurn, needec fthe
finzncial zid of greater powens in oerder to sur (we. In such con-
ditions Israel was of little importance to the -ew Austrzlian

|

reqgime. The unprecedented tendencies of Whitlam = Australia vis-z-

vis the Middle East became public 1n October 1573, but by then @ °

WS considerat on

in

1

i



was not shockingly unexpected by the Zustralian Jeswish leadership.

-
.

n fact, well before the Yom Kigpur _2r, the ECAJ expressed |its=

-oncern at the stard Australia bad besn takin the UM =ince

1w
us
e

. 1
—zbor h=d assumed Zovernment. in a=2itron to thi concern, towsrds

tember, *"= possisle presence

i
[¥]

the end of August and beginning of

o* an Arab terrorizt ce!l 1 Sustr

“*
[/

z was repo-ted by the press.

Communzl ‘eaders, while traing %5 a2z 2 3 wave 27 panic, said

tnat T%¢ matter should be ifeft te ths ;af-cejz dne waesr later ths

al's 3+ Yeshiva College 1n Melbourrs were vandal.zad with ipscr.ptiors
such 35 "Adoif 13 tsch” and "W showes & ﬂe."13 it is baréd to s3¥
sheths= tniz act had a 1In+ to %Fe t:issitle presence of Arab

etreTagts In dust-zlia o 1F {1t was zerpetrsiss by rsd zTal ¢ oghs

«ing =yst-alian elements, In any cas: the presssce 3% Tsorop sisz

3§ ITo~FTmed wher the Fedsral! Gaover-ment char

: o i :
aith 2ttempting some Kind ¢4 terror 2% act vits in Austeal iz, 2%
rnstesd of the expscted siy¥ months g-:son term. &zzam w3s simpl;

Sepor ted probably because the govers=sal feared reprizzis, The

-

government ‘s attl tude was critic.zec by the preszident of the ECAJ

Louis Xlein, who warned that the sec.rity of Australian citizens,

15
Jews and non-Jews, "...has not been w211 serwvec by the government,'

.

Confirming the fears of the Jewish community regarding this new

ciimazte :n Austral:a, The Australrer Jewish News reported

growing evidence that Israel’e imags 'n Austra)ia had declined

since the Six-Day War, heiped by hosziie propzoands of anti-Israsli
16 -

naturs. But a decline in interest cis—a-visz Jewish and Terasl.

matters was also clear within the Australian Jewish commurity | t3e]14,
-

only five years after a revival procuced by the Si+v-Day War, 11lus-

inating this fact, Isadore Magit, president of the UIA, stated:

"More than one third of the community is not involved (n either

s Mg p—
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17 Further

Israel relzted activites or anxthing Jewish whatsosver.
i1tustrating that point was the fact thszt 2 descent curve was noti-

ceable regardinz the number of famiires pladging for the Uia over

18 )
a period of four rears: 1970 - 12,584 fzamilies
L7F = 42,3%3 -

e = 11,885 "

1972 - 11,340 "

after the outoreae of hostilittes on Dc-ober 4, L, ~!sin reparted

Tive

1]

that represzent of Australiarn Jewr. F22 cailed cpeon the Australian

governTent *< Zzrdemn the Arab zggress.on and to medixte for

W

peaceful soiction to the Middle East cris 5}9 Howsuer, bihor” am’ 3
government was o3t prepared $o take such o zztez simply becsuses 1t wacz
not in :%ts best interest. The excuse o izr oy Wh ilam was izt = nge
the ~Auzi-ai == smSassador toc the UM, &7 Lawresnze Mclrisre, was

presidert of %he Zecurity Council at the t|me it would not be approp-

riate tc make zny statement criticizing =l ther =:de. When Y2 fipallye
- =

a
a
o
g
M
w
-
pe: 5
"
n

siience more than one wesr 2 ter the battle begar
the Frime Misister stated that he deplored the hostilitiss an3 callag
for an za~!y 2nd, but he was not ready to point out the aggressor,

In add:tion, to make matters worse, Australia = leader was reluc-

.

£

tant to meet with Jewish representat ves during the ¥ rst stages

of the war. When he met in Canberra with L. KI

T
=

and Sam LipsKiy

the Communal Director of the WJBD, Whitlam once mare affirmed that

Australia‘s position was of "evenhanded neutral ty." < The Jewish

commurn i £y through most of its representatives and press expressed

its dissapointment in Australia‘s stand and vehemently crit.cized
.

the Whitlam government.23 Furthermore, |t coined an ironic new woard

to refer to the government’s policies towards the Middie East con-



flict: "neutrOIL ty." The accuracy of the slang was demonstrated
before the end of the conflict when the Austrzlian government
appointed an official representative to go to sever:' Arzb rnations
in order JB discuss some sort of oll rapprochement, = fact aimost
complets! . ouerlcocoked by the Jawish press,

The fact that Whitlam opted for a neutral stangd v z-a-vis the
military crigis, and perhaps even & pro~Arab stand, does not mean
that a Liberal gowernment or ancther Labor PM would hzve actsd in
3 different ﬁanﬁef. Because of the generzl politicz’ ziotustion o

S
was most Tikely that other political lzaders or part 23 wouild haus

T
(48

reacted imilarl., Among *hose who 2sem tc think otherwise, Elszar

and Meddring wrote:

*The federz=l Liberal cpoosition sesmed 2 be belbiz- disbosed
toc Igrzel, which 3lso receives the absclictely unejuivocal,
deez, =nd outspoken support of Mr. R.J. Hawke, Fresident of

the Wat:onz2) Esecutive of the Labor Partr znd of the Austrz—

lizr Counci) of Trade Unionﬁ...“zs

Also in the same wvein, John Levi, rabbi of Tempie Be*h lsras! of
Melbourne, said in an interview that Whitlam’s

"...approach to the Middle East crisis was completiely new.

He did not support lzra2el, as all Austrzlian Liberal

26

governments have done to date."

On October 21, the spoKeeman for Labor and Immigraticn for the
opposition, M. Fraser, said tha: moet Australians would be sympa-—
thetic to the cause of the state of Israel in relaticn to the

Midalq East war, However, the fact ghat Fraser’s observation was
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expressed in an electoral political statement grestly diminishes
its impor‘tance.z7 The fact that other political zarties o pciit-
icians would have probably followed the line of pseudo-neutral bt~
put forward by Whitlam, 1= further 11lustrated by the controversy
involving both Labor and Liberal parties dealing with the yvom

Kippur War. Senatorsz Fane and 8yrne of the DPemocratic Labzr Farty
(DLP), wanted Australia to take a firm stand in support o+ Jsraei

and introduced a motion calling for the governmert to condsmn

Egypt and Syri1a for attacking Esrael.za which would have labeled the
two countries 2% sgaressors, Not only Whitlam wss not prepared for
such declaration but the motion was blocked evern By the cliose!ls
allied Liberal and Country parties. The reluctarzs of these two

parties tec support ths two senzters moticn was “uritner ssparent

when Senator Kane sent 3 telear

w

m ¢ L. Klein as-ing $for ;5

W
L

ags:stance in lobbying ald Libsral and Countrz =:5-t. sens:
to vote with the DL® on the pro-lzrael pruposeT.zg BUt, agaifg 1k
was politica] considerations rather than a sense of justi s *that
for the most part, guided Australian political | fe. Confirming

the viewpoint that e ther party would have fcllowed to szoms

"W

r

stent
Whitlam”s poljcy, Is1 Leibler stated that no party's policy wxs resl-

l¥ satisfactory from an Australian Jewish and lsrael standpoint.
Nevertheless, the firm stand taken by Whitlam d 2 not prevent
twenty-seven Labor parliamentarians from expressing support for Israe?.31
And Robert Hawke, who had always been considered 2 friend oF

Israel—as had been Whitlam just before assuming Australia’s
lezdership—may have received more praise from E'zzzar and Medding

than he deserved. Illustrating tth point, a pro-Israsl| speech

by Hawke to the WJED in early November was highl+ criticized ov

Pamela RuskKin’s longtime "Roundabout" column in The sustralian
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Jewish Mews. Though not 2 political expert, she courzgeousiy ob-

served:

"It 1= 3 pity ou were gpreaching to the converted at
the Boargc of Deputies, 1%t woulg haue beern zood to
hear 1t ouer This Week or zome other telsuision
programms or re2ad (t ag 2 ,statement in the dzilr

32
press,"
In fact, (1t took Hawke three weeks to make his dzgizrat-ons to

the VJEBD public, 3 delzy which was crit ci1zed b/ The Auztralan

Jewr1sh Jews an Bousmber I3 Tut er’ atter his cosi1i on bDecame guc--—
Ytc, Ir ary case, probzsbly to balznce cawve's suppo-t of lgreesl, 3
senior _abor oftici 2]l zltended a2 pro-=ran rally o “2loou '».33 =
thef 1% wes clear tHs the Lspbor Fari, was o agad o thRe 17 ozcie
East crigsis, or more accuratelx perhapz that Whitlzs ang Hawes
were po'tical contenders w tkin the =ame part-, Thuz, wher n
early MNouvember Whitlam croticized both the United Z<ates and

the Soviet Union for supplyrting arms to the Isrssiiz znd the Brsbs,
thus indirectly further promoting mil i tary conflictz In the ares,

the Prime Minister tock the opportunity to also criticize hisz
party enemy Hawke by accusing him of Tzck of Knowledge 1n matters
of economy.34 It was zlsc at that time that the Jew.sh press
further promoted Hawke: for example, the Yiddish przss pubiished
an article titled "Salute to Mr, Bob Hawke" 1n which % ca’’ad

P Bo =

him a "...sincere friend ofﬁlankind and Israei. e Yiddish

>

press was not the onls mediz to expres:z open suppor® for Hawke

.
stand on the Middle East., The Melbourne Heralid, fcr nsztance,

published a pro-lsraeli article titled "HawkKe 1€ Right an Arabs."
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The mustra) an government’s lack of support for Israel created

s certz.n smou-t of cautious behavier and even some distortion

o< fzctz related to the war by zome Jewish circles and repreéesen—
tzrives, 2t lezst until non=Jewish pelitical figures and other

impor tant Jewish circles and representatives stated their clear
—
r
”ﬁ‘g;pporntment regarding the government’s stand and expressed
36
their support 2 Israel, Zam Lipski“s comments illustrate the

Kind of distortion being practiced. On the second week of the

wa~, in the midst of the fight, he diminished the tremendous 1m-

pact of the war by saying that:

"In the Sikn—-Day War 20=rwone felt i:t was a war of survival ...

thiz time, 1% ar of surviwval in that sense, but
a war for the fundamentz] secupity interests of the State
- W
ot israel
Lizsk =2 z3rt z| rezding of events became not ceable once again

14
12

win Do taober 2@ when, addressing a youth rally», he stat

"Frznce anc England have proclaimed their nsutrality and vet
=t the sams time are trzining Arab pilaots 1n secret to F1»
Frznch and Englizh made zeroplanes and helicopters.,. . Australia

haz znnounced neutrality—which is better than one sidedness.”

Lipzki’s remar¥ was 2]l the more curious at 3 time when Australia’s
neuftrziity had been questionsd as to whether (t was right to be
n2utrzl, and whether Whitlam’e stand was in fact neutral. P. Ruskin,

who clezar)ly expressed her views throughout the war, cynically wrote
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about th=s +«+30 cailed policy of complete neutralitr..." of the
; ; 2

Austral :n gocvernment.,  Because of her open criticiem there was
&n ynusue:r’ £ ozmple of caution br the editor ' a note following

Fuskin’'s words which stated that the newspaper was not to be held
responsit'e “or opinions written other than in 1tz editorials.

There uas anly one editorial by The Australian Jewish News

tritten during the war or immediately after the second ces

e

fire on Zztotsr 24=—the First and unsuccessful ceasze fire

began on Jctcber 22—which had something to =ay about Australia‘s
stand, Tris =<itorial, after criticizing France and England

for the TorTifnucus supplyoo military e to Egrpt,
went on - cc-demn the united States for impesing czase f.re
coﬂ:::j:<z ot 1srael. In relaticn to Austrat)=z, not = single word

of disapproval was stated. Inm fact, zccording to the editor’s

“postica’ v zwr "..,.Austral iz managed some noble sound of neut-
40
2 L A A
i

React g tz the War of the Dar of Atonement, ths Ausiralian
Jewish communcty organized severazl rallies and an emergency cam-—
palagn for the collection of funds., In additicn, a number of volun-
teers went tc Israel and a number of »outh activities were schedul-
ed.

Bezcausze of the time differesnce, the news about the war reached
Australiz the day after Yom Kippur was over. However, before the
Jewish press esven had time to announce it, a demonstration in
support of lsrael was promptly nganized for Dctober 2 at the St.
Kilda Town Hall in Melbourne and attracted 2,500 people. One of
the speekers, R. Zablud, president of the State Zionist Council,

asked the Australian government and the UN to condemn the Arab
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sttack while I, Leibler took a more agaressive approach,

criticizing the gowernment for not taking any action especially

becsuse wustr=1iz wzs a2 membar of the Securit, Courncil and 1ts
chairman 3t that trmeﬁT Cezpite the haste n organizing the rally,

it was the most well attended. [t was Followsd by several smaller
demonstrations on October Z1 and ZZ when alsc an emergency cCam-—

x ¥ 42
paign which inciuded a fund-raising zppeal was launchsd, One of
these ralllies, which had for target young pecple between thes zges
of twenty and thirty »sars, attracted 450 at the orthodox St. Kildas
CongregatlinﬁB The sollowing week there was another demonstration,

this ti inger peopls from different pyouth movement=s which

toock - e 1

r

eral Temple Beth Israel and which was zt-
tendeg by 250 -angstersﬁ4 Diher rallies were organtzed 1n Quesns-—
lamd, Canberrsz, Adelaide, the Gold Cost, and Perthﬁs The zituation
in Ferth was particularly remarkable because 2% the continuous
commi tmert de-onstrated by (ts Jewish communi =yt ocut of a Jewish
populastion of =ljghtly ouer 3,000, 2,000 ztternded 3 public Frally in
support of Izrael. The Australian Jewish News did not report any

: ; 46
rally being crganized by Sydney’s Jewish community.

In additicon to the meeting organized for Jewish youth at TBI,
students 2t Jewish schools were deeply involved, However, the
time when youngsters used to wash cars and cut the neighbor’s
grass for small change to give to the UIA campaign had indeed pas-
sed. By 1973, young students came with hard cash. Illustrating
the point, the students of the Bialik School donated £3,000 to

47
the funds being collected for Igrasl, while the students of Mount

48
Scoqus came up with $5,000, Commenting on this new situation, Rabbi

Levi observed: "...a lot of young people gave more money than their

49

parents!" Moreover, referring to the rally at TBI, at which a Kind

/63



of mir —apﬁea! wzs held, he said: "We ralsed €5,000-5,000 from

the Kids; we thought we’d raise sbout =i,000.% At the college
level, Jewiszsh studente opened an lsrzel Information Center at

. 51 , : .
Monash University in Melbourne, Recagnizing the significant co-

aperat,.on of Jewish youth, I. Magbit =tated that "...the routh has
been the most he2artening feature of the campatgn."sz
At tme St. Kilda Congregation meeting which was held on Octcober

21, 3 first c2ll *or voluntesring to work (n Israel was 1ssued. The

intent:on was to g

Y

ther fi1fty people who would be able to stay

in 3 Kibbutz for no lese than =1 months, and pay their own
g 53 ;
fare, Bl thours the Gric was not reached, itwelve volunte-
ers le=t for - o - tocber and The Austral i zn Jewish
> 54
News reported that another group would leave on November 14. It
seems clear that it was zomewhat hard to get voluntéers. In early
Mowember the 311 continued, this time only requesting a three
: .35 - 3 .
months stay in Israsiy HSowsver The Austrlian Jew st MNews did

-

ncs reps b that anpy other group of ucolunteers le+t for Israel,

on'y trzt more zppe

0

ls were 1ssued. Thus, by the middle of

MNovember, A. Roth, president of the &ustralian Union of Jewish
Students, called once more for volunteers further reducing the
minimum stay to ten weeks.sa In addition, on Nowember 20 an ad tit-
le2 "Ogen Letter to 211 Young Jews" and signed by 2 ycuth committee
from 211 the major Jewish youth groups requested zattendance at a
meeting where information on volunteering to go to Israsl wowld be
prouided.s7 Still, on December 10, N, Jacobson, chairman of the VJED,
speaking alt the headquarters of the Ulﬂ at Beth Weizmann, reiterated
the need for uoiunteers.sa Surprisingly, a réport published on Novem-
ber ¢ indiéated that the more than one-hundred volunteers asked

to go io Israe].sg It is possible that approximatefy one—hundred

/6%



pecple did sesk intormation about going to Israel but the cont i nuous
request for uolunteers and the lack of information about sy
depzrture besides the oﬁe whickt occurred towards the end of October
apparently indicatez that euer the original target of fit+tyv
volunteers was rnot Ffulfilled, at Teast until December. Ferhzps this
was due to the Ffzct that the most desirable age groups, the college

students, were 1n their last fwo monthes of study for the scademic

Jewish religious leadership expressed its complete support of

Isrzel, In addition, it was strongly involued in public railies

by offering =¥nzgoques as meeting places to support © 321 and by
providing rabbiz—1liberal and mcs . orthodox— - &t public
mestings. Furthermore its':nu:}uement was expressed 1n other wars.

Thuz, with the outbrezk of the war, 3 note of support was se2nt to

60
l=rzel "= ambassador n Canberrz by the Melbourne Beth-Din. [z alszs=
urzsd those who had pledged, in that year’s regular UIA appeal-——

-,

wh'zsh had $ nished shortly befzre the Reginning of the war-—tc
Fuls111 their belatez obligations and added in a rather urzxpected

anc triumphsnt manner:

"The Jewish State is a unigue blessing for all of us. Lat
us pay for that blessing. Under God’s providence, we can

; 61
thus speed up the day of the new Jewish victory."

Within a week of this statement, an emergency campaign was launched,
and once again, Rabbi I. Porush, Eresident of the Asscociation of
Jewish Ministers of Australia and New 2ealand, expressed absolute
solidhrity with Israel and called for support of the emercgency

62
appeal.

7
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Once the war began, 1t took the Australian Jewish 12aders
one week to jzunch =~ emergenc: camp2ign, The regular Uls campsign
named "Involuement" <op 1973 had officialiy ended =slightiy over
one month befaore Yom Kippur., The "Involuement" campaign brought a
total pledoged of $£3,144,000 which had not yet been fully collected
by the time war in the Middle East eruptech63 A highly publicized
appeal was also conductzz2 in Melbouppne—in condunction with London— :
on Yom Kippur, for the benefit of Russian Jews.64 Until the em=rgency

czmpaign was organized, the others, along with a2 Welfare Appeal for

locasl need: continued. Thus, rustralian Jewry—and particularly
Me ~wry—had already bessn asked fto contribute = zeveral
importsn. appeals,

During the weskend of October 12-14, the emergency Campaign was
orzznized znd began the 4ollowing week. Although no specific
amzunt was zet 2z a target 1. Mag:t asked to collect thres
Times the regular UI& fotzl, and I. Leibler predicted thzat the
1947 emergency camps.gn 2mount would be, at least, doubled. Since-
the amount pledged for the 1973 UIA fund-raising campzign was over
£2,000,000 the amount that Magit had in mind must have bezn about
$£%,000,000., Al though official numbers were not provided or the
total of the 1947 emergency campaian, the zazmount pledgec was in
in the neighborhood of $3,500,000 and a final total slightly
less than $32,000,000. Thus, Leibler was less optimistic than
Magit and thought thzt over $4,000,000 was a feasible sum,

Continuing the pelicy of stea:th that was employed during the
emergency campaign of 1947, the Jewish leadership did not want to
disclose amounts pledged or collected and a statement to that‘

effect was expressed by the leaders of Beth weizmann.s7 At the same44w{
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there was a highiy publicized 100,000 donation by H. Krongold,
former chairman of the UlA—Ffilling the two central pages of

The Ausitralian Jewi sk News of October Z4,—tn build 2 child

L J

trz:ning center for use In special education at Monash University.
The timing seeme to indicate the wish to demonstrate that Aus-
tralian Jews were =t concerned wtth the welfare of Austral a
and thzat there was nc (nterfersnce whatsoever between it and Jewish
contributions to lerzel,

One week after the appezal was launched, [. Magit expressed the

view that there was 2~ overwhelming response from Jews and non-

Jewe whigh he be’ guec was an indication of the general mond?a But,
J

on the other hanz, he szl= #d the setting up of a special

commi ttee in order tc reess cntributions that were ". ..,

totslly inadeguate in the face of I

6 :
ments,." 3 In accord with Magit, Rabbi Levi said that zome Jews, "...

ras)l 3 unprecedented regquire-

i

very assimilatec snd ~ot particulariy pro-lsrael gave token sums
70

oT Monev.. ., hen =2z2in, with the ending of the campaign on Movem-—

ber ¥, Mag:it reportec that:

"@&l though the goal set out to be achieved has nat been
reached, the Jew zh community of Australia has excelled

7
iteself in coming very close to it.," !

Magit stated that there was greater concern in 1973 than in 196?.72
This view, however, wzs contradicted by R, Taft and G, Solomon in
their study of Melbourne Jewry“s reaction to the 1972 war. According
to that study, the leuvel of inu;iuement in 1973, though significant
did inot. surpass the emotional levels of 1967.73 No indication of the

total amount of money collected was given by the Jewish press, and
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the onl: speculztior came from the non—-Jewish press which reportad
that zn average of =50 per head ocut of 3 community of 70,000 was
Qi UEn., This would ndicate 3 figure of $3,500,000 as the Jlowest
amount possibly donzted, particularly when compared with the sums
Magit and Leibler hzd in mind., Although officially Magit expres-
sed a zense of fulfi'iment regarding the results of the emergency

75

campaizn, M. Jacobzon”= believed that the community should not

[

“Tabour under false llusions" about their contributions to the
causes of lIsrael since other communities with fewer means gave

more per capi ta,

During the entire crisis the Church remained rems lent.
High expectationswers aroused when iﬁlwas announced that Cardenal
Kriow would speak at the Melbourne ¥ Club on October 230, The
iar Jew sh Nes jater reported without further comment,

¥ i
that the Cardinal spcre about "Australian aborigines.,"

Conclusion,

The Labor government led by G, Whitlam and eslected in 1772,
proved to be 3 traumztic experience for Australian Jewry. The
rewly elected government introduced a "pseudo-neutrality"
regarding the Middle East conflict, which was more pro-@Arab
than any cther Australian government since the creation of
the state of Israel, In addition, for the first time, thers
was concern among Jews because #:ab terrorist activities
were detected in Australia, and also a few antisemitic slogans

were sprayed on Jewish properties. The Australian government’s

attitude seemed to have had consequences in the way Australian
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Jewry reacted to the Yom Kjippur War. Although 1n general 1t
supported [srze! through railies, answering to fund-raising
activities, zad =z number oF volunteers who went 12 Israel, there
waz gome wss 1latlion even gmong &2 few of its leacers. However,
oncz in<luent.al zoliticians publiclv stated their support of

Isrse!=—wh zhr took th-ee long weeks—the vacililztion among

T
=
W
-
-
L
W
2
tee
g
z
n

"W

emed to hays stopped. The relztively cautious
public react on oFf Australian Jewry can be also zeen in the fact
thst, sven In Melbourne, the best attended rally attracted no

more thsn sewven perceént of its Jewish populaiion., On the other

W

harnd, smzilsr = - t12s which also hac “i.sters of strong
support for = zuch a5 Ferth, respondsg cuerchelmingly,
Ferhaps the most =zlirent fact to single out was e positive,

open—hezrted reaction of Sustrslian Jewish routh, Interesting

to sote, howswer, 1s the fact that unliks other

i
(K]

casicns Wwhan

$wish wouth used to contribute with small amounts

of miones ear-ed through Jobs such as washing car

or cutting
thke nelghbor = grass, 1n 1972 large parts of thiz youth caﬁe with
substantial Zzsh as was reflected in the totals gonated by Jewish
schkoole and vouth groups. Obvicusly this reflected a new situation
of increasing wealth for an always growing segment of Australian
Jews, and probably & more relaxed view by the Jewish youth regarding
the forme through which ideals could be accomplished.

Regarding the emergency campaign, although it Zid not achieve
the original target, the financial response given by Australian
Jewry provsd to be an incontrovertible*positive answer to the

Yom Kippurlcrisis.



The Si1tuation in Brazil., Brazilian Jewrry’s"Reaction.

For 3 zhort period between 174! and 1944, Brazil attempted to
adopt 2 new neutral stand In (ts foreign policy., However, the
Unitea States opposed Brzzil & stance, and s%ti11 wanted to
retain its commanding voice in Brazil’s economy. Folitical power
was ultimatelly in the hands of the military, who sharply i $=-
tered on sconomic (ssues: whil2 some wepe not bothered by the
impoasitionz of the US-Inter “lonetary Fund (IMF),; others
favored 3 more rationalist «ented economy and a more

indeperdent forejgn palicy thzn the established Washington-

Brzasil:iz at'liance. However, since all factions in the Brazilian
militsr v were united 1n their strong anti-Communist stand, it was
basicz’'y the s2conomic factor which created frictions with the
US, anc as a result Further :¥fected other areas. Thus, for

instance, a US-IMF plan for 3 noninflationary export-oriented econom)
which stressed agricul ture and minerals rather than industry badly
offended érazil’s rulers—the same <ituation was repeated during

the 1920s when the US tried to avoid Brazil’s production and ex—
portation of software.

Washington’s concern about Brazil‘s policy of neutrality,
especially during the Quadros regime and to a Tesser extent during
Goulart‘s presidency, was no longer a factor during Casteloc Branco’s
rule—az fact which certainly was ng, surprise to the US since Cfsteio
Branco was "its man" to lead a coup against chlart.79 However,

{

nationalistically oriented military personnel and conservative

industrialists—eager to profit from business with the state—promot-

/7o
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ed & succes<ull coup dietat which by Januarr 1747 put the more
nationalistic Coztz e Sylwa in power, Washington' = concern was

again evident, both n termsz of Brazil’s economy ancd foreian police.
S economic hegemony ocver EBrazil had been in decline suen before

the 19467 coup. In Ffact, Brazil = intsgration into the world sconomy
proved profitable but asccelerated the US decline in that country:
heavy UZ investment in the second half of the 1%&0= could not

surpass the flow of capital coming from Western Europe and Japan,

thus decreasing its shar= of forsign investment in Brazil from 484

in 1950 to 234 by 1??&?0 As 2 result, at least dufigng the late 1540s
and early 1770s, Washington bhad far less influence tharm (% craved

and expecteg, This doss not imply that Brazil zo.. - + strong
anti-American positions, as was the case with other Lztin American

i 81
countries which were long lost from the US range of Iinfluence.

Al though hurt, the 21Ti1ance between the two nations was alive and
the frictionts were mare related to matters of economy than t2
foreign policy=—though indirsct!y those could also be affected.

Interdependence betwssn 2conomy and foreign policy became dis-—
tinct during the 192705 due to the o0il crisis triggered by ths Mid-
dle East conflict—though o0il prices began to jump before 19732
and the Arabs tried toc use their 0il as a an element of pressure

82
well before that date.

The fact that the Washington-Brasilia axiz was "alive", par-
ticularly in matters of foreign policy, may be illustrated by the
fact that in early 1974 Brazil, an oil-deficient country, was
making arrangements with Iran and Nigeria rather than with the
anti-lsraeli Arab countries, Jran was bacKed by the US throuagh a
strong support for Shah Reza Palevi’s monarchy, and Nigeria,swhich

by 1972 was moving from third to second place in the ranks of
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foreign o1l suppliers toc the US, decided not to participate in
the Arab-led embargo by OFPEC—o+ which Nigeria was a member

83
since l%?i. Nevertheless, The New York Times on Februars 2, 1774,

reported that Arab countries were engaged in a "discreet courtshiﬁ“
of Brazil but required an officizl pro-Arab stand in exchange For
their "friendship." Thus, although Brazil was still under the
“umbrella" foreign policy of the United States, at least in relat-
1on to the Middle East, attempts to change 1ts stand existed from
abroad.

In Brazil zome people thought that securing Arab oil was impaor-=
tant to the nation and that pert:ips 2 pro-Arab stand deserved
closer cons cn. This opinicn becomes even more important
since | * was expressed before thes outbreak of hostilities n
Octocber 19272, Such » view.was stated I1n one of Sac Paulo’s lszading

newspapers, Folha de Sao Paule, in early August 1973 in an editor—

tal br Flavio de Almeida Salles zntitled, "Can Brazil Adopt Another
Position on *Me Middle East Conslict?" A voice of dissent from the
official Brazilian position of neutrality, it claimed that an al-
ternative pro-Arab stand was being considered by Brazilian dip-

lomats:

"Every day it becomes more difficult to sustain Brazil‘’s
equidistance on the Middle Ezst conflict because the
economic and commercial intereste—~especially in the oil
sector—that are emerging between Brazilians and Arabs
started to be noticeabls in the tPrmUIatlon of policies
to be followed vis—a-vis the problems in that zrea...

The fmpresion one has is that eventually—rather sooner

—
than later—Brazil will have to reformylate its policy...
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to secure Braztlian supply at this time of internaticnal
eneray criziz,..and 1 ¥ plans already under way ars

realized, which predict large nuestments of moner n

Brazil...
Until this moment it is stil) possible to separate
cconomic—commercial interests from political interests,

dowever, difficulties do exist and the example of the
creation of = UN Committee in Lebanon, with the exclusian
of Jews, approved last Friday by the Economic and Socigl
Committee of the UN under the leadership of Brazilizn
Sergioc Armando Frazao showsd the rind of “arpmnastics’

the Itamarati hs

to da in or " o mantain its equidis-

tance,
According toc the article the Committee”s function was tz promote
economis deweslopment in klestern Asia, and Brazil’s favorable vote
was a difficult decision because cf i%ts policy of neutrzlity l(of-

ficially referred to 25 ‘equidistance 3, and it cams crn ¥ atter =

T

three-points cons | deration!

1. Braz ! would not be opposed to the development of anr arsa.

:
2. The #rab position was not discriminatory because it zdmitted

that in the future other members might be acceptsd to the bloc.

3. A transitory circumstance, that is war, is not to be zllowed

to damage permanent initiatives, that is the search for develp-

ment., :

However, as the writer also observed, these points were only an
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official gustificaticn for Brazil’s favorable vote whrah, in fact,
seemed to ha'e been tased on the ncreasing mutual "... interests
betwesen Arabs 3nd 8r:zzilians which... was 2dmited by Brazilian
dipiomate 1rn ntorma’ talks."

For the t me beinc, howewver, relations betwsen Brazil and Israsl
remained cordial. An zgreement for mutual cooperation beginning
in 1959 as = cultura’ bond, devsloped during the 1980s into a

more siginifticant agreement including matters related to agricul- |

ture and atomic energ-. Farticularly atter lesrael”s smashing vic-
tory ower ths Arabs 'n 1247, many Latin America countries along
with Brazil were very interested in acguiring Israsio military

) 84 _ )
squipment. Zonfirm -3 the continuity of the closer relz" - exis-

ting between the two zountries during the 1%40s, Abba Eban, Foreign

Minister of !srael, zrrived pn Hrazil n August 1973, to discuss
scientific cooperation, cultural exchange, nuclear energy, and

the presence of Izrze’ military equipment at an International
Aercspace érau in Sac S=zulo, Eban'e visit was considered significant
since he me* not onl: with his Brazilian counterpart Gibson Barbozs,

but alsc with Fres,;dent Garrastazu Medici, several ministers and
cabinet members who zttended & banquet in his honor, governors,
and also with the presidents of the Natjonal Congress and the
Supreme Tribunal. BarSoza and Eban also included in their agenda
discussions about the Middle East, according to a joint statement.
However, both countries held divergent views: while Brazil con-
tinued to believe in an agreement through the sponsorship of the
UN, Israel fauorea direct talks without pre-conditions with the
Arabs. ? Despite the many Eban visits ;nd the high respect shown
to him by Brazilian representatives, Rolf Herzberg of Resenha

Judaica=—a Sz2c0 Paulo based newspaper which had replaced Cronica
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Israel | ta—stated that Brazilian newspapers had, 1n general, been

-

"cautious" zbout Eban’z wisit. Confirming the good business ties
between the two countriesz, Interior Minister Costa Cavalcant: stated
that out of forty-ons foreign agreements Braz:] was workKing on,

88
ten percent were zigned with Israel,

The Internaticonal Aerospace Show was inaugurated in San Jose dos
Campos, near Saoc Faulec, 'n September 1973. For the occasion, lsrael
Industr- and Commerce Minister Haim Bar-Lev, & highly raspected
military leader, arrived In Brazll.ag At the exhibition, lesrae!l
presented the Gabriel missile, and the Arava and Westwind 1122

S0
atrplanes, The presence of Bar-Lev indicates the importance that

israsl attributsc - st America as a buyer of Its militar;
egquipment, Bar-_- : the Brazilian Minister iorllndustrv and
Commerce, Pratini de Moraes,; met in Bras:l:a?1 al though officially
the meeting tock clace to Increase economic cooperation between

the two nations, (% 15 plausible that Bra2zil's acquisition of
lsrasli military cquipment was part of the caonuverszation. The
products offerrecd 2t the exhibition by Israe! were pog&jtiue!f

reviewed by the Brazilian presse: Ultima Hora, for instance, =x-

pressed the view that “Israel presented the most outstanding
booth of the whole zhow."

Ouring the months of August and September, the two largest
Jewish communities of Brazil, Sao Paulo and Rio de Janeiro, and
particulalry their leadership had a good opportunity to do what
they do best: socialize, Thus, Eban’s visit included & number of
private eating/meetings with Jewish leaders, and more accesible
visits to the Hebraica of Sao Paule and Rio. During the-same perjod
Jewish institutions organizedl¥arewetT activities for Israeli ambas-

sador Itzhak Harkavi who was about to return to Israel after five



yezrs of representing his country 1n Brazil, Again, in the Hebraica
of Sz0 Pzulo and Rio de Jansiro, Jewish leaders offered a speciz]
dinner 1n honor of ambassador Harkavi, In addition, Jewish =chools
and other institutions, zuch as CIP 3and thes Zephardic Philan-
thropic Cengregation of Sao Paulo, zlso honored Harkaui.gs

By 1¥73, the patterns of bshavior of the Jewish communitr ob-
served In ;96? continued the =ame: apathy 1n matters related teo
Judsism and Israel, increasing Importance of sports and social clubs

" and a search for more o+t

as the new centerz of Jewish "togethepness,'

the wealth and comfort which was common to the wealthy S/ of Brazil s

population. Again, as during the 1%40s, Saoc Faulo’s Jewish community

was \n better shape than Rio de Janeiro’s. Confirming this view,

in September, problems n the KKL of Rio de Jansiro resulted in the
96 s L

~es gnation of 1tz president Joss Katz. This time, however, the

Jewish preze of that city dewvoted a2 number of articles to the long

time crises within the community, scmething that was scarcely done

In Aucgust 12, Jorrnal Israelita wrote:

"oo.e have more than forty Jewish organizations in Guanabara.
why is it that these organizations don’t look for new leaders?
««Fortunately, there are old activists [stilg working] wi th

their remaining strength.,.."

It also accused Jewish crganizations of "discrimination" in deciding

who will be chésen to receive invitations to assist 3t the different

celebrations organized by those institutions since friendship,'not

protocol, was usually enough to be part of major events. Further—
]

more, in the midst of the Yom Kippur War, the newspaper also

critidized the Federation’s weakness and declared it a cause for
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98
the "Yishuv" = general apathy, Al though the newspaper’s attacks

could have triggered the Federztion‘s reaction, 1t is most 11kl
that 1te zppeal to the communits to support it and attend =svents

was actually caused b¥ ite zuverzil lack of resspect within the com—

(.

munity. The Federatior attemptes to refresh memories, explain -i=

mission, and—somewhat menacing'y—show its credentials:

"Be assured that the Federztion is not...just one more
Jewish entity, 1t has ihe responéﬁnllty aof repressnting

Brazilian Jews here in Fio, and only the Federatiaon has

the legal mandats to spsak n the name of the "Vishuw,'

Either the Federation (z respected or we a3re heading Into
99

chaos,.."

Wi th the oulbres¥ of hostil *ies 10 the M-ddle East, "umbrella”
Jewish organizations expresssd -Semszlues by sending telegrams.
M., Kaufsmasnn, president of the Zonfederation, sent one tao ths
General Secretary of the Wl , #.0t Waldheim, asking that the z2g-
. - ! 100
agressors against the state of l=rael, Eagypt and Syria, be sanciioned,
On behalf of the Confederation, Kauffmann alzo sent a telegram of

support to the Israzeli embassy in Brasilia, exprezsing "...our
complete solidarity with cur brothers in Israel..."1 In addition,
telegrams of szupport were zent by¥ Rio de Janeiro Jewry’s represen—
tatives and the Sao Paulo’s Federation to Goida Meir]oz The Szao
Paulo”s Federation telegram contained 4,000 women’s signatures and
st;teda

"We; Jewish women, share your grief for the bloodshed
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in thiz moment of angst 4or the Jewish people zand for
mankind 0 general, Accept our comfort and salidarity, as

arn incertive for a battle for an enduring peace and
103

L]

tence between people.

i

terns'! coexi

-

T

=& few public ralliez in support of Israel did occur. Jew sh
clubs expressed their saolidarity» by cancelling their usua! actiu-
104

lties. Howsver, in Latin America countries, this suspension could

be intended o avoid "Jewirsh movement" and the chance of any jsol-

ated antisemitic outburzt against Jewish people or property, but

i
f
L

also the mantainance of a low profile. Jewish clubs were a few times
used az meeting points for rallies. AQain, Sao FPzulo appeared fzar

more = # and better organized than Rio de Janeirao., In fact, onl.

i

one rzlly 1 support of lsrael was reported to have taken place in

Riz, organized by Ric = Zionist Organization ("Unificada") and by a
Jewish Youth Committes(?) at the Hebraica. According to Resenha
Juczica'sz rezort from Rio, the demonstration was attended by young

105
pecple who T:11e2 the facilities, In S20 Faulo, the Hebraica proved

to be the “zvorsd—and seemingly only—meeting placze. On Mopday,
Ociober 15, "thouzands of pecople" attended 2 meeting in which an

expianation of the situation in the Middle East was given by leadsrs

106
of the Jewizh community. Another rally, in the second half of Octgber,

wasz attended by approximatel§ 2,000 people, who heard the usual

speechesz, and were also shown a documentary about Israsl’s life and

107
progress since the 1947 war. Another demonstration, organized im-—

mediately after the end of hostilities, not only attracted the
108 |
most pecple, 4,000 tc &,000, but was the most unique: it was pub-

]

licized 25 "Festa da Paz" (Celebration for Peace) and was a remar-

kable event because for the first time a rally related to the Middle

"



cgast conflict was attended b>» both, Jews and Arabs. It was or—

ganized by Szo Pzulo’s Federation and a number of politicians,

ortic«ale, nte'lectuals, and zctors—"no remuneration was paid"—

were present.

In addition to the telegrams and rallies, 3 number of
volunteers went ta Izrael, and financial support was organized.
A1thougﬁ the Jewish press did not record or publish any petition
for valuntesrs, Brazilian Jews did go to Israel as a result of
the Yom Kippur War. Some of the inside circumstances surroun-
ding these uvolunteersz are Krnown duse to a project realized under
the auspici2s of the Hebreiw Unjversity of Jerusa?mnj1oﬁs part of
the project, Moshe Nes-t zruiewed two Brazilian volunteers:
2, VY, seems to Save done volunteer workK in Isrzel prior to 1972
anc to be working for the Jewish Agency either befors the war or
immediztely zfter 1t began; D. G., was a first time volunteer.
According to D, Y., as early as October 8—0ctcober & was a satur-
day—there were people at the "Sochnut" asking about volunteen
wark, znd there were more peaople interested as the war continued.

D. V., =tated that

"Prospective volunteers who came to the "Socchnut” *

did so individually, particularly college students;

131
nothing occurred in terms of groups..."

It is curious that individuals who apparently lacked the ideological

factor were moved enough to decide to goor at least to inquire

about going—to Israel. D. V. continued:

“+.uln the college, there was pro-Arab propaganda.

1795
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On the zther hand, there were no organized groups

112
of Jewizh students to argue agalnst [that propagandz] "

A= 2 reaction to their unpreparedness to =xplain the Israeli cause,
considered by gom; to be indivisible from their being considered
s Jew, 3t lzast some could not keep a low profile, and decided an
some actjon, Thus, 3= a result of negative propaganda which somshow
stfected them, & number of student of students voluntesred to go

to Israel, a4 less i1deoclogical reason for going was reported:

"Most of the volunteers did not have ties with Israel}

113
they veclunteered to solve personal problems..

Thus, although an unspecified number of »oung Brazilian Jews

voiunteered to go to Israel as a result of the Yom Kippur War, the

t malority remained zpathetic,

There was financial support for lsrael from the Jewish community
of Brazil. However, it is difficult to ascertain how well organized
and productive it was since, as on other occasions, a shadow of
secrecy surrounded the emergency campaign. It was not announced nor
followed up in the Jewish press. Nevertheless, in a report pub-

lished only in The Brazilianer Yiddishe Zeitung, Eliezer Burla,

president of Rio’s Federation, when asked by a reporter'if Brazil-
tan Jews were collecting money for ;srael, stated that there was
2 fund to collect money for Israel, and that it would be sent in
dollars through and with the permission of the Central Bank.”4 Oral

history has it that a fund-raising campaign tooK place following
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the same szpecifications a5 in 1947, But this time, the sourcze said,
its organization was done by = "sheliai" to the "Magbit." In ad-
dition 2 rumber of ambulancesz were sent to Israe)l by Saoc Paulo’s
Jewry thro.gh the Red Cross}15 There were no amounts nor opinions
about the =success of the camssign reported in five djfferent

newspapers and magazines: Resenhs Judaica, Jornal Israelita,

Brazil=-lsrzel, Aonde Vamoz, z=nd The Brazilianer Yiddishe Zeitung.

However , = comment by Ezra Shapiro, world chairman of the "Keren
HaYessod"-UlA, who briefly visited Brazil, gives an indication

of the lact of achievement of the campaign. Shapiroc stated:

Jle vere in Rio 2nd in Zac Paulo, and I want to
be honest, for the recorc, ! hope 1t’s changed since
my being there. Brazi) wzs the zountry in which the
resultz and reactions were in Nno way =qual to the
feelinzs of warmth and urnity experienced in all the
other zcuntries...
EBrazil! 13 enjoying #concmic wealth and the Jewish
commun:ty is’enjoying it along whith the non-Jewish
communitys, Their reactions and roébonso’did not measure
up to what was expected, to what should come from that
community...
The Jewish community in Srazil is simply not responding
to the needs of Israel and even to the needs of the

116
Jewish community in Brazil proper..."

Jews anc Arabs in Brazil usually enjoyed good relations, and

even during previous critical periods in the Middle East, they



manazged to mantain them. But in 1973, there was a grexter potentia!
tor tension dus to the fact that the war lasted longer than the
last two crize=z, and to the smotionzl difficulties that the chan-
ging Middle East military =ituation must have created, When 2
Jdewiish reporter walked around Rio‘s Alfandega St. neighborhood, where
many Jews and Arabs had stores, he found the area relatively calm
though less openly friendly than during the 1956 and 1947 crises.
Thus, for instance, = Brazilian Arab quickly responded that every-
thing was reasonably calm with their Jewish nesighbors but, an-
noyed, added that he could not further discuss the issuej17
The general impresion was that relations continued to be good and
that the war was a subjgect to avoid. Although no polls or intep-
wigws were reported 1n S30 Paulo, where both communitiss are lar-
ger—particulzarls the Arab—and more influential than n Rio, Sao
Paulo’s Dased Aonde Vamos’ proposal to create a Brazilian Arab-
Jewish League whosF zim would be to share the Erazilian experiesnce
where Jews and Arabs live side by side in peace, would seem to

' 118

indicate that reasonably friendly relations were being maintained.

As an example, Aonde “Jamos mentioned the Celebration of Peace,

The Jewish press did not report any official announcement by
the Brazilian government regarding the Middle East war. Natan Ler-
ner, 9-uho wrote a very brief overview of Soth American Jewry’s reac-
tic to the Yom Kippur War, stated that “Brazilian support for Israel

'JZO'The interesting distinction is:

was expressed in the Congress...
L £ theﬁé@ngress but not "by" the Congress. The Federal Deputy for
Guanabara expressed his support for Israel at Brzsilia and Deputy
Nina Ribeiro charged that the Arab attack of Yom Kippur was

121
"treacherous."
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The mediz were not unanimous,., Some newspapers and TY channels

tended to be pro-lsraeli, =such as 0O Estado de Sao Paulo and TV

Manchete, and others pro-Arab such as radio and TV channel
122
Bandeirantes., The usual criterion was =imply Arab or Jewish

ownarship of the newspaper or TY channel, many of which did
belonged to ~rabs and Jews, In addition, there were some lefhist
oriented—therefore pro-Arxb—media, However, by then, military
and mostly para-military organizations had almost completely
destroyed any clear Left expression in Brazil. Finally, one
cannot disregard the possibilitrs that pro-Arab expressions could

hau

04

alsoc come from certain nationalistically oriented groups,
Conclusion.

Br 1972, the pattern of behzvior of the Brazilian Jewish
community continued to be one of general apathy Iin matters
related to Judazism and lsrael. Sport and social clubs became
the definitive center of Jewish "togetherness" though not of
strong Jewish 1dentity, Rio’=s Jewish community continued to
show problems in ite major institutions and, whether because
of that situation or independent from it, the community was
less responsive than Saoc Paulo‘s Jewry.

With the outbreak of hostilities in the Middle East on
Octaober 4, "umbrella" Jewish organizations sent telegrams to
the UN, Prime Minister Golda Meir, and Israel’s embassy in
Brzzil. Lobbying activities by Jewl'sh leaders in Brazil were
nct reported in the press, although a few Deputies expressed

support for lsrael. A number of rallies, particularliy in Sao

Paulo, were organized but the attendance never surpassed ten



percent of the Jewish population, at the most. The one svent
which deserues to be =zingled cut 1= a public demonstration at

the end of the war in which Jews znd Arabs—it is not clear
whether A&rabz or Arab representat ves—were present; gven in

this case, however, the attendance did not surpass ten percent

of Sao Paulo’=z Jewish population. Fund-raising activitiess took
place but amounts collscted weres not revesled., However, 2

report by the world chairman of the UlA, indicated that Brazilian
Jewry s response was upsetting, (¥ not shameful. In addition,

an upspecifi%d number of volunteers went to Israel.

The Brazilian government maintained a policy of "eguidistance"
regarding the Middle East crisis. Although still under the
general influsnce of the United States in some matters related
to foreign policy, the importance of Arab friendship in & world
based on economic interests was beginning to be noticeable 'n

certain very :nfluential circles,
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Resenha Judaica, September 3w., 1973.
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September ¢, 1973.
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Jorna! Israslitas, Octobsr 21, 1972

Fezenha Judaica, October 3w., 1973, Saoc Paulo’s Jewry,

on oiher

crgan

ntors

Feszer®

ized

in matters of :nformation. Thus,

P iyem i -
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a Judaica, Sao Pauvlo’s

& b’
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th ~nformations about the war.
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Israelita, October 21, 19732.
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1973,
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Resenha Judaica, November 1lw.,

1973.

Jorngi
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occasions and matters, seemed to have been better

saccording to an
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F-senha Judaics. November 3w., 1973,

j“terviews were made and the ints-uiewsd inc'uded
sTunszers and teadsrsz of Jewish -nstitutiorns n the

ons oF the thered meterial

(L
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b (]
[N
-+

wire e2ited by mMoshe Davies and putl ished unce- the title

¢ Yom tippur Yar., Ierzel and the Jewish People, alirsady

¢->teg in th)s paper. = microfilmed copyr of the original,
cimpietes ipter.iews = found at the library of the HUC,
= IRt ety ungsr c=ds R'= 18484,

tr=aru 2, No, 44 of Hebraw Unjversi ty progect,

Len . e Noy, =2 24 Bzf-ew Un ve-zi % srzject,
et 2w N2, o34 of Hebrew njversity project,
S=zziVianer Yiddishe 2e Zung, Dcticber 19, 1973,

v:=nal Israelita, MNovember 18, :°73,

itterview No. 54 of Hebrew Universzsity project, Shazirc went
t: Brazi) after visiting South Africa, and then continued to
~~gentina and Vanezuela. Shaprro excluded from hie critical
ofinions the leaders of Brazil”“s Maghit, whom he prazised.

=z for the general apathy to which he referred, the failure
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Er =z tner Yiddishe Zeltunz, October 15, 1273, The neys-
=z2- 27 zo0 wrc¥s =zn Inter2z- ng BbeserwEs on made b 2
Lassnese~horn E-:2i7 20 wht maid that Y,..mest oFf the
t~adere who camz from Arab courntries zre Thristjans., Thers
zam~e z2lmzet po Muglims. fnd we Christians are not interestss

that the Muslim Srabs win f=2 war Secause then we, as

Christisne, will suffer mors than the Jews,

Aonde Yamos, November 1, 1873,

Lerner was Director of the World Jewish Congress Executive,

Davis, Yom Kippur, 132,
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Finsl Worgdes.,
The ingcrezasing centrziits of Israel for the Diaspora is

the most obuiocus conclusion of this thesis. However, the

reaszons betind that situstion arsz baricods and so are the

.l\j

historic times which thi s element of centrality find. The

n

creation of the state o+ lsrzel was not not in itsel+ th

(14

decizive reason 1t becams the center of Jewish identity in

the Dizzporz, in spite of all the joy it brought to the

Jewizh pe.o'e whereuver  * was eztablished around ths aiobe, Yes,

it was the begirnings Bof the ceptraiity of Ilsrael and its
condition oFf being the zommon =lzment of interest shared by the
Oiaszors: sas = _'a&Léi crocess. In this process the psychologica
neez -+ gz ingc In that Dizsporz, as well 35 their refiect:ions

)
=
-+
-
i

it
i
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3
)

zlwzvs recurrent factor of 'zolat 20, had an
important part. The esserce of these people who dwe®1 211 aver the

zzzed In an impersonal way unt|l they zcquir-
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EE
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i
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rsonalized in the state of Izrzel. Then the-
came to be 3 concrets 2 stence who live, grow, develcop, spend money,
defend themselves and z2stacV others, and 2= & result created in
the' r Tizspora brothere the need for, a reaction, 2 definition.,
In 1942 t was joy for the newborn brother. But following his birth
the newborn needed to be cared for and to be zssured of this
care.

This paper tries to zresent the :eactionﬁ of twe Dizspora
Jewish communities vis-:-vis crises which could have ended the

|

life o+ the new creaticn that is one of the personifications of

the Jewish people. Thess reactions by Brazilian and Austiralian

/9



-~
zast

Nas,

Jewry., Ths

-
WAS Dueriene
SUeT

Nat =

FesSpoOnse wa

thtout = doubt, the Siw-Day War in the case -f Australian

commun i Tr was fFinal ly ts answer

prought togethep and |

iming, & th Srazil 1t is difficult 2o say that there
kurining pornt, although in 1923 the Jewish Zommunitr s
= better orosnized, faster, and more positiue even

in terms af rzlly zttendence than on priop occasions. Ones may
conclude *hen that the Brazilian Jewish community is st}
searching =ar %= 2vn o dentlter; an .dentity that seems svasiuve
and hard o buld,

Tweo Jev =h frontier socjieties which emerged under wvsry dif-

ferent corc

umztznces 3nd cultursl enviromments have rezcted quite

cdifferent 'y regarding the wars of modern Israsil betwesen 1934 and
1972, Sti'), wher askes what they have in common the arzwer will
be “he =saTe: the Ztatz of Izrasl.

29/
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