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INTRODUCTION 

1. This is the 22nd case study the subject of a public hearing by the Royal 

Commission and the second public hearing in Victoria.  

2. It is the first hearing to examine institutional responses to child sexual abuse in 

a section of the Jewish community of Australia. 

3. This inquiry will examine the responses of Orthodox Jewish institutions in Victoria 

and NSW. The institutions to be examined are Yeshivah Centre and the Yeshivah 

College in Melbourne, Victoria (Yeshivah Melbourne) and Yeshiva Centre and 

Yeshiva College Bondi, NSW, (Yeshiva Bondi). 

4. The Scope and Purpose of this hearing is to inquire into: 

1. The response of the Yeshivah Centre and the Yeshivah College in Melbourne 

to allegations of child sexual abuse made against David Cyprys, David 

Kramer and Aaron Kestecher. 
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2. The response of the Yeshiva Centre and the Yeshiva College Bondi to 

allegations of child sexual abuse made against Daniel Hayman. 

3. The systems, policies, practices and procedures for the reporting of and 

responding to allegations of child sexual abuse of: 

a. Yeshivah Centre, 

b. Yeshivah-Beth Rivkah Colleges, 

c. The Yeshiva Centre - Chabad NSW, and 

d. Yeshiva College Bondi. 

4. Any other related matters. 

5. This Commission sits and exercises powers conferred by the Royal 

Commissions Act 1902 (Cth), the Royal Commissions Act 1923 (NSW), and 

Evidence (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act 1958 (Vic). 

6. Yeshivah Melbourne and Yeshiva Bondi, are religious institutions that exist within 

the fold of the worldwide Chabad–Lubavitch (Chabad) movement.  The 

documents examined by the Commission indicate that Chabad is a sect of 

Hasidic Judaism.  While Yeshivah Melbourne and Yeshiva Bondi were both 

formed as a consequence of the Chabad movement, each institution is likely to 

assert the independence of their governance. 

7. This Inquiry will examine evidence of offences committed by 3 convicted 

perpetrators, offences that were committed in connection with the activities of the 

institutions. The perpetrators are: David Cyprys, (Melbourne); Rabbi David 

Kramer (Melbourne) and Daniel ‘Gug’ Hayman (Bondi). 

8. The Commission will examine when Yeshivah Melbourne and Yeshiva Bondi first 

came to know of allegations of abuse by David Cyprys, Rabbi David Kramer and 

Daniel ‘Gug’ Hayman and the response of leaders and management to that 

information.  
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9. The Commission will also examine how the institutions have responded to 

victims and community members following publication of allegations of abuse, 

during and after the police investigation into the allegations and the criminal 

process and following public statements by witnesses critical of the response of 

the institutions. 

10. The Commission will hear evidence from 4 survivors of the sexual abuse 

perpetrated by the convicted offenders. They are: AVA, a former student of 

Yeshivah College Melbourne; Menahem “Manny” Lieb Waks, also a former 

student of Yeshivah College Melbourne; AVR, another former student of 

Yeshivah College Melbourne; and AVB, a former student of Yeshiva Bondi. All 

of the victims were students at schools run by the institutions at the time of their 

abuse. The victims came into contact with the perpetrators as a result of the 

perpetrators’ involvement in or association with activities run by the institutions 

such as after school martial arts classes, religious programmes and overnight 

youth camps. 

11. As both David Cyprys and Rabbi David Kramer committed offences against 

multiple victims, the Commission will examine records of the convictions and 

sentences imposed on the perpetrators in order to understand the full extent of 

the perpetrators’ crimes. 

12. The Commission will hear evidence from members of the victims’ families: AVQ, 

mother of AVA; Zephaniah Waks, father of Manny Waks; and AVC, wife of AVB. 

Each of these witnesses will give evidence about what is often referred to as the 

secondary impact of the trauma of child sexual abuse: that is, how the abuse has 

affected family members and relationships. I anticipate that, additionally, some 

of the witnesses are likely to give evidence of difficulties their families have 

experienced in the aftermath of the victims’ abuse becoming public and as a 

result of the victims’ participation and assistance in the investigation and 

prosecution of the offences. That evidence will be examined in this Inquiry.  

13. It is necessary to say something briefly about the approach that will be taken in 

this Inquiry to the identification of some victims, complainants, witnesses, and 

persons against whom complaints of abuse have been made.  In line with the 
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usual practice, victims and members of their families giving evidence will be 

referred to either by name or by allocated pseudonym. In this case study, some 

of the convicted perpetrators offended against multiple children.  Where victims 

of the offenders are not being called in this case study but documents to be 

examined outline the victims’ abuse, the names of the victims and other 

witnesses that may enable the victim to be identified have been redacted from 

the documents.  Where offenders have pleaded guilty to or have otherwise been 

convicted of offences they will be referred to by name. The same course is 

adopted where allegations have been made against a person who is deceased.  

As the evidence in this case study is expected to reveal allegations of abuse that 

are the subject of ongoing investigation, the persons against whom those 

complaints are made but not determined will be identified by pseudonym. 

14. The facts identified in these submissions are drawn from witness statements, 

documents expected to be tendered during the public hearing and documents 

published by the organisations being examined. It is not anticipated that these 

facts will be in contest. They are identified here as a guide to the evidence that 

will be led. 

15. The balance of this opening: 

a. Outlines the evidence of child abuse offences committed by the 

convicted perpetrators. 

b. Provides a short summary of the Chabad-Lubavitch movement so as 

to give some background to the circumstances leading to the 

establishment of Yeshivah Melbourne and Yeshiva Bondi and to 

provide a context for some understanding of the communities being 

examined; 

c. Gives an overview of the establishment of Yeshivah Melbourne and 

Yeshiva Bondi and the activities and services they provide to the 

Chabad community; 

d. Highlights some cultural, historical and religious issues the documents 

produced to the Commission suggest are likely to arise in the Inquiry;  



 

5 
 

e. Identifes the witnesses to be called and the reasons for calling the 

witnesses. 

EVIDENCE OF CHILD ABUSE COMMUNITY WITHIN THE YESHIVAH 

MELBOURNE AND YESHIVA BONDI COMMUNITIES 

16. This case study will hear evidence of the abuse by three convicted perpetrators: 

Shmuel David Cyprys, Rabbi David Kramer and Daniel ‘Gug’ Hayman.  What 

follows is a summary of the abuse. It is confined to abuse that the offender has 

accepted as having perpetrated or offences for which the offender has been 

found guilty.  I anticipate that the Commission will hear evidence of additional 

allegations of offending behaviour by these convicted perpetrators. 

Shmuel David CYPRYS 

17. David Cyprys was a serial abuser of children. 

18. On 8 September 1992, in the Magistrate’s Court at Prahran, David Cyprys, was 

without conviction, found guilty of the indecent assault of witness AVR. The 

offence was committed on or around 24 August 1991.  He was placed on a good 

behaviour bond for a period of 3 years.  

19. On 28 August 2013, in the County Court of Victoria, in Melbourne, a jury found 

David Cyprys guilty of 5 charges of rape of AVR. AVR was approximately 15 or 

16 years old at the time of the offences which were committed between 1990 and 

1991. At the time, David Cyprys was in his early 20s. 

20. Following the Jury’s decision, David Cyprys pleaded guilty to a further 5 charges 

of indecent assault, 4 charges of procuring an act of indecency, one charge of 

attempted indecent assault and two charges of gross indecency. Several of the 

additional offences are what is known as representative charges: that is, where 

Police lay a single charge that is ‘representative’ of a pattern of offending. Those 

further offences were committed between 1982 and 1990 when David Cyprys 

was between 14 and 22 years old and involve 8 different victims, including 2 

victims who will give evidence during this case study, AVA and Manny Waks.   

The youngest of his victims was 7 years old at the time he was abused.  
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21. The County Court found that David Cyprys came into contact with his victims 

though his connections with the Yeshivah Centre and its associated sporting, 

educational, religious and youth programs. The Court further found that David 

Cyprys’ activities in association with the Yeshivah Centre, including running 

classes as a Kung Fu teacher, having keys and means of access to a number of 

buildings in the Yeshivah Centre created an impression in his victims that David 

Cyprys had some authority and official standing within the Yeshivah.  

22. He was sentenced on all charges to a total effective sentence of eight years 

imprisonment, with a non-parole period of 5 years and 6 months. He was 

sentenced as serious sex offender and order were made to register Cyprys as a 

sex offender under the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004 with reporting 

obligations for the rest of his life. Cyprys is still serving his sentence. 

Rabbi David Kramer 

23. Rabbi David Kramer was a former teacher at Yeshivah Centre Primary School 

run by Yeshivah Melbourne. Evidence suggests that David Kramer had 

completed rabbinical studies in Israel but was not ordained as a Rabbi. Even so, 

students at the School called him ‘Rabbi Kramer’.  

24. On 17 July 2013, in the County Court of Victoria, David Kramer pleaded guilty to 

5 charges of indecent assault and one charge of indecent act with a child under 

16. Those offences were committed between January 1990 and December 1991 

whilst he was a primary school teacher at Yeshivah Centre Primary School. His 

victims were all primary students at the school and were 10 or 11 at the time they 

were abused. Two of the victims were sons of Zephaniah Waks, and brothers of 

Manny Waks.  

25. In 1992, a number of parents complained to leaders at Yeshivah Melbourne that 

David Kramer was touching the children. David Kramer left Australia, within days 

of the complaints. The circumstances of his departure from Australia will be 

examined in this Inquiry.  David Kramer returned to Israel, and later travelled to 

the United States. It was there, in the United States, that he would be later 

charged and sentenced for serious sexual offending against a child committed in 
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March 2007.  He was sentenced in the United States to 7 years imprisonment 

with a statutory minimum term of 4 ½ years.  

26. In December 2011, Victorian Police charged David Kramer with the 1990 -1991 

offences committed in Melbourne and he was extradited to Australia on 

29 November 2013.   

27. Rabbi Kramer pleaded guilty to the charges laid. He was sentenced to a term of 

imprisonment for the offences resulting in a total effective sentence of three years 

and four months with a minimum term of 18 months to be served before eligibility 

for parole. 

28. He was sentenced as serious sex offender and orders have been made for him 

to be registered as a sex offender under the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004 

with reporting obligations for the rest of his life.  

29. Kramer has served his sentence and has been deported to the United States. 

Daniel ‘Gug’ Hayman 

30. On 10 June 2014, in the Downing Centre Local Court, Daniel ‘Gug’ Hayman was 

sentenced following an earlier plea of guilty to a charge of indecent assault of a 

child who was a student of Yeshiva Bondi. At the time of the offence, Daniel 

Hayman was 24. His victim was 14.  Daniel Hayman perpetrated the abuse whilst 

attending a youth camp, known as Camp Gan Israel in Stanwell Tops, south of 

Sydney. His victim, AVB, who will give evidence in this Inquiry, attended the 

camp as a student.  Daniel Hayman attended that camp in the role of chaperone 

or house parent.  The Magistrate who sentenced Daniel Hayman described the 

offending conduct as a serious example of the offence of indecent assault. The 

conduct was substantial, actively non-consensual and involved skin-to-skin 

contact notwithstanding the victim demonstrated his lack of consent.  The 

Magistrate found that Daniel Hayman overpowered the victim to allow him to 

continue the act despite the victim’s protestations. The act was motivated by 

sexual gratification and took place in an isolated location to which the offender 

took his victim.  Daniel Hayman was sentenced to a term of imprisonment of 19 
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months, to be suspended upon entering a bond to be of good behaviour for the 

same period.  

31. These offences by David Cyprys, ‘Rabbi’ David Kramer and Daniel Hayman were 

committed in connection with Yeshivah Melbourne and Yeshiva Bondi, and it is 

necessary to understand the nature of those religious institutions and their place 

within the Chabad-Lubavitch movement in order to examine the responses of the 

institutions to these acts of abuse.  

THE CHABAD-LUBAVITCH MOVEMENT GENERALLY 

32. Yeshivah Melbourne and Yeshiva Bondi are both part of the Chabad-Lubavitch 

(‘Chabad’) movement. 

33. It will be necessary in this Inquiry to examine aspects of the Chabad-Lubavitch 

movement in order to understand the ethos and purpose of the institutions within 

the community, and the role that religious leaders – known as Rabbis – have 

within the institutions and the communities they serve. It will also provide some 

context for the experience of the victims. 

34. The information which follows is intended to be a short summary, to provide an 

introduction to the movement, faith and practices of the Chabad-Lubavitch 

communities so as to assist the Commission and those following this public 

hearing.  It has been distilled from documents and statements produced to the 

Commission or other public documents endorsed by the institutions. The 

Commission will call evidence from religious leaders from Yeshivah Melbourne 

and Yeshiva Bondi who will provide further evidence of the movement and 

aspects of the religious faith and practices of Orthodox Jews within Chabad. 

35. Chabad is a sect of Orthodox Judaism within the general class of movements 

described as Hasidism.   Members of Chabad communities are sometimes but 

not uniformly, referred to as ‘ultra’ Orthodox Jews.  

36. Chabad is described as a philosophy, a movement and an organisation.   The 

word “Chabad” is a Hebrew acronym for the three intellectual faculties of 

Chochmah – wisdom, binah – comprehension and da’at – knowledge.  The word 
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“Lubavitch” is the name of the town in White Russia where the movement was 

based for more than a century, having been founded there approximately 250 

years ago.  

37. The movement’s system of Jewish religious philosophy teaches an 

understanding and recognition of the Creator, the role and purpose of creation, 

and aims to guide a person to refine and govern his or her every act and feeling 

through wisdom, comprehension and knowledge.  The movement is guided by 

the teachings of its seven leaders (known as Rebbes) beginning with Rabbi 

Schneur Zalman of Liadi (1745-1812).  These leaders expanded upon aspects 

of Jewish mysticism, creating a corpus of study, thousands of books strong. 

38. The last of the Rebbes to lead the movement was Rebbe Menachem Mendel 

Schneerson, known simply as the Rebbe or the Lubavitcher-Rebbe.  The Rebbe 

lead the Chabad movement for over forty years until his death in 1994.  Yeshiva 

Bondi says of the Rebbe, that he is widely considered to have been responsible 

for guiding post-Holocaust Orthodox Jewry to safety from the ravages of that 

devastation.  

39. The origins of the institutions to be examined in this case study can be traced to 

the early 1940s when the Rebbe was appointed to head the newly founded 

educational and social service arms of the Chabad movement.  The Rebbe’s 

mission was to establish a worldwide outreach movement to encourage Jews to 

adhere to the precepts of Orthodox Judaism. The Rebbe set about seeking to 

achieve this mission by sending emissaries around the world to set up or run 

appointed territories with a view of establishing the outreach focus in that 

territory.  In addition to outreach, the Rebbe encouraged emissaries to establish 

Jewish educational systems for their community. 

40. Once the Rebbe appointed an emissary to a territory, that emissary had the 

responsibility and authority to manage, control and lead the activities of Chabad 

within that territory; including, the authority to appoint other official Chabad 

representatives within his territory. Each emissary was responsible for 

fundraising, setting up legal entities to run its outreach and educational activities 

in the appointed territory, staffing management and control. 
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41. In simple terms, the Chabad movement operated like a franchise, with the 

franchisee for a territory – the emissary – having the right to appoint sub 

franchisees (or other emissaries) within that territory. Often the Rebbe would 

send families as the emissary to a territory. Those emissaries would in turn 

appoint further emissaries within the territory who were members of their own 

family, or members related by marriage and other members of the Chabad with 

whom they had strong ties.   That practice meant that at least as far as the two 

Chabad communities to be examined in this case study - Yeshivah Melbourne 

and Yeshiva Bondi – rabbinical leaders and those in charge of various institutions 

run by Yeshivah Melbourne and Yeshiva Bondi, are often closely connected 

either by strong family or marriage ties.  

42. I anticipate the Commission will hear that within a territory, the emissary is 

absolutely autonomous in the way in which he operates and that the emissary 

was only answerable – during the Rebbe’s lifetime – to the Rebbe himself, and 

after the Rebbe’s death, in the case of any dispute, to a religious tribunal 

established under the aegis of the central Chabad organisation.   

43. The following brief background of Yeshivah Melbourne and Yeshiva Bondi, also 

provides a context for the evidence.  

YESHIVAH MELBOURNE 

44. The Yeshivah Centre in Melbourne, Victoria, was established by a group of 

Jewish migrants in the late 1940s in response to a post-war influx of Jews to 

Melbourne.  The Yeshivah Centre aimed to provide a wide range of educational, 

social, welfare and cultural services to the Jewish community. 

45. In 1949, the Yeshivah Centre opened a Jewish day school. The success of this 

school led, in 1954, to the purchase of the Yeshivah College at Hotham Street 

St Kilda East Vic.  This was in turn followed by the purchase of a property to 

house Beth Rivkah Ladies College at 14 Balaclava Road in 1959, and 16-20 

Balaclava Road in 1969.  

46. In 1958, Rabbi Yitzchok Dovid Groner arrived in Melbourne as the emissary of 

the Rebbe to take up the position of full time Director of the Yeshivah Centre.  
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From 1958 until his death in 2008, Rabbi Groner was the Senior Rabbi, 

figurehead and director of the Yeshivah Centre. The Royal Commission expects 

to hear evidence that Rabbi Groner oversaw the affairs of all Yeshivah Melbourne 

entities on a day-to-day basis and is described as the Rabbi, the CEO and the 

decision maker.  At some later point, the Yeshivah Centre set up a Committee of 

Management to assist Rabbi Groner in the exercise of his functions and the 

management of Yeshivah Melbourne.   

47. Mr Don Wolf, a witness to be called in this Inquiry, was the Chairman of the 

Yeshivah Melbourne Committee of Management from 1997/98 until December 

2014. It is expected that he will give evidence that Rabbi Groner asked the 

Committee of Management for input from time to time as he saw fit, but exercised 

absolute control of Yeshivah Melbourne. Mr Wolf’s evidence will be that all major 

problems went before Rabbi Groner, whether in his office at the ‘Shule’, the 

synagogue, or in his home. It is expected that witnesses will say that Rabbi 

Groner handled any matter perceived to be sensitive or confidential; including 

allegations of violence, child abuse, discipline or matters that might require 

counselling.  

48. In the mid to late 1980s three incorporated entities were formed to run the various 

activities operated under the auspices of Yeshivah.   The three entities, were, 

Chabad Institutions, Yeshivah Beth Rivkah Colleges Inc and Chabad Properties 

Inc. 

49. Chabad Institutions is responsible for all religious activities. This includes 

‘Chabad Youth’ which runs Jewish youth events and programs including camps. 

50. Yeshivah Beth Rivkah Colleges Inc operates the various school and education 

centres including Yeshivah College and Beth Rivkah Ladies College.  Both 

schools serve as day schools for students from kindergarten through to year 12.  

Yeshivah Beth Rivkah is also responsible for the other early education centres 

including Gurewicz Learning Centre, Yeshivah Brighton Kindergarten and South 

Caulfield Children Centre. 

51. Chabad Properties Inc owns the Yeshivah Centre’s properties.  
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52. Notwithstanding the legal structure for the management of Yeshivah Melbourne, 

it is expected that the evidence will show significant overlap of persons involved 

in the management of the different entities and the collective activities operated 

under the auspices of Yeshivah Melbourne.  

53. The Yeshivah Centre operates the Yeshivah Synagogue and Young Yeshivah 

Synagogue, where members of the Chabad community gather to pray.  Located 

on the properties, and closely proximate to the Synagogue, is a Mikveh, a ritual 

bathhouse. I anticipate that witnesses will give evidence that the Mikveh is a 

place where young and old males undertake daily rituals of cleansing or bathing 

as an adjunct to the living practice of Orthodox faith and that the Mikveh is 

considered a sacred place, and the process of immersion in the Mikveh to be a 

holy and purifying experience.  

54. The properties managed and activities operated by Yeshivah Melbourne provide 

a central place for the Yeshivah Chabad community to meet, pray, undertake 

further study, educate their children, have their children participate in other 

activities and undertake outreach activities.  It is anticipated that some witnesses 

will give evidence that the Yeshivah Centre was at the centre of family life within 

the Chabad community. 

55. The activities undertaken by Yeshivah Melbourne are so extensive that it 

describes itself as one of the largest Jewish organisations in the Southern 

Hemisphere.   For this reason, the issues explored in this case study will serve 

to support the work of Royal Commission in understanding how a significant 

Jewish institution has responded to the issue of child sexual abuse in the past 

and its present practices, policies and procedures.  

YESHIVA BONDI 

56. Yeshiva Bondi was established in 1956. In 1968, the Rebbe sent Rabbi and 

Rebbetzin Pinchus and Pnina Feldman as emissaries to Sydney with the task of 

organising a Chabad-Lubavitch to strengthen Jewish education and outreach 

throughout NSW. Rabbi Feldman was appointed Dean and Spiritual Leader of 
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the Yeshiva Centre and Chabad’s emissary to New South Wales. To date, he 

remains the emissary of Chabad in New South Wales.  

57. As the emissary for Chabad in NSW, Rabbi Feldman has authority over spiritual 

questions that affect his community and over the appointment of emissaries 

within New South Wales.  

58. Since his appointment, Rabbi Pinchus Feldman has established schools 

(including Yeshiva College Bondi), a rabbinical college (the Yeshiva Gedola – 

Rabbinical College), many synagogues and set up Chabad outreach entities, 

including Young Adult Chabad.  

59. The Yeshiva Centre operates the Yeshiva Shule, the Yeshiva Gedola – 

Rabbinical College, Yeshiva College Bondi and Young Adult Chabad. 

60. Originally, the Yeshiva Centre at Bondi operated through a charitable trust called 

the Sydney Talmudical College Association (‘STCA’). Two entities operated the 

schools: Yeshiva College Ltd, and Yeshiva Jewish Day School Ltd.  Until 2003, 

Rabbi Feldman was involved in the management of the schools and other 

activities undertaken by STCA.  

61. At the end of 2003, and after a change of management, Yeshiva College Ltd, 

changed its name to Kesser Torah College Ltd.   Rabbi Feldman is likely to give 

evidence that from 2003, he ceased to have any role in the management of the 

corporate entity known as Yeshiva College Ltd/Kesser Torah College Ltd.  

62. In 2004, home schooling arrangements were commenced for children of Chabad 

adherents at the Yeshiva in Bondi.  By 2007, these home schooling 

arrangements led to an application for registration with the Board of Studies and 

in 2008, a new entity, Yeshiva College Bondi Ltd was established. Rabbi 

Feldman is the emissary and final arbiter of religious matters associated with the 

school operated by Yeshiva College Bondi Ltd.   

63. The Yeshiva Centre also runs the Yeshiva Gedola, a tertiary vocational school 

providing education and training for young men wishing to be ordained as 

Rabbis.  In 1986, Rabbi Baruch Lesches was appointed the Rosh Yeshiva, or 
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the dean, of the Yeshiva Gedola in Bondi.  In 1993, Rabbi Yosef Feldman, son 

of Rabbi Pinchus Feldman, became supervisor of the students and a few years 

later he was appointed the Rabbinical Administrator.  Rabbi Yosef Feldman 

remains the Rabbinical Administrator of the Yeshiva Gedola.  

CULTURAL, HISTORICAL AND RELIGIOUS INFLUENCES 

64. The Chabad communities are defined by their strict observance of Orthodox 

Judaism.  I anticipate that witnesses will give evidence of the religious 

observances and practices that strict observance of Orthodox Judaism requires 

for Chabad adherents and the central role those practices play in the day to day 

life of community members. 

65. I anticipate that witnesses will also give evidence that the communities were 

insular and set apart from the wider secular community. Witnesses are expected 

to give evidence that historically, there was no sex education whilst growing up 

and family members and members of the community did not openly discuss the 

issue of sex. Young boys and young girls were segregated and there was a strict 

separation of genders for activities within the community.  I anticipate witnesses 

will also give evidence that a persons standing in the community and community 

attitudes to a member can affect, positively or adversely, a member’s prospect 

of marriage and economic opportunities.  

66. Witnesses are also expected to give evidence about the role of the Head Rabbi, 

the religious leader, in the community. I anticipate that the Head Rabbis from 

Yeshivah Melbourne and Yeshiva Bondi, will each give evidence that they alone 

were responsible for answering all Jewish (Rabbinic) queries regarding Jewish 

Law for their respective Chabad communities and were largely autonomous in 

the way in which they lead the communities as spiritual leaders.  As adherence 

to the Orthodox faith was central focus of the day-to-day life for the Chabad 

community, the Head Rabbi had a unique role to communicate to the community 

the proper interpretation and application of Jewish law.  
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JEWISH LAW 

67. Jewish Law is called Halocho and documents examined by the Commission, 

indicate that witnesses will often refer to whether something or an act is 

‘halachically’ permitted; that is whether Jewish Law permits something to be 

done.  I anticipate that witnesses within the Chabad community will give evidence 

of the importance of ensuring that one acts in a way that is ‘halachically” (legally) 

permitted. 

68. It will be necessary in this Inquiry to examine aspects of Jewish Law to 

understand whether there are any impediments under Jewish Law to an effective 

institutional response to the issues of child sexual abuse.   

69. One of the concepts of Jewish Law that I anticipate will be examined in this 

Inquiry is the concept of ‘mesirah’. Religious leaders called to give evidence will 

be able to assist the Commission with their understanding of concept of mesirah 

and its application, if at all, in how leaders and the institutions respond to issues 

of child sexual abuse in Chabad communities.  

70. In summary, the concept of mesirah is understood to be a prohibition against a 

Jewish person handing over, or informing on, another Jewish person to a secular 

(non-Rabbinic) authority. It is understood that the prohibition mandated by 

mesirah developed as a response to the persecution of Jews throughout history, 

and accordingly, Jewish religious law mandated that a Jew is not permitted to 

hand over (or inform on) a fellow a Jew to the secular authorities. Historically, 

being in the hands of corrupt police or constabulary was a death sentence for 

Jews and the concept of mesirah was one of particular concern for Jews 

persecuted in Europe in both the pre and post war era.  From that perspective, 

the concept of mesirah was one intimately connected to survival of the Jewish 

people.  A person who engaged in mesirah, was labelled a ‘moser’ (an informer).  

71. Through various witnesses, this Inquiry will examine whether the concept of 

mesirah has played any role in inhibiting an effective response to issues of child 

sexual abuse. The Inquiry will examine whether the concept of mesirah has 

influenced the attitude of rabbinical leaders and community members in their 

treatment of victims of abuse who participate in the criminal process. 
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72. The Inquiry will examine whether mesirah and other beliefs or cultural attitudes 

operate to inhibit or act to dissuade victims of abuse and witnesses from being 

able to freely report and co-operate with police and other authorities in the 

investigation and prosecution of the child abuse crimes.   The Inquiry will examine 

the role of Jewish Rabbinical Courts – ‘Beth Dins’ – and whether they play any 

role in responding to issues of child sexual abuse.  

73. The Commission will examine whether religious law or cultural attitudes 

influenced the response of leaders and the community to people who speak out 

against abuse or who have publicly criticised past practices or called for the 

institutions to be accountable.  

WITNESSES TO BE CALLED TO EXAMINE THE INSTITUTIONAL RESPONSE OF 

YESHIVA MELBOURNE 

74. The inquiry will hear evidence from three victims - AVA, Manny Waks and AVB 

– and will also hear evidence from members of the victim’s families: 

a. AVQ mother of AVA; 

b. Zephaniah Waks, father of Manny Waks; 

c. AVC, wife of AVB.  

AVA 

75. AVA was a student of Yeshivah College between 1986 and 1988.  Between 1986 

and 1989 when he was between 14 and 17 years old he was sexually abused by 

Shmuel David Cyprys (‘Cyprys’). Cyprys would later plead guilty to charges 

arising from this abuse.    

76. AVA met Cyprys when he was 14 and in year 8 at Yeshivah College, after starting 

in an after school martial arts program. Cyprys was 18 at the time and an 

instructor’s aid at AVA’s Kung Fu classes. In the second half of 1986, AVA started 

to have one-on-one Kung Fu lessons with Cyprys outside of normal classes.  

Cyprys then started to abuse AVA.  
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77. AVA will give evidence that late in 1986, he disclosed his abuse to his mother 

AVQ.   He will give evidence of events that occurred after that disclosure, and 

including being called to see Rabbi Groner, the Head of Yeshivah Melbourne. 

AVA will give evidence of his conversation with Rabbi Groner.  Cyprys remained 

giving Kung Fu lessons to AVA and the abuse continued for a further 2 years.  

AVQ 

78. AVA’s mother will give evidence of conversations she had with Rabbi Groner in 

1986, and in AVQ in relation to disclosures by AVA of Cyprys’ abuse.  

Manny WAKS 

79. Manny Waks was a student of Yeshivah College during the period in which the 

late Rabbi Groner was the head of the Yeshivah Centre. 

80. Manny Waks will give evidence of his abuse in 1988 by AVP and later, between 

1987 and 1990 by Cyprys.  Manny Waks will describe how he was first abused 

at 11 years of age and was later taunted and bullied when he disclosed to a 

school friend.  

81. Manny Waks will give evidence that from 1987 until 1990, when Manny Waks 

was about 12 years old and until he was 14 ½ years old, Cyprys sexually abused 

him.  At the time, it appeared to Manny Waks that Cyprys responsible for security 

at the Yeshivah Centre, worked as a locksmith at the Centre and taught Martial 

arts classes. Cyprys was 20 years old.  The abuse would occur in class, in or 

about the Yeshivah Centre premises and in the Mikveh.  He will describe the 

feelings of fear, guilt and shame suffered at the time and his inability to disclose 

the abuse at the time.    

82. This case study will examine Manny Waks’ experience of the abuse, his first 

disclosure to Police in 1996 and conversations which Manny Waks says he had 

with Rabbi Groner about Cyprys’ abuse.    

83. I anticipate that Mr Waks will also give evidence of his experience of the response 

of leaders and community members to his public disclosure of his abuse in July 

2011, his call for Yeshivah Centre to be accountable for the abuse, and the 



 

18 
 

subsequent work he has undertaken through Tzedek, an Australia based support 

and advocacy group for Jewish victims and survivors of child sexual abuse set 

up and managed by Mr Waks until late last year.  I anticipate that Mr Waks will 

give evidence that he and his family have been subject to criticism and 

ostracisation by leaders and members of the Chabad communities of both 

Melbourne and Sydney and that evidence will be the subject of inquiry by this 

Commission. 

Zephaniah WAKS 

84. Zephaniah Waks is expected to give evidence of his actions in 1992, to report to 

leaders of the Yeshivah Centre allegations that Rabbi David Kramer was abusing 

students of the primary school. Zephaniah Waks will be examined about the 

response of School to those complaints and other circumstances surrounding 

Rabbi David Kramer.   

85. I anticipate the Inquiry will hear evidence from Zephaniah Waks of his experience 

and events occurring in the community after his son’s public disclosure of sexual 

abuse and Manny Wak’s work as a public advocate for Jewish victims and 

survivors of child sexual abuse. It is expected that Zephaniah Waks will assert 

that he and his family have been ostracised by leaders and members of Yeshivah 

Melbourne following his son’s public disclosure of his abuse at Yeshivah College 

and his son’s public advocacy work.  

AVR 

86. AVR was also a student of Yeshivah College during the period in which the late 

Rabbi Groner was the head of the Yeshivah Centre.  

87. I anticipate that AVR will give evidence of the circumstances that led to him being 

accepted to Yeshivah College Melbourne on a scholarship, the circumstances in 

which he met Cyprys, his repeated sexual abuse by Cyprys and disclosures by 

him to religious leaders and Yeshivah College management. That evidence will 

be examined by this Inquiry. 
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AVB 

88. AVB will give evidence of his abuse by Cyprys and Daniel ‘Gug’ Hayman, whilst 

a student at Yeshiva College Bondi.   

89. In the late 1980’s AVB was a student at Yeshiva College Bondi. In the mid year 

holidays, around 1984/1984, he met Cyprys when he attended a religious 

learning program and students from Melbourne would come and stay in 

classrooms at the Yeshiva College in Bondi. Cyprys was one of those students.  

Cyprys befriended AVB and sexually assaulted him.  

90. In 1987/1988, AVB attended Camp Gan Israel a Yeshiva run camp at Stanwell 

Tops.  At this camp, Hayman forcibly sexually assaulted AVB. 

91. In 1988, AVB moved to Melbourne.   

92. In 2011, AVB approached Victorian Police to outline his complaints about Cyprys 

and Hayman.  

93. Shortly thereafter, Police launched an investigation into various offenders and 

wrote to members of the Yeshiva community seeking their assistance with their 

investigations.   On 17 June 2011, following the Police letter to members, AVB 

sent an email to contacts within the community attaching the letter from  Victorian 

Police that requested public assistance in relation to investigation that were 

conducted in relation to sexual assaults at Yeshivah College in Melbourne.  He 

also attached to that letter, a resolution from the Rabbinical Council of Victoria 

that stated that the prohibition against mesirah did not apply in cases of sexual 

abuse.  

94. AVB will give evidence of the response of leaders and the community to his email 

of 17 June 2011, and his actions in assisting the Police in their enquiries.  

95. I anticipate that AVB’s evidence is that he and his family has been the subject of 

criticism and ostracisation leaders and the community and that evidence will be 

one of the areas of inquiry by this Commission.   

AVC 
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96.  AVC is the wife of AVB.  AVC is called to give evidence of her experience of the 

effects of the abuse on AVB and of how she and her husband have been treated 

by rabbinical leaders and the community.  

Additional Witnesses - Yeshivah Melbourne 

97. This Commission will hear from Rabbinical leaders and management of 

Yeshivah Melbourne.  The Commission will also call Rabbinical leaders from 

community organisations that have had some role to play in responding to child 

sexual abuse within the Chabad community.  

98. The following witnesses will be called to examine the events concerning 

Yeshivah Melbourne: 

a. Rabbi Zvi Hersh Telsner: currently the Head Rabbi of the Yeshivah 

Centre, a role held by him since 2007. Rabbi Telsner is the son in law 

of the late Rabbi Groner.  Rabbi Telsner is in charge of all religious 

services of the main Yeshiva Centre and answers all Jewish (Rabbinic) 

queries regarding Jewish Law for the Chabad Community in East St 

Kilda and beyond.  As the Head Rabbi, Rabbi Telsner has a significant 

leadership role in providing guidance to the community on matters of 

Jewish Law.  Rabbi Telsner will be called to examine his actions in 

responding to the issues of child sexual abuse from 2011 when the 

Yeshivah community first became aware of investigations by Victorian 

Police into allegations of abuse by David Kramer. This case study will 

examine the way in which he has lead his community’s response to 

the issue of child abuse and to victims who go to the Police and publicly 

speak out about their abuse within the Yeshivah community. 

b. Rabbi Abraham Glick: Rabbi Glick started at the Yeshivah Centre as 

teacher in 1970 progressing to be the Head Teacher of Jewish studies 

at Yeshivah College. Between 1986 and 2007 he was the Principal of 

Yeshivah College. Rabbi Groner was the Head Rabbi of Yeshivah 

Melbourne at the time. He is called to give evidence about 

management of Yeshivah College as principal, and when he first 

became aware of allegations of abuse by David Cyprys, Rabbi David 
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Kramer and Aron Kestecher and what steps, if any, he took in 

response to any information received.  

c. Don Wolf: is the former member and Chairman of the Committee of 

Management at the Yeshivah Centre. He was a member of the 

Committee of Management from the early 1980’s and in 1997/1998 he 

assumed the role of Chairman of the Committee. He retired from the 

role of Chairperson in early 2014. Mr Wolf is called to give evidence 

about the management of Yeshivah from the early 1980’s to late 2014 

and on the institutions’ response to the issue of child sexual abuse 

since the time also give evidence in the circumstances that need to 

and reasons why the Yeshivah Centre issued a letter dated 20 August 

2012 about reports and allegations of child sexual abuse. 

d. Nechama Bendet: Director of Development at Yeshivah Centre. Ms 

Bendet is the former General Manager of Yeshivah Centre. Ms Bendet 

started working at Yeshiva on a permanent basis in 1991 as a teacher 

and has since worked in a range of clerical and administrative roles 

with the Yeshivah Centre. Ms Bendet will be able to give evidence 

about the structure and management of the Yeshiva from 1986. 

e. Rabbi Mordechai Gutnick: Senior Rabbi of the Elwood Shule and  

President of the Rabbinical Council of Victoria since 2014.  It is 

expected that Rabbi Gutnick will give evidence of actions taken by him 

and the Board of Management of the Elwood Shule in response to 

information received in 2010 and 2011 of allegations of abuse against 

David Cyprys.  David Cyprys was at the time a member of the Board 

of Management of the Elwood Shule. The Case Study will also 

examine the response of Rabbi Gutnick to later charges against David 

Cyprys and the circumstances of a letter prepared by Rabbi Gutnick 

dated 26 September 2011 on behalf of David Cyprys’ for use at his bail 

hearing 

f. Rabbi Joshua Smukler: Principal of Yeshivah–Beth Rivkah Colleges 

since 2010. Rabbi Smukler will give evidence of the schools' approach 



 

22 
 

to child protection, the policies and processes in place for notification 

of child abuse reports and school governance issues. Rabbi Smukler 

is also expected to evidence of the school's response to recent 

complaints of inappropriate behaviour with children by a volunteer 

Ezzy Kestecher, and how the Yeshiva Centre responded in 2014 to a 

complaint made by a child against a member of staff, AVM.  

g. Rabbi Yaskov Shneur Zalman Glasman: Rabbi Glasman is the past 

President of the Rabbinical Council of Victoria (the RCV). The 

Rabbinical Council of Victoria is a religious leadership body whose 

primary role is to represent Victoria’s congregational rabbis. The RCV 

has no responsibility for any school, synagogue, youth group or other 

organisation and does not provide any services to the community.  

However, as a religious leadership body, the RCV seeks provide clear 

religious guidance on matters affecting the Jewish Community 

including on the issue of responding to child sexual abuse  

h. Rabbi Kluwgant: current President of the Organisation of Rabbis of 

Australasia (ORA) and former President of the Rabbinical Council of 

Victoria (RCV). Rabbi Kluwgant is expected to give evidence of the 

structure and role of the RCV and the ORA within the Jewish 

community particularly in responding to allegations of child sexual 

abuse from the 1980’s to the present.  This enquiry will also examine 

public statements issued by those organisations on the issue of child 

sexual abuse. 

 

WITNESSES CALLED TO EXAMINE THE RESPONSE OF YESHIVA BONDI 

 

99. This Inquiry will examine the response of religious leaders of Yeshiva Bondi to 

allegations of abuse by Daniel Hayman and to the subsequent charge and 

conviction of Daniel Hayman. The Commission will also examine the nature of 

complaints of sexual abuse made against a person, to be identified as ‘AVL’, 

who at the time of the complaints was a rabbinical student of the Yeshiva 
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Gedola in Bondi. The Commission will inquire into the circumstances of AVL’s 

departure from Australia shortly after the complaints about his conduct were 

reported to rabbinical leaders and management of Yeshiva Bondi.  The 

Commission will examine the practices and policies in place for responding to 

child sexual abuse.  

   

100. The Commission will hear evidence from: 

 

a. Rabbi Pinchus Feldman: Chabad Emissary for NSW since 1968 and 

Head Rabbi and spiritual leader for Chabad Lubavitch, NSW. Rabbi 

Feldman is expected to give evidence of his knowledge of or 

complaints received about child abuse by Daniel Hayman and AVL 

and his actions, if any, in response to any complaints or information.  

Rabbi Feldman is also expected to give evidence of structure and 

management of Yeshiva Bondi.  

b. Rabbi Yosef Feldman: Rabbinical Administrator of the Yeshiva 

Gedola Rabbinical College.  Rabbi Yosef Feldman is expected to give 

evidence of his response to a complaint made against AVL and of his 

response to any information or complaint involving Daniel Hayman and 

his response to the charging and sentencing of Daniel Hayman.  

c. Rabbi Moshe Gutnick: a former teacher at Yeshiva Bondi and a 

Senior Dayan (Judge) of the Sydney Beth Din (a rabbinical Court).  

Rabbi Gutnick is a former president of the Organisation of Rabbis of 

Australasia (sometimes referred to as the ORA). Rabbi Gutnick is 

expected to give evidence about his knowledge and response to 

allegations of child sexual abuse at Yeshiva Bondi, the role of the ORA 

in Australian and public statements made by the ORA on the issue of 

child sexual abuse.  

101. This Inquiry is expected to run for 2 weeks and to conclude on Friday 13 February 

2015.  
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