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Quotes 
 

“Occupied Palestinian Territory lies above sizeable reservoirs of oil and natural gas wealth, in Area C of 

the occupied West Bank and the Mediterranean coast off the Gaza Strip. The accumulated losses are 

estimated in the billions of dollars. … This study identifies and assesses existing and potential Palestinian 

oil and natural gas reserves that could be exploited for the benefit of the Palestinian people, which Israel is 

either preventing them from exploiting or is exploiting without due regard for international law. (Source: 

The Economic Costs of the Israel Occupation for the Palestinian People: The Unrealized Oil and Natural 

Gas Potential, United Nations, 2019) 

 

“On 9 October 2023, Yoav Gallant, Israel’s Minister of Defense, stated: “We are imposing a complete siege 

on [Gaza]. No electricity, no food, no water, no fuel – everything is closed. We are fighting human animals, 

and we act accordingly”. (Urgent Action: Palestinian Human Rights Organizations Call on Third States to 

Urgently Intervene to Protect the Palestinian People Against Genocide, Al-Haq, October 13, 2023.) 

 

“The mainstream media has kept the actual motives behind Israel’s criminal occupation and blockade of the 

Palestinian Territories deliberately hidden from view. The hidden motive here being Gaza’s trillion-dollar 

maritime gas reserves. … this genocidal siege was never about Hamas. It was only ever about resource 

theft and extraction from the Palestinian Territories.” (Source: YouTube, November 9, 2023, – worth $500 

billion, Proof: Israel to steal Gaza’s gas – worth $500 billion, The CJ Werleman Show) 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

“This is not a war on Hamas. This is a war on the children of Gaza.” (Source: quote from Dr. Anas Al-

Kassem, Ontario trauma surgeon, Norfolk General Hospital and West Haldimand General Hospital, 

YouTube, Doctors say Israel is wiping out a generation of kids in Gaza, January 29, 2024) 

 

“The three pillars of Judaism are truth, justice, and peace. The Netanyahu government is the opposite of 

these core Jewish values. It is the most aggressive, expansionist, overtly racist and Jewish supremacist 

government in Israel’s history. The essence of Judaism is non-violence. The present government is the 

antithesis of this essence.” (Source: Israeli-British historian Avi Shlaim, January 27, 2024, Speech at the 

Emergency Conference of Global Intellectuals of Conscience to Stop Genocide in Gaza in London, UK) 

 

https://unctad.org/publication/economic-costs-israeli-occupation-palestinian-people-unrealized-oil-and-natural-gas
https://unctad.org/publication/economic-costs-israeli-occupation-palestinian-people-unrealized-oil-and-natural-gas
https://twitter.com/yoavgallant/status/1711335592942875097
https://www.alhaq.org/advocacy/21898.html
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9RxRKjzx0B0
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EkkZuDVNr9A
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Preface 
 

This volume, “Zionism Hates the Truth: Big Reveal following Duo Claims and Signals to the ICJ  

by Retired Canadian Supreme Court Justice Rosalie Abella and Former Canadian Minister of Justice Irwin 

Cotler that the State of Israel is Above International Law,” is a significant departure from the thematic 

reports I have primarily self-published on the protection of drinking waters (https://www.bctwa.org/): now 

to this, the arena of human rights and the invaluable protection of Palestinians and full recognition of their 

“self determination” and “Right of Return” to their stolen lands and of their resources.  

 

Many of my readers, and those familiar with my advocacy history, may ask what caused me to make the 

dramatic shift. I suppose I could have stayed on topic and developed a thorough and appropriate analysis on 

how the Zionist Israel colonial project had been pilfering, ruining, polluting, and constricting Palestine’s 

domestic water sources over time (which a few others have carefully reported on), whilst oppressing 

Palestinians and stealing Syria’s Golan Heights lands and water rights, a very sordid history, including the 

most recent wilful introduction of pumping salt water to drown Gaza’s secret tunnel networks, thereby 

forever polluting Gaza’s groundwaters, an utterly abhorrent and insidious political-military decision.  

 

In all honesty, what prompted me to consolidate this report was an urgent, inner prompting, an awakening 

of my conscience, a call to duty. 

 

I began this effort on January 20, 2024, with a simple objective: to produce a twenty-odd-page critique on 

former Canadian Supreme Court Justice Rosalie Abella’s January 9, 2024, opinion article published in the 

Globe and Mail newspaper (see Part 3 for the copy). Abella opposed and attacked South Africa’s 84-page 

long, well-referenced filing with the International Court of Justice (ICJ), a timely filing which justly 

accused Zionist Israel of committing, alongside a continuous Al Nakba, an ongoing genocide of Palestinian 

refugee inmates within its walled Gaza concentration camp. After all, Abella, with her now 41 accumulated 

honorary doctorates (her 41st recently awarded in Tel Aviv) and numerous awards, was a ‘famous’ human 

rights advocate and jurist celebrity. I, alongside other Canadians, was deeply troubled by Abella’s illogical 

and unethical response statements three months into Israel’s genocide, who obviously meant to influence 

the then imminent ICJ’s January 12th Decision at the Hague: I became intent on rebuffing her.  

 

In my rebuffing mode, I bumped into the figurehead of Irwin Cotler, the former McGill University law 

professor, founder of the ten-year old Raoul Wallenberg Human Rights Centre, Abella’s old Canadian 

friend and associate, who I had never heard of or known anything about. Cotler authored a duplicate 

themed opinion article published in the National Post newspaper the day after Abella’s (see also Part 3 for 

the copy), with oddly similar, rash defense arguments against South Africa, with the same intent to sway 

public opinion and the ICJ. And, at the time, I was unaware of the Raoul Centre and that Abella was one of 

its honorary co-chairs since 2017. My ‘innocent’ discovery of Cotler would turn the tide of my critique to 

an epic undertaking. In my meagre efforts to scrutinize two celebrated, legally trained and Jewish Zionist-

minded Canadians, I quickly became aware that I was opening a gigantic can of worms: a short critique 

morphed into a complex inquiry project. Once again, my sincerest apologies for getting drawn in and 

yielding to this temptation, and for neglecting my normal duties and friendships. 

 

I must confess that prior to this endeavour I had been an absolute ignoramus on the history and politics of 

Palestine, a land that in 1948 became a divided colonial occupier state territory rebranded as Zionist Israel, 

its political fate and the intertwined circumstances concerning the forceful and tragic displacement of 

Palestinian inhabitants and their lands over the last one hundred or so years. My only prior introduction to 

this subject was during my world travels that brought me to Egypt in February 1986, so long ago, where I 

found myself reaching up to a bookshelf to randomly pick a book published (as I now vaguely recall) in 

about 1966 on the plight and purging of Palestinians. I was shocked and moved as I ploughed through it. It 

https://www.bctwa.org/
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brought tears to my eyes, a beginning mark to altering an indoctrinated thinking about ‘the Holy Land’. I 

had read nothing since about that tragedy, until ‘now,’ January 2024 onwards.  

 

From 1987 to 1990, I 

dedicated my ‘leisure’ life to 

learning about and advocating 

for Indigenous rights in 

Canada, mostly British 

Columbia, with my 

involvement in the former 

Vancouver branch of the 

Canadian ecumenical 

organization called Project 

North (named and formed 

after the MacKenzie Valley 

Pipeline inquiry in the 1970s, 

after which some 120 chapters 

were created), renamed in the 

early 1990s as the Aboriginal 

Rights Coalition. During that 

time, I attended dozens of the 

plaintiff’s private legal 

debriefing sessions in 

downtown Vancouver during 

the Supreme Court 

proceedings of the 

controversial and epic Gitksan 

/ Wet’suwet’en Supreme 

Court trial proceedings. Over 

the span of six or so years, I 

often travelled 18 hours one-

way north in my vehicle to 

their homelands on the Stikine 

River watershed east of Prince 

Rupert where their forest 

lands, as the forest lands of all 

British Columbia indigenous 

peoples, where being 

‘developed’ and raped (the 

forest industry’s former 50 cents on the dollar, on over 500,000 kilometers of forest service logging roads). 

I learned about the history, political tribulations and injustices of some of the other Indigenous peoples on 

the northwestern corner of Turtle Island: the Nisga’a (on the Nass River, obliterated by clearcut logging in 

Tree Farm License #1); the Cheslatta (their river territorial and flooding battles against Alcan, and the 

logging); the Haida (lots of logging, fishing rights, recently handed back their lands); the Ingenika/ 

Mesilinka (Williston ‘reservoir’ area and logging); the Tsilhqot’in / Nemaiah people (west of Williams 

Lake, more logging); the St’at’imc people (from Pemberton to Lillooet); and much later through my anti-

fracking advocacy, the Treaty 8 peoples in northeast BC (impacted by eye-popping ‘cumulative oil-patched 

environmental degradations’). I attribute these early learning experiences the reason for my strong moral 

sympathies with the Palestinian people’s plights, for understanding the cruel, greedy, profit driven and 

oblivious objectives of the colonizer: I also live in a colonial / quasi-colonial / post-colonial occupier state. 

Meme from Part 3 
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Over the course of just over a year’s research, learning, reflection and composition, I have come to 

recognize that the history of Israeli ‘colonial settler-ism’ (the term attributed to Fayez Sayegh) is 

notoriously difficult, plagued with many pitfalls, hazards, and an almost infinite supply of episodes and 

documents, and with a corresponding host of advocates on either side of the fences. I was also woefully 

ignorant of the voluminous proceedings of the United Nations’ operations (‘organs’) on this subject, in 

particular the more recent roles of its special rapporteurs since the early 1990s who have documented, ad 

nauseum, the controversial matters and episodes of Zionist / Israel’s inhumane treatments and robberies of 

Palestinians through repeated violations of international law, and of the bizarre United Nations voting 

history by ‘democratic’ state parties defiantly in support of Israel’s unlawful subjugation of Palestinians 

over the last 76 and more years. 

 

Of the reams of information collected while tracing numerous webbed threads, early on I stumbled upon 

two important anti-Zionist figureheads, one an American follower of Classical Judaism, the other a 

Palestinian who quietly followed Christianity. First was Rabbi Elmer Berger, whose Memoirs of an Anti-

Zionist Jew, was published in 1978 by the Institute for Palestinian Studies, and Jack Ross’ recent 2011 

insightful biography, Rabbi Outcast, who, in his Epilogue chapter, evaluates Berger as an “extraordinary 

man of conscience.”  In the introduction to Berger’s 1978 Memoirs, C.K. Zurayk writes: 

 

“Dr. Berger’s life and work have been distinguished both by his deep insights into one of today’s 

most harassing problems – the problem of Palestine – and by his courage and persistence in 

defending the truths that these insights revealed. He has regarded it as his duty to expose the blind 

neglect and deliberate distortion of those truths and to combat the pernicious attitudes, policies and 

decisions which resulted from this neglect and distortion. … For there is perhaps no problem in 

human history which has been surrounded with as much misrepresentation, deception and 

emotional manipulation as has been the problem of Palestine. The Zionists have created and put 

into operation such a powerful machinery of information, or rather of misinformation, of 

calumniation and of intimidation that the fundamentals have not been allowed to appear; they have 

been almost completely submerged by a mass of untruths and irrelevancies.” 

 

Without Rabbi Berger – his organized Jewish ‘anti-Zionism’ advocational struggle from 1942 onward – we 

perhaps cannot better understand the anchors and presuppositions which drive prominent political figures, 

such as Canadian Zionists Rosalie Abella and Irwin Cotler – participants in what Berger nicknames the 

“Zionist machine” – who advocate the twisted precepts of Zionism to our governments, institutions and 

through popular media messaging. Berger served a critical historic role as a collective conscience not only 

for his fellow followers of Reform Judaism, but for humanity in general. He was a dedicated follower and 

communicator of moral, monotheistic Judaism, who, as Jack Ross reveals, was weaned in the 1930s on the 

prominent, steadfast, Jehovah-faithful Old Testament prophets who bravely and repeatedly demanded 

justice in a land of injustice succumbed by the ‘flock of Israel’ and, notably, by Israel’s often wayward 

institutionalized prophets and misguided leaders. In this context, Berger repeatedly warned the world of the 

political dangers by political Zionists who misused and abused the term ‘anti-Semitism.’ In May 1970, five 

years before the November 10, 1975, United Nations Resolution number 3379, ‘Zionism is Racism,’ Berger 

summarized, yet again, this time to an audience at the Loeb Playhouse, Purdue campus, in West Lafayette, 

Indiana, that “Israel is anything but a democracy – a state which practices apartheid. There is an affinity 

between Israel and unprogressive, racist states.”  

 

The second and distinctly remarkable person I discovered a third of the way through my inquiry is Fayez 

Sayegh, the intellectual Palestinian academic, prolific writer, statesman and compassionate defender of 

Palestinian rights, who is primarily featured at length in Part 8 of this report, “Mover, Shaker, Resolution 

Maker.” Somewhat akin to Latin poet Virgil in Italian poet Dante Alighieri’s Divine Comedy poem, namely 

the special ‘human reason’ guide who led pilgrim Dante into the spiralling depths of the The Inferno realm 

(Dante’s volume one), it was Sayegh, through his writings (as many as I could find), that became my 
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‘human reason’ guide to help understand the underworld mechanics and perspectives of Jewish Zionism. 

There are, of course, many other writers with commentaries on the mechanics for the other influential half 

of this perverse coin, namely Christian Zionism (perhaps an offshoot or integration to author Katherine 

Stewart’s understanding of ‘Christian Nationalism’ in her book, “The Power Worshippers”), a key, 

dominating subject untreated in this manuscript. 

 

A central thematic finding I deduced near the outset from my research pool of collected document sources 

spanning over eighty years, is that Zionist leaders of Israel have, over numerous decades, zealously set up 

an international defence shield apparatus, a force field as it were, the central aim and strategy of which is to 

simply avoid a similar political fate that befell Apartheid South Africa just over thirty years ago. The 

extensive efforts that have been cumulatively wielded and instigated into building this defensive apparatus 

– through the political, monetary and social aid of Christian Zionists – are simply astounding, absolutely 

and extraordinarily mind boggling, penetrating the political, military and judicial fabric and foreign policies 

of major world state entities. Positioned behind the shields of Christian Zionists and the evolving Israel 

Zionists organizationally dispersed throughout the world, have behaved like a parasitic plant, building a 

massive root system throughout an entire garden, sucking the very life in the soil from the other plants. 

 

In this respect, I interpret Israel’s actions in 1967 as the waging of three integrated wars. The first was, of 

course, the Six-Day war, a feigned war against its neighbour states to illegally gain territories from 

Palestinians, Syrians, and Egyptians, a war that awakened and kindled the sleeping “messianic” followers. 

The second was the launching of an international propaganda war. The third was a strategic political war on 

the United States, which would become its stalwart and powerful international ally at the United Nations, 

as well as its primary source for military funding. The greater fall and seduction of Canada would come 

later, the Zionist underpinnings coming into force in the 1980s under the Brian Mulroney Conservative 

administration (see Parts 2, 5, and 12). As this new foothold took root in changing Canada’s foreign policy 

and diplomatic messaging, it was under the Prime Minister Stephen Harper far-right, anti-Canada, 

administration (2006-2015) that took Canada to a new low, a submissive, unquestioning, embarrassing 

partner posture, unlike any previous administration. In fact, after that Prime Minister was booted out in the 

2015 election, he financially benefitted as an international far-right spokesman and shameless smiling 

salesman for Israel (see Part 4.3). 

 

Another central finding is related to the origins of the United Nations November 1975, Resolution #3379, 

‘Zionism is Racism’ – Irwin Cotler’s often-stated central sticking point discussed primarily in Part 7. I had 

first learned of UN Resolution #3379 in about December 2023 and was intrigued, drawn in, to 

understanding the origins of this show-stopper declaration. My lengthy treatment of this history in Part 8, in 

concert with my focus on Fayez Sayegh, forms the foundation of my understanding and arguments against 

Cotler and the world’s Zionists. The Resolution had nothing to do with the ‘Arabs’ or to the Soviet 

‘Communists,’ origins aggressively blame-propagandized by Zionist/Israel and its machine minions. 

Rather, the breadcrumbs on this thinking trace back to both Rabbi Elmer Berger – his anti-Zionist 

organization affiliate spokespeople with the American Council for Judaism, who had been repeatedly 

informing their North American, Middle East and European audiences that Zionism was/is discriminatory 

and racist, reasoned insights based on Reform Judaic thinking and writings that predate Berger – and more 

importantly, Fayez Sayegh, who penned the now famous and indispensable 1965 monograph, Zionist 

Colonialism in Palestine, when he launched the Palestine Research Center in Beirut.  

 

I deduced something else of importance from my research. Most people in the world have been 

brainwashed to only think about Germany’s early 20th century fascist’s tragic and horrible Holocaust upon 

Jewry (and an almost equal forgotten cleansing number of other ‘undesirables’) when they think about 

post-1948 ‘Israel.’ And, as historians note, there have been numerous holocausts thrust upon civilizations in 

recent centuries by colonial occupational powers. Both of my grandfathers, and my grandmother’s brother, 

were murdered (the latter by the KGB), amongst some estimated 40-60 million souls under the ruthless 
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dictator Stalin. In the late 1800s following, stated in the writings of prominent spokesmen, the primarily 

secular Jewish Zionists had already plotted to dispose of the Palestinians at the outset, and during 

Germany’s Holocaust, a subject generally and contextually lost from peoples’ collective memories. Those 

Jewish Zionists were fervent colonialists – like, for instance, extremist ‘revisionist’ Zeev Jabotinsky and his 

followers and financiers – caught up in the activities of military colonial powers of the day who were 

masters of other people’s lives and resources. As Germany’s fascists were clandestinely organizing their 

programs of ethnic cleansing, to make way for the ‘master race,’ radical Zionists in Palestine, many of 

which were immigrants from the east European leftist camp, or ‘labour’ Zionists, were contemplating and 

undertaking similar military-based and psychologic designs, either with or without British complicity. By 

1948, following the forceable displacement of Palestinians from some 500 registered settlements and 

towns, all of which were quickly renamed and swept under the rug by the Zionists, the United Nations, 

under new colonial directives, gave birth to a militant-military ideological monster, and that monster then 

sought to devour the international-rules-based United Nations and anything else in its path. 

 

As I fashioned this report, I witnessed the trauma, day-in, day-out, of Israel’s and the primarily United 

States assisted, almost unending atrocities, and can’t-find-the-words conduct of an ‘on-line’ genocide, as 

succinctly deduced as such in two reports in 2024 by United Nations (non-funded) rapporteur, Francesca 

Albanese. I stumbled upon Albanese’s November 15, 2023, presentation to Australia’s National Press Club 

at the outset of my research and was immediately enlightened on her explanation of why Israel “does not 

have” a “right to defend itself” argument heard almost daily throughout that genocide (see Part 3). I had 

never heard of her before, but I, and presumably like many others, was moved. I was impressed by her 

automatic manoeuverability, her unique and highly capable, powerful on-the-spot communicative abilities, 

and her ability to sharply call out those that needed to be called out. She was the good mother scolding her 

children. I then examined most of her published accounts and reviewed and followed many of her on-line 

presentations. Then, I noted a dramatic but glowing change in her. It began with her recent October to 

November 2024 tour of eastern United States and eastern Canada in the wake of a new authoritarian federal 

government in America. It was if she had emerged out of a cocoon, with new wings to face the world with 

her deep understanding of the complex dilemmas and injustices in Palestine and of Palestinians. (In a way, 

she reminded me of what Fayez Sayegh accomplished and had to endure.) With her new wings, she 

genuinely reminder-merged the plight of Palestinians with the genocidal injustices of the indigenous 

populations by the American and Canadian colonialists. She fashioned that context in each of her 

presentations. I understand that I am only one person in a sea of people who have come to respect her 

abilities and outstanding courage. As Albanese 

humbly recognizes, it is not about her, but who 

she labours to passionately advocate on behalf 

of – and free of charge!  

 

Speaking of which, this report – with almost 

1,000 images – is one hundred percent self-

funded, self-directed, self-composed, and 95 

percent self-edited. I am both glad that I found 

the time and self-determination to do it, and 

absolutely, sincerely glad that it is finally over. 

 

Lastly. I am most certain that legally trained 

Rosalie Abella and Irwin Cotler will wonder 

how it is that, yet another fellow Canadian 

would rise to openly criticize them in the 

lengthy fashion that I have. That is part of the 

‘democracy,’ that necessary freedom of well-

informed speech within the legislative state, 

Prime Minister Pierre Elliot Trudeau and Her Majesty Queen 

Elizabeth signing the Proclamation of the Constitution Act on 

April 17, 1982, at a ceremony in Ottawa, “guaranteeing the 

rights and freedoms in the Charter as the supreme law of the 

nation.” (Source: Government of Canada website, Learn about 

the Charter) 
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that they both themselves presumably honour, the flagship of which was raised in Canada’s Charter some 

forty years ago, the envy of much of the world, which some, as we see, would choose to weaken and 

extinguish (see Part 16).  

 

 

 

 

In this respect, a consequence of this now-more-evident breaking up of Canada’s Charter, Canadians have 

just witnessed the audacious, disturbing February 2025 Montreal City police arrest and jailing of Yves 

Engler from trumped-up, illogical, groundless charges, directly linked and coordinated, no doubt, to similar 

previous charges and jailings by Zionist program forces in Europe, in order to stifle and silence criticisms 

of Israel. 

Diagram from Part 17, indicating many of Irwin 

Cotler’s life-long roles in his professional capacities. 
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As a stated condition of his release, the Montreal Police’s 

lawyers requested Mr. Engler sign a confidentiality agreement, a 

gag order, which he refused. One could make the argument, by 

carefully tracing out its origins and developments, what with Mr. 

Cotler’s narrow interpretive policy word war he and others have 

waged with Canada’s blessings on ‘anti-Semitism’ over the last 

ten or so years, along with political pressures, that Engler, 

ironically, may have been a casualty of that process. And one 

could entertain the question, that with Mr. Engler’s 

constitutional rights being infringed upon, interfered with, by 

the Montreal police and its legal department, why is Mr. 

Cotler, a fellow resident of Montreal, and a renowned 

international ‘human rights’ advocate lawyer, not either 

automatically coming to Engler’s legal assistance to rightfully 

defend him, nor voicing his opposition to his wrongful arrest 

and imprisonment through his media page on-line platform at 

the Raoul Wallenberg Centre? But, as laid out in this report, Mr. 

Cotler would likely not come to Mr. Engler’s rescue. 

 

My sincerest hope, that in my self-education 

report about this problematic subject of 

Palestine, and about fellow Canadians 

Abella and Cotler as I have 

contextually reported here, that 

they will both find time to 

honestly and carefully reflect upon the truth 

of the matters raised and then make the 

necessary, required spiritual changes about 

the subject they often cite but fail to fully 

comply: to fight for the highest ground of 

moral justice, the full-on, full-meal, radical 

justice in a fallen Zionized-Zionistische 

world.  

 

I am open to discussing this report – any, 

and all, of its contents – with each and 

everyone covered within it. And, if I have 

made any errors or blunders, I welcome 

notifications for revising this volume. 

 

And if, in my eagerness and compassion to 

defend the rights of Palestinians, I have 

unintentionally harmed anyone mentioned 

in this report, it is because of my anger over 

what has been allowed to happen, and is still 

happening, in Palestine.  

 

Will Koop.  

March 05, 2025. 

(Email - info@bctwa.org) 

Image from Part 4.3. 

Above: Yves Engler’s father, emotional, 

pleading for his son. Below: Yves Engler 

released after bail hearing, February 24, 2025. 
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Part 1.  Rosalie Silberman Abella, a Supreme Court justice of Canada from 2004 - 2021, is, by all 

accounts, distinguished and venerably honoured by her peers, by academic institutions, politicians, 

celebrities, and incorporated societies. The sheer number of honors, awards, and tributes are quite 

astounding, even for a Supreme Court justice. But not venerated by all. Abella has been referred to as a 

dark horse.  

 

Abella, for the longest time, is a recognized defender of human rights and of freedom of expression. In 

monumental juxtaposition, here is the opening quote from her speech, Judicial Independence, Democracy 

and Human Rights, presented at the Minerva Center for Human Rights symposium, University of 

Jerusalem, Israel, on April 9, 2018: 

 

It is 70 years since Israel was born, 70 years since the values in the declaration of independence were 

articulated. It is also the 70th anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the 

Genocide Conventions, and the 80th anniversary of Kristallnacht. All of these, and the fact that we 

observe Holocaust Remembrance Day on Thursday, form the backdrop to this lecture on judicial 

independence. 

It is always a privilege for us to come to Israel, to see how it has flourished and to see the way, 

over the years, it has been a luminous symbol of how democracy can thrive under pressure. I 

first came to Israel in 1965 after my first year of university. I came because I had family here, but 

mostly I came because I was Jewish and wanted to see for myself how this miracle of a country had 

created a democratic oasis in the desert. Over the years, I came back again and again. Israel was an 

emotional magnet and an inspiration. Above all, Israel 

was a judicial beacon. I have been a judge for 42 

years, and one of the things I grew to be over the last 

several decades, with each visit to Israel, was a 

judicial ambassador for the judiciary of Israel. The 

Israeli judiciary’s tenacious loyalty to principles of 

democracy and Jewish values – concepts which for 

me are symmetrical and symbolic, even under internal 

and external siege – made them heroic in the eyes of 

judges all over the world. 

 

HUMAN RIGHTS 

UNDER SIEGE 
(Under a definition 

of Exclusion) 

https://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/politics/trudeau-facing-choice-of-new-chief-justice-from-quebec-or-dark-horse-candidate-sources-say/article37047641/
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15 

 

On January 11, 2017, the day before Abella made a false, condemnatory statement in a highly controversial 

Supreme Court Appeal proceeding (see Part 16), the Chicago Law School, its Northwestern Pritzker School 

of Law’s Centre for International Human Rights, awarded Abella as fourth recipient of the Global Jurist 

of the Year. The Globe and Mail (January 12, 2017) identified that former U.S. ambassador to Canada 

David Jacobson (2009-2013) had nominated Abella for the award, stating she “has shown a lifetime of 

commitment in the face of adversity to defending human rights or principles of international 

criminal justice. … What I said in my nomination that really distinguished Rosie from so many other great 

jurists in Canada, the U.S. and around the world, is the way she brings extraordinary human decency to the 

law. … I think the human quality she brings to the bench is unsurpassed in my experience.” The director of 

Centre’s International Human Rights, David Scheffer, said: “Justice Abella has stood throughout her 

judicial career for the enforcement of human rights principles for all Canadians, regardless of their gender, 

ethnicity or station in life.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In 2020, Germany’s president Frank-Walter Steinmeier presented Abella the Knight Commander’s Cross of 

the Order of Merit, an award “in the second-highest category of federal German decorations; the highest 

category is reserved for heads of state:” “Germany wished to honour justice Abella for the way she has 

drawn lessons from the Holocaust about the need to protect minority rights and the rule of law,” and in 

“fostering a relationship and visits between Germany’s Constitutional Court and the Supreme Court of 

Canada.” In 2023, acclaimed filmmaker Barry Avrich released a lengthy documentary, Without Precedent: 

The Supreme Life of Rosalie Abella.  
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Images from the December 2, 2023, Canada’s Walk of Fame Gala, at Metro Toronto Convention Centre on 

December 02, 2023, in Toronto, Ontario. Thirty-eight days prior to her disappointing opinion article in the 

Globe and Mail, Rosalie Silberman Abella is honoured, among other recipients of Canada’s Walk of Fame’s 

25th Anniversary Celebration. Abella was inducted into the Hall for Humanitarianism.  
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“We’re rolling back hard-fought human rights for 

minorities, immigrants, refugees, workers, and women. 

We are in a world now where too often law and justice 

are in a dysfunctional relationship and a world where 

prejudice poisons and hate kills. Too many 

governments have interfered with the independence of 

their judges and media; too many people are strident; 

too many people have been killed; too many people are 

poor; too many children are hungry; and too many 

people have lost hope. We are forgetting our 

compassion and making the vulnerable more 

vulnerable in a world that was supposed to have 

learned the horrendous cost of discrimination after the 

Second World War so that being different would no 

longer expose someone to danger. 

 

We’re in danger of a new status quo where anger 

triumphs over respect and indignity triumphs over 

decency, where injustice is tolerated, and tolerance is 

not.  

 

The human rights abuses occurring in some parts of the 

world are putting the rest of the world in danger 

because intolerance, in its hegemonic insularity, seeks 

to impose its intolerant truth on others. Yet we’re too 

reluctant to call to account the intolerant behavior that 

abuses citizens and instead we hide behind silencing 

concepts like cultural relativism, or domestic 

sovereignty, or root causes. These are concepts that 

excuse intolerance. Silence in the face of intolerance 

means that intolerance wins, and when intolerance 

wins, injustice wins, and democracy loses.”  
 

(Quote from: The Rule of Justice: The Compassionate 

Application of Law to Life, by Rosalie Silberman Abella, in 

Canadian Journal of Law & Jurisprudence, August 2023, pages 

305-315) 
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Due to her opinion article, Abella’s human rights reputations are now 

subject to conjecture. On January 9, 2024, three days prior to South 

Africa’s oral presentations before the International Court of Justice 

(ICJ) at The Hague, the Globe and Mail published Abella’s opinion 

article, The Genocide Case Against Israel is an Abuse of the Postwar 

Legal Order (see Part 3 for the full article). After casting aspersion 

upon South Africa – while the State of Israel’s lobby machine 

launched sleazy smear tactics to equivocate South Africa to Hamas – 

Abella proclaimed that South Africa’s case is without substance: “an 

outrageous and cynical abuse of the principles underlying the 

international legal order,” “an insult to what genocide means,” an 

“insult to the memory of all those on whose behalf the 

Genocide Convention was created.” Contrarily, in its January 

11, 2024, press release, the United Nations Human Rights 

Office of the High Commissioner “commends South Africa 

for bringing this case to the ICJ at a time when the rights of 

Palestinians in Gaza are being violated with impunity” under  

a “second Nakba.”  

 

In a January 22, 2024, YouTube video podcast by U.S. judge 

Andrew Napolitano, who interviewed U.S. history professor 

John Mearsheimer, they evaluated the ICJ’s ruling:  

 

“The fact that the Jewish people suffered egregiously during the Holocaust, an historical fact, that 

only a crazy person would attempt to deny, is largely irrelevant to what the IDF [Israeli Defence 

Force] is doing in Gaza, as we speak.  … The question is, what are the Israelis doing in Gaza? … 

There is no way you can dispute what has actually happened. … But this is a fallacy, is it not? The 

argument that Israel is carefully avoiding killing civilians is nonsense and is belied by reams and 

reams and reams of evidence. There is no question about it. It is one of the most destructive bombing 

campaigns in modern history. This is in the same category as the American and British bombing of 

Germany in World War Two, when we went after cities like Leipzig, Dresden, and Hamburg. When 

you are dropping lots of dumb bombs, and you are dropping 2,000-pound bombs in an area that is 

tightly packed with civilians, and you are killing huge numbers of those civilians, and many of them, 

in fact about 70 percent are women and children, it is impossible to make the argument that this is all 

about discrimination.”  

 

Nine months later in October 2024, Francesca Albanese, the U.N. Special Rapporteur On the Situation of 

Human Rights in the Palestinian Territories Occupied Since 1967, published her second report of the year, 

Genocide as Colonial Erasure. In her scathing indictment of the colonial State of Israel, she states:  

 

13. Since the previous report of the Special Rapporteur (A/78/545), and despite the ICJ interventions, 

genocidal acts have proliferated. Nearly a year of scorched-earth assault has led to the calculated 

destruction of Gaza: the human, material and environmental cost is unquantifiable.” 

 

15. The magnitude of destruction in Gaza has prompted allegations of domicide, urbicide, 

scholasticide, medicide, cultural genocide and ecocide. Nearly 40 million tons of debris, including 

unexploded ordnance and human remains, contaminate the ecosystem. More than 140 temporary 

waste sites and 340,000 tons of waste, untreated wastewater and sewage overflow contribute to the 

spread of diseases such as hepatitis A, respiratory infections, diarrhoea and skin diseases. As Israeli 

leaders promised, Gaza has been made unfit for human life. 

 

https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/192/192-20231228-app-01-00-en.pdf
https://undocs.org/en/A/78/545
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In the face of Israel’s feigned retaliatory measures, 1 it’s defiant and brutal ongoing crimes against 

humanity, unprecedented modern horrors and slaughters witnessed daily (referred to as a “televised 

Nakba”) by the world since October 8, 2023, including assault rifles freely doled out to settlers amidst the 

senseless beatings, shootings, deaths, and hundreds of hostage arrests inside the fortified Westbank and east 

Jerusalem, what would motivate Abella, a seasoned and principled jurist, to make unsubstantiated 

statements? Was Abella perhaps encouraged by the pro-Israel Canadian lobby forces? Did Abella perhaps 

confer with her colleagues at the Raoul Wallenberg Centre for Human Rights, as the Centre’s chairman 

Irwin Cotler, would also publish a similar opinion article the following day? Or did Abella quietly interpret 

the signals? Whatever the motivation, it was a significant gamble. Abella’s coming ‘out of the closet’ now 

may be interpreted as a significant miscalculation, jeopardizing her professional role and conduct as human 

rights advocate and reputation as a former national jurist. 

 

Two investigative articles published by The Maple on January 29, 2024 revealed some of the influential 

Israeli lobby networks in Canada, networks linked to wealthy Canadian funders. It addresses the twenty-

year-old non-profit, American registered, and Canadian incorporated organization,  

HonestReporting Canada, which functions as “a war room (“the war of persuasion,” “to control the 

narrative”) … to act as Israel’s sword and shield.” ‘HonestReporting’ Canada recently formed “a “united 

front” with Hasbara Canada” “to create the Canadian Campus Media Program,” to “monitor campus media 

and respond to coverage deemed to be “problematic.”  

 

The intriguing roles and shenanigans of the ultra-organized and well-funded international Israeli lobby 

networks influencing foreign states (evolving operations conducted for over one hundred years) continue to 

be unearthed, well-researched and well-documented. They are the subject of reams of audio and video 

interviews and documentaries, academic papers, podcasts, investigative articles. The authors exposing the 

creative and multiple manners in which the tentacled networks ‘defend the realm of Israel,’ have come 

under repeated attack by ‘the lobby.’ Since 2007 alone, the lobby web intrigue has been revealed in at least 

four books:  

 

* The Israel Lobby and U.S. Foreign Policy, by John Mearsheimer and Stephen Walt (2007) 

* Big Israel: How Israel’s Lobby Moves America, by Grant Smith (2016)  

* Israel’s Armor: The Israel Lobby and the First Generation of the Palestine Conflict, by Walter 

   Hixson (2019)  

* Architects of Repression: How Israel and its Lobby put Racism, Violence and Injustice at the Center  

   of U.S. Middle East Policy, by Walter Hixson (2021). 

 

Discussed in Part 2, determined forerunners who exposed the Zionist lobby in Canada some forty years ago 

were individuals such as John Sigler and Peyton Lyon. 

 

Within The Maple’s January 29, 2024, article, Irving Abella is identified as having been “on the board of 

directors” of HonestReporting Canada. He is the late husband of Rosalie Abella, and former and esteemed 

York University history professor and author. The Maple cites an article, Under Pressure, published by the 

Review of Journalism in the summer of 2005, which describes HonestReporting Canada as a “pro-Israel 

watchdog:” 

 

“HonestReporting is an American non-profit organization founded in 2000 by British students of Aish 

HaTorah, an international network of Jewish educational centres. The students were shaken by what 

 
1 I.e.: “Post-7 October, Israel has framed its military operations in Gaza as a war of self-defence and counter-terrorism against a 

terrorist group. However, it is well established that Israel cannot legitimately invoke self-defence against the population under its 

occupation. The occupying Power must protect, not target, the occupied people.” Quote from paragraph 70, U.N. Special 

Rapporteur Francesca Albanese’s October 2024 report, Genocide as Colonial Erasure. 

https://www.thepost.co.nz/nz-news/350115446/un-special-rapporteur-palestine-says-israel-may-have-committed-genocide
https://www.thepost.co.nz/nz-news/350115446/un-special-rapporteur-palestine-says-israel-may-have-committed-genocide
https://www.readthemaple.com/meet-the-billionaire-funded-pro-israel-group-influencing-media/
https://www.readthemaple.com/meet-the-billionaire-funded-pro-israel-group-influencing-media/
https://www.readthemaple.com/here-are-honestreporting-canadas-billionaire-and-millionaire-funders/
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they perceived to be media misrepresentations 

of Israel following the start of the second 

intifada. HR has since separated from Aish 

and now has affiliates in Canada (HRC), 

Brazil, Russia, Italy, and the United States, and 

100,000 subscribers worldwide. All chapters 

espouse the HR mission to ensure “fair and 

accurate” coverage of Israel in the media. But 

while the organization expects journalists to be 

free of bias, it doesn’t always apply the same 

rules to itself. 

 

In 2003, the Canadian affiliate opened its doors in a one-room office rental on the 17th floor of a 

high-rise building in midtown Toronto. HRC is distinct from its parent organization, with its own 

board of directors, which includes York University history professor Irving Abella (husband of 

Supreme Court Justice Rosalie Abella) and the group’s two founders, Ken Rotman, co-CEO of 

merchant bank Clairvest Group Inc., and Shmuel Veffer, associate rabbi of the Village Shul in 

Toronto.”  

 

Apocalyptic scene from Israel’s genocidal, bombing ruins of “open-air prison” Gaza, March 1, 2025. 

Palestinians, during the longest ceasefire since October 2023, are ‘celebrating’ Ramadan on the perhaps 

longest, continuous temporary, make-shift dining table in history, stretching off into the distance upon a 

hand-hewn pathway, and extending below the photo area. Temporary lights are strung up on either side of 

the festive table. It is a profoundly disturbing historic moment caught on camera.  
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Esraa Abo Qamar, “Palestinian writer based in Gaza,” wrote the following excerpts on March 1, 2025, for 

Al Jazeera, Ramadan in Gaza: Ruins and unshakable faith:  

 

“Last year was not the first time for us to observe Ramadan during a war. In 2014, I was only nine 

years old, but I remember very well how our Ramadan nights were filled with air strikes and 

destruction and how we had to rush out of our home in the dark, fleeing the bombing in our 

neighbourhood. 

But Ramadan last year [2024] was different. It was unimaginably worse. Hunger was everywhere. We 

fasted the entire day, only to break our fast with a can of hummus or beans shared between six 

people. With no electricity, we would chew the tasteless canned food in the dark. We would barely 

see each other’s faces across the table. 

Ramadan was stripped of its joyous spirit. We longed to hear the adhan (call to prayer) at Maghrib 

before breaking our fast or at Fajr before starting it. But those sounds never came. Every mosque was 

destroyed. There were 

people who wanted to 

do the adhan, but they 

were afraid – afraid that 

the sound of their 

voices would bring air 

strikes, that it would 

make them targets. 

Instead of breaking our 

fast to the familiar 

sound of the muezzin 

on the loudspeakers of 

the nearby mosque, we 

broke it to the terrifying 

echoes of missiles and 

gunfire. 

But last year, there was nowhere we could go to pray tarawih amid the genocide. 

Even the Great Omari Mosque – one of Gaza’s most beautiful and historic mosques, where my father 

and brothers used to spend the final 10 nights of Ramadan, listening to the Quran recited in the most 

beautiful voices – was gone, bombed into ruins, shattered beyond recognition. The place that once 

echoed with prayers and peace was turned into dust and rubble. 

This year’s Ramadan begins during a ceasefire. There are no air strikes shaking the earth as we break 

our fast. No explosions reverberating in the silence of Fajr. No fear of decorating our homes, of 

hanging colourful lights that might make us a target.  

More than 48,000 people have been killed during the war. Entire families have been wiped from the 

civil registry and will not observe Ramadan this year. At so many iftar tables, there will be an empty 

seat: a father whose voice calling his children to the table will never be heard again, a son whose 

impatience to break his fast will never be seen again or a mother whose skilled hands will never 

prepare delicious food again. 

The festive spirit is gone, but the core of Ramadan is here. This month is a chance to step away from 

distractions and concerns of ordinary life and reconnect with our faith. It is a time of forgiveness. It is 

a time to seek closeness to God and spiritual resilience. 

Our mosques may have been destroyed, but our faith has not been broken. We will still be doing 

tarawih in half-destroyed homes and tents, whispering all our wishes in dua’a and seeking comfort in 

reciting the Quran, knowing that Allah will reward us for all the suffering we have endured.” 
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Part. 2.  The Abellas and the Engaging Moments and Movements of 1988 (following) 

 

The 1989 book, The Domestic Battleground: Canada and the Arab-Israeli Conflict, contains a collection of 

stimulating essays, the last of which is called “Canada and the Arab-Israeli Conflict: A Discussion with 

Irving Abella and John Sigler.” The essay’s introduction summarizes that it “presents a discussion between 

the historian, Irving Abella, and the political scientist, John Sigler, about the broad contours of Canada’s 

diplomacy in the region, the power of domestic interest groups in the making of policy, and the initiatives 

that might be taken in the future:” 

 

The discussion places the groups, institutions, and events described in the book into a broader context 

and suggests the degree to which continuity has triumphed over change in Canada’s Middle East 

policy. Abella stresses the strong moral commitment that Canada has had to Israel’s survival and 

argues that this should remain a cornerstone of Canada’s approach to the region. Sigler 

emphasizes the disenfranchisement of the Palestinians and the responsibility that he feels Canada has 

to help to resolve the resulting dilemma. 
 

The “discussion” is a polite and rigorous sequential question and answer discourse by the two historians: 

Abella defending the State of Israel, and Sigler advocating the merits and rights of Palestinians. Both men 

were public figures followed in the Canadian press and media concerning Israel’s repression of Palestinians 

before, during, and following 1988. In the opening segment of the essay, two questions are asked of Irving 

Abella concerning “Canada’s interests in the Middle East” and their importance “in the larger scheme of 

Canadian foreign policy.” Abella states: 

 

“The third interest Canada has in the Middle East - and one that is not nearly as important as the other 

two but should be - is a moral one. Israel is a democracy, the only one in the area. There are so few 

democratic nations in the world that we have a moral obligation to support those that exist, especially 

one whose values - liberty, justice, equality - we share. Obviously, this does not mean underwriting 

all the policies of that government, but it does mean total support if the survival of that democracy is 

in question.”  

 

John Sigler takes his cues from Abella, and counters with the following: 

 

“Irving raises the importance of moral considerations in Canada’s concern with the Middle East. … 

His primary emphasis is on the moral obligation to support Israel as a democratic state, although he 

recognizes that does not mean support for policies of Israel which we regard as inconsistent with our 

values. How a state treats its own minorities is a critical element in judging the effectiveness of 

its democratic practices, and here Israeli practices towards its own Arab minority as well as the 

Palestinian population in the occupied territories have aroused increasing concern among civil 

rights organizations in Israel and abroad. … The Canadian government, along with the 

international community generally, has certainly sharpened its criticism of Israeli policies, 

particularly on what is seen as the excessive use of force against a civilian population. … Canada’s 

present position on the Palestinians is somewhat different from the American position, and that’s 

because we didn’t have to negotiate in 1975, as Mr. Kissinger did, a second withdrawal agreement 

from the Sinai, in which he put in a secret protocol that the United States would not negotiate with or 

recognize the PLO [Palestine Liberation Organization].” 

 

Sigler, though wrong about Palestinians as a “minority,” points out the following:  

 

“There have been visible differences within the Canadian Jewish community over Israeli policies 

toward the Palestinians. The Canada-Israel Committee has long taken a position that it does not 

criticize Israeli policies, which is consistent with its position as an interest group. But Israelis 
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themselves are deeply divided on the right policies to follow and that division is readily translated 

into the Jewish community in Canada. As in Israel, many in the Canadian Jewish community are 

wrestling with the agonizing question: “Is the continuing suffering of the Palestinians to be the 

price of the existence of a Jewish state”?” 

 

There were two prominent political forces at work as to why the 1989 Arab-Israeli Conflict book of essays 

was published. The first and largest influence of course had to do with the ‘First Intifada’ (First 

‘Awakening’) in Israel that painfully dragged on from December 1987 to September 1993, and the resulting 

international publicity and public backlash resulting from the Israeli military, police and settler brutality 

upon the Palestinians, the subject of ongoing, daily publicity in Canadian media chains. The abusive 

violence in Israel, amidst violence taking place across the planet, was disturbing the public masses, creating 

deep-felt anxieties and societal agitations, leading to the formation of advocacy groups, countless meetings 

and presentations, marches and demonstrations in the streets, and the pivoting and maneuvering of political 

figures and statements.  

 

The second force had to do with a politically charged incident, what two prominent federal Canadian 

politicians stated before a jam-packed audience at a special conference held on March 10, 1988, hosted by 

the Canada-Israel Committee for its 13th annual meeting, where Israel’s United Nations ambassador 

Benjamin Netanyahu gave the main address. The statements by the two Members of Parliament who 

criticized the State of Israel, resulted in a sudden tidal wave of concerns and responses across Canada, not 

going unnoticed by the mandarins at the U. S. State Department. Their statements, summarized in the 

Toronto Star on March 9, 1988, Palestinian clashes cast shadow over Canada-Israel gala, were prompted 

by one or two recent reports presented to a special federal parliamentary committee.  

 

“There has been an unprecedented rash of statements in the House of Commons critical of Israel from 

Conservative and New Democratic Party MPs. One Tory MP [Joe Clark] has equated Israel’s 

actions with South Africa’s human rights violations against blacks. Two groups of Canadian 

politicians have come back from visits to the Middle East highly critical of Israeli policies in 

dealing with the Palestinian protests in the occupied territories. …  Both groups of 

Parliamentarians plan to make reports to External Affairs Minister Joe Clark on human rights 

violations on the West Bank and in Gaza. … there has been a Liberal [Party] silence reflecting the 

deep divisions in the caucus, whose chairman Marcel Prud’homme is pro-Arab. Four of his 
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colleagues are Jewish. … Toronto MP Lynn McDonald presented a report, described as hard-hitting 

but fair, that generated what one participant called an “animated discussion.” 

 

Vancouver MP Svend Robinson, who 

visited the Israeli-occupied West Bank 

with the Canada-Arab Parliamentary 

group, has said the Israeli army “basically 

is out of control.” He apparently took a 

strong line against Israel in the caucus 

meeting. In the Commons, the party’s 

foreign affairs critic, Bill Blaikie, a United 

Church minister from Winnipeg, has been 

tough on Israel. … MP Howard McCurdy, 

of Windsor, has talked about the 

“bankruptcy” of Israel policy. Among the 

Tories, Bud Jardine of New Brunswick 

asked the Commons on January 20 to 

“express its rage and indignation” against 

an Israeli blockage of food for 

Palestinian camps. On February 26, he 

told the Commons, “I plead for the 

government to show the same 

leadership against human rights 

violations in Palestine as it has shown 

and demonstrated in South Africa.” … 

Chairman Bill Winegard, respected Tory 

MP from Guelph, said … “most 

Canadians are shocked by what they see 

on television.”   

 

The Toronto Star article, published the day 

before the Canada-Israel Committee gala 

meeting, stated that Middle East scholar and Carleton University professor John Sigler was a signatory to a 

February 1988 “national advertisement … by the Canadian Coalition for Palestinian Human rights,” an ad 

that “lashed out at Israeli violence:”  

 

“The Arab-Israeli issue has been redefined as one of human rights and that is the first time that 

has happened,” said John Sigler. … Sigler noted the ad carried more labor union names that might 

have been expected a year ago, as well as Jewish names from such organizations as Jews for a Just 

Peace and Canadian Jewish Outlook. 

 

On January 19, 1988, just over a month after the initiation of the First Intifada, the Toronto Star printed 

Irving Abella’s opinion article, Why it’s not all Israel’s Fault. Abella wrote,  

 

“The Palestinians must also share the blame for their misfortunes. Forty years ago, they were offered 

a state alongside the newly created Jewish state and rejected it, opting instead to drive the Jews out. 

They failed. Twenty years later, in 1967 Israel offered to swap its newly captured territories for peace. 

Again, the Arabs refused, promising more war instead. Ten years ago, the Palestinians turned down 

the autonomy plan offered them in the Camp David Accords, a plan some observers argued would 

have ultimately led to sovereignty. And I fear that the purpose of the present rioting is not so 

much to get the Jews out of Gaza and the West Bank as it is to get them out of Israel.” 
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-..:.r .. ~ --.--
CPPF Run FOfl i~ > CJPME ~~~ Palestine ,,_.,l ---

Ed ....... lon 

log IIeC'UI'Ity, he told MPI and 

-""'. "My lfiends, al l of this Is going on 
at the moment and hu aroused IItUe 
reaction In thedvUlzed world. 

" In the cruel, distorted, prejudiced 
covera8ll! by the media 01 events In 
the Middle East, the slaugtlter In 
Beirut does not warrant the cOverage 
given to children throwing stones In 
some West Bank villages." 

In his: remaru introducing Henog, 
Mulroney said Israelis " a tribute to 
the deep spiritual belids and the IIIl­
failing personal courage of a 
remarkable people." But he said 
forbearance and restraint - even ID 
the face of Intense provocation - are 
the hallmarks of a strong and 
confident nation. 

HUMAN TRAGEDY 
"The death of a child - Israeli or 

Palestlnlan - Is an overwhelming 
hwnan tragedy," Mulroney told the 
Commons. 

"Canadians who understand and 
sympathize with Israel urge 
none the less moderation and 
reasonableness in the belief lbat 
ultimately such a policy wUl bring 
about an tqually responsible attitude 
on Ult other side " 

Mulroney said Israel 's proposal for 
elections In the occupied territories 
could help break the cycle of violence 
and lead to a Just and durable peace 

MPs and Senators gave Henog 
standing ovations belore and after his 
speech The only erceptlon was Mon· 
treal Li beral MP Marcel 
Prud'homme, a longtime supporter 
of Palesllnlanri Is. 

were heavUy Involved In supplying 
Iran to keep the Iran-Iraq war g0.­
Ing." the Unlvenlty of Toronto pro­
feaor uld. 

"He neglected lO mention that 

Israel Invaded Lebanon and exacer­
bated the exlstlna c:lvU war, ClvU war 
In Lebanon wu part of their game 
plan for yean In an effort to can­
Ionize Lebanon." 
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Some Canadian Jewish academics raised 

the thorny issue of anti-Semitism. Irving 

Abella and Irwin Cotler, both former 

chairmen of Canadian Professors for 

Peace in the Middle East, were amongst 

those doing so. Cotler’s ongoing 

pronouncements of anti-Semitism 

blaming would later reach a culmination 

point in 2006 when the National Post 

published a full-page article on 

September 12, written by Cotler, The 

Disgrace of Durban – Five Years Later. 

Following speaking engagements in 

1988, Irving Abella, at a conference on 

world anti-Semitism held at McGill University on February 19, 1989, said: “recent events in the Middle 

East have prompted a rise in overt Canadian anti-Semitism by providing socially acceptable opportunities 

for people with latent anti-Semitic bias to express it. He said Jews need to “scream out” when anti-Semitic 

ideas are expressed. “We have a vocal Jewish community and a wealthy Jewish community. We have 

people with connections. And we should use them.” The February 20, 1989, Montreal Gazette news article 

also quoted Yehuda Bauer, “who heads a centre for the study of anti-Semitism at the Hebrew University of 

Jerusalem. … said he thinks the Israeli government occasionally has misused the memory of the 

Second World War slaughter of the Jews for its own political purposes.”     
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Israelis are not above criticism 
F~C('rpls from a sptffh by E:t: tmW Affairs 

MlnisUr Joe Oarlo; to the CallMa-lsrael 
Commil1ee, Marth 10, 1988. 

Human-righ ts violations such as we have 
wit nessed in the West Bank and GIIl.3, are 
unacceptable, and in many cases are illegal 
under internationnllaw. 

The U.)C of live ammuni tion to restore civilian 
order; the withholding of food supplies to 
control and penalize civilian populations. and 
the use of bealings 10 pre·empt further 
demonstrations have all been witneSS«!. 

UN officials and Red Cross observers, to say 
nothing of thc media, report that these actions 
are deliberate instruments of the "iron-risf' 
policy designed to re·establish conlIol by force 
and by fear. These actions appear patt of a logic 
of containment pre·dating recem disturbances. 

Such acts, no matter the historical contex t or 
provocation. arc shocki ng to Canadians and to 
many Israelis. 

There have been suggestions Ihat events 
reported by the media were ;'myths" based on a 
few instances of a breakdown in discipline. 
Certainly the lack of adequate training for 
maimaining civil order and the youthfulness of 
some of the Israeli troops have oombined to 
worsen the situation. But we have to face some 
inescapable facls. 

I am not unsympathetic to tne views of the 
friends of Israel. who regard media reports of 
rccent events as unfai r "snapshots" of a complex 
issue, the history of which is easily o\'erlookcd in 
these times of turmoil. Yet the painful incidents 
arc vividly before us every evening on television. 
Unhappily, they are not fabrica tions to be 
addressed through greater medi a control. 

The government of Canada is mindful of the 
plight of Israel; of its legi timate SCC1lri ty needs: 
of its fears engendered by the hostility and past 
aggression of its neighbors: of the conundrum i l 
(aces in the occupied terri tories: of the legacy of 
hatred and mistrust that must be addressed to 
achieve reconciliation and peace with the 

... offers advice 
terri tories. 

Palestinians. We are also, 
however, at one in OUt 

commitment to a single 
human-rights policy 
which reneclS the basic 
values of Canadian 
society. and whose 
principles we seek to 
apply universally. 

We calion Israel's 
leaders to show 

compassion and 
to make the 

10 

rno" 

A blunt truth that has emerged starkly from 
recent events is that Israel's chief adversary and 
challenge is the Palestinians - not her Arab 
neighbors. The implications for the peace 
process are fundamental. 

My discussions with the leaders of Jordan, 
Saudi Arabia and Egypt leave no doubt tbal 
they want a lasting peace, and are willing to lend 
their assistance in negotiations. They too. 
however. have taken notc of recent 
developments in tne occupied territories and 
may be expected to be increasingly reticent in 
coming to an agreement unless it is acceptable to 
the Palestinian people and its leadership. 

In focusing on recent Israeli actions, I do not 
mean to suggest Ihat blame is to be found only 
on one side. 

Palestinian leadership in the past has failed to 
seize opportunities, to take the necessary risks 
required to bring peace. As in Israel, Palestinian 
leaders have 10 overcome deep division within 
thei r ranks and exhibit wisdom, moderation and 
vision if peace withjustitt for its people is to be 
achieved. 

Israelis and Palestinians seek security and 

freedom to live in their own distinctive political 
and social systems. 

Prog,ress in thai direction could be made it the: 
Pales tinian leadership look the bold step 01 
formally announcing its acceptance or the 
indcpendcnct and territorial inlcgrily of Israci:jn 
return for Israeli wilhdrawa] trom terri tories 
occupied since 1967. Steps by the Palestine 
Liberation Organiz.ation 10 accept unequivocally 
United Nations' security resolutions 242 and 338 
could have a dramatic impact on Israeli public 
opinion. altering the whole equation or the peace 
process. or similar significance would be the 
unambiguous acceptance or these resolutions 60 
the pari of Israel - an acceptance confused by 
Likud's intransigence on the very principle or 
territorial compromise. 

The uprising in the territories has been 3. 

watershed. A generation bred under occupation 
has declared its determination to resist. One 
fears that pbysieaUy crushing it could have even 
more tragic results than the persistence of 
unreSt. There is no turning back. A policy 'Of 
indefinite cOnlrol over lIle land. without an 
acknowledgement of the rights of ils inhabitants. 
has failed. For the Palestinians. tolerable living 
conditions can never compensate for the absence 
of dignity and the freedom to order one's affairs 
according 10 one's own values. . 

Canada is firmly of the view that peace hinges 
on territorial compromise. Resolution 242. which 
e"presses the principle of the exchange of land 
for peace. offers the best hope: of breaking the 
vicious cycle of violence and of achieving ' a 
resolution. The leadersnip of Israel knows this is 
ou r position. and that it represents the honest 
assessment of a friend. Palestinian leadeTs 
likewise know where Canada stands. 

Events in the West Bank and Gaza have 
demonstrated that intransigence offers, at best. a 
cos tly illusion of securi ty. It promises a future pC 
strife and . ultimately. a crisis of identity fpr 
Israel. 

Israel's friends can't remain silent 
Israel no IOllger CIIrries uith it a general di.~pen'>l1-
lion from criticism or questioning b«ause of "hat 
was done to ,he Jewish people in Europ<' by the 
NlUis during I/Ild before the Serond World War 

~brch 15. 1988 
Ry JO:-;"TI IAN MANl1I0RPI: 
Sou, .... " ...... 
OTTAWA _ Wha, Jot Clark did las, ... , .. 1< 

,",',"" 10 mali. i . pnuibk lor ...",..,. .. .,. 
Canodi3ll"l'inioo IO di_ ih<poIici<ool the 
"" .. mmrn! ol b,ad "'Iboul oU""",;.,.If .o 
,11< moru .. ",olih< NOli <kathwopo. 

It "'as " """"~ Ipo:oedI ....... lomal 
afloj,. mo"'>~r P'" '0 ,11< annoW rn«1in8 of 
,ho C..,ada·t".ti Commin.,.,. 

a.rt ..aid ih< r=n' ..,.inn> 01 .... t.r.di 
mi~lary in ih< O<a!pied '~rri ....... 0( Gau 
and 111< I\'toI Rank " .... ,"'ally ......:«p.able. 
and in M3IIY cases ill<pl uDder iII ...... 'i"" .. 
1 ... ·." 

Ho Ih,<d ,11< us< olli ... an",,,,,,,tioI> and 
'ea, pi 10 rnlorc civilian OI\kf. ,"" 
..,ilhholdl.. ol rood >upplia. and 1M 
purp<lO<lul "...,min& ol ,Y"""",," .. thc 
U""""'f'IIbk 1_ ol [" .. 10 OCCUpItiorL 

Tht clear no .. 01 "~a<p<n"" ";t1t the 
1" .. li 1"'=""'" oam< moo' dnman.eaIly 
from Clart .'100. in 1919. "'Uf$I<d mewing 
111< Canad,an EmW.<.y lrom Tel A';' to !he 
I..,hnkally -""""pt«!- cily ol ~ in ~ 
S""u", oI>Otidan1y.,tb thc l.,.tip<apk_ 

Thtmd.ay'. ~ "'-as do ...... by and. 
lndcod. oddcd to. by 1M Pri .... Min;i$lc1'. 

"'lice. TbU ... "" opcedI '" Iont ...... ..ru.m 
by auk. espe<W1y ~ only Ibm _1M '"'" 
BnaD M~Irnn<Y &saib«l thc Undi ...,..... 
10 .... P .... 1JRlltl ~oIiaoto .. 
~rn''''' n.. .-...... in Ihe """"pOtd I<moon........" 
10· u-... ,""",,'1<'<1 • """"" 01 prrpIaocf 
"""""",,,"lJDO"I"'""YC&ftOdiaoh1. -
....... hkdy "'" ... noo ..... mi'" """";1) - who 
",,,,,,)' suppno1 ....... Sod cit.. and 
p<'I'OIJICJ>' tbIow 01 "!'IIWI n&III'''''''' .... an' 
to be ""m .. !he poIitocai Iaicoa 01 • ptnp .. 
.. iIOO b3>~ b«n m.., •• " ....... _01 .... ....".. 
r .... I .... oIbnotab.)· '" ~.........,. 

A r ... ""~ doosn 10 dtspUJ< MIllS. Sam. 
olCbrt·. ~"''''''lIICttIIICoI&tItac. 

ltI orpM.a,i"" «><np<Wns many ol m. moo! 
imp<o11t1' Ca....:!i.., Jewish ~atiOflS. 
low>oI .... spttcll i.toIe,ablt. Somt boo<d Iljm 
>nd$Olll< ",a1kN OU'. 

"<Iouble dd .... "'3> """.n by m. hiV>lY 
o"ind" .. and o:bati1m&,k b .... H >mbal.$ador 
'0"" Uni,«l Nations., Bon)amin Ne'aD,-uu. 
....... lI<addteSKd "" 1tI.t>OI ....... "1-

Tho dtmonmations in G ..... aDd !he W OOl 

BanI; art an orchcs< .. ,ed ..... ""«u in .... 
P .... 'inian'· old .. ' .... and putpO!rlully play<d 
IOf lh< !<kvisiOfl <am<r.U, bt...;<I. ~Wha' you 
..., i. an . " omp' 10 "" kkI. inlO !he .\rtrtI 
and '0 "y 10 "., ...... kids~IIcd.~ 

Th<r< may .... 0 bt wth in .hil. Man)n art .'.)1 ... lI~>bltJlI$tit"'"tinn IOf. ,-
A,.j " ... ""Id "'" bt .... lirs, ti .... ohm: has 

ben .., lIn$p01:<I1 cotIOpiracy 00 ........ 
dtmons,r,olnr> and .... ItkvisOoo carr.traS. II 
has bappmcd in PoIaDd. in South Africa and 
in Nonbom 1",'-1 

Vel an .1Ia1 COIUIOI"O>< m. dtqxT rulily 
"" "hid! Clark 1'.11 "" I ........ 

10, .. 1 no Ions« carriq ..-jill ;1 • ~>I 
<llipom.olion lrom aiti<Um ..... qllOtinnma 
boca ... ol ,,'ha. "'3> doD< to 1M Jewish """""" 
irI Europe by Ihe N .... dun", and bef ..... tbt 
Stcood ""oriel War 

1\'bi1o 1 ....... bas a do ... ria.b' 10 dd'end 
ibd ........ of Ihe ~I-' xtioos in tho 
P"" I ... , ~an bo .. ben <mubIi", muy 01 
brad'.' ........ and.rue.. Tbr 1982inv ..... 01 
........", 1>01 0IIIy 1oooo:d • ,tmnoil .. bOdI 
_ ........ to VOW" ;" ....... ty. bui spot. 01 0 
broadoof policy 10 dnlabitiu b<t 8<!&f>bnn.. 

Tho Id...al 01 .... IlrOdi .. ,..onun ... " 10 
bqtn di • ..,. pt_ .....,..._ .. ,Ill II .. 
~ .. PfOP'Md 1»' Un"N SuIt< 
Sccttwy of SUo .. 0.0.1" SIJolu. pontzJS _ 

"'''-sm«' .. ,Ill .bIch , ........ al'Io<o -
I><poImn& 10 .... patxn<e. 

SIdIy. _ all kwDh Itadm. appno<:i.I .. !ho' 

u.ernal Affairs Minis ter Joe Clar~ 

ht! P'''' 00IH'"f<Ous Ip«dI 

Clark', >pndI .. 'ymp""""l10 ol • s-i"lo 
...... ofrcali.<.m....,.."hr .. r.lr><DOh. 

.... '<dt<nd cdilion of .... Ofu ... Olhrn 
quoted • kllCJ to M~ from Sirplom 
\ "ICIOI'. presodnI. 01 tho< J.,...;w, Cornmum!)' 
C~lolOt ....... 

Tbr ..... "SpaptI' quo... Vinoor as "'yiDg 
Clark', ,anarb .... nt1am. til< p-... 01 
baued" m CaIYdo ..... art pari ot • -risi", 
.. - at aDti·StmtIism luclJod by .... P .... ti"" 
Libmouoo> Orpniu ...... _ tIto>t ""'" dmy 
.... HnIo<:aUOll. 

n.......,... 01 Clart· • ."....,.. ..... Jim Ihe 
OppO'"~. n.. poIiCJa of tho b,a.cti 
""""""""' .... ..,""portoI>.!ho,iq" ........ 
.... "" Ion&tr ..-.. 1IiJm, 0111 01 """"""' 
....,t!ooymoybt ....... t.obns...".,.-.COutt 
;:~ lUI} &fOUI'''' tb< lurlab<: lriaso< ot 
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A more visible, growing split among Canadian and 

American Jewish citizens seriously emerged in 1988 

concerning the actions and policies of the colonial and 

occupier Israeli State.  

 

American Jews' silence 
rapped by Israeli writers 

fsrael may be 'losing its soul' 
~ver policy on Aralls, rabbi says 

The Associated Press F~bruary 12, 1988 

NEW YORK - Four prominent 
israeli writers sharpl y criticized 
Amerkan Jews for faili~ to sp<'sk 
out against Israeli policies in the 
occ upi \!d Palestinian territories. 
They said their silence amouniS to 
suppor . for tlte "wrong side," 

among his books The Lol"(~r. Ot is a 
writer of fiction and essays whose 
books in(' lude llue and There ill lile 
Land of Israel. 

Amichai is a poet and Elon is a 
journalist who has written books on 
Israel. 

By ~I Morrl!; Toronto Sur 'On1y platform' 
Hundreds of peo]lle c rowded into 1. 

Betti Shalom Syrlagogue last night ~ '1] regret th;)! this 1ll.1)' be the 
t';~'t\ear 3 prominent Metro rabbi onlY'platform in the communlty ­
amf1.wo Jewish professors sp~k mMr than my pulpi t - where [ 
out against Isr~ I '~ l1CCupati<ln of ~:~~~,~~icfl\~~~~~~Y eml my con· 

f.il~~~~W:;n~;,d~~r:r5t~!tbi at " Michael Manus, wile clla lrro 
!:Jill{ Blo!som Temple, Wl/frlL'd Ilwl tlle 'meeting, criticilcd the Cana­
lSTaCl mU3t end it ~ 20'yeaT-{llri dt3)1,' Jewlsll CongreSli and major 
domtnation of Palestin ian Arabs IIr ~faadian Jewish or~anizations for 
ifs\t' ll "trampl ing of Jewish deriJ:cting Ihe issue by focusing on 
v;i hi~." the_media coverage or the rocent 

"wael is In danger of losing its wuest 
soUl; whl~ pf~serving its . b!Jdy,·' "This is nol lin [~racl·bashing 
Marmur to ld about 450 people at meeli ng, nor a mcdia·bashiJ1j:l 
tlie' gathering sponsorro by tile merlin ,.. There are major prob· 
canadian Friends of Peace l" (IW. IcIT\.'i iJetW€cn Israel ami the Pales­
; ' .p.:'r', ce Now is l ' broad·based tini3ns Ih3t h3ve to besolved. Ours 
J.5raell movement which rocently 15 an authentic Jewish voice that 
held an eO,OOD-strong derr,Mstra- SJ~'."'.~h ~ ,.!!,a,~d", .... I""g. with other 
Hon' in Tel A~'iv against the I5Tae1i " 0 TU _....... ..,., d. 
ar,my'5 handling til rio lcr~ in the Peace :-.Jow pregident Mel Ship" 
West Bank and Gala Strtp. man said wat in the last two weeks 

Mlirmur ~nd other speakers 200 people in Metro alone lwvc 
criticized m ai n~ t ream Je wi sh joinNI the group. A tolal of 1,000 
"l:irganlzations for f3 111ng \0 l'On· be long to branches in Torooto, 

•
<tetn.:.h lhe Israeli OlXUpation. Montreal and Ottawa. Another 

may start in Winnipe!;. 

February 4, 1988 

The 60·member Jews fOf n J ust 
Pea ce was fo rmed ft'(-'en lly in 
Metro as ~ respOllse against cur­
fl'flt Is raeli Plllicies in the West 
Bank and Gaza. 

Vosef Lapld, a professor of inter­
natlM3l relations at lhc Hebrelj,' 
University of JerLlSalem, said the 
recent uprising foreshadows the 
end or the 2O-year "status quo" ror 
str~teg ic ~asl)ns. 

"We have neither the mnler i,,] , 
military m.r mO Tal cnpabiiities to 
ad ln iniste r one-and-a·halr million 
host!!e, hatefu]' naUonalistically 
mooilizt:d Palestinian Aratls," he 
said. 

Lapid, a ,'!siting professor at 
Carle'.On University in Ottawa , 
said thai if Israel docs not with­
d raw "oluntarily, "i t wiD he im· 
posed upon us." 

University of Toronto socio logist 
Robert Brym arglJ('d Ihat lsr..el 
has stayed in the occupied territo­
ries fur e<;OIlomic reasons. 

He said the 120,000 migrant 
Arab workers who travel rrom we 
the \vest Batik and Gaza to Israel 
each day suooid ize Jewish "'elfare 
programs ~t.o the tUlle of $200,000 
U.s. a day," provide a cheap labllr 
force. Ind a market ror Israeli 
goods. 

In a letter published Sunday in the 
New York Times, the Israelis urged 
Jews in the United States to condemn 
the army crackdown on Palestinian 
protesters In the occupied West Bank 
and Gaza Strip. 

" By their ve ry sil ence. they 
(American Jews) are massh'ely in­
tel"\'ening in Israeli politics and si­
lently but effectively supponing one 
side, the tragicially wrong side," A.B. 
Yehoshua , Amos Oz. Amos Elon and 
Yehuda Amichai wrote. "We implore 
them to speak up." 

Yehoshua told The Associa ted 
Press he hopes iO\'o!"ement of 
America n Jews would increase 
pressure on WashingtOn to seek a 
speedy settlement of the Arab-Israeli 
conflict 

Yehosbua is a writer of fiction, 

Several prominent American Jews, 
including movicdirNtor Woody Allen 
and Rabbi Alexander Schindler, Icad· 
er of Jewish Reform ('ongregal ion~ . 
in the past few weeks ha ve con· 
demtWd army policies in the occupied 
territories. 

But other American Jewish leaders 
ha\'e reiterated the traditional posi­
tion of non·interference in Israel's 
security concerns. 

Yehoshua said such a position is no 
longer valid. 

" Israells are split into two camps," 
he said. "There is a combat betV,et'l1 
two ideologies. American Jews h3\ \! 
to speak out. Theycan'l be indiHen.'nl 
to what Is happening." 

In their letter, the writers sharply 
criticized Israel's policies during zo 
years of occupation and the crack· 
down on Pal~tinian protCM~ tha t 
began Dec. 8. 

I 'need' criticism 
WASHINGTON - This monlh a dislln­

SUlshed group 01 American doctors went 10 
Israel to· Investigale Ihe recen l oilicial 
governmenl policy 01 '·beatings" 10 cow 
Paleslinlans. 

"There is a systemalie pattern 01 limb 
injury that is clearly organized 10 cause Irac­
lures !hal will not resull In morlality," Dr. 
Jenniler leaning 01 the Harvard Medical 
School reporled 01 !he hundreds 01 cases 01 
broken bones Ihey lound among Palestinians 
01 all ages. But Ihere was perhaps somelhing 
even worse than the broken bones. 

01 Ihe Israeli soldiers sent oul to beal 
Arabs with clubs, rilles and two-by· lours, 
she said: "They definilely do not appear 10 
be out 01 control. That Is one 01 !he darker 
!hings we saw. These are not aberrations. 
The pallern is controlled, a systemalic pat­
lern aver a wide geographical area. II 's as il 
!hey'"" been inslrucled." 

February 17, 1988 

Of the palienls, she said !hallhey "looked 
like Ihey had been maUled, as if !hey had 
been pul Ihrough a washing machine 
wringer. They would have had 10 hold Ihem 
down and jusl keep bealing !hem." 

One is a1mosl Incredulous, walchlng llrese 
sinisler developmenls In a redeemed coun· 
try born in Idealism and in Ihe original Zion· 
isl idea 01 Ihe Jewish people as, finally in 
history, a "nonnalized people." It I. all 100 
grolesque, 100 vulgar, 100 surreal. Jews, 
whom !he world has seen lor cenlurle. lead· 
Ing the fighl lor jusllce and civil righl. and 
againsl lorture and wanton killing, now nol 
only allow lerrlble beallngs bul carry them 
oul as approved slale puli<:y and dare lhe 
world 10 crlliclze II! 

Whal has gone so lerrlbly, Irightfully 
wronR? When did lhe dream lurn to nlghl­
mare? I relurn 10 my original slory 01 1969, 
when there was stili time to correct the oriT 
gins 01 !he disasler we see today. 

Il ls ·true lhil American politicians remain 
so cra""n on anylhing 10 do wi!h Israel that 
Israelis are right 10 see Ihey are men easy to 
buy 011. (Where have all OUr presidenllal 
candldales been in speaking oul on the gro­
tes que situation now in Israel, lor 
inslance?) 

II Is true and even understandable !hat 
olfJcial Israel, il nol its many still liberal and 
Idealistic citizens, obviously despIses a 
country like the Unlled States lhal II can 
manipulale so easily. 

Bul II Ihere is one place where one can 
trace whal lsrael has come to loday, Ills In 
Ihe lack 01 any Iimlls pul on lis demands or 
behavior by Americans in general and by lhe 
American Jewish community In parlicufar. 

Those civilizing limits, Imprecise and 
amorphously enlorceable a. lhey are. are 
whal sluggishly bul surely keeps the world 
moving laward a higher culture. Conscion­
able Israelis will come in lime 10 curse us lor 
nol stoppIng Ihem Irom Ihls suicidal 
coursc. 
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In answer to daily violence reported within the apartheid 

regime of Israel, where, at the time, international 

journalists, human rights advocates and foreign 

dignitaries were permitted to freely access and roam, 

in sharp contrast to later restrictions during Israeli 

military operations, Canadian Jewish citizens formed 

Jews for a Just Peace on February 1, 1988.  

 

 



31 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Calgary-based 

Jewish Star newspaper 

also criticized the 

Canada-Israel 

Committee (“The CIC 

Fails Again,” March 1, 

1988). It said that the 

CIC, which was 

“established in 1967 as a 

lobby group for Israel in 

this country,” 

representing “(from a 

structural viewpoint) 

B’nai Brith Canada, the 

Canadian Jewish 

Congress, and the 

Canadian Zionist 

Federation,” was 

misleading Canadian 

Jewry by spreading 

rumours without 

contextual information.  
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DREYFUSS BOOED: 
Richard Dreyfuss wa in " Down 
and Out in Beverly Hill ., but he 

never 
expected to 
be booed and 
hissed in 
Beverly Hills 
like he was 
Sunday. 
Dreyfu 
joined femi n­
ist Betty 
Friedan and 

f 
p,.ss T,;bune others in Drey USS Ma«h 15. 1988 • 

peakmg at a 
Friend of Peace ow rally to 
protest the treatment of P alesti· 
nian in Israeli -occupied terr ito· 
rie . Right-wing heckler were 
especially tough on Ore fus , 
who had to be escorted from the 
'peaker 's stand by police. He 
later said he was surprised by 
.. the constancy and loudness of it 
al l. I couldn 't hear me." 

THERE IS ANOTHER ISRAEL! 
There is an alternative to rifles, rocks, beatings, and firebombs. 

Now more than ever ... the Peace Now movement can make a 
difference. 

AN OPEN LETTER TO 
PRIME MINISTER SHAMIR OF ISRAEL 

FROM THE DURHAM-CHAPEL HILL CHAPTER OF 
FRIENDS OF PEACE NOW Chapel Hill News 

March 16, 1988 Dear Mr. Prime Minister: 
listen to Israeli writer Amos Oz as he speaks to defenders of the occupation: 

Ask yourselves once more whether it is right and worthy, and worthwhile to teer this nation to 
pieces In the effort to extend its borders ... lnto what abyss Is the path you have chosen 
leading us? What good will it do to retain " Greater Isreal, .. when the soul of the nation is tom 
in two, when the chasm between us threatens to engulf all that has been built here with the 
blood and sweat of lour generations. 

Peace Now represents the other Israel. It Is Israel's non·partisan movement for peaceful coexistence. 
Amos Oz supports It. So do tens of thousands of other Israelis. 

For nearly ten years, Peace Now members have petitioned, educated, and marched. They have 
brought together Arab and Jewish youth. Thousands of them. Peacefully. They have sponsored dialogues 
with Palestinians who condemn terrorism and recognize mutual national rights. In recent months, they 
have demonstrated by the thousands in the streets of Jerusalem and Tel Aviv. 

The current Arab-Jewish violence makes Peace NoW's mission even more urgent. Neither side Is 
blameless. Arabs have missed many opportunities for peace. But the current conflict is an inevitable resu~ 
of occupation. The military rule over 1.5 million Palestinians also brutalizes Israeli society. h corrupts 
democracy and Jewish values and threatens Israel's security with eMl war. 

The present tragedy .. for both peoples -- creates an opportunity for new and imaginative leadership. As 
American Jews committed to Israel's survival, Friends of Peace Now calls upon you and your government, 
as well as the Palestinian leadership to renounce violence. We urge that you begin the arduous process 01 
reconciling Israeli security needs with Palestinian se~ determination. 

Ambassador quits 
TEl.; AVIV (Reuter) - Israel's 

arribassador to the United Nations, 
Beblamin Netanyahu, said yester­
day he has resigned to enter poli­
tics. Netanyahu, Israel's chief UN 
repr,.e-Sf!ntative for the last four 
years, is regarded as a candidate to 
sucCeed Prime Minister Yitzhak 
Shamir as leader of the Likud 
bloc. The Gaze"e, Ma reh 31, 1988 

GROUP URGES PALESTINIAN STATE - Memb rs of the group 
Jews for 8 Just Peace demonstrated in front of the Israeli consultate 
in Toronto yesterday and called for Israel to giv Palestinians a state 
of their own. A group of Jews who gathered on the Sidelines 
accused the protestors of seiling out Israel. 
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In an earlier February 1, 1988, letter printed in the Ottawa 

Citizen, Peyton Lyon said Canada’s “greatest factor” in its 

inability to “press Israel” was “almost certainly” due to: 

“the exceptional effectiveness of the Canada-Israel 

Committee (CIC), the lobby acting in the name of the 1.4 

percent of the Canadian people whose ethnic origins are 

Jewish. The CIC is well financed, well informed, and 

thoroughly professional. Its supporters are largely 

concentrated in a handful of constituencies that, at least in 

the minds of the politicians, are likely to vote for the party 

that is most supportive of Israel.” It was the CIC which 

had scheduled a large meeting and gala dinner some five 

weeks later. 

 

With the national publicity of External Affairs Minister Joe 

Clark’s criticism of Israel at the March 11, 1988, Canada-

Israel Committee gala event, came journalistic scrutiny 

and repeated mention of the “Jewish lobby.” Descriptives 

such as “influential,” “powerful,” “well-heeled,” and “near 

omnipotence” appeared in newsprint about the lobby 

“umbrella organization” of the Canada-Israel Committee, 

composed of its trio body members, B’nai Brith Canada, 

the Canadian Zionist Federation, and the Canadian Jewish 

Congress.  

 

“Millions have witnessed the atrocities from their 

living rooms and can attest to the transformation of 

oppressed into oppressor. Canadians as a whole will 

not take kindly to a group that declines to censure 

violent oppression.” 2 

 

The Canadian Israeli lobby manufactured March 11 as a 

crisis event – almost like a mini 9/11 moment – and went 

into propaganda management. Canada has never since 

recovered: resulting from the organized engagements of 

lobbying and narrative reframing 

that followed. The lobby built its 

trenches. 

 

Michael Crelinsten, the executive 

director of the Canadian Jewish 

Congress Quebec Region, 

responded to a letter printed in the 

April 18, 1988, edition of the 

National Post. Crelinsten’s letter of 

May 30, 1988:  

 

“Mr. [Richard] Stewart also 

claims that the Jewish lobby is 

 
2 Israel lobbyists hit wrong target, Vancouver Province, March 13, 1988. 
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“ever quick to claim racist overtones” to any criticism of Israel and yet it supports the systematic 

oppression and dispossession of the Palestinian people. Let me assure Mr. Stewart that our response 

to criticism of Israel has not been to claim racism but rather to, in a reasoned fashion, request of the 

government and the media that they simply present the events in the Middle East in a fair, balanced 

and contextual fashion. 

 

I would also point out that neither the Jewish community of Canada, nor the U.S. nor anywhere else, 

much less the Jewish community of Israel, supports the systematic “oppression” of the Palestinians. 

Rather, the Israelis have been forced, against their desire, into an occupation of the terrorists, 

and have encouraged for more than 20 years in what is a singularly enlightened occupation.” 

 

The repeated exposure of “the Jewish lobby” (later properly identified as ‘the Israeli lobby’) in Canadian 

print media hit a nerve. McGill University sociology professor Morton Weinfeld came to the rescue, 

reframing and countering the notion of a powerful Israel lobby as “myth,” with a shameless 

corresponding opportunity to label External Affairs Minister and former Prime Minister Clark as a 

promoter of antisemitism. Nine days before his own opinion article appeared in the National Post, 

Toronto Star newspaper contributor Val Sears primed Weinfeld’s views into the print media arena, saying: 

“the idea that it [“the Jewish lobby in Canada”] is very powerful is a myth.”  

 

“We do not control government policy [“says Bob Willmot, national executive director of the 

Canada-Israel Committee”]. The idea that the Canada-Israel Committee gets what it wants is 

nonsense.” 

The Canada-Israel Committee will not make its budget public, but its staffers and its lobbyists are 

high-profile on Parliament Hill. “Lobbying is not a dirty word,” says sociologist Weinfeld. “It 

enhances our democratic system. There are no lobbies in a totalitarian state.” … Together, the three 

organizations [“the Canadian Jewish Congress, with its headquarters in Montreal, and the Jewish 
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service organization B’nai Brith” and the Committee] constitute “the Jewish lobby,” a concept that 

has taken on an almost mythic quality in Canadian politics.” 

[The lobby’s] principal tactic is regular one-on-one lobbying of MPs by two staffers, Simon Kahn 

and Shimon Vogel, and the sponsored trips to Israel for MPs. “We take about 14 MPs a year to 

Israel,” says Willmot. “We pay their fare and local food and lodging. The cost is about $2,200 a trip 

each.” 3 

 

“Joe Clark’s public criticism of Israeli human rights violations on the West Bank and Gaza at a 

gathering of the Canada-Israel Committee, and the hostile reaction of his Jewish audience, has led 

some editorialists to raise the old bogey of dual loyalty and the myth of an omnipotent Jewish lobby. 

… It is commonly acceptable to tar lobbies with the labels of “special interests” who are somehow 

actively distorting the political process, obscuring the national interest. Nonsense, Lobby 

organizations represent the interests of groups of citizens. … lobbying activity is the political process 

in a democracy. 

What is unprecedented is the widespread impression that in making those remarks Clark displayed 

special courage … Such comments reek of antisemitism and represent the highbrow complement to 

the vulgar Jewish conspiracy theories peddled by hate mongers.” 4 

 

Weinfeld would later serve on the board of advisors with ISGAP, the Institute for the Study of Global 

Antisemitism & Policy, alongside numerous board advisors such as Irwin Cotler, Alan Dershowitz, Gil 

Troy, and Irving Abella. In an April 18 letter of response to Weinfeld’s March 28 opinion article, Richard 

Stewart wrote: “The Jewish lobby is ever quick to claim antiracist overtones in any criticism of Israel, and 

yet it supports the systematic oppression and dispossession of the Palestinian people.” 

 

Another editorial by Vale Sears in the Toronto Star went further, framing and equating the Jewish lobby as 

just another ordinary ethnic lobby, part of a “multicultural nation.”  

 

“In a controversial study last year of attitudes held by external 

affairs officials towards the Middle East, Carleton University 

professor Peyton Lyon asked: “Who does make Canada’s 

Middle East policy?” The answer, from a small sample of 

respondents, gives the “Jewish Canadian community” top 

billing, behind the Prime Minister, the cabinet and the 

department itself.” 5 

 

Peyton Lyon fired off a response letter in the Toronto Star, Canada 

quiet on Palestinians’ rights, posted on July 21, 1988: 

 

“Val Sears now recognizes that the power of the Jewish lobby is more than “myth.” … In both word 

and figures, I reported that the influence rating of the Jewish community was ahead of all other 

inputs, and by a considerable margin. … [Sears] might have noted that the response came largely 

from a senior level, mostly ex-ambassadors and deputy ministers. … Most External officials believe 

that the lobby’s pressure has resulted in an unfortunate tilt toward Israel in our policies. 

Evidence for this is the fact that Canada is the only country, apart from Israel and the U.S., that 

refused to support Palestinian self-determination. Its contacts with the Palestinian Liberation 

Organization, moreover, are kept at an insulting low level, lower than that of our European allies and 

the Vatican. 

 
3 Myths make Jewish lobby appear mightier than it is, Toronto Star, March 19, 1988. 
4 The racist bogey of ‘dual loyalty,’ National Post, opinion by Morton Weinfeld, March 28, 1988. 
5 Powerful Jewish lobby a model for other groups, July 4, 1988. 

“Why is Canada so 
bold when it comes to 
human rights in South 
Africa and the Soviet 
Union and so quiet, as 
a rule, about the rights 
of Palestinians?” 
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Why is Canada so bold when it comes to human rights in South Africa and the Soviet Union 

and so quiet, as a rule, about the rights of Palestinians? Despite Joe Clark’s gutsy criticism of 

Israeli brutality, our diplomacy remains decidedly partial to Israel, a tribute to the lobby that acts for 

the 1.4 per cent of Canadians of Jewish background.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

!!2£!~!..!~ protest dumping by CBe 
By KEV IN GKIFI' IN 
Sun Multiculturalism Reporter 

A panelist invited 011 a eBC televi­
sion program about the Palestinian­
Israeli conflict then to ld not to 
appear because another panelist 
objected is filing a complaint with 
both the Canadian Radio-television 
nIld Telecommunications Commis­
sion and eBC over the incident. 

'(But) to have the Canadian Broad­
casting (Corporation) succumb to this 
kind of pressure indicates neither 
principle, courage nor commitment 10 
free speech. , 

- Gabor Mate 

" I nk it' is a complete right of 
our commun ity to dec ide whether 
we want to participate or not. Spo­
kesmen are not obliged to partic i· 
pute:' 

Nest sa id if t here had bee n a 
Paleslinian spokesman who did nol I s~ok~sml'n 
support either the PLO or the crea· 1 
Lio n or a Pa lestin ian sta te , th at 
would have provided the balance to Gabor l\1ate. a freelance journalist 

and sUPllorl.erof lsraeli negotiations 
with Pales tinians on the occupied 
territories. sa id he was invited to 
appear for taping of Lhe CBe pro­
gram ~"orum . But three days later. 
on Jan. 2:J . was lold the program 
would be gelling another panelist. 

'"------!!!!!!!!I!!!!I!!!!I!!!!I!!!!I!!!!I!!!!I!!!!I!!!!I!!!!I!~ Male's views as a Jew who supports 
- negotiatio ns between Israe l and 

ther principle. courage nOi' commi t­
Illent to free speech." 

Male. who appear ed in th e 
audience <lnd made a brief state­
ment why he wasn ' t on the panel. 
said Monday the eBC caved in to 
pressure by dumping him. 

"The coe has the right to (invite) 
or not to invite anyone ju st as 
nllyone has the right. \0 acecl>t or not 
to accept:' he said. 

"But to have the Canadian Broad­
cas ting (Corpora tion) succumb to 
this kind of press lire indicates nei-

Eric Moncur. CMC I'egional direc· 
tOI'. said Monday: .. \ am not making 
[IllY comment:' 

Wayne Skene. regio nal director of 
te lev ision programming for th e 
ne twork. s.aid , " You Me nol my 
employe r,'· and, " I don 't have any 
comment·' when reached. 

Pe.\ce In Th e Middle ~~as l : Thc 
Impossible Drcc.lm'; aired Saturday 
night at 9 p.Ill. lI lea lul'cd 11 panel of 
six: threc spokesmen for Ar:lb and 
Palestinian organi zat ions ;Inri th l'ce 
Jewish spokesmen. 

Mate, a mem ber of, lews lor a Just Palestine. 
Peace and a family doc tor, has writ- Solomon, from Beth Israel Syna­
te ll op inion pieces on a va riety or goguc, said he was phoned by the 
issues tllat both The VancoU\'cl' Sun s how ·s pr o d ucers and asked 
and Globe unci Mai llll.we published wh ether he wou ld be willing 10 
0 11 thei r opinion pages. <lppear on a panel opposite Mate. 

Erwi n l'\est. c:.:ecutive director 01' "My answer was that I fe lt rather 
lhe Canad iall Jewish Congress. said let down because afle r hav ing 
when the show's produce rs fi rst agreed to be on the panel, I was told 
men tioned possible panelists. he was going to be on" as a Jewish I - ;~- .. ' - ··· Abdu l· 
Malc's namc was never I)a neli sl critical of the Is rae li in 
Nest saidhellhon edth~~~(.I.~ce;~ ~~~~~~~b:r.n===J5:~ ~ ~ ~ ~' the 

the day the program was Pa lesline Associa ti on in 
to say tha t because one to discuss the issuc 011 a Vancouver, and Emile Nukho, from 
Rabbi Wilrred So lomon, had not bas is with Mate, But he said Mate the Arab Ameri can Anti-Discrimi · 
been told beforehand Ihat Male was "hus a very negative attitude to any- nat ion Comm it.lec, who repllced 
going to appear, Sololllon would not thing" that has to do with Israel and Mate. 

Vancouver Sun 
By G,\BOR MATE 

I
N North American pre 
accoun ts Ali Fcnon was a 
namel statistic in a 
four-line report: one of "20 

Palesti nian injured" during a 
dawn raid by Israeli border 
police In the West Bank village or 
Nahalin. Fh'e others were 
reported killed. The border 
police say there had been 
stone-throwing. The yUlngers sa)' 

there was a massacre. 

'T~l1 them we just 
want our dignity' 

May 6, 1989 
that "~e mU5tl~ ourseh cs of 
the ()(,'('upation, of the curse of 
dominating another people:· 

Habbl JrrcnlY ~ I ulgrom, a 
mcmher of Clergy for Peace and 
Ihe Ra bbinical Human nights 
Watch in Jerusalem. is also acth'c 
among a group of resen'ists \I, ho 
refuse to carry out military dutie 
related to the opposition. Rabbi 
Mulgrom was himself assigned 10 
guard political prisoners at one of 
the l1otoriousjails that a former 
prison service com missioner has 
described as worsc than 
anywhere else in the Western 
world . 

Ali Fenon is 14 )'cal'S old. I( 
still aJiYe, hc lies paraJyted below 
the waist in Easl Jerusalem's AI 
Mokassad Hospital. where I saw 
hi m In the intensive care unit the 
day he was shot. His len kidney 
had been d"'troyed and the right 
one damaged, his Jiyer and 
intestines lacerated, his righ t arm 
broken. and his spinal corti 
5ereroo. 

The group or North American 
health professionals I was travel­
ling with spoke with Israelis. 
including doctors, peace acti\'ists. 
human rights and child ren's 
ad\'oca tes, and an omcial mili tary 
spokesman, We met with 
Palestinian ph)'sicians, lawyers, 
and journalists and visited tOWIIS, 
villages, and refugee caml)S 
throughout the Wcst Bank and 
Gaza. 

Nothing one has read or ha~ 
seen in newscasts adequately 
Ilrepares one for the impact of 
personally witnessing the 
manirold tragedy being played 
out in the occupied lands. of 
which the shattering of Ali 
Fenon's young I1fe is a mere 
particle. 

According to United lations 
"gures there ha\e been o\'er 
24,000 injured In the Palestinian 
uprising, by Ih'e ammunition. 
plastic and rubber bullets, 
beatings, and tear gas, 
Palestinian demographirs dictate 
that many of the casualties arc 
children, who make up one halfof 
the Palest in ian population. Chw 
49 per cent of Palestinians in 
1987 ~'crc 15 or )'ounger: O\'cr 60 
per cen t 20 or younger. The 
generation most active in the 
iluifada was born and raised 
under Israeli OCtu»a tion. 

Thai the Israeli military 
perteives ilSelfconfronted by a 
children's r'e,'olt is confirmed by 
a visit to any Palestinian hospital, 
where ward aner ward is 
populated by youngsters with 
mcYor Injuries. At AI Mokassad 
Hospital alone morc than 5,000 
trauma cases related to the 
ilili/ada ha\'c been treated, with 
o\'er 600 admitted for surgery, Of 
these nearly 50 per cent ha\'e 
been patients under the age of 
16. 

The largc number ofpcdialric 
casualties has led some Israelis to 
argue that Pnlestinians 
lIeliberately send thei r children 
out 10 be hurt or killed . This is a 
misperceplion of the IlIl lfada. a 
national uprising that in its 
unh'ersality and depth of 
engagement bears many 
analogies to - and in somc 
respects exceed - the 1956 Hun­
garian revolt against So\'iet rule 
which I witnessed as a chi ld , and 
in which many young tC('nagers 
participated. It is also a 
well -documented faci thilt mallY 
Palestinian casualties result from 
army actions that ha\'e more to 
do with intimidation than" ith 
sclf-defence. 

While onen it has been the 
"cry young who ha\'e ral-cd down 
thc army, the in\'oh'ement of all 
strata and all age groups in 
opposing the occupation is 
Indicated by the extraordinary 
measures thc military authorities 
hu\'e found it necessa ry to adopt. 

The myriad controls O\'er e\·el')· 
aspect of Palestinian life. the 
censorship, the detention of 
thousands without trial, the pass 
system. lhe multiplicity orspccia l 

The agony 
behind 
the intifada 

Glbor Mi l. WI. born In 
1944 In the Budlpelt Jew­
Ish ghl ilo I nd elm. 10 
Cl nl dl during the 1951 
Hungarian revo lution, In 
the 19601, he WI. telder of 
I Vlncouver Zionist group 
I nd lite' • UBC . Iudlnt 
Iclivl.t , Ind s pent thr.1 
ye.,. .s a te.cher ""ore 
retu rnIng 10 UBC 10 tiki. 
med iCI I degr.e. He hi S 
been In rlmlty prlcllce 
slnel 1979. He Is on the 
eXlcutive 0' Jew. fo r I 
Ju. t Peace . which pro~ 
mole, re cog nition a nd 
understlndlng between 
Jews and Pllestlnlen • . 

taxes - ··stone ta~es," the 
Palestinian call them - the 
s)' tematic beatings, the closure 

of schools, the many restrictions 
on the work of doctors. law)'crs. 
and educators, the use of tortu're: 
all these indicate the 
fundamental helplessne and 
exaspt'ration of the occupation 
authorities in the face of 
det·p·rooted and widespread 
resistance, 

Con(.'('t i\(~ pUnishment b 
~mplo)'ed against enti re families. 
and at times against en ti re 
\'iUagl'j. Trees have been 
uprooted .. nd olh'e gro\'es 
bulldozed. The homes of 
suspected activists are rou tinely 
demolished , prior to any j ud icial 
procedure. Ac{'ording to 
~'ltnesscs. the prcfcrrt.'<I method 
of house destruction in the 
\'illag of the Wcst Dank is 
dynamite. Bulldozers are favored 
in the Arab sector of Jerusalem, 
perhaps tp avoid alarming 
tourists and foreign diplomats, 

Pa lesLinians Ih'e III large 
extended famiJies. When a home 
is demolished, 15 or more people 
rna)' be cast out of doors. from 
in rants to the elderly. The house 
cannot be rebuilt \\i lhout 
permi sion. In the \ illage of 
Beila. "here a ) car ago sc\ eral 
homes were destroyed aner an 
incidenl with Israeli settlers. 1\\0 
families are stllllh'ing in tents. 

Not the least tragedy of this 
occupation is its effect upon 
Israeli socicty. Confronted by unl · 
\crsal opposition. an oetuP) ing 
force either negotiates a 
withdrawal or becomes 
increasingly brutalized. This IS 
recognized by the man)' Israeli:. 
\Ioho are urging accommodation 
"iLh the Palestinians. Professor 
Yeshayahu LiebowiU of Hebrew 
University in Jerusalem has said 

·'At first ," sa) Rabbi \l ulgrom, 
" I resolved to rcport ror duty. but 
to carr)' out only those orders not 
spcci lic wi th m)' conscience. In 
the end I decided Ihot it was not 
indh'idual orders. but the \'cry 
system itself that is e\'i1. I cou ld 
not bring mysclfto scn'e it in any 
way," 

All Israelis share a COllcern for 
their lIatlon', security which, 
ancr decades of bloody oon llict. 
must be un e:.st:'nt iul aSpei:t of 
any fu ture peace agrt.>emenl. 
fewer and fewer of them ore 
{l!lached to an occupation thaL 
dreams of restoring the BibliNlI 
.Jewish kingdom, exproprial 
Paleslinlan lands, and dCI)ri \'CS 
Palestinian \'ilIages of preciou 
water suppl)' in order to Irrigllte 
the fields of more and more Jew· 
ish seHlemcnts. 

Uistory has dccreec:l that t\l,'O 
IJCop lcs must s hare Israc l· 
I}alestine. Peace ~ill not come 
unti l the )'earnings and 
aspi rations of both for 
intlellCndence and a serurc 
nationol existence are 
recognized. 

In the teeming Balata relugee 
tamp a gric\'ing mother whose 
son was killed I"CC(>ntly spoke 
"ords echoed C\'el')'where in the 
West Bank ancl Gaza: "'fell them 
In Sorth America that we are 
human beings too. Tell them \l, e 
Just want our dign ity. like people 
c\erywhere else. And tell thcm 
that if all my sons must be killed 
:.0 lhat my people can OIlC da)' 
lead Iiv('5 of decency and 
freedom, then so \)C il." :J 
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By December 1988, nine months after 

Joe Clark’s speech at the ‘Canada-

Israel gala’ event, the Canadian Press 

received an advanced copy of an essay 

included in a book expected to be 

published in the Spring of 1989 on 

“Canada’s Middle East policy.” The 

essay, authored by John Kirton and 

Peyton Lyon, “Perceptions of the 

Middle East in the Department of 

External Affairs and Mulroney’s Policy 

1984-1988,” was one of many essays 

in the book, The Domestic 

Battleground: Canada and the Arab-Israeli Conflict, as referenced above in another of the book’s essays 

featuring Irving Abella. 

 

“Canadian foreign policy in the Middle East is influenced more by the Canadian Jewish community 

than by the prime minister, the cabinet, public opinion or the media, suggests a survey of current and 

former senior officials from the Department of External Affairs. As a result, it’s biased in favor of 

Israel and stops Canada from making a meaningful contribution to a peaceful solution of the Arab-

Israel conflict, the report quotes the majority of officials as concluding. 

 

Occasionally, the views expressed by the officials were stated in strong, undiplomatic language. One 

participant said the Canadian Jewish community had bordered on “treason” in the pressure it 

exerted on the government to take measures to counteract the Arab boycott of Israel. Another said 

the pro-Israel lobby group, the Canada-Israel Committee, used “blackmail” in promoting its 

position. 

 

[Peyton] Lyon said that while External Affairs co-operated with him in similar surveys in the past, in 

this case top officials instructed department employees not to fill out the questionnaire. “They 

did everything possible to block it,” he said. “They sent a telegram to everyone in the department to 

ignore the questionnaire.” 

 

The participants also said media coverage of the Middle East is biased. Only five people considered it 

“objective” or even “relatively” objective. Not one said the media favored the Arabs.” 6 

 

“The strongest perception of imbalance was expressed by former ambassadors and officers who had 

served in Israel,” it [the study] continues. The officials are almost unanimous in saying that there 

can be no “effective settlement if the Palestinians are not allowed a territorial homeland with 

full self-government.” 

 

But a spokesman for the Canada-Israel Committee said it’s empirically false that the Jewish 

community exerts more influence than all these other organizations. “On many issues, we haven’t 

been effective,” said Paul Michaels, citing External Affairs Minister Joe Clark’s stinging 

criticism of Israel last March. Clark’s remarks that Israel was violating human rights with its 

treatment of Palestinian refugees on the West Bank sparked a wave of protest from Jewish 

organizations across Canada. “The foreign policy of the country in respect to the Middle East is not 

dictated by the Jewish community at all,” Michaels said. 

 

 
6 Jewish lobby credited with influence on Mid-East policy, Alberni Valley Times, December 14, 1988. 
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But Lyon, a former External Affairs official, said in an interview: “Canadian diplomats perceive 

Canadian interests in the Middle East to have suffered from a pro-Jewish bias which is the result of 

an influential and effective Jewish lobby. “I can’t recall a single person in External Affairs who 

has taken a different view. … There are suspicious minds who will tell you I was selective with the 

people I interviewed but no one at External Affairs will tell you that.” Lyon, who worked on the 

German desk at External Affairs until 1959, before joining the faculties of the University of Western 

Ontario and, later, Carleton University, has written several books on Canadian foreign policy.” 7  

 

In Peyton Lyon’s January 28, 

1989, follow-up letter to the 

editor with the Ottawa Citizen, 

he explained that the reference 

to the “one participant” 

mentioned in the quote above, 

responsible for stating the 

‘harsh’ word “treason” in 

relation to Jewish-Canadian 

lobbying, was made by an 

official from the Department 

of External Affairs, and that 

his comment was sourced 

from “a paper given in June 

1987 to an academic body.” 

Lyon commented that “such 

harsh language was rare” by 

Department officials.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
7 Mideast policy dominated by Jews: study, The Gazette, December 14, 1988. 
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2.1. The Societal Promotion of Rosalie Abella 

 

As the Palestinian Intifada was unfolding under 

media spotlights, at the end of the 1988 calendar 

year Rosalie Abella became center stage, 

‘chosen’ to moderate the big national election 

debate televised on three Canadian networks.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Abella’s anchor assignment to moderate 

the future candidate of the Canadian  

State would elevate and forever alter her 

societal recognition. This recognition,  

and ensuing domino recognitions,  

would later assist in her candidacy for  

the Supreme Court of Canada, chosen 

in 2004 by her and her husband’s friend, 

Irwin Cotler, the Minister of Justice. 

 

 

 



40 

 

 

June 29, 
1989 

Murr.y 
ICcompaalu Ro .. lle 
hud 01 ODlulo', labor tribunal. 
to I .. t Blpl', Hollinger dloner In 
Torooto. Among others auead1ng 
were HDdJon lu tltute Executive 
Director Mule-Jolee Drouin 
(.bove), .ad "merte .. Barrick 
Rnoureel Corp. Chairman Peler 
M .... (rlPI) . L-__ _ 

Canada's who's who flock 
to hear 'Sir Ron's' address 
THE QUESTION this morning is: how 
can Conrad Black top himself? 

Last year at the 57th annual 
Hollinger Joc. dinner he had British 
Prime Mini ster Margaret 
Thatcher as the guest speaker. 
Last night , Black who is chairman 
and chief executive officer of Hol­
linger, had lonner U.S. president 
Ronald Reagan, newly "Sir Ron," 
as the designated talker. Now that 
he is out of office, Reagan seems to 
have moved from dotage to anec· 
dotage and reportedly charges up to 
U5$40,OOO for speeches. The 
black-tie dinner was a private affair 
and questions of speaking fees were 
certainly not discussed. 

The talk was weU received by the 
weD-heeled. conservative crowd 
and it was very much preaching to 
the converted. 

Black was as graceful and elo­
quent as usual as he intnxluced his 
hea<J.table guests, including Prime 
Minister Brian Mulroney, whose 
most tuneful encounter with the 
guest speaker was at the Shamrock 
Summit. Among those at the head 
table were federal Finance Minister 
Michael Wilson; Ontario Lieuten­
ant.(;ovemor Lincoln Alexander; 

BUSINESS 

PEOPLE 
With 

JOHN BURGESS 
with vanilla sauce and toasted al­
monds. 

Invited guests included: press 
and publishing magnates Ken 
Thomson. chairman, president and 
chief executive officer, Thomson 
Ne wspapers Ltd .; Douglas 
Creighton, president and chief ex­
ecutive officer. Toronto Sun Pub­
lishing Corp.; and Ronald a.­
borne, president and chief 
executive officer. Maclean Hunter 
Ltd.; real estate developers Albert 
and Paul Reichmann, respective­
ly president and executive--vice­
president, Olympia & York Devel­
opments Ltd.; Elvio DeIZotto. 

chief offi-
and 

Transportation Ltd.; Richard Cur­
rie, president, Loblaw Cos. Ltd.; 
George Peapples, president , Gen­
eral Motors of Canada Ltd.; Hal 
Jackman, chairman, Empire Life 
Insurance Co., 

There was even a welcome sprin­
kling of women to lighten up aU the 
dark evening suits: Martha Black­
burn , chairman and publisher of 
London Free Press Printing Co. 
Ltd.; Rosalie Abella, head of the 
Ontario Labor Tribunal; Anna Por­
ter. president of Key Porter Books 
Ltd. (and her lawyer husband, Ju­
lian); broadcaster Barbara Frum 
(and her developer husband, Mur­
ray); Helen Roman-Barber, 
chairman and chief executive offi­
cer, Denison Mines Ltd.; and Ma­
rie-Josee Drouin. executive eli­
rector, Hudson Institute. Montreal. 

The dinners are a long-standing 
tradition and started in the 1930s 
when Hollinger made its money 
mainly from mining gold. as 0p­
posed to publishing newspapers, 
which it does today. With the 
change in the company's direction, 
the dinner has expanded beyond 
senior members of the mining com­
munity and now includes a broad 
cross-section of the business com-



41 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Distinguished lealier 
to lecture at U of CS 

'- KitchcncrWalcr]oo Record. NO ll. I, 19S9 

GUELPH CSt.m- Two ofCanada', 
"most distinguished women leaders" 
will be at . the University of Guelph 
next Tuesday for the inaugural ad· 
dr.ess in a lecture-series on education 
and employment equity issues. 

Rosemary Brown, feminist writer, 
lecturer and former member of the 
British Cghimbia legislature, will 
launch the 'university 's Abella Lec­
ture Series. named in honor.o[ Rosal· 
ie Silberman Abella, who chairs t'he 
Ontario Law Rerom Commission. 

Abella. who is known for her 1984 
report that " formed the cornerstone 
of Canadian employment· equity· ini· 
tiatives," will attend the lec ture, a U 
orG spokesman said. 

Brown's lecture. which begins a t 8 
.p.m. tn Room 103 of the University 
Centre, is called. Is the Education of 
Women Hazardous to the Health of 
Universities? 

FREE PUBLIC LECTURE 
The 1989 Lloyd H. Fenerty Memorial Lecture 

Law and Public Policy 
ROSALIE SILBERMAN ABELLA 

CHAIRPERSON. ONTARIO LAW REFORM COMMISSION 

Tuesday. March 2 \. 1989 
Alberla Room. Dining Centre 

8.15 p.m 
The UnlV1'!rs.tty or Calgary campus 

Parking is available in Pay Lot 3 or in the University Parkade 
RSVP If anendmg at 210·5452 

<;'10..,"11",101 .'1"". ,,,,_ 

PI1UINi7111l/J"T'" lVlN JNl'I • '1JjI ;' .,"',.;, "Ulli"l,. 
The Gazette 
April 30, 1989 

Dol"Olhr Rtlunan 

-~ 
Rouhnd Goodman 
".".,..,0.010 ...... 
JIm. ...... okllpll:_ 

Cant/dian Jewish Congress 
Congris juij canadien o 

! 
For three days beginning next Sunday delegates and 
observers trom across the country will convene at the 
Queen Elizabeth Hotel in Montreal to partiCipate in 
this triennial event. The National Plenary Assembly is 
the highest decision-making body within Canadian 
Jewish Congress. Be part ot itl 

Program Highlights 
SUNDAY MAY 7 

• 

a8.m. 

MUNITV 
- A Retrospective and Present Look with speak­
er Professor Irving Abella 
- A· to the Future with speaker Judge Ra-

i I 

editor of the Ottawa 
lists are: David Nayman, 
CBC National; Alain Dubuc, editorial writer 
for La Presse; and Lindsay Crysler, director of the 
Concordia University Journalism Program 

• THE WORLD JEWISH CONDITION 
- Speakers are World Jewish Congress Presi­
dent Edgar Bronfman and Ambassador Joao Cle­
mente Baena Soares, secretary general of the Or­
ganization of American States 

• FORUMS on anti-Semitism in Canada: Soviet 
Jewry; the Role of the Organized Jewish Commu­
nity fn a Changing Environment; and Sephardi­
Ashkenazi Relations 

• MEET THE CANDIDATES 
• 70TH ANNIVERSARY RECEPTION 

MONDAY MAY 8 
• RESOLUTIONS 
• ISRAEL IN TODAY'S WORLD: STRATEGIES AND 

RESPONSES 
- Speaker: Dr. Allan Gerson, Research Scholar, 
American Enterprise Institute 

• CONFRONTING THE PAST TOWARDS 
A CIVILIZED FUTURE 
- Speakers: Beate Klarsfeld, internationally re­
nowned anti-Nazi activist who with her husband 
Serge was responsible for the arrest of former SS 
captain Klaus Barbie; McGill Law Professor Irwin 
Cotler, recipient of the 1989 Saul Hayes Human 
Rights Award 

• FORUMS on the Jewish Community in a Chang­
ing Ethnocultural Canada; Jewish Education; 
Status of Jewish Communities Abroad with World 
Jewish Congress; the Holocaust; the Future of 
Christian-Jewish Relations in Canada; Israel; As­
similation and Intermarriage; and Yiddish Culture 

• "VOICES OF SURVIVAL" 
- Special viewing of CJC's powerful Holocaust 
Documentation Project 

• REGIONAL AND YOUTH CAUCUSES 

TUESDAY MAY 9 
• FORUMS on Social Trends and 

Social Action; Oppressed Jewry; 
Small Communities; and Nazi War 
Criminals 

• GREETINGS FROM PARUAMENT 
• ADDRESS BY INCOMING CJC 

PRESIDENT 

• SPECIAL PROGRAMS ON CHILD 
SURVIVORS OF THE HOLOCAUST 
AND THE STATUS OF WOMEN 

* World Jewish Congress will hold 
its first executive meeting in Canada, 
concurrently with the Plenary. Among 
the World Jewry leaders participating 
will be lsi Leibler, president of the Ex­
ecutive Council of Australian Jewry 
and Grevllle Jannar, United Kingdom 
MP and president of the Common­
wealth Jewish Council * First North American visit by for­
mer Soviet Refusenik leader Yuli Ko­
sharovsky, whose 18 years of waiting 
10 leave ended a few short months 
ago * Addresses by Secretary of State 
Gerry Weiner and Federal Minister of 
Employment and Immigration Bar­
bara McDougall * Workshops on leadership devel­
opment, Canadian Jewry on Campus, 
Youth, Intermarriage and Assimila­
tion and Israel * Plenary Awards / Bronfman 
Medals 

REGISTER NOWI 
Fees are $95 for delegates 
and observers, with a special 
rate of $55 for students and 
senior citizens. Call the CJC 
office at 931·7531 for more in­
formation. 
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On August 24, 1993, when Prime Minister 

Brian Mulroney announced his resignation, 

Canadian Jewish Congress president 

Irving Abella stated: “We have lost a good 

friend. He understood the needs of our 

community. He was very sensitive to them 

and had a visceral attachment to Israel.” 

The quote, from an article in the April / 

May 1993 edition of the Washington 

Report on Middle East Affairs, Mulroney 

Resignation Saddens Mainstream Jewish 

Leaders, included the following: 

 

Mulroney [prior to Stephen Harper] 

undoubtedly has been Canada’s most 

avidly pro-Israel prime minister. 

Early in the Palestinian Intifada, 

when Canadians were exposed to 

daily press reports of the violence 

that already had claimed more than 

20 lives, Mulroney was asked in his 

year-end interview on national 

television if he thought that human 

rights were being violated. By then, 

even staunchly pro-Israel President 

Ronald Reagan had voiced his 

displeasure over the number of casualties. Mulroney, however, stunned many Canadians with his 

unequivocal answer. “No,” he flatly replied, “I think the Israelis who are in an extremely difficult 

situation, a historically difficult situation, [are] showing restraint.” 

Mulroney pandered to the pro-Israel community not only with his unwavering public support for 

Israel but also with his choice of appointments for key positions in his government. He delighted 

Jewish organizations by removing the outspoken Joe Clark in 1991 and naming as new External 

Affairs Minister the staunchly pro-Israel Barbara McDougall. (Just hours before being sworn in, 

McDougall received a standing ovation at a Toronto synagogue for her lavish praise of Israel.) 

A few months later, Mulroney scored more points with the Jewish community by naming Norman 

Spector as Canada’s first Jewish ambassador to Israel. After yanking back to Ottawa the respected 

Michael Bell, Mulroney explained his decision at the reception 

honoring Spector. “I thought this posting would not only strengthen 

the bond between Canada and Israel,” said Mulroney, “but also 

eliminate the doubt in anybody’s mind as to where we stand on 

certain issues.” 
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After resigning from public 

service in 1996, Spector 

became vice-president, Corporate Affairs for Imperial Tobacco Ltd., and in 1997 was appointed as the 

publisher of the Jerusalem Post. (Source: Wikipedia, accessed January 20, 2025) 

NORMAN SPECTOR 
Vancouver Sun, January 8, 1992 

B.e. 's 'Dr. No' takes diplomatic posting 
CanadIan Preu 
wllhSunalall 

OTTAWA - Appointment of for· 
mer n.c. politi ca l aide Norman 
Spector as Canadian ambas.",dor to 
Israel brought crititism from foreign 
arralrs omcers and an Arab·(;4nod· 
lO ll Tucsda)'. but praise !'rom 

vice 
Spector, who has been Prime Min· 

Ister Brian Mulronl'Y's thiefofslalT. 
WIIS former H,C. premier Bill 8en· 
nett's kl'Y adviser during Ihe pro\'· 
mee's most explosive political bat· 
ties of the 1980s. 

Kn own as Or , No . in Victoria , 
Spector was I,l'idely perceived as 
intellectual architet:t of the provin-
. i 

Ll oyd ,\ xworthy, the federal one should be arbitrarily cllr.luded 
LIberal extefnal an'airs erilic, also rrom a foreign posting in the Middle 
Mild Spector has no diplomatic ere- .:851 or elsewhere. 
dentin Is to prepare him ror his "We arc strongl)' opposed 10 the 
ambassadorial llOst. vicwpolnllhat an individual's ethnic 

"Mr. Mulroney is using a sensitive background should be a foctor In 
pol itical IJost os a place to park II determining his suitability to serve," 
IlO li tka l I)rob lcm for himselr. " said Paul Marcus, spokesman for 
Axworlhy said in Winnipeg, B'Nai 8rlth Canada. 

Spector, 42, SIK!aks Hcbrew and The Israeli Embassy In OUawa 
has II doctorate in political sclencc gavc Spector a warm welcome, say· 
as well as extensive ad ministralive ing it hopes he will "further deepen 
ex perience III the public sector. the I'riendly relations" between the 

But James KnOch , president of the two countries, 
Canadian Arab "~ederalion . said John Toogood, deputy direttor of 
Spector is biased and his appoint- the canadian Institute for Interna· 
menl sends a powerful message to tiona I Peace and Security, sa id a 
Israel at a delicate stage in peace Jewish ambassador could have spc· 
talks, cial influence In Israel. 

"His history is not checkered , it is "By sending a Canadian Jew to 
clearly biased," Kaflch said, "This is that job, he is going to be better posl­
a furlher, and substantial , dlsap- tioned to press the Canadian view· 
pointment from the primcminisler's point on the Israeli authorities," 

ro"I'lJn!,cc~:_' ~ ___ ~~~~.,-, said Toogood, "He may well have 
ana a as never e ore sent a entrees and opportunities that a 

Jewish ambassador to Israel but gentile wouldn'l" 
External AlTairs Mini ster Barbara Spector replaces Michael Bell, 
McDougall defended Spector, say- who has been in Israel for three 
ing a person's ability is more impor· years and will return to Ottawa 10 
tanl than his !'SOnai back round, advise the government on peace 

I i 
Jim Malkin. a formcrclose associate 
of Spector in B.C .• said he has a 
mixed rcactipn about the appoint· 
ment. 

" 13m very pleased thaL Norman 

has rece)\ ed a prestigious appoint­
ment but I am sorry thaI we arc los­
IIlg him from the prime minister 's 
omce," Malkin said. "He has a really 
good sense of what Canada is all 
aoo:.!!." 

"1 have ound 1m to very atr talks in the Middle East. 
and very well-Informed and very Spector, who heads to Tel Aviv in 
sensitive to the issue on all sides," February, wID be replaced by Hugh 
McDougall said !'rom Nova Scotia, Segal, brought in by Spettor last 

Canad ian Jewish groups wei · August 85 a spedal adviser to tbe 
corned the appointment saying no prime minister. 

BV Paul Gessell 
C4l'IJlratoJr'lll ,\all 

Canada has ended a long,~lllndnlll tr,II.Ii· 
lion by appoinlirlg a JC'o" liS amb~r to 
ISntel. 

- r m happy 10 _ thi$ is I policy th.~t tu~ 
II""· ..,nl' by Ihe boards. I think ii's a pOIiQ' 
frankl)' thai lI·outd aow be Il legal. tl 
wouldnl SlBnd tile test under the etulft er,'· 
he 5ll id in an inlerview wi lh Southn'm 

" I'm happy 10 see Ihis is a policy 
Ihal has now gone by Ihe boards ... 
Ihink ii's a policy Ihat wouldn 'l sland 
Ihe tesl under the chaner (of 

righls). " 

NC'oI'~ - Norman Spector 

Hodne~' Moore. an t:xlcrnat ,\ rfa i r$ l~===~==-_________ ""::"':""::~=":t'~"~-=~"~':":"J spokesman. denied the~ 'A .... ~ (!\"l'T 11 '·rot iC')· 
or a pmrti ~c·' t}ml prcl"Cntcd J e",~ from contributed to a wldcl}·hekl lJelil'r thai Other l"OUlllril", inelllllhl": 111l' Uni t.·" 
.sen·in~: a:; ~mlJ~~Qr Iv hrad Canada felt an all1lba~dor " .. ho was 1)('1- Slilles, hale apPOInted Jews as a!llba.'i.~ador 

NC\<erthcleu, Canada had n{,lw ~1'1 .. )ir'l · !.hcr JC1l'ish oor NlI5tim 1I·tJ.ltd he m<1r1' "r 10 Isne r. ~a i d ~bM.in Rurlner. a Middl!' 
cd a Jewish ombnssador 10 I.<mel. That fact fretil·c In !.hI.' job aad not be ii(.'Cn to IX' (a- E3.;1 slJC(' iatisl and prO/'{'!;S(\T of intem"tion 

O:t8Wa Cltlzen, January 6 , 1%2 \"OTin~ un~ side or IIl1ut1,,,,r ~ l ll rrain "I Carleton l1nh"t'l"lIit) 

Canadian ambassador to Israel 
has more questions than answers 

TEL AVIV (CP) 
The new envoy heads back to 

Ottawa today to facilitate Can­
adian·lsraeli conta~ts aimed at 
strengthe.ning a bUaterial trade 
relationship that accounts for 
less than one per cent of thc 
other's foreign trade, 

A joint ~(lI1omic commission 
will h(jld a series (jf meetings 
during the next week in Toronto, 

The Standard , March 25, 1992 

Montreal and Ottawa with the 
aim of matching up private sec­
tor companies from both COIlll­
tries. 

About 18 Israeli companies. 
including Israel Aircraft Indus­
tries, wiU take part in the 
sessions IiInd over 600 Canadian 
companies have been invited, 

Israeli Trade Minister Mosbe 
Nissim will visit Canada at the 
same time and hold talks with 

his coWlterpart Michael Wilson 
to update bilateral economic 
agreemcnts. 

An aide to NiSllim saki that the 
goal of the visit is to boost trade, 
espeeially co-operation in high 
tethnology, 

Israel. Specoor said, seems 
particular ly inte rested in 
"matching up Canadian capital 
with the brainpower (rom the 
influx of Soviet Jews." 

FeD. ~, 

Diplomat!<: answers: Norman Spector defends Ilis 
credentials al tho Commons Extornal Affairs committee 
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Part 3.  Refutations of the Raoul Wallenberg Centre Human Rights Tag Team 

 

Rosalie Abella’s January 9, 2024, opinion article in the Globe and Mail was quickly endorsed by prominent 

Canadian newspapers. It was endorsed the very same day in an official statement by two Members of 

Parliament, Mount Royal MP, Anthony Housefather, and Eglinton-Lawrence MP Marco Mendicino. A 

multitude of endorsements followed on social media.  

 

A follow-up, next day, tag team January 10th article by Abella’s dear friend, former federal Liberal Party 

Minister of Justice and Attorney General Irwin Cotler, was published in the National Post, Irwin Cotler: 

South Africa is Inverting Reality by Accusing Israel of Genocide. Cotler, the founder and chairman of the 

Raoul Wallenberg Centre for Human Rights, reinforced Abella’s statements, with the prejudicious aim 

supporting the State of Israel: “these proceedings,” by way of South Africa, “turn fact and law on their 

head, inverting reality and effectively undermining international justice and the rules-based 

international order,” and “Israel’s actions in Gaza are impossible to reconcile with the intention to 

commit genocide – a necessary element of the crime.” In his opinion article, Cotler pushed matters 

further than Abella. He cast the blame of genocide in other directions, presenting grandiose comparisons, 

and downplaying South Africa’s case of genocide: “This is not to suggest, or to have it inferred, that what is 

happening in Gaza is not a human and humanitarian tragedy. Innocent Gazans have been killed, displaced 

and deprived, and have experienced terrible suffering.”  

 

Abella’s and Cotler’s rally-cry fabrications which fomented followers, were subsequently obliterated on 

January 26 by fourteen of the fifteen ICJ judges, overwhelmingly ruling in favour of South Africa, finding 

plausibility and warrant of genocide perpetrated by the State of Israel against the residents of the Gaza, an 

area walled, guarded, and policed as an open air prison, an area repeatedly attacked by the Israeli Defence 

Forces well before October 7, a land and sea enclosure which former Israeli National Security Director 

Giora Eiland stated in 2004 was as a “concentration camp,” an attribution repeatedly used in the media by 

author and scholar Norman Finkelstein. On page 80 of Jean-Pierra Filiu’s 2015 book, Gaza, A History, is 

the very early reference how “in June 1950, an Israeli intelligence report noted that the [near one million] 

refugees in Gaza were [already] ‘condemned to utter extinction’.”  

 

 

https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/192/192-20240126-sum-01-00-en.pdf
https://peoplesdispatch.org/2023/10/10/the-savagery-of-the-war-against-the-palestinian-people/
https://theintercept.com/2018/05/20/norman-finkelstein-gaza-iran-israel-jerusalem-embassy/
https://theintercept.com/2018/05/20/norman-finkelstein-gaza-iran-israel-jerusalem-embassy/
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Side-by-Side Table of Rosalie Abella’s and Irwin Cotler’s published opinion articles, January 2024 

 

“The genocide case against Israel is an abuse 

of the postwar legal order.” 

 

By Rosalie Abella, published in the Globe and 

Mail, January 9, 2024. 

“Irwin Cotler: South Africa is inverting reality by 

accusing Israel of genocide: It is Hamas that should 

go on trial at the International Court of Justice, not 

the Jewish state.”  

By Irwin Cotler, published in the National Post, 

January 10, 2024 

Rosalie Abella 

 
The International Court of Justice is about to hear 

arguments in a case, brought by South Africa – the 

country that in 2015 refused to send former 

Sudanese president Omar al-Bashir of Sudan to the 

International Criminal Court to stand trial for his 

contribution to war crimes in Darfur, and instead 

facilitated his return to Sudan where he continued 

his crimes – that alleges that Israel has not complied 

with the Genocide Convention and calls on the 

Court to order Israel to stop committing acts of 

“genocide” in Gaza. 

 

To me, this case represents an outrageous and 

cynical abuse of the principles underlying the 

international legal order that was set up after the 

Second World War. 

 

Hamas’s explicit and unapologetic goal is to 

eliminate Jews. The elimination of Jews is genocide. 

That is why Hamas murdered, raped, beheaded, 

kidnapped and tortured Jews on Oct. 7, 2023: to 

eliminate them, because they were Jews. It is a legal 

absurdity to suggest that a country that is defending 

itself from genocide is thereby guilty of genocide. 

 

The end of the Second World War prevented Hitler 

from fully implementing his genocidal plan to 

eliminate Jews. And the world signed the Genocide 

Convention 75 years ago to make sure it never 

happened to anyone else. Now, we find ourselves in 

the perverse situation where a genocidal 

organization such as Hamas is able to escape legal 

scrutiny or sanction for committing genocidal acts, 

while the country that is the intended target of its 

genocidal intentions is being called upon by the 

International Court of Justice to defend itself from 

allegations of genocide. 

 

This is an insult to what genocide means, an insult 

to the perception of the ability of international 

courts to retain their legitimacy and transcend global 

politics, and an insult to the memory of all of those 

on whose behalf the Genocide Convention was 

created. 

Irwin Cotler 

 
Genocide is the “crime of crimes,” constituting the most 

egregious acts that humans have ever perpetrated against 

one another — the ultimate crime against humanity, a crime 

not only against its victims, but against all humankind. The 

term “genocide” originated with the Holocaust — the worst 

systematic atrocity in human history, culminating in the 

mass murder of over six million Jews. In the wake of the 

Holocaust, as the world bore witness to the horrors that had 

taken place, the United Nations Genocide Convention made 

genocide a crime under international law, with incitement 

to genocide as a standalone crime. 

This Thursday and Friday, the International Court of Justice 

(ICJ) will convene to hear an application by South Africa, 

alleging that Israel is in breach of the Genocide 

Convention, due to its conduct in the ongoing Israel-Hamas 

war. These proceedings turn fact and law on their head, 

inverting reality and effectively undermining international 

justice and the rules-based international order. 

The Israel-Hamas war that gave rise to South Africa’s 

accusations in fact began on Oct. 7, 2023. Hamas and 

Islamic Jihad terrorists invaded Israel and committed 

unspeakable horrors — mass war crimes and crimes against 

humanity. Over 1,200 people — mostly civilians — were 

brutally murdered, men, women, children and elderly alike. 

Women were systematically raped and tortured in the most 

gruesome ways imaginable. Ambulances and medics were 

intentionally targeted. Many of the corpses were desecrated 

where they lay, while others were carried back to Gaza to 

be defiled by jubilant crowds. Approximately 240 Israelis, 

including some foreign nationals, were violently kidnapped 

and taken as hostages to Gaza, where they have been 

subjected to physical and psychological torture, including 

further sexual violence. 

Among the hostages taken by Hamas was Yaffa Adar, an 

85-year-old Holocaust survivor. For Adar, and indeed for 

all Jewish people, Oct. 7 was history repeating itself — 

genocidal antisemites committing crimes too terrible to be 

believed, but not too terrible to have happened. 

 

https://www.theglobeandmail.com/world/article-south-africa-files-genocide-case-against-israel-at-world-court/
https://www.un.org/en/genocideprevention/documents/atrocity-crimes/Doc.1_Convention%20on%20the%20Prevention%20and%20Punishment%20of%20the%20Crime%20of%20Genocide.pdf
https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/192/192-20231228-app-01-00-en.pdf
https://www.i24news.tv/en/news/israel/society/1700908051-holocaust-survivor-great-grandmother-yaffa-adar-among-released-hostages
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Rosalie Abella 
 

South Africa’s legal effort to declare Israel’s actions 

‘genocidal in character’ poses dilemma for Canada 

 

History will judge Israel’s response to Hamas’s 

genocidal attack on Oct. 7 and determine whether 

the retaliatory measures it took to protect its security 

were conducted in accordance with the law. That is 

a legal question that will necessarily balance 

purpose, cause, effect and context. It will consider 

issues such as what limits there are on a state 

defending itself from terrorism – Israel’s Supreme 

Court has been the global judicial leader in defining 

the requisite legalities; how a state can address, let 

alone eradicate the threats to its security and 

survival when it is confronting an adversary like 

Hamas, which ruthlessly uses innocent civilians as 

human shields and embeds itself in civilian public 

spaces such as schools, hospitals and mosques; what 

measures justify the search for kidnapped civilians; 

and the consequential harm. 

 

There will inevitably be accountability – if only the 

world showed the same obsessive interest in holding 

other countries to legal account. 

 

The unbearable tragedy of war lies in the deaths and 

suffering of innocent civilians, and there can be no 

doubt that the deaths and suffering of thousands of 

civilians in Gaza is an unbearable tragedy. That is 

why the international community developed a 

sophisticated set of legal instruments after the 

Second World War: to prevent, minimize, and 

sanction global conflicts. 

 

Seventy-five years after the birth of the Genocide 

Convention and of the state of Israel, both of which 

rose from the ashes of Auschwitz, we find genocide 

and rape and torture in full and flagrant flight in too 

many parts of the world. Yet the country that finds 

itself as the designated avatar of genocide is Israel. 

 

As a lawyer, I find it shameful; as a Jew, I find it 

heartbreaking; and as the child of Holocaust 

survivors, I find it unconscionable. 
 

NOTE: The website of the Raoul Wallenberg 

Centre for human rights, founded and 

chaired by Irwin Cotler, linked and 

published Cotler’s article. It did not publish 

nor mention Rosalie Abella’s article, though 

Abella is an honorary co-chair of the 

Wallenberg Centre. 

Irwin Cotler 

In the wake of the Oct. 7 atrocities, apologists for Hamas 

— as if there could be any justification for mass murder — 

took the position that the events of Oct. 7 had to be 

understood, if not justified, in their “historical context.” 

The true historical context of the Oct. 7 invasion — the 

context that set the stage for those heinous acts — is the 

standing crime of incitement to genocide not only by 

Hamas, but by its patron, the Islamic Republic of Iran, and 

by Iran’s other terrorist proxies, including Hezbollah in 

Lebanon and Ansar Allah (the Houthis) in Yemen, all of 

whom have called for the destruction of Israel and the 

murder of Jews. Indeed, Hamas’s founding charter openly 

declared its genocidal intentions, and since it took power in 

Gaza in 2006, it has engaged in a domestic campaign of 

antisemitic indoctrination, while its leaders have clearly 

and consistently incited genocide against Israelis and 

Jewish people worldwide. Since Oct. 7, Hamas leaders 

have continued to proudly declare their genocidal 

intentions, with senior Hamas official Ghazi Hamad 

pledging to commit the Oct. 7 atrocities “again and again.” 

South Africa’s ICJ application inverts this reality, placing 

Israel — for its response to the Oct. 7 invasion, which 

genocide scholars have found to have likely constituted 

genocide — in the docket of the accused. 

This is not to suggest, or to have it inferred, that what is 

happening in Gaza is not a human and humanitarian 

tragedy. Innocent Gazans have been killed, displaced and 

deprived, and have experienced terrible suffering. 

At the same time, Israel’s actions in Gaza are impossible to 

reconcile with the intention to commit genocide — a 

necessary element of the crime. Israel consistently seeks to 

minimize harm to civilians using measures including 

leaflets, messages and phone calls to urge civilians to 

evacuate targeted areas, creating humanitarian zones and 

corridors, and facilitating humanitarian aid. 

On the other hand, Hamas embeds itself within civilian 

structures, places its headquarters beneath hospitals, fires 

rockets from within schools and mosques and adjacent to 

UN sites, and builds the entrances to massive terror tunnels 

under children’s beds. Not only are there over 130 innocent 

Israelis still being held hostage in Gaza, but over two 

million Gazans are also being held hostage, as Hamas uses 

its own people as human shields. Indeed, Hamas has 

repeatedly murdered Gazan civilians who have sought to 

flee combat zones. While Israel seeks to minimize civilian 

casualties, Hamas seeks to maximize them. For when  

https://www.theglobeandmail.com/world/article-south-africas-legal-effort-to-declare-israels-actions-genocidal-in/
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/world/article-south-africas-legal-effort-to-declare-israels-actions-genocidal-in/
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/topics/israel-hamas-war/
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/topics/israel/
https://www.jpost.com/arab-israeli-conflict/article-771199
https://www.genocidewatch.com/single-post/holocaust-genocide-scholars-condemn-oct-7-hamas-massacre
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Irwin Cotler 

innocent Gazans are killed, Hamas benefits in a twofold 

manner — it enables the demonization of Israel 

internationally, and the radicalization of Gazans 

domestically. Painfully, the weaponization of the genocide 

libel serves the same purpose, reflected in the global 

incentivizing of antisemitism. 

In asserting standing before the ICJ, South Africa has 

emphasized “its own obligations as a State party to the 

Genocide Convention to act to prevent genocide.” But by 

launching a baseless proceeding against Israel for the 

crimes of genocide and incitement to genocide, it provides 

protective cover to Hamas and its related Iranian terrorist 

proxies, who themselves are the ones guilty of those 

crimes. South Africa thereby inverts reality and subverts 

the rules-based international order. This subversion is 

dangerous, and deeply concerning, following the pattern set 

by Vladimir Putin’s Russia — with President Putin using 

false accusations of genocide in his “Nazification” libel as 

the pretext for launching his criminal aggression against 

Ukraine. 

Indeed, South Africa’s cynical weaponization of 

international law was further demonstrated when, on Jan. 4, 

less than a week after launching the ICJ proceedings 

against Israel, South African President Cyril Ramaphosa 

welcomed the leader of the Rapid Support Forces (RSF) to 

his home in Pretoria. The RSF, complicit in the Darfur 

genocide 20 years ago, is once again perpetrating mass 

crimes against humanity in Sudan, including the massacre 

of innocent civilians and the systematic use of sexual 

violence. Recently, over 100 legal experts warned that 

Sudan sits on the precipice of another genocide. 

Genocide, the “crime of crimes,” constitutes the most 

abhorrent of human acts. The 153 state parties to the 

Genocide Convention have both a moral and a legal 

imperative to take action to combat genocide — and 

incitement to genocide — wherever they may occur. But, 

rather than upholding this legal obligation, South Africa’s 

application at the ICJ undermines it, inverting both fact and 

law, and threatening the international rules-based order by 

doing so. As was most recently demonstrated by the 

Russian invasion of Ukraine, this inversion is most 

dangerous, and it is crucial that the community of 

democracies, including Canada, is steadfast in opposing it. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.nytimes.com/2022/02/19/world/europe/putin-ukraine-genocide.html
https://www.raoulwallenbergcentre.org/en/news/2023-11-23
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In her Op-Ed, Abella dismisses the thorough, well-footnoted, 84-page South African legal brief to the ICJ, 

claiming that the State of Israel cannot to be blamed for conducting crimes against humanity, because it was 

“defending itself from terrorism.” Abella contends that Hamas is “a genocidal organization,” and is 

singularly guilty of the charge of genocide due 

to an “explicit and unapologetic goal” to 

eliminate Jews. Both Cotler and Abella blamed 

Hamas. Benjamin Netanyahu, and some of 

senior rank in government, have however 

admitted that Hamas was funded by, was a tool, 

and an asset of the State of Israel. I.e.: 

 

“Anyone who wants to thwart the 

establishment of a Palestinian state has to 

support bolstering Hamas and 

transferring money to Hamas … This is 

part of our strategy – to isolate the 

Palestinians in Gaza from the Palestinians 

in the West Bank.” (Statement by 

Netanyahu at a March 2019 meeting of 

his Likud Party’s Knesset members, Haaretz, October 9, 2023) 

 

“Hamas was treated as a partner to the detriment of the Palestinian Authority to prevent Abbas from 

moving towards creating a Palestinian State. Hamas was promoted from a terrorist group to an 

organization with which Israel conducted negotiations through Egypt, and which was allowed to 

receive suitcases containing millions of dollars from Qatar through the Gaza crossings.” (Times 

of Israel, October 8, 2023) 

  

1.  Abella’s (and Cotler’s) evidence for her Hamas claim is based on the events of October 7, 2023, when 

“Hamas murdered, raped, beheaded, kidnapped and tortured Jews … to eliminate them, because they were 

Jews.” Abella relied on the State of Israel’s scandalous propaganda regarding the events of October 7 

(emotionally charged lies and fabrications, to influence and poison the world stage), failing to objectively 

acknowledge or question the unfolding body of evidence from Israeli media and outside journalism which 

counters many elements of her claim. For instance, the earlier accounts: 

  

(a) The January 10, 2024, Grayzone article, Screams without Proof: Questions for NYT about shoddy 

‘Hamas mass rape’ report;  

(b) The independent media site, Electronic Entifada, published an article January 20, 2024, Israeli 

HQ ordered troops to shoot Israeli captives on 7 October, which included an English translation from 

the Hebrew edition of the Yedioth Ahronoth’s weekend supplement 7 Days, the January, 12 2024 

article, The Black Time;  

(c) The American Intercept news site published an analysis on January 28, 2024, New York Times 

Puts “Daily” Episode on Ice Amid Internal Firestorm over Hamas Sexual Violence Article;  

(d) The news journal site on YouTube, The Hill, published an interview with Max Blumenthal on 

January 30, NYT Pulls Hamas Rape Story from Podcast over Internal Turmoil over Shoddy 

Reporting, a descriptive account on shoddy journalism related to the State of Israel’s scandalous 

propaganda regarding the events of October 7, 2023. 

 

The November 30, 2023, ground-breaking investigation by Yuval Abraham with the +972 magazine, ‘A 

Mass Assassination Factor’: Inside Israel’s calculated bombing of Gaza, details that Israel’s “current war,” 

which its Cabinet dubbed “Operation Iron Swords,” is about “the bombing of targets that are not distinctly 

military in nature,” which the Israeli army “defines as ‘power targets’ (“matarot otzem”).” The 

https://archive.md/2023.10.10-030658/https:/www.haaretz.com/israel-news/2023-10-09/ty-article/.premium/another-concept-implodes-israel-cant-be-managed-by-a-criminal-defendant/0000018b-1382-d2fc-a59f-d39b5dbf0000#selection-453.0-453.73
https://www.timesofisrael.com/for-years-netanyahu-propped-up-hamas-now-its-blown-up-in-our-faces/
https://www.timesofisrael.com/for-years-netanyahu-propped-up-hamas-now-its-blown-up-in-our-faces/
https://thegrayzone.com/2024/01/10/questions-nyt-hamas-rape-report/
https://thegrayzone.com/2024/01/10/questions-nyt-hamas-rape-report/
https://electronicintifada.net/blogs/asa-winstanley/israeli-hq-ordered-troops-shoot-israeli-captives-7-october
https://electronicintifada.net/blogs/asa-winstanley/israeli-hq-ordered-troops-shoot-israeli-captives-7-october
https://theintercept.com/2024/01/28/new-york-times-daily-podcast-camera/
https://theintercept.com/2024/01/28/new-york-times-daily-podcast-camera/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=paDjsRkhc28
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=paDjsRkhc28
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investigation derived its information from numerous credible sources: “seven current and former members 

of Israel’s intelligence community, including military intelligence and air force personnel,” from “official 

statements by the IDF spokesperson and other Israeli state institutions,” and from “Palestinian testimonies, 

data, and documentation from the Gaza strip.” One source said, “all of this is happening contrary to the 

protocol used by the IDF in the past.” And “according to the Israeli army, during the first five days of 

fighting it dropped 6,000 bombs on the Strip, with a total weight of about 4,000 tons.” In that first week, 

“Israel bombed the Islamic University of Gaza, the Palestinian Bar Association, a United Nations building 

for an educational programme for outstanding students, a building belonging to the Palestine 

Communications Company, the Ministry of National Economy, the Ministry of Culture, dozens of high-rise 

buildings and homes.” “Although it is unprecedented for the Israeli army to attack more than 1,000 power 

targets in five days, the idea of causing mass devastation to civilian areas for strategic purposes was 

formulated in previous military operations in Gaza, honed by the so-called “Dahiya Doctrine” from the 

Second Lebanon War of 2006.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2.  Abella’s claim on Israel’s legal right to defend itself is unsubstantiated, incredible, and imprudent, a 

similar claim asserted by Israeli President Isaac Herzog for Israel’s case before the ICJ, the argument that 

Israel would “proudly” be “using self-defence under our more inherent right under international 

humanitarian law.”  

 

There are numerous and more recent 

presentations and explanatory accounts 

that refute Abella’s January 9th claim, 

and the State of Israel’s often repeated 

claim, of a right to self defence. The 

refutation is based on international 

jurisprudence, a legal framework 

which Abella, a seasoned jurist and 

expert on international human rights, 

https://www.cbc.ca/news/politics/canada-government-south-africa-case-israel-international-court-justice-1.7079764
https://www.cbc.ca/news/politics/canada-government-south-africa-case-israel-international-court-justice-1.7079764
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was likely familiar with. For instance, the refutation by Francesca Albanese during her November 15, 2023, 

presentation at Australia’s National Press Club. Months before the October 7, 2023, break-through-the-

prison-barrier operation by Hamas, the Australian Friends of Palestine Association had invited Albanese to 

present at the Edward Said Memorial Lecture. Albanese also met with the Australian Human Rights 

Commission. Albanese was then courted by the Press Club. At the Press Club event, Club-treasurer Tom 

Connel, also the anchor at Sky News, asked Albanese the following after her presentation: 

 

Connel: You mentioned a couple of times, what you described as “the non-existent right of self 

defense of Israel” in the wake of those October 7 attacks. In your view, what action was Israel 

entitled to take after those attacks? 

 

Albanese: Thank you, Tom. With your permission I will clarify what is self defense under 

international law, and so that everyone can understand. Well, there’s not such a thing that Israel 

could claim. So, in common language, self defense might be understood as the right to protect 

oneself, which is what Israel clearly has. Israel has the sacrosanct right and duty to protect itself, its 

territory, its citizens. Although, it tends to confuse a lot its own territory with the territory that it’s 

trying to annex under occupation. And this is illegal. But, however, Article 51 of the UN Charter 

that Israel has invoked, is not just the right to protect itself. It’s self defense under international 

law. It’s a legal term. It means the right to wage a war, which Israel doesn’t have. And this is 

consolidated jurisprudence of the supreme judicial 

organ of the United Nations. I understand that the State 

practice might diverge – i.e., United States and Iraq – 

but the law remains the law. And this is what we 

should follow. So, the right of self defense can be 

invoked when a state is threatened by another state, 

which is not the case. Israel has not claimed that it has 

been threatened by another state. It’s been threatened 

by an armed group – qualify it the way you want – but 

it’s an armed group 

within the occupied 

territory. And frankly, 

even saying ‘the war’ 

between Gaza and Israel 

is wrong. Because Gaza 

is not a standalone entity. 

It is part of the occupied 

territory. But so, in 

particular, Israel cannot 

claim the right of self 

defense against a threat 

that emanates from the 

territory it occupies, 

from a territory that is 

kept under belligerent 

occupation. And not only 

this exists in the 

jurisprudence of the ICJ, 

in general it’s also been 

said in the case of the 

occupied Palestinian 

territory.  
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So, going back to your question. Now, what Israel was allowed to do to act to establish law and order 

to repel the attack, neutralize whoever was carrying out the attacks, and then proceed with law-and-

order measures? Meaning, not waging a war, but with law enforcement measures. One example. 

France was attacked by a group, a terrorist group, emanating from Belgium. Did France go and bomb 

entire residential areas in Belgium? No. So think of it. I know that we are used to think that the 

Palestinians can be bombed over and over. But it’s wrong. And this is so. And the other thing that 

Israel had to do was to allow justice, the prosecution, the investigation of the prosecution of those 

responsible. I understand there have been missiles sent from the Hamas controlled Gaza Strip. But the 

thing is that the Gaza Strip has become the kingdom of Hamas, thanks to the unilateral blockade that 

Israel has imposed over the Gaza Strip for 16 years, forcing 2.2 million people to live under Hamas. 

By the way Hamas, until couple of months ago, was said by, was defined by, various ministers, 

including the prime minister of Israel, as an asset to Israel while the PA [Palestinian Authority] was a 

liability. So, I mean, you don’t have to believe me. Listen to Israeli leaders and take them seriously.  

 

A reporter from SBS, Sara Tomevska, asked Albanese the following: 

 

Tomevska: “As we know the Australian government’s position is that Israel does have the right to 

defend itself. The Foreign Minister Penny Wong has described Hamas as a craven terrorist 

organization that does embed itself in civilian infrastructure. But, at the same time she has said that 

Israel has an obligation to observe the rules of war and that the International Community will not 

accept ongoing civilian deaths. Is this an appropriate response or is this an example of what you've 

described as the paralysis of the International Community?” 

 

Albanese: “No, no. This is what I call amnesia and myopia and living in an alternative reality. 

Because, again, before the 7th of October there was already plenty of evidence of violations of 

international law. So let me just articulate some. Since 1967, Israel has built 300 colonies – which are 

a war crime in and of themselves – in the occupied Palestinian territory, violating article 49 of the 

Geneva Convention, which prohibits the occupying power [the State of Israel] from transferring its, 

or encouraging, or supporting the transfer of its own civilian population into the occupied territory. 

This has meant establishing a system of structural violence made of dispossession, confiscation of 

land, and forceable displacement of the Palestinians. Forceable displacement when it’s widespread 

and systematic. It is not just a war crime. It is a crime against humanity. And there has been, as I 

said, again maintaining a system of arbitrary mass incarceration, mass arrest, and detention, amounts 

to violation of the right to fair trial, that is also prosecutable, to a scale that is prosecutable under their 

own statehood. And the list is long. So, there were already crimes that were committed then 

before the 7th of October. Gaza had been under blockade, which was a war crime, unlawful – I’m 

sorry – a collective punishment on the entire Palestinian population before. And there was wall to 

wall consensus that it was illegal. So, has any state – and not just blaming the West for once blaming, 

I’m not just criticizing the Western Country, everyone, ever anyone – taken measures, those afforded 

under the UN Charter, diplomatic, political, and economic measures? No. So, we are past this. And 

https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2023/nov/03/a-two-state-solution-is-the-only-way-that-the-israel-palestine-problem-can-be-solved
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2023/nov/03/a-two-state-solution-is-the-only-way-that-the-israel-palestine-problem-can-be-solved
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this mandate in particular for 20 years, we, my predecessors, and now, myself, have said the West 

Bank, the Gaza Strip, and East Jerusalem are becoming a powder keg. It will explode. It has 

exploded.”  

 

In her January 9, 2023, Op-Ed, Rosalie Abella describes the deaths of Palestinians as an ‘unbearable 

tragedy’: “The unbearable tragedy of war lies in the deaths and suffering of innocent civilians, and there 

can be no doubt that the deaths and suffering of thousands of civilians in Gaza is an unbearable 

tragedy.” In her presentation in Melbourne, on November 15, 2023, United Nations rapporteur Francesca 

Albanese explained to an audience of journalists how the media (this would include opinions by Abella and 

Cotler) lacks empathy: the “tendency to talk of Palestinian deaths as a tragedy, while Israeli deaths are 

crimes.” Albanese urged the media to choose the appropriate language and to strive for the truth. 

 

Albanese: If I had to point to one thing in particular is: avoid dehumanizing the Palestinians. Because 

there is a lot of this and it’s across the globe. … In international media there is a tendency to talk 

of Palestinian deaths as a tragedy, while Israeli deaths as crimes. And there is a lot of empathy 

and solidarity that goes to the Israelis when they are victim of violence. And rightly so. This is what 

we should do as human beings. But then this is lacking on the side of the Palestinians. And as I said, 

they are killed, they are blamed, and they are also smeared when they try to speak out. So, get the 

facts straight. … Yes, of course it’s important to talk about the Two State Solutions. But what about 

these 11,000 people [as of November 15, 2023] who have been killed. And so, you [the reporter] 

mentioned islamophobia. I think that you have a point there. But what is really unfolding it’s 

something, I mean similar but different at the same time. It is anti-Palestinian racism which is a 

separate chapter of anti-Arabism. But you need to see that. The moment you see that you cannot 

un-see it anymore. And you can recognize it in the work you do and in the work of others. And 

again, this is not to dehumanize the Israelis. Actually, what I am trying to say, it’s recognizing the 

humanity of both. But, silencing, excluding, erasing Palestinian voices, or stereotyping and defaming 

them, denying what they have suffered throughout history, which doesn’t mean denying what others 

have suffered. But as some scholars very dear to me say, it is about recognizing the trauma of the 

other, recognizing the pain of the other. So, this is what I mean. You can start from there. The thing 

you always strive for in journalism is the truth. It’s difficult in the fog of war.” 

 

Albanese is the Special Rapporteur of the 

Occupied Palestinian Territory, a duty office of 

the United Nations Human Rights Council. The 

United Nations website states the following: 

 

The mandate of the Special 

Rapporteur derives from the 1993 

resolution from the Committee of 

Human Rights. The mandate calls on the 

Special Rapporteur: (a) To investigate 

Israel’s violations of the principles and 

bases of international law, 

international humanitarian law and 

the Geneva Convention relative to the 

Protection of Civilian Persons in Time 

of War, of 12 August 1949, in the 

Palestinian territories occupied by Israel 

since 1967; (b) To receive 

communications, to hear witnesses, and 

to use such modalities of procedure as he 
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may deem necessary for his mandate; and (c) To report, with his conclusions and recommendations, 

to the Commission on Human Rights at its future sessions, until the end of the Israeli occupation of 

those territories.  

 

Since the special mandate of 1993, Albanese is the 8th Special Rapporteur, and, by all accounts, she 

hopefully may not become the last. Prior Rapporteurs: Rene Felber (Switzerland, 1993-1995); Hannu 

Halinen (Finland, 1995-1999); Giorgio Giacomelli (Italy, 1999-2001); John Dugard (South Africa, 2001-

2008); Richard Falk (United States, 2008-2014); Makarim Wibisono (Indonesia, 2014-2016); and S. 

Michael Lynk (2016-2022). All professionally trained Rapporteurs filed reports with the United Nations. 

All Rapporteurs faced constant criticism, objection and heckling by the State of Israel and its lobby army. 

According to Michael Lynk, the most intense Israeli criticism and harassment faced by any 

Rapporteur to date has been cast at Albanese the moment of (and prior to) her appointment: 

 

“In his six years as Special Rapporteur, 

Michael Lynk never minced his words, but he 

knew how to keep his powder dry until the 

last moment, with a salvo not even the New 

York Times could ignore. 

“In the Palestinian territory that Israel has 

occupied since 1967,” Lynk wrote in his final 

report to the 49th session of the Human Rights 

Council (HRC), now available for all to read 

and ponder at the UN website, “there are 

now five million stateless Palestinians living 

without rights, in an acute state of 

subjugation, and with no path to self-

determination.” 

“[An] institutionalized regime of systematic 

racial oppression and discrimination has 

been established,” Lynk told the HRC. 

“Israeli Jews and Palestinian Arabs live their 

lives under a single regime which 

differentiates its distribution of rights and 

benefits [on] the basis of national and ethnic 

identity, and which ensures the supremacy of 

one group over, and to the detriment of, the other … This is apartheid.” 

Lynk reaffirmed the Israeli apartheid idea in an April 22 statement now posted at the UN website: 

Israel’s “entrenched occupation, which has become indistinguishable from practices of 

apartheid, is based on the institutional discrimination of one racial-national-ethnic group over 

another,” the statement read. 

Over the years, Lynk realized Israel’s presence had morphed from ‘belligerent occupation’ – 

legal under international law, within bounds set forth in the Fourth Geneva Convention of 1949 – to 

de facto annexation and apartheid. 

Lynk’s own country, Canada (which opposed his appointment as Special Rapporteur back in 2016), 

publicly acknowledges that Israel’s settlement enterprise is illegal, not to mention an obstacle to the 

‘two-state solution’ it claims to support. Still, Ottawa gladly extends preferential tariff treatment to 

settlement products, and charitable status to pro-settlement Canadian groups. 

One thing is certain: Israel will ban Francesca Albanese, as it has all Special Rapporteurs since 

Richard Falk took up the post in 2008. 

Israel can block UN Special Rapporteurs from entering what Michael Lynk refers to as an “internal 

colony.” It can’t block their reports from being published at the UN website.  

https://www.nytimes.com/2022/03/23/world/middleeast/israel-apatheid-un.html?searchResultPosition=1
https://www.nytimes.com/2022/03/23/world/middleeast/israel-apatheid-un.html?searchResultPosition=1
https://www.ohchr.org/en/documents/country-reports/ahrc4987-report-special-rapporteur-situation-human-rights-palestinian
https://www.ohchr.org/en/documents/country-reports/ahrc4987-report-special-rapporteur-situation-human-rights-palestinian
https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2022/04/un-expert-warns-israeli-crackdown-will-fuel-more-violence-urges
https://ihl-databases.icrc.org/ihl/INTRO/380
https://www.thestar.com/news/canada/2016/03/25/dion-calls-on-un-to-review-canadian-law-professors-appointment.html
https://www.international.gc.ca/world-monde/international_relations-relations_internationales/mena-moan/israeli-palistinian_policy-politique_israelo-palestinien.aspx?lang=eng&_ga=2.79135380.1846114433.1651047938-1729695636.1651047938#a06
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Notwithstanding the mountain of evidence that Israel’s occupation is here to stay and has morphed 

into apartheid (Israel’s occupation is “by far the best documented conflict in the modern world,” 

Lynk told Mondoweiss), the international community shows no indication it will hold Israel 

accountable. 

“This is probably one of the great mysteries of the modern world as to why we know so much 

about the occupation, and we’ve proclaimed so much law with respect to the occupation but 

have done so precious little with regards to this. There is a huge gap between promise and 

performance regarding this occupation.” 

Lynk wants the UN to revive its Special Committee Against Apartheid, dormant since 1994, 

tasking it to investigate situations of apartheid anywhere in the world. 

He recommends that the Israeli apartheid question be addressed by the International Criminal Court, 

and that an Advisory Opinion be solicited from the International Court of Justice on the legality of 

Israel’s occupation – something the ICJ did not opine on in its 2004 Wall decision.  

(Source: “This is apartheid”: an interview with outgoing UN human rights official Michael Lynk, by 

David Kattenburg, Monoweiss news website, May 3, 2022.) 

 

By all accounts, the United Nations Special 

Rapporteurs for Palestine were, and one 

remains, to borrow a phrase from an ancient 

story in the Old Testament, as Davids in the 

Zionist Lion’s Den. The intense acrimony and 

ridicule Albanese faced by the State of Israel 

and its lobby army had much to do with the 

timing of her appointment, her background, her 

gender, and the coincidental release of the two 

2022 reports by Human Rights Watch and 

Amnesty International on Israel as an apartheid 

state. 

 

A STRONG CAMPAIGN in support of 

the United Nations Special Rapporteur on 

the occupied Palestinian territory 

Francesca Albanese has emerged in 

response to an ongoing campaign to sack 

her. Three former rapporteurs urged the 

U.N. on April 27 to publicly defend their 

successor, stating that she has been the 

target of attacks that have been 

“slanderous” and “personal.” … The 

Italian international human rights lawyer 

was appointed to the role on May 1, 2022, the first woman to hold the position … In the letter 

addressed to U.N. leadership, former rapporteurs John Dugard, Richard Falk and Michael Lynk said 

they too were the target of such attacks during their terms, but the smears against Albanese are of 

“greater ferocity and mean-spiritedness.” 

 

In January, a bipartisan letter by 11 representatives in the U.S. Congress accused Albanese of “old 

anti-Semitic tropes,” and called on U.N. Secretary-General Antonio Guterres and the U.N. High 

Commissioner for Human Rights Volker Turk to remove her from her post. Other calls for her 

dismissal have come from Amichai Chikli, Israel’s minister of diaspora affairs and social 

equality, who in April accused her of having a “bias against Israel.” Additionally, Israeli NGOs 

International Legal Forum and Monitor have joined the chorus of calls for her dismissal. 
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Monitor’s board includes Elliot Abrams, the neoconservative former foreign policy adviser for U.S. 

presidents Ronald Reagan, George W. Bush and Donald Trump, who has been described as “a 

passionate advocate of Israel.” The International Legal Forum’s board includes Michael 

Mukasey, a former U.S. attorney general during the Bush era who in 2014 defended that 

administration’s waterboarding torture tactics during the U.S.’ so-called “war on terror,” CNN 

reported then. 8 

 

In early 2022, the NGO Monitor website, a propaganda lobby group arm of Israel based in Geneva, berated 

Albanese during her candidacy, and later in a December 15, 2022, post, accusing Albanese of “extreme 

bias.” The State of Israel, and its international propaganda army, obviously continues to dislike the truth.  

 

Six months before Albanese arrived in Australia, AIJAC, the Australia / Israel & Jewish Affairs Council, 

launched a particularly hateful dead-aim post against her by Justin Amler on May 8, 2023, A truly 

“Special” Special Rapporteur.  

 

“There are few positions in the United Nations that illustrate the extreme anti-Israel bias of that body 

better than the ‘Special Rapporteur on the occupied Palestinian territories’ – a position created by the 

United Nations Commission on Human Rights in 1993, supposedly to seek justice and respect for 

human rights. In reality, it’s a position filled by a series of hate-filled individuals whose single-

minded purpose was demonising the Jewish State – as the Commission and its successor 

organisation, the UN Human Rights Council, intended all along. This record has been underscored by 

the current incumbent, Italian academic Francesca Albanese. 

 

Small wonder Zionists are filled with hate for the 

United Nations special rapporteurs. Many of them 

clearly despise the Palestinians and the truth, 

which these professionally trained advocates have 

so valiantly told.  

 

Albanese co-authored the 700-page book with Lex 

Takkenberg, Palestinian Refugees in International 

Law. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
8 The Campaign Against the U.N.’s Human Rights Official on Palestine, Washington Report on Middle East Affairs, June/July 

2023, May 29, 2022. 
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In 2018, Albanese authored a publication, New Assaults, New Challenges, with 

78 findings on the plight of the Palestinians. In it, she describes how the U.S. 

Donald Trump administration removed $1.1 billion in aid to UNRWA. Recently, 

upon the release of the January 12, 2024, ICJ decision, the State of Israel 

fabricated evidence to persuade international donor states to remove substantial 

funding for UNRWA. 
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After her presentation, Press Club event host and treasurer Tom 

Connel opened the floor for questions. Here is one exchange. 

 

Hurst: “Daniel Hurst [Australian foreign affairs and defense 

correspondent], again, from The Guardian. You’ve made a very 

clear pitch about avoiding dehumanizing anyone in this 

particular debate [about] Palestinians and Israelis. I couldn’t help 

but being tripped up by the very ending of your speech, where 

you said that ending Jewish Israeli domination would be 

rehumanizing acts for them as well.  I just want to ask whether 

that sort of comment is helpful in the current climate talking 

about ending Jewish Israeli domination?”  

Albanese: “I wonder whether it’s helpful to pretend 

that apartheid doesn’t exist. Because this is what we 

are talking about. (Applause) I said ‘domination,’ not 

‘existence.’ Now, if we are unable to envisage Jewish 

Israelis living without being on top of the other, I think 

this is a problem. And this is where we need to correct 

our own approach to the other. Because how would you 

expect the Palestinians to want to live subjugated. I 

mean, one, or ten, or fifty more years. No, there 

shouldn’t be domination. But in particular let me say: it 

has a very specific meaning in the occupied Palestinian 

territory where Israel dominates without any legal 

justification or basis. The occupation is illegal. It’s 

unlawful. Because it operates against and outside of 

everything that is permitted under international law, 

because it has been a vehicle to colonize the land.  

It serves no military necessity. And it’s also apartheid by default. Because having civilian law 

imposed, applied to the settlers, who shouldn’t be there in the first place, which doesn’t mean that a 

two-state solution would translate into the uprooting of them. No, no, no. I’m not calling for that. But 

I’m just saying that the occupation must end. The exploitation of Palestinian land and resources 

must end. And then it’s up to the Palestinians and Israelis to live, to see how to live together in 

whatever forms of state they can envisage. It’s not up to us. But for me it’s really about basic 

application of international law.” 

 

Hurst: [Appearing sheepish, he rephrased the same question, 

trying to catch her up for his Guardian article] “You’ve applied 

it to that particular context. But you don’t think the word 

domination has a wider connotation outside that context?”  

 

Albanese: “What do you mean?”  

 

Hurst: “I’m talking about Israeli Jewish domination.” 

 

Albanese: “Meaning? Are you asking me, in Israel?” 
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Hurst: “Well, the phrase jumped out at me at the end of your 

speech and I’m just wondering if the trope of domination …” 

 

 

Albanese: “No! It’s not a trope. It’s really, real! So, it seems 

you do not understand what I’m saying. There is an apartheid 

regime! [Someone in the audience is heard laughing.] No, I’m 

serious! There is an apartheid regime. It’s domination. This 

is not a trope. This is international law. I encourage you to 

read the Apartheid Convention. Because it talks about 

racial domination. And this is what I’m talking about. Might 

be a trope into the way you interpret it. But I’m using 

domination in a strictly legal sense.” 
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      Questions posed to Albanese by Press Club Host and Sky News anchor, Tom Connel 
 

Albanese: When I hear Hamas leaders and 

when I hear Israeli leaders particularly in 

these historical moments, they seem to me 

calling for the whole destruction of the 

other. But the difference is that unlike 

Hamas, what Israel is enforcing is that 

reality. Hamas is not. And again, this is 

not to downplay, or this is not to condone, 

this is not to justify what Hamas is doing. 

This is why I invoke the application of 

justice. But Israel has the capacity. When 

special rapporteurs have used the word 

genocide, there is a risk of genocide. We 

have looked not only at the genocidal 

intent, but based on previous practice, the  

reality on the ground is that there is a risk of genocide being committed by Israel, and also the 

capacity to do that.  

 

Connel: When you say that, I mean if they wanted 

to, probably done to be blunt about it, yes, it’s a 

dire situation for civilians. But Israel did say: 

civilians, please leave, this is where we’re 

targeting. So that wasn’t them actually targeting 

civilians at that point. [A murmur is heard at this 

point made by most of the audience] 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Albanese: Ah, my friend Daniel Levy told the 

BBC journalist … and I beg your pardon, I don’t 

mean to be rude, but can you really keep a 

straight face as you ask me this question??? 

[Audience is clapping] I will answer the question. 

Okay. There is no where to go. Because, for those 

who are not familiar with the Gaza Strip. It is a 300 

square kilometers piece of land. It’s the most 

crowded place on earth. And it has been, when I  

say carpet bombed, this is what 6,000 bombs per week do to an area which is so crowded. … You know 

what Tom, we already knew. Because this is the sixth war that Israel has waged against Gaza. There 

was one in 2008, 2009, 2012, 2014, 2021, 2022. Already thousands of people had been killed, including 

1,000 children. … Palestinians have been left with nowhere to go. 
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3.1. Albanese’s October 2024 Second UN Genocide Indictment Report 

 

GENEVA (25 March 2022) – A UN expert called today on the international community to accept 

and adopt the findings in his current report, echoing recent findings by Palestinian, Israeli and 

international human rights organisations, that apartheid is being practiced by Israel in the occupied 

Palestinian territory. 

“There is today in the Palestinian territory occupied by Israel since 1967 a deeply discriminatory dual 

legal and political system that privileges the 700,000 Israeli Jewish settlers living in the 300 illegal 

Israeli settlements in East Jerusalem and the West Bank,” said Michael Lynk, the UN Special 

Rapporteur for the situation of human rights in the Palestinian territory occupied since 1967. 

“Living in the same geographic space, but separated by walls, checkpoints, roads and an entrenched 

military presence, are more than three million Palestinians, who are without rights, living under an 

oppressive rule of institutional discrimination and without a path to a genuine Palestinian state that 

the world has long promised is their right. 

“Another two million Palestinians live in Gaza, described regularly as an ‘open-air prison’, without 

adequate access to power, water or health, with a collapsing economy and with no ability to freely 

travel to the rest of Palestine or the outside world.” 

The Special Rapporteur said that a political regime which so intentionally and clearly prioritizes 

fundamental political, legal and social rights to one group over another within the same geographic 

unit on the basis of one’s racial-national-ethnic identity satisfies the international legal definition of 

apartheid. 

“Apartheid is not, sadly, a phenomenon confined to the history books on southern Africa,” he said in 

his report to the Human Rights Council. “The 1998 Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court 

came into law after the collapse of the old South Africa. It is a forward-looking legal instrument 

which prohibits apartheid as a crime against humanity today and into the future, wherever it may 

exist.” 9 

 

 

 

“Never before in the history of the United Nations did France, Germany and the U.S. condemn a UN 

human rights monitor for racism or antisemitism,” said Hillel C. Neuer, executive director of UN 

Watch. “Francesca Albanese is the first. She is today the most dangerous figure on the world stage 

inciting antisemitism and jihadi terrorism.” 10 

 

 

Israel’s political leadership’s recent targeted assassinations of Hamas, Hezbollah, and Iranian leaders and 

commanders, and the ruthless targeting of more than 170 journalists (inside and outside of ‘Israel’), 

including some of their families, are not just confined to the lawless arena of brutal military and 

surveillance murder, but also include the assassination of people’s reputations, professions and livelihoods, 

a small host of which have occurred since October 2023 in Europe, the British Commonwealth nations, and 

in the United States. For instance, the vitriolic smear campaigns upon Francesca Albanese launched by 

 
9 Israel’s 55-year Occupation of Palestinian Territory is Apartheid – UN Human Rights Expert, March 22, 2022. United Nations 

Human Rights Office, Press Release. 
10 Report: US Should Bar Antisemitic UN Official Set to Visit General Assembly, College Campuses, October 22, 2024, U.N. 

Watch, media release, NGO in Geneva. 

Hillel Neuer’s X 

(formerly, Twitter) post 

from March 27, 2024. 

https://www.ohchr.org/en/hr-bodies/hrc/regular-sessions/session49/list-reports
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Zionist Israel’s watchdog groups and units since early 2022, 11 is merely one of these, and one which has 

reached a new low through a more aggressive, unsurpassed campaign attempting to dilute and undermine 

her powerful and legitimate mandate: legal findings, summaries and statements. 

 

Leading up to the October 27, 2024, release of Albanese’s second report that year, Genocide as Colonial 

Erasure, and prior to her report presentation to the United Nations in New York scheduled for Wednesday, 

October 30, came a series of vicious attacks by pro-Israel NGO bodies and spokespeople. Anne Bayefsky, 

the Touro University on Human Rights and the Holocaust director, 12 and the president of Human Rights 

Voices (formed in 2013), published a Human Rights Voices media release on October 26, 2024, UN 

Secretary-General Won’t Condemn Official Accused of Antisemitism; U.S. said to Grant Visa for Visit: 

 

Bayefsky condemned the State Department’s refusal to limit Albanese’s travel, given that she ‘is in 

the business of promoting, spreading and inciting violent antisemitism. The State Department is 

supposed to be in the business of protecting Jewish Americans from the inflammatory hatred of an 

international visitor. “The United States is certainly under no obligation, as the U.N. host country, to 

facilitate her travel outside the U.N. as part of her treacherous effort to reach American campuses. If 

the State Department refuses to do its job and limit her visa accordingly, then they are aiding and 

abetting the spread of antisemitism across America.”  

 

According to Form 990 U.S. tax filings in 2018, Bayefsky was under contract, that year, with CAMERA – 

the Committee for Accuracy in Middle East Reporting in America Inc., an NGO, and a member 

organization of the Jewish Community Relations Council – and received a payment of $280,000. In a 

review of Bayefsky’s advocacy roles in Part 10 of this report, CAMERA “functions as an attack 

organization for the Zionist right wing, targeting journalists, academics, students, politicians, and 

community organizers who make even mild criticism of Israel.”  Online ProPublica, in its Nonprofit 

Explorer information section, states that the NGO Human Rights Voices Inc. was “tax exempt since 

December 2013.” From 2013 to 2023, it had the following revenues:  

 

     2013, $110,000;        2015, $603,647;        2017, $457,698;     2019, $490,876;      2021, $470,115; 

     2014, $170,728;        2016, $575,157;        2018, $592,166;     2020, $480,800;      2022, $560,992; 

                       2023, $535,618. 

         

with total reported revenues since 2013 of $5,047,797 (U.S.). Under these total revenues, there are reported 

“compensation” salaries for Human Rights Voices president Anne Bayefsky, totalling $425,000, averaging, 

primarily, $50,000 per annum. The sources of revenues to Human Rights Voices were not revealed. 

 
11 I.e., Al Jazeera’s online May 29, 2023, article, The Campaign Against the U.N.’s Human Rights Official on Palestine, states: 

“Hundreds of civil society organizations, academics, jurists and politicians have come to Albanese’s defense. On April 26, 

Amnesty International Italy released a letter in support of the U.N. human rights official, which included dozens of Italian rights 

groups, MPs, jurists and academics as signatories. An earlier statement in support of Albanese in January 2023 included 116 

human rights groups, civil society organizations, and academic institutions from all over the world…. “Our organizations and 

groups warn that this smear campaign against UNSR Albanese constitutes the latest manifestation in a pattern of Israeli attacks 

aimed at silencing any legitimate criticism of the inhuman manner in which it treats Palestinians in the Occupied Palestinian 

Territory (OPT),” the 116 international organization and academic signatories said.” Mandy Turner’s September 21, 2023 article, 

Why Israel Fears the Facts: Reporting on Israel’s Human Rights Violations in the Occupied Territory for the UN, states: “There 

are now forty-four Special Rapporteurs” who “report directly to the UNCHR [UN Commission on Human Rights] and the UN 

General Assembly. More crucially, and this is what makes them so independent, they are not UN staff members and do not 

receive a salary. This leaves the office holders able to offer an independent voice unshackled by the diplomatic language and 

horse-trading that plagues the UN system.” 
12 Bayefsky’s public relations involvement in the defence of Zionist Israel is covered in Part 10 of this report. 
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Irwin Cotler’s old friend and student, Hillel Neuer, the 

top dog at U.N. Watch, Zionist Israel’s mouthpiece 

monitoring commander on the United Nations, with its 

headquarters in Geneva, 13 on which Cotler sits as an 

advisory board member, launched a chilling media 

release on October 22, 2024, Report: US Should Bar 

Antisemitic UN Official Set to Visit General Assembly, 

College Campuses.  

 

GENEVA, October 23, 2024 — One week after 

she was condemned by France and the U.S. for 

spreading antisemitism, UN official Francesca 

Albanese should be sanctioned and barred entry to 

the U.S., said the human rights group UN Watch 

on Tuesday, days before her planned visit to the 

country to address the General Assembly’s 193-

nation human rights committee, and to speak at 

multiple college campuses including Georgetown 

and Princeton. 

 

In a 60-page report released today, “Wolf in 

Sheep’s Clothing,” the Geneva-based non-

governmental organization UN Watch documents 

how Albanese, the UN Human Rights Council’s monitor tasked with investigating “Israel’s 

violations” in the Palestinian territories, routinely portrays Israelis as 

Nazis, complains that America is “subjugated by the Jewish Lobby,” 

and denies the Hamas atrocities of October 7, 2023. 

 

Albanese has also been condemned by German, Canadian and U.S. 

lawmakers. Last week she was denounced for antisemitism by the 

leading Jewish organizations in the U.S., including  by the American 

Jewish Committee, the Anti-Defamation League, and the Conference 

of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations, 

 

This summer, Linda Thomas-Greenfield, the U.S. ambassador to the 

United Nations, stated that Albanese “is not fit for this or any 

position at the UN,” and that “there is no place for antisemitism 

from UN-affiliated officials tasked with promoting human rights.” 

Last week, France called for Albanese to face “consequences.” 

 

In 2022, Deborah Lipstadt, the U.S. Special Envoy on Antisemitism, 

stated that Albanese’s “blatant antisemitic rhetoric” was “an established pattern” that “severely 

undermines” her credibility as UN human rights official. 

 

 
13 Refer to Part 10 for more on Neuer. A Boca Raton News article of December 12, 2006, Neuer sees mission as ‘a sliver of 

light,’ states that Neuer “was a litigation attorney at the international law firm of Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison 

LLP,” and that he “holds three diplomas in law, in government, and intellectual history.” Hillel’s first editorial printed in the 

Montreal Gazette on March 14, 1994, describes Hillel as “a former editor of Dateline: Middle East,” and “is a board member of 

the Canadian Zionist Federation and the Canadian Institute for Jewish Research.”  

Excerpt from Montreal Gazette 

article, Huge D.C. Israel-

support rally, April 16, 2002. 

https://unwatch.org/global-condemnation-of-un-rights-official-comparing-israel-to-third-reich/
https://unwatch.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/10/Wolf-in-Sheeps-Clothing-Report-on-Francesca-Albanese.pdf
https://unwatch.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/10/Wolf-in-Sheeps-Clothing-Report-on-Francesca-Albanese.pdf
https://x.com/HillelNeuer/status/1848023316306461154
https://unwatch.org/global-condemnation-of-un-rights-official-comparing-israel-to-third-reich/
https://x.com/USAmbUN/status/1816906822361731166
https://x.com/HillelNeuer/status/1847211920807297475
https://x.com/StateSEAS/status/1603160247417405441
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“Never before in the history of the United Nations did France, Germany and the U.S. condemn a UN 

human rights monitor for racism or antisemitism,” said Hillel C. Neuer, executive director of UN 

Watch. “Francesca Albanese is the first. She is today the most dangerous figure on the world stage 

inciting antisemitism and jihadi terrorism.” 

 

Albanese is set to speak in front of the United Nations in the U.S. on October 30. A college tour will 

take her to multiple U.S. campuses including Georgetown University on October 26, Princeton on 

October 29, and Toronto on November 7. UN Watch warns of “the possibility that Albanese will 

incite terrorism and antisemitism on campuses.” 

 

A new series of comments posted 

on X (formerly the Twitter 

platform), began appearing on 

about October 14, 2024, as news 

emerged from Albanese’s social 

media accounts about her new 

report to the United Nations and 

numerous scheduled speaking 

engagements in the United States 

and Canada. If I were to hazard a 

guess about which pro-Israeli body 

/ individual masterminded this 

latest stinging campaign against 

Albanese it would most likely be 

Canadian Neuer, who had 

previously committed earlier series 

of smears against her.  

 

It is probably why, and through 

whom, mass messages were co-

dispatched. One of these dispatches 

reached Michele Taylor, the 

American Ambassador to the 

United Nations Human Rights 

Council, a founding board member 

and vice chair of President Joe 

Biden’s Super PAC, Unite the Country. The hyperlink to Wikipedia, states that Taylor, a grandchild to 

Jewish holocaust survivors, was appointed in 2014 to the U.S. Holocaust Memorial Council, and was a 

former board member of the Anti-Defamation League. Taylor tweeted on X on October 15, 2024:  

 

Antisemitism has no place at the UN, especially from those tasked with promoting human rights. 

Francesca Albanese’s recent remarks, including evoking Nazis, show yet again that she is unfit for 

any role at the UN. The U.S. has never supported her mandate, and her conduct is unacceptable. 

 

Of course, any conscientious human rights investigator would retort the following to Taylor’s disingenuous 

statement: it is the “conduct” of the United States’ support of Israel’s genocide that “is unacceptable.” 

Michele Taylor had tweeted on February 12, 2024, four months into Israel’s genocide, that “Francesca 

Albanese has a history of using antisemitic tropes. Her most recent statements justifying, dismissing, and 

denying the antisemitic undertones of Hamas’ October 7 attack are unacceptable and antisemitic.”  

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mich%C3%A8le_Taylor
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mich%C3%A8le_Taylor
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mich%C3%A8le_Taylor
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Hillel Neuer’s originating tweet dispatch was endorsed by Canadian MP (for Montreal riding Mount Royal) 

Anthony Housefather, who tweeted on October 17, in support of Michel Taylor’s October 15th tweet: “I 

agree with @USAmbHRC. Francesca Albanese has a long history of using antisemitic tropes. It is 

absolutely baffling to me that the United Nations condones her behaviour and does not remove her from her 

position.” In July 2024, nine months into Israel’s genocide, Prime Minister Trudeau appointed Housefather 

as Special Advisor on Jewish Community Relations and Antisemitism: 

 

Mr. Housefather will help advance actions throughout the federal government to combat 

antisemitism, enhance the protection of Jewish Canadian communities, and address the unacceptable 

discrimination against them – both historical and current. In this role, Mr. Housefather will work 

closely with Jewish communities and relevant stakeholders across the country and Canada’s Special 

Envoy on Preserving Holocaust Remembrance and Combatting Antisemitism, Deborah Lyons. 14 

 

Wikipedia, on Anthony Housefather (accessed on November 9, 2024) states:  

 

In May 2018, Housefather distanced himself from his own government and strongly disagreed with 

Justin Trudeau, when he made a statement that condemned the Israeli military for using excessive 

force against unarmed civilians and called for an independent investigation into Israel, after an Israeli 

sniper shot a Canadian physician, Dr. Tarek Loubani in Gaza. … Housefather is a member of the 

Canada-Israel Interparliamentary group. Following the start of the Israeli war on Gaza in October 

2023, Housefather travelled to Israel and took photos with former Israeli Prime Minister Naftali 

Bennett. On January 19, 2024, Housefather 

appeared on CBC’s Power and Politics and 

stated that Canada should categorically 

reject South Africa’s genocide claim 

against Israel while saying that Israel was 

merely “defending itself.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 
14 Deborah Lyons, the former Canadian ambassador to Israel (June 19, 2016 – 2020) and now Canadian Special Envoy on 

Holocaust Rememberance and Combatting Antisemitism (as of October 16, 2023). As stated in the hyperlink, Canadian Prime 

Minister Trudeau appointed Lyons “in the wake of Hamas’ large-scale terrorist attacks against Israel. … The Prime Minister 

thanked the Honourable Irwin Cotler for his tireless contributions as Canada’s first Special Envoy … from 2020 t0 2024.” 

https://www.pm.gc.ca/en/news/news-releases/2024/07/05/prime-minister-announces-new-special-advisor-jewish-community
https://www.pm.gc.ca/en/news/news-releases/2024/07/05/prime-minister-announces-new-special-advisor-jewish-community
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Anthony_Housefather
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Justin_Trudeau
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gaza_Strip
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Naftali_Bennett
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Naftali_Bennett
https://www.pm.gc.ca/en/news/news-releases/2023/10/16/prime-minister-announces-new-special-envoy-preserving-holocaust
https://www.pm.gc.ca/en/news/news-releases/2023/10/16/prime-minister-announces-new-special-envoy-preserving-holocaust
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As an arm of what might be called the global denial industry, U.N. Watch’s strategy is, clearly, to 

assassinate Albanese’s character and reputation. It is much like what the tobacco industry did to the 

whistleblower in the Hollywood movie, The Insider. In the movie, based on real events, the 60 Minutes 

CBC television program’s top researcher, represented by Hollywood star Al Pacino, who put himself in 

charge of protecting The Insider from a character assassination smear campaign, goes to great lengths to 

redeem The Insider, hiring a group of investigators to counter each smear. The character assassination, 

revealed in a contrived report that was released to the media, came the moment The Insider committed to 

making an affidavit in a court proceeding, breaking his confidentiality agreement, and thereby exposing 

criminal secrets against his old employer, one the “Seven Dwarves.” Similarly, Albanese, as an expert in 

her field of international law and human rights, has framed a series of serious indictments against the 

Zionist settler state, and her latest report as perhaps the most powerful. As all can see, the Zionist project, 

with its many tentacles, will not easily surrender and will go down kicking and screaming. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

“I know what they do because I used to ask them 

to do it. I mean when I was in the Mossad, and 

we had a guy that gave us problems in the U.S., 

and he was speaking out, and he was talking, and 

like Pete talked once [referring to what another 

presenter said at the same conference], and said 

Israel is bombing Lebanon with cluster 

bombs. Well, we say, hey, who’s that guy? You 

know, Pete ----- [a Hebrew word for cockroach], 

we used to call it, yeah, which is Pete the  

Cockroach, because he makes a lot of noise, and 

you can’t get rid of him. So, what you do is you 

get in touch with a guy in the [Mossad] station in 

New York or in the [Mossad] station in 

Washington, and you say tell the guys at B’nai 

Brith to label him. And, of course, the campaign 

starts. And before you know it the guy’s labelled, 

and he’s an Antisemite, because that’s what we 

say he is. And that’s one stain you cannot 

wash. Now, it shames me as a Jew to tell you 

that. But that’s the fact and it’s wrong!” 

 

 

Left: Quote from Victor Ostrovsky, “former Mossad 

Agent,” from a September 12, 1995, presentation, 

filmed on C-SPAN. Source: YouTube, “Former 

Mossad Agent on Israel’s Influence Over U.S. 

Policy.” Ostrovsky, a Mossad case officer from 1984 

– 1986, authored two books (By Way of Deception, 

and The Other Side of Deception, on the operations 

of the Mossad. His first book was temporarily 

censured in Canada in 1990 by the Israeli Embassy. 
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Part 4.  The Big Reveal about Abella’s Conduct (‘Progressive Except for Palestine’) 
 

The ink was barely dry on Abella’s January 9, 2024 opinion article in the Globe and Mail, that within two 

days a lengthy blog post emerged from eastern Canada with an eyebrow raising account under the title, 

revealing a chink in Abella’s human rights record armor. Abella’s words and arguments in defence of the 

Israeli State were so troublesome they triggered an immediate response in Judy Haiven’s blog, My 

Encounter with Justice Rosalie Abella and my Dismay with her: 

“I used to think highly of Justice Rosalie Abella [as so many have], who in 2021 retired from the 

Supreme Court of Canada after 17 years. … But in her op-ed in Tuesday’s Globe and Mail, she 

refused to let facts get in the way of her support of Israel. … Where are the facts behind what Abella 

says? Where is the evidence of genocide against the Jews? Twenty-three thousand dead Palestinians 

suggests a genocide against 

the people of Gaza, not the 

Jews in Israel.”  

Haiven, a former professor in the 

Management Department of the 

Sobey School of Business at Saint 

Mary’s University in Halifax, a 

specialist in Industrial Relations, 

and “a founder of Equity Watch, a 

human rights organization 

dedicated to fighting bullying and 

discrimination in the workplace,” 

detailed a private discussion 

Haiven had with Abella about ten 

years ago, 2014, the focus of her 

‘disappointment’.  

 

“The Religious Studies Department at Saint Mary’s University (where I was a faculty member) 

invited her [Abella] to give a talk in Halifax. It was part of an annual lecture series meant to knit 

faiths together to discuss weighty matters. Abella’s talk on the topic of human rights was co-

sponsored by the Atlantic Jewish Council. … She spoke of all the trouble spots in the world, the 

Congo, Somalia, Rwanda, China, the Russian orbit of countries, Latin America and explained the 

lack of democracy and the wars which had caused huge misfortunes for the local people, and the 

abrogation of their human rights on a grand scale. She must have named 20 countries, but never 

once mentioned Palestine. It was a huge oversight, a glaring omission, a leap that showed not 

only that Palestinian human rights were not an issue, but that Israel’s illegal and brutal 

military occupation of nearly 60 years did not exist – for her. 

When she ended her speech, there was a standing ovation; she looked pleased and curtsied to the 

audience. … After the thanks and gift-giving, I realized I had to talk to her about her refusal to 

speak about Palestine and her support for Israel. … Finally, she and I were alone in the room. I 

walked up smiling and presented my business card. I said I had admired her work in labour law, 

especially her plan for employment equity which lay the ground for the federal Employment Equity 

Act. She was happy, and glad to get the praise.   

Then I said, “You know, people like you and me have to stand up against injustice committed by 

Israel – because if we as Jews don’t stand up, we can’t expect anyone else will. We have to 

https://judyhaiven.ca/2024/01/11/my-encounter-with-justice-rosalie-abella-and-my-dismay-with-her/
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/opinion/article-south-africas-genocide-case-against-israel-exploits-the-post-war-legal/
http://equitywatch.ca/
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speak against the Occupation.” Her face clouded over; sharply and clearly, she stated, “I will never 

do that.” I said, “Surely if you are in favour of human rights you have to see what Israel is doing is 

wrong.” She turned her back on me and muttered, “I don’t agree, and I will never say those 

things.”  

Then she picked up the shawl, the quilt and the pottery and dashed for the front doors.   

All these years later I remember the furious look she gave me – I was a traitor. I could not believe 

that someone who was a Supreme Court judge, someone who was a feminist, someone who 

challenged existing labour law – could be so wilfully blind.”  

Haiven had long ago discovered a troublesome trait, a wrinkle, a singular orientational flaw in Abella’s 

international human rights portfolio, a thorny weakness in her integrity and conduct. And now, Haiven was 

finally calling Abella out.  

 

4.1.  No, Not There, or PeP 

 

Putting the revelation of Rosalie Abella’s indifference aside, to allow Abella the benefit of our collective 

doubt, in fairness one might argue that this was merely a single speaking engagement where Abella had 

mistakenly overlooked referencing the plight of Palestinians within the context of her numerous speeches, 

presentations and essays on international human rights and constitutional injustices. In pursuit of this 

possibility, I conducted an inquiry into as many of her public presentations I could find, to verify the 

question about a possible pattern, a repeated offense, of excluding Palestinians. I managed to find three 

speaking engagement examples: two prior to 2014 and one after. 

 

*  On January 11, 2007, Rosalie Abella presented the opening lecture for the Trust in Justice series hosted  

by the Canadian Centre for Ethics in Public Affairs, the Nova Scotia Barrister Society, and the Dalhousie 

Law School, held at the McNally Theatre Auditorium, Saint Mary’s University in Halifax. Abella served as 

Supreme Court Justice at the time, when Israel was constructing the massive walls around Gaza and the 

Westbank.  

 

“We have genocide in Rwanda, the massacres in Bosnia and the Congo the violent expropriations and 

judicial constructive dismissals in Zimbabwe, the assassination of law enforcers in Colombia and 

Indonesia, the slavery and child soldiers in Sudan, the repression in Chechnya, the cultural [_____] of 

women Hindus in ancient Buddhist temples by the Taliban, the attempted genocide of the Kurds in 

Iraq, the rampant racism tolerated at the UN World Congress against racism and intolerance in 

Durban South Africa, the world shocking lassitude and confronting AIDS in Africa, a lassitude 

interrupted only when Stephen Lewis donated his iconic passion and indefatigable compassion to the 

issue, and of course Darfur. How come with all our international laws to protect rights we have 

tolerated these and injustices notwithstanding what should have been the indelible lesson of the 

Holocaust that indifference is in justice’s incubator we felt somehow entitled to defer consideration 

of our international moral obligations.” 

 

*  No, not there. Well, what about at a symposium at York University on March 28, 2009, when Abella 

served as Supreme Court Justice: 

 

“The human rights abuses occurring in some parts of the world are putting the rest of the world in 

danger because intolerance in its hegemonic insularity seeks to impose its intolerant truth on others. 

Yet we appear to be reluctant to call to account the intolerant countries who abuse their citizens and 

instead hide behind silencing concepts like cultural relativism or domestic sovereignty or root 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=aR2qj46h2iI
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causes.” … Citing massacres and abuses in Rwanda, Zimbabwe, Colombia, Chechnya and Darfur, as 

well as those by the Taliban and against the Kurds, she observed: “Clearly what remains elusive is 

our willingness as an international community to protect humanity from injustice.” 

 

* No, not there either. Well, what about Abella’s December 9, 2020, keynote address for the inaugural Elie 

Wiesel Lectureship in Human Rights, a prepared address recorded by a video link from her home when she 

served as Supreme Court Justice:  

 

“In too many parts of the 

world there are no rights, no 

tolerance, no justice, and no 

hope. Those parts of the world 

are putting the rest of the 

world in danger because 

intolerance, the world’s fastest 

growth industry, seeks in its 

hegemonic insularity to 

impose its intolerant truth on 

others. Yet for some reason 

we seem far too reluctant to 

call to account the intolerant 

countries who abuse their 

citizens and hide instead 

behind silencing concepts … 

silence in the face of injustice means that injustice wins. Since the end of World War Two we’ve had 

the most sophisticated array of laws, treaties, and conventions the world has ever known, all stating 

that rights abuses will not be tolerated anywhere. But they have been tolerated. We’ve had the 

genocide in Rwanda, the massacres in Bosnia, Cambodia, and the Congo. The repression in 

Chechnya, the child soldiers in Sudan, Zimbabwe, the Uygur’s in China, the Rohingya and Myanmar, 

Pakistan, Syria, Iran, Russia, Darfur, Hungary, Poland, and Turkey. And, of course the refugees 

dying by the hundreds as they seek refuge from the wrath of African conflicts. These are among 

many, many others. Clearly what remains elusive is our willingness as an international community to 

protect humanity from injustice.” 

 

No, not there either. Nowhere, so far. Nothing. A more than likely pattern of withholding references to 

Palestinians, to Gaza, or the Westbank was found. Perhaps there was some mention of the Palestinians 

somewhere, but unlikely. And, oddly, no mention of Israel as an oppressor, colonial settler, and Apartheid 

State, as frequently mentioned by conscientious human rights advocates, as reported on by prominent 

human rights organizations, Amnesty International, Human Rights Watch, historians, and by special legally 

trained independent rapporteurs and their formal reports to the United Nations. Abella, for instance, like her 

good friend Irwin Cotler, had been involved in supporting those oppressed by the former South Africa 

apartheid regime. What, one might genuinely ask, is with the deafening silence about Palestinians? 

 

Abella did say something of interest most recently on CBC television News, from a special interview 

broadcast on January 22, 2024: “I’ve never seen anything like this where people are silenced for taking a 

side that defends the right of the Jewish state to exist.” Following in line with her January 9 opinion 

article thirteen days prior, Abella’s statement provides clarity. 

 

Sensing the vulnerability and inevitability of Abella’s damaged reputation – like bees out to protect the hive 

and its queen, like the summoning of a Humpty Dumpty directive – the Canadian Israel lobby flexed its 

influence on the federal CBC to salvage and elevate Abella’s public image. The strategy soon emerged in a 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mtDZbgQ75Z8
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=mtDZbgQ75Z8
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February 2, 2024 CBC news post called ‘Canada’s Ruth Bader Ginsburg’: Justice Rosalie Abella led the 

way on major decisions that affect your life. After a brief introduction on Abella’s legacy, is a link to watch 

filmmaker Barry Avrich’s 2022 documentary, Without Precedent: The Supreme Life of Rosalie Abella, for 

free: 

 

Rosalie Silberman Abella – “Rosie” to almost everyone who knows her – built a legal legacy in 

Canada while becoming a human rights hero and icon around the world. This is the story of an 

exceptional woman who spent her entire life reminding us that we must never forget how the world 

looks to those who are vulnerable. 

 

Similarly, in aid of restoring and or repairing Abella’s self-infliction, the lobby has extended its influence 

into the United States to provide the same offer, where the Public Broadcast Station (PBS) would also 

broadcast Barry Avrich’s documentary about Abella. Unlike a vehicle smash-damaged in some traffic 

accident, Abella’s damaged image may never be repaired. 

 

So, what do we now know? Haiven called out Abella’s conduct in her blog post. And we should all thank 

her for doing so, because it seems that no one, or should I say, very few may have publicly called Abella 

out on her conduct before.  

 

For instance, the February 14, 2023, article published by Peter Larson on the Canada Talks Israel Palestine 

website. When seventy Canadian jurists “signed a letter warning about the proposed changes limiting the 

independence of the Israeli judiciary” on February 9, 2023, Statement by Canadian jurists on proposed 

transformation of Israel’s legal system, the list included “seven retired Supreme Court judges,” including 

“former Chief Justice Beverly McLachlin and former Justice Rosalie Abella:”  

 

The statement, written by University of Toronto academics Lorraine Weinrib and Ernest Weinrib, 

accuses Israel of forgetting the lessons of the Nazis’ mass murder of six million Jews. “We write out 

of concern that recent proposals to transform Israel’s legal system will weaken democratic 

governance, undermine the rule of law, jeopardize the independence of the judiciary and impair the 

protection of human rights.” 

 

But while raising the flag about serious potential threats to the human rights of Israelis, the letter 

totally ignores an even bigger existing Israeli human rights problem in which the Israel’s existing 

Supreme Court judges has been deeply complicit. Those of the human rights of Palestinians. 

https://www.cbc.ca/documentaries/canada-s-ruth-bader-ginsburg-justice-rosalie-abella-led-the-way-on-major-decisions-that-affect-your-life-1.7070956
https://www.cbc.ca/documentaries/canada-s-ruth-bader-ginsburg-justice-rosalie-abella-led-the-way-on-major-decisions-that-affect-your-life-1.7070956
https://canadatalksisraelpalestine.ca/2023/02/14/canadian-justices-jump-to-defend-israels-independent-judiciary-but-ignore-the-role-of-the-israeli-supreme-court-in-allowing-abuses-of-human-rights-of-palestinians/#more-21746
https://www.law.utoronto.ca/blog/faculty/statement-canadian-jurists-proposed-transformation-israels-legal-system
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“The president of Israel’s Supreme Court, gave an impassioned speech this month criticizing the 

radical overhaul of the judiciary proposed by Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu’s government,” 

notes Hagar El-ad, executive 

director of Israeli human rights 

organization B’Tselem. El-ad notes 

that in her speech, Justice Esther 

Hayuit gave many examples of 

where the Supreme Court has 

intervened to protect the rights of 

children, soldiers, LGBT and 

religious rights. “But, continues El-

ad”, she made no mention 

whatsoever of Palestinian human 

rights. This omission cannot be 

accidental.” 

                                                                         

The above-referenced January 26, 2023, article by  

Hagar El-ad, The Silent Branch: How Israel’s Supreme  

Court Crushes Palestinian Rights, examines the 

omissions of Palestinian rights from Israel’s laws, a premediated condition by the Court which El-ad refers 

to as the “silent branch” of government. 

 

“Palestinians are a large minority within Israel proper and make up half the population in the entire 

area between the Jordan River and the Mediterranean Sea. Yet somehow, exactly when she [Supreme 

Court president Esther Hayuit] was lauding the court’s “effective defense of human rights and civil 

rights in the country,” Hayut overlooked half the people who live under Israel's control – even though 

they are the group that suffers the broadest and most severe violations of their rights, which are 

ongoing. How can one honestly talk about protecting human rights in Israel without even 

mentioning these human beings? 

 

Why did Justice Hayut choose silence? Of course, she wanted to defend the liberal image of the 

Supreme Court and of the Jewish state. That is why she could not flaunt the court’s role, under her 

leadership and that of her predecessors, in legally approving the systemic trampling of Palestinians’ 

human rights under the Israeli regime. It simply doesn’t add up: a rich history of sanctioning systemic 

harm to Palestinians with a proud defense of human rights. The only choice she had was to remain 

silent—in a dramatic, landmark speech that purported to speak for human rights. 

 

Further, the current debate in Israel is not about the actual oppression of Palestinians – a matter of 

broad consensus – but about how and to what extent their rights should be trampled. As in the past, 

the Supreme Court continues to faithfully play its role in this regime of Jewish supremacy.” 

 

Of further interest are two public comments posted and tagged underneath Peter Larson’s February 14, 

2023, on-line article. The first, by Lawyer Paul Tetrault, points out, “the Israeli Supreme Court does not 

champion universal human rights but the human rights of Jews in a Jewish state. The human rights 

of Palestinians are left out.” The second, by Wolfe Erlichman, a member of the Independent Jewish Voice 

of Canada, states the following, not only validating my findings about Abella’s pattern of withholding 

references to Palestinians, but also points to a wider net of those committing the same, or similar omissions: 

 

“Good stuff Peter. Rosalie Abella is the Honourary Co-chair of the Raoul Wallenberg Centre for 

Human Rights (RWCHR). RWCHR is concerned about the following alphabet soup of human rights 

Former Chief Justice Beverly McLachlin 

and 

former Justice Rosalie Abella. 

https://www.haaretz.com/israel-news/2023-01-12/ty-article/.premium/a-mortal-wound-to-democracy-israels-chief-justice-slams-netanyahus-legal-overhaul/00000185-a6ff-d948-a1bd-eeffdf2a0000
https://dawnmena.org/the-silent-branch-how-israels-supreme-court-crushes-palestinian-rights/
https://dawnmena.org/the-silent-branch-how-israels-supreme-court-crushes-palestinian-rights/
https://dawnmena.org/the-silent-branch-how-israels-supreme-court-crushes-palestinian-rights/
https://dawnmena.org/the-silent-branch-how-israels-supreme-court-crushes-palestinian-rights/
https://dawnmena.org/the-silent-branch-how-israels-supreme-court-crushes-palestinian-rights/
https://rabble.ca/politics/canadian-politics/chairman-ontario-anti-semitism-subcommittee/
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abuses: Armenia, Bahai World Faith, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Cameroon, Canada, China, Christians, 

Cuba, Darfur, Egypt, El Salvador, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jews, Khazakstan, Malaysia, Muslims, 

Poland, Rohingya, Russia, Saudi Arabia, Sri Lanka, Sunni, Thailand, Venezuela, Zimbabwe. One 

would think that RWCHR Chair Irwin Cotler could have squeezed a few million Palestinians 

into his, BUT THEY ARE NOWHERE TO BE FOUND. However, prominent Zionists like Alan 

Dershowitz and Gil Troy (who labels Jewish critics of Israel as “un-jews”) are members of RWCHR 

and they do a good job of “disappearing” the Palestinians. Rosalie Abella is a typical “PeP”, 

Progressive Except for Palestine. Of course, if you are not “progressive” about Palestine, you are 

not really progressive about anything.” 

 

Erlichman had also called Abella out a year previous. If Abella, heralded as a human rights defender, is 

found refusing to defend the rights of Palestinians, what does that make of her conduct and of her collective 

claims to fame? These are critical questions. 

 

An October 19, 2023, internet article, Crowd calls for Liberation of Palestine at Kingston Rally, states that 

the Independent Jewish Voice of Canada has “chapters in many cities, with a vision for a just peace in 

Israel-Palestine based on principles of equality and human rights, supporting movements like Palestinian-

led Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions:”  

“His [Erlichman’s] views on relations between Israel and Palestine put him in the minority among 

Jews around the world. … Erlichman says he’s not and has never been happy with the way Israel 

treats Palestinians, and that the conflation of criticizing Israel with anti-semitism is a sentiment that 

has “worn thin” for him and many other Jewish people. He says that western governments, 

including Canada, need to stop adopting the stance that any criticism of Israel is inherently 

anti-Semitic.”  

4.2. Neglectfulness 

 

Wolfe Erlichman’s and others’ assessment of how Raoul Wallenberg Centre for Human Rights chairman, 

co-chairman, and directors have made the plight of Palestinians “disappeared,” is, sadly, not the whole 

story. There is far more behind this picture – namely, “the following alphabet soup of human rights abuses,” 

referenced above – than meets the eye. Their assessment has missed something of greater relevance. 

 

With the advent of Antony Loewenstein’s latest book, The Palestine Laboratory, released in May 2023, just 

five months before Israel’s ‘on-line’ genocide of Gaza began, came disturbing, collected revelations about 

the Zionist Israel project and its clandestine global military affairs. For those knowledgeable about global 

human rights issues, and the role of the military and surveillance complex in aiding governments for having 

committed human rights atrocities and violations, Loewenstein’s investigation sheds invaluable light, 

revealing disturbing information about Zionist Israel’s global participatory roles in them, and thereby, 

indirectly, calling out the neglectfulness of two Zionist human rights legal advocates, Irwin Cotler and 

Rosalie Abella, for denouncing many of these atrocities without referencing Zionist Israel’s complicity in 

many of them, the colonial state oppressor which they both confess allegiance to and morally support.  

 

An Australian with German dual citizenship, of Jewish ethnicity, and a proclaimed anti-Zionist, 

Loewenstein is a journalist and author who has developed a keen ability and sense of truth telling. When 

his first book, My Israel Question, was published in 2006, Loewenstein explained in an August 1, 2023, 

presentation in Australia that when the “Israel lobby” unsuccessfully attempted to censor the book by 

“putting pressure on Melbourne University Press,” the lobby only helped to make it a “bestseller.” 15 

 
15 YouTube, “The Palestine Latoratory,” featuring Antony Loewenstein, presented on August 1, 2023, at the Australian Institute 

of International Affairs. 

https://ygknews.ca/2023/11/06/kingston-protest-calls-for-ceasefire-and-humanitarian-aid-for-palestinians/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0JZeHI9PerY&t=71s
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By the 2020s, Loewenstein set out to expose Israel’s deepest, darkest, coldest inhumane secrets: his finding 

and theme that its collective harms to Gaza, the Westbank and Lebanon were conducted because they were 

also profitable human laboratories for developing military applications and spyware. In that exposure he 

also revealed that by having successfully and laboriously evaded Apartheid South Africa’s 1994 fate of 

collapse and condemnation, and thereby continuing its Apartheid and concentration camp systems against 

captive Palestinians supported by the global west’s ‘democratic’ states, and after the early 1990s at the 

outset of the Oslo accord negotiations regarding Palestine, Israel would rise to become a notorious father 

ethno-nationalist figure, creating ethno-nationalist offspring and partners for global state 

suppressions of the ‘troublesome hordes.’  

 

With private contracts for military hardware and surveillance software, supported and controlled, as 

Loewenstein emphasizes, by the Israeli state to over 130 governments, 16 Zionist Israel could literally buy 

sleazy political cover for its crimes cumulatively exposed at the United Nations since 1946. 

 

Israel has become a key Global inspiration of ethno-nationalism today … I would say that the Israel 

India relationship today is the Israel South African apartheid relationship of yesterday.  

And what do I mean by that? Yes, it’s a defense relationship. India buys huge amounts of weapons 

defense equipment spyware, so-called smart walls, from Israel. That’s part of it. But it’s much more 

than that. It’s an ideological alignment. Indian officials under Modi, and Modi himself, have talked 

extensively about deeply admiring what Israel is doing in the West Bank, wanting to do similar things 

in Kashmir to the Muslim majority population. So, what India is doing in Kashmir in the last years is 

bringing in huge numbers of Hindus from the south of the country to settle and occupy the Muslim 

areas of Kashmir. Now, I’m not saying India is doing that solely because of Israel. They’re not. But 

again, a deep ideological alignment, and to me one of the great threats of this century is 

ethnonationalism. One of the great threats today is that issue, and we have the world’s biggest 

country and the world’s biggest self-described democracy as a proud ethno-nationalist State. Under 

Modi India is proudly talking about becoming a Hindu fundamentalist state. 17 

 

As Loewenstein was researching his Palestine Laboratory expose, he was unaware that author and 

journalist Ezad Essa was researching the clandestine military and political ethno-nationalist relationships 

between India and Israel. Essa’s book, Hostile Homelands: The New Alliance between India and Israel, was 

released in late February 2023, three months before Loewenstein’s. Both authors were later interviewed on 

October 4, 2023, just days before the genocide began, in a video podcast by The Polis Project channel, 

Israel’s Palestine Laboratory: From India to the World. In the interview, they reveal “this ideological link 

between Hindutva and Zionism.” In the discussion, Essa describes that the military “relationship” between 

India and Israel originated “in 1962 when India and China go to war,” when India’s Nehru “writes to David 

Ben Gurion and he asks for assistance.” Ben Gurion then shipped India arms.  

 

“Following 26/11 [November 26, 2008, “India’s 9/11”], India was purchasing an implausible variety 

of hardware from Israel. From sensors, and electro-optical systems, to surveillance and armed drones; 

night goggles to long-range surface to air missiles; radars that would be installed on balloons on the 

border with Pakistan to the upgrading of 130mm M-46 guns used by soldiers. The deals amounted to 

around $10bn worth of business between 2000 and 2010 alone.” 18 

 

“Between 2003 and 2013, India became the single largest purchaser of Israeli arms, accounting for 

upwards of one-third of all arms exported out of the Jewish state. Israel had become India’s second 

largest arms supplier after Russia. At some point in the 2000s, Prabir Purkayastha writes, Israel was 

 
16 Ibid. Loewenstein said on October 4, 2023, there were now 145 countries. 
17 Ibid. 
18 Hostile Homelands: The New Alliance between India and Israel, page 53. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5lWu8Y6uyN0
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supplying more arms to India than it was the Israeli army. Israel’s overall arms exports between 

2000–2007 were close to $29.7bn, a far cry from the early 1980s when exports were closer to $1bn 

per annum. In 2012, exports of weapons hit $7.5bn, an increase of 129% from the previous year, 

cementing Israel in the top ten bracket of the world’s leading defense exporters, with India rapidly 

featuring as its most dependable buyer.” 19 

 

“When it comes to Hindu nationalism and the complete project of Zionism – be it cultural, political, 

labor, revisionist (right wing) – the two ideas share more than symmetry. They shared kinship. And 

their differences aside, the pursuit of consolidating dominion to create unified states with a single 

culture and identity, predicated on erasing the “other” is what ultimately defined their kinship.” 20 

 

Since at least 2007, Rosalie Abella has referenced numerous global human rights issues in her public 

presentations. As noted above, and in Part One of this report, these include the Rwanda genocide, the 

“massacres in Bosnia,” Darfur, the Congo, Zimbabwe, Colombia, Indonesia, Sudan, Syria, the Uighurs in 

China, the Rohingya and Myanmar, Hungary, and Turkey. As Abella stated, above: “How come with all 

our international laws to protect rights we have tolerated these and injustices notwithstanding what should 

have been the indelible lesson of the Holocaust that indifference is in justice’s incubator we felt somehow 

entitled to defer consideration of our international moral obligations?” And again: “Clearly what remains 

elusive is our willingness as an international community to protect humanity from injustice.” 

 

Irwin Cotler, in the multitude of his public presentations, has also referenced global human rights issues, 

particularly his repeated concerns about the horrors of the Rwandan genocide. And most notably, his former 

criticisms about Apartheid South Africa, and his unsupportive, oft repeated claim echoed in the media that 

he was Nelson Mandela’s legal counsel. As a relevant aside, Loewenstein quotes Israeli human rights 

lawyer Eitay Mack at the beginning of chapter 4, Israeli Mass Surveillance in the Brain of Your Phone: 

“Because of surveillance teck, a country can avoid massacring protesters now. Today, you’re able to 

identify and stop surveillance of the next Nelson Mandella before he even knows he’s Nelson 

Mandela.” 

 

It was during the April 19 to 24, 2009 Zionist Israel lobby’s counter conferences at Geneva and New York 

City (detailed in Part 10 of this report), that Irwin Cotler (and his friend Alan Dershowitz) opined against 

the United Nations (who “seeks its reform”), and for those constantly criticizing Israel, for failing to act on 

the genocides in Darfur and Rwanda:  

 

“Shocking, scandalous, that in the 21st century we should not only be talking about but having to 

witness a genocide by attrition in Darfur. And, just as with respect to Rwanda, nobody can say that 

we do not know. We knew with respect to Rwanda but did not act. We know with respect to Darfur, 

but we are not acting. … This UN Council on human rights since its inception in 2006 has adopted 

some 32 resolutions of condemnation. 26 of those resolutions singled out one member state in the 

international community. That one-member state happens to be Israel. But the worst thing – and this 

leads me to the fourth and last manifestation – is that the major human rights violators have enjoyed 

exculpatory immunity. Not one resolution of condemnation against Iran. Not one resolution of 

condemnation against Darfur. And I can go on. And so, what should disturb us, those of us, and I 

suspect that includes almost everyone in this room that care about the integrity of the UN, that care 

about the authority of international law, that care about the struggle for human rights and the struggle 

against discrimination, should be concerned about what is being done in our name and what is not 

being done in our name.” 21 

 
19 Ibid., page 52. 
20 Ibid., page 84. 
21 April 22, 2009, UN Watch forum, Geneva. 
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It is not known if Cotler and/or Abella were cognisant of Israel’s participation in the Rwanda genocide, or 

its other partner participations mentioned below. The fact that Israel was involved in that genocide, is a big, 

gaping hole in the SS Cotler human rights battleship. 

 

Following, are numerous quotations from Loewenstein’s book, The Palestinian Laboratory, detailing many 

of Israel’s notorious business dealings with foreign entities and states in human rights afflictions across the 

globe. They, and many others featured in his book, well demonstrate that the Israel colonial project has long 

aided and profited by military and police state suppression. When combined with a future forensic review 

of statements made by both Abella and Cotler who have criticized human rights abuses in these examples, 

they will help researchers to further expose the integrity of their criticisms, understanding that the colonial 

state they were and are championing has been involved in them, but never referred to.  

 

(a) Rwanda: 

“Israel’s posture around the Rwandan genocide in 1994 was even worse. The government dispatched 

a medical aid team to assist survivors in Rwanda, led by the minister of environmental protection, 

Yossi Sarid. But that mission was all for show, because the government had shipped weapons to the 

brutal Hutu regime, which had killed around 800,000 Tutsis in 100 days. Such shipments included 

Uzi submachine guns and hand grenades, both before and during the genocide. When Sarid was 

questioned about Israel supporting the Hutu-led massacres, he replied, “We have no control over 

where our weapons go.”  

 

The world knew what was happening in Rwanda, both in the run-up to the genocide and during it, 

and yet did nothing. No amount of modern technology or heightened surveillance tools was going to 

stop it when Western powers armed the perpetrators. Israel had the choice at the very least to try to 

contain the massacres by using its vast surveillance powers to inform the Tutsis, but instead it threw a 

massive amount of fuel on the bonfire and thus became directly implicated in the slaughter.” 22 

 

“The end of the Cold War did not see any less Israeli collusion with violent autocracies. Israeli human 

rights lawyer Eitay Mack is trying to find out what role, if any, the Jewish state played in the 1994 

Rwandan genocide. There is a long history of Israel knowing and ignoring Hutu massacres of Tutsi as 

far back at the 1960s. Evidence indicates that Israel continued sending weapons such as grenades, 

guns, and ammunition even when the genocide had started on April 6, 1994. Between 800,000 and 1 

million Rwandans were massacred in the next one hundred days. 

 

Mack filed a petition in the Israeli High Court in May 2020 demanding that the government open a 

criminal investigation into both the arms dealers and government officials who aided and abetted the 

Rwandan crimes against humanity. He even had a video interview with the pilot who flew the 

weapons into Rwanda, but this evidence was dismissed by the court on national security grounds. 

Israel was not alone in being an accomplice in the genocide; the Rwandan army was armed with 

French weaponry and Paris was a close ally of those perpetrating atrocities.” 23 

 

“NSO Group claimed that privacy of individuals included the data used was protected but the 

London-based investigative organization Forensic Architecture founded by Israeli architect Eyal 

Weizman reported in late 2020 that there was evidence that personal data used in testing from 

Bahrain, United Arab Emirates, Saudi Arabia, Israel, and Rwanda was identifiable. Most of these 

countries had purchased and used NSO’s spyware tool, Pegasus.” 24 

 

 
22 Intro. 
23 Chap. 2. 
24 Chap. 3. 
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“A full rogue’s gallery of dictatorships has bought and deployed Pegasus, nations that either had 

official relations with Israel or desperately wanted Israeli spyware. Bahraini and Omani activists have 

been targeted by NSO tech. Rwanda used Pegasus to monitor dissident Paul Rusesabagina, the man 

who inspired the Hotel Rwanda film, who was tricked and then kidnapped by Rwandan officials in 

Dubai, put on trial in Rwanda in 2021, and found guilty of terror-related crimes. Morocco used 

Pegasus to spy on senior French politicians including President Emmanuel Macron. Hungarian Prime 

Minister Viktor Orbán, a close ally of Netanyahu, bought Pegasus to spy on opposition politicians 

and critical journalists. When this was exposed in 2021, Orbán’s spokesman defaulted to his 

government’s usual anti-Semitic refrain when under attack, blaming billionaire Jewish philanthropist 

George Soros. This was the kind of ally that Israel wanted to foster in Europe as a supporter of the 

Jewish state.” 25 

 

“Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi came to Israel in July 2017, and Netanyahu returned the favor 

in India in January 2018. India started using Pegasus in July 2017. Netanyahu visited Rwanda in July 

2016 and leader Paul Kagame began using NSO in 2017. Netanyahu visited Azerbaijan in December 

2016 and President Ilham Aliyev began use of Pegasus in 2018. Poland’s anticorruption body bought 

Pegasus after Prime Minister Beata Szydlo met with Netanyahu in 2017. El Salvador’s pro-Israel 

leader Nayib Bukele was accused of using NSO tools to target dozens of activists and journalists who 

were investigating state corruption from 2020. Ironically, Bukele comes from a Palestinian 

background and his Christian grandparents emigrated to El Salvador from Jerusalem and Bethlehem 

in the early twentieth century. UAE and Saudi Arabia were also enthusiastic Pegasus users, though 

Israel didn’t have official relations with them when its use began. Thailand’s pro-democracy 

movement was targeted by Pegasus, including activists who pushed for reform of the country’s 

monarchy.” 26 

 

(b) Zimbabwe:  

“Israel sold defense equipment to disreputable regimes from the outset. These states include Burma in 

the 1950s in its war against a communist insurgency. Its most successful early weapon was the Uzi 

gun, first designed in the late 1940s shortly after the birth of Israel. It has sold Uzis in more than 

ninety countries, and they’re featured in the militaries of Sri Lanka, Rhodesia [today’s Zimbabwe], 

Belgium, and Germany.” 27 

 

“One of the least known aspects of this dynamic [with Africa], just before the Six-Day War, was 

Israel’s support for the campaign against white minority rule in Rhodesia, now Zimbabwe. Israel 

condemned the regime led by white nationalist Ian Smith after his unilateral declaration of 

independence in 1965 and supported a military and civilian boycott of the regime. … When the first 

leader of Zimbabwe, Robert Mugabe, visited Israel in 1964, he thanked the Jewish state for its 

support of his resistance movement and expressed a desire for his fighters to get Israeli training in 

guerrilla warfare.” 28 

 

(c) Congo: 

“Black Cube was hired in 2015 by the Democratic Republic of Congo’s then President Joseph Kabila 

after the corporation’s director, Dan Zorella, a former member of an elite IDF intelligence unit, met 

him to establish Operation Coltan. Its aim was to spy on his opponents, which included any family 

members who criticized him in private.” 29 

 
25 Chap. 6.  
26 Chap. 6.  
27 Chap 1. 
28 Chap. 5. 
29 Page 175. 
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(d) Bosnia: 

“Israel has often hedged its bets in times of war, unwilling to condemn Serbian crimes during the 

crisis in the Balkans in the 1990s. Even when the Serbs bombed markets in Sarajevo in 1994, killing 

over a hundred civilians, Israel refused to distinguish between the aggressor and the victim.” 30 

 

(e) Colombia: 

“Both Israel and the US trained and armed death squads in Colombia well into the 2000s. The former 

drug trafficker Carlos Castaño, who ran a far-right paramilitary force, explains in his ghost-written 

autobiography, “I learned an infinite amount of things in Israel [in the 1980s], and to that country I 

owe part of my essence, my human and military achievements. I copied the concept of paramilitary 

forces from the Israelis.” He reportedly arrived in Israel in 2004 after fleeing his own country. 

Colombia has long been the most significant strategic US ally in the region. A Colombian 

government-appointed truth commission released its findings in 2022 about the grim realities during 

the country’s civil war between 1958 to 2016. The US was found to have known that its Colombian 

allies were running death squads and yet Washington’s backing increased.” 

 

“The infamous Israeli-made Galil rifles, once used in the Guatemalan genocide, ended up with 

Colombian drug lords in the late 1980s. Made by Israel Military Industries, taken over by Elbit 

Systems in 2018, the weapons were part of a much larger Israeli presence in Colombia. An American 

investigator, E. Lawrence Barcella Jr., told the Washington Post in 1990 that the Israeli government 

should have been more aware of how so many of its weapons ended up in Colombia. “One would 

have hoped it would have caused [the government of Israel] to ask questions, unless that is the way 

business is usually done,” he said.  

 

American and Colombian investigators discovered that the weapons were part of a murky deal 

between Israeli mercenaries and Medellín cocaine cartel head José Gonzalo Rodríguez Gacha when 

he wanted to take over the country and build a neofascist state. Wanting Israelis to help him with this 

project made sense, considering the sort of work elements of the Israeli military had done in Latin 

America in the 1970s and 1980s. 

 

Decades later, Colombian elites remained in thrall to Israel. A WikiLeaks-released State Department 

cable from the US Embassy in Bogota in 2009 revealed the presence of Israeli company Global 

Comprehensive Security Transformation (Global CST), founded by Major General (Res.) Israel Ziv, 

a former head of the Operations Directorate of the IDF. The firm was contracted to assist the 

Colombian military in its war against the FARC rebel group. 

 

In a promotional video for Global CST in 2011, made when he was president of Colombia, Santos 

praised the company as “people with a lot of experience.” Santos told an Israeli TV program that he 

was excited about the Israeli trainers used by the firm: “We’ve [Colombians] even been accused of 

being the Israelites of Latin America, which personally makes me feel really proud.” The show 

mentioned Colombia’s 2008 raid into Ecuador and killing of FARC’s second-in-command Paul 

Reyes. The narrator praised the mission: “All of a sudden, the methods that proved efficient in 

Nablus and Hebron begin speaking Spanish.” ” 31 

 

(f) Sudan, Darfur: 

 

“Like Daniel Silberman, Traubman felt duty-bound to keep pushing for transparency about Israel’s 

role during Chile’s darkest days. “Knowing and understanding what happened there involves a 

 
30 Introduction. 
31 Chap. 2. 
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universal value of freedom,” she said. “Israel’s ties with South Sudan today [where the Jewish state 

has armed its repressive government] prove that such relations continue to exist. To ensure that it will 

not happen again, and for the sake of historical justice, it must be revealed. That is important not only 

because of the past, but also for the future.” ” 32 

 

“Israeli human rights lawyer Eitay Mack, one of the country’s [Israel’s] leading advocates for 

transparency in the country’s past and present defense policy, summed up the situation for me: 

“Not a lot has changed in Israel’s defense sector over the decades. Its interests and carelessness 

about human rights and lack of accountability are the same. This is a problem because when I’m 

filing petitions and approaching the Ministry of Defense and officials it’s like they’re still in the 

Cold War. There may be a US or UN arms embargo on places, but Israel is still involved, such as 

in South Sudan, Azerbaijan, Myanmar and other places. These issues never change. I’m trying to 

expose the past. Not only because of the cliche that history is repeating but because Israel is 

using gag orders and censorship to stop information coming out.” ” 33 

 

“The US Treasury under the Trump administration imposed sanctions on Ziv in 2018 for supplying 

weapons and ammunition to both the South Sudanese government and opposition, a nation at war 

since 2013. Ziv denied that he was an arms dealer by claiming he had helped the poor nation with its 

agricultural needs. The US lifted its sanctions in February 2020 without giving a reason. A United 

Nations report in 2015 confirmed that Israeli weapons were fueling South Sudan’s civil war.” 34 

 

“Mack is a tireless advocate for the victims of Israel’s defense policies. He led the campaign in 2022 

to pressure the Israeli government to arrest the Sudanese General Mohamed Hamdan “Hemeti” 

Dagolo for his involvement in the genocide in Darfur. Israel had invited Dagolo to visit secretly in 

2021 while trying to build relations with the Sudanese dictatorship.” 35 

 

“The most honest comment about the company’s real aim came from a former Israeli intelligence 

officer Tal Dilian, based in Cyprus and head of Intellexa, a cyber-surveillance company working with 

intelligence agencies in Europe and Southeast Asia. After telling Reuters that his equipment to track 

Covid cost between US$9 million and US$16 million, he acknowledged that dealing with the 

pandemic was just the beginning of its useful capabilities, saying that Intellexa surveillance tools 

could fight espionage and aid security. “We want to enable them to upgrade,” he said. Intellexa 

spyware has been found in the hands of a notorious Sudanese militia and in many other repressive 

states.” 36 

 

“With tens of thousands of African refugees fleeing persecution in Eritrea and Sudan in the last 

decade seeking shelter in Israel, Benjamin Netanyahu’s regime aimed to bribe, cajole, and negotiate 

secretly with repressive African states to send people back. Israeli business leaders and politicians 

pressured South Sudan, Chad, and Central African Republic to accept African refugees, with Israel 

giving unenforceable promises to protect them in these nations. The Israeli government even 

considered forcibly returning Sudanese migrants, giving them a small amount of money and 

recruiting them to a Darfuri militia to fight Sudan, an outfit that was to be initially trained on 

Ugandan soil.” 37 

 

 
32 Chap. 1. 
33 Chap. 1. 
34 Chap. 2. 
35 Chap. 2. 
36 Chap. 3. 
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“Away from the Gulf, a number of states have embraced Israeli cyber tools because the technology 

was viewed as some of the most effective. South Sudan, a nation that became independent in 2011, 

bought communications interception technology from Israeli company Verint Systems between 2015 

and 2017 despite South Sudan’s intelligence services being a known human rights abuser. 

Allegations of war crimes against the South Sudanese elites did nothing to stop the sales. Azerbaijan 

and Indonesia were also buyers of Verint systems and used the tools to target the gay community.” 38 

 

(g) Myanmar: 

“While Israel’s exact role in the Rwandan genocide remains hidden from public view, the Jewish 

state was happy to support another regime in its ethnic cleansing. Myanmar was credibly accused by 

the United Nations in 2018 of committing genocide against the Muslim Rohingya minority: the 

country’s military had used arson, rape, and murder as weapons of war in its brutal campaign. None 

of this had bothered Israel, and in 2015 a secret delegation from Myanmar visited Israel’s defense 

industries and naval and air bases to negotiate deals for drones, a mobile phone-hacking system, 

rifles, military training, and warships.  

 

One of the visitors who posted on Facebook after attending Yad Vashem, the country’s Holocaust 

memorial, was Myanmar military chief Min Aung Hlaing. During the visit, he met with then 

President Reuven Rivlin and the IDF chief of staff. Hlaing was one of six individuals specifically 

named by a UN Fact-Finding Mission on Myanmar for being the most responsible for human rights 

abuses. In 2018, Israel signed an education pact with Myanmar that allowed both nations to 

“cooperate to develop programs for the teaching of the Holocaust and its lessons of the negative 

consequences of intolerance, racism, anti-Semitism and xenophobia.” Public pressure finally forced 

the Israeli Foreign Ministry in 2019 to abandon the pact. 

 

Despite an international arms embargo, genocide allegations were no impediment for senior 

representatives of Myanmar to attend in uniform Israel’s biggest weapons and security conference in 

Tel Aviv in 2019. After a few journalists reported on the visit, also revealing that South Sudanese 

officials attended, Israel reluctantly agreed that representatives from Myanmar would no longer be 

allowed to attend Israeli arms fairs while a global weapons embargo was in place.  

 

This messaging did not reach the Israeli ambassador to Myanmar, who posted a tweet, quickly 

deleted after being reported by Haaretz in 2019, in support of the leaders of Myanmar, including 

Aung San Suu Kyi, who were about to represent their country in a genocide case at the International 

Court of Justice in The Hague. “Encouragement for a good verdict and good luck!” Ambassador 

Ronen Gilor tweeted with a link to a story. Days after the February 2021 coup by the junta, Gilor 

tweeted a photo of two sisters from Myanmar who had won a competition for honey manufacturing. 

It was later deleted, but this didn’t stop him later tweeting: “In this harsh time the man is the world 

and the man is complex; and yet Myanmar people are beautiful and awesome.”  

 

Although Israel claimed to have stopped selling any equipment to Myanmar in 2018, the exact nature 

or truthfulness of such statements was unclear due to extreme secrecy around weapons dealings in 

Israel. The ties between the two nations remained strong, with Myanmar’s ambassador to Israel being 

one of the few foreign dignitaries who attended a ceremony in 2017 in the Gush Etzion settlement 

bloc in the West Bank to commemorate fifty years of Israeli occupation. Myanmar’s ambassador to 

Israel admitted to the Israeli media in 2017 that Israel had imposed no restrictions on the weapons 

sold to them. Newly declassified Israeli documents show that Israel saw a unique business 

opportunity in the country since its birth in 1948, selling copious amounts of deadly weapons in 
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exchange for friendly support in international forums. Even during the worst of the country’s 

atrocities against minorities, Israel stepped up its arms sales and training.  

 

It was not until 2019 that Israel finally condemned “the atrocities that took place in the Rakhine 

region against the Rohingya,” but according to Israeli human rights lawyer Eitay Mack, it “likely 

came from the understanding that Ambassador Gilor’s tweet could serve as evidence of criminal 

intent (‘mens rea’) of senior Israeli Defense and Foreign Ministry officials who approved defense 

exports to aid and abet Myanmar forces in their crimes.” While many countries called on Myanmar to 

allow Rohingya refugees to return safely from Bangladeshi refugee camps, Israel refused, likely 

because it had no intention of allowing Palestinian refugees who were forcibly displaced in 1948 to 

come back to the state of Israel.” 39 
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4.3. The Occupation of AWZ Toronto Headquarters, and Herr Harper’s Sudden Flight 

to Israel 
 

In the complex societal chain reaction 

events that occurred after Antony 

Loewenstein published his Palestine 

Laboratory volume in May 2023, one of 

those chain reactions in Canada would end 

up provoking former Prime Minister 

Stephen Harper from his Alberta, Texas 

North nest to make a special, embarrassing 

flight to Israel in late February 2024, that 

is, amidst the international horror of 

Israel’s then 4 months genocide in Gaza. 

 

On December 6, 2023, two months after 

Israel’s genocide carpet bombing assaults 

began, Tim Groves, journalist with The 

Breach, an on-line journalism website, 

published a hard-hitting probing account, 

“Stephen Harper’s firm pours $350M into 

developing military tech for Israel.” 

Grove’s investigation hinged on an 

interview with Loewenstein, integrating 

his understanding and insights of Israel’s 

complex international military arms 

trading and involvement history with Grove’s investigation into the Toronto City cyber citizenry warfare 

research investment company called AWZ. As a result, former Prime Minister Stephen Harper, “the leading 

partner at the firm and president of its advisory committee,” was in the public limelight again, this time 

tying him, and his investment company, in aiding Israel’s genocide. 

 

Grove reported that when AWZ “launched a start-up accelerator in Tel Aviv that partners with the Israeli 

Ministry of Defense’s research and development wing and other Israeli agencies, including intelligence 

agency Mossad, security agency Shin Bet, and the Israel Defense Force’s (IDF) elite cyber intelligence 

unit,” “that partnership has never before been reported in the Canadian media.”  
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Of the few early mentions that did get reported on AWZ, on April 16, 2021, “award-winning” CBC Radio-

Canada news journalist Brigitte Bureau stepped on some toes when she published “Stephen Harper joined 

ex-spymasters in company investing in Israeli security tech – Former PM is a partner at firm that includes 

some of the world’s top former intelligence executives.” Bureau’s piece included six images showing: 

Stephen Harper in 2015 when 

Prime Minister; a Business 

Wire photo of Harper with 

“AWZ Ventures founder Yaron 

Ashkenazi and EnsureDR 

CEO Uri Shay;” a 2010 photo 

of CSIS director Richard 

Fadden; photos of Haim 

Tomer, “former head of 

Mossad Intelligence Division, 

Mossad Counter-Terrorism 

Division and Mossad 

International Division,” and 

Gary Barnea, “former Director 

of ISA Protection and Security 

Division, former Deputy 

Director of Mossad Special Operations Division;” and of James Woolsey, “the director of the CIA under 

president Bill Clinton.” Bureau reported something interesting: “The company's website says AWZ 

Ventures was launched in 2016. According to Ontario government records, it was incorporated in 2013.” In 

other words, the idea of AWZ began in 2013 when Stephen Harper was still Prime Minister.  

 

This incorporation date of 2013, three years before 

AWZ hatched out of its eggshell, taking flight, becomes 

important for consideration when coupled with 

information in Grove’s later piece of December 2023. 

Grove writes Harper “was a hard-line supporter of 

Israel” when in office as Prime Minister. Groves links to 

a September 10, 2019, article interview with Israeli 

Globes business paper, “Stephen Harper is president of 

the Awz venture capital fund advisory committee,” 

wherein Harper frankly stated, “I want to continue what I did in government” through AWZ:   

 

“During my term as prime minister, I encouraged greater military cooperation with Israel, probably 

for foreign policy reasons, but this built many of these bridges. Cooperative efforts were more on the 

intelligence side, and of course teams that 

exchanged information and best practice work 

methods. 

 

We [members of AWZ] met a year ago [in 2018]. 

All of our friends knew that this was the type of 

work that we wanted to do. We also had a long list 

of mutual friends from Yaron’s work at Yad 

Vashem ([Yaron] Ashkenazi was executive director 

of the Canadian Society for Yad Vashem, U.B.). It was (AWZ founding partner and chairman, U.B.) 

Edward Sonshine who introduced us, and we talked about how to work together. I want to see Israeli 

technology come to Canada, and I want to see Canadians taking advantage of the profit opportunities 
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in this area. We also want to 

find opportunities in Israel 

to grow and enter new 

markets in North America. 

 

After I left the Canadian 

parliament in 2016, I and a 

group of my staff tried to 

think what our next step 

should be, and what things 

we'd like to do. I was lucky 

that many of the most 

senior people who worked 

with me joined me in this 

venture. What we decided 

that we wanted to do was to 

combine our experience and 

global network of 

connections in order to 

assist our clients - not 

necessarily Canadians - to 

find profitable ventures, to tell the truth, that would be consistent with 

some of the things that I tried to do in the government. 

 

Today, my involvement in business is to look for profitable 

opportunities, but we’re doing this in the context of promoting the 

same values that I had when I was prime minister. We’re not 

interested in values of a surveillance state. 

 

Harper & Associates is a small company but has global activity. We do 

business around the world, and we also do business with China, but 

we're doing this carefully. … We don’t do business involving 

cybersecurity with China. The only large opportunity of Harper & 

Associates outside Canada and the US is in Israel. There are also good 

opportunities in India. I don’t think that Israel really knows the global potential of its technology 

sector, and this is one of our goals. 

 

I’m not here in order to give Israel advice, but there are very few important international Israeli 

technology companies. Through AWZ, we therefore want to build an important global Israeli 

technology fund that will in time lead to a wider range of commercial results for technology 

companies. 

 

There are therefore in effect two models. We in the fund are learning from the army, from 

intelligence, and from national security, and are adapting things to corporate commercial 

purposes. These are purely defensive purposes, it must be emphasized, never aggressive, 

completely legal and part of what we regard as normal protection of privacy. These are two 

different models, and it’s very hard to combine them. This is something that the fund is very aware of 

when it selects investors and partners. We want to make sure that everything developed through the 

fund is done within the framework of a free democratic society and in the framework of commercial 

use. This is the interest of free democratic societies like Canada and Israel. 
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We live at a time that is called an age of disruption, whether it’s technological disruption, like we’re 

doing here in the AWZ fund, broader political disruption, or a change in social values. There’s a lot to 

be worried about, but I really believe that we’re living in the best time in history, and we’re living 

in Canada and Israel, which are two of the best places to live in.” 

 

In Tim Grove’s December 6, 2023, article, he provides numerous contextual quotes from the Groves’ 2019 

interview with Harper about AWZ. These quotes form key components and themes of Grove’s narrative. 

 

Brigitte Bureau also reports that “former 

Conservative public safety minister Stockwell 

Day [a staunch evangelical and extreme right-

wing conservative, Harper’s former political 

rival, and now chief strategy officer at 

International Fellowship of Christians and 

Jews] was also involved with the company,” 

and that “despite the many prominent 

individuals behind it, the company remains low-

profile in Canada.” 40 Both AWZ founder Yaron Ashkenazi and AWZ partner and advisory committee 

president Stephen Harper turned down Bureau’s 2021 interview requests. 

 

Bureau’s April 16, 2021, article was part of series of five she published on Israeli intrigue in Canada from 

January 22 through to September 29, 2021, but never published anything afterwards on the same theme: 

 

• January 22 – Federal government settles lawsuit with Canada’s former ambassador to Israel; 

• April 16 – Stephen Harper joined ex-spymasters in company investing in Israeli security tech; 

• April 20 – Government officials question ex-ambassador to Israel’s office space, private meetings; 

• May 21 – Former Canadian ambassador to Israel worked for Black Cube, an Israeli intelligence 

                 firm; 

• September 29 – Stephen Harper involved in company looking to arrange sale of surveillance tech to   

                          UAE. 

 

Tim Grove mentions Brigette Bureau’s September 29, 2021, article (cited above) in his piece, which “raised 

concerns about the company’s [AWZ’s] potential involvement in selling cyber-surveillance technologies to 

the country [UAE], which has a history of human rights abuses:”  

 

The article revealed that Canada’s former representative to the Palestinian Authority, Katherine 

Verrier-Fréchette, has been hired to run Awz’s Abu Dhabi offices and facilitate the sales of cyber 

security technology to countries across North Africa and the Middle East, including Saudi Arabia.  

Awz’s Ashkenazi told CBC that the company’s operations in the UAE were “in the spirit of the 

Abraham Accords.” 

Since the CBC article was published, Awz has kept a low profile about its operations in the UAE. 

Between May and July of 2022, Verrier-Fréchette was removed from the company’s website along 

with her job description as managing director for the UAE. She now works for another venture 

capital firm.  

 
40 The mention of Stockwell Day on the board of AWZ was also posted by Peter Larson on December 17, 2021. Day’s name is no 

longer on the board. In June 2020, Stockwell Day came under severe criticism “for denying existence of systemic racism in 

Canada,” forcing him to “step down from his role as a commentator on CBC News Network’s Power & Politics,” and “has left 

senior positions at two major companies.” (Source: Stockwell Day exits CBC commentary role, corporate posts after comments 

about racism in Canada, CBC News, June 3, 2020.) 

 

Both former Conservative Cabinet Ministers with the former 

Harper administration are on the National Board of Advisors for 

The Abraham Global Peace Initiative. (See below) 

https://web.archive.org/web/20220519122619/https:/www.awzventures.ca/awz-team-1.html
https://web.archive.org/web/20220701224635/https:/www.awzventures.ca/awz-team-1.html
https://honestmanagement.org/katherine
https://honestmanagement.org/katherine
https://canadatalksisraelpalestine.ca/2021/12/17/canadian-research-team-exposes-israeli-firm-spying-on-palestinians-and-international-human-rights-organizations/
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Grove reminds his readers of the context of AWZ’s promotional engagement with the UAE, namely the 

shadow of the temporarily-Gaza-genocide abandoned Abraham Accords, signed on September 15, 2020, at 

the White House’s Truman Balcony. With AWZ’s numerous newly funded surveillance technology 

companies, Grove asked Antony Loewenstein what occurred following the signing of the Abraham Accords 

with “the United Arab Emirates and three other Arab countries:” 

 

Loewenstein pointed out that after the deals were signed, Israel exported a record $12.5 billion in 

defence goods in 2022, a quarter of which went to countries that signed the accords. “What does that 

practically mean? It means that the Abraham Accords, signed by Trump as this wonderful, glorious 

acceptance in the Arab world of Israel, was nothing of the sort,” he told The Breach. “It was an arms 

deal.”  

“All this surveillance technology is basically being sold to Arab repressive states because they are 

completely and utterly paranoid about another Arab Spring-type occurrence,” Loewenstein said.  

 

Converging with the launch of the Abraham Accords in 2020 through the blessings of the first U.S. Trump 

administration, Canadian Avi Benlolo, the founder of the Friends of Simon Wiesenthal Center for 

Holocaust Studies Canada (2000-2020), launched a new Zionist NGO, The Abraham Global Peace 

Initiative, celebrated in New York City on October 6, 2021. On the Zionist NGO’s website, 

agpiworld.com, on the About page featuring “founding chairman and CEO” Benlolo, “a noted defender of 

humanity,” it states that the AGPI is “a Canadian NGO which promotes Human Rights.” This is a similar 

category of human rights promotional portfolio that underpins Irwin Cotler and Rosalie Abella’s 

professional CVs. Given the staunch defense of colonial Israel by the AGPI and its captain, what narrow 

definition of human rights advocacy is being referred to here, and what propaganda category of “defender 

of humanity” is Mr. Benlolo?  

 

In his prepared October 8, 2021, column for the 

National Post, Avi Benlolo: Fighting anti-Semitism at 

the UN starts with dialogue, Benlola writes:  

 

“We can apply Canada’s values system as a 

framework to combat the biases that 

permeate the UN and many parts of the world. 

… Over my 30-year career battling anti-

Semitism, confronting hate and discrimination, 

and educating people about Israel and the 

importance of Holocaust remembrance, I have 

realized that we cannot function on our own in 

accomplishing these lofty goals. The Abraham 

Accords between Israel, the United Arab Emirates, Bahrain, 

Morocco and Sudan shows us that peace is possible, and 

collaboration is critical in this effort. … The fight against anti-

Semitism is being understood by leading advocates as the fight 

for the preservation of human rights. After all, the United 

Nations and its Universal Declaration of Human Rights arose 

from the ashes of the Holocaust, a horrific genocide that 

manifested from anti-Semitism.”  

 

The “Never Again” slogan on Benlolo’s AGPI website, the meaning that the Holocaust / genocide by 

Germany’s fascists upon humanity was not to be repeated. The prophetic warnings by German Rabbis in 

1896 following, strongly urging a small secular faction of their ranks against a Zionist settler colonial state 

for Jews, would inevitably lead to unspeakable atrocities and to international political mayhem. 

https://www.reuters.com/business/aerospace-defense/israel-reports-record-125-bln-defence-exports-24-them-arab-partners-2023-06-13/
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Avi Benlolo’s Friends of Simon Wiesenthal Center for Holocaust Studies Canada began in 2000 and can 

been understood as a prelude to Zionist start ups that began following the September 2001 Durban, South 

Africa international conference on human rights. That’s when the Zionist crackdown on North American 

Seven of AGPI's 27 National Board of Advisors 
are representatives from Canadian Police Forces. 

The Abraham 
Global Peace 
Initiative 

( .... 
t 

Jeff McGuire Is the former ChH!f of F'olice 
of Nk>gfo Aegioo and cur""'t~ ".,.-.es 0< 
E"",,,utiv<! Director 01 the Q<1toriQ 
Assoclotloo of C~fs of PoIk:e. C~lef 
M<;Gu i~ ~ed theOrdt>r of M~ of the 
I'<>lice Force, or>d "os el ..... ated to OIfic;e, 
of tf'I! Or~ of Mertt. AJoo<,Jslde man~ 
occolooe. oM owards, he IS also the 
re<iI)Jorn 0/ the Q;(Jrnond Jubl~ Mt:doI 

Defending Our Future 

Protecting Our Post 

Who is restricting 
our Expression 

in Canada? .. , .. , , .. ,.. 
l>. , 

~-

.. 
V;""e Ho", "" is the forme, Commi~ 
0/ the OtltoriO PrOVlociOl PoIi<.-e. I1e IS rlO'W' 

"'so txlsed 1r> Wost>ir9l"" D.C. """"" he 
$e<"", as Dir«;tor Of Global PoIi<:Jog 
Intematlonol Association of Ch1efs of 
Police, He 0; 0 Qrodvale of 11>e FBI', 
Notlano l Execu!;"" I",MlIIe rnd 
IntemotlOnal Leadership In Counter 
Ter,,,,,,,", P1OQra m. He I'lo< on Honou'm ~ 
Doctorate and ,r.., Clrtkr of Mer~ 

Tom :;tomotokl' Is the President 01 the 
Conadion PolIce A5WC1otlon.oOO the 
Interootional Council Of PoIk;~ 
Repr..,.",ta l ive A'5<Xi<rtia<l>- The CPA I. 
the nallona! V<M<::e fo,- 60.000 po llr;e 
p"r«.x~ QC1os&Conoda. Member ..... p 
Ir>dude. police pen;of'lnel ..,rvlrl<,lln 160 
po!;c" >efvk-'''' <>,-To,.,; Conudo. I rom 
Canoda'. ,;m(!1 .... town, IO~, Clt.,>-

WHY? 
NATIONAL BOARD 

OF ADVISORS 

Chio!! Armar<j Loborye(Retired) OOM, 
CSU, LLD. (H<.>n), M~ MA, BAS. SA 
(rjons~ CMMlIIIs O\oirofTref1i Unl_sl!~" 
Boord 01 G<werr>ors. ~ fuf mer Chief of 
York ~I PolICe OI"<J PreSlOeot 01 the 
On!ariO As$<.>Ci<;rtiOn 01 Chid. of !'<>lite, 
Direct", of C""odl,m Assoclonoo 01 ChIefs 
of Puti<:<!. Lobo<CJ!' received the Pol "", 
ExempiOfIj Ser.,.;re" Hedallrom the 
Governor General of Coooda 

Who is breaking 
Canada's Charter 

of Rights? 

Deputv ChIef Ral l.,i'>e redpl"m of 0 C~"f 
Constob"·sCo~lonfo,-"cO<J<UQe 

cr<! profe""""",IIsm." IwcChlef eoostoble 
Unil 0101<>"",000 a PoliCe Exemplo r ~ 

$efvi<;e Medolln lOn, he wc. the f~pi!!nt 

01 the KhgI"" Diw<l" :;odo:t~ ExempkJr~ 
Commun~~ 5e<viC" Award and OIppOInled 
to ,he Membe< 01 M",~ 01 the Pole" 
F"""'5 n MoV 7016, 000 prorr<)fed to the 
oro", of ~r1t In MOll 2020, The Clme< of 
M""t i$"o f~IoW$hlp 01 honou r r~ng 
the highe<l qW!ilie' of dtj,,,,,$hIp, serv;o, 
to COooOa,lO the ponce communlly 000 10 
r.um"""~ at 1arQe: 

Protecting Who's Future, and Who's Past? 



88 

 

universities and colleges (which began in 1967 after the Six Day War, described in Part 7 of this report) 

took serious flight, engaging, particularly, in countering the BDS movement, which sought to boycott 

Israel’s profiteering and finance networks. From a scan of Benlolo’s statements in newspaper media, his 

role in the Zionist campus crackdowns begins in 2008. On February 5, 2008, both he and Leo Adler 

(Wiesenthal Center’s Director of National Affairs) sent an open letter, published in a full-page ad in the 

National Post, to Toronto University president David Naylor concerning “Israel Apartheid Week at U of T:”   

 

“Israel Apartheid Week” is not really about apartheid. Indeed, the title is a slap in the face of those 

who fought against South Africa’s apartheid regime. It is a contrived extravaganza to ignite false fury. 

Israel is a pluralistic democracy where Christians, Bahai, Jews, Muslims, Druze and others 

have freedoms and rights that are utterly lacking in neighboring Arab countries. 

 

Criticism of Israel is not of itself anti-Semitic. However, the specific targeting of Israel alone is anti-

Semitic. Denying the Jewish people their right to self-determination by claiming that the existence of 

Israel is a racist endeavor is anti-Semantic. … We believe that freedom of speech should be 

protected. But we also believe that the University of Toronto should not lend its implied support and 

its campus to facilitate this baseless racism.  
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Benlolo’s voice at the National Post, the newspaper created by Conrad Black in 1998 as a national platform 

for neo-Conservatism ideologies, first begins in late 2009, slowly working up his newsprint appearances 

over the years to 2020, when he left his post at the Wiesenthal Center, and begins more consistent, 

sometimes weekly, columns at the National Post on September 2, 2020, strategically dovetailing national 

narratives with the signing of the Abraham Accords on September 15, 2020. After a year’s publicity in the 

National Post as regular columnist, Benlolo launched the Abraham Global Peace Initiative.    

 

John Volpe’s blog post of October 5, 2021, “AGPI, launching a 

new peace initiative,” states from an interview with Benlolo that 

AGPI is a “new global human rights organization,” its mission 

to “advance human rights, peace and democracy and combat 

racism and intolerance.” In it he mentions that hedge fund media 

mogul “Paul Godfrey of Postmedia,” the owner of the National 

Post, was AGPI’s new “Honourary Chair,” who also attended the 

founding ceremony in New York City. The Times of Israel 

reported on August 21, 2021, “Counteracting UN biases against 

Israel: The Abraham Global Peace Initiative,” that Benlolo’s AGPI 

“also supports Israel.” The Times of Israel quoted from AGPI’s 

August 11, 2001, newsletter press release: “AGPI Founder and 

Chairman Avi Benlolo urged all those who support human rights 

and Israel to join this organization: 

 

“If you believe in freedom and democracy, in the safety 

and security of Israel and in protecting the rights and 

freedoms of all peoples, we invite you to join us”. … As 

its chosen name implies, their new organization will build 

upon The Abraham Accords to strengthen international cooperation between Israel and an increasing 

number of Arab states while at the same time counteracting the UN’s unfair biases against the Jewish 

state. 
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Benlolo and company quickly launched a new branch of the AGPI, the Abraham Accord Peace Institute, 

a digital, quasi-university staging ground to harmonize the wide field of big business in the Middle East 

with a human rights focus centred on anti-Semitism.  

 
 

Axios reported on May 5, 2021, “Scoop: Jared Kushner founds “Abraham Accords Institute,” that then 

former U.S. President Donald Trump’s son-in-law, Jared Kushner, “is founding an organization called the 

Abraham Accords Institute for Peace,” a U.S. “non-partisan, non-profit organization” with “a five-year 

mandate” to “be funded through private donations.” Kushner’s co-founders were: “former White House 

envoy Avi Berkowitz, who helped negotiate” the Abraham Accords agreement; “Israeli-American 

businessman and Democratic donor Haim Saban;” “Emirati ambassador to Washington, Yousef Al Otaiba;” 

Bahraini ambassador to Washington Abdulla R. Al-Khalifa;” and “Israeli Foreign Minister Gabi 

Ashkenazi.” The Institute’s executive director was Rob Greenway, “formerly the top Middle East advisor 

on Donald Trump’s national security council.” The “group said in a joint statement:”  

 

“In less than a year, this warm peace is melting decades of misunderstanding and hostility across 

the region. This is a peace among peoples as much as it is among nations. This will be the 

institute’s focus – to nurture and deepen these human connections.”      

 

The Kushner group non-profit published its 

Annual Report for 2023 in April 2024, in 

the heat of Israel’s genocide. The editors of 

the Annual Report had to carefully choose 

their words for investors and readers, so as 

not dishearten the reality of what the 

genocide was doing to the promised Abraham Accords and their stated “peace” objectives. 
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The 2023 Annual Report included a 

review on the Peace Institute’s 

discussions on cyber-security. It 

reports that after a meeting of some 

“150 officials from the UAE, Israel, 

Bahrain, Egypt, Morocco, and the 

United States” met in Abu Dhabi in 

January for the “Steering Committee and Working 

Groups of the Negev Forum,” the “national security 

advisors of the UAE, Bahrain, Israel, and the United 

States” convened a private “virtual” meeting after 

the Negev Forum. The private meeting took place 

two weeks before “the Cybertech 2023 conference 

in Tel Aviv,” where the “cyber chiefs from the UAE, 

Bahrain, Morocco, Israel, and the United States 

appeared for the first time:”   

 

2023 also saw intergovernmental multilateral 

forums that expanded beyond the Accords 

signatory countries themselves. In April, the 
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U.S. House and Senate Abraham Accords Caucuses, 

together with AIPAC and the American Israel 

Education Foundation led an inter-parliamentary 

dialogue that included lawmakers and officials from the 

UAE, Bahrain, Morocco, the United States, Israel, 

Austria, Hungary, Portugal, Canada, Germany, Singapore, 

France, Japan, Cyprus, UK, Greece, Serbia, Estonia and 

Lithuania. A key focus of the dialogue was how the Abraham Accords can help address energy 

security issues around the world.  

 

One particularly central partner to the Abraham Accords countries in 2023 was India. The leaders of 

Israel, India, the United States, and UAE first came together in July 2022 to form the I2U2 

Group with the aim of bringing together both the public and private sectors in the four countries. 

Key areas identified by the forum as drivers for cooperation included food security, energy, water, 

space, transport, and health. … In February 2023, a meeting of the I2U2 Forum took place in Abu 

Dhabi, jointly organized by the UAE Ministry of Foreign Affairs and International Cooperation and 

the Abu Dhabi Department of Economic Development. The Forum brought together senior private 

and public sector representatives to discuss cooperation between the business communities of the four 

countries. 

 

In April [2023], representatives 

and business councils from the 

four countries signed an MoU to 

create a joint business coalition in 

order to advance the I2U2 

initiative. In September [2023, one 

month before the onset of the 

genocide], the sides convened 

again, this time in New York on the 

sidelines of the 78th United 

Nations General Assembly 

(UNGA). … The I2U2 group also 

launched its official website, with 

the aim of promoting collaborative 

projects in the group’s focus areas 

of water, energy, transportation, space, health, food security, and technology. The announcement also 

included the launch of the I2U2 Private Enterprise Partnership, a new public-private partnership to 

bring greater awareness of the I2U2 initiative to the business community. 
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The “first of its kind” public meeting of the Cyber-Security Peace team was covered in the Jerusalem Post 

on January 31, 2023, “5 Abraham Accords cyber chiefs appear publicly in Israel for 1st time.” The Bahraini 

cyber chief, Shaikh Salman bin Mohammed bin Abdullah Al Khalifa, said “we are the new kid on the 

block,” and “I want to compliment Gabi [Portnoy, Israeli Director General of cyber security] on his 

achievements. We have been working together behind the scenes – past stage of trust. The sooner we move 

past bureaucracy, the sooner all of the countries can provide better cyber defense:” 

 

US Cyber chief Silvers said that “we want to cement our role as a beacon or lighthouse for the 

broader cyber community about what to do in the throes” of a major cyber incident where wild 

volumes of conflicting and unclear information are streaming in. … “There was an old way of doing 

business with cybersecurity which didn’t get us where we needed to be. We needed to try things that 

haven’t been tried,” added the top US cyber official. 

 

[Israeli] INCD chief Portnoy explained that “the trust was there from the beginning. … Cooperation 

is better to have a secure region and maybe to affect the whole Middle East regarding cybersecurity. 

Governments – we are the problem and not the solution,” he said. “We don’t run fast enough. With 

cooperation from industry, we will be a lot faster. We see Iran quite well and Hezbollah and Hamas, 

but we need visibility all over. Big companies have visibility all over,” he said. 

 

The Middle East Abraham Accords, primarily steered by Israel, were forging a new and extravagant 

highway business trading corridor from India to the Mediterranean, and the Mediterranean hub would be on 
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the west coast of Palestine, and the Palestinians were not part of the deal – they were in the way, and the 

thievery was on a new, brazen level. A proposed parallel sea route was being planned just to the north of the 

Red Sea route, a new (U.S.) $50-billion-dollar canal with its western terminus at the northern end of the 

Gaza concentration camp. It’s probably why newly elected US president trump, in links with son-in-law 

kushner, stated in late January 2025 that Palestinians should vacate the carpet-bombed Gaza lands. 

 

Two weeks before Palestinian resistance fighters via Hamas broke through the heavily secured concrete 

prison walls surrounding Gaza, Israel’s Zionist Prime Minister Netanyahu spoke before the United Nations 

General Assembly in New York City. On September 20, 2023, two days before his address to the UN, he 

met with then U.S. president Joe Biden at the Intercontinental Hotel, for a prelude, staged performance 

event, ushering in the 

Abraham Accords. At 

the Biden meeting, 

the Israeli Prime 

Minister said: 

 

“You spoke about an 

economic corridor 

that would link Asia, 

the Middle East and 

Europe together, and 

such a corridor will 

make Israel a very 

important hub on a 

highway of 

unprecedented 

prosperity. But I think 

and you think it can 

do something much 

bigger than this. I 

think that under your 

leadership, Mr. 

President, we can 

forge a historic peace 

between Israel and 

Saudi Arabia, and I 

think such a peace 

would go a long way, 

first, to advance the 

end of the Arab-Israel 

conflict, achieve 

reconciliation 

between the Islamic 

world and the Jewish 

state, and advance a 

genuine peace 

between Israel and 

the Palestinians. This 

is something within 

our reach.” 



95 

 

Anyone who has carefully followed the 

statements of Israeli statesmen and 

stateswomen recognizes that you cannot trust a 

single word they say. This was true of 

Netanyahu’s words to Biden in full view of the 

media watching the event. “Reconciliation,” 

and “a genuine peace” with Palestinians were 

never on the table. Predictively, his words 

would soon turn out to be deceptively hollow. 

 

Netanyahu also stated at the Biden meeting: “I 

want to reassert here before you, Mr. President, 

that one thing is certain, and one thing will 

never change and that is Israel’s commitment 

to democracy. We will continue to uphold 

the values that both our proud democracies 

cherish.” Those undefined “values” would 

soon come to bear, as the United States (and 

other states) would arm and participate in the 

Israel’s barbaric atrocities upon Palestinians, 

Lebanese, and Syrians.   

 

Benlolo’s AGPI congratulated Netanyahu’s UN address. 

Demonstrations are shown here before Netanyahu’s September 22, 

2023, speech at the United Nations. 
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Tim Grove’s December 6, 

2023, examination of Stephen 

Harper’s profiteering 

complicity for Israel’s military 

tech surveillance through the 

AWZ investment corporation, 

revealed a web of spin-off 

companies involved in it. For 

instance: 

 

In 2021, Awz launched a 

start-up accelerator in Tel 

Aviv that partners with 

the Israeli Ministry of 

Defense’s research and 

development wing and 

other Israeli agencies, 

including intelligence 

agency Mossad, security 

agency Shin Bet, and the 

Israel Defense Force’s 

(IDF) elite cyber 

intelligence unit.    

 

Critic Antony Loewenstein said 

that AWZ’s technologies 

“allow investors to profit off of 

Israel’s repression of 

Palestinians and its illegal 

occupation of Palestinian 

lands.” Grove writes: 
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“A recent investigation by the Israeli publication +972 has linked the large number of civilian deaths 

in Gaza to the Israeli army’s increasing use of AI to develop target lists. This has led to a much larger 

bombing campaign than was previously possible, and a large number of strikes on residential 

addresses.  

The use of AI has let 

Israel create “a mass 

assassination factory,” 

one former Israeli 

intelligence officer told 

+972. 

Loewenstein also said 

that Israel’s defence 

sector is one of the 

most secretive in the 

world, so it would be 

difficult to determine 

whether Awz 

companies are involved 

in the killing of 

Palestinians in Gaza.” 

 

Grove identified that “Awz 

Ventures’ advisory board 

includes several former 

spymasters: Richard 

Fadden, who headed 

[Canada’s] CSIS; James 

Woolsey who led the CIA 

[Woolsey was on the 

advisory council with Zionist 

NGO Monitor]; as well as 

former heads from the British 

MI5 [Dame Stella 

Rimington] and the Israeli 

Mossad [Tamir Pardo]. The 

venture also recruited 

officials from agencies such 

as the FBI [Buck Revell], the 

IDF [Ehud Schneorson, Unit 

8200], Israel’s Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs [Ambassador 

Yuval 

Rotem] 

and the 

Canadian 

Armed 

Forces 

[Lt. Gen. 

Michael 

Day]. Grove failed to 

mention Haim Tomer, former Mossad Chief of Intelligence. 

https://www.972mag.com/mass-assassination-factory-israel-calculated-bombing-gaza/


98 

 

Zionist AWZ founder, 

Yaron Ashkenazi, resides 

in Toronto City, where 

numerous incorporations, 

registered at the Toronto 

address of Suite 1008, 20 

Eglinton Avenue, bears the 

three-letter logo of the 

founder’s company. CBC 

News reported on October 

4, 2021, “Israeli-Emirati 

collaboration being 

financed by former 

Canadian PM’s company,” 

that AWZ’s website “has 

investments in 18 Israeli 

cyber security companies.” 
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Peppered in his AWZ analysis, Grove uses descriptives such as “Israeli security industry,” “sophisticated 

spy tools,” “facial and behavioural recognition software,” “use of surveillance footage:” 

 

Loewenstein argued that Israel’s bombardment of Gaza, which has killed 16,248 Palestinians as of 

Tuesday, has allowed the military to test weapons for an audience of international buyers.  

“They’re putting that on social media, which is not just for domestic and international public 

audiences. It’s also for foreign investors,” Loewenstein said. He said Israeli defence companies are 

“looking to maximize and make profits from Israel’s war against Gaza.”  

“What Israel has been doing in the last month is live testing these tools on a scale that they 

never have before.” 

 

A recent investigation by the Israeli publication +972 has 

linked the large number of civilian deaths in Gaza to the Israeli 

army’s increasing use of AI to develop target lists. This has led 

to a much larger bombing campaign than was previously 

possible, and a large number of strikes on residential 

addresses.  

 

The use of AI has let Israel create “a mass assassination 

factory,” one former Israeli intelligence officer told +972. 

 

A May 2023 report by Amnesty International titled “Automated 

Apartheid: How facial recognition fragments, segregates and 

controls Palestinians in the OPT [Occupied Palestinian 

Territories],” focused on Israel’s use of facial recognition 

technology.   

 

Israel is “using these tools to entrench their system of 

oppression and domination over Palestinians,” the report said. 

The country’s use of the technology has expanded in recent 

years with city-wide networks of cameras in East Jerusalem and elsewhere.  

“Canadians should be 
outraged,” said Simon 

Black, an organizer with 
Labour Against the Arms 

Trade. “Canadian 
capital is complicit in 
Israeli apartheid and 
occupation.” “People 

should be worried about 
these kinds of 

technologies in general, 
in terms of what they 

mean for our 
democratic rights to 

protest and to 
assemble.” 

https://abcnews.go.com/International/live-updates/israel-gaza-hamas/?id=105171244#:~:text=In%20the%20Gaza%20Strip%2C%20at,the%20Hamas%20government%20media%20office.
https://www.972mag.com/mass-assassination-factory-israel-calculated-bombing-gaza/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/documents/mde15/6701/2023/en/
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Amnesty International documented that young Palestinian activists have said Israel soldiers at 

checkpoints scan their “faces with the phone camera, and suddenly their behaviour towards us 

changes, because they see all the information…it’s in the hands of every soldier in their mobile 

phones.” 

 

Tim Groves’ exposition of Harper and AWZ was responsible for generating public concern and outrage, 

which would lead to an organized public demonstration outside and inside AWZ’s office in downtown 

Toronto City on Wednesday, January 31, 2024. This action was planned by local groups and organizations: 

Toronto World BEYOND War; Queers4Palestine; Jews Say No to Genocide (coalition of Independent 

Jewish Voices); If Not Now Toronto; United Jewish People’s Order; The Morris Winchevsky Centre; 

Jewish Faculty Network; and Jewish members of Showing Up for Racial Justice (SURJ). 

 

The brave Canadians that occupied the 

domain of AWZ headquarters, the first 

such occupation since the Zionist 

venture corporation began its 

operations in 2016, accusing the 

company of aiding a genocide, were 

treading on dangerous waters. The 

property is owned by RioCan founder, 

and real estate magnate, Edward 

Sonshine, the founding partner of 

AWZ, and a board member of the 

Royal Bank of Canada. This was an 

international embarrassment for AWZ, 

for both Sonshine and Stephen Harper 

in particular. For their bravery in the 

sit-in, some would later be charged.  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/RioCan_Real_Estate_Investment_Trust
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/RioCan_Real_Estate_Investment_Trust
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/RioCan_Real_Estate_Investment_Trust
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In April 2024, Toronto police arrested and charged three of the 

AWZ demonstrators, “released on conditions that prevent them 

from using devices to amplify their voice when attending 

demonstrations.” Martin Lukas with The Breach reported on 

June 17, 2024, “Inside the ‘shocking’ police operation 

targeting pro-Palestine activists in Toronto,” that a large 

contingent of Toronto Police officers, recently grown from 6 to 

32 in number, were part of a newly “expanded Hate Crimes 

Unit and operating under the name “Project Resolute”:”    

 

As of early April, the costs of Project Resolute reached 

$12 million – though additional legal costs associated 

with the operations would likely increase that tally by 

millions more. 

 

Policing scholars and lawyers say the Toronto police 

have undermined Charter-protected rights of protest and 

expression by misapplying “hate crime” charges, with some saying the aim is “strategic 

incapacitation” of a growing Palestinian solidarity movement. 

 

Yet in several instances, months after the arrests and showy police press conferences, the cases are 

falling apart, and charges are being withdrawn. But, in the time it has taken for the Crown to 

acknowledge that charges lacked a prospect of conviction, media headlines have caused significant 

damage to the livelihoods and reputations of those targeted. 

 

But one officer who The Breach is not naming because they were not authorized to speak to the 

media said police had set up a “fully-integrated intelligence sharing model,” getting fed information 

by RCMP’s Integrated National Security Enforcement Team and CSIS, Canada’s spy agency. 

 

Palestinian scholar Muhannad Ayyash was preparing to deliver a presentation at York University 

when two uniformed police officers entered the room. After being challenged about their presence, 

officers said that they had been called by the university to address a “possible protest.” But according 

to The Breach’s investigation, this wasn’t true. York administrators revealed to a select group of 

professors that the police were acting on an alert from a “special intelligence unit.” 

 

 

 

“The Jews Say No to Genocide 
Coalition has been showing up in 
solidarity with Palestinians to say we 
refuse to allow the siege on Gaza to be 
carried out in our name,” said Anna 
Lippman. “We are participating in this 
action at Awz to say that we refuse to 
have Jewish safety used as cover for 
investors to profit from genocide and 
occupation. Our offering today is 
prayers, songs, and poems from our 
many Jewish traditions that allow us to 
mourn and call for peace, healing, 
ancestral connection, and resilience.” 

https://www.durhamradionews.com/archives/182551
https://breachmedia.ca/toronto-police-crashed-york-lecture-palestine-muhannad-ayyash/
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When a special flight was organized for Stephen Harper to visit the Prime Minister of Israel some three 

weeks later, few would have linked his visit as a direct consequence of the demonstration event in the 

offices of AWZ in Toronto. At first, I was unaware of this connection. The media event strategy was to 

solicit full, unconditional political support for Israel’s genocide which Harper referred to in his February 

20, 2024, tweet “as a difficult time,” necessary as “the only path toward durable peace.” The strategy began 

with a prelude, a February 18 opinion article published in the National Post by Harper himself, “Stephen 

Harper: Israel’s war is just, Hamas must surrender or be eliminated.” It had all the talking points of Zionist 

Israel’s Prime Minister, applying the duplicitous ‘turning the table’ on the Palestinians: the events on 

October 7, 2023, by Hamas “were acts of extermination … the urge to commit genocide at its most evil … 

the consequence of decades of institutionalized 

antisemitic indoctrination of a population. … The core 

problem is not Israel … Israel could have incorporated 

all Palestinian territory long ago, and it has not done so.” 

The timing of his article was published the day Harper 

landed on the tarmac of Tel Aviv’s international airport. 

 

On Tuesday, February 20, 2024, Day 137 of Israel’s genocide, photographer Kobi Gideon took a portrait of 

a smiling Harper, an extreme ‘Christian’ Zionist, shaking hands with a smiling Netanyahu, a war criminal, 

an extreme ‘Jewish’ Zionist. Harper and 

entourage then shared photos of the meeting 

on Elon Musk’s X (formerly Twitter) 

platform for all the world to witness.  

The National Post reported on February 18 that 

Harper “arrived” in Tel Aviv “alongside Lord 

Ashcroft, the former deputy chairman of the 

Conservative Party in the United Kingdom.” Both had attended the Munich Security Conference, held at 
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the Hotel Bayerischer Hof in Munich, Germany, from February 16 to 18. The Security Conference lists 

Harper as one of the participants, but not Lord 

Michael Ashcroft. 

Ashcroft is 

Honorary chairman 

of the International 

Democracy Union 

and was seated next 

to its chairman on the flight to Tel Aviv. Ashcroft 

was at a meeting on Monday February 19 in Tel 

Aviv with Stephen Harper, seen here in Lord 

Ashcroft’s X post sitting at the head of the table 

next to Israel Katz (red tie), Israel’s Minister of 

Foreign Affairs and former Israeli Minister of 

Energy. Behind the two Zionists are screen titles 

saying, “We won’t stop until they’re all back.”  

 

In the lengthy list of statesmen, dignitaries, 

and such at the Munich conference, were 

Israel Katz, David Chinn (Managing 

partner, McKinsey & Company Israel, Tel-

Aviv), Isaac Herzog (president of Israel), 

his wife Michal Herzog, Gal Hirsch 

(Brigadier General, Israel Coordinator for 

the Hostages and the Missing), and Tzipi 

Livni (Former Leader of the Opposition in 

the Parliament of the State of Israel; former 

Israeli Minister of Foreign Affairs). 

Even Robert Fife, the Globe 

and Mail’s Ottawa Bureau 

Chief, shamelessly tweeted 

out notice to his followers to 

read Harper’s article in the 

National Post.  
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Stephen Harper has been called an evangelical, social-conservative, nationalist Christian. He admits as 

much, couched in the smile he exudes on almost every public performance. Given his performance so far as 

a person living on planet earth, those who are properly trained and observant in the “Christian” way, would 

not, would never acknowledge Mr. Harper as one. Rather, he is a hypocrite as is the air he breathes, is as 

hollow as they come: he is a fruit without the fruit, an olive without its oil, a shiny apple with a rotten core. 

The very One he 

purports to give his 

allegiance to walked 

on the same planet 

some 24,000 months 

ago and set forth a 

super ripping 

revolution, in essence 

transforming legalist 

Judaism’s ideas of 

Jerusalem City into 

something remarkably other, extending a new way of thinking and doing over the realms of a planet whose 

name was baptised the ‘new’ heart-filled and compassionate Jerusalem. That rainbow revolution turned the 

preceding spiritually bankrupt and gray-scaled world inside out, including the thinking and long-held belief 

about the significance of the lands of Israel as the image of all things ‘holy’ and ‘sacred,’ now merely an 

historical reference point in the Christian Bible and in the Jewish Talmud, not the misunderstood and 

manipulated centre of political Christian Zionism’s earth center. The revolution’s mandates demanded 

peace-making, “loving thigh neighbor,” “do as I do,” not letting the sun go down before removing one’s 

hate and anger toward the other. Clearly, Mr. Harper walks and breathes alongside a host of twisted 

hypocrites, the self-righteous private real estate ideologues out to plunder, war monger, and obliterate the 

earth and its creatures who are not in their right-wing political and hierarchal domain club, all the while 

earth’s inhabitants are slowly cooking themselves like frogs trapped in a giant climate pot.  

 

Not to dwell on this matter too much, but Jewish Reform spokesmen like former Rabbi Elmer Berger and 

Christian statesmen like former Palestinian Fayez Sayegh (discussed later on in Part 8) understood the 

wisdom and warnings from the Old Testament prophets and their pronouncements upon the wicked, 

wayward ways of the Israelites, who were stealing, lying and cheating, neglecting and taking advantage of 

fellow widows and orphans, not caring and providing for their poor and homeless, etc. In Jack Ross’s 2011 

book, Rabbi Outcast, Elmer Berger and American Jewish Anti-Zionism, he summarizes the foundation of 

the prophetic tradition in the “Classical Reform movement” upon “Reform Jewish belief,” which was 

“issued in 1885” known as the “Pittsburgh Platform,” an outright rejection of Zionism:  

 

Thus did the Zionist project definitively demonstrate itself to be the very thing that the Prophets, so 

venerated by the Classical Reform doctrine, took their stand directly against: the instrument of a 

rapacious empire, though it would be as the ancient kingdoms of the Pharisees in service to the 

empires of antiquity. 41   

 

The idea central to Classical Reform theology, upheld as such by both its proponents and its 

detractors, is the centrality of the biblical prophets. That is, that the essence of Judaism is not in the 

“national narrative” that ostensibly constitutes the Old Testament but rather in the example of those, 

namely the prophets, who spoke out against the kings and priests who corrupted the nation and the 

people. It has been said by many that there is no greater polemic against arbitrary power in all of 

human literature than the warning of the Prophet Samuel against the Israelites’ desire for a king. Also 

widely celebrated has been the message of the minor prophets with respect to the just treatment of the  

 
41 Prologue, page 15. 
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poor and the 

corrupting power of 

wealth. Binding all of 

this together were the 

backward-looking 

rebukes of Isaiah and 

Jeremiah, with their 

emphasis on the all-

corrupting nature of 

war. 42 

 

As Marci McDonald 

explains in her book, The 

Armageddon Factor, Harper 

kept “his faith” mostly 

hidden from the national 

media during the election 

campaign years leading to 

his being crowned Prime 

Minister in 2006: 

 

“Although Harper had 

succeeded in 

remaining an enigma 

to all but a close circle 

of advisers, there had 

never been a hint that 

beneath his opaque 

mask lurked a covert 

Bible thumper. Even a 

four-hundred-page 

biography by his 

admiring Boswell, 

William Johnson, 

made no mention of 

his interest in a higher 

power.”  43 

 

In November 2024, two weeks before the State of 

Syria’s sudden ambush demise aided by Turkey, Israel, 

the United States, and Qatar, and as Israel’s genocide 

was about to enter its 53rd week, Stephen Harper took to the stage in Toronto City to receive the Abraham 

Global Peace Initiative’s Defenders of Israel award. Unlike the previous year’s Defenders of Israel award 

to Stockwell Day, retired Colonel Richard Kemp, and Raheel Raza, the event’s location in Toronto City 

remained un-advertised, until it was discovered and publicized. The event gave “its inaugural Defender of 

Media Award to Rob Roberts, editor-in-chief of the National Post, recognizing his journalist courage.” 44 

 
42 Page 24. 
43 Page 24. 
44 Avi Benlolo: I sat down to ask Stephen Harper, ‘What happened to Canada’?, November 15, 2024, AGPI website. 
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Owned by Postmedia Network, Rob Roberts became National Post editor-in-chief on July 8, 2019. On 

Postmedia’s media release, Lucinda Chodan, Postmedia’s senior vice president of Content, said: “Because 

he [Roberts] was part of the Day One team, he is highly familiar with the thought-provoking, conservative 

vision that has earned the Post a strong and engaged national audience.” Paul Godfrey, the media mogul 

owner of Postmedia, is the honorary chair of AGPI, who gave his own National Post employee the not-so-

esteemed Defender of Israel Media award.  

 

MERIDIAN ARTS CENTRE- 5040 YONGE 
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Why is Herr Stephen Harper a top international political point person for the colonial Zionist Israel project? 

Who has Mr. Harper become since fed-up Canadians booted his Canada-destroying-quasi-Reform-

Conservative-Supreme Court-appointment party’s ass out in 2015? Who are the stick handlers on puck 

Harper? How much is he earning annually, way beyond his handsome Canadian pension plan?  

 

In just under three 

years after the 

October 2015 

federal election, 

Israel super 

salesman Harper 

was appointed to 

head the Miami, 

Florida based 

Friends of Israel 

Initiative (FOII) – 

created in 2010 to 

counter BDS 

(Boycott, 

Divestment and 

Sanctions) “waged 

by the enemies of 

the Jewish State” – 

taking over the 

position of 

chairman held by 

former Prime 

Minister of Spain. 

In the most recent 

list of founder 

members, is a 

‘who’s who’ of 

world statesmen, 

politicians, 

advisors, and 

businessmen. One 

of them include 

John Baird, 

Harper’s former 

Cabinet colleague, 

a rather staunch 

defender of Israel 

as frequently 

reported in the 

media during his 

time in office. The 

list also includes 

Vikram Sood, 

India’s former head 

of RAW, the Foreign Intelligence Agency. As noted above in Part 4, Israel has had military ties with India 

since the early 1960s, and shares spying intelligence of the unwanted. 



109 

 

On the FOII list is Italian journalist Fiamma Nirenstein, who most likely had many unkind words to say 

about Francesca Albanese, the utterly remarkable and indefatigable U.N. Italian rapporteur for Palestine 

and Palestinians. Nirenstein has a nauseating feature quote in the FOII’s website: “My premise is very 

simple: Israel, contrary to commonly accepted propaganda, is a positive model, a case study for anyone 

who finds himself living in a democratic society that must eventually confront a defensive war – one that 

encompasses the entire universe of Western democracy today.”  

 

In the beginning of 

September 2016, Stephen 

Harper set up Harper & 

Associates Consulting 

Inc. In 2018, MacLean’s 

magazine reported that 

Harper quickly “signed on 

with the Virginia-based Worldwide Speakers 

Groups; was named to the board of Colliers 

International, a Toronto-based global property 

heavyweight; and announced his consultancy’s 

“strategic affiliation” with multinational law firm 

Dentons . … Harper and his staff 

have office space in Dentons 

Calgary office. … Harper retains a 

formal party fundraising role, 

sitting on the eight-member board 

of the Conservative Fund 

Canada. … In February [2018], he 

became chairman of the 

International Democrat Union, 

the league of right-of-centre parties 

founded in the era of Margaret 

Thatcher and Ronald Reagan.”   

 

MacLean’s also mentioned that  

Origen Merchant Partners was 

Harper’s “consultancy and investment 

bank.” 

 

Of the few secret contracts revealed to 

the public from Harper’s consultancy 

firm, was the revelation about 

negotiating a “mining lease on a 

massive swath of Jordanian oil shale” 

for Michael Binnion, the ceo for 

Canadian energy corporation 

Questerre, who had acquired 

“exploratory rights” for the shale oil. I 

had videotaped Binnion who spoke at 

a fracking conference held at the 

University of Toronto’s Munk School 

of Global Affairs on October 14, 2010. 

In 2011, I authored two reports posted 
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on the B.C. Tap Water 

Alliance website, with 

information on 

Questerre’s fracking 

proposals in Quebec: 

“Ants to the Picnic:” 

Canaccord’s 2008 New Frontier 

Emphasis to Investors on the 

Development of Quebec’s Utica Shale 

Gas, and an account of what happened 

to the Larin Family in Saint Louis 

(February 23, 2011); and Backgrounder 

on Shale Gas & Oil Companies in 

Quebec (March 15, 2011). 

 

The March 21, 2024, media release by 

Alimentation Couche-Tard Inc., 

announcing that Harper was appointed to its 

Board of Directors, stated the following of 

Harper’s professional qualifications, 

avoiding reference to his top position at 

AWZ Ventures: 

 

Mr. Harper is chairman and ceo of 

Harper & Associates Consulting, 

which acts as a strategic consultant to 

clients around the world, providing 

advice on matters relating to market 

access, the management of global 

geopolitical and economic risk, and 

the maximization of value in global 

markets. He sits on the board of 

directors of Colliers International 

Group Inc., a Canada-based 

diversified professional services and investment management company, where he also sits on the 

Governance Committee. Mr. Harper is a founding partner and chairman of Vision One 

Management, a fundamental value-oriented equity fund that applies a private investment approach to 

public markets. Mr. Harper also serves as the Chair of the International Democracy Union and 

International Friends of Israel Initiative. 

 

MarketScreener states that Harper is also a director at Colliers International Property Consultants Inc. 

and serves as an advisor at Prime Movers Lab LLC. It also states that he was a former director/board 

member of Good Works II Acquisition Corp. The Financial Post stated on January 20, 2022, Stephen 

Harper – activist investor? Why the former PM’s path after politics shouldn’t surprise anyone, that: 

 

Harper is also an adviser to 8VC, a San Francisco-based venture capital firm that aims to partner with 

founders and entrepreneurs to build “transformative” technology platforms, and whose managing 

partner, Joe Lonsdale, was an early institutional investor in Oculus, a virtual reality platform later 

acquired by Facebook/Meta, and a co-founder of Palantir, a sometimes-controversial data-mining 

software company.  

 



111 

 

The Financial Post article provided more information about Harper’s Vision One Management:  

 

“According to a Bloomberg News report, the firm is to be called Vision One, and the intent is to 

target mid-sized companies – including those in the consumer and industrial sectors – in which they 

could unlock value through 

governance improvements, 

among other changes. Harper 

would be chairman and 

[Courtney] Mather [a former 

portfolio manger at Carl Icahn’s 

investment fund manager Icahn 

Capital], whose professional 

designations in chartered 

alternative investment analysis, 

financial analysis, and financial 

risk management, would serve 

as chief executive and 

chief investment officer. 

Educated at Rutgers and the 

U.S. Naval Academy, Mather 

spent more than a decade at 

Goldman Sachs & Co., from 

1998 to 2012, where he became 

the managing director for 

private distressed trading and 

investing and was responsible 

for finding investment 

opportunities for both Goldman 

Sachs and the firm’s clients. He 

has also served on the boards of 

Newell Brands and Caesars 

Entertainment.” 

 

The article, The Friends of Israel Initiative, which appeared in the Jerusalem Report on October 15, 2018, 

stated that the Initiative’s aim “is committed to disseminating its members’ vision of Israel as a 

democratic, open, and advanced nation like any 

other, and to insist that it should be perceived and 

treated as such,” and that “its major project for 2015 

was to prepare a full and carefully reasoned report aimed 

at changing the perception that many have about Israel.” 

In other words, the FOII is a high-level, shameless 

political propaganda organization. The article cites a 

section from that report, “Israel: A Vital Asset of the 

A media photographer happened to spot Stephen Harper “leaving the White House” on Monday, July 2, 2018. He had a 

secret meeting with White House economic advisor Larry Kudlow and John Bolton, President Trump’s National Security 

Advisor. Bolton is still a member of the Friends of Israel Initiative of which Harper then chaired and still chairs. The 

meeting occurred five months after Harper became chairman of the International Democrat Union. MacLean’s stated, “The 

White House confirmed the meeting took place but declined to comment on both the agenda and any imagined outcome.” 

MacLean’s also noted that Harper “disliked responding to such scrutiny while in office and his post-politics career is also 

largely post-accountability.”  
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West”, which “was launched at a meeting in the UK’s House of Commons in November 2015,” that is, as 

the new Trump U.S. administration took office: 

 

“We want to introduce some rationality when talking about Israel and because of that, this report 

highlights the many positive aspects of a dynamic, vibrant, and promising Israel, yet without keeping 

silent about some controversial issues. In any case, what we want is for the reader to feel and see the 

positive effect of having Israel, a strong Israel, at our side. Having a secure Israel means more 

security for us; having a prosperous Israel enriches us all. Thinking the opposite is simply wrong 

as this report demonstrates with clarity and simplicity.”  

 

Of interest in the super propaganda report is a section called Cybersecurity. Its context anticipates the 

launch of Sonshine’s and Ashkenazi’s AWZ Ventures in 2016. And it reflects the findings in Antony 

Loewenstein’s book, “The 

Palestine Laboratory,” on 

the continuous, sleazy 

machinations of military 

and intelligence 

profiteering. 

 

I have examined a lot of materials for this 

report. FOII’s 2015 report, in my honest 

opinion, remains one of the worst (or best) 

pieces of disingenuous, extremist 

propaganda advertisements printed by and  

for the colonial Zionist Israel project. 

Congratulations are not in order. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  
Excerpt and image from the 2015 report. 
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It is of great and apocalyptic significance 

that the International Democrat Union, or 

IDU, (which changed its 1983 originating 

name to the International Democracy 

Union 40 years later, in 2023) would appoint 

Stephen Harper as its chairman in February 

2018, a position he still holds. Mr. Harper’s 

arrival during the middle of the first U.S. 

Trump administration has brought a new 

branding and impetus to the IDU, which is 

made up of ‘right-of-center’ organized and 

recognized political parties from 

global states. Part of that newly 

crowned Harper impetus is to 

harmonize, rationalize, and 

embrace the poisonous Zionist 

Israel project into the IDU’s 

political framework, machinery 

and narratives. Another part of 

the aircraft-fuel-guzzling world 

traveller Harper impetus circus 

show is to transform and undo the 

world into what he aspired to 

undo in Canada but failed to 

complete, and now hopes to 

complete with his faithful 

student, Pierre Poilievre.  

 

And Mr. Harper brought into the 

IDU fold his faithful political 

Prime Minister office companion, 

and co-founder and managing 

director of Harper & Associates, 

Ray Novak, assigned to serve as 

one its board of directors. Who 

better else to strategically 

message-massage-aid Harper as 

ambitious top dog at the IDU?  

“Publicly available Canadian 
securities information does 
not disclose how much Harper 
has been financially 
compensated for his role in 
Awz.” (“Stephen Harper’s firm 

pours $350 million into developing 
military tech for Israel,” The 
Breach, December 6, 2023) 
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The still youngish highly motivated Novak heads the Canada Strong & Free Network. 

 

 

 

 

In a sea of international hobnobbing and spotlighting, 

another pivotal impetus of IDU chair Harper was to 

attract and boost the political involvement of the 

world’s ‘Christian’ nationalists and ‘Christian’ Zionists, 

his ‘missionary position,’ in particular the recent shift to 

the political right in Europe, one of the homes of early 

Christian kingdoms.  

 

One of the frightening European power shifts came in 

Hungary, with the rise of an extreme right-wing party 

under Prime Minister Viktor Orban. As Michael Harris 

notes in the April 5, 2024, edition of The Tyee, 

“Democracy is Under Siege Globally – Canada is Being 

Tested,” that the “global organization” IDU, “run by 

Master and student: seriously septic, 

stinky Zionistische garbage apologists 
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former Canadian Prime Minister Stephen Harper,” which is 

“dedicated to electing right-wing governments around the 

world,” its membership now “extends to the extremely right-

wing.” He also notes that Harper visited Viktor Orban in 

Hungary on July 6, 2023. There “Harper met and fawned over 

Hungary’s Orban, who pronounced Harper “a great ally.”  

 

Not covered in Harris’s analysis is the other side of the Orban-

IDU intrigue, namely the political endorsement and military 

alliance pact between Hungary and Israel, and political 

alliances between IDU-member European states and Israel, 

such as the United Kingdom, and in particular the military 

alliance and evolving extremist policies recently generated in 

Deutschland (Germany, literally German Land). 

 

Similarly, in Peter Geoghegan’s short, November 3, 2023 

investigative look at the IDU’s operations for on-line 

Byline Times, “Why are the Conservatives in a ‘Union’ 

with Viktor Orban and Narendi Modi?,” he asks pointed 

questions about the IDU, about “who is involved,” and 

“who is bankrolling it?” Goeghegan was somewhat 

perplexed to learn that both “disgraced British prime 

minister” Boris Johnson and former prime minister Liz 

Truss were added to the IDU’s advisory board on October 

17, 2023, nine days after Israel began its genocide on 

Gaza’s Palestinians. How could “a PM who prorogued 

parliament, introduced voter ID and ran roughshod over 

parliament standards give advice on democracy,” he asks: 

 

“Sometime between Sept. 22 and Nov. 8, 2023, 

Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s Bharatiya 

Janata Party was quietly dropped from the IDU 

website as a member. India joined the IDU in 2016, 

and there was no explanation for its removal from the 

organization. What makes that development even 

more mysterious is that IDU chairman Stephen 

Harper and PM Modi were close associates. 

Interestingly, Harper’s right-wing lobby group also 

changed its name in the same time period. What was 

once known as the International Democrat Union is 

now the International Democracy Union.” (Quote 

from Michael Harris in the April 5, 2024, Tyee 

article, Democracy is Under Siege Globally – 

Canada is Being Tested.) 
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The IDU has an address in Munich and lists 84 parties as members, including the Tories, German 

CDU and the Swedish Christian Democrats and a host of other centre-right outfits – but the ‘union’ 

also includes members on the extreme right of the political spectrum.  

 

Viktor Orbán’s party Fidesz is a member. A self-styled ‘’illiberal democrat’, Orbán has 

gerrymandered Hungary’s electoral system, nobbled the judiciary and banned LGBT teaching in 

schools. While Orbán is busy shaking hands with Putin, his party has trumpeted its membership of 

the IDU as evidence of its 

success.  

 

Orbán is not the only voice 

from the radical right 

involved in the IDU. 

Perennial GOP presidential 

hopeful Ted Cruz, who has 

perpetuated Donald 

Trump’s myth of a stolen 

election in 2020, gave the 

keynote speech at the 

IDU’s annual conference in 

Washington DC in 

December.   

 

Narendra Modi’s Hindu nationalist 

Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) was listed 

as a member on the IDU website as 

recently as August. While novelist 

Arundhati Roy has accused Modi of 

presiding over a “fascist drift”, the IDU 

congratulated the Indian prime minister 

on his most recent election victory. (I 

asked the IDU if the BJP had left the 

union but have yet to receive a 

response.) 

 

Orbán, Modi, Trump. These are hardly 

friends of democracy.  

 

Edward McMillan-Scott, who led the 

Conservatives in the European 

Parliament from 1997 to 2001, said that 

the IDU began as a mainstream centre-

right alliance but started to move 

rightward from the 2000s.  

 

“David Cameron’s association following 

the 2009 Euro-election with Europe’s far-right parties – Poland’s PiS, the Czech ODS and later the 

post-fascist Brothers of Italy – set a new direction for the Tories – and the IDU,” said McMillian-

Scott. 

 

“Prager University … is not a university and does not 

hold classes … its largest funders include … fracking 

billionaires Dan and Farris Wilks.” (Source: “The Power 

Worshippers,” by Katherine Stewart, page 104) 

https://www.politico.eu/article/orban-putin-handshake-middle-finger-dying-ukrainians-says-luxembourg-pm-bettel/
https://hungarytoday.hu/novak-fidesz-valued-member-of-international-democrat-union/
https://hungarytoday.hu/novak-fidesz-valued-member-of-international-democrat-union/
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/01/03/us/politics/trump-cruz-election-fraud.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/01/03/us/politics/trump-cruz-election-fraud.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2021/01/03/us/politics/trump-cruz-election-fraud.html
https://web.archive.org/web/20230807121130/https:/www.idu.org/members/
https://web.archive.org/web/20230807121130/https:/www.idu.org/members/
https://www.lemonde.fr/en/international/article/2023/09/30/arundhati-roy-in-india-the-political-thinkers-in-modi-s-party-openly-worshiped-hitler-and-mussolini_6142003_4.html
https://bylinetimes.com/2024/08/15/the-uks-race-riots-a-trial-run-for-another-us-insurrection/
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“It is tragic that the IDU, once the home of moderate centre-right politicians, has now allowed these 

extreme parties into its ranks,” he added.  

 

Today, the IDU hierarchy is peppered with British Conservative politicians – and a notable political 

donor. 

 

Tory MP Alec Shelbrooke is an assistant chairman. Former MEP Daniel Hannan is a vice-chairman. 

David Cameron and William Hague are on the advisory board. Foreign secretary James Cleverly 

attended the IDU’s 40th anniversary in London in June, while Boris Johnson delivered a “rousing 

speech” to delegates at the Savile Club. 

 

Goeghegan, author of Democracy for Sale: Dark Money and Dirty Politics, asked “author and 

authoritarianism expert Anne Applebaum” to comment on the role of the IDU. Applebaum “told me that “if 

the IDU admits Orbán as a 

member, then it isn’t an 

organisation that defends 

democracy, but rather one that 

whitewashes illiberal 

autocrats”.” Applebaum was 

referring to the IDU name, the 

misappropriate, misleading use of 

the word “Democracy.”  

 

In Geoghegan’s question about 

“who is bankrolling” the IDU, he 

provides one clue, one piece from 

the large (private?) bankrolling 

puzzle box. He cites Lord Michael 

Ashcroft, “IDU’s honorary 

chairman,” the man who 

accompanied Stephen Harper on 

his flight to Tel Aviv on February 

18, 2024, as one of the IDU’s 

bankrollers. He referred to Ashcroft 

as a “Belize-based Tory” who “paid 

for Liz Truss and former Tory party 

chairman Sir Jake Berry to travel to 

Washington for December’s 

conference, at a cost of £12,210 and 

£6,420 respectively, according to the 

Register of Members Interests.” But 

where did Lord Ashcroft get the funds 

from for the December conference, and 

did Lord Ashcroft pay for Harper’s 

flight and accommodation in Israel 

February 2024? 

 

According to Forbes on-line, Ashcroft 

is worth a cool $2 billion, and as of 

February 1, 2025, it makes him the 

1,671st wealthiest person on earth: 

https://bylinetimes.com/2024/10/10/darkly-comic-former-conservative-chairman-calls-for-electoral-reform-but-only-for-his-party-after-leadership-voting-debacle/
https://www.facebook.com/photo/?fbid=10162733505215130&set=a.224812590129
https://www.facebook.com/photo/?fbid=10162733505215130&set=a.224812590129
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“Michael Ashcroft’s fortune comes from 

buying and selling a number of 

companies, most notably home security 

giant ADT. He purchased ADT in 1987 

then flipped it to Tyco International in 

1997 for $6.7 billion; proceeds from the 

sale still form the bulk of his fortune.” 

That insight lets one understand that he 

can easily finance fund his friends at the 

IDU, including Herr Harper, if he so 

chooses, and its probably the main reason 

as to why he was made honorary chair.  

 

PressProgress editor Luke LeBrun writes 

in his February 5, 2024, on-line article, 

Stephen Harper’s Global Alliance of 

Conservative Parties Quietly Scrubbed 

India off its Website, that “the 

Conservative Party of 

Canada has among 

the deepest ties of any 

party around the 

world to the IDU in 

its current 

formation.” He also 

states that the IDU 

“organization,” which 

operates out of 

Munich, Germany, “is 

legally registered at 

the address of a 

downtown Ottawa 

law firm,” but fails to 

name the law firm, 

most likely because the 

name is undisclosed. 

LeBrun mentions Ray 

Novak, Harper’s aid 

for some 15 years. 

Though LeBrun doesn’t mention Novak’s ties to the downtown Calgary City-based The Canada Strong 

and Free Network, where Novak sits on its board, the Network’s website has a page describing the IDU 

and a link to the IDU’s website. Of interest, alongside Novak, is board member Michael Binnion, 

“president and founding shareholder of Questerre Energy,” the man which Stephen Harper had a contract 

with regarding an oil shale lease in Jordan (see above). On Preston Manning’s Strong and Free Network 

board sits Joe Oliver, the former Minister of Natural Resources appointed by Harper during his third term 

reign as Prime Minister. 

 

Some six years before the Harper appointments began streaming in, CBC News reported on September 27, 

2012, that Mr. Harper had received “the World Statesmen of the Year” award, an award “bestowed by a 

U.S.-based inter-faith group” called the Appeal of Conscience Foundation which is run out of New York 

City. The Appeal was founded in 1965 by Rabbi Arthur Schneier. Wikipedia states that it promotes 
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“partnership of corporate and spiritual leaders from all faiths who come together to promote “peace, 

tolerance and ethnic conflict resolution”.” The Wikipedia page also states that the Appeal’s “true 

motivation” was “called into question” after “honoring of Indonesian president Yudhoyono” with the World 

Statesman of the Year award in 2013, the year following Harper’s award, “despite controversy within 

Indonesia and the ongoing genocide Yudhoyono’s government is overseeing in West Papua:” 

 

Petitions to Rabbi Schneier to withdraw the award garnered over 10,000 signatures from around the 

globe. Instead of heeding the concerns of persecuted minorities, Rabbi Schneier granted the award 

and helped President Yudhoyono to, “whitewash his legacy.” Human rights activists eventually 

concluded that the Appeal of Conscience Foundation was little more than a vehicle for 

publicity-seeking and influence-peddling.    

 

CBC News stated the Appeal of Conscience 

Foundation “group says its World Statesman Award 

is meant to honour “heads of state who have 

exemplified their commitment to freedom, human 

rights, peace, and respect for religious and ethnic 

diversity, and endeavor to advance these essential 

democratic values on the international scene”.” 

 

CBC News included a photo showing black bow-

tied, black-and-white-suited 82-year-old Schneier, 

alongside black bow-tied, black-and-white suited 

89-year-old, former 1999 World Statesman awardee, 

Henry Kissinger, standing on either side of black-and-white suited Stephen Harper who was clutching the 

award. The award trophy is an 8-inch diameter shiny ‘golden globe,’ attached to an eight-inch-long golden 

shaft, attached to a golden tapered stand. Visible in the photo showing the shiny golden globe is the shiny 

reflection of Kissinger’s subdued smiling face as he looks smugly toward the audience and the cameras. 

The photo also shows Schneier’s lefthand forefinger outstretched and touching the shiny golden globe, with 

Schneier’s eyes and face looking intently at the shiny globe, and not toward the audience. Behind Schneier 

are the national flags of the United States and Canada.  

 

In his prepared speech Harper stated, in parts: 

 

“We Canadians are very conscious of our 

own sovereignty and we expect our 

governments to make pragmatic 

decisions in Canada’s national interest 

but we also want those governments to 

be good world citizens to try to 

understand other points of view and to 

act in concert with our partners for the 

wider interests of humanity. That is of 

course not the same things, friends, as 

trying to court every dictator with a vote 

at the United Nations, or just going along with every emerging international consensus no matter how 

self-evidently, wrongheaded. When confronted with evil in the world, we do take a stand, we take 

strong principled positions in our dealings whether popular or not.” 

 

“It is important to state that whatever Israel’s shortcomings, neither its existence nor its policies are 

responsible for the pathologies present in that part of the world. And we are also mindful of an 



120 

 

important lesson of history that those who single out the Jewish people as a target of racial and 

religious bigotry will inevitably be a threat to all of us. Indeed those who so target Israel today are by 

their own words and deeds also a threat to all free and democratic societies.” 

 

The CBC news noted, as did other news agencies, comments from “opposition politicians” in Canada 

critizing Harper for not attending and speaking at the United Nations while in New York:  

 

The prime minister has only spoken to the General Assembly twice since taking office in 2006. To the 

opposition, it’s a clear sign the prime minister simply doesn’t like the UN. World leaders have been 

addressing the UN General Assembly this week. Everyone from U.S. President Barack Obama to 

Iran's President Mahmoud 

Ahmadinejad has taken the podium 

to address the world. But when 

Canada’s turn to speak comes up, 

Harper won’t be there.  

 

Calgary correspondent Joshua Blakeney 

commented for PressTV the following day 

(found on YouTube): 

 

“So, anybody who can read and use 

the internet understands that Israel is 

a violator of human rights. And, so 

of course, anyone who whitewashes 

those crimes is going to ingratiate 

themselves with the Zionist regime 

and that appears to be what Prime 

Minister Stephen Harper has been 

doing. And for doing so, he’s 

received an award. I mean, some 

would say it’s almost Kafkaesque that you 

have someone like Henry Kissinger who 

throughout the Cold War participated in 

many violations of human rights in Vietnam, 

in Chili with the coup d'etat. Christopher 

Hitchens wrote a whole book on it, indicting 

Henry Kissinger for 

his war crimes. That 

he should be handing 

an award to Prime 

Minister Harper for 

human rights, 

freedom and 

democracy is perhaps 

appropriate seeing as 

he himself opposed 

all those pinnacles 

throughout his career 

as a statesman.” 

 

 



121 

 

In Chapter 3,“A Sample of Cases: Kissinger’s 

War Crimes in Indochina,”of Christopher 

Hitchens book, he summarizes: 

 

The US Senate Subcommittee on 

Refugees estimated that in the same four-

year period [1968-1972] rather more than 

three million civilians were killed, injured 

or rendered homeless. In the same four-

year period, the United States dropped 

almost 4,500,000 tons of high explosive 

on Indochina. (The Pentagon’s estimated 

total for the tonnage dropped in the entire 

Second World War is 2,044,000.) 

 

The deep Zionist and U.S. state Stephen Harper award ceremony in New 

York was part of a carefully planned, integrated, staged blitz event by 

Zionists and friends. They certainly made the most of it in the span of a few 

days, especially with all the press coverage! It was similar to the staged 

success the Zionists orchestrated 10 years previous, when Netanyahu paraded 

through Canada and onto the centre stage in Washington D.C. on the first 

anniversary of the 9/11 attack, with Netanyahu drumming and urging the 

United States to invade Iraq (see Part 12 of this report). The very day that 

Canadian opposition politicians were chastizing Harper for not attending the 

U.N., Benjamin Netanyahu gave a speech at the U.N., with his conniving 

crosshairs firmly aimed at Iran. He lifted a diagram showing that Iran was 

making a nuclear bomb, and getting close to finishing it.   
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During the entire same week, “hundreds of 

world leaders have been gathered … 

discussing the biggest global issues of the day, 

incluing the situation in Syria, the ominous 

dispute between Israel and Iran and the 

eruption of anti-American violence in the 

Middle East.” 45  

 

The United Nations bashing / Iran hating 

roadshow ended, of course, with global actors 

Harper and Netanyahu “in a tiny hotel room,” 

“in front of a crush of Canadian cameras 

before the men held their private, 30-minute 

discussion.” on Friday, September 28, 2012. 

Their statements were well-rehearsed and 

unabashed: 

 

“I think what you did, severing ties with 

Iran [closing the Canadian embassy in 

Tehran], was not only an act of 

statesmanship but an act of moral 

clarity,” he [Netanyahu] told the prime minister. “The fact that you took such clear, decisive steps is a 

great example to be followed by other nations, many of which attended a conference in Tehran and 

said nothing.” He added to the assembled Canadian media: “He’s a great champion of freedom and a 

great friend of Israel.” 46 

 

As Herr Harper was lifted on high by Zionist political elites in New York on September 27, 2012, a 

contextual whirlwind of political processes were unfolding in Canada the same day, concerning initiatives 

underway by Harper’s Conservatives. 87 of 163 Conservative MPs (Members of Parliament) were in 

support of a motion by Conservative MP Stephen Woodworth to “study whether or not a fetus is a human 

being before the moment of birth,” was defeated on September 26. 47 Then, the controversy of Canada 

approving China’s CNOOC Ltd’s “$15.1 billion bid” and “takeover of Nexen Inc.,” on “Harper’s policy of 

selling more of the nation’s natural resources to Asia.” 48 The public opposition to a proposed pipeline to 

transport Alberta’s tar sands oil to the west coast of British Columbia. 49 After passing the surprise 

bombshell omnibus Bill C-38 in April 2012, changing “70 different laws covering everything from 

environmental reviews to the role of charities,” the Conservatives were ponying up the same scheme in the 

new Fall session of Parliament, as “government House leader Peter Van Loen announced the first order of 

business would be another omnibus bill,” to “give the government more latitude to sign free trade deals, 

export resources and offer buisness-enhancing tax credits.” Columnist Carol Goar commented about 

“Harper’s implicit message: I have a parliamentary majority. I’m setting the rules now:” 

 

“His rules … violate the fundamental tenet of democracy: the government acts without the consent of 

the people. Canadians never gave their assent to Harper’s just-trust-me approach. … They contravene 

his own pledge of “open government”.” 50  

 

 
45 Harper, Netanyahu discuss threats posed by Iran in New York, Whitehorse Star, September 28, 2012. 
46 Ibid. 
47 Tory MPs divided over abortion, Windsor Star, September 27, 2012. 
48 Harper urged to allow Nexen bid while Suncor Shielded, Ottawa Citizen, September 17, 2012. 
49 Feds should horse-trade for Northern Gateway – Open B.C.’s offshore, National Post, September 27, 2012. 
50 Harper rewrites the rules of democracy, Guelph Mercury, by Carol Goar, September 27, 2012. 
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                                                         Canadian legal academic Michael Lynk wrote 

                                                         an essay for the 2015 on-line Harper Decade in  

2015, before he became the March 2016 – April 2022 United Nations’ “Special  

Rapporteur for the human rights situation in the Palestinian Territories occupied  

since 1967.” The following are excerpts from his essay. 

 
“In the Harper years, Canada stands quite isolated on Middle East policy within the  

international community, and our broader cachet has plummeted. While many reasons have 

contributed to our reputational decline since 2006 – our environmental performance, the  

more bellicose use of the Canadian military in international conflicts, and the government’s 

growing disengagement from the United Nations and multilateralism generally – Stephen Harper’s tight embrace 

of Israel over the past decade has been a significant contribution. Even as Israel’s governments have steadily 

marched rightward, as the Israeli settlements in the West Bank and East Jerusalem have substantially thickened, 

as the faint hope that Israel would allow a genuine Palestinian state to emerge from any peace process has been 

eclipsed, and as most of the world, and particularly Europe, has recoiled from defending recent Israeli conduct, 

Canada has stood virtually alone in siding with Israel on every major issue dealing with the Middle East conflict. 

Even on those occasions when Israel has been publicly admonished by the United States – as when its 

intransigence triggered the collapse of the 2013-14 peace process, when it shelled United Nations schools in Gaza 

that were sheltering civilians, and when Prime Minister Benyamin Netanyahu vowed on the eve of the March 

2015 Israeli elections to never permit a Palestinian state to emerge during his tenure – no criticisms were issued 

by Canada. “I think Canada’s an even better friend of Israel than we [Israelis] are,” stated Israel’s then-Finance 

Minister Yuval Steinitz from the right-wing Likud Party in 2012.”  

 

“When Harper spoke to the Israeli Knesset in January 2014, he said … principle demands that “the shared 

values” between the two countries – particularly Israel’s experience as a “vibrant democracy, a freedom-loving 

country with an independent and rights-based judiciary” – commits Canada to stand by Israel “through fire and 

water”.”  

 

“As Henry Seigman, the former national director of the American Jewish Congress, has observed about Israel: “A 

political arrangement that limits democracy to a privileged class and keeps others behind military checkpoints, 

barbed-wire fences and separation walls does not define democracy. It defines its absence.” Israel has occupied 

the Palestinian territories for 48 years, by far the longest occupation in the modern world. While it disputes 

that it occupies these lands – it refers to them as “Judea and Samaria” and, if pressed, it will call them 

“administered territories” – the rest of the world (including the United States) considers them to be occupied 

under international law, and therefore beyond any legitimate Israeli claim of sovereignty. The 220 settlements that 

Israel has built in the West Bank and East Jerusalem are expressly illegal under the Fourth Geneva Convention 

according to the United Nations Security Council, the International Court of Justice and even Canada’s Foreign 

Affairs website. The 570,000 Israeli settlers in the Palestinian territories live under Israeli law, travel primarily on 

settler-only roads, enjoy full citizenship rights and provide a reliable bloc of votes for the right-wing parties that 

now dominate the Israeli government. For the 2.75 million Palestinians living among them, every single aspect of 

their daily lives is determined by their ethnicity and their lack of rights. As the Israeli philosopher and Ghandi 

scholar David Shulman has recently written in the New York Review of Books, “Israel’s policy of colonizing the 

West Bank” includes “the massive theft of land, the disenfranchisement of millions of Palestinians, an entrenched 

regime of state terror, and the lack of meaningful legal recourse to those living under the Occupation.” Gaza, 

where another 1.8 million Palestinians reside, has been free of formal Israeli rule for a decade, but its land 

borders, airspace and access to the sea have been completely blockaded by Israel since 2007, making it, in the 

words of British Prime Minister David Cameron, “a giant open prison”.” 
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Part 5.  Developments and Applications of the Anti-Semitic Trump Cards 

 

The settler colonial State of Zionist/Israel’s 

primary defence hammer for its domination 

policies and aggressions over Palestinians has 

been its anti-Semitism and anti-Zionism 

trump cards. Its implemented effectiveness – 

the painful and emotional reminder to anyone 

and everyone of the genocide holocaust – has 

been well-documented, well-demonstrated for 

decades.  

 

One of the more infamous and shocking 

episodes of this application occurred following 

the napalm bombing, torpedoing, armor-

piercing bullet-holing of the USS Liberty, a 

United States top-of-the-line communications 

navy vessel 58 years ago on June 8, 1967, 

while sailing in international waters off the 

Egyptian coast. It was the wicked, merciless 

murder and slaughter by Israeli jet fighters, 

under orders by military commanders, of 34 

American sailors, and the wounding of 172 sailors, killing and injuring just over two thirds of all crew 

members, some of which were machine gunned with 50-calibre bullets by jet fighters whilst paddling in 

vulnerable life raft boats in open water. To boot, America was now on the cusp of becoming Israel’s 

strategic ally and financier after defeating the Egyptians!  

 

Just before a national election, Israeli emissaries 

in Washington D.C. threatened U.S. president 

Lyndon Johnson with anti-Semitism and 

“blood libel” if he should further reveal the truth 

to the American public about the Liberty incident, 

which Johnson quickly covered up. These details 

and threats were revealed almost five decades 

later, when Al Jazeera published the fascinating 

50-minute documentary on November 3, 2014, 

The Day Israel Attacked America. Here is a 

segment from that documentary: 

Narrator: Back in Washington the 

government ensured there was little 

information for the press while politics 

went on behind closed doors. …  

Wolle: My name is Bill Wolle. I was in 

charge of the Arab Israeli desk sit-in 

because the Secretary of State himself, 

Dean Rusk, had summoned ambassador 

Harman of Israel to come in urgently. And so, I sat through the meeting taking notes. And in a loud 

voice the Secretary was really demanding some explanation for why and what had happened. The 

Ambassador himself seemed to be ignorant of the incidents. He immediately said, I can’t believe 

what you’re telling me. It would be impossible. It would be unheard of.  

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=tx72tAWVcoM
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Narrator: It was especially tough for Lyndon Johnson. To date, the most Pro Israeli American 

president in history.  

Hughes: Johnson was in a very tough mood. I’m Tom Hughes. I was director in the State 

Department, Director of Intelligence and Research at the time of the Liberty incident in 1967. The 

attack on the Liberty, Johnson himself briefed Newsweek magazine off-the-record that the Israelis 

had attacked. And the reason they had attacked was that they thought this was an intelligence ship 

that was intercepting perhaps Israeli, as well as Egyptian communications. 

Narrator: But then everything 

changed.  

Hughes: The fact that Johnson himself 

was the leaker and briefer of 

Newsweek was soon leaked. And this 

alarmed of course the Israeli 

Embassy and their leading friends in 

the Jewish organizations. The Israeli 

Embassy regarded this as a major 

problem, and that what Johnson had 

told Newsweek practically amounted 

to blood libel.  

Narrator: Declassified Israeli 

documents show they were going to 

threaten President Johnson with blood 

libel, gross antisemitism and that 

would end his political career.  

Bobby Ray Inman: Blackmail. This is 

Admiral Bobby Ray Inman, U.S. Navy 

retired, a former director of the 

National Security Agency. But they 

[Israelis] know if he [President Johnson] is thinking about running again, he’s gonna need money for 

his campaign. So, alleging that he’s blood libelling is going to arouse the Jewish donors.  

Narrator: The Israeli government hired teams of lawyers, some of whom were close friends of 

Lyndon Johnson, and began an all-out offensive. They leaned on the media to kill critical 

stories, and slanted others in favor of Israel.  

Hughes: There was a campaign mounted to see if what could be done about returning Johnson to his 

normal and predictable pro-Israeli position.  

Narrator: At the time Johnson was still undecided as to whether to run for president the following 

year. Hughes: Efforts were to be made to remind the president of the delicacy of his own position that 

he personally would, might lose support for his run for re-election in 1968.  

Narrator: Israeli tactics were clever. They identified Johnson’s soft spot, the war in Vietnam, and 

gave him two extraordinary gifts, neither of which were made public at the time. The first was 

political. 

Hughes: One of Johnson’s complaints about Israel was that many of the Jewish positions in the 

heads of the leaders in the Jewish community were opposing him on Vietnam, and they were 

suddenly becoming more silent on Vietnam as the Liberty crisis moved. So, he also knew that there 

was a move back in his favor if he was moderate-Israel. 

Narrator: There was a second gift, much more secret, but vital to the American president. The 

dreadful death toll in Vietnam was dominating the domestic news agenda. The North Vietnamese had 

Russian surface-to-air missiles which were bringing down American aircraft on a daily basis. The 

American military attaché in Israel got a surprise visit from a senior Israeli intelligence officer. 

Bobby Ray Inman: [He] took some helicopters and went across the North Red Sea to the surface-to-

air missile sites. And not only captures them but took back everything, the launchers, the missiles, the 

http://www.thelibertyincident.com/messages/NW670619.html
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maintenance manuals, the rest of it. And then he went to the U.S. Embassy to the area attaché and 

said I think I have something you might be interested in. Of course, those were the same missiles that 

our aircraft flying over North Vietnam were encountering day to day. And countermeasures was a 

huge issue. 

Narrator: So grateful was the American government, they gave Israel two gifts in return. They re-

supplied them with the weapons they had just lost in the [1967] war, and the Liberty inquiry, run by 

the Department of Defense, the DoD, was watered down.  

Bobby Ray Inman: All that [the Israel strategy] is influenced by what have we benefited from, from 

the captured SA-2 missile sites. 

Hughes: Soon Johnson did respond, and he took a much more lenient line, and wished that the whole 

incident could be put behind us as soon as possible.  

Narrator: Johnson's softer approach to Israel was immediately reflected in the American Navy 

inquiry which was now underway onboard the Liberty.  

Lloyd Painter, Liberty research officer: We began to realize that a cover-up was descending 

upon us.  

 

The matter of Israel’s sustained human rights violations and 

ethnic cleansings aimed upon segregated, ghettoed 

populations of Palestinians since about 1947 came into 

political focus on November 10, 1975, with the adoption of 

the United Nations General Assembly resolution # 3379. The 

resolution: “Determines that Zionism is a form of racism 

and racial discrimination,” was / is often referred to as 

“Zionism is Racism” (Z=R). The resolution’s foundation 

was based on a November 20, 1963, United Nations General 

Assembly declaration, the Declaration on the Elimination of 

All Forms of Racial Discrimination. In turn, that Declaration 

was based on the structure of the Universal Declaration of 

Human Rights passed by the United Nations on December 

10, 1948, when, ironically, the newly formed State of Israel 

became an apartheid regime following the first ongoing 

“Nakba.” Resolution 3379 officially condemned the discriminatory and human rights violations by the 

State of Israel. Israel’s U.N. 

Ambassador, Chaim Herzog, 

responded with a lengthy letter 

of condemnation. The 1975 

bluntly worded Resolution 

would haunt, humiliate, and 

dog the colonial settler State of 

Israel and its Zionist 

nationalist spokespeople from 

that day forward. 

 
Photo: The United Nations 1975 

“Zionism is Racism” nickname was 

often later used in public 

demonstrations, as in the massive 

marches in South Africa during the 

International conference on Racism 

(August 29 – September 8, 2001).  

https://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/israeli-statement-in-response-to-quot-zionism-is-racism-quot-resolution-november-1975
https://www.jewishvirtuallibrary.org/israeli-statement-in-response-to-quot-zionism-is-racism-quot-resolution-november-1975
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UNITED 
NATIONS 

• 
General Assembly Distr . 

GENERAL 

A 

A/ RES / 3379 (XXX) 
10 November 1975 

Thirtieth session 
Agenda item 68 

RESOLUTION ADOPTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY 
[on the report of the Third Committee (N I0320)] 

3379 (XXX). Elimina tion of a ll f OI"Hl S of ..adal disuimination 

The General Assembly, 

Recallil1g its reso lution 1904 (XVlU) of 20 November 1963, proclaiming the United Nations Declaration on 
the Elimination of AJi Fonm of Racial Discrimination, and in particu lar its affinnation that "any doctrine of 
racial differentiation or superiority is scientifically fa lse, moraJly condemnable, socially unjust and 
dangerous" and its expression of alaml at "the manifestations of racial discrimi nation still in evidence in 
some areas in the world, some of which are imposed by certain Governments by means of legislative, 
administrative or other measures" , 

Recalling also that, in its resolution 3 151 G (XXVIII) of 14 December 1973, the General Assembly 
condemned, illter alia, the unholy alliance between South African racism and zionism, 

Taking note of the Declaration of Mexico on the Equality of Women and Their Contributi on to Development 
and Peace, I I proclaimed by the World Conference of the International Women's Year, held al Mexico City 
from 19 June to 2 July 1975, which promulgated the principle that "international co-operation and peace 
require the achievement of nalionalliberation and independence, the el iminat ion of colonialism and neo­
colonialism, foreign occupation, zionism, apartheid and racial discrimination in all its fonns , as well as the 
recognition of the dignity of peop les and their right to self-detennination" , 

Taking nOle also of resolution 77 (X II) adopted by the Assembly of Heads of$tate and Government of the 
Organization of African Unity at ils twelfth ordinary session,£! hold at Kampala fTom 28 July to I August 
1975, which considered "that the racist regime in occupied Palestine and the racist regimes in Zimbabwe and 
South Africa have a common imperialist origin , fonning a whole and having the same racist structure and 
being organically linked in their policy aimed at repression of the dignity and integrity of the human being", 

Taking nOTe also of the Political Declaral'ion and Strategy to Strengthen lntemational Peace and Security and 
to Intensify Solidari ty and Mutual Assistance among Non-Aligned Countries,J.1 adop ted at the Conference of 
Ministers for Foreign AITairs of Non-Aligned Countries held at Lima from 25 to 30 August 1975, which mOSI 
severely condCtmlCd zionism as a threat to world peace and security and called upon all countries to oppose 
thi s racist and imperialist ideology, 

Determines that zioni sm is a form of racism and racial di scrimination. 

I I El5725 , part one, sect. I. 

Y See Al l 0297 , annex ll. 

J! Al I0217 and Core! , annex, p. 3. 

2400,11 plenary meeting 
10 November 1975 
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The Just Peace Advocates blog 

published: The Unholy Land by 

Rev. Dr. A.C. Forrest: 

“Attempts were made to 

silence editor of the United  

Church of Canada’s Observer magazine, Rev. Dr. A.C. Forrest when in 1973 the United Church of 

Canada signed an agreement with B’nai Brith. This is an agreement that continues to be in place 

until today. This agreement was put in place primarily to silence Rev. Dr. Forrest about his writing 

on the United Nations Resolution 194, Right of Return, and his publication of The Unholy Land. It 

was also meant to squash the grassroots church support for Palestine.” 

 

“It just hadn’t occurred to me that 

anyone would ever charge me or the 

United Church Observer with being 

racist, or bigoted, or, of all things, anti-

Semitic. … “We have a file on you, 

and it goes back twenty years,” John 

Devor, a leading Toronto Zionist, said 

to me, wagging his finger. … New 

Testament professor, David Dempson, 

of my own college, seemed to imply: 

“If you don’t want to be thought anti-

Semitic, don’t disagree with Jewish 

people on political matters.” (Quotes 

from The Unholy Land, chapter 8) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&source=web&rct=j&opi=89978449&url=https://www.justpeaceadvocates.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/The-Unholy-Land-by-AC-Forrest.pdf&ved=2ahUKEwiah9SnvPSLAxUSDTQIHYUbMloQFnoECBoQAQ&usg=AOvVaw0Qi2QcAoJIFhpvFFxABeh2
https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&source=web&rct=j&opi=89978449&url=https://www.justpeaceadvocates.ca/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/The-Unholy-Land-by-AC-Forrest.pdf&ved=2ahUKEwiah9SnvPSLAxUSDTQIHYUbMloQFnoECBoQAQ&usg=AOvVaw0Qi2QcAoJIFhpvFFxABeh2
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Israel, as a Zionist settler colonial state, often hid and denied its cumulative crimes upon Palestinians, 

camouflaged through fabrications, contrived persuasions, emotional sympathy and empathy, defensive dirty 

tricks. Accounts of such incidents abound. Canada was among 35 nation states that opposed “Zionism is 

Racism” Resolution #3379 in 1975. Israeli Zionists 

had already begun propaganda messaging therapies 

within Canada well before that. In the early 1970s, 

came the lobby’s campaign to redirect the United 

Church of Canada’s criticism of Israel’s inhumane 

treatment of Palestinians. After sequential fundraising 

preparations and events by Canadian Jewish associations 

and donors in 1972, the Toronto branch of the Jewish 

National Fund (JNF) sponsored a special mission to 

Israel. That plan was conceived by JNF of Canada’s 

president Bernard Bloomfield. The 78-year-old former 

Prime Minister John Diefenbaker went on a 10-day 

special trip to Israel, accompanied by his physician and by fifty-one members “of the Canadian Jewish 

community, most of them from Toronto.” The event was a seemingly innocuous ceremony to honour his 

namesake, and that of Canadians, namely the christening of a strip of highway dubbed the Diefenbaker 

Parkway, and an adjacent area that was dubbed Canada Park. 

What Bloomfield and the JNF failed to disclose to the 

former Prime Minister and to Canadians was that the 

dedicated lands in the by then $15 million fund-

donated “7,500-acre recreation area and the largest in 

Israel,” located in the Jerusalem hills, and within the 

western peninsula of the Palestinian Westbank 

territory, and the Parkway highway, were former 

properties – farms, orchards, structures, and homes – 

belonging to three Palestinian villages. These 

villages and almost all tell tale signs had been 

destroyed and bulldozed, its 10,000 or so inhabitants forced out, displaced by Israeli soldiers in 1967. Some 

Palestinians died resulting from their displacement, falling down on roads and paths, desperate, tired, 

without food or water, the elderly and the sick. The Diefenbaker Parkway and Canada Park were stolen 

lands soaked in the expelled blood of Palestinians, and by association and implication, Canadians had now 

become silent accomplices of the atrocity. Israel, through its Canadian supporters, suckered Canadians, 

abusing their trust. 

 

https://www.thecanadafiles.com/articles/uccpri
https://www.thecanadafiles.com/articles/uccpri
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“Then he [Diefenbaker] climbed on 

a tractor and drove to cut a ribbon 

at the start of the parkway, leading 

into the huge recreation area that 

will take five or six years to finish. 

Impressed by the park’s proximity to 

Jerusalem 10 miles to the east, 

Diefenbaker quoted from the Bible, 

compared Israel’s pioneering 

experiences to those of Canada, and 

praised the Israelis for what he 

called “their willingness to shed 

blood in defence of their liberty.” 

Yaacov Tsur, president of the Jewish 

National Fund, saluted Diefenbaker 

as a friend of the Jewish state and 

Canadian Ambassador Paul Malone 

praised Diefenbaker for his “efforts 

to promote friendly relations 

between Canada and Israel.” James Kay, president of the Toronto Jewish National Fund, and David 

Dennis, chairman of the Negev dinner which launched the parkway project also praised Diefenbaker’s 

friendship for the Jewish state and presented him with a leather-bound memorial album.” (Source: ‘Now 

they’ll know’ who Dief is, The Province, April 20, 1974) 

 

On October 21, 1991, a month after the 

end of the First Intifada (December 

1987 to September 1991), CBC 

television’s Fifth Estate aired a 

documentary, Canada Park – Park with 

no Peace. Tipped off by concerned 

Canadians, Fifth Estate staff travelled to 

Israel to interview Israeli officials, 

Israeli citizens, and Palestinians, to 

document the scandal. The airing of the 

special investigation was highly 

embarrassing for the Canadian Israeli 

lobby, just as the lobby was gearing up 

and reorganizing their operations in Canada: a minor setback. 
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CBC Narrator: “The three villages [’Imwas, Yalu, and Bayt-Nuba] were levelled by the Israeli 

army. About 10,000 people were driven out. … The names of the Canadians who gave $15 million to 

build the park are displayed at its entrance. Their money was donated to the Jewish National Fund 

[JNF], an agency affiliated with the Israeli government that reforests and procures land for Israel. … 

The destruction of what used to be here was then protested by then Israeli Parliament [Knesset] 

member Uri Avneri.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Avneri: “By putting this park there, and calling it Canada Park, you give a Canadian 

cover-up to a war crime. … Civilian population is protected under international law, 

under the Geneva Convention. It was certainly a war crime. No question about it. The 

eradication of these villages, the deportation or expulsion of the villagers, especially in 

the very inhumane way this was done, according to what Amos Keinan testified to. 

These are crimes under any standard of international law.” 

CBC Narrator: “This is what’s left of Mr. El Shaik’s house, a door, some rusted steel rods, and 

rubble. It’s the sort of rubble that litters this park, but it’s not mentioned in the JNF guide. It directs 

visitors to ancient ruins and ignores that only 24 years ago [in 1967] these were the homes of Arab 

families. Prior to our visit to Canada Park, the Jewish National Fund’s Toronto office assured us the 

Park was built on only the fields of these villages, not on their remains. But this is clearly Yalu 

village. There is evidence everywhere. … Yet despite all of this [evidence], the JNF in Israel denies 

this village is in their park.” 

Amos Keinan: “I think it is a very stupid idea on the part of those Canadian people who 

helped calling this park, Canada Park. It’s no business of any Canadian to intervene in a 

disputed issue. The land of Palestine, Arab Israel, is disputed between two people. And 

let us not call any park Canada before peace is settled.” 
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Lawyer, and Canadian Senator 

(Joseph James Guillaume) Paul 

Martin (center of photo, with bow 

tie), was the father of former 

Liberal Prime Minister Paul 

Martin (2003-2006), under whom 

human rights attorney, former 

Canadian Jewish Congress 

president, Irwin Cotler was 

appointed Attorney General and 

Minister of Justice in 2003. 

Martin senior was appointed 

Canada’s Secretary of State for 

External Affairs under the Lester 

Pearson government. Prime 

Minister Pierre Elliot Trudeau 

appointed Martin Sr. to the 

Canadian Senate in 1968. In 

1974, Martin Sr. was appointed 

as High Commissioner to the 

United Kingdom.  
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In Walter Lehn’s 1977 essay, The Jewish 

National Fund: an Instrument of 

Discrimination, published in Zionism & 

Racism, Proceedings of an International 

Symposium, he states: 

 
“As clear an example as can be found 

of a Zionist institution which 

practices, by design and by intent, 

discrimination against non-Jews … 

is the Jewish National Fund (JNF).” 

 

“In May 1954 the Keren Kayemeth 

Leisrael, ‘‘Perpetual Fund for Israel,’’ 

was incorporated in Israel; it should 

be noted that the Hebrew name (from 

which the abbreviation KKL, also 

denoting the JNF, derives) is not a 

translation of the English Jewish 

National Fund. This new company 

acquired all the assets, liabilities, etc. 

of the JNF incorporated in England in 

1907; thus, the JNF became an Israeli 

corporation. … Whatever the intent, 

this appears to authorize the JNF to 

operate in the territories occupied in 

1967, since they are indubitably under 

the control and hence effective jurisdiction of the government of Israel, whatever their status under 

international law. Is it too far-fetched to suggest that in 1954 the possibility of territorial expansion was 

foreseen and provision for this eventuality was made?” 

 

“In November 1961 the JNF and the Israeli government signed a Covenant, based on legislation enacted in 

July 1960, clarifying the relationship of the JNF to the state, spelling out their respective powers and 

responsibilities, and setting up two bodies: an Israel Lands Administration (controlled by the government) 

and a Land Development Administration (controlled by the JNF). The latter is responsible for reclamation, 

development, and afforestation of all state and JNF lands, with costs borne by the respective owners. … the 

most significant effect of which is the application of JNF restrictive land policies to all state lands, 

which together with JNF lands constitute over 90 per cent of the land in pre-1967 Israel.” 

 

“… As a consequence of these developments, the JNF has gradually expanded its activities – since 1967 

also in the occupied territories – to include, in addition to land acquisition, land reclamation, large-scale 

afforestation, road building (not insignificant from a military point of view), and various forms of 

assistance to new Jewish settlements. It should be noted that some of these activities in the occupied 

territories are in clear violation of international law, in particular the Fourth Geneva Convention of 

1949, making the JNF a party to these violations by Israel.” 

 

“Lest anyone think that the JNF is today concerned mainly with land reclamation and afforestation in 

Israel, an announcement quoting the Director General of the Israeli Land Fund (as the JNF is also known in 

Israel) over Radio Israel on 23 March 1976 is of more than passing interest. The announcement was that in 

1975 the JNF and the Israel Lands Administration, through a jointly owned subsidiary, spent ‘’50 million 

Israeli pounds ($6.6 million)” to purchase land in the occupied West Bank, including “buildings, public 

institutions, and church property.”’ According to the Director General, the purchases are all secret and 
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‘‘many of the Arab inhabitants, living on the acquired lands, do not yet know that these lands are in the 

possession of the Israeli Land Fund.” 
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5.1. The Troublesome Matter of Canadian Resident Professor Klaus Herrmann 

 

United Nations’ 1975 Resolution #3379, “Zionism as a form of racism and discrimination,” was 

vehemently denounced by Israel and the United States administration. Pro-Israel lobbies in America and 

Canada quickly responded. They uniformly demonized the United Nations, promoted international anger 

and hate, and launched a disingenuous counterclaim that those promoting ‘antizionism’ were themselves 

racists, responsible for advocating a “new antisemitism.” Echoes of this counterclaim were recycled and 

refined over the decades by the pro-Israel lobbies who advocated the adoption of ‘new antisemitism’ to 

American, Canadian, and European lawmakers for carefully defined inclusions into racial discrimination 

policies and law: i.e. the February 16, 2024, Hate Crimes Policy by the British Columbia government. 
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So, what was the meaning and definition of this most troublesome resolution? Who defined it? Why was it 

adopted? Why was Zionism declared to be associated with racism, as discrimination? Why were the source 

definitions of these resolutions being distorted and attacked by Israel, America, Canada, other national 

governments, and by many in the media?   

 

The answers to these important and related questions were addressed in written presentations by professors, 

lawyers, clergymen, authors, and statesmen at the July 24-28, 1976, International Symposium on Zionism 

and Racism, held in Tripoli, Libya. The symposium’s purpose was to address the 1975 U.N. Resolution. 

The conference “was attended by some 500 participants from 80 countries.” From this conference was born 

the establishment of EAFORD (Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination), which had its first 

office located in London in 1979, in Geneva in 1983, and by 1986 its international secretariat was moved to 

Geneva and an office in Washington, D.C. The EAFORD organization would later be smeared, for instance, 

by Israel’s propaganda lobby in Geneva, NGO Watch. According to Keith Feldman, in his 2015 book, A 

Shadow Over Palestine, Fayez Sayegh – an important critic of Zionism whose role is described at length in 

Part 8 of this report – founded EAFORD. The introduction of the proceedings stated: 

 

“On 10 November 1975 the General Assembly of the United 

Nations adopted resolution 3379, determining “that Zionism is a 

form of racism and racial discrimination.”’ The response of 

Zionists and their supporters to this resolution was, not to 

attempt to demonstrate that the finding was in error, but to 

mount a campaign designed to discredit the UN and to impugn 

the motives of the 72 member states voting in support of it. In 

order to provide an opportunity for a careful study of Zionism, 

within the context of the definition of racial discrimination 

accepted without dissent by all members of the UN since 1965, the 

Bar Association of the Libyan Arab Republic decided to hold an International Symposium on 

Zionism and Racism and to invite as participants individuals of recognized stature in their several 

professions and countries.” 

 

According to the introduction of the Symposium’s proceedings (published in 1977), the western media 

ignored the conference: “It is a sad commentary on the objectivity of the western information media that 

they virtually ignored the symposium, in spite of the importance of the subject and the international 

character of the assembly.” A search for the conference title in digitized newspaper collections in the U.S. 

and Canada was made, but nothing was discovered. It is likely that media were instructed to boycott the 

conference, and nothing about the event was reported on! Small wonder, what with the daily, constant 

smear attacks, hundreds upon hundreds, in the print media, on the November 1975 resolution. A careful 

read, however, of the presenters’ biographies and their publications and expertise, would help to understand 

why the Israelis were not keen on publicizing the experts’ cumulative knowledge about Zionism and 

racism. The matter was simply buried: there was to be no revelations, no information, no public debate! 

 

Take for instance Klaus J. Herrmann’s 14-page presentation, “Perspectives on Political Zionism and 

Antisemitism,” part of a “panel discussion with three others on ‘The Law Relating to the Middle East, 

South Africa and Rhodesia’.” 51 Herrmann, American born and resident of Canada, “associate professor of 

political science [for 11 years] at Concordia University, Montreal, has served as visiting professor at the 

Institute of Judaisites, Free University, Berlin.” Reading through his paper, it is evident that he had an 

excellent grasp of his subject matter and understood the deep religious and discriminatory flaws in political 

Zionism. But what is unfortunately interesting about Herrmann, explains Canadian born Walter Lehn, the 

 
51 Source: Canadian Jewish News, September 26, 1976. 
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editor of the Proceedings in his introduction, is that Herrmann was among others that were “publicly 

censured later for their nonracist views:”  

 

“Klaus J. Herrmann, a member of B’nai B’rith, was, in his words, “tried in public” by Canadian 

Jewish Congress Executive Director Alan Rose and by Canadian Zionist Federation President 

Phil Givens who declared that ‘‘someone who takes part in a conference which gives aid and 

comfort to the enemy should be barred [from B’nai B’rith];” [documented in] Canadian Jewish 

News (Toronto), 1 and 15 October 1976. Columnist J.B. Salzberg, writing in the same newspaper (26 

November 1976), addressed Herrmann in these words: “Your extremism, visa-vis Zionism and the 

state of Israel, places you in the same bed with the most Orthodox, most extreme, and most 

fanatical enemies of Israel who operate from Meah Shaarim in Jerusalem,” i.e. the Neturei 

Karta. Readers can judge for themselves the “extremism” of these ‘‘fanatical enemies of Israel” by 

reading the papers by Klaus J. Herrmann and G. Neuburger, a member of Neturei Karta.”  
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Members of the Zionist/Israel lobby in Canada, who, alongside American lobbyists, were attacking U.N. 

Resolution 3379 as anti-Semitic. They were now attacking someone of their own tribe for exposing their 

hypocrisy and twisted ideology. Many of the strident Zionists with B’Nai B’rith, and those in other 

organizations, were intolerant of criticism. As Herrman deeply understood, this was nothing new.  

 

In the October 1, 1976, Canadian Jewish News article below, B’nai B’rith Investigating Trip to Libya by 

Anti-Zionist Member, Herrmann had been “invited to the Libyan meeting by the Bar of Libya after he 

delivered an anti-Zionist speech in Canada.” Contrary to what Sheldon Kirshner stated in his article, 

Herrmann never gave a “speech in Canada” prior to the Tripoli symposium, because he had been away for a 

year on a sabbatical. Herrmann had presented a paper prior to the symposium, but far away in Germany.  

It was Alan Rose, national executive director of the Canadian Jewish Congress (CJC), who “pointed out to 

B’nai B’rith that one of their representatives was present at the conference.” Rose filed a complaint to 

B’nai B’rith’s District 22 which began conducting a “preliminary” investigation, to determine “whether one 

of its members, an anti-Zionist … is guilty of violating the cardinal principles of the international 

organization.” 

 

A cardinal principal is a vague term, and only those in judgement of a defendant have the 

power and discretion to define it. The committee of three will attempt to ascertain whether Prof. 

Klaus Herrmann of Montreal is guilty of immoral conduct and misbehavior, according to Herb 
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Levy, executive director of District 22, which encompasses Eastern Canada. If the Committee finds 

cause, University Lodge, of which Herrmann is a member, can prefer charges and theoretically oust 

or reprimand the 47-year-old political science professor from the brotherhood. Levy, asserting that 

B’nai B’rith has no rule or regulation barring an anti-Zionist from membership said … that the 

German-born academic will receive a fair hearing. 

The Palestinian Expulsion: 
A Canadian's Awakening 
A. C. Forrest 
[ have been asked to address myself to the Palestinian exodus , based on 
what I saw and heard in Jordan, Israel, Syria, Lebanon, Egypt, and in 
Jerusalem , Gaz3, and the West Bank of Palestine during the summer of 
1967. [ made that visit at the request of editors of the leading religious 
papers of the USA and Canada, t6 study and report on what they called 
"the new refugee problem." 

But first let me put the story into perspective in the context of the 
scattering of the Palestinian people. I also want to add something about 
the role of the western churches and about North American attitudes and 
Jewish reaction and defensiveness . 

With the exception of western Europe and North America, the entire 
world has learned that in order to set up a Zionist-Jewish state in 
Palestine, the indigenous Palestinian majority had to be robbed of their 
homes and lands and to be dispossessed of their national patrimony. Most 
of them were driven Qut by one means or another , while those who 
remained were eventually deprived of their independence and dignity, 
forced to exist under military occupation in Gaza and the West Bank, or 
with limited human and civil rights in Israel and Jerusalem. 

John H. Davis, former Commissioner-General of the UN Relief and 
Works Agency. has put it succinctly: "The extent to which the.refugees 
were savagely driven out by the Israelis as part of a deliberate master-plan 
has been insufficiently recognized. " I He also notes: 

A Jewish state could not have come into being except by resort to pressure 
and force against the indigenous Arab populat ion .... Once the Zionists 
gained sufficient support from major powers to bring Israel into be ing, it 
became inevi table that the indigenous Arab people wou ld be driven from 
their homes , their return blocked by force, their property seized and 
awarded to immigrants; and that a new government would be created under 
which immigrants would be citizens, and Jews throughout the world be 
made potential citizens, whilst the exiled native Arabs would be relegated to 
the status of refugees and foreigners. ) 
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Herrmann identified that Joel Pinsky, vice chairman of the CJC Eastern Region, had also ratted on him. 

Herrmann said that “certain highly placed Zionist leaders” were “trying to use all kinds of means to make 

my stay at B’nai B’rith impossible.” Herrmann, “former 

member of the Eastern Region’s Holocaust Committee,” 

“a longtime member of the anti-Zionist American 

Council for Judaism,” “was one of the approximately 20 

Canadians who participated at the International 

Association Against Racial Intolerance in Tripoli.”  

 

The September 24, 1976, edition of the Canadian Jewish News identified (exposed) ten more of the 20 

Canadian participants, but not the remaining nine: “Yvon Charbonneau, “head of the Quebec’s French 

Catholic’s teachers union;” Michael Chartrand, former head of the Confederation of National Trade 

Unions; Professor Richard Blackburn of the University of Toronto; Charlotte McEwen of the Voice of 

Women, Ottawa; Khaled Mouammar, president of the Canadian Arab Foundation; Mordechai Briemberg, a 

one-time professor at Simon Fraser University; Abie Weisfeld of the Alliance of Non-Zionist Jews; Dr. 

A.C. Forrest, editor of the United Church Observer; MP Ralph Stewart (Liberal, Cochrane); MP Derek 

Blackburn (NDP, Brant). Because the symposium was held in Libya, Sheldon Kirshner fingered the “host” 

of the conference “Libyan leader Muammar Quadaffi” as “a fierce anti-Zionist.”  

 

Asked whether he believed Zionism to be a form of racism, Herrmann said it was a type of 

“national exclusionism” which discriminated against Palestinian Arabs and therefore was 

“contrary to Jewish teachings”.” … He said that “any member of B’nai B’rith should have the 

right to be an anti-Zionist”.”  

A member of the Montreal’s Reform Temple Emanuel, Herrmann said he was an opponent of 

political Zionism and a proponent of the messianic Zionism expounded by the Satmar rebbe and 

Jerusalem’s Neturei Karta. “I believe Judaism is a religious 

faith … and it is not incumbent on Jews to be committed to 

the establishment of a national state in Palestine. Political 

Zionism is totally opposed to the traditions of Judaism, and I 

consider it detrimental to the citizenship status of Canadians of 

the Jewish faith.” 

An American citizen who has taught at Concordia for the past 11 

years, Herrmann explained that he believed in the creation of a 

bi-national state where Jews, Moslems and Christians can 

live in peace. Asked to explain the differences between a 

binational state and a secular state, a concept supported by the 

PLO, Herrmann proclaimed: “If the PLO has copied the program 

of Rabbi Judah Magnes (the first president of the Hebrew 

University who spoke in favor of a bi-national state), that is not 

my responsibility”.”  

Elaborating, he said he favored what he termed the “de-

Zionification” of Israel.” Denouncing the Canadian Jewish 

Congress, Herrmann said he was against Jewish organizations 

acting as political spokesmen “for the legitimate or illegitimate positions of Israel,” and stressed 

that their championing of Israel was “conducive to anti-Semitism.”  

 

“Alec Fineberg, who has served as president of Herrmann’s lodge on two separate occasions … was 

disturbed by his colleague’s recent statements:” 

 

Elaborating, he said he 

favored what he termed the 

“de-Zionification” of Israel.” 

Denouncing the Canadian 

Jewish Congress, Herrmann 

said he was against Jewish 

organizations acting as 

political spokesmen “for the 

legitimate or illegitimate 

positions of Israel,” and 

stressed that their 

championing of Israel was 

“conducive to anti-Semitism.” 
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“We’ve known him to be what you might call different,” he said. “Normally, we’re happy to have 

diverse opinions. But B’nai B’rith does have rules. A member doesn’t have to be a Zionist, but 

there is a difference between being a non-Zionist and an anti-Zionist”.”  

Phil Givens, president of the Canadian Zionist Federation, which together with B’nai B’rith and 

[Canadian Jewish] Congress sponsors the pro-Israel Canada Israel Committee, said Herrmann 

should be evicted. “A B’nai B’rith member may disagree with Israel’s policies, but someone who 

takes part in a conference which gives aid and comfort to the enemy should be barred.” 

 

As Herrmann pointed out, some of the Canadian 

Zionists were dishonest brokers, and there was little 

room for an honest discussion and debate on a matter 

that was now clearly 

understood as off limits. 

Herrmann’s blame on 

such Zionists causing 

anti-Semitism, and his 

claim that he had a right 

to be an anti-Zionist in 

their midst, were two 

important matters for 

public discourse. But 

some Zionists would 

endeavor to turn these 

matters of fact on their 

heads. 

 

Two weeks later, came another article in 

the Canadian Jewish News about 

Herrmann, Herrmann charges he is being 

made a target of campaign, October 15, 

1976.  

 

Klaus Herrmann … has bitterly 

denounced what he calls the 

“public campaign” now being 

waged against him by leaders of 

the Canadian Jewish community. 

“My membership in B’nai B’rith is 

not the business of Congress. I 

think it is most inappropriate that I 

am being tried in public. There 

have been no charges laid against 

me and I look forward with 

equanimity to any investigation 

against me.”  

 

Contrary to what was reported in the CJN, Herrmann claimed he had 

made no anti-Zionist speech in Canada as he had been on a 

sabbatical in Germany for over a year, only returning Sept. 4. He said 

he had written an article, “Judaism & Zionism No Identity,” on his 

interpretation of anti-Zionism for the Protestant Student Movement 
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of Germany which was delivered in the presence of Dr. Israel Shahak-Himmelstaub of the Hebrew 

University and president of the Israeli Committee for Civil Rights. As a result, he was invited by the Bar of 

Libya to the Tripoli conference. 

 

In reply to Canadian Zionist Federal president Phil Givens, who stated “someone who takes part in a 

conference which gives aid and comfort to the enemy should be barred from B’nai B’rith,” Herrmann said: 

“I was not aware that the United States, of which I am a citizen, or Canada, where I am a resident, were at 

war with the Arab republic of Libya. Therefore, I find it most disturbing to refer to Libya as the enemy. 

I am not a citizen of Israel, and not subject to the laws of that country. “To cast Libya as the enemy is 

absurd, from a Jewish point of view, as I perceive Judaism is asking us to build bridges with people 

of other religions, such as the Moslems, and not characterizing them as enemies.” Herrmann calls 

himself a “reformed Israelite,” and an opponent of political Zionism, which he describes as contrary to 

Reform Judaism. Herrmann believes a Jew can be a nationalist of any country but cannot be a Jewish 

nationalist without denying the precepts of Judaism. He differentiates between the “republic of Israel” 

and the biblical use of the word “Israel.” 

 

“Political Zionism has no bearing on Christian-Jewish relations. [Responding to a letter Joel Pinksy 

wrote to the Archbishop of Montreal.] To infuse political Zionism into dialogue is detrimental, as it 

will automatically alienate Christian Arabs,” said Herrmann, a former member of the Joint 

Community Relations Committee, as well as the cabinet of the League for Human Rights. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A.C. Forrest tried to visit Canada Park before it was conceived as “Canada 

Park” by Jewish National Fund of Canada’s president Bernard Bloomfield. 
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Another jab at Herrmann was printed in the October 15, 1976. edition of the Jewish National News. The 

letter to the editor from Jerry Lerman of Toronto said: 

 

It does assure us that the new anti-Semitism comes not only from assorted Third World, Communist 

and Arab Nations; but from the ‘pious,’ asserting non-Zionist Jew as well. Perhaps today’s 

spokesmen for the Canadian Jewish leftist viewpoint on Israel and the Middle East could do a little 

more homework on the subject before saying Judaic religious principles and political Zionism are 

totally opposed to one another. 
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