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The recent diplomatic row between Canada 
and Saudi Arabia

• How did the mainstream media treat the Trudeau Government’s 
claim that it would “continue to stand up for… human rights at any 
occasion”?

• Did the mainstream media ask the obvious question: how can a 
government that allows arms sales to an egregious human rights 
violator like Saudi Arabia claim with a straight face to ‘stand up for 
human rights at any occasion’?



The recent diplomatic row between Canada 
and Saudi Arabia

• Amid Saudi Arabia dispute, Canada says will always defend human rights
(Reuters, August 6, 2018)

OTTAWA (Reuters) - Canadian Foreign Minister Chrystia Freeland, referring 
to a decision by Saudi Arabia to expel Canada’s ambassador, on Monday 
said her government would always defend human rights.

“Let me be very clear ... Canada will always stand up for human rights in 
Canada and around the world, and women’s rights are human rights,” 
Freeland told a conference in Vancouver.

Saudi Arabia acted after Ottawa urged it to free arrested civil society 
activists, including a prominent female campaigner.



The recent diplomatic row between Canada 
and Saudi Arabia
• Freeland defends Canada's stance on Saudi Arabia amid sanctions

(CBC, August 6, 2018)

Foreign Affairs Minister Chrystia Freeland says Canada isn't backing down from its 
position that led to diplomatic sanction from Saudi Arabia.

Freeland made the comments Monday afternoon in Vancouver a day after Saudi Arabia 
announced it would cease new trade deals with Canada and expel the Canadian 
ambassador.

"I will say Canada is very comfortable with our position. We are always going to speak up 
for human rights; we're always going to speak up for women's rights; and that is not 
going to change," she told a news conference. […]

• Not once in this article, consisting of over 800 words, did the CBC reporter challenge the 
Trudeau Government’s stated commitment to human rights despite its sale of arms to 
Saudi Arabia
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Canada Currently Sanctions 19 States

• The 19 states on which Canada imposes sanctions include Russia, Iran 
and Venezuela

• Those 19 states also include Yemen, which has become the site of the 
world’s worst humanitarian disaster due in large part to the brutal 
war being waged against Yemen by a Saudi-led coalition

• Canada’s government has not imposed sanctions on Israel, Saudi 
Arabia or Honduras



Case Study #1: Russia v Israel
The Historical Context

World War II Casualties
Russia: 14.0 million
Germany: 5.7 million
Japan: 3.1 million
Britain: 0.5 million
United States: 0.4 million
Canada: 00.4 million

Russia sustained far more casualties than the combined casualties of 
Germany, Japan, Britain, the U.S. and Canada.



Case Study #1: Russia v Israel
The Historical Context

• NATO Expansion

• Recently declassified documents confirm that Soviet leader Mikhail 
Gorbachev was given in 1990 a host of assurances that the NATO 
alliance would not expand past what was then the East German 
border.

• Nonethess, NATO now includes numerous former members of the 
Soviet block, including Poland, Latvia, Lithuania, Estonia, Bulgaria and 
Romania.



Case Study #1: Russia v Israel
The Historical Context

Foreign Military Bases

• Russia has military bases in nine foreign countries, seven of which are 
situated in former Soviet Republics

• The United States has military bases in eighty foreign countries

• NATO members other than the U.S. also have military bases in 
numerous foreign countries. 



Case Study #1: Russia v Israel
The Ukrainian ‘Revolution’

• Viktor Yanukovych was elected as the fourth president of the Ukraine in 
February 2010

• The election was judged free and fair by international observers

• Yanukovych was perceived by Western governments and his opponents in 
the Ukraine to be pro-Russian

• In 2014, before the expiration of his term, Yanukovych was ousted from 
power

• His removal from office occurred after a rebellion, known as 
the ”Euromaidan Revolution”, which involved a series of violent events 
involving protesters, riot police, and unknown shooters in the capital, Kiev

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kiev


Case Study #1: Russia v Israel
The Ukrainian ‘Revolution’

• In February–March 2014, the Russian Federation annexed the Crimean peninsula

• Crimea was part of Russia from 1783, when the Tsarist Empire annexed it a decade after defeating 
Ottoman forces in the Battle of Kozludzha, until 1954, when the Soviet government 
transferred Crimea from the Russian Soviet Federation of Socialist Republics to the Ukrainian 
Soviet Socialist Republic

• Before Russia’s annexation of Crimea, a controversial referendum was held in Crimea. The 
referendum requested local populations whether they wanted to join Russia as a federal subject, 
or if they wanted to restore the 1992 Crimean constitution and Crimea's status as a part of 
Ukraine. The official result from the Autonomous Republic of Crimea was a 96.77 percent vote for 
integration of the region into the Russian Federation with an 83.1 percent voter turnout. 

• The referendum was regarded as illegitimate by most members of the European Union, the 
United States and Canada mainly due to Russian intervention. Thirteen members of the UN 
Security Council voted in favor of a resolution declaring the referendum invalid, but Russia 
vetoed it and China abstained. A UN General Assembly Resolution was later adopted, by a vote of 
100 in favor vs. 11 against with 58 abstentions, which declared the referendum invalid and 
affirmed Ukraine's territorial integrity.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Federal_subjects_of_the_Russian_Federation


Case Study #1: Russia v Israel
Western States Sanction Russia

• On 6 March 2014, the Obama administration signed an executive 
order declaring a national emergency and ordering sanctions, including 
travel bans and the freezing of U.S. assets, against not-yet-specified 
individuals who had "asserted governmental authority in the Crimean 
region without the authorization of the Government of Ukraine" and 
whose actions were found, inter alia, to "undermine democratic processes 
and institutions in Ukraine".

• On 17 March 2014, the U.S., the EU and Canada introduced specifically 
targeted sanctions, the day after the Crimean referendum and a few hours 
before Russian President Vladimir Putin signed a decree recognizing Crimea 
as an independent state, laying the groundwork for its annexation by 
Russia.



Case Study #1: Russia v Israel
Stephen Harper leads charge to expel Russia from 

the G8 due to Russia’s “Land-Grab” in Crimea



Case Study #1: Russia v Israel
Neo-Nazism Emerges in the Ukraine

The reality of neo-Nazis in Ukraine is far from Kremlin propaganda (The 
Hill, November 9, 2017)

“There are indeed neo-Nazi formations in Ukraine. This has been 
overwhelmingly confirmed by nearly every major Western outlet... The most 
infamous neo-Nazi group in Ukraine is the 3,000-strong Azov Battalion, 
founded in 2014. Prior to creating Azov, its commander, Andriy Biletsky, 
headed the neo-Nazi group Patriot of Ukraine , members of which went on 
to form the core of Azov. Biletsky had stated that the mission of Ukraine is to 
‘lead the White Races of the world in a final crusade for their survival … 
against the Semite-led Untermenschen.’”



Case Study #1: Russia v Israel
Human Rights Activists Accuse Israel in an Israeli 

Court of Arming Ukrainian Neo-Nazis
Rights Groups Demand Israel Stop Arming neo-Nazis in Ukraine (Haaretz, July 9, 2018)

“A group of more than 40 human rights activists have filed a petition with the High Court of 
Justice, demanding the cessation of Israeli arms exports to Ukraine. They argue that these 
weapons serve forces that openly espouse a neo-Nazi ideology and cite evidence that the 
right-wing Azov militia, whose members are part of Ukraine’s armed forces, and are 
supported by the country’s ministry of internal affairs, is using these weapons. An earlier 
appeal to the Defense Ministry was met with no response. The ministry’s considerations in 
granting export licenses for armaments are not disclosed to the public, but it appears that 
the appearance of Israeli weapons in the hands of avowed neo-Nazis should be a 
consideration used in opposing the granting of such a license. Nevertheless, this is not the 
first time in which the defense establishment is arming forces that embrace a national 
socialist ideology.”



Case Study #1: Russia v Israel
Canada’s Military Cooperates with 

Ukrainian Neo-Nazis



Case Study #1: Russia v Israel
Did you say “land-grab”?

• Israel has illegally annexed the Golan Heights and East Jerusalem

• For decades, Canada’s government has openly acknowledged the illegality of this 
annexation

• Global Affairs Canada: “Canada does not recognize permanent Israeli control over 
territories occupied in 1967 (the Golan Heights, the West Bank, East Jerusalem and the 
Gaza Strip). The Fourth Geneva Convention applies in the occupied territories and 
establishes Israel's obligations as an occupying power, in particular with respect to the 
humane treatment of the inhabitants of the occupied territories. As referred to in UN 
Security Council Resolutions 446 and 465, Israeli settlements in the occupied territories 
are a violation of the Fourth Geneva Convention. The settlements also constitute a 
serious obstacle to achieving a comprehensive, just and lasting peace… Canada opposes 
Israel's construction of the barrier inside the West Bank and East Jerusalem which are 
occupied territories. This construction is contrary to international law under the Fourth 
Geneva Convention. Canada not only opposes Israel's construction of a barrier extending 
into the occupied territories, but also expropriations and the demolition of houses and 
economic infrastructure carried out for this purpose.”



Case Study #1: Russia v Israel
The West’s Pro-Israel Double-Standard

• Israel’s defenders claim that Israel is unfairly subjected to a double 
standard. This is half-true – it IS subjected to a double standard, but 
the double standard favours Israel

• While Canada sanctions Russia for its “land-grab” in Crimea, Canada 
effectively rewards Israel for occupying and annexing land in blatant 
violation of international law: 

• CIFTA

• JNF Charitable Status

• Arms trade and cooperation in cyber-security

• Canadian ‘lone wolf’ soldiers and the IDF
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Case Study #2: Saudi Arabia v. Iran

Amnesty International Report on Iran 2017/2018: “The authorities heavily 
suppressed the rights to freedom of expression, association and peaceful 
assembly, as well as freedom of religion and belief, and imprisoned scores of 
individuals who voiced dissent. Trials were systematically unfair. Torture and 
other ill-treatment was widespread and committed with impunity. Floggings, 
amputations and other cruel punishments were carried out. The authorities 
endorsed pervasive discrimination and violence based on gender, political 
opinion, religious belief, ethnicity, disability, sexual orientation and gender 
identity. Hundreds of people were executed, some in public, and thousands 
remained on death row. They included people who were under the age of 18 
at the time of the crime.”



Case Study #2: Saudi Arabia v. Iran

Amnesty International Report on Saudi Arabia 2017/2018: “The authorities 
severely restricted freedoms of expression, association and assembly. Many 
human rights defenders and critics were detained and some were sentenced 
to lengthy prison terms after unfair trials. Several Shi’a activists were 
executed, and many more were sentenced to death following grossly unfair 
trials before the Specialized Criminal Court (SCC). Torture and other ill-
treatment of detainees remained common. Despite limited reforms, women 
faced systemic discrimination in law and practice and were inadequately 
protected against sexual and other violence. The authorities used the death 
penalty extensively, carrying out scores of executions. The Saudi-led coalition 
continued to commit serious violations of international law in Yemen.”



Case Study #2: Saudi Arabia v. Iran

• Saudi-led coalition repeatedly commits apparent war crimes in Yemen

• In Yemen, the U.S.-backed Saudi-led coalition has admitted its airstrike on a 
school bus that killed 51 people, including 40 children, was “unjustified.” The 
bomb that killed the schoolchildren on August 9 was made by Lockheed Martin 
and sold by the US to Saudi Arabia.

• On August 23, Saudi-led coalition airstrikes killed 30 people, including 22 children, 
in a rebel-held area in northwestern Yemen.

• In April 2018, the Saudi-led coalition bombed a wedding party in Yemen, killing at 
least 20

• In October 2016, the Saudi-led coalition admitted it bombed a funeral in Yemen, 
killing at least 140 people and wounded about 600, and said “wrong information” 
was to blame.

• In September 2015, a Saudi-led coalition airstrike on a wedding party killed more 
than 130 people
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Case Study #2: Saudi Arabia v. Iran
Is Iran a “civil rights paradise” compared to

Saudi Arabia?



Case Study #2: Saudi Arabia v. Iran

• Not only does Canada not impose sanctions on Saudi Arabia – as it 
does in the case of Iran – but it is selling billions of dollars of 
weaponized personnel carriers to this monstrous regime

• Evidence has repeatedly emerged that those weapons have been 
used to oppress Saudi Arabia’s Shia population and that they have 
also been used in Yemen

• A country that always ‘stands up for human rights’ cannot possibly 
justify selling arms to the monstrous Saudi autocracy 



Case Study #3: Honduras v. Venezuela

Amnesty International Report on Venezuela 2017/2018: “Venezuela remained in a 
state of emergency, repeatedly extended since January 2016. A National 
Constituent Assembly was elected without the participation of the opposition. The 
Attorney General was dismissed under irregular circumstances. Security forces 
continued to use excessive and undue force to disperse protests. Hundreds of 
people were arbitrarily detained. There were many reports of torture and other ill-
treatment, including sexual violence against demonstrators. The judicial system 
continued to be used to silence dissidents, including using military jurisdiction to 
prosecute civilians. Human rights defenders were harassed, intimidated and subject 
to raids. Conditions of detention were extremely harsh. The food and health crises 
continued to worsen, especially affecting children, people with chronic illness and 
pregnant women. The number of Venezuelans seeking asylum in other countries 
increased.”



Case Study #3: Honduras v. Venezuela

Amnesty International Report on Venezuela 2017/2018: “The level of insecurity 
and violence remained high. Widespread impunity continued to undermine public 
trust in the authorities and the justice system. Protests in the aftermath of the 
presidential election were brutally repressed by security forces. Honduras 
remained one of the most dangerous countries in the Americas region for human 
rights defenders, especially for those working to protect land, territory and the 
environment… Mass protests, which began on 29 November around the country to 
denounce the lack of transparency around the presidential election, were brutally 
repressed by security forces. Hundreds of people were arrested or detained and a 
10-day curfew was implemented in December. Security forces used excessive force 
against protesters, including with lethal weapons. At least 31 people were killed, 
and multiple cases of people being injured by firearms or brutally beaten by 
security forces were also reported, as well as cases that could amount to torture 
and other cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment.”



Case Study #3: Honduras v. Venezuela
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Case Study #3: Honduras v. Venezuela



Direct Human Rights Violations by Canada

• In 2015, Canada’ Truth and Reconciliation Commission found, after years of 
hearings and testimony from thousands of residential school survivors and 
many others, that Canada committed a “cultural genocide” against its 
indigenous peoples

• To this day, indigenous peoples continue to suffer from severe systemic 
racism. For example: (1) As of October 2017, there were 100 long-term 
drinking water advisories in 102 First Nations communities, and nearly 75% 
of water systems on reserves were categorized as high- or medium-risk; (2) 
the incarceration rate of indigenous peoples in Canada is now at 26.4% of 
the federal prison population, while they comprise only 4% of 
the Canadian population; and (3) the Canadian government continues to 
flout its obligations to consult with First Nations in regard to resource 
extraction (e.g. TransMountain pipeline). 



A Sampling of Direct Human Rights Violations 
by the United States Government

• The destruction of Hiroshima and Nagasaki with nuclear weapons

• The carpet-bombing of Cambodia: 2.7 million tons of bombs, 
exceeding the amount the US dropped on Japan during WWII 
(including Hiroshima and Nagasaki) by almost a million tons. About 
30% of the country's population internally displaced; up to 500,000 
dead

• War of aggression on Iraq; over one million have died in Iraq

• Use of torture in the ‘war on terror’

• Subversion of democratically elected regimes in Iran, Chile, Brazil, 
Greece, etc.



Who is the greatest threat to world peace?


