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I was out of the country for two weeks during the opening phase of the political contest that 

will culminate in a Canadian national election on October 21. In late September I took part in 

a controversial conference in Beirut Lebanon. Since ancient times Beirut has been a pivotal 

city in the strategic zone on the eastern shores of the Mediterranean Sea where Asia, Africa 

and Europe converge. Beirut has been dramatically rebuilt in an atmosphere of relative 

stability over recent years, but especially since the turning back of the Israeli invasion of 

southern Lebanon in 2006. 

The conference was organized by the Iran-based New Horizon organization. My time with 

the distinguished members of the international group assembled in Lebanon has helped me to 

see more clearly some of the core issues in the rapidly changing configurations of global 

geopolitics. It has also helped me to appreciate better the nature of problems closer to my 

Canadian home. 

Looking outward from the perspective of the Beirut conference I have garnered many new 

insights on a variety of issues. In particular, I gained fuller appreciation of the problems 

plaguing the vitality of public discourse in my own North American country. I have had to 

face a heightened appreciation of the stunted and parochial character of public discourse in 

Canada even during a national election campaign. It seems there is a dearth of thoughtful 

commentary emerging to address the possibility of new roles for Canada in rapidly changing 

configurations of global power. It seems there is little willingness to consider the possibility 

of a dramatic reshaping of the political, economic, cultural and military interactions that help 

define Canada’s place in the global community of communities. 

I found Lebanon to be an environment much more conducive than Canada to the exercise of 

free speech. The discussions in which I took part in Lebanon helped confirm for me the tight 

censorship of permissible public discourse in Canadian institutions these days. The formal 

and informal censorship extends to harsh repression of thought, discussion and publication in, 

for instance, agencies of the Canadian Broadcasting Corporation, Canadian universities and 

the core institutions in our failing parliamentary democracy. 

The pattern is not unique to Canada. The repression of public discourse is fast reaching crisis 

proportions throughout the Occident. The clampdown of free speech is manifest especially in 

the rush by powerful political lobbies to censor the Internet. 

Much of the rush to control the Internet’s content and search mechanisms is going forward in 

the name of a seemingly benevolent opposition to “hate speech.” It is important to bring 

skeptical eyes to appreciate the true priorities of arbitrarily-appointed censors who claim the 

want to wrestle “hate speech” into insignificance. It seems the ill-conceived war on terror is 

giving rise to a similarly ill-conceived war on hate speech. 



In far too many cases the zeal by elites to decide what people can read, watch and hear on the 

Internet is being carried out in the name of a censorious war on hate speech. In the final 

analysis, the zeal to filter, constrain and reconfigure the Internet’s content and motifs of 

digital interaction is tightly aligned with the self-serving agendas of some of society’s most 

ruthless power brokers. 

The Yemeni Connection to the New Horizon Conference of 2019 in Beirut 

As the New Horizon conference got going, one of the delegates shared with us early news 

about the startling events taking place inside the southern boundary of Saudi Arabia around 

the town of Narjan. Assan Al-Emad, a Yemeni leader, shared with the attendees at the Beirut 

conference insights and information that, to the best of my knowledge, has been sparse and 

misleading in the zealously policed content of the Occident’s mainstream media. 

Even before the circulation of some international reports about the military breakthrough 

being executed by the Yemeni army together with the organized Houthi resistance, Mr. Al-

Emad shared with the conference delegates a running commentary on the remarkable news 

emerging from his home region. The new developments had as their background the Saudi 

Arabian military assault beginning in 2015 on the civilian population of its Yemen in the 

southwest corner of the Arabian Peninsula. Part of that aggressive warfare has involved the 

Saudi attempt to blockade all Yemeni land, air, and seaports in order to starve the indigenous 

population into submission. 

The Saudi war is directed at returning Yemen to the status of a subordinate satellite of the 

world’s wealthiest and notorious Petro tyranny. The Saudi attempt to obliterate the vital 

infrastructure supporting the lives of the Yemen civilian population is backed by a large 

coalition of Occidental and Arab powers. These powers include Canada, Israel, the United 

States, Bahrain, and the United Arab Emirates. 

In recent years the Saudi assault on Yemen has been widely recognized as the basis of the 

largest humanitarian crisis in the world. The invasion has directly affected about 80% of 

Yemen’s 24 million people where starvation in running rife. As a high-level UNICEF official 

put it, “Yemen has become today a living hell for children…. with 400,000 children suffering 

acute malnutrition.” 

Those engaged in the Yemeni resistance to Saudi Arabia’s assault on their country began in 

the summer of 2019 to demonstrate increasingly sophisticated forms of self-defense 

especially through the deployment of unmanned aerial vehicles including drones. In mid-

September this strategy of targeting Saudi installations in the cause of undermining the 

strength of the imperial predator extended to hitting oil-producing and oil-refining 

installations of the Saudi corporate giant, Aramco. 

As the New Horizon delegates learned in Beirut, the Yemeni resistance forces followed up 

this action in late September by capturing about 2,000 Saudi officers and their mercenary 

soldiers who hail from many locations including Sudan, Pakistan, and Iraq. The Yemeni 

resistance also captured hundreds of Saudi military vehicles including some light armored 

vehicles made in Ontario by a Canadian-based unit of General Dynamics. 

The turnaround in the military balance of power in the Arabian Peninsula in September of 

2019 has many global implications. There is no doubt this turnaround is a game-changer with 
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many far-reaching implications. The Yemeni resistance demonstrates that the world’s biggest 

importer of armaments emanating mostly from the United States cannot repel a concerted 

attack on the Saudi Arabian Armed Forces within Saudi territory. The attack comes from 

highly-skilled fighting units hailing mostly from one of the poorest and most aggressively 

assaulted countries in the world. 

In 1945 Saudi Arabia was effectively taken over by the United States and its oil and gas 

sector. The USA claimed the lion’s share of Arabia’s fossil fuel wealth as one of the main 

fruits of victory for intervening to help shift the balance of power towards the allies in the 

Second World War. The family of Ibn Saud was entrusted to play the role of custodian of the 

massive Saudi oil fields largely on behalf of the emerging US superpower with its imperial 

headquarters in the Pentagon. 

Now in 2019, the balance of world power is shifting again, this time to the disadvantage of 

the United States. The drone attacks on Aramco followed by the humiliation of the Saudi 

Armed Forces captured en masse in their own territory demonstrates once again that the 

Saudi royal dynasty is in dire trouble. The monarchical system of Saudi Arabia does not serve 

the largest majority of its own people. Nor is Saudi Arabia capable of carrying on the 

protection for the Zio-American empire of one of the world’s primary caches of the black 

gold that fuels this extended era of dirty industrialization. 

The royal dynasty established by Ibn Saud with British and then US-backing is showing itself 

to have been outmaneuvered and outsmarted by poor but determined regional enemies. These 

enemies have been generated over several generations through the now-legendary ineptitude 

of corrupt Saudi leadership that is widely resented by millions both inside and outside the 

petrodollar’s heartland. 

The absurd dependence of the Occident on the Wahabi Kingdom run by mentally-unstable 

billionaire princes is becoming increasingly obvious. The Kingdom’s vulnerability to the 

growing sophistication of the Yemeni resistance exposes many of the internal contradictions 

plaguing the corrupt constitution of the most zealous drivers of imperial globalization.   

The logistical sophistication embodied in the victories of the Yemeni resistance should not be 

underestimated. The operation demonstrates that the Yemeni resistance has much support 

within Saudi Arabia. The resistance has agents and collaborators inside the Saudi Kingdom 

that are obviously ready, willing and able to supply vital intelligence of developments on the 

ground. 

Among the many elements of the victory by the Yemeni resistance is the shutting down of 

Jizan airport and the targeting of nearby Saudi bases so that reinforcements could not be sent 

into battle. A particularly bold maneuver was aimed at sidelining Apache helicopters parked 

at King Khalid International Airport near Riyadh. The Yemeni resistance deployed missiles, 

drones and anti-aircraft systems to prevent Saudis from supporting their troops in the air. 

They used various electronic jamming devices to disrupt Saudi systems of command and 

control.  Yemeni resistance demonstrated its ability to blind the expensive Patriot radar 

system sold to the Saudis at great expense by US war profiteers. 

Why are the startling developments in the Arabian Peninsula not generating significant 

political discussion here in Canada during our federal election? Can it even be said that there 
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is sufficient objective reporting reaching the heavily censored airwaves and print reporting in 

the Occident to enable even a modicum of informed commentary on the recent 

developments? What obstructions are being put in the way of wider recognition that the 

balance of power in the Arabian Peninsula and in global geopolitics is being inalterably 

affected by dramatic turnarounds in a very significant theatre of military conflict?              

In spite of Prime Minister Justin Trudeau’s war of words with the Saudi government, Canada 

maintains extremely close relations with the leadership and business sector of the Saudi 

Kingdom. This close relationship goes back at least to 1984 when the Saudi plutocrat, Adnan 

Kashoggi, met in Toronto with top officials of the then-ruling Ontario government of Bill 

Davis. In those days this Saudi “playboy” and “arm’s merchant” was often billed as the 

world’s richest man. 

Until he was offered up as a fall guy in the Iran-Contra scandal based on the discovery of a 

covert supply line largely running largely through Canada, the late Jamal Khashoggi’s uncle, 

Adnan, was an ideal candidate for star coverage. Adnan Khashoggi’s ostentatious lifestyle 

perfectly fit the dominant plotline of the hit TV series, “Lifestyles of the Rich and Famous.” 

Khashoggi’s close partner was Peter Munk who some have described as an agent charged to 

advance the financial interests of Canada’s Bronfman family dynasty. Khashoggi and Munk 

teamed up in Toronto with the aim of preparing a public offering of Barrick Gold shares. The 

history of Barrick Gold in Canada is deeply intertwined with the rising importance of the 

Munk School of Global Affairs at the University of Toronto. The Barrick Gold Company has 

been used as a primary commercial base for the Conservative and Republican parties of 

former Canadian Prime Minister, Brian Mulroney, and former US President, George H.W. 

Bush. 

On the other side of Canada’s main electoral rivalry is the large international engineering 

firm, SNC-Lavalin. This corporate entity has been fashioned as one of the primary 

commercial platforms cultivated as a base of operations for the Liberal Party of Canada. The 

covert merger of public and private interests in the corporatocracy embodied by 

the international operations of SNC has been an important pillar in the rise of the Trudeau 

family dynasty. 

The changing situation in Saudi Arabia is deeply integrated into the substance of the SNC-

Lavalin fiasco, a complex scandal that has created a significant political problem menacing 

Justin Trudeau’s quest for re-election. Canada’s SNC scandal has some of its major roots in 

the company’s efforts to gain multiple engineering contracts in Libya through wholesale 

bribery of the Gaddafi family, but especially Muammar’s son, Saif Al-Islam Gaddafi. 

The scandal swirling around SNC is this election no doubt also involves Saudi Arabia where 

the company employs 9.000 individuals. This number is comparable to the number of people 

employed in the SNC’s Montreal headquarters. Justin Trudeau speaks often about the need to 

protect SNC jobs in his own Montreal riding. The current Prime Minister, however, never 

elaborates on the Libyan and Saudi Arabian background of the company’s effort to exploit its 

Liberal Party connections in order to evade multiple criminal charges including some 

emanating from the World Bank. 
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The failure to even notice the dramatic military turnaround being suffered by Canada’s Saudi 

ally during the height of our national election is reminiscent of a similar case in 2011. During 

the federal election of 2011 the Canadian Armed Forces began to play a large role in NATO’s 

bombing campaign aimed at an illegal and ill-considered regime change in Libya. 

This military intervention culminated in the vigilante-style murder/sodomy of Muammar 

Gadaffi. The murder was executed by a well-armed mob left free by NATO and the UN to 

commit a ruthless act of lethal violence against a sitting head-of-state and against what 

remains of the degraded viability of anything resembling an international rule of law. “We 

came, we saw, he died” exclaimed former Secretary of State Hillary Clinton in a now-

notorious statement that succinctly sums up the nature of her strategic understanding of how 

power is exercised. 

In 2011 the leaders of all the major political parties in Canada conspired with the mainstream 

media to make sure no significant opening was allowed for significant electoral debate on 

Canada’s role in the Occident’s treatment of the government and people of Libya. It seems 

that our political masters increasingly want to sideline the big issues of war and peace, life 

and death, as eligible subjects for formal debate in national elections. National elections in 

which corrupt media venues deny citizens the basic information we require to make informed 

decisions are of dubious legitimacy. 

Navigating Relations Between USA, Israel, Iran and Saudi Arabia 

On September 29 when I was still in Beirut, the US TV network, CBS, broadcasted an 

interview with Saudi Crown Prince Muhammad Bin-Salman. The interview was recorded 

several days before the item was televised. It was the first English-language interview granted 

by the Crown Prince since reports emerged in October of 2018 that Saudi government 

officials had gruesomely murdered in Istanbul’s Saudi consulate a prominent Saudi journalist, 

Jamal Khashoggi. 

The exchange between the hands-on ruler of the Saudi Kingdom and journalist Norah 

O’Donnell appeared on CBS’s 60 Minutes. There might have been some real rhetorical 

fireworks generated in Canada by the 60 Minutes telecast if our electoral process was a 

genuinely open exercise in candid political interaction rather than a televised spectacle 

scripted to adhere to the narrow boundaries of permitted debate.   

Generally speaking, national electorates are frequently discouraged by the experts in media 

spin from looking beyond a few well-marked subjects of domestic concern. In my view, this 

systemic sabotaging of democratic spontaneity in elections-- this betrayal of the rights and 

responsibilities of free speech-- is contributing significantly to Canada’s increasingly anaemic 

role in the international arena.  

Abdel Bari Atwan, the Editor-In-Chief of Rai al-Youm, offered up the 

following characterization of the televised performance of the man pulling most of the strings 

of Saudi monarchical rule. Mr. Atwan wrote that bin Salman was 

unusually conciliatory towards Iran and its allies, completely abandoning the hawkish 

escalatory tone that has characterized most if not all his previous interviews…. The most 

plausible explanation for this sudden outbreak of dovishness is that the Saudi Crown prince 

feels betrayed and deceived by his Western allies, especially the US. They left him standing 
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alone to face a succession of Iranian or Iranian-backed attacks and failed to retaliate after key 

Saudi oil facilities were targeted three times in succession — including the very nerve center 

of its petroleum industry in Abqeiq and Khreis, slashing its output by half. 

Prince bin Salman conducted the taped interview with CBS prior to the circulation of news 

that the Saudi land forces had suffered a major defeat on Saudi territory at the hands of the 

Yemeni resistance. Nevertheless, the change in the military balance of power was already 

well advanced when the Saudi leader made his comments. 

I am more skeptical than is Mr. Atwan about the sincerity of the Crown Prince’s sudden 

“dovishness.” Since the exchange on 60 Minutes was the first interview Prince bin Salman 

had granted since the murder by Saudi officials of Jamal Khashoggi, the prevailing mood of 

the Saudi leader was animated by his need to eat some humble pie on American TV. His tone 

of light contrition affected his way of talking about Iran. Under the circumstances, bin 

Salman pulled back from engaging in his usual sword rattling rhetoric highlighting the 

military dimension of Saudi Arabia’s conflict with its Iranian opponent. 

By appointing itself as a harbinger of war, the CBS network afforded Crown Prince bin 

Salman considerable latitude to feign the role of a sensible friend of peace among nations. I 

for one did not find bin Salman at all credible in this personae. When seeking a response from 

the Crown Prince about drone strikes on Aramco, Norah O’Donnell declared sharply, “Iran 

struck Aramco.” Not surprisingly the journalist offered up no evidence or explanation to back 

CBS’s attempt to advance the interests of the war party that seeks to incite public support for 

a US-led invasion of Iran. 

On behalf of his Liberal federal government, Justin Trudeau has aggravated the conditions 

that have rendered Canada a foe of Iran and a friend of Saudi Arabia including in its recent 

history of genocidal incursions into Yemen. Trudeau had promised in the last federal election 

of 2015 to re-establish with Iran formal diplomatic relations. 

In 2012 Stephen Harper strongly took the side of the anti-Iranian war party. Harper 

implemented the Israel Lobby’s request that Canada should withdraw from diplomatic 

relations with Tehran. Not only did Trudeau fail in his first term to make good on this 

election promise to the Canadian people. Trudeau added insult to injury by adding to the 

weight of antagonisms with Iran. He carried through with Harper’s plan to appropriate 

Iranian property in Canada in order to redistribute it to “victims of terrorism.” 

I began attending New Horizon conferences in Tehran in 2014. Since then, the New Horizon 

conferences have given rise to a New Horizon movement. In partnership with our Iranian 

colleagues, the New Horizon group is made up largely of independent-minded skeptics based 

widely throughout the Occident. A common denominator informing many participants in the 

New Horizon movement is a significant loss of confidence in the capacity of Western 

governments, media cartels, universities, and political lobbies to operate within a framework 

of relative honesty, integrity and respect for the requirements of law and due process. 

An example of the kind of understanding that animates many who have attended the New 

Horizon conferences is a willingness to engage in clear condemnation of the audacious 

misrepresentations of the events of September 11, 2001. The wrongheaded notions 

concerning who did what to whom on 9/11 and why have been followed up by the 

perpetration of subsequent acts of false flag terrorism. This Deep State engineering of 
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Islamophobic responses to 9/11 has helped in the creation of public support for US invasions 

of Muslim-majority countries including Iraq and Iran. 

An overriding preoccupation of the Israel Lobby and of many Israel First partisans is to 

persuade the leadership of the US government to invade Iran. This agenda has been promoted 

relentlessly since the 9/11 false-flag terror event of 2001. As President Donald Trump’s 

National Security Adviser, John Bolton was one of the most obsessive promoters of a US-led 

war on Iran in order to serve Israel’s expansionistic agenda. Was Bolton fired because 

Donald Trump discovered that one of his key advisers on international and strategic affairs 

was first and foremost serving Benjamin Netanyahu as a White House spy? 

It seems Trump has attempted to offer up some red meat to the hawks demanding an invasion 

of Iran. The US President has expanded the frontiers of so-called “sanctions” on Iran. The 

term, “sanctions,” that has become a kind of code for many-faced forms of economic warfare. 

The effort to expand the field of sanctions targeting Iran’s economy has had its base in the 

US Treasury branch and in particular in the Office of Terrorism and Financial Intelligence. 

Created in the wake of 9/11, the keepers of this Office have consistently been zealous Israel 

First neoconservatives from Stuart Levy to David Cohen to Sigal Mandelker. 

Mandelker, a current or past Israeli citizen, became part of the wave of Israel First 

partisans who flooded into high-ranking positions in the administration of US President 

George W. Bush after 9/11. She became an economic hit woman as the Global War on Terror 

coalesced to become the US government’s top strategic priority. 

During her quick rise up the ladder of administrative power within the US government, 

Mandelker served as a clerk for ultraconservative Supreme Court Judge Clarence Thomas 

and as a lawyer representing Homeland Security czar, Michael Chertoff. Apparently 

Mandelker played a role on behalf of the federal Justice Department in arranging the 

sweetheart deal extended to Jeffrey Epstein in Florida in 2008 for various infractions 

including child sex trafficking. There is much literature suggesting that a big part of Epstein’s 

operation involved creating the conditions for Mossad and other related intelligence agencies 

to blackmail key politicians.   

Like so many of her Israel First colleagues, Mandelker became obsessed with heaping 

recriminations on Iran. She was prominent among the Israel First partisans who were 

inducted en masse into the deep bowels of the international affairs branches of the US 

government after 9/11. In spite of much evidence to the contrary, she regularly charges Iran 

with trying to obtain nuclear weapons. At the same time, she remains completely mum on the 

reality of Israel’s still-unacknowledged possession of many nuclear weapons. 

As Mandelker sees it, “Iran is “posing an incredibly destabilizing presence in the region.” She 

added, “They’re threatening our great ally in the region, Israel!” 

Given even the partial information that has already emerged concerning Mandelker’s 

relationship to the USA and Israel, certain questions have been emerging. In her work as a 

US economic intelligence officer has Sigal Mandelker been working as a spy for the Israeli 

government, a polity well known over the years for conducting very concerted espionage 

operations in the United States?   
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Has Mandelker’s work figured at all into the spying allegations directed by one branch of the 

FBI at AIPAC and at the neocon’s very hawkish organization, Foundation for the Defense of 

Democracies? Was Mandelker’s recent resignation on October 2 an indication that the 

substance of her work in the US Treasury Branch could not withstand skeptical scrutiny 

concerning the substance of what she was really doing on behalf of her patrons and clients in 

Israel and the United States? 

In her last weeks as the primary enforcer of the USA’s campaign of economic warfare 

targeting Iran, Sigal Mandelker went on a kind of sanctions blitzkrieg. As part of her 

economic warfare activities, Mandelker targeted the New Horizon conference as well as its 

top organizers. In particular, Mandelker pinned the new label of “Global Terrorist” on Iranian 

broadcaster, Nader Talebzadeh, and on his Lebanese wife, Zeinab Mehanna. 

This effort to further isolate Iran and to throw up obstacles to any peace-making dialogue 

between US and Iranian citizens went further. FBI officers visited the 11 public intellectuals 

in the United States who had planned to attend the New Horizon conference in Beirut 

between September 20 and 26. All these individuals were threatened with heavy fines and jail 

time if they took part in an event whose aims include identifying was of avoiding disastrous 

bloody wars. What US interests would be served by a US-led invasion on 80 million Persian 

people whose government happens to be in a strong position to respond with a formidable 

national self-defense? 

Among those pressured into staying home was Dr. Kevin Barrett, an outspoken Muslim critic 

of the dubious assumptions and outright lies animating the conduct of the Global War on 

Terror. Dr. Barrett summed up as follows his understanding of the reason for attempting to 

sanction and thus cripple an event dedicated to advancing the arts of sciences of dialogue and 

peace over the devastations of war. He wrote, 

I think the Tehran-based New Horizon NGO has been targeted because its conferences are 

viewed as an ideological threat to powerful special interests here in the US. Mainstream 

Iranian intellectuals like New Horizon organizer and filmmaker Nader Talebzadeh, the most 

popular TV host in Iran, hold views of the US empire, Israel, and related issues that are very 

different from the views allowed expression in mainstream American media and politics. Yet 

a great many well-informed people, globally and here in the US, largely agree with some or 

most aspects of the mainstream Iranian view, and disagree with the mainstream American 

one. The New Horizon conferences have been a platform where many of the world’s most 

formidable dissident intellectuals can meet in person, get to know each other, and find ways 

to promote their interpretations of world events. 

Michael Maloof was another member of the group of Americans who had planned to attend 

the New Horizon conference but who warned by federal police to stay away if they wanted to 

avoid harsh consequences. A 30-year veteran of the US Defense Department, Maloof retired 

as a senior security policy analyst with the Office of the Secretary of Defence. Of his reason 

for being drawn into the orbit of the New Horizon movement, Maloof said of himself and of 

his American colleagues, “We’re all still US patriots, but we believe there’s another way to 

go about things other than looking at everything in Iran through the prism of Israel.” 

Because the US delegates did not attend, I found myself to be the only North American 

delegate included in the program. The contrast between my treatment by my own Canadian 

government and the treatment of my US colleagues by their government is significant. As I 
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see it, there are good reasons for Canada and Iran to return to normal diplomatic and 

economic relations. I am of course pleased to be left free to advocate this position of 

normalization of relations in the developments of policies in both Ottawa and Tehran. 

My presentation on the podium of the New Horizon conference on Sept. 23 dealt with my 

reflections on some of my recent research for a paper entitled “The Israel Lobby and 

University Governance.” I initiated this research following an episode that put me at the 

center of a crude and illegal assault mounted by the Israel Lobby in partnership with the 

administration of the University of Lethbridge in Alberta Canada. This administration failed 

grossly to live up to its fiduciary responsibilities to adhere to the contractual protections for 

academic freedom in Canada. 

My unilateral suspension from my professional duties in October of 2016 was pushed 

forward in a way that denied me pay, due process or the proferring of any coherent evidence 

to which I could respond. A court in Alberta court eventually condemned unequivocally this 

combination of administrative actions. The win for my faculty association and I, however, 

took place after the Israel Lobby in Canada had already mounted a specious media smear 

campaign with the aim of delegitimizing me professionally. The effort to try to outlaw as 

“anti-Semitic” any criticism of Israel and its treatment of Palestinian people is moving in the 

same direction in North America as the travesty of smear directed at Jeremy Corbyn, the 

leader of the Labour Party in Great Britain. 

Meanwhile, it is unlikely that most of the issues I raised in Beirut and in this essay will make 

their way into the gate-kept confines shaping the current parochial character of electioneering 

in Canada. The Israel Lobby as embodied in organizations like B’nai Brith Canada and the 

Centre for Israel and Jewish Affairs (CIJA) is seeing to it that any debate on 

Israel/Palestinians affairs is held to a minimum. Moreover, I am not optimistic that any of the 

contenders for the job of Canadian prime minister have the capacity, courage, insight or 

independence to mount a thoughtful political debate on the need for Canada to reorient the 

dominant motifs of our interactions with Iran, Saudi Arabia, Israel and the United States. 

Terrorists or Freedom Fighters? 

Like many Israel First mouthpieces in North America, Sigal Mandelker repeats often many of 

the slogans of the anti-Iran war party. Like John Bolton, she has tried to fan the flames of 

extreme Islamophobia and Iranophobia. She seeks to push the US government to lead a 

monumental war project that would target the Persian heartland. She labels Iran with the 

unsupported slogan that the Muslim-majority country is the “biggest exporter of terrorism in 

the world.” Seldom do those who constantly repeat this mantra ever attempt to explain the 

assertion. 

One obvious way of calling into question the claims equating Iran with the international 

support of terrorism is to point out the relative peace and stability currently enjoyed by all the 

citizens of Lebanon. These citizens include Shia, Sunni and Christian groups. This stability is 

to some extent founded on Iran’s backing of forces that helped defend Lebanon’s territorial 

integrity against armed intervention by the Israeli Defence Force in 2006. Iran’s positive 

relation with the government of Lebanon helps to explain how it is that the most recent New 

Horizon conference took place in Beirut. 
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Iran’s relationship with the Yemeni resistance, which by and large emerges from deep within 

the Aboriginal cultures of the Indigenous peoples, also helps cast doubt on the Israel Lobby’s 

propagandistic condemnation of Iran. Any reasonable account of the Saudi invasion of the 

life support system of Yemeni citizens since 2015 reveals the obvious fact that the Saudis are 

the aggressors and that their victims are the targets of round after round of ruthless state 

terrorism. 

If anyone is a leading exporter of terrorism, it is the Saudi Arabian monarchy. The Houthis 

and other Yemeni citizens are prominent among the victims of the Saudi government with its 

weird missionary preoccupations aimed at spreading its own Takfiri form of Wahabi 

fundamentalism. 

Saudi Arabia, the USA and Israel have much to do with the creation and backing of the al-

Qaeda and ISIL/Daesh, proxy armies that consistently fought the armed forces of the elected 

governments of Syria, Iran, and Russia. The forces of the so-called “Islamic state” fought 

with the backing of Israel, the USA and many NATO countries. Iran itself has had to defend 

its own citizens from the incursion of ISIL/Daesh. 

Iran has had to absorb a cyberwar directed at it by the National Security apparatus of the 

USA and Israel. This attack included the goal of crippling Iran’s local system for generating 

electrical energy. Iran has had to absorb many ruthless assassinations of its nuclear scientists. 

Iran has to face the West’s growing political support of a former Marxist organization that is 

much despised by many indigenous Persians. The violent group, MeK, is being cast in much 

the same role as was Ahmed Chalabi prior to the US-led invasion of Iraq in 2003. MeK is 

being groomed to take up the levers of power in Iran following the regime change war being 

persistently promoted even by the likes of the CBS television network. 

How is it a promotion of terrorism for Iran to intervene in Lebanon in the process that has 

brought some peace and stability to benefit all the citizens of a very diverse and pluralistic 

country? How is it a promotion of terrorism to render some assistance to an indigenous 

fighting force whose aim is to protect Yemeni citizens from the genocidal incursions of the 

predatory Saudi royal dynasty? How is it an export of terrorism for Iran to support the elected 

government of Syria against those invaders seeking to balkanize and subjugate the country in 

order to advance a malevolent agenda involving, it seems, an endless series of US wars for 

Israel? 

 

https://ahtribune.com/world/3544-west-support-alqaeda-isis.html
https://ahtribune.com/world/3544-west-support-alqaeda-isis.html

