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IN THIS ISSUE 

The Crisis in Ukraine (Length: 15:11) 
It was a people's revolution that eventually overthrew the Ukraine president and his government early 
in 2014. Then Vladimir Putin moved Russia’s military into Crimea. Now this area in southern Ukraine has 
become a pawn in a political game of tug of war between Russia and the West. 

News in Review Study Modules 

Canada’s Spy Story, December 2012 
Repression and Fear in Russia, March 2007 
Ukraine Vote: A Peaceful Revolution, 

February 2005 

  Related CBC Videos 

Berlin: 20 Years After 
Love, Hate and Propaganda II: The Cold War 
 

 

Airport Wi‐Fi: Canada Spying on Its Own (Length: 11:04) 
Communications Security Establishment Canada (CSEC) is a government agency tasked with gathering 
intelligence in other countries. Documents released by American whistleblower Edward Snowden, 
however, tell a very different story. For a two‐week span, thousands of people who travelled through 
Canadian airports had their movements tracked even after they left the airport. CSEC says their actions 
were legal, but some disagree. 

News in Review Study Modules 

A Look Back at International News 2013 
(includes segment on Edward Snowden) 

Bill C‐30 and Internet Privacy, April 2012 
U.S.‐China: The Risks of Spying, May 2001 
WikiLeaks and the Information War, 

February 2011 
CSIS: Spying on Canada, October 1994 

  Related CBC Videos 

Inside CSIS 
Security Threat: The New World Order 

 



MARCH 2014 

 

News in Review ∙ CBC Learning | Curio.ca ∙ newsinreview.cbclearning.ca 3 
 

Stephen Harper in Israel (Length: 14:49) 
In his first official visit to Israel, Prime Minister Stephen Harper promised ongoing support from Canada. 
And though he was welcomed graciously, it did not stop detractors in both Canada and Israel from 
speaking out. Harper’s speech in the Israeli parliament gained particular attention. 

News in Review Study Modules 

Eight Days: Israel and Hamas, January 2013 
Lebanon War: Israel Battles Hezbollah, 

September 2006 
Stephen Harper: The Path to Power, 

March 2006 
Arab Revolt: Israeli Political Upheaval, 

March 2001 
Israel 2000: A New Middle East?, April 1999 
 

   

 

Russia: In the Shadow of the Games (Length: 16:26) 
It was Russia's time to shine as it hosted the 2014 Winter Games ‐ and it was also Russian President 
Vladimir Putin's moment of glory as he played host to the world. But who is this man who rules Russia 
with a smile and an iron fist? And what does the youth of Russia think about him? 

News in Review Study Modules 

Repression and Fear in Russia, March 2007 
School Horror: Hundreds Die in Russia,  

October 2004 
Crisis in Russia: Civil Unrest, November 1999 
Russia in Crisis: Yeltsin’s Last Stand,  

October 1998 
‐ ‐ 
Actualité en revue: Le train transsibérien: 

Voyage vers l'autre Russie, mars 2014 
 
 
 

  Related CBC Videos 

Berlin: 20 Years After 
Love, Hate and Propaganda II: The Cold War 
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MINDS ON 

The crisis in Ukraine is a "geo-political" crisis. 
What “geo-political” signifies is that a deep 
knowledge of the geography of Ukraine is 
essential to understanding, explaining and 
predicting political actions there. Ukraine is 
facing the loss of one of its territories, the 
Crimea, after Moscow officially took possession 
of the southern peninsula in late March. This 
followed a vote by the Crimean people to split 
from Ukraine and join Russia — a separation that 
the European Union and other Western nations 
deem illegal, but that Russia sees as legitimate 
and warranted. 

List as many geographic factors that you can 
think of that may impact a nation's political 
stability. You may wish to use Canada as an 
example.

ACTIVITY: ANALYSING THE 
UKRAINE CRISIS USING MAPS 

In order to understand more about the geo-
political crisis in Ukraine, read and analyse the 
following maps. Duplicate Table 1 on the 
following page in order to note your observations 
for each map. After completing a reading of the 
map, answer the research questions for each. 

Map 1: European Union States 
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:EU_map_names_isles.png 

Further research: What is the European Union? 
What countries belong to the European Union? 
What countries do not belong? What 
advantage/disadvantage would there be to 
joining the European Union? 

 

Map 2: Ukraine gas pipelines 
cbc.ca/news2/interactives/ukraine‐maps/ 

Further research: What are Ukraine's main 
imports and exports? Who are Ukraine's main 
economic partners (European Union nations or 
Russia)? 
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Map 3. Ukraine's Ethnic Divide 
cbc.ca/news2/interactives/ukraine‐dashboard/ 

Further research: What ethnic groups live in 
Ukraine? Who are the Tatars and were they in 
historical conflict with Russian? What was the 
Holodomor? How does this historic event 
impact Ukrainian relations with Russia? Why 
would the people of the Crimea vote to join 
Russia? Why do some Russians living in Crimea 
feel threatened by ethnic Ukrainians? 

 

Map 4. A Divided Ukraine 
cbc.ca/news/world/russian‐aircraft‐troops‐in‐
ukraine‐bring‐warning‐from‐u‐s‐1.2554798 

Further research: How does geography impact 
loyalties to Russia and the West? 

 

Historical Ukraine Maps 
bbc.com/news/world‐europe‐26476314 

Watch a brief summary of the history of 
Ukraine using historical maps and make brief 
notes on significant information. 

Table 1: Map analysis  

Type of Map (e.g. raised relief map, topographic, political, thematic, artifact, satellite photography) 
 

Title of Map 
 

Creator of the Map 
 

Describe what you see: 
 

Why do you think this map was created? 
 

What important questions does this map answer about Ukraine and/or the Crimea? 
 

Show what you know 

Draw conclusions based on your analysis of the features of Ukraine's geography (both physical and 
human geography) that are influencing the current crisis. Make a prediction as to what may happen as the 
crisis unfolds. 
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VIDEO REVIEW 

Pre‐viewing 

1. As a class or in groups, discuss what you already know about the crisis in Ukraine. 

2. List as many nations as you can where a different ethnic/religious/linguistic group would like 
independence from the nation in which they reside. What are the main reasons for a group to want to 
separate from an existing nation? 

 

 

3. Do you think it is ever "fair" or "legal" for a group to separate from the nation it inhabits? If yes, what 
would be those "fair" or "legal" ways to separate? 

 

 

4. Do you think it is ever "fair" or "legal" for a nation to interfere in the political affairs of another 
nation? When and why? 

 

 

While viewing 

1. Protests in Ukraine began after the President pulled out of a trade agreement with the E.U.: 
 TRUE    FALSE 

2. There were no casualties in the protests held in the capital: 
 TRUE    FALSE 

3. Ukraine is the largest country in Eastern Europe: 
 TRUE    FALSE 

4. What happened to the Ukrainian president, Victor Yanukovych? 
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5. According to the Russian government why were troops sent to the Crimea (a southern territory in 
Ukraine)? 

 

 

 

6. According to the Ukrainian government why did Russia send troops into the Crimea? 

 

 

 

7. What is the U.S. doing to condemn Russia’s actions? 

 

 

After Viewing: Create a News in Review segment 

Create a News in Review segment that updates the Ukraine political crisis, keeping the following points 
in mind: 

• Include video and/or photos that highlight the most significant new events. 

• Develop an introduction that captures the attention of the viewer and introduces them to what 
they are about to see. 

• Use voiceovers and segues to transition from one video/photo to another with important 
background information that keeps the story moving. 

• Incorporate voices representing different viewpoints in the crisis — e.g. Ukrainian nationalists, 
Russian supporters in the Crimea, the U.S. and Canadian government, the Russian government, 
Tatars. 

• Display a map that helps to illustrate an important point on the cause of the crisis. 

• For your conclusion, summarize the outcomes and implications of the story. 
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WAS THE CRIMEA 
ANNEXED BY RUSSIA OR 
DID IT JOIN RUSSIA?

The Ukraine is one of the most 
corrupt countries in the world, 
according to the Corruption 
Perceptions Index, where it is ranked 
144 out of 175 nations. This index 
ranks countries on how corrupt their 
government workers (politicians, 
police, and bureaucrats) are 
perceived by the nation’s citizens. 
The Ukraine’s score indicates that 
the Ukrainian people believe that 
abuses of power, secret dealings and 
bribery are typical in their government. 

Reflecting this dissatisfaction in their 
government, in the 2004 Orange Revolution, 
Ukrainians protested a rigged national election 
and removed President Victor Yanukovych from 
power. The “Orange Alliance” was ultimately 
not successful due to infighting and corruption 
in the new government alliance and, by 2006, 
Yanukovych was back in office. Ukraine was 
facing tough political and economic times. 

For several years Ukraine had been negotiating 
to become a member of the European Union in 
order to help its struggling economy. An EU 
deal would be a free trade deal with all EU 
member states that would greatly enhance labour 
mobility and improve cooperation on energy and 
transport. 

Ukraine’s economy, however, is closely tied to 
Russia, and Russian President Vladmir Putin 
made it clear that Ukraine could not have two 
strategic partnerships — it must choose between 
Europe and Russia. Russia had also been 
exerting economic pressure on the Ukrainian 
government not to join the EU by banning 
Ukrainian exports to Russia and subjecting 
Ukrainian goods to lengthy custom checks. 

On November 14, 2013 the Ukrainian 
parliament postponed consideration of a bill to 
free a former prime minister, Yulia 
Tymoshenko, a rival of Yanukovych, from jail. 
European negotiators had made her release a 
condition for a European Union-Ukraine trade 
deal. A week later, the government suspended 
talks with the EU and accepted a $15 billion 
bailout from Russia.  

Ukrainians, who largely support European trade 
and political connections, began protests in the 
capital’s central square. Hundreds of thousands 
of protestors gathered and were meet with tear 
gas and police. Deadly clashes resulted. 
President Yanukovych passed anti-protest laws 
but the protests continued. Yanukovych 
eventually fled the country and went to Russia 
denouncing the protestors as pro-Western 
terrorists. 

Pro-Russian forces quickly and efficiently took 
control of the Crimea (a territory in Ukraine) in 
late February 2014. It was a relatively peaceful 
process since the majority of the people living in 
the Crimea were ethnic Russians with strong ties 
to Russia. There was also continued 
dissatisfaction with the Ukrainian ruling elite, 



MARCH 2014 – THE CRISIS IN UKRAINE 

 

News in Review ∙ CBC Learning | Curio.ca ∙ newsinreview.cbclearning.ca 9 
 

and those of Russian descent feared the new 
coalition government were pro-Ukrainian 
nationalists who had little interest in the rights of 
other ethnicities. It is important to note that the 
Crimea was part of Russia until 1954 and that 
Russia’s Black Sea fleet is based in Ukrainian 
ports. 

On March 16, 2014 a referendum was held in 
the Crimea. The ballot presented voters with two 
choices, and neither option allowed for the 
possibility that Crimea would remain part of the 
nation of Ukraine. The choice was to rejoin 
Russia or to become a more autonomous nation 
within Ukraine. The results of the vote were 
announced as a “landslide victory for Russia” 
with 97% of votes cast choosing to secede from 
Ukraine. The Supreme Council of the Crimea 
then issued a formal request to join the Russian 
Federation. 

This referendum is controversial for two 
reasons. First, the referendum was not called by 
the Ukrainian government; it was called by pro-
Russian forces within the Crimea who are 
supported by Russian military. Second, the 
referendum was held in only one part of 
Ukraine, where the most ethnic Russians live, 
thereby, virtually guaranteeing a yes vote. The 

referendum was boycotted by those who do not 
want to unite with Russia. 

The Russian military presence and the 
referendum are seen by the West as a violation 
of Ukrainian and international law. Russia has 
annexed a territory illegally. Ukrainian and 
international law require a nation-wide 
referendum on any change to the country’s 
borders. But for Russia, all that was important 
was that the people of Crimea had voted to 
rejoin the Russian nation. Putin and his 
government see their actions as justified since 
they serve to protect and stabilize an area where 
close to 60% of the population is ethnic Russian. 
The European Union, the U.S. and Canada 
declared the vote illegal and will not recognize 
its outcome. The United Nations drafted a 
resolution condemning the vote but it was 
vetoed by Russia. 

This ongoing crisis is the most serious East-
West rift since the end of the Cold War, with all 
sides wondering how to proceed without igniting 
a wider and more serious conflict. 

*Go to Transparency International to see how other 
nations rank on the Corruption Perceptions Index: 
transparency.org/cpi2013/results 

Did you know? 
During the Cold War (1947‐1991) the earth was divided into three “worlds.” The “West” was composed 
of North American Treaty Organization members and other countries aligned with the United States. 
The “East” was in the Soviet Union’s sphere of influence. The “Third World” consisted of countries that 
were aligned with neither West nor East. This historic time period was characterized by extreme military 
and political tensions between the superpowers — the U.S. and the Soviet Union. 

1. What factors would make the government of Ukraine pro-EU and what factors would make it pro-
Russia? 

2. Describe the two differing points of view regarding the referendum in the Crimea? 

3. What do you think the best course of action would be for the “West” — use political pressure, employ 
sanctions, take military action or stay uninvolved? Why? 
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MINDS ON 

Review the following definitions before reading 
the article. 

Meta – A prefix derived from the Greek word 
meaning “after” or “beyond.” 

Data – Facts or statistics collected for analysis. 

Metadata – So-called “data about data.” 
Metadata can comprise a collection of 
information that provides details surrounding the 
behaviour of groups or individuals. For example, 
wireless metadata relating to phone calls and e-
mails sent and received, as well as web pages 
visited, could be used to build a profile of a 
group or person. 

SETTING THE STAGE 

All they wanted to do was access the airport’s 
free Wi-Fi service. Well, they got that free 
access but at a price: for two weeks after using 
the airport Wi-Fi, thousands of travellers had 
their metadata tracked by Canada’s electronic 
spy agency. 

CSEC  
Charged with the responsibility of discovering, 
assessing and thwarting foreign terrorist threats 
to Canada, the Communications Security 
Establishment Canada (CSEC) piloted a project 
in 2012 that monitored the metadata of travellers 
who used the free airport Wi-Fi service of a 
“mid-sized” Canadian airport. Then for a two-
week period following, they tracked the 
behaviour of every smartphone, tablet and laptop 
user that opted to access the airport Wi-Fi — 
even gathering data from the devices’ history 
prior to logging in. The travellers didn’t suspect 
a thing.  

SPYCRAFT 101 – THE AGENCIES 

The Canadian Security Intelligence Service 
(CSIS) is responsible for gathering information 
dealing with specific threats to Canadian 
citizens and assets and putting a stop to those 
threats either on their own or with partners like 
the Canadian Armed Forces. The Central 
Intelligence Agency (CIA) plays the same role in 
the U.S. 

The Communications Security Establishment 
Canada (CSEC) is responsible for monitoring and 
protecting Canadian electronic communications 
— assessing, analyzing, and dealing with threats 
as they present themselves. The National 
Security Agency (NSA) is the much larger U.S. 
version of CSEC. 

Snowden and the CBC 
That is until the CBC went public with the 
information after sifting through the mountains 
of information leaked to the world by Edward 
Snowden. The former CIA and NSA staffer 
achieved notoriety after sharing over 200 000 
classified documents with journalists from the 



MARCH 2014 – AIRPORT WI‐FI: CANADA SPYING ON ITS OWN

 

News in Review ∙ CBC Learning | Curio.ca ∙ newsinreview.cbclearning.ca 11 
 

Guardian and the Washington Post. Snowden’s 
immediate concern stemmed from the fact that 
U.S. intelligence agencies were conducting mass 
surveillance on millions of U.S. citizens. 
Snowden felt he was morally obligated to reveal 
this fact in an effort to make people aware that 
their own government was, for all intents and 
purposes, spying on them.  

Data about data? 
Among the Snowden documents was a brief 
PowerPoint presentation dealing with the CSEC 
operation reported by CBC. CSEC maintains 
that they were looking at metadata — an 
innocuous term that many refer to as “data about 
data.” They say that metadata analysis does not 
involve listening to people’s phone calls or 
reading their e-mails (CSEC would need a 
warrant for that); instead the focus is on 
discovering trends and patterns that demonstrate 
behaviour that might prove to be a threat to 
Canada’s national security. CSEC maintains that 
access to metadata is crucial if they are to 
narrow down and target specific threats to 
Canada.  

The problem 
CSEC came under intense scrutiny after news of 
the project broke because it appeared that the 
airport Wi-Fi operation was illegal. CSEC is not 
allowed to spy on Canadians at home or abroad. 
There is little doubt that many of the travellers 
who accessed the airport Wi-Fi were Canadians. 
However, Defence Minister Bob Nicholson 

defended CSEC saying the agency never 
targeted the “communications” of individual 
Canadians. Many critics believe the minister’s 
language was deliberately elusive, claiming that 
metadata collection (that gathers personal 
information like e-mail addresses and phone 
calls made and received) is similar enough to 
reading people’s private e-mails or listening to 
their phone conversations to make the project 
illegal. In fact, Ontario Privacy Commissioner 
Ann Cavoukian boldly stated, “This resembles 
the activities of a totalitarian state, not a free and 
open society.” 

Legal snooping 
Nonetheless, shortly after the story broke, CSEC 
was cleared of wrongdoing by its own 
watchdog. From a purely legal standpoint, 
metadata is fair game for Canada’s electronic 
spy agency because it does not involve tapping 
people’s phones ore reading the content of their 
e-mail. Meanwhile critics remain unconvinced 
and argue that metadata collection is a serious 
breach of privacy. According to some insiders, 
the project that was piloted in 2012 is now fully 
operational, and CSEC analysts routinely gather 
and scrutinize metadata on Canadians. 

Airport authorities in Toronto and 
Vancouver, as well as Boingo (the largest 
airport Wi‐Fi provider in North America), 
denied any involvement in the CSEC project. 
The subject airport has yet to be identified. 

To consider 

1. How did the CBC learn about CSEC’s metadata project?  

2. How did CSEC defend its actions? 

3. Was Edward Snowden morally justified in releasing classified documents to the media? Does public 
privacy take precedence over national security? 
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VIDEO REVIEW 

Pre‐viewing 

1. If you learned of a government project that gained access to your e-mail address, e-mail activity, 
phone and messaging behaviour, and internet browsing history, would you consider this an invasion 
of your privacy? What if the information was stored with thousands of other people’s information in 
one giant database? Would this still be an invasion of privacy? And what if the government said they 
were gathering the information in order to monitor threats to Canada’s national security? Would it be 
okay for them to gather your information under these circumstances? 

 

 

 

 

While viewing 

1. How were travellers “hacked and tracked” by the Communications Security Establishment Canada 
(CSEC)? 

 

 

2. What mistake did the travellers make that allowed them to become CSEC’s target? 

 

 

3. Why do some experts think a person’s smartphone, tablet, or 
laptop can be seen as the equivalent of digital dog tags? 

 

 

4. How does it appear that CSEC broke the law with its airport 
Wi-Fi experiment? 

 

 

 

Dog tags are small identification 
pieces worn on pets’ collars as 
part of an effort to return lost 
animals to their owners. Military 
personnel also wear 
identification pieces — which 
they call “dog tags” — that 
contain personal and medical 
information just in case a soldier 
becomes incapacitated. 
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5. Why do experts consider CSEC’s oversight mechanism to be flimsy? 

 

 

6. How did the Canadian government respond to accusations that CSEC was spying on Canadians? 

 

 

7. What is metadata? 

 

 

8. a) According to CSEC Chief John Forster, what was the electronic spy agency trying to learn from 
the travellers’ metadata? 

 

 

b) How did critics respond to this claim? 

 

 

9. What did the oversight body that monitors CSEC eventually determine about the agency’s Wi-Fi 
experiment? 

 

 

Post‐viewing 

1. In the documentary, reporter Greg Weston says, “One of the big mysteries is how the spy agency got 
all of that data from all of those Wi-Fi systems, not just at the airport, but all across Canada. Some of 
the country’s biggest telecommunications firms say, ‘It wasn’t us.’” In other words, experts could 
easily explain how CSEC analysts were able to target Wi-Fi users at the airport. What they had 
problems explaining was how CSEC was able to continue to track the metadata of the travellers as 
they filtered away from the airport, accessing Wi-Fi networks at hotels, coffee shops and libraries 
across Canada and in other countries. This kind of monitoring should have required the cooperation 
of Canada’s leading Internet Service Providers (ISPs), a prospect that the ISPs vehemently denied. 
Assuming there was no cooperation from the ISPs, what other concerns arise regarding CSEC’s 
ability to monitor metadata? 
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IT’S JUST METADATA! 

Minds on 

For some computer-savvy observers, the only reaction that surfaced after the CSEC Wi-Fi scandal broke 
was, “What’s the big deal? It’s only metadata.” People surrender their metadata every time they visit a 
web page. Did you ever wonder how Facebook manages to target advertising, recommend friends, and 
suggest apps that you might be interested in? They use your profile and your browsing behaviour — 
found in your metadata. The same thing happens when you search for something on Google. In fact, if 
you are looking to purchase something with Google as your search engine, you can guarantee that ads are 
going to pop up when you access pages that run Google subscriber ads. This is all accomplished by 
analyzing your metadata. 

 

A. Did CSEC invade people’s privacy? 

Let’s say you logged onto the airport Wi-Fi when CSEC ran its metadata operation back in 2012. 
Remember: Canada’s electronic spy agency tracked the behaviour of thousands of travellers for two 
weeks after they accessed the free Wi-Fi service at an as-yet-unidentified Canadian airport. Here is some 
of the information that could have been retrieved from your devices if you had used that airport’s Wi-Fi 
during CSEC’s operation:  

Internet 
• All the pages you visited 

• Login details if “auto‐fill” was 
activated 

• Biographical and account information 
if you accessed Facebook or Twitter 

• Your IP address, Internet Service 
Provider (ISP), device hardware 
information, and the name of your 
operating system and browser 

Phone / Text messaging 
• Your phone number and the numbers of 

everyone who called or texted you 

• The serial number of your phone and the phones 
of everyone who contacted you by phone or text 

• The time of day and duration of all your calls and 
text messages 

• Your location and the location of the people who 
called or texted you (if the location settings were 
activated on your phone) 

E‐mail  
• Your name, e‐mail address and IP address 

• The names and e‐mail addresses of everyone you e‐mailed 

• Sending and delivery information related to your Internet Service Provider 

• The date and time that all your e‐mails were sent and received 

• Your mail client login information 

• The status of your e‐mails (i.e. sent, received)  

• The subject lines of all your e‐mails 
*Source: A Guardian Guide to 

Metadata, theguardian.com. 
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To consider and discuss 

1. When CSEC was challenged for staging the Wi-Fi operation, they explained that they were not 
targeting individuals. Instead they argued that they were looking at the metadata of a larger cohort of 
people who accessed the Wi-Fi. However, once an unsettling pattern was discovered (like someone 
contacting a known enemy of Canada), CSEC could have easily determined the identity of the 
individual they were concerned about. Is this explanation reassuring to you? What potential dangers 
do you see in CSEC gathering metadata clusters that could include your personal information?  

2. Since your information is likely to be ignored by CSEC (because you are not an international terrorist 
or enemy of Canada), isn’t it okay if they gather and analyze metadata? After all, if the metadata 
helps to identify people who are giving money to terrorist organizations or, even worse, conspiring to 
attack Canada, why not give up a bit of privacy in the interest of national security? What do you 
think? Do you trust CSEC with your metadata? 

 

B. Did CSEC break the law? 

CSEC’s primary responsibility is to monitor electronic information in order to identify specific threats to 
the Canadian people and their assets. However, there are limitations to what CSEC can or cannot do. For 
example, the website of CSEC’s national watchdog makes it clear that the agencies mandate includes the 
following: 

CSEC is prohibited by law from directing its foreign signals intelligence collection and IT security 
activities at Canadians — wherever they might be in the world — or at any person in Canada. 

Source: Office of the Communications Security Establishment Commissioner, ocsec-bccst.gc.ca. 

To consider 

1. At a glance, did CSEC appear to break the law when it used the airport Wi-Fi to target the metadata 
of travellers?  

2. In the end, CSEC’s government watchdog said that the electronic spy agency did not break any laws. 
The rationale behind the ruling: the operation targeted the metadata of a large group of people and did 
not specifically target the communication of particular individuals. Does this explanation make sense 
to you? How could you challenge this ruling just using common sense? 
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ROLE‐PLAY: CRISIS IN THE PRIME MINISTER’S OFFICE 

Your task 
Form a group of five and role-play the following: 

The scenario 
Pretend you have been called to a meeting in the prime minister’s office. The CBC has just aired a story 
and, once again, Edward Snowden’s document dump has burned the PM. Apparently Canada’s 
electronic spy agency, CSEC, used the free Wi‐Fi service of an undisclosed Canadian airport to track the 
smartphone, tablet and laptop activities of thousands of travellers over a two‐week period in 2012. The 
prime minister has called you into a meeting to discuss the situation. The prime minister will use the 
information provided in the meeting to determine a course of action. 

Note: This is hypothetical so there is no need to mirror what actually happened when the story originally 
broke. In fact, the likelihood of these five individuals ever meeting in the same room is very slim. 

Roles 
1. Prime Minister – You will listen to the positions of everyone at the meeting and make a decision 

regarding a course of action once you have weighed the pros and cons of each position.  

2. Minister of Defence – Since CSEC is under your jurisdiction, you will need to defend the airport Wi‐Fi 
metadata project and demonstrate how these types of intelligence operations are critical to national 
security. 

3. CSEC Chief – You will defend the agency’s decision to monitor the metadata of travellers and 
demonstrate how the project did not target Canadians or violate their privacy. 

4. Canada’s Privacy Commissioner – You will oppose CSEC’s metadata project based on privacy issues.  

5. Canada’s Ethics Commissioner – You will oppose CSEC’s metadata project on ethical grounds.  

Resources: Use the information from this News in Review to prepare you arguments. You should not 
need to do any additional research. Your goal is to take part in a general discussion about the situation 
when it first rose to the surface after the CBC story broke. 

For each group in the class, discuss the following general questions: 

1. What did the PM decide to do?  

2. Whose side did the PM favour?  

3. Who did the PM oppose? 

4. What did you learn from the role-play exercise? 
 

Timeline 

Class 1: Review the News in Review 
material and prepare your argument 

Class 2: Perform the role‐play 

Class 3: De‐brief in a class discussion. 
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SETTING THE STAGE 

Canada has been an ally of Israel since its 
creation in 1948. Under Stephen Harper's 
leadership there has been a strengthening of 
support for the Jewish state by the Canadian 
government. This support puts the Canadian 
government in a position of being the defender 
of Israel in terms of the ongoing Israeli-
Palestinian conflict. For some people, Harper's 
pro-Israel stance is commendable and positive 
for Canada; to others, it appears misguided. 

Harper was the first Western leader to cut off aid 
payments to the Palestinian Authority after 
Hamas won the 2006 Palestinian elections. 
Harper was also the first Western leader to 
withdraw from the second UN World 
Conference Against Racism since he felt that 
many nations in attendance were unfairly 
targeting Israel for criticism. In 2009, Canada 
voted against a UN human rights council motion 
that condemned Israel military action in Gaza, 
stating that Israel was acting defensively. In 
2012, Harper opposed a resolution in the UN 
General Assembly to give Palestine non-member 
observer-state status, though the final tally in the 
vote was 138-9 in favour. 

The actions of the Canadian government have 
drawn criticism from people who feel that the 
rights of Palestinian people are being violated by 
the Israeli government. They point to the fact 
that Canada’s long-held official position is that 
the Israeli settlements in the West Bank are 
illegal. 

Harper’s support of Israel became a hot topic 
during his six-day visit to the Middle East in late 
January 2014, with critics and supporters 
analyzing his every action. On this trip, Harper 
became the first Canadian prime minister to 
address the Knesset, the Israeli parliament. He 

received an honorary degree from Tel Aviv 
University and a new bird sanctuary was named 
in his honour. His week-long visit was meant to 
strengthen business relations and to address 
peace and security issues in the region such as 
the Syrian civil war, nuclear weapons building 
in Iran and the Middle East peace process. He 
visited the West Bank and Jordan and met with 
Israeli and Palestinian leaders as well as King 
Abdullah of Jordan. 

You may wonder how this trip to the Middle 
East provoked such diverse opinions in the 
media and public discussion. To start, the 
Israeli-Palestinian conflict is one of the most 
contentious issues on the world stage. It 
polarizes world leaders, the media, neighbours 
and families. It is a complicated issue with no 
easy answers. It concerns questions of statehood, 
land claims, terrorism, power (military, 
economic and political) mixed with religious 
and cultural differences. Thinking critically 
about these issues involves reasoned thinking, 
asking good questions and gathering reliable 
information from multiple perspectives. 
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ACTIVITY: ANALYZING HEADLINES 

Personal point of view (bias) is influenced by family, friends, teachers and the media. You may already 
have a strong point of view regarding the Israeli-Palestinian conflict and issues in the Middle East 
depending on your cultural background, your life experiences, and who you decide to trust in terms of 
providing you with credible facts. Perhaps you do not feel strongly about the issue at all, or you may think 
that you do not have enough information to have an opinion. regardless of where you stand on this issue, 
the media plays a powerful role in shaping our attitudes towards politics.  

When you listen or read news reports you should always identify who the speaker/writer is, what is their 
point of view, what is their main argument (and why), who their intended audience is, and what 
persuasive devices they use. This helps you to decide if the source is credible, reliable and balanced.  

When gathering sources on an issue it is important to think about whose opinions are missing and what 
possible arguments would be made by these absent voices.  

Activity 

The following is a selection of headlines from articles that focused on Stephen Harper's trip to Israel. 
Headlines are meant to grab a reader's attention and hint at the main points of the article. Every word in 
a headline counts. Analyse each headline by asking the following questions: 

1. What is the source (where is the news written)? Who is the audience? 

2. Is the headline "balanced" or does it seem to be "for" or "against" Harper's visit? What word choices 
make you think so?  

Headline Examples 

A. 
Harper sees Israel as light amid 
darkness 

– Globe and Mail, January 23, 2014
 

B. 
Harper tours holy sites in Israel, visits 
bird sanctuary named after him 

– Globe and Mail, January 22, 2014
 

C. 
Harper heckled as PM warns of 'new 
strain' of anti-Semitism in historic 
Israeli parliament speech 

– National Post, January 20, 2014
 

D. 
'Polarized' reaction to Harper's 
speech 

– Toronto Star, January 21, 2014
 

E.  A friendship with few benefits 

– Maclean's, February 3, 2014
 

F.
Harper basks in hero's welcome at 
Western Wall 

– The Canadian Press, January 25, 2014
 

G.

The Baffling Politics of Stephen 
Harper and Israel : A Country that 
could lead globally is mired in a 
leader's myths from the 19th century 

– Aljazeera January 21, 2014
 

H.
Harper proves a good friend of 
Netanyahu, but not necessarily of 
Israel 

– Haaretz, January 21, 2014
 

I.  Stephen Harper's moral leadership 
– The Jerusalem Post January 16, 2014
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Further questions to consider 

1. Why do you think there are so many different ways to view the same event (e.g. a prime minister's 
visit to another country)? 

2. What additional questions do you have and what additional information do you need before deciding 
if you agree with Stephen Harper's support for Israel? 

Further research 

Choose three additional news sources — one Canadian, one Israeli (e.g. Haaretz, Jerusalem Post) and one 
Palestinian (e.g. Wafa). Read an entire report on Harper's trip to Israel or another topic important to 
Middle East peace and compare the reports.  

Write 2-3 paragraphs that summarize your comparison and explain why it is important to consider 
multiple viewpoints before drawing conclusions. 

Additional Information 
See these previous News in Review stories for more detailed information from CBC on the conflict 
between Israel and Palestinians: 

• Eight Days: Israel and Hamas, January 2013 

• Election Shock: The Hamas Victory, March 2006 

• West Bank Wall: Barrier to Peace? December 2003 
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VIDEO REVIEW 

Pre‐viewing 

1. Imagine you are the prime minister. What would be three major reasons why you might plan a six-
day official visit the to Middle East? What criteria would use to determine if your trip to another part 
of the world was successful? 

 

 

 

2. There is evidence suggesting that people pay more attention to the images used during media 
coverage than the words or text that accompanies the images. With this fact in mind, what pictures or 
images do you think it would be important for Harper to capture when on his trip to Israel? 

 

 

While viewing 

Read the following questions before viewing the video. Write down your answers to them while watching 
the News in Review Stephen Harper in Israel segment. 

1. How many people did Harper bring on his trip? What positions did they hold? 

 

 

2. Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu considers Stephen Harper a friend.   TRUE   FALSE 

3. What issue did Harper not want to address during his trip? 

 

 

4. In his speech to the Israeli parliament, what warning did Harper offer? 

 

 

5. Harper mentioned Palestinian people in his speech.   TRUE   FALSE 
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6. How did the Arab members of the parliament respond to Harper’s speech? 

 

 

7. Harper offered the Palestinian Authority president more funding.   TRUE   FALSE 

8. What two important historical sites did Harper visit in Israel? 

 

 

9. Why was the presence of one delegate from a missionary group controversial? 

 

 

10. What is Harper’s religious background? 

 

11. Who was not represented on the trip? 

 

 

Post‐viewing 

1. Why do you think MP Mark Adler wanted to get a photograph of himself and Harper with the crowd 
at the Western Wall? 

 

 

2. This News in Review story implies that Harper’s religious beliefs impact his political beliefs. What 
assumptions (an assertion made without proof) are being made and what questions could you raise 
regarding these assumptions? 
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ACTIVITY: ANALYSING STEPHEN HARPER'S SPEECH TO THE KNESSET 

Stephen Harper would recognize that making a speech to another nation's parliament is a high honour and 
he would want to make the "best speech" possible. He would also understand that certain "sound bites" 
would be reported back by the media to the wider Canadian and world audience. 

Before reading 

Consider the following questions before reading the full text of Harper’s speech on the following pages: 

1. What do you think Harper would want to highlight in his speech and why? 

2. What is the purpose of the speech? 

During Reading 
As you read Harper's speech consider the rhetoric (appropriate and effective language used for 
persuasive purposes) by giving examples of these rhetorical devices: 

a)  State an example of Harper's purposeful manipulation of language. 

b)  State an example of a simile or metaphor Harper in the speech. 

c)  State an example of how Harper flatters his audience. 

d)  State an example of how Harper "addresses the opposition" (brings up the weaknesses of opposing 
viewpoints). 

e)  State an example of how Harper includes the Palestinian viewpoint. 

f)  State an example of Harper using his experience, credibility or character to make the argument. 

g)  State an example of logic or reason Harper uses to make an argument. 

h)  State an example of Harper trying to evoke a strong emotion from the reader to gain approval for an 
argument. 

After reading 

1. Do you think that Harper's speech was effective? Why or why not? 

2. What questions do you have while reading the speech? What sources would you use to answer these 
questions? 
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Harper’s speech 

The full, unedited text of Stephen Harper's prepared speech to the Israel parliament, the first to the Knesset by a Canadian prime minister. 
*Line numbering is included here for ease of reference. **Passages in French are marked in italics. 

Shalom. 1 

And thank you for inviting me to visit this remarkable country, 2 
and especially for this opportunity to address the Knesset. 3 

It is truly a great honour. 4 

And if I may, Mr. Speaker, on behalf of my wife Laureen and the 5 
entire Canadian delegation, let me begin by thanking the 6 
government and people of Israel for the warmth of your 7 
hospitality. 8 

You have made us feel extremely welcome. 9 

We have felt immediately at home. 10 

Ladies and gentlemen, Canada and Israel are the greatest of 11 
friends, and the most natural of allies. 12 

And, with your indulgence, I would like to offer a reflection upon 13 
what makes the relationship between Canada and Israel special 14 
and important. 15 

Because the relationship between us is very strong. 16 

L’amitié entre le Canada et Israël prend ses racines dans 17 
l’histoire, se nourrit de valeurs communes et se renforce 18 

volontairement aux plus hauts échelons du commerce et du 19 
gouvernement ce qui est l’expression de fermes convictions. 20 

The friendship between us is rooted in history, nourished by 21 
shared values, and it is intentionally reinforced at the highest 22 
levels of commerce and government as an outward expression of 23 
strongly held inner convictions. 24 

There has, for example, been a free trade agreement in place 25 
between Canada and Israel for many years, an agreement that has 26 
already proved its worth. 27 

The elimination of tariffs on industrial products, and some 28 
foodstuffs, has led to a doubling in the value of trade between our 29 
countries. 30 

But this only scratches the surface of the economic potential of 31 
this relationship. And I look forward to soon deepening and 32 
broadening our mutual trade and investment goals. 33 

As well, our military establishments share information and 34 
technology. This has also been to our mutual benefit. 35 

For example, during Canada’s mission to Afghanistan, our use of 36 
Israeli-built reconnaissance equipment saved the lives of 37 
Canadian soldiers. 38 
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All such connections are important, and build strong bridges 39 
between us. 40 

Pour bien comprendre la relation particulière entre Israël et le 41 
Canada, il faut regarder, au-delà du commerce et des institutions, 42 
les liens personnels tissés par l’amitié et la parenté. 43 

However, to truly understand the special relationship between 44 
Israel and Canada, one must look beyond trade and institutions, to 45 
the personal ties of friendship and kinship. 46 

Jews have been present in Canada for more than 250 years. 47 

In generation after generation, by hard work and perseverance, 48 
Jewish immigrants, often starting with nothing, have prospered 49 
greatly. 50 

Today, there are nearly 350,000 Canadians who share with you 51 
their heritage and their faith. 52 

They are proud Canadians. 53 

But having met literally thousands of members of this 54 
community, I can tell you this: 55 

They are also immensely proud of what the people of Israel have 56 
accomplished here: Of your courage in war, of your generosity in 57 
peace, and of the bloom that the desert has yielded under your 58 
stewardship. 59 

Laureen and I share that pride. The pride and the understanding 60 
that what has been achieved here has occurred in the shadow of 61 
the horrors of the Holocaust. 62 

La compréhension du fait qu’il est juste d’appuyer Israël parce 63 
qu’après avoir connu la persécution durant plusieurs 64 
générations, le peuple juif mérite d’avoir son propre pays et 65 
mérite de vivre en sécurité et en paix dans ce pays. 66 

The understanding that it is right to support Israel because, after 67 
generations of persecution, the Jewish people deserve their own 68 
homeland and deserve to live safely and peacefully in that 69 
homeland. 70 

Let me repeat that: Canada supports Israel because it is right to do 71 
so. 72 

This is a very Canadian trait, to do something for no reason other 73 
than it is right, even when no immediate reward for, or threat to, 74 
ourselves is evident. 75 

On many occasions, Canadians have even gone so far as to bleed 76 
and die to defend the freedom of others in far-off lands. 77 

To be clear, we have also periodically made terrible mistakes, as 78 
in the refusal of our government in the 1930s to ease the plight of 79 
Jewish refugees. 80 

But, as a country, at the turning points of history, Canada has 81 
consistently chosen, often to our great cost, to stand with others 82 
who oppose injustice, and to confront the dark forces of the 83 
world. 84 

Il est donc dans la tradition canadienne de défendre ce qui est 85 
juste et fondé sur des principes, que ce soit ou non commode ou 86 
populaire. 87 
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It is, thus, a Canadian tradition to stand for what is principled and 88 
just, regardless of whether it is convenient or popular. 89 

But, I would argue, support today for the Jewish State of Israel is 90 
more than a moral imperative. 91 

It is also of strategic importance, also a matter of our own long-92 
term interests. 93 

Ladies and gentlemen, I said a moment ago, that the special 94 
friendship between Canada and Israel is rooted in shared values. 95 

En effet, Israël est le seul pays du Moyen-Orient à s’être ancré 96 
depuis longtemps dans les idéaux de liberté, de démocratie et de 97 
primauté du droit. 98 

Indeed, Israel is the only country in the Middle East Which has 99 
long anchored itself in the ideals of freedom, democracy and the 100 
rule of law. 101 

These are not mere notions. 102 

They are the things that, over time and against all odds, have 103 
proven to be the only ground in which human rights, political 104 
stability, and economic prosperity, may flourish. 105 

These values are not proprietary. They do not belong to one 106 
nation or one people. 107 

Nor are they a finite resource. 108 

On the contrary, the wider they are spread, the stronger they 109 
grow. 110 

Likewise, when they are threatened anywhere, they are threatened 111 
everywhere. 112 

And what threatens them? Or more precisely, what today 113 
threatens the societies that embrace such values and the progress 114 
they nurture? 115 

Those who scorn modernity, who loathe the liberty of others, and 116 
who hold the differences of peoples and cultures in contempt. 117 

Those who often begin by hating the Jews. But, history shows us, 118 
end up hating anyone who is not them. 119 

Those forces, Which have threatened the state of Israel every 120 
single day of its existence, and which, today, as 9-11 graphically 121 
showed us, threaten us all. 122 

Ou bien, nous défendons nos valeurs et nos intérêts, ici, en Israël. 123 
Nous défendons l’existence d’un État libre, démocratique et 124 
distinctement juif. Ou bien nous amorçons un recul, sur le plan de 125 
nos valeurs et de nos intérêts dans le monde. 126 

And so, either we stand up for our values and our interests, here, 127 
in Israel. Stand up for the existence of a free, democratic and 128 
distinctively Jewish state. Or the retreat of our values and our 129 
interests in the world will begin. 130 

Ladies and gentlemen, just as we refuse to retreat from our 131 
values, so we must also uphold the duty to advance them. 132 

And our commitment as Canadians to what is right, fair and just 133 
is a universal one. It applies no less to the Palestinian people, than 134 
it does to the people of Israel. 135 
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Autant le Canada soutient sans réserve le droit d’Israël à la 136 
légitime défense, autant il préconise depuis longtemps un avenir 137 
juste et sûr pour le peuple palestinien. 138 

Just as we unequivocally support Israel’s right of self-defence, so 139 
too Canada has long-supported a just and secure future for the 140 
Palestinian people. 141 

And, I believe, we share with Israel a sincere hope that the 142 
Palestinian people and their leaders will choose a viable, 143 
democratic, Palestinian state, committed to living peacefully 144 
alongside the Jewish state of Israel. 145 

As you, Prime Minister, have said, when Palestinians make peace 146 
with Israel, Israel will not be the last country to welcome a 147 
Palestinian state as a new member of the United Nations. 148 

It will be the first. 149 

Sadly, we have yet to reach that point. But, when that day comes, 150 
and come it must, I can tell you that Israel may be the first to 151 
welcome a sovereign Palestinian state, but Canada will be right 152 
behind you. 153 

Ladies and Gentlemen, support — even firm support — doesn’t 154 
mean that allies and friends will agree on all issues all of the time. 155 

No state is beyond legitimate questioning or criticism. 156 

But our support does mean at least three things. 157 

First, Canada finds it deplorable that some in the international 158 
community still question the legitimacy of the existence of the 159 
state of Israel. 160 

Notre point de vue sur le droit à l’existence d’Israël en tant 161 
qu’État juif est absolu et non négociable. 162 

Our view on Israel’s right to exist as a Jewish state is absolute 163 
and non-negotiable. 164 

Deuxièmement, le Canada est convaincu qu’Israël devrait 165 
pouvoir exercer ses pleins droits d’État membre de l’ONU et 166 
profiter de sa souveraineté dans toute sa mesure. 167 

Second, Canada believes that Israel should be able to exercise its 168 
full rights as a UN member-state and to enjoy the full measure of 169 
its sovereignty. 170 

For this reason, Canada has spoken on numerous occasions in 171 
support of Israel’s engagement and equal treatment in multilateral 172 
fora. 173 

And, in this regard, I should mention, that we welcome Israel’s 174 
induction this month into the western, democratic group of states 175 
at the United Nations. 176 

Troisièmement, nous nous refusons à critiquer Israël de façon 177 
isolée sur la scène internationale. 178 

Third, we refuse to single out Israel for criticism on the 179 
international stage. 180 

Now I understand, in the world of diplomacy, with one, solitary, 181 
Jewish state and scores of others, it is all too easy “to go along to 182 
get along” and single out Israel. 183 

But such “going along to get along,” is not a “balanced” 184 
approach, nor a sophisticated” one. It is, quite simply, weak and 185 
wrong. 186 
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Unfortunately, ladies and gentlemen, we live in a world where 187 
that kind of moral relativism runs rampant. 188 

And in the garden of such moral relativism, the seeds of much 189 
more sinister notions can be easily planted. 190 

And so we have witnessed, in recent years, the mutation of the 191 
old disease of anti-Semitism and the emergence of a new strain. 192 

We all know about the old anti-Semitism. 193 

It was crude and ignorant, and it led to the horrors of the death 194 
camps. 195 

Of course, in many dark corners, it is still with us. 196 

But, in much of the western world, the old hatred has been 197 
translated into more sophisticated language for use in polite 198 
society. 199 

People who would never say they hate and blame the Jews for 200 
their own failings or the problems of the world, instead declare 201 
their hatred of Israel and blame the only Jewish state for the 202 
problems of the Middle East. 203 

As once Jewish businesses were boycotted, some civil-society 204 
leaders today call for a boycott of Israel. 205 

On some campuses, intellectualized arguments against Israeli 206 
policies thinly mask the underlying realities, such as the shunning 207 
of Israeli academics and the harassment of Jewish students. 208 

Most disgracefully of all, some openly call Israel an apartheid 209 
state. 210 

Think about that. 211 

Think about the twisted logic and outright malice behind that: a 212 
state, based on freedom, democracy and the rule of law, that was 213 
founded so Jews can flourish as Jews, and seek shelter from the 214 
shadow of the worst racist experiment in history. 215 

That is condemned, and that condemnation is masked in the 216 
language of anti-racism. 217 

It is nothing short of sickening. 218 

Mais il s’agit du nouveau visage de l’antisémitisme. Un 219 
antisémitisme qui vise le peuple juif en prétendant viser Israël. 220 

But, this is the face of the new anti-Semitism. It targets the Jewish 221 
people by targeting Israel and attempts to make the old bigotry 222 
acceptable for a new generation. 223 

Of course, criticism of Israeli government policy is not in and of 224 
itself necessarily anti-Semitic. 225 

But what else can we call criticism that selectively condemns 226 
only the Jewish state and effectively denies its right to defend 227 
itself, while systematically ignoring - or excusing - the violence 228 
and oppression all around it? 229 

What else can we call it when Israel is routinely targeted at the 230 
United Nations? 231 

And when Israel remains the only country to be the subject of a 232 
permanent agenda item at the regular sessions of its Human 233 
Rights Council? 234 
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Ladies and gentlemen, any assessment — any judgment — of 235 
Israel’s actions must start with this understanding: 236 

Depuis soixante-cinq ans qu’existe comme nation l’État moderne 237 
d’Israël, les israéliens ont enduré d’innombrables attaques et 238 
calomnies et n’ont pas eu une seule journée de véritable paix. 239 

In the sixty-five years that modern Israel has been a nation, 240 
Israelis have endured attacks and slanders beyond counting and 241 
have never known a day of true peace. 242 

And we understand that Israelis live with this, impossible 243 
calculus: If you act to defend yourselves, you will suffer 244 
widespread condemnation, over and over again. 245 

But, should you fail to act, you alone will suffer the consequence 246 
of your inaction, and that consequence will be final, your 247 
destruction. 248 

La vérité, que le Canada comprend, est que beaucoup des forces 249 
hostiles dirigées contre Israël s’exercent aussi sur tous les pays 250 
occidentaux. 251 

Et Israël y fait face pour beaucoup des mêmes raisons que nous. 252 

Mais Israël y est confronté de beaucoup plus près. 253 

The truth, that Canada understands, is that many of the hostile 254 
forces Israel faces, are faced by all western nations. 255 

And Israel faces them for many of the same reasons we face 256 
them. 257 

You just happen to be a lot closer to them. 258 

Of course, no nation is perfect. But neither Israel’s existence nor 259 
its policies are responsible for the instability in the Middle East 260 
today. 261 

One must look beyond Israel’s borders to find the causes of the 262 
relentless oppression, poverty and violence in much of the region, 263 
of the heartbreaking suffering of Syrian refugees, of sectarian 264 
violence and the fears of religious minorities, especially 265 
Christians, and of the current domestic turmoil in so many states. 266 

So what are we to do? 267 

Most importantly, we must deal with the world as we find it. 268 

The threats in this region are real, deeply rooted, and deadly and 269 
the forces of progress, often anaemically weak. 270 

For too many nations, it is still easier to scapegoat Israel than to 271 
emulate your success. 272 

It is easier to foster resentment and hatred of Israel’s democracy 273 
than it is to provide the same rights and freedoms to their own 274 
people. 275 

Je suis convaincu qu’un État palestinien viendra, et l’une des 276 
conditions qui va lui permettre de venir c’est lorsque les régimes 277 
qui financent le terrorisme se rendront compte que le chemin de 278 
la paix est celui de la conciliation, pas celui de la violence. 279 

I believe that a Palestinian state will come, and one thing that will 280 
make it come is when the regimes that bankroll terrorism realise 281 
that the path to peace is accommodation, not violence. 282 

Which brings me to the government of Iran. 283 
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Late last year, the world announced a new approach to diplomacy 284 
with the government in Tehran. 285 

Canada has long held the view that every diplomatic measure 286 
should be taken to ensure that regime never obtains a nuclear 287 
weapon. 288 

We therefore appreciate the earnest efforts of the five permanent 289 
members of the Security Council and Germany. 290 

Canada will evaluate the success of this approach not on the 291 
merits of its words, but on the implementation and verification of 292 
its promised actions. 293 

Nous espérons vraiment qu’il soit possible d’obtenir que le 294 
gouvernement iranien renonce à s’engager, sur la voie sans 295 
retour, de la fabrication des armes nucléaires. 296 

Mais, pour le moment, le Canada maintient intégralement en 297 
vigueur les sanctions que nous avons imposées. 298 

We truly hope that it is possible to walk the Iranian government 299 
back from taking the irreversible step of manufacturing nuclear 300 
weapons. 301 

But, for now, Canada’s own sanctions will remain fully in place. 302 

And should our hopes not be realized, should the present 303 
agreement prove ephemeral Canada will be a strong voice for 304 
renewed sanctions. 305 

Ladies and gentlemen, let me conclude with this thought. 306 

Je crois que l’histoire d’Israël est un très bel exemple pour le 307 
monde entier. 308 

I believe the story of Israel is a great example to the world. 309 

It is a story, essentially, of a people whose response to suffering 310 
has been to move beyond resentment and build a most 311 
extraordinary society, a vibrant democracy, a freedom-loving 312 
country with an independent and rights-affirming judiciary, an 313 
innovative, world-leading "start-up" nation. 314 

You have taken the collective memory of death and persecution 315 
to build an optimistic, forward-looking land one that so values 316 
life, you will sometimes release a thousand criminals and 317 
terrorists, to save one of your own. 318 

In the democratic family of nations, Israel represents values 319 
which our government takes as articles of faith, and principles to 320 
drive our national life. 321 

And therefore, through fire and water, Canada will stand with 322 
you. 323 

My friends, you have been generous with your time and attention. 324 

Once more, Laureen and I and our entire delegation thank you for 325 
your generous hospitality, and look forward to continuing our 326 
visit to your country. 327 

Merci beaucoup. 328 

Thank you for having us, and may peace be upon Israel. 329 
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MINDS ON 

If you woke up one morning to discover your 
government had passed a law banning the 
promotion of homosexual lifestyles, imposed 
rules that severely restricted public protests, 
and enacted legislation labelling humanitarian 
agencies as “foreign agents,” how surprised 
would you be? Would these kinds of 
provisions be tolerated in Canada? What 
would have to happen to create an 
environment that would allow for these kinds of 
laws to pass? What is your personal reaction to 
each of the measures described above?. 

SETTING THE STAGE 

When Russia won the bid to host the 2014 
Winter Olympics back in 2007, the Russian 
people responded with jubilation, heaping praise 
on President Vladimir Putin for bringing the 
nation out of obscurity and back into 
prominence on the world stage. In fact, the 
world welcomed Russia’s efforts to host a truly 
multi-national, multicultural and unifying event.  

Pressing the self‐destruct button 
But as the Games approached, many wondered 
if Russia was pressing the self-destruct button. 
With the world ready to set in motion its 
traditional Olympic love-fest with the host 
nation, Russian parliamentarians pushed through 
a series of laws that left many observers shaking 
their heads. One vaguely worded law essentially 
made the promotion and practice of a 
homosexual lifestyle illegal. Another made non-
government organizations (NGOs) who receive 
funding from outside of Russia identify 
themselves as “foreign agents.” There was also a 
law that kept U.S. couples from adopting 
Russian orphans. The Russian parliament also 
introduced repressive rules regarding mass 

assemblies and protests. By the time the Games 
began in February 2014, many international 
observers were left stunned by Russia’s blatant 
disregard for basic human and democratic rights.  

Symptoms of larger problems 
However, those who are more familiar with 
modern Russia say the new laws are a reflection 
of larger problems. Russia is a nation divided. 
While Moscow and St. Petersburg live in 
relative opulence, the rest of the nation struggles 
to make ends meet. Certainly Russia is a rich 
nation — particularly when it comes to natural 
resources like oil — but the distribution of 
wealth sees the rich become richer with the poor 
left to fend for themselves. An example of this 
became readily apparent with the out-of-control 
spending surrounding the Sochi Olympics. The 
initial costs were set at $12 billion; in the end 
they ballooned to $51 billion. According to 
numerous reports, many construction workers — 
some of whom came from across the country to 
help build the Games — were not properly paid 
for the work they completed. Meanwhile, fat-cat 
entrepreneurs loyal to Putin were able to line 
their pockets with cash. By some estimates, as 
much as a third of the Olympic budget is 
unaccounted for.  

Other domestic troubles were also of particular 
concern to Russia heading into the Olympics.  
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A few months prior to the Sochi Games, three 
separate suicide-bomb attacks led to the deaths 
of 36 people in Volgograd. Meanwhile Chechen 
warlord Doku Umarov (the alleged mastermind 
behind suicide attacks that have killed hundreds 
of Russians) encouraged his followers to use 
“maximum force” to disrupt the Games in Sochi. 
This created a heightened sense of pre-Olympic 
anxiety with Russia mobilizing 100 000 security 
personnel, building a state of the art electronic 
surveillance system, and organizing layers of 
security checkpoints leading into the Sochi 
Olympic venues to stave off any threats. The 
blanket security apparatus was designed to show 
the tremendous strength of “Mother Russia.”  

Cold War resurrection? 
Attacks on human and democratic rights, wide 
income gaps between the rich and poor, gross 
mismanagement of funds, and over the top 
security provisions in the face of domestic 
threats — these have all left many wondering if 

the Putin era is really a resurrection of the Soviet 
Cold War mentality. Certainly other examples of 
this approach are not difficult to find. Russia’s 
support for Syrian President Bashar al-Assad, 
despite increasing evidence of atrocities against 
his own citizens, has put Putin’s regime in direct 
opposition to countries like Canada, Britain and 
the U.S. Couple this with Putin’s meddling in 
Ukraine, where he essentially created and 
capitalized on tensions (culminating in the 
annexation of Crimea) and one can see that 
Putin is not trying to win any points with the 
West. In fact, the rhetoric that characterized the 
Cold War seems to be back with a vengeance.  

Olympic euphoria short lived 
While Russia should have been able to bask in 
the post-Olympic euphoria that characterizes 
most Games, the successes of Sochi have been 
overshadowed by international criticism of a 
regime that seems bent on self-imposed isolation 
and a reckless hunger for power.

To consider 

1. What laws did the Russian parliament pass to make people question their commitment to basic human 
and democratic rights? 

2. Why were critics concerned about the spending surrounding the Sochi Games? 

3. Why were Western democracies like Canada, Britain and the U.S. concerned about the actions of 
Russia?  

Followup 

Russia’s legislation targeting homosexuals called for a ban on the “propaganda of non-traditional sexual 
relations to minors.” What does this mean? Why is there a danger that this type of language could be used 
to target a wide range of people? What is implied in the wording of the law? 
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VIDEO REVIEW 

Pre‐viewing 

Consider the following:  

• The 2008 Summer Olympics in Beijing cost $44 billion  

• The 2010 Winter Olympics in Vancouver cost $7 billion  

• The 2012 Summer Olympics in London cost $15 billion 

• The 2014 Winter Olympics in Sochi, Russia cost $51 billion  

Note: Summer Olympics tend to run around 300 events in close to 30 sports. Winter Olympics run around 
100 events in 15 sports. 

1. How do you account for the varying costs of different Olympic Games? What possible explanations 
could there be for Vancouver costing one amount and Sochi costing so much more? 

 

 

 

2. According to one Russian member of the International Olympic Committee (IOC), close to 30 per 
cent of the $51 billion used to stage the Games remains unaccounted for. What does this say about the 
management of finances relating to the Sochi Games? 

 

 

While viewing 

1. Why is Russian President Vladimir Putin considered to be a polarizing figure? 

 

 

2. How is modern Moscow an example of opulence and wealth? 
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3. a) How do most young Russians feel about politics? 

 

 

b) What does Anton Semenov think of Vladimir Putin? 

 

 

4. What evidence of local corruption did activist Vera Kichanova share with CBC reporter Nahlah 
Ayed?  

 

 

5. Why do many young Russians want to emigrate from their homeland as soon as possible?  

 

 

6. a) Who is Sergei Pospelov?  

 

b) What does Pospelov hope to achieve one day? 

 

 

c) According to Pospelov, how has Putin helped Russia?  

 

 

7. Why was it difficult to predict whether or not the 2014 Winter Olympics would be Putin’s legacy?  

 

 

8. a) How much did it cost Russia to host the Winter Olympics? 
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b) What nickname do some critics of the costly event use when referring to the 2014 Winter 
Olympics?  

 

9. What has gone right under Putin’s leadership? What has gone wrong? 

 

 

 

a) Why did many people worry that domestic terrorists could threaten the Games? 

 

 

b) In the end, were these fears warranted? 

 

Post‐viewing 

From an athletics standpoint, the 2014 Winter Olympics in Sochi were a public relations success for 
Russia. The level of competition and sporting highlights captured the world’s attention. However, shortly 
after the Games ended, Russia became entangled in the domestic affairs of Ukraine — with Russia 
eventually annexing the Crimean peninsula after a contentious referendum. Suddenly, the Sochi 
highlights gave way to images of protesters, soldiers, guns and tanks. Write a one paragraph reflection on 
how Russia failed to take advantage of the positive impact of Sochi by becoming involved in the affairs of 
Ukraine. 
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BLANKET SECURITY AND SURVEILLANCE IN SOCHI 

Minds on 

In June 2013, Chechen insurgent leader Doku Umarov told his followers: 

“ Today we must show those who live in the Kremlin… that our kindness is not weakness. They plan to 

hold the Olympics on the bones of our ancestors, on the bones of many, many dead Muslims buried 

on our land by the Black Sea. We as mujahedeen are required not to allow that, using any methods 

that Allah allows us.„
 – The Guardian, July 3, 2013 

Umarov has claimed responsibility for one suicide bombing on a Moscow subway in 2010 that killed 40 
people and another suicide bombing at Domodedovo airport in 2011 that led to the deaths of 37 people. In 
light of Umarov’s threats to the Sochi Games and his ability to deploy suicide bombers to Russian targets, 
what steps did Vladimir Putin need to take to secure the Games? Should there be any restrictions on the 
amount of money and resources needed to provide security for the Olympics?  

 

Volatility to the north 
With the Sochi Olympics sharing a common 
mountain range with some of Russia’s most 
dangerous enemies, President Vladimir Putin 
knew he had to take extreme measures to ensure 
the safety of the athletes destined for the Games. 
Many wonder if he went too far. 

Blanket security 
To say that Russia spared no expense to stage 
the Sochi Games is undisputed. Russia spent $51 
billion — seven billion more than China spent 
on the Beijing Summer Olympics in 2008 — 
making it the most expensive Games ever. A 
hefty chunk of that amount was spent on 
security. Russia deployed 100 000 security 
personnel at the Olympics, including 10 000 
elite forces who patrolled the mountains looking 
for threats. Sochi proper and the cluster of 
venues around Rosa Khutor alpine resort 50 
kilometres from the city were equipped with 
thousands of security cameras. Spectators had to 
pass a background check before being allowed 
to attend events and they were subject to 
numerous searches at the many checkpoints 

leading to the venues. And just to be on the safe 
side, Russia dispatched aerial drones, 
reconnaissance robots and patrol boats, and they 
put in place sonar systems to ensure they had 
eyes and ears just about everywhere.  

Russia took a page out of the Toronto G20 and 
G8 Summits of 2010. At those events, summit 
organizers created protest zones far away from 
where the leaders were meeting. At the Sochi 
Olympics, President Putin reluctantly agreed to 
allow protesters to congregate in an area 12 km 
from Olympic park. 

One step further 
While blanket security seemed to be the order of 
the day from a military perspective, Russia went 
one step further in the interests of keeping a 
handle on all aspects of the Games. The Federal 
Security Service of the Russian Federation 
(FSB) — the successor of Russia’s infamous 
KGB — put together an information technology 
team that created a system of total electronic 
surveillance for the Sochi Olympics. The system 
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was able to automatically monitor every phone 
call, text message, e-mail and social network 
interaction of every person attending or 
participating in the Games. The FSB was able to 
examine the metadata of people using electronic 
devices as well as read and listen to anything 
they wanted to. The system was equipped with 
so-called “deep-packet inspection” ability that 
allowed the FSB to totally monitor all electronic 
communications in the Sochi area.  

With this in mind, visitors to the Games were 
encouraged to surrender any expectation of 
electronic privacy and to leave their regular 
smartphones at home, bringing an alternate 
device in its place. They were also told to 
assume that they were being monitored at all 

times and even to remove their smartphone 
battery when they weren’t using their devices.  

No major incidents 
In the end, there were no major security 
incidents at the Sochi Olympics. Russia was 
quick to point out that the massive security 
presence and blanket monitoring by the FSB’s 
surveillance network probably deterred the bad 
guys from trying anything nefarious.  

Source: 

1. “Russia Tests ‘Total Surveillance’ at the Sochi 
Olympics.” Newsweek, February 14, 2014. 

2. “Sochi’s Olympic security tensions explained.”  
CBC News, February 12, 2014. 

 

To consider 

One of the most important revelations shared by Edward Snowden when he provided classified U.S. 
government documents to the media in 2013 dealt with the existence of an NSA surveillance system 
called PRISM. This comprehensive computer data analysis program allowed the NSA to monitor the 
metadata of millions of people in the U.S., a practice that Snowden felt was an unnecessary violation of 
people’s privacy. However, U.S. law kept the NSA from going one step further and reading e-mails and 
listening in on phone calls (these actions would require a warrant). The FSB’s deep-packet inspection 
system — called SORM 3 — essentially gathered and stored every form of electronic communication in 
the Sochi Olympics target area. Russian law doesn’t have the same restrictions when it comes to reading 
people’s e-mails and listening to their phone calls. 

1. What potential problems might Russian citizens face in light of the development of SORM 3? Who 
else could be targeted via SORM 3 if Russian authorities were to choose to use it? 

2. Canada’s electronic spy agency (CSEC) practices the same metadata inspection procedure as the 
NSA. Is this enough? Should CSEC have the right to read the e-mails and listen to the phone calls of 
potential enemies of Canada without a warrant?
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THE IMPROBABLE WINTER GAMES OF SOCHI 

If you watched the 2014 Winter Olympics in 
Sochi on television, you had to ask: why wasn’t 
anyone wearing a winter jacket? Images of 
athletes cavorting around the Olympic village in 
light sweaters and TV journalists delivering their 
stand-ups in thin fleeces made more than a few 
people wonder if they were watching the 
Summer Olympics and not the Winter Games. 
Isn’t Russia supposed to be one of the coldest 
nations on the planet, especially in February? 

The subtropical “Winter Games” 
Well it turns out that the Sochi Olympic bid 
team managed to convince the International 
Olympic Committee (IOC) that a city on the 
Black Sea (nicknamed Russia’s Riviera) with a 
humid, subtropical climate was the perfect locale 
for the Winter Games. After all, the indoor 
venues just needed to be properly air-
conditioned and the alpine events could be 
shipped up to the mountains — just 50 
kilometres away — where the snow should be 
plentiful. So what if the average February 
daytime temperature in Sochi is 10˚C. That’s 
just plain civilized.  

In the documentary Putin’s Games, Boris 
Nemtsov, an opponent of the Olympic bid, said 
of the selection of the city of Sochi, “You’d have 
to spend a long time searching the map of this 
huge country (Russia) to find someplace with no 
snow. Putin found it.” 

Starting from scratch 
However, the more pressing concern for those 
hoping to secure the bid was trying to win over 
the IOC despite the fact that Sochi had no 
substantial sporting venues going into the 
bidding process. Sochi would have to essentially 
start from scratch — and there would only be six 
and half years between the selection of the host 

city and the Games. Once again, the bid team 
managed to convince the IOC that it could, and 
would, get things done.  

Putin the pitchman 
In an effort to shore up the Sochi bid, Russian 
President Vladimir Putin made sure he met one-
on-one with as many IOC members as possible 
prior to the awarding of the Games. As part of 
his sales pitch, he vowed to pour as much money 
as necessary into the Games. Seeing that Russia 
was building an Olympics with no real athletic 
infrastructure in place, he promised a Herculean 
effort to make Sochi an Olympics to remember. 
The pitch worked and Russia won the right to 
host the Olympics in the summer of 2007 
despite the fact that competing bids looked more 
suitable for hosting the Games.  

They got the job done, but… 
With an initial budget of $12 billion, Russia 
started planning the events and constructing the 
venues. Few thought that it would be done on 
time. With the exception of a few hotels, just 
about everything was completed by the time the 
world arrived in 2014, and, for the most part, the 
efforts of the host nation were well received.  

However, behind the scenes people were 
expressing their concern. Most notably, the 
budget for the Games skyrocketed from $12 
billion to $51 billion, making the Sochi 
Olympics the most costly Games — Winter or 
Summer — in history. Some critics claimed that 
widespread corruption had driven the cost of the 
Games up. Those loyal to Putin were awarded 
construction contracts with some employees 
working on building the venues saying they 
were not paid the wages they were promised. 
For the most part, their complaints went 
unheeded. Too many people were lining their 
pockets for those in power to help a few low-
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level construction workers out. In fact, by some 
estimates, as much as a third of the money 
allocated for the Olympics could not be 
accounted for. In the end, Russian political 
activist (and former World Chess Champion) 
Garry Kasparov put it best, “Aside from Putin’s 

particular ability to lobby for it in one-on-one 
talks, I think the IOC was taken in by the belief 
that any problem can be solved with enough 
money.”  

Source: The Passionate Eye – Putin’s Games, 
cbc.ca/passionateeye/episodes/putins-road-to-sochi  

To consider 

1. How did Russia manage to win the bid for the 2014 Winter Olympics? 

2. Why was it surprising that Russia won the Olympic bid in 2007? 

3. Do you think Garry Kasparov’s assessment is correct? Was money the main reason why Russia won 
the Olympic bid? 


