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Rabbi Jeremy’s Message 
By: Jeremy Parnes / Moshe Yosef ben Shlomo 

“Renew your commitment to your Jewish 
community. If you are not a member, join us 
and help us to formulate our vision for how 
we as Jews in this community will be agents 
for change. It’s worth it. You are worth it; our 
community is worth it; and so is our world.” 
 
I’d like to think it was a good message but it is 
a message that requires action, and even more 
than that, we require information and a better 
understanding of what actually will make a 
difference.  
 
As someone pointed out to me the other day, 
making a difference is great but there is so 
much to do, so many areas that need atten-
tion, it’s almost impossible to know where to 
even start. On top of that, nothing is ever what 
it seems. We talk about reducing our carbon 
foot print, for example, but is buying an elec-
tric car really effective in reducing our burn-
ing of fossil fuel. The answer might be yes, de-
pending on where we are getting the electrici-
ty. If it’s coming from coal, we might have 
been better off not changing over in the first 
place. The same could apply to carbon offsets, 
which don’t actually improve the environ-
ment, or recycling, depending on how it is 
done; and so on. 
 
I am not advocating for a do-nothing policy 
but rather I’m cautioning against decisions 
that have not been properly researched first. 
What do we know about the environment and 
the recommendations for change that are be-
ing advocated?  
 
Similarly, issues such as hate and prejudice 
are also key if we are going to contribute to-
ward making our world a better place. But 

when we are living in a world where people 
seem to lack fundamental friendliness, how do 
we bridge the gap between us? Can we reset 
the table to, and change the polarizing effect, 
of a win-lose approach to our world that 
simply is not working and continues to tear us 
apart? 
 
What might be a different approach? 
 
What does it mean to live by the ideal of collec-
tive moral responsibility?  
 
What is emotional maturity?  
 
How do we learn to allow the Other to speak 
their narrative without condemning, criticizing 
or judging? 
 
I propose that we will have a series of lunch 
and learns in the coming year where we will 
discuss and learn about these issues and possi-
ble actions that we can take. 
 
Let’s discuss the environment, the pitfalls, the 
misinformation and possible solutions that 
might actually work and where we might be 
able to make a difference. For example, we 
need trees and we need bees, why and what 
can we do about it? 
 
Yes, there is much wrong in the world and 
much that can and needs to be done, but that 
simply means we have many opportunities. We 
don’t have to do it all, just our part. Let’s not be 
greedy, we can leave something for others to 
do.  
 
And remember, when we do our part, we also 
are setting an example for others. 

On Rosh Hashanah I invited you to: 
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A cross-section of recent issues of interest, with links for those receiving this update 
electronically. All our news, and the documents referred to, can be found at the B’nai 

Brith Canada website. 
  

If you want to receive news and updates via e-mail, or if you have any questions or com-
ments, just send a note to Brian Herman, Director of Government Relations, 

at bherman@bnaibrith.ca  
____________________________________________________________________ 

 
Getting Ready for a New Government 
B’nai Brith is preparing a strategic approach to relations with the new Canadian Government 
and Members of Parliament. One of our key priorities will be pursuing a national action plan to 
combat antisemitism based on our Eight Point Plan. Prior to the elections, we prepared a com-
pendium of where Canada’s major federal parties stand on issues affecting the Jewish communi-
ty based on their responses to our questions. That will remain a point of reference. 
 
Implementing the IHRA Definition of Antisemitism 
In June, the Canadian Government formally adopted the IHRA (International Holocaust Remem-
brance Alliance) working definition of antisemitism, as part of the new Anti-Racism Strategy. We 
will continue to emphasize the need for concrete steps to implement the definition in Canada. 
The next IHRA plenary meeting takes place in Luxembourg in early December. B’nai Brith Cana-
da funds a member of Canada’s delegation – Winnipeg-based human rights lawyer, David 
Matas. 
 
Deporting Former Nazi Helmut Oberlander – The Government Must Act 
Last November, after the former Nazi lost his fourth appeal against the government’s decision 
to strip him of his Canadian citizenship, B’nai Brith Canada launched a petition urging then-
Minister of Public Safety Ralph Goodale to immediately deport him – so justice could finally be 
served. We continue to call for the Government to act. 
 

Designating the IRGC as a Terrorist Entity – The Government Must Act 
In a June op-ed published in the National Post, B’nai Brith Canada and leaders of the Iranian-
Canadian community jointly called on the Government of Canada to immediately list the entire-
ty of the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC) as a terrorist group.  We continue to call for 
the Government to act. A year and one-half has elapsed since a private member’s motion by MP 
Garnett Genuis to list the IRGC received multi-party support in the House of Commons. 

An Update from B’nai Brith Canada 

by Brian Herman 
Director of Government Relations 
September-November, 2019 

 (cont’d) 

https://www.bnaibrith.ca/communications_centre
mailto:bherman@bnaibrith.ca
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/b_nai_brith_urges_action_plan_to_fight_antisemitism
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/b_nai_brith_urges_action_plan_to_fight_antisemitism
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/b_nai_brith_releases_exclusive_summary_of_major_parties_positions_ahead_of_election
https://www.holocaustremembrance.com/working-definition-antisemitism
https://www.holocaustremembrance.com/working-definition-antisemitism
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/b_nai_brith_canada_welcomes_government_s_acceptance_of_ihra_definition_of_antisemitism
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/join_us_in_calling_on_the_government_to_deport_helmut_oberlander
https://nationalpost.com/opinion/canada-needs-to-recognize-irans-irgc-in-its-entirety-as-a-terrorist-group
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/time_for_irgc_to_be_listed_as_terrorist_group
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/time_for_irgc_to_be_listed_as_terrorist_group
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United Nations Landmark Report on Antisemitism 
In November, the United Nations considered a landmark report on antisemitism prepared by Dr. 
Ahmed Shaheed, the UN’s Special Rapporteur on Freedom of Religion or Belief. Dr. Shaheed 
warned of the growing scourge of antisemitism and the need for all governments to take action. 
We will be focusing on concerted follow-up in Canada  based on our own submission to Dr. Sha-
heed. 
 

Raising B’nai Brith Canada’s Profile on the Prairies 
On October 28th, B’nai Brith hosted a gala dinner in Edmonton to honour Stockwell Day for his 
lifetime of friendship and solidarity with Israel and the Jewish community. The keynote address 
was by Canada's 22nd Prime Minister, the Right Honourable Stephen Harper. Greetings were 
offered by the Premier of Alberta, Jason Kenney. B’nai Brith Canada has a representative in Ed-
monton. Abe Silverman (asilverman@bnaibrith.ca).  
  
Calgary City Council considers adopting the IHRA Definition of Antisemitism 
Calgary City Council will be taking-up a motion to adopt the IHRA definition of antisemitism. 
B’nai Brith Canada’s CEO, Michael Mostyn, has written why this is important in a November 18th 
Calgary Herald commentary. 
 

Action Needed on Antisemitism on Canadian University Campuses 
We have been engaged in dialogue with Canadian universities on the increasing problem of cam-
pus antisemitism. We’ve also been taking direct action.  We’ve argued in court in defence of an 
Ontario government policy that allows post-secondary students to opt out of non-essential sup-
plemental fees when paying tuition, including fees the for Canadian Federation of Students 
which supports the antisemitic boycott, divestment and sanctions (BDS) movement. And we’ve 
spoken out against a University of Toronto student union that has refused to support a drive to 
make kosher food accessible on campus because its backers are “pro-Israel.” 
 
Votes Against Israel at the United Nations 
On November 15th, the UN’s decolonization committee adopted eight resolutions that single out 
or condemn Israel. Canada voted against six of those resolutions, with Israel and the United 
States. It abstained on two others. One resolution renews the mandate of the UN agency for Pal-
estinian refugees, UNRWA. B’nai Brith Canada continues to demand that the Government sus-
pend any financial support for UNRWA, beset by managerial abuses and ethical lapses. B’nai 
Brith has repeatedly warned that Canadian funding faces the possibility of misuse, expressing 
particular concern over the hateful education materials in UNRWA schools. 
 

Action Needed by Political Leaders to Condemn Terrorism 
B'nai Brith Canada is calling on Ontario NDP Leader Andrea Horwath to publicly disavow the 
pro-terrorist comments made by a member of her caucus. Earlier in November, B'nai Brith drew 
attention to a tweet by Joel Harden, NDP Member of Provincial Parliament for Ottawa Centre, in 
which he called for the release of Khalida Jarrar. Jarrar is a senior member of the Popular Front 
for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP) - a designated terrorist entity in Canada.  Such statements 
by elected representatives cannot go unchallenged nor can their parties stand by them. 

An Update from B’nai Brith Canada (cont’d) 

 (cont’d) 

https://www.bnaibrith.ca/canada_must_step_up_as_the_united_nations_confronts_antisemitism
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/FreedomReligion/Pages/ReportSRtotheGeneralAssembly.aspx
mailto:asilverman@bnaibrith.ca
https://calgaryherald.com/opinion/columnists/opinion-calgary-should-lead-way-in-adopting-definition-of-anti-semitism
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/b_nai_brith_to_intervene_in_canadian_federation_of_students_court_case
https://4il.org.il/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/MSA-report-Behind-the-Mask.pdf
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/kosher_food_drive_violates_will_of_the_membership_student_union_suggests
https://unwatch.org/2019-un-fourth-committee-resolutions-against-israel/
https://unwatch.org/2019-un-fourth-committee-resolutions-against-israel/
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/b_nai_brith_canada_questions_unrwa_spending
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/b_nai_brith_questions_yet_another_round_of_unrwa_funding_from_canada
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/ontario_politician_goes_to_bat_for_terrorist_leader
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/ontario_politician_goes_to_bat_for_terrorist_leader
https://twitter.com/JoelHardenONDP/status/1189732497921388544
https://www.publicsafety.gc.ca/cnt/ntnl-scrt/cntr-trrrsm/lstd-ntts/crrnt-lstd-ntts-en.aspx#51
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/petition_politician_doubles_down_on_support_for_terror_leader
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Concerns with Voting Guides that are Anti-Israel 
Just after the October 21st federal elections, B’nai Brith Canada was deeply concerned to learn 
that a federal grant had been used to produce a guide instructing Canadian Muslims on how to 
vote. Among other issues, the Canadian Muslim Voting Guide (from a research project at Wilfrid 
Laurier University) alleged that “Zionist ideologies play a prominent role” in fomenting Islam-
ophobia in Canada. No evidence was cited for this dangerous proposition. The Voting Guide also 
assigned a “Fail” grade to Prime Minister Justin Trudeau for recognizing that BDS is a form of 
antisemitism. A complaint was lodged with the granting agency involved. 
 
Canada Post’s 2019 Hanukkah Stamp 
A new stamp honouring the ‘Festival of Lights’ was issued November 14th by Canada Post. If you 
look at the text on the booklet or First Day Cover, you’ll see that B’nai Brith Canada is acknowl-
edged as having contributed. We understand a Hanukkah stamp will now feature annually in 
the programme of Canada Post issues. 
 
Métis National Council Conference on Minorities in Canada 
On November 18th-20th, the Me tis National Council will be hosting a special conference in Otta-
wa, “Minorities in Canada – Coming together”. B’nai Brith Canada will be participating and will 
be showcasing our annual Audit of Antisemitic Incidents in Canada and our paper on the need for 
an anti-hate strategy in Canada. 

An Update from B’nai Brith Canada (cont’d) 

https://www.bnaibrith.ca/b_nai_brith_canada_disturbed_by_federal_funding_for_anti_israel_voting_guide
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/b_nai_brith_canada_disturbed_by_federal_funding_for_anti_israel_voting_guide
https://www.canadapost.ca/web/en/blogs/collecting/details.page?article=2019/11/06/hanukkah&cattype=collecting&cat=stamps
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/audit
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/b_nai_brith_urges_action_plan_to_fight_antisemitism
https://www.bnaibrith.ca/b_nai_brith_urges_action_plan_to_fight_antisemitism
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Barry Braitman Shaq Tcherni 
Co-President Co-President 
Beth Jacob Synagogue Beth Jacob Synagogue 

November, 2019 / Cheshvan - Kislev, 5780 
 

YOUR GIFT TO JEWISH FEDERATIONS OF CANADA – UIA POWERS IT ALL. 
Through the a of your support for Jewish Federations of Canada – UIA, you help revive commu-

nities, save lives and inspire generations. Here’s how your support will help more people in 

more places than any other Jewish organization in Canada.  

 
ADVOCATING FOR ISRAEL AND THE JEWISH COMMUNITY   The Centre for Israel and Jewish 
Affairs, our advocacy agent, improves the quality of Jewish life in Canada and beyond through 
strategic advocacy programming and community outreach.   
 
SUPPORTING VICTIMS OF TERROR The Jewish Agency for Israel’s Victims of Terror Fund pro-
vides victims and their families with critical financial support so that they can recover from the 
trauma.  
 
SUPPORTING JEWISH LIFE IN SMALL CANADIAN COMMUNITIES We provide administrative 
services and funding for local Jewish community event and councils.  
 
PROVIDING CRITICAL CARE TO JEWS IN NEED Our overseas partner JDC provides critical aid 
to elderly and impoverished Jews in places like Ukraine.  
 
DELIVERING LIFE CHANGING ISRAEL EXPERIENCES Our Canada Israel Experience depart-
ment brings over 3,000 young Canadians to Israel annually, strengthening their Jewish identity 
and personal commitment to Israel and the Jewish people. 
 
No other organization in Canada gives you a better opportunity to power so much good for so 
many of our extended Jewish family. Your gift will help us care for and protect each other while 
also making the world a better place for everyone. 
 
Please know that a portion of your gift will return to Beth Jacob Synagogue to support our pro-
grams that engage and strengthen our presence for the next generation. Your support for Israel 
and our community is greatly appreciated. Please consider giving generously. 
 
Wishing you and your family a happy, healthy and peaceful 5780. 

Chair Michael Frankel  
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The Golan Heights and the Depths of Hypocrisy 
The ‘norms’ invoked to challenge Israel’s claims to the Golan are selectively 

applied, totally contradictory, and would actually invalidate Palestinian 

territorial claims. Other than that, they make perfect sense. 
By Shany Mor | April 3, 2019 12:00 AM 

The perennial issue of Israel’s borders flared 
up once again last week when President 
Trump announced that the U.S. will recog-
nize Israeli sovereignty over the Golan 
Heights, the volcanic plateau that Israel con-
quered from Syria in 1967. To say that this 
decision goes against an almost universal 
consensus in the foreign policy establish-
ment of nearly every major diplomatic actor 
in the world today would be true. To say, as 
many do, that this violates some long-held 
sacred norm of international relations in the 
postwar world, however, would be false. 
In fact, beyond the alarmism and facile bro-
mides inflamed by Trump’s announcement, 
what the the Golan situation actually illus-
trates is that the whole gamut of interna-
tional “norms,” when they are applied inju-
diciously and for political ends as so often 
happens with Israel, can be reduced to blunt 
cudgels. The norms used to adjudicate land 
claims and challenge Israel’s rights to the 
Golan are not only selectively applied, they 
are mutually incoherent—their real power is 
not as legal precedents but as political in-
struments. To understand this we have to 
start with a survey of the norms in questions 
and their historical basis. 
Recognized international boundaries come 
into being in one of three ways: Two border-
ing countries can agree on them by treaty, a 
newly independent country can inherit the 
boundaries drawn by a previous colonial 
power, or, finally, internal boundaries may 
be held over after a country splits up to form 
new international borders. 
Respecting these boundaries is a bedrock of 
international norms, though hardly an abso-
lute. In extreme cases, such as genocide, 
ethnic cleansing, and enslavement, even a 

recognized international border cannot pro-
vide legal immunity from foreign attack. 
That, at least, was the justification for the 
Kosovo War, which began 20 years ago this 
week. 
Israel presents a special case when it comes 
to borders, as the new country did not 
unequivocally inherit the borders of the 
land’s previous British and Ottoman rulers, 
nor was there a chance for bilateral treaties 
to establish new ones since all of its neigh-
bors rejected its very existence for the first 
four decades after independence. 
The brilliant political scientist (and, full dis-
closure: old grad school friend of mine) Sta-
cie Goddard wrote this week in the Washing-
ton Post that “Trump’s position on the Golan 
Heights is inconsistent with what scholars 
call the territorial integrity norm.” This is the 
norm that “stipulates that states may not use 
force to alter interstate boundaries.” 
For example, if the United States sent its ar-
my across the 49th parallel and occupied 
British Columbia and Yukon territory in or-
der to create a territorial contiguity with 
Alaska, this would be an obvious violation of 
the territorial integrity norm. The same 
would be true for a French incursion into the 
Saarland and for a much less hypothetical 
Russian invasion of Crimea. 
It would indeed be reckless if the U.S. had 
this week embarked on a policy change that 
genuinely weakened this norm as critics of 
the move claim. But in reality, the norm is 
clearly not applicable to the Golan, and at-
tempts to restate it in a way to make it appli-
cable only end up delegitimizing its applica-
tion anywhere else. 

 (cont’d) 
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The accusation that Israel and the U.S. are 
flagrantly violating diplomatic and legal 
norms rests on two such restatements of the 
norm, both of them flawed. The first one 
takes the armistice lines created in 1949 be-
tween Israel and its Arab neighbors as de 
facto international borders and tries to ap-
ply to them the same standards of territorial 
integrity as an internationally recognized 
boundary. 
The problem is that the armistice agree-
ments explicitly say the opposite—and at 
the insistence of the Arab side. Article V of 
the Israeli-Syrian General Armistice Agree-
ment (20 July 1949) begins: 

“It is emphasized that the following ar-
rangements for the Armistice Demarcation 
Line 
between the Israeli and Syrian armed forces 
and for the Demilitarized Zone are not to be 
interpreted as having any relation whatso-
ever to ultimate territorial arrangements 
affecting the two Parties to this Agreement.” 
Similar passages exist in the armistice with 
Jordan and with Egypt, but not in the armi-
stice with Lebanon, which explicitly recog-
nizes the previous Franco-British boundary 
as an international border. Syria, like Egypt 
and Jordan, assumed that in a future war 
they might conquer more territory and did-
n’t want to be saddled with a binding line. 
It was not a gamble that paid off. 
The problems don’t end there. Even if the 
agreements that established the 1949 armi-
stice lines didn’t explicitly declare them to 
be temporary and nonbinding, they would 
have ceased to have any legal validity when 
fighting erupted again, as it did in June 
1967. As in the 1948 war, the Arab aim in 
1967 was explicitly and openly stated: It 
ranged from ethnic cleansing to genocide of 
the Jewish State of Israel. The expectation 
that the colossal Arab defeat could be fol-
lowed by a return to the lines from the pre-
vious war—it too a colossal Arab defeat—
would be like the Germans in 1945 expect-
ing they could restore the borders they had 

in 1919. 
A further problem is that the armistice lines 
themselves rewarded aggressive conquest, 
putting Jordan, Egypt, and (importantly for 
this discussion) Syria in lands that were be-
yond their own prewar boundaries. Israel’s 
territorial gains are a violation of a post-1945 
principle but Arab territorial gains (which 
also took place after 1945) are somehow not? 
And if the armistice lines are sacrosanct, 
where does this leave the claims of the Pales-
tinians? After all, the armistice leaves Gaza 
for Egypt and the West Bank for Jordan and 
nothing for the Palestinians. Finally, it’s hard 
to see how armistice lines can attain a status 
of permanence. They were, after all, the lines 
at which a previous war stopped. But two 
more wars were fought on the Israeli- Syrian 
frontier, and those ended up with clear lines, 
too. What is the general norm, rather than 
the conviction that Israel is always in the 
wrong, that explains why one set of lines is 
holy and the next set an affront? 
If the armistice lines cannot establish a law-
ful boundary between Syria and Israel, what 
else is there? One possible solution is the 
doctrine known as uti posseditis juris, which 
stipulates that newly independent states in-
herit the borders of their previous colonial 
occupants (or, in the case of state breakup, of 
substate district boundaries as happened 
with the ex-Soviet republics). 
This has a much more solid legal ground and 
is a much more widely applied practice, and 
this informs the second problematic restate-
ment of the territorial integrity norm. 
But it too throws up so many challenges that 
no one dares make this case, at least not with 
even a minimal dose of consistency. In the 
case of the Israeli-Syrian border, it’s not even 
clear which colonial line would be valid: The 
French and British negotiated one line in 
1920 and another in 1922 and continued to 
make minor adjustments after that. The am-
biguity of these lines was the basis of the ra-
ther flimsy Syrian argument before 1967 for 
access to the Sea of Galilee. 

The Golan Heights and the Depths of Hypocrisy (cont’d) 

 (cont’d) 
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More importantly, the almost universal con-
sensus that Israel’s presence in the West Bank 
is one of the great international crimes of our 
era would be threatened by the adoption of 
this norm. If independent Israel inherited the 
mandate’s borders on the Golan, then it surely 
inherited them along the Jordan River, too. 
The problems become clearer once the focus 
moves down the map a bit from the Golan to 
Jerusalem. When the U.S. decided to finally 
recognize Jerusalem as Israel’s capital last 
year (it has been Israel’s capital for over 70 
years), there was much hue and cry about 
how this move violated international norms 
and set a dangerous precedent—notice a pat-
tern? Rare, however, were the attempts to 
nail down which international legal norms 
exactly were being violated. As with the Golan 
issue, when you finally do get someone to 
point to a general rule that can be universally 
applicable (as opposed to some polite restate-
ment of the proposition “what Israel does is 
automatically bad”), you’ll end up with a mul-
tiplicity of contradictory norms which no one 
would dare apply to any other conflict and 
which are self-negating even when narrowly 
applied to the issue in question. 
Pertaining to the Golan, there are only two 
contradictory principles: that armistice lines 
form legal boundaries and that inherited bor-
ders are legally binding. But in the case of Je-
rusalem, there are three. They are just as in-
ternally contradictory but they have the add-
ed convolution of also contradicting the 
norms adduced in the Golan debate. 
The first argues that Jerusalem is actually sup-
posed to be internationalized in accordance 
with the never implemented U.N. partition 
resolution of 1947. That resolution, which 
was rejected by all Arab parties, designated 
Jerusalem as a corpus separatum that would 
belong neither to the Jewish state nor to the 
Arab state which were to be created at the 

end of the British Mandate. 
The first half of the 20th century saw various 
attempts at “internationalization” of disputed 
cities. None of these attempts succeeded, and 
the two most famous, Constantinople and Dan-
zig, both now bear new names attesting to 
their decidedly un-international dispositions 
as, respectively, the large Turkish city of Istan-
bul and the large Polish city of Gdansk. Jeru-
salem’s internationalization, unlike the latter 
two, was never even affirmed in a treaty, but 
rather was proposed in the recommendation 
of a nonbinding partition resolution which 
never went into effect—and not because Israel 
opposed it, but because Israel’s enemies reject-
ed it and sought to violently prevent its appli-
cation. 
Moreover, the corpus separatum comes with a 
very specific map. Included in it are all of 
Jerusalem and its surrounding villages and 
suburbs, notably Bethlehem. But no one de-
mands the internationalization of Bethlehem, 
It is instead always referred to as occupied Pal-
estinian territory. 
A similar designation is frequently used for 
East Jerusalem, though more frequently this is 
referred to as “occupied Arab East Jerusalem” 
or even “historically Arab East Jerusalem,” be-
cause, apparently, history only begins after 
1948 when the Jewish population of Old Jeru-
salem was expelled following a months-long 
siege (an actual siege, where food and water 
and medicine were not provided). 
This is because no one actually takes the 
claims of corpus separatum seriously and the 
prospect of internationalizing Jerusalem in the 
21st century is about as realistic as interna-
tionalizing Nicosia. And, as the talk of 
“occupied East Jerusalem” would indicate, 
there is a second norm being mobilized here, 
and it centers on the so-called Green Line, the 
cease-fire line that separated Israeli and Jorda-
nian forces at the end of the 1948 war. 

The Golan Heights and the Depths of Hypocrisy (cont’d) 

 (cont’d) 
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This 1948 armistice line, just like its northern 
counterpart, was explicitly not an international 
boundary. It, was, as its name suggests, a line 
respecting an armistice whose relevance is 
largely gone once the armistice itself is gone 
and if this was not enough to invalidate it, 
there is also the fact that it clearly contradicts 
the “internationalizing” mandate established in 
corpus separatum. 
And it’s a curious claim to make in the con-
text of the embassies. If the problem is Is-
rael’s presence east of the line, how does 
placing an embassy west of the line violate 
the norm? In fact, the Green Line in Jerusa-
lem functions in diplomacy like one of those 
two-way mirrors in police interrogation 
rooms. You can see it looking east when you 
need to condemn Israel for, say, allowing 
Jews to live in the Jewish Quarter of the Old 
City. But look west, and it disappears, since it 
doesn’t confer on Israel any rights there ei-
ther. West of the line, corpus separatum 
comes back to life. How is that? 
To answer that, you need to abandon both of 
the first two norms and bring up a third one. 
Jerusalem, according to the Oslo Accords, is a 
final status issue. Its status will be deter-
mined by negotiations between the two 
sides. Until then, any move that might preju-
dice the outcome of that final status must be 
avoided. 
It’s certainly true that the Oslo Accords stip-
ulate that Jerusalem is a final status issue 
(and leave ambiguous what is meant by 
“Jerusalem”). But there is a whole list of final 
status issues. 
Jerusalem is just one. The others include bor-
ders, settlements, statehood, and refugees. 
Notice anything about that list? With the ex-
ception of the refugee issue, the international 
community takes very explicit positions on 
all of them. Far from worrying about preju-
dicing any discussion of future borders, most 
major capitals treat the pre-1967 lines as 
sacrosanct (except, as noted above, where 

they might confer upon Israel rights in West 
Jerusalem), and this has even been U.S. poli-
cy since 2011. No shortage of U.N. resolu-
tions and EU pronouncements has ever exist-
ed condemning settlements. And since at 
least 2000 it has been a universal consensus 
that the Palestinians should end the peace 
process with a fully independent state, 
though the 
Oslo Accords promise no such thing. Scrupu-
lousness about final status, apparently, is very 
important everywhere except where it’s not. 
The opposition to recognizing Israel’s capital 
doesn’t stem from anything that might be 
called an international norm or practice, and 
yet all the commentary condemning the Ameri-
can decision to do so wrapped itself in a piety 
about respect for international law. And the 
three “norms” normally adduced to back up 
this claim: corpus separatum, the armistice 
line, and final status, not only don’t exist for 
any other conflict, they brazenly contradict 
each other. 
There is still another norm that can be applied 
here though it is so trivial, and the norms 
themselves so selectively applied, that no one 
ever really bothers to say it out loud. Sovereign 
states have the right to designate any city in 
their territory as their seat of government, and 
other countries will locate their embassies 
there. This norm is accepted even when diplo-
mats wish the embassies could be in cooler cit-
ies (Ankara, Brasilia) or when capital cities 
have been moved on a whim (Astana, Abuja) or 
when the status of a capital city is ambiguous 
(Pretoria) or when the seat of government isn’t 
even in a capital city at all (the Hague). The ex-
ception to this norm is, for some reason, Israel, 
and yet for all the talk of respecting interna-
tional law on 
Jerusalem, no one is able to make a coherent 
case for this exception. 

The Golan Heights and the Depths of Hypocrisy (cont’d) 

 (cont’d) 
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The Golan issue is much more ambiguous, if 
also much less inflammatory. But it is weird 
to see the unanimity with which “experts” on 
foreign policy want to see an old territorial 
claim of Bashar Assad’s Syria reaffirmed, 
even though he was not yet 2 years old the 
last time his country actually controlled the 
Golan, and even though no one should be in 
any mood to see any Assad claim reaffirmed 
right now. 
There is actually an international norm that 
is relevant here, and it is actually cited in pro-
fessor Goddard’s article. The U.N. Charter it-
self mandates that all members must “refrain 
in their international relations from the 
threat or use of force against the territorial 
integrity or political independence of any 
state.” 
This is precisely the norm that Syria violated 
when it joined a pan- Arab invasion of Israel 
the day after its independence with the open-
ly stated purpose of eliminating it, violated 
repeatedly when it used its positions in the 
Golan to fire on Israeli farmers and communi-
ties in the valley below during the years fol-
lowing that war, and violated once more 
when it again joined an Arab coalition in 
1967 whose openly stated war aims were, if 
anything, even more chillingly eliminationist 
than those of 1948. 
Syria lost that war and could have recouped 
much (and possibly all) of the territory it lost 
to Israel by entering into peace negotiations 
with Israel as called for by U.N. Security 
Council Resolution 242. For 24 years it re-
fused to do that, and even when it finally did 
enter into talks with Israel in the 1990s it 
was never able to come to terms with the 
minimum requirements of an actual peace 
treaty. Is there a norm anywhere else in the 

world that holds that claims to territory lost 
in an aggressive war are permanently re-
tained, even after 52 years and all the atroci-
ties associated with this Syrian government? 
The claim that territorial changes following 
wars declined after 1945 outside gray areas is 
itself problematic, and not just because the Go-
lan is clearly such a gray area. In Europe, a se-
ries of treaties signed in the years immediately 
after 1945 moved borders around dramatical-
ly. In 1947, peace treaties were concluded that 
took away land from Finland, Hungary, Roma-
nia, and Bulgaria while, in the same year, Italy 
made concessions to France on the Alps and 
transferred islands previously in its possession 
to Albania and Greece. In 1954 Italy was forced 
to accept the partition of Istria with Yugoslavia 
precipitating an exodus of nearly a quarter 
million ethnic Italians from the ceded territo-
ry. These changes were only finalized in a trea-
ty in 1975, and themmuch more dramatic ter-
ritorial changes in Germany were only finally 
ratified in treaties in To be sure, there have 
been fewer territorial changes in Europe fol-
lowing interstate war since 1945, but that is 
because there haven’t been many interstate 
wars. To argue that what has changed is a 
norm about boundaries is a bit like arguing 
that there was until 2016 a longstanding 
“tradition” of presidents not nominating Su-
preme Court justices in election years: 
Very few openings occurred in election years 
and, in the rare cases where one did, all presi-
dents did make nominations. Similarly here, 
the post-1945 order did include territorial 
changes at the expense of wars’ losers; there 
were just fewer of these between states across 
international boundaries. 

The Golan Heights and the Depths of Hypocrisy (cont’d) 

 (cont’d) 
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And as a matter of fairness and international 
justice, if Finland needed to pay a territorial 
price for being on the wrong side of World 
War II (it had very little choice, having been 
attacked by the Soviet Union), it’s not clear 
why Syria should enjoy immunity despite 
launching wars against Israel in 1948, 1967, 
and 1973 and refusing to make peace ever 
since. 
Some day Israel and Syria may yet negotiate 
a peace treaty, and when they do, they may 
very well move the border from its current 
cease-fire line (unchanged since 1974) to 
something further west. When this happens, 
competing Syrian and Israeli claims will have 
to be weighed. 
If Israel did not pursue international recogni-
tion of its sovereignty over the heights now, 
with Syria weakened and isolated and with a 
friendly administration in Washington, then 
this would become part of the case against 
its claims in any future negotiations. 
It’s not hard to imagine what the bien-
pensant opinion makers would be saying 
then if Israel had not made an effort now to 
get international recognition of its sover-
eignty over the Golan. 
Even in the depths of the civil war in Syria 
and even with an unusually sympathetic 
American administration in Washington you 
didn’t get your sovereignty over the heights 
recognized, so now in peace negotiations you 
are suddenly asking for it? 
But then again, the same foreign policy ex-
perts have been catastrophically wrong on 
everything connected to this issue. 
Search the archives, and you will not find a 
single voice in the State Department, White-

hall, or the Quai d’Orsay that opposed an Is-
raeli withdrawal from the Golan in the last 30 
years. On the contrary, those who warned 
against such a move in Israel were routinely 
characterized as landgrabbers and opponents 
of peace with outdated notions of security. 
Imagine if the Syrian Civil War were conduct-
ed not on the other side of the Golan, but on 
the shores of the Sea of Galilee. 
No one could say for sure which faction—
regime forces, Hezbollah, ISIS, or anyone 
else—would be the one to carry out the attack 
that would drag Israel into the war, but we can 
say with near certainty that the Syrian Civil 
War would almost certainly have expanded 
into an Arab-Israeli war, too, and the result 
would be even more dire for the region than it 
already was. 
One would think that would give the experts 
pause, but that would be to employ another 
norm which doesn’t actually exist. 
*** 
Like this article? Sign up for our Daily Digest to 
get Tablet magazine’s new content in your in-
box each morning. 
Shany Mor is an Associate Fellow at the Han-
nah Arendt Center at Bard College and a Re-
search Fellow at the Chaikin Center for Geo-
strategy at the University of Haifa. He served 
as a Director for Foreign Policy on the Israeli 
National Security Council. 
 
Find this story online: https://
www.tabletmag.com/jewish-news-and-
politics/282780/golan-hypocrisy-
international-norms 

The Golan Heights and the Depths of Hypocrisy (cont’d) 
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Yahrzeits 
December 1, 2019 / 3 Kislev 5780 - February 29, 2019 / 4 Adar 5780 

Name:                                                            Hebrew date:                                     Date:              

09-Dec-19 Abells, Ben 11 Kislev 5780 

06-Feb-20 Abrams, Anne 11 Shevat 5780 

20-Jan-20 Abramson, Samuel E. 23 Tevet 5780 

29-Dec-19 Ames, Blossom 1 Tevet 5780 

22-Feb-20 Arenovsky, Eddie R. 27 Shevat 5780 

08-Jan-20 Backun, Moses 11 Tevet 5780 

18-Jan-20 Bain, Rubin 21 Tevet 5780 

21-Jan-20 Basin, Abram 24 Tevet 5780 

20-Feb-20 Bell, Abe 25 Shevat 5780 

01-Feb-20 Bell, Rose 6 Shevat 5780 

17-Feb-20 Bercovich, Harry 22 Shevat 5780 

08-Jan-20 Bercovich, Rose 11 Tevet 5780 

06-Jan-20 Bercovitch, Celia 9 Tevet 5780 

05-Jan-20 Bercovitch, Fred 8 Tevet 5780 

21-Feb-20 Bereskin, Abe 26 Shevat 5780 

27-Dec-19 Bernstein, Jacob 29 Kislev 5780 

15-Dec-19 Bernstein, Nettie 17 Kislev 5780 

10-Jan-20 Birstein, Jerold 13 Tevet 5780 

10-Jan-20 Bloom, Ann 13 Tevet 5780 

14-Jan-20 Bodnoff, Geraldine 17 Tevet 5780 

29-Dec-19 Bodnoff, Samuel 1 Tevet 5780 

13-Jan-20 Brachman, Eva 16 Tevet 5780 

25-Feb-20 Brachman, Howard 30 Shevat 5780 

27-Feb-20 Braitman, William 2 Adar 5780 

01-Jan-20 Breslow, Penina 4 Tevet 5780 

27-Feb-20 Bronstein, Dorothy 2 Adar 5780 

27-Dec-19 Bronstein, Fanny 29 Kislev 5780 

04-Dec-19 Brounstein, Cyril 6 Kislev 5780 

12-Jan-20 Brounstein, Fanny 15 Tevet 5780 

26-Jan-20 Brounstein, Maurice 29 Tevet 5780 

23-Jan-20 Brownstein, Maurice D. 26 Tevet 5780 

29-Feb-20 Cherry, Scott Shael 4 Adar 5780 

21-Dec-19 Coghill, Hettie 23 Kislev 5780 

26-Dec-19 Cohen, Louis D. 28 Kislev 5780 

29-Dec-19 Cohen, Marjorie 1 Tevet 5780 

23-Feb-20 Cohen, Rose 28 Shevat 5780 
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Yahrzeits 
December 1, 2019 / 3 Kislev 5780 - February 29, 2019 / 4 Adar 5780 

Name:                                                            Hebrew date:                                     Date:              

26-Feb-20 Coppel, Sylvia 1 Adar 5780 

21-Feb-20 Cowan, Mary Kotlarsky 26 Shevat 5780 

11-Dec-19 Curtis, Dorothy 13 Kislev 5780 

11-Feb-20 Cutler, Sidney 16 Shevat 5780 

25-Jan-20 David, Rivkah 28 Tevet 5780 

27-Jan-20 Einhorn, Bernard 1 Shevat 5780 

16-Jan-20 Fages, David 19 Tevet 5780 

07-Dec-19 Fages, Fanny 9 Kislev 5780 

28-Jan-20 Fages, Harry 2 Shevat 5780 

28-Dec-19 Fayerman, (Bill) William J. 30 Kislev 5780 

28-Jan-20 Fayerman, Briana Devorah 2 Shevat 5780 

23-Feb-20 Fayerman, Rose 28 Shevat 5780 

02-Feb-20 Fayerman, William J. 7 Shevat 5780 

14-Jan-20 Feller, Bernice 17 Tevet 5780 

01-Dec-19 Finkelstein, Dr. Mitchell 3 Kislev 5780 

03-Feb-20 Finkelstein, Mary 8 Shevat 5780 

29-Feb-20 Finkelstein, Samuel 4 Adar 5780 

21-Jan-20 Freedman, Sophie 24 Tevet 5780 

13-Dec-19 Freidin, Rachael 15 Kislev 5780 

10-Feb-20 Friedgut, Isaac 15 Shevat 5780 

06-Feb-20 Friedman, Chaim 11 Shevat 5780 

04-Jan-20 Friedman, Nathan 7 Tevet 5780 

06-Dec-19 Friedman, Samuel 8 Kislev 5780 

27-Feb-20 Friedman, Sarah 2 Adar 5780 

04-Jan-20 Friendly, Jack 7 Tevet 5780 

07-Dec-19 Fruman, Aaron 9 Kislev 5780 

03-Jan-20 Fruman, Boris 6 Tevet 5780 

26-Feb-20 Fruman, Jacob 1 Adar 5780 

04-Jan-20 Fruman, Jenny 7 Tevet 5780 

20-Dec-19 Fruman, Pearl 22 Kislev 5780 

26-Feb-20 Fruman, Stishe Leah 1 Adar 5780 

07-Dec-19 Garshman, Sarah 9 Kislev 5780 

17-Dec-19 Gellman, Samuel 19 Kislev 5780 

29-Dec-19 Geltner, Celia 1 Tevet 5780 

06-Feb-20 Gibbs, Sylvia 11 Shevat 5780 

17-Feb-20 Gimpel, Anna 22 Shevat 5780 
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Yahrzeits 
December 1, 2019 / 3 Kislev 5780 - February 29, 2019 / 4 Adar 5780 

Name:                                                            Hebrew date:                                     Date:              

27-Feb-20 Gofine, Faga Laia 2 Adar 5780 

03-Dec-19 Goldenberg, Clara 5 Kislev 5780 

17-Dec-19 Goldman, Celia 19 Kislev 5780 

18-Feb-20 Goldman, Dorothy 23 Shevat 5780 

29-Feb-20 Goldman, Leon 4 Adar 5780 

06-Feb-20 Goldstein, Azriel L. 11 Shevat 5780 

26-Dec-19 Goldstein, Hattie 28 Kislev 5780 

05-Feb-20 Gorback, Abraham 10 Shevat 5780 

07-Feb-20 Gould, Leo 12 Shevat 5780 

07-Feb-20 Greenberg, Esther 12 Shevat 5780 

21-Jan-20 Greenberg, Frank 24 Tevet 5780 

22-Jan-20 Greenberg, Samuel 25 Tevet 5780 

20-Dec-19 Greenwood, Harry 22 Kislev 5780 

25-Jan-20 Grotsky, Berel (Ben Sr.) 28 Tevet 5780 

19-Jan-20 Grotsky, Maddy 22 Tevet 5780 

22-Jan-20 Grotsky, Molly 25 Tevet 5780 

17-Jan-20 Gurevich, Selda 20 Tevet 5780 

16-Feb-20 Gurstein, Meyer 21 Shevat 5780 

31-Dec-19 Handel, Samuel 3 Tevet 5780 

25-Feb-20 Heirsh, Bessie 30 Shevat 5780 

09-Feb-20 Herman, Pearl 14 Shevat 5780 

17-Feb-20 Herman, Sidney 22 Shevat 5780 

14-Jan-20 Hilford, Allan Wilfred 17 Tevet 5780 

25-Jan-20 Hoffman, Maurice 28 Tevet 5780 

15-Dec-19 Isman, Louise 17 Kislev 5780 

28-Dec-19 Isman, Marjorie 30 Kislev 5780 

14-Feb-20 Jacobson, Razel 19 Shevat 5780 

21-Feb-20 Jampolsky, Jack 26 Shevat 5780 

16-Jan-20 Jampolsky, Lillian 19 Tevet 5780 

23-Jan-20 Kahan, Abraham 26 Tevet 5780 

05-Feb-20 Kanee, Sophie 10 Shevat 5780 

30-Dec-19 Katz, Eveline 2 Tevet 5780 

21-Jan-20 Katz, Roy 24 Tevet 5780 

16-Dec-19 Kliman, Jacob 18 Kislev 5780 

04-Dec-19 Kobilnitsky, Solomon 6 Kislev 5780 

18-Jan-20 Kohn, Yetty 21 Tevet 5780 
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Yahrzeits 
December 1, 2019 / 3 Kislev 5780 - February 29, 2019 / 4 Adar 5780 

Name:                                                            Hebrew date:                                     Date:              

82- Dec-19 Kraminsky, Bella 03 Kislev 5780 

03- Dec-19 Krivel, Beatrice 8 Tevet 5780 

30- Dec-19 Kushner, Arlene 31 Kislev 5780 

83- Feb-20 Labman, Charles 81 Shevat 5780 

30- Dec-19 Labovich, Reta 1 Kislev 5780 

31- Feb-20 Labovitch, Goldie 88 Shevat 5780 

81- Dec-19 Landa, Goldey 81 Kislev 5780 

30- Jan-20 Leach, Morris 6 Tevet 5780 

31- Jan-20 Lechinsky, Al 32 Tevet 5780 

38- Jan-20 Lechinsky, Lena 31 Tevet 5780 

33- Feb-20 Leibl, Annie 6 Shevat 5780 

32- Jan-20 Leibovitch, Morris 33 Tevet 5780 

88- Dec-19 Lerner, Kenneth Arnold 82 Kislev 5780 

83- Feb-20 Lesk, I. Mindell 86 Shevat 5780 

81- Feb-20 Levine, Bella 8 Adar 5780 

82- Feb-20 Lewis, Rebecca 2 Adar 5780 

38- Feb-20 Lexier, Adelaide 1 Shevat 5780 

88- Jan-20 Lexier, Beulah 81 Tevet 5780 

36- Jan-20 Lexier, Sam 32 Tevet 5780 

38- Dec-19 Lexier, Tamarah 32 Kislev 5780 

31- Jan-20 Lichstein, Joseph 32 Tevet 5780 

32- Feb-20 Linds, Bessie 32 Shevat 5780 

31- Dec-19 Linkovsky, HaRav Samuel 1 Kislev 5780 

81- Jan-20 Lipton, Alexander 3 Shevat 5780 

88- Feb-20 Lipton, Honey 81 Shevat 5780 

36- Dec-19 Lipton, Reva 2 Kislev 5780 

32- Feb-20 Lyman, Agnes 2 Shevat 5780 

31- Feb-20 Lyman, Harry 83 Shevat 5780 

31- Jan-20 Lyman, Jack 32 Tevet 5780 

82- Feb-20 Malt, Yisroel 2 Adar 5780 

31- Feb-20 Mandel, Miriam 83 Shevat 5780 

30- Feb-20 Marcovitch, Lily 2 Shevat 5780 

88- Dec-19 Marcovitch, Morris 82 Kislev 5780 

33- Dec-19 Mervitz, Joyce 30 Kislev 5780 

31- Jan-20 Milner, Jacob 83 Tevet 5780 

32- Jan-20 Milner, Louis 31 Tevet 5780 
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Yahrzeits 
December 1, 2019 / 3 Kislev 5780 - February 29, 2019 / 4 Adar 5780 

Name:                                                            Hebrew date:                                     Date:              

36- Dec-19 Minovitch, David 32 Kislev 5780 

38- Feb-20 Minovitch, Harry 1 Shevat 5780 

30- Feb-20 Minovitch, Oscar P. 32 Shevat 5780 

38- Dec-19 Minton, Maurice 2 Kislev 5780 

31- Jan-20 Mintz Hay, Jill 83 Tevet 5780 

82- Jan-20 Mintz, Anna 81 Tevet 5780 

86- Feb-20 Mintz, Benjamin 3 Adar 5780 

88- Feb-20 Mintz, Israel 81 Shevat 5780 

32- Jan-20 Mondell, Ofshey 38 Tevet 5780 

30- Feb-20 Morris, Millie 2 Shevat 5780 

81- Jan-20 Moscovitch, Isadore 82 Tevet 5780 

36- Dec-19 Moscovitch, Jennie 2 Kislev 5780 

86- Dec-19 Moscovitch-Morris, Fanny 82 Kislev 5780 

86- Jan-20 Moss, Lou 82 Tevet 5780 

32- Feb-20 Moss, Marvin 30 Shevat 5780 

38- Jan-20 Napolion, Sylvia 31 Tevet 5780 

36- Jan-20 Natanson, Nesta 32 Tevet 5780 

33- Jan-20 Natanson, William 32 Tevet 5780 

31- Feb-20 Nitikman, Herbert 38 Shevat 5780 

83- Dec-19 Paull, Frank 88 Kislev 5780 

32- Feb-20 Pearlman, Samuel 80 Shevat 5780 

32- Jan-20 Pergamit, Dianah 88 Tevet 5780 

81- Dec-19 Perlman, Chuna 81 Kislev 5780 

33- Feb-20 Perlman, Hudel 6 Shevat 5780 

82- Feb-20 Plosker, Joseph 82 Shevat 5780 

33- Jan-20 Plosker, Sima 30 Tevet 5780 

30- Jan-20 Portigal, Samuel 36 Tevet 5780 

31- Dec-19 Price, Maurice 31 Kislev 5780 

83- Jan-20 Price, Morris H. 82 Tevet 5780 

32- Jan-20 Promislow, Dov H. 38 Tevet 5780 

83- Jan-20 Rabinovitch, Mike 80 Tevet 5780 

81- Jan-20 Ratner, John 82 Tevet 5780 

83- Feb-20 Ratner, Sadie 86 Shevat 5780 

80- Feb-20 Ratner, Samuel 82 Shevat 5780 

83- Feb-20 Redman, Benjamin 81 Shevat 5780 

36- Dec-19 Redman, Moses 32 Kislev 5780 
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Yahrzeits 
December 1, 2019 / 3 Kislev 5780 - February 29, 2019 / 4 Adar 5780 

Name:                                                            Hebrew date:                                     Date:              

30- Jan-20 Reinhorn, Edward L. 6 Tevet 5780 

86- Dec-19 Reinhorn, Ethel 82 Kislev 5780 

32- Jan-20 Rosen, Grace 31 Tevet 5780 

32- Feb-20 Rostoker, Louis 32 Shevat 5780 

83- Feb-20 Rostoker, Toby 86 Shevat 5780 

32- Feb-20 Rotstien, Albert 2 Shevat 5780 

36- Feb-20 Rotstien, Meyer 83 Shevat 5780 

82- Feb-20 Safian, Israel 2 Adar 5780 

33- Dec-19 Safian, Jack 38 Kislev 5780 

33- Jan-20 Samuels, Rebecca 2 Tevet 5780 

83- Jan-20 Schachter, Harry 80 Tevet 5780 

31- Dec-19 Schiller, Ida 31 Kislev 5780 

82- Dec-19 Schiller, Judah W. 03 Kislev 5780 

38- Feb-20 Schiller, Rebecca 1 Shevat 5780 

30- Dec-19 Schultz, Albert 31 Kislev 5780 

33- Jan-20 Schwartz, Ben L. 32 Tevet 5780 

32- Dec-19 Schwartz, Betty 6 Kislev 5780 

33- Jan-20 Schwartz, Elliott 2 Tevet 5780 

83- Dec-19 Schwartz, Morris 80 Kislev 5780 

82- Jan-20 Segal, Dorothy E. 8 Shevat 5780 

81- Dec-19 Segal, Edith 81 Kislev 5780 

31- Dec-19 Segal, Joseph 2 Kislev 5780 

36- Jan-20 Segal, Saul 2 Tevet 5780 

86- Feb-20 Segal, Solomon 3 Adar 5780 

31- Feb-20 Seidler, Bertha 83 Shevat 5780 

32- Feb-20 Seidler, Nuchim 2 Shevat 5780 

31- Dec-19 Ser, Golda 1 Kislev 5780 

33- Feb-20 Ser, Hyman 31 Shevat 5780 

31- Dec-19 Shachter, Elsie 1 Kislev 5780 

36- Feb-20 Shanker, Jean 83 Shevat 5780 

31- Dec-19 Sharp, Boruch 1 Kislev 5780 

83- Jan-20 Sharp, Rachel 82 Tevet 5780 

83- Jan-20 Shneir, Mr. M. 80 Tevet 5780 

32- Jan-20 Shragge, Sadie 83 Tevet 5780 

33- Jan-20 Shragge, Thelma 30 Tevet 5780 

81- Jan-20 Shumiatcher, Abraham I. 3 Shevat 5780 
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Yahrzeits 
December 1, 2019 / 3 Kislev 5780 - February 29, 2019 / 4 Adar 5780 

Name:                                                            Hebrew date:                                     Date:              

80- Feb-20 Sier, Harold 82 Shevat 5780 

31- Feb-20 Silbar, Jack (Leo) Silberman 38 Shevat 5780 

03- Dec-19 Silverman, Harry 0 Tevet 5780 

32- Jan-20 Silverman, Joseph 38 Tevet 5780 

31- Feb-20 Silverman, Saul 38 Shevat 5780 

38- Feb-20 Silvert, David 1 Shevat 5780 

83- Jan-20 Sinclair, Dr. Samuel 82 Tevet 5780 

83- Dec-19 Skolnick, Gail 88 Kislev 5780 

32- Dec-19 Soifer, Samuel 36 Kislev 5780 

86- Feb-20 Spetalnick, Jacob 3 Adar 5780 

31- Jan-20 Spetalnick, Min 2 Tevet 5780 

82- Dec-19 Stern, Joseph 3 Tevet 5780 

81- Jan-20 Steward, Orville (Mac) 82 Tevet 5780 

83- Feb-20 Stock, Dan 86 Shevat 5780 

32- Dec-19 Suchet, Herbert 6 Kislev 5780 

83- Feb-20 Sunshine, Gordon 86 Shevat 5780 

32- Jan-20 Sussman, Louise 38 Tevet 5780 

82- Feb-20 Swartz, Harry 2 Adar 5780 

33- Jan-20 Swartz, Joseph 30 Tevet 5780 

31- Feb-20 Swetlow, Ida 88 Shevat 5780 

83- Feb-20 Szekely, T. Ann 86 Shevat 5780 

86- Dec-19 Vickar, Bill 82 Kislev 5780 

83- Dec-19 Vigder, Jacob 88 Kislev 5780 

32- Dec-19 Waldman, Harry 33 Kislev 5780 

03- Dec-19 Weinberg, Gertrude 8 Tevet 5780 

88- Dec-19 Winestock, Fanny 82 Kislev 5780 

03- Jan-20 Winestock, Samuel 1 Shevat 5780 

86- Feb-20 Wiseman, Jacob 3 Adar 5780 

81- Dec-19 Wolfman, Leah 81 Kislev 5780 

81- Dec-19 Wolfman, Norman 81 Kislev 5780 

31- Dec-19 Wolfson, Abraham 32 Kislev 5780 

81- Dec-19 Wolfson, Harold 82 Kislev 5780 

36- Dec-19 Wolfson, William 32 Kislev 5780 

86- Dec-19 Yaffe, Cecelia 82 Kislev 5780 

33- Feb-20 Zand, Issie 6 Shevat 5780 

31- Feb-20 Zilz, Dr. Charles William 88 Shevat 5780 

80- Feb-20 Zilz, Joseph William 82 Shevat 5780 
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Donation List for the period 
September, October, November 2019 

Leaf 

Edward and Marsha Izen Leaf:  for Noel Sandomirsky 

Donations: 

Ian MacAusland-Berg Donation 

Maureen Ferguson Kitchen Fund 

Maureen Ferguson Rabbi's Discretionary Fund 

Camille Cavers Donation 

Christina Lappoehn Donation: Kitchen Fund 

Brian Herman Donation: Rabbi's Discretionary Fund 

Claire Polster Donation 

Cally Stephanow , Video Journalist, CTV News Regina 
Published Wednesday, November 20, 2019 6:28PM CST 

REGINA -- Gail Greenberg went to Africa in 2016 
along with the organization Grandmothers 4 
Grandmothers. The organization supports grand-
mothers in Africa who are raising their grandchil-
dren who have been orphaned by the aids pan-
demic. 
"We are blessed to be born and raised in Canada,” 
Greenberg said. “It’s a luck of the draw when some 
people are born in nations with less than what we 
have." 
Louise Greenberg met Gail Greenberg 25 years ago 
and felt her friend's contributions needed to be 
recognized. Louise also hopes Greenberg's story 
will inspire others to give a lending hand. Louise 
nominated Greenberg for CTV Regina’s Hometown 
Hero for November. 
"For me Gail exemplifies what Saskatchewan is all 
about and what we're all trying to be. Just to be 
better people," Louise said. 
Over the years, Greenberg has helped out with a 

number of organizations and institutions like 
schools synagogues and more. Now retired, she 
uses her time to volunteer at the Regina Humane 
Society by doing laundry. She's also become in-
strumental in launching Soup Sisters and Broth 
Brothers Regina, a non-profit initiative that cooks 
for those in need. Specifically, the group make 
homemade soup that helps the Regina Transition 
House along with 30 other groups across the 
country. 
"When you feel like you don't have the time, find 
one thing to do,” Greenberg said. “I call it a one shot 
deal. If you don't like to canvass, going door to door, 
find some fundraiser, some event that needs three 
hours of your time and give three hours of your 
time once a year." 
When asked why Greenberg gives so much of her 
time for others, she said "Bottom line is it’s enjoya-
ble." 

CONGRATULATIONS 
to Gail Greenberg 

Dick Clarke  
Glynis and David Mervitz 

Donation: Rabbi's Discretionary Fund 
Donation: Kitchen Fund 

https://regina.ctvnews.ca/more/bios/cally-stephanow-1.2562930
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Simchat Torah 

Sukkot 

Rosh Hashanah Sunday 
School program. Barry 
Braitman blowing the 
Shofar and Kendra 
Kimbel teaching us about 
bees. 
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