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Israel Reached for the Moon 
By Armin Rosen     tabletmag.com  April 15, 2019  
“If the probe had merely succeeded in reaching its 
correct altitude after launch, dayeinu.” 

Look for the circle labeled “laser,” SpaceIL co-
founder Yonatan Weintraub explained to me at around 
9:25 PM on Thursday night. Beresheet, the Israeli-built 
lunar lander and the first privately built object to orbit the 
moon, would soon begin its final descent to the surface. 
The craft was locked into a tight elliptical orbit that was 
supposed to bring it to only 25 kilometers above its 
landing zone shortly after 10 PM. The spacecraft would 
then trace a semi-circular path to angle itself to the ground. 
At one kilometer of altitude, Beresheet would reach a 
“point of no return” and begin firing all of its engines in 
order to decelerate the lander, which had been traveling at 
around 6,000 kilometers per hour just a few minutes 
before. The engine burn would reduce the onboard fuel 
supply such that an abort to orbit would be impossible. 

The landing process was entirely automated below one 
kilometer leaving the craft’s fate out of any human being’s 
control as soon as the final approach was initiated. But 
Weintraub said that three kilometers above the surface, 
shortly before “no return,” Bereshit would deploy a laser-
based system to determine its total distance from the 
landing site. It was the only critical mission component 
that hadn’t been tested in space yet. “If it turns on, if the 
laser gets data, that’s a big, big milestone,” he said. “That 
jumps our chances of landing dramatically.” 

SpaceIL’s staffers, founders, donors, and assorted 
journalists were gathered inside Building 100 at the Israel 
Aerospace Industries (IAI) campus in Yahud. The 
anonymous structure just north of the Ben Gurion airport 
perimeter is where Israel’s satellites are designed and 
tracked; IAI was the major contractor for SpaceIL and 
built Beresheet. During the landing, Weintraub and his co-
founders, Kfir Damari and Yariv Bash, sat in an 
auditorium behind a window looking into the control 
room, whose entrance is tucked behind an elevator bank 
just off of the building’s atrium. In the nearby lobby was a 
gold-foiled cylinder the diameter of a large truck tire and 
the thickness of a washing machine, perched atop four 
spindly metal insect legs with piping, panels, and mirror-
like censors jutting towards some imaginary cosmic abyss. 

Was it surreal to be here, standing next to a mockup of 
a spacecraft he’d helped will into existence? I asked Kfir 
Damari, with the landing just a half-hour away. “I think it’s 
more surreal that this is the mockup and the real one is not 
here anymore,” he replied. 

A string of dignitaries posed in front of the model 
Beresheet. Even the baklava and fancy pretzels on offer in 

the building’s back patio were details for the historical 
record: Here’s what we were eating when Israel became 
the fourth country to land on the moon. This was an 
important night for am Yisrael and medinat Yisrael, Israel 
Aerospace Industries board chair Harel Locker told the 
crowd minutes before the scheduled landing, displaying a 
copy of a drawing by an Auschwitz inmate that Ilan 
Ramon had taken aboard the Columbia’s doomed final 
mission in 2003. Prime minister Benjamin Netanyahu, a 
tower of calculation and steadiness, displayed emotions 
thrillingly out of character for him when he addressed the 
auditorium, as if tears and laughter were battling to 
overtake him first. 

Every second felt heavy enough to burst. The Jews, 
hounded and persecuted for millennia, were planting their 
flag and their book on the moon, where they would 
forever remain. Although, Bash said, it was important to 
remember that along with the Hebrew Bible, almost the 
entire Gutenberg Collection of global literature was on the 
craft as well, printed on quarter-sized disks in text the size 
of bacteria. “If aliens came in one million years from now 
and found the Earth was all dust, there will still be 
something to tell our story.” 

Inside the control room, where the prime minister 
shook hands with every one of the 20 or so engineers and 
technicians, the was a sign reading: “Am Yisrael Chai: 
Small country, big dreams.” Here, in a nondescript 
building between an airport runway and a Supersol grocery 
store, Israel would touch the sublime. There’d be a pure 
and eternal moment of wonder and joy that would 
entrance the entire world and echo through history: dream 
and reality would be reconciled, and through all the 
violence and sadness and doubt we’d all glimpse Israel as 
we imagined it. 

The final screen depicted a pixelated computer image 
of Beresheett at a right-tilting angle and an altitude of 149 
meters, as far from the lunar surface as the midway point 
of the Empire State Building is from 34th street. The laser 
light was illuminated green—that piece of the puzzle had 
been worked out at least. The engines were off, and fuel 
mass was down to 76 kilograms, a quarter of what it had 
been when the descent began. There had been a dreadful 
final minute of ambiguity: Telemetry was lost. Then it was 
back. Then contact was lost. Then the spacecraft’s system 
was rebooted from the ground. Then communications 
were back—were they back?—but the engines were off. It 
had all been going so well. 

“The spacecraft is doing exactly what it’s supposed to 
be doing right now” we’d learned a few eternal moments 
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earlier. There were guilty smiles in the control room and 
stifled shrieks of amazement out in the lobby when that 
final selfie appeared on screen, a metallic Isaeli flag 
cropped against the cratered moonscape, destined for the 
imminent wilderness of another world. Afterwards, it 
turned out that there had been simulations that had gone 
worse than the actual landing—at least up until the very, 
very end. But the Israeli reputation for bluntness is well-
earned, and allowing hope to linger would have been 
especially cruel. “The craft didn’t land successfully. We 
were still the seventh country to orbit the moon and the 
4th to make it to the moon’s surface,” someone 
announced. Later came a final verdict at the press 
conference from IAI space division general manager Ofer 
Doron—astonishing, mind-boggling worlds for anyone to 
speak, never mind as casually as he managed to: “We 
definitely crashed on the surface of the moon.” 

The span between the first loss of telemetry and word 
that the landing failed was maybe three minutes tops, and 
probably much less. A cosmic drama quickly and 
unexpectedly became a human one. How do you make 
sense of getting so close and losing the mission? One 
could soon attain some purely descriptive understanding of 
what occurred: As Doron told the media afterwards, a 
malfunction in the inertial measurement system led to a 
cascade of events that resulted in an accidental full engine 
cutoff. Beresheet was built with almost no redundancies, 
so there wasn’t a second computer to take over at the first 
sign of real trouble. The mission depended on a thin 
margin for error during the final 450 feet of its 
interplanetary journey (although it later turned out that the 
problems  started 14 kilometers from the surface). One 
could only imagine the gold cylinder in the lobby dropping 
at a rate of around six feet per second, and then 
commencing its eternity in the lunar dust with a final, 
soundless thud. 

That final thud had surely been felt, many tens of 
thousands of miles away, by Yonatan Weintraub, Kfir 
Damari, and Yariv Bash, who had experienced something 
that no one in the history of humankind had ever felt, 
since no one had ever crash-landed a privately designed 
and funded lunar lander before. 

“We made a tremendous effort,” Morris Khan, the 
spry 89-year old Israeli billionaire who provided Space IL 
with over $40 million in financing, said during the post-
landing press conference. 

“We chose to dream, we chose to do, and we we were 
not afraid.” 

Then Weintraub: “To the kids watching today: We 
didn’t reach in one piece. However, engineering and 
science is hard. Sometimes it doesn’t work on the first try, 
or even the second, or the third, or even the fourth. But 
eventually, it will work.” 

Bash: “There are kids watching, saying, I’m gonna 
build a better one.” 

The jokes began immediately, of course. 
“This is a big metaphor for life in Israel,” one 

journalist quipped in what was definitely an Israeli accent. 
A more edifying comment, from one of the funders of the 
mission, likened the endeavour to the Passover song 
Diyenu: If only the probe had succeeded in reaching its 
correct altitude after launch, diyenu. If only all the 
maneuvers had gone successfully, diyenu. If only Bereshit 
had entered lunar orbit, diyenu. There were countless 
diyenus. One of the most audacious private space ventures 
ever attempted had been, at worst, a 95% success. “We got 
Israel to places we didn’t magine before,” Damari said. 
“The Israeli flag is still on the surface, on an Israeli-made 
spacecraft,” said Weintraub. 

As the crowd dispersed, a stern-faced middle-aged 
man in a gray suit began passing out brownies from a 
tupperware container. It turned out this was Danny 
Grossman, the businessman and former Israeli fighter 
pilot whose early donation enabled the three founders to 
enter the Google Lunar X Prize competition eight years 
earlier. His mood was anything but stern or even 
disappointed (in general, the post-landing atmosphere in 
Yahud was dour but not openly mournful). In the very 
beginning, the trio of founders were engineers in their mid 
to late 20s who had met on Facebook—it would be years 
before SpaceIL would become an industrial-scale concern, 
with scores of other engineers and scientists involved. 
“They had three weeks to get $50,000—not trivial to get to 
guys who had one too many beers and big dreams,” 
Grossman explained. “This is the legacy of SpaceIL: It’s a 
project that started with three young guys who refused to 
take the word ‘no.’” 

To Grossman, the night did not feel like failure. “It’s 
not an ending. Why is this an ending?,” he asked. By 
Saturday afternoon, Morris Khan had already announced 
Beresheet 2. 
Mr. Rosen is a New York-based writer. 

 
Israeli Millennials, Tilting Right, Helped Elect Netanyahu 
By Felicia Schwartz and Dov Lieber   wsj.com   April 11, 2019
‘The hope or yearning for peace is foreign’ to many 
Israeli young people who favor security, the economy. 

Like most Israeli millennials, Tal Shushan is a proud 
right-wing voter.  

Benjamin Netanyahu has been Israeli prime minister 
for more than half Ms. Shushan’s 23 years. During that 
time, the country feels more secure than ever, she says. 

 
“He knows how to defend his country,” said Ms. 

Shushan, who recently left the military and voted for Mr. 
Netanyahu’s Likud party Tuesday. 

Israel’s young people have helped move the country 
right during the past decade, supporting Mr. Netanyahu’s 
Likud and smaller parties that help him form governing 
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majorities. It is likely to be a lasting shift because of the 
rising ultra-Orthodox population, which tends to vote for 
religious parties that align with Likud in governments. 

Born close to or after the 1993 Oslo peace accords 
between the Israelis and Palestinians, and coming of age 
during a wave of violence known as the second Palestinian 
intifada, Israel’s millennials take a harder line on security 
and peace than older generations. 

“The hope or yearning for peace is foreign to them,” 
said Yohanan Plesner, president of the Israel Democracy 
Institute, a think tank in Jerusalem. 

Mr. Netanyahu saw youth voters 
as a key bloc of support, said his 
pollster, John McLaughlin. Ahead of 
the election, Mr. Netanyahu had the 
support of almost two-thirds of 18- 
to 24-year-olds and 54% of 25- to 
34-year-olds, according to an 
institute survey. 

More than 55% of Israelis now 
call themselves right wing, up from 
40% a decade earlier, the same 
survey found. 

An independent survey 
conducted after the election by 
Israeli pollster Rafi Smith found 
Likud won a plurality of 18- to 24-
year-olds with 27%, while the 
centrist Blue and White party 
received 21%. Mr. Smith had been 
conducting polls specifically for the 
Likud party up until the day of the 
election. 

Many young voters are in the 
Israeli army, in which all citizens 
must serve at age 18, giving them a 
keen sense of the nation’s security 
needs. People under age 35 have 
come of age during the second 
intifada and several wars, including in Lebanon in 2006 
and three with Hamas since 2008. 

Mr. Netanyahu has steered a harder line on Palestinian 
relations, ruling out a Palestinian state, allowing expansion 
of Israeli settlements in the West Bank and pledging last 
weekend to extend Israeli civil law and sovereignty to 
those settlements. 

Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu secured a 
fifth term in office after a tight race against former Gen. 
Benny Gantz, with support from right-religious parties 
helping him claim a majority in parliament. 

The prime minister also played to young voters in 
ways beyond security, pledging to consider legalizing 
recreational marijuana. More than 40% of Israelis 18-to-25 
have smoked marijuana in the past year, the highest rate in 
the world, according to the United Nations. 

He has also presided over a period of economic 
expansion since the end of the financial crisis in 2009, 
when he became prime minister for the second time. The 
country’s tech sector has boomed, becoming a global 
center of innovation and a source of jobs for young 
people. 

“They like his policies on security and the economy,” 
Mr. McLaughlin said. 

The elections marked a stunning decline for Israel’s 
Labor, the country’s founding party that held the 

premiership from 1948 to 1977. Since 
that time, Likud and other right-wing 
parties have been dominant forces, 
especially after Labor’s Yitzhak Rabin 
was assassinated in 1995. The last Labor 
prime minister was Ehud Barak, from 
1999 to 2001. 

On Tuesday, the Labor party 
finished with six seats, a historic low. It 
garnered just 3% of 18- to 24-year-old 
voters and 10% of voters 65 and older, 
according to Mr. Smith’s survey. 

Young Israelis have internalized Mr. 
Netanyahu’s message that the left wing 
would damage the country if put in 
power, said Itai Glazer, a teenage 
supporter of Meretz, a left-wing 
organization. 

“We live in a world in which the left 
has never been in power and we’ve 
never seen what the left can do. We’ve 
grown up in the world in which we’re 
told the left is a catastrophe,” Mr. 
Glazer said. 

Israeli young people are liberal on 
social issues by American standards, 
supporting gay rights and the social 
safety net, and Likud supports the 
country’s universal health system. 

More than 55% of Israelis call themselves right wing, a 
shift that helped re-elect Prime Minister Netanyahu. Here, 
a polling station in Tel Aviv. Palestinian millennials are 
also jaded about the prospects for peace, having lived 
through the same events as well as years of Israeli military 
occupation of the West Bank. Polls show a majority of 
young Palestinians prefer a one-state to a two-state 
solution. 

Mr. Plesner of the Israel Democracy Institute said 
Israel’s rightward youth movement could shift left again if 
there was a breakthrough with the Palestinians that “would 
provide a genuine reason for hope.” 

Even then, the demographic growth of the country’s 
ultra-Orthodox population will likely continue to drive the 
lurch away from the center. That segment’s population has 
grown 33% since Mr. Netanyahu took office and is 
forecast to grow an additional 50% in the next decade. 
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And some young Jewish Israeli voters say they can’t 
ever envision voting for parties that advocate engagement 
with Palestinians. 

“I think that basically Arabs hate us,” said Elazar 
Cohn, 20, of Jerusalem. “I don’t think there will be peace.” 

He voted for the United Right party, the group 
furthest to the right in Mr. Netanyahu’s potential bloc of 
allies in the new parliament. 

 
Attempting to Restart the Peace Process Will Do More Harm Than Good 
By Robert Satloff     foreignpolicy.com  April 10, 2019 
Why upend a sustainable status quo? 

The final absentee ballots have not yet been counted 
in Israel’s election, but the results so far indicate that 
Benjamin Netanyahu is well on his way toward cobbling 
together the 61-seat majority needed to form a new 
governing coalition. This would give Netanyahu an 
unprecedented fifth term as Israel’s prime minister. 

If Netanyahu does form a government, attention will 
soon turn to the Trump administration’s long-awaited 
Middle East peace plan. Since the U.S. plan was based on 
close consultations with Netanyahu, it was assumed that 
the only stumbling block to its launch would be his defeat 
and replacement by a new leader with different ideas on 
relations with the Palestinians. Netanyahu’s apparent 
victory means that the White House rollout of the plan 
could be imminent. That would be a disaster. 

It would be a serious mistake for U.S. President 
Donald Trump to take the still-secret proposals devised by 
his son-in-law Jared Kushner and his colleagues and issue 
them in the name of the United States. 

The problem is not simply that the circumstances are 
ripe for failure, due to the deep political chasm between 
Israelis and Palestinians combined and the Trump 
administration’s inability to be both a friend to Israel and 
an honest broker of peace between Israelis and 
Palestinians. The Kushner plan also stands a good chance 
of actually setting back U.S. interests in three critical areas: 
It might lead to annexation of the West Bank, it could give 
the Saudi government leverage over the United States that 
it doesn’t currently have, and it would distract from 
Trump’s signature achievement of putting real pressure on 
Iran’s government. 

Issuing the Kushner plan risks triggering a chain of 
events that would result in a decision by Netanyahu to 
annex parts of the contested West Bank, a step that even 
the most conservative and nationalist Israeli governments 
over the past half-century have declined to take. 
Annexation—or, as many Israelis prefer to say 
euphemistically, “extending Israeli civil law to territories 
currently under military rule”—is already the platform of 
key parties Netanyahu needs to form a governing coalition. 
In addition, a large majority of his Likud party’s 
parliamentary delegation supports the idea. 

In the final hours of the campaign, Netanyahu himself 
endorsed the idea of annexing parts of the territories as a 
gambit to make sure the Likud didn’t lose voters to parties 
further to the right. Controversial though his last-minute 
move may have been, Likud’s success suggests it was a 
smart one. However, the shrewd and risk-averse 
Netanyahu would most likely prefer to find a way to keep 
the murky status quo, in which Israel maintains security 
control over the entire West Bank and channels support to 
many existing Israeli settlements while holding out the 
admittedly dim prospect of a diplomatic resolution with 
the Ramallah-based Palestinian Authority. 

This awkward situation, in which Israel and the PA 
have strained political ties but effective security 
cooperation, has proven surprisingly resilient. Few love the 
status quo, but it is not so objectionable that either 
Netanyahu or Palestinian leader Mahmoud Abbas has 
walked away from it. It may not have brought a final peace 
deal, but it has sustained the PA as a reasonably well-
functioning governing entity—by regional standards—and 
protected the West Bank from becoming a platform for 
rocket and terrorist attacks against Israel. 

The fact that the Israeli-Palestinian status quo survived 
the move of the U.S. Embassy to Jerusalem, the closing of 
a separate U.S. consulate general that traditionally served 
Palestinians, severe cuts in U.S. aid to the West Bank, and 
the closing of the Palestine Liberation Organization’s 
representative office in Washington—measures that 
collectively appear to Palestinians as a punitive attack—is a 
testament to its durability. 

That surprisingly sustainable house of cards may 
finally come crumbling down if Abbas rejects the Kushner 
plan, which he has already given every indication of doing. 
In turn, Israeli rightists will seize on Abbas’s “no” to argue 
that Israel has no negotiating partner, gutting a key 
rationale for keeping the status quo alive. 

Instead, rightist politicians will argue that, with no 
partner, Israel should simply extend its sovereignty to key 
parts of the West Bank (i.e., annex them), just as it did 38 
years ago on the Golan Heights—and they will point out 
that Trump’s recent decision to recognize the legality of 
the Golan annexation is a powerful hint that the White 
House will greenlight West Bank annexation, too. 

 
How the U.S. Can Thread the Kurdish-Turkish Needle 
By Merve Tahiroglu and Andrew Gabel  foreignaffairs.com  April 9, 2019 
If it doesn’t, both sides will turn to Moscow and 
Tehran. 

Last month, fighters with the Syrian Democratic 
Forces (SDF), a 60,000-strong Syrian militia that has been 
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Washington’s primary partner in the U.S.-led campaign 
against the Islamic State (ISIS), captured the Syrian town 
of Baghouz, ISIS’ last remaining stronghold. Although 
ISIS has not been fully eliminated as an organization, 
Baghouz marked the final territorial defeat of the group, 
which at its peak in 2014 controlled nearly 40,000 square 
miles in Iraq and Syria. 

Yet the territorial defeat of ISIS is not the end of the 
U.S. mission in Syria, where today some 2,000 American 
troops help the SDF administer and control the 
northeastern third of the country. Although U.S. President 
Donald Trump announced in December 2018 that he 
would be withdrawing all American forces from Syria, he 
has since partially reversed course—in March, Trump 
affirmed that he is “100%” in favor of leaving a residual 
presence of 400 U.S. troops in Syria. 

The question now is how Washington can use this 
residual presence to secure its long-term interests in the 
country: countering Iranian influence, preventing a return 
of ISIS, isolating the regime of Syrian President Bashar al-
Assad, and protecting the people of northeastern Syria 
from further slaughter. Achieving these goals will require 
the United States to use its troop presence to prevent the 
Syrian regime from attempting to retake the country’s 
northeast with Iranian and Russian assistance. At the same 
time, the United States must reshape the SDF into a force 
capable of providing long-term stability on the ground. 

A major obstacle to the integrity of northeastern Syria, 
however, is Turkey. Ankara perceives a serious threat from 
the People’s Protection Units (YPG), the Syrian-Kurdish 
militia that dominates the SDF. The YPG is the Syrian 
wing of the Kurdistan Workers’ Party (PKK), a designated 
terror group that has been waging an insurgency against 
Turkey for more than 30 years. Ankara seeks to create a 
“safe zone” stretching some 20 miles deep into SDF-held 
northeastern Syria, from which it would expel the YPG. 
Fear of a Turkish invasion is, in turn, pushing the YPG to 
seek an independent settlement with Assad—an outcome 
that would effectively return northeastern Syria to the 
regime and, by extension, invite in Iran and Russia. 

To keep northeastern Syria in the hands of its 
partners, the United States must find an arrangement that 
placates Turkey. Reforming the SDF to be less threatening 
to Ankara would be a start. But given the failure of 
previous U.S. efforts to strike a deal between Turkey and 
the YPG, Washington should also try to structure the 
parties’ economic incentives in a manner that favors 
cooperation. By using American aid and investment to 
promote the economic integration of Turkey and 
northeastern Syria, for example, Washington can foster 
improved relations between the Turks and the Syrian 
Kurds. And by combining these efforts with 
comprehensive sanctions against the Assad regime, the 
United States can weaken Damascus and increase its own 
leverage in negotiating a favorable outcome to the Syrian 
civil war. 

Democratizing The Sdf 

Syria is currently in a state of de-facto partition, with 
the SDF controlling virtually all of the country’s northeast. 
This area—about one-third of the country—contains more 
than 90 percent of Syria’s remaining oil reserves and a 
significant portion of its viable agricultural land. 

Keeping northeastern Syria in the hands of the SDF is 
crucial to ensuring the enduring defeat of ISIS and 
preventing Iranian expansion. The U.S. force in Syria, 
officially some 2,000 troops, currently protects the SDF-
held zone. American forces train SDF fighters, coordinate 
coalition air strikes, and deter hostile ground operations 
from other regional powers. Although the U.S. troop 
presence is set to decrease over the coming year, the 
residual force of 400 troops—including the 200 set to 
remain in the vital town of al-Tanf in western Syria—
should be enough to continue with these core missions. 

The SDF has been a loyal and effective partner in the 
fight against ISIS. To be a viable security force in the long 
term, however, it needs to be reformed to better reflect the 
local populations it is protecting. Currently, the SDF 
recruits local Kurdish and Arab fighters to provide internal 
security, while its political arm, the Syrian Democratic 
Council (SDC), helps establish civil councils formed of 
locals representing all ethnic factions. Yet in practice, the 
YPG still dominates the SDF’s command structure and 
trains all recruits in strict PKK ideology, while Kurds call 
the shots in the SDC-led councils. To alleviate interethnic 
tension and preempt violence that might flow from it, the 
United States should attempt to limit the YPG’s 
ideological influence by conditioning further support for 
the SDF on the expansion of local Arab recruitment into 
the group’s command structure. Such reforms would be in 
line with the SDF’s professed political philosophy, which 
aspires to a decentralized, representative administration in 
territories it oversees. 

Taming The Ypg 
Reforming the SDF is the first step toward winning 

Turkey’s cooperation in the maintenance of a U.S.-aligned 
zone in northeastern Syria. Politically, Ankara’s foremost 
fear is the emergence of an autonomous Kurdish region 
bordering Turkey’s own Kurdish-dominated southeast. A 
more decentralized SDF could allow the YPG’s political 
wing, the Democratic Union Party (PYD), to, if elected, 
continue governing Kurdish-majority provinces in the 
SDF zone. But shifting more power to the SDF’s non-
Kurdish elements would dilute the influence of nationalist  
Kurds within the group, allowing both local Arabs and 
Turkey to more easily stomach the SDF’s existence. 
Turkey will surely continue to object to an SDF that 
includes the YPG. Since the YPG depends on the PKK 
for commanders, militants, training, and weapons, Ankara 
will see any YPG-controlled territory as a threat to its 
security. Turkey would prefer to create a safe zone in 
northeastern Syria, in which the Turkish military would 
occupy Kurdish population centers and clear them of YPG 
Visit suburbanorthodox.org for the most recent 
weekly issues. Click on Israel Action tab. 
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militants, as it did in the Kurdish canton of Afrin in 

early 2018. Because the United States is unwilling to 
support such an operation against its Kurdish allies, 
Ankara has turned to Russia for help.  

Realistically, however, the United States is the best-
positioned actor to ensure that northeastern Syria does not 
become a PKK sanctuary. Iran, Syria, and Russia have a 
long record of employing Kurdish groups as proxies 
against Turkey, and are ready to do so again. The United 
States, by contrast, is already working with Ankara to 
move certain YPG militants away from the Turkish 
border, and in the long term it could use its leverage over 
the YPG to lure the group away from the PKK. 

Although YPG-aligned Syrian Kurds will not abandon 
their ideological sympathy for the PKK, the United States 
can reduce the YPG’s reliance on the PKK for security. 
Indeed, Washington has already forced the YPG to 
distance itself, at least officially, from the PKK as a 
condition of receiving military aid. Despite the renewed 
Turkey-PKK conflict in 2015, the YPG has not launched 
offensives against Turkey and has clashed with Turkish 
forces only in self-defense. Washington should condition 
further U.S. support for the YPG on the group’s 
continued restraint toward Turkey. 

Given the United States’ leverage over the Syrian 
Kurds, Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan may well 
conclude that he can accept the presence of the YPG in 
northeastern Syria as long as the group is constrained by 
U.S. pressure and the formal structures of a decentralized 
SDF. And now that Turkey’s March 31 municipal elections 
are over—with no new elections to be held until 2023—
the Turkish president has increased latitude to adopt a 
more pragmatic policy toward Syrian Kurds. 

Golden Handcuffs 
In addition to pushing the YPG away from the PKK, 

the United States should attempt to marshal northeastern 
Syria’s valuable natural resources to deepen Turkey’s 
interest in the stability of the region. The SDF now 
controls almost all of Syria’s oil fields, which, if properly 
leveraged, could foster peace-building efforts between the 
Syrian Kurds and Turkey. There is precedent for such an 
arrangement: at first, Ankara fiercely objected to the 
existence of the autonomous Kurdistan Regional 
Government (KRG) in Iraq, which it feared would 
encourage Kurdish separatism in Turkey. Yet since the 
beginning of the current decade, Turkey and the KRG 
have developed close economic relations, extending to the 
construction of an oil pipeline linking Iraqi Kurdistan to 
the Turkish port of Ceyhan. Today, Turkish businesses are 
all over Iraqi Kurdistan, and Erdogan facilitates a 
controversial oil trade between the KRG and Israel. 
Erdogan is an opportunist and may well accept an SDF-
controlled zone in Syria as long as he is a primary outside 
beneficiary of its resources. 

Washington can use its substantial economic leverage 
in Syria to bring such a deal about. The United States 
currently contributes large amounts of money for 
stabilization, recovery, and humanitarian aid in Syria—in 

March, it pledged almost $400 million to a UN general aid 
fund for Syria. Yet money from this pool can be allocated 
anywhere, including outside of Syria and in regime-
controlled areas. Similarly, some of the money provided 
through USAID and in U.S. contributions to the UN 
Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs is 
funneled to western and northwestern Syria, where the 
Assad regime and terrorist organizations such as Hayat 
Tahrir al-Sham can manipulate its distribution. 

The United States should consider redirecting all of 
this aid exclusively to northeastern Syria, where it would be 
under the control of U.S. partners. In addition, although 
the White House has secured more than $325 million from 
its coalition partners for stabilization in northeastern Syria, 
it should consider releasing the $200 million worth of 
recovery funds destined for “liberated areas” that it froze 
last May. Because this money would be under the control 
of the United States, rather than the UN and other 
international organizations, it could be used to underwrite 
the United States’ military and political partners in Syria 
and ensure their continued support for U.S. aims. (One of 
the biggest challenges the SDF is facing at the local level 
stems from its lack of capacity to provide adequate 
reconstruction.) 

Next, the Trump administration should explore 
directing the Overseas Private Investment Corporation, a 
development finance institution that has been explicitly 
tasked with “advancing [U.S.] foreign policy and enhancing 
American influence,” to help secure funding for American 
businesses to develop SDF-controlled oil fields and export 
infrastructure in northeastern Syria. By assisting the SDF 
in constructing pipelines or improving their local refining 
capacity, U.S. firms and their Syrian partners could bypass 
the country’s existing infrastructure, which is controlled by 
Assad, and potentially export this oil to Turkey or the 
Erdogan-aligned KRG in Iraq. 

Admittedly, there are legal questions surrounding 
OPIC’s ability to invest in what is technically sovereign 
Syrian territory without the consent of Damascus. But 
even temporary financing, as long as it helped the SDF 
develop refineries capable of processing local crude, could 
greatly increase the group’s bargaining power within Syria 
and provide Turkey with the economic incentive to strike a 
deal. OPIC already has a dozen active projects in 
Ukraine—a country also embroiled in a civil war with 
foreign-backed proxy forces—amounting to a total 
commitment of close to $1 billion, some of which is 
helping Ukraine wean itself off of Russian energy. The 
corporation could similarly be made into a powerful player 
in Syria. 

An American Success? 
Even as Washington promotes cooperation between 

Turkey and the Syrian Kurds, it should continue to ramp 
up the economic pressure against the Syrian regime and its 
backers in order to make Assad as weak as possible. The 
United States should tighten its sanctions regime against 
Damascus by focusing additional scrutiny on 
nongovernmental organizations operating in Syria—which 
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the Assad regime has at times used as a tool for evasion—
and the U.S. Treasury Department should continue to 
target Syria’s currency reserves, assets, and collaborators. 
Without northeastern Syria, Assad will lack access to 
almost all of Syria’s remaining oil reserves, in addition to 
much of its arable land, on the heels of Syria’s worst crop 
yield since 1989. 

By strangling the regime’s economy, the United States 
will hurt not only the Assad regime but its backers in 
Moscow and Tehran, who will be stuck propping up an 
expensive, economically moribund partner. Syrian oil 
could help alleviate Turkey’s dependence on Iranian 
hydrocarbons, supporting broader U.S. objectives in the 
region. And forming Turkey and SDF-held northeastern 
Syria into a U.S.-aligned bloc would create a vital 
counterweight to the Iranian-Russian-Syrian alliance in the 
Middle East. 

Finally, such an agreement could begin to improve 
U.S.-Turkish relations, which have been strained in recent 

years—in no small part due to disputes over Syrian Kurds. 
A NATO ally straddling Europe and the Middle East, 
Turkey is a vital player in Middle Eastern power politics. 
As its relations with Washington have frayed, Ankara has 
sought to cooperate with Moscow and Tehran to protect 
its regional interests. Folding Turkey back into a U.S.-led 
regional bloc—one that would address Turkey’s security 
concerns about the YPG while providing it with economic 
incentives for cooperation—would deal a major blow to 
Iranian and Russian designs in Syria and the broader 
Middle East. 

Syria is not a U.S. quagmire, as some assert. Nor does 
Washington’s impending troop reduction render any 
attempt to pursue U.S. goals in the country hopeless. The 
United States still has cards to play in Syria. If it plays them 
well, the U.S. intervention in Syria may yet become an 
enduring American success. 

 
How Israel Should Respond to a U.S. Peace Plan 
By Yossi Kuperwasser     fathomjournal.org  April/2019 
Emphasize its “red lines” and avoid unilateral 
withdrawals. 

Governing is first and foremost about prioritising, so 
when Israelis go to the polls they are in fact choosing 
between priorities, a product of ideology, values, 
capabilities, challenges, political constraints and leadership. 

Whereas the Right and the Left in Israel try to shape 
the debate as if it is between different priorities regarding 
the future of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, the new Blue 
and White party has no coherent policy on the issue. It 
claims that there is no Right or Left anymore and that the 
debate is about the kind of leadership Israel needs rather 
than where it will lead. In fact, most of those who intend 
to vote for “Blue and White” come from the centre-Left 
circles so they likely oppose the Right’s approach about 
priorities. 

The Israeli government’s priorities after the election 
will of course reflect their results, mainly in the Palestinian 
context, where Israel will have to examine the American 
peace proposal and adopt a policy towards it. And while 
prioritising has historically been centred on the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict, in this election, even as the new US 
peace plan is about to be presented to the parties, the new 
‘Blue and White’ party seemingly has no coherent policy 
on that issue. 

The Trump Peace Plan And The Palestinian 
Arena 

Israel’s response to the plan will reflect its 
commitment to seek a peace that guarantees its security 
and so will probably be ‘Yes, but’. At the same time, Israel 
will have to: 

Clarify its red lines, namely that no lasting peace can 
be reached without: a Palestinian recognition of Israel as 
the nation state of the Jewish people (with a democratic 
regime); a security plan that leaves the Jordan valley under 

Israeli responsibility and allows the IDF to deal with 
threats from the West Bank; and ending the hate 
indoctrination and incitement that inculcate support for 
terror and commitment to a Palestinian state ‘from the 
river to the sea’ in Palestinian minds. 

If the Palestinians reject the plan, Israel together with 
the US administration should continue conveying the 
message that there is a price for Palestinian intransigence. 
They should seek to try and convince the Palestinians for 
the need to change their erroneous narrative and accept 
the existence of a Jewish people that has a sovereign 
history in this disputed holy land as well as accepting the 
need to share this land with them. 

Continue with the current policies vis-à-vis Gaza and 
the status quo in the West Bank These are solid and 
reasonable policies in light of the complexities of the 
situation. If the threat from Gaza rises Israel will have to 
be prepared to take harsher measures to protect its 
citizens, including forcing Hamas to give up its control of 
the Strip. 

Refrain from moving towards unilateral concessions 
disguised as ‘separation’ from the Palestinians. This is a 
dangerous idea as it ignores the Palestinian narrative and 
may lead to greater Palestinian terror while simultaneously 
causing higher tensions within Israeli society. The 
probability that any new government will support such 
policy is very low. 

Iran, Russia And Relations With The Us 
On most other National Security challenges there are 

very limited differences between the parties. Israel will 
have to keep fighting against the threats emanating from 
Iran in Syria and elsewhere in the region – especially 
against Iranian efforts to improve Hezbollah’s rockets; 
continue to oppose the Iranian nuclear deal, and cooperate 
with Washington in an effort to bring Europe on board; 
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cooperate with Russia to maintain its freedom to operate 
against Iran in Syria; keep fighting against the attempt to 
delegitimise and boycott Israel and expose the anti-Semitic 
nature of anti-Zionism; keep and deepen the strategic 
relations with the United States while trying to stop the 
process that turns relations with Israel into a partisan issue; 
and further enhance cooperation with the pragmatic Arab 
states – both those with whom Israel has a peace 
agreement and with those whom it does not. 

The Pragmatic Arab States 
These pragmatic Arab states share the same view of 

the region, and identify all radicals – from extremists such 
as ISIS, Al Qaeda and Iran’s leadership to the more 
‘realistic’ Moslem Brotherhood (and the states they control 
like Qatar, Turkey and Gaza) – as dangerous threats. Israel 
should try to convince these pragmatists to use the 

expected Palestinian rejection of the American peace plan 
as a justification for having closer ties with Israel. This may 
eventually help in pushing the Palestinians to adopt a more 
realistic approach towards the peace plan. 

With the growing pressures on the Iranian regime and 
on the Palestinians (both the PA and Hamas) the 
probability of escalation might grow significantly. This 
means that Israel must continue to spend more on 
improving its military readiness and maintaining its 
intelligence, air, cyber and army superiority. This requires 
that the Israeli economy continue to flourish and that 
domestic unity is restored after what has been a bitter 
elections period. At this point the chances that such unity 
will emerge seem limited, but politics, and especially Israeli 
politics have always been full of surprises. 

 
The Dishonest Smearing of a British Philosopher as an Anti-Semite 
By Douglas Murray    blogs.spectator.co.uk  April 10, 2019
Roger Scruton, George Soros, and the dangers of 
ellipses. 

So the New Statesman decided to interview Sir Roger 
Scruton. Perhaps there are those who think that Scruton 
should not have agreed to be interviewed by the New 
Statesman, the left-wing magazine being unlikely to 
conduct a fair interview. But Scruton was the magazine’s 
wine columnist for many years, and under the editorship 
of Jason Cowley the magazine has been a slightly fairer and 
less battily leftwards publication than it was of old. 

But today the magazine’s deputy editor, George 
Eaton, took to social media to announce the results of 
what he is parading as a ‘gotcha’ interview. The interview – 
which Eaton conducted himself – was, he promised, 
positively crammed full with ‘a series of outrageous 
remarks’. Eaton later posted a picture of himself drinking 
champagne to celebrate the fate of his interviewee, with 
the caption “The feeling when you get right-wing racist 
and homophobe Roger Scruton sacked as a Tory 
government adviser.” Eaton has since deleted the picture. 
Here it is. 

So what are the ‘outrageous remarks’? It appeared that 
Scruton had said that Islamophobia is ‘a propaganda word 
invented by the Muslim Brotherhood in order to stop 
discussion of a major issue’. Which is true. He also said 
that ‘Anybody who doesn’t think that there’s a Soros 
empire in Hungary has not observed the facts.’ A fact 
which is also true. Obviously since the British Labour 
party became a party of anti-Semites it has become 
exceptionally important to pretend that anti-Semitism is 
equally prevalent on the political right in Britain and that 
to criticise any of the actions of George Soros is in fact 
simply to indulge in anti-Semitism equivalent to that 
rolling through the Labour party. A very useful play for the 
political left, but wholly untrue. Anyway, I say ‘it appears’ 
that Scruton said this because there seem to be a few 
journalistic problems here. 

Though Eaton says that Scruton said the above I am 
not confident that this is so. For Eaton – who used to be 
the Statesman’s political editor – appears to have a 
somewhat Johann Hari-esque way with quotes. He claims, 
for instance, that what Scruton said about Soros was 
somehow a comment ‘on Hungarian Jews’. As though 
Scruton had attacked all Hungarian Jews, rather than one 
very influential and political man who happens to be a 
Hungarian Jew. 

And that is not the only Hari-esque turn that Eaton 
has chosen to pull. Elsewhere he claims: that Scruton 
‘outrageous[ly]’ said about the Chinese: 

 ‘Each Chinese person is a kind of replica of the next 
one and that is a very frightening thing.’ 

Here’s the Tweet 
That is what Scruton said about the Chinese? The 

Chinese people as a whole? It seems unlikely. And so it 
now proves. On Twitter, Eaton has rightly been 
questioned about his claimed quote: 

In response, Eaton claimed  that he merely edited the 
quote ‘for reasons of space in print edition.’ Here is the 
(now-deleted) Tweet:- 

So what Scruton actually said was (clearly talking about 
the Chinese Communist Party – the party of government 
in China): 

“They’re creating robots out of their own people by so 
constraining what can be done. Each Chinese person is a 
kind of replica of the next one and that is a very 
frightening thing.” 

Which is something very different. As is being pointed 
out. 

So the full Scruton quote is about tyrannical Chinese 
government overreach – that is the sense in which Chinese 
people are being made into replicas of one another. The 
only thing “outrageous” about this quote is the way it was 
edited. https://t.co/X2tScFzQln 

— Freddie Sayers (@freddiesayers) April 10, 2019 
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Where Eaton claims that his interviewee was talking 
about all the Chinese people, the quote (which he decided 
to edit so that it fit his print edition, or his sloppy 
journalistic narrative) is something that is at the very least 
contestable and strikes me as rather obviously true. 

Anyhow, this journalistic dishonesty has had its 
desired effect. Within four hours of Eaton tweeting out his 
misquotations of Britain’s most prominent living 
philosopher, the housing minister (James Brokenshire) 
announced that Scruton had been dismissed with 
immediate effect from his role as Chairman of the 
‘Building Better Building Beautiful Commission’. The 
sacking from this unpaid, advisory position came because 
of these ‘unacceptable comments’. The Statesman itself 
has decided to glory in Scruton’s sacking, and in the 
process ramp up even further its claims of what happened 
in the interview. 

Here is the Statesman’s Patrick Maguire writing online 
for the Statesman: 

‘The philosopher Roger Scruton has been sacked as 
the government’s housing tsar over comments made about 
the Hungarian philanthropist George Soros, Chinese 
people and Muslims in an interview with the New 
Statesman.’  

So criticism of the Chinese Communist party is 
criticism of ‘Chinese people’ and criticism of the Muslim 
Brotherhood is in fact comments about ‘Muslims’?  I 
wonder whether these editorial standards are acceptable in 
the Statesman these days? Perhaps they are. Perhaps 
people can edit quotes, misrepresent quotes, and then 
hand over to colleagues to sensationalise these claims and 
this is all fine.  It isn’t my parish. It isn’t my business. 

What does strike me as my business – and the business 
of other more conservative (and Conservative) voters is 
the despicable behaviour of James Brokenshire and the 
Conservative government in all this. 

Readers may remember that when Scruton was 
appointed to this role some months ago there was a certain 
amount of push-back from the Labour benches. Back then 
somebody called Andrew Gwynne, of the Labour front-
bench, even declared that, ‘Nobody holding [Scruton’s] 
views has a place in modern democracy.’ Meaning that in 

future anybody wishing to learn about Kant, Hegel or 
Spinoza will have to go to mine the brain of Andrew 
Gwynne for assistance. But I was struck then – as I am 
struck even more now – by the sheer stupidity and 
cowardliness of this Tory government. 

After the Labour party’s attacks on Scruton several 
Conservative friends told me how much they admired 
Brokenshire for ‘standing strong’ on the matter of 
Scruton’s appointment. As though defending the 
appointment of Britain’s most famous living philosopher 
to an unpaid, minor advisory role was the modern 
equivalent of standing strong after the invasion of Norway. 
I said then, and I say again now, that almost everything 
that is rotten and despicable in the modern Conservative 
party can be seen in this attitude. 

We have now had nine years of Conservative-majority 
government in the UK and the appointment of Scruton to 
an unpaid quango position was just about the only 
identifiable conservative appointment onto a public body 
that this government has managed in all this time. By 
contrast, when Labour were last in power they spent their 
time positively stuffing every public appointment with 
their own kind. 

Even today the chances are that when you show up at 
any institution which has a position in the gift of the 
government the person still in charge there will be 
someone who used to write press releases for Tony Blair 
some two decades ago. And in nine years what have the 
Conservatives managed? Nothing. Or almost nothing. 
They pat themselves on the back for their heroism in a 
single successful appointment, only then – as Brokenshire 
showed today – to reverse and retreat when a left-wing 
magazine pumps inaccurate quotes onto social media. 

There are many reasons to feel contempt for the 
modern Conservative party. Personally I can see no 
reason, after the fiasco they have made of Brexit, to ever 
vote for them again. But now this? After nine years we 
have little ministers like Brokenshire sacking people on the 
strength of partial misquotations on Twitter? Well to hell 
with them then. A matter that Sir Roger may like to pick 
up with me (among other things) when we get together for 
our Spectator live event in London in a few weeks’ time.

 
Ocasio-Cortez says cutting military, economic aid to Israel ‘can be discussed’ 
By Chris Perez      israel21c.org   April 15, 2019
Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez raised eyebrows for 
saying in an interview that cutting U.S. military aid to 
Israel is “certainly on the table” following the 
reelection of Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu. 
 Ocasio-Cortez (D-NY) believes the US should 
consider cutting military and economic aid to Israel — and 
Jewish Democrats are blasting her for it. 

“I think it’s something that can be discussed,” she said 
Sunday on Yahoo’s “Skullduggery” podcast, adding that 
the idea should “certainly” be on the table. 

“I think these are part of conversations we are having 
in our caucus,” the congresswoman added. “I hope to play 

a facilitating role in this conversation and a supportive role 
in this conversation. But I also know that there have been 
people leading on this for a long time, like 
Congresswoman [Betty] McCollum.”  

 Ocasio-Cortez was referring to an anti-
Israel bill introduced by McCollum claiming that U.S. 
military aid was being used by Israel to illegally detain 
Palestinian children. McCollum also slammed Israel’s 
Nation-State Law, which defines Israel as a Jewish state, as 
“apartheid.”   The National-State Law simply defines Israel 
as what it always has been and does not change the 
country’s Basic Law providing equal rights to all citizens. 
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Ocasio-Cortez went on to describe Israeli Prime 

Minister Benjamin Netanyahu as a “Trump-like figure” 
following his announced plans to formally annex Jewish 
settlements on the West Bank. 

“I think what we are really seeing is an ascent of 
authoritarianism across the world,” she said. 

The Jewish Democratic Council of America released a  

statement on Monday, ripping Ocasio-Cortez for her 
comments. 

“We are pleased Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez recognizes 
she is NOT a leader on Israel in Congress,” the statement 
said. “We recommend she engage with Dem leaders Eliot 
Engel, Nita Lowey, & Ted Deutch before contemplating 
the future of US military aid to Israel. US-Israel ties must 
supersede politics.” 

 
Israelis print world’s first 3D heart with blood vessels 
By Brian Blum      israel21c.org   April 16, 2019
In major step towards 3D printed organs, scientists in 
Tel Aviv print heart with cells and blood vessels. 

Cardiovascular disease is the world’s leading cause of 
death. Heart transplants are often the only option available 
for patients in the worst cases. But the number of heart 
donors is limited and too many patients die while waiting. 

What if hospitals could simply print out a new heart? 
That’s the tantalizing promise that Tel Aviv University 

researchers made this week with the announcement that 
they had successfully used a 3D bio-printer to create a 
heart complete with human 
tissue and blood vessels. 

Second, the cells in the 
3D heart can contract, but 
don’t yet have the ability to 
pump. Researchers must now 
figure out how to teach the 
printed hearts to behave like 
real ones. 

This is not the first heart 
to be 3D printed, but never 
before has it resulted in an 
organ “with cells or with 
blood vessels,” said Tal Dvir, 
who led the project at Tel 
Aviv University’s School of 
Molecular Cell Biology and 
Biotechnology. 

Previously, scientists in the emerging field of 
regenerative medicine have been able to print cartilage and 
aortal valve tissue, but not the capillaries without which 
the organs cannot survive, let alone function properly. 

Dvir said the researchers’ next steps would be to 
transplant a 3D-printed heart into an animal model. Their 
aim is for that to happen sometime in the next year. 

“Maybe, in 10 years, there will be organ printers in the 
finest hospitals around the world, and these procedures 
will be conducted routinely,” Dvir added, although he 
expected hospitals would likely start with simpler organs 
than hearts. 

Could solve rejection problem 
A 3D-printed heart may be able to bypass one of the 

most serious problems involved in transplants: rejection of 
the new organ by the patient. 

The Tel Aviv University researchers propose to use a 
biopsy of a patient’s own fatty tissue in the development 
of a “personalized hydrogel” that will serve as the “ink” 
necessary to print the heart. 

“The biocompatibility of engineered materials is 
crucial to eliminating the risk of implant rejection, which 

jeopardizes the success of 
such treatments,” Dvir said. 

In that way, 3D-printed 
hearts – and ultimately many 
other types of human organs 
– would essentially be 
customized to the specific 
patient. 

Dvir added that he hopes 
organ printing will render 
organ donation obsolete. 

That said, there are other 
challenges on the road ahead. 
Current 3D printers are 
limited by their resolution; 
that makes it hard to print all 
of the many tiny blood 

vessels. And the researchers need to determine how to 
expand the cells so that they have enough tissue to print a 
full human-sized heart. 

But this week’s announcement was a major step 
forward, as “larger human hearts [will] require the same 
technology,” Dvir explained. 

In addition to Dvir, the team included Dr. Assaf 
Shapira of Tel Aviv University’s Faculty of Life Sciences 
and doctoral student Nadav Noor. 

The Tel Aviv tale of this tell-tale heart was 
published on April 15 in the peer-reviewed 
journal Advanced Science. 
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