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Lebanon—a Country Run by Israel-Hating Terrorists—Is Set to Start Importing Israeli Gas 
By Jonathan Spyer     jpost.com  July 23, 2022 
Via Egypt and Syria. 
 In a much-reported move, Lebanon, Syria and Egypt 
signed an agreement at the Lebanese Energy Ministry in 
Beirut on June 21 for the provision of Egyptian natural gas 
to Lebanon, via Syria. According to the deal, Egypt will 
export 650 million cubic meters of natural gas per year to 
the Deir Ammar power plant in Lebanon. The gas will 
reach Lebanon through the Arab Gas Pipeline (AGP), 
which runs through Jordan and Syria. 

This agreement, which requires final approval from 
the World Bank, which is set to partially finance it, and 
from the United States, is significant from a number of 
points of view. 

Firstly, if implemented it will go some way toward 
alleviating the plight of Lebanese citizens, for whom daily 
power outages and long hours without electricity have 
become a part of daily life. The agreement promises to 
generate an additional 450 megawatts of electricity, 
according to a report by the Center for Strategic and 
International Studies. This is set to give Lebanese homes 
an additional four hours of electricity per day. The state-
owned generator in Lebanon has been barely functioning 
in recent months, leaving citizens dependent on private 
generators that run on diesel fuel. 
 Secondly, the agreement represents a significant 
achievement for the Assad regime in Syria. United States 
approval is still required, because the agreement is in 
contravention of the US Caesar Act, which maintains 
financial sanctions on the Syrian regime, because of the 
mass killings of civilians it carried out in the period of the 
Syrian civil war. 

Gas was pumped from Egypt to Lebanon prior to the 
war, but this process was stopped in 2011 because of 
instability and attacks on the pipeline in Syria. So the 
agreement will enable the Syrian regime to bypass 
sanctions and project an image of a return to normality, as 
well as gaining a modest injection of income from the 
transfer of the gas. 

The agreement also has geopolitical implications. If 
the US gives the final go ahead, it will be at least partly in 
order to offset efforts by Iran and its local proxy 
Hezbollah to use provision of fuel from Iran as a way of 
further cementing Tehran’s hold on the country. 

Since September, three Iranian oil tankers carrying 
diesel fuel have made their way from Iran to Syria’s 
Baniyas Port. From there, the diesel was brought by truck 
via an informal border crossing at Qusayr. While the 
quantities so far brought from Iran are far from the 
amounts needed to address the energy crisis, they 
represented a propaganda victory of sorts for the Iranian 
interest in Lebanon. The June deal serves to reverse this, 

tying in the provision of energy for electricity on a strategic 
level to Western-aligned states, rather than to Iran. 
 Will gas come from Israel? 
 In this regard, and perhaps most significantly of all, it 
appears that some or all of the pipelined gas that will be 
reaching the Deir Ammar power plant via the pipeline will 
be Israeli – extracted from Israel’s Leviathan gas field in 
the Eastern Mediterranean. 
 The likelihood that the gas to be transferred via the 
AGP will originate in the Leviathan field was indignantly 
denied by the Lebanese government, following a Channel 
12 report on the matter in January. 
 The Lebanese Energy Ministry issued a statement 
following the Channel 12 report that the account was 
“totally and completely untrue” and that “the gas supply 
agreement that is being worked on between the Lebanese 
government and the sisterly Egyptian government clearly 
and explicitly stipulates that the gas should come from 
Egypt.” 
 The Lebanese Energy Ministry’s defensiveness is 
understandable. Lebanese law forbids all contact with 
Israel and Israelis. Hezbollah, which is represented in the 
caretaker cabinet that currently officially rules Lebanon, is 
committed to the destruction of Israel. Were it to become 
apparent that the country’s energy needs were being to a 
considerable extent met by the import of Israeli gas, these 
positions might be subject to ridicule. Considerable 
evidence, nevertheless, points in this direction. 
 “The commercial deal is with the Egyptian gas 
company,” Mor told The Jerusalem Post. But “the gas 
itself will be molecules from the Leviathan field as Israeli 
gas is flowing these days in the Arab pipeline via Jordan to 
Egypt.” 
 Closer observation of the pattern of Egyptian gas 
consumption, and of the pipeline infrastructure that will 
supply the gas to Lebanon, appears to support this view. 
 Egypt uses almost all of its locally extracted gas for 
domestic consumption. According to a recent report by 
the Egyptian Mada Masr website (associated with the 
Egyptian opposition), Egypt’s current daily local 
production of gas is between 7 and 7.5 billion cubic feet. 
Local consumption is currently at 6 billion cubic feet per 
day. The Egyptian government takes 5 billion, with the 
partnering excavation company taking the rest, and the 
Egyptian government then buys one billion from the 
company to cover domestic needs. Thus, Egypt does not 
at present possess a large stock of domestically extracted 
reserves available for export. Egypt does export some gas 
to Europe, from its two liquefaction plants at Idku and 
Damietta. Some of this exported gas is itself imported 
from Israel. 
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 More fundamentally, the pipeline structure as currently 
in use would not allow for Egyptian locally extracted gas to 
be piped to Jordan and then Syria and Lebanon using the 
AGP. This pipeline intersects with Israeli pipelines at two 
points: in Arish in Egypt, and with an Israeli pipeline from 
the Leviathan gas field, which meets the AGP at a point in 
the city of Mafraq, in Jordan. For Egypt to pipeline gas to 
Jordan using the AGP, it would need either to halt this 
import of Israeli gas, or to build a new pipeline to 
transport locally extracted gas from Port Said to Arish, 
which would then be transferred to the AGP. Neither of 
these actions would be practical, and neither appears to be 
under way. 
 It thus appears clear that the gas that will reach 
Lebanon via Jordan and Syria, if and when the June 21 

deal receives final approval, will indeed be extracted by 
Israel from the Leviathan field. 
 So the deal, if implemented, will represent a notable 
achievement for the Assad regime in its efforts to end its 
isolation. It will also introduce a situation whereby 
Hezbollah’s leadership will be able to light and heat (or 
cool) their bunkers in south Beirut (where presumably 
they’re planning their next war against Israel) courtesy of 
Israeli extraction of gas from the Eastern Mediterranean.  
 To add a further layer of absurdity, this is set to take 
place even as the Hezbollah leadership threatens Israel 
with war if it extracts gas from the neighboring Karish 
field. The Middle East never fails to recall Dostoevsky’s 
“underground man,” who defined a human being as a 
“creature that walks on two legs and has no sense of 
gratitude.” 

Israel Shouldn’t Make Deals with Lebanon So Long as It Is Ruled by Hizballah 
By Amir Avivi     blogs.timesofisrael.com  August 2, 2022 
The doomed efforts of America’s special envoy. 

 As these lines are being published, Amos 
Hochstein, the US Senior Adviser for Energy Security, has 
arrived in Israel unexpectedly to further talks on the 
maritime border with Lebanon. Hochstein is attempting to 
complete an elusive task that many have attempted before 
him (including himself in previous administrations): 
securing an agreement between long-time foes Lebanon 
and Israel on the Economic Exclusive Zones (EEZ) of 
both countries, and the subsequent exploration rights of 
natural resources. Some of these areas are disputed and 
cannot be explored until agreements are secured; some of 
the areas are under unchallenged Lebanese sovereignty but 
cannot be explored as long as Lebanese Hezbollah 
maintains its chokehold on the government. And some, 
under full Israeli sovereignty, have already begun the 
process of exploration and extraction of natural gas. 

While Israel has repeatedly expressed that it wants to 
reach an agreement on the maritime border between the 
countries, two truths need to be clearly stated: one, as long 
as a terrorist organization is behind the wheel on the 
Lebanese side, no agreements can be trusted or taken 
seriously by Israel or the international community; and 
two, if Israel does intend to enter negotiations in the 
current state of affairs, a transitional government in Israel 
cannot by any means make serious long-term decisions or 
concessions. 

This is not necessarily a new reality: Lebanon has 
refused to reach agreements with Israel for many years 
despite the enormous economic potential, under both 
Democrat and Republican US leadership, at the expense of 
the Lebanese economy and the continued suffering of its 
citizens. It was only recently that Hezbollah and the 
Lebanese government realized that they must enter some 
kind of negotiations with Israel, seeing that Israel had 
already begun to extract gas in its EEZ, coupled with 
rising domestic pressure in Lebanon over the rampant 
corruption and mishandling of government funds. Time, 
as well as excuses, simply ran out. 

Lebanese civilians deserve to enjoy the benefits of 

their rich coast, just like Israel does. And regardless of the 
situation with Israel, Lebanon cannot even secure steps to 
explore natural gas off the undisputed areas of its EEZ. 
The power struggle between the Lebanese state and 
Hezbollah as well as Lebanon’s inability to provide 
assurances for potential international investors hinder its 
capacity to make serious moves on this front. Without 
Lebanon’s ability to explore for gas, all that is left is for 
Hezbollah to intimidate Israel and the international 
community over the Karish gas field located in the 
undisputed waters of the Israeli EEZ. The Lebanese claim 
that the maritime border between Israel and Lebanon 
crosses this field. Experts and satellite photos determine 
this is not the case. It’ll be better for Lebanon to focus on 
exploring its own coast for gas rather than trying to reap 
the benefits of a successful Israeli exploration in Israeli 
territory. 

Furthermore, after repeatedly releasing threats and 
videos claiming Hezbollah has the means to strike Israeli 
off-shore installations at will, one should ask: who benefits 
from Hezbollah’s bullying rhetoric? It is certainly not the 
Lebanese economy, nor its struggling civilians. Israel might 
be hindered, but it will continue exploring its EEZ 
regardless, protected by one of the strongest navies in the 
Middle East. So other than a show of force that helps no 
one, what is the purpose of these tactics? It seems that 
dealing in terrorism has made Hezbollah seniors forget 
how to use any tool other than intimidation, and it shows. 

Hezbollah has dragged Lebanon into its worst political 
and economic situation in history. Hezbollah is blocking 
any possibility for the Lebanese government to reach 
sensical agreements with Israel or even explore its own 
natural resources. And now Hezbollah attempts to 
intimidate an American effort and a  transitional 
government in Israel to make dangerous concessions. 

The only possibility I see for any Israeli government to 
consider making concessions to Lebanese maritime 
demands is a trustworthy commitment from Lebanon with 
international assurances for the disbandment of Hezbollah, 
or an unlimited commitment by Hezbollah not to initiate 
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acts of aggression against Israel. Other than that, a 
transitional government in Israel cannot be bullied by a 
terrorist organization in Lebanon to make harmful long-
term agreements that will have a negative effect on both 
economies for years to come. Hezbollah can not be 
trusted, nor can the Lebanese government. And the time  

for signing such a monumental agreement is not now. 
Brigadier-General Avivi (Res.), is the founder and CEO of the 
IDSF, an NGO comprised of almost 5,000 members who served in 
various Israeli security organizations, including dozens of reserve duty 
generals. The IDSF focuses on national security, education and the 
strengthening of Zionist values in Israel. 

Israel’s Russian conundrum 
By Binyamin Rose     economist.com   July 28, 2022 
The Jewish state’s neutrality over the war in Ukraine 
may be fraying. 
 For the past seven years Israel and Russia have closely 
co-ordinated with each other on the ground and in the 
skies of the Middle East. The war in Ukraine may, 
however, be rattling these arrangements. On July 15th a 
Russian court ordered the Jewish 
Agency to close its offices in Russia. 
The agency is not technically part of 
Israel’s government but acts on its 
behalf, maintaining ties between the 
state of Israel and the Jewish 
diaspora around the world. Above 
all, it facilitates the emigration of 
Jews to Israel. 
 Until Vladimir Putin invaded 
Ukraine in February, relations had 
been good. Even after Russia sent an 
expeditionary force to Syria in 2015 
to prop up the then failing regime of 
Bashar al-Assad, a modus vivendi 
was soon agreed upon. Despite 
occupying Syrian air space, Russia let 
Israel continue to bomb Syria’s 
Iranian allies fighting for Mr Assad 
on the ground. In effect, Russian and Israeli warplanes 
divided the skies over Syria between them. 

But in May a Russian anti-aircraft battery fired at 
Israeli aircraft. Israel’s defence minister, Benny Gantz, 
played this down as a “one-off incident”. Russia, though, 
has since publicly told Israel to cease its operations over 
Syria altogether. Still, Israeli air raids over the country have 
continued. 
 The Kremlin says that the order to close the Jewish 
Agency was not political but simply a legal issue. Russia’s 
authorities claim that the agency has broken local laws by 
collecting information on Russian citizens. The Israeli 
government is sceptical. “Legal issues like these have been 
cleared up quietly and without making headlines in the 
past,” says a senior official in Jerusalem. “It’s clear that this 

is pressure coming directly from the top—to make sure 
Israel doesn’t take Ukraine’s side in the war.” 
 Since Russia’s invasion on February 24th, Israel has 
kept firmly on the sidelines, refusing Ukrainian requests 
for weapons and largely refraining from speaking out 
about the war. The two main reasons for Israel’s neutrality 

have been Russia’s military presence 
across Israel’s border in Syria and the 
large Jewish communities in Russia 
and Ukraine. Over a million Russian-
speaking Jews have emigrated to 
Israel since the former Soviet Union 
collapsed three decades ago. They 
have become a powerful political 
constituency. 
 Israel’s past two prime ministers, 
Naftali Bennett and Binyamin 
Netanyahu, have been studiously 
neutral towards Russia. But in April 
Yair Lapid, then the foreign minister, 
roundly condemned Russia’s war 
crimes near Kyiv. Since he became 
prime minister on July 1st, he has 
shown no eagerness, unlike his 
predecessors, to set up a meeting or 

phone-calls with Mr Putin. The Jewish Agency’s troubles 
in Russia may have been a warning shot by Mr Putin to 
keep Mr Lapid in line. 
 Jews have long memories of pogroms perpetrated by 
Russians under the tsars and of anti-Semitic discrimination 
during the Soviet era. Mr Putin, by contrast, has ensured 
friendly ties with Russia’s Jewish community during most 
of his rule in the past two decades. Nevertheless, Jewish 
emigration from both Russia and Ukraine to Israel has 
been soaring again—by at least 30,000 this year (see chart). 
In any event, Mr Putin has summoned the demons of 
history by branding Ukraine’s president, Volodymyr 
Zelensky, who is Jewish, as “a Nazi”. No wonder that 
Israel is worried that he may be falling back on bad old 
tsarist ways—and on using Russia’s Jews as pawns. 

Russia Is Retaliating against Israeli Airstrikes in Syria by Punishing the Jewish Agency By Abigail Klein 
By Ron Ben-Yishai     ynetnews.com   July 26, 2022 
It may also be sending a message to Prime Minister 
Yair Lapid. 

One reason for the latest demands to suspend or end 
the Jewish Agencies activities in Russia, is the ongoing 
attacks in Syria, carried out by Israel in its war between 
wars, against Iran. 

The strikes, which exact a high price from the Syrian 
military, are increasingly raising the ire of President Bashar 
al-Assad, as they damage his image and apparent control of  
the area between the capital – Damascus and Aleppo in 
the north. 
 Assad complains to Moscow that Israeli missiles and 
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attacking aircraft are not shot at by the Russian forces 
despite them having the means to do so. 

Russia provided Syria with S-300 missiles able to 
respond to the Israeli attacks but the Russian officers and 
overseers, prevent the Syrians from activating them. 

According to reports in the international media, Assad 
has been pressuring Russian President Vladimir Putin to 
change his lax policies towards Israel when it comes to 
Syria, more so since the Russian invasion of Ukraine, last 
February and after Putin's international standing and his 
military's reputation, were damaged. 

A senior Israeli source said Putin was concerned that 
he may lose his strategic hold on the eastern 
Mediterranean, while at the peak of a conflict with the 
West. 

He is therefore more open to Assad's demands and is 
pressuring Israel to stop its attacks on targets in Syria – 
launched to obstruct Iranian precise weapons' supplies 
from Iran and through Syria, to militias in Lebanon. 

The source says Russia is also seeking Iran's assistance 
to circumvent sanctions imposed on it by the West after 
the February invasion.  

Russia and Iran are competing in oil sales to China, 
India and others who are not willing to comply with the 
American and European sanctions.  

This competition for the Chinese and Indian markets, 
has brought down the price of oil and is harmful to both 
Iran and Russia. Moscow is therefore, urging the two 
nations, to cooperate. The Kremlin is also interested in 
exporting good via Iran to avoid the sanctions. 

The deal being discussed for Iran to provide Russia 
with UAVs, is far from finalized. Iran is thus far, unable to 
provide the Russian military the required drones in time to 
assist their war efforts in Ukraine.  

But that deal too can be perceived as a message to 
Israel, with Putin positioning on the side of Iran, including 
on negotiations to resume the 2015 nuclear deal. 

Russia and Israel continue to be at odds over Sergei's 
Courtyard in the center of Jerusalem, which was built by 
Czar Alexander II. 

Then prime minister Benjamin Netanyahu promised 
Putin that the property would be transferred to Russia in 
2011 but was unable to stand by his word because of 
Israeli legal impediments. However, this long-lasting 
dispute is likely not at the crux of the current crisis. 

Some in the Israeli security establishment are 
becoming convinced that Russia's move to remove the 
Jewish Agency at this time and its refusal to grant entry 
visas to a delegation of Israeli officials who hope to resolve 
the matter, stems from an intended intervention in Israeli 
politics. 

The Russian conduct could impact Lapid's image as a 
leader able to navigate international affairs and may harm 
is chances in the November elections.  

Russian observers say that in international matters, 
Putin has attempted to replace leaders, who were less 
amenable to him and to his financial and security interests, 
in the past. 

As an example, the observe present Russia's 
interventions on behalf of Donald Trump ahead of his 
2016 race against Hilary Clinton, including the use of 
cyberattacks, and the use of social media campaigns. 

Trump then expressed his gratitude during his term in 
office, when he praised Putin repeatedly and expressed his 
affinity for the Russian leader.  

Another example was the 2017 presidential elections 
in France during which French security agencies revealed 
they had identified a Russian intervention in favor of far-
Right candidate Marine Le Pen, who Putin preferred over 
Emmanuel Macron. 

Putin too more overt steps to replace leaders in 
Chechnya - in 2000, attempted to do the same in the 
Georgian Republic in 2008, and just lately when he sent his 
special forces to topple Ukraine's President Volodymyr 
Zelensky in an assault on Kyiv on the day of the Russian 
invasion of that country. 

This would not be the first time Putin has intervened 
in Israeli politics. Twice before he made overtures to 
former prime minister Benjamin Netanyahu, and assisted 
his campaign, allowing Netanyahu to be portrayed as a 
major player in the international arena with the ability to 
enlist Russian support of Israel. 

Once such time was when Putin arranged the release 
of Israeli Naama Issachar who was arrested on drug 
charges and held in a Russian prison.  

Issachar was delivered personally to Netanyahu who 
then transported her home, and a second time when the 
remains of Zachary Baumel, an IDF soldier missing since 
the 1982 Lebanon war, was taken out of Syria and 
delivered once again to Netanyahu, ahead of the 2019 
elections.  

 Lapid does not have a warm relationship with Putin. 
He had been outspoken in his criticism of the Russian 
invasion of Ukraine and in the recent visit of U.S. 
President Joe Biden, had announced that Israel would 
increase its assistance to Kyiv.  

Putin it seems, does not forgive such positions, and 
may be why Lapid who hopes to appear as the kind of 
leader who could navigate opposing powers - to advance 
Israel's interests, is targeted by Moscow.  

The Jewish Agency crisis, therefore, will probably not 
be solved before November when Israelis go to the pollsץ 

Iran’s Latin American Resurgence 
By Oved Lobel      aijac.org.au   August 1, 2022  
Riding the pink wave. 
 With the 28th anniversary of the bombing of AMIA 
Jewish Centre in Buenos Aires and Alas Chiricanas Flight 
901–both conducted by Iran’s Islamic Revolutionary 

Guard Corps (IRGC) and its Lebanese branch Hezbollah 
to kill Jews–having just passed, it’s a good time to take 
stock of political developments in Latin America and their 
implications for Iran’s regional presence. 
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Although Israel has effectively neutralised Iran’s global 
terrorism apparatus for the time being, the victims of the 
AMIA bombing have seen no justice. In Argentina, former 
President Cristina Fernández de Kirchner is back in power, 
this time as Vice President under President Alberto 
Fernandez, who reportedly mooted reversing Argentina’s 
designation of Hezbollah as a terrorist group. The 
Government also supports Cuba and its allies and clients 
like Bolivia’s Evo Morales and Venezuela’s Nicolas 
Maduro, and is reestablishing relations with Venezuela’s 
regime. 

Kirchner is infamous for her close relationship with 
Iran and alleged involvement in thwarting investigations 
into the AMIA bombing, including the still unresolved 
death of Special Prosecutor Alberto Nisman in 2015. 
Recently, her Government has once again been running 
interference for IRGC operations, denying that there was 
any link between the Venezuelan-Iranian ‘aeroterror’ flight 
recently grounded in the country and the IRGC-Quds 
Force despite Paraguay’s intelligence chief’s statement to 
the contrary. According to Argentine lawmaker Gerardo 
Milman, those aboard were planning attacks, and 
Argentina’s Government is now aligned with “the Caracas-
Tehran-Moscow regime”. 

Pink Wave 
“[Former IRGC commander Qassem] Soleimani was 

the architect of the defeat of ISIS,” declared Colombia’s 
president-elect Gustavo Petro in January 2020, 
condemning his assassination and asserting that “The US 
only strengthens the worst of the Middle East.” He blames 
Israel for the brutal suppression of Communist insurgents 
and individuals in the country during the Cold War and 
has said, “The state of Israel discriminates against 
Palestinians like the Nazis discriminate against Jews.” 
Petro, Colombia’s first leftist president, is part of a ‘pink 
wave’ sweeping the region, one which may have dire 
consequences for Israel and the US due to, among other 
things, their support for the IRGC and Hezbollah. 

Colombia was one of very few countries in South 
America to designate Hezbollah a terrorist organisation 
and was previously among the staunchest security allies of 
the US and Israel, all of which is now in question. 
Honduras, which had also designated Hezbollah a terrorist 
organisation and was one of the few countries to move its 
embassy to Jerusalem, also has new leadership, including a 
Palestinian Vice President, Salvador Nasralla, who has a 
less-than-stellar record on Israel and antisemitism. Brazil, 
despite its right-wing government and seemingly close 
relations with Israel and the US, refused to designate 
Hezbollah despite years of pledging to do so. 

Then there is Chile’s new President, Gabriel Boric, a 
long-standing and virulently anti-Israel leftist who has 
openly blamed the local Jewish community for Israeli 
policies. Chile has the largest Palestinian community 
outside the Middle East, and Daniel Jadue, an openly 

antisemitic Palestinian Communist and presidential 
candidate, will also have more sway under Boric. 

Peru, too, has fallen to the Marxists with the election 
of President Pedro Castillo, who some have accused of 
being a mere front man for the notorious pro-Cuban 
Vladimir Cerrón, himself seemingly an antisemite. Peru’s 
Prime Minister Aníbal Torres recently praised Hitler for 
his domestic development of Germany, citing him as a role 
model for improving Peru’s roads. According to Peru’s 
Jewish Association, this is not the first time Peruvian 
politicians have made such remarks. Bolivia, meanwhile, is 
once again under the control of Evo Morales via his front 
man President Luis Arce, bringing the country back into 
Iran’s orbit, while Nicaragua never left. 

In the north, Mexico’s Government remains 
supportive of Venezuela’s regime and its dictatorial 
partners in Cuba and Nicaragua. And in the south, there 
are Chile and Argentina. 

“Cubazuela” and Iran’s regional gambit 
As I have written previously, Cuba and its client state 

Venezuela, colonised by Castro via Hugo Chavez in the 
late 1990s,  are the lynchpin of IRGC activity and 
influence across South America. “Cubazuela”, as this 
relationship has been dubbed, is in essence a fully-fledged 
member of Iran’s “axis of resistance”. Iran and Venezuela 
recently signed a 20-year cooperation agreement, covering 
everything from energy and sanctions-busting to defence, 
and Venezuela reportedly gave Iran one million hectares of 
agricultural land inside the country, allegedly for crop 
cultivation. 

While the threat from IRGC terrorism is unlikely to 
change due to the pink wave, the IRGC’s ability to 
transpose its capabilities from the Persian Gulf to the 
Caribbean and broader region very well may. As all 
surrounding countries normalise their relationship with 
Cubazuela, the space for Iran to begin cloning its Middle 
Eastern capabilities right next to the US grows. 

The first alarm bell was Iran’s attempt to transfer 
seven Peykaap IRGC high-speed missile boats across the 
Atlantic, although thankfully the ships were diverted. 
However, IRGC drones and munitions are already in 
Venezuela, and IRGC operatives actually serve in 
Cubazuela’s security services. There is no doubt that Iran 
wishes to eventually establish the full array of asymmetric 
capabilities it possesses, from ballistic and cruise missiles 
to drones, mines and Peykaap swarms, in the region to 
allow it to threaten the US navy in its own backyard. 

The ultimate nightmare, of course, would be a future 
transfer of Iranian ballistic missiles topped with nuclear 
warheads to Venezuela, giving them the reach to threaten 
the US mainland even without intercontinental ballistic 
missiles. Such a Cubazuelan missile crisis is entirely in the 
realm of possibility if Iran is allowed to build a nuclear 
arsenal and must be avoided at all costs. 

The current wave of left-wing governments sweeping 
Latin America bodes extremely ill for the Jewish citizens of 
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these countries as well as for both the US and Israel 
politically and security-wise. Reducing Venezuela’s 
isolation automatically translates into more Iranian power 
on the continent. Even if the terrorism threat can be kept 

in check, the regional criminal activities of the IRGC 
network will likely increase, bringing in more funds to be 
poured back into military capabilities that will increasingly 
inch their way closer to the US mainland. 

The Day after an American or Israeli Strike on Iran 
By Reuel Marc Gerecht and Ray Takeyh      fdd.org/ Foundation for Defense of Democracies        July 28, 2022 
Iranians are unlikely to rally behind the flag. 

What would happen inside Iran if America or Israel 
bombed its nuclear sites? That intriguing question is rarely 
broached, in part because many in Washington recoil from 
any speculation that might make such a military 
contingency a more concrete exercise. Iran’s atomic 
program keeps advancing, and the odds of any new 
nuclear deals seriously constraining it seem low, but 
neither Israel nor America appears keen on striking. 

Even when it seemed in 2010 and 2011 that Israel 
might well attack, Washington, in government and in the 
somewhat freer realm of think tanks, avoided any 
prolonged discussion of what an Israeli attack might 
provoke inside Iran. Before Ebrahim Raisi, a police-state 
cleric par excellence, became the Islamic Republic’s 
president last year, there had been some concern in 
America and Europe that U.S. or Israeli military action 
might undermine Iranian “moderates.” According to these 
observers, the moderates were perpetually on the cusp of 
gaining real power but fragile enough to be undone by 
American meddling. It was the possibility of Iranian 
reprisals — against U.S. forces in Afghanistan and Iraq 
and against shipping in the Persian Gulf — that really 
captured America’s attention when it appeared Jerusalem 
might let loose the Israeli Defense Forces. 

Israel has made similar assessments of Iran’s internal 
dynamics vis-à-vis the efficacy and impact of a first strike. 
Beyond the strike itself, what has always captured 
Jerusalem’s attention was whether an attack on Iran’s 
nuclear facilities would bring a barrage of Iranian-directed 
short- and medium-range missiles from Lebanon, where 
Hezbollah has significant munitions stockpiles. If Israel 
decides to attack, the sole criterion for unleashing its air 
force will surely be a firm belief that the operation can 
significantly damage Iran’s atomic ambitions. If a strike 
somehow led to internal unrest, the superannuation of 
senior officers in the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps, 
or a new clandestine effort to rebuild the nuclear-weapons 
program, those might well be secondary considerations 
reinforcing or weakening Jerusalem’s calculations. But 
such concerns wouldn’t matter unless the IDF concluded 
it could scupper the clerical regime’s capacity to build the 
bomb. 

It would have been easier for the IDF to cripple Iran’s 
nuclear infrastructure and personnel years ago, before the 
development of advanced centrifuges. But former prime 
minister Bibi Netanyahu’s cabinet, along with the head of 
the IDF, declined to back him when he and his defense 
minister Ehud Barak wanted to attack twelve years ago. 
Now, it’s very likely that neither Israel’s political class nor 
its airmen are confident that they can strike as effectively. 

Jerusalem’s tempo of attacks on Iranian interests in the 
region in the last two years, including assassinations inside 
Iran, is, therefore, best understood as an upping of the 
conventional ante. These actions signal to Tehran that its 
nuclear accomplishments will not deter Israel from 
pushing back against the clerical regime when it can. 
Jerusalem’s more aggressive behavior isn’t a girding of the 
loins before a preventive attack but an acknowledgment 
that it has failed to stop the clerical regime’s nuclear 
ambitions. 

That might change as Israelis internalize the possible 
ramifications of the Islamic Republic’s going nuclear. The 
clerical regime, which has repeatedly sponsored or directed 
terrorism against Jews worldwide, might provoke 
Jerusalem one too many times, giving the high ground to 
those who still want to act. 

The same still might be true for the United States. 
Iran’s supreme leader, Ali Khamenei, might make a 
monumental mistake and execute a mass-casualty terrorist 
attack against Americans. Over the years, under 
Democrats and Republicans, Washington has blinked at 
Iranian terrorism — and, in Iraq, Iranian-sponsored militia 
attacks against U.S. forces — and done little in response. 
Khamenei undoubtedly approved the thwarted bombing 
of an Iranian opposition rally outside of Paris in 2018; if it 
had succeeded, hundreds, including many Americans, 
might have died. The supreme leader, who can expatiate 
endlessly on his enmity for the United States, might let 
hubris get the better of him — he’s unquestionably 
winning in his decades-old quest to develop nuclear 
weapons. If enough Americans died through Iranian 
terrorism, the bipartisan reluctance to support another 
military foray into the Middle East might evaporate. 

So would an Israeli or American strike convulse Iran’s 
political system? The nuclear-weapons program has 
become the third pillar of Khamenei’s theocracy (the other 
two being anti-Americanism and the veil). If the Israelis, 
whom the regime asperses as Zionists ready for extinction, 
can badly damage the nuclear program, the regime will lose 
face. Iranian VIPs, especially within the Revolutionary 
Guards, have said repeatedly that the Israelis wouldn’t dare 
strike the nation’s atomic sites. This confidence has surely 
diminished since Israel started assassinating scientists and 
officials, including IRGC personnel, and periodically 
sabotaging nuclear-related equipment. If the Israelis do 
dare and succeed, it will be a stunning blow. It’s one thing 
to have the “Great Satan,” a superpower, lay waste your 
program; it’s another thing entirely to have the “Little 
Satan” do it. 

And military defeats can be deadly for dictatorships. 
Historically, there’s nothing deadlier. If an Israeli or 
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American strike led to a larger war — and there are good 
reasons to believe that Iran would be nervous about 
replying in an escalatory conventional manner after the 
U.S. Navy intervened (terrorism is a much more likely 
response) — then the possibility of adverse internal 
repercussions would increase. While there is no guarantee 
that an Israeli or American raid would cause sufficient 
shock to produce a convulsive — let alone fatal — internal 
backlash against Khamenei and the Guards, there is a 
chance it would start a process that might. Nothing else on 
the horizon offers Israel or America better odds of 
creating considerable turbulence quickly within the system. 

It’s certain that the revolution-loyal left, right, and 
center (these Western terms don’t really capture how the 
Iranian ruling elite divides itself) would rise in umbrage 
against any Zionist aggression. But the West exaggerates 
the Iranian reflex to rally around the flag after an Israeli or 
American strike. Iranians aren’t automatons. Compared 
with Arabs and Turks, who lack an ancient cosmopolitan 
culture reinforcing their modern identity, Iranians don’t 
have a jagged and brittle patriotism. They are an old and 
sophisticated people quite capable of holding multiple 
hatreds concurrently. The massive, pro-democracy Green 
Movement in 2009, which for days shook the streets of 
Tehran, and nationwide demonstrations in 2017 and 2019, 
which again convulsed the ruling elite and led to wicked 
police-state repression, are upwellings of over 40 years of 
ire at theocracy. This won’t go away because Israel bombs 
Iran’s nuclear sites. 

The notion that the Iranian ruling class would 
somehow benefit from a resurgent nationalism caused by 
an external attack ignores the decades the mullahs have 
spent denouncing nationalism as another noxious Western 
imposition on the Middle East. In particular, Khamenei is 
leery of Iranian nationalism and how it might thwart the 
Islamic project. “The enemies of Islam and Muslims want 
the Islamic ummah to be disunited,” he avers. “They 
create ethnic discord. They promote radical nationalism in 
different countries. They divide Muslims into groups and 
label them as Persians, Arabs, Turks, Pakistanis, Shia and 
Sunni.” Iran’s theocrats have insisted that the legitimacy of 
the Islamic Republic is predicated on its divine ordinance 
rather than on notions of Persian nationalism. In what is 
undoubtedly a self-defeating move, the clerical regime has 
done much to untether itself from one of the most 
powerful forces in modern politics. 

The clerical regime’s defeat in the Iran–Iraq War did 
not make Iranians rally to theocracy. On the contrary, that 
defeat by Saddam Hussein helped to unleash an enormous 
wave of reflection and self-criticism. The Iranian people 
have since asked searching questions about the war itself. 
Why did the conflict continue when an armistice was 
available in 1982, after the victory at Khorramshahr when 
Saddam’s armies retreated back into Iraq? Akbar Hashemi-
Rafsanjani, Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini’s right-hand 
man, exerted considerable effort trying to hide the fact that 

he was strongly in favor of turning a defensive, “imposed” 
war into a major offensive designed to down Saddam and 
extend the Islamic revolution. For the parents who lost 
sons from 1982 to 1988, the war is a haunting indictment 
of a state bent on exporting its cause. The Islamic 
Republic’s ritual celebrations of the conflict have always 
rung hollow for millions who saw combat or whose loved 
ones died or were maimed in a war reminiscent of the 
Western Front in World War I. 

Indeed, without the Iran–Iraq War, we likely would 
not have seen the transformation of the Islamic Republic’s 
religious and political culture — a second intellectual 
revolution that robbed the theocracy of the revolutionary 
left and eventually created the Green Movement. This 
political evolution ignited in about five years, from 1988 to 
1992, when the regime-critical but revolution-loyal Islamic 
left began to take shape. By 1999 that “left” was ready to 
transform the government into a real democracy, which is 
why this movement was crushed by clerics who’d been 
instrumental in building the theocracy — Khamenei, 
Rafsanjani, and Hassan Rouhani (the latter two are often 
categorized as “moderates” by Westerners who used to see 
Thermidor just around the corner). 

No figure was more venerated in the Islamic 
Republic’s relentless propaganda machine than General 
Qasem Soleimani. He was the man who defeated America 
in Iraq, took on the Islamic State with ingenuity, and 
planted the Islamic Republic’s flag from the slums of 
Beirut to the mountain villages of Yemen. On January 3, 
2020, Soleimani was killed by a U.S. drone attack. The 
regime initially used its latest martyr to rally public support 
in mourning ceremonies that attracted thousands. The 
general was an iconic figure who elicited contradictory 
emotions from even die-hard opponents of the regime. 
(His magnetism may have sprung from his image as the 
great Shiite defender against rapacious Sunnis.) That 
“goodwill” evaporated rapidly. In its panic and fear of 
further American attacks, the Revolutionary Guards shot 
down a Ukrainian airliner, killing 176 passengers. The 
Iranian street and college campuses erupted again, this 
time in denunciation of the regime. “They are lying that 
our enemy is America; our enemy is right here,” protesters 
chanted. A brutal crackdown restored order, but this 
episode revealed how attenuated the bonds between state 
and society have become — even a foreign attack cannot 
redound to the government’s advantage. As with the last 
days of the Pahlavi dynasty, the Islamic Republic has lost 
the ability to control the national narrative. 

Today, the theocratic state is bereft of a reliable 
constituency, let alone a convincing governing dogma. It is 
beset by persistent protests from all segments of society. 
The poor who were once the theocracy’s mainstay have 
joined the ranks of the disaffected. The economy benefits 
only the connected, and class stratification has never been 
more provocative. Corruption is endemic. Khamenei and 
his allies are no longer even pretending to seek the public’s 
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approbation. The elections that once offered at least a 
pretense of choice, and could generate considerable 
national excitement, are now rubber stamps of choices 
made by Khamenei and his inner circle. Voter turnout, 
even when orchestrated by the regime, has plummeted. All 
the mullahs have left at their disposal are the security 
organs. 

If the Israelis or Americans can make Khamenei and 
his Revolutionary Guards look pathetic, it might lead to a 
national questioning, a slow-motion chain reaction that 
could seriously weaken the regime. Anger no longer rises 
gradually in the Islamic Republic. It explodes immediately 
and nationally when the system can’t nip local protests in 

the bud. A scenario of rapidly increasing protests after a 
bombing raid isn’t probable, given the ruthlessness of the 
Iranian police state, but such an eventuality shouldn’t be 
ruled out. The regime is, however, most unlikely to see the 
reverse: an American or Israeli raid reinforcing popular 
support for the theocracy. Resentment toward the mullahs 
is simply too entrenched. 
Mr. Gerecht, a former Iranian-targets officer in the CIA’s 
directorate of operations, is a senior fellow at the FDD. Mr. 
Takeyh is a senior fellow at the Council on Foreign Relations. 
FDD is a Washington, DC-based, nonpartisan research institute 
focusing on national security and foreign policy. 

Battle for the left 
By Avi Blum, ESQ    mishpacha.com  August 2, 2022  
Lapid and Gantz duel for leadership of the Left. 
 The center-left’s co-leaders for three elections in a row 
have become the bitterest rivals in Israeli politics. In the 
current campaign, both Yair Lapid and Benny Gantz are 
angling for undisputed leadership of the bloc. 

For three elections, Gantz led the Blue and White 
alliance and the left-wing bloc, while Lapid played the part 
of the loyal soldier. But this time, Private Lapid is taking 
the former chief of staff and decorated general to school. 

Yair Lapid started the campaign from the enviable 
position of incumbent prime minister. The prevailing 
wisdom in the political world held that Lapid would avoid 
rocking the boat before the election, to accustom voters to 
hearing the words “Prime Minister Yair Lapid” without 
instinctively face-palming in alarm. 

But last week, Lapid deviated from the levelheaded 
policy of his two predecessors with his decision to openly 
back Ukraine over Russia, rousing the Russian bear to an 
immediate response: the closing of the Jewish Agency’s 
offices in Russia. 

Opposition leader Binyamin Netanyahu was quick to 
condemn Lapid’s hubris and impulsiveness, but the prime 
minister, in damage control mode on the diplomatic front, 
has no regrets politically. 

“If we sit with folded arms and do nothing, the title 
will be utterly meaningless,” Lapid told aides last week, 
citing his predecessor Naftali Bennett — who had to retire 
shamefaced from politics after alienating his own base — 
as a cautionary tale. Bennett, by the way, has been avoiding 
the cameras as assiduously as he courted them while in 
office. 

The Tel Avivian Lapid sees himself as having a place 
of honor in the fraternity of progressive Western leaders 
including France’s Macron, Canada’s Trudeau, and 
congressional Democrats (compared to whom Biden is a 
flag-waving conservative) in the US. Lapid’s move was 
aimed at left-wing voters who embrace Western talking 
points against Moscow. 

There’s nothing like a good anecdote to drive home 
the significance of Lapid’s departure from Netanyahu’s 
policy (which was continued by Bennett). When I 
accompanied Netanyahu on his visit to Trump in February 

2020, Bibi surprised the entourage on the way back with a 
connecting flight to Moscow. 

Back on the plane from Moscow to Jerusalem, a 
“senior political figure,” whom Bibi humorously asked us 
to refer to as “the man in the red tie,” explained the 
rationale for the stopover: “To preserve our freedom of 
action, you have to maneuver between the powers. When 
the prime minister of Israel and Arab leaders gather in the 
White House, the Russians feel pressured. My trip to 
Moscow makes clear to the Russians that despite the 
special relationship between Israel and the United States, 
we aren’t taking steps behind Russia’s back and we see 
them as a major actor.” 

The towering defense minister, Benny Gantz (he 
stands 6 feet, 2 inches), has paid a heavy price for teaming 
up with Justice Minister Gideon Saar, a leading Likud 
figure who bolted from the party to become one of the 
architects of the “change government.” 

Gantz’s rationale was to signal to the center-left bloc 
that while Lapid may be the interim prime minister, Gantz 
is the one who has the best chances of becoming prime 
minister after the elections. 

But for now, Israeli voters don’t seem too keen on the 
joint offering. Ever since the merger, the dual party has 
only declined in the polls. 

Last week, fresh off a work trip to America, Gantz 
went on a blitz of TV interviews to plead his case as the 
only center-left leader with a realistic shot at forming a 
government. His trump card? The close relationship he has 
cultivated with the chareidim over the years. 

Gantz explained that his ties with the chareidim will 
enable him to form a government. But this may be a case 
of the groom announcing the wedding date before 
securing the bride’s consent. This week, the chareidim 
characterized Gantz as delusional. Shas chairman Aryeh 
Deri led the charge. 

“With all due respect to Gantz — and he is a very 
decent and likable individual — he needs to understand 
the lesson of the Bennett government’s flop: a prime 
minister with a handful of seats simply can’t govern, and 
those who would pay the price for this are the State of 
Israel and its citizens,” Deri said. “After the elections, G-d 
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willing, we’ll put forward legislation requiring that a 
candidate for prime minister has to receive 15 percent of 
the vote, or 18 seats.” 

Ironically, it’s the chareidim, who for so long have 
been slandered as extortionist by the left, who are now 
taking a stand against the left’s political extortionist. 

Not long after Barak Obama took office in 2009, I 
accompanied then-US ambassador Joe Cunningham on a 
tour of chareidi Jerusalem. The itinerary took him to the 
humble abode of Rav Yosef Shalom Elyashiv ztz”l, who 
was flanked by his longtime confidant Rav Yosef Efrati 
and Yitzchak Pindrus — now an MK, but there in the 
capacity of translator at the time. 

Ambassador Cunningham entered the room 
accompanied by a team of embassy photographers, 
brought along with him in hopes of capturing a repeat 
performance. On a visit to Rav Elyashiv by the previous 
ambassador, Richard Jones — an appointee of Obama’s 
predecessor, George W. Bush — something remarkable 
happened, and there was no photographic record of the 
event. The State Department was determined with 
Cunningham’s visit not to be caught flat-footed this time. 

Ambassador Jones, the Bush appointee, had received a 
warm blessing from Rav Elyashiv. The posek hador called 
the American administration that Jones represented a 
“malchus shel chesed” and requested that the United 
States government aid the people of Israel against grave 
security threats in general and against the Iranian threat in 
particular. 

Jones hadn’t brought photographers on that visit, 
assuming that it would be nothing but a courtesy call. 
When Cunningham visited as Obama’s representative 
several years later, the ambassador’s team brought along a 
gaggle of photographers to record every word, in the 
expectation that Rav Elyashiv would give them the same 
enthusiastic reception. 

But this time the diplomats would be disappointed. 
Rav Elyashiv remained almost completely silent during the 
meeting and refrained from blessing his guest. The 
ambassador’s team assumed that Rav Elyashiv’s reticence 
was due to the crowd of photographers and left 
disappointed, but not insulted. 

Only when the envoy and his entourage were gone did 
the gadol hador reveal the reason for his silence. 

“To the emissary of Bush, the previous president, who 
was an oheiv Yisrael, I could say that his country was a 
malchus shel chesed,” he replied. “But how can I bless 
President Obama? Who knows if he’ll help or harm 
Israel?” 

Rav Elyashiv’s doubts, of course, were well-founded, 
as we see in retrospect. Even as we mark a decade since his 
passing, we see how the situation has deteriorated. Now 
Israel’s prime minister speaks hubristically, making 
sweeping condemnations of world powers instead of 
choosing his words carefully. This is the face of the current 
Israeli government under Lapid: undisciplined and tactless. 
Rav Elyashiv’s guidance is missed more than ever.Flight

Israel says IDF’s armed drones can now be talked about, unless it’s to sell them 
By Emanuel Fabian    timesofisrael.com   July 27, 2022  
Drone manufacturers have been barred for years from 
advertising their attack capabilities due to censorship 
rules; those have now been lifted, but not the ban on 
hawking the UAVs. 

The Military Censor allowed Israeli media to publish 
one of the country’s worst-kept secrets last week — that 
the Israel Defense Forces uses armed drones as part of its 
offensive capabilities. 

For at least two decades, the IDF refused to confirm 
widespread reports that it deploys armed UAVs. Attempts 
to write about the drones were quashed by the IDF’s 
censor. 

As a result of barring any mention of Israel’s attack 
drone abilities, local arms contractors who develop such 
UAVs could not officially advertise their armed drones or 
say they were exporting them to other nations, if they 
were. 

But despite the change in the Military Censor’s policy, 
Israel appears to be of two minds regarding whether to let 
Israelis into the lucrative armed drones market, and 
defense exporters may still face restrictions on what they 
can hawk. 

With some rare exceptions, Israeli drone exports have 
been mostly limited to surveillance models. Arms-capable 
UAVs have been reportedly sold to Germany and India 

under special agreements. Loitering munitions, often called 
suicide drones, were not under censorship and have been 
exported to numerous countries. 

It’s unclear what is behind the censor’s change of 
heart, but the decision comes as recent wars have 
highlighted the value of armed drones, specifically 
Turkey’s spotlight-grabbing Bayraktar TB2. 

Both the ongoing Russian invasion of Ukraine and the 
2020 Azerbaijan-Armenia war have been showcases for the 
TB2’s abilities, with aerial videos showing the UAV 
destroying enemy positions and vehicles making the 
rounds not only among wonks, but also on social media. 

This has likely placed pressure on Israeli drone 
manufacturers, who have not been able to fully take 

advantage of the popularity of armed drones or openly 
show off their capabilities. 

Despite the restrictions, drones made up 9 percent of 
Israel’s record-breaking $11.3 billion in arms exports last 
year, amounting to around $1 billion in sales. The global 
military drone market was estimated at some $10.25 billion 
in 2021, and is only expected to rise, according to Fortune 
Business Insights. 

The IDF uses several drone models, developed by the 
Elbit Systems and the Israeli Aerospace Industries defense 
firms, that are capable of launching munitions. 
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The first, the Elbit Hermes 450, currently operated by 

the Air Force’s 161st Squadron, was developed in the early 
1990s. According to the Haaretz daily, at the time there 
was a dispute among top defense officials who had to 
choose between the development of the Hermes 450, 
known in Israel as Zik, and an unmanned armed stealth jet, 
developed by IAI. 

The Zik project was given a boost by Ehud Barak 
when he entered the role of IDF chief in 1991, and by 
1993, then-defense minister Yitzhak Rabin signed off on 
terminating the IAI unmanned jet project in favor of the 
Hermes 450. 

Other armed drones used by the Israeli Air Force 
include the Hermes 900, also developed by Elbit and 
declared operational in 2017, and the IAI’s Eitan, also 
known as the Heron TP, which was introduced in the early 
2000s. 

Israel has used armed drones to strike numerous 
targets over the years, as early as the 2006 war in Lebanon 
and the 2008 war in the Gaza Strip. Israeli drones have 
been used in several targeted killings of Hamas officials in 
the Gaza Strip, including that of a leader of the terror 
group’s military wing, Ahmed Jabari, in 2012. 

Drones have also been used in a technique known as  
“roof knocking,” in which an inert missile is fired at the 
roof of a building to warn residents to leave before the 
structure is destroyed by armed munitions. 

As a result of the censorship of Israel’s attack drone 
capabilities, firms such as Elbit and IAI did not advertise 

that their drones can carry and launch missiles. All 
promotional images from both firms have been carefully 
chosen to not show the missile launching systems. 
Contrary to the Israeli firms, Baykar proudly displays the 
munitions the Bayraktar TB2 can carry. 

But even after the Military Censor’s announcement, 
the policy of not advertising Israel’s attack drones appears 
unlikely to immediately change. 

The Defense Ministry, which oversees Israel’s arms 
exports, said there would be no change in its policy of 
censoring drone capabilities for advertising, a source in 
one of the arms firms told the Kan public broadcaster on 
Thursday. 

While technically the Defense Ministry also oversees 
the IDF, the Military Censor’s move was not coordinated 
with the ministry, according to Kan. 

“The censor’s announcement surprised us,” the arms 
firm source told Kan, adding that the Defense Ministry 
had contacted it and explicitly instructed firms not to 
speak about their armed UAVs. 

A Military Censor official told The Times of Israel that 
although it removed the media restriction, any additional 
constraints on Israel’s arms firms would be up to the 
Defense Ministry, not it. The Defense Ministry did 
immediately respond to requests for comment. 

Elbit did not respond to requests for comment on if it 
would begin to advertise and officially export armed 
UAVs, and IAI declined to comment on the same query. 

New AI approach to Crohn’s disease diagnosis and treatment 
By Abigail Klein Leichman    israel21c.org    August 2, 2022  
Intel and Israel’s largest medical center develop 
algorithm that scans thousands of digestive system 
images in 2 minutes for improved prediction. 

Approximately than half a million people in the United 
States alone have Crohn’s disease, an inflammatory bowel 
disease (IBD). 

It’s not curable but it is treatable, yet diagnosis is 
difficult because Crohn’s symptoms are shared by many 
other conditions. 

In a few months, a new artificial intelligence-enhanced 
app will help Israeli physicians diagnose Crohn’s at earlier 
stages and therefore start treatment earlier. 

The app is being developed by the Intel Corporation 
with the ARC Innovation Center of Israel’s largest medical 
center, Sheba Medical Center in Ramat Gan. 

Using Intel hardware and software, the app scans and 
analyzes up to 12,000 images taken by a “capsule pill” in 
the patient’s digestive system, with results in about 2 
minutes. 

In a clinical trial involving 101 patients, this method  

proved 86% accurate in image and data analysis compared 
to 68% accuracy achieved with analysis by an experienced 
gastroenterologist. 

“Predicting the course of the disease in Crohn’s 
patients is one of the most important clinical challenges in 
the treatment of inflammatory bowel disease. However, 
currently available tools are limited and insufficiently 
accurate,” said Dr. Uri Kopylov, director of IBD in 
Sheba’s Gastro Institute. 

This is the first app that analyzes capsule videos from 
the digestive system of patients, and by presenting 
meaningful information to the doctors, helping them to 
recommend better treatment for the patient. 

Presented recently at the annual conference of the 
Israeli Association of Gastroenterology and the annual 
conference of the European Organization for 
Inflammatory Bowel Diseases, the app will be available for 
use by Sheba doctors in the coming months. In the future, 
it will be made available to other hospitals in Israel and 
abroad.
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