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Saudi Arabia's not a true ally. America should leave it to the wolves
Elizabeth Shackelford - The Chicago Tribune

Pittsburgh Post-Gazette
America’s long-standing partnership with Saudi Arabia has become a deal with the
devil. But the devil isn’t holding up his end of the bargain. It’s time we gave up on it
too.
It’s never been a good look for the United States, a self-proclaimed champion of
democracy and human rights, to be the security guarantor of an abusive monarchy
that treats women like property and long placed policing in the hands of an extremist
religious faction.
And yet we justify this close partnership largely in the name of security — our secure
access to oil, to be more specific. The war in Ukraine has demonstrated that this
access isn’t there.
Saudi Arabia holds the second largest oil reserves in the world and, more importantly,
an unmatched capacity to increase supply at times of crisis. Saudi Arabia has also
been key to maintaining the global trade of oil in U.S. dollars, which helps keeps our
currency in high demand and stabilizes its value.
The partnership was also considered essential to counter anti-American sentiment in
the region, specifically from Iran. This justification has always been a double-edged
sword, however, since Saudi Arabia helped foment anti-American sentiment, too, to
the tune of billions of dollars it spent to promote Wahhabism, the radical and
intolerant strain of Islam that laid the foundation for terrorist organizations like
al-Qaida and ISIS.
In return for these supposed benefits, the United States has been the kingdom’s
security guarantor, providing not only a military presence but also military
technology, advice, and a flood of arms and hardware.

From 2009 to 2020, U.S. military sales to Saudi Arabia amounted to more than $100
billion. We have delivered hundreds of aircraft, dozens of Patriot missile defense
systems, thousands of armored vehicles, four frigate warships and tens of thousands
of missiles. The United States also has thousands of troops in Saudi Arabia still.
Even if you thought the trade-off of supporting the repressive state was once
worthwhile, it’s hard to make the case today. Saudi Arabia has become an even worse
actor than before, both at home and abroad.
Advocates of maintaining the relationship might point to modest reforms under
Crown Prince Mohammed bin Salman, also known as MBS, who took the de facto
leadership position in 2015 when his father acceded to the throne. Those reforms,
however, were rapidly undermined by brutal crackdowns on dissent and opposition.
MBS has also championed a more aggressive — and problematic — foreign policy.
Rather than helping secure our interests in the region, our military support
emboldened the Saudi state to act uncompromisingly in a dangerous neighborhood. If
it was ever a stabilizing presence there, that no longer appears to be the case.
Saudi Arabia’s role in Yemen’s civil war since 2015 has exacerbated the conflict. The
kingdom often strikes civilian targets, including school buses and hospitals, and since
the United States has been Saudi Arabia’s primary weapons supplier, we are guilty as
accomplices in these crimes.
Saudi Arabia’s continued blockade of the country has caused severe human suffering.
Despite President Joe Biden’s campaign commitments to end our support for the war,
the United States has continued to provide weapons that help Saudi Arabia maintain
its brutal fight.
Saudi Arabia has also been an ever-present spoiler of U.S. efforts to secure a nuclear
deal with Iran, including recent attempts by the Biden administration to restore the
defunct deal. While it might be in Saudi Arabia’s interest to keep Iran under the yoke
of a strict sanctions regime, the U.S. interest is clearly in a diplomatic solution.
Successive U.S. administrations have tolerated Saudi Arabia’s foul play on the
promise that, one day, the kingdom’s capacity to deliver oil to the world market would
insulate the United States from dire economic and security harm at just the time we
would need it most.
That time has come.
Since Russia’s invasion of Ukraine in February, gas prices have surged. Europe’s
dependence on Russian oil and gas remains the main obstacle to Europe joining the
United States in banning Russian energy imports. This means Europe continues to
provide Russia with resources to fight its war, to the tune of nearly $1 billion a day.
Saudi Arabia, however, has — quite literally — failed to answer America’s call. When
faced with a clear opportunity to assist its security guarantor on a matter of the
gravest importance by pumping more oil to help supply Europe and take the pressure
off world gas prices, Saudi Arabia has declined.

As recently as March, the United States answered Saudi Arabia’s pleas for additional
Patriot missiles to help it fend off attacks from rebels in Yemen. But that failed to
persuade Saudi Arabia to grant America’s request to pump more oil.
If Saudi Arabia can’t side with the United States against Russia in the face of its
indefensible aggression against Ukraine, it’s high time the U.S. asked what this
partnership is good for. Our support of Saudi Arabia has never paid off, and that’s
never been more clear than now.

The world’s richest person, unhappy with the policies of a major social media
platform, is buying it.
David Leonhardt - The new York Times

Elon Musk Pool photo by Patrick Pleul
The billionaires’ world
Two years ago, the economists Emmanuel Saez and Gabriel Zucman published a
statistic that you don’t normally see. It was the share of wealth owned by the richest
0.00001 percent of Americans.
That tiny slice represented only 18 households, Saez and Zucman estimated. Each one
had an average net worth of about $66 billion in 2020. Together, the share of
national wealth owned by the group had risen by a factor of nearly 10 since 1982.
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This wealth conveys vast power on a small group of people. They can attempt to
shape politics, as the Koch family has done. They can create a global charity, as Bill
Gates and Melinda French Gates have done. They can buy a national media
organization, as Jeff Bezos has done.
Or they can buy a social media network when its policies annoy them, as Elon Musk
is in the process of doing.
Twitter announced yesterday that its board had accepted a $44 billion bid for the
company from Musk, the chief executive of Tesla and SpaceX and currently the
world’s richest man. He is using $21 billion of his own cash in the deal.
Musk, who calls himself a “free speech absolutist,” has suggested that he will be less
aggressive than Twitter’s current management about blocking some content —
including misinformation, in all likelihood. He plans to take the company private,
which will give him tighter control than he would have over a public company.
The deal is the latest example of how extreme inequality is shaping American society.
A small number of very wealthy people end up making decisions that affect millions of
others. That has always been true, of course. But it is truer when inequality is so high.
In the U.S. economy, wealth inequality has exceeded even the peaks of the 1920s, as
another chart from Saez and Zucman’s research shows:
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The Musk deal also recalls the Gilded Age, as my colleague Shira Ovide wrote: “The
closest comparison to this might be the 19th-century newspaper barons like William
Randolph Hearst, Joseph Pulitzer and the fictional Charles Foster Kane, who used
their papers to pursue their personal agendas, sensationalize world events and harass
their enemies.”
After news broke yesterday about the Musk-Twitter agreement, I asked Andrew Ross
Sorkin for his reaction to it. Andrew, as many readers know, has been covering
finance and business leaders for the past two decades at The Times. He created and
runs our DealBook newsletter.
Andrew’s response got me thinking about these larger questions of inequality, and
I’m turning over the rest of today’s lead item to him. Below his thoughts about the
Twitter deal, we include more Times coverage, as well as analysis from elsewhere.

Friends and foes
Andrew Ross Sorkin - The new York Times
Musk’s acquisition of Twitter will reignite big questions about the influence of the
billionaire class and the power of technology over our national discourse.
This month, Musk was complaining that Mark Zuckerberg, Meta’s founder, had too
much power, arguing that the way Meta was structured, “Mark Zuckerberg the 14th”
would someday be running it.
Now Musk will own Twitter outright as a private company. He will report to himself.
So if he decides to allow Donald Trump back on the platform — which seems like the
elephant in the room — it will be Musk’s choice and his choice alone. (Trump has

claimed he will not return, because he wants to support his own social media
platform.)
Washington is a twitter trying to understand Musk’s ideology. He is a self-styled
libertarian without an ideology. But is not having an ideology an ideology unto itself?
Musk has said he wants more “free speech” and less moderation on Twitter. What
will that mean in practice? More bullying? More lewd commentary and images?
More misinformation?
Perhaps a window into Musk’s approach is a tweet he sent on Friday making fun of
Bill Gates with a crude reference to anatomy, as a way to get even with Gates, who
had admitted to betting against shares of Tesla.
Which raised this question: When conspiracy theorists falsely posted that Gates was
paying to develop Covid vaccines to implant chips in people, Twitter down-ranked the
content and added fact-check notices. If Musk were running Twitter then, would he
have left those posts up to needle his nemesis?
The deal will give Musk enormous influence over politicians, celebrities and the
media, with the ability to platform and de-platform them at will.
But some will have sway over him, too, in ways that could distort what the public sees
on Twitter. For example, Twitter has no presence in China. Musk does: A huge chunk
of Tesla’s growth is dependent on that country. What happens when Chinese officials
tell him to remove content from Twitter that they find objectionable?
Back here in the U.S., Musk’s SpaceX business relies, in large part, on contracts with
the Defense Department. His Tesla business is in discussions with the U.S.
government about a national charging station infrastructure. His Boring Company,
which digs tunnels, relies on governments for contracts. If a politician that controls
the purse strings for any of Musk’s companies were to publish misinformation, would
Musk remove it?
There are no answers to these questions just yet. But we will find out soon. Likely on
Twitter.

Elon Musk Probably Isn't Thinking About Twitter In the Way You Do
John Tamny - RealClearMarket
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It was 1999 at Goldman Sachs, and a senior person in its private bank was asked
what he was recommending his very rich clients buy. He replied that they should
purchase AOL, and hold it for life. It’s so easy to forget how very blue chip
and everywhere AOL once was. In fact, “everywhere” was one of AOL’s marketing
descriptors. How things change.
Change is something to keep in mind as critics and fans of Elon Musk’s bid (and
recently announced agreement to purchase it) for Twitter seemingly lose theirs.
Musk’s mere proposal to purchase Twitter unsurprisingly unearthed impassioned
reactions. The impassioned should relax. Even given the recent news.
For one thing, it’s hard to imagine Musk would purchase Twitter and take it private if
his plan were to lead the social media giant down a path familiar to its users. If
history is any guide to Musk, he’s a doer as opposed to a follower. Which means the
very idea of him purchasing Twitter just so he can tweak a few things reads as
ridiculous.
Musk as a rule takes his customers or potential customers in all new directions; often
amid great skepticism. Which is a long or short way of telling critics and fans to stop
cheering or critiquing a future that none of us can realistically foretell.
For now, the speculation seems to be that the free speech “absolutist” in Musk will
open up the platform to more speech. Maybe he will, maybe he won’t.
Whatever the answer, members of the Left should stop worrying. Really, what do they
have to fear? Particularly if they think the Right nuts as is, giving what’s apparently
nuts a bigger platform will hardly elevate it. Furthermore, free speech cuts both ways.
In which case it seems unrealistic that Musk would spend tens of billions just to give
the Right more of a voice.
Another speculated on fear of the Left is that unlike the present regime, a
Musk-owned Twitter wouldn’t squash stories like the one involving Hunter Biden.
Maybe not, but then who honestly didn’t know about Hunter Biden and the laptop
before the November of 2020 elections? Which is the point.

The covering up of what wasn’t well known is what made it well known. Basically
“Banned in Boston” is the best way to sell lots of your books, or get your story lots of
publicity. Think about it. To censor is to amplify what you're censoring.
As for members of the Right who think social media has been unfair to them, and who
think that Musk will make it more fair, please look around you. Check out most any
right-of-center advocacy organization, think tank, of anything else associated with
politics.
Having done that, please check out the doings of those organizations on Facebook,
Instagram, YouTube, SnapChat, TikTok, and yes, Twitter. They all have major
presences on each, and better yet, they’re looking to expand them.
While it’s probably true that employees of the companies mentioned swing Left, they
love money more than they do ideology. Which means the platforms mentioned are far
less hostile to the Right and its organizations and Parties than most would like to
admit.
hose entities have been undeniably good for the Right. In other words, Musk and
Twitter as a step toward free speech is much less of a story than most anyone would
care to admit.
Critics think it terrifying that someone so rich could control such an important speech
platform (Washington Post), while supporters have billed Musk’s ability to purchase
Twitter and open it up to speech as a “battle for America’s soul” (Epoch Times Roger Simon). Oh wow, we’re a really rich country full of people with too much time
and too much emotion. Seriously?
Back to reality, nothing lasts forever. Nothing. What’s true applies to Twitter. To
pretend that so much importance can be derived from one company and its owner is
just childish, and it insults the greatest country on earth. Referencing this write-up’s
opening, does anyone remember AOL? Not really, and if they do, they remember it as
an example of what used to be relevant.
Implicit in all this wailing about Twitter is that we’re at the frontier of speech and
communication, and Twitter is the final advance. Such a view is much less than
serious.
Assuming Musk completes the purchase of Twitter and improves it, we’ll all win. If
not, and even if he turns out to not be the free speech absolutist that some claim,
failure won't foretell censorship as far as the eye can see as much as it will signal a
business opportunity for an entrepreneur eager to knock a censorious Twitter of its
perch. Wise minds should relax.

NAACP urges Musk to keep Trump off Twitter, ACLU warns of so much power for
one person
The group's president urged the Tesla CEO to keep in place a ban on former
President Donald Trump

Louis Casiano - Fox Business
As news of the $44 billion purchase of Twitter by Elon Musk reverberated through the
social media world, the NAACP urged the Tesla CEO to rid the platform of hate
speech and falsehoods and to keep in place a ban on former President Donald
Trump.
"Mr. Musk: free speech is wonderful, hate speech is unacceptable. Disinformation,
misinformation and hate speech have NO PLACE on Twitter,” NAACP President
Derrick Johnson said in a statement.
"Do not allow 45 to return to the platform. Do not allow Twitter to become a petri
dish for hate speech, or falsehoods that subvert our democracy. Protecting our
democracy is of utmost importance, especially as the midterm elections approach. Mr
Musk: lives are at risk, and so is American democracy.”
Musk secured the funds available to buy Twitter following weeks of speculation about
how he would govern the platform if the purchase came to fruition. He was initially
invited to join Twitter's board but declined.

Elon Musk gestures as he speaks during a press conference at SpaceX's Starbase
facility near Boca Chica Village in South Texas on February 10, 2022. Musk will buy
Twitter for $44 billion. (Photo by JIM WATSON/AFP via Getty Images / Getty
Images)
The transaction is expected to close in 2022, subject to the approval of Twitter
stockholders, the receipt of applicable regulatory approvals and the satisfaction of
other customary closing conditions.
Twitter independent board chairman Brett Taylor said the company "conducted a
thoughtful and comprehensive process to assess Elon's proposal with a deliberate
focus on value, certainty, and financing.”
Musk, a self-described "free-speech absolutist," has been critical of the platform and
its chief executive Parag Agrawal's approach to free speech.

"Free speech is the bedrock of a functioning democracy, and Twitter is the digital
town square where matters vital to the future of humanity are debated,” he said in a
statement Monday.
"I also want to make Twitter better than ever by enhancing the product with new
features, making the algorithms open source to increase trust, defeating the spam bots,
and authenticating all humans. Twitter has tremendous potential – I look forward to
working with the company and the community of users to unlock it.”

video
Liz Peek and Kara Frederick weigh in on the war on free speech on 'Fox Business
Tonight.’
The American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) noted Musk was a "card-carrying
member” and "one of our most significant supporters,” but warned of the danger of
allowing one person to have so much power.
"In today’s world, a small handful of private tech companies — including Twitter —
play a profound and unique role in enabling our right to express ourselves online,”
ACLU Executive Director Anthony Romero said in a statement.
"Social media is a critical tool used to share ideas, express opinions, and consume
information that has real-life impacts in discourse in the offline world. We should be
worried about any powerful central actor, whether it’s a government or any wealthy
individual — even if it’s an ACLU member — having so much control over the
boundaries of our political speech online.”
In recent years, Twitter has found itself in a tight spot amid heavy scrutiny from both
sides of the political aisle.
Conservatives have claimed the platform has silenced them and arbitrarily enforces
its rules. Trump used Twitter daily to promote his policies and to lash out at his
enemies. Many progressives accused the social media giant of allowing him to
promote lies and conspiracy theories that could result in violence.’

Elon Musk and Parag Agrawal. (Reuters | Twitter / Reuters Photos)
Trump's account was permanently suspended following the Jan. 6, 2021 insurrection
at the Capitol after weeks of claiming President Biden's election win was not
legitimate.
"After close review of recent Tweets from the @realDonaldTrump account and the
context around them — specifically how they are being received and interpreted on
and off Twitter — we have permanently suspended the account due to the risk of
further incitement of violence,” Twitter said two days after the riot.

Elon Musk pledges to 'authenticate all humans' as he buys Twitter for $44 billion.
Here's how the site may change now that he's in charge.
Ben Gilbert - Business Insider
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The world's richest man is buying Twitter.
On Monday afternoon, billionaire Tesla and SpaceX CEO Elon Musk added another
title to his resume: Twitter owner.
Musk will pay $54.20 per share for Twitter, matching his original offer, totaling $44
billion. When the deal closes, Twitter will become a privately held company once
again.
So, what exactly does Musk intend to do at Twitter?
We have a pretty good idea of his top priorities based on his statement in Monday's
press release announcing the acquisition:
"Free speech is the bedrock of a functioning democracy, and Twitter is the digital
town square where matters vital to the future of humanity are debated,” he said.
"I also want to make Twitter better than ever by enhancing the product with new
features, making the algorithms open source to increase trust, defeating the spam bots,
and authenticating all humans.”
Musk, a longtime Twitter user with over 80 million followers, has been detailing his
feelings about the service for years now. Here's what we expect to see in changes at
Twitter should the deal be approved by regulators, based on his past tweets.
1. Loosening content moderation
Musk has repeatedly referred to Twitter as "the de factor public town square” of the
modern era — the digital equivalent of a public forum.
To that end, he's been critical of Twitter's decision to permanently ban former
President Donald Trump from the site, following the insurrection at the US Capitol
building on January 6, 2021.
"A lot of people are going to be super unhappy with West Coast high tech as the de
facto arbiter of free speech,: Musk tweeted in response to the Christian conservative
satire publication The Babylon Bee, after it shared a satirical news article on January
11, 2021 titled, "Evil Fascist Dictator Censored and Voted Out of Office.”
He could even re-instate Trump's Twitter account, though it's unclear if the former
president would use the account again.
Based on Musk's tweets, it sounds like he'll push for looser moderation on Twitter at
the very least.
He demonstrated the sentiment at least once in recent weeks: At his satellite internet
startup, Starlink, he refused requests "by some governments (not Ukraine)” to block
news broadcasts from Russia.
"We will not do so unless at gunpoint,” he said. "Sorry to be a free speech
absolutist.”
2. Algorithm changes
Another point Musk has raised in the past involves Twitter's role in shaping society.
He polled his followers last month on whether they think Twitter's algorithm should
be "open source" — a term for software that's distributed freely and able to be
manipulated openly by many different contributors.
It may sound technical, but the idea is tied to his feelings on free speech.

"I'm worried about de facto bias in 'the Twitter algorithm' having a major effect on
public discourse,” Musk said to one follower. "How do we know what's really
happening?”

Elon Musk Patrick Pleul/Pool/AFP via Getty Images
3. Removing spam bots
Some of Musk's anticipated proposals speak more to his personal use of Twitter than
anything else. For example, he's previously stated he wants to ” — spam accounts
promoting what appear to be crypto-based scams, which often use Musk's Twitter
likeness.
Musk has called the spam problem on Twitter the "single most annoying problem”
with using the service. He's even publicly pleaded with Twitter to do something about
the issue. "How long must this go on?” he asked in February.
In an April 14 interview at TED 2022, Musk cited this issue as the first thing he would
change as Twitter's new owner. "A top priority I would have is eliminating the spam
and scam bots, and the bot armies that are on Twitter,” he said. "They make the
product much worse.”
4. Adding an edit button
Musk is in favor of the edit button that Twitter users have been requesting for years.
He's supported the long-running hope that Twitter will some day add an edit
function to its service so that users are able to fix, at very least, basic spelling errors
or mistaken links immediately after posting.
His 80 million-plus followers overwhelmingly supported adding the function in a poll
he ran last month. Notably, Twitter said recently that it's been working on the
functionality for some time.

Elon Musk calls Twitter's Hunter Biden laptop censorship 'incredibly
inappropriate'
Daniel Chaitin (Deputy News Editor) - Washington Examiner |

Elon Musk and Hunter Biden.

"Suspending the Twitter account of a major news organization for publishing a
truthful story was obviously incredibly inappropriate,” Musk said in a tweet Tuesday.
He was responding to a tweet from a reporter who called the lawyer, Vijaya Gadde,
the "top censorship advocate at Twitter who famously gaslit the world on Joe Rogan's
podcast and censored the Hunter Biden laptop story.”
That was an apparent reference to a 2019 interview in which Gadde rejected the
notion that Twitter unfairly policed people based on ideology.
Details about Biden's business dealings and personal life have emerged in the media
thanks to copies of a laptop and hard drive. The FBI took possession of the actual
hardware after the owner, believed to be Biden, left it for repairs at a shop in
Delaware in April 2019 and never returned. Copies were made and spread across the

media landscape, and the New York Post led the charge in reporting on the contents
of the laptop that is believed to have belonged to the president's son.
While other major media outlets sought to cast doubt on its authenticity, Big Tech
companies even took steps to suppress its spread in the final weeks of the 2020
election.
When the New York Post attempted to post the articles on its Twitter account, the
social media company claimed it violated its rule against sharing "hacked" materials.
In fact, Twitter and Facebook limited users from sharing it for a time. Twitter locked
the New York Post out of its account Oct. 14, 2020, in a standoff that lasted roughly
two weeks.
In recent months, the New York Times and Politico have come forth with reports
saying at least some of the contents on the laptop have been authenticated. Twitter
co-founder and former CEO Jack Dorsey has called the New York Post lockout a
"mistake.”
Biden's financial affairs, including business dealings tied to countries such as
Ukraine, China, and Russia, are under scrutiny in a federal criminal investigation.
Biden has never publicly denied that the laptop belonged to him but has insisted he
is "100% certain” he will be cleared of wrongdoing.
As Republicans in the House gear up for a full-force investigation if they take control
of the chamber after this year's midterm elections, California GOP Rep. Darrell Issa,
the ranking member of the Judiciary Committee’s panel on intellectual property and
the internet, has sent out document preservation notices in preparation for an
investigation into any efforts to suppress news coverage about the laptop in the
run-up to the 2020 election.

Former Marine Trevor Reed, detained in Russia since 2019, returned to US in
prisoner swap
Mike Brest (Defense Reporter) - Washington Examiner

FILE - Joey and Paula Reed pose for a photo with a portrait of their son Marine
veteran and Russian prisoner Trevor Reed at their home in Fort Worth, Texas, Feb.
15, 2022.
Russia is holding Trevor Reed, who was sentenced to nine years on charges he
assaulted a police officer. The already-challenging path to bringing home Americans
jailed in Russia and Ukraine is likely even more complicated now with a war
overwhelming the region and increasingly hostile relations between the United States
and the Kremlin.
Marine veteran Trevor Reed and corporate security executive Paul Whelan are each
serving long prison sentences in Russia. (AP Photo/LM Otero, File)
LM Otero/AP
Trevor Reed was arrested and charged with beating a police officer following a night
of heavy drinking in the summer of 2019, and he had been detained since then, with
both his parents and the U.S. government demanding his release.
The U.S., in exchange for Reed's release, agreed to return Konstantin Yaroshenko, a
Russian pilot serving a 20-year federal prison sentence in Connecticut for conspiracy
to smuggle drugs into the U.S.

"First and foremost, we’d like to thank President Biden for his kindness, his
consideration, and for making the decision to bring Trevor home. The President’s
action may have saved Trevor’s life,” Reed's parents, Joey and Paula, said in a
statement.
"We’d also like to thank Ambassador John Sullivan and the Moscow Embassy staff
for believing in Trevor’s innocence and for their zealous advocacy.”
"Today, we welcome home Trevor Reed and celebrate his return to the family that
missed him dearly,” President Joe Biden said in a statement.
"Trevor, a former U.S. Marine, is free from Russian detention. I heard in the voices of
Trevor’s parents how much they’ve worried about his health and missed his presence.

And I was delighted to be able to share with them the good news about Trevor’s
freedom.”
The president and Reed's parents met last month after they got Biden's attention
outside of his motorcade weeks earlier. Joey Reed expressed concerns in a recent
interview with the Washington Examiner that Russia's war in Ukraine, which has
tamped down diplomatic overtures, would hurt his son's chances for freedom.
The prisoner exchange occurred in an undisclosed European country on Wednesday,
according to the Associated Press.
Two other Americans, Paul Whelan and Brittney Griner, remain in Russian custody.
The former has been detained on espionage charges that he denies, while the latter is
a WNBA player who was arrested on charges of drug possession.
"[Reed's] safe return is a testament to the priority my Administration places on
bringing home Americans held hostage and wrongfully detained abroad," Biden's
statement continued. "We won’t stop until Paul Whelan and others join Trevor in the
loving arms of family and friends.”

MSNBC, ABC, CBS, NBC spread fear over Elon Musk Twitter deal: ‘Free speech
of straight white men’
'The View' co-host Sunny Hostin said Musk would 'unleash the trolls' upon taking
over Twitter
Nikolas Lanum - Fox News
Twitter’s board has accepted billionaire Elon Musk’s offer to purchase the social
media platform, and liberal media networks such as MSNBC, ABC, CBS and NBC are
not taking the news well.
On Monday, Twitter said it had agreed to sell itself to the Tesla CEO in a deal valued
at roughly $44 billion. After the story broke, Musk took to the platform to voice his
excitement.
"Free speech is the bedrock of a functioning democracy, and Twitter is the digital
town square where matters vital to the future of humanity are debated,” Musk said.
"Twitter has tremendous potential — I look forward to working with the company and
the community of users to unlock it.”

The Twitter logo is displayed on a smartphone with Elon Musk's official Twitter
profile. (Rafael Henrique/SOPA Images/LightRocket via)
While Musk on numerous occasions has characterized himself as pro-free speech and
criticized Twitter for failing to live up to its responsibilities to promote open online
discussion, critics of the company’s soon-to-be new owner sounded the alarm on the
impact Twitters’ shakeup could have on users.
MSNBC’s Ari Melber was mocked on Twitter after "The Beat” host questioned
Musk’s motives and warned that Twitter could now be used to censor members of a
specific political party and influence elections—something that has long been a point
of concern for conservatives and Republican lawmakers with its past left-leaning
management.
"If you own all of Twitter or Facebook or what have you, you don’t have to explain
yourself, you don’t even have to be transparent, you could secretly ban one party’s
candidate or all of its candidates, all of it nominees," Melber said.

"Or you could just secretly turn down the reach of their stuff and turn up the reach of
something else and the rest of us might not even find about it til after the election.”

SpaceX founder Elon Musk smiles at a press conference following the first launch of a
SpaceX Falcon Heavy on Feb. 6, 2018. (AP Photo/Matt Rourke, File | Reuters/Joe
Skipper)
Fellow MSNBC host Joy Reid criticized Musk’s characterization of himself as a "free
speech absolutist” during a discussion with political analyst Anand Giridharadas.
"Well first of all that’s BS, because [Musk] has a long history of literally threatening
to sue bloggers who say things he doesn’t like about him or who post things about
Tesla,” Reid said.
Giridharadas responded that there have been "modest” and "slight efforts” by Big
Tech companies to solve the "actual free speech issue” of Twitter users getting
harassed, doxxed and threatened "for the crime of being female, of color, or both.”
Giridharadas insinuated that Musk could make this issue worse.
NBC News also appeared concerned over how Musk’s Twitter deal could impact
certain segments of the population. During a pre-taped interview, correspondent Jo
Ling Kent flatly asked Rebellion PAC Director Brianna Wu if she "trusts” Elon Musk
to make Twitter "better for women.”
"No, I don’t trust Elon Musk to make Twitter better for women at all,” Wu replied.
"If you’re asking yourself if this is someone that’s going to go to bat for someone
that’s underrepresented I just don’t think that’s going to be the case, unfortunately.”
Over on ABC’s "The View," co-host Sunny Hostin said that Musk was planning to
"unleash the trolls” and tell them that he is going to "take away the guardrails” so
they can say whatever they want.
"It seems to me that it’s about free speech of straight white men—and so let them have
it," Hostin added.
In a separate interview on CBS, correspondent Nikki Battiste asked technology
reporter Dan Patterson if there could be "any danger in a Twitter owned by Elon
Musk?"

Elon Musk’s SpaceX Signs First Deal With Major U.S. Airline To Provide Free
Wi-Fi For Passengers
Ryan Saavedra - DailyWire
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Elon Musk’s SpaceX has signed its first ever deal with a major U.S. airline to provide
wireless internet to passengers for free using the Starlink satellite network.
The deal with Hawaiian Airlines, which could be implemented as soon as next year, is
expected to increase pressure on rival airlines to provide free Wi-Fi for passengers.
“Hawaiian doesn’t currently offer inflight Wi-Fi and has an extensive network of
flights over the Pacific Ocean, serving the mainland U.S., Japan, Australia and New
Zealand, among other destinations, from Hawaii,” CNBC reported.
“It plans to offer Starlink connectivity on its flights out of its home state to cities
throughout the mainland U.S. and to its international destinations.”
Avi Mannis, Hawaiian’s chief marketing and communications officer, said that there
were “certification issues” that needed to processed before the airline could use
Starlink.
“Historically, we’ve looked at our market and not seen great options over the Pacific.
We actually don’t have any connectivity on our fleet today,” said Mannis.
“The options have been improving over time, but we have waited until there was a
product offering … that we thought would live up to the expectations of our guests.”
Jonathan Hofeller, vice president of Starlink commercial sales at SpaceX, said in a
statement that Hawaiian Airlines “was ensuring its passengers will experience
high-speed internet the way we expect it in the 21st century, making hassles like
downloading movies before takeoff a relic of the past.”
Musk has been at the top of the news for most of the month after he made a
multi-billion dollar offer to buy Twitter earlier this month.

Twitter’s board of directors initially appeared poised to do everything in its power,
including adopting a poison pill, to stop Musk from buying out the company with his
unsolicited $43 billion dollar.
However, things appeared to change after Musk disclosed in a Securities and
Exchange Commission (SEC) filing last week that he had secured more than $46
billion in financing to take over the company.
“Twitter had been expected to rebuff the offer, which Mr. Musk made earlier this
month without saying how he would pay for it,” The Wall Street Journal reported.
“But after he disclosed last week that he now has $46.5 billion in financing, Twitter is
taking a fresh look at the offer and is more likely than before to seek to negotiate.”
The $46.5 billion comes from three sources, including $13 billion from Morgan
Stanley, $12.5 billion from other banks, and $21 billion from himself.
The two sides reportedly could reach a deal as soon as today.
(This report has been updated to include additional information.)

Florida bride allegedly laces wedding food with pot, grins as deputies arrive, body
cam shows
Victims told deputies the food had been laced without their consent
Michael Ruiz - Fox News
Police respond to a Florida wedding after guests allegedly ate drug-laced food.
Police arrive at the scene where a newlywed bride allegedly gave guests
marijuana-laced food at her Florida wedding reception, resulting in several guests
becoming ill.
Florida deputies' bodycam video shows a grinning new bride as law enforcement
responded to reports of a mass marijuana overdose at her wedding after she and the
caterer allegedly engaged in lacing their guest’s food with pot and causing multiple
bad trips.
It shows deputies telling catering staff "don’t put anything away yet” after loading
victims into the back of an ambulance.
"We all have been affected, somehow, by what was put in the food,” a man, whose
face is blurred, tells a Seminole County Sheriff’s deputy in video recorded at a Feb.
19 wedding and released Monday.

Deputies responded to the Feb. 19 wedding of Danya and Andrew Svoboda after
reports of marijuana-laced food making guests feel high or ill. (Seminole County
Sheriff's Office)
"We’re trying to figure out who put it in the food, whether it was a guest or the
catering company,” the officer responds, before walking across the lawn to interview
the bride and groom.
The bride, Dayna Glenny Svoboda, 42, and caterer, Joycelyn Bryant, 31, have been
charged with tampering, culpable negligence and marijuana delivery.
They did not respond to requests for comment Monday, nor did a lawyer listed for
Bryant. It was not immediately clear who was representing Svoboda.
The body cam video shows law enforcement confronting the bride and groom after
their wedding went south.

Deputies responded to the Feb. 19 wedding of Danya and Andrew Svoboda after
reports of marijuana-laced food making guests feel high or ill. (Seminole County
Sheriff's Office)
"Supposedly your food had cannabis inside of it,” a deputy can be heard telling the
couple as the wedding singer is standing with them trying to get paid.

"Did you guys authorize that?”
"I have no idea," replies the husband, Andrew Svoboda, who has not been charged.
His face appears blurred in the footage.
The bride is standing in the background, seemingly aloof with a smile on her face.
The grin turns into a strained look and she shakes her head no as the deputy repeats
his question.
At least 18 people complained of feeling high or ill after eating at the reception,
according to court documents. There were between 50 and 70 guests present.

Danya Svoboda, 42, the bride and Joycelyn Bryant, 31, the caterer, both face a
number of charges including tampering, culpable negligence and delivery of
marijuana. (Seminole County Sheriff's Office.)
According to court documents, one victim, Miranda Cady, told investigators that she
saw Bryant placing spoonfuls of what looked like a green herb mixture into olive oil
for the bread. It smelled like pot, but lost its scent once mixed with the oil. She said
she recognized the caterer from a prior event in January.
When she confronted Svoboda on the dance floor, the bride allegedly admitted to
lacing the food and "acted like [she] should be excited as if she were given a gift.”
She also told investigators she was "terrified” at how the food made her feel and
showed them a positive marijuana test.
All 10 people seated at her table discussed feeling the drug's effects the next day in a
group text, she told investigators. Other alleged victims included a half-dozen
relatives of the bride who had traveled in from Michigan and the newlyweds'
neighbor.

Danya Svoboda, 42, the bride and Joycelyn Bryant, 31, the caterer, both face a
number of charges including tampering, culpable negligence and delivery of
marijuana. (Seminole County Sheriff's Office.)
One questionable dish the victims shared in common was the bread and olive oil
appetizer.
Authorities later tested food dumped on a neighbor's lawn nearby and found traces of
THC in the lasagna as well, the documents state.
Christopher Baumann, who lives near the wedding venue, told Fox News Digital
Monday that his security cameras recorded an unidentified woman dumping trash on
his property on the evening on the nuptials.
"We found what looked like some food leftover and stuff, it looked like a lot of
dessert…salad, some kind of pasta, dumped in our front lawn,” he said.
He said he was not sure who the woman was but that he did not believe her to be
Svoboda or Bryant.
Baumann and his wife reached out to the homeowners association and were told to
contact police. Police referenced their video in the warrants and said they tested some
of the food and found THC, the active ingredient of marijuana, present.
The gated community, known as The Springs, was built in the 1970s and is rife with
nature trails and wild animals, Baumann said. He has lived there for about two years
and said this was the first trouble he’s seen stemming from a wedding at the
clubhouse.
"It’s the first time I’ve ever heard of anything… this is not a neighborhood that has
that kind of stuff going on,” he said

Critics blast Adam Schiff as 'king of disinformation' following his concerns about
Musk's Twitter purchase
Schiff has faced years of criticism for spreading misinformation on Trump-Russia
collusion

Brandon Gillespie - Fox News
Critics are blasting Rep. Adam Schiff, D-Calif., as the "king of disinformation" after
he expressed concern Tuesday that Tesla CEO Elon Musk's purchase of Twitter would
"stop the fight against disinformation on social media.”
"Here's my take on the world’s richest man buying Twitter: He makes a great car and
rocket. But I’m concerned his personal views will stop the fight against
disinformation on social media. The problem on Twitter hasn't been too much content
moderation – it's too much hate,” Schiff wrote in a tweet.

Rep. Adam Schiff, D-Calif., expressed concern in an April 26, 2022 tweet that Elon
Musk's purchase of Twitter would "stop the fight against disinformation on social
media." (Screenshot/Twitter)
The liberal congressman has, himself, faced years of criticism for spreading
misinformation concerning the investigation into alleged collusion with Russia by
former President Donald Trump's presidential campaign in order to win the 2016
election.
He was most notably scorned over his role in promoting the discredited anti-Trump
Steele dossier, being accused of promoting Russian disinformation.

House Intelligence Committee Chairman Rep. Adam Schiff, D-Calif., speaks during a
news conference on Capitol Hill in Washington, Wednesday, Oct. 2, 2019 (AP
Photo/Susan Walsh)

Critics quickly took to social media to blast Schiff, citing his role in pushing false
information throughout the Russian collusion investigation to argue he was actually
one of the biggest spreaders of misinformation and referring to him as "the biggest
liar in Congress.”
"Remember when you knowingly and maliciously pushed disinformation for YEARS,
falsely claiming to have evidence of Trump colluding with Russia to steal the 2016
election?” wrote Fox News contributor Mollie Hemingway, while writer Jeff Carlson
tweeted, "Here's my take on the biggest liar in Congress: You're frightened by your
loss of power.”
Rep. Dan Bishop, R-N.C., questioned how "one of the biggest collusion liars” was
now somehow concerned about "disinformation.”
Sean Davis, CEO and co-founder of The Federalist, wrote that Schiff was "the last
person on earth who should be whining about 'disinformation.’”

Fox News contributor Mollie Hemingway blasted Rep. Adam Schiff's, D-Calif.,
criticism of Elon Musk in an April 26, 2022 tweet. (Screenshot/Twitter)
"The absolute KING of disinformation, [Rep. Adam Schiff]. Put a tent on this circus,
the clowns are running loose,” wrote radio personality Annie Frey, while Washington
Examiner columnist Christopher Tremoglie tweeted, "Disinformation? From the guy
who was routinely caught lying about Russia collusion? And surely by disinformation,
you mean anything you disagree with because when it comes to telling lies, Schiff is
the king.”
Fox News contributor Katie Pavlich responded to Schiff's claim with a simple, "Holy
hell.”

Ukraine defense ministry claims fighting-age men abducted en masse for
propaganda 'victory parades’
Ukraine says Russia will use abducted men to parade as 'prisoners of war’
Caitlin McFall - Fox News

Ukraine’s defense ministry on Wednesday claimed that "fighting-age" men in
southern and eastern regions of Ukraine are being abducted en masse in part for
Russian propaganda "victory parades.”
Both Western and Ukrainian officials have warned that Russia could be targeting a
significant advancement in Ukraine by May 9, also known as Victory Day, which
celebrates when Russia defeated Nazi Germany in 1945.

A Ukrainian serviceman looks as smoke rises after a Russian troops shelling, as
Russia's attack on Ukraine continues, in Luhansk Region, Ukraine April 26,
2022. (REUTERS/Serhii Nuzhnenko)
Ukraine first announced last week that it believed Russia was looking to forcibly
conscript Ukrainian men in the Kherson and Zaporizhzhia regions to "replenish” its
forces. But on Wednesday its defense ministry said it suspects there is another reason
why it is targeting able-fighting men.
"The main purpose of such actions is to ‘replenish the exchange fund’," the defense
ministry said.” Ukrainian hostages are planned to be exchanged for Russian war
criminals.
"It is also possible to organize propaganda ‘victory parades’ with the participation of
detained Ukrainians,” the statement continued.

An armed serviceman of Donetsk People's Republic militia walks past a building
damaged during fighting in Mariupol on Wednesday. (AP/Alexei Alexandrov)

The Ukrainian defense ministry said it had received information that the abducted
men may be paraded through "the streets of occupied cities” as "prisoners of war.”
"The victims of the occupiers are often men of military age,” the ministry said in a
statement, noting that former military, law enforcement officers and pro-Ukrainian
activists are being targeted and taken to "filtration camps.”
The ministry said that an estimated 400 Russian soldiers bearing the "Rosguard”
uniform donned by Russia’s National Guard recently arrived at a village in the
Kherson region to search for and detain men of military age.
"The detained Ukrainian men are being taken out en masse in the direction of the
occupied Crimea,” the ministry said.

A Ukrainian serviceman poses with a Russian beret he retrieved from destroyed
Russian military vehicles on his weapon, at the Antonov airport in Hostomel, Ukraine,
Saturday, April 2, 2022. (AP Photo/Vadim Ghirda)
Another 300 Ukrainian activists and military veterans are said to be being held at a
"pre-trial detention center” in Kherson where they are being "interrogated and
tortured” – though the statement did not go into any details on what they are being
interrogated about.
Ukraine has said the arbitrary detainment and forced deportation of its citizens
amounts to war crimes.

The NSA is going beyond information-sharing to defend US companies against
growing threats from Russia and China
Morgan Adamski (insider@insider.com) - Business Insider

© AP Photo/Patrick Semansky, FileNSA headquarters in Fort Meade, Maryland,
June 6, 2013. AP Photo/Patrick Semansky, File
US defense firms are handling sensitive information that makes them targets for
adversaries.
The NSA, led by its Cybersecurity Collaboration Center, combats cyber threats by
partnering with those firms and others.
Morgan Adamski is director of the Cybersecurity Collaboration Center for NSA
Cybersecurity.
Our adversaries are constantly probing the computer networks of US critical
infrastructure operators, especially those in the defense industrial base (DIB).
More than ever before, US DIB companies handle sensitive information that makes
them targets for adversary countries — particularly Russian intelligence agencies and
other proxies of Moscow, but also the government of the People's Republic of China
— that want to steal our secrets or degrade our defenses at any time, but especially
during a time of geopolitical conflict. Our previous efforts are no longer enough.
The National Security Agency is dedicated to protecting these companies, which
research, produce and maintain systems critical to our nation's defense. I run an
organization within NSA called the Cybersecurity Collaboration Center. Our mission
is to combat cybersecurity threats through close partnerships with companies from
the defense industry, and select service.
With all these partners working side-by-side, we develop a comprehensive threat
picture and work towards stopping aggressive attempts by foreign adversaries to gain
access to critical US networks, specifically the DIB.

© REUTERS/Jason ReedThe Threat Operations Center at NSA headquarters,
January 25, 2006. REUTERS/Jason Reed
Cybersecurity efforts across the federal government rely on each agency bringing
different authorities and capabilities to the fight. NSA has access to a wide array of
data sources, but we also have access to unique foreign intelligence and insights from
defending global Department of Defense networks that helps reveal our adversaries'
capabilities and intentions, which informs our efforts to stop them.
Alongside our partners across the federal government — like DHS's Cybersecurity
and Infrastructure Security Agency (CISA), the FBI, and the Defense Cyber Crime
Center — NSA dives into intelligence to develop deep insights into ways our
adversaries are trying to exploit US networks. When we find evidence of what they
are trying, we work with the cybersecurity community to close those vulnerabilities.
Public-private partnerships are nothing new in cybersecurity — and they remain
crucial to our success — but the way we work with the private sector has evolved
substantially in recent years: The threat has evolved, and many large companies now
have world-class cybersecurity experts dedicated to defending their data and
networks.
This means that we are going beyond a vision of partnerships for "information
sharing," which is too transactional. In order to prevent threats, we need to have
open conversations in real-time. That is why NSA built the new Cybersecurity
Collaboration Center outside the NSA fence line, where we can operate in an
unclassified space.
To facilitate these conversations, we needed to be able to operate alongside our
partners. As part of this effort, we have transformed our defensive work from sharing

information to full-scale collaboration that supports defenders across the national
security ecosystem.

© Thomson ReutersNSA headquarters. Thomson Reuters
In many cases, NSA analysts and our partners in industry are looking at the same
problem from a different point of view. We have learned that by coming together on
shared priorities, we can share our expertise with one another and understand the full
picture. It is not just sharing — it's operational collaboration. This is a decisive
advantage when it comes to countering malicious cyber activity.
Related video: Judge puts a halt to Biden admin's plan to end Title 42 (FOX News)
can't act on the public health order before a hearing on May 13th.
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For collaboration to be effective, it must be a two-way street. It takes place at every
level from the operations center to the boardroom, and it is always informed by our
collective understanding of the threats we face. That collaboration can involve
two-way sharing of technical data during an ongoing cyber incident.

It can involve bringing some of the world's foremost experts in cybersecurity together
to identify how different data sources can identify, track, and thwart malicious cyber
actors. It can even involve detailed conversations with senior executives about how
we can ensure that the next generation of technology is secure by design.
This new way of doing business has required a major culture shift within NSA. The
old joke in Washington was that the NSA was so secretive that our initials stood for
"No Such Agency."
If we had information to share with a company, we could bring their representatives
into Fort Meade to share it with them — as long as the right people in the company
had high enough security clearances. With our adversaries actively pursuing the
degradation and exploitation of commercial networks, that model is no longer
effective.
At the Cybersecurity Collaboration Center, we are driving that culture change within
NSA as part of the evolution of the broader cybersecurity community. Our analysts
work to get threat information down to the lowest classification level possible so we
can share it with the companies we work with as quickly as possible. Our goal is for
our information to be actionable, unique, and timely.

© First Look/Trevor PaglenNSA headquarters at night. First Look/Trevor Paglen
We understand the need to be where our partners are, communicating over
commercial off-the-shelf collaboration tools, remotely and in real-time. That means
that a lot of our work takes places on unclassified platforms and in unclassified
spaces.

It also means that our team has the ability to work from home when COVID cases are
high, in inclement weather, or when a crisis hits over a holiday weekend, a preferred
tactic of malicious actors. These changes help us protect the Defense Industrial Base
24/7.
I am incredibly proud of the work we have done and the new things we are working
on. We actively collaborate with more than 100 companies, but we still have a long
way to go.
In the next year, in addition to expanding our partnerships, we are expanding support
to the Defense Industrial Base with low-cost cybersecurity products that help
companies — especially small- and medium-sized enterprises that may not have
well-resourced security programs — protect against many of the most common ways
that malware and ransomware get into networks, like our new Protective Domain
Name Service powered by NSA cyber threat intelligence.
As Gen. Paul M. Nakasone, NSA's director, likes to point out, "cybersecurity is
national security," and we are always finding new ways to break down barriers and
play our part. Together, we avoid bottlenecks and empower collective defense. We
need to continue to grow and evolve: The adversary won't stop, and neither can we.

As NATO Weighs Nuclear War Risk, U.S. Security 'Assurances' Upset Ukraine
David Brennan - Newsweek

Kevin Dietsch/Getty Images
Under Secretary of State Victoria Nuland perturbed Ukrainians last week when she
said the U.S. is negotiating future "security assurances" for Kyiv, using the same
terminology as the 1994 Budapest Memorandum under which Ukraine surrendered its
nuclear arsenal in exchange for the hollow Western and Russian promise of
protection.
But you're crying.
Ukrainian leaders are demanding legally-binding security guarantees as part of any
deal that ends the current Russian invasion of the country. Absent NATO membership
and admission into the alliance's Article 5 collective defense umbrella—which

appears unlikely—Kyiv argues this is the only way to deter yet more Russian
aggression.
Nuland's interview with the Ukrainian Evropeiska Pravda newspaper was not
received well in Kyiv, according to current and former Ukrainian officials and
politicians who spoke with Newsweek.
She told Evropeiska Pravda: "Negotiations are ongoing between governments that
are not public, and I can only say that the United States is negotiating with Kyiv
about the security assurances that Ukraine can receive."
Pushed on whether this meant "assurance" or "guarantees," Nuland responded: "I
said exactly as I said. That's all I can say publicly."
Newsweek has contacted the State Department to request comment.
Ghost of Budapest
The ghost of the Budapest Memorandum hangs over modern Ukraine.
A source close to Zelensky, who spoke with Newsweek on the condition of anonymity,
warned that the government would not sign a new deal similar to the failed
memorandum, which offered vague "assurances" interpreted by the
newly-independent Ukraine as genuine security guarantees.
"Ukraine wants any new agreement to be meaningful and one that decades from now
people will be calling a great success and not ridiculing as a failure," the source
told Newsweek.
Oleksandr Merezhko, a member of Ukraine's Rada parliament and the chair of its
foreign policy committee, told Newsweek his country would not make the same
mistake it made in 1994, regardless of any external pressure.
"Ukraine has already learned this lesson the hard way, and will hardly agree to be
given again 'assurances' instead of firm and clear guarantees," Merezhko said.
"I'm not sure whether the U.S. is ready to give us guarantees," Merezhko added. "I'm
not surprised why they are hesitant, but we need to persuade them. We just cannot
afford to have a Budapest Memorandum 2."
Russia's invasion of Ukraine is a turning point in modern political history. Iuliia
Mendel, who previously served as Zelensky's press secretary and retains close links
with Ukrainian officials, told Newsweek that a new deal must reflect a changed
political reality.
"What Ukraine wants is a change of the approach towards global security," Mendel
said.
"It is clear that the well-established system of security guaranteed by documents with
possibly false—as we see in the case of Russia—signatures, jovial smiles, and firm
handshakes on camera are no longer relevant.
"Earlier agreements do not respond to the informational dynamics or to modern
hybrid methods of warfare. Ukraine wants a security system that is effective. We hope
for real instruments to face real challenges. One cannot fight the war with papers."
Russia was one of the signatories of the Budapest Memorandum, another reason
Ukrainians say the agreement was worthless in the event of aggression from Moscow.
"After we gave up the nukes, they were supposed to protect our territorial integrity,"
Yevheniia Kravchuk, the deputy head of Zelensky's Servant of the People faction in
Ukraine's Rada parliament, told Newsweek.
"Right now the government is negotiating these security issues and the security
document with other countries, and it's very early to talk about the contents.
"First, we need to be sure that the Western world, civilized world, will be supplying
Ukraine with weapons and building up our defensive military [capabilities] even after
the war ends.

"They can invade again in two years, or three years. We need to be prepared for this,
together with our partners in the West."
Mykhailo Podoliak, adviser to the Head of the Office of the President of Ukraine, said
this weekend he hoped that security guarantee discussions with Western partners
would produce results soon.
"We do not want to get Minsk 3, for example, to have a conflict with Russia again in a
couple of years," Podoliak said, referring to the two Minsk agreements that ended
fighting in Donbas in 2014 and 2015 but failed to reach a final peace deal to settle
the Russia-Ukraine conflict.
The security guarantee dispute is one of few between Kyiv and Washington, D.C. In
recent weeks, the U.S. had led the expansion of Western support for Ukraine as
Russia seeks a much-needed victory in the eastern Donbas region.
The U.S. is providing advanced and heavy weapons while pressing its NATO allies to
do the same. Meanwhile, the U.S. is reportedly providing invaluable intelligence
support to Ukrainian military units helping them protect key assets and hunt Russian
targets.
Secretary of State Antony Blinken and Secretary of Defense Lloyd Austin traveled to
Kyiv this week to meet President Volodymyr Zelensky and underscore continued close
cooperation between the U.S. and Ukraine.
The source close to Zelensky said Kyiv was very happy with the American visit. U.S.
diplomats are also now returning to Ukraine, having left the country in the days
leading up to the Russian invasion.
The high-level trip to Kyiv was followed by Tuesday's NATO-Ukraine conference at
the U.S. Ramstein airbase in Germany, which Austin said would be the first of
monthly meetings of a new "Contact Group" consisting of NATO nations and their
non-alliance partners.
"The Contact Group will be a vehicle for nations of goodwill to intensify our efforts,
coordinate our assistance, and focus on winning today's fight and the struggles to
come," Austin said.
He added: "I know that all the leaders leave today more resolved than ever to support
Ukraine in its fight against Russian aggression and atrocities."
Nuclear Threat
The U.S. and its NATO allies remain wary of being dragged into direct conflict with
Russia given the risk of serious, even nuclear, escalation.
Legally-binding security guarantees for Ukraine would put leading NATO nations
one step from war with Russia. Ukraine's desired guarantee has been compared to
NATO's Article 5, which obliges member states to come to the military defense of an
ally under external attack.
Ukraine and its partners are discussing the details of security guarantees. A French
official told Reuters that a guarantee might look more like the European Union's
mutual defense clause than NATO's Article 5.
"It would be military supplies so that it can deal with a new attack or, possibly,
guarantees that would see us get involved if Ukraine is attacked in a way where we
could assess how to assist it," the official said.
France and Germany have expressed willingness to provide such guarantees. The U.S.
and U.K. have been more hesitant. Zelensky and his officials have at times also touted
Turkey, Israel, and others as possible security guarantors, though the backing of
NATO's most powerful militaries is paramount.

President Joe Biden has repeatedly said no American troops will fight in Ukraine due
to the danger of escalation, though there have been unconfirmed reports of Western
covert units operating inside the country.
In March, the president said: "We will not fight a war against Russia in Ukraine.
Direct conflict between NATO and Russia is World War III, something we must strive
to prevent."
British Deputy Prime Minister Dominic Raab told BBC Radio in March that the U.K.
has similar reservations.
"We have been very clear we are not going to engage Russia in direct military
confrontation," Raab said when asked if London was ready to provide Ukraine with a
security guarantee. "Ukraine is not a NATO member," he added.
Moscow has always framed its fight with Ukraine as a conflict with NATO and the
U.S. As the war drags on, the demarcation line between Ukrainian troops and their
Western partners is blurring.
Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov said this week: "NATO, in essence, is
engaged in a war with Russia through a proxy and is arming that proxy. War means
war."
A host of NATO nations are now providing potent small arms, armored vehicles,
artillery, anti-aircraft systems, and spare parts for aircraft, among other vital military
supplies. Russian officials have repeatedly said they plan to destroy such NATO
supplies in transit.
The U.S is also believed to be providing intelligence to assist Ukrainian battle plans
and high-value target strikes, while a British defense minister said this week that
London would support Ukraine using British weapons to attack targets inside Russian
borders.
Russian threats of escalation with NATO appeared to hinder early Western assistance
for Ukraine. But Moscow's military failings, Kyiv's determined resistance, and the
atrocities committed by Russian troops in occupied areas have all galvanized
international support.
While Western officials initially believed Kyiv could fall within days, they are now
openly discussing a possible Ukrainian victory and how to weaken Russia in the
longer term.
"We want to see Russia weakened to the degree that it can't do the kinds of things that
it has done in invading Ukraine," Austin said this week.
Putin's Conscience
Rapprochement with Russia under Russian President Vladimir Putin now appears
unthinkable for NATO nations.
Finland and Sweden are preparing to abandon traditional neutrality and join the
transatlantic alliance despite Russian threats of retaliation.
Russia's economy is isolated, Western nations rapidly divesting from its lucrative
energy exports and tightening the screws on its elites abroad whose dirty money and
Kremlin links were long tolerated.
Serious divisions remain in the West, and Putin can still count on powerful friends in
China, India, South America, and elsewhere. But the invasion of Ukraine is drawing a
new political map on which Western democracies have more mortal motivation than
at any point since the 9/11 attacks.

Ukrainian Presidential Press Office via Getty Images via Getty Ukrainian President
Volodymyr Zelensky meets with a delegation including Secretary of State Antony
Blinken and Defense Secretary Lloyd Austin on April 24, 2022 in Kyiv, Ukraine.
Ukrainian Presidential Press Office via Getty Images via Getty
"The whole world suffers from this Russian war against the democratic order: Some
militarily, some financially, some lose access to energy resources, hunger increases
somewhere—this war affects the entire world economy,” Mendel said.
"If the most influential people of the world engage in PR instead of building an
effective modern security system, if they hide behind empty promises and shirk
political responsibility, then the question of survival will be not only for Ukraine but
for the whole world.
"With threats of a nuclear war, with an unpredictable and aggressive dictator trying
to enslave almost half the world—look at the size of post-Soviet territory—there is no
hope that Putin will abruptly start respecting the law and the Western world order, or
that his conscience will awaken.”
She added: "It must be made clear that aggression carries penalties, and the next
aggression must be made truly impossible. Ukraine does not need the new old
memorandums, which in a few years will not prevent the seizure of our territories and
brutal abuse and murder.”

Glenn Greenwald on Russia-Ukraine: What about border dispute justifies US
risking annihilation of the planet?
Shaye Galletta - Fox News

AP
Independent journalist Glenn Greenwald warned Wednesday that the United States is
experiencing the most ‘dangerous foreign policy moment’ in decades.
Marginal. We're talking about nuclear nuclear annihilation, so you
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Greenwald joined Fox Nation’s ‘Tucker Carlson Today’ to stress the importance of
the Biden administration’s next moves as they pertain to the
ongoing Russia-Ukraine war, explaining that a nuclear threat is ‘grave.’ He went on
to say that the U.S. has ‘drowned’ Ukraine in weapons and military aid, vocalizing
his concern that such involvement could jeopardize not just our country, but the whole
world.
"Every 10 days, the Biden administration announces another $300, $600 million in
new military assistance to Ukraine,” Greenwald told Carlson.
"We are having intelligence officials on the ground, not just training, but providing
intelligence targeting to the Ukrainian military. It is the classic proxy war, and it's
increasingly becoming not just a proxy war, but one in which we're barely disguising
our involvement…”
Greenwald's comments came on the heels of Russia’s foreign minister Sergey Lavrov
warning of a nuclear war risk over Ukraine Monday.

"We're talking about nuclear catastrophe, nuclear annihilation. So, you would risk
that only if there were something of equal importance to that danger,” said
Greenwald of Biden's response to the ongoing conflict overseas.
"What is it from the perspective of an American citizen, or the United States, that is of
such grave importance in a border dispute between Ukraine and Russia that justifies
risking the annihilation of the planet over?” Greenwald posited.
"Obviously, if Russia attacked the United States, if they invaded the United States, if
they were searching to kill American citizens, that calculus would be radically
different,” he added. "That isn't the case.”
Greenwald explained that Russia and Ukraine have a very long, complicated cultural
and geopolitical history that very few people in the United States can even begin to
understand.
"And we are yet again trying to dictate and manipulate the outcome of a group of
people and of a place to which we have almost no connection” Greenwald continued,
"That would be Iraq and Afghanistan, Libya and Syria, and all the places where-Vietnam-- all the places where we've done that so many times with great failure.”
"But in this case, we're doing it against and to the world's largest nuclear power. And
for what, who is benefiting from it? I think that's the question that we just simply don't
ask,” Greenwald stressed.

Russian-backed Transnistria claims attack near ammunition depot was launched
from Ukraine
Charles R. Davis (cdavis@insider.com) - Business Insider

Charles Davis/Insider A billboard in Tiraspol, the self-proclaimed capital of
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Transnistria is a Russian-backed breakaway region in Moldova that's home to
300,000 people.

Authorities there reported a Wednesday attack on an ammunition depot and said it
came from Ukraine. The assertion could not be independently verified.
CHIŞINĂU, Moldova — Authorities in the breakaway republic Transnistria on
Wednesday claimed that shots were fired from Ukraine in the vicinity of an
ammunition depot guarded by Russian troops.
The claim, which could not be independently verified, comes after a series of reported
explosions in the territory within Moldova, which borders Ukraine and is home to an
estimated 1,500 Russian soldiers.
Ukraine has not claimed credit for any of the incidents, which included a purported
attack with a grenade launcher on a building used by security services in Tiraspol,
the self-proclaimed regional capital.
In a statement posted to its official Telegram, the government of Transnistria said that
drones launched from Ukraine were seen Tuesday night in the sky above Klobasna, in
the region's north, where the ammunition depot is located. The next morning, "shots
were fired from the Ukrainian side in the direction of” the town, it said.
Vitalie Marinuta, a former defense minister for Moldova, told Insider this week that
the blasts in Transnistria had the "signature” of Russian military intelligence,
perhaps part of an effort to build support for further intervention there or force
Ukraine to divert resources amid fears the territory could be used to launch attacks
against it.
Moldovan President Maia Sandu has also suggested there may be a split among the
military and business interests in Transnistria, with the latter reticent to get involved
in the Ukraine war.
The territory relieves heavily on subsidies from Russia, but it also exports most of its
goods to Europe — a relationship that has enriched local oligarchs.
On Wednesday, Vitaly Ignatiev, the foreign minister for Transnistria — which is not
internationally recognized, having broken from Moldova in 1992 with Russian
support — insisted that his government wanted nothing to do with the war next door.
"We are not a threat to Ukraine,” Ignatiev said.
"For our part, we are doing everything to ensure peace and security,” he continued,
adding that Transnistrian officials have repeatedly stated "no plans or preparatory
actions in relation to Ukraine.”
When Insider visited last weekend, Russian flags were flying on government buildings
but there was no visible public support for Moscow's invasion.

Edward Snowden Revealed As Key Participant In Mysterious Ceremony Creating
$2 Billion Anonymous Cryptocurrency
Michael del Castillo (Forbes Staff) - Forbes

Forbes
The Notorious whistle-blower acknowledges he was the sixth person who participated
in an elaborate 2016 ceremony that led to the creation of zcash, a leading privacy
protecting cryptocurrency now valued at $2 billion.
In the fall of 2016, the cryptocurrency world was aflutter with excitement about the
creation of a new kind of cryptocurrency, zcash. Unlike bitcoin, which is designed to
be completely transparent – and trackable – zcash was coded to hide all information
about a financial transaction, including not only the amounts involved, but also the
public keys. That meant that prying eyes could no longer follow the cryptocurrency as
it changed hands.
Developers of zcash, at the Denver-based Zerocoin Electric Coin Company, used
cutting-edge math that allowed an individual to prove a truth, such as that they owned
an amount of cryptocurrency, without even revealing what that truth was. It’s called a
zero-knowledge proof. Math would do the work, no humans needed.
But to start the process—ironically—these proofs require humans. In the zcash
creation ceremony six individuals each performed a number of different tasks that
resulted in them—hopefully only briefly—possessing a sliver of the private creation
key, which if ever united would allow the printing of infinite untraceable
cryptocurrency.
The finale of the ceremony, which was held in locations around the world in October
of 2016, was the destruction of these keys. As long as just one of those six people
destroyed their part of the key the ceremony was a success.
At stake was a world where private individuals could still spend money privately.
At stake was a world where private individuals could still spend money privately
without nation states or big businesses monitoring – and monetizing – them.
Shortly after the so-called genesis block that created the $2.1 billion blockchain, five
of the six ceremony participants revealed their identities. They included CoinCenter
researcher Peter Van Valkenburgh, and bitcoin core developer, Peter Todd. But the
sixth person, using the pseudonym John Dobbertin, remained unknown until today,

when whistle-blower Edward Snowden, confirmed his role in a short video shared
with Forbes.
“When we look at cryptocurrency,” said Snowden in the recording, which was made
for a documentary by Zcash Media about the history of the coin, “we generally see
the cryptographic properties of it being used to make sure it's a fair ledger, but not
that it's been used to ensure that it's a private ledger.
Bitcoin quite famously is an open ledger. The problem with that is you can't have truly
free trade unless you have private trade. And you can't have a free society without
free trade.”
Snowden’s interest in privacy-protecting technology first came to the attention of
Zooko Wilcox, co-founder and CEO of the Zerocoin Electric Coin Company, now
called the Electric Coin Company, when Snowden spoke virtually at an event on
privacy at Bard College.
There he described the role of privacy technology like the TOR internet browser that
obscures identities, in giving normal citizens a sense of privacy. Wilcox was looking
for people who were already adhering to stringent privacy practices as part of their
daily lives to participate in the zcash creation ceremony.
And who better than Snowden, the former NSA contractor who had leaked 9,000
classified and unclassified documents, largely about the United States spying on its
own citizens, before fleeing in June 2013, and taking refuge in Moscow?
Wilcox reached out to Marcia Hofmann, a longtime veteran of the Electronic Frontier
Foundation, the influential Internet civil liberties group, who connected the two. In
the fall of 2016 Wilcox set up a computer at a rental property in Colorado where he
could customize privacy features to ensure there were no eavesdroppers in the
conversation.
When Snowden first appeared on the screen Wilcox was star struck. “Ed’s revelations
were really validating for the kind of defenses, the kind of safe infrastructure that I
had been trying to build for society, and other people had doubted,” says Wilcox.
“His revelations showed people that I had been right all along.”
After Wilcox gathered his composure and addressed a few of Snowden’s concerns
about the privacy of zcash, the two agreed to work together. Wilcox assigned him the
pseudonym, John Dobbertin, as an homage to Hans Dobbertin, the late German
cryptographer best known for tracking down weaknesses in cryptographic algorithms.
In addition to the pseudonyms, Wilcox required that the hardware used in the
ceremony be “air-gapped,” meaning it has never connected to the internet in any
way.
Snowden’s spycraft helped with a small but important part of the ceremony. Wilcox
says Snowden introduced him to what he describes as the CIA concept of “random
purchases,” or spontaneously buying hardware on location at places that not even the
purchaser knew they were going to use until the last moment.

Wilcox took the advice to heart, requiring it of each of the participants. Wilcox says
Snowden used a simple, yet effective disguise when buying a fresh computer for the
zcash ceremony in Russia.
“When he goes out on the streets in Moscow, if he's wearing his glasses, people
recognize him,” says Wilcox. “And if he just takes the glasses off, nobody knows who
it is. So he took his glasses off to go get his random purchase from the computer
store.”
Money appears to be flowing into privacy coins due to the war in Ukraine and
following a European Parliament vote that could close unregulated exchanges and
require identity verification on even the smallest transactions.
Since February 24, when Putin invaded Ukraine, Zcash is up 67% to a recent $147
while Bitcoin is up only 9% over the same time-frame. In all, there are 90 different
privacy-protecting currencies – including Monero, zcash’s primary competitor, which
has a market cap of $4.1 billion. In all, privacy coins now comprise an $11.3 billion
market, according to CoinMarketCap.
Before today’s announcement, Snowden had publicly discussed privacy coins on
multiple occasions, including a tweet in September 2017 when he called zcash the
“most interesting” alternative to bitcoin and another in February 2019 in which he
clarified he’d never been paid for his support of zcash, something Wilcox reiterated.
As recently as this month Snowden addressed a group at the launch of privacy coin
Nym, in Paris, where he blamed many of the privacy problems of today on decisions
made in the 1970s about how our global computer networks are structured.
“Privacy for bitcoin is still an open disaster. Everyone is aware of it."
–Edward Snowden
“Privacy for bitcoin is still an open disaster. Everyone is aware of it,” said Snowden
in a different video from the Nym conference, provided exclusively to Forbes, “I’ve
tweeted exchanges with the core developers, they know it. And there are improvement
proposals out there. But it’s moving slowly. I have to think, at this point, there is
basically a fear of moving forward to fix that, and that’s what’s making everybody a
slow boat, because this is the core problem with bitcoin today. There is no issue more
important than fixing the weaknesses of the open ledger.”
Two years after the original zcash ceremony, Snowden used the Dobbertin identity
again to take part in a much more detailed – and more secure – ceremony that
involved 88 people. Each participant chose their own security protocols. Snowden,
professionally cautious, elected to use a separate USB stick for each step of the
process.
“When it came to this concept, that they needed many people in many places, all
cooperating in the hopes that just one of them might not be compromised, might not
work against the public interest, and that that was necessary for the ceremony to
succeed, I was happy to say sure, I'll help,” said Snowden, in the video.

“But the best step forward beyond the ceremony is to remove the need for it entirely.”
And that’s exactly what’s happened. The timing of Snowden’s revelation isn’t an
accident. Wilcox is releasing a software update for zcash, called Halo, that thanks to
a mathematical breakthrough by Electric Coin Company engineer Sean Bowe,
removes the need for these ceremonies altogether.
So long as it was made clear he wasn’t paid for the services, Snowden thought the
timing was right. “For the first time,” says Bowe, “users will be able to use zcash
without relying on a trusted setup at all.”
“The first generation of the science needed these kinds of setup ceremonies, and we
needed to make it safe, so that North Korean hackers, and whoever couldn't exploit us
in the meantime,” says Wilcox.
“As of the launch of the next generation zcash, we've made it past that stage of human
evolution.”
US fed Ukraine intel on Russian plans that helped it move artillery from strikes and
shoot down a Russian plane, report says
Bill Bostock (wbostock@businessinsider.com) - Business Insider

Ukraine's Defense Ministry An image of a crashed Russian Sukhoi jet in Ukraine
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US and NATO countries are dispatching planes filled with military equipment for
Ukraine – here are some of the weapons sent to hold back Russian tanks and aircraft
The US and other NATO countries have sent thousands of weapons to Ukraine in
recent weeks.
The shipments include anti-armor and anti-aircraft missiles which could be used
against Russian tanks and helicopters .
The weapons are being used by Ukrainian fighters to push back Russian forces.

As fighting in Ukraine enters its third week, reports this week revealed heavily-laden
military cargo jets are pouring into an airfield across the border, stacked with
weapons and military equipment to help Ukraine's forces hold back the advance of
Russian troops.
Throughout the buildup to Russia's invasion of Ukraine, NATO countries, including
the US, insisted they would not send troops to the region amid concern that the
presence of their personnel on the ground would lead to a dangerous escalation of the
conflict.
That stance has continued since Moscow ordered its troops into Ukraine on the
morning of February 24. Instead, NATO nations and other countries are supplying
Ukraine's defence forces - vastly outgunned and outnumbered by Russia's military with weapons and equipment that Kyiv hopes will be able to help staunch Russia's
advance.
Around 17,000 anti-armor weapons have been sent to Ukraine in the last number of
weeks and are being pressed into use against Russian tanks and other hardware. As
of March 8, Ukrainian fighters had destroyed over 1,000 armored personnel carriers,
303 tanks, 120 artillery systems and 80 helicopters, The Kyiv Independent claimed.
With heavy transport aircraft continuing to deliver consignments of equipment critical
for Ukraine's defense, we take a look at some of the weapons being sent to Ukraine as
it tries to hold back Russia's advances.
The US passed intelligence on planned Russian missile strikes to Ukraine so it could
move military assets out of the way, often with moments to spare, NBC News reported,
citing US officials.
"The Russian military has literally been cratering empty fields where air defenses
were once set up," a US official told NBC News.
"It has had an enormous impact on the Russian military's ability on the ground."
A Pentagon spokesperson told Insider: "We are regularly providing detailed, timely
intelligence to the Ukrainians on the battlefield to help them defend their country
against Russian aggression and will continue to do so.”
In another case, US intelligence helped Ukraine shoot down a Russian transport
plane containing hundreds of troops that was headed to help seize Hostomel Airport
near Kyiv, NBC News reported.
The US has also passed Ukraine specific coordinates relating to the locations of
Russian forces and aircraft so they can be attacked, the report said.
"From the get-go, we leaned pretty heavily forward in sharing both strategic and
actionable intelligence with Ukraine,” a second US official told NBC News.
"It's been impactful both at a tactical and strategic level. There are examples where
you could tell a pretty clear story that this made a major difference.”

Throughout the invasion, the US has said publicly that it was passing intelligence to
Ukraine's armed forces, but news of its impact is rare.
The US usually maintains intelligence partnerships with its major allies, like NATO
or the Five Eyes intelligence alliance, neither of which Ukraine is a member.
Washington has provided Ukraine with millions of dollars of military aid, but has
ruled out sending troops to fight in the country, saying instead that it would protect
NATO territory.
Even before the war, reports have detailed how the US was keeping Ukraine up to
date on President Vladimir Putin's secret plan to invade.
CIA director Bill Burns met Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskyy in Kyiv in
mid-January, before the invasion began, and passed on intelligence that Russia
planned to seize Hostomel airport near Kyiv and use it as a way of getting troops
close to Kyiv, The Wall Street Journal reported.
Russia seized the airport on February 24, the first day of its invasion. By early April
Ukrainian forces had reclaimed the airport, but it is now heavily damaged and
non-operational.
In the wake of Russia's recent decision to launch an all-out attack on the Donbas
region, in Ukraine's southeast, the US said it would increase intelligence sharing with
Kyiv.
However, according to The Intercept, the US is being cautious about how much it gets
involved in the Ukraine invasion so as to not anger Putin. US drones are patrolling
the borders between Ukraine and NATO countries, like Poland, searching for
intelligence to pass onto Ukraine, the outlet reported.

Putin Reveals How He'd Justify Attack on NATO Ally
Jon Jackson - Newsweek

Getty

Russian President Vladimir Putin on Wednesday outlined what he said would justify
"retaliatory strikes” against NATO members or other countries that intervened in
Ukraine.
In an address to lawmakers, Putin said his forces would respond to any country that
posed "a strategic threat" to Russia and its operations in Ukraine.
Experts have said Russian officials in recent days have increased their amount of
threatening statements to NATO as a strategic tactic.
On Monday, Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov said in an interview with state
media that "NATO is essentially going to war with Russia through a proxy and
arming that proxy.”
Before that, Russian Deputy Foreign Minister Sergei Ryabkov said during an April 13
interview that Russia will consider U.S. and NATO vehicles transporting weapons on
Ukrainian territory as "legitimate military targets."
Putin's latest comments made his stance even more clear.
"But I would also like to note something I spoke about at the beginning of the special
military operation. Let me emphasize once again: If anyone intends to intervene from
the outside and create a strategic threat to Russia that is unacceptable to us, they
should know that our retaliatory strikes will be lightning-fast,” Putin said.
He added, "We have the tools we need for this, the likes of which no one else can
claim at this point. We will not just brag; we will use them if necessary. And I want
everyone to know this; we have made all the decisions on this matter.”
The Financial Times noted that Putin's words about having "the tools we need for this,
the likes of which no one else can claim at this point” could have been a reference to
an intercontinental ballistic missile capable of carrying nuclear payloads that Russia
recently tested.
Putin also claimed Western entities had influenced Ukrainians into developing a state
of "Russophobia." He said this alleged anti-Russian sentiment, along with the
influence of what he said were Neo-Nazis, had been passed onto "historical Russian
territory” in Crimea and Donbas, which he said necessitated the Kremlin to take
action.
The Russian president also claimed sanctions that were placed on Russia by other
countries had failed to decimate the country's economy. He said measures that were
taken by his government had "repelled, blocked the very first crushing blow—as the
West believed it to be—of the illegitimate sanctions against our country.”
Newsweek reached out to the Russian Foreign Ministry for comment.

War in Ukraine: Latest developments
AFP

Yasuyoshi CHIBA
Here are the latest developments in the war in Ukraine:
- Russia halts gas to Poland and Bulgaria
Russia's Gazprom halts gas shipments to Poland and Bulgaria for refusing to pay in
rubles but the EU reacts quickly, saying it has stepped in to fulfil their energy needs.
Polish Prime Minister Mateusz Morawiecki calls Russia's move a "direct attack” on
his country and assures Poland will no longer need Russia gas from this autumn.

Aleksey FILIPPOV Kyiv razes Soviet monument to Ukraine-Russia friendship
Bulgaria is almost completely dependent on Russia for gas.
The Kremlin blames the situation on the "unfriendly” actions taken against Russia by
"unfriendly countries”, referring to the Western sanctions imposed over its Ukraine
invasion.
Announcing that a workaround had been found EU Commission President Ursula von
der Leyen says: "Today, the Kremlin failed once again in its attempt to sow division
among member states. The era of Russian fossil fuels in Europe is coming to an end.”
- EU warns against rubles payments

Von der Leyen warns EU members against giving into Moscow's demands for rubles
payments, unless their contract is denominated in rubles, amid reports some
customers have already done so.
"This would be a breach of the (EU) sanctions, so a high risk for the companies,” she
says, adding that "about 97 percent” of all EU contracts explicitly stipulate payments
in euros or dollars.
- Arms supplies hit
Russia claims its missiles have taken out a "large batch” of Western-supplied
weapons and ammunition, that were being stored at an aluminium plant in the
southeastern city of Zaporizhzhia.
The US and Britain have been prodding allies to send more heavy weapons to
Ukraine to sway the conflict.
On Tuesday, Germany announced that it planned to send anti-aircraft tanks, marking
a break from its previously cautious approach on arms shipments.
- Eastern villages fall
Ukraine says that Russian forces have captured several eastern villages as part of
Moscow's offensive to take control of the Donbas region, which Russia has vowed to
"liberate”.
The defence ministry said the villages of Velyka Komyshuvakha and Zavody in the
northeastern Kharkiv region and Zarichne and Novotoshkivske in the Donetsk region
had fallen.
Russia aims to create a land border between territory held by pro-Russian separatists
in parts of the Donbas and the Russian-annexed Black Sea peninsula of Crimea.
- Moldova unrest
Pro-Russian separatists in Moldova claim shots were fired across the border from
western Ukraine towards a village housing a Russian arms depot in the breakaway
Transnistria region.
Transnistria's interior ministry says drones overflew the village of Kolbasna before
the gunfire.
There are growing fears that Moscow-backed Transnistria could be drawn into the
war in Ukraine following a series of mysterious attacks on state infrastructure.
Transnistria's leadership has suggested Ukraine is to blame. Kyiv has accused Russia
of staging the attacks as a pretext to make a grab for Transnistria.
- No EU duties on Ukraine goods
To help the battered Ukrainian economy the EU proposes suspending all import
duties on Ukrainian goods, following a similar move by the UK.

- Putin has 'hope' for talks
Russian President Vladimir Putin tells UN chief Antonio Guterres that he still has
faith in diplomacy.
"Despite the fact that the military operation is ongoing, we still hope that we will be
able to reach agreements on the diplomatic track. We are negotiating, we do not
reject (talks),” Putin tells Guterres during a visit by the UN secretary general to
Moscow. Guterres is also due to visit Kyiv.
- Friendship statue demolishedIn a sign of the enmity between the two countries, authorities in Kyiv on Tuesday
demolished a monument symbolizing historic ties between ex-Soviet Ukraine and
Russia.
"It took some effort but the Soviet sculpture of the two workers -- symbolizing the
reunification of Ukraine and Russia -- was dismantled this evening,” Kyiv mayor
Vitali Klitschko writes on social media.

Three Chinese energy firms are in talks to buy Shell's stake in a huge Russian
natural gas export project, a report says
Grace Dean (gdean@insider.com) - Business Insider
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Chinese firms are in talks to buy Shell's stake in a Russian natural gas export project,
sources told Bloomberg.
CNOOC, CNPC, and Sinopec are in joint discussions, the sources said.
Shell and other Western energy companies are withdrawing from the Russian oil and
natural gas sector.
Three Chinese state-run energy companies are in talks to buy Shell's 27.5% stake in a
huge Russian natural gas export project, Bloomberg reported, citing people with
knowledge of the matter.

CNOOC, CNPC, and Sinopec are in joint discussions with the Anglo-Dutch oil and
natural gas giant over its holding in the Sakhalin-2 liquefied natural gas venture, the
people said.
The sources said discussions, which could include selling the stake to one, two, or all
three of the firms, were at an early stage and could still fall through. One of the
sources said that Shell was also open to talks with potential buyers outside of China.
Shell says that Sakhalin-2 supplies about 4% of the world's current liquefied natural
gas market, with Japan, South Korea, and China as the main customers.
Russian state-owned energy giant Gazprom owns a 50% stake in the venture, while
Japanese corporate group Mitsui owns 12.5%, and fellow Japanese firm Mitsubishi
holds 10%.
Shell, CNOOC, CNPC, and Sinopec did not immediately respond to Insider's request
for comment.
Russia has huge natural gas reserves, and supplied around a third of the EU and
UK's total natural gas demand in 2021, according to the International Energy Agency.
It's also the world's third largest oil producer and the second largest crude oil
exporter, the agency said.
Some Western oil firms have said they would discontinue operations in Russia
following the outbreak of the conflict and the ensuing package of international
sanctions, designed to force Russian President Vladimir Putin to abandon the
invasion. China, in comparison, hasn't taken sides and has continued buying energy
supplies from Russia.
Shell said on February 28 that it would limit business with Russia by divesting from
its joint ventures with Kremlin-owned energy company Gazprom and related
businesses, as well as pulling out of the Nord Stream 2 natural gas pipeline project.
It later said that it would withdraw from the Russian oil and natural gas sector and
close all its service stations in the country, which it said would lead to it writing off
up to $5 billion in assets.
London-headquartered BP has also said it would dump its 19.75% stake in Russia's
state-backed oil giant Rosneft. Sources told Bloomberg last month that BP had
reached out to state-backed firms in Asia and the Middle East, including CNPC and
Sinopec, to sell the stake.
ExxonMobil, meanwhile, announced that it would discontinue operations at the
Sakhalin-1 oil and gas venture, a project it operates on behalf of an international
consortium of Russian, Japanese, and Indian companies.
US President Joe Biden has pledged to ban Russian energy imports and the European
Commission has said it could reduce EU demand for Russian gas by two-thirds before
the end of the year under a plan to diversify supplies.

Germany – heavily reliant on supplies of natural gas from Russia – has halted plans
for the Nord Stream 2 pipeline, while Lithuania said it became the first EU country to
completely cut off Russian natural gas imports.

A new return to the USSR
Vicente Molina Foix - EL PAIS

DIEGO MIR
On June 21, 1936, André Gide was invited to deliver a eulogy in Moscow’s Red
Square, that day full of mourners. Stalin was presiding over the ceremony in honor of
the Russian writer Maxim Gorky, who had died three days earlier.
The French novelist, who was then 66 years old and had not yet won the Nobel Prize,
was an eminent figure among the international pro-communist left, particularly after
having published “Travels in the Congo” a decade earlier.
The book, full of human observation and vigorous denunciation of European
colonialism in Africa, opens with a line by Keats: “Better be imprudent movables
than prudent fixtures.”
One sentence stands out from the speech on Red Square: “The fate of culture is bound
up in our minds with the destiny of the Soviet Union. We will defend it.” But Gide, one
of the great travel writers of the 20th century, continued to explore the country after
the solemn Moscow ceremony. He began his tour prepared to applaud the Soviet
Union’s political and social transformations, but also hoping to see for himself what
his own circumstances hid.
Convinced that something positive, which would concern us all for years to come, was
being forged in that vast territory, Gide, not wanting to snub his hosts, tried to escape
the role of Stalinist propagandist. Figures across the world would soon take on that
role, going on to promote the regimes of Castro’s Cuba and Mao’s China.

Gide carried with him a diary, which later became the short book “Return from
the USSR,” printed in France later that year. In the preliminary note, the author
writes that “The Soviet Union is ' in the making’; one cannot say it too often. And to
that is due the extraordinary interest of a stay in this immense country which is now in
labor; one feels that one is contemplating the parturition of the future.” However, the
future that Gide foresees is not always pleasant.
The writer is aware of a forced homogenization of Soviet citizens, which begins with
uniform ways of dressing, but also affects the uniformity of the soul. “Every morning
the Pravda teaches them just what they should know and think and believe. [...] So
that every time you talk to one Russian you feel as if you were talking to them all.
Not exactly that everyone obeys a word of command; but everything is so arranged
that nobody can differ from anybody else.” In another passage, he sustains that the
“happiness of all is only achieved by the de-individuation of each one,” to which he
adds, with devastating sarcasm, “In order to be happy, conform”.
Gide’s nonconformity was poorly received by most of the progressive intelligentsia.
After the publication of his book, Gide’s invitation to the Second International Writers
Congress in Defense of Culture in Valencia was withdrawn.
At the beginning of “Return from the USSR,” Gide had already foreseen the adverse
reactions: “It too often happens that the friends of the Soviet Union refuse to see the
bad side, or, at any rate, refuse to admit the bad side; so that too often what is true
about the USSR said with enmity, and what is false with love.”
After being expelled from the aforementioned conference, he responded firmly: “I
have always believed it an honor to receive the insults coming from the fascist camp.
The ones I received from my comrades yesterday could have been extremely painful
for me (those from José Bergamín, particularly) [...] Is it necessary to clarify that
these insults will not change my feelings or make an enemy out of me, no matter how
much they try?”
We can establish a parallel between today’s Russia and the Stalinist Russia that
André Gide observed so sharply, which blinded so many well-intentioned and
short-sighted artists.
An intricate ethnic, religious, linguistic and territorial knot ties post-Soviet Russia to
Ukraine and a plethora of other small republics, either pampered for collaborating
with the Kremlin or condemned for their rebellion against a tsarist and colonial
empire.
Jil Silberstein’s recent book, published in France as “Voyages en Russie absolutiste,”
deals with these “Russian tyrannies.” The writer traces a historical and cultural map
of two centuries of insubordination, embodying them in four real protagonists:
Mikhail Lermontov the great romantic author of “A Hero of Our Time;” the
courageous anarchist writer Victor Serge, so admired by Susan Sontag; and two
tireless fighters, Tan Bogoraz and Anatoli Martchenko, who both died in Siberian
gulags.

We find a contrasting tableau in “Putin’s People,” a recent book by journalist
Catherine Belton. The works provide a painful complement to one another:
Silberstein’s stories of bitterness and tragic deaths, Belton’s exploration of Moscow’s
farcical wealth.
“Putin’s People” turns the anti-republican legend of our post-war period into a very
current sitcom of poolside pimps, yachts and a crowd of oligarchs who support the
hierarchy in exchange for favors: autocracy for kleptocracy .
In June 1937, when the preparations for the aforementioned historic Writers
Congress were finalized in Valencia, Gide returned to his old ways with his
“Retouchings of my Return from the USSR.” A year had passed since he spoke those
flattering words at the dictator’s side.
In “Retouchings,” they have transformed: “Stalin can only endure approval.
Adversaries are, for him, all those who do not applaud. It happens frequently that he
himself adopts certain proposed reforms; however, if he appropriates the idea, so that
it becomes his own, he begins by suppressing the one who proposes it.
It is his way of being right.” “Suppression” meant execution, the fate of thousands of
communist leaders accused of Trotskyist conspiracy between August 1936 and March
1938 in the so-called Moscow trials.
Once again, Gide was quick but accurate in his critique. Now it lies to us to be right
in the face of lies, and to defend without hatred the love of justice. When and where
will Putin and his henchmen be put on trial?
Finnish, Swedish security services warn of Russian meddling over expected NATO
bids
Reuters
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HELSINKI (Reuters) - Finland and Sweden must prepare for increased Russian spy
operations, cyber attacks and attempts to influence lawmakers as they consider
joining NATO after Moscow's invasion of Ukraine, the Nordic nations' intelligence
chiefs said on Wednesday.
Russia's invasion, which it calls a "special operation”, has forced Sweden and
Finland to reassess their longstanding military neutrality, and they are expected to
announce in May whether they will join the U.S.-led NATO alliance.
Swedes and Finns, especially decision-makers, should be more vigilant than before in
spotting attempts by Russia to influence policy and perceptions, the head of Finland's
security service told a joint news conference with his Swedish and Norwegian
counterparts.
"Russia's possibilities for human intelligence operations are currently limited because
the willingness of Finns to cooperate with Russian diplomats is at a low level,” Antti
Pelttari said.
Sweden's security service has already been preparing for several years for possible
Russian threats targeting the country's economy and political decision-making,
intelligence chief Charlotte von Essen said.
"Russia may think they now have a limited time frame to influence the Swedish
decision on whether to join NATO," she said, adding that Russian attempts to
influence that move could take many forms and happen simultaneously.
The three Nordic intelligence chiefs said they would work closely together in the area
of security. Norway is a longstanding NATO member.
Russia has long cast NATO enlargement as a direct threat to its own national security
and has cited Ukraine's long-term ambition to join the alliance as a reason for its
military actions against that country.
Russia, with which Finland shares a 1,300-km (810-mile) border, has said it will
deploy nuclear weapons and hypersonic missiles in its Baltic enclave of Kaliningrad
if Finland and Sweden decide to join NATO.
(Reporting by Essi Lehto; Editing by Gareth Jones)
A Ukrainian oligarch and former Kremlin ally says Putin is 'never going to come
out victorious'
Grace Dean (gdean@insider.com) - Business Insider
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A Ukrainian former Kremlin ally told NBC News Putin is "never going to come out
victorious.”
A Ukrainian oligarch and former Kremlin ally said Russian President Vladimir Putin
is "never going to come out victorious” from his invasion of Ukraine.
Dmytro Firtash, a Ukrainian billionaire under indictment by the US, told NBC
News that he would have fought for Ukraine if prosecutors would let him.
Firtash said that up to 15% of his workforce had left to fight against Russia and eight
of his staff had died.
Speaking about the invasion, he said: "I want to cry. It tears apart my soul.”
According to the UN Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, as of
Monday there had been 2,729 civilian deaths in Ukraine since Russia invaded on 24
February 2022. The World Bank has said that up to 70% of Ukrainians could live in
poverty in 2022, compared with 18% in 2021.
"To believe that in 2022, in the center of Europe, that such a massacre can be taking
place, no normal person could believe it,” Firtash said.
Communities in Ukraine have banded together to provide aid.
"We have to say a big thank you to Mr Putin and I believe we should be building him
a monument in the very center of Ukraine because he turned out to be the only
politician that in the last 30 years managed to unite the country as one whole,”
Firtash told NBC News.

"He is never going to come out victorious,” he said. "No matter what happens, Russia
will lose.”
John Herbst, a former US ambassador to Ukraine, told NBC News that Firtash's
comments were "a little risky for him.”
"It's a clear play not just for Zelenskyy's support but for the US,” Herbst
said. "Whether it helps him, that's highly unlikely.”
Firtash: 'I was never pro-Russian'
Firtash is the founder and owner of Group DF, a Ukrainian holding company
focusing on the fertilizer, titanium, and gas distribution industries. A Reuters
investigation in 2014 uncovered how Kremlin-controlled energy giant Gazprom sold
more than millions of meters of gas well below market prices to Firtash.
In his interview with NBC News, Firtash distanced himself from the Kremlin.
"I was never pro-Russian,” he said. "But you have to understand that I am a
businessman. And my goal is to earn money. That's my job.” When asked if he was
putting his safety at risk by speaking out against Putin, Firtash told the news channel:
"I don't really have a choice.”
Firtash is under federal indictment in the US over accusations he was involved in a
bribery and racketeering scheme to secure licences for titanium mines in India. "He
appointed various subordinates to oversee efforts to obtain the licenses through
bribery,” the US Justice Department alleged.
The indictment seeks forfeiture from Firtash of his interests in Group DF and its
assets, including more than 150 companies registered in countries, including the
British Virgin Islands, Cyprus, and the Seychelles.
Firtash told NBC News he was "100% not guilty.”
Firtash was arrested in Austria in March 2014 at the request of US authorities but
released from custody after posting a record bail of around $174 million. He has been
under house arrest in Vienna ever since, NBC News reported. Austria's Supreme
Court granted a US request to extradite Firtash in 2019.
Firtash was sanctioned by Ukraine in June 2021, with the country's security council
secretary saying it was because of "his involvement in the titanium business,” which
"goes to the military enterprises of the Russian Federation,” per Reuters.
US has evidence that Russian troops in the Donbas are executing Ukrainians even
as they surrender, official says
Sophia Ankel (sankel@businessinsider.com) - Business Insider

Stringer/Anadolu Agency via Getty Images Pro-Russian separatists gather in the
separatist-controlled settlement of Mykolaivka in the Donetsk region (DPR) of
Ukraine, on March 1, 2022.
An official said the US has "credible information" of Russians killing Ukrainians
trying to surrender. The US ambassador-at-large for Global Criminal Justice told the
UN about the claims. This reveals a "disturbing pattern of systematic abuse” by
Russian forces, the official said.
The US has evidence that Russian troops in eastern Ukraine have executed people
who are trying to surrender, a top US official told the United Nations Security
Council on Wednesday.
"We now have credible information that a Russian military unit operating in the
vicinity of Donetsk executed Ukrainians who were attempting to surrender, rather
than take them into custody,” Beth Van Schaack, the US ambassador-at-large for
Global Criminal Justice, said in the meeting.
"If true, this would be in violation of a core principle of the law of war: the
prohibition against the summary execution of civilians and of combatants who
are hors de combat by virtue of surrender, injury, or other forms of incapacitation.”
Hors de combat is a French term used in international law to refer to someone in war
who has clearly expressed an intention to surrender or who is injured and incapable
of defending themselves.
Van Schaack continued: "These ... reports suggest that atrocities are not the result of
rogue units or individuals; they rather reveal a deeply disturbing pattern of
systematic abuse across all areas where Russia's forces are engaged.”
She did not give any more detail about what reports she was referencing.
Since Russia launched a full invasion of Ukraine on February 24, Russian troops
have shelled several cities across the country, hitting multiple civilian targets,
including hospitals and schools.

After failing to capture the capital city Kyiv, Russian forces have refocused their
efforts in the eastern Donetsk and Luhansk regions.
The Office of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights has recorded more than
3,400 civilian casualties in the country so far, although the number is expected to be
much higher.
In the besieged port city of Mariupol, at least 21,000 civilians have been killed by
Russian forces, local Ukrainian officials said earlier this month.
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskyy has accused Russia of committing
"genocide” and called Russian soldiers "murderers, looters, butchers.”
The Kremlin has repeatedly denied that it is targeting civilians. It continues to call the
invasion of Ukraine a "special military operation.”

Whistleblower linked to FBI investigation into Trump and Deutsche Bank found
dead in LA
Mia Jankowicz (mjankowicz@businessinsider.com) - Business Insider
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The whistleblower Valentin Broeksmit was found dead in LA on Tuesday, per multiple
reports. A 2019 NYT profile connected Broeksmit's trove of Deutsche Bank documents
to an FBI Trump probe. Broeksmit had been missing for over a year when he died.
Police do not suspect foul play.
A whistleblower who was linked to an FBI investigation into former President Donald
Trump's ties to Deutsche Bank was found dead on Monday, according to multiple
reports.
The body of Valentin Broeksmit, 46, was found on the grounds of Woodrow Wilson
High School in Los Angeles, the Los Angeles Times reported.

The Los Angeles Police Department reported him missing more than a year ago, and
he appeared to be homeless at the time of his death, the paper reported Sgt. Rudy
Perez of the Los Angeles School Police Department as saying.
Perez said there is no evidence of foul play, the paper reported. A cause of death is
not listed in the coroner's report, which said his case file is "deferred pending
additional investigation.”
Broeksmit, the son of a senior Deutsche Bank employee, had offered to supply
sensitive company documents to the FBI, according to a 2019 New York Times
profile by the journalist David Enrich.
The younger Broeksmit met with FBI investigators at a time as they were probing
Trump's relationship with the bank, the paper reported. On top of sharing documents
with several reporters, he sold a trove of documents to Fusion GPS, the company that
had earlier produced the infamous "Steele dossier,” The Times reported.
Neither Fusion GPS nor the FBI immediately responded to Insider's requests for
comment. Deutsche Bank declined to comment.
According to the Times report, the House Intelligence Committee also subpoenaed
Broeksmit for documents relating to its probe of Trump and Deutsche Bank.
Broeksmit's father, William, died by suicide in 2014, leaving several notes, Reuters
reported at the time. The Times later reported that the elder Broeksmit had been
wracked with guilt over what he saw as mistakenly giving the conduct of some
Deutsche Bank traders a clean bill of health.
After William's death, Valentin gained access to his emails, which "only people within
the inner circle of Deutsche would ever see,” an unnamed FBI agent is quoted as
saying in the Times profile.
The investigative reporter Scott Stedman tweeted about Valentin's death on Tuesday,
calling him a friend who "supplied me and other journalists with Deutsche Bank
documents that highlighted the bank's deep Russia connections.”

He said that Broeksmit had "struggled with drugs on and off,” a characterization
underscored by multiple descriptions of drug use in the Times profile.
Emphasizing that he didn't suspect foul play, Stedman went on to write in a further
tweet: "Everyone needs to fucking stop with the conspiracy theories about Val.”
Enrich, the journalist who wrote the Times profile, also tweeted of Broeksmit's death:
"This is terrible news. Val was a longtime source of mine and the main character in
my book. We had a complicated relationship, but this is just devastating to hear.”

Russia Making Slow Progress in Bid to Cut Off Ukrainian Forces
James Marson - The wall Street Journal
Russia’s military is gradually seizing more territory in Ukraine’s east, pushing south
from the city of Izyum with the apparent aim of cutting off Ukrainian forces, as
President Biden sent Congress a $33 billion request to fund weapons and provide
longer-term economic assistance to President Volodymyr Zelensky’s government.

Evgeniy Maloletka/Associated Press Russia Making Slow Progress in Bid to Cut Off
Ukrainian Forces
Congress earlier provided Ukraine $13.6 billion to help cover the first two months of
the war, but the request from Mr. Biden, who described this point in the conflict as
pivotal, signals how the U.S. and its European allies are preparing for a longer war
that could grind on for months.
Thursday’s proposal, as described by administration officials, includes $20.4 billion
in military and security aid. It comes a day after Russian President Vladimir Putin
vowed a swift response to any greater Western involvement in the conflict.

Russian forces have seized villages south of Izyum in recent days, and are gathering
for a fresh thrust after Ukraine halted their progress, Ukraine’s military said
Thursday. But Ukrainian and Western officials and analysts say Moscow’s progress
is slow and yet to achieve a decisive breakthrough.
Russia at the end of March switched its immediate objectives from taking Kyiv and
ousting the elected government to seizing chunks of territory in Ukraine’s east. But
any success in severing Ukrainian units’ supply lines may not be decisive, analysts
say, as Russian forces would be vulnerable to Ukrainian counterattacks and face
tough urban fighting.
Moscow is seeking a quick advance before Ukraine is able to transfer new and
rejuvenated units to the east, bolstered by heavy weapons promised or already
delivered by the West, analysts say. Ukrainian officials say Russia is suffering heavy
losses.
The Pentagon said Wednesday that more than half of the 90 howitzers it recently
pledged to Ukraine had been delivered. Oleksiy Arestovych, a Ukrainian presidential
adviser, said that by the end of May, arms would have arrived in sufficient quantities
to change the balance of forces on the front.
“By the middle of June…we will be ready to go on the attack,” he said in a Ukrainian
television interview late Wednesday.
The West is funneling arms, such as artillery and antiaircraft guns, and ammunition
to Ukraine to help it defend itself in a new phase of the war, where heavy weapons are
expected to play a more important role.
The weapons will take time to have an effect on the battlefield, as some of the systems
are new to Ukrainians and require training and integrating into Kyiv’s military. The
Pentagon said it had completed howitzer training this week for 50 Ukrainians who
can pass on the knowledge to teammates.
Russia has quickly thrown together the remnants of units that were decimated in
fighting around Kyiv in the first weeks of the war and sent them into fighting in the
east. That has left Russian forces there without sufficient logistical and other support,
preventing a significant breakthrough, the U.K. Ministry of Defense said Wednesday,
describing Russian advances as minor.
“They have not taken enough time to rebuild forces wrecked fighting around Kyiv.
They are hurling them into combat as they become available,” said Frederick Kagan,
senior fellow at the American Enterprise Institute, a think tank in Washington.
Russian officials say they intend to push Ukrainian forces out of the Donetsk and
Luhansk regions in eastern Ukraine, which the Kremlin recognized as independent in
February. Moscow says the invasion, which it calls a “special military operation,” is
going to plan.
Mr. Arestovych, the Ukrainian presidential adviser, said Russia could achieve further
advances where it has concentrated artillery and aerial power for bombardments, but

that Ukrainian forces were inflicting heavy losses and withdrawing only to take up
better defensive positions.
Russia’s military has so far had little success breaching the defensive line that
Ukraine’s army set up along the front line of an eight-year conflict with Russian
proxies in eastern Ukraine. But Russia has made progress striking from Russian
territory in the north, where Ukrainian defenses were less prepared.
The Russian advances south of Izyum appear aimed at cutting off Ukrainian troops in
the cities of Slovyansk and Kramatorsk. Another Russian advance farther east, toward
the city of Lyman, is attempting to encircle the cities of Severodonetsk and
Lysychansk.
Analysts said it was as yet unclear whether Russia would seek a large encirclement of
Ukrainian troops or smaller pockets.
But even if they surround Ukrainian units, Russian forces will be vulnerable to
counterattacks and would have to pursue urban fighting, where defenders have a
significant advantage. Russia’s military surrounded large cities such as Chernihiv in
northern Ukraine in March but failed to capture them.
“At a certain point it is possible, but not inevitable, that the Russian will to fight will
break, that they will not be able to conduct offensive operations if they continue to
take terrible losses,” said Mr. Kagan.
Russia’s Defense Ministry said Thursday that its forces shot down a Ukrainian Su-24
aircraft near Mykolaivka in eastern Ukraine. It said Russia’s air force struck 67
Ukrainian military facilities over the previous 24 hours, and that Russian forces had
repelled an attack by Ukrainian forces with Tochka-U missiles and rocket launchers
in Russian-held territory in Kherson, in Ukraine’s south.
Ukraine’s leader, Mr. Zelensky, meanwhile accused Russia in a late-night address of
using what he called energy blackmail to warn European countries off providing
further support for Ukraine.
Moscow cut off gas supplies to Poland and Bulgaria on Wednesday, a move that the
Ukrainian leader called a clear demonstration that “no one in Europe can hope to
maintain any normal economic cooperation with Russia.”
The White House also criticized Russia’s energy stoppages, with press secretary Jen
Psaki telling reporters on Wednesday that Moscow was “almost weaponizing energy
supplies.”
Some European officials have said that Russia’s moves against Poland and Bulgaria
were intended as a warning against all European Union members sending weapons
and ammunition to Ukraine.
Germany’s parliament Thursday approved plans to deliver antiaircraft cannon tanks
to Ukraine, ditching its previous reluctance to send heavy weapons and joining a

growing number of countries, led by the U.S., that are arming Ukraine’s defenders
with artillery, armored vehicles and other powerful weaponry.
The EU has vowed to continue phasing out purchases of Russian natural gas, with
Germany also now ready to stop buying Russian oil, clearing the way for an EU-wide
ban on crude imports from Russia.
Mr. Putin, meanwhile, warned on Wednesday of dire consequences for any country
that intends to interfere with Russia’s operation to take over Ukraine and create what
he called strategic threats.
Speaking to the Russian Federal Assembly’s Council of Legislators in St. Petersburg,
he said: “They should know that our response to counter strikes will be lightning
fast.”
Russia’s Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov warned earlier in the week that the West
was now engaged in a proxy war with Russia over Ukraine that could escalate into a
global conflict—remarks U.S. Defense Secretary Lloyd Austin described as
“dangerous and unhelpful.”
United Nations Secretary-General António Guterres is scheduled to meet with Mr.
Zelensky in Kyiv later Thursday after meeting with Messrs. Putin and Lavrov in
Moscow earlier this week.
Mr. Guterres also visited Bucha, a commuter town just north of Kyiv where hundreds
of residents were killed during Russia’s initial attempt to seize the Ukrainian capital
in the early days of the invasion and a subsequent occupation.
The area is now the focus of a war-crimes investigation by the International Criminal
Court, though Russia isn’t a party to the court and is unlikely to extradite any
commanders to stand trial.
“I appeal to the Russian Federation to accept to cooperate with the International
Criminal Court,” Mr. Guterres said. “But when we talk about war crimes, we cannot
forget that the worst of crimes is war itself.”
Ukrainian authorities on Thursday filed criminal charges against 10 Russian soldiers
accused of taking civilians hostage and mistreating them in Bucha, in the first such
move by prosecutors investigating possible war crimes.
All were noncommissioned officers and privates from Russia’s 64th Separate Guards
Motor Rifle Brigade, one of the units that took part in the month long occupation of
the Kyiv suburb. Ukrainian authorities said they discovered more than 400 dead
civilians after Russian forces retreated in late March, their bodies packed in mass
graves or left splayed on streets and sidewalks.

White House unveils plan to sell Russian oligarchs' houses and yachts to help
Ukraine

Sinéad Baker,Ben Gilbert (sbaker@businessinsider.com) - The Business Insider
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The White House proposed a new system for selling seized Russian assets to fund
Ukraine's defense. The proposal allows for the sale of "property linked to Russian
kleptocracy” seized due to Russia's invasion of Ukraine.
It's the latest step from the Biden administration to financially pressure Russia.
The White House revealed plans on Thursday intended to enhance the US's ability to
seize mansions and yachts owned by the wealthiest and most powerful Russians —
and sell them to help fund Ukraine's defense.
The White House said the proposal would create new authorities that can seize
"property linked to Russian kleptocracy” and "allow the government to use the
proceeds to support Ukraine.”
The plan targets Russia's oligarchy — a small group of influential and wealthy
Russians, many with close ties to Russian President Vladimir Putin.
"We are joining with our European allies to find and seize your yachts, your luxury
apartments, your private jets,” Biden said earlier this year.
"We are coming for your ill-begotten gains.”
The "proposal aims to streamline the process for seizure of oligarch assets, expand
the assets subject to seizure, and enable the proceeds to flow to Ukraine,” The White
House said. And it said the plan "would improve the United States' ability to use
forfeited oligarch funds to remediate harms caused to Ukraine by Russian
aggression.”
The Department of Justice, Department of the Treasury, and the State Department
would work together "to use forfeited funds related to corruption, sanctions and
export control violations, and other specified offenses to remediate harms of Russian
aggression toward Ukraine,” the White House said.

Thursday's proposal is the latest step by the Biden administration to sanction Russian
oligarchs in the wake of the February 24 invasion of Ukraine. The proposal appears
to be the manifestation of a growing interest among American politicians to directly
seize the assets of wealthy Russians and sell those assets to fund Ukraine's defense.
"I think it's a good idea to seize assets of those close to Putin,” Republican Sen. Rob
Portman of Ohio told Insider in March.
"Other countries are doing it, including Germany yesterday. If Germany is doing it,
that must mean everybody is doing it.”
The United States — alongside allies in the United Kingdom, the European Union,
and Canada — have frozen the assets of dozens of Russian oligarchs and banned
them from doing business in their respective regions.
The goal of those sanctions is to force Russia to withdraw troops from Ukraine by
hurting Russia's economy, isolating it from the rest of the world, and devaluing its
currency.
Thursday's proposal, the White House said, would "enhance the United States
Government's authority to hold the Russian government and Russian oligarchs
accountable for President Putin's war against Ukraine.”

Musk breaks silence on Biden disinformation board formation after Twitter buyout:
'Discomforting'
The disinformation board has been widely slammed by conservatives on Twitter
Andrew Mark Miller - Fox News
Tesla CEO Elon Musk appeared to react negatively on Twitter in response to the
Biden administration’s establishment of a "Disinformation Governance Board” to
combat online disinformation just days after Musk’s deal to buy Twitter.
"Discomforting,” the South African billionaire posted on Twitter in response to a
tweet from conservative commentator Steven Crowder comparing the newly
established board to Nazi Germany.

Tesla and SpaceX Chief Executive Officer Elon Musk (AP Photo/Susan Walsh, File)

Homeland Security Secretary Alejandro Mayorkas testified Wednesday that a
"Disinformation Governance Board” had recently been created, days after Musk
purchased Twitter, to combat online disinformation.

Elon Musk offered to buy Twitter in a deal worth more than $43 billion and take the
social media company private. (Reuters)
"The goal is to bring the resources of (DHS) together to address this threat,”
Mayorkas said, adding that the department is focused on the spread of disinformation
in minority communities
The move received immediate criticism from Republicans including from Missouri
Sen. Josh Hawley who called the board a "disgrace” and accused the board’s
executive director Nina Jankowicz, who previously served as a disinformation fellow
at the Wilson Center, of being a "leftist radical.”
Jankowicz has been slammed for previously seeming to dismiss the legitimacy of
Hunter Biden’s laptop, which has been independently verified by multiple news
outlets, and once referred to it as a "Trump campaign product.”

Elon Musk speaks in Hawthorne, California, Dec. 18, 2018. (Robyn Beck/Pool via
Reuters/File Photo)
Representatives for Musk did not immediately respond to a request for comment from
Fox Business.

