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A preemptive strike on North Korea? Contingency planning may be gaining
currency
Opinion by Donald Kirk - The Hill
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Drastic measures in response to North Korea's missile-and-nuclear program may be
needed. If the North persists in testing missiles and fabricating nuclear warheads,
should South Korea and the United States respond in kind? And would preemptive
strikes really forestall potential North Korean missile strikes on the South?
Those questions are central to the confrontation between North and South Korea and
in the campaigning for a new president of South Korea in the March election. The
candidate of the conservative People Power Party, Yoon Suk-yeol, has talked about
striking North Korea preemptively; the candidate of the ruling Minjoo or Democratic
Party, Lee Jae-myung, has demanded that Yoon retract the controversial statement.
This exchange is largely abstract. No one at this stage expects South Korea to launch
an attack on North Korea simply to stop the North from testing missiles. An attack on
the North's nuclear facilities is even less likely, considering they're largely
underground at the Yongbyon complex and scattered elsewhere around the country.
Concealed in caves and tunnels, they would not be easy to target.
The topic of a preemptive strike, however, is gaining currency as the North continues
testing missiles and building up its nuclear stockpile, as well as other weapons of
mass destruction, chemical and biological.
Retired Gen. Curtis Scaparrotti, who commanded the U.S. Forces Korea and the
Combined Forces Command that includes South Korean troops from 2013 to 2016,
revealed in an online discussion that "we have been working on the intelligence
capabilities needed for preemptive strikes."
That comment means that the U.S. and South Korea are studying how much they need
to know about exactly where and how to destroy the North's missile and nuclear

complexes. It does not mean they're about to conduct strikes, just that they're
engaging in serious contingency planning. In fact, Scaparrotti acknowledged: "We're
not advancing with the sense of urgency with which we should be advancing."
The North Koreans, he said, are "moving faster than expected." Obviously,
commanders should be ready to strike - whether preemptively or in retaliation - even
if they'll never put their carefully devised plans into practice.
Actually, any preemptive strike at this stage would be risky for several reasons. Most
immediately, China, defending North Korea, its old Korean War ally, might jump into
the fray as it did in 1950, when Chinese forces poured into North Korea after U.S.
and South Korean troops had reached the banks of the Yalu River.
The U.S., leading United Nations forces, including South Koreans, had foolishly
believed they were on the way to reuniting the two Korean several months after North
Korea's leader Kim Il-sung, grandfather of the present leader, Kim Jong Un, had
ordered the invasion of the South in June 1950.
Yet another risk factor is the disarray of opinion in the South. Lee Jae-myung appears
more committed to reconciliation and dialogue with the North than the liberal
President Moon Jae-in, who cannot run for a second five-year term.
They both believe in appeasement, calling for an end-of-war agreement that could
compromise the alliance between the U.S. and Republic of Korea. Lee aspires to
co-existence and mutual cooperation, though North Korea has made clear it will stick
to its demands for an end to U.S. and UN sanctions and U.S.-South Korean military
exercises before even sitting down for talks.
Also weighing against a preemptive strike is the mood in the U.S. and the outlook of
President Biden and his aides. They may righteously denounce North Korean missile
tests and impose more sanctions, but the prospect of war on the Korean peninsula is
way down the list of concerns in Washington. Biden has enough on his hands
worrying about what Russia might do in Ukraine or when China might advance on
Taiwan.
The Biden administration can afford to wave off suggestions by military minds about
a preemptive strike on North Korea. Let the generals plan for any contingency, but
the policymakers at the State Department and National Security Council aren't
interested right now.
Freed from U.S. constraints, South Korea is advancing from short- and mid-range
missiles to long-range models capable of devastating targets in North Korea and
beyond.
As for South Korea fabricating nuclear warheads to compete with the North, as some
conservatives in the South have suggested, South Korean physicists and engineers no
doubt have the technology and expertise but are far from making South Korea a rival
nuclear power. That idea is not a topic for discussion.

U. S. and South Korean commanders, however, are sure to continue thinking about a
potential preemptive strike on the North. To them, the question is, what if Kim
seriously escalates the threat level, tests intercontinental ballistic missiles capable of
reaching the U.S., develops the technology to affix a warhead to a missile and even
conducts another nuclear test?
So far, Kim has ordered four nuclear tests since taking over in 2011 from his father,
Kim Jong Il, who ordered the North's first two nuclear tests. The North Koreans
conducted their sixth, most recent nuclear test in September 2017, when what may
have been a hydrogen bomb exploded much of the mountain in which it was buried,
reportedly killing about 200 people. Since then, the North has continued to make
warheads and is estimated to have stockpiled about 60.
To U.S. and South Korean strategists, the terrible question will be whether to let the
North strike first or beat them to the punch with a blow intended to cripple Kim's
grandiose dreams of intimidating the South while fighting poverty and pandemic at
home.

Putin just scored a major victory in Ukraine without firing a single shot
Opinion by Brett Bruen - NBC News
Russian President Vladimir Putin won a major victory this past week, and it didn’t
require him to move a single soldier or weapon into Ukraine.
During a news conference at the White House Wednesday, President Joe Biden made
several considerable concessions. These rhetorical retreats would not only damage
and further destabilize the government in Kyiv. They also reverberated in capitals
across eastern and central Europe, leaving leaders there feeling even more
vulnerable to Moscow’s meddling.
In diplomacy, the messaging really matters. Having served in numerous embassies
overseas, I’ve seen how the right message can help secure peace. But the wrong
message can lead to conflict.
What Biden said about a potential Russian invasion and NATO’s response falls
squarely into the latter category. His words will embolden Putin to be even more
aggressive and accelerate his asymmetric attacks on other neighboring nations.
The president recklessly remarked that the price for Russia invading Ukraine
“depends on what it does. It’s one thing if it’s a minor incursion and then we end up
having a fight about what to do and not do” — the “we” apparently referring to
NATO.
This clumsy, cringe-worthy attempt to distinguish between minor and major invasions
sent a clear signal to the Kremlin that if troops stopped short of a full-scale military
operation, they might avoid a serious response from the West. This is an ideal
outcome for Russia. In fact, it is its preferred path forward.

Let’s step back and consider Putin’s goals. He wants to keep Ukraine and other
former Soviet republics off balance and well away from NATO’s sphere of influence,
which officially starts next door with member states like Poland and Hungary.
It’s also important for him to continue distracting Washington and its allies. By
slowly, steadily expanding encroachments across the border with Ukraine, Russia can
achieve maximum instability and constant crises Americans will need to address.
In the meantime, we will be less focused on places like Belarus, Kazakhstan and
Venezuela.
Ultimately, NATO’s power lies in its message. Article 5 says that an attack on any
member will result in the response of all members. For decades those words kept the
Soviets and now the Russians at bay. But if that message of unity frays, its power
wanes.
The U.S. commitment to its NATO allies was already called into question during the
Trump administration, when the former president publicly suggested he might not feel
obligated to defend another nation in need. So the message was already quite diluted.
But Biden deflated the common defense balloon even further by choosing to publicly
air the organization’s internal debates. He indicated that NATO members would be
divided on how they should respond in the event of a Russian incursion.
This served up on a silver platter a major opportunity for Putin’s propagandists to
drive a further wedge between the alliance. Why on earth would Biden make it that
easy?
In both cases, the American president said only what many had already speculated.
But saying the silent part out loud is serious stuff in diplomacy. It’s been clear for
months now that Washington would prefer not to get entangled in a significant spat
with Moscow.
During their summit in Geneva this summer, Biden essentially told Putin, and later
the news media, that as long as he doesn’t meddle as much, we can live with it.
This is unfortunately part of a broader, more detached approach to foreign crises that
the White House has taken. The Kremlin took it as a major moment to move ahead
with an ambitious attempt to assert more control over its neighbors.
What should Biden have said? He needed to channel Winston Churchill: Describe in
stark terms the gravity of our present predicament. The sovereignty of a nation’s
borders is a fundamental principle of international law, and threats to breach them
demands more than piling on a few more sanctions, which is the diplomatic
equivalent of a slap on the wrist.
Biden should have looked past the reporters in the room and straight into the camera,
speaking directly to Putin. The Russian leader needed to hear in no uncertain terms
that we will use absolutely every asset and technique at our disposal to push his
forces out of Ukraine.

These include military, intelligence, economic, communications and diplomatic tools.
Should he move in, we will massively increase military support to Ukraine, as well as
other Russian neighbors. While we may not at this time be willing to put our troops
into combat against Russia, the United States can ensure that the result of an invasion
would be Putin’s nightmare: a well-fortified eastern front.
The West also needs to hit Putin where it hurts. As his aggressive repression of Alexei
Navalny and other dissident voices shows, he is most concerned about eroding
support among the Russian public.
Biden should have announced that if Moscow chooses to carry out a military invasion
of Ukraine, we would launch an information invasion of Russia — the kind of
messaging that can harm our adversaries rather than ourselves.
Every week, the U.S. could release new intelligence about corruption and
mismanagement at the Kremlin.
Every week, we could increase distribution of Russian language materials on
democracy, human rights and the rule of law.
Every week, we could flood the internet with satiric content that punctures Putin’s
propaganda.
A strong message won us the Cold War. Our projection of a society with hope and
opportunity contrasted starkly with the control and cruelty of communism. It can help
us overcome today’s threat, too. Biden and his team need to stop talking on Russia’s
terms. We need to develop much clearer, more compelling language of our own.
To date, Russia has been fairly successful in defining this debate around the question
of NATO’s expansion. In reality, the focus should be about Moscow’s moves into and
meddling in other countries.
Biden needs a Berlin Wall moment. He should now travel to Ukraine and deliver a
Reaganeseque speech in Kyiv about freedom versus fear. It must include stronger
steps that the United States and our allies will take — to both prevent future invasions
and to pressure Moscow’s proxies to release their control on territory.
That would go a long way toward repairing some of the damage done by Biden’s
poorly chosen words this week.

The 'weakest link in the supply chain': Thieves looting LA trains like the wild west
Christal Hayes & Chris Woodyard - USA TODAY

LOS ANGELES – Blue surgical masks and cotton balls. Car parts, pieces of tools and
dozens of new toner cartridges for laser jet printers. Boxes from Macys, Bath and
Body Works and Amazon – all empty with postmarks to addresses across the country.
Thieves looting LA trains like the wild west expose the supply chain's 'weakest link'
The railroad tracks in the Los Angeles neighborhood of Lincoln Heights look as
though a twister swept through, with thousands of boxes, bags and trash littering the
rails for blocks. For months, residents in the area say they've watched the chaos
unfold at all hours.
Men working as a team crack open large shipping containers on idle trains then
load stolen goods into trucks and vans. Some, they say, continue their missions even
when a train is moving – jumping on a train and climbing atop the containers with
power tools or bolt cutters to crack open the large metal boxes.
Start the day smarter. Get all the news you need in your inbox each morning.
"This must stop. This is not the wild wild west," said Christopher Tang, a professor at
the UCLA Anderson School of Management who studies supply chains.
"Back then, thieves would steal money but now they're stealing merchandise that
actually affects people's lives."
One of the country's largest railroad companies, Union Pacific, said they'd seen
about $5 million in damages and thefts and noted on average, more than 90 shipping
containers are looted per day.
The worsening trend is another potential hurdle in the nation's supply chain crisis as
the ports in Los Angeles and nearby Long Beach – the two busiest in the country –
attempt to rebound after a backlog caused largely by COVID-19.
It's also reignited concerns by Californians about organized crime rings that
authorities say are likely fueling these train thefts and a series of high-profile
smash-and-grab thefts that have been occurring across the state.
Criminals target 'weakest link in the supply chain'
The opened boxes, bags and containers lining the tracks in the City of Angels could
mean a lot more than a delayed delivery to your home.
Products used in the fight against COVID-19 could be seen scattered across the
tracks, such as face masks, IVs and large bags of cotton balls. Boxes that held
electronics and car parts also were spotted.

Submitted photo A family photo sits strewn among the debris alongside Los Angeles
train tracks after thieves looted cargo containers, among dozens pried open and
robbed in recent months.
"Of course it isn't great to not get a package at your home but this problem is bigger,"
Tang said. "Some packages actually could affect someone's life, especially if you talk
about medical supplies."
Tang said each shipping container can hold thousands of items and criminals have no
way of knowing what is inside, forcing them to scour through items that might not be
as valuable to them but are crucial to people's lives and replenishing national
shortages.
He added that the thefts also have a ripple effect on consumers as prices go up to
make up for losses.
The containers are locked but experts say it takes a low amount of effort and possibly
just a pair of bolt cutters to get inside.
"What we're seeing here is opportunism by organized members, of I'll call them gangs
or mobs, that have identified a weakness in the supply distribution chains," said Keith
Millhouse, a national expert on mass transit issues and rail safety based in Southern
California.
Tang agreed, calling the railroads "the weakest link in the supply chain." Millhouse
said the solutions should be multi-faceted, including investing "significant amounts of
money on security," bolstering patrol officers in the area and improving fencing.

He said trains could also alter scheduling to deter criminals and make it harder for
such thefts. He and others also said harsher criminal penalties could do a lot to deter
criminals.
"It's going to take action by law enforcement, the freight railroad companies and
perhaps changes in criminal sentencing procedures or guidelines to make this more
difficult to happen and then to have consequences when it does happen," Millhouse
said.

Photos in Gallery©Ringo H.W. Chiu, AP
Shredded boxes and packages are seen at a section of the Union Pacific train tracks
in downtown Los Angeles Friday, Jan. 14, 2022.
Thieves have been raiding cargo containers aboard trains nearing downtown Los
Angeles for months, leaving the tracks blanketed with discarded packages.
The sea of debris left behind included items that the thieves apparently didn't think
were valuable enough to take, CBSLA reported Thursday.
Train thefts renew focus on organized crime across California
Marie Massa warmed up breakfast as the loud booms continued outside. "What is
that?" she asked her husband. "Can you go see what is happening?" Outside, several
men crowded around large shipping containers stacked on an idle train.
They'd cracked open one of the containers and were rummaging through its contents.
The group threw boxes from the train to a platform and sidewalk bordering the rails
then loaded them into vans and trucks.
"It is scary," she said on the back porch of her home as she played with her
4-year-old son. "This never used to happen. I've called 911 several times about it and
I don't know what we can do."

The area surrounding the stretch of tracks targeted most frequently by thieves is also
home to a large homeless community, a frequent sight across Los Angeles. More than
a dozen RVs and several tents lined one street bordering the tracks.
One man in an RV parked along the tracks was spotted by USA TODAY unboxing a
brand new lawn mower and testing it out on a sidewalk. He declined to comment.
Massa and others who live and work in the area expressed both fear and
frustration over the crimes, casting blame on the pandemic's impacts on poverty and
homelessness, politicians and what they called lenient penalties for an array of crimes
that were helping attract thieves.
Some say they are fearful of reporting the thefts as they watch both homeless who live
in the area and organized groups loot the containers. Residents say they worry about
retribution.
In recent months, smash-and-grab crimes in the state garnered widespread media
coverage showing shattered Southern California store windows and thieves fleeing
with armfuls of merchandise.
To the north, San Francisco saw several Walgreens closing stores because of people
who saunter in, casually load up on goods then trudge out without paying.

Submitted photo Cases of beer sit in an open container on tracks in the Lincoln
Heights neighborhood of Los Angeles, where dozens of similar cargo containers have
been looted in recent months.

Voters approved Proposition 47 in 2014, which reclassified many theft and drug
crimes from felonies to misdemeanors. Under the measure, non-violent thefts are no
longer felonies unless the loot is valued upwards of $950. Previously, the limit was
$400.
Critics say the revision gave the state an era of permissiveness, with some believing
there's little penalty for committing property crimes. But data and numerous studies
have shown no connection with the law change and an increase in crime.
FBI data show reported property crimes fell more than 18% in the year since Prop.
47 was passed, through 2020. Statistics for the past year are still emerging, but
reports of larceny and theft in San Francisco rose by 18% in 2021, police reported,
while the L.A. County Sheriff recorded a 2% increase last year.
Union Pacific Railroad officials wrote Los Angeles County District Attorney George
Gascon last month saying their agents made more than 100 arrests of suspected
thieves in its Los Angeles rail yards yet have not been contacted about a single
prosecution.

Ringo H.W. Chiu, AP Shredded boxes and packages are seen at a section of the Union
Pacific train tracks in downtown Los Angeles Friday, Jan. 14, 2022.
The railroad says its problem isn’t national. It’s a California issue.
“As you can see in the letter, we believe what is happening in Los Angeles is unique
and the increase is driven because of the lack of prosecutions. Criminals are not
being held accountable,” said UP spokeswoman Robynn Tysver.
Gascon defended his work in a letter to the rail company Friday noting his office had
received 47 cases involving the company and declined to prosecute 20 of them. He
said 10 weren't filed due to insufficient evidence and another 10 involved offenses like
drug possession and homeless individuals being within 20 feet of the railroad tracks.

He said the company has its own law enforcement officers who are tasked with
securing the area and noted other companies hadn't seen such a drastic amount of
thefts.
"According to LAPD Deputy Chief Al Labrada, UP does little to secure or lock trains
and has significantly decreased law enforcement staffing," Gascon said in the letter.
"My office is not tasked with keeping your sites secure and the District Attorney alone
cannot solve the major issues facing your organization."
On Thursday, California Gov. Gavin Newsom helped clean up some of the tracks and
vowed to help crack down on the train thefts. He outlined plans to expand an
organized retail theft task force, noting the similar organized nature of the train thefts
and recent barrage of retail crimes.
“It looked like a third world country, these images, the drone images that were on the
nightly news,” Newsom said.

Israel weighing options amid deepening Russia-Ukraine crisis
LAHAV HARKOV - The Jerusalem Post
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Israel is considering its position as tensions rise on the Russia-Ukraine border, with
the Foreign Ministry set to hold a meeting on the matter on Monday.
Jerusalem has generally maintained a position of neutrality between the countries,
since their 2014 war. Maintaining good relations with Moscow is a strategic interest
for Israel, in light of Russia’s significant military presence in Syria.

Israel also has strong ties with Ukraine in a variety of areas, and Kyiv has the
support of Israel’s most important ally, the US, in the current crisis.
Another major concern for Israel is how the Ukraine-Russia crisis will impact Iran
nuclear talks, in which the US and Russia sit around the same table; their delegations
met in Vienna over the weekend.
On that matter, the head of the Russian delegation to Iran talks Mikhail Ulynanov
tweeted on Saturday that “Russia-US relations are in extremely bad shape. However,
on Iran we managed to work productively so far.”
In addition, both countries have large Jewish communities that could be impacted by
conflict and are a consideration, a diplomatic source in Jerusalem said.

The Jerusalem Post RUSSIAN PRESIDENT Vladimir Putin meets with Prime Minister
Naftali Bennett in Sochi in October (credit: Evgeny Biyatov/Sputnik-Kremlin via
Reuters)
Other than Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky asking Prime Minister Naftali
Bennett and his predecessor Benjamin Netanyahu to try to mediate between him and
Russian President Vladimir Putin last year – Putin wasn’t interested – there has been
little international interest in Israel getting involved or taking a side.
Even when Russia-Ukraine tensions arose in a phone call between Putin and Bennett
this month and US Secretary of State Antony Blinken brought the matter up in his call
with Foreign Minister Yair Lapid, the Israelis mostly listened, and did not view those
conversations, nor the readouts mentioning Ukraine after the calls, as pressure.
Director of the Program on Israel-Middle East relations at the Mitvim Institute for
Regional Foreign Policies Ksenia Svetlova emphasized that it is still unclear what
direction the crisis will take, and could be anything from a Russian cyber-attack to a
limited military incursion to a full-scale invasion of Ukraine.

As long as the situation is unclear, the world will accept Israel’s neutrality, Svetlova
posited. However, she warned, “the moment of truth is coming and Israel has to think
about what it’s doing.”
Pressure on Israel to take a side would likely be both international and domestic.
“If there is a war, with civilians killed, there will be pressure from the US and the
very large Ukrainian community in Israel,” Svetlova said.
“Many thousands of Israelis have family in Ukraine, and they are preparing to hold
protests.” Israel will have to maintain a very delicate balance if it chooses to make a
public statement about the tensions, Svetlova explained.
“We have almost total dependence on cooperation with the Russians on our northern
border,” she stated. “Israel may have to condemn [Russian actions against Ukraine]
but in a delicate way, that won’t reach the point of summoning ambassadors.”
The fact that Germany and other European actors are not totally aligned with
Washington against Russia helps Israel maintain its ambiguity and allows it to take a
softer line if it speaks out against Russia, Svetlova said.
Zelensky’s attempt to have Israel host a summit between him and Putin, even mediate
at a lower level, shows desperation, Svetlova added.
In addition, she said, “Ukraine sees Israel as an extension of American policy, like
everyone else does. Israeli mediation was an attempt to bring their distress to the
Americans’ attention. It never had a chance of working.”
If Russia invades, thousands of Ukrainian Jews or descendants of Jews may choose to
immigrate to Israel, Svetlova said, calling on the Aliyah and Integration Ministry to
prepare for their arrival.
The Aliyah and Integration Ministry said that they are prepared to absorb anyone
who wishes to make aliyah to Israel in 2022, including those from Ukraine.
"At this time, there is no increase in the number of immigrants from Ukraine
compared to last year," the ministry stated.
"If there will be, the Aliyah and Integration Ministry is prepared to handle it as it has
in the past, and is in contact with the relevant factors, including the Jewish Agency
and Nativ."
Aliyah and Integration Minister Pnina Tamano-Shata is following the situation and
receiving constant updates, her spokesperson said.
Svetlova said, “it is important to emphasize that nothing is over yet… a decision
hasn’t been made [by Putin] yet about how to act or what the final goal is.”
In fact, she argued, Russia is gaining from the continuing uncertainty and tension, in
which the US and Europe is paying attention to Russia and listening to its demands,
and may have more to lose from launching an actual war.

In the Ukraine-Russia crisis, Biden bumps against the limits of U.S. power
Doyle McManus - LA Times
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In his meandering news conference last week, President Biden repeated, as he often
does, a bit of ancient advice from his father: “If everything is equally important to
you, nothing is important to you.”
He was referring to his decision to withdraw from Afghanistan, but the maxim also
applies to his confrontation with Russian President Vladimir Putin over Ukraine.
For Putin, Ukraine is national security problem No. 1. Without Ukraine as a satellite,
Russia is a diminished giant. Ukraine isn’t a military threat to anyone, but a
successful democratic government in Kyiv — especially one that yearns to align itself
with NATO — would give Russians a dangerous alternative model to Putin’s
authoritarian regime.
For Biden, meanwhile, Ukraine is only one of many foreign policy problems, and it’s
not the top of his list. The president wants to focus on confronting China and reviving
traditional alliances, not defending Kyiv.
That’s why Biden set out early last year to build what he called “a stable and
predictable relationship” with Putin; he didn’t want Russia to be a problem.
Putin, alas, had other ideas. “Stable and predictable” didn’t work for him. He
doesn’t like a status quo in which Ukraine keeps inching toward the West. Nor does
he relish being taken for granted.
The result is an asymmetric crisis. Despite Russia's denials, Putin's troop buildup
near Ukraine is clearly a threat to invade, but neither the United States nor any other
country is willing to use military force in response.

V.
W. Andriy Dubchak / Associated Press Ukrainian tanks on the move in December.
Instead, Biden has warned that an invasion will result in “massive” economic
sanctions against Moscow — but as he acknowledged inartfully last week, other
NATO countries haven’t agreed on all the details.
When the president added, in a distressingly imprecise Bidenism, that a “minor
incursion” by Russia might not draw a massive Western response, that was
undeniably a gaffe — one his aides spent the rest of the week trying to clean up.
But it fit Michael Kinsley’s classic definition: “A gaffe is when a politician tells the
truth — some obvious truth he isn’t supposed to say.”
By the end of the week, Biden’s misstep, slightly clarified, had become U.S. policy.
“Russia has an extensive playbook of aggression short of military action, including
cyber-attacks [and] paramilitary tactics," Secretary of State Antony J. Blinken said
Friday after meeting with Russia's foreign minister. Such lesser moves would draw a
“calibrated” response, Blinken said.
There are plenty of reasons Germany and other U.S. allies have qualms about
massive sanctions on Russia.
For one thing, economic sanctions rarely succeed in changing a country’s behavior
— especially when the target is a relatively wealthy country with alternative sources
of income.
And measures against Russia “will hurt European countries more than they hurt us,”
Douglas A. Rediker of the nonpartisan Brookings Institution warned.
“Europe will reluctantly go along with a major sanctions package designed by the
United States, but how long is that sustainable?”
If Putin responds by cutting his country’s natural gas deliveries to Europe in
midwinter, Germany and other countries will feel immediate pain, he noted.
“Without Russian gas … Europe cannot maintain both heating in homes and existing
manufacturing capacity,” he said.

There’s a larger lesson here. The United States is still a superpower, but our ability to
influence events overseas is increasingly limited by the growing power of others.
Our domestic political debate hasn’t entirely caught up with that reality.
Presidents of both parties still face frequent demands that they address international
problems everywhere. But the global expectations forged in the Cold War and the
uni-polar moment that followed it are unrealistic, as we should have learned in
Afghanistan and Iraq.
“The United States is an overstretched hegemon,” foreign policy scholar Hal Brands
of Johns Hopkins wrote in Foreign Affairs last week. “Washington has more
responsibilities — and more enemies — than it has coercive means.”
More bluntly, we don’t have the resources to fight in Ukraine and Taiwan at the same
time.
That mismatch doesn’t merely limit U.S. military options, Brands warned; it also
produces “the loss of diplomatic influence in situations short of war…. Leaders in
Moscow and Tehran can see that the United States is stretched thin militarily and
eager to pay more attention to China.”
One of Biden’s responses to that problem has been to rely on alliances like NATO, but
that means — as in the case of Ukraine — he’s constrained by what allies are willing
to support.
Eventually, an overstretched superpower has to trim its ambitions, expand its military,
or both. But the underlying cause is a mismatch of commitments and capabilities, not
a failure of will in the Oval Office — much less a propensity for gaffes.

Germany Breaks With NATO Allies to Rebuff Ukraine's Pleas for Weapons
Brendan Cole - Newsweek
Berlin has rejected calls to provide Kyiv with weapons in a week in which the U.K.
and the U.S. reiterated their commitment to helping Ukraine's military amid soaring
tensions over a buildup of Russian troops by its border.

YURIY DYACHYSHYN/Getty Ukrainian servicemen take part in the joint Rapid
Trident military exercises with the United States and other NATO countries nor far
from Lviv on September 24, 2021.
German defense minister Christine Lambrecht told the newspaper Welt am Sonntag
that there was "consensus in the federal government" that arms deliveries to Ukraine
are "currently not helpful."
Ukraine's ambassador to Berlin, Andriy Melnyk, said this week his country needed
vessels to defend its Black Sea and Sea of Azov coasts from a Russian invasion, telling
German press agency DPA that German ships "are among the best in the world."
While Lambrecht said Berlin is "standing on Kyiv's side," she said her country would
not extend military support for Ukraine and emphasized other help it would provide,
such as a field hospital worth €5.3 million euros ($6 million).
"We must do everything to de-escalate the situation," she said, pointing out that
Germany had also delivered respirators to Ukraine and injured Ukrainian soldiers
are being treated in German hospitals.
The rebuff has angered Kyiv, which summoned German ambassador Anka Feldguzen,
to Ukraine's Ministry of Foreign Affairs on Saturday.
The foreign ministry said in a statement it took exception to comments by the
Commander of the German Navy, Kai-Achim Schönbach, that Crimea, seized by
Russia in 2014, will never return to Ukraine, nor will the country ever meet NATO's
membership criteria.
"There is also deep disappointment with the German government's position on not
providing Ukraine with defense weapons," Kyiv said, according to a translation.

"Today, more than ever, the firmness and solidarity of Ukraine and its partners are
important to curb Russia's destructive intentions."
Chancellor Olaf Scholz and Foreign Minister Annalena Baerbock had rejected
similar Ukrainian requests for arms with Baerbock citing historical reasons during a
visit to Kyiv, suggesting that Germany's role in World War Two made it a sensitive
matter, Defense News reported.
While Germany's new government pursues a more restrained arms-export policy,
some politicians there have argued that preventing a war should be taken into
account.
Meanwhile, on Saturday the U.S. announced that a shipment of "lethal aid" had
arrived in Ukraine's capital, Kyiv which included ammunition for "front line
defenders."
It is the first part of a $200m security support package approved last month by
President Joe Biden in December.
"The United States and its allies and partners are standing together to expedite
security assistance to Ukraine," the U.S. embassy in Kyiv said.
The statement on Facebook added that Washington and its NATO allies were
committed to helping Ukraine "bolster its defenses in the face of growing Russian
aggression."
U. K. Defence Secretary Ben Wallace announced this week that Britain would
provide Ukraine with "light armor defensive" weapons and training. Neither the U.S.
nor the U.K. have said they would provide troops.
V.
The Baltic NATO member states—Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania—all said they would
send weapons to Ukraine.
Russia has denied it has plans to invade Ukraine and is awaiting a written U.S.
response to its security demands which include a guarantee that Kyiv will never join
the alliance.
Lambrecht said Moscow's demand was a "red line" for the alliance, saying "there is
no Russian veto-right for membership to NATO."
However, beyond this, she said, "there is readiness from the West to speak with
Russia and to take its interests into account."
Secretary of State Antony Blinken, after a meeting with Russian foreign minister,
Sergei Lavrov on Friday suggested there would be further U.S. talks with Moscow
aimed at calming tensions.

US THAAD air defense system's first use was in Houthi attack on UAE - analysis

SETH J. FRANTZMAN - The Jerusalem Post

REUTERS/KEVIN LAMARQUE
The reported use of the Terminal High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) system to
defend the UAE during a drone and missile attack last week has brought a spotlight
on the system as well as the need for air defenses in the region.
Its use was first reported by Defense News over the weekend. UAE Ambassador to the
US Yousef al-Otaiba had earlier said there were interceptions during the attack on
the Emirates, but he did not mention the type of system used.
THAAD’s first operational military use
“A multibillion-dollar missile-defense system owned by the United Arab Emirates and
developed by the US military intercepted a ballistic missile on Monday during a
deadly attack by Houthi militants in Abu Dhabi, marking the system’s first known use
in a military operation,” Defense News reported.
“It brought down a ballistic missile during its first recorded successful operational
use, in the hands of the United Arab Emirates,” The Drive news site reported.
“The ballistic missile that was targeted was fired by Houthi militants during last
Monday’s attack on ‘sensitive Emirati sites and facilities.’”

The Jerusalem Post The remains of the wreckage of a drone that was shot down are
seen at Ain al-Asad air base in Anbar province, Iraq January 4, 2022. (credit: IRAQI
MEDIA SECURITY CELL/HANDOUT VIA REUTERS)
The system was used to stop a threat to oil facilities, Defense News reported. The
attack took place on January 17, and a key detail that was unknown at the time was
why there were not more interceptions of the incoming drone and missile threats.
Speaking at an event at the Jewish Institute for National Security of America (JINSA)
several days after the attacks, Otaiba said they involved “a combination of cruise
missiles, ballistic missiles and drones, targeted civilian sites in the UAE.” Several of
the incoming threats were intercepted, he said.
The details are based on anonymous sources, but they have not been denied.
US Central Command confirmed that there was an inbound threat and that American
service members at al-Dhafra base, several kilometers from where the targeted oil
facilities are located, had to take shelter for 30 minutes, Defense News reported.
“Airmen were directed to keep their protective gear close for 24 hours afterwards,”
Central Command spokesman Capt. Bill Urban was quoted as saying.
“Everything was professional and disciplined. The ‘all clear’ was called at 9:27 p.m.
local time. There was no mission impact.”
It is not clear if that event is linked directly to the attack on the UAE, which
apparently occurred the night before. Either way, what is important is we now know
that air-defense systems were used. That means some of the threats were detected.
The need for air defenses in the Middle East

All of this matters because air defense throughout the region is increasingly being
tested by Iranian and Iranian-backed threats. Iran develops a plethora of ballistic
missiles, cruise missiles and drones, and it continues to improve them.
Along with their precision-guided munitions features, they are a major threat – not
only to the UAE and Saudi Arabia, but also to Israel, US forces and others.
Since 2019, these threats have radically increased.
Iran has flown drones into Israeli airspace twice, once in 2018 and again in 2021. It
has helped the Houthis target Saudi Arabia and even moved sophisticated drones into
Yemen.
Tehran also attacked a ship in July 2021, killing two people. It also attacked Saudi
Arabia’s Abqaiq in 2019 using drones and cruise missiles. It attacked US forces at
al-Asad base in Iraq in January 2020 with ballistic missiles.
The attack on the UAE was the latest complex attack and involved a variety of
missiles and drones.
All this adds up. It also means that countries in the region, such as Israel and the
UAE, need the right mix of radar and air defenses to stop these attacks.
There are a variety of systems made by Israel, the US and other countries that can
stop drone and missile threats. Israel’s Iron Dome is one such system. David’s Sling
and Arrow, both of which are made by Israeli defense companies and supported by
the US in their development, are also key defenses meant to stop various threats.
The Patriot system and THAAD, as well as the lower-range C-RAM, are American
systems. Together these make up the variety of systems in the region that can defend
against threats. European countries also make air-defense systems.
Taken together, the story of the use of interceptors to stop some of the threats to the
UAE is good news because it shows that some were detected and neutralized.
However, it is also problematic news because the Houthi threat was known, and the
escalation had been threatened for days before the attack.
That a US base and the UAE were still threatened and some projectiles got through
means the region must learn the lesson from the attack.

Anxiety in Ukraine as Russia and NATO bolster forces, blame each other
CBS News
Kyiv, Ukraine — With more than 100,000 Russian troops massed near the Ukrainian
border, the U.S. government ordered the families of American staff members to
leave the country's capital, Kyiv. The State Department advised all private U.S.
citizens to do the same, along with American non-essential embassy personnel.

Moscow has denied a British government intelligence report suggesting that
President Vladimir Putin wants to install a puppet government in Kyiv. But with his
forces now deployed on three sides of Ukraine, American officials say Putin has the
capacity to launch an invasion at any point — though they remain uncertain as to
whether he's made the decision to do so.
The Kremlin has sent mixed signals. Moscow denies any intention to invade Ukraine,
as it did in 2014, but has warned repeatedly of unspecified "military action" if Putin's
demands — most notably for NATO to rule out accepting new members in eastern
Europe, including Ukraine — are not met.

CBS News Blinken warns of "massive consequences" for R... 08:18
But while American and British diplomats pack their families up and send them home,
many Ukrainians tell CBS News senior foreign correspondent Holly Williams that
they have nowhere to run. They can only hope for peace, while the threat of a Russian
attack hangs over them.
Williams traveled from Kyiv to a crossing point on Ukraine's northern border with
Russia. Just across the frontier, Russia has massed tens of thousands of its forces —
on its own soil. Just to the west, Russian fighter jets, troops and missile systems have
been moved into Belarus — a Russian ally that also shares a border with Ukraine —
for what Moscow says are military exercises.
Three decades after the Cold War inspired hope for a safer, more stable world, a U.S.
ally in Europe is living in fear of a Russian invasion.
Nina Belaya lives in one of the villages nearest to the border — potentially in the
firing line if there is any Russian incursion. She showed Williams her cellar, where
she stores food for the winter and where, more recently, she's planned to hole up for
shelter if Russia attacks.

CBS News Nina Belaya, left, who lives in a Ukrainian village near the border with
Russia, speaks with CBS News correspondent Holly Williams. / Credit: CBS News.
Many Ukrainians now believe their freedom and their country's young democracy are
being threatened by their colossal neighbor, and what some believe is Vladimir
Putin's ambition to create a new Russian empire.
Russia insists there are no plans to launch an invasion, and Putin's government
blames the soaring tension on the U.S. and its allies, for arming Ukraine and refusing
to reduce the Western military presence in the region.
But the fact is that Ukraine is already fighting Russian-backed separatists, and it has
been since Putin invaded and annexed the Crimean Peninsula in 2014. The U.S. has
stepped up its support of Ukraine's forces with both training and weapons. The latest
support, $200 million in emergency military assistance from the U.S., has already
started arriving.
On Monday, NATO said member states had put forces on standby and deployed at
least one warship and fighter jets to Eastern European nations as part of efforts
"reinforcing the eastern part of the alliance."
"NATO will continue to take all necessary measures to protect and defend all Allies,"
NATO Secretary General Jens Stoltenberg said in a statement.

CBS News The Spanish Navy frigate Blas de Lezo sails from Ferrol, in Galicia, Spain,
to join NATO's permanent grouping number 2 in the Black Sea, January 22, 2022,
after the warship's departure was brought forward by three weeks due to the crisis in
Ukraine. / Credit: Jose Diaz/Europa Press/Getty.
"We will always respond to any deterioration of our security environment," he said,
noting Denmark's recent deployment of a warship and some planes to the Baltic states,
Spain boosting its naval presence in the Mediterranean and the Netherlands putting
one ship and some land-based military units on standby.
A Pentagon official told CBS News' David Martin over the weekend, meanwhile, that
President Biden had been presented with options to send "several thousand"
American troops to Eastern Europe to bolster NATO allies in the face of the Russian
buildup.
Russia reacted to the NATO movements, and the possibility of more U.S. troops
arriving in what it considers its backyard, by claiming it all as further evidence that it
is the West stoking tension, not Moscow.
Russian lawmaker Andrei Kartapolov, who heads the defense committee in Russia's
parliament, said Moscow would "respond appropriately" if the United States sent
more forces to Eastern Europe or the Baltic countries, according to Russia's Interfax
news agency.

CBS News Why would Putin invade Ukraine again? 05:18.
The attempt to frame the crisis as the West's fault is all straight out of Russia's
playbook, according to former U.S. National Security Advisor, General HR
McMaster.
"What they do is they twist reality," he told CBS News.
"They're always denying what is quite obvious in terms of the form of aggression that
they're undertaking."
McMaster said President Putin only understands one thing: deterrence, and if the U.S.
should have learned one thing by now about how to negotiate with his government,
it's that the Russian leader will always push his luck.
"It's power. I think Putin understands this," said McMaster.
"Putin will take whatever he can get."
Another shipment of U.S. military hardware and munitions was expected to arrive in
Kyiv on Tuesday morning.

4 dead, 1 injured after multiple gunmen carry out 'targeted ambush' on home
ABC News
Four people are dead and another is in critical condition after multiple gunmen, at
least one armed with a semi-automatic rifle, opened fire at a Southern California
home Sunday morning in what authorities said appeared to be a "targeted ambush."
"These are sociopathic killers that have to be sequestered from society," James Butts,
the mayor of Inglewood, said at a news conference Sunday following the quadruple
homicide.

The shooting erupted at about 1:30 a.m. in a residential neighborhood of Inglewood,
about 10 miles southwest of downtown Los Angeles, according to the Los Angeles
County Fire Department.

KABC Police investigate the scene of a shooting in Inglewood, California, Jan. 23,
2022.
Three of the shooting victims were pronounced dead at the scene, fire department
officials told ABC station KABC in Los Angeles. A fourth victim died en route to a
hospital, fire officials said.
The sole survivor is in critical condition at a hospital. The names of the people shot
were not immediately released. All of the shooting victims, including two women, are
believed to be adults.
Numerous shell casings collected by investigators outside the home indicate that
multiple shooters were involved in what Butts described as a "targeted ambush."

KABC Police investigate the scene of a shooting in Inglewood, California, Jan. 23,
2022.

"The shell casing evidence indicates that at least one of the weapons was an assault
rifle," Butts said, adding that one or more handguns were also used in the attack.
He said the number of shooting victims was the most in a single incident in Inglewood
since the 1990s.
A motive for the shooting remains under investigation. No arrests have been made.
Butts said his message to the shooters is to "turn yourselves in."
"We will find you," Butts said, "and we will prosecute you."

Attacks inside one of Iran's most secure nuclear facilities are the latest blows in a
shadowy battle with Israel
Stavros Atlamazoglou (insider@insider.com) - Business Insider

Reuters A damaged building after a fire broke out at Iran's Natanz nuclear facility, in
Isfahan, July 2, 2020. Reuters.
A shadowy battle between Israel and Iran has intensified since the US withdrew from
the Iran nuclear deal in 2018.
They have mostly avoided open clashes, but their ongoing campaigns have been
punctuated by high-profile attacks and assassinations.
After the US unilaterally withdrew from the Iran nuclear deal in 2018, tensions
between Washington and Tehran have steadily risen.
For leaders in Israel — one of the US's closest partners and Iran's biggest foes —
those tensions have confirmed their misgivings about the deal and about Iran, and
they've gone on the warpath.
Iran has worked on nuclear technology for decades. The US has long suspected Iran
of using its civilian nuclear program as cover for developing weapons. That suspicion

is also held by the Israelis, who have been ensnared in a potentially existential
struggle with Tehran since the 1979 Iranian revolution.

BEHROUZ MEHRI/AFP via Getty Images Iranian athletes at a rally in support of
Iran's nuclear program at the uranium enrichment facility in Natanz, March 9, 2006.
A nuclear weapon, or the ability to produce one quickly, would offer Tehran some
much-needed security against its real and perceived adversaries. But Iran has vowed
to destroy Israel, and Israel fears a nuclear weapon would allow Tehran to back up
its provocative talk.
While much of that talk may be for propaganda purposes, Iran has shown the lengths
it will go and pain it will endure in order to attack US, Western, and Israeli targets
directly or through proxies, giving some weight to its nuclear threats.
To counter that threat, Israeli military and intelligence services have conducted a
shadowy covert-action campaign of espionage, sabotage, and assassinations against
Iran's nuclear facilities and the people running them.
Israel's war against Iran

STR/AFP/Getty Images Syrian air-defense units respond to what state media said
were Israeli missiles targeting Damascus in January 2019.

Israel has also shown that it will go to great lengths to ensure its security, and Tel
Aviv is willing to pursue other, more dramatic courses of action in response to threats
from Iran.
"We have a duty to be brave and responsible for the fate of our children and
grandchildren. We have used force against our enemies in the past, and we are
convinced that in extreme situations, there is a need to act using military means,"
Israeli Deputy Defense Minister Alon Schuster said in a recent interview.
Indeed, Israel has long followed a no-holds-barred strategy in which the threat
justifies the means. Its shadowy campaign against the Iranian nuclear programs uses
complementary diplomatic, military, and intelligence tactics.
While Israel's military has been heavily involved in that campaign, Mossad, Israel's
main intelligence service, has landed many of the blows against Iran itself.
According to recent reports, Mossad successfully infiltrated the Iranian supply chain
and used the opportunity to sell Tehran faulty materials that caused fires at the
Natanz nuclear-enrichment facility in July 2020.
In addition, Israeli intelligence officers recruited Iranian nuclear scientists who
conducted sabotage at Natanz in April 2021 before being smuggled out of the country.
Mossad is said to have used an unmanned aerial vehicle to attack the Iran Centrifuge
Technology Company, a factory making centrifuges crucial for producing
weapons-grade uranium.
Facilities are easier to replace than expert knowledge, and Mossad has also gone
after the hard-to-acquire know-how necessary for a nuclear-weapons capability by
killing Iranian scientists working on the nuclear program.

WANA via Reuters The scene of the attack that killed prominent Iranian scientist
Mohsen Fakhrizadeh, outside of Tehran, November 27, 2020.

Attacks against Iranian scientists have become more brazen. The November 2020
assassination of Mohsen Fakhrizadeh, reportedly with a remote-controlled machine
gun using advanced artificial-intelligence technology, on a highway in Iran is
something straight out of a Hollywood movie.
Israel's man-hunting effort likely draws on experience going back to Israel's creation
in 1948. In the years that followed, Israelis hunted down numerous ex-Nazis,
including Holocaust architect Adolf Eichmann.
Following the 1972 killing of Israeli athletes at the Munich Olympics by Palestinian
terrorists, Mossad conducted a similar campaign.
But Tel Aviv understands that this is a stalling tactic that can only frustrate Tehran's
efforts and not permanently undo the work its done in pursuit of nuclear technology.
In addition to those clandestine actions, the Israeli Defense Forces has been
preparing and presenting Israeli policymakers with military options to take out
targets associated with Iran's nuclear program.
This is standard planning for any military, and the IDF has received nearly $3 billion
in additional funds to do it.
Israel would also have to take into account second- and third-order effects of such
strikes, such as how Iranian proxies, including Hamas and Hezbollah, would react.
Those groups, based in the Gaza Strip and Lebanon, respectively, would be more
likely to try to attack Israel.
Israeli officials are lobbying other countries to take a stronger stance against Iran
while refraining from directly discussing what actions they've taken.
"We hope the whole world will be mobilized for the mission. For that, we've allocated
a significant sum to increase our readiness. What hit Natanz? I can't say," Schuster,
the deputy defense minister, said last month.
As Iran remains committed to its nuclear program, Israel is sure to continue its
shadowy campaign against Tehran.

NATO outlines 'deterrence' plan as tensions with Russia soar
LORNE COOK (Associated Press) - AP

Associated Press
BRUSSELS (AP) — Tensions soared Monday between Russia and the West over
concerns that Moscow is planning to invade Ukraine, with NATO outlining potential
troop and ship deployments, Britain saying it would withdraw some diplomats from
Kyiv, and Ireland denouncing upcoming Russian war games off its coast as
unwelcome.

Associated Press Photo European Union foreign policy chief Josep Borrell speaks
with the media as he arrives for a meeting of EU foreign ministers at the European
Council building in Brussels, Monday, Jan. 24, 2022.
European Union foreign ministers are aiming Monday to show a fresh display of
resolve and unity in support of Ukraine, amid deep uncertainty about whether
President Vladimir Putin intends to attack Russia's neighbor or send his troops across
the border.

The Western alliance’s statement summed up moves already announced by member
countries, but restating them under the NATO banner appeared aimed at showing its
resolve. It was just one of a series of announcements that signaled the West is
ramping up its rhetoric in the information war that has accompanied the Ukraine
standoff.
Russia has massed an estimated 100,000 troops near Ukraine’s border, demanding
that NATO promise it will never allow Ukraine to join and that other actions, such as
stationing alliance troops in former Soviet bloc countries, be curtailed. Some of these,
like any pledge to permanently bar Ukraine, are nonstarters for NATO — creating a
seemingly intractable deadlock that many fear can only end in war.
Russia denies it is planning an invasion, and says the Western accusations are merely
a cover for NATO’s own planned provocations. Recent days have seen high-stakes
diplomacy that failed to reach any breakthrough and maneuvering on both sides.
NATO said Monday it is bolstering its “deterrence” in the Baltic Sea region.
Denmark is sending a frigate and deploying F-16 warplanes to Lithuania; Spain is
sending four fighter jets to Bulgaria and three ships to the Black Sea to join NATO
naval forces; and France stands ready to send troops to Romania. The Netherlands
also plans to send two F-35 fighter aircraft to Bulgaria from April.
NATO will “take all necessary measures to protect and defend all allies,”
Secretary-General jens Stoltenberg said. "We will always respond to any
deterioration of our security environment, including through strengthening our
collective defense.”
In Washington, Pentagon leaders have proposed a range of options for President Joe
Biden to reinforce the U.S. military presence in Eastern Europe and the Baltics as a
demonstration of American commitment, according to two officials who spoke on
condition of anonymity to discuss internal planning.

Associated Press Phot In this image taken from video provided by the Russian
Defense Ministry Press Service, a pair of Tu-95 strategic bombers of the Russian air
force are parked at an air base in Engels near the Volga River in Russia, Monday,
Jan. 24, 2022.

Russia has intensified military drills amid tensions with the West over the buildup of
an estimated 100,000 Russian troops near Ukraine that fueled Western fears of an
invasion. (Russian Defense Ministry Press Service via AP)
One of the officials said no specific deployments have been proposed but some
unspecified U.S. military units have been told to start planning for that possibility.
The other official said Sunday it is possible that reinforcements could be sent from
U.S. bases, in addition to possible shifts of troops within Europe, but for the moment
the White House and Pentagon are only “exploring options.”
Later Monday, Biden is scheduled to hold a video call with several European leaders
to discuss the Russian military buildup and potential responses to an invasion, the
White House said.
In Moscow, Kremlin spokesman Dmitry Peskov charged that it was NATO and the
U.S. who were behind the escalating tensions in Europe, not Russia.

Associated Press Photo European Union foreign policy chief Josep Borrell, right,
speaks with Croatia's Foreign Minister Gordan Grlic Radman during a meeting of
EU foreign ministers at the European Council building in Brussels, Monday, Jan. 24,
2022.
“All this is happening not because of what we, Russia, are doing. This is happening
because of what NATO, the U.S. are doing,” Peskov told reporters. He also cited U.S.
media reports suggesting that Russia is evacuating its diplomats from Ukraine,
something Moscow denied.

Associated Press Photo Austrian Foreign Minister Alexander Schallenberg, second
left, greets Cypriot Foreign Minister Ioannis Kasoulides, right, during a meeting of
EU foreign ministers at the European Council building in Brussels, Monday, Jan. 24,
2022.
The NATO announcement came as European Union foreign ministers sought to put
on a fresh display of unity in support of Ukraine, and paper over concerns about
divisions on the best way to confront any Russian aggression.
In a statement, the ministers said the EU has stepped up sanction preparations and
they warned that “any further military aggression by Russia against Ukraine will
have massive consequences and severe costs.”
Separately, the EU also committed to increase financial support for embattled
Ukraine, vowing to push through a special package of 1.2 billion euros ($1.4 billion)
in loans and grants as soon as possible.
U.S. Secretary of State Antony Blinken held talks with Russian Foreign Minister
Sergey Lavrov on Friday and said the U.S. would give Russia written responses to
Moscow’s proposals this week, offering some hope that any invasion could be delayed
for at least a few more days.

Associated Press Photo Dutch Foreign Minister Wopke Hoekstra, left, speaks with
Greek Foreign Minister Nikos Dendias during a meeting of EU foreign ministers at
the European Council building in Brussels, Monday, Jan. 24, 2022.
The West is nervously watching Russian troop movements and war games in Belarus
for any signs of an invasion. Russia has already invaded Ukraine once, annexing the
Crimean Peninsula in 2014. It also supported pro-Russian Ukrainian separatists
fighting the Kyiv government in the country's eastern region known as the Donbass.
About 14,000 people have been killed in the conflict.

Associated Press Photo Finland's Foreign Minister Pekka Haavisto arrives for a
meeting of EU foreign ministers at the European Council building in Brussels,
Monday, Jan. 24, 2022.

Asked whether the EU would follow a U.S. move and order the families of European
embassy personnel in Ukraine to leave, EU foreign policy chief Josep Borrell said:
“We are not going to do the same thing.”
Britain said it is withdrawing some diplomats and dependents from its Kyiv Embassy.
British Prime Minister Boris Johnson said an invasion was not inevitable, but “the
intelligence is pretty gloomy.” He added that "I think that sense can still prevail.”

Associated Press Photo Romania's Foreign Minister Bogdan Aurescu arrives for a
meeting of EU foreign ministers at the European Council building in Brussels,
Monday, Jan. 24, 2022.
Ukraine's Foreign Ministry spokesman, Oleg Nikolenko, said the U.S. decision was
“a premature step” and a sign of “excessive caution.” He said Russia is sowing
panic among Ukrainians and foreigners in order to destabilize Ukraine.
Germany has issued no order but said the families of embassy staff may leave if they
wish. Foreign Minister Annalena Baerbock stressed that “we must not contribute to
unsettling the situation further; we need to continue to support the Ukrainian
government very clearly and, above all, maintain the stability of the country.”
At the EU meeting, Irish Foreign Minister Simon Coveney said he would inform his
counterparts about planned Russian war games 240 kilometers (150 miles) off
southwestern Ireland — in international waters but within Ireland's exclusive
economic zone.
“This isn’t a time to increase military activity and tension in the context of what’s
happening with and in Ukraine.” Coveney said. “The fact that they are choosing to
do it on the western borders, if you like, of the EU, off the Irish coast, is something
that in our view is simply not welcome.”
Russia's nearest NATO neighbors of Estonia, Latvia and Lithuania said they plan to
send U.S.-made anti-tank and anti-aircraft missiles to Ukraine, a move endorsed by
Washington.

But questions have arisen about just how unified the EU is. Diverse political, business
and energy interests have long divided the 27-country bloc in its approach to Moscow.
About 40% of the EU’s natural gas imports come from Russia, much of it via
pipelines across Ukraine — and many are skittish about being cut off from that supply
in winter, with prices already soaring.

Associated Press Photo European Commission President Ursula von der Leyen makes
a statement on EU financial support for Ukraine at EU headquarters in Brussels,
Monday, Jan. 24, 2022. (John Thys, Pool Photo via AP)
The EU’s two major powers appear most cautious. French President Emmanuel
Macron has renewed previously rejected calls for an EU summit with Russian
President Vladimir Putin.
Late on Saturday, the head of the German navy, Vice Adm. Kay-Achim Schoenbach,
resigned after coming under fire for saying that Ukraine would not regain the
Crimean Peninsula, and for suggesting that Putin deserves “respect.”
Still, diplomats and officials said hard-hitting sanctions are being drawn up with the
EU’s executive branch, the European Commission. They were reluctant to detail the
measures or what action by Russia might trigger them but said they would come
within days of any attack.
___
This story has been updated to correct that France has said it is ready to send troops
to Romania, not Bulgaria.
Associated Press writers Yuras Karmanau in Kyiv, Ukraine, Dasha Litvinova in
Moscow, Geir Moulson in Berlin, Aritz Parra in Madrid, Jill Lawless in London,
Robert Burns in Washington, Mike Corder in The Hague, and Raf Casert in Brussels
contributed.

Associated Press Photo In this photo taken from video provided by the Russian
Defense Ministry Press Service, Russian military vehicles on a railway platform on
their way to attend a joint military drills in Belarus, in Russia, Monday, Jan. 24,
2022.
Russia has sent an unspecified number of troops from the country's far east to its ally
Belarus, which shares a border with Ukraine, for major war games next month.
(Russian Defense Ministry Press Service via AP)

Associated Press Photo In this handout photo provided by the Ukrainian Presidential
Press Office, Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskyy speaks to the leaders of the
Foreign Intelligence Service of Ukraine during their meeting in Kyiv, Ukraine,
Monday, Jan. 24, 2022.
The State Department is ordering the families of all American personnel at the U.S.
Embassy in Kyiv to leave the country and allowing non-essential staff to leave
Ukraine. The move comes amid heightened fears of a Russian invasion of Ukraine

despite talks between U.S. and Russian officials. (Ukrainian Presidential Press Office
via AP)

AP Photo/Efrem Lukatsky A woman walks past the U.S. Embassy in Kyiv, Ukraine,
Monday, Jan. 24, 2022.
The State Department is ordering the families of all American personnel at the U.S.
Embassy in Kyiv to leave the country and allowing non-essential staff to leave
Ukraine. The move comes amid heightened fears of a Russian invasion of Ukraine
despite talks between U.S. and Russian officials.

How will we know if war has started in Ukraine?
BBC News

Getty Images

Everyone is trying to second-guess President Vladimir Putin's intentions in Ukraine.
The US is pulling embassy staff out as fears rise of looming conflict. But maybe it's
already started, writes Jonathan Marcus.
The risk of an all-out war between Russia and Ukraine dominates the headlines.
All the obvious questions are being asked: Will Russia attack? Is President Vladimir
Putin determined upon war come what may? Or can diplomacy secure peace?
But we cannot see inside President Putin's mind.
So here's another question - how will we know when hostilities commence?
Tanks rolling, rockets firing
The answer seems obvious.
Clearly massed Russian tank formations crossing Ukraine's frontiers, or a massive
rocket barrage or air strikes against Ukrainian positions, would mark a dramatic
escalation in the crisis and a shift to a new phase of the conflict.
The first alarms will come from the Ukrainian military itself, but Western military
satellites and intelligence-gathering aircraft may well spot the preparations for an
imminent offensive.
There will probably be clear signs of an impending onslaught, says Michael Kofman,
an expert on the Russian military at the US-based Center for Naval Analyses.
Among them are "the manning of formations", he says, since a lot of what has been
deployed is heavy equipment rather than the troops themselves. Other signs could be
"the dispersal of forces, an influx of logistical and support elements, and a shift in
fixed-wing and rotary aviation".
But the question can also be answered in another way and for this we need to stand
back and view the Russian campaign against Ukraine in its entirety.
We need to look at the full toolkit available to Moscow and assess how it is being used.
And in this light, when you ask - how will we know if the conflict has started - then the
answer may be that it already has. Hostilities have actually been under way for some
years.
Military pressure
Let's start from where we are.
In practical terms Russia already occupies Crimea - part of Ukraine - and it provides
practical assistance to anti-Kiev rebels in the Donbas region.
Indeed it was the intervention of Russian armoured and mechanised units against
Ukrainian forces in 2014 that prevented the pro-Russian rebels' defeat. Sporadic
fighting has continued ever since. All sides supposedly support an international peace
effort there, but little progress has been made.
Threat of force

Beyond this pressure there is also the threat to employ overwhelming military force.
The build-up of Russian combat formations around Ukraine's borders is
extraordinary.
This includes a significant deployment of forces to Belarus - which also shares a
border with Ukraine - which might provide a closer jumping-off point for an assault
towards the Ukrainian capital Kiev itself.

BBC How will we know if war has started in Ukraine?
This build-up is referred to by Russian spokesmen as an exercise and in no sense
threatening. But its scale, the nature of the units deployed, and the arrival of supplies
and other "enablers" suggest that this is much more than a routine manoeuvre.
Analysts have followed the build-up using civilian satellite photos. Numerous phone
videos have been put online showing trains of equipment heading towards Ukraine or
Belarus. And assessments of social media postings, correlated with the units seen to
be on the move, provide a remarkable insight into what is going on.
Irrespective of what Moscow may say, Ukraine and its friends in the West have every
reason to be worried.
Getting Moscow's story out there
The next tool available to Moscow is an attempt to influence the narrative.
On the one hand Russia says it is not preparing for war, though it very much looks as
though it is. But, just as importantly, it has a story to tell - a narrative - where far
from Ukraine being the victim, it is in fact Russia itself that is threatened.

This is the substance of the documents handed over to the US which seek to halt and
in some ways reverse NATO expansion and create a new sphere of influence for
Moscow.
While some aspects of Russia's concerns, like talks on strategic and other weapons
systems, are widely seen as a good idea, on NATO expansion it is unlikely to get any
change - and it probably knows this.
Tensions over Ukraine
EXPLAINED: Is Russia preparing to invade Ukraine?
FROM KYIV: Ukrainians wait as Russia faces off with the West
FROM BRUSSELS: Europe 'closest to war' in decades
UK SUPPORT: UK says it is sending weapons to defend Ukraine
But the narrative has another purpose too. It is the story that Russia tells to try to
shape the way the whole Ukraine crisis is discussed, not just by Western governments
or its own citizens, but by you and me, reading and writing this.
By all fair and rigorous independent analysis Russia is preparing for war with
Ukraine, whatever its official spokesmen may say.
Cyber warfare
There are other possibilities in the Russian toolbox too. Cyber-attack and subversion,
for example. Ukraine certainly has been the subject of the former. Just over a week
ago a number of government websites were hit though it was far from clear where the
attack came from.
More recently the UK Government has claimed evidence that Moscow has selected
individuals to form a new government in Kiev - though whatever the suspicions, there
has been no conclusive public evidence confirming Moscow's hand in such activities.
Michael Kofman says that a cyber element could be an important part of any Russian
attack, because they can cripple critical infrastructure and disrupt Ukraine's ability to
coordinate a military effort.
Blurred lines between war and peace
When Russia seized Crimea we heard a lot of talk about "hybrid" and "grey-zone
warfare" and the alleged deniability of the operation, whose participants, though
uniformed, wore no military insignia.
But there was no doubt who these troops were. And Crimea was seized with
old-fashioned military force, rather than by some esoteric modern method.
What is under way at present is the essence of "grey-zone warfare" - the blurring of
the boundary between peace and war.

Getty Images Life in Kyiv goes on
That's not how we tend to view things in the West.
But the Russian military has articulated a sophisticated doctrine that sees war and
peace as a continuum where different tools are applied at different stages, sometimes
in sequence, sometimes together, though with the same strategic aim.
And that ultimately is why the conflict has already been joined. The only question is
how far along the "grey zone" continuum President Putin is willing to go.

IDF, Israel Police foil NIS 3 million weapons smuggling
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An attempted smuggling of weapons worth up to NIS 3 million has been foiled by IDF
and Israel Police forces near Beit She’an on Tuesday.
Four illegal arms dealers from east Jerusalem were caught by Israel Police officers
and the IDF soldiers with 53 illegal weapons in their possession.
The 53 weapons included 39 pistols, 10 AK-47 assault rifles and four M-16 rifles.
The four suspects, three men and a woman in their 40s, attempted to escape in three
different cars but were all captured following a car chase by police.
The capture represents a significant step in Israel Police's attempts to put a stop to
the continuing violence plaguing the Arab sector in Israel. Stolen IDF weapons are
the main weapons used in shooting incidents in the last year.
In 2021, 464 out of 675 shooting incidents were carried out with stolen weaponry.

Provided by The Jerusalem Post The stolen weapons captured by IDF and Israel
Police on January 25, 2022 (credit: ISRAEL POLICE)
According to GunPolicy.org, in 2017, there were an estimated 267,000 illegal
weapons in Israel. By 2020 that number nearly doubled, with a Knesset estimate
reporting some 400,000 illegal weapons circulating around the country.
In December, security personnel thwarted an attempt to steal weapons from the IDF's
Keren base in the Golan Heights. A month prior, IDF forces captured a suspect
attempting to smuggle 15 weapons from Jordan into Israel.

How NATO's most troublesome member became frenemies with Russia, and why it
might not last
Benjamin Brimelow (insider@insider.com) - Business Insider

Reuters Russian President Vladimir Putin and Turkish President Tayyip Erdogan
attend a news conference in Sochi, Russia, October 22, 2019.
Turkey's improving ties with Russia has been a headache for NATO amid the
alliance's tensions with Moscow.
Relations between Ankara and Moscow have warmed because of changing regional
dynamics, including mutual frustrations with Europe.
But there are still fault lines in their relationship, and the embrace could quickly
become a confrontation.
Of the 30 countries in NATO, none have caused the alliance more recent headaches
than Turkey.
Turkey has NATO's second-largest standing army and is centrally located in a
strategically significant region, which makes it an indispensable ally.
Turkey has also shown a willingness to confront Russia, a longstanding rival, and
continues to support NATO interests and missions in the region and around the world.
But Ankara's warming relationship with Moscow has complicated things for the
alliance.
The current state of relations between Turkey and Russia is the product of changing
dynamics and shifting priorities after the Cold War and of changes to the balance of
power in the region over the last decade.
Their relationship is unlikely to bloom into an alliance of its own, but their apparent
closeness and its effect on NATO's interests has vexed policymakers and analysts
alike.
Troubled, but cooperative

OZAN KOSE/AFP via Getty Images Russian navy Grisha-class corvette Mirazh sails
by Istanbul on its way to Syria, October 7, 2016.
Historically, Russo-Turkish relations have been troubled, as evidenced by the fact
that they fought over a dozen wars between the 16th and 20th centuries.
There was some limited cooperation early in the 20th century, but after post-World
War II disputes led to Turkey's accession to NATO in 1952 (alongside Greece)
Ankara and Moscow were firmly on opposing sides on most issues — Turkey even
agreed to host US nuclear weapons, dozens of which are still based there.
As the Cold War ended, however, their relationship thawed. In 1987, Turkey began
importing Soviet gas, and Russia eventually became Turkey's primary energy
supplier.
Russo-Turkish economic ties also grew after the dissolution of the Soviet Union.
Russia, less of a military threat than the USSR, became Turkey's second-largest
trading partner (after the EU) in 2008. In 2010 they signed a visa-free travel
agreement.
The relationship between Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan and Russian
President Vladimir Putin has facilitated closer cooperation. Those ties have only
gotten closer as Erdoğan has become more autocratic, especially after a failed coup
in 2016.
A 'balancing act'

Kay Nietfeld/picture alliance via Getty Images Erdogan at NATO headquarters in
Brussels, May 25, 2017.
Turkey's purchase of Russia's advanced S-400 air-defense missile system, its invasion
of northern Syria and operations against Kurds there, and Erdoğan's continued
suppression of dissent have prompted many Western countries to apply sanctions and
reduce their cooperation with Ankara.
That Western backlash, combined with Turkish resentment over perceived double
standards, tensions with European countries over issues like Cyprus and migration,
and Turkey's stalled bid to join the EU, has led Turkey look toward Russia even more.
Consequently, Turkey has shifted away from being a largely reliable partner for
Western countries and now carefully balances between the West and Russia.
But Turkey is by no means totally comfortable with Russia's recent actions and
ambitions.
Moscow's ongoing military modernization, its annexation of Crimea in 2014 and
intervention in Syria in 2015, and its growing influence in the Black Sea and the
Caucasus have all increased Turkish anxiety about its larger neighbor.
"Turkey is trying to continue this balancing act that is driven by the fact that they
fundamentally do not trust the Russians, but they are also unsure about Western
support," Stephen Flanagan, a senior political scientist at the RAND corporation, told
Insider.
Clashes and confrontations

DELIL SOULEIMAN/AFP via Getty Images Russian and Turkish soldiers before a
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That lack of trust is underlined by multiple deadly clashes between the Turkish and
Russian militaries, particularly in Syria, where the fundamental differences between
Ankara's and Moscow's ambitions are on display.
US officials have said that they believe "dozens" of Turkish soldiers have
been killed by Russian military operations in Syria. Turkey has also shot down a
Russian jet there and launched operations directly against Moscow's Syrian allies.
Turkey has also clashed with Russia's proxies in Libya.
Turkey has provided military support to nearby countries that have clashed with
Russia or Russia's allies, including helping build up the navies of Russia's Caspian
Sea neighbors.
Ankara has also built a close relationship with Ukraine since 2014, selling Ukraine
armed drones that Kyiv has already used on the frontlines and helping rebuild the
Ukrainian navy.
Ankara has even openly advocated full NATO membership for Ukraine and Georgia,
which many alliance members have resisted or argued against.
While Turkey's purchase of Russia's S-400 is a sign of closer cooperation, its
ongoing military modernization efforts are largely a response to Russia's own
increased military capabilities.
Ankara has also never sworn off its Western military partnerships. Although the US
kicked it out of the F-35 program over the S-400, Turkey recently asked the US to sell
it 40 new F-16s and 80 modernization kits for its current fleet.

The Russo-Turkish relationship "is on a knife's edge on any given day," Flanagan
said. "Turkey is still very much anxious to protect its own interests in the broader
region and still very worried of the Russians."
Risks in the future
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Despite its concerns, Turkey continues to have extensive engagement with Russia.
Russia is building several nuclear reactors for Turkey, and Erdogan has refused to
rule out purchasing more Russian military equipment.
That ongoing cooperation is in part a reflection of Ankara's acceptance of
geopolitical reality.
"The Turks, at some level, have no choice but to have a somewhat cooperative
relationship with Russia given that Russia controls the endgame in Syria" and has
increased its strength in the Black Sea, Flanagan said.
While Turkey supports an increased NATO presence in the Black Sea to counter
Russia, it also does not want to provoke a crisis.
Ankara "would like to lead efforts to support whatever NATO is doing to deter further
Russian aggression in the Black Sea region, but they don't want to over-militarize the
region," Flanagan said.
"What they don't want is overly zealous US deployments that provoke a crisis that
then leads to the [Turkish] Straits being somehow closed or see major fighting along
its territorial waters."

Russia and Turkey's relations seem destined to hover between rivalry and partnership,
but their competing interests in the Black Sea, the Middle East, and North Africa give
that relationship the potential to become confrontational quickly.
"It remains kind of volatile," Flanagan said.
"Either side could miscalculate."

