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WASHINGTON — Israel stumbled 
into the current war in Gaza, and 
its military commanders are now 

doing their job of  inflicting maximum pain 
on their adversary, Hamas. But there’s no 
sign of  a coherent strategy that will bring 
long-term peace and stability any closer. 
That’s a problem that should worry Israel 
and its friends.

Let’s be honest: If  Israel could bomb the 
defiant, missile-firing militants of  Hamas 
into permanent submission, it would have succeeded 
long ago. But this strategy has been a recurring failure 
for a generation. It’s time for the United States and its 
allies to encourage something different — a slow but 
necessary reset in Gaza.

Trying to fix the fundamentals will seem to many 
exhausted Israelis like a naive fantasy. Israeli leaders 
pride themselves on being hardheaded, and they some-
times speak brusquely of  the recurring Gaza wars (and 
the lopsided casualty counts) as “mowing the lawn.” 
Yet there’s a toxic blowback for this gardener. These 
wars don’t provide lasting security; they end up sap-
ping support for Israel. And Hamas ends up stronger, 
not weaker.

First, a cease-fire
A real reset, difficult as it will be to achieve, would 

begin with a stable and enforceable cease-fire agree-
ment, which might take weeks to negotiate. Israel 
would undoubtedly prefer Hamas’ unconditional sur-
render, but that would require a reoccupation of  Gaza, 
which Israel doesn’t want. Better to negotiate, through 
intermediaries such as Egypt, Qatar and the United 
States. Negotiation empowers the other side. That’s 
good: The Palestinians crave dignity.

What would this reset look like? For an answer, take 
a look around Israel’s borders. A new Middle East is 
emerging. Before this wretched war began, the big 
news in the region was de-escalation. Saudi Arabia 
and the United Arab Emirates were conducting talks 
with Iran. The Emiratis were also talking to their other 
nemesis, Turkey, which in turn was sending a delega-
tion to its rival, Egypt. Overarching all these positive 
trends was Israel’s normalization of  relations with its 
Arab neighbors.

So don’t tell me the impossible can’t happen, even 
in the Middle East. It was taking place in front of  our 
eyes. The Trump administration deserves credit for 
encouraging Arab normalization but blame for leav-
ing the Palestinians out of  the mix. This month’s war 
reminds us that ignoring Palestinian political demands 
in the hope that their aspirations for a state will even-
tually disappear isn’t a strategy — it’s a dangerous 
delusion.

Three pillars for stability
Beyond a negotiated, durable cease fire, the 

Palestinians need three pillars for stability: 
new political leadership, economic recon-
struction and security. Putting them together 
will take years, but this month’s ruinous war 

is the right time to start.
Let’s begin with political leadership. 

Palestinian politics are broken. (So are 
Israel’s, but that’s a subject for another 

column.) Hamas is popular because the Palestinian 
Authority under President Mahmoud Abbas has failed 
so miserably — and also because of  Hamas’ militance. 
But Hamas is at a dead end now, and even the Qataris 
who bankroll Gaza know it. Abbas has reached a dead 
end, too. The United States detached from the Palestin-
ian leadership during the Trump administration. Now 
it’s time to reconnect and rebuild.

Economic development is the easiest piece of  this 
puzzle. It just takes money — and Israeli recognition 
that a more prosperous Gaza and West Bank will be 
less threatening. There’s even a road map for economic 
development, thanks to Jared Kushner, former presi-
dent Donald Trump’s son-in-law and Middle East fixer. 
Saudi, Emirati, Qatari, European and American money 
will back those projects if  the Palestinians can be con-
vinced to play.

A non-Hamas security force
Security is the hardest problem. Israelis and Pal-

estinians must be confident their families won’t be 
ravaged by bombs and rockets. For the Palestinians 
to deliver, they will need a non-Hamas security force 
that’s tough enough to maintain order without becom-
ing an oppressive secret police.

Here’s an unlikely but time-tested formula: The Pal-
estinians need a training and liaison partnership with 
the CIA. Director William Burns, who speaks Arabic 
and has served as ambassador to Jordan, is the perfect 
person to lead that effort.

Wars are often the result of  blunders. According 
to the New York Times, this one began when Israeli 
police cut off  the microphones broadcasting Ramadan 
prayers at the al-Aqsa Mosque last month because 
they didn’t want to drown out Israeli President Reuven 
Rivlin, who was making a memorial speech nearby. 
Over the next weeks, a chain of  errors by Israelis and 
Palestinians led us to this deadly impasse.

Maybe it’s folly to talk about an Israeli-Palestinian 
reset. But given the stakes, and the seemingly unending 
loss of  Israeli and Palestinian lives, it’s irresponsible to 
talk about anything else.
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If you don’t op-ed, 
will you get enough?
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Michael Pramenko, M.D. — a frequent contributor to the Sentinel’s 
editorial page and an evangelist for fighting high health-care costs 
by incentivizing healthy behavior — has an idea worth exploring.

With voters clearing the way for the Grand Junction City Council to 
create a regulatory framework for the retail marijuana trade to operate in 
the city limits, he’s asking why not dream big? Instead of  capturing just 
a percentage of  total sales via taxes, the right kind of  pot shop could give 
away all profits in a way that will improve society.

Pramenko was against authorizing retail pot, but now that the voters 
have spoken, he sees an opportunity to funnel money into substance abuse 
programs, early childhood care, school construction or anything that 
enhances the well-being of  local citizens through a philanthropic business 
model.

It’s a complicated endeavor. Civic-minded investors would have to front 
start-up costs to a nonprofit willing to apply for a license. Most existing 
nonprofits would likely be hesitant to do that because becoming a purveyor 
of  legal marijuana would jeopardize eligibility for grants that originate 
with the federal government. So a new nonprofit would probably need to be 
established with the express purpose of  doling out profits from the commu-
nity-minded pot shop.

Investors would be allowed to recoup the seed money — with interest. 
Once that initial debt is paid from the pot shop’s profits, the business 
converts to pure philanthropy. After covering costs, including fair wages, 
all profits would go to local causes. The money would be disbursed by the 
nonprofit’s board of  directors according to its funding priorities. 

Pramenko points to the Newman’s Own brand, which sells products like 
pasta sauce, popcorn and salad dressing in grocery stores nationwide. New-
man’s Own donates 100% of  profits to nonprofit organizations. It success-
fully competes against for-profit corporations. To date it’s contributed $570 
million worldwide.

Now is the time
The city is in the midst of  a series of  sessions seeking input from local 

residents on how marijuana businesses should be regulated within the city.
Ultimately before adopting new regulations, the City Council will hold a 

public hearing, but the city is looking for citizen input at the start of  this 
process. (See schedule at https://www.gjcity.org/civicalerts.aspx?aid=308)

Among the issues the council will decide are how many retail stores to 
allow in the city, where to locate them, what kind of  buffering there should 
be around schools and how to select which businesses are given a retail 
sales license.

Pramenko’s hope is that by floating this idea early in the process, the 
council may touch on what kind of  criteria it may consider in awarding 
licenses. Could a commitment to return profits to the community give a 
hypothetical philanthropic business a leg up in securing a license?

He raises an important point, even if  his idea doesn’t get beyond the 
dreaming stage. Should the selection process be weighted to factor in local 
ownership? Retail marijuana is big business. An out-of-town ownership 
group would be exporting money from the valley. The community would 
get its share of  tax revenue, but lose out on the economic churn of  profits 
circulating locally.

These are the kinds of  issues that should pop up during the city’s stake-
holder engagement process. 

With a limited number of  stores under consideration, “this opportunity 
is forever lost if  not done at the very inception of  marijuana sales here in 
Grand Junction,” Pramenko wrote in his monthly column this past Sunday.

Whether Pramenko’s idea comes to fruition, at the very least it reinforces 
the idea that our most important window for getting the entire regulatory 
scheme right is at the outset.

The city is doing right by asking citizens to contribute to that dialogue.

Join solidarity event 
at Handy Chapel

About a year ago, following the 
death of  George Floyd, a small 
group of  white Christians an-

nounced in this space that they would 
stand silently in front of  the Handy 
Chapel for 8 minutes and 46 seconds 
— the time it took for Mr. Floyd to be 
killed.

They did stand to confess their 
inaction and apathy towards their 
Black brothers and sisters who are 
living in America feeling like sec-
ond-class citizens.

Much to our surprise, we were 
joined by about 70 other people, in-
cluding African Americans.

A frequent writer to the Editor 
chided us for doing too little and do-
ing it too late. We agreed with him.

Now, about 10 months later, we feel 
that there is reason for some opti-
mism.

Derek Chauvin, the police officer 
who killed Mr. Floyd was convicted, 
providing justice for Mr. Floyd’s fam-
ily. There was a sigh of  relief  across 
America. Justice for a Black man.

Following the local act of  solidarity 
in front of  Handy Chapel last year, a 
group of  Christians, this time Black 
and white, started meeting regular-
ly. This cross-cultural conversation 
brought new understanding and a 
deep love between people who are 
unlikely to have met except for that 
event. A Black member of  our group 
impressed upon us that Mr. Chauvin 
and his family are also experiencing 
much pain and need prayers — a 
thought that did not occur to the rest 
of  us.

Believing that “he who forgets the 
lessons of  the past is bound to repeat 
them,” we are working on a memo-
rial wall in the stairwell of  Four 
Winds Coffee and Tea. This display 
remembers the stories of  African 
Americans and their experiences, 
from slavery to today.

We have begun a monthly open 
forum to discuss the issue of  race 
and faith and its many facets. We are 
making a deliberate effort to reach 
across the racial divide.

On Friday, May 21 at noon, we 
will again stand in solidarity at the 

After half  a centu-
ry, the New York 
Times will no 

longer publish an Op-Ed page — or at 
least not one under that name. 

Commentaries on the news written 
by contributors outside of  the news-
paper’s regular staff  will be called 
“guest essays” to explain their role 
without using what opinion editor 
Kathleen Kingsbury calls “clubby 
newspaper jargon” (“Why We’re Retir-
ing the Term ‘Op-Ed’,” April 27).

Today’s readers may not realize 
that “op-ed” is shorthand for place-
ment “opposite the editorial” page in 
the layout of  unfolded newsprint. Yet 
while some of  its format is specific to 
what one book title called “The Van-
ishing Newspaper” as early as 2004, 
the op-ed’s essentials deserve better 
than to silently crumble like the 
yellowing journalism of  last week’s 
newspaper.

The format might seem to exemplify 
what Noam Chomsky calls main-
stream media’s efforts “to strictly lim-
it the spectrum of  acceptable opinion, 
but allow very lively debate within 
that spectrum — even encourage the 
more critical and dissident views.” 
Chomsky’s own views were among 
the most critical and dissident solicit-
ed by the Times, an offer he declined 
because his academic background 
made “it enormously more difficult 

to write 700 words than 
7,000.”

Yet a tight argument 
made with a few hundred well-chosen 
words can lead general readers to 
more in-depth takes, and the range of  
disagreement that can be squeezed 
into them is broad indeed. Nearly a 
century ago, the immense newspaper 
chain of  William Randolph Hearst 
gave Bertrand Russell the space to 
recommend the individualism of  an-
archist philosopher William Godwin 
as an antidote to “docility, suggestibil-
ity, herd-instinct and conventionality” 
and the notion “that social conformity 
is the beginning and end of  virtue.”

Kingsbury insists that the ability 
of  the public to have its perspec-
tives heard directly via websites like 
Facebook and Substack “is to be 
welcomed” rather than feared, but 
wonders whether “ideas can linger a 
while” in a cyberspace even more fix-
ated on immediacy than the daily or 
weekly news cycles of  print. The un-
filtered energy of  such formats, and 
of  older ones like blogs and zines, can 
be focused rather than squelched by 
the sharpness and clarity pioneered 
by the humble op-ed.

New Yorker Joel Schlosberg is a 
contributing editor at The William 
Lloyd Garrison Center for Libertarian 
Advocacy Journalism.
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Handy Chapel. This time we will 
stand together, Black and white. 
We will remember the death of  Mr. 
Floyd. We will also celebrate a few 
small steps of  progress, new friend-
ships and a fresh appreciation for 
each other.

We will stand in silence for 9 
minutes, but this time we are going 
to hold hands — the time-honored 
gesture of  friendship. We will be 
wearing masks and will have plenty 
of  hand sanitizer available.

You are invited to join us.

ANDREW MARAIS, Christ Center; 
JYMI BOND, therapist; 

 JOHN DICKEY, Handy Chapel; 
 JOSH McCARTY, River City Church; 

WILL KUHLMAN, Christ Center; 
JAKE STOREY, Harvest View Church;  
GERDA MARAIS, River City Church; 
TOM HANSEN, Presbyterian Church; 

MELINDA VEATCH,
First Presbyterian, Glenwood Springs; 

 JOY SCHMITT, Four Winds 
 Coffee and Tea; 

 T.J. DICKERSON, Young Life;
 NATE and JAMIE ROBINSON, 
Fellowship of  Christian Athletes; 

STEVE FERRIOLI; 
 DON and JEANNINE MAIER; 

MARY CLAYTON; DEBE COLBY; and 
 CHRIS MATTOX, business owner

Many questions remain about 
wolf  management in Colorado

Colorado Attorney General Phil 
Weiser was very insightful and 
correct when he recently sent a letter 
to the Colorado Parks and Wildlife 
Commission requesting them to con-
sider representation on wolf  advisory 
committees to be composed of  mainly 
Western Slope people whose interests 
are the ones mainly affected by wolf  
reintroduction. 

If  you have been following the 
problems in the amount of  money 
the northern tier of  states from 
California and Oregon to Minnesota 
and Wisconsin have spent (and will 
continue to spend) concerning wolf  
management, associated problems 
such as loss of  livestock and pay-
ments thereof, various unspecified 
non-livestock losses and health and 
safety, you will see they have spent 
millions upon millions of  dollars to 
address this issue.

Wolves are not endangered. A 
continuing issue that is not being 
addressed in Colorado is funding. 

Did Proposition 114 mandate CPW 
to conduct and complete a plan for 
reintroduction and to be responsible 
for management functions and costs 
such as reimbursement for livestock 
losses? 

I believe it is the responsibility 
of  the legislature to pass reason-
able legislation which will provide 
funding for continued management 
of  wolves as this was passed by the 
vote of  all Colorado voters. CPW is 
funded mainly by licenses and fees 
that should not be up to the sports-
men to fund wolf  reintroduction and 
management.

I noticed that one of  the propo-
nents of  wolf  reintroduction stated 
that wolf  reintroduction and man-
agement would only take 1% of  
CPW’s budget. Do not forget that 
your license costs have doubled in 
the past three years. CPW is current-
ly expending additional funds that 
were not budgeted for nor approved 
by legislative procedure on wolf  man-
agement. Colorado does not have an 
environmental impact statement or 
environmental analysis to my knowl-
edge. Other states did have such a 
document and the southern states of  
New Mexico and Arizona have one 
for the reintroduction of  Mexican 
wolves. Colorado was not included 
in either document. Is it illegal to 
reintroduce wolves without an EIS? 
Things have significantly changed 
since 1941 when the last wolf  was re-
moved from Colorado. Wolves are no 
longer endangered as the northern 
states prove.

Another issue I have is the silence 
we have been provided by the media 
and the professionals from our man-
aging agencies as to the productivity 
of  the current pack in northwestern 
Colorado. We’re going on the third 
year of  the knowledge that a pack 
existed along with prime habitat 
(that is elk in limited license unit 
201). I sometimes wonder why I spent 
35 years trying to build big game pop-
ulations and work for the sportsmen 
when ballot box management is the 
answer. As one all-time game warden 
told me “When the last person on 
earth dies, a coyote will come along 
and whiz on your tombstone!” The 
same can be said for wolves.

BOB CLARK
Retired Division of  Wildlife biologist
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