Will Sharon Become
Israel’s Ceausescu?

by Dean Andromidas

Ontheeveof Isragl’ s Jan. 28 election, there werefearsthat a
victory by Prime Minister Ariel Sharon’s Likud party could
lead to the collapse of the democratic state in Israel. Faced
with two ongoing and escalating criminal investigations,
Sharon marshalled support of Attorney General Elyakim Ru-
binstein, inarecklessand patently illegal attempt to block the
investigation with the powers of government, threatening the
investigators, press, and political opposition.

A leading Belgianjurist told EIR that Sharon’ sis*classic
move by apolitician who is exposed by the press to be under
criminal investigation, to try to sabotage that investigation,
by claiming the case is politically motivated and part of a
conspiracy to destroy him. The palitician then triesto put the
investigators, political, opposition and the mediaon trial.”

Recalling Richard Nixon's reaction to the Watergate
break-inin 1972, Sharon haslied to theinvestigating authori-
tiesandthelsragli population concerning the charges. On Jan.
9, he called televised press conference, in which he claimed
that Labor Party Chairman AmramMitznawasbehinda“ con-
spiracy to topple the Prime Minister.” So outrageous was
Sharon’ sperformance, that the chairman of the El ection Com-
mission, a Supreme Court judge, ordered the broadcast to be
cut off in mid-air.

Now Attorney General Rubinstein has chosen to play the
role of Nixon's Attorney General, John Mitchell: full partner
inanillegal coverup and aNacht und Nebel-style repression
of the official investigators and the free press. As documents
were leaked to the press, which indicated that Sharon was
under investigation for receiving anillegal $1.5 million loan,
Rubinstein ordered the arrest on Jan. 21 of state prosecutor
Liora Glatt-Berkovich for the leak. At 2 am. the next morn-
ing, the Justice Ministry began calling the Israeli press corps
toannounceher arrest, asif it were somemajor coupto defend
the national security.

Then early on Jan. 22, after Glatt-Berkovich had con-
fessed to her “great crime,” Isragli police were ordered to
cal in Ha' aretz investigative journalist Baruch Kraand TV
journalist Moshe Nussbaum for questioning, demanding that
they reveal their sources or be accused of “obstruction of
justice.” This created national outrage. As in any society
which claims to be democratic—and upheld in Isradl by the
Supreme Court—journalists maintain theright to protect the
confidentiality of their sources. Rubinstein, fegling the heat,
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gave a press conference at hoon, to defend the arrest, using
the justification that the Glatt-Berkovich leaked the docu-
ments on “ideological grounds.” Thus he publicly supported
Sharon’s claim of a “conspiracy to overthrow the Prime
Minister.” Rubinstein insisted that helaunched theinvestiga-
tion, because of “the obstruction and damage caused to the
Sharon investigation by the leak, and the suspicion, which
unfortunately came true, that a source from the government
made the political move in this sensitive period prior to
the elections.”

Why the Document Was L eaked

When journalists asked what he meant by “ideologically
motivated,” Rubinstein at first waffled; only hours later did
he release a statement that he meant “political ideology” —
exactly what Sharon wanted him to say.

Rubinstein also lied when he claimed that Ha’ aretzjour-
nalist Baruch Krahad been warned not to publishinformation
onthecase. Kracontradicted him duringthepressconference,
saying he had been in discussions with officials, and that
Rubinstein had never issued a gag order, which would have
been normal in a sensitive case.

The following day, attorneys for Glatt-Berkovich, re-
leased a statement saying, that their client had leaked the
document ongroundsof “the public’ sright toknow,” because
shefeared shewould not beall owed to compl etetheinvestiga-
tion. She reportedly told interrogators, “| have a son who is
about to be drafted into the Army,” and her attorneys stressed
that shefeared the continuation of Sharon’ sbrutal war against
the Palestinians, which hasalso claimed 700 Isragli civilians
lives in two and a half years. “She was guided by a moral
viewpoint and admits she broke the law,” said attorney Ye-
hoshua Reznik.

Commentator Amir Oren writing in Ha' aretz on Jan. 23,
underscored that Glatt-Berkovich leaked the document and
freely admitted it, because shejustifiably feared, that the ma-
jor investigation would have otherwise been blocked. Oren
pointed out that Rubinstein had earlier refused to prosecute
another Likud leader, former Prime Minister Benjamin Ne-
tanyahu in the notorious “Bar-On Affair,” despite a police
recommendation for an indictment. Glatt-Berkovich’s* deci-
sion,” Orenwrate, “to passjudgment on herself, reflectsinter-
nal mistrust in the system that Rubinstein heads. Had she
believed that by encouraging Rubinstein, thelaw would have
been forcefullly applied to the Prime Minister, and he
wouldn’t havesimply madedowithapublicreport, shewould
not have had to decide to leak the document.”

Also on Jan. 22, Israeli police were ordered to raid the
offices of Haifa Mayor Amram Mitzna, seeking documents
allegedly showing Mitznataking bribes. Thisthoroughly “ po-
litically motivated” case stemmed from abogus private com-
plaint by ultra-right Likud activist Avia Visolly. In a state-
ment issued by his office, Mitznademanded theinvestigation
be completed before the election, declaring, “ Unlike another
candidatefor Prime Minister, Labor’ scandidateisnot hiding
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behind the right to remain silent, but is demanding the truth
be exposed before the elections.”

Rumorsarecirculating that Sharon, whothinksevery man
has his price, has promised Rubinstein a seat on the Supreme
Court in return for his cooperation.

TheBanana Republic of | srael

Sharon’s and Rubinstein’s maneuvers were roundly de-
nounced as a danger to democracy, and political leaders and
civil rightsorganizationshavecalled for Rubinsteintoresign.
Attorney Boaz Guttman, a former commander of the police
fraud squad, told Ha' aretz on Jan. 22 that Rubinstein’smove
“sounds like a joke and a trick. In 20 years working in al
types of investigations, | never heard of a journalist being
questioned under such a warning [of police suspicions| be-
cause of a published report. It wasn't the obstruction that
botheredtheinterrogators, but [that K rarefused] their demand
that henamethe sources. They tried tofrighten him by waving
acriminal record.”

The managing editor of Ha' aretz, Y oel Esteron, blasted
the interrogation of Kra: “The Attorney General has thrown
us into a reality that has been known only in other areas.
People ask if there are precedents to this decision. Certainly
there are precedents to this sort of investigation—in the Ro-
maniaof Ceausescu, inthe Soviet Union, therewere certainly
precedents like this. In a democracy, such athing is incon-
ceivable.”

Former Supreme Court President Moshe Landau also
spoke out: “ The police have enough activity under way these
days other than to investigate ajournalist about the leak of a
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Washington is backing Ariel
Sharon. But his attemptsto
preserve hisre-election by
arresting a prosecutor and
hounding journalists who
are exposing large-scale
financial corruption
scandals and investigations,
evoked memories of Nixon's
plumbers—or Ceaucescu’'s
Romania.

document that reached him. | am afraid thiswas a step meant
to silence the press and get it used to working according to
theinstructions of the regime and not independently. Thisis
another wild outcrop in Israeli society that we are witnessto
these days. To my regret many things have gone fundamen-
tally wrong,” Landau said.

Prominent political scientist Y aron Ezrahi told Israeli ra-
dio: “Thisisnot abananarepublic—we are talking about the
symptoms of a police state, which are beginning to trickle
downinto the system under the guise of safeguarding thelaw.
| am not talking about the intentions of the Attorney General
or his staff, but the results. The results are grave in the ex-
treme.”

Ezrahi stressed that Rubinstein’ srequest to have the Shin
Bet domestic intelligence service investigate the leak to the
press was denounced not only by the Supreme Court, but
also by former Shin Bet chief Ami Ayalon, who called such
amove an attempt to politicize his service. “Israel isanation
with a very thin democracy,” Ezrahi warned, “with a very
backward and damaged layer of democratic norms, with
large segments of the public who come from non-democratic
nations. Therefore, the danger is very much greater here.”
He warned that the apathy of the Israel public to this danger
risksacollapse of the entire democratic system before people
wake up to the dangers. “That is why the press fulfills a
critical function today, throwing light on the acts and deci-
sions that in fact threaten the rule of democracy in Isragl.
... No information is more vital to the public, than the
possibility that the next Prime Minister of Israel would be
forced to resign or be paralyzed due to a criminal investiga-
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tion after the elections.”

Yedioth Ahronoth reporter Moshe Ronen also warned,
“In the past there have been many attempts to restrict the
flow of information. It's clear that in the near term, sources
inthe police, army, prosecution, and other government agen-
cies will be hesitant, waiting to see what happens to this
prosecutor [Glatt-Berkovich], whether she’s brought to trial
or not.” Expressing the hope that the truth will continue
to be reveded, he said, “People of conscience, who have
information and know of efforts to whitewash investigations
or concea information of importance to the public, will
always be found.”

Shades of John Mitchell

A former senior statebroadcasting official added, “ Where
Rubinsteinisconcerned, therespect for immunity isover. . . .
What spooked the Justice Ministry, such that it had to issuea
statement at 2 o’clock in the morning, to state that they’d
discovered the source of the leak? Had they seized bin
Laden?’

Washington has remained silent as Sharon tramples all
legal normsinhisbidtoretain power. Usinganation’ sjudicial
authorities to blatantly intimidate the free press and other,
non-compliant judicial authorities, has always been defined
asone of thefirst stepsin the collapse of ademocracy. What
could motivate Rubinstein to become a John Mitchell? (The
original Mitchell served several yearsinaU.S. Federal prison
for debasing his office.)

Sharon iswithout doubt being given the strongest encour-
agement by the war party in Washington, who are in a full
mobilization to get the United States into anew Middle East
war. He is also receiving the backing of the so-called Mega
Group of billionaires who exercise tremendous influence in
bothWashingtonand|srael. EIRrevealedlast week, and again
in this issue, that Mega Group members Michael Steinhardt
and Marc Richwereonly recently in | srael meeting top politi-
cal layers. Steinhardt is the major financial backer of Sen.
Joseph Lieberman (D-Conn.), who leads the pro-lragq war
faction in the Democratic Party.

Steinhardt admitted to aWashington-based journalist that
he was in Israel promoting the idea of a new national unity
government between Likud and Labor, which is the only
meansof preserving Sharon and hiswar policy. Mitzna, how-
ever, is not playing along: He has roundly denounced the
“national unity” policy as being suicidal for Israel. We also
document how Steinhardt and Rich havebeen conspiringwith
elementswithintheL abor Party to undermineMitzna sdeter-
mination to follow peace trail blazed by the martyred Prime
Minister Yitzhak Rabin.

First Indictmentsin Cash-for-Votes

Although the Likud candidates are dlated to win the el ec-
tion, some of the winners may go from their Knesset (parlia-
ment) seatsto prison cells. Theinvestigation into the massive
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illegalitiesin the Likud's Central Committee and its election
of the Likud Knesset candidates, has begun to yield criminal
indictments. Inthe“ cashfor votes’ investigation, threelower-
level Likudniks were arrested on various charges, including
soliciting money from potential candidatesin return for Cen-
tral Committee members' votes to position them high on the
date. Those indicted were Haim Naim, of the Likud Central
Committee; Y aacov Baranes, deputy chairman of theNetanya
Religious Council; and Rivka Cohen, the head of the neigh-
borhood committee of Kfar Shalem, in Tel Aviv.

Naimisaccused of asking candidate AkivaNof for money
in return for 45 votes. Baranes is accused of approaching
candidate Nahman Shechter, who vied for aseat against Ariel
Sharon’ s son Omri, demanding payment in the form of office
expensesfor alocal campaign hewasrunning, inreturnfor his
support along with 30-40 other Central Committee members.
Shechter refused to pay; it isnot known whether Omri Sharon
paid. Cohen is accused of impersonating another Central
Committee member when she made a phone call to request
payments from candidate Gideon Saar. Saar had apparently
promised the Central Committee member cash in return for
votes. Although Saar is not accused of anything yet, it is
important to notethat heis Sharon’ sformer Cabinet secretary.
Moreindictments are expected, including that of former dep-
uty infrastructure minister Naomi Blumenthal, number 12 on
the Likud's Knesset list.

However, more damaging is the investigation into how
the top Israeli mafia bosses became Likud Central Commit-
tee members, and their role in electing the list of the party’s
Knesset candidates. This part of the investigation involves
Omri Sharon, who organized the Likud recruitment drive
which brought Israel’s top mafia bosses onto the Central
Committee.

Meanwhile the investigation into the illegal $1.5 million
loan, whichisat the center of Sharon’smad cover-up, contin-
ues. Inthelatest devel opment, the Anglo-South African busi-
nessman Cyril Kern, who made the loan, has released to the
pressan affidavit hewrote for the South African government.
Sounding as if it were written by Sharon’s spin-doctors, the
affidavit claimsthat Kern gave the loan to Sharon’s son, Gi-
lad—who he claims refers to him as “uncle Cyril”—for the
latter’ s personal needs. Kern then denounces the Labor Party
for using him “in an undemocratic attempt to influence the
Israeli elections.”

Mysteriously, Kern’s affidavit did not say whether the
money he lent, which isthe subject of the criminal investiga-
tion, was his; he does say that it was sent from “a foreign
trust.” EIR sinvestigation revealed that Kern left Great Brit-
ain asabankrupt after two of hisbusinesseswent into receiv-
ership.

If Sharon does win the elections on Jan. 28, there is a
question whether these criminal investigations, the most seri-
ousinlsrael’ shistory, will be carried through; or, will Sharon
turn Israel into aparody of Ceausescu’s Romania?

International 37



