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Fascist Netanyahu Meets Cheney for
The Next Round of War Planning

by Dean Andromidas

Is history repeating itself after only four months?

Benjamin “Bibi” Netanyahu, chairman of the Israeli Li-
kud party, met in Washington with Vice President Dick
Cheney Sept. 5, and although neither has revealed what tran-
spired between them, there is little doubt that Iran, and prepa-
ration for “another round” against Hezbollah in Lebanon were
high on the agenda. This was not the duo’s first meeting this
year: On June 17, Netanyahu and Cheney, along with Secre-
tary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld, met semi-secretly at an
American Enterprise Institute conference in Beaver Creek,
Colorado (see “Cheney and Netanyahu Conspiring for War?”
EIR June 30, 2006). It was only a few weeks later, that the
brutal Israeli offensive against Lebanon began.

Two days after his latest meeting with Cheney, Netanyahu
addressed a luncheon organized by the Hudson Institute in
New York City, where he promised that “when Prime Minis-
ter”’—only then to laugh and wink as he corrected himself to
“if Prime Minister”—he would ensure that Israel breaks with
the policies of Oslo, and returns to the “Iron Wall” doctrine
of the late Vladimir Jabotinsky, the Zionist fascist leader who
once pleaded with Adolf Hitler to accept him as an ally. Jabot-
insky asserted that Arabs would only accept Israel when they
met the “Iron Wall” of Israeli military might, the New York
Sun reported in its adulatory coverage on Sept. 8. Netanyahu
said that when Israel abandoned that strategy by signing the
Oslo Accords, the Palestinians responded with terrorism, just
as Jabotinsky had warned.

Inameeting with 15 U.S. Senators during his visit, Netan-
yahu lobbied for Cheney’s policy of threatening Iran with
military force if it does not halt its nuclear program. Speaking
at a press conference after the meeting, he told reporters that
the military option against Iran should be “layered into” a
tough set of sanctions. Bibi claimed to see cracks within the
Iranian leadership, and that economic sanctions and the threat
of military force might convince Iran to end its nuclear pro-
gram. He warned that Israel would be the first target of Iran’s
nuclear weapons—but not the last.

According to the New York Sun, athis New York luncheon
Netanyahu assured his audience that President Bush is prepar-
ing to ditch the United Nations to take on Iran alone. “Netan-
yahu told his audience more than once” that not enough atten-
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tion has been paid to President Bush’s statement in his
Tuesday war on terror speech, that “the world’s free nations
will not allow Iran to develop a nuclear weapon.” Not that the
“United Nations won’t allow,” Netanyahu said, but that the
“free nations” of the world won’t allow. “Netanyahu called it
asign that on the Iranian problem, the president was preparing
to stop working through the United Nations and instead work
with whoever would join him,” the Sun reported.

The avowed fascist also praised globalization as a “God-
send” for Israel and “for everyone,” while hallucinating over
the economic growth which he asserted his reforms as Finance
Minister had brought to Israel.

New War on Lebanon

Ever since the implementation of the United Nations-
brokered cease-fire agreement in Lebanon went into effect
last month, Bibi has been talking about preparing for the “next
round” against Hezbollah which could see the war spread to
Syria and Iran. In an interview Aug. 15, with a group of U.S.
right-wing, pro-Israeli web blogs, organized by Rick Rich-
man of Jewish Current News, just hours after the cease-fire
went into effect, Netanyahu clearly stated his strategic inten-
tions.

Bibi called the Lebanon-Israeli war the “first salvo in the
Free World’s battle against Sunni, or rather Shi’ite fundamen-
talism,” in which Iran is determined to develop nuclear weap-
ons in order to build an “Islamic empire . . . and that’s why
President Bush’s commitment to prevent Iran from arming
itself with nuclear weapons is the most important decision of
our time.”

For Bibi, the recent war was only the “first round. More
will come, and we’ll have to prepare,” he threatened. Calling
for a joint U.S.-Israel campaign, he said, “There ought to be
a division of labor. Israel should dismantle the Hezbollah
military machine and destroy the missile arsenal. That has not
yet been achieved, but it will have to be achieved down the
line, and equally, the United States should lead its own, or
an international effort, to disarm Iran of nuclear weapons.”
Admitting that the “first round” was a joint Cheney-Israel
operation, Bibi said, “This was the agenda before this war
began, and it is still the agenda after this war has ended, or
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after this round of this war has ended.”

Make no mistake: The drive for the next war is not coming
from Israel, but from the synarchist financial interests who
stand behind Cheney and Netanyahu, best represented by their
patron, George Pratt Shultz.

Netanyahu also appeared at a seminar at the National Mu-
seum of American Jewish History in Philadelphia, where he
was the guest speaker on terrorism, alongside former CIA
Director James Woolsey, who has been one of the top neo-
cons pushing the military option against Iran. The event was
organized by top U.S. Likudnik and Likud fundraiser Steven
L. Friedman, an old schoolmate of Bibi’s from his early years
in Pennsylvania. Friedman’s role as a bagman between the
Likud party and the synarchist financial interests that support
Netanyahu and the Likud has been detailed in EIR (“A Bigger
Scandal: Illegal U.S. Funding of Sharon’s Likud,” June 23,
2002).

Shortly before Netanyahu’s arrival in Washington, for-
mer Israeli Chief of Staff Moshe Ya’alon returned to Israel
after spending a year at the pro-Israel think-tank, the Wash-
ington Institute for Near East Policy. It is widely believed
Ya’alon intends to join the Likud, where he is expected to be
named Minister of Defense in a new Netanyahu government.
While in Washington, Ya’alon, who sees Iran as posing an
existential threat to Israel, made the circuit of the many neo-
conservative think-tanks. Last March, he spoke on “Confront-
ing Iran,” at the right-wing Hudson Institute.

Giving his endorsement to the military option, Ya’alon
said, “A military option has the potential to significantly
damage the Iranian nuclear project. . . . I believe that Western
air forces—including the U.S. Air Force, the air forces of the
European Union, and the Israeli Air Force—can effectively
execute such a mission.” He concluded his presentation by
quoting Sen. John McCain (R-Ariz.): “There is only one
thing worse than ... a military option, and that is a nu-
clear Iran.”

The Next Israeli Prime Minister?

The disastrous Lebanon war, which left almost 150 Israe-
lis dead, a third of whom were civilians, and cost Israel no less
than $5 billion, has left Israeli Prime Minister Ehud Olmert
fighting for his political life. The shift to the right in the popu-
lation has made Netanyahu the top beneficiary. Netanyahu
has already rejected overtures by associates of Olmertinviting
him to join a national unity government. He has reportedly
told his associates, “I am going to replace Olmert—not save
him.”

This is not just bluster. Omert’s government and his Ka-
dima party could become history in less than two months.
The manifest failures of the war have led to calls for a State
Commission of Inquiry. Just such an inquiry during the 1982
Lebanon war forced Ariel Sharon to resign as Defense Minis-
ter. Olmert could suffer the same fate if a Commission of
Inquiry were formed. Furthermore, State Comptroller Micha
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Lindenstrauss has just completed an investigation alleging
that Olmert, while Trade and Industry Minister in the last
Sharon government, illegally handed out jobs to his political
cronies. Lindenstrauss has already handed over the results
of his probe to State Attorney Menachem Mazuz with the
recommendation that a criminal investigation be opened
against Olmert. Although Mazuz has yet to make a decision
on the case, Lindenstrauss is conducting two additional inves-
tigations of Olmert alleging fraud, bribe-taking, and cor-
ruption.

But the most pressing problem for Olmert will be getting
the 2007 budget passed in the Knesset without collapsing his
coalition. A guns-not-butter budget, it calls for massive cuts in
social programs in order to finance a huge increase in defense
spending. Already, his coalition partners, including the Labor
Party, the Shas Party, and the Pensioners Party, have an-
nounced they will oppose the budget if key social programs
are cut.

Netanyahu is banking on two likely scenarios. The first,
is the fact that Knesset Members themselves would be loath
to hold new elections after only four months, elections that
would mean the end for many of their political careers. The
second, is the crack-up of the recently formed Kadima party,
inwhich asizable faction will run “home” to the Likud. Netan-
yahu believes that at that point, where Likud would become
the largest party, he would be given the mandate to form a
new government. He could then form a fascist government
that would include the Likud, the ethnic Russian Yisrael
Beitenau, led by the fascist Avigdor Lieberman, and other
right-wing parties. It would be a government that would go
to war. It could very well be Israel’s last.

Only a Madrid IT Could Save Israel

The only policy that could save Israel, and possibly Olm-
ert’s own political neck, is a Madrid II peace conference, as
proposed by Meretz Party chairman Yossi Beilin, and en-
dorsed by Lyndon LaRouche. Only such a conference could
resolve all the conflicts in the region, including the Arab-
Israeli conflict, the Iraq War, and the threat of war against
Iran. But, this would have to be preceded by a dramatic shift
in Washington, with the ouster of the synarchist cabal in the
Bush Administration, led by Vice President Cheney.

Olmert has made clear that he will not deviate one inch
from the Bush Administration’s dictates. He has rejected calls
by his own ministers for opening talks with Syria and the
Palestinians. Such calls have already been made by Defense
Minister Amir Peretz, Public Security Minister Avi Dichter,
and Foreign Minister Tzipi Livni, but have been all rejected.

Moreover, Olmert has continued the military offensive
against the Palestinians. While the guns are silent in the north,
following the United Nations cease-fire agreement, Israel
continues to kill Palestinians. Since Israel launched “Opera-
tion Summer Rains” on June 27, over 250 Palestinians have
been killed, mostly non-combatants, including woman and
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children. While the world community mobilized to send
troops to the expanded United Nations force in southern Leba-
non, nothing has been done to stop the killing in the Occupied
Territories. This is all the more dangerous, considering that
the capture of the Israeli soldiers by the Hezbollah last July,
which served as a trigger for the recent war, was, in part, a
reaction to the Israeli offensive in Gaza. On Aug. 28, the
UN World Food Program warned that Gaza was facing an
escalating economic and food crisis, in which no less than
70% of the population is suffering from a severe shortage of
food. This situation has been made far worse by the interna-
tional economic blockade against the Hamas government,
which has made it impossible to pay the Palestinian National
Authority’s 165,000 employees, whose dependents number
almost a million people.

Arab diplomatic sources told EIR that the continued of-
fensive against the Palestinians serves only to undermine any
attempts to promote a peace process such as a Madrid II. The
operations are destabilizing attempts by Palestinian President
Mahmoud Abbas (Abu Mazen) to form a unity government
between Hamas and his own Fatah movement as a means of
breaking the financial blockade against the government. The
Israeli military has targetted both Hamas and Fatah opera-
tives. Furthermore, the week of Aug. 28, an Israeli military
court indicted 15 Hamas Parliamentarians who were illegally
arrested in June.

Linking the continued attacks on the Palestinians to the
Lebanon war, Danny Rubinstein, the leading commentator
for the Israeli daily Ha’aretz, called on Sept. 4 for a state
commission to investigate the occupation. “For all its impor-
tance, and all the shock in Israel over what happened in the
Lebanon war, this war cannot be compared to what has been
happening for almost 40 years in the territories occupied by
Israel during the Six Day War. Such a commission would
probably discover that there is a strong connection between
the wars in Lebanon and what occurred between us and the
Palestinians during those years, and that our control over the
West Bank and Gaza contributed quite a bit to the continuing
deterioration in the north.”

And, there are other sane voices which continue to be
heard within Israel. Former Foreign Minister Shlomo Ben-
Ami, in acommentary appearing in Ha aretz Sept. 7, warned
that only an international peace conference could forestall
the “doomsday” outcome facing the region because of the
belligerent policy toward Iran of the Bush Administration
and its supporters in Israel, combined with Israel’s refusal to
resolve its conflict with the Palestinians. Ben-Ami wrote that
only “an international peace conference, which would renew
the momentum for ending the Israeli-Arab conflict, would
remove the basis for Iran’s belligerency. Neither sanctions
nor even military action can disperse the doomsday cloud
hanging over the region. Only divesting Iran of nuclear arms
as part of a comprehensive Israeli-Arab settlement could do

Lt}

SO.

EIR September 15, 2006

Russian Radio Features
LaRouche, Eurasian
‘Great Projects’

On Aug. 29, the “Looking for the Exit” talk show on radio
Ekho Moskvy (Echo of Moscow) was on the topic “The crisis
of the dollar is a crisis for Russia.” The choice of this topic
for the popular, mainstream station is a sign of the times.
Host Matvei Ganapolsky discussed the world financial crisis
with guests Prof. Yuri Gromyko (director of the Institute for
Advanced Studies), Mikhail Delyagin (director of the Institute
for Problems of Globalization), and economist Mikhail
Khazin, who runs the worldcrisis.ru web site.

Gromyko and Khazin stressed that the dollar crisis is a
crisis of the entire world monetary system. Gromyko intro-
duced other strategic elements, including the international
momentumfor a “New Bretton Woods” monetary conference.
Citing Lyndon LaRouche’s analysis, Gromyko noted the rela-
tionship of “the crisis of the world financial system, to a whole
string of military adventures, which are essentially set in mo-
tion by the neo-cons.” The further collapse of the world fi-
nancial system, Gromyko said, “will inexorably be linked
with a shift to asymmetric warfare.” The development of these
and other points is shown in the translated excerpts, below.

On the Systemic Crisis

Gromyko: “For me the central point is what Mikhail
[Khazin] said. Because the question is not the crisis of the
dollar, but the question of the world monetary and financial
system. And therefore, there is a movement which is being
discussed in all countries. For example, the Italian Parliament
last year formulated a whole movement, ‘Back to Bretton
Woods.” What does that mean? That it’s necessary to return,
at the very least, to what there was in 1944 and until Nixon
introduced floating exchange rates in 1971, uncoupling the
dollar from gold. And there are three parts to the basic ques-
tion: what’s happening in the American economy as a whole,
compared with other economies?; what’s happening with the
dollar as an internal matter of the U.S.A.?; and what’s happen-
ing in the world financial system . . . ?

“Here I share the viewpoint of Lyndon LaRouche, the
quite interesting American economist, in my view, who links
this very real possibility [of a U.S. ‘default’ and total wipe-
out of the dollar’s value] with an array of very serious prob-
lems. But you know what I’d say? The question is really not
posed correctly, . . . because asking what to do [personally]
in the event of a crash of the world financial system is approxi-
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