
October 26, 2007  EIR International  35

that has such evidence has an obligation to present it to the 
Agency. “The IAEA has no information about any undeclared 
nuclear facility in Syria and no information about recent re-
ports. We would obviously investigate any relevant informa-
tion coming our way. The IAEA secretariat expects any coun-
try having information about nuclear-related activities in 
another country to provide that information to the IAEA.”

The IAEA is still waiting for that information.
Cheney is also moving to undermine Rice’s feeble attempt 

to convene the Middle East peace conference in Annapolis, 
Maryland, provisionally set for some time in November. No 
sooner did Rice complete a tour of the region, where she met 
Olmert, Palestinian President Abu Mazen (Mahmoud Abbas), 
Egyptian President Hosni Mubarak, and Jordanian King 
Abdullah III, than the White House announced that National 
Security Advisor Stephen Hadley, and his deputy for the Mid-
dle East, Elliott Abrams, will soon travel to Israel and the Pal-
estinian National Authority. Abrams is Cheney’s number-one 
ally, and represents Cheney’s hardline position on the Nation-
al Security Council and the White House staff. His arrival will 
signal to the region an attempt to undo everything Rice tried 
to do.

This fact will not go unnoticed in Israel, where, even be-
fore the White House announcement, Akiva Eldar wrote in a 
commentary in Ha’aretz Oct. 16: “Elliott Abrams, who is in 
charge of the National Security Council’s Middle Eastern Af-
fairs, holds that negotiations with the Palestinians on a final 
status solution is an idiotic idea. Members of the other camp, 
headed by Rice, believe the time has come to renew the peace 
process, but they have no idea how to go about this. . . .”

Given the role of Cheney, both the Israeli and Palestinian 
peace camps see the proposed conference as a disaster waiting 
to happen. Yossi Beilin, chairman of the Israeli Meretz-Yahad 
party, was in Washington to hold meetings with U.S. Under-
secretary of State for Political Affairs Nick Burns and Deputy 
National Security Advisor Jim Jeffrey. Ynet quoted Beilin as 
saying that the Americans were “creating a situation wherein 
failure in Annapolis may lead to disaster. It would have been 
possible for bilateral talks between Prime Minister Ehud Ol-
mert and Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas to continue. 
If, after seven years of no negotiations at all, this summit fails, 
it could truly bring about catastrophe.” Failure, Beilin told 
Ynet, would also spell the end of Abbas’s rule and “give an 
unbelievable boost to Hamas’s strength.”

The only way to save the conference, Beilin told Ynet, 
was for both sides to achieve something significant. “My mes-
sage is that we did not ask for the Annapolis conference, but if 
you wanted it, then it is your [America’s] responsibility. It is 
up to you, along with Israel and the Palestinians of course, to 
prevent Annapolis from becoming” a disaster.

In his Sept. 26 call for Syria-Israel peace talks, LaRouche 
said that unlike Rice’s proposed conference, which nobody 
wants anyway, a Syria-Israel deal would “open up the door for 
other things” that would break this “damned stalemate,” and 
open the way for a partnership between Israel, Syria, and oth-
er countries in the region for a “war-proof design for nuclear 
desalination” that will make possible a regional economic 
peace-through-development program.

If Israel is not involved in back-channel talks, it certainly 
should be.

Former Mossad Chief: Iran
Not an Existential Threat

While George W. Bush is raving that a nuclear Iran is a 
threat to the existence of Israel and could lead to World War 
III, former chief of the Israeli Mossad intelligence agency, 
Ephraim Halevy, declared the very opposite.

Speaking at a Lauder Institute conference in Jerusalem 
on Oct. 17, Halevy said: “All the problems Israel had were 
not the result of unidentified threats. Iran must be dealt with 
in two simultaneous ways: They must be pressured through 
the global economy, and they must be given an opportunity 
to talk once they change their ways.”

Declaring that Iran cannot destroy Israel, Halevy stated: 
“We cannot say that the Iranian threat is an existential threat 
on the State of Israel. I believe that the State of Israel cannot 

be eliminated. It cannot be destroyed because of things you 
know and because of things you can imagine.” The latter is 
an obvious reference to the fact that it is Israel that has nu-
clear weapons, and could pose an existential threat to Iran if 
Iran were to try to attack Israel.

As for Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, Ha-
levy said sarcastically: “Had he not existed, we would have 
had to create him. He is doing great things for us.”

Addressing Israel’s activity in the face of the Iranian 
nuclear program,  Halevy stated: “You should assume that 
things have been done and things are being done, and as-
sume that the Jewish mind can create amazing things. Iran 
is a bitter enemy, but this does not mean that it should be an 
enemy forever. The situation in Iran has not been particu-
larly good over the past year. The economic situation is 
worsening, there is a 30% inflation, an official unemploy-
ment of 25%, and in Tehran, the unemployment rate is 50%. 
Those who elected Ahmadinejad President did not elect 
him to develop  nuclear weapons, but rather to serve as a 
successful mayor in Tehran.”


