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Carter Peace Effort  
Breaks Mideast Taboos
by Dean Andromidas

Former President Jimmy Carter’s nine-day tour of the Middle 
East  is one of  the most  important peace missions since  the 
catastrophic Bush Administration took office. Beginning on 
April 13, Carter held meetings with leaders of all the relevant 
players in a much needed effort to shift the region from its cur-
rent vector of war to that of peace and cooperation. Most no-
tably, Carter met with representatives of both Hamas and Syr-
ia, whose involvement is essential for peace between Israel 
and  its  neighbors,  and  with  the  broader  region. These  two 
meetings alone have broken the Bush Administration’s taboo 
against recognizing Hamas, and could lead to new initiatives 
from other major powers.

Carter’s trip followed a “war tour” of the region by Vice 
President Dick Cheney, who reportedly did his “war dance” in 
every capital he visited, demanding cooperation in an attack 
against Iran, and against Syria, which he hopes to accomplish 
before his Administration leaves office.

According  to  Middle  East  sources,  President  Hosni 
Mubarak of Egypt, King Abdullah of Saudi Arabia, and King 
Abdullah  II  of  Jordan  gave  Carter  a  very  warm  welcome, 
sending a message to Washington and to the Arab world, that 
an American policy—contrary to that of the Bush Administra-
tion—is desired and will be supported. In addition, the Carter 
trip  had  the  support  of  the  group  known  as  “The  Elders,” 
which includes former South African President Nelson Man-
dela and former United Nations Secretary General Kofi An-
nan, among others. One source commented that the trip was 
an  important  step  in  repairing  the damage  from “the worst 
Arab-U.S. relations in history,” as a result of seven years of 
the Bush Administration.

 Although President Carter has dedicated his  life,  since 
leaving the White House, to serve the cause of peace and hu-
man rights, make no mistake: He is not a peace activist. He is 
a peace maker, who rolls up his sleeves, puts himself forward 
as a mediator, and brings warring sides together in an effort to 
resolve the causes of conflict to the mutual benefit of the par-
ties concerned.

A man of patience, and a good listener with a thick skin, 
Carter comes well qualified for the task. But the secret to his 
success  is  that  he  represents  what  Lyndon  LaRouche  has 
called the “institution of the Presidency of the United States,” 
which is not to be confused with the current occupant of the 
White House. This has enabled Carter to bring together, as no 
other mediator could, two warring parties, as he did in 1979, 

Empire, as well as the German Reich, that provoked World 
War I.

Another  sophistical  argument  is  that  Europe  must  be 
pumped up to confront U.S. unilateralism, that what we now 
need is a “multipolar” world.

Multipolar  indeed—if  that means a United States  in an 
imperial mode, alongside an imperial Europe, and a British 
Empire  retooled as an expanded Commonwealth;  the  three 
being used as a battering ram against the aspirations of Rus-
sia, China, and India to become world powers. This then is the 
very stuff of which the first world war of the 21st Century will 
be made.

If Europe is to be strong, then let her be so as de Gaulle 
understood it: Europe of the Fatherlands, of sovereign repub-
lics, that work together on a bilateral and multilateral basis 
and engage positively with the rest of the world. Whereas the 
EU dictatorship, now moving to do away with democracy by 
pulling the wool over our citizens’ eyes, will no longer have 
to waste  time playing hypocritical  little  games of  “human 
rights” and democracy” to the world, that are a mere pretext 
to  launch preventive wars  in  the guise of  “conflict  resolu-
tion.”

Still Time To Debate!
But the die is not yet cast.
There are organizations on the move in 30 European cities, 

demonstrating against the EU Treaty in response to an appeal 
launched by Etienne Chouard, who led the fight against the 
Treaty during the French referendum in 2005. Every Wednes-
day, these demonstrations take place, drawing passers-by into 
precisely the debate that Parliament and the mass media have 
attempted to choke off.

On  the  legal  front,  initiatives are now afoot  to stop  the 
Treaty in its tracks. In the Czech Republic, a majority in the 
Senate  has  postponed  all  decision  until  the  Constitutional 
Court has examined the legitimacy of the procedure and the 
Treaty’s contents.

Similar efforts are under way in Austria, France, Germany, 
Italy, Denmark, and Great Britain. A referendum is to be held 
on  June 12  in  Ireland, preceded by a huge mobilization of 
Irish farmers, whose interests have been sold down the river 
by the EU bureaucracy during the World Trade Organization 
negotiations, despite looming famine worldwide.

There is still time in Germany to force a debate onto the 
table, as the Senate will vote only in late May. The opportu-
nity will arise throughout the year to decide on a structure for 
Europe that actually corresponds to the citizenry’s aspiration 
to democracy and freedom. One should never forget that this 
very year will see an incredible intensification of the world-
wide financial crisis, that will make the best-laid plans of our 
“think inside the box” politicians into a stack of crumbling 
paper.

The time to debate the upholding of our freedom and our 
republican principles in Europe, is now!
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when he mediated the peace between Israel and Egypt. Al-
though the pros and cons of that agreement are under debate 
to  this day,  the fact  is  that,  for  the  three decades since  that 
peace, not one shot has been fired between those two nations, 
which had gone to war no fewer than four times in the previ-
ous three decades.

Carter’s  Middle  East  “Study  Mission”  was  a  carefully 
thought-out diplomatic effort, which presented a course of ac-
tion  that  the current and next occupier of  the White House 
should follow to achieve peace in the region. The mission is 
already bearing fruit. Carter conducted the mission in much 
the same way that LaRouche has advised, including using the 
tremendous  prestige  of  a  former  President  of  the  United 
States,  to bring  together conflicting parties while  involving 
other relevant regional forces.

Thus, Carter very clearly acted on the idea that establish-
ing  a  Syrian-Israeli  peace  process,  backed  by  the  United 
States, is key to shift the current dynamic of war. At the same 
time, Carter sought out the advice and cooperation of other 
key  regional  powers,  including  Egypt,  Jordan,  and  Saudi 
Arabia.

Breaking the Hamas Taboo
Carter’s meetings with Hamas leaders, including Khalid 

Meshal, who lives in exile in Damascus, broke the taboo en-

forced by the Bush Administration, which has left the group 
boycotted by the United States, Europe, and Israel. It  is al-
ready  hoped  that  a  ceasefire  between  Hamas  and  Israel  in 
Gaza could be finally concluded, in addition to a rapproche-
ment  between  Hamas  and  Palestinian  President  Mahmoud 
Abbas’s Fatah faction of the Palestine Liberation Organiza-
tion. Carter also met with Abbas (Abu Mazen).

Carter was widely considered to have been snubbed by 
the Israeli leadership, because he was unable to meet Prime 
Minister Ehud Olmert, Defense Minister Ehud Barak, or For-
eign Minister Tzipi Livni, and even the Israeli press, citing 

LaRouche Congratulates 
President Carter

Lyndon LaRouche offered his congratulations April 23 
to former President Jimmy Carter, for his just-completed 
peace mission to the Middle East, in which he met with 
top officials of Hamas, and attempted to mediate a pris-
oner release agreement between the Palestinian organi-
zation and Israel.

Carter’s courageous efforts to revive the peace pro-
cess are to be commended, LaRouche said, noting that 
the  Bush  Administration,  under  British  prodding,  is 
pushing for a new regional confrontation. Some Bush 
Administration  officials,  led  by  Vice  President  Dick 
Cheney,  are  attempting  to  create  the  conditions,  in 
which  they  can  induce  a  mentally  fragile  President 
George  W.  Bush  to  authorize  a  bombing  campaign 
against Iran.

Under those specially ominous circumstances, La-
Rouche concluded, former President Carter’s actions, 
breaking the taboo against speaking with Hamas lead-
ers, have opened up new avenues for war-avoidance. 
And  any  such  actions  are  sorely  welcome,  with  the 
world on the brink of British-manipulated global war.

Carter’s harsh criticism of the Bush Administration, 
for sabotaging prospects for a peace treaty between Is-
rael and Syria, echoed LaRouche’s own well-known as-
sessments. LaRouche has urged  that  Israel  and Syria 
reach a comprehensive agreement, as an important first 
step to an overall regional peace settlement. On two oc-
casions,  in  1994  and  2000,  Israel  and  Syria  almost 
reached a final peace deal, involving the return of the 
Golan Heights to Syria. Both Israeli and Syrian officials 
have publicly acknowledged, in recent months, that the 
details of a peace accord between the two countries is 
“98% completed.”

The Carter Center

Jimmy Carter brought to bear the enormous prestige of a former 
President of the United States, to talk with conflicting parties in the 
Mideast—those who will have to make peace with one another, if 
peace is to be achieved at all. He met top Syrian and Palestinian 
leaders, as well as Israeli President Shimon Peres.
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unnamed government sources, pointed to pressure from the 
Bush Administration and from right-wing American Jewish 
organizations. Nonetheless, Carter met with Israeli President 
Shimon Peres and Deputy Prime Minister Eli Yishai. With the 
latter,  who  is  the  leader  of  the  religious-based  Shas  party, 
Carter attempted to help mediate a prisoner exchange between 
Israel and the Palestinians, to secure the release of Gilad Sha-
lit, an Israeli soldier captured by Hamas in 2006. Carter met 
with Shalit’s parents, and secured from Hamas the promise 
that a letter from Shalit would be delivered to his parents, via 
the Carter Center in Ramallah on the West Bank.

Although the media has chosen to play up Carter’s meet-
ings with Hamas leaders, a central focus of his mission was 
Syria, where he held discussions with President Bashar Assad. 
Carter said he was impressed by Assad’s “eagerness” to con-
clude a peace agreement with Israel, mediated by the United 
States. In a speech summing up his tour, given before the Is-
raeli Council  on Foreign Relations on April  21, Carter de-

clared  that peace  in  the Middle East must be “comprehen-
sive,”  and  he  highlighted  the  importance  of  Syria  in  this 
process.

“Syria has influence over four of the conflicts that we have 
been discussing,” Carter said: “Syria-Israel, Israel-Palestine, 
intra-Palestine,  and  Lebanon.  A  successful  negotiation  on 
each will have positive effects on the other, and conversely, 
failure  to  reach agreement on one would make  it harder  to 
solve problems tomorrow. If there is an agreement between 
Israel  and  Palestine,  and  reconciliation  between  Fatah  and 
Hamas,  then  there  is  no  longer  any  need  for  Syria  to  help 
Hamas; and if there is a consensus on Lebanon, there is no 
need to support Hezbollah. And finally, if the United States 
decides to support negotiation with Israel, then U.S. concerns 
with Syria’s performance will be addressed.”

Carter  added  that  the United States has  the key  role  to 
play. “The United States has three options. It can oppose such 
talks, and that will make it impossible to achieve peace. It can 
play a neutral role, but that won’t be enough. Finally, the Unit-
ed States could play a positive role, as proposed by the Syrian 
government, and we hope it does. . . .” Carter left no doubt that 
a U.S. rapprochement with Syria was the key to peace in the 
entire region.

Dialogue Between Assad and Olmert
Carter’s tour sparked what has been called a “press dia-

logue”  between Assad  and  Olmert,  which  the  Israeli  daily 
Ha’aretz characterized as a sort of overture for possibly open-
ing up peace talks.

On April 19, in the Prime Minister’s traditional Passover 
holiday interview in the mass-circulation daily Yediot Ahro-
not, Olmert  spoke about  the  chances  for peace with Syria: 
“All I can say is that I am very interested in a peace process 
with Syria. I’ve been acting on this issue and I hope that my 
efforts mature into something meaningful. I can assure you 
that on matters  concerning  Israel  and  the Syrians,  they are 
well aware of what I want from them, and I know very well 
what they want from us.”

When pressed further, Olmert replied: “I will only say one 
thing, and I am serious and mean what I say: There is room for 
a process which will lead to an agreement between Israel and 
Syria. The Syrians know I want this. They know what my ex-
pectations  are,  and  I  think  I  know  what  their  expectations 
are.”

When asked about allegations of Syrian acquisition of nu-
clear technology, Olmert said: “There are things I won’t ad-
dress. I will only say this: As far as I know, Israel’s citizens are 
not threatened by Syrian nukes.”

On the next day, April 20, speaking at a Ba’ath Party Cen-
tral Committee meeting, Assad confirmed that Syria and Is-
rael had exchanged messages through a third party in the re-
cent  period.  SANA,  Syria’s  official  news  agency,  quoted 
Assad: “There are efforts exerted in this direction.” While not 
disclosing  the  content, Assad  said  that  Israel  “knows  well 

Carter to Rice: Your 
Statement ‘Is Not True’

No sooner had former President Jimmy Carter com-
pleted his ground-breaking tour of the Middle East 
(April 13-21), than Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice 
stated that she had told Carter not to meet with the Syr-
ians or Hamas. In response, Carter released the follow-
ing statement, which appeared April 23 on the website 
of the Carter Center:

President Carter has the greatest respect for Secre-
tary of State Condoleezza Rice and believes her to be a 
truthful person. However, perhaps inadvertently, she is 
continuing to make a statement that is not true. No one 
in the State Department or any other department of the 
U.S. government ever asked him to refrain from his re-
cent visit to the Middle East or even suggested that he 
not  meet  with  Syrian  President  Assad  or  leaders  of 
Hamas.

Before leaving on the extended visit to monitor an 
election in Nepal and then to visit Israel, the West Bank, 
Egypt, Syria, Saudi Arabia, and Jordan, President Cart-
er placed a telephone call to Ms. Rice to describe his 
itinerary and  to  inform her of his  intended conversa-
tions. She was in Europe and her deputy returned his 
call. They had a very pleasant discussion for about fif-
teen minutes, during which he never made any of the 
negative or cautionary comments described above. He 
[Carter] never talked to anyone else.
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what is accepted and not accepted by Syria. Syria rejects se-
cret  direct  talks  or  contacts  with  Israel. . . . Anything  Syria 
does in this regard will be announced to the public.”

Two days later, it was reported that the “third party” Assad 
had referred to was Turkish Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Er-
dogan, who had delivered a message to Assad from Olmert, 
declaring  that  Israel  was  prepared  to  turn  over  the  Golan 
Heights to Syria, in return for peace. (Israel captured the Go-
lan Heights during the 1967 War.) Assad confirmed this report 
one day later.

On April 24, commentators  in both Israel and Syria re-
ferred  to  these  exchanges,  especially  in  the  context  of  the 
Carter visit,  as  reflecting  the  strongest desire by  Israel  and 
Syria to enter peace negotiations, since President Bush came 
into  office. The  London-based Arabic  daily  Al-Hayat  pub-
lished a commentary on April 23 by Dr. Fawzi Shoeibi, who 
heads the Data and Strategic Studies Center in Syria and who 
is close to Assad. Under the title “The time has come to break 
through the Syrian-Israeli channel,” Shoeibi cited the press 
dialogue reported above as going a long way to fulfill the three 
conditions for peace talks, which Assad laid out in a speech 
given in July 2007. These include an official, public statement 
by Israel that it wants peace with Syria; the return of the entire 
Golan Heights to Syria; and talks not simply over the return of 
territory, but over arrangements for peace and security. (The 
full statement follows this article.)

Shoeibi noted Olmert’s declaration that Syria is not a nu-
clear risk for Israel, nullifying previous statements, and even 
constituting an Israeli apology for the bombing of a target in 
Syria in September 2007. These developments demonstrated, 
he said, that “it is clear analytically that the Syrian track has 
become a regional and international choice.”

On the same day that the Shoeibi article was excerpted in 
Ha’aretz, the daily reported that its own Turkish sources not 
only confirmed their role as mediators, but said that their ef-
forts have reached “a level of ripeness unmatched in the past.” 
A lead editorial in Ha’aretz, titled “The time is ripe for nego-
tiations  with  Syria,”  references  the  Shoeibi  article,  writing 
that now that the Bush Administration is on its way out, it and 
all the Presidential candidates, including John McCain, Hill-
ary  Clinton,  and  Barack  Obama,  would  support  an  Israel-
 Syria peace agreement as key for the region. Ha’aretz con-
cluded  that  it  is  time  for  Israel  to  open  talks:  “Nothing 
contributes to Israel’s security more than a peace accord,” and 
such an accord “is endorsed not only by bleeding hearts, but 
by distinctly security-minded figures. . . .”

In an attempt to sabotage this process, the Cheney-Bush 
Administration had  the CIA present  testimony  in Congress 
claiming to prove that the site bombed by Israel in Syria was 
a nuclear facility, being built with the cooperation of North 
Korea. Ha’aretz  reported  that  Israeli officials explicitly did 
not want these hearings to be held, and “expressed concerns” 
that the hearings could “re-ignite tensions between Jerusalem 
and Damascus.”

Guest Commentary

It’s Time To Launch 
An Israel-Syria Track
by Dr. Imad Fawzi Shueibi

This commentary by the general director of the Data and 
Strategic Studies Centre in Damascus, Syria, appeared in 
the London-based Arab daily Al Hayat, on April 23, under 
the headline “It’s Time for the Israeli-Syrian Track To Be 
Launched.” The translation from Arabic was provided by 
the Centre’s website; subheads have been added.

On July 19 2007, the President of Syria, Bashar Al-Assad, 
presented a set of conditions for the resuming of negotia-
tions on the Syrian-Israeli track, and they were as follows:

First,  Israeli  officials  are  required  to make an official 
and  clear  and  unequivocal  declaration  of  their  desire  to 
achieve peace. Otherwise, if they keep saying we will not 
negotiate with Syria, while sending us secret messages, that 
will be unacceptable. Let it be a clear and serious declara-
tion.

Secondly, presenting guarantees [by the Israelis] for re-
turning all the lands, because Syria cannot enter into nego-
tiations with Israel, about whose content it has no knowl-
edge. The reason is that the experience with it [Israel] has 
made  Syria  skeptical,  and  it  is  an  experience  which  has 
damaged the confidence and trust which was already non-
existent before the peace process.

Thirdly,  there must be guarantees,  so  that  the Syrians 
would  be  sure  that  the  negotiations  would  not  be  about 
whether  the  land  would  be  returned  or  not,  because  the 
whole land will be returned anyway, but would be about the 
security arrangements and the nature of peaceful relations, 
as was the case during [former Israeli Prime Minister Yit-
zhak] Rabin’s time in the 1990s.

If  we  observe  the  latest  statements  by  Israeli  Prime 
Minister Ehud Olmert, we notice that there a clear response 
in principle to the first condition which was presented by 
President Al-Assad, i.e., a clear declaration of the desire to 
achieve peace. In addition to this, the statement by Olmert 
that Syria does not represent a nuclear threat to Israel can 
be considered as an abolishment of previous accusations, 
and an apology, from the enemy’s position, for the viola-
tion  of  Syrian  territories  which  took  place  in  September 
2007.

Note also that the repeated references to returning the 
Golan give  the  impression  that  Israel  has given  the  third 
party—at least, a party in whom President Al-Assad had put 


