
May 30, 2008   EIR  International   39

Syrian President Assad had insisted that any talks with Israel 
must be open and direct, a criterion that now appears to be 
met. As LaRouche stressed, the Syria-Israel peace track would 
introduce an element of optimism to a region targetted by the 
British oligarchy for perpetual war.

In both 1994 and 2000, Israel and Syria, with direct U.S. 
support,  came  inches  away  from  a  final  peace  deal,  which 
would have returned the Golan Heights to Syria, in exchange 
for security guarantees to Israel, and joint economic ventures. 
A major point made by LaRouche in promoting a near-term 
Israel-Syria peace deal, was that cooperation on solving the 
water crisis—through nuclear-powered desalination—could 
greatly benefit both countries, and the region as a whole. It is 
significant that President Carter took up this same point in his 
recent tour of the region, as reported by the  French daily Le 
Figaro May 22.

Assad reportedly agreed that Syria would give up its wa-
ter rights to Lake Tiberius, which is at the base of the Golan 
Heights, in return for aid in constructing desalination plants 
on its Mediterranean coast. In addition, Turkey would agree to 
provide Syria access to its own water resources, thus bringing 
Turkey into a wider Middle East peace process, anchored on 
developing new water resources for the region.

Turkey is not only assisting in the peace process, but is do-
ing so in its own strategic interest. The role of the British in 
manipulating  the  region,  since  the  infamous  Sykes-Picot 
agreement of 1915, which divided the Ottoman Empire be-
tween Britain and France, is still very much in the historical 
memory of Turkey. Turkey knows well that, like Syria, it has 
been a constant target of destabilization by British-controlled 
assets, such as the Kurdish Workers Party (PKK), and that it 
will also suffer in any war between Israel and Syria. Reflect-
ing this awareness, especially the fact of the Bush Administra-
tion’s British-controlled policy, a Turkish official is quoted by 
the Israeli daily Ha’aretz May 22, as saying, “We understand 
the American displeasure but we are acting on Turkish inter-
ests rather than American ones.”

Washington  sources  indicate  the  support  for  the  pivotal 
role of Turkey as a mediator by the anti-Cheney faction inside 
the Bush Cabinet, led by Defense Secretary Robert Gates. Ac-
cording to one well-placed Pentagon source, Gates facilitated 
some of Turkey’s recent military operations against the PKK 
in northern Iraq, in return for Turkey’s active role in mediating 
between Damascus and Tel Aviv. There are reports that Qatar, 
which just hosted the successful peace talks on Lebanon, could 
also play a key role in providing financial assistance to Syria, 
as part of a comprehensive peace deal with Israel.

 Until very recently, the Cheney/Elliott Abrams faction in 
the Bush White House has successfully blocked any Syrian-
Israeli peace talks, preferring instead to push for Israeli mili-
tary action against Syria—as during the July 2006 Israeli in-
vasion  of  Lebanon,  when  Abrams,  the  National  Security 
Council Middle East  director, was pressing  Israel  to bomb 
Syria.

Olmert: ‘Best To Talk and Not Shoot’
Although the hope of a breakthrough prior to the depar-

ture  of  the  Bush Administration  is  in  doubt,  there  is  little 
doubt  that  both  Israeli  Prime  Minister  Olmert  and  Syrian 
President Assad have made a  strategic decision  to  reach a 
peace  agreement.  Olmert  told  Ha’aretz  that  “the  contacts 
with Syria are an historic breakthrough. . . . [t]hese exchanges 
have been ongoing for a long time and they have now ma-
tured.” The process “may take a long time and it will involve 
concessions,” Olmert said, but Israel has made this decision 
in its best interests: “After evaluating all the data and receiv-
ing the opinion of the defense establishment, I reached the 
conclusion that the chance [for success] is greater than the 
risk, and with this hope we are today getting on our way. That 
was the same conclusion that [Yitzhak] Rabin, [Benjamin] 
Netanyahu, and Ehud Barak had reached when each in turn 
invested  efforts  in  this  direction  and  were  even  willing  to 
make  painful,  extraordinary  concessions  in  order  to  reach 
peace with Syria.”

“The years that have passed,” Olmert said, “have not im-
proved our security situation along the northern border, which 
is still a source of major concern. . . . Under such conditions it 
is always best to talk and not shoot, and I am happy that the 
two sides have agreed to talk.’

On the same day, Syrian Foreign Minister Walid Moallem 
said  that  Israel  had  committed  itself  to withdrawing  to  the 
June 4, 1967 border. This was not a new development, he said. 
“Already in 1993 the late prime minister Yitzhak Rabin com-
mited to this, and since then all other prime ministers have fol-
lowed.”

LaRouche Cites Turkish 
Role in Diplomacy

Lyndon LaRouche on May 23 underscored the signifi-
cance of the Turkish mediation in the recent Israeli-Syr-
ian talks, citing the late Turkish leader Mustafa Kemal 
Atatürk’s  (1881-1938)  role  in  combatting  the Anglo-
French Sykes-Picot Treaty, which sought  to carve up 
the former Ottoman Empire into French and British co-
lonial spheres of control, in the aftermath of World War 
I. Atatürk countered the Anglo-French machinations by 
negotiating a firm border agreement with Syria. This as-
sertion of the sovereign power of the governments of 
the region set a precedent which is now, once again, be-
ing pursued, to secure a permanent peace between Is-
rael and Syria.


