














American Officials on Status of PLO

Ambassador Atherton and Undersec-
retary Saunders were called to the Senate
Foreign Relations Subcommittee on the
Near East and South Asian Affairs on June
22nd in order to answer questions regarding
United States policy in the Middle East:
Members attending the hearings were:
Senator Richard Stone, a Democrat from
Florida and Chairman of the Subcommittee,
Senators Jacob Javits, Republican from
New York, Clifford Case, Republican from
New Jersey, and Paul Sarbanes, Democrat
from Maryland. The questions to the two
Administration officials centered around
United States policy towards the
Palestinians and the PLO.

The hearings were opened by the
Chairman, Senator Stone, who read an
article published in the Christian
Science Monitor of June 28 quoting Yassir
Arafat as saying that he would agree to
superpower guarantees. Chairman Arafat
said: “No doubt | need these guarantees.
The Israelis can do without them.” The
question raised however, was “what is the
United States Government position on an
independent Palestinian State in the West
Bank and Gaza?” The answer was that the
United States Government still would
prefer a “Palestinian entity” tied to Jordan
rather than an independent Palestinian
State.

The Administration officials’ views
regarding Jerusalem are that the city should
remain united rather than divided as it was
before 1967. If there is to be an Arab role in
Jerusalem, the Administration has not yet
defined it, although the future of the city
should be negotiated between the parties. In
reply to a question whether the United
States was pushing for a PLO-dominated
Palestinian State, the answer was: “We are
not pushing for the creation of a PLO-
dominated Palestinian State.”

The questions became a little tougher
when the Senators thought Mr. Saunders
and Mr. Atherton were avoiding responding
to whether the United States still based its
position on the three options suggested by
President Carter in earlier comments, i.e.,
an entity affiliated with Jordan with
Jordanian citizenship accorded to
Palestinians in that entity, or, citizenship
status in Israel, or, a continuation of the
status quo in some way or another.

Senator Sarbanes, who is the new star in
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the Zionist skies, then asked Mr. Saunders

to issue a strong statement on the part of the.

United States Government reflecting “our”
disappointment in the Arafat position. Mr.
Saunders replied that he in fact had made
that statement. Senator Sarbanes then
loudly interjected: “That’s not good enough!
I'd like you to state that an Arab position is
not helpful to the process, not forthcoming,
not making a contribution.” Mr. Saunders
then responded by saying that he had also
responded to that particular question
before a House Subcommittee, then stating
that the “position of the PLO does not make
it an acceptable partner in the negotiations”.
Mr. Saunders was referring to the PLO’s
position concerning the acceptance of
United Nations Resolution 242 of 1967
which has been promoted by the United
States as a basis for a settlement in the
Middle East.

Senator Sarbanes of Maryland was first
elected to the United States Senate in 1976.
According to his office in Washington, he
has been a strong supporter of “the Israeli
Lobby” and the “Israeli Nation” as well. A
spokeswoman in the office, who refused to
be identified, said that the Senator had
voted for the Administration proposal of the
package jet sale to the Middle East. After
checking, it was learned that the Senator

had in fact voted against the package sale
because of Israeli opposition to it. Sarbane’s
outright support of Israel, however, is
interpreted to have a link to the
Administration proposal to lift the arms
embargo against Turkey. Political analysts
suggest that the Senator, who is of Greek
extraction, hopes to have the support of the
pro-Israeli Lobby against lifting the embargo
against Turkey. Greece, of course, is trying
hard to mobilize a winning majority of
supporters on the Hill which will defeat the
Administration proposal.

The position of the Carter Administration
concerning the PLO was very thoroughly
reviewed by Ambassador Atherton in
response to questioning by the Chairman of
the Subcommittee, Senator Stone. The
questions went as follows: Is the PLO
considered to be a “terrorist organization”
by the United States? Mr. Atherton replied
that “there are no ways in which we have
been called upon to describe the PLO in this
kind of term.” Such terms as “terrorist” and
“terrorism”, said Atherton, are not found in
the Immigration and Nationality Act. Since
1974 that law has been the basis upon which
known members of the PLO were barred
from the United States. Allowing such
members to enter the country, however, .
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The struggle in Africa and the Middle
East against traditional colonialism, settler
colonialism, imperialism and indigenous
reaction has common historical roots.
Liberation movements in tema mediq,
seeking social justice, freedom and self-
determination, have, especially in recent
years, come to realize the commonality in

In the Night S

In the brown marshes,

the storms remember

the dark waters and the dry grass
that they could not tame.

And in the outback,

in the back of beyond,

in placeless places,

freedom fighters from

the people of Zimbabwe

talk to each other.

Their whispers are the only sound,
in the comfort of darkness,

in the night sky of Zimbabwe.
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Soon in the valley,

children will visit the colonial cow,
dying of fever

and the terminal disease

known as the mission culturel

and apartheid.

And in the backyard of African homes,
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their struggle as being the same battle,
against the same enemy, for the same
cause. There is no case in which this is more
true than in the struggle in Zimbabwe and
Palestine where ZAPU and ZANU of the
Patriotic Front in the former, and the PLO
in the latter, have waged a fierce struggle
against settler colonialism and apartheid. It
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settler colonialism

will lie in winter puddles

like cigarette butts in the rain.
Everyday the blood of memory

and the passion of dreams

are delivered by the midwife of revolution.
From now on children will rise,

like birds,

from the womb of Africa,

and fly down the dirt tracks,

along the lakes,

where the water no longer trembles.
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Elsewhere in the Third World,

where they have emptied out our
pockets of our names and our humanity,
and left us a collection of shrivelled up
memories

and the pungence of nameless pain. . .
elsewhere in the Third World,
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is not surprising, then, that poets of both
peoples should express this political,
historical bond in their poetic idiom. The
following is a poem by the Palestinian writer
and poet, Fawaz Turki, recited recently at
the Solidarity Conference for Palestine and
Zimbabwe in Atlanta, Georgia.
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ky of Zimbabwe

there are freedom fighters

lying in marshes

and bushes and valleys and hills,

singing a chorus of revolutionary fury

at the cruel finger

of ten centuries of oppression. . .
elsewhere in the Third World

the whispers of freedom fighters

are reaching out for tough argument,

and midwives are delivering babies,

who will continue to rise like birds,

who will be satisfied with the ravenousness
of vision,

like lovers in foreplay,

touching the flesh of dreams of liberation,
in Zimbabwe and the whole of Africa,

in the West Bank and the whole of Palestine.
Elsewhere in the Third World,
oppressors will disintegrate,

breathing asthmatically,

at the stubborn pull

of our angry gods.









