


editorial——

Iran, Third World Peoples and U.S. Foreign Policy

The dramatic events in Iran have triggered, among other things,
attacks on Iranians in the U.S. by some Americans, threats by the
U.S. government to resurrect the long dead gun-boat diplomacy of
the colonial era, and a not insignificant amount of intemperate
language in the media (much of it racist) about Islam, the Iranian
people and Third World societies. What the dramatic events in
Iran did not trigger, alas, is a lot of soul searching by Americans
about U.S. diplomacy and the role this diplomacy had played in
oppressing peoples, robbing them (through the good offices of
indigenous overlords) of their freedom and imposing on them,
against their will, regimes responsive neither to their aspirations
nor to their national sentiment.

Perhaps Americans should begin by asking themselves why
their government, along with the Shah whom it installed in power
against the will of the Iranian masses, is so fervently hated in Iran.
Americans could then ask if the Iranian people, and their
counterparts in Chile, Nicaragua, Palestine, Uruguay, and
elsewhere in the Third World, are so unworthy of being the only
determining force in their destiny that they need the American
government to decide for them their political and social destiny,
over their heads, by installing dictatorships in their countries.
Americans, above all, could ask themselves if they have the right
to be outraged when these people turn around and revolt against
this oppression and spontaneously express their rage against it in
their own unique way.

There is no question about the brutalities that the Shah inflicted
on the mass of Iranians during his reign of terror—brutalities that
virtually every sector of the Iranian population, at one time or
another, was victim of.

Evidence of the pervasiveness of this brutality was the unity that
the population manifested in their call for the ouster of the Shahin
the early days of the revolution. The spectacle, after all, of three
million demonstrators marching in the streets of one city is an
event that had not been seen in human history.

American policy in Iran—a deliberate, calculated, premeditated
policy devoid of any hint of innocence or misguidedness—began
with the blatant act of the C.I.A.-engineered coup that reinstalled
the Shah in power in 1953. Since then, and during the consistent
support the American government had given to the Shah’s
dictatorship, an adversary relationship was created on the one
hand between the ruler and the ruled in Iranian society, and on the
other between the Iranian masses and the American government.
Not satisfied with having created such an explosively oppressive
condition, the U.S. government then proceeded to equip the
Shah’s army with the most awesome weapons, in the naive
expectation that this will serve U.S. geopolitical interests in the
Middle East and indefinitley repress the Iranian people. It trained,
with the help of Israelis, the Shah’s dreadfully barbaric Savak
secret police, to use the most brutal methods of torture,
repression and murder against innocent Iranians suspected of
the least forms of dissent. It consented to the Shah’s methods of
denying the Iranian people the most elementary rights of freedom.
And it winked at, and probably encouraged, the Shah and his
family, along with their hangers-on, to amass incredible fortunes
by robbing the country of its wealth and well-being.

The U.S. government, unquestionably, had done all that and
more, and the crimes of the Shah of Iran consitute a catalogue of
ruin that his people had had to endure for well over three decades.
Without the support of the U.S. government for the Shah, all of
this long suffering would not have been possible.

The dramatic events in Iran during the month of November,
1979, may be no more than a stark expression of the rage that
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Iranians now feel at the American government for its complicity
and direct involvement in imposing an intolerable historical
experience of devastation and pain on their country.

One may argue, if one wishes, that this or that tactic should or
should not have been adopted by the Iranian government in
handling the siege of the U.S. embassy. But one can not argue that
the Iranians, in their own genuine and spontaneous way, in a
manner consistent with their process of historical transformation,
in a flow of energy long suppressed and brutalized, have expressed
their rage and revulsion at those whom they perceive as having
been responsible for their suffering.

The events in Iran are a symptom—of a 20th century disease
called imperialism.

In the Third World, where hundreds of millions of people had
suffered from it for centuries, imperialism is a concrete reality that
devastatingly affects the everyday lives and everyday concerns of
communities of men and women yearning to be free.

Imperialism has not been just the U.S. government’s
acquiescence in the barbaric savageries of the Shah of Iran. It is
B52’s dropping napalm on Vietnamese villages. It is Anastasio
Somoza robbing and pillaging Nicaragua. It is the Camp David
Accords and military occupation and torture by Israelis against
Palestinians in Palestine. It is concussion bombs dropped by Israel,
supplied by the United States, on Lebanese villages. It is the
incarceration of well over a hundred thousand political prisoners
by Marcos’ regime in the Philippines. It is the terrors of
dictatorships in South Korea and Chile. It is the spectacle of street
peddlers and street people in the capital cities of Third World
countries coexisting with a small, U.S.-supported elite in whose
hands is often encapsulated all the wealth and the power in the
land.

The lesson of Iran, and there are alot of lessons for the Western
world to be learnt inIran, is that the destiny of Third World peoples
can not be manipulated. Not indefinitely.

Note to Our Readers

In the light of the uproar in the American media about the
extradition of the Shah, we would like to remind our readers
of the urgent situation of Ziad Abu Ein, a 19 year old
Palestinian from Ramallah, now in prison in Chicago
(reported in the October issue of Palestine Perspectives). In
December, the Chicago court ruled to uphold the
extradition of Ziad to face trial in an Israeli military court in
the occupied territories. Ziad’s attornies have advised
Palestine Perspectives that this decision is contrary to the
facts and law of the case and that they will file a writ of
habeas corpus to prevent the extradition, which is
scheduled for late December. The case, the attornies note,
is important for American jurisprudence, as it undermines
the right of political asylumin the U.S., aright that should be
accorded to Ziad, as testimony from Rabbi Elmer Berger,
Hebron Mayor Fahd Kawasmeh and ex-State Department
employee Alexandra U. Johnson amply demonstrated
during Ziad’s hearing. However, the U.S. government
directly intervened in the case to influence the judge’s
decision.

For more information about Ziad and his defense,
contact the Ziad Abu Ein Defense Committee, P.O. Box
5421, Chicago, Ill. 60680, or the Palestine Human Rights
Campaign, 1322 18th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.
20036.
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his Democratic challengers for the Jewish
vote in America by promising more help for
[srael. In pursuit of four more years in the
White House, Carter will predictably
increase his support for the Jewish State,
contrary to some prevalent views about
second term candidates. One reason is that
there is more to U.S. support of Israel than
the Jewish vote in America’s presidential
race; any candidate for the presidency must
accept his party’s platform on the issues.
Carter’s record on the Palestinian issue
as President is then clear. He supports
Begin’s definition of autonomy for the West
Bank and Gaza, doesn’t recognize the
Palestinian people’s right for self-
determination, doesn’t recognize the PLO
as the sole, legitimate representative of the
Palestinian people, and of course doesn’t
support the creation of an independent
Palestinian state on land from which Israel
would have to withdraw. In one of his news
conferences, Carter said he believed that a
Palestinian state on the West Bank and
Gaza would not be “helpful” for all in the
area, including the Palestinians. On the
other hand, he has repeated more than
once, the U.S. is committed to Israel’s safety
and security, and its assistance
economically, politically, and militarily.

Edward Kennedy
After several
Senator Kennedy of
declared his intention to

months of hesitation
Massachusetts
seek the

presidency as a candidate from the
Democratic Party, thus challenging the
incumbent president who is from the same

party. Kennedy, a senator since 1962 and
known to belong to the liberal wing of his
party, is on very good terms with the pro-
Israel forces in the United States. The
Jewish community in general, historically
identifies with and votes for the Democratic
Party. Between Carter and Kennedy, the
Jewish vote is more likely to go to Kennedy
than to Carter.

In a live interview on the National
Broadcasting Co. (NBC) program, “Meet
the Press”, dated November 18, 1979,
Kennedy was asked if he agrees with
Carter’s policy in the Middle East, if he
agrees that Israel should not build anymore
settlements on the West Bank and Gaza
and if he supports the creation of a
Palestinian homeland. The Senator’s
answer was clear: he said he “supports the
Camp David accords.” He then accused the
Carter Administration of having a “muddled
and confused” policy towards the PLO. The
series of contacts between PLO and U.S.
officials in Vienna (Sartawi and Ambassador
Wolf), in New York (Terzi and Andrew
Young), and in Algeria (Brzezinski and
Arafat) are the reason for such confusion.
The Senator obviously doesn’t support any
such contact, which implies some sort of
recognition of the PLO.

Asked again if he believes that Israeli
settlements on the West Bank areiillegal, the
official position of the U.S. Government, the

Senator said that he is interested in the
situation in general there. Clearly, he did not
want to come out against Israeli settlements
in the occupied territories, a position
adopted by the extreme majority of world
governments. Senator Kennedy doesn’t
want to alienate the Jewish vote in the
United States, which was a certainty had he
opposed the official Israeli position.
Kennedy went even further, however, than
refusing to call Israeli settlements illegal; he
said also, “I don’t think we can butt on into
internal matters.” The settlements policy of
Israel, then, in still contested territory,
Kennedy sees as an “internal matter.” He is
in fact alleging the West Bank and Gaza as
part of Israel, a position which even Israel
itself has not officially adopted. Recently,
Kennedy was quoted by the media to have
said that the U.S. shouldn’t negotiate with
terrorist groups like the PLO.

On issues relating to the Middle
East, Senator Kennedy’s record is a
verifiable proof of his strong support for
Israel and thus lack of support for the Arab
position. In 1978 the Senator’s voting on
eight issues directly relating to the
Arab-Israeli conflict was eight votes in favor
of Israel, and in 1979 in cases where there
was an Israeli position versus an Arab one,
he voted in Israel’s favor five out of six times.
Between 1973 and 1977, Kennedy voted in
the Senate on the side of the Israeli lobby in
16 out of 18 times on issues relating to the
Arab-Israeli conflict, making him one of
Israel's most loyal Senators.

AAUG. ..
(Continued from page 3)

its mistakes, has created a “set of
institutions and aspirations that cannot be
defeated.”

The aspirations and the determination of
the Palestinian people were well-
represented by Saleh Baransi, a political
prisoner held in Israelijails for ten years until
his recent release. Baransi, speaking “on
behalf of those who face the harsh Zionist
regime,” said that “The PLO is the sole,
legitimate representative of the Palestinian
people everywhere, including those under
occupation since 1948.”

In addition to many other distinguished
speakers, messages to the AAUG
Convention were read from PLO Executive
Committee Chairman Yasser Arafat and
from Mohammed Milhelm, mayor of
Halhoul on the occupied West Bank.
Milhelm, who along with Bassem Shaka,
mayor of Nablus, was denied permission by
the Israeli military authorities to travel to the
U.S. to address the AAUG convention,
described the difficult situation in the West
Bank. “Mayors are being brought to
court,” Milhelm reported, “Bassem Shak’a
is threatened by expulsion.” “The solidarity

of the West Bank,” he added, “is behind him
100%.”

The solidarity of participants at the
AAUG Convention was also behind Shak’a
and the other West Bank mayors as several
hundred people protested on November 10
at the U.S. State Department, demanding
“Freedom for the mayors” and “Hands off
Shak’a.”

Shakaa Case. . .
(Continued from page 5)

i

the soil of Palestine,” rejected the Camp
David accords and the “autonomy” plan

and demanded the release of Bassem
Shakaa.

In addition, Peace Now and other peace
groups have held large demonstrations in
November demanding the immediate
dismantling of Elon Moreh. As the Israeli
economic crisis worsens, some sectors of
the Israeli public have begun to link Begin’s
economic policies, which have cut basic
subsidies for food and other vital
commodities, to his reckless settlement
policy. In a demonstration against the sharp
rise in food prices this November, members
of the Israeli Black Panthers, a group
demanding equality for Oriental Jews,

chanted “Down with food price hikes and
settlements.”

United Nations: 132-1 Support
Shakaa

With the sole exception of Israel, the
United Nations General Assembly voted
132-1 to condemn Israeli treatment of the
Mayor of Nablus. The United States joined
in the condemnation. Amnesty
International, in a November 26 “Urgent
Action” appeal, affirmed that Shakaa was a
“prisoner of conscience”.

Due to international efforts, and
especially to Palestinian unity in the
occupied territories, one ‘“prisoner of
conscience” is now free — only to be
replaced by others.

The Human Rights Committee of the
Ramallah Federation in the U.S. has
organized an appeal demanding that the
charges against Mayors Karim Khalaf and
Ibrahim Tawil be dropped immediately. The
petition has already been signed by Noam
Chomsky, dJesse Jackson, Reverend
Joseph Lowery and others. For more
information or to add your endorsement,
contact Jim Harb, POB 3851, Durham, NC
27702. Tel.: (919) 286-0747.
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Memorandum Presented To The Reverend Jesse Jackson and
His Group on the Occasion of His Visit to Palestine 25/9/1979

For thousands of years before the Israeli
occupation, the Palestinian people were
living in peace and security on their lands.
However, after the British Government
began implementing the Balfour
Declaration which gave the land to a people
who did not own it, a series of tragedies and
catastrophies started befalling our
Palestinian people. Eventually, and at
stages, between 1948 - 1967 all of Palestine
became occupied by the Israelis and our
people became subjected to the most
inhuman, unjust and oppressive treatment.
Homes were demolished, land and property
confiscated; Jewish settlements
surrounded our towns and villages; citizens
were forcibly deported across the borders
and young men and women were
imprisoned and tortured sometimes to their
death; attempts at suppressing our culture
and folklore were continuously being made
and our holy places were desecrated.

All during this period the occupiers were
imposing the policy of “faits accomplis”.
Every new fact they imposed and every new
land they confiscated became a basis for
bargaining. At the same time there were
persistent efforts at exterminating our
people and suppressing their national
identity. We were deprived of being our own
spokesmen while every one else found it
right and just to discuss our problem and to
make detrimental decisions on our destiny
and future. These decisions were often taken
contrary to our national aspirations; but the
resilience of the Palestinians and their
unquestioned perseverance in the pursuit of
their freedom and independence have

proven that we are a people worthy of life
and all we aspire for is to live in freedom,
peace and security like other people in the
rest of the world.

In 1965 the PLO, emerging from the
conscience and national consciousness of
the Palestinian people, became the
embodiment of their dreams and aspiration.
It became the national forum for
Palestinians everywhere, for their self-
expression, their struggles and for their
dedication and martydom for a just cause.
Under its leadership, we, here in the West
Bank, wish to express to world opinion our
minimal demands for a just and peaceful
settlement to our problem:-

I. The Palestinian problem is the core of
the Arab-Israeli conflict and without the
Palestinians under the leadership of the
PLO, peace will never be attained.

II. The PLO is the sole legitimate
representative of the Palestinian people
everywhere, and it is the only body entitled
to represent us in Arab or International
conferences and forums; any attempt to put
us under Arab or International mandate or
protection will be categorically refused.

Ill. Total withdrawal from all occupied
territories.

IV. The Right of Self-determination for the
Palestinians and the right to establish an
independent sovereign state categorically
refusing the principle of home rule which
has been proposed by the Camp David
Treaty.

V. The right of all Palestinian refugees to
return to their lands.

VI. The dismantlement of all settlements
and an end to all oppressive and inhuman
measures against those who raise their
voices in protest against illegal settlements.

The Palestinians are a just and peaceful
people, but they have been forced to carry
arms and fight heroically for the restoration
of their rights and homeland after having
tried all other peaceful means and given up;
and despite the most deadly sophisticated
and modern weapons and equipment which
are provided for by the U.S. government
to Israel for the purpose of exterminating
Palestinians everywhere and at all times,
this people shall persist in its struggle until it
achieves freedom and national
independence.

As to “secure borders” which Israel uses
as a pretence to its unceasing aggression, it
is high time for the whole world to realize
that force, oppressive measures, military
precautions and preemptive wars will never
secure peace and security as long as Israel
persists in denying the inalienable rights of
the Palestinians and continues to occupy
and expand on Palestinian land.

Finally, we would like to appeal to all the
peace-loving and just people and nations of
the world to support us in our rightful claim
to attain self-determination and national
independence on our land; for as long as a
right has been denied and a cause has been
unsolved peace will not be forthcoming in
this area or in the rest of the world.

Palestinian Women in the
Occupied Territories
Jerusalem

Israeli Settlers. . .
(Continued from page 5)
rapped with a pistol.

The three hurled rocks at close range
through the windows of the classrooms, all
of which are on the ground floor, injuring
two girls, and fired at least 10 rounds into the
air and into crowded classrooms,
Palestinians said, but no one was injured.

The three assailants who chased the
youths into a neighboring settlement began
throwing stones at women and children who
were outside, according to residents. One
woman who would identify herself only by
her first name, Subhayyeh, said she was
holding her 6-month-old infant in her arms
when the men came running, hurling stones
at her.

She dived into her house, she said, but the

attackers pursued, smashing windows with
stones and firing into the water tank on the
roof. Three houses showed signs of damage
today, one with a window smashed near a
baby’s crib, and tanks on two roofs were
punctured by bullet holes. At a fourth
house, rocks were thrown at solar heating
panels on the roof this morning, breaking
them.

“They have no conscience,” said an
elderly woman named Amneh. “They want
to rule us by terrorizing our children.” She
had been pelted with stones, she said, as she
was carrying a big jar of water on her head.
When she ran away the water spilled, and
she got soaked. She laughed, and do did her
neighbors, a sour laugh.

When the three who were chasing the
youths had finished with the houses,

witnesses said, they joined their comrades
at the school. Small children were
screaming, running and crying, hiding
together with older ones, trying to stay away
from the flying stones and bullets.

The assailants broke into the office of the
principal, Samira Klebo, and the results
could be seen today. Windows were
broken, the glass front of a set of
bookshelves was shattered, the contents of
the shelves, trophies and books, were
knocked over and the desk was on its side.

The students were kept out of classes
today until the damage is repaired. Before a
few girls who turned up this morning were
sent home they drew on a blackboard two
pistols firing at each other with the
words,“guns of righteousness.”
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