TTE A Terrorist Oreamsarion Iu US Eves

Jon g LS

'LTTE a terrorist organization in US eyes but no action taken so far:
Raphael (1995 September 03) The Sunday tzmes.

Bur No Acrion Taxen So Far: RapHAEL

weapons fo Sri Lanka has not changed
Ut ed Siates Deputy Assistant Secretury
5 A :

Q: The United States has always being saying it
stands for a United Sri Lanka but it has never said
it stands againsl separation or a separatist move-
ment. Why is that?

A: We have said that we have supported teffito-

"rial int
don’t

jty of Sri Lanka but beyond that we
it as our place to get into distussions,

on the internal affairs of Sri Lanka. That old .

diplomatic phrase, ‘interfering in internal affairs’
and suggesting how things are to be organised,
we don’t view as our role.
Q: How does Washington see the LTTE? As a
terrorist organisation? Where does it stand?
A: The LTTE has carried out terrorist actions. I
think getting into the whole issue of who is a
terrorist group has become rather arcane. They
are listed in our latest report o terrorism... I
don’t think it is useful to find a definition on what
tion is partly because it has
presidential ramifications.
Q: What can you tell us about your discussions
with the Forign Minister and other officials?
A: This is a routine visit. I was trying to come in
May which has put off due to personal family
reasons. I am trying to catch up. We had a full
range of bi-lateral issues to discuss but clearly I
was interested on the government’s views on the
situation in the country.
Q: Did the government ask assistance to fight the
terrorists?

A: I don’t want to go into details on the specifi
aspects of the discussions but we have a limited
military programme.....with Sri Lanka. We have
an ongoing training exercises and supply of non
lethal equipment which is an on going process.
Q: What are the implications of placing any
organisation as:a terrorist organisation in the
State Department’s list?

A: There are legal ramifications and so on. Its a
complicated legal issue.

Q: Did any of the officials raise the issue of the
meeting of the State Department with a group of
Tamils during ‘Operation Leap Forward’ and the
earlier meeting with the LTTE leader in Paris?
A: 1 don’t know what the meeting of the group of
Tamils you are referring to but the spokesman
for the LTTE from Paris was in Washington and
it was just at the time the cessation of hostilities
had broken down. We took advantage of that
meeting to make a very strong pitch and express-

ing our views on the need to continue negotia-

tions.

Did you in your discussions with Sri Lankan
officials, also impress upon them the need to
resume a dialogue with the LTTE?

A: We discussed the whole situation i

but,of the LTTE backed out of the negc

and backed out of the cessation of hostilities, my
impression is that the government would like to
resume the dialogue, would like to resume
negotiations.

Q: Given what you said that the LTTE are the
ones that broke the ceasefire and that they are on

‘the terrorist list why does the US continue not to

sell lethal military equipment to Sri Lanka?
A: That is our policy. Our policy has not
changed. There are a number of reasons for it.

Human rights considerations are one of them. '

Again whether the L
list or not we rec

being on the terrorist
sued, we have human

rights concerns, we have overall concerns about’

arms sales, about the, global effort to try and
decrease the level of arms sales. And really the
government of Sri Lanka has really no problems
in having arms they don’t have to buy from us.
Q: Despite the change of government, Washirg-
ton’s views have not changed ahout human rights
in Sri Lanka?

A: For a couple of years things have certainly
improved and overall T thank they have cleary
improved s government has committed itself
to a very high standard of human rights. You

banning the LTTE. In case the government bans

| the LTTE would the US too ban it?
| A: I would say again people would have to break
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have this problem of 71 bodies having turned up
and so on. I think the government has cértainly
done a good job trying to find out who did that.
Overall, we maintain a keen eye on, that.
:Q: What was Washington’s attitude towards the
practical proposals which has been put forward
by the government. Does \}shlnglon considerita
;,ood basis for settlement?
A: We really aren’t commenting on the substance
of the proposals. We are certainly inpressed by
ct that the government put them on the
. Its the first’government to have done so. It
serves as a ba\ix for“ddmu nnd discu n. I

Colombo has been trying to get western
rnment clamp down on the activities of the
road... Propaganda, fund raising. Is
ything thc United States would do to help.
A: It needs to be understood that we can’t move
inst people in the United States unless they
violate the laws of the United States and that one
example is the question can’t you do something
about the money American Tamils send... it
might be used for buying arms and so on. The
< answer to that is: No, not unless the laws have
beenviol he Tamils might be on ample.
But if you look st the c\umpk where there is a
lot of interest, look at the Irish example. So I
think if people violate US law we will certainly
move st them. If they don’t there is no
action_ we can take.
Q: Government is looking into the question of

US laws.
Q: Does the US have any ev:dence of the LTTE ¥
being involved in international narcotics smug
gling? That is a violation of your laws, isn’t it?
A: It would be. But we don’t have specxf'

i Qme of that which I know of.
Q: Does it mean smuggling of narcotics into the
US or smuggling naycotics mternatwnally" Cana- .
da has evidence of LTTE’s involvement in naj l

. tics smugglmg You don’t take up the mlernanox}u,,

al question, is it? Brial
A: Legal process have to be gone throughsq
Someone has to come to us and say such and such
has happened.... im.q
Q: The hostages in Kashmir have, been lansm
guishing there for nearly two months now. HowT
do you see the chances of a peaceful end to tHls 5
stand off.

A! I don’t want to speculate. We have beeh
working that issue very hard. We keep oh'~
fingers crossed.

Q: Have you been able to identify their shadm‘ly 2
group.

A: Lot’s of 5peculdnon that I don't want to add
to.

Q: There was a newspaper report that Prmdcnt,
Clinton had personally spoken to Benazir Bhutto, ;,
Is-that correct? :

A: That's totally fabricated. We have spokcnrl
the government of Pakistan. They have nght
from the word go condemned this act. nis!
Q: How do you view US-Sri Lanka trade amih

dO"dl’s wnr(h ofC\ports Lm year. Ihad breakfastse
with the American Chamber this morning dh
they were opumlshc
It won't be a totally easy ride. But mve%té‘rs'
want to increase their investments to Sri Lanka,
though even from their point of views its no;’)
perfect.
Q: But there is a slump in Sri Lanka’s businés
activity.
A: I don’t watch alkthe indicators. What 1100k 2 at,)
is what our people are saying and in terms of
they view the market here and its baslcall‘{,.
positive.
They wish privatisation would go a littlow
faster. Its a positive outlook.
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