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1. “The Islam c Republic of Iran believes in the necessity of the

devel opnent and enhancement of friendly relations anpbng nations, and the
achi evenent of cooperation in solving problenms of an econom c, social or
political character, as stressed in the Charter of the United Nations, and
therefore considers the pronul gati on and application of unilatera

coercive neasures as a matter that contravenes the principle of the
non-extraterritoriality of domestic law, infringes State sovereignty and
violates the right of people to self-determ nation and the right to

devel opnent which is a universal and inalienable right and an integral part of
fundamental human rights. Iran thus highly appreciates the continued
consideration of this subject by the General Assenbly, as well as by the
Conmi ssi on on Human Ri ghts.

2. “The Vienna Wrld Conference on Human Rights called upon States to
refrain fromany unilateral coercive nmeasures not in accordance with
international law and the Charter of the United Nations that create obstacles
to trade relations anong States and i npede the full realization of human
rights. Five years have el apsed since the achi evenent of that conmon
commtnent and the international comrunity has not yet w tnessed consi derable
progress in limting and repealing such neasures. Regretfully, internationa
economi c relations records indicate no sign of inprovenent in this area.
Despite the recomendati ons adopted on this issue by the General Assenbly, the
Commi ssi on on Human Rights and major United Nations conferences, and contrary
to general international law and the Charter of the United Nations, unilatera
coercive neasures of certain countries agai nst other sovereign States continue
to hanper free and natural econom c and trade relations internationally, wth
all their extraterritorial effects, inter alia, on the econom c and socia
devel opnent of targeted countries.

3. “Application of unilateral coercive nmeasures not only is, by itself, a
violation of human rights and underm nes the enjoynent by people of the
targeted States of their fundamental rights, but also increases the problenms
of those States in fulfilling their comm tments under international human
rights instrunents. Cognizant of the fact that the inplenentation of treaty
obligations is a multi-dinmensional issue depending on the role played by both
nati onal and international actors, international confrontations can lead to
the deterioration of human rights standards in the concerned countries,
whereas international cooperation anongst nations can contribute to the

i mprovenent and pronotion of human rights. This is specially true for
econom ¢ and social rights, as well as collective rights.

4, “In exam ning the periodic reports of States parties on the

i mpl enmentation of the various human rights instrunents, the respective treaty
bodi es shoul d consider all the national and international factors and assess
their inpact on the inplenentation of treaty obligations in those States.
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5. “The Islam c Republic of Iran believes that international nonetary,
econom ¢ and trade organi zations, namely the Bretton Wods institutions,

shoul der a grave responsibility in this matter and they can and shoul d seek
find and apply ways and nmeans to |limt and di ssuade any country fromresorting
to unilateral coercive measures.

6. “The Islamc Republic of Iran has been a targeted country of such
measures for alnost 20 years. Some unilateral coercive nmeasures applied
against Iran, as well as their adverse econom c and social effects on the

I rani an people, are reflected in the report (A/53/293) submtted by the
Secretary-General of the United Nations to the General Assenbly under the
agenda itementitled 'Human rights questions, including alternative approaches
for inproving the effective enjoyment of human rights and fundanenta
freedons' .

7. “Inits report to the General Assenbly, the Islam c Republic of Iran
enunerated several unilateral coercive neasures taken by the United States of
America, inter alia the enactnent and inplementation of the '"Iran and Lybia
Sanctions Act of 1996 (D Amato Act)'. In the period after that the United
States of America not only have not taken any steps to repeal or invalidate
such | aws and neasures, but also continued their hostile and arbitrary policy
towards the Iranian nation.

8. “The unil ateral coercive attitude, policy and neasures of the

United States should be stopped expeditiously by the collective efforts of al
States and international organizations. Several relevant decisions and

resol utions of the General Assenbly and the Commi ssion on Human Ri ghts and

ot her international bodies nust enforce by appropriate follow up arrangenents
t hrough which different obstacles inpeding the eradication of the unilatera
coercive neasures are identified and effectively obviated.

9. “Denounci ng once again the promul gation of any unil ateral coercive
measures, the Islamc Republic of Iran calls upon the General Assenbly and the
Commi ssi on on Human Rights to continue the consideration of this issue in a
nore effective and practical manner, with the viewto its pronpt and ful

eradi cation.”



