UNITED
NATIONS A S

General Assembly Distr
Security Council GENERAL
A/50/€57

S/1995/1064
28 December 1995

ORIGIMAL: ENGLISH

GENERAL ASSEMBLY SECURITY COUNCIL
Fiftieth session Fiftieth year
Agenda items 10, 60, 81, 95 (a),

140, 145 and 146

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL ON THE WORK OF THE ORGANIZATION

REVIEW OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE
STRENGTHENING OF INTERNATIONAL SECURITY

MAINTENANCE OF INTERNATIONAL SECURITY

SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT AND INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC
COOPERATION: TRADE AND DEVELOPMENT

UNITED NATIONS DECADE OF INTERNATIONAL LAW
REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE CHARTER OF THE
UNITED NATIONS AND ON THE STRENGTHENING OF THE ROLE
OF THE ORGANIZATION
MEASURES TO ELIMINATE INTERNATIONAL TERRORISM
Letter dated 27 December 1995 from the Permanent Representative

of the Islamic Republic of Iran to the United Nations addressed
to the Secretary-General

Upon instructions from my Government, I have the honour to enclose,
herewith a letter dated 27 December 1995 from H.E. Mr. Ali Akbar Veslayati,
Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Islamic Republic of Iran, addresssed to you.

It would be highly appreciated if this letter and its annex were circulated
as a document of the General Assembly, under agenda items 10, 60, 31, 95 (a)
140, 145 and 146, and of the Security Council, as requested in the annex.

!

(Signed) Kamal KHARRAZI
Permanent Representative
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Annex
Letter dated 27 December 1995 from the Minister for Foreiqgn

Affairs of the Islamic Republic of Tran addressed to the
Secretary-General '

The perennial hostile policies of the Government of the Uni:ed States of
America against the Islamic Republic of Iran have recently been intensified and
taken dangerous new dimensions. As you may be aware, two pieces of legislation
are being enacted in the United States Congress, one authorizing covert
subversive operations against the Islamic Republic of Iran and the other
unilaterally attempting to disrupt Iran’s economic relations with other States.
They are both in blatant violation of universally accepted norms and principles
governing relations among nations and create dangerous precedent:s with
unpredictable yet grave consequences detrimental to the cause of the rule of law
and international peace and security. They thus require immediate and serious
examination and reaction by the international community, and part:icularly the
United Nations.

. As you might have noticed, the reports made public in the United States
media, including the enclosed article entitled "White House Agrees to Bill
Authorizing Covert Action in Iran", published in The Washington ost on
22 December 1995, unveil a conspiracy by the United States Goverrment to conduct
covert operations against the Islamic Republic of Iran and its legitimate
Government. These reports reflect the agreement of the White House with a
Congressional bill that authorizes spending of up to US$ 20 million for secret
anti-Iran operations. It is even more alarming to note that, according to the
Congressional Monitor, at least US$ 2 million out of this amount is allocated to
subversive activities within Iranian territory.

Since the legislation is classified, the magnitude of the acventurist
illegal operations envisaged remains unknown. It is important tc note that the
original intention of the legislation, as officially and publicly proposed by
the Speaker of the United States House of Representatives, was tc overthrow the
Government of the Islamic Republic of Iran.

The few details that have been published indicate that the White House and
the Congress have agreed to intervene directly in order to destakilize the
Islamic Republic of Iran, which includes measures such as supporting groups
opposing the Iranian Government and "cultivating new opponents".

As the involvement of the overwhelming majority of these groups in
terrorist crimes against the Iranian people, inside and outside Iranian
territory, is solidly based in uncontrovertible documents, even acknowledged by
the American Government, the now-declared policy of the United States is nothing
but the most vivid example of State-sponsored terrorism in its most blatant and
official form. The involvement of the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) as an
agency of the United States Government, also indicates the practize of State-
terrorism ironically being legislated into law.
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The policy of interference, intervention and subversion, which is now made
public, has been pursued for years by the Government of the Unitec States of
America against Iran. It contravenes the universally recognized cictums of
international law and principles of the Charter of the United Nations, including
the fundamental principles of respect for the sovereignty and political
independence of States and non-intervention and interference in tte internal
affairs of other States.

Furthermore, the United States Government is bound, through its undertaking
under the Algerian Declaration of 19 January 1981, formally adhered to and
constituting a treaty obligation for that Government, to refrain from
interfering in the internal affairs of the Islamic Republic of Iren.

The United States interventionist policies in Iran have a long history and
have always been a source of anxiety and concern for our people. In order to
put an end to these conducts, the Algerian Declaration, intexr alie, provides:

The United States pledges that it is and from now on will be the policy of
the United States not to intervene, directly or indirectly, politically or
militarily, in Iran’s internal affairs.

It is crystally clear that the United States Government, by adopting the
measures envisaged in the aforementioned legislation, has once more violated its
undertaking under this declaration, and is in serious breach of its
international treaty obligations.

The principle of non-intervention and non-interference in the internal
affairs of other States is a universally accepted norm incorporated in the
Charter of the United Nations and several other international and regional
treaties. In addition to United States treaty obligations vis-&-vis the Islamic
Republic of Iran, several resolutions of the General Assembly, including the
Declaration on the Inadmissibility of Intervention in the Domestic Affairs of
States and the Protection of Their Independence and Sovereignty (:resolution
2131 (XX) of 21 December 1965), the Declaration on Principles of !nternational
Law concerning Friendly Relations and Cooperation among States in accordance
with the Charter of the United Nations (resolution 2625 (XXV) of !4 October 1970
and the Declaration on the Inadmissibility of Intervention and Interference in
the Internal Affairs of States (resolution 36/103 of 9 December 1481) reaffirm
the obligation of States not to interfere, directly or indirectly in the
internal or external affairs of other States.

Resolution 2625 (XXV) stipulates that:

armed intervention and all other forms of interfererce or
attempted threats against the personality of the State or against its
political, economic and cultural elements, are in violation of
international law .... No State may use or encourage the use of economic,
political or any other type of measures to coerce another State in order to
obtain from it the subordination of the exercise of its sovereign rights
and to secure from it advantages of any kind.
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Both the above-mentioned pieces of United States legislation constitute
blatant violations of these universally recognized norms governing inter-State
conduct.

To justify its illegal behaviour, the United States has resorted
extensively to a baseless defamatory misinformation campaign, vil:fication and
hostile propaganda and has disseminated false and fabricated allegations against
the Islamic Republic of Iran. As we have indicated in the past, we consider the
insistence of American officials on repeating unsubstantiated and undocumented
allegations that have already been proven fictitious as a matter of utmost
irresponsibility and a serious and dangerous mistake, the continustion of which
will have destructive repercussions for international relations ard will create
a climate of suspicion and distrust.

The new pieces of legislation pending in the United States Ccngress, viewed
in the wider context, signify a trend towards unilateralism and a tendency
towards coercive imposition of the politically motivated views of one State on
the rest of the international community. They also represent a very fundamental
challenge to the rule of law and the underlying principles of the United
Nations, and indicate the tendency to legalize State and State-spcnsored
terrorism through domestic legislation.

It is evident that the continuation of this kind of irresponsible
unilateral conduct and arrogant behaviour by the United States Government will
set an alarming precedent with far-reaching adverse implications for
international peace and security and create uncertainty and insecurity in
international relations, for which the United States alone must bear full
responsibility. These policies must be universally and unequivocally rejected.
The United Nations, and particularly the Secretary-General of the drganization,
has a fundamental responsibility to prevent such disastrous consequaences and
take all necessary and appropriate steps to bring these policies aad practices
to an immediate halt.

It would be highly appreciated, if the present letter and its annex were
circulated as a document of the General Assembly, under agenda itens 10, 60, 81,
95 (a), 140, 145 and 146, and of the Security Council.

(Signed) Ali Akbar VELAYATI
Minister for Foreign Affairs



Appendix

White House Agrees to Bill Authorizing

Covert Action in Iran

Bowing to pressure from House
Speaker Newt Gingrich (R-Ga.), the
Clinton administration has agreed to
accept a House bill authorizing a
small-scale covert action program
aimed at moderating the radical Is-
lamic regime in Iran, including culti-

The Senate approved a bill yester-
day that would tighten existing U.S.
trade sanctions against Iran by pun-

accept. Earlier this week, U.S. offi-

vating new opponents to the regime, cials formally agreed with represen-
according to administration and con- tatives of 27 other nations to create
gressional sources. a multilateral organization dedicated

Gingrich has described Iran as
“the most dangerous country in the
world” and for weeks had been quiet-
ly holding up House approval of a
$28 billion intelligence community
spending bill in an effort to force the
administration to accept a covert
program that targets the Iranian
government.

With support from Sepnate law-
makers, the administration resistexd
providing funding for any program
aimed at overthrowing the lIranian
regime, as CIA officials said it was
unlikely to succeed. But House and
Senate negotiaiors, acting with the
counsent of key admiustration offi-
cials, hammered out a deal on Tues-
day that authorizes secret spending
of up to $20 million for a covert anti-
Iran program.

Instead of trying to overthrow the
regime, however, the program would
have the less ambitious aim of trying
to blunt Iran’s extremist policies and
encourage it to move—even slow-
ly—toward becoming a democracy,
several sources said. The bill does
not authorize any spending for lethal
roilitary aid to anti-Iran forces, such
as the assistance the Reagan admin-
istration provided to the contra reb-
els in Nicaragua to try to destabilize
the government there, several
sources said.

The House passed the intelligence
bill coniaining this secret provision
on Iran yesterday, sources said. Con-
gressional sources said the Senate
was expected to approve it as well,
possibly by today, and sources in
Congress and the administration pre-
dicted President Clinton will sign the
legislation shortly after he receives
it. Two sources said the administra-
tion has agreed to spend some of the
anti-Iran funds.

“For the most part, Gingrich is
satisfied with the bill,” a spokesman
for the House speaker said, while de-
clining to discuss what the bill said.

The funding plan is one of several
recent U.S. initiatives that target the
policies of Iran’s leadership. The
government has angered U.S. offi-
cials, who say 1t has tried to under-
mine the Middle East peace process,
supported terrorism in the Middle
East and other regions and allegedly
tried to create a nuclear arsenal.

to stopping Iran and three other na-
tions from obtaining armaments and
militarily sersitive dual-use goods.

In approving the new sanctions
against Iran, the Senate agreed to
apply the same penalties against for-
eign companies that invest in Libya's
oil business.

Scotland. Libya has refused to haid
over two suspects in the bombi.g,
which killed 270 people.

The measure probably would hav
less effect on Libya than on Iran be-
cause Libya, unlike Iran, is already

hibiting some investment in the oll
industry there.

Clinton, in remarks this week to a
Saudi-owned London newspaper, As-
harq al-Awsat, said “our problem is
not with the people of Iran; it is with
the unacceptable behavior of the Ira-
nian government.” He said the trade
embargo was meant to “demonstrate
our resolve to compel Tehran to pay
a price for continuing its threatening
activities.”

could begin a direct dialogue with the
[ranian regime only after these activ-
ities stop, according to a transcript of
the interview released by the White
House.

CIA Director John M. Deutch and
other U.S. intelligence officers have
told lawmakers in recent months
that Iran's leadership faces no sen-
ous domestic opposition for at least
the next three years, and they out-

would face in trying to destabilize the
government.

One major problem is that key Ira-
nian opposition leaders operate from
the territory of Iraq, a U.S. enemy,
or receive Iraqi funding. The Clinton
administration has refused to have
any dealings with the principal oppo-
sition group, known as the Mujahed-
din, but several members of Cun-
gress have urged the administration
to reconsider its position.

under United Nations sanctions pro- ¢ e : *
? Iran and doing business with the

United States.

lined various difficulties the CIA poses
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By R. Jeffrey Smith Washington Post
andTbomasW.Uppman
Washington Post Staff Writers Dercember 22, 1995

On the other hand, U.S. intelli-

corruption and a mountain of unpaid
foreign debt. A senior U.S. defense
official predicted two weeks ago that
“Iran will moderate” in the coming
decade, even though it is unlikely to
abandon its ambition to become the
dominant regional power.

The campaign against Iran has

been strongly supported by the
American Israel Public Affairs Com-
mittee, the chief pro-Israel lobbying
organization. AIPAC has aggressive-
ly lobbied for the new sanctions leg-

Sens. Alfonse M. D’Amato (R- islation, which would impose penal-
N.Y.) and Edward M. Kennedy (D- lies on foreign corporations, banks
Mass.) went after Libya, another oil- and lending institutions that make
dependent economy, to mark the Major investments in Iran’s oil and
seventh anniversary of the bomb..g 23S industries, the country’s princi-
of Pan Am flight 103 over Lockerbie, >al source of revenue.

Clinton already has banned U.S.-

sased firms from doing business with
iran. Congress cannot prohibit for-
e €ign corporations from investing
there, but the Senate bill is intended
to force foreign organizations to

hoose between doing business with

The Senate bill was put on a fast

legislative track because its chief
sponsors, including D’Amato, want
to set the Iranian economy back fur-
ther by heading off several large new
petroleum development projects for
whict .-an has been secking foreign
partners.

Similar measures are under con-

sideration in the House, wherm

i i i members of both parties preds
The president said Washington adoption of 2 bil stronger than the
Senate bill, probably including a ban
on exports to the United States by
foreign corporations investing in
Iran ‘ -

Gingrich has been raising alarms

about Iran pericdically for at least
the past year. He has called it a “ter-
ronstic state . . .
feating the West in any way it can”
and said Iranian-backed terrorism

committed to de-

“a permanent, long-term
threat to civilized life on this planet.”
He has further warned that Iran's ef-
forts to develop weapons of mass de-
struction could enable it “to annihi-
late Tel Aviv and in the long run to
annihilate Chicago or Atlanta.” ;
Gingrich told a Jewish group mn
October that he favored making:
“Iran a real project,” after earlier li}(-
ening the idea to a “a serious, sophis-.
ticated campaign plan” or a battle-
field effort “that applies all sorts bf

indirect pressures.” He has only
vaguely descr:bed what this plan
should consist of but said in February
that its aim should be to replace the
regime in Iran. -~ .

In April, however, he spelled out
two other potential goals: “moderat-
ing” the regime, or merely guaran-
teeing that it “never gets nuclear

. Both are comparabie to
what the administration states it is.
trying to do already, by supporting:
the trade embargo and pressuring
U.S. allies not to export sensitive
equipment to Iran.

The Iranian government, for its
part, has attacked Gingrich for his
“parochial ignorance™ and “lack of
mental équilibrium.” The Iranian par-
liamentary speaker, Ali Akbar Na-
tegh Nuri, has called Gingrich an
“imbecile.” Last autumn, the country
also said his criticism amounted to
“state terrorism.”



