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April 26, 2001

His Excellency Secretary Colin Powell

U.S. Department of State
Washington, D.C. 20520

Ref: 
Treaty of Amity, Economic Relations, and Consular Rights Between the United States of America and Iran, ratified June, 16, 1957

Dear Mr. Secretary, 

I write to you in reference to two lawsuits that I as an Iranian, have instigated against the United States: one against the FAA for designating Iranians as a "suspect class" and the other, against the President for issuing an Executive Order imposing trade sanctions on Iran (both are posted to my website www.soudavar.com). 

Ultimately, both lawsuits beg the same important question: whether the United States is a trustworthy signatory of an international treaty? For, despite much political ill-will between the governments of Iran and the United States, the fact of the matter is that the Treaty of Amity (ratified 1957) is still very much valid and as such, and according to the US Constitution, the Supreme Law of the Land. Therefore, any policy that treats Iranians as anything but "friends" is illegal. Lawyerly rhetoric notwithstanding, common sense dictates that one cannot designate the same people as both friend and foe.  

Signatories of similar treaties of friendship with the USA have a stake in the outcome of these lawsuits and their embassies have been notified accordingly (see attached). In today's world, the "word" of the US should constitute a trustworthy commitment. Your illustrious predecessors such as Gen. George C. Marshall, were very much concerned about the honor and the "word" of the USA, and one only hopes that you, as a military man who values honor and commitment, would feel the same about the importance of a treaty signed by the US. 

The American system of government is based on checks and balances. It has served it well for internal policies, but when it comes to foreign policy, checks and balances practically do not exist. Foreigners do not have congressmen to write to, nor can they vote an elected official out of office. The only avenue left for them is judicial recourse, and that should be viewed as a positive alternative. Indeed, paradoxically as it may seem, the United States looses in victory but wins in defeat, for the former would portray the US as a bully who twists the treaties to its liking, and the latter would stand as a victory for the principles that have forged the USA into the great nation that it has become. If the courts uphold the Treaty of Amity and censure US policies, the goodwill and the respect that it will attract from the people of my country, as well as many others, outweighs by far the benefits attributed to the ineffective trade sanctions and senseless FAA policies.

Finally, I wish to emphasize that if the treaty is upheld in full it can cut both ways: against illegal policies of the US government as well as those of Iran. It is precisely because of such a belief that I have also instigated two lawsuits against the abusive practices of the government of my own country based on the Treaty of Amity.

Respectfully yours,

Abolala Soudavar

CC:    Embassies of 18 countries as signatories of similar treaties of friendship

Enclosures:   Copies of accompanying letters to 18 embassies


