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“The CI [counterintelligence] problem is not one of sheer numbers, though by any measure there are more foreign intelligence operatives in the United States than we have personnel to address them. The larger and more compelling issue is the scope of their activities. Historically, embassies and other diplomatic establishments within the United States have served as the hub for foreign intelligence activities because of the operational security they afford.” -Michelle Van Cleave, National Counterintelligence Executive (NCIX) 2003-2006.
Dear Colleague,

Through the 1947 United Nations Headquarters Act, the United States is required to allow diplomats into the U.S. for official business at the United Nations headquarters complex in New York, including personnel from countries who would be otherwise ineligible for U.S. visas.  In keeping with our agreement, we are allowing large numbers of individuals from State Sponsors of Terrorism into our country, and to add insult to injury – giving them diplomatic immunity.  Between 2002 and 2007, the U.S. Department of State issued over 6,600 visas to delegates and representatives from countries designated as State Sponsors of Terrorism.  
It is time that we start taking our security seriously.  The United Nations is a much different institution than the traditional embassies in the U.S. of countries that the U.S. maintains diplomatic relations. Unlike embassies in the U.S. that are based on reciprocity -- where the United States can control the number of diplomats and other conditions-- the U.N. gives other countries greater access to the U.S. than we have to their countries.  For example, there are zero U.S. diplomats stationed in Iran, and yet Iran diplomats enjoy access and diplomatic immunity here through the United Nations.  The U.N. allows foreign intelligence services to be proactive and move their intelligence operations to U.S. soil.  Mileage restrictions and other safeguards are far too lax to be effective.  

In 2002, 2003, and 2004, personnel from the Iranian Mission to the United Nations were caught photographing and videotaping the New York City subway and other popular landmarks.  These Iranians were consequently expelled by the State Department for engaging in activities not consistent with their duties.  Who knows what other types of activities they are involved in that we are unaware of.  Iran is not the only country engaged in intelligence collection –and other activities counter to U.S. national and economic security.  
The presence of hundreds of individuals with diplomatic immunity from countries designated as State Sponsors of Terrorism is an overwhelming and expensive task for U.S. counterterrorism and counterintelligence resources. We have an obligation to protect the American people against such threats.  If we can’t stop these people from coming to the U.S., the least that we can do is limit their access to our country, by drastically limiting the radius that personnel from State Sponsors of Terrorism are permitted to travel.
My bill would not prohibit representatives from State Sponsors of Terrorism from going to the U.N., but it would limit their travel to ½ mile around the complex.  ½ mile is more than enough space for lodging, food, and other necessities, but it will be easier and more cost effective for the intelligence community to monitor suspected individuals when necessary.  If you would like to cosponsor or need additional information, please contact Lydia Morgan of my office at Lydia.Morgan@mail.house.gov or 5-4101.

Sincerely,



PAUL C. BROUN, M.D.

Member of Congress 

