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Evolutionally the relations between any countries are based either on mutual 
interests or reciprocal claims. The Iran-United States relations, which we are 
researching, don’t break the practice. Evolving and developing, the intercourse 
between these states has been undergoing a variety of transformations, that 
subsequently raise an open question about peaceful co-existence taken as a 
whole: from amicability (of economic and military alliance) to the recriminatory 
claims, from the peace building operations to the nuclear threat [1, p. 99–102]. 
Their relations must not be expounded in favor of peaceful co-existence, as their 
connections were rather founded on the expanding economical needs, the build-up 
of supremacy in the region, the retention of nuclear balance. An important point 
is that, there are a great deal of countries in the world, which might be considered 
as «thresholding», that is ones capable of creating a nuclear weapon with its 
nuclear capability in relatively short period of time that Iran truly is. These above-
listed factors set essential barriers to the positive development of their relations. 
In one sense, besides incessant propaganda of congresses, ever more broadening 
conscience about the possibility of peaceful settlement of political confl icts and for 
fear of devastation and total depredation, which will be accompanied by present 
European war, fi nding out compromises haven’t become a remedy [2, p. 46–48]. 
That is why actuality of our research will be build on the grounds, from which 
we want to draw a moral which serves as a lesson and the warning for the whole 
society.

It is important to keep in mind that the Persian Gulf is a key source of mineral 
oil, fuel gas and many other strategical resources, which is a factor of global 
importance. In accordance with the Iranian advantageous geostrategic location, 
which stipulates its access to the world’s signifi cant trade and transport links, 
political developments in Iran always cause a great interest of not only neighboring 
countries, but also of the whole world community.

It’s vital to note that the Iran-United States relations arose from the beginning 
of 19th century.  Initially, their relations sprang from sending as a private citizen, 
Arthur C. Millspaugh, an economic adviser to the United States government 
to Persia — as Iran was then known — to bring change to a country hampered 
by administrative ineffi ciency. The Persians viewed the adviser’s involvement 
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as a way to bring in foreign investment and to counterbalance the infl uence of 
the European powers [3, p. 17–19]. The mission continued until 1928, when 
Mr. Millspaugh lost favor with the shah. In 19th century Iran became an island 
of stability for the participants of the Great Game to be detected, and the USA, in 
turn, was aligned with Iran. 

Furthermore, the intercourses between these countries were conceived to be 
more than friendly. The abundant evidence of this phenomenon is that, apart from 
the close economical contacts, the USA supplied Iran with such technologies 
and armament, that Iran afforded to be one of the most high volume importer of 
American weaponry and equipment. During the World War II Iran was garrisoned 
by the Soviet Union army and the indigenous troops of Great Britain, both of which 
entered into alliance with the USA. We can safely assume, that this fact didn’t 
injure the reputation of their intercourses. Moreover, the military disengagement 
of Great Britain from this region led to the formation of vacuum, and Iran became 
one of the claimants for utilization of this vacuum. The Iranian government 
revived legitimate aspirations to take the leading political role over the zone of the 
Persian Gulf and Northern Indian Ocean for preserving stability in this region [4]. 
The administration of Iran aimed at seizing the reins of government over whole 
Asian continent, intended to enhance the Iranian role in worldwide policy in an 
effort to turn their country into one of the most land power. 

In our opinion, the withdrawal of Great Britain as a key stakeholder of the 
Great Game, the expanding worldwide USA infl uence and the escalating tensions 
between the USA and the Soviet Union are of fundamental importance for Iran’s 
joining, as a fusionist, these friendly states in virtue of Iranian geographical 
position. The allocating USA military bases on foreign soil of Iran and the military 
installations of CIA in the north of Iran, which shared borders with the Soviet 
Union, are the best proof of our words. Therefore we reach the conclusion, that 
the Iranian line of exterior policy was suitable for the West, which was concerned, 
as Iran, about the possible instability in the region, about the outbreak of national 
liberation movement and about the curtailment of oil and income streams.

Nevertheless, Iran was always inclined to conduct its own policy, which didn’t 
concede its being under patronage, as throughout the new history of this state the 
attitude to the outside world was determined in compliance with Islamic dogmas. 
The strengthening of Islamic principles and Islamisation of ideology stipulated the 
interweaving in the structure of foreign policy course [5, p. 157–160]. In spite of 
the repeated claims about friendly relations of the USA and Iran, the adjustment of 
the foreign policy strategy aroused a negative reaction for the USA administration 
and friendly to Iran Arab states in the Persian Gulf. The USA administration, 
which was concerned about the growing infl uence of the Soviet Union in Iran, 
stressed the key importance and interest in Iran through a variety of support means 
of the Iranian shah’s ambitious efforts, Mohammed Pehlevi. Consequently, by 
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turning this interest to account, Iran mended their fences in the region with the aid 
of the USA. It is worthy of note that the leaders of Iran had been appointees of 
the western countries until the beginning of revolution. For instance, the previous 
leader of Iran Mr. Mossadegh took over the government as the result of the action, 
which had been organized by the British reconnaissance Mil Mi-6, coordinated by 
the USA embassy in Teheran [6. p.77–78]. Later the power was handed over to 
Mossadegh’s successor — Mohammed Pehlevi. This wasn’t expedient to the local 
religious leaders and to the conservatively intended population, that result in the 
Islamic revolution (1978–1979). As a consequence, this became possible due to the 
fact, that the USA, subsidizing Iran’s economic and military development, brought 
up the child, whom they couldn’t overpowered, that destined in many respects 
the consequences of the Iran-Iraq confl ict – the USA had benefi ts of instability 
in the region, the delaying of confl ict, the weakening of the key stakeholders. 
This revolution is of fundamental importance for further development of Iran, 
because a great deal of governmental ranks were hold by the American nationals. 
According to our reckoning the preconditions of that revolution stemmed from 
the launching in 1963 White revolution of reforms. Clerics, led by Ayatollah 
Khomeini, challenged the Shah’s reform programs. Nevertheless, rioting was 
suppressed and in 1964 Khomeini was exiled to Iraq and then ended up in France. 
By 1972, the United States decided to allow Iran access to U.S. military weapons. 
In return, the Shah became a strong ally of the United States in the Gulf region. 
Meanwhile, American businesses invested heavily, and did substantial business 
in Iran. The Shah began to increase his powers and used a feared secret police 
apparatus, SAVAK. In view of the political predictions and statements of Ayatollah 
Khomeini about the future forming of the Islamic Republic by force and about 
the fact, that contracts with foreigners would be renegotiated under an Islamic 
Republic and that in addition to this oil shipments to Israel would be stopped and 
military ties to the United States would be re-examined [7, p. 212–214]. At the 
end of November 1978, President Carter reaffi rmed his full confi dence in the Shah 
and said the US would not interfere with Iranian affairs. When Ayatolla Komeini 
triumphantly returned in Iran, the revolution was traced to the repressive and 
corrupted the regime of the Shah, declaring as the Islamic Republic of Iran. This 
Shiite Muslim and Iranian revolutionary leader denunciate American infl uence, 
that led to militant Islamic students storming the US Embassy in Teheran in 
November 1979 [8, p. 96]. Some of the American hostages were held captive 
for more than a year. In response, the United States severed diplomatic relations 
against Iran, and imposed other economic sanctions. It stands to reason that the 
United States tried to release their nationals by force, but this resulted in killing 
the hostages and further escalation of the confl ict. Finally, on January 18, the US 
and Iran signed an agreement for freeing the 52 American hostages in Tehran and 
providing for the return to Iran of billions of dollars in frozen assets. 
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The Iran-United States relations in the mid-to-late 20th century experienced 
formidable diffi culties of their development: they have their peaks and valleys, 
freezing points of the intercourses; there were the burning issues, which resulted 
in the total confrontation of these states. But the only matter they didn’t have — 
is the loss of entire interests to each other despite the substantial difference 
in the political systems of Iran and the USA, the diverse social and economic 
development levels, the essentially distinguishable objectives of foreign policy. 
We have every reason to believe that with certain amount of exaggeration these 
contemporary states — are 2 antipoles with their own policy ideology, the national 
spirits, cultural and philosophical world outlook in the complicated system of 
world civilizations in latter half of the 20th century, which, nevertheless, are 
situated on the axis of mutual attraction, that all over again fortifi es the actuality 
of our scientifi c research.
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Италия для Беларуси является одним из важнейших партнеров не только 
в области экономики, политики, гуманитарного сотрудничества, но и в сфере 
науки и образования. В этой связи в последние годы популяризация итальян-
ского языка становится все более заметной.


