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Iran
The Gathering Storm

Thirty one years after the fundamentalist mullahs 
stole freedom from the people of Iran, demand for 
democracy and respect for human rights grows. Anger 
at the stolen June 2009 Presidential election has 
now turned into a demand for democracy and regime 
change.

The Islamic Republic faces a gathering storm as 
demonstrators demand a democratic secular state, 
respecting the human rights of women and men. The 
coalition National Council of Resistance of Iran and 
its main member, the PMOI, have seen more than 
120,000 of their members and supporters murdered 
since 1979. It is the families and friends of those 
butchered who make up the core supporters of the 
Iranian resistance.

Iran will be free!

Lord Corbett of Castle Vale
Chairman,
British Parliamentary Committee for Iran Freedom
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Introduction

When Iranians poured into the streets of major cities to protest the fraudulent June 2009 presidential 
elections, many thought the demonstrations would subside under the force of a security crackdown. 
Protests were seen as an internal dispute within the system: reformists verses hardliners. 

The dispute was over a presidential election in which all candidates had expressed allegiance to 
the system and in particular to unelected Supreme Leader. Any diversion from strict loyalty was 
vetted out by the all watchful the unelected religious Guardians Council. The defeated presidential 
candidates, Mir Hossein Mousavi and Mehdi Karoubi, held high office within the Islamic Republic. 
One was the Prime Minister for eight years and the other a two-term Majlis (Parliament) Speaker. 
In June, the people were in the streets asking: “Where is my vote?.” 

Some Iranians and people in the 
West argued that the protests 
were merely the tip of the 
iceberg of deep-rooted, 30-year 
rage and resentment towards 
the theocratic regime. An 
opposition leader called them 
“the beginning of the end.” 1  

Eight months later protesters 
are still out in force and the 
focus of the protests has shifted 
to regime change. The anti-
government demonstration 
on 7 December 2009 Student 
Day, was more radical in its 
demands. “Protests appeared to 
mark a broadening of unrest -- from protests of the election and subsequent police crackdown to, on 
Monday, a more blunt attack on the government as a whole.” 2

“In Iran, protests gaining a radical tinge,” the New York Times wrote:

“That message has grown increasingly common in recent protests, as demonstrators have 
made it clear that their target is not just President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, or the disputed 
election that returned him to power in June, but the entire foundation of Iran’s theocracy.”

“During Monday’s demonstrations, the civil tone of many earlier rallies was noticeably 
absent. There was no sign of the opposition leader Mir Hussein Moussavi, a moderate figure 
who supports change within the system, and few were wearing the signature bright green of 
his campaign.”

“Instead, the protesters, most of them young people, took direct aim at Iran’s supreme leader, 
Ayatollah Ali Khamenei, chanting, “Khamenei knows his time is up!” They held up flags 
from which the “Allah” symbol — added after Iran’s 1979 revolution — had been removed. 
Most shocking of all, some burned an image of Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini, the father of 
the revolution.” 3

The radicalisation of the people’s demands feature in most press reports: The Los Angeles Times wrote: 
“The protest movement born out of the disputed election loss of former Prime Minister Mir-Hossein 
Mousavi appears to have grown more radical. Fewer of the slogans were aimed at Ahmadinejad and 
more at Iran’s theocracy-based political system… ‘I take to streets to protest because I want change 
now, not tomorrow,’ said one young female protester. ‘I am fed up with the current situation’.” 4
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A significant point was on 27 December 2009, Ashura, the most sacred day for Shi’a Islam. People 
showed up in throngs in Tehran and elsewhere chanting “Down with Khamenei” and “Down with 
the principle of Velayat-e Faqih (absolute clerical rule).” Brutal suppression left dozens killed and 
hundreds arrested. In some cases security forces were overpowered or disobeyed. 

The New York Times observed: “We are inspired by the bravery of Iranians who continue to demand 
their rights, even in the face of their government’s relentless and shameful brutality. Iran’s leaders 
are so desperate to repel a rising tide of popular unrest that even Ashura -- which marks the death 
of Shiite Islam’s holiest martyr -- is no longer sacred.” 5 

The regime stepped up its suppression. At a government organised rally three days later, bussing 
schoolchildren and government employees from around the country to Tehran, speakers called for the 
execution of those arrested on Ashura. A senior cleric told the rally that the Ashura demonstration 
had been organised by the opposition movement, the PMOI, referring to them as hypocrites, and 
added that they should be executed. He stated: “The PMOI directed the action on Ashura... They 
[protestors] not only cooperated with them but actually served as the foot soldiers of PMOI. They 
became soldiers of the PMOI and came on to the scene.” 6

The same day, Fars News Agency, the mouthpiece of the Islamic Revolutionary Guards Corps 
(IRGC), quoted “an informed source at the Ministry of Intelligence: A number of elements from the 
terrorist grouplet PMOI have been arrested during riots in Tehran.” 7

Fars lamented: “See how the very same slogan heard from Massoud Rajavi [Leader of the Iranian 
Resistance], is also heard on the streets of Tehran. Can you not see that today they [opponents of the 
regime] want to introduce those people [Iranian Resistance] as being right and rational, but were 
silenced by the Islamic Republic?” 8

Kazem Jalali, a member of the Majlis [Parliament] National Security and Foreign Policy Committee, 
added: “The presence and role of the PMOI ….during the recent incidents, especially on Ashura, 
showed that a rational and calculating force was orchestrating the incidents and intended to exploit 
some of the discontent for its own ends.” 9

The mullahs set up phoney courts and executions began. Two prisoners were hastily executed and 
several more sentenced to be hanged. Foreign Secretary David Milliband said “I am appalled by reports 
that Mohammad Reza Ali Zamani and Arash Rahmani Pour were hanged this morning in Iran.” 10 
Ebrahim Raeesi, First Deputy Judiciary chief also said “nine others will be executed soon” 11

Iran is facing its strongest internal crisis since the 1979 Islamic revolution. The West needs to get its 
policy right, as the months ahead determine the direction of a country again in a revolutionary state. 
The change in policy is also imperative from a humanitarian perspective because the West’s weak 
response to the heightened human rights crackdown will only embolden the mullahs to increase 
their repression. 
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Iran: A political analysis

Events since June 2009 have shown that the theocratic dictatorship is incapable of reform and 
cannot give way in its confrontation with the people from whom it has stolen freedom.  Over the past 
three decades, the West has tried every means to promote reform in Iran. But it has been rebuffed. 

Last year’s presidential election and its aftermath provided yet another opportunity for the Supreme 
Leader Ayatollah Ali Khamenei to change direction. Both presidential candidates, Mir Hossein 
Mousavi and Mehdi Karoubi comprised the loyal opposition, whose intent was to offer a better 
“management” within the ruling theocracy rather than a fundamental change.  

The response by the regime’s supreme leader, following the sham presidential elections and 
its aftermath, results not from a position of strength but weakness and the vulnerability of the 
entire regime. Incapable of reform, it has become entrenched in violent repression and increased 
despotism. 

In summer of 2009, the objective was to remove 
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad from his office. In 2010 
people are demanding the dismissal of the Supreme 
Leader and regime change. Their demands and 
slogans have become more earnest as the uprising 
continues.

Of those demanding democratic change are the 
People’s Mojahedin Organisation of Iran (PMOI) 
and the coalition National Council of Resistance of 
Iran (NCRI). For years they have been the prime 
target of suppression. In the 1980s and 1990s an 
estimated 120,000 of their members and supporters 
were executed with 30,000 prisoners massacred in 
the single year of 1988.  “Where is my vote” has 
turned into “We will take our country back” and 
“bring to justice” those responsible for those crimes. 

Pervious servants of the regime such as Mr Moussavi and 
Mr Karroubi have limited their demands to a change within 
the system rather than regime change.

Mr Moussavi emphasized on 1 January 2010 regarding the 
27 December 2009 demonstrations: “Neither I nor my friends 
nor Mr. Karroubi or Mr. Khatami issued any statements 
inviting people for the Ashura [mourning ceremony] despite 
numerous requests. Nevertheless, God seeking people once 
again came to the scene and showed that the extensive social 
and civil networks that were formed spontaneously during and after the elections would not wait for 
statements and announcements.”

Mr Moussavi also distanced himself from the PMOI and emphasized his loyalty to the “Islamic and 
national identity as well as the constitution….” 

In his five-point plan, Mr. Moussavi does not call for changes to the Islamic constitution or for 
new presidential or parliamentary elections.  He implicitly accepts the legitimacy of the current 
government and its president. 

“Down with Khamenei”: slogan in Farsi reads on the back 
of a public transport

Demonstrators trampling over Khamenei’s 
portray in Tehran street
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The sharp reaction of the regime towards calls for reforms within the context of the regime’s own 
constitution to ensure its survival demonstrates Khamenei’s opposition to any reform. It is this 
which has encouraged the majority of those demanding democracy to join the popular call for regime 
change, siding with the slogans and politics of the Iranian Resistance and the PMOI. 

High ranking regime officials complain that, “the slogans voiced by Massoud Rajavi [Leader of 
Iranian Resistance] are being heard in Tehran’s streets,” that the “PMOI directed the Ashura 
uprising” and that “the presence and the role of the PMOI in recent events particularly on the day 
of Ashura (27 December) demonstrates that a rational and calculating force is orchestrating these 
incidents.” The regime fears the current situation will increase support for the PMOI, previously 
pushed underground like embers beneath the ashes.  The arrest of former political prisoners of 
the 1980s and setting up kangaroo courts to execute people under the pretext of Mohareb (enemy 
of God) for affiliation with the PMOI is aimed at quelling the huge potential that has surfaced for 
regime change. 

As well as the PMOI’s organised and underground network, the families of PMOI martyrs and 
political prisoners form a large social network across Iran. There is hardly a neighbourhood in Iran 
that has not had one or more of its residents executed, exiled or now living in Camp Ashraf, home 
to PMOI members in Iraq. 

The PMOI and the coalition of the National Council of Resistance of Iran are major players in 
developments in Iran. For years, at the behest of the regime, our government and those of other 
Western nations ignored their role or even tried to discredit them.  Now is time to reconsider that 
misguided policy. 

In this time of change the UK and all EU Member States should show they stand with the Iranian 
people on the side of democratic change. These friends of freedom demand and deserve support as 
they offer the people of Iran the road to democratic change. The time has come to initiate dialogue 
with the principle opposition movement. 

 

“Moharebeh” and the “Terror Label”;
Pretexts for execution of Iranian political activists

On 30 December 2009, the regime staged a counter-demonstration in Tehran aimed at responding to 
the anti-regime protests of 27 December (religious commemoration of Ashura), which significantly 
deepened and expanded the nationwide rallies of people demanding democracy. Speaking at the 30 
December rally, Ahmad Alamolhoda, the Friday prayer leader in the city of Mashhad, labelled the 
regime’s opponents as “mohareb” (enemy of God) and said the protests were directed by the main 
opposition, the PMOI.

He said, “The actions carried out on the day of Ashura can be deemed as an exact case of Moharebeh 
(waging war against God). The rioters chanted the same slogans that had been published on 
Monafeqin’s (Iranian regime’s derogatory term to describe PMOI) website since 7 December [Student 
Day]. So, the unrest on Ashura was directed by the PMOI.”

Alamolhoda also referred to the decrees of the regime’s founder, Ayatollah Khomeini, against the 
PMOI, and added, “Our grand Imam [Khomeini] declared that Monafeqin are mohareb and whoever 
cooperates with them inside the country is also a mohareb and a monafeq and therefore the spilling 
of their blood is permissible.” 12 

The mullahs have used the rubrics of “moharebs” “hypocrites” and “terrorists,” to wrap a religious 
and legal veneer for their brutal suppression of PMOI sympathisers. According to Article 186 of 
the regime’s Islamic Penal Code, an organisation or group that calls for the regime’s overthrow, “so 
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long as its leadership remains, all its members and supporters, who are aware of the objectives of 
that group, association or organisation, and who are in any way active or effective in advancing the 
cause of the aforesaid group, are waging war on God, even if they have not been involved in military 
activities.” 

Article 190 specifies the punishment: “A person waging war on God and being corrupt on earth must 
receive one of the following sentences: a) execution; b) hanging; c) amputation of right arm followed 
by amputation of left leg; and banishment or exile.”13

Faced with growing popular protests, officials are trying to expand the 
legal meaning of moharebeh to include acts such as throwing stones at 
suppressive forces. Ebrahim Raeesi, the regime’s Deputy Judiciary Chief, 
who was a member of the “Death Committee” and thus one of the main 
culprits for the massacre of more than 30,000 political prisoners in the 
summer of 1988, said on 30 December that throwing stones at security 
forces is deemed as an act of moharebeh, and accordingly carries the death 
sentence. He indicated that the language of “weapon” in the regime’s laws 
does not refer to firearms alone but could also encompass “wood” and 
“stone”. 

Referring to the PMOI, Raeesi added: “Moharebeh is also sometimes referred to an organisation. An 
organisation can become a Mohareb organisation, like the PMOI. Anyone who cooperates with the 
PMOI in any way, shape or form or under any circumstances, in light of the fact that the movement 
is an organized movement, would deserve the title of Mohareb.” 14

In the course of the kangaroo trials which have been set up for those arrested in anti-regime 
demonstrations, Abolqassem Salavati, a judge at the 15th branch of 
Tehran’s Islamic Revolutionary Court, claimed “Since the leadership of 
the PMOI has not been eliminated, it is still subject to Article 186 of the 
Islamic Penal Code.” 15

The regime’s Chief Prosecutor, Gholam-Hossein Mohseni-Ejei, stated: 
“Those who instigate insurgency and revolt against the system and 
the guardian of justice (regime’s Supreme Leader Ali Khamenei) will 
be considered as outlaws and their sentence according to Sharia and 
the [civil] law is death. Those who create fear by lethal and non-lethal 
weapons in the society are also considered to be mohareb according to 
Sharia and the law and their sentence is death.” 16

On 28 January 2010, the regime announced that two men found guilty of 
mohareb, Ali Zamani and Arash Rahmanipour, had been executed. Nasrin Sotoudeh, their lawyer, 
revealed that Arash was arrested at his home in April 2009 and had nothing to do with the unrest 
after the elections in June. She also said that Arash’s father 
was forced to make a false testimony against his son, and that 
Arash was deceived into making a confession with the promise 
of escaping execution. 17

On 28 January 2010, state-run media reported that the trial of 
five defendants charged with moharebeh had started. According 
to ISNA news agency, the indictment for one of the defendants 
was: “1) Moharebeh by way of supporting and having connections 
with the PMOI. 2) Setting up associations and [participating 
in] conspiracy with the intention of committing crimes against 
national security in cooperation with Sara, Rayhaneh and 
Mohsen (his apparent contacts). 3) Engaging in propaganda 
against the establishment and in support of the enemies, PMOI, 

Mullahs’ Public Prosecutor and former 
Minister of Intelligence and Security, 

Gholam-Hossein Mohseni-Ejei 

Arash Rahmanipour in mullahs’ kangaroo court
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and terrorists. 4) Leaving the country illegally.”

The prosecutor’s demand for a death sentence was based on alleged contacts with the PMOI and 
engaging in “propaganda” in favour of the PMOI and “terrorists.” The charge of leaving the country 
illegally referred to the defendant’s trip to Iraq where he visited his relatives in Camp Ashraf, home 
to 3,400 PMOI members. Many Iranians have been sentenced to long term imprisonment for visiting 
Camp Ashraf and their loved ones there. A list of 150 people arrested on charges of visiting Ashraf 
has been given to the UN. However, after the escalation of the uprising, the judicial authorities have 
imposed harsher sentences against these visitors. In one example, Ali Saremi, a political prisoner, 
was informed of his death sentence on 29 December 2009. He has spent a total of more than 20 years 
in prison. He was once arrested for visiting his son in Ashraf. He was last arrested and imprisoned 
for participating in a ceremony marking the anniversary of the 1988 massacre of political prisoners. 
He has been charged with being affiliated with the PMOI, and is now on death row.

Iranian state-run media outlets and international news agencies have also reported about other 
arrests and death sentences. Agence France Presse reported: “Iran will ‘soon execute’ nine people 
arrested during anti-government protests for seeking to topple the Islamic regime, Fars news agency 
reported on Tuesday quoting a senior judiciary official. ‘The two people executed and another nine 
who will soon be executed were definitely arrested in recent riots and each was linked with counter-
revolutionary movements,’ deputy judiciary head Ebrahim Raeesi told a meeting in the holy city of 
Qom late Monday. ‘They had participated in riots with the aim of creating disunity and toppling the 
system,’ he added.” 18

Evidence presented against defendants in these show trials show nothing more than participation 
in demonstrations, taking pictures and video footage at the anti-regime rallies and sending them 
to the PMOI, and sending SMS messages encouraging others to participate in the demonstrations. 
According to a website affiliated with an internal faction of the regime: “Among the five persons on 
trial, in addition to the three a part of whose trial was broadcast by the state television regarding 
visiting Camp Ashraf and recording videos of protests in Iran, there was a couple over 50 year olds 
whose son resides in Ashraf and the brothers of the man were executed during the early years of the 
revolution on charges of membership in the PMOI terrorist group.” 19

Despite the fact that over the past two years the UK government and the European Union have 
removed the PMOI from their terrorism lists following the rulings of several courts, the regime 
continues to use the PMOI’s terrorist designation in the US to legitimise execution of its supporters  
and other crimes against people demanding democracy.

The regime’s Chief Prosecutor publicly took advantage of the terror label against the PMOI. He said: 
“The members of the PMOI who were arrested on Ashura day have also confessed that in order to 
create disorder, chaos, unrest and set up illegal gatherings and demonstrations under the pretext 
of the tenth round of presidential elections and its aftermath, they repeatedly visited the base of 
this atheist and mohareb grouplet in Iraq and other European countries where they were trained in 
terrorism and inciting chaos.” 20

The state-run Fars News Agency reported that the regime’s Minister of Intelligence, Heydar Moslehi, 
“declared that the members of the anti-Iran terrorist group, the Mojahedin-e Khalq Organization 
(MKO) and Marxists are among the detainees. The MKO has been blacklisted as a terrorist 
organization by many international organizations and countries including the United States.” 21

The PMOI was designated in the US in 1997 and later in 2001 and 2002 respectively in the UK and 
European Union as part of a western policy of appeasement of the regime. Officials on both sides 
of the Atlantic acknowledged that the label was politically motivated and affixed on Iran’s largest 
opposition as a “goodwill gesture” to the Iran. But, after several European court orders declaring 
that the PMOI has no links to terrorism, the UK and EU governments were forced to delist the 
organisation in 2008 and 2009. 
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The US State Department continues to maintain the PMOI on its terror list relying upon the evidence 
rejected by the UK courts. Iran’s rulers continue to use the US decision to justify imprisoning and 
executing anyone sympathising with the organisation. The regime’s proxies in the Iraqi government 
also take advantage of it to justify their own suppression of PMOI members in Camp Ashraf in Iraq, 
whose forcible clousure is one of Tehran’s top demands. This could have dire implications for the 
lives of 3,400 PMOI refugees in Ashraf and lead to a serious humanitarian catastrophe. 

The PMOI in the US is prevented from campaigning for the safety of its supporters. This proscription 
criminalises support for PMOI members and sympathisers in the US and hampers their rights to 
free speech and assembly. 

Maintaining the PMOI on the US State Department terror list is a clear interference in Iran’s internal 
affairs in favour of the supreme leader Khamenei and the regime since it serves to strengthen the 
regime’s hand in suppressing dissent. Justice demands that the US ends this proscription and to 
rectify the damages to the reputation of the PMOI as well as the interests of the Iranian people. 

Iran’s prisoners in defiant mood

The defiant mood on Iranian streets is echoed in its prisons. Political prisoners openly defy the 
regime by using what little communication some may have with their families to convey bold 
messages of condemnation. 

Ali Saremi

Aged 62, father of four, was sentenced to death for “moharebeh” (waging  
war on God) on 29 December 2009 after being convicted of membership of 
the People’s Mojahedin Organization of Iran (PMOI). He was arrested in 
September 2007 after speaking at a commemoration at the Khavaran 
cemetery in Tehran for the victims of the 1988 “prison massacre” and has 
been held since. Amnesty International issued an urgent action on his and 
six other’s behalf in November 2007. 

Ali Saremi has spent 23 years in prison for his political activities both before 
and after the Islamic Revolution. In recent times he was held without trial 
for many months, mostly in Evin Prison. His final court session took place on 
16 November in Branch 15 of the Revolutionary Court. Two days after demonstrations against the 
government on Ashura, on 27 December 2009, were violently repressed by security forces, he was 
told that he had been sentenced to death. 

In a message denouncing the regime, Mr. Saremi said the regime seeks to intimidate the people and 
forestall further protests with such sentences but that it would fail. He stressed “Even in the context 
of this regime’s laws, I have not committed any crimes, except for paying my respects and praying 
for the massacred political prisoners who are buried in the mass graves of Khavaran, more than 
two years ago.” Mr. Saremi defiantly declared that he is ready to lay down his life for his people and 
country’s freedom if required. 

Ali Saremi
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Arjang Davoodi 

Another political prisoner, issued a statement smuggled outside of prison, about Mr. Saremi’s death 
sentence. “While condemning these oppressive sentences by the regime’s unjust courts I remind 
everyone that in all countries under absolute despotic rule, solitary confinement, imprisonment, 
torture, banishment, and even execution has not had and will not have any effect in the resolute 
will of those who fight for freedom and democracy. Such sentences will only sadly prove more than 
ever before the righteousness of freedom fighters and in our country, Iran, it will more than ever 
shame the regime of absolute religious rule.” Mr. Davoodi warned that the regime having lost all its 
legitimacy domestically and internationally might like the 1980’s embark on another massacre of 
political prisoners and he appealed to all human rights advocates to raise their voices. 

Shirin Alam Hooli
In January, a female political prisoner, Ms. Shirin Alam Hooli, was sentenced to death for allegedly 
being a member of the Kurdish opposition organization PJAK.

She wrote a letter smuggled from prison on 18 January which describes the torture and interrogations 
she underwent before her death sentence was handed down. In her letter Ms. Hooli relates: “I was 
arrested in April of 2007 in Tehran by a number of uniformed and a number of non-uniformed 
security forces… From the minute that I entered the detention centre they started beating me 
without asking me any questions or waiting for any answers.” Ms. Hooli was drugged and forced to 
confess under torture. Yet she and other political prisoners continue to defy the regime by telling 
their stories for the world to hear. 

 Mullahs’ misinformation

State-run news media published reports in January 2009, entitled “PMOI’s possible agenda for 
Moussavi’s elimination,” claiming that “with the help of Britain and foreign elements, the PMOI 
is planning to assassinate Hossein Moussavi in order to create a crisis... Evidence and documents 
collected by the police are said to have concluded that Moussavi’s nephew was assassinated and 
the Minister of Intelligence and Security, Moslehi, declared the PMOI’s role in it as a ‘definite 
certainty’. However Mehdi Karroubi in a meeting with Mir-Hossein Moussavi, blamed his nephew’s 
killing on the ruling system. The purpose of publishing such claims can also be setting the stage 
for ‘attempts on the lives of the leaders of sedition’ specifically Mr. Moussavi. The State Security 
Forces and other security forces have confirmed these reports and have informed political groups 
and reform leaders about the ‘PMOI grouplet’s agenda in Iran...’ Based on these facts, it appears 
that the propaganda by news outlets such as the BBC, are taking place with the aim of preparing the 
grounds and manipulating the public opinion for blaming the possible assassination on the Islamic 
Republic... Therefore, according to experts, the agendas of groups such as PMOI will possibly include 
assassinations that will lead to resolving the current crisis.” (Fars News Agency, 4 January 2010) 

The Iranian regime blamed the killing of Neda Agha-Soltan on the 
PMOI and foreign forces.  Amnesty International’s statement on 
4 September 2009 said: “Currently held in Evin Prison in Tehran, 
Caspian Makan (Neda’s fiancé) is reported to have told his family 
that if he signs a ‘confession’ saying that the People’s Mojahedeen 
Organisation of Iran (PMOI) killed her (Neda), then he may be 
released.” Mr Makan has subsequently fled abroad. 

Neda Agha-Soltan
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Killing of Mir-Hossein Moussavi’s nephew during Sunday riots
State-run Jahan Website, 27 December 2009

An individual identified as Seyyed-Ali Moussavi, who is said to be the nephew of Mir-Hossein 
Moussavi, has been shot dead near College Junction on the sidelines of one of the centres where 
rioters had gathered. The identity of his killer is not yet available but it is said that more than 10 
members of the PMOI have been detained in today’s riots. 

Attributing death of Neda to someone from UK
The state-run daily Kayhan, 31 December 2009

Iran’s Interior Minister, Mostafa Mohammad Najjar, speaking on the sidelines of a cabinet meeting, 
cited the support by some Western governments for the actions of lawbreakers, stage managed acts 
and propaganda measures for planning scenarios of killings of protesters. Regarding the plan for 
killing of Neda Agha-Soltan in post-June 12 election period, Najjar said, ‘the person that accompanied 
her had arrived from UK a few days prior [to Neda’s death].’

Attributing PMOI to foreign countries
The state-run ISNA news agency, 4 January 2010

The links between some elements of recent seditions and Britain was underlined in the meeting of 
Islamic Revolution faction with the deputy Intelligence Minister....Hojat al-Islam Hassan Nowrouzi, 
the MP from Robat-Karim, said what happened 
on the day of Ashura was not an incident that 
accidentally took place as a result of actions 
by some youngsters. It was a coordinated 
effort orchestrated by the PMOI and Wahabi 
[a reference to Saudi Arabia] grouplets as 
well as a bunch of experienced hooligans and 
deceived individuals. It was emphasized that 
the communication intercepts of these elements 
unveil their links with abroad, particularly with 
UK.

Constantly the mullahs seek to blame brutal 
acts of suppression on “foreigners” in spite of 
evidence that these are the work of the regime 
and its agents.
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Policy Recommendations

On the eve of the 31st anniversary of the anti-monarchical revolution in Iran, the EU and the 
US took the unique step of issuing a joint statement condemning “the continuing human rights 
violations in Iran since the June 12 election.” The statement also noted, “The large scale detentions 
and mass trials, the threatened execution of protestors, the intimidation of family members of those 
detained and the continuing denial to its citizens of the right to peaceful expression are contrary to 
human rights norms.”

The joint communiqué further stated that, “We 
call on the Government of Iran to live up to its 
international human rights obligations, to end its 
abuses against its own people, to hold accountable 
those who have committed the abuses and to 
release those who are exercising their rights.” 

For far too long, Tehran enjoyed impunity to 
suppress its people without facing international 
rebuke. The joint statement, although long 
overdue, is a step in the right direction. But in 
order to prevent it from turning into a small and 
fruitless portion of the huge archive on Iran, it 
must be followed with practical steps. 

Today, even some of the most ardent proponents 
of engagement with Tehran, who persistently 
argued for more dialogue with the regime and 
chided any talk of regime change, have come 
to the conclusion that attempts to engage and 
moderate the clerical regime have failed. 

Richard Haass, President of the Council on 
Foreign Relations, who calls himself a “card 
carrying realist,” wrote in a January 22 article 
in Newsweek, entitled “Enough is Enough,” that 
he previously agreed with President Obama’s 
decision to extend his hand to the Iranian regime, but now “I’ve changed my mind.”  

Haass also recommended that Western leaders “should shift their Iran policy toward increasing 
prospects of political change” and support the opposition. He added, “Critics will say promoting 
regime change will encourage Iranian authorities to tar the opposition as pawns of the West. But 
the regime is already doing so. Outsiders should act to strengthen the opposition and to deepen rifts 
among the rulers.”

The British Parliamentary Committee for Iran Freedom has for long been arguing for democratic 
change in Iran as a third option to either foreign military intervention or a continued conciliatory 
approach vis-à-vis the regime. In this context, we make the following recommendations: 

• The EU should adopt a firm position vis-à-vis the Iranian regime. As a practical step it should  restrict 
trade with Tehran.  More specifically sanctions must be imposed on the Islamic Revolutionary 
Guards Corps (IRGC) and its related commercial firms, many of which are currently operating in 
Europe. IRGC is both responsible for domestic suppression and support for terrorism in the region. 
Accordingly, it must be included on the EU’s asset freeze list as part of combating terrorism. 



14

Finally, practical measures must be taken to stop the activities of Iran’s intelligence network in 
Europe against the Iranian opposition.  

• The EU should make its diplomatic relations with Tehran subject to an end to political executions 
and release of political prisoners, as well as respect for the rights of the Iranian people with 
all tendencies to freely assemble and express their views. This should include supporters of 
organisations such as the PMOI, who are currently deemed by the regime as “enemies of God” 
and sentenced to death. 

• The EU and its Member States should support the desire of the Iranian people for democratic 
change and, in this context, open dialogue with the Iranian opposition, and in particular the 
National Council of Resistance of Iran. The NCRI and its key member organisation, the PMOI, 
have the necessary experience and capability to play a decisive role in bringing about democratic 
change in Iran. The NCRI has a clear political platform, which is best reflected in the Ten-Point 
declaration of its President-elect, Mrs. Maryam Rajavi. Western governments have continued for 
far too long to shun the group in order to please the mullahs. It is time to put an end to the old 
inertia which is certainly the legacy of the misguided policy of the past, and open a new chapter 
in the West’s policy toward Iran. 
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