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“Iran: Time for Change” – “Remove Unjust Terror Tag from PMOI”
The mullahs’ have yet again been condemned by a resolution of the UN General Assembly for the ever
deteriorating and dire state of human rights in Iran. In the past ﬁve months well over 100 Iranians have
been executed.
They continue to meddle in Iraq and promote suicide bombings. The mullahs and their agents have
been running torture centres in Iraq and are using assassination, bribes and ballot rigging to inﬂuence the
upcoming Iraqi elections. It is diﬃcult to understand how it is that our Foreign Oﬃce can have such close
relations with the mullahs, who are responsible for the deaths of British troops in Iraq and whose Basĳ
forces have threatened to unleash suicide bombers on Britain if the mullahs’ nuclear ﬁle is referred to the
UN Security Council.
The way the EU has dealt with this threat is an illustration in the dangers of appeasement. Whilst achieving
their goal of demanding from the EU that their main opposition, the People’s Mojahedin Organisation of
Iran, be unjustly proscribed, the mullahs have openly admi�ed the nuclear advancements they made during
the negotiations with the EU.
We co-chaired a symposium in the House of Lords on 29 November 2005, where over 30 pre-eminent
Parliamentarians and renowned jurists announced that over 1,300 British lawyers had signed a statement
calling for deproscription of the PMOI. The statement added, “It is time that our government distanced itself
from Iran’s hard-line regime, which represents a direct threat to British interests, and instead sides with the
millions of Iranians and their Resistance movement who seek peace, freedom and a secular democracy in
Iran”.
The symposium heard a message from Mrs Maryam Rajavi, the President-elect of the National Council
of Resistance of Iran, who described the statement as the voice of law and justice. She added that the
terror tag on the PMOI was a by-product of the West’s failed policy of appeasement towards the mullahs’
regime. Condemning all forms of terrorism and a�acks on civilians, Mrs Rajavi described as deplorable the
questioning by the West, under the guise of combating terrorism, of the legitimate right of the Iranian nation
to resist against tyranny and oppression.
Since Iran’s pretend President took up his role, there has been a breeze gathering. It is the job of the
NCRI and the brave people inside Iran, who campaign for human rights and democracy, to turn the breeze
into a gale that can put the mullahs out of oﬃce.

Lord Corbe� of Castle Vale

The Rt. Hon. The Lord Archer of Sandwell, QC
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STATEMENT ON IRAN

A call for Justice
The theocratic and fundamentalist rulers of Iran
brutally oppress the Iranian people, at the same time
as openly promoting and sponsoring terrorism across
the world. Their mantle of ‘the world’s most active
sponsor of terrorism’ and indisputable intention to
acquire nuclear weapons makes the mullahs a major
threat and challenge for the international community.

been alerted to the Iranian regime’s clandestine nuclear
weapons programme. The PMOI has also exposed
accurate and precise information on the Iranian
regime’s terrorist activities around the world.
For detailed reasons, which are beyond the realm of this
statement, renowned international legal experts have
concluded that there is no legal basis for the proscription
of the PMOI. That is why The Rt. Hon. Lord Slynn of
Hadley and The Rt. Hon. Lord Archer of Sandwell
QC, have joined a majority of MPs and a large number
of Peers to ask the British government to remove the
PMOI from its list of proscribed organisations.

Western democracies have increasingly recognised
the need to challenge the mullahs and stand up to the
imminent threat that they pose. However, this cannot
be achieved through either appeasement or external
military interference. The answer is to support the
millions of longsuﬀering Iranians and their Resistance
movement whose cries for freedom are o�en silenced on
the ends of nooses hanging from cranes in Iran’s squares
or under torture in Iran’s many prisons. Regre�ably,
the Iranian community in Britain and those Britons
who wish to promote freedom and democracy in Iran
face a major obstacle. In 2001 the British government
acceded to the Iranian regime’s demand to proscribe the
main Iranian opposition group, the People’s Mojahedin
Organisation of Iran (PMOI).

The PMOI is a member organisation of the National
Council of Resistance of Iran (NCRI). The NCRI is the
Parliament in exile of the Iranian Resistance, which has
540 members and seeks to establish a democratic and
secular government to replace the present extremist
and fundamentalist regime in Iran.
We the undersigned support this statement and ask
the Home Secretary to de-proscribe the PMOI. It is
time that our government distanced itself from Iran’s
hard-line regime, which represents a direct threat to
British interests, and instead sides with the millions
of Iranians and their Resistance movement who seek
peace, freedom and a secular democracy in Iran.

The Home Secretary acknowledged that the PMOI does
not represent a threat to Western or British interests.
In fact, some Western leaders have re-iterated that had
it not been for the detailed information provided by
the PMOI in August 2002, the world would not have
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“It deﬁes belief when those responsible [PMOI] for revealing the Iranian regime’s terrorism and nuclear
weapons programme, o�en at great personal risk, are labelled by the British government as terrorists.”
The Rt. Hon. The Lord Archer of Sandwell, QC
The Lord Archer of Sandwell QC,
a former Solicitor-General, Crown
Court Recorder, and Chairman
of the Council on Tribunals, is a
member of the Select Intelligence
and Security Commi�ee of the
UK Parliament.

a private aﬀair between the government and the citizens.
If freedom and dignity are denied anywhere, then they are
at risk everywhere and unless the human family cares for
all its members, then all its members are in danger. So for
that reason, even if it stood alone, we can probably call on
the world to support the people of Iran in their struggle for
freedom.
However, there is a second reason. The mullahs do not
conﬁne their terrorism within the borders of Iran. They
can hardly complain that what they do is not the business
of the whole world, when through their sponsorship of
international terrorism they have made it the business of
the world. Britain has reason to know that, because many
years ago the ayatollahs promulgated a fatwa against
Salman Rushdie, a British citizen, living in Britain. The
mullahs declared it the duty of all Muslims to kill him. That
falls squarely within any possible deﬁnition of international
terrorism.
In 1983 when the Iranian regime arranged for the suicide
bombing of a United States naval base in Beirut, that was
terrorism by any conceivable standard. Recently, ‘Time
Magazine’ published its ﬁndings about the involvement of
the Iranian Revolutionary Guards in a�acks on Coalition
forces in Iraq, and the world was forced to concern itself
with international terrorism. And on 6 October, even our
own Prime Minister had to warn the regime in Iran against
supplying explosives in Iraq for a�acks on British troops.
Now the process is becoming more sinister. We will hear
from this platform during the morning of incontrovertible
evidence that the Iranian regime is seriously embarked on a
nuclear weapons programme, in ﬂagrant breach of its NPT
treaty obligations. So the second reason why the activities
of the Iranian regime are the business of the world is
because they are the centre of a network of terrorist activity
which threatens the whole world. As such, the world will
be safe only when the people of Iran are safe. That is why
it deﬁes belief, reason and common sense when those who
have been responsible for revealing the Iranian regime’s
terrorism and nuclear weapons programme, o�en at great
personal risk, are labelled by the British government as
terrorists. The PMOI have suﬀered from the terrorism and
the brutality of the Iranian regime more than anyone. Over
120,000 of their members and sympathisers have been

I begin by thanking the distinguished members of the
panel for their support and of course we all very much look
forward to hearing their contributions. I also wish to thank
the large audience for their a�endance.
This Palace of Westminster where we are meeting, is a
place where for 700 years, rulers and nobles and scholars
and diplomats and the representatives of the people have
come together to discuss how best to govern this country.
And in that context, they have discussed freedom within
the rule of law for the people of Britain. But you might ask,
why here in London do we meet to discuss our hopes for
the people of Iran? You could ask why on 7 November did
representatives of virtually every nation in Western Europe
gather together in Brussels to discuss Iran. Why in recent
times have American Senators and Congressmen met
together repeatedly to discuss Iran? Why is what happens
in Iran, considered by the world to be its business?
Well, essentially for two reasons. First, for some 27 years,
the Iranian people have lived under a regime which has
denied them any respect for human rights. It is a regime that
governs by brutality and is probably the only regime in the
world that condemns children to death. Only a few months
ago, the mullahs publicly hanged a 16 year old girl and
sentenced a 13 year old girl to death, because they did not
comply with the rules imposed by the mullahs on women.
This is a regime that lashed a 14 year old boy to death
for eating in the street during Ramadan. A regime which
has imposed death sentences on more than 100 hundred
people during the four months since the new president was
elected. A regime that has been condemned on more than 50
occasions by United Nations bodies for its total indiﬀerence
to human rights. That is the business of the whole global
community. Because the world now recognises that when a
government treats its own citizens in that way, it is not just
6
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It deﬁes belief when ...

in Church House in March of this year and we heard a
recorded message to the meeting from Madam Rajavi.
She spoke of those within Iran who at great danger to
themselves are resisting the regime and she said that they
and I quote “have a right to wonder if their cry for freedom
is ﬁnding an echo among men and women of conscience
around the world”. I hope that today they may learn the
answer to that question.

executed or assassinated over the past 25 years. So who are
the terrorists?
That is why we will hear this morning of a statement
to which more than 1,300 British lawyers have subscribed
their names protesting against the continued proscription of
the People’s Mojahedin and calling on the Home Secretary
to remedy that injustice. Some of those lawyers are present
today and you will be hearing from them very shortly.
You may remember that many of us met together

7

Symposium of Parliamentarians & Jurists - House of Lords, Westminster, November 2005

“Following a 16-month investigation by Coalition forces, no grounds were found to charge
PMOI personnel in Iraq with any oﬀence and no links found between PMOI and terrorism”
Stephen Grosz, Solicitor
Stephen Grosz, Partner and Head
of Public Law and Human Rights
Department in Bindman and
Partners, is a leader in the ﬁeld of
civil liberties and human rights
law. He sits on the Executive
Commi�ee of JUSTICE and the
Advisory Council of the British
Institute of Human Rights. He is a member of the
Management Commi�ee of the Human Rights Lawyers’
Association and is chair of the Law Society’s Domestic
Human Rights Reference Group.

I can summarise in three broad headings why it is now
sought to de-proscribe the PMOI. Firstly, the PMOI has a nonviolent stance and respects human rights and democracy. The
PMOI has engaged in no military activity at all since July 2001.
They have totally renounced violence and Mrs Rajavi, the
President-elect of the NCRI, has made a statement declaring
that a future Iran free of the mullahs’ rule will be one in which
the death penalty is abolished and all international treaties
and conventions concerning human rights are fully adhered
to. How diﬀerent from the current regime in Tehran.
Secondly, the PMOI played no part whatsoever in the recent
war in Iraq, not even in self defence when they were initially
bombed by Coalition forces. They voluntarily disarmed,
placed their vehicles and weaponry at the disposal of Coalition
forces and fully co-operated with the US led Coalition forces.
Yet, following a 16-month investigation by Coalition forces,
no grounds were found to charge PMOI personnel in Iraq
with any oﬀence and the Coalition accepted that it had found
no links between the PMOI and terrorism. As a result all of
the PMOI personnel in Iraq were granted ‘protected persons’
status under the Fourth Geneva Convention.
Thirdly, the PMOI has fully co-operated in the ﬁght
against terror. The PMOI has provided detailed intelligence
to Coalition forces in Iraq about Iranian regime involvement
in a�acks on Coalition forces and it has been instrumental in
revealing the Iranian regime’s nuclear weapons programme,
which has lead to the current pressure on Iran to abandon its
nuclear programme. So what I would say then is that the real
terrorists are not the PMOI but the regime in Tehran itself.
Lord Alton told me that in the past 10 days a question was
asked in the House of Lords about the reasons for the continued
proscription of the PMOI. A�er all, the Home Secretary said
he keeps the terror list under review and that he updates it
from time to time. The Home Oﬃce Minister was asked about
the continuing reasons for the proscription of the PMOI. The
answer given was fairly anodyne and there was a promise to
put the relevant material in the library. So far as we know, it
has not appeared there yet.
One of the things we will be doing is pu�ing this to the test
and making an application under the Freedom of Information
Act to ﬁnd out exactly what information the Home Secretary
has on the PMOI, which he says continues to justify the use of
the terror tag for this organisation.

Last week, I was standing outside the Law Courts, on
business as one does, and I was accosted by someone clutching
a clip board and a statement – ‘Iran: A Call for Justice’. I signed
it and I am delighted to know that I am one of over 1,300 British
lawyers who have signed this statement. In the front of the
desk here are 4 lever arch ﬁles full of the statements signed by
lawyers for free, and that is really quite an achievement.
What I am here to tell you this morning is that a new
application to de-proscribe the PMOI will be made very
shortly. The PMOI was proscribed under the Terrorism Act
at the beginning of 2001 in what seems to be a shabby deal of
appeasement between the Iranians and the United Kingdom,
as well as a number of EU governments. In relation to their
negotiations concerning the Iranian regime’s nuclear weapons
programme, the EU promised the Iranian regime that as
long as they played ball the PMOI would remain a terrorist
organisation and thereby at the same time dangling in front
of them the possibility that if they do not play ball, the PMOI
will not be a terrorist organisation. Well, either the PMOI is or
is not a terrorist group. This determination does not depend
upon whether Iran develops a nuclear programme or not and
whether they are nice to the West or not.
This application will be made by a group of Members
of Parliament and members of the House of Lords who are
directly aﬀected by the proscription of the PMOI. This is the
ﬁrst time that an application to de-proscribe an organisation
under the Terrorism Act will be made by Peers and MPs,
rather than people within the organisation itself. It is a mark of
the importance of the application that these Parliamentarians
are prepared to do that.
8
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Following a 16-month investigation by Coalition forces...

So those are the things we are going to be doing. We will
begin by ﬁling an application by Members of Parliament for the
deproscription of the PMOI, followed up by seeking a meeting
with the Home Secretary to press him on his reasons for the
PMOI’s continued proscription and we will be seeking to ﬁnd
out those reasons from the Home Secretary under the Freedom
of Information Act. We will also continue to gather signatures
from lawyers for the statement and generally raise awareness
of the grave injustice suﬀered by the PMOI. And this time we
hope we will succeed in removing the terror tag.

So those are the things we are going to be doing. We will
be ﬁling an application by members of parliament, we will
also be meeting with the Home Secretary to press him on his
reasons, we will be seeking to ﬁnd out those reasons from the
Home Secretary under the Freedom of Information Act, we
will continue to gather signatures from lawyers for the joint
statement. And this time we hope we will succeed in removing
the terror tag.
Thank you.
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“I wholeheartedly endorse these eﬀorts and other eﬀorts to try
and eﬀect peaceful and civilised change in Iran”
Lord Inglewood ,DL
that currently pertain in Iran and the implications of what
is going on there, are really not appropriate for the kind of
world we are living in today.
Therefore, I would just like to put on record my
wholehearted endorsement of these eﬀorts and other eﬀorts
to try and eﬀect peaceful and civilised change in Iran in
order that the great country of Iran, which I have never
visited but would like to, will be in a happier position than
it is now. Where people who are Muslims can needless
to say practice their own faith in the way they wish, but
people who vary from that are not persecuted.

Lord Inglewood, DL was a Deputy
Chief Whip in the House of Lords
under the previous government. He is
a barrister and he has been a Minister
for Broadcasting and Tourism

As I have a Commi�ee meeting dealing
with EU issues shortly, regre�ably I am not going to have
the opportunity to go into any particular points in detail.
Rather, I would merely like to say, and I think I am probably
speaking for everybody in this room, that the circumstances
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“How does the government justify presence of PMOI on proscribed list when the organisation has not
conducted any military activity for over four years and its personnel in Iraq have voluntarily disarmed?”
Brian Binley, MP
Mr Brian Binley is a Member
of Parliament for Northampton
South. He has held many public
body
positions,
including
Northamptonshire
County
Council Councillor, Shadow
Education Vice Chair, Finance
Portfolio Holder and Chair of the
Finance and Resources Scrutiny
Commi�ee. He is currently Secretary of the All Party
Maldives Group.

which by any sets of codes to which we would adhere, would
be considered to be evil. Sadly, that regime has deepened with
respect to its evil nature since the election of Ahmadinejad.
Surely, our government must now act.
Iran’s new President and his terrorist cabinet are the people
who state publicly that Israel should we wiped oﬀ the world
map. What a remark to make. What a frightening remark to
present to the people of the West who fought against a similarly
evil regime in 1939 and 1946. Because I am quite frank and do
equate that remark with the evil of the Nazis. In my view, it is
therefore very important that we tell the people that this sort
of evil exists again in our world and it is the duty of all good
and fair minded people to ﬁght against it.
I was delighted I must say when I heard the Prime Minister
saying “Can you imagine a regime such as this possessing
nuclear weapons?” Hopefully, that is the start of a change of
a�itude and thinking within the British government, which
will inﬂuence the American government and we will begin to
see the changes that we all call for.
The evil nature of the Iranian regime does not surprise
me, but what shocks and angers me, is the way in which our
government and the EU have bowed to most of the mullahs
demands. Maybe the Foreign Oﬃce should explain to the
public why they still have not changed their policy towards a
regime that is responsible for the deaths of British troops in Iraq
and whose Basĳ forces throw petrol bombs at our Embassy in
Tehran, whilst chanting that if the Iranian regime’s nuclear ﬁle
is referred to the United Nations Security Council, no corner of
Britain will be safe from suicide bombers. Don’t we deserve an
explanation as to why we still pursue an appeasement policy
when we hear words of that kind? Certainly it frightens me. It
frightens me for my children and for my grandchildren. I believe
that message ought to get through to our government and I am
hopeful having visited with Lord Corbe� and Lord RussellJohnston the EU commission in Brussels over three weeks ago.
I am hopeful that there is beginning to be a realisation of the
failure of the appeasement policy and beginning to hope there
might just be a change in policy in this respect.
It is about time in truth that our Foreign Secretary accepted
just how unsuccessful and indeed dangerous our policy
towards the mullahs has been. The result of appeasement has
been to place the most radical elements of the Iranian regime
in power, which in turn has resulted in a shocking increase in
the level and brutality of oppression in Iran. We have learnt
of the stepping up of the mullahs’ involvement in terrorism
and interference in Iraq, and of course the mullahs becoming

The Iranian regime represents a threat not only to the
Iranian people, but also to the rest of the civilised world.
For many years it has been directly involved in planning,
ﬁnancing and executing terrorist atrocities across the world.
But at the same time, and this has become much more evident
of late, it has been aggressively pursuing a nuclear weapons
programme, which should frighten all of us.
When we consider that we are talking about a medieval
theocracy, which supports and lauds suicide bombers, having
the ability to discharge nuclear weapons, then the fear becomes
real and almost tangible.
The regime has also set up insurgent groups in Iraq with
the aim of conducting fatal a�acks on Coalition forces. It has
supplied those insurgents with funding and the smart bombs,
which either pierce through the armour plating of our Coalition
vehicles or are detonated through infrared technology. We also
know that through inﬁltration of the Iraqi police and security
services, they and their proxies, such as the Badr Brigade, have
been responsible for many hundreds of assassinations of Iraqi
dissidents and of course the most recent news is that they
have been running secret torture centres with the Iraqi Interior
Ministry. This is a list of concerns which almost beggars belief.
But the truth is, not enough people know of it and not enough
people understand the threat that it represents.
The aim in Iraq of the mullahs’ regime is to take control of
the country and set up a satellite Islamic fundamentalist state,
which will create a Middle East even more dangerous than
we have today. The truth of the ma�er is that we in the West
hoped that things would get be�er. We hoped that our policy
of appeasement, or at least some hoped that our policy of
appeasement, to those we saw as ‘good country vicars’ would
bear fruit. Well we got the mindset wrong, because these
people are no ‘country vicars’. We are talking about a regime
11
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How does the government justify...

ever closer to achieving their nuclear ambitions, ought to be
enough to make us realise that the threat is not only to the
Middle East, not only to the Iranian people, but if the latest
‘Shahab’ missile is ﬁnally developed in two years time as they
think it will be, we are talking about a threat to the coastline of
France and maybe here. That needs to be taken into account by
our Foreign Minister.
One of the most concerning acts of appeasement undertaken
by the EU and the West in general concerns our agreement to
the demands of the mullahs to place Iran’s main opposition,
the Iranian Mojahedin, on the list of terrorist organisations.
That is a sell out. We know it is a sell out. The Iranian people
know it is a sell out. And yet we are still trying to ﬁnd our way
around a policy which has proved again and again to be so
unsuccessful.
The truth of the ma�er is, the Iranian people’s only hope of
freedom and democracy, the PMOI, have been the sacriﬁcial
lamb to deals done to placate their oppressors. It is an act
which I fear the Iranian people will ﬁnd diﬃcult to understand
on behalf of our governments. By unjustly proscribing the
PMOI and by placing restrictions on its activities, we have
sent a message to the Iranian people that we are almost taking

active steps to support the regime now in power. What sort
of message is that for a democracy to give to an oppressed
people? What sort of hope does that engender in them that
there might be a change for the good, when the West still aids
a regime that we all ﬁnd impossible to support and we all
believe is remarkable to even exist in the 21st century.
How does the government square and justify the presence
of the PMOI on the proscribed list with the fact that the PMOI
have not conducted any military activities over recent years,
that their personnel in Iraq have voluntarily disarmed, and
following thorough a 16-month investigation by the MultiNational Forces in Iraq into the PMOI and its personnel in
Iraq, they were granted ‘protected persons’ status and found
to have no links to terrorism. How do we square that with the
fact that we continue to keep the PMOI on the proscribed list?
It is nonsense.
So we really have to impress on our government in
every way possible, the fact that by taking the PMOI oﬀ the
proscribed list, we send a message of hope to the people of Iran
and we give some hope to the National Council of Resistance
of Iran, that there is a future for a democratic and free Iran in
the Middle East, which can play a positive role in that region.
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“People’s Mojahedin of Iran represent the Iranian people’s hopes
and aspirations for a free and democratic Iran”
Baroness Harris of Richmond
Baroness Harris of Richmond
is a Liberal life Peer; she has
chaired the European Union
Select sub-Commi�ee F and has
been a member of the European
Union Select Commi�ee, Oﬃces
Commi�ee and Refreshment SubCommi�ee. She is a Whip for the
Liberal Democrat group of Peers,
and Deputy Spokesperson on Northern Ireland.

movement where women take the lead in positions of
responsibility.
The Iranian Resistance has said time and time again that
they want nothing from the international community. The
only thing they ask is that we remain neutral in their struggle
against the Iranian regime and refrain from legitimising
it, thereby prolonging its rule. Our policy of constructive
engagement has been counterproductive, as there is nothing
constructive about our engagement with the mullahs.
If there had been, we would not have read reports of the
shocking treatment of minors by the Iranian regime. I would
like to refer to a recent ‘Sunday Telegraph’ article entitled
“Under Iran’s ‘divinely ordained justice’, girls as young as
nine are charged with ‘moral crimes’. The best that they can
hope for is to die by hanging”. Dealing with a number of cases,
it stated,
“Zhila Izadyar, a 13-year-old girl, has been sentenced to
be stoned to death a�er her parents reported that she had
had an incestuous relationship with her 15-year-old brother
and had become pregnant by him. Zhila has already received
a ‘preliminary punishment’ of 53 lashes. A representative
from Iran’s Society for the Protection of Children’s Rights has
managed to visit Zhila in prison. She found the 13-year-old in
a desperate state, in solitary conﬁnement and unable to keep
down food. She has not been allowed to see her child. “I am
scared. I want to go home,” said Zhila. “I want to go back to
school like the other children”. But if Iran’s judges have their
way, Zhila will see neither her school nor her home again. She
will be buried up to her neck and the last thing she will see will
be the stones hurtling towards her young head. Indeed, those
who are disgusted by judicial decisions cannot even safely
express their condemnation of a system that not only hangs
children, but beats them to death in public. Kaveh HabibiNejad, a 14-year-old boy, suﬀered this fate on 12 November
for eating on the streets during Ramadan.”
I conclude by expressing my delight at the fact that 1,300
British lawyers have recognised the fact that it is entirely
illegal to have the People’s Mojahedin on the list of terrorist
organisations, as they represent the Iranian people’s hopes
and aspirations for a free and democratic Iran. It is about time
that our government took notice of this.

Over recent decades, the Iranian people have fought for
freedom, democracy, social justice and equality, ﬁrst against
the Shah’s dictatorship and more recently against the mullahs’
theocracy.
As we have already heard so elegantly this morning, we
must support these aims and ensure that Iranians enjoy the
same freedoms as those of us lucky enough to live in the free
world. Iran has been hĳacked by fundamentalist clerics, who
do not support freedom for their people.
Iranian women and children are the principal victims of this
regime, and it is really to them that I address these remarks. But
so are ethnic and religious minorities, homosexuals, political
dissidents or indeed anyone not subservient to the system of
‘velayat e fagih’ or absolute rule of the clergy.
We have heard a great deal about the Iranian regime’s
human rights abuses and the horrendous crimes against
humanity. Women in Iran suﬀer discrimination from birth,
solely because of their gender. Women are considered secondclass citizens and are treated as such, but have always been
an integral part of the freedom movement, and that makes
me enormously proud. This is why I have been so impressed
by Iran’s main opposition movement, the National Council of
Resistance of Iran. The NCRI is not only lead by a woman, but
women make up 50% of its membership.
The NCRI work tirelessly for a free Iran, one in which the
brutal practices of stoning, public executions, ﬂogging, eye
gouging and limb amputations do not occur. An Iran where
women are not discriminated against solely because of their
gender, and people are not hung in public. This is why it is
so impressive that Mrs Maryam Rajavi leads the Resistance
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main victims of the Iranian regime’s brutal discrimination
and oppression. Iran remains one of the only countries in the
world where women are still stoned to death. I think you
will remember that there was a case in Africa last year where
a woman was due to be stoned to death. There was public
outrage. The government and anyone else you can think of,
including women condemned it. There were also questions
in the House. I ﬁnd it extraordinary that we do not have that
same level of objection to what is happening in Iran.
With their medieval ideology and practices, there is no
place for such a regime in the 21st century. It is a travesty. But
it is also time that the international community accepted the
reality of the regime in Iran and actually listened to the Iranian
people and their Resistance lead by Madam Rajavi. Friends,
the policy of appeasement and constructive engagement has
been a failure and has resulted in the threat from the Iranian
regime multiplying. At the same time, a foreign war is certainly
not the answer.
Mrs Rajavi has said clearly that if the West were to remain
neutral in the struggle between the Iranian people and the
mullahs, the Iranian people and their Resistance would bring
about the fundamental change for which the long suﬀering
people of Iran yearn.
Placing an illegitimate terror tag on the PMOI was an
undeserved gi� to the mullahs and does not represent
neutrality. It implies that the international community is
supportive of the current regime and that is a real obstacle in
bringing about change and ultimately democracy to Iran.
In parting words, over 1,300 British lawyers have called for
the immediate removal of the PMOI from the terror list and
so many parliamentarians have shown their support. This is a
political as well as a human cause. The political pressure on the
government must not only continue, but must be intensiﬁed.
In a way, I ﬁnd it strange that when the Labour party was in
opposition, the Iranian opposition was invited to the party
conference and was welcome at conferences and their cause
was well announced and I ﬁnd it a li�le extraordinary how
things have changed. I hope we can go back to the position we
were in before.
I ﬁnish by expressing my support for the dedicated team
at the NCRI and also salute Mrs Rajavi and the marvellous
group of women in the NCRI who work tirelessly with her for
the liberation of their people. They are an inspiration to us all
and are a necessary sign of immense hope for a bright future
for Iran.

Baroness Gould of Po�ernewton,
is a distinguished women’s
rights campaigner and chairs
the government’s Independent
Advisory Group on Sexual Health
and HIV. Baroness Gould was
Chief Woman Oﬃcer of the Labour
Party between 1975 and 1985.
I am pleased to be here to join what is a very distinguished
panel of lawyers and colleagues from both Houses and from
all parties, just to say a few words in support of the campaign
for Iranian freedom.
I know that I have the agreement of everyone in this room
when I express my abhorrence at the rogue practices of the
Iranian regime, which for far too long has oppressed the
Iranian people - spreading a message of hate and violence
across the world in the name of Islam.
Like other members of the panel today, I am extremely
concerned about the real threat posed by the crimes being
commi�ed by the Iranian regime in Iraq, its spread of terrorism
and its nuclear weapons programme.
I want to reﬂect for a moment on what daily life means
for ordinary Iranians. Over the past 25 years, the Islamic
fundamentalist mullahs have reaped devastation upon the
people of Iran. For the past 17 years that has been recognised by
the UN Commi�ee on Human Rights, which has continuously
passed resolutions on the poor human rights record of Iran.
Nevertheless one always lives in hope. When I spoke at the
symposium in Church House in March, I said that I trusted
that this year would be the end of a dark and brutal chapter
in Iran’s proud history and a new dawn would begin. But alas
I was wrong, as the situation has worsened since Iran’s new
president has come to power. Ahmadinejad is an individual
with a track record of torture, execution and terrorism.
The Iranian regime’s human rights record was already truly
shocking. Summary arrests, torture, inhumane punishments
and execution were daily events. But in the past four months,
under Ahmadinejad’s presidency, there has been a brutal
crackdown on dissidents, with over 100 Iranians executed.
There has also been a spate of inexcusable executions of minors
with youths under 18 year olds being hanged in public squares.
We also heard from Baroness Harris the shocking treatment of
the 13-year-old girl.
I know it has been said before, but women are one of the
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I wish to add my support to the renowned legal experts
and majority of Parliamentarians, all of who concluded that it
is time for our government to de-proscribe the PMOI.
I hope that a gathering like this will persuade the
government that we should concern ourselves with the
situation in Iran. The Iranian regime has unfortunately
brutally oppressed the Iranian people. They openly promoted
terrorism and increasingly they are interfering in the internal
aﬀairs of Iraq, which it has no right to be doing.
Certainly, the Iranian government as a dictatorship should
not try to inﬂuence the future of Iraq, which it is trying to do and will continue to do unless the world gets together to force
the government of Iran and help the people to change. I am
glad to say that the National Council of Resistance of Iran and
Mrs Maryam Rajavi really are struggling for the freedom and
liberation of Iran and we should do everything that we can in
our country to bring that about. This will not be easy, because
although we as an ancient democracy with a very great empire
at one time prided ourselves on our international inﬂuence,
these days it is diﬃcult to achieve much. But we must keep on
trying. That is why I am so glad that we have this gathering
today.

I have always said, especially as a lawyer, that it is be�er to
confess before you are found out. Therefore let me confess to
you that I am now 97 years old.
At an early age, and I started my education at the start of
World War I, I was taught that Persia as we called it, was one
of the most interesting and ancient countries in the world, as
well as one to be respected. But in recent times, things have
been rather diﬀerent.
Before I go any further, perhaps I should confess that I
happen to be the senior Queens Council of England & Wales
and I am delighted that no fewer than 1,300 British lawyers
of all political persuasions have supported this gathering of
people who want to achieve democracy in Iran.
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of the electoral commission and used its inﬂux in the Interior
Ministry and other organs to try to stuﬀ the ballot boxes. Now
we have heard an awful lot about stuﬃng the ballot boxes in
various parts of the world. The British government will have a
watchful eye on what goes on in Iraq. The Iranian regime has
also tried to interfere with the boxes that have been transferred
and there is even suggestions that there have been boxes of
ballot papers ready as a substitute for those that have been
cast in the normal way. They have oﬀered huge sums of
money to people who have been running the elections. They
have threatened to assassinate oﬃcials who have refused
to co-operate, and they are trying to eliminate a number of
candidates who do not agree with their point of view.
So the evidence is there. We do not need anyone telling us
that there is still a reason for these mullahs to operate. There is
no reason on god’s earth that this regime should be allowed to
continue. There is certainly no shortage of evidence whatsoever
about its crimes. Surely, the international community can see
that the Iranian regime should change, especially following
the recent so-called elections. In the past, we thought that the
mullahs would change and the commentators were saying
that there would ultimately be some sort of democracy. In
fact, the evidence indicates that the Iranian regime has become
even more repressive. A cursory examination of Mahmoud
Ahmadinejad’s record shows that he is a thug, a crook, a
criminal and he has li�le respect for human life. His record
consists of torture and execution in Iran’s prisons.
Is it any wonder that the sham elections were largely
boyco�ed by over 60 per cent of eligible voters? Many countries
are working hard to bring peace to the Middle East, a region
that has been troubled for a very long time. What does the new
president do? He openly states his desire to annihilate the only
democratic state in the Middle East. His remarks about his true
intentions towards Israel bought instant condemnation in the
world and quite rightly so. But still, we have a situation where
the government of our country supports the idea of proscribing
the voice of freedom for Iran, the PMOI.
For many years, Madam Rajavi and the NCRI have
warned the world about the mullahs, their role in ﬁnancing
and organising the spread of fanatical fundamentalism and
terrorism. Yes it is time for change. It is time for the United
Nations to consider now new ideas to stop these evil people
led by an evil man, from perpetrating terror in their own and
other countries. Yes it is time for renewed eﬀorts by all of us.
In calling for a change we should again pay tribute to Madam
Rajavi for her inspired leadership of the Iranian Resistance.
Her bravery is an example to us all.
I wish her and her colleagues every success. May they and
the world see an end to repression in Iran.

What a privilege it is to follow such an eminent person as
Lord Renton. He is someone I cannot even begin to describe.
To be present with him on this platform is beyond my wildest
dreams. It is a pleasure to be here ladies and gentlemen.
I look at the title for today’s meeting – ‘Iran: A time for
change’ and think to myself that the time for change was a
long while is gone. The time for change went several years
ago. The time for change was when the ﬁrst brutality started
by the regime in Iran. It has been too long. Together with the
Iranian people we have waited for a change that is so urgently
needed.
At the present time, there is an abundance of evidence to
support our call for a change of the wicked and inhumane
regime in Iran. We have heard today evidence of brutality,
executions as graphically described by Baroness Harris,
widespread abuse of human rights, export of terrorism,
interference in Iraq, and of course the Iranian regime’s of a
nuclear bomb, something that has been mentioned and that
should frighten every one of us.
If I may, I want to share with you the latest information that
has come from the National Council of Resistance of Iran who
has friends inside the regime. The clerical regime is trying its
utmost to interfere in the Iraqi elections. It has actually set up
a headquarters to deal with all aspects of the elections. The
supreme leader, Ali Khamenei, has stated that the elections
are ﬁne as far as the regime is concerned, but that the regime
should have its way. In other words, before a vote is cast,
they are saying it is in the interests of the mullahs to get the
result they want. Interestingly enough, the British government
through its Embassy in Iraq has a direct responsibility in the
holding of elections in Iraq. Our government must therefore
provide the necessary guarantees to prevent Iranian meddling
in the elections, because Tehran is bent on engaging in fraud to
get the desired results.
The Embassy must be very watchful and be prepared to
expose anything that they ﬁnd that would substantiate the
allegations that we are dealing with here today. The regime
is trying to intimidate, oﬀer bribes, use force and threaten
religious fatwas in order to coerce people into voting in a
particular way and it is scandalous. It has tried to take control
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now on several occasions is a very obvious one. These are two
extraordinary women and we have heard from several of my
colleagues from the House today, including Baroness Harris
about the plight of women in Iran. What be�er iconic ﬁgure
than Maryam Rajavi who stands alongside Dor Aung San Kyi
in my view as two of the great women in our world today. She
should be properly acknowledged as Dor Aung San Kyi has
been properly acknowledged by the world authorities. I would
like to see the Nobel Peace Prize given to Maryam Rajavi for all
that she has done for Iranian women over the years.
There are two questions that I want to brieﬂy address, as
there are so many distinguished people that are going to speak
today. The ﬁrst concerns proliferation and the Iranian regime’s
nuclear programme. The second concerns the character
assassination of the PMOI.
The manner in which the West has dealt with the threat
posed by the Iranian regime’s nuclear weapons programme is
an illustration of the danger of the kind of appeasement, which
many of us thought would be set aside when Lord Renton ﬁrst
entered the House of Commons in 1945. A�er having led the
EU3 on a merry dance for a few years, the mullahs’ nuclear
negotiator openly admi�ed the nuclear advancements that
the mullahs had made during the negotiations with the EU3.
During this process, they also broke every agreement, which
was reached with the EU3, most recently by feeding 37 tonnes
of uranium ore into the uranium conversion facility in Isfahan.
Now the mullahs state that they will feed a further 50 tonnes
into the facility, providing them with suﬃcient highly enriched
uranium for up to 10 atomic bombs.
The thought of the most active state sponsor of terrorism
possessing the world’s most dangerous weapons is truly
terrifying. Since the National Council of Resistance of Iran
revealed the existence, and it is they who revealed the
existence, not the CIA or some other intelligence agency, of the
mullahs’ nuclear programme in August 2002, the international
community has gone about dealing with this very serious
threat in entirely the wrong manner. Rather than adopting a
ﬁrm policy towards the Iranian regime, the EU3 have given
the mullahs concession a�er concession in the blind hope
that the mullahs will suddenly wake up one day, repent for
all their misdeeds and decide that they will give up a nuclear
weapons programme on which they have spent billions of
dollars and which they see as their only means of survival. As
Stephen Grosz argued earlier today, the EU3 even went as far
as to promise the continued proscription of the PMOI if the
mullahs agreed to comply with their nuclear obligations. What

It is always a pleasure and a privilege to join the Iranian
Resistance in raising issues concerning Iran in the very heart of
Parliament. It is 25 years since a group of Iranian intellectuals
approached me and asked me how to organise a meeting for the
Iranian Resistance at a party conference. Over the years I have
tried to be faithful to this cause, because it is close to my own
heart. Further, I have never understood how any government
could proscribe an organisation that stands for democratic
values and struggles for liberty and equality within Iran, and
meanwhile, do business with a regime that has licensed terror
all over the world. For me a parallel I have o�en drawn is
doing business with the right and yet proscribing the French
Resistance during World War II.
I cannot understand why we have pursued this policy of
appeasement towards the Iranian regime and I believe that
over the last few months our own government has started to
question its own policy. I have been particularly heartened
and pleased to see so many colleagues from both Houses, as
well as eminent lawyers here today. The numbers seem to
increase inexorably. Lord Renton is right to remind us of the
importance of using the privileges we have and the liberties
we enjoy in this country, for which people gave their lives in
two World Wars, to speak out as people have been doing here
today.
We gathered earlier this year in Church House and gathered
so poignantly as some of you will remember on 7 July while
bombs were going oﬀ in this very city. It was against that
backdrop that we were considering the nature of terror by the
Iranian regime.
Only yesterday Tony Clarke and I were in this room
speaking about the situation in Burma. There is just one
parallel that I would draw. We were raising the plight of ethnic
minorities in that country, but also the house arrest of Dor
Aung San Su Kyi for ten years. The Burmese military decided
to re-new that house arrest for a continuing period.
Well the parallel you can draw between Dor Aung San Su
Kyi and Maryam Rajavi who I have had the privilege to meet
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a tortuous deal. Any further delay in the referral of the Iranian
regime’s nuclear ﬁle to the UN Security Council is wholly and
totally inexcusable, as the threat posed by the Iranian regime
continues to mount, thereby increasing the potential for
extraordinary military conﬂict in the region.
The promise made by the EU3 highlights the way in which
the West has used the PMOI as a pawn in negotiations with
the mullahs and leads me on to the mullahs’ sophisticated
misinformation campaign against the PMOI. I have, as have
my colleagues even in the last few days, received yet more
brochures by the propaganda arm of the regime, trying to
discredit the PMOI.
Having been involved with the activities of the Iranian
Resistance over this 25 years, I have learned a great deal
about that misinformation campaign and the a�empts by the
Iranian regime to discredit the PMOI. One of the allegations
that I personally followed concerned the gruesome murder
of three Anglican leaders in Iran in 1994. We were told that
three women publicly confessed to have received orders from
the PMOI to murder the Anglican priests. Several years later,
however, former intelligence oﬃcials of the Iranian regime
revealed in their newspapers in Iran that those priests had
been murdered by agents of the Ministry of Intelligence and
Security and that all the allegations about PMOI involvement
in the killings were fabricated in order to deliberately discredit
the movement. This is an example of the sordid thing that we
are dealing with here today.
The reason I draw a�ention to that issue is that the
Iranian regime and its agents have recently intensiﬁed this
misinformation campaign against the PMOI right in the heart
of Europe. A recent example of this was when in May of this
year Human Rights Watch, an organisation that I immensely
admire, was duped into writing a report accusing the PMOI in
Iraq of human rights abuses. The report was based on a few
telephone interviews with individuals claiming to be former
PMOI members. HRW failed to give the PMOI a right of reply
to the allegations and failed to visit Iraq and Camp Ashraf, the
scene of the alleged abuses. The report drew ire from many
circles and a delegation from the European Parliament visited

the PMOI’s camp and conducted independent investigations
into the allegations. Many of you will also have seen the
excellent report that was dra�ed by our colleagues in the
European Parliament about the allegations. It published
its ﬁndings in a book, which concluded that agents of the
Iranian regime’s Ministry of Intelligence had duped HRW into
preparing the report containing fabricated allegations against
the PMOI.
Even more recently, ladies and gentlemen, agents of the
Iranian regime, using front organisations and websites, such
as Iran-Interlink, a�empted to hold a press conference in
London to falsely accuse the PMOI of being Saddam Hussein’s
private army. In a statement entitled, ‘Mullahs’ regime given
comfort in London’, Win Griﬃths, the former Labour Member
of Parliament for Bridgend and a great supporter of the Iranian
Resistance expressed his “concern about the activities of
Massoud Khodabandeh and his wife, Anne, in trying to divert
a�ention away from the dangerous dictats of the mullahs’
regime and the activities of the Iranian regime in democratic
countries like the United Kingdom”. At the farcical press
conference, which was a�ended by a handful of individuals,
the speakers are reported to have praised Hezbollah and Iran’s
new President, about whom we have just heard, as well as
positive statements about Osama Bin Laden. In light of this, it
is incumbent on our government and European governments
to investigate such individuals and prevent their activities in
Europe on behalf of this regime.
Finally, I am delighted to hear the news that 1,300 British
lawyers have signed a statement calling for the de-proscription
of the PMOI. I could not agree with them more.
As some of you may have heard I pressed the government
on the ﬂoor of the House to say why the PMOI remains
proscribed, when Iran’s president has asked for another state
to be wiped oﬀ the face of the earth. The representative of the
government replied that they had good reasons for proscription
and that he would let me have it. I am still waiting. How long
do we have to wait before our government changes its stance
and stops the appeasement of the 1930s? We have waited far
too long already.
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about that at all”. He then went on to elaborate that there are
three issues that worry him. “There is their nuclear weapons
capability”. That is an interesting phrase isn’t it? Nuclear
weapons capability! I hope Jack Straw reads this, as he has
never said that. Instead, he prefers to talks airily about nuclear
development. The Prime Minister added, “Their refusal to
cooperate with the International Atomic Energy Agency, their
support for terrorism around the world and there is their
meddling in Iraq”. Now it doesn’t come much crisper than
that does it?
The Prime Minister continued, “On each of those issues,
we have real genuine cause for concern”. He then added, and I
hope Mr Straw is listening, “It may well be that change in Iran
comes from within ultimately. But it is a concern and a worry
for us as Iran is a powerful country with endless resources at
their disposal.” This is not an endorsement of what the Foreign
Secretary said. Not only did he not say that regime change is
not the policy of the government, but he also did not say that it
would be “unwise”. This is a much clearer statement. Has the
penny dropped?
I take hope from those words, because certainly as far as
the Prime Minister is concerned, there was no surprise that he
was going to be asked about these issues and I take great heart
form that. I hope he will communicate to the Foreign Secretary
that his view has changed. Because I think that there are those
who look our policy towards the mullahs in the past few years
and the a�empted negotiations with them and see that it is
the road to nowhere. But it is a dangerous road to nowhere,
because as I said earlier you have given them three years to
inch their way up that road to nuclear weapons.
Just as our hopes are raised that the Prime Minister has
learnt his lesson from what the mullahs have done, the
‘Financial Times’ on 28 November reported that the EU
Foreign Ministers have wri�en a le�er to Tehran suggesting
that they open talks on their nuclear weapons program. What
does it take to put sense and reality into the heads of these
people? How much more humiliation do they want? It deﬁes
belief. At the International Atomic Energy Agency meeting at
the end of last week, they backed away from referring Iran’s
ﬁle to the UN Security Council. Now what happens to it when
it gets to the UN Security Council is another story. However,
that is not the point. Surely, the point is that a�er the Iranian
regime has broken every agreement it has made with the EU-3
on its nuclear weapons programme. Therefore, the point has
to be made to those in Tehran still hell bent on defying the
international community that action is going to follow via the

It has been more than 25 years since the coalition led by the
NCRI has kept open the road to freedom and for human rights
in Iran, and the Iranian people I think can sense a change in
the air. Since Iran’s pretend President took up his role, there
has been a breeze gathering. It is the job of the NCRI and the
brave people inside Iran, who campaign for human rights and
democracy, to turn that breeze into a gale that can put the
mullahs out of oﬃce.
Things cannot go on like they are going on in Iran. I suspect
that even the mullahs themselves know this. There are signs
of change even within this government. When the Foreign
Secretary, Jack Straw, was invited on the 1 November by a
supportive colleague, Brian Binley, the Member of Parliament
for Northampton South, to consider discussion with groups
opposed to the Iranian regime, even though the internal
regime change remains an option for Iran and given all that
has happened in the last few weeks, listen to what Jack Straw
had to say in respect of this. Now he was not just caught oﬀ
guard, he knew this was coming.
Just listen to this. “Regime change in Iran is not part of
government policy of her Majesty’s government”. It gets worse.
“Nor do I think it would be wise”. Three years a�er the mullahs
have led the EU-3 on a merry dance, while they progressed
slowly on the road to having a capability to produce nuclear
weapons, and that is what we get. No support for those who
want to change one of the vilest regimes le� in the world in
the 21st century. And that is what our Foreign Secretary says.
Now either he le� his brain in the Foreign Oﬃce or his mind
was somewhere else. Now happily, just over the road from
where he works, the Prime Minister lives and works. He said
something diﬀerent and more encouraging. When he met the
House of Commons Liaison Commi�ee, these are the people
who chair the select commi�ees and other bodies, he was
asked about Iran and he said “If Iran was to produce nuclear
weapons then I think it would pose a very serious threat to
world stability and peace. I do not think there is any doubt
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UN Security Council. In other words, you cannot just leave it
alone and send another le�er and just say come on guys let us
get together again and see if we can iron this thing out.
All the evidence is there that they do not want to change
and that they will not keep their word. They have lied about
their nuclear weapons development programme right from
the word go. All the evidence is that they are going to continue
to do that. However, as I say, I think there are the ingredients
for change. Certainly, evidence from inside Iran shows that the
millions of young people who are well educated and proud of
their country, are coming out of University and straight into
the dole queue. Because whatever else the mullahs might be
good at they are not good at running the economy. It is millions
of young Iranians whose future they hold in their hands, and
which they are destroying.
There was a heartening article in one of the papers yesterday,
which said that the mullahs are having trouble with the web
logs in Iran. Is that not dreadful? They estimate that there are
100,000 active web logs wri�en by Iranians within the country.
This is something they cannot stop. They can arrest people
and they can ﬂog them. I understand that Iranian youths have
been given 124 lashes for writing a blog that featured satirical
cartoons of Iranian politicians. There is democracy in action.
This is a situation that I say is promising for change and the
NCRI and its supporters are working to secure this change. I
just have to say this to my colleague Lord Treason who is our

man from the Foreign Oﬃce in the House of Lords and to Jack
Straw that there is a very simple question to be asked of the
PMOI. Why is it that they are si�ing in the desserts of Iraq
rather than the coﬀee bars of Tehran? They would rather be at
home obviously, so why are they there? Why have they given
up everything to try and secure democratic change in Iran?
You don not make those types of sacriﬁces lightly, then to be
tarred with this terrorism brush.
My Lord Treason gave me a sticky answer last time I asked
him a question about the PMOI. I have wri�en to him and
I have said that I want to see the evidence that the FCO has
upon which they have based their decision to proscribe the
PMOI. He has not done this, but I will go across and I will
also take the answers with me. Because we all know what the
allegations are. Now I am determined to do this so we can see
their evidence. This has all been done in secret right from the
start of the proscription process.
Jack Straw told me in a private conversation that the only
reason why the PMOI were put on the list was because if he did
not put that group on the list then he could not put a couple of
others on the list. That is the extent of it. In the Order that led
to the proscription of the PMOI, the government accepted that
the PMOI is not active in the United Kingdom and that there is
no record of any threat to the United Kingdom from the PMOI.
This is why we absolutely insist that the proscription of the
PMOI be reversed.
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“Accusing of terrorism the prime victims of terrorism for the sake of political and
economical interest is a grave injustice”
Maryam Rajavi, President-elect of the NCRI
Mrs. Rajavi has devoted her life
to the cause of bringing peace,
freedom and democracy to the
people of Iran. When the Shah was
eventually overthrown and British
and American support could not
save his regime, the Iranian people
felt that at last they could get their
hands on democracy, only to have
it snatched oﬀ them by the mullahs. But Mrs. Rajavi has
been leading the coalition National Council of Resistance
of Iran in its endeavours to reclaim that freedom. Under
her leadership, women have assumed senior positions
in the resistance movement and make up half of the
members of the parliament-in-exile. Mrs. Rajavi’s
“Charter of Fundamental Freedoms” is a platform based
on secular government, free elections, guaranteed rights
of citizens in accordance with international human rights
instruments, gender equality and social justice. Iranians
across the political spectrum have rallied to her support
and she has become a unifying symbol of opposition to
mullahs’ tyranny:

The terror tag on the PMOI has had devastating
consequences, which must immediately be reversed. The
consequences are as follow:
1. It has emboldened the Iranian regime in suppression and
violation of human rights. They use it to justify executions of
those aﬃliated with the PMOI.
2. It was the justiﬁcation for the deal struck with the Iranian
regime whereby Coalition forces agreed to bomb the PMOI
bases in Iraq, which led to dozens being killed.
3. It has denied the Iranian people their most basic right,
enshrined in international law, to resist against tyranny and
oppression.
4. It has harmed the capability of the pivotal force of the
Resistance and is the main obstacle to the Iranian people’s
struggle against theocratic and terrorist dictatorship ruling
Iran.
5. This injustice is a major blow to the rule of law, an
independent judiciary and fundamental rights such as the
right to defence and presumption of innocence in the United
Kingdom and democratic societies.
6. It has harmed the ﬁght against terrorism and has been
a great help to the mullahs in their export of terrorism and
fundamentalism. This is because the PMOI, with its democratic
and tolerant vision of Islam, is the antidote to fundamentalism
and the terror emanating from it.
The terror tag on the PMOI is the by-product of the
EU’s failed policy of appeasement of the mullahs’ regime.
Continuing to proscribe the PMOI is nothing but continuing
to provide concessions to the mullahs, which has serious
repercussions on the Middle East region and the wider world,
as it has hamstrung the most eﬀective anti-fundamentalist
Muslim force.
The EU policy of appeasement has led to the rise to power
of the most hard-line faction of the regime. Since Ahmadinejad
became the mullahs’ president, the regime has stepped up
domestic suppression, hardened its determination to acquire
nuclear weapons, and increased its meddling in Iraq.
The policy of appeasement must be reversed. It is time for
the UK government to side with the Iranian people. Change
in Iran is a necessity and will be realised by the Iranian people
and their organised resistance.
I thank you once again for all your eﬀorts in support of the
Iranian Resistance and call up on you to take practical steps to
de-proscribe the PMOI. I am certain that with our joint eﬀorts
justice will prevail.

Let me begin by Let me begin by thanking the initiators
of the statement “A Call for Justice” and organisers of this
symposium. This statement is a historic declaration symbolising
human beings’ conscious for justice. Your declaration and
the extensive participation of members of both Houses of
Parliament in this symposium is an eﬀort to defend the values
and achievements of human beings. Your statement is the
voice of law and justice.
Accusing of terrorism the prime victims of terrorism for the
sake of political and economical interest is a grave injustice.
Legal opinions by some of the world’s most distinguished
international jurists have made it explicitly clear that the terror
tag on the PMOI has no legal basis. Further, the 16 month long
investigation by coalition forces in Iraq conﬁrms the fact that
the organisation has no links with terrorism.
The Iranian Resistance condemns all forms of terrorism.
In our view, any violent act that is directed at civilians
or results in harm to civilians under whatever pretext, is
condemned. However, at the same time it is deplorable
to question, under the guise of combating terrorism, the
legitimate right of the Iranian nation to resist against
tyranny and oppression.
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“PMOI represents the most robust barrier against the spread of the mullahs’ Islamic
fundamentalism and terrorism. Remove farcical and unjust terror tag from PMOI. ”
David Amess,MP
David Amess has been a
Conservative
Member
of
Parliament since 1983. He is a
former PPS to the Secretary of
State for Defence and sits on the
Health Select Commi�ee

their interference in Iraq. As the Prime Minister said only
last month, they have also been responsible for the deaths
of British troops in Southern Iraq. Most recently, it has
transpired that the Iranian regime and its agents have, with
Iraqi Interior Ministry oﬃcials, been running a torture centre
in Baghdad, where over 170 prisoners were severely tortured
and badly treated.
On 19 November, an Iraqi Interior Ministry oﬃcial who
stepped down from his position revealed that the Interior
Ministry is running six other torture chambers. He stated
that many opponents of the Iraqi government have been
systematically arrested and taken to the detention centres
where they are subjected to torture and o�en their dead
bodies are later discovered being humiliated in the open
ground. He also identiﬁed, Ahmad Salman, a Colonel in
Iran’s Ministry of Intelligence as being the chief interrogator
in the Interior Ministry task force.
This news is shocking and highlights the urgent need
for the international community to take immediate steps
to prevent the Iranian regime’s continual meddling in Iraq,
which is the most serious impediment to the establishment
of democracy in Iraq. It also brings to the fore the case of
two PMOI personnel in Iraq who were kidnapped by Iraqi
Interior Ministry oﬃcials and the Badr Brigade in August of
this year. Despite a statement by the Multi-National Forces
in Iraq strongly condemning the abduction of the men, who
were protected persons, and their eﬀorts to ﬁnd the missing
men, they have not been seen since.
Apart from seizing control of Iraq, the Iranian regime’s
other priority has been to run a misinformation campaign
against the PMOI personnel in Iraq and to place pressure on
them with the aim of having them illegally and forcibly sent
to Iran. This began at the end of 2003 when an Iraqi oﬃcial
with close ties to the Iranian regime stated that the PMOI
would be expelled from Iraq and sent to Iran. His statement
was met with international condemnation and was followed
in June 2004 with the granting of ‘protected persons’ status
to the PMOI personnel. Incensed by the status granted to
the PMOI, the Iranian regime then a�empted to interfere in
the dra�ing of the Iraqi constitution, as a means of placing
pressure on the PMOI. This plan also met with failure.
Most recently, I have been deeply concerned to hear
that on a trip to Iran, the Iraqi National Security Adviser

As I look at the gathering of the top table, it really
is a gathering of the great and good. The timing of this
symposium is great and I do think ladies and gentleman that
we are so fortunate to have Lord Corbe� as our Chair.
Now, time a�er time as we make these speeches, I am
aware that some people criticise us for making the same
points again and again. We will not stop making those points
until we get freedom and justice for the Iranian people.
For many years, Iran has been at the centre of world
a�ention for all of the wrong reasons. From the mullahs’
atrocious human rights abuses, to their export of
fundamentalism and terrorism, and of course their relentless
pursuit of the nuclear bomb. The threat posed by the mullahs
has multiplied since the hardliners took control through
the new President. This weekend, in a speech to Iran’s
paramilitary forces, Ahmadinejad condemned the West and
its leaders, stating that those who are angry at his regime
should die in their anger. This is absolutely extraordinary.
However, ladies and gentlemen, I wish to concentrate on
the widespread meddling of the Iranian regime in Iraq and
its conspiracies against the main Iranian opposition group.
We know that immediately a�er the war, the Iranian regime
executed an elaborate plan to seize control of Southern Iraq
by sending tens of thousands of Revolutionary Guards and
mullahs, as well as thousands of its paid Iraqi agents, across
the border into Iraq. Using millions of dollars supplied by the
mullahs, they set up a series of social, cultural and charitable
associations, at the same time as inﬁltrating some of the most
sensitive organs of the Iraqi state, including its government
departments, local authorities, police and military.
The mullahs then used this control to enforce upon the
Iraqi people their brand of Islamic fundamentalism. Today,
the mullahs are the main source of unrest and terrorism
in Iraq. There can be no doubt about that. They have been
responsible for the deaths of hundreds of Iraqis opposed to
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PMOI represents the most robust barrier...

a�empted to whitewash the Iranian regime’s meddling in
Iraq, instead thanking the mullahs for their assistance and
support. He went on to suggest that the Iraqi government
would be prepared, in breach of international law, to forcibly
transfer PMOI personnel to Iran. I am sure that everyone in
this room will join me in denouncing such statements, which
reﬂect nothing other than the Iranian regime’s desperate
a�empts to boost its own morale, and give its news agencies
something to write about.
The PMOI represent the most robust barrier against

the spread of the mullahs’ Islamic fundamentalism and
terrorism. It is for this reason that they enjoy the support
of millions of Iraqis. The solution to the restoration of
democracy, peace and stability to Iraq, Iran and the wider
Middle East is a change of regime in Iran. I urge the West to
remove the farcical and unjust terror tag from the PMOI and
instead support the Iranian people and their Resistance to
bring about real change in Iran.
I and my colleagues here this morning will never give up
until we secure peace, freedom and justice for all Iranians.
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“By continuing the proscription of the PMOI,
our government is damaging the integrity of this country”
Lord King of West Bromwich
Lord King of West Bromwich is
Britain’s ﬁrst Sikh Peer. He is a
member of the National Policy
Forum and a member of NUT and
councillor of Sandwell Metropolitan
Borough Council.

is time, especially in this country, that we stop unfair placing
restrictions on the activities of the PMOI, because I think our
government has being doing this for far too long and this has
made life diﬃcult for the Iranian people. By continuing the
proscription of the PMOI, our government is damaging the
integrity of this country.
The reality is that on the one hand we went into Iraq to give
the Iraqi people the right to choose their own government, and
yet on the other hand we are talking in diﬀerent language
when we talk about Iran. It is time that we recognise the same
rights for the Iranian people as we did at that time for the Iraqi
people.
I think it is also time that either the government provides
proper evidence for why the PMOI was actually proscribed or
li� that ban as soon as possible. All that we Parliamentarians
and the Iranian people are asking is simple things. We expect
the government to encourage the Iranian Resistance in their
struggle for freedom in their own country. I do not think that is
too much to ask and I think the sooner we do that, the be�er it
is from this country’s point of view. I ask all parliamentarians
to join the British Parliamentary Group for Iran Freedom and
demand that our government stands up for the rights of the
Iranian people and justice for the Iranian Resistance.
I wish you all success in your struggle and hope that it will
end in the near future.

As the last speaker said, I think coming a�er Lord Corbe�
is an uphill task, because so many of the things have already
been so eloquently said. It is diﬃcult to match that. But I think
that although we say those things again and again it seems to
me that people ﬁnd it diﬃcult to remember what it is we are
talking about. There is a point in saying those things again and
again. This is especially so when you now have the hardliners
in charge in Iran, with their President making the outrageous
statements that he has recently. It is deplorable that they talk
about killing people in the name of Islam of all things. It is
amazing that when they talk about Allah they refer at Allah as
‘Allah the merciful’ and yet they hang people from cranes in
Allah’s name. To me, you cannot sink lower than that.
A lot of the speakers have spoken of appeasement and in my
view appeasement is worse than encouragement. The West is
not only appeasing the mullahs, but also actually encouraging
them to carry on with what they have been doing in the past. It
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“Terror tag on PMOI greatest obstacle to change in Iran”
Baroness Gibson of Market Rasen
Baroness Gibson of Market Rasen
is a former assistant secretary on
the Organisation and Industrial
Relations Department of the TUS
and national secretary of MSF.

any president of one member state of the UN to make such
a statement regarding another member state, and I believe
it raises a question as to whether Iran should remain in the
United Nations.
More than 100 executions have been oﬃcially recorded
in Iran since Ahmadinejad became president. Over double
the same period earlier this year. Even more restrictions for
women have also been reported.
The Iranian people deserve, I believe, the same rights that
we take for granted in this country. They deserve freedom and
democracy and there is no reason at all why they should have
to put up with the theocratic leadership of the mullahs. A�er
27 years of brutal oppression, the right of the Iranian people to
resist tyranny and oppression must be recognised, for this is
a�er all the most basic of all human rights.
Democracy is within reach in Iran, but it is for the Iranian
people to bring about this change. I remind you here of the
words of the very charismatic president-elect of the National
Council of Resistance of Iran, Mrs Maryam Rajavi. She said at
a conference in the European Parliament that Iranians want
neither a foreign war nor a continuation of the failed policy of
appeasement pursued by the West.
Instead, the Iranian people and their Resistance ask for
our support to bring about real change in Iran. We must call
upon our government and the EU to immediately remove
the greatest obstacle to this change, the unjust terror tag on
the Iranian Mojahedin. The proscription of the PMOI is not
only unjust but it actually makes a mockery of the terrorism
legislation.
How can our government seek to justify naming as
terrorists those who have sacriﬁced everything to struggle for
a free and secular Iran where the rights of all are protected,
regardless of their gender, religion, political persuasion or
sexual orientation?
Friends, I am a Labour Peer and therefore it is my
government in power, but I cannot understand its thinking on
this issue. Let us hope that the Prime Minister will listen to the
true voice of the Iranian people, the NCRI.
Finally, I turn to the Iranian people in this room. Although
very diﬃcult, your struggle is just. The weight of expectation of
an entire nation rests on your shoulders. It is a heavy burden,
but I have no doubt that you will deliver to your people the
Iran for which they yearn.

Colleagues and friends I am delighted to be joining you
here today at this very important conference and of course I do
endorse everything that has already been said.
I want to concentrate today on the sorry state of human
rights in Iran. On 18 November, the United Nations General
Assembly passed a resolution expressing “serious concern
at the continuing use of torture and cruel, inhuman or
degrading treatment or punishment” of detainees. In addition,
it condemned as we have already heard “public executions,
violations of the human rights of ethnic and religious
minorities and intimidation and persecution of human rights
defenders”. The barbarity of the Iranian regime becomes clear
when one considers that this is actually the 52nd time an organ
of the United Nations has passed a resolution condemning the
shocking violations of human rights in Iran. We have heard a
great deal about that today.
Apart from being widespread and systematic, the violation
of human rights in Iran is actually enshrined in the Constitution
and Penal Code of the Islamic Republic. It is the mullahs’ Penal
Code that sets out the manner in which human beings should
be stoned to death. For a man he should be buried down to his
waste and for a woman she should be buried up to her neck.
The Penal Code also sets out the size of the stones to be used
in order to inﬂict the maximum amount of pain on the victim.
It is very diﬃcult for me, living as I do here, to contemplate
living under that kind of a regime.
This is a regime that not only u�erly disregards international
human rights law, but actually promotes the use of such evil
practices as stoning, the amputation of limbs, ﬂogging and
public executions. It is obviously in clear and direct breach
of the United Nations Charter. As we have already heard
on a number of occasions, more recently, Iran’s new and
vociferous president has called for Israel and its people to be
“wiped oﬀ the face of the earth”. It is wholly unacceptable for
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“PMOI place their lives, families and everything they hold dear
on the line for the cause of freedom”
Claire Miskin,Barrister
Convention on Human Rights gives special protection in one
of its Articles to children and young people. When one sees
that reﬂected in most civilised judicial systems throughout the
world, one sees there are a number of common characteristics.
These include separate courts, proper representation, assistance
by a parent and social worker and above all penalties that
are enormously scaled down to recognise the fact that it is
children that are being dealt with. The death penalty had
been generally banned throughout Europe, but apparently
in Iran it is deemed appropriate. Children are held in solitary
conﬁnement, something that any civilised government would
not even consider. In Iran, children are the subject of beating and
stoning, something that no civilised country would contemplate
doing. All this is done by the Iranian regime in the name of
god and one has to then ask how this regime itself behaves in
the name of god? Those very same people, the mullahs, who
are condemning these children to such frightful penalties, are
themselves smuggling young girls out of the country for use as
prostitutes. The mullahs themselves make use of young women
held in prison as prostitutes.
The second point I wanted to make was this - as you
have heard two members of the PMOI, Hossein Pouyan and
Mohammad-Ali Zahedi, were kidnapped in Baghdad earlier
this year. We do not know where they are. It is a fair guess, is it
not, that they too are being held in one of the torture centres set
up in Baghdad. We must not allow such people to be forgo�en.
Members of the PMOI and the Resistance of Iran constantly
place their lives at risk, their health, their families and everything
they hold dear on the line for their cause. We must remember
these two men, remember what has happened to them and to
ask constantly and to make as much noise as we reasonably can
to have them reproduced as it were.
The last thing I really wanted to say was this, to my fellow
criminals, crime has its moments. I suggest the PMOI is creating
one of them. We should support them particularly, in being taken
oﬀ this quite disgraceful list.

Claire Miskin is an experienced
Barrister at Three Dr Johnson's
Buildings, Temple, and a Recorder.
She is Master of the Bench at
Middle Temple and former Chair
of the International Practice
Commi�ee of the Bar Council (the
ﬁrst woman to hold this position).
Claire is also the joint chair of
the Women's Interest Group of the International Bar
Association.
Lord Corbe�, ladies and gentlemen. I wondered whether
you wanted to consider this before we go any further - that all
of us here are commi�ing a criminal oﬀence. The reason we are
commi�ing a criminal oﬀence is that we are by our meeting
supporting a proscribed terrorist group. Now this is the
reality of what pu�ing the PMOI on this terrorist list means.
So you may ask yourselves, I think, is it right that we should
stand here and condemn violence quite reasonably, condemn
the stoning of women, the beating to death and hanging of
children, but that we should all be liable to arrest.
I also wish to add that if one goes back to the time when
the European Convention on Human Rights came into force,
one has to remind oneself that one of the strong reasons why
it was bought into force at all was because the world was
appalled at what had happened in the holocaust. Let us leave
aside for a moment the issue of genocide and concentrate for
a moment on the oppression, cruelty and the general denial
of any kind of rights that were demonstrated during the
holocaust. One then looks at the Convention and then asks
oneself well are we doing any be�er? I venture to suggest that
in the case of Iran we are not doing any be�er. Indeed we are
doing rather worse.
There are two particular points to which I want to refer.
The ﬁrst is this and it concerns children and young people - the
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“PMOI personnel not got a terrorist bone in their bodies.
We must rectify the injustice of their proscription.”
Malcolm Fowler, Solicitor
They were both distinguished in their pursuit of justice, some
of them almost as long as Lord Renton.
In this very room on 7 July we discussed, whilst the bombs
went oﬀ outside, a wrong label concerning an organisation,
the PMOI, without a terrorist bone in its body. The inclusion
of the PMOI in the terrorist list was a gross and outrageous
abuse. We therefore owe it to the people of Iran and we owe
it to ourselves to rectify this injustice and assist the Iranian
people and their Resistance to realise their hopes and dreams,
because it reverberates all the way from Iran and that region of
the world back to the UK. There is no hiding place. We owe it
to ourselves and to Iran. We owe it to you, the representatives
of Iran, who have suﬀered so much and whose relatives have
suﬀered so much. We have to do everything that we can. This
is perhaps a window of opportunity. Windows of opportunity
can slam shut. This is why the action being taken by Stephen
Grosz and others to challenge the proscription is so very
timely.
We lawyers pledge to do anything that we can. Actually, as
I stand here today, I am a representative of 160,000 solicitors.
They believe passionately in fairness and justice as well.
The signature of 1,300 lawyers to a statement calling for the
deproscription of the PMOI is impressive and I will continue
to convert other colleagues to the cause. It is not that they are
against us, but they simply need to understand the issues.
This cause speaks for itself. Lawyers can help by challenging
in the way that I have described and by lobbying. I pledge
to do all that I can and will continue to do so. Lawyers can
help when rallies have the rug pulled from under them at a
moments notice, for entirely political and commercial reasons.
Then lawyers step in and put it right. That is what lawyers are
for. Lawyers are there for the dawn raids on Auvers-sur-Oise,
some years ago. Of course the NCRI were wholly vindicated
in all of that.
Rights such as those that we are struggling for and straining
for, have to be fought for and fought for again. I am proud
of the young people who work so hard. We should take our
hats oﬀ to them. They are the future and they will carry on the
ﬁght, as I pledge to carry on the ﬁght on behalf of the so many
people I represent.

Malcolm Fowler is a former
President of the Birmingham
Law Society and a former Chair
of the Criminal Law Commi�ee
of the Law Society of England &
Wales. He is a partner in the ﬁrm
of Jonas Roy Bloom and a member
of the International Human Rights
Commi�ee of the Law Society.
I am going to make a confession. I am just a war baby. I
mean the Second World War. I am 61 years of age. I have this
dream that will not go away. That dream is of visiting a free,
democratic and secular Iran by my 65th year.
I was listening the other day to a debate involving the two
David’s, that is David and Dave the two contenders for the
Tory party leadership. Neither of them knew the name of the
president of Iran. They would do well to inform themselves,
because it is important information for anyone who wants to
get anywhere in politics. That is, understanding the dynamics
concerning that particular viper.
As Mrs Rajavi has told us, a viper can never give birth to
a dove. Does that not say it all? Would that not be the simple
message that ought to inform the Foreign Secretary here and
the Foreign Oﬃce, rather than the muddled thinking, of which
others have spoken so eloquently and so forcefully. However
right or wrong the politics of appeasement or constructive
engagement have been, it is now ludicrous and must be
accepted as such. People of good faith and good will hoped
in those days that the mullahs might change. That hope has
long ago gone.
So very many eminent parliamentarians and jurists cannot
all be wrong. We have critical mass and more. The numbers
are growing all the time. We must this time, learn the lessons
of history. What does the history of the last century tell us - that
a regime like Iran will manipulate and insinuate and promise
the earth and in return deliver less than nothing? Look at
where it has got us already. July was a momentous month in
England. For me it was particularly. Two dear lawyer friends
died. I miss them keenly. They would have wanted to be here.
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“We must support the NCRI and its brave and inspirational President-elect, Maryam
Rajavi, for she and her colleagues represent the antithesis to the mullahs’ hatred and evil.”
Baroness Turner of Camden
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publicly for acts incompatible with chastity. Indeed, recently
two very young boys were publicly executed because they
were alleged to be homosexuals.
This brutality and violations of human rights are against
all accepted norms and practices of international law. What
is worse is that we have heard this morning that the regime is
now endeavouring to export its misogyny and its appalling
practices into Iraq. Other speakers have explained that the
position of women in Iraq is now probably worse than it has
been for a very long time.
What we can do here is to give support, the maximum
support we can, to the Iranian people’s struggle for liberation.
We must support the Iranian Resistance and its brave and
inspirational President-elect, Maryam Rajavi, for she and her
colleagues represent the antithesis to the mullahs’ hatred and
evil.
During the latest debate we had in the House of Lords on
the Terrorism Bill, I pointed to the abuses of women’s freedom
that were taking place in Iran and suggested that something
should be done to remove the proscription of the PMOI. I
pointed out of course that in order to oppose a regime of that
kind, enormous courage was required and therefore the least
the international community and we could do was to support
the organisation that existed to give voice to that Resistance.
Certainly the PMOI should not be proscribed. Much to my
disappointment, the government did not really respond at
all. I think that we have something to do ourselves, those of
us who feel as we do this morning. My impression is that
the black propaganda that exists against the PMOI does have
some impact. Some people who do not know any be�er end
up believing it and it is because some people believe the
black propaganda against the PMOI that the government is
able to get away with continuing the proscription. So I think
we need to do a great deal ourselves to deal with that black
propaganda and educate people about the misinformation
spread by the Iranian regime against the PMOI.
So, my Lord Chairman and friends, these are the issues
which face all of us this morning and we must do the best
that we can to press for the proscription of the PMOI to be
li�ed.

It is a privilege to be here this morning. I will not say that
it is a pleasure. I will say it is a pleasure when the mullahs are
no longer in Iran and the country is free.
For three decades, the Iranian people have been subject to
the very worst possible cruelty and oppression, handed out
by a hateful and evil regime. Mrs Rajavi aptly described the
mullahs as the “godfathers of all Islamic fundamentalists”.
As well as discriminating against people based on their
ethnicity or religion, another favourite sport of this regime is
to discriminate against and to oppress women. I ﬁrst became
interested in Iran when I learnt of this oppression of women
by that regime. This regime has created its own despicable
brand of misogyny, as women in Iran are treated abysmally.
The ruling mullahs dictate every aspect of a woman’s life to
her, from the clothes that she can wear to the people she can
meet and the places she is permi�ed to visit. The regime has
legalised polygamy, whilst prostitution and narcotics abuse
has ﬂourished amongst the ever more desperate population
and in particular amongst the young.
By oppressing women and others, the regime desperately
tries to cling onto power and to preserve its theocratic rule. An
example of the regime’s treatment of women is the abhorrent
way in which the Iranian Canadian photo journalist, Zahra
Kazemi, met her death at the hands of Iran’s Revolutionary
Guards in July 2003. It later transpired she had been very
brutally raped, had a skull fracture, two broken ﬁngers,
missing ﬁngernails, and other evidence of extreme abuse.
This brutal murder was not an exception, but is the rule.
We have heard this morning from Baroness Harris the really
quite horriﬁc account of the treatment of a teenage girl. It
is quite usual for teenage or young women to be executed
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fundamentalists in the United States. I am appalled by the
Jewish fundamentalists who justify their occupation of
Palestinian lands by referring to what was wri�en in the Tora.
But by far the most dangerous and frightening are the Islamic
fundamentalists from Iran. It is not just because they advocate
and practice terror, but it is because they have given Islamic
fundamentalism of the most extreme kind a state base. That is
what makes them so dangerous internationally. It is rather like
Marxism which caused a great deal of upheaval in diﬀerent
parts of the world. But it did not become a major force in the
world until it was given a state base in the Soviet Union.
I think there is a far greater danger, potentially from the
state base and the spread of Islamic fundamentalism than there
was from the Soviet Union, because the leaders of the Soviet
Union, the communist party, when it came to power, were
people who were realists. In the case of the Iranian regime, we
are facing people who are fanatics.
How do you deal with people who are training something
like tens of thousands, it has been said, of martyrdom seekers,
people craving for martyrdom, to become suicide bombers?
Now imagine if the state of Iraq also becomes dominated by
these kinds of Islamic fundamentalists and that Iran acquires
nuclear weapons. The only possible justiﬁcation for ‘real
politic’, as far as the policy of the Foreign Oﬃce is concerned
was that if we appeased Iran, somehow they would not
develop nuclear weapons.
Far from postponement, what the policy of appeasement
has achieved is delay in eﬀective action. So the question that
has to be faced is how do we rid ourselves of this regime? That
surely should be in the minds of the Foreign Oﬃce with their
‘real politic’. I do not think it can be invasion, because that
would be one of the worst of the solutions. There is only one
way in which one can get rid of this monstrous regime, and
that is by every possible support to the opposition.
So I think that the Foreign Oﬃce has been responsible
for one of the most disastrous mistakes in our foreign policy
for many years. They have failed to support the opposition.
Sometimes, you cannot act to promote human rights in the
way one wishes. In China it is very diﬃcult to see what we
could really do eﬀectively to inﬂuence this enormously vast
country. But in the case of Iran we can, and the answer is to
support the opposition and consign this wretched policy of
appeasement to the dustbin.

Friends, I ﬁnd myself completely baﬄed. I genuinely cannot
understand what the basis is for the policy of the Foreign
Oﬃce in relation to the Iranian regime. It is true that diplomats
are not always concerned with human rights. However, we
are here because we are concerned with human rights and
there have been many eloquent and moving speeches which
have explained why we are here. But the Foreign Oﬃce is
essentially concerned with ‘real politic’. They are concerned
with stability.
It has been clear for decades, ever since Khomeini ﬁrst
came to power, that the Iranian regime is dedicated to the
spread of Islamic fundamentalism. Do the Foreign Oﬃce not
realise this? Why do they ignore it? It has been absolutely clear
for decades that all eﬀective controls in Iran are in the hands
of the Supreme ruler and the mullahs. Do the Foreign Oﬃce
not realise this? A few years ago, they put all their hopes in
Khatami. President Khatami was an irrelevance as the real
power was kept in the hands of the Supreme ruler. Did the
Foreign Oﬃce not know this?
At the same time, it has been absolutely clear for decades
that the Iranian regime has been trying to establish a theocracy
in Iraq. Has the Foreign Oﬃce not recognised this? Do they not
recognise that the mullahs were behind many of the a�acks
against British and American troops?
I want just to say a very few things brieﬂy. What I think is
very important is the aim of spreading Islamic fundamentalism.
I think there is a great rise of fundamentalism of diﬀerent kinds
in the world. They all scare me. I am scared by the Evangelical
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answering questions at the Select Commi�ee. In particular,
the expression of opinion by him that if there was any way
to go or if there was one way to get rid of the regime, it was
from within Iran. I think that is absolutely spot on. It seems to
me though, that there is a contradiction when the very people
who are trying to lead that internal resistance to the mullahs’
regime are being proscribed not only in the United Kingdom,
but throughout the European Union.
I have to say with some reluctance that I agree with
David Alton that I think this is all a tortuous excuse, to
allow some feeble discussion over nuclear weapons to
continue. At the last meeting here you may remember that
I was a sinner who had come to repentance. I admi�ed and
confessed to constructive engagement and my approval of
it. Certainly, I did once upon a time. It is certainly easier to
confess to that than it is to confessing of once having been
in favour of appeasement. But, I did believe that there was
a real opportunity to take forward constructive engagement
with the regime. Now my analysis and my analysis alone
have forced me to make a complete about turn on that.
I think there is absolutely no point whatsoever in trying
to constructively engage with this regime or in any sense to
appease it. I have changed my mind, which is quite a diﬃcult
confession for a politician to make. But nevertheless, I have,
and what I want to do is to persuade others, as you do to
change their minds as well. I am sure that what seems to me
quite a lunatic policy should be abandoned by Jack Straw
and by Charles Clarke.
I looked at the evidence alone as an individual and
came to a very clear view, that what was being put forward
and what was being said about the PMOI was simply false
and rigged. I cannot understand that if I can come to that
conclusion alone given the vast resources of the Foreign
and Commonwealth Oﬃce and given the vast resources
of the Home Oﬃce that they cannot undertake some sort
of analysis, which would lead them to exactly the same
conclusion that I came to as an individual.
David I am terribly sorry but I do not think you are going
to get the evidence that you have requested and I will bet
you a small wager that it is not going to be deposited in the
library of the House of Lords.
So what I am urging is and what I would press upon this
group who are all in favour of removing that proscription,
that the more important task that we have is to persuade both
the Foreign Secretary and the Home Secretary that at long
last this awful way in which the PMOI have been treated
in the United Kingdom and the rest of Europe should once
and for all be removed.

Thank you very much Lord Corbe� for permi�ing me to
say some brief words in support of what has been proposed
here today - primarily the removal of the proscription of
the PMOI, in the way that it has been urged so eloquently
by so many today. I am in broad agreement with almost
everything that has been said and I do not think at this time
it is necessary for me to repeat it.
However, I would like to say this and to add a few
comments. I listened to what you asked of the Minister in the
House of Lords about the proscription of the PMOI and the
answer you got. I think my reactions to your question and
the answer were mixed. Firstly, I was relieved, pleased and
encouraged at the number of people who have supported
the stance that you and David Alton have taken, which is if
anything in the House of Lords, growing. That being so, it
is encouraging. On the other hand, the answer that you got
was if anything dusty, to say the least, as Lords Archer and
David Alton got. However, I am going to be slightly more
charitable towards Lord Triesman than you have been.
I do not believe for a moment that he believes in hanging
young women in public. I do not believe for a moment
that he believes in the stoning of children. However, the
fact of the ma�er is that he nevertheless refused and was
u�erly intransigent in the request that you made of him and
others made of both the Foreign and Commonwealth Oﬃce
and the Home Oﬃce that the PMOI should no longer be
proscribed. I ﬁnd that intransigence extremely alarming and
depressing, because I entirely agree with the Prime Minster
when he says, and I am not of his political persuasion, that
he is warning Iran to stay out of Iraq. Quite right upon
that! He has made hostile noises about the expansion of the
nuclear programme in Iran. With that I entirely agree and he
has been as shocked as everyone else about the comments
made by the president of Iran about the removal of Israel
from the face of the earth. So in all those ma�ers I entirely
agree with him.
What troubles me, is what I see of the internal contradiction
that is at the centre of the departmental policy. Like you, I
picked up those remarks that the Prime Minister made in
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“NCRI ﬂying the ﬂag of freedom for the Iranian people,
who sense these to be the mullahs’ last days”
Dr. Rudi Vis, MP
something is happening. So is it the end game or not?
Well I was thought to myself what did I think about
Mrs Thatcher’s Conservative government in 1989 in 1990?
I know it is all a ma�er here of various political parties
working together and that is a strength of our system. But I
knew in 1990 that we as Labour would never have been able
to un-seat Mrs Thatcher. It was the Conservatives who did
it for us. Therefore, I sometimes now read the papers with a
slightly diﬀerent perspective.
We have such an idiotic set of mullahs and such an
improbable new president that in Iran anyone who is reads
the material about him, be it about democracy, be it about
Israel, will think that cannot be true. Is it April fools day? That
cannot be true. He must be completely mad. Increasingly,
we are being educated by the mullahs and so we should be
thankful. Although not yet. We will thank them when they
are gone.
But I think there has been such a tremendous outburst to
the hardliners in charge in Tehran. Out of all the speeches
that I have heard to date, the mullahs’ president’s stands
out. The only thing that is in our way now and what we
should work towards is to ensure that Jack Straw also listens
and reads the papers once in a while, so that he will think
along the same lines as you and I.

Dr. Rudi Vis, an economist, has
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Council of Europe.
I do not have a great deal to add to what has already
been said, with which I concur. However, I would like to
thank the NCRI and their supporters, because if we were
having this meeting ten years ago, this room would not have
even been half full. It is because of you and others who have
kept this campaign going in this country and in most other
European countries and indeed in the United States that this
campaign is so strong.
There was an article in the ‘Daily Telegraph’ yesterday
about web logs. More and more people in Iran are using
the internet to inform other people in Iran. This is a very
dangerous thing to do, but they nevertheless do it. So it is
not only people from outside of Iran but people from inside
the country who are thinking that these are the last days
for the mullahs. There appears to be a feeling in the air that
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development. Although I only caught the end of the previous
speeches, we only know too well what is now happening in
Iran. The mullahs are now clearly tinkering with the mechanism
by which they can put in place the nuclear weapon. Whether it
be with centrifuges, whether it be with secret tunnels, whether
it be the work they are doing in terms of research, whether it is
the obtainment of all the diﬀerent materials which are needed
to make a nuclear explosion. That is clearly going on.
Now I would make two suggestions if I could. The ﬁrst
is to our government. The UK, as well as the three countries
that say they trying to ﬁnd a way forward with the regime,
that I am afraid they have to be a bit more rigorous and robust
with this regime and make it absolutely clear that what has
happened in recent years is completely unacceptable.
The second thing is that it would appear very clear that
the person who provided the Iranian regime with a lot of the
information that they required was A Q Khan, the Pakistani
scientist. I have been to Islamabad and I have seen where he
is now under house arrest. I would place pressure on Pakistan
to actually make it clear what information they have got from
A Q Khan and to challenge them to say what exactly he told
them. We also know about North Korea and that he was that
regime’s informant. So unless we know all the information,
how can we know all the issues?
Not pu�ing to one side the human rights issue, not taking
away the proscription of the PMOI, not taking away the awful
way in which the regime sees its necessity in its export, I think
that we have got to highlight now the nuclear issue above all.
If this regime does not get the message sooner rather than later,
then we have got not to take military steps, as was the mistake
we made in Iraq, we are not here to favour that. But we have
got to come together, including the Russians, including the
Chinese, including the Pakistanis they have all got to pull
together to actually stop this country from developing nuclear
weapons, because once they have got it, they will use it. Let
us not fool ourselves. There will be instances where there
will be calls, maybe in terms of another dispute with Iraq, or
whatever. We have got to stop that from happening and we
have got to show leadership. We have got to show leadership
through this Foreign Oﬃce, which has put its credibility on the
line. Either we stop it now or it will be too late. That is what
we have to do.

It is a pleasure to follow Rudi and like him I will be short.
All I want to do is to concentrate on one issue, but I have to
say it is the most deeply worrying issue of all and that is the
nuclear question. Of course the nuclear question has in the last
few years come to the forefront. The nuclear issue is one we
cannot hide from.
I have always been a supporter of nuclear power. But when
one reads the excellent report produced by my friends from the
National Council of Resistance of Iran on the Iranian regime’s
nuclear weapons programme, you begin to think diﬀerently.
If you have not read it, I urge you to get a copy of it. Read
their report on Iran’s nuclear weapons programme, ‘18 years
of denial, delay and deception’. Go to the end and read the last
sentence, which says “Thus, one can only conclude that the
regime is on the verge of producing a nuclear bomb”. If that
does not scare you witless, then nothing will.
I support nuclear power, but I happen not to support
nuclear weapons. The day we can come to a world where we
can remove that threat, the world will be a much be�er place.
But the reality is there are now countries that are achieving
the means by which they can produce nuclear weapons, of
which we in the West must take notice. The negotiations over
recent years, partly through the International Atomic Energy
Authority and partly through the group of three EU countries
including the UK, have been aimed at trying to persuade the
mullahs that there is a be�er way to go than to carry on with
what clearly is shown in this document to be the pursuit of a
nuclear bomb.
You could be very altruistic and say that as in this country,
they have an energy problem and they have to look at ways
in which to ﬁnd their own means to try to produce electricity.
However, as has been so clearly spelt out, this regime is
not about to look at ways of peacefully pursuing nuclear
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human rights organisation, it oﬀered a very serious political
recommendation. This was, do not support Iran’s main
opposition. We at the European Parliament decided on the
need for a full investigation. Unlike Human Rights Watch,
which relied on only 12 hours of telephone interviews, with
12 very suspicious individuals, we felt obliged to conduct a
comprehensive study. In addition to extensive research, a
delegation of members of the European Parliament visited
Camp Ashraf in Iraq, held face to face private interviews with
PMOI members and conducted impromptu inspections of the
sites of alleged abuses. We found the allegations contained in
the Human Rights Watch report unfounded and devoid of any
truth.”
Now that is very clear and a very well substantiated
document. Well the question that has to be asked is, why the
mystery? Why the confusion? Why the continued allegations
of that, which is devoid of any truth.
The third mystery is the media. I do not know if many of
you read the ‘Guardian’. Some of you must I suppose. There
was an article last Friday by Timothy Garton Ash, who is a well
respected political commentator and it was about Iran. It was
about the present situation there, how he had been there last
Autumn and how change might be brought about. He was very
condemnatory of the regime and did not make any excuses for
the regime, which I think he said was outstandingly nasty. But
in a long article, not a word was mentioned about the National
Council of Resistance of Iran. Not a mention of the major
group engaged in seeking to achieve a peaceful change. It is
very strange, very strange indeed. This in fact is not unusual
of the media in general, with the honourable exception of the
‘International Herald Tribune’ which published recently quite
a long piece by Maryam Rajavi herself. There is very li�le
reference to the NCRI. I, we as politicians always suspect the
media, we are always suspicious.
I know this. I stood before 35,000 people in Brussels, before
40,000 people in Paris, at rallies organised by the NCRI. An
organisation that can produce that sort of numbers of people is
an organisation with force and political inﬂuence. That ought
to be recognised.
To conclude, we are not advocating war in Iran and neither
is Maryam Rajavi. What we are saying is that those who are
pu�ing the case for freedom, for fairness, for a free and just
society, should be and must be recognised by our government
and all the other governments in the European Union. I cannot
understand why this is not so and it makes me angry that this
is not so. We must not rest until it is changed.

As I came to Parliament this cold bright morning, I thought
to myself what can I usefully say at a meeting where we agree
on everything, especially as I have been preceded by such
articulate, ﬁne speakers. Firstly I decided to be brief.
In essence we are facing three mysteries, three simple
mysteries. First of all, the mystery of why it is that our campaign
to achieve recognition and support from the government for
the NCRI continues to be resisted. For me the situation is
simple and plain. On the one hand, you have Maryam Rajavi
and the NCRI commi�ed to an open and democratic future for
Iran. On the other hand you have a theocracy regime, which
is cruel, which is oppressive as many speakers have instanced
and which is engaged in state terrorism in other places. What
is the diﬃculty?
I remember the late Robin Cook when he was Foreign Minister,
thought about introducing an ethical foreign policy. The Foreign
Oﬃce soon saw that out of the door. I think we should try and
put it back in. I have always believed that it is perfectly possible
for countries to conduct honourable, honest dealings with other
countries. I think we must continue with that.
The second mystery, of course concerns the terrorist
allegations surrounding the People’s Mojahedin. These were
given a great boost by the Human Rights Watch report, which
alleged all sorts of things against the People’s Mojahedin.
The European Parliament reaction to this was to engage in a
detailed report on the accusations that were made. If I may, I
want brieﬂy to read to you a bit from the introduction which is
wri�en by the First Vice President of the European Parliament,
Vidal Quadros. He says, “The Human Rights Watch report on
the People’s Mojahedin released in May of 2005, prompted the
compilation of this report. The report, that is the Human Rights
Watch report, ostensibly dealt with alleged rights abuses by
the PMOI, but amazingly and hardly within the mandate of a
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appalling human rights record.
The second issue is the PMOI. I think we need to consider
this issue carefully and again the Iraq equation is very
important. The reason why Iraq is in such a mess is that when
the British troops went into Iraq, there was a vacuum and
so there was no group that could eﬀectively take over. As a
result, various forces began to challenge for power, including
the Iranian regime and its agents. Here we have the PMOI, an
organisation who is able to resist some of the policies that Iran
is pursuing. This is an organisation, which represents the voice
of the Iranian people and their demand for democracy. I think
it is right and proper for us to recognise that not only in this
country must we remove the proscription that exists on the
PMOI, but more importantly people inside Iran must know
that there are Iranians outside of Iran who care about Iran
and they will do everything they possibly can to bring about
the necessary change. I think that must be recognised by the
British government and what the British government should
not have conspired with the Iranian government to proscribe
the PMOI, just because the mullahs told them to do so.
The third aspect is the state of human rights in Iran. As
many of you know, my second language is Farsi. I love Iranian
people and it is tragic that power in their wonderful nation
is in the hands of the mullahs. Now we see this hard line
president, whose own pronouncement about Israel actually
describes very clearly the dangers that Iran poses to the rest
of the world. When it comes to the question of the PMOI in
the House, I can bet you my life that all of us in Parliament,
especially those of us in the House of Lords, will be standing
on our feet and saying to the government you are wrong and
the proscription must be removed.

Thank you Robin. Can I ﬁrst of all say how grateful I am for
the work that you do in the House of Lords. Almost every time
any issue in relation to Iran arises, Robin is up on his feet and
certainly protesting most vehemently about the lack of action
in dealing with the Iranian regime.
The reason I am here is to associate myself with many of
the things that have already been expressed. There is always a
danger that what one wanted to say has already been said by
other speakers, but that does not stop me from coming along
and saying that not only myself and Lord Russell-Johnston,
my colleague in the House of Lords, but my party, the Liberal
Democrats, associates with almost all the sentiments that have
been expressed by the British Parliamentary Commi�ee for
Iran Freedom.
I think this is for three reasons. The most important one is
the regime’s export of arms to Iraq. Masses of documentation
was produced by the government to show that Iraq was
producing nuclear weapons, yet here in Iran we have suﬃcient
evidence of the dangers that it poses to the rest of the world,
about its nuclear know how and how it could be used by those
in power. This is of immense concern, as are the mullahs
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this list at the request of a despicable regime, a regime that
happily kills women and children in large numbers. It is a
persistent violator of human rights. There is no legal basis
therefore whatsoever for the proscription of the PMOI. So I
am delighted to be able to repeat that 1,300 British lawyers
have signed a statement to that eﬀect.
Stephen Grosz has already spoken about the action which
is being planned by a large group of parliamentarians now to
try to get the PMOI oﬀ that list. This is part of an extremely
important context and that context is now that we have some
really dreadful cases going through the European Court of
Justice and recently in the High Court in this country, which
appear to say that the measures taken in order to implement
the UN Security Council resolutions on anti terrorism trump
human rights standards.
All I want to say is I am looking forward strongly to a
concerted a�ack by a tightly nit group of highly motivated
lawyers, that is not something that you meet very o�en, to
help to destroy the proscription of the PMOI, but also to get
to the heart of the threat to human rights that is taking place
now.

My interest here is the protection and promotion of
human rights, especially when human rights are threatened
by anti terror legislation. That is especially the case with the
PMOI, which is why I am here. All I want to say brieﬂy is
that the UK government has a track record in this regard.
Not a distinguished track record at all.
Involvement and engagement in terrorism and
advocating violence does not seem to be a reason why you
get put on the terrorism list. The PMOI were placed on
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that it then gives the Home Secretary the discretion to use
that particular legislation politically. Is it any wonder that
we are in the position that we are in today when there is no
objective criteria for him to exercise that discretion. That is
the problem this government faces. There was no evidential
basis for the proscription of the PMOI. I urge everyone to
support this application to de-proscribe.
I just want to remind this audience of what Jack Straw
said when he came to proscribing or failing to de-proscribe
the PMOI. It told the PMOI “the Home Secretary has taken
full account of the assertion that the Mojahedin is involved
in a legitimate struggle against a repressive regime, and has
no choice but to resort to armed resistance. He notes too,
the claim that armed resistance was concentrated against
military bases within Iran only. The Home Secretary does
not accept however any right to resort to acts of terrorism
whatsoever whatever the explanation.” When he talks
of acts of terrorism he means the use of force in other
words the right to resist oppression. I want to end just by
reminding you of the introduction to the preamble to the
United Nations Declaration on Human Rights, which talks
of using force as a last resort to resist against tyranny and
oppression. What Jack Straw is doing is a�empting to
prevent the Iranian people from taking up the use of force,
precisely because there are no democratic alternatives. It is
time that this is reversed so that ordinary people who are
subject to atrocious human rights violations, for once have
a way in which they can air their dissent. It should start in
this country, by allowing oppressed people to gather like
this so they can express their legitimate demands and that is
why the ﬁght for the de-proscription of the PMOI is a front
that not only aﬀects Iranian people, not just politicians and
lawyers but ordinary people who want to defeat terrorism
across the world and the hypocrisy and injustice of it.

I am here to express my solidarity with all those who are
working for the protection and servicing of human rights
within Iran. I would also like to associate myself with the
comments of Bill Bowring concerning the application of antiterror legislation around the world.
I genuinely believe that even with recent events in Iran,
there is a new human rights catastrophe unfolding once again
in that country. I believe that there is a geo-political crisis
unfolding in the region. This is where it all comes together,
because it comes together in relation to proscription. I do not
have to repeat to this audience the evidence which shows
quite categorically that this particular organisation, the
PMOI, was proscribed because of a short termist approach
to foreign policy where, as an olive branch to Khatami, the
PMOI was placed on the list. Unfortunately, it is far more
diﬃcult to de-proscribe.
There is presently a crisis at the heart of British foreign
policy. The very reason this organisation is proscribed
was precisely because Parliament allowed huge discretion
to the Home Secretary, to decide which organisations
are proscribed and in some sense threaten our foreign
policy. Why is it that the terrorism legislation in our Act of
Parliament does not recognise the international right to resist
force, does not recognise the right to self determination and
does not recognise the right to democracy? The reason is
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rights to express their political opinions, sometime violently,
in the face of tyrannical regimes, which brutally close oﬀ all
avenues for peaceful political opposition. That is what the
Refugee Convention is sometimes for. The PMOI is deﬁned
in law at the moment as being concerned in terrorism.
The practical operation of the proscription of the PMOI is
potentially thus. Take a courageous individual in Iran, who
decided to reveal or bring to the a�ention of the public gross
human rights abuses occurring there, say for example by
printing leaﬂets and taking those leaﬂets and distributing
them on the streets of Tehran during the night.
Let us say that this individual comes to the a�ention
of the Iranian authority, somehow manages to escape and
ﬁnds his way to the United Kingdom. If section 52 of the Bill
becomes law, then in that classic case of asylum, the Iranian
man will be excluded from the protections of the Refugee
Convention. The Refugee Convention was designed to
assist and protect these very individuals, like the man ho
distributes leaﬂets on behalf of the PMOI or simply for
PMOI or as a PMOI member. Unfortunately, this Bill turns
the ideals of the Refugee Convention on its head. So we have
to ask ourselves whether something is going terribly wrong
with our terrorism legislation.
Finally, I wish to draw everyone’s a�ention to the
Statement on Iran ‘A Call for Justice’. You have already heard
that 1,300 lawyers have signed this statement and essentially
the statement is a summary of reasons and arguments
that you have heard today for de-proscribing PMOI. I
wholeheartedly endorse the content of the statement.

I wish to touch brieﬂy on section 1 of the Terrorism Act
2000, because it is important that we understand that within
this Act the deﬁnition of terrorism is so overbroad that it
does not account for the right of individuals to resist against
tyrannical regimes. The deﬁnition does not take state terror
into account either. The United Kingdom may not think
that is signiﬁcant, because the United Kingdom does not
engage in state terror. However, in countries where there are
political problems it is.
I would like to draw your a�ention to section 52 of the
current Immigration, Asylum and Nationality Bill, which is
at present making its way through the Lords. What section
52 essentially says is that if you are an alleged terrorist or
are alleged to have been concerned in terrorism, you will be
excluded from the protection of the Refugee Convention.
The Refugee Convention was set up to protect individuals’
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