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From the Editor
A need to reflect on

options beyond khatami?
n a widely publicized press conference on 28th August 2002, President Khatami’s finally clarified his position
regarding certain key issues relevant to the future of the Iranian nation. 
Khatami acknowledged the fact that the country was beset by a “sick economy” and a socio-political structure that
“violated the rights of the people”. Moreover, he acknowledged that Iranian graduates and technocrats whose skills
were badly needed for the development of the country were eager to seek new opportunities away from a country
where more than 3 million young graduates were already incapable of finding any kind of suitable employment.
While, these comments were reflective of the true state of affairs in Iran, his remedy which urges public support

to perpetuate the current theocratic system, falls massively short of public aspirations and expectations. In the course of his
interview, Khatami was crystal clear about two contentiously important issues: First, his fervent espousal of what he calls
‘religious democracy’, and secondly, his complete and utter commitment to the provisions of the IRI constitution. These
assertions will in the coming months serve to polarize the political scene in Iran between reformers who seek to maintain
the current system, albeit in a more moderate and accommodating phase, and those who will only settle for a complete
overhaul that promises nothing less than the establishment of a secular democracy. 
While Khatami recognizes that “democracy is a process and not a project”, he neglects to take into consideration the fact
that this process needs to be played out on a plain playing field and not one that is unfairly structured to favor a particular
constituency. Iran is an Islamic country and most Iranians, including various outspoken supporters of secularism, do not
wish to deny the importance of Islam in the country’s history and national life. But this does not mean that an ‘Islamic
Apartheid System’ should serve as a substitute for true democracy or that a theocratic constitution that bestows unacceptable
authority to non-elected people should continue to indefinitely stifle the aspirations of the nation.
This growing inconsistency with ‘what is desired and what is actually on offer’ illustrates the difficult situation in which
the IRI finds itself. The IRI is well aware that to sustain itself in power, it must either consent to serious changes - by moving
particularly in the direction of secularism, a notion which the Islamic leadership finds utterly repulsive, or to resort to an
iron fist ‘a la Saddam Hussein’. While, the IRI will find it difficult to perpetuate the current situation, it is fully aware that,
unlike Saddam in Iraq, its overall grip and authority is not total. Hence, its increasing paranoia and its propensity to look
at every event in the region with fear and great suspicion. The removal of the Taleban and increasing international pressures
on Saddam Hussein have simply aggravated the IRI’s sense of  paranoia by making it feel more exposed with each passing
day. At this time, one can only speculate about potential eventualities. The widely
discussed arguments about resuming contacts with the US, can serve as a catalyst for
a new realignment of political forces in Iran. This is an important pre-requisite for
change, for without freeing themselves from the now mostly defunct ideological
straight jackets of their various pasts, political activists of whatever persuasion will be
unable to focus on the current priorities that confront the Iranian nation at this time.
As for Khatami, in his desire to perpetuate the legacy of Iran’s Islamic Revolution, he
is constantly faced with the problem of squaring the circle: the more Iranians become
educated and aware, the more he encourages the people to assume political
responsibility, the greater the risks to the theocracy he represents. The IRI has always
distrusted intellectuals, yet it needs them to help develop the country. When a leading
personality expresses an independent thought, he is dismissed or even arrested which
then paralyzes freedom of expression. As the country gropes towards greater
intellectual maturity, Khatami’s ambivalence is bound to cause him trouble and as Iran
moves closer to liberation, his star as ‘the acceptable face’ of an unacceptable and
unpopular political system is bound to fade. ‘
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Full Text of the ‘August Statement’ entitled, “We Seek
The Start of Direct and Official Talks Between the
Governments of Iran and the United States of America” is
printed in Page 4 and the full text of the ‘September
Statement’ entitled, “We Seek the Support of World
Democracies and World Public Opinion For The Freedom
Seeking Struggle of the Iranian People” on page 7.
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Iran-us Relations:
A Catalyst for change and political

realignment in Iran?
A Special Iranfile Report

***

The prospect of another war with Iraq coupled with
increasing American pressures for regime change in
that country, cannot be without consequences for

the region and, in particular, for the Islamic regime in
Iran. The IRI which was severely rattled by its inclusion
amongst what President Bush has called, “the  Axis of
Evil”, is fully cognizant of the fact that many of the same
charges which are being levied against the Iraqi regime at
this time, can very easily be used against them as well.
Iran’s WMD program and its relentless support for
elements based on fermenting terror and violence in the
Middle East, along with the desire on the part of its
conservative leadership to bring about the obliteration of
the State of Israel, suggest that sooner rather than later,
the IRI might also be heading in the direction of an
unavoidable state of full confrontation with the US. This
is particularly of concern for the Islamic leadership, since
the partners which the IRI has cultivated over the years in
order to fend off American pressures - like the EU,
Russia, China and Japan - are unlikely, in the event of a
major crisis, to side with a ‘Pariah’ state in opposition to
the world’s only remaining super power. The recent
indication by the EU that the future continuation of its
economic cooperation with Iran is now contingent upon
Iranian recognition of the State of Israel (albeit in the
context of a final two state solution of the Middle East
conflict), in addition to Iranian compliance with other key
matters that relate to WMD, human rights and terrorism
illustrate this point most vividly. These considerations,
coupled with America’s steady progress towards a state of
full military readiness for combat in the region, have
provoked a great deal of manoeuvring amongst the
various active political forces both within the regime as
well as those in opposition.

Sensing its own state of vulnerability due mainly to an
unprecedented level of unpopularity at home and

propelled by the terrifying fear of a military collision with
the US, the IRI has been on a secret look out for ways of
‘breaking the ice’ with the “Great Satan”. According to
most Iran experts, the hardliners have taken the recent
threats against Iraq seriously and are trying to prevent its
potentially adverse effects on their grip over power in
Iran. Hence, in the past few months, at least two different
independent sources  associated with the regime have
tried to  send feelers in this direction. First, it was people
close to former President Hashemi Rafsanjani (including
his son Mehdi using connections connected with Conoco)
who were said to have made approaches towards
American officials. Next, there were people associated
with the Supreme Leader - such as former Foreign
Minister Ali Akbar Velayati, now the main Foreign Policy
Adviser to Ayatollah Khamenei, and his former Deputy,
Abbas Maleki who were believed to have pursued similar

aims from newly created offices in Dubai, which were set
up for this purpose away from the prying eyes of
European onlookers. While,  these initiatives are aimed at
reaching some form of a ‘behind the scene’
accommodation with the Bush Administration, President
Khatami’s new Ambassador Designate to the United
Nations, Mohammad Javad Zarif, has already stated that
one of the key priorities of his new assignment would be
to try and seek potentially new modes of ‘open and
official’ dialogue with the US. While, the IRI’s incentive
for survival is more than apparent in all cases, the
regime’s dilemma has always been to attain this objective
without appearing to have lost face. It is due to an
inability to substantiate 23 years of gratuitous hostility
towards the US - for which the Iranian nation has had to
pay a heavy cost - that certain quarters within the system
have now embarked upon a strategy of utilizing the
services of such resources as the ‘American Iranian
Council’ along with certain  sympathetic elements in the
ranks of the exiled opposition (see table below) to help
prepare domestic public opinion for this ultimate
admission of policy failure.

As a consequence of these manoeuvring, the exile
opposition have unexpectedly been drawn into an

equation which has inadvertently helped them enter a
political scenario which is no longer beset by the types of
stale and dogmatic arguments which had rendered them
irrelevant for the better part of the past two decades. As
a result, a new political environment is fast emerging, in
which forces wishing to prolong the legacy of the
revolution - by clinging to the belief that it is still possible
to reform the current system - are pitted against those who
feel that no amount of reform can substitute for a modern
secular democracy which in their view is more in line
with the current wishes and aspirations of the Iranian
people.

This polarization of forces was actually unveiled with
the publication of an open letter in August 2002

entitled, “We Seek the Start of Direct and Official Talks
Between the Governments of Iran and the United States
of America” (full text below) which was signed by a
number of key political activists, journalists and
intellectual personalities with either a ‘leftist’ background
or previously ‘close association with the revolution”.

Insight



Poll onUS-IRI Relations:According
to an IRNA report on 22/09/02,
the result of a recent poll in Iran

indicates about 75 percent of the
Iranian people favor negotiating with the US. Only
17.5 percent are opposed to such negotiations. More
importantly, over 64.5 percent of the respondents
agreed with renewed relations with the US, while less
than 24 percent disagreed. In addition, 70.4 percent
of the respondents indicted that they could not trust
the US government, while 62 percent had doubts
about US’s true intentions in her campaign against
international terrorism. It is interesting to note that
74.7 percent of the respondents agreed with this
argument that “If by negotiating with the US, we
could potentially stop some of her threats and
hostilities, why wouldn’t we ?” This is the result of a
new poll taken by three reputable research centers in
Iran. The survey included individuals over 15 years
living in Tehran.Í
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The well known figures from the ‘Left’ included such
political veterans as Babak Amir Khosravi (a senior
past figure from the Tudeh Party), Farokh Negahdar

(one of the current leading figures amongst the People’s
Fadian Organization), and Mehdi Khanba Teherani (a
colorful intellectual thinker with years of previous
broadcasting experience from Moscow and Peking). The
same list which was headed by Dr. Mansour Farhang, the
first Permanent Representative of the IRI to the UN, also
included the signature of Dr. Houshang Amir Ahmadi, the
self anointed President of the ‘American-Iranian Council’
which has in recent years been the main engine behind the
IRI’s charm offensive in the US. While, the overt intent of
this document was to emphasize the group’s opinion that
“the reestablishment of relations between Iran and the US
was a necessary prerequisite for the removal of enmity and
crisis, in line with the better interests of both nations”, in
actual fact by making clear their opposition to ‘unofficial
or behind the scenes contacts with the US”  - something
that is tantamount to a rejection of both Khamenei and
Rafsanjani, they were hinting at a road map that directed
the US administration specifically in the direction of so-
called internal reformers associated with the government
of President Mohammad Khatami, irrespective of their
failing track record over the past 5 years. Therefore, it was
made clear that for a number of well known opposition
figures who had put their signature to that document -
specially those with a secular and communist background-
the prospect of coming to some form of a modus vivendi in
a modified Islamic state was a more attractive proposition
than forging an alliance with those personalities or
political organizations who were calling for a complete
rejection of the current system in favor of a  secular
democracy.

Subsequently, these actions prompted a swift response

from other political personalities, groups and
organizations clearly opposed to any form of a
compromise that would continue to retain the theocratic
nature of the state. In a widely supported statement that
was released by leading figures across the Iranian political
spectrum in September 2002 (full text below), an attempt
was made to clarify this debate by delving into the real
intent of some of the key elements behind the ‘August
Statement’. The signatories of the ‘September Statement’
were adamant to make it absolutely clear that they were
not opposed to any Iran-US rapproachment, though it was
their view that mere dialogue, without a serious change in
the direction of policy was unlikely to improve the picture.
Their statement reminded Iranians of the fact “the conduct
of direct discussion with any dictatorial regime has never
safeguarded such countries from external attacks, and here
one can make specific reference to cases such as the
Yugoslav regime under Milsovich (2000) and the Iraqi
regime under Saddam Hussein (1991)”.  The signatories of
the ‘September Statement’ were clear in their view that
while they were not against the establishment of direct ties
between the governments of Iran and the US, they rejected
outright “any attempt at promoting ‘religious reformers’
and their exiled collaborators as an alternative to the
current IRI leadership”.
According to close Iran watchers, the publication of these
statements and the reaction which they have generated
under the pretext of ‘direct and open relations between
Iran and the US’, has created a new atmosphere in which
new battle grounds are being drawn between forces
believing in the proposition that it is possible to preserve
the revolution by reforming the IRI and those who believe
that the IRI’s future as a theocratic state is no longer
tenable and as such, it must be completely overhauled in
favor of a secular democracy.Í

   REFORM or CHANGE 
Where Political Organizations Stand on the Future of the IRI
ORGANIZATION REFORM/CHANGE
Internal Opposition
Î Melli-Mazhabis REFORM
Ï Iranian Moslem Fighters Movement REFORM
Ð Iranian Nations Party CHANGE
Ñ Mojahedin of the Islamic Revolution REFORM
Ò Islamic Participation Party REFORM
Ó Kargozaran Party REFORM
Ô National Front (Iran Branch) UNCLEAR
Exile Opposition
Ø Kurdish Democratic Party (KDP) CHANGE
Ù National Council of Resistance (NCR) CHANGE
Ú National Front (Europe & USA) CHANGE
Û Republican  Nationalists REFORM
Ü People's Democratic Party REFORM
Ý ¡Fedayeen Khalq¢ (Aksariat)REFORM
Þ ¡Fedayeen Khalq¢ (Aghaliat) CHANGE
ß Pan Iranist Party CHANGE
à ¡Rahe Kargar¢ CHANGE

(Revolutionary Workers Organization of Iran) CHANGE
á ¡Socialist Revolutionary Union of Iran¢ CHANGE
ØØ Tudeh Party REFORM
ØÙ Constitutionalist Movement of Iran CHANGE

(‘Front Line’)
ØÚ Supporters of Reza Pahlavi CHANGE
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“We Seek The Start of Direct and Official Talks
Between the Governments of Iran and the USA”

‘The August Statement’
APPROXIMATE TRANSLATION

1. The positions being advocated in this statement
reflect the views of those who in line with the wishes
of the great people of Iran consider the re-

establishment of relations between Iran and the US to be a
necessary prerequisite for the removal of enmity and crisis,
in line with the better interests of both nations. These views
are contrary to views expressed by a number of  powerful
quarters in Iran, the US and Israel who identify the
continuation of hostilities between Iran and the US to be in
their better interests. The signatories to this statement come
from a diversified social, cultural and political backgrounds
and orientations. Hence, the similarity of views expressed
in this statement does not reflect a similarity of views
having to do with other internal or external policies of both
Iran and the US.
2. We acknowledge that the difficulties as well as the
barriers which have prevented the normalization of
relations between the two countries are not just limited to
the opposition expressed or to the impediments which have
been placed by certain particular circles. The historical
wounds in the relationship between the two states have
imposed a somber shadow over millions of citizens in both
countries, thereby influencing both sides against the
establishment of mutual trust, good will as well as a
political incentive for wishing to move forward in this
direction. The picture implanted in the minds of Iranians in
August 1953 for the proceeding 25 years as well as the
behavior of American officials during the course of the
Iran-Iraq War on one hand, along with the bitter memory of
hostage taking, sloganeering and other unacceptable actions
of Iranian leaders who have relentlessly promoted a policy
of hatred against the US for the past 2 decades on the other,
have left a negative situation whose rectification requires
great efforts on the part of both parties.
3. Although in abstract terms, the benefits of friendship and
cooperation between the two countries is so obvious that
requires no further explanation, given the existing range of
opposition as well other historical precedents, our
estimation is that the process of reconstructing trust and
positive ties is not an easy affair. Nonetheless, a simple
review of events also indicate that there are no serious
impediments that stand before the establishment of direct
negotiations between the two countries. Indeed, there were
no such impediments standing in the way of negotiations
which could most easily have been initiated a whole decade
ago. If that trend had been pursued, a number of particular
problems could well have been removed by this time. The
rightful expectation of the Iranian people in the aftermath
of events on the �2nd Khordad of 1376� (The election of
President Khatami in 1997), was that certain steps in the
direction of holding direct talks would be taken at the
initiative of the new president. But since that time, many
opportune and important moments have been lost. It is our
general feeling and belief that opposition from the Supreme

Leader of the IRI coupled with the silence and compliance
of President Khatami has been the main obstacle in this
process.
4. Efforts on the part of certain factions within the IRI
ruling establishment in opposition to talks with the US and
ultimate normalization of relations between the two sides
are not in conformity with the national interest of the Iran.
This opposition is on the one hand based on the interests of
certain unelected organs within the IRI who are in
competition with the elected bodies, while on the other, it
is based on perceptions having to do with various interests
of the Office of the Supreme Leader outside the country.
The opposition on the part of the IRI Supreme Leader to the
initiation of any discussion with the US, based on the past
conduct of the US government or their existing differences
on such political issues as the Palestinian question, is
simply not acceptable. The establishment of dialogue and
diplomatic relations provide the best avenue for the
elaboration of grievances and mutually beneficial
discourse.....Whenever avenues for direct and open
discourse become sealed, then covert dealing and ‘behind
the scene diplomacy’, as applied by both parties enters the
scene along with all its hideous consequences - as
experienced in the case of the ‘Irangate’ affair..... In our
estimation the opposition of the IRI Supreme Leader to the
start of direct negotiations and diplomatic ties with the US
is based on the policy stand and expectations of radical
Islamic groups in other countries, and more importantly
because of his close association with forces bent on
frustrating all elected bodies and crippling the office of the
Presidency irrespective of any consequent damage to the
interests of the Iranian nation. We feel extremely dismayed
that the overall interests of the nation should be held
hostage to the whims and narrow interests of any particular
faction. 
5. The government of Mr. Khatami had in its initial phase
tried to portray a new vision of Iranian politics to the
international community. Moreover, the widespread and
highly motivated participation of the Iranian people in the
election process, greatly assisted his claim and promotion -
not as a spokesman for a despotic order, but as the chosen
representative and the spokesman for millions of Iranians.
Such a backing could have served as a main impetus to
promote his dialogue with other countries, and in particular
the United States. Alas............Our view on Khatami’s
actions is not based on the fact that he has been promoting
or giving priority to the interest of his own particular
faction in the context of Iran-US relations. Our evaluation
is made on the basis that:
a. In the past five years, neither the reformists nor Mr.
Khatami have provided a frank and clear-cut defense of the
principle that stresses the importance of trying to re-
establish diplomatic relations with the US, albeit with the
observance of certain parameters.                           ¾Page 5
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‘The August Statement’ contd . . . .
b. During the last 2 years of the Clinton administration, the
reformist elements in Iran failed to react positively in
seizing opportunities when a positive atmosphere had been
created for the improvement of relations between the two
countries. For example, what many Iranian patriots
expected was for the IRI to adopt a posture concerning the
1999 Peace Conference between Israel and Palestine which
would have been more similar to the one that the IRI
adopted some 2 years later in the course of the Bonn
Conference on Afghanistan. Unfortunately, the forces of
reform within the government did not chose to differentiate
their position from those advocated by the conservatives.
As a consequence of their “cold silence” which ensured the
loss of various opportunities for the creation of a positive
atmosphere needed for the promotion of trust and good will
between Iran and the US, certain momentous occasions for
the promotion of peace in the Middle East were lost.
6. Some of the opposition against the establishment of
relations between the two countries have a
‘non-government’ component. Amongst the opponents of
the Islamic regime, there are some that consider the US to
be an ‘imperialist power' which is ruthless and dictatorial.
This type of thinking will condemn any type of initiative
taken by the Iranian government for purposes of relieving
tensions and the like, and considers any Iran-US
rapproachment as nothing less than a betrayal of its
ideological beliefs and an act of compliance.  Another
group bent on overthrowing the IRI, sees any increase in
the level of tensions between the IRI and the US as
beneficial to its stance and feels that this confrontation will
eventually lead to the fall of the current regime and their
own installation in power. Radicals within this structure,
urge the US government to continue with its policy of
economic sanctions and even encourage the US to attack
Iran militarily. Although the existence and influences of
these tendencies that span the political spectrum from
‘Left’ to ‘Right’ is undeniable, nonetheless, it has never
constituted the main barrier before direct negotiations and
diplomatic relation between the two countries.
7. Iran accuses the US of interference in its domestic
affairs. This accusation as far as it pertains to the years
prior to the revolution is documented. But one cannot label
comments concerning the nature of various regimes and the
types of political systems which they promote as
'interference in their internal affairs'. Responsible parties in
the IRI have also never labeled their own commenting over
such matters as 'interference in the domestic affairs' of
other nations. Interference takes place only when it is
accompanied with force along with the violation of
international law. In matters having to with the human
rights and political freedoms of the Iranian people, we
wholeheartedly defend the rights of any leader to
comments or interfere concerning these issues. No
government is excluded over this matter. However, we
confess that many governments including the IRI are
concerned and worried about this line of questioning. The

enquiring governments are also reluctant to interfere in
such matters unless they are put in a position of
expectation by the electorate in their own particular
countries. Nonetheless, the fact remains that certain
governments have in the past undoubtedly employed
concepts such as human rights to service their lust for
political and economic gains. Unfortunately, in most
instances by choosing to keep quiet, governments  use
their silence over various issues having to do with human
rights as an instrument for promoting their own interests.
It is our view that responsible bodies in the IRI are
permitted to feel unhappy about  certain  issues and
announced  positions by certain Western government, and
in particular the US - such as the statement issued by the
US President on 12th July, 2002 (see p.11). However, they
are not permitted to interpret these comments as
'interference in the domestic affairs of Iran', Therefore, we
the undersigned, resent any concessions that is made by
the US and any other Western country to the demand of
the Islamic leadership in Iran over issues pertaining to
human rights and consider any compromising step on their
part as a serious omission and a betrayal of the solemn
pledges which they have made to their own electorates.
From our point of view, the start of any negotiation should
begin with new ways of looking at the supervision of
human rights in Iran and the promotion of relations should
be directly tied to the forward progress that is made
towards the observance of human rights in the IRI.
8. We object to the vocabulary used consistently by the
Islamic Leader when making reference to the US  and its
leadership along with the meaning which they convey.
We consider such outburst as an insult to the people of
Iran and contrary to our well founded social and
traditional customs. Speaking for the nation, he is not
permitted to wish death upon another nation, or to instruct
the IRI President “to strike the US President in the
mouth”. We strongly condemn any participation or
acknowledgment by any IRI official in events such as
burning the US flag, the chanting of 'Death to America', or
repeatedly labeling it as the 'Great Satan' or any other
action that may be construed as offensive. We consider
this type of behavior to be degrading and a national insult
to the honor of our people.
9. There are circles within the ruling establishment who
see the strengthening of Iran’s military status as the only
route for neutralizing any potential US threat. It is also
evident that such concepts as increasing tensions and
thereby leading to a militarization of the Middle East are
issues being currently entertained by the US military
establishment and the current government in Israel. But,
from our point of view, neutralizing these quarters as far
as their plans pertaining to Iran are concerned - given the
extent of opposition that exists within the US decision
making process as a whole as well as the influence of
inputs from Europe, Japan, and Russia - is not an
impossible task. Based on this assumption, it is only right
that the positions advanced and actions taken   ¾Page 6
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‘The August Statement’ contd . . . .
by the leadership within the ‘Pasdaran’ and their ‘extreme-
right’ backers should be seen in light of the serious danger
that they pose (to the security of the Iranian nation). The
danger lies in the fact that these circles see the promotions
of their interest through the cultivation of new friction with
the US. The frightening aspect of this situation is the fact
that as they see the erosion of their grip on power, they
show no compunction in taking the country down with
themselves.
10. The barriers preventing the establishment of diplomatic
ties between Iran and the US are not simply confined to
circles in the IRI. Within the US, there are particular
barriers as well. The most important impediment,
particularly after ‘911', has been the aggressive influence
exerted by proponents of military action on the US foreign
policy scene and in particular with issues regarding the
Middle East. Therefore, any ensuing change in US attitude
is not entirely contingent upon future possible changes that
might occur in Iranian positions. Evidence shows that these
changes in US attitude and policy is more directly relevant
to the ascendency of certain pressure groups within the
American decision making process. The current
administration in the US, like its counterpart in Iran, is also
a victim of competition amongst various groups with
differing interests and perspectives, and until such time that
a clear and established line that seeks the resumption of ties
between the countries is able to exert itself within the US
decision making process, it is very difficult for the Iranian
side to move forward with any measure of real assurance.
The weakness or lack of will in both countries for the
resumption of diplomatic ties, draws us to the conclusion
that no forward strides can be made without the unified
efforts of a broad range of groups supporting better mutual
relations. Only with such a consensus can positive steps in
the direction of the ensuring the mutual national interests of
both countries be taken. Therefore, unlike Mr. Khatami
who has interpreted the advocation by some quarters in the
US of support and cooperation with reformists in the IRI as
“interference in Iran’s internal affairs”, we believe that
there is no other logical and effective way other than the
pursuit of this course of action which tries to enlist the
support of the advocates of this policy in both countries.
11. According to a major US policy stand advocated by Mr.
Bush in January 2002, our country along with two others,
were considered as part of an “Axis of Evil” which posed
an increasing threat to America. He openly threatened our
country with missile attacks, though following great
pressures that were exerted by opponents of militarism in
the US and Europe, he changed his original stance on 12
July 2002 (see page 11) by stating “US support for the
people of Iran in their struggle for freedom and
democracy”. All the signatories to this statement see this
change of tone as a sign of progress for those people in the
US and Iran who are seeking the normalization of bi-lateral
relations through the removal of tensions. However, at
present there is insufficient evidence to indicate whether
this change of tone will ultimately affect a change in policy
as well. We are fearful that the policy based on ‘Axis of

Evil” and advocated by the militarists in the US and Israel
may not have been permanently abandoned........One of our
main aims as defenders of better relations between the two
countries is to urge each side to respect the vote and wishes
of people on both sides.
12. There is a line of thinking which suggests that the way
towards neutralizing threats posed by American militarists
is through uniting anti-American forces at home as well as
the region and the world beyond. This thinking which is
lined with suspicions, presupposes ill intentions on the part
of the US, and cannot rely on the success of anti-militarist
factions in the US, or is incapable of obtaining a correct
estimate of their own potential for policy making. In the
final analysis, this line of thought considers further hostility
as being inevitable, while rejecting any notion of fruitful
cooperation and the like between the two states..... This
interpretation uses American threats as a vehicle for
clamping down on intellectual and reformist thought in
Iran............
13. Iran and the US have both announced certain conditions
for resuming normalized relations. These conditions - given
the changing political atmosphere, have over the years
pursued a meandering path with many ups and downs. In
our estimation, some of the hurdles blocking the path of
progress in this regard have already been removed, and we
do not envision the existence of any barriers which both
parties are unable to overcome. From the stand point of the
signatories of this statement, whatever the conditions or
expectations of each side may be, they should not provide
an impediment to the start of official talks. It is some time
since the US stated its willingness to enter into direct and
official talks with the IRI. We urge the IRI to abandon all of
its ‘unofficial or behind the scenes contacts’ with the US,
by embracing open, official and accountable discussions.
Repeated public opinion polls have stated that the majority
of the Iranian people want an end to the current situation
and the normalization of relations between Iran and the US.
It is our hope that this peaceful wish of the Iranian people
may be enacted upon before it becomes prey to the whims
of dark forces who only promote hatred and distrust. We
believe more than ever in the ability and the power of our
people to vote and select.......
14. What has been transcribed in this statement is a
reflection of the truth as seen by its signatories. Under no
circumstances is it our wish to limit the defense or the
promotion of other ideals such as peace and well being, to
the suggestions which have been contained in this
statement. Without doubt, others with a different orientation
might have a different interpretation of the scene and the
potential solutions that might be available. Therefore, we
ask all concerned Iranians who share a different perspective
- i.e., are opposed to the unconditional start of talks
between Iran and the US or feel that certain specific
conditions need to be met etc., to enter into a dialogue with
us. We are confident that such a dialogue will promote the
better interest of our country...Í
Signatures: Dr. Mansour Farhang, Dr. Ali Reza Nourizadeh,
Dr. Houshang Amir Ahmadi, Farokh Neghadar, Mehdi
Khanbaba Tehrani, Babak Amir Khosravi, and others....... 
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APPROXIMATE TRANSLATION OF THE ‘SEPTEMBER STATEMENT’

“We Seek the Support of World Democracies
and World Public Opinion

For The Freedom Seeking Struggle of the Iranian People”

With each passing day, the deep disenchantment of
the Iranian people with religious despotism is
manifesting itself in the shape of different

protests and demonstrations. The extent of the suppression
of these protests by the government has completely dashed
the hopes of reform which  had been set alight in the
aftermath of “2nd Khordad”. The neutralization of
parliament (Majles) which was to have played a leading
role, the closure of tens of newspapers and periodicals
belonging to religious reformers who had begun to
critically reveal only a tiny amount of the hidden truths,
the imprisonment and murder of writers and journalists,
the conversion of the Judicial branch to an instrument for
punishing every individual or collectivity that opposes the
proclamations or orders of the various non-elected bodies
and organs in the country, the out of hand behaviour of the
security structures in murdering and silencing any
dissenting voice- even of their own colleagues - and finally
the repeated threats on the part of the ‘Pasdaran’ and
‘Basij’, have compelled the overwhelming majority of
people into believing that without the moral support and
backing of democratic forces in the world, they will not be
able to secure the establishment of a wanted secular
democracy for the attainment of people’s individual rights
and liberties, without subjecting the country to risks of
unacceptable bloodshed or civil war which might even
threaten its territorial integrity.

Although, from the day after the “2nd Khordad”, the so-
called reformists headed by Khatami were able to

utilize the various means that were at their disposal -
including the employment of many mercenary and
opportunistic elements abroad- for mobilizing world public
opinion, nonetheless, there is no doubt after the
experiences of the past 5 years, they have reached a
complete dead end. This is because those truly in control -
namely all the forces of reaction and conservatism who fall
under the leadership of the “Vali-e Faghih” [i.e., the
Supreme Leader, Ayatollah Ali Khamenei] are in favour of
reform and dialogue with democratic governments and
institutions abroad so long as that relationship is able to
avert the true crisis that is brewing inside the country.
Thus, their genuine aim has never included the propping
up of reformist elements. Another important factor is the
nonexistence of a clear and independent foreign policy line
on the part of all religious reformers (i.e., reformers
associated with the IRI) because of their adherence to and
support for the IRI constitution. Mr. Khatami who is on
record for having proclaimed quite clearly that any change
to the IRI constitution is tantamount to “treason”, knows
all too well that defining the direction of Iranian foreign
policy is a prerogative of the Supreme Leader. Therefore,
those who consider themselves bound by the provisions of
the IRI constitution are either followers of the ‘Supreme
Leader’ or they are liars and as such unworthy of any

public trust.

The increased level of American military presence in the
region aimed at reaching a state of combat readiness,

has been a source of both fear and hopeful anticipation for
the Iranian people, pushing therefore the issue of "Direct
and official talk between Iran and the US" to a position of
high priority in the foreign policy debates that are currently
conducted within the IRI. Any positive move in this
direction is also perceived as a major shift away from
despotism on the road to greater freedoms and democracy.

Khamenei - the 'Vali-e Faghih' and the Supreme Leader
of the IRI has said that no official of the IRI is

permitted to talk with the Americans, and has commonly
referred to those who have expressed a wish to indulge in
such matters as “naive and without a sense of honour”. For
him, continued hostility with America is a useful lever for
the maintenance of unity within the ruling establishment.
Moreover, Khamenei is well aware of the fact that various
democracies in the world are in any case unlikely to come
to terms with a regime that feeds radical elements bent on
pursuing unrest and mayhem in the Middle East while
issuing ‘Fatwas’ and other Islamic edicts that call for the
murder of those who disagree with their visions and
ideology. On the other hand, Khamenei has seen the IRI
benefit from the pursuit of what might be called ‘secret’ or
‘behind the scenes diplomacy’ in the course of all the years
since the Islamic Revolution.

At the same time, the ‘Expediency Council’ headed by
former President Ali Akbar Hashemi Rafsanjani has

not remained idle, and has been trying to impose itself on
the ‘foreign policy scene’. Rafsanjani who in the course of
the ‘Irangate Affair’ had previously displayed his skills in
the art of secret diplomacy, had made any open
rapproachment with the US contingent upon the release of
Iranian assets held by America. However, according to the
Secretary of the Expediency Council (former Pasdaran
Chief, Mohsen Rezai), that condition has now been
changed to “US bombing of MOK (Mojahedin Khalq)
camps in Iraq”, in the event of any future US military
entanglements with Saddam Hussein. Rafsanjani’s highly
provocative interference in foreign policy matters -
exemplified by such acts as the sending of his daughter for
talks with the Iraqi leadership, and his efforts in promoting
himself as a ‘strong intermediary and negotiating partner’
with the US - has given rise to numerous protests which in
turn compelled many internal newspapers within the
country to ask “who is in charge of foreign policy in Iran”?
It is a certainty that Rafsanjani is, in any event, not the
right person to conduct direct talks with the US. This is
due in the first instance to the fact that he is a most hated
national figure. Thus, his inclusion in such a process would
only lead to a public sense of complete disillusionment
with the Americans.                                               ¾Page 8
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Also, he lacks the authority to participate in any such
meeting thereby making any potential agreement he might
make devoid of any legality.

It was therefore under these conditions that reformers
within the IRI structures and their allies and spokesmen
outside Iran sought to latch on to the rising tide of

public opinion over this issue, by seeking to promote
themselves as the only credible alternative to the ruling
establishment in all fields including open talks with the US.
But the government, the reformers, and their spokesmen
outside the country are all well aware of the fact that the
government is powerless while the Majles has been
crippled. It is obvious that given these circumstances,
holding talks with the US will not serve to enhance the
power or authority of the reformers. It is important to
emphasize that within the IRI’s current political structure,
the President is nothing more than a “smiling mask”, while
the government is devoid of any authority and the Majles is
only a forum for making noise and rhetoric. Moreover, it is
a given factor that in the event of any serious decision that
might be taken on their part, that decision is quickly muted
with the full retaliatory force of quarters such as the
‘Guardians Council”, the Pasdaran, the Ministry of
Information, the Judicial Branch, and all the other
revolutionary organs that fall under the direct authority of
the ‘Supreme Leader’.

It is also important not to lose sight of the reality that the
forces of reform within the country is not a uniform

outfit, and is itself divided amongst a variety of groups with
differing priorities and action plans. It is also well to
remember that so far the reform movement as a whole has
failed to come up with a critical evaluation of Khomeini’s
thoughts and actions and his suppression of freedom loving
opponents of despotism in Iran as well as his pointless
continuation of the ‘8 year war’ with Iraq! Moreover,
instead of democracy, the bogus term “religious
democracy” or “Islamic democracy” is being propagated by
the supporters and the mercenaries of these religious
reformers both inside and outside Iran. These same
‘reformers’ still continue to view ‘secularism’ or the
concept of ‘separating church from state’ as an insult upon
themselves. In line with these views,  some diehard and
committed communists of yesteryears have cynically
inserted themselves into the front line of this so-called
reform movement.....! Also, prior to every election the
reformers have made a whole series of promises which they
have failed to keep. Indeed, if a large portion of the
population have participated in the various ‘filtered
elections’, including the recent presidential ones, it was
never in pursuit of any philosophy other than one of
choosing “bad from worse”. For the many millions who
decided not to participate in the last presidential election,
the message was a clear indication that for them the process

of meaningful change had come to a dead end, thereby
making it impossible to move forward without serious
structural changes to the IRI system. According to polls
inside Iran, there has been a serious deterioration in the
number of people who continue to have faith in religious
reformers while there has been a sharp increase in the
number of people who wish to see fundamental changes
taking place.

These signs should indicate to all world democracies -
including the US - the futility of relying on any serious

discussions with spent and powerless forces whose numbers
are falling on a daily basis and who are incapable of solving
anything. It thus follows that any further attachment of
significance to these people is nothing other than a
deliberate act of deception and clear neglect of the true
aspiration of the freedom seeking people of Iran. It is
important never to lose sight of the reality that direct
discussion with any dictatorial regime has never
safeguarded such countries from military attacks, and here
one can make specific reference to the Yugoslav regime
under Milsovich (2000) and the Iraqi regime under Saddam
Hussein (1991). Nonetheless, it is important to point out
that we are not against the establishment of direct ties
between the governments of Iran and the US. What we
reject outright is any attempt at promoting ‘religious
reformers’ and their exiled collaborators as an alternative
to the current IRI leadership.

In conclusion, we seek the support of all democracies in
the world - including the US - for the rising movement of

the Iranian people which seeks to liberate the country from
the yoke of religious dictatorship by establishing freedom,
democracy and secularism while respecting the human
rights of all Iranians in accordance with accepted
international norms. In this regard, it is essential for the US
government to realize that the oppressive IRI regime which
is kept alive through its continuing state of hostility with
America, will never consent to any direct talks and will
neither permit their own brand of reformers to ever engage
in such deliberations as well. Therefore, the only way out
of the current dilemma is for all the established
democracies in the world to vocally support the forces of
freedom and democracy in Iran. It is only through the loud
expression of support for a true civil society in which
proper space is provided for political parties, organizations
and alike that forces of despotism and repression in Iran
will have no alternative but to retreat. This support will
then pave the way for true reformers to enter the picture,
remove the threat of any military intervention, and more
important of all to rekindle the hope of liberation from
theocratic dictatorship in the hearts of all Iranians.Í
Signatures: Dr. Mehrdad Khonsari, Dr. Hassan Kianzad, Dr.
Reza Hossein Bor, Mohsen Magsoudi, Abdollah Saidi Yeravand
Khosravian, Ali Pishro, and others....... 
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“Iran-US Ties: A Catalyst For Change?”

Have the ‘August’ & ‘September’ Statements Heralded
the dawn of a new realignement of political forces

in Iran?
IRANfile Editor Mehrdad Khonsari 

in discussion with A.R. Nourizadeh, a leading writer and commentator
on Iranian affairs

IRANfile: Recently,
you and I have become involved on the opposite sides of a
debate concerning direct negotiations between Iran and
the US. While we both agree that a resumption of contacts
between Iran and the US is in our nation’s best interest,
some controversy has nonetheless been created given
certain overtones, which have more to do with the internal
political lineup than foreign policy. More precisely, there
was a feeling that the document, which you have signed,
tends to favor one group- the internal reformists- above all
other political groupings that are currently engaged in the
struggle for freedom and democracy in Iran. So perhaps
you can begin by discussing why you feel that restoring
direct negotiations between Iran and the US is helpful at
this time, and possibly clearing up any potential
misunderstanding that may have arisen over this issue?
ARN: Let me start by saying that no one at this time can
question the reality that the international community has
for the past 23 years recognized the IRI as the legitimate
government of Iran. Within the IRI, there are many
quarters that are truly concerned with the types of dangers
now confronting our nation with a view of averting them
in the process of moving forward on a host of other critical
issues. In this regard, the whole subject of resuming ties or
re-establishing relations with the US - whose continuing
state of estrangement with Iran is perceived as posing the
main danger- is no longer considered taboo. The most
contentious issue inside Iran is that if some form of
rapproachment with the US is to take place, then which
political faction should be in charge of conducting these
critical discussions. Another words, would Khamenei,
Rafsanjani or Khatami be the party to lead these
negotiations. In this regard, the most obvious party is the
faction led by Khatami who believes - as do the Americans
- that this is an issue that ought to be handled in an official
way and on a government to government basis.
Complicating matters is the persistent inability or
unwillingness on the part of the US to give Khamenei the
type of recognition that he wants as the Supreme Leader of
the IRI. Here, it is pertinent to remember that even in the
days of Khomeini himself, the US had somehow
consistently regarded him as the ‘Spiritual Leader’ of the
country rather than the man who had the final say on all
important issues. However, at this time Khamenei is
adamant to assert his own personal stamp and to leave no
doubt that he is the absolute authority in the country. On
the other hand, Rafsanjani who considers himself as Iran’s
most skillful politician, has always adhered to a
Machiavellian notion that the end justifies the means, and
given his recognition of the extent of the danger facing
Iran, is adamant to try and carve a role for himself. His
thus insinuates that not only is he in a position to resolve
all outstanding issues, but that he is also able to ensure the

ultimate blessing of Khamenei as well. Our action
therefore in coming out with a statement at the time we did
was based on the fact we were on the one hand greatly
concerned with the threat that is being posed to our country
by the various ‘Hawkish’ quarters in America, and on the
other by the ominous attempts of Rafsanjani to once again
re-inject himself into this equation. We were concerned
that according to public opinion, some 78% of the Iranian
people want resumption of ties with the US, and it was our
view that should the reformist elements be encouraged to
assume a leading role, then everything would be out and in
the open and thus people like Rafsanjani would no longer
be allowed to make deals without the explicit knowledge of
the people. Obviously, in the final analysis for events to
progress further, the IRI would need to come with some
form of an accommodation regarding such issues that have
been perennially raised by the US - i.e., WMD, terrorism,
obstruction of Middle East peace, and consistent disregard
for the human rights of the Iranian people. 
IRANfile: Do you really believe that the reformist camp is
truly able to enter into such bilateral discussions with the
US? Is it realistic to think that Khamenei would allow them
to do this?
ARN: Let me respond to this in a different way. The choice
for the IRI is a simple one: either the IRI recognizes the
gravity of its intransigence over these key issues, or it faces
the prospect of being placed in the same category as Iraq.
Therefore, the reformists have little choice but to move in
a direction that seeks to address these concerns, given that
they have both legitimacy and control through their hold of
the executive and legislative branches. Should they find
themselves incapable of taking the lead in this direction,
then that would serve as a clear indicator that are no longer
capable of playing a serious role in the politics of the
country. While, Khamenei may resort to blocking them in
the final analysis, they should at least be seen to be moving
in a direction that is in line with the aspirations of the
people. Failure to move would only increase tension and
rift amongst the reformers themselves who are already
witnessing some signs of division between close supporters
of Khatami and those who feel that he is losing his
credibility with the people by not acting firmly and
decisively in implementing his mandate.
IRANfile: While you have made your intention clear, is it not
a fact that there are certain implied overtones in the
statement you signed which some groups may find
disconcerting? e.g., Is it not true that the type of political
alignment which the document suggests, really brings to an
end any notion of a cooperative pact between exiled
opposition groups who are united in their call for issues
such as democracy and secularism? In particular, does the
statement’s veiled expression of affirmation for the reformists
inside the country put the final nail in the coffin of say Reza
Pahlavi’s call for a ‘united front’?                      ¾Page 10
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Khonsari & Nourizadeh . . . contd. . . 
ARN: I concede that the text of the statement
I signed could have been drafted in a manner
that  would have averted certain
misconceptions. In fact, I wish that I myself

had been one of its writers. We had previously signed a
similar statement regarding ‘Palestine’, which had been
very positive and free of any such controversy. No doubt
reference to such historical events as ‘28 Mordad’ (19
August 1953 when the Mossadegh government was
overthrown) which is considered as a black moment in the
history of Iran-US relations by many Iranians does ruffle
certain feathers. However, it is essential to point out that the
reference which has been made was intended to neither
provoke nor eliminate contemporary constitutionalists, who
have no connection whatsoever to the goings on at that
time, from any future political equation. Moreover, contrary
to some perceptions, there was neither an intention to
promote any particular group or constituency, given that a
true alternative can only emerge when the political
solutions that its espouses are felt to be closest to positions
that are being demanded by the Iranian people. Therefore,
I do not think that the statement necessarily rules out
possibilities for a democratic coalition that includes  such
people as Reza Pahlavi or any other reasonable group or
personality in the constitutionalist camp. The point I am
making is that the Iranian people are ‘listening more to the
song rather than the singer’. The reformists in Iran have a
degree of legitimacy through their election victories, but in
my view the alternative that needs to be in place for the
removal of the current system is not yet in place. It needs to
be created and the moment that it is, then matter will
proceed very quickly, just as they did in Yugoslavia
following the emergence of President Kostunica on the
political scene. Here, I wish to emphasize that I do not rule
out the ‘Iranian Constitutionalists’ as a part of this overall
alternative that needs to be created, while at the same time
overruling their more radical brethren who are more
commonly known as “Shah-oh-lahi”s.
IRANfile: Some people believe that the IRI’s Ministry of
Information and certain IRI lobby groups such as the
American Iranian Council (AIC) played a part in the
drafting of this statement for the dual purpose of promoting
US-IRI ties and undermining the creation of a secular

democratic alternative from the ranks of moderate exiles
abroad? How do you assess this?
ARN: It is a known fact that the main engines behind the
AIC have been in place since the time of Rafsanjani, when
the current IRI Foreign Minister was Iran’s Ambassador at
the UN. Nowadays, they are being supported by a motley
mixture of American oil concerns along with certain set ups
inside the Iran. I have never seen any directness in their
attitude and in the past they have mostly sought to create a
sort of covert and behind the scenes understanding between
the Iranian authorities and the so-called ‘corridors of power
in Washington’. However, everyone involved in the
political arena is able to see through most of these
maneuvers. As I said before, what is most needed now is
not a sort of clandestine diplomacy that aims to promote the
agenda of figures such as Rafsanjani. Instead, as the
statement clearly calls for, what is desired is nothing short
of  direct and honest government to government talks in
order to try and break the ice that has damaged Iran-US
relations for so long.
IRANfile: Do you really believe that US dialogue with the so-
called ‘government reformists’ is likely to achieve
anything? Here, I refer in particular to President Khatami’s
press conference on 28th August. Is it not a fact that what
people want is way beyond what is on offer and here I refer
to Khatami’s continuous insistence on such notions as
“Islamic democracy”and his repeated pledge never to seek
going beyond the “IRI constitution”?
ARN: I agree that what the Iranian people want is a great
deal more than what President Khatami has on offer.
Khatami is but a transit point to a final destination where
concepts such as democracy are not made conditional to
Islam or anything else. The people of Iran are mature
enough to demand nothing less. But, having said that, if
Khatami is able to promote the Rule of law - even within
the parameters of the current IRI constitution - that is a step
in the right direction. This can only help promote the
aspirations of the people. In planning their forward
movements, it is important that political actors understand
the limitations that currently face them. In the final analysis,
it is my view that Khatami is no more than a stop gap and
that the next stage of the final transition has already started.
Í

From: Mr. Ali Pishro, Previously Jailed Activist now living in the UK

Certain internal events in the past several weeks have given rise to new considerations
which are most revealing in terms of what might be going on behind the scenes in the
IRI. 

1. Former Culture Minister and future Presidential hopeful (if the IRI should remain ‘as is’
during the next 3 years!), Ataollah Mohajerani has in the course of a recent speech criticized
Ayatollah Khomeini for his conduct of the 8 year war with Iraq and the way that he had justified

his actions on the basis of his support for the promotion of Islam and Islamic values.
2. Dr. Mohammad Reza Khatami, the Deputy Speaker of the Islamic Majles has in the course of a letter to a leading
conservative, Mr. Habibollah Askarolady, accused the Supreme Leader of interfering in the affairs of both the presidency
and the Majles. He has said that “what kind of a Majles is this whose decisions are constantly revoked by the Leader and
what kind of a country is this where the Leader does not allow the President to fulfill his duties”. ¾Page 11



Iran Lifts Veil-in-Schools Rules: For the first time since Muslim clerics took control of the country
in the Islamic revolution 23 years ago, girls will be allowed to go without head scarves and robes in
all-female schools in Tehran – a move religious hard-liners criticized as "encouraging nudity." The
Education Ministry directive applies to schoolgirls aged 7 to 18 and their teachers in the capital's
11,000 girls' schools when classes open in September. 
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July 12th (2002) Statement of  President George W. Bush on Iran

We have seen throughout history the power of one simple idea: when given a choice, people will
choose freedom. As we have witnessed over the past few days, the people of Iran want the same
freedoms, human rights, and opportunities as people around the world. Their government should

listen to their hopes. 
In the last two Iranian presidential elections and in nearly a dozen parliamentary and local elections, the vast majority
of the Iranian people voted for political and economic reform. Yet their voices are not being listened to by the unelected
people who are the real rulers of Iran. Uncompromising, destructive policies have persisted, and far too little has changed
in the daily lives of the Iranian people. Iranian students, journalists and Parliamentarians are still arrested, intimidated,
and abused for advocating reform or criticizing the ruling regime. Independent publications are suppressed. And talented
students and professionals, faced with the dual spectre of too few jobs and too many restrictions on their freedom,
continue to seek opportunities abroad rather than help build Iran's future at home. Meanwhile, members of the ruling
regime and their families continue to obstruct reform while reaping unfair benefits. 
Iran is an ancient land, home to a proud culture with a rich heritage of learning and progress. The future of Iran will be
decided by the people of Iran. Right now, the Iranian people are struggling with difficult questions about how to build
a modern 21st century society that is at once Muslim, prosperous, and free. There is a long history of friendship between
the American people and the people of Iran. As Iran's people move towards a future defined by greater freedom, greater
tolerance, they will have no better friend than the United States of America. Í

Letter to the Editor . . . contd . . .
3. The Student Office of ‘Consolidation for Unity’ has in the course of a new statement also severely criticised the
Leader, claiming that the current conditions in the country as well as various decisions that are being made, provide a
clear signal that there are huge flaws in the Leader’s decision making process.
4. It is curious that reference should have been made at this time to the role of the ‘ Freedom Movement’ as a solidifying
force for the IRI in 1979, and as its potential saviour in the difficult times ahead!
5. The curious and cynical imprisonment of certain so-called reformers with the clear aim of promoting them as freedom
loving personalities whom the authorities can later make use of at a future moment of crisis.
In my view, these curiously timed events and statements indicate that the regime feels both vulnerable and in danger.
Thus, the recent attacks on the Leader are part of a calculated move that ‘they are willing to compromise over the Leader -
who is at any rate universally despised  - while at the same the same time sticking to the current format of government
with the so-called religious reformists in charge”. Í



 Selected Headlines [August-September 2002]
� UK Allows Nuclear Material Sale to Iran: According to a report published on 23/09/02 in the Scotsman, the British Government has
allowed the export of key nuclear weapons-grade material to Iran despite the fact that the Islamic fundamentalist country is trying to develop
its own atomic bomb. At the same time, the BBC Radio’s File on Four program has also revealed that the Department of Trade and Industry
allowed a quantity of the metal beryllium – a key component for the manufacture of nuclear weapons – to be sold to the Tehran regime (and
others) despite a ban on the sale of arms to the country. The revelations have alarmed MPs who now plan to raise the issue in the House of
Commons and elsewhere. Roger Berry the Labour MP who chairs the select committee which scrutinizes controls on arms exports, has said
he knew nothing about the sale of beryllium to Iran last year. He said: “I’m so concerned that I will raise the issue with ministers.” Britain has
had an arms embargo on the sale of weapons to Iran since 1993 and is also a signatory of the international protocol which bans the sale of
beryllium to named countries including Iran. The metal has a limited number of hi-tech uses in civilian industry. It is mainly used for weapons
and is one of the most important components of a nuclear bomb.
� US to Impose Sanctions on Chinese Firms Who Transferred Arms to Iran: The United States will impose economic sanctions on eight
Chinese firms for illegal sales of arms to Iran. According to State Department officials, the alleged violations which took place took place
between September 2000 and October 2001 involved three cases of sales of advanced conventional arms and chemical and biological weapons
components to Iran. Although the State Department has duly notified the Chinese government of the sanctions, however, it has declined to
identify the eight firms, that would be barred from doing business with the US government for two years until such time that a formal
announcement to this effect has first been made in the Federal Register. 
� Attempt On the Life of An Anti-IRI Activist in Paris: On 16 July, an attempt was made on the life of Dr. Arman Nouri, a political activist
and an outspoken opponent of the IRI regime. Dr. Nouri, a practising dentist in Paris, was attacked in his surgery by a patient who had been
admitted on an emergency basis. The patient, who was later described as possibly a person of Algerian origin, attacked Dr. Nouri was a knife
as Nouri was in the process of washing his hands prior to attending to the emergency call. In the scuffle that followed, Nouri was stabbed
several times in the back, on his head and in his chest. Although the assailant was able to get away, the injuries incurred on Dr. Nouri were
not of a life threatening nature. This event once again confirmed that elements associated with the IRI are still pursuing their old campaign
of assassinating opponents abroad.
� New British ambassador to Iran: It has been confirmed that  Iran has agreed to the appointment of Richard Dalton, who was previously
the UK ambassador to Libya, as Britain's new ambassador to Teheran. Dalton’s appointment brings to an end a 7 month crisis that had emerged
following Teheran’s rejection of London’s first choice for this post, David Reddaway, who was accused of being a “Jew and a spy” by the
IRI authorities. This development, though interpreted by most analysts as a ‘climb down by the UK’ is line with current thinking trends in both
countries. While, certain business oriented circles in the UK, represented by the likes of Lord Temple-Morris have lobbied for the resolution
of this matter, the Iranian government has also been keen to remove this matter as an issue of contention between the two countries, fearful
of the fact that it might be the next target of the US once the Iraqi crisis has been sorted out. The IRI tactic is to rely on Britain as a ‘friendly’
intermediary with Washington, and this message has been reinforced through a number of key ‘Reformist’ personalities such as Ataollah
Mohajerani and Abbas Abdi who have been in London over the course of recent weeks.
� Torricelli Drops Support of Iranian Group: US Sen. Robert Torricelli has ended his support for an Iranian resistance group in the
aftermath of it becoming an issue in his re-election campaign by his Republican opponent, Douglas Forrester, who criticized him for taking
campaign donations from supporters of the Mojahedin-e-Khalq, and for lobbying the State Department to have the group dropped from a list
of terrorist organizations. Torricelli later told The Star-Ledger of Newark "it's just not productive to continue with this." He said he may have
accepted contributions before 1996 from supporters of the group, but noted it was not on the terrorist list at the time. "If the organization is
engaging in activities against civilians that are of terrorist nature, the State Department has every right to ban their activities and have no
contact with them," Torricelli said. However, Torricelli defended the group, describing them as "Iranians who oppose the Iranian government."
The State Department maintains that the group supported the 1979 seizure of the US Embassy in Iran and the taking of hostages, and that it
helped Saddam Hussein crush a Kurdish rebellion after the Persian Gulf War. 
� A New Bill to Aimed At Enhancing President Khatami’s Powers: A new bill giving the presidency the power not just to warn officials
that they are out of line with the constitution but to do something about it, has been proposed to the Islamic Majles as a means for enhancing
the power of President Khatami. Mr Khatami has been increasingly frustrated that his constitutional warnings to the judiciary have largely
been ignored with reformist newspapers being shut down and figures associated with the reform movement jailed using procedures he believes
to be contrary to the provisions of the IRI constitution. This bills and an another which was submitted to curb the election role of the Council
of Guardians, are assured of safe passage through the reformist-dominated parliament. But if they are then rejected by the Council of Guardians
a crisis is bound to ensue. Much will then depend on the position taken by the country's supreme leader Ayatollah Ali Khamenei from whom
the hardliners often take their cue. 
� Iran Threatens to Claim Compensation for Turkey's Halt of Gas Import: According to press reports, Iran has threatened Turkey with
compensation  claim for its suspension of imports of Iranian gas on quality grounds. Turkey's Energy Minister Zeki Cakan announced last week
that Ankara had  halted imports of natural gas from Iran via a pipeline since June 24 on the ground of quality problems. The Iranian side
rejected the claim, saying that the suspension  was only due to Turkey's  lower economic growth in recent months. Iran has expressed its
readiness to dispatch  international inspectors to test the gas quality. Iran and Turkey launched late last year a 2,577-km pipeline, running from
the northwestern Iranian city Tabriz to Ankara, which  supplies gas from fields in southern Iran near the Persian Gulf. Under a 30-billion-US
dollar deal, Iran would initially supply Turkey 3 billion cubic meters of gas a year and will increase it gradually to 10 billion cubic meters by
2007.
� Ayatollah Taheri's Resignation: The Friday prayer leader of Isfahan, Ayatollah Jalaleddin Taheri, a key supporter of Ayatollah Khomeini,
has resigned in protest against the state of the country, endemic mismanagement and corruption, and what he describes as the broken promises
of the revolution. In his resignation letter, Taheri spoke about such problems as "unemployment, inflation and high prices, the hellish gap
between poverty and wealth, the deep and daily-growing distance between the classes, the stagnation and decline of national revenue, a sick
economy, bureaucratic corruption, desperately weak administrators, the growing flaws in the country's political structure, embezzlement,
bribery and addiction, and the failure to find effective solutions". He also complained bitterly about the several-year-long house arrest of Grand
Ayatollah Montazeri in Qom. In his resignation letter, to which Ayatollah Khamenei responded with a great deal of calculating ‘respect and
understanding’, Taheri also made extensive references to the "club wielders" or the vigilante forces whom he says are linked to centres of
power and seem to be beyond the reach of the law.
� Debate Over Women Attending Football Matches: For 23 years, supporting their favourite football team from the terraces has not been
an option for women in Iran. But now the IRI Cabinet's Cultural Committee has given its provisional approval to allow women to attend
matches, provided that the sporting authorities are able to create the "necessary conditions". But this proposed change has received a hostile
response from such conservative quarters as the Jomhuri-ye Eslami newspaper, which has retorted by arguing that while "it is true that a large
number of girls would like to watch a football match at a stadium, but a large show of interest is no evidence of ethical correctness....there
are a lot of people in the world who would like alcohol, drugs and gambling, all of which are ugly, unpleasant and forbidden habits"! Í


