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Afghan Refugees Must be Given Refuge

Where is the ‘Civilised World?’
The World After September 11

Barbarity is not Inevitable

The war of terrorists can be
the beginning of one of the
bloodiest eras of contempo-
rary history.   Already, hun-
dreds of millions of people
are bracing themselves.  But
this prospect is not inevita-
ble.   The scene is not re-
stricted to the two sides of
this conflict.   There is a third

force, a sleeping giant who
can turn the situation around.
If this giant awakes, this era
can be the beginning of posi-
tive changes and the realisa-
tion of ideals in the world
which humanity had given up
on during the final decades
of the last century.  Bush,
Blair, Khamenei, USA,
NATO and political Islam do
not know that there really is
a civilised humanity, a civi-
lised world, which could rise
up and defend itself against
the war of terrorists.  Despite

the darkness and terror that
they have placed before us
people, the 21st century does
not have to be the century of
capitalist barbarity.   These
are decisive days.

The media does not reflect
the real intellectual and ideo-
logical makeup of the world.
They give their own version,
the dominant version, the
version of the ruling class.  A
version that suits them.  Mili-
tarism, terrorism, racism,

ethnicism, religious fanati-
cism and profit worship are
headline news but do not
have a firm place deep down
in the minds of the majority
of the people of our times.
Even a cursory look at the
world shows that the vast
masses of the people are
more to the left, more altru-
istic, more peace loving,
more egalitarian, more free
and more freedom-loving

Kharazi, the Iranian foreign
minister, and other leaders of
the Islamic Republic of Iran
have stated that they will not
allow a single Afghan refu-
gee to cross the Iranian bor-
der and enter Iran.  The Is-
lamic regime has begun
amassing thousands of

troops, digging trenches, set-
ting up barbed wire and elec-
tronic detection devices to
prevent the entry of nearly
half a million Afghan refu-
gees.

The people of Afghanistan
have suffered long enough at

the hands of the Taliban,
regional governments like
Iran and Pakistan as well as
at the hands of the US
government and NATO.  The
Islamic regime’s inhumane
and racist propaganda against
the Afghan people must
immediately stop. The
regimes of Iran and Pakistan
have no right to deny those
fleeing entry.  Borders must
be opened to all Afghans

refugees.

IFIR holds the Islamic
Republic of Iran and the
Pakistani regime directly
responsible for the safety and
lives of Afghan refugees and
calls on groups and individuals
to place pressure on the two
regimes to give refuge to
those fleeing the Taliban and
war.

Stop Schily’s Racist Law , P. 2

Racism, Cultural Relativism
and Women’s Rights

Maryam Namazie, P. 3

Asylum After Sept. 11, P. 2
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Stop Schily’s Racist Law

IFIR Ninth Conference

Asylum after September 11
November 16-18, 2001

Stockholm, Sweden

The German government is
planning to pass racist
legislation further attacking
asylum rights in Germany.
The intended legislation
was due to be passed by
German Parliament on
September 26 but has
been postponed.  The
September 11 tragedy is
being used to introduce
harsher anti asylum
legislation.  The
legislation reduces
appeals and grounds for
applying for asylum and
bans political expression
by asylum seekers
among other repressive
measures.

Progressive people and
forces in Germany are
taking a strong stand
against the government.
Widespread support
around the right to asylum
is gaining momentum and has
led to the formation of the
Campaign in Defence of
Asylum Rights.  IFIR-
Germany is a member of the
campaign’s coordinating

committee.

On September 26,
representatives of the

Campaign held a press
conference to condemn the
legislation and defend
asylum rights.  Nasrin
Ramzanali, IFIR German
Branch Director, began the
press conference by

elaborating on the aims and
objectives of the campaign
and criticising and exposing
the German government’s

attack of asylum rights.
Representatives of several
other refugee organisations
were also present.  On
September 29, thousands of
people took to the streets in a

protest organised by the
campaign in a show of
solidarity and defiance against
the German government’s
racist legislation.  Nasrin
Ramzanali, the IFIR-German
Branch Director, Maryam

Namazie, the IFIR Executive
Director and Farshad
Hosseini, the IFIR Deputy
Director also spoke at the
rally and were warmly
received by protestors.

To register, please contact: +46 73 980 2311 or e-mail:
IFIR9conference@yahoo.com
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Racism, Cultural Relativism and Women’s
Rights
Maryam Namazie

Many times you hear that the
discussion around cultural
relativism versus the
universality of women’s
rights is a theoretical and
unnecessary debate, which
is a waste of time.  Often one
finds many, some of who
consider themselves
women’s rights activists, who
strongly defend the concept.
For me though, this debate is
not only a theoretical one; it is
more importantly a practical
one that affects the real lives
of countless women and girls.

Let us be clear about what
cultural relativism is.  It is a
profoundly racist
phenomenon, which values
and respects all cultural and
religious practices,
irrespective of their
consequences for women.  It
asserts that the rights of
people, women and girls are
relative to where they are
born, “their” cultures and
religions.  There is no right or
wrong according to cultural
relativists.  As a result, cultural
relativism supports and
maintains sexual apartheid
and violence against women
in Islam-stricken societies
like Iran because it is “their
culture and religion” and it
creates ghettoized,
regressive “minority”
communities in the West
where women and girls
continue to face apartheid
and Islamic laws and
customs.

Cultural relativism doesn’t
merely ignore violations; it
actually legitimizes them.
Moreover, it never opposes
any cultural or religious
practices.   Cultural
relativism not only makes it
unnecessary to oppose
violations and lack of
women’s rights, but also
makes it racist and against
freedom of choice to do so!
I want to give examples of
cultural relativism applied to
the status of women living in
Iran and Iranian women
asylum seekers living in the
West to show how it
legitimizes women’s lack of
rights and silences opposition.

There are innumerable
examples of its promotion in
the heart of the secular West
where different laws and
customs apply to women
who have fled Islam stricken
societies.  As a result of this
racism, the veiling of girls
becomes acceptable in the
heart of Europe and men
who kill women in the name
of honour are given reduced
sentences.  The German
government forcibly veils
women asylum seekers it
wants to deport to allow the
Iranian embassy to prepare
their travel documents.
When a woman like Roya
Mosayebi refuses to be
veiled, she is beaten and
forcibly veiled.  When she
complains to a German court,
the court rules that the police
acted in accordance with the
law.

Holland is another good
example.  In 1997, when the

Dutch government wanted to
deport 1300 Iranian asylum
seekers back to Iran, it
produced a report to justify
the deportations, which made
numerous assertions on
women that reveal how far
cultural relativists will go to
deny women’s rights.  [The
IFIR along with other
progressive groups managed
to push back the
government’s assault but its
justifications are telling
nonetheless.]  On stoning the
Dutch Foreign Ministry said:
“as at least four witnesses
are required in order to
prosecute for adultery, there
are not in practice any actual
prosecutions brought. We are
not aware of any cases of
stoning to death for adultery.”
They further stated: “while
the legal and practical
disabilities faced by women
in Iran have been well
documented, it is now clear
that some change has been
effected in recent years and
that there are a number of
signs that further and
substantive improvements
may be on the way.”  They
also said that: “the presence
of women is more visible on
the streets and than in
surrounding Islamic
countries,” and that “While
the dress code is mandatory,
there are hardly any women
voluntarily covering their face
with a veil or wearing the
traditional burqah… unlike
Islamic countries such as
Saudi Arabia.”  On the fact
that women have only
temporary child custody they
said: “This system stems from
Sharia law and is applicable

in most Islamic countries.”

This is one example of how
outrageous acts of brutality
and repression by the Iranian
government are denied and
excused.  This is how a
system of sexual apartheid
and lack of rights become
mere disabilities.  This is how
they credit women’s own
resistance to the abuser.  In
Iran, women not only don’t
cover their faces but they
continuously transgress
mandatory veiling.  The fact
that women are ‘improperly
veiled’ every day on the
streets has nothing to do with
the regime or Khatami; it just
shows that women are
protesting and opposing
compulsory veiling despite its
risks.  Hundreds of thousands
of women have been flogged,
imprisoned, had their bodies
slashed with razors, and had
acid thrown in their faces so
that they could walk down
the streets with their veils
pushed back.  Moreover,
when they need to, cultural
relativists always compare
the situation of women with
the worst possible example.
Why not compare the
situation of women in Iran
with the best possible
example?  When all else fails,
they state that a
discriminatory law is
applicable in most so-called
Islamic countries and that’s
that, which basically means
women are well off enough,
this is their Islamic culture, at
least they don’t cover their

Continued on P. 7
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Where is the ‘Civilised World’?, Continued from Page 1
than governments and the
media.  The people on both
sides of this appalling conflict
have no desire to dance to
the tune of the leaders of the
bourgeoisie.  The gunslinging
American administration im-
mediately realises that despite
one of the most horrendous
terrorist crimes, despite the
live broadcast of the perish-
ing of thousands of people in
an instant, despite the sorrow
and rage which takes hold of
anyone who has not sold their
conscience to some material
interest, still this same horri-
fied western society, these
very people who are daily
brainwashed, these very peo-
ple who are from dawn to
dusk ‘educated’ by the rul-
ing ideology of racism and
xenophobia , call for “cau-
tion, fairness, justice and a
measured response”.  The
people of the Middle East
who are conceived as zeal-
ous Moslems and members
of the ‘Islamic civilization’ -
be it in the sick minds of cleri-
cal rulers in Iran and Afghani-
stan and the assorted sheikhs
of the Islamic movement or
in the deluxe studios of the
CNN and BBC  - are mourn-
ing with the people of
America and rising in the
condemnation of the geno-
cide of September 11. It does
not take a genius to realise
that the majority of the peo-
ple of the Middle East de-
spise political Islam, that
huge segments of the people
of Western Europe and
America are fed up with Is-
rael’s injustices and sympa-
thise with the deprived peo-
ple of Palestine, that the ma-
jority of western people want
an end to the economic sanc-

tions against Iraq and can put
themselves in the shoes of
heartbroken Iraqi parents
who are losing their children
to shortage of medicine, that
the vast masses of the
world’s decent and honour-
able people are on neither
side of the war between
Bush and Bin Laden - old
friends and present-day ri-
vals.  This civilised humanity
has been silenced under the
barrage of propaganda,
brainwashing and intimida-
tion in the West and East, but
it has clearly not accepted
the garbage.  This is a mas-
sive force.  It can come to
the fore.  For the future of
humanity, it must come to the
fore.

And here lies all the difficulty
- to bring to the fore this
massive force.  In the war
of terrorists the battle lines
are drawn, camps are de-
fined, resources and forces
are mobilised; this is a vast
military, political and diplo-
matic confrontation.  Despite
all the ambiguities, the intel-
lectual and political frame-
work of this war, for leaders
of both camps, are clear.  In
our camp, however, in the
camp of humanity, which
must confront this terrifying
prospect, all is ambiguous.

Undoubtedly, resistance
against the war of terrorists
is now growing in various
countries.  But as much as
the Islamists and USA need
a clear strategy and theory
and a unitary and workable
outlook, this popular move-
ment also needs an intellec-
tual and political banner and
a series of practical strate-

gic principals.  Various politi-
cal movements, particularly
those on the Left will strive
to guide and lead this resist-
ance.  The question is what
outlook will lead this ‘Left’
itself.

In Part I of this article, I
wrote that alongside the
hawks in both poles - Ameri-
can militarism and Islamic
fascists - there are indeed
two more sophisticated, re-
fined and ‘respectable’ set of
arguments defending the two
sides of the conflict.  Along-
side US militarism, and sup-
porting it, there are those
who promote the formula of
the war of ‘the civilised
world against terrorism’.
Alongside the murderers in
the Islamic movement, there
are those who justify Islamic
terrorism with the familiar
1970’s religious-nationalist
and Third World-ist ‘anti-im-
perialism.’  But none of these
rationalisations will have any
serious influence in the peo-
ple’s resistance movement.
Centre-right parties and
groups in the West on the one
hand and the remains of the
traditional left student-intel-
lectuals of the previous dec-
ades in East and West on the
other will be the main cus-
tomers of these crafty for-
mulations in the propaganda
war on both sides.  What
could politically and concep-
tually derail the potentially
powerful movement of the
world’s progressive people
is, in my opinion, the pacifist
and futile liberalist outlook
and efforts to maintain the
status quo (merely trying to
prevent a US attack on Af-
ghanistan) or status quo

ante (returning to pre-Sep-
tember 11).

The September 11 incident
was not an isolated act of
psychotic individuals cut off
from society; neither is the
USA’s impending military
action.  The world prior to
September 11 was not in
equilibrium, but rather was
proceeding on a deteriorat-
ing path.  There are impor-
tant economic, social and
political problem behind
these events.  These prob-
lems have pushed the world
in this direction.  These prob-
lems and issues must be ad-
dressed.  September 11 is
how political Islam is ad-
dressing these issues. The
same way that bringing the
Taliban to power, destroying
Baghdad, starving the people
of Iraq, suppressing the peo-
ple of Palestine, bombing
Belgrade and now the ‘long
war with terrorism’ are how
the leader of capitalism in the
USA and Europe have dealt
with these underlying contra-
dictions. Today’s events are
moments in an on-going and
dynamic situation. The peo-
ple’s movement against this
developing reality cannot be
a movement calling for calm
and demanding ‘Hands Off
Afghanistan!.’  Calling for
peace and keeping the sta-
tus quo is not only unrealis-
tic, not only utopian, but also
not just, not progressive and
not useful.  The popular re-
sistance movement against
the war of terrorists can only
be organised around positive
solutions to the critical politi-
cal and economic problems
of our times and around an
active position - not for main-
taining the status quo but
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rather for changing it.  We
have had our own independ-
ent agenda and solutions for
all the problems that have
been pushed to the fore, such
as the North–South question,
the Palestinian question, the
question of Iraq, the question
of political Islam, the ques-
tion of Afghanistan and Iran,
the question of militarism and
USA and NATO’s
hegemonism in the new
world order, the question of
racism and fortress Europe,
etc.  These must form the
agenda and the banner of the
popular resistance movement
against the war of terrorists.
This is the difference be-
tween us and the peace cam-
paigners and pacifists, who
do not see or are indifferent
to the divisions, contradic-
tions and instability of the
world prior to September 11.
If we had an agenda to
change the world prior to this
incident, then a principled
position in the current situa-
tion means following the
same agenda in the new situ-
ation.  We do not intend to
leave Afghanistan under the
yoke of the murderous gang
of Taliban, we do not intend
to live under the rule of a
trigger-happy USA, we do
not intend to tolerate politi-
cal Islam or Islamic govern-
ments in the Middle East, we
do not intend to accept the
statelessness of Palestinians
and their everyday suppres-
sion.  We did not want ter-
rorism, be it Islamic and sui-
cidal or military and uni-
formed and high-tech; we do
not accept the poverty of half
the world; we do not want
fortresses and barracks
around Europe, we will not

succumb to racism and
ethnicism.  Neither the Sep-
tember 11 crime nor the im-
minent heroics of NATO in
the Hindu Kush, should turn
an active movement for
changing the world into un-
critical and aimless retiring
lot calling for peace and quiet
and a return to the day be-
fore.

The ‘humanitarian’ and
‘peace’ movement is not the
right response to today’s
situation.  But the influence
of this movement, particu-
larly among ordinary people
in western society - because
of people’s belief in non-vio-
lence, humanism and their
spontaneous sense of cau-
tion - is extremely wide-
spread.  This position con-
demns USA’s intervention in
Afghanistan, but shirks its
responsibility to fight
Taliban’s rule.  It condemns
racism and incitement
against Moslems but does
not see any reason to put
pressure on the USA and
Israel in defence of the peo-
ple of Palestine.  This posi-
tion wishes Jack Straw suc-
cess in his trip to Iran so that
hopefully this pole of Islamic
terrorism can be tamed and
pacified, despite the fact that
this policy strengthens the
rule of these wolves over the
people in Iran.  This position
defends the civil rights of
Moslems in European coun-
tries, but in order to prevent
‘tension’ rejects and op-
poses criticism of the Islamic
veil and lack of rights of
women in Islam and Islamic
communities.  This position
appeals to all to back off and
to leave the situation as it

was before.  If this move-
ment goes to dominate the
minds and actions of discon-
tented people, then civilised
humanity will leave the stage
to Western and Eastern ter-
rorists.  If there is to be a
future, it is in the formation
of an active, progressive and
freedom-loving policy at the
forefront of the people’s
ranks.  This is the duty of
communists.  New commu-
nists.  Marx’s communists.
This is our task.

In part III, I will deal with the
fundamentals of an active
policy against the war of ter-
rorists.  But it is necessary
to briefly address the most
pressing issue of the day,
which is the USA’s imminent
attack on Afghanistan.  99
percent of the people of the
world know and can clearly
explain why USA’s military
attack on Afghanistan and
even the arrest and or killing
of Bin Laden which is the
declared aim of this opera-
tion and seems technically
very improbable, not only
doesn’t diminish the danger
of Islamic terrorism against
America and Britain but
rather greatly increases it.  It
is very clear that the US and
British governments are
themselves aware of this
fact.  But they seem to re-
gard a Hollywood or James
Bond adventure easier to
feed to the people.  A mad
lone millionaire or gangster in
a remote part of the world -
Saddam, Milosevic, Bin
Laden etc. - intends to de-
stroy the civilization and
American heroes are sent off
to save the world.  But their
own analyses shows that

political Islam and Islamic
terrorism does not have a
central headquarters, unified
command and an hierarchi-
cal organisation; it is an in-
ternational movement made
up of government agencies
and circles, various organisa-
tions, networks and circles,
which are weaved together
in a series of official and un-
official relations, as an under-
ground movement, with ex-
tensive degree of initiative at
the local level.  For the West,
entering Afghanistan is the
start of a wider military and
political campaign.  Captur-
ing or killing Bin Laden and
the accomplishment of some
kind of US revenge would
naturally reduce the urgency
of further military operations
for the US administration and
calm the American domes-
tic scene until and only until
the next Islamic terrorist at-
tack.  But this is a small step
in a wider, military and politi-
cal move in the Middle East,
whose eventual extent is not
yet revealed. In the final
analysis, this is a show down
with political Islam, that is the
reactionary movement that
the West itself found in the
peripherals of Middle East-
ern society and brought to the
fore to confront the emerg-
ing Left in the developing
capitalisms of these countries
as well as to pressurise the
Eastern bloc.  This power
struggle could remain limited,
but due to the un-centralised
and extremist nature of po-
litical Islam and Islamic ter-
rorism, it is more likely that it
will lead to a more funda-
mental and total confronta-
tion.  However, political Is-
lam cannot survive in the
Middle East without Western
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support, let alone in a con-
frontation with the West.  So
far, the intensification of the
battle between secularists
and Islamists in Pakistan and
the revival of Khatamites
and the resumption and es-
calation of factional infight-
ing within the Iran’s Islamic
rulers is an indication that the
battle between the West and
political Islam could act as a
detonator for serious
changes in the balance of
power within the bourgeois
factions in Middle East to the
disadvantage of Islamists.

What could be said about the
America’s attack on Af-
ghanistan?  Is ‘Hands Off
Afghanistan!’ a progressive
and principled position?  The
people of Afghanistan and its
opposition will tell you oth-
erwise.  The prospect of

Taliban’s downfall, a gang of
murderers and drug dealers,
has spurred political forces in
Afghanistan.  The demand
for the overthrow of the
Taliban is a humane and pro-
gressive demand.  We must
not allow the legitimate and
just opposition to American
militarism to be interpreted as
leaving Afghanistan in the
hands of Taliban. This is one
living example of the incor-
rectness and insufficiency of
the call for calm and the de-
fence of the status quo.  The
people of Afghanistan have
been waiting for a lifetime
for Taliban’s downfall.  No
doubt, the US will not enter
Afghanistan for the liberation
of that country.  They
brought the Taliban to power.
This time they may weaken
it but de facto accept its ex-
istence.  They have promised

(the Pakistan ruler) Gen.
Musharraf that the next gov-
ernment of Afghanistan will
be to Pakistan’s liking.  They
are to remove these beasts
and replace them with oth-
ers from the same breed.
The principled position is the
participate in overthrowing
the Taliban shoulder to shoul-
der with the people of Af-
ghanistan and the progres-
sive opposition, and fighting
for the establishment of a
government elected by the
people of that country.  This
must be imposed on the
West, USA and the United
Nations.  Any attack by the
US forces and its allies
against civilians in Afghani-
stan and the destruction of
cities, villages, infrastruc-
tures and people’s livelihood
must be condemned.  Any
attempt to impose another

gang on the people of Af-
ghanistan through wheeling
and dealings between USA,
Pakistan, Iran and any other
state is condemned.  But the
overthrow of Taliban by for-
eign armies is not in itself
condemnable.  Taliban is not
a legitimate government in
Afghanistan.  It must be
overthrown.  The question is
the government that is to re-
place it and the guarantee
that the people of Afghani-
stan must have regarding
their right and opportunity to
decide the political system in
their country.

This is the second part of
an article by Mansoor
Hekmat entitled The World
after September 11, Part
Two: Where is the ‘Civi-
lised World?’  To see part
one of this article, go to
www.wpibriefing.com.

Another Deportation Overturned
With the support of
progressive people, the IFIR
branch in Malmo, Sweden
overturned the deportation
order of Nasrin Khoshbin and
her two young children.
Nasrin and her children were
in detention and were due to
be deported to Iran on

Monday 24th September.

As soon as the IFIR branch
received news of the
deportation order, they began
a comprehensive campaign
to stop the deportation,
including picketing the
detention centre, mobilising

public opinion, lobbying and
seeking legal and medical
assistance.  Their efforts
finally paid off and the
authorities were forced to
overturn the deportation order
and release Nasrin and her
children.

This victory is further
evidence that solidarity and
unity can be an effective
weapon against anti asylum
policies.  The IFIR- Malmo
branch extends its
congratulations to all who
lent their support and made
this victory possible.

Hands Around the UK
Home Office - Defend
Asylum Rights, Tuesday
16th October, 5.30 - 7pm
Outside the Home Office,
50 Queen Anne’s Gate,
London SW1

European governments are
meeting in a special summit

Defend Asylum Rights
in Brussels on 16th and 17th
October to discuss changing
the 1951 Geneva
Convention’s definition of a
refugee. The aim is to rule
out more people from the
protection of international
agreements on refugees and
tighten asylum laws.  This
protest at the Home Office

will draw attention to the
summit and defend the right
of refugees to seek asylum in
the UK and throughout the
EU, and oppose attempts to
dilute the convention.
Speakers include: Fazil
Kawani Asylum Rights
Campaign, Tony Young
Deputy General Secretary,
CWU, Andy Gilchrist
General Secretary FBU,

Simon Hughes MP, Maryam
Namazie International
Federation of Iranian
Refugees, Roger Sainsbury
Bishop of Barking, Wilf
Sullivan UNISON, Sherman
Carroll Medical Foundation
for the Care of Victims of
Torture, Owain James NUS
President, Lee Jasper Speak
Out Against Racism  - Defend
Asylum Seekers campaign.
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The National Civil Rights
Movement announces its
annual general meeting and
an International Festival for
Peace, Justice and Human
Rights: ‘State and violent
racism: the struggle for
fundamental change’ on
Saturday 10 and Sunday 11
November 2001.

For more information, visit: http://www.ncrm.org.uk/festival or contact NCRM
on 020 8574 0818 or 020 8843 2333

First floor, University of
London Union, Malet Street,
London WC1

Confirmed speakers
include: Tony Benn, Micheal
Mansfield, Herman Ouseley,
Martin Narey, Gareth Pierce,
Gary Younge, Imran Khan,
Doreen Lawrence, Sukhdev

Reel, John McDonnell MP,
Jenny Bourne, Achin Vanaik,
Tariq Ali, James Kelman,
Louise Christian, Neil
Gerrard MP, Liz Fekete,
Ladislav Balaz, Maryam
Namazie, Kwesi Menson

Featuring: Discussion,
Question Time, Book Stalls,

Festival for Peace, Justice and Human Rights
Exhibition, Cabaret Evening,
Prizes.

faces like in Saudi Arabia, so
don’t oppose, leave it be, stay
silent...

Western governments, the
media and cultural relativists
say that Iranian society is
Islamic, implying that people
choose to live the way they
are forced to.  Just as in
Canada, however, there are
people with various beliefs in
Iran as well.   The difference
is that in Iran Islam is in
power, enforcing its culture
on every one.  25 years ago
when the Shah’s dictatorial
regime was in power, no one
called Iran a Muslim country.
If Iranian society were truly
Islamic, 150,000 people would
not have been executed for
opposing the Islamic Republic
of Iran, the Islamic regime
would not need such
extensive tools for repression,
and the regime would not
need to control people’s
private lives - from their
sexual activities, to what they
wear.  If the entire society is
Muslim, why did Maryam

Ayoobi enter a voluntary
sexual relationship for which
she was buried in a ditch and
stoned to death?  Why are
thousands of women rounded
up in the streets for
“improper” veiling if it’s their
culture and religion?  In fact,
these prove that this is not
people’s culture but the
regime’s culture, the ruling
class’s culture imposed on
women and people.

Cultural relativism maintains
the Islamic regime in Iran,
justifies its violations, defends
the abuser and even goes so
far as to credit the abuser for
any gains made through
people’s own resistance.  It
also aims to silence any
opposition by making it seem
racist to do so.  It further
implies that if women
“choose” to live without rights
then to defend their rights
means that you are against
their freedom of choice!

Clearly, civil rights, freedom
and equality are universal

concepts that have been
fought for by progressive
social movements and the
working class in various
countries.  They belong to
every one irrespective of
where they were born and
where that struggle took
place.  We still see the positive
effects of a Bolshevik
revolution, a Paris Commune,
even the Iranian revolution,
before it was brutally
suppressed and expropriated
by the Islamic regime, in
various parts of the world
today.  That people and
women worldwide, including
in Iran, continue to struggle
for equality and freedom and
to overcome their lack of
rights and repressive regimes
is a confirmation of this
universality.

Time and time again, we have
seen that reaction has been
pushed back not by
respecting, legitimizing and
justifying it but by struggling
against and eradicating it.
Progressive norms today are

the result of enlightenment
and just struggles by real
people like us; real people
who defended humanity and
human standards.

The issue at stake is
important.  Where we each
stand is important.  Supporters
of women’s rights must
strongly and unconditionally
oppose cultural relativism,
reactionary religious and
cultural beliefs and practices,
governments like the Islamic
regime of Iran, Political Islam
and the racist policy of
ghettoization in order to make
advances in women’s rights.
Secularism and universal
rights must become a
minimum norm.

The above was a speech
given at a panel discussion
organized by the Action
Committee on Women’s
Rights in Iran and Amnesty
International’s Women’s
Action Network in Toronto,
Canada, August 14, 2001.

Racism, Cultural Relativism and Women’s Rights, Continued from Page 3

www.hambastegi.org



Hambastegi 109, October 8, 2001 8

CONTACT ADDRESSES
FOR IFIR OFFICES AND  MEMBER ORGANISATIONS

P.O. Box  27236
London  N112ZF
England
Tel: (+44) 7730 107 337

ifir@ukonline.co.uk

IFIR Secretariat

Maryam Namazie

    Executive Director

Farshad Husseini

     Deputy Director

Other Members:

Siamak Amjadi, Javad

Aslani, Ladan Davar,

Keyvan Javid, Jamal

Kamanagar, Mehrnousch

Musawi, Ramin Niakan,

Habib Nesouhi, Nasrin

Ramzanali, Amir Tavakoli

www.hambastegi.org

AUSTRALIA
National  Office
Kobra Bahrami
Tel: +61 404 865 421
arsalan@iprimus.com.au

AZERBAIJAN
National Baku Office
Hassan Dadbar
ifirbaku@yahoo.com
Tel: 00994503246259

BELGIUM
National Brussels Office
Hossein Pesh Ehsan
P. B. 1032
Brussels 1000, Belgium
Tel: + 32 478 904 163
Hossein@freegates.be

CANADA
National  Toronto Office
Homa Arjomand
1052 Pape Avenue
P.O. Box 60087
Toronto, ONT. M4K 3Z3
Tel: +1 416-526-1027
homa_arjomand@hotmail.com
Vancouver  Office
Fahimeh Sadeghi
PO Box 19640
Vancouver BC V5T 4E7
Tel: +1 604 727-8986
Fax: +1 604 727-0049
federationbc@yahoo.com
London Office
Masood Alvand
PO Box 35131
London, ON N5W 5Z6
Tel: +1 519 681-7826
Hours: M, W and F
m_alvand@yahoo.com
Ottawa Office
Davood Aram
New Comer Center
218 Argyle St., Room B6
Ottawa, ON K2P 2H4
Tel: +1 613-232-9634
ext. 448
Fax: +1 613-232-3660
d1_aram@yahoo.ca

CYPRUS
National Office
Kiumars Allahyari
PO Box 56067
Limosol, Cyprus
Ghazalehfard@Yahoo.Com

DENMARK
National Office
Mahmoud Gasvini
Postboks 1234
2300 Kobehhavn S
Denmark
Tel: +45 2049 3098
nahid@mail.danbbs.dk

ENGLAND
National London Office
Saeed Arman
BM Box 1919
London WCIN 3XX

England
Tel: +44 7931866985
s.arman@ukonline.co.uk

FINLAND
National  Vassa Office
Amir Tavakoli
VPN Postrestante
65320 Vaasa
Tel:  +358 405821776
tavakoli@hotmail.com
Tampere Office
Abdol Golparian
Postrestante
33560 Tampere

GERMANY
National Office
Nasrin Ramzanali
IFIR, Postfach 1947
25409 Pinneberg
Hamburg
Pramzanali@Yahoo.De
Tel: +49 172 5350946
Berlin Office
Farshad Derakhshan S.
IFIR, Postfach 650149
13301 Berlin
Tel: +49 1744721710
Bochum Office
Vida Barati
Postfach 150129
44613 Herne
Tel: +49 01737334270
VidaBarati@aol.com
Bremen Office
Abdollah Cheragali
IFIR, Postfach 104460
28044 Bremen
Mobil: +49 172 177 7030
Darmstadt Office
Mehrnousch Musawi
Tel: +49 175 740 2582
mehrnousch@aol.com
Dortmund Office
Bahram Nazarinia
IFIR, Postfach 18206
44362 Dortmund
Tel: 0173 733 4270
Dusseldorf Office
Shahla Khabaszadeh
Postfach 200463
40102 Dusseldorf
Tel: 0174 2560 269
shahla110@aol.com
Essen Office
Nahid Javadinia
IFIR, Postfach 101728
45017 Essen
Tel: +49 1782519436
Frankfurt Office
Shahnaz Moratab
Eckenheimer Land Str. 93
60318 Frankfurt am Main
Tel: +49 69 59 70 524
Mobile: +49 172 971 6227
Friday: 15:00-18:00 Hours
Nshm44@aol.com
Giessen Office

Bijan Shahabi
IFIR
Bahnhof Str. 38
35390 Giessen
Bsha99@aol.com
Goettingen Office
Ataollah   Setayesh
Postfach 2333
37013 Göettingen
ataos@gmx.de
Hagen Office
Amin Soleiman Negad
Postfach 0303
58003 Hagen
Tel: +49 179 41 64 651
Hannover Office
Said Asli
Tel: +49 179 6982193
s.asli@planet-interkom.de
Kassel Office
Farid Habibian-Fard
IFIR, Mombacher Str. 10-12
34127 Kassel
Tel: +49 561 89 46 89
Hours:Mon.-Friday (17 - 19)
ifrkassel@yahoo.de
Koln Office
Saleh Gaweli
Postfach 10 24 31
50464 Köln
Tel: +49 173 2629846
Sgaweli@t-online.de
Leipzig-Zwickau
Mehdi Giasinagad
IFIR, Postfach 101002
04010 Leipzig
Mobil: 0172- 47 38 630
Munster Office
Niaz Gaedi
IFIR, Postfach 3866
48021 Münster
Ngaedi@aol.com
Tel: +49 173 27 43 686
Pleetenberg Office
Dariush Safa
Ohlerstr. 100
Pleetenberg 58840
Tel: +49 179 612 1558
Wolfsburg Office
Josef Haddadi Shahri
Mobil: +49 173- 80 34 318
Fax: +49 5361 779947

GREECE
National Athens Office
Surush Naurasi
P. O. Box   8120
T.K10010
Athens, Greece
Tel: + 30 972347071

HOLLAND
National Office
Farzad Nazery
Weena Straat 745
3013 AL Rotterdam
Tel: +31 622 851 734
Fax: + 31 10 4330 3002
ifir_holland@hotmail.com

Eindhoven Office
Fatamah Eqdami
Postbus 1312
5602 BH Eindhoven
Tel: +31 627216121

INDIA
New Delhi Office
Abbas Rezai and Ghafor
Zareen
farhang25@rediffmail.com

IRAQ
Soleimaniyeh and Erbil
Contact: Bakhtiar Mirzaee
Bakhtiyar_Arbil@Yahoo.Com

PAKISTAN
Islamabad Office
Contact: IFIR Secretariat

SWEDEN
National Goteborg Office
Esmaeil Moloodi
IFRS, Box 11103
404 23 Göteborg
Mobile: +46 70 492 0349
Tel: +46 704920349
ifrs@hotmail.com
Gimo Office
Korosh Khosravi
Flykting Rdet
Box 55, 747 02 Gimo
Tel:  + 46  704 85 67 33
 0173- 40 383
Göteborg Office
Abdulla Asadi
IFRS, Box 11103
404 23 Göteborg
Tel: +46 739162415
Abe@Mbox301.Swipnet.Se
Linköping  Office
Mona Mosavi
IFR, Box 8001
580 08 Linköping
Malmö  Office
Hushang Iramlo
IFR Box 17563
20010 Malmö
Tel/Fax:  +46 040 611
6109
Stockholm Office
Rahim Yazdanparast
IFR, Box 1172
172 24 Sundbyberg
+46 739802311
Rahim@Mbox302.Swipnet.Se

SWITZERLAND
National Office
L. Badawi
Wattstrasse 15
8307 Effretikon
Tel: +41 79 399 60 66
Fax: +41 52  343 21 19
bli@gmx.ch
Bern Office
F.Gholam Wiesi
Postfach 90
3098 Schliern B.Köniz
Tel:0041 76 331 67 74
Lausanne Office

S. Tawfiqui
Av de la Sallaz
 52  1010 Lausanne
Tel:0041 76 397 49 82
Zürich Office
Mahmood Rahbary
Badener Str.887
8048 Zurich
Tel: +41 1 430 44 54
+ 41 787 957 581
Fax: +1 208 330 35 68
m_rahbary@hotmail.com

TURKEY
Clandestine Offices
Contact: IFIR Secretariat
Van: Foad Ghader

 Member Organizations

New York USA
Sogand Saadat
GPO,  P. O. Box 7051
New York, NY 10116
Tel: 1-212-747-1046
chairngo@aol.com

Victoria Canada
Abbas Mohammadi
VICC- ICA
930 Balmoral Road
Victoria, BC V8T 1A8
Tel: 250-388-4728
Fax: 250-386-4395
vicc22@hotmail.com


