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In view of the above facts, there are
three short notes on this resolution
which should be mentioned here:

1. In Iranian mentality, and per-
haps on a larger scale in the general
mentality that is rife throughout the
Middle East and the Eastern coun-
tries, allegations made by the Euro-
pean states or the United States in
apparent defense of human rights are
considered ridiculous, untrustwor-
thy, and incorrect. Even in the most
optimistic state, such allegations are
looked upon with extreme doubt and
suspicion. It would suffice to simply
talk to an Iranian, Egyptian, Afghan,
Iraqi, Bahraini, Pakistani or any citi-
zen from other Eastern countries and
ask them about their viewpoint about
the European Union’s allegations on
the situation of human rights in their
respective countries. The possibil-
ity that you may hear those people
lauding and admiring EU’s claims is
quite low. Perhaps there are many ac-
tivists and advocates of human rights
in those countries who are working
round the clock to improve human
rights standards in their countries.
However, the bitter memories of co-
lonialism in the past and the double
standards that are currently being
applied to human rights issue by
the United States and the European
countries, especially when it comes to
oil and energy exports as well as arms
sales, constitute the main obstacles
which prevent citizens of these coun-
tries from believing the West’s claims
on defending human rights as truth-
ful and honest. Therefore, most hu-
man rights activists in the aforesaid

countries prefer to go on with their

own human rights activities without
any affiliation to Western individuals,
nongovernmental organizations and
state institutions which claim to be
human rights advocates.

2. From 2009 up to the present time,
at least, seven human rights-related
resolutions have been adopted by
the European Parliament against
the Islamic Republic. The tone and
contents of almost all of them were
stronger, and in other words, more
interventionist than the new resolu-
tion. However, none of them evoked
such a sharp reaction from Iranian of-
ficials and people. Perhaps the worst
damage which was done by the new
resolution was to do away with the
general atmosphere of optimism that
had taken shape within the Iranian
public opinion toward Europe. At
any rate, maybe such an apparently
negative development would be fol-
lowed by positive consequences in
that it can make Iranians take more
cautious steps in the face of the real
conditions which govern internation-
al relations.

3. It is almost certain that the latest
EP resolution will have no negative
impact on the nuclear talks [between
Iran and the six world powers]. Both
sides are fully aware that if they ac-
tually aim to find a final solution to
Iran's nuclear issue, they have to fo-
cus on this issue and do not pay un-
due attention to unrelated develop-
ments. On the other hand, it is clear
that the overall tone of the latest EP
resolution on Iran is, in many cases,
inclined to intervention in the coun-
try’s internal affairs and it would have

been better if the resolution had been
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formulated using more respectful lit-
erature. However, if at the end of the
day, it prompts the Islamic Republic
and the European Union to resume
their human rights dialogue, it will be
worth consideration. This request has
been included in the text of the reso-
lution by the European Parliament.
Therefore, if the Iranians - including
academic and nongovernmental in-
stitutions as well as official and gov-
ernmental ones - enter into a human
rights dialogue with the European
Union, it will certainly reduce the
possibility of political manipulation of
human rights concept in interactions
between the two sides. As a human
rights researcher, I am quite certain
of the reality that many viewpoints
held both in Iran and Europe about
the other side’s approach to human
rights are based on misunderstand-
ing, unfamiliarity with the philosophy
of human rights concept cherished by
either side, as well as unawareness of
how the principles of human rights
are enforced by either side and the
real method used for this purpose.
At any rate, Iran and Europe had a
preliminary experience in this regard
during the 1990s and the early 2000s
by engaging first in “critical dialogue”
and then in “constructive dialogue,”
which was an even better experience.
However, due to politicization of
the whole process, that dialog failed
to reach its ultimate goal. Initiation
of the second round of the human
rights dialogue on the basis of mu-
tual respect can be a good beginning
for the two sides to usher in a new
era of scientific cooperation pivoted

around the concept of human rights.




