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I am very delighted to be in your presence. I visited your beautiful city 28 years ago and I enjoyed its natural beauty and Thai people’s warm hospitality.  In my current visit, I have been mesmerized by the astonishing development of your country. Therefore, I would like to express my admiration for your sincere and collectively relentless efforts directed towards the improvement of your city and country. I wish you and your country continuous prosperity, peace and affinity of hearts. I would also like to express my gratitude to the International Peace Foundation for organizing my trip and providing the logistics of these gatherings. I am grateful to my hospitable Thai hosts and hostesses.

Dear friends, since University is a platform for dialogue and exchange of ideas, I wish to ask your permission to pose a fundamental question relevant to current times.  The question is whether it is possible to address the improvement of human life quality, and concepts such as economic developments, human rights, happiness, and prosperity outside of the framework of democracy?  In other words, is democracy a prerequisite for any positive social change? Is democracy the gate for prosperity and happiness?

Let us take a glance at history; the Russian Bolshevik (October) Revolution, which resulted in creation of the Soviet Union, was conceived with the intension of eliminating poverty, expanding social justice, eliminating the crisis of unemployment, and in summary more prosperity and happiness for people. The day, in which Lenin assumed power, he definitely had no intensions other than the pride, exaltation, and prosperity for his people and his country. In the process of achieving his goals, he did not refrain from taking any steps to the point of losing 2 million lives in order to build a prosperous Russia over the ruins of the Tsar Empire. Stalin also, in his mind, had the intension of prosperity for people and to achieve his goals, he either executed hundreds of thousands of civilians or exiled them to Siberia. However, were Soviet people happy? Were soviets content with their lives? The answer is a definite no; otherwise we would not have been witnesses to the crumbling and disintegrating of the Soviet Union after 70 years. People, who are content and satisfied with their governments, would protect the system with their flesh and blood and they would not allow the similar fait of Soviets to be imposed on them.

In Nazi Germany, Hitler, who was equipped with the excuse of superiority of the German race, had the intension of turning Germany into the world’s sole superpower in order to plunder the world resources for the benefit of Germans. Although he became legendary in cruelty and his death-camps became a disgrace to humanity, the German people never felt the glory.
Mussolini, with similar intentions of national pride and prosperity for his people and country did not succeed in his attempts to bring prosperity and happiness to his nation.  On account of his illusions thousands of lives including his own were lost.

What did all these leaders including Lenin, Stalin, Hitler and Mussolini have in common to become the subject of hatred by many including their own people? Did they not intend to bring about prosperity and improvement for the people?  Why were they so hated that many intellectuals and scientists, who were accused of collaborating with them, were banished and boycotted by intellectual societies?  The critical and fundamental point here is that these leaders did not intend to bring about misery for their people. If a revolution took place, if a war was launched, if many were killed, if human cruelties took place, these leaders intended to improve the quality of life for their people. However they did not succeed.  They all failed because they failed to take one important principal into account and that is the principle of democracy and respect for people’s free will and freedom of choice.

Soviet communists attempted to impose happiness on people; however, happiness does not happen forcefully. Hitler forcefully tried to make the German race into a superior race and superiority is not a matter of force and compulsion. This is the mistake that some religious governments are currently making- they want to take people to paradise and heavens forcefully; paradise with compulsion is in fact worst than hell.

Democracy, a system of governance by the majority of people, has a framework which must be respected.  In other words, people who have obtained power with the vote of majority, have no right to govern as they wish. They must be confined within the framework of the charter of human rights. The ruling majority can not ignore the rights of religious, ethnic, or racial minorities. This violation of minority rights has been taking place in many countries. This injustice is the principal source of internal conflicts and as a result, the peacefulness of societies has been disturbed. Prosperity, contentment and peacefulness are interrelated to democratic principals and respect of human rights.  We should not forget that many dictators and autocratic regimes were initially voted to power by the majority; however, they strayed away because they ignored the human rights.     
Democracy and human rights are a common need of all cultures and human societies. Respect for human life, property, and honor, is a desirable practice within any culture and religion. Violence, terror, torture, and humiliation of mankind are an undesirable and unacceptable practice in any society. Those who resort to the excuse of cultural diversity to justify their violation of human rights and practice of democracy are in fact reactionary oppressors who are hiding behind the mask of cultural differences. These people, in the name of national culture, have the intention of invading the rights of their own nations.

The world would only remain peaceful if the enforcement of the charter of human rights is universal. Unfortunately, recently, another excuse has surfaced in order to violate human rights; and that is the fight against terrorism. Obviously, terror and violence is condemned in any fait and ideology and fighting terrorism is legitimate and the right thing to do. However, this should not be a tool for oppressing people and an excuse for extinguishing the voice of dissent. Regretfully, this sort of violation of human rights has become so widespread that the United Nations, out of necessity, has passed many resolutions to oblige the governments to respect the charter of human rights and not to employ the fight against terrorism for oppression of people.

Another point that I should mention in relation to cultural interactions is the violent approach to resolving issues. Clearly, violence breeds violence. In other words, violence is contagious. Any society which wishes to live in peace, should not invade other nations rights. This invasion would result in another violent response. Therefore, we have witnessed many to be engulfed in the burning fire of perpetual wars. If we desire peace, we must respect human rights and we must observe the resolutions of the United Nations which are reflections and manifestations of collective human wisdom. Otherwise, in 21st century, like the preceding century, we will witness more social unrests and violence.

Ladies and gentlemen,

I come from the Middle East which has been engaged in violence and unrest. For many years, its innocent civilians have been victims of several wars and every day the flame of war has been getting stronger and stronger. In some circles, they are talking of redrawing the map of Middle East. This is an indication of malicious plans for the region. On the surface, they talk of democracy and human rights, however, we all know that the real agenda is the plundering of regional resources. To achieve this many innocent lives have perished and many houses have been destroyed. In the ruins of war torn cities, people are wondering who has plotted this nightmarish fait for them.  As a Muslim woman, who has lived her entire life in Iran, I am familiar with the political situation of the regional Islamic countries. There are two major deciding factors for what has been happening:

Lack or poor practice of democracy in the region

Unfortunately, most of the Islamic countries in this part of the world, for historical reasons, have been deprived of progressive democracy. As a result, there has been a distance between the people and the governments.  I use the analogy of an owner of a house who leaves the doors unlocked and leaves his home to describe this phenomenon.  It goes without saying that, any valuables in the house will be stolen by thieves. In this matter the owner of the house is as guilty as the thief.  So, governments by distancing themselves from their people are creating a similar situation. People who are hungry, people who are deprived of freedom, people who are deprived of freedom of speech and expression of ideas, people who are rendered helpless and hopeless to find jobs according to their education because they do not have the right political connections, people whose young generation are imprisoned, in summary people from an oppressed society, either religious oppression or political oppression, could not and would not support their governments. They would be vulnerable to deceit by invading forces and will welcome the presence of enemies. Or in more optimistic case, they would remain in their houses with indifference and would not be willing to sacrifice their lives for an autocratic system.  We have already witnessed an example in Iraq. For many years, the dictatorship of the government in that country tormented its people to the point that with very little resistance the country fell into the hands of occupiers. Even in some media circles there have been reports of Iraqis welcoming American soldiers with open arms, because in their minds, American soldiers were better than oppressive Saddam.

Therefore, lack of democracy is the most important factor for unrest in the region and this unrest is not just a silent observer to the war, but an active producer of terrorism as well. People who have been kept in ignorance, people who have not seen anything but violence and guns, people who are accustomed to the language of violence and force, people who have no savior and no one to turn to, people who have been oppressed for many generations and the rest of the world has remained indifferent to them, would probably resort to unrest and violence and set a fire that would burn everyone.
If these people lived in a democratic and healthy society, if they were not imprisoned and persecuted for a political dissent; if they had opportunity to express their views openly, then we would have lived in a world different than this.

What is the justification of the regional governments for ignoring democracy in the region?
 They advocate that Islam is not compatible with democracy- since the people of their constituency are Muslims and Islamic regimes consider themselves representative of people and preserver of their religion, therefore they should only act within the framework of Islamic laws not democratic principals. And obviously, in their opinions, interpretation of Islam is the exclusive domain of the government and any interpretation by other Muslims and intellectuals are rejected by default. These governments would equal any criticism of governing bodies with the criticism of religion and would declare these dissidents blasphemous and subject to Fatwa of killing.  These governments argue that, since democracy and human rights have originated from the west, therefore they are not compatible with eastern philosophy.  They advocate that promoting democracy is indirectly supporting the west, thus betrayal of the national interests, which make them subject to confinement.  Some of these governments, in response to critics, justify their version of democracy with terminologies such as ‘Islamic Democracy’ or ‘Islamic Human Rights’.  Democracy, in the west as well as in the east, does have merely one single interpretation independent of Islam or Christianity.   
Fortunately, a coalition that has potential to liberate Moslems, has been initiated by intellectual moslems. This coalition has not imposed any political restrictions on its recruiting scheme.  The coalition is without name, without leader and without central office.  It is stationed in the heart of any Moslem who cannot tolerate injustice and dismiss any nonsense that has forged attributes to the religion.  Religious intellectuals, which are growing in number in Islamic countries, challenge Islamic governments; and argue that - with an argument that has its origin in islam – some of the government practices even though they are plated with Islamic doctrine might not be compatible with islam at all.  They intend to prevent abusing the name of Islam.  They cry out loud that Islam and democracy are in harmony.  We could be Moslem while respecting democracy.  We could be Moslem while complying with human right directives.  Islam is the religion, which is based on equity, and it is against dictatorship.  Moslems must not be deceived with the interpretations of the oppressive governments.  The continuous growing of Islamic Intellectual Coalition is the sign of flourishing democracy in the Middle-East.
Wars as a Second Cause
Unrest in the Middle-East

Fortunately or unfortunately the Islamic countries of Middle East are rich in petroleum.  The main vein of the modern technology is in the possession of this region.   You could envisage the catastrophic consequences of petroleum interruption to west specifically United States from Iraq, Iran, Kuwait and Bahrain.  Based on this fact, the Middle-East, due to its precious commodity, is always on the verge of infringement.   Exploitation as well as colonization conspiracies in its implicit or explicit form are numerous for the region.  The new colonizers do not tolerate the governments who give priority to their own national interests.  They are more aligned with their puppets than the independent leaders.  An example of this policy is the American military coup of 1953 in Iran.  As a result the popular and democratically elected government of Dr. Mohammad Mosaddeg was overthrown by the American planned and conducted military coup.  Since then, for many years, Iranians had a strong animosity towards American foreign policy.  
Of course, the elapse of time influences all the processes including the colonial expansion policy.  At this age the colonialists do not operate or rationalize their policy as they had done 50 years ago, although they pursue the same mission, which is plundering the nations’ wealth.  Regretfully, the nations in the region are despondent from their own governments due to their oppressive practices; therefore, they will refuse to defy the colonial invasion.  This is the most dangerous complication of our age indeed.  
Therefore, implementing a real democratic system in Islamic countries opposed to a fake one could guarantee a long lasting peace as well as stability in the middle-east.  When a country is governed by a democratically elected government, then the colonial invasion could be halted by resistance of the nation-state.   
Under the democratic systems the citizens learn the healthy means of political activities, thus a need for weapon or terror disappears, and consequently the terrorism dies away.  A free and enlightened nation knows that they should cooperate and harmonize themselves with other nations; they should strive to develop either culturally or economically with the same pace as others in the globe.  If so, then the extremism as well as fundamentalism will fade away.  Our hope is that real democracy to be the foundation for all the Islamic countries, where the people could have their fate in their own hands.     

