In Light of 2008 Spring Majlas (parliament) Election Results

The hard line Islamist who won the majority in the last Majlas (parliament) election pushed reformist further away from center of political power of the Islamic Republic (IR). Although Majlas deputies political power has been eroded considerably, but the supreme leader (Faghih) ability to pack Majlas with hand picked deputies demonstrates expansion of his power at the expense of moderate Islamist. Considering the recent prevailing internal and external political development, the IR regime survival seems quite secure internally and externally for the foreseeable short term future. Worrisome Iranians concerned for the future of Iran ask these questions.  What course of combative policies targeting western democracies will the leadership of IR regime pursue? And what will be Iran’s future because of those policies? Is there any chance for Iranian democrats scattered all over Iranian political spectrum to impact Iran’s future and free Iranians from the yoke of political Islamist ruling class dooms day policy?    

Externally, the US, the only seriously committed country to prevent IR from arming itself with atomic bomb, lost its momentum last year after thirteen national security intelligence organizations released their findings which concluded that IR abandoned its atomic weapons research years ago. As the result of this intelligence report the escalating military danger for the survival of IR diminished. One of the main characteristics of the IR leadership policy is to take advantage of their opponents’ inaction and state of safe mood. The first recognizable fruit  of this policy was overthrew of the Shah’ regime in Iran; the Shah’s compromising gestures and restrain from decisive  and paralyzing action against Khomeinist forces led to the gradual collapse of the regime. The Islamists totally depend, for victory, on their opponents’ sense of lack of danger and determination of preventability and worthlessness of a brutal war; while they never deny themselves any chance for escalating their attacks. In 1983, the bombing of the US peace keeping force barracks in Beirut forced the remainder of the US peace keepers out of Lebanon and gave the historical opportunity to the Hezb Allah military wing to grow with vital support of IR cadres. As the result of Israelis retreat from southern Lebanon as a good faith gesture the Hezb Allah territory of influence and control increased. The Hezb Allah present ability for Lebanon’s take over is the consequence of leaving Hezb Allah and the IR unchallenged in that country for the political hegemony. 
In Iraq, the US forces, since coming to peace terms with Sunnis and isolating Al-Qaeda, mainly is battling to keep IR from taking-over the country. The IR and its Iraqi collaborators destabilizing the Iraqi government for its democratic nature, and making the presence of the US forces, for Bush administration, in Iraq painful by killing American soldiers and increasing the financial cost of the US stand in Iraq. In this semiofficial war between the IR and US, the IR has the advantage of patience since it is brutally suppressing its internal opposition, and the US has the advantage of ability to embark on a regime change in Iran. There is no indication that the IR will change its policy of Shi’ism in Iraq. And the US policy is not decisive and accepted the war of attrition. The IR gains considerable sense of security from the war wary people of the US and promising up coming presidential election. The IR is hoping and planning for the election of a passive US president or a confused Middle East policy for its consolidation of power in Iraq and beyond. The IR calculates for the abandonment of Iraqi front by the US for its great leap for political domination of Middle East.                                              
Internally, the elements of the IR security demonstrate great vigor and political dictatorial domination. The most confident faction of political Islamist consisting of supreme leader (Faghih) establishment, which controls judiciaries, broadcasting organization, the Council of Guardian which hand picks Majlas deputies and has veto power over Majlas’ passed laws, the military Corps of Pasdaran (Islamist oriented armed force) are in power. And these pillars of the IR regime, in totality, crystallize in the President Ahmadinejad. The current Islamist ruling class observes no problem in its policies and also such attitude has permeated among all of its cadres’ rank. Therefore, self doubt, one of the reasons that results in collapse of a regime similar to Pahlavi’s regime in 1979, does not exist in the IR’s regime.
 Islamist reformers, who came to power with President Khatami’s administration with an IR opposition support, revealed the cracks in their confidence of the IR’s regime. What the Islamist reformers understood as necessary changes for the credibility and consequently the survival of the IR, In contrast, the Islamist of Faghih’s camp considered abandonment of IR’s Islamic revolutionary principals. The Faghih’s camp firmly believes holding on to the principal of its combative nature rather than moderating its domestic and foreign policies for the popular support and conformity with the world family of nations; they rely on their hard core privileged supporters, and they confidently employ suppression of the general public either for opposing the IR or deviating from principal of social Islamic norms imposition.

Why the Islamic regime is so much concerned with social confinement of population to the norms of primitive Islamic societies? The answer might be laid in the survival of Islamist perspective of dominating a population. Freedom is not a one dimensional concept for humanity. The feared social freedom, in the eyes of Islamist regime, will lead to economic and later to political freedom. Clearly, the direction of this process dislodges the Islamist ruling class from political power which so dearly Mullahs attached to for all the privileges it brings to them. For the backward looking Islamist defending the divine teaching of Islam provides the necessary excuse to put general population on the Islamic morality leash. But Iranians after constitutional revolution in1906 through the 1979 Islamic revolution experienced social and economic freedom. Now Islamic regime tries hard to wipeout those years of freedoms from Iranians’ national memory.

       Evil regimes which dominate a country in modern history rarely in a life time of a generation had been collapsed from within. It is very hard to imagine Hitler’s fascist regime would have collapsed internally if Hitler had not embarked on a limitless foreign military aggression. Even, if Hitler had limited his military campaigns, Fascist Germany might have survived to this date; the way Mao’s communist regime has survived in China so far.
The evil regime of slavery, in the US, in the South hardly had shown any sign of disintegration within when the Civil War broke out. It had taken one of the most brutal civil wars in the world to end slavery regime in the South officially. Still, race discrimination has lingered around as an acceptable norm to the considerable segment of American population to the twentieth century’s latter half. One can wonder without the Civil War for how long the disgrace of slavery would injure moral credibility of the United States. It seems there had been no way around the demise of slaver without the bloody Civil War. 
The march of communism for more than a half century would not have been checked without containment of regional wars and costly military deterrent and containment. The communism political defeat and economic collapse was not inevitable and the destiny of humanity could be different had democracies of the world failed to show resolve and determination to defend its core values of freedom, democracy, and private enterprise. The communism political dictatorship, which imposed on the people with great murderous campaign, lost its self-righteousness and confidence under the light of democracy’s principals of freedom in contrast to dictatorial principal of communism.  
       The Islamic Republic fascist regime’s nature has all the ingredient of an evil regime which well programmed by its leadership and cadres to impose a great destructive war to the Middle East and beyond. The Islamist of the IR, since taking over Iran, is either at war or preparing for a war. The IR war with Iraq was for capturing holy cities of Shi its. The same ambition has been driving the IR to be a great instigator of turmoil in Iraq. The IR paid and bought Syrian support while standing with and encouraging Syria for the continuation of conflict with Israel. The IR has a standing capable army in Lebanon which totally depends on the IR militarily and financially. The Israelis withdrawal from the Gaza strip led to the domination of Hamas Islamist with the help of the IR, which is now ally of the IR. The Islamic Republic never loses an opportunity to expand boarders of its influence. The Islamic Republic has been hard at work to create the Armageddon which believes and expects to come out of it victorious. The great enemies which stand between the IR and its territorial expansion are the democracies of the world. There are plenty of reasons for the democratic forces to stop the IR in its track for destination of the regional wars.
 Iranian democrats have the most responsibility in fighting the IR and denying Islamist the opportunity to use Iranian people for the great destruction surpassing calamity of Iraq, Iran war many times. It is true that internally the IR born to existence during 1979 Iranian revolution and took over the Iranian government after crushing nave and unsuspecting secularist and modernist. The burden of defense against IR regional aggression falls on the US by choice. But ultimately Iranian democrats can establish the free Iran which can rejoin modern peace loving nations.         

The determining potential political force which is Iranian democrats have the ability of cutting short the agony that Islamic Republic has imposed on Iranians and Middle East countries. The Islamic Republic has been facing a considerable political opposition inside Iran and from Iranians who left the country because they were disgusted of Islamic primitive brutal dictatorial regime. The opposition outside of Iran in Europe and the US has suffered defeat and lack of relevance, because the individuals who adhere to democracy could not create their political platform and form a cohesive political force in a democratic party. There is no credible challenge to the assumption that Iranian democrats residing in the EU and US have the perfect opportunity and freedom to pour the foundation of a democratic party and produce its political literature.    

What is the best choice for democrats who set the goal of emancipating the Iranian people from the Islamic Republic (IR) dictatorial regime, which morally has been degrading the people of Iran as its political domination to the nation continues? Iranian democrats can continue their endless complain of the IR, mainly trying to prove that IR is a bad regime, while denying an effective organization for the people as they have done for last three decades and rejecting the helping hand of western democracies. Or will Iranian democrats choose a political strategy, which would carry them beyond proving political, social, and legal evils of the IR regime, based on political organization discipline and collaboration with democracies of the world. 
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