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25. lr, KNIGHT (Baho'i International Communlty) said that he wished to report on
the disappearance of 14 prominent members of the Baha'i Commwnity in Iran. Three

of them had heen kidnapped between May 1979 and January 1980 and the other 11,
including all 9 members of the National Administrative Council of the Baha'is of
Iran, had been arreqtea by revolutionary guards in August 1980, The families of the
perﬁons who had’ dlsanpeareu had made every effort to locate their relatives, but
their appeals had gong unheeded. He therefore took the opportunity afforded by the
discussion to request the Tranian Government once agrain to thrcir séme light on the
fate of thoqo disappeared persons. The Working Group had already been provided with
details of the kidnappings, but he nonetheless wished to give the Commigsion a brief
summary of the c1taat10n.

26, Since tHe revolution, prominent Baha'is in many parts of TIran had been arrested
and, in some cases, executed as part of a continuing and °ybtematlc campaiyn to
demoralize, paralyie and ultimately eradicate the IJranian Baha'i Community. Although
Iran's 300,000 Baha'is were indigenous Iranians and constituted the largest
‘religious minority in the country, the new Constitution, which recognized the
smaller Chrisftian, Jewish and Zoroastrian minorities, did not recosnize thewm, so
that they were outside the protection of the law. Those who wished to perpetrate
attacks on Baha'is and their property could therefore do so with virtual impunity.
Since the inception of the Baha'i faith in Iran in 1844, the Baha'is had been
frecncntlj persecuted in that country. During the Pahlavi régime (1921- 1970),
discirimineg uory legislation had been enacted which had deprived the Baha'is of many
basic rights and Freedoms. Since the revolution the persecutions had been resumed
with even more intensity. The enemies of the Baha'i faith were conducting a campaign
of vilification againagt the Baha'is, who were accused of supporting the former Shah,
of being o@nto of Savak, opponents of TIslam, spies for Israel, moral degenerates,
and enenmieg of the Iranian Government and people, all of which accusations were
totally unfounded. The Iranian Baha'is, in common with Baha'is the world over, were
“obliged to show loyalty and obedience to the Government of the country in which they
lived, znd to refrain from involvement in politics or any subversive activity.

They were committed to the highest standards of morality and rectitude in their
public and private lives. 1In addition, they believed that the essential spiritual
unity of all mankind was expreésed through all the great religions - including

Islam - whlc“|they regarded as divine in origin and-whose founders they honoured and
revered. Those facts had repeatedly been presented to the Iranian authorities,
together with evidence that the Iranian Baha'is had steadfastly upheld those
fundamental principles of their faith, but all such representations and appeals for

ustice and fair treatment had gone unheeded. ‘
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29. lr. DABIRI (Observer for Iran) said that the statement by the Observer for the
Bana'z_internﬂtlonai Community called for some comments. In the first place, the
case of the Baha'i minority vas provided for under the Irarian Conatitution, winich
recognized the rights of minox 1t1eﬁ to practise their religious rites in complete
freedom. The Baha'is were par®t of the Iranian people: consequently, they had the
same rights and were subject to the same duties and obligations as the rest of the
population. oeCOudly, the allerations of enforced disappearances and kidnappings
were totally unfounded, and he had been instructed tc reject them energetically.
Thirdly, there lwas absolutely no question of arny kidnappings in Iran. If certain
people had been detained, it was in accordance with the law in force and because
they had committed acts of which they had been found suilty by duly constituted
courts which had tried them in a spirit of justice, humanism and Islamic mexcy.



