
Abbas Milani, National interest, August 18, 2011 

http://nationalinterest.org/commentary/the-inside-story-americas-favorite-terrorist-group-5776?page=1 

Ever since the fall of Saddam Hussein, the Iranian MEK (short for Mujahedeen-e Khalge) has been a thorny spoil of war for the 
United States. Originally an armed anti-Shah movement, they came to fight the clerical regime they 
helped impose only to move on to supporting Iraq in its war against the ayatollah and his minions. 
Having targeted and killed several prominent Americans during their heyday in the 1970s, they are 
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http://iran-fanous.de/middle/181-IranFanos-Name-06,09,2011.htm 

Regarding to your recent and formal interview , we would like to inform you, as a representative of English people in the oldest 
Parliament which is known as the symbol of democracy for more than 500 years , of some important 
points. 

U.S. State Departmemnt, August2011 

http://www.state.gov/s/ct/rls/crt/2010/170264.htm 

Office of the Coordinator for Counterterrorism 

Country Reports on Terrorism 2010   - August 18, 2011 

Foreign Terrorist Organizations (FTOs) are designated by the Secretary of State in accor-
dance with section 219 of the Immigration and Nationality Act (INA). FTO designations 
play a critical role in the fight against terrorism and are an effective means of curtailing 

support for terrorist activities. 
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Legal Criteria for Designation under Section 219 of the 
INA as amended: 

 

1. It must be a foreign organization. 

2. The organization must engage in terrorist activity, as 
defined in section 212 (a)(3)(B) of the INA (8 U.S.C. § 
1182(a)(3)(B)), or terrorism, as defined in section 140(d)
(2) of the Foreign Relations Authorization Act, Fiscal 
Years 1988 and 1989 (22 U.S.C. § 2656f(d)(2)), or retain 
the capability and intent to engage in terrorist activity or 
terrorism. 

3. The organization’s terrorist activity or terrorism must 
threaten the security of U.S. nationals or the national se-
curity (national defense, foreign relations, or the econo-
mic interests) of the United States. 

 

U.S. Government Designated Foreign Terrorist Organiza-
tions 

Abu Nidal Organization (ANO) 

Abu Sayyaf Group (ASG) 

Al-Aqsa Martyrs Brigade (AAMB) 

Al-Qa’ida (AQ) 

Al-Qa’ida in the Arabian Peninsula (AQAP) 

Al-Qa’ida in Iraq (AQI) 

Al-Qa’ida in the Islamic Maghreb (AQIM) 

Al-Shabaab (AS) 

Ansar al-Islam 

Asbat al-Ansar 

Aum Shinrikyo (AUM) 

Basque Fatherland and Liberty (ETA) 

Communist Party of Philippines/New People’s Army 
(CPP/NPA) 

Continuity Irish Republican Army (CIRA) 

Gama’a al-Islamiyya (IG) 

Hamas 

Harakat ul-Jihad-i-Islami (HUJI) 

Harakat ul-Jihad-i-Islami/Bangladesh (HUJI-B) 

Harakat ul-Mujahideen (HUM) 
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Hizballah 

Islamic Jihad Union (IJU) 

Islamic Movement of Uzbekistan (IMU) 

Jaish-e-Mohammed (JEM) 

Jemaah Islamiya (JI) 

Jundallah 

Kahane Chai 

Kata’ib Hizballah (KH) 

Kurdistan Workers’ Party (PKK) 

Lashkar e-Tayyiba (LT) 

Lashkar i Jhangvi (LJ) 

Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE) 

Libyan Islamic Fighting Group (LIFG) 

Moroccan Islamic Combatant Group (GICM) 

Mujahadin-e Khalq Organization (MEK) 

National Liberation Army (ELN) 

Palestine Liberation Front – Abu Abbas Faction (PLF) 

Palestine Islamic Jihad – Shaqaqi Faction (PIJ) 

Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP) 

Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine-General 
Command (PFLP-GC) 

Real IRA (RIRA) 

Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia (FARC) 

Revolutionary Organization 17 November (17N) 

Revolutionary People’s Liberation Party/Front (DHKP/
C) 



Revolutionary Struggle (RS) 

Shining Path (SL) 

Tehrik-e Taliban Pakistan (TTP) 

United Self-Defense Forces of Colombia (AUC) 

 

ABU NIDAL ORGANIZATION 

aka ANO; Arab Revolutionary Brigades; Arab Revolutio-
nary Council; Black September; Fatah Revolutionary 

Council; Revolutionary Organization of Socialist Mus-
lims 

Description: ... 

MUJAHADIN-E KHALQ ORGANIZATION 

aka MEK; MKO; Mujahadin-e Khalq; Muslim Iranian 
Students’ Society; National Council of Resistance; NCR; 
Organization of the People’s Holy Warriors of Iran; the 
National Liberation Army of Iran; NLA; People’s Muja-
hadin Organization of Iran; PMOI; National Council of 
Resistance of Iran; NCRI; Sazeman-e Mujahadin-e Khalq
-e Iran 

 

Description: The Mujahadin-E Khalq Organization 
(MEK) was originally designated as a Foreign Terrorist 
Organization on October 8, 1997. The MEK is a Marxist-
Islamic Organization that seeks the overthrow of the Ira-
nian regime through its military wing, the National Libe-
ration Army (NLA), and its political front, the National 
Council of Resistance of Iran (NCRI). 

 

The MEK was founded in 1963 by a group of college-
educated Iranian Marxists who opposed the country’s pro
-western ruler, Shah Mohammad Reza Pahlavi. The 
group participated in the 1979 Islamic Revolution that 
replaced the Shah with a Shiite Islamist regime led by 
Ayatollah Khomeini. However, the MEK’s ideology – a 
blend of Marxism, feminism, and Islamism – was at odds 
with the post-revolutionary government, and its original 

leadership was soon executed by the Khomeini regime. In 
1981, the group was driven from its bases on the Iran-Iraq 
border and resettled in Paris, where it began supporting Iraq 
in its eight-year war against Khomeini’s Iran. In 1986, after 
France recognized the Iranian regime, the MEK moved its 
headquarters to Iraq, which facilitated its terrorist activities in 
Iran. Since 2003, roughly 3,400 MEK members have been 
encamped at Camp Ashraf in Iraq. 

 

Activities: The group’s worldwide campaign against the Ira-
nian government uses propaganda and terrorism to achieve its 

objectives. During the 1970s, the MEK staged terrorist attacks 
inside Iran and killed several U.S. military personnel and civi-
lians working on defense projects in Tehran. In 1972, the 
MEK set off bombs in Tehran at the U.S. Information Service 
office (part of the U.S. Embassy), the Iran-American Society, 
and the offices of several U.S. companies to protest the visit 
of President Nixon to Iran. In 1973, the MEK assassinated the 
deputy chief of the U.S. Military Mission in Tehran and bom-
bed several businesses, including Shell Oil. In 1974, the MEK 
set off bombs in Tehran at the offices of U.S. companies to 
protest the visit of then U.S. Secretary of State Kissinger. In 
1975, the MEK assassinated two U.S. military officers who 
were members of the U.S. Military Assistance Advisory 
Group in Tehran. In 1976, the MEK assassinated two U.S. 
citizens who were employees of Rockwell International in 
Tehran. In 1979, the group claimed responsibility for the mur-
der of an American Texaco executive. Though denied by the 
MEK, analysis based on eyewitness accounts and MEK docu-
ments demonstrates that MEK members participated in and 
supported the 1979 takeover of the U.S. Embassy in Tehran 
and that the MEK later argued against the early release the 
American hostages. The MEK also provided personnel to 
guard and defend the site of the U.S. Embassy in Tehran, fol-
lowing the takeover of the Embassy. 

In 1981, MEK leadership attempted to overthrow the newly 
installed Islamic regime; Iranian security forces subsequently 
initiated a crackdown on the group. The MEK instigated a 
bombing campaign, including an attack against the head of-
fice of the Islamic Republic Party and the Prime Minister’s 
office, which killed some 70 high-ranking Iranian officials, 
including Chief Justice Ayatollah Mohammad Beheshti, Pre-
sident Mohammad-Ali Rajaei, and Prime Minister Moham-
mad-Javad Bahonar. These attacks resulted in an expanded 
Iranian government crackdown that forced MEK leaders to 
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... MUJAHADIN-E KHALQ ORGANIZATION. aka MEK; MKO; Mujahadin-e Khalq; Muslim Iranian 
Students’ Society; National Council of Resistance; NCR; Organization of the People’s Holy Warriors of Iran; the 
National Liberation Army of Iran; NLA; People’s Mujahadin Organization of Iran; PMOI; National Council of 
Resistance of Iran; NCRI; Sazeman-e Mujahadin-e Khalq-e Iran. Description: The Mujahadin-E Khalq 
Organization (MEK) was originally designated as a Foreign Terrorist Organization on October 8, 1997. The MEK 
is a Marxist-Islamic Organization that seeks the overthrow of the Iranian regime through its military wing, the 
National Liberation Army (NLA), and its political front, the National Council of Resistance of Iran (NCRI) ... 



flee to France. For five years, the MEK continued to wage its terro-
rist campaign from its Paris headquarters. Expelled by France in 
1986, MEK leaders turned to Saddam Hussein’s regime for basing, 
financial support, and training. Near the end of the 1980-1988 Iran-
Iraq War, Baghdad armed the MEK with heavy military equipment 
and deployed thousands of MEK fighters in suicidal, mass wave 
attacks against Iranian forces. 

 

The MEK’s relationship with the former Iraqi regime continued 
through the 1990s. In 1991, the group reportedly assisted the Iraqi 
Republican Guard’s bloody crackdown on Iraqi Shia and Kurds 
who rose up against Saddam Hussein’s regime. In April 1992, the 
MEK conducted near-simultaneous attacks on Iranian embassies 

and consular missions in 13 countries, including against the Iranian 
mission to the United Nations in New York, demonstrating the 
group’s ability to mount large-scale operations overseas. In June 
1998, the MEK was implicated in a series of bombing and mortar 
attacks in Iran that killed at least 15 and injured several others. The 
MEK also assassinated the former Iranian Minister of Prisons in 
1998. In April 1999, the MEK targeted key Iranian military of-
ficers and assassinated the deputy chief of the Iranian Armed 
Forces General Staff, Brigadier General Ali Sayyaad Shirazi. 

In April 2000, the MEK attempted to assassinate the commander 
of the Nasr Headquarters, Tehran’s interagency board responsible 
for coordinating policies on Iraq. The pace of anti-Iranian operati-
ons increased during “Operation Great Bahman” in February 2000, 
when the group launched a dozen attacks against Iran. One attack 
included a mortar attack against a major Iranian leadership 
complex in Tehran that housed the offices of the Supreme Leader 
and the President. The attack killed one person and injured six 
other individuals. In March 2000, the MEK launched mortars into 
a residential district in Tehran, injuring four people and damaging 
property. In 2000 and 2001, the MEK was involved in regular mor-
tar attacks and hit-and-run raids against Iranian military and law 
enforcement personnel, as well as government buildings near the 
Iran-Iraq border. Following an initial Coalition bombardment of 
the MEK’s facilities in Iraq at the outset of Operation Iraqi Free-
dom, MEK leadership negotiated a cease-fire with Coalition 
Forces and surrendered their heavy-arms to Coalition control. Sin-
ce 2003, roughly 3,400 MEK members have been encamped at 
Ashraf in Iraq. 

 

In 2003, French authorities arrested 160 MEK members at 
operational bases they believed the MEK was using to 
coordinate financing and planning for terrorist attacks. 
Upon the arrest of MEK leader Maryam Rajavi, MEK 
members took to Paris’ streets and engaged in self-
immolation. French authorities eventually released Rajavi. 

 

Strength: Estimates place MEK’s worldwide membership 
at between 5,000 and 10,000 members, with large pockets 
in Paris and other major European capitals. In Iraq, rough-
ly 3,400 MEK members are gathered at Camp Ashraf, the 
MEK’s main compound north of Baghdad. As a condition 
of the 2003 cease-fire agreement, the MEK relinquished 

more than 2,000 tanks, armored personnel carriers, and 
heavy artillery. 

 

Location/Area of Operation: The MEK’s global support 
structure remains in place, with associates and supporters 
scattered throughout Europe and North America. Operati-
ons have targeted Iranian government elements across the 
globe, including in Europe and Iran. The MEK’s political 
arm, the National Council of Resistance of Iran, has a glo-
bal support network with active lobbying and propaganda 
efforts in major Western capitals. NCRI also has a well-
developed media communications strategy. 

 

External Aid: Before Operation Iraqi Freedom began in 
2003, the MEK received all of its military assistance and 
most of its financial support from Saddam Hussein. The 
fall of Saddam Hussein’s regime has led the MEK increa-
singly to rely on front organizations to solicit contributions 
from expatriate Iranian communities. 
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The MEK was founded in 1963 by a group of college-educated Iranian Marxists who opposed the country’s pro-western 
ruler, Shah Mohammad Reza Pahlavi. The group participated in the 1979 Islamic Revolution that replaced the Shah 
with a Shiite Islamist regime led by Ayatollah Khomeini. However, the MEK’s ideology – a blend of Marxism, feminism, 
and Islamism – was at odds with the post-revolutionary government, and its original leadership was soon executed by the 
Khomeini regime. In 1981, the group was driven from its bases on the Iran-Iraq border and resettled in Paris, where it 
began supporting Iraq in its eight-year war against Khomeini’s Iran. In 1986, after France recognized the Iranian 
regime, the MEK moved its headquarters to Iraq, which facilitated its terrorist activities in Iran. Since 2003, roughly 
3,400 MEK members have been encamped at Camp Ashraf in Iraq. 



organization or a 
government or ……
etc is to survey and 
scrutinize the internal 
relations of such or-
ganization or govern-
ment? Because slogans can be fake and unreal! 

 

While the families of the pmoi members have been waiting 
behind the gates of Ashraf garrison for more than a year to see 
their loved ones and their request has been rejected up to now 
by the pmoi operatives and instead they have been slandered 
and insulted by the pmoi operatives, how can the leaders of 

such organization claim the democracy and human rights in 
their slogans? 

 

Lord Corbett , the essence of fact finding should be existing in 
any person who claims supporting and advocating for free-
dom ,the human rights and democracy . This essence of fact 
finding begets more responsibilities and double your responsi-
bility as a member of House of Lords and House of Represen-
tatives and we believe that your first priority as a member of 
House of Lords should be the fact finding . 

 

Lord Corbett , what are you going to lose if you decide to have 
a conversation and exchanging views with the separated mem-
bers of pmoi preferably in front of media? But please listen to 
our request one more time which is saying that you have 
judged unilaterally in your interview, but we as the victims of 
such organization who have inherited many pains and miseries 
of this organization ,pmoi, and we would like to share all those 
experiences with you and at the end we would like to hear 
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Lord Corbett ! in this interview which had been imple-
mented and carried out by the Persian section of the BBC , 
without contemplating of the news broadcasting and jour-
nalism prestige , you as pmoi lobby had reversed and cen-
sored all the realities which are existing inside the pmoi 
organization . your interview reminds us of the interviews 
of some characters of the eastern part of the world. 

You are saying in this interview that you do not have any 
desire to know anything about the internal structure and 
problems of pmoi! And the only thing which is important 
for you is that pmoi is trying its best to finish and terminate 
the breach of human rights which is happening horribly in 

Iran by the mullahs ! But you do not answer why is not im-
portant for you the internal problems and structure of such 
organization? And it is more interesting that you do not 
want to know or hear anything about their internal problems 
and structure consequently it is very questionable. 

 

Lord Corbett , you should know that we are the people who 
had lived more than you inside this organization, and our 
question is ,do you know that what is waiting for the people 
who have a chance to escape and leave the pmoi organiza-
tion after 10 or 20 years? 

Is it important in your culture the life of the people? and 
how do they live? 

 

Where have you read or heard as a supporter and advocate 
of the human rights that the condition for supporting of an 
organization or a government , is just by supporting their 
slogans? Is not true that the first condition for supporting an 

... You are saying in this interview that you do not have any desire to know anything about the 
internal structure and problems of pmoi! And the only thing which is important for you is that pmoi 
is trying its best to finish and terminate the breach of human rights which is happening horribly in 
Iran by the mullahs ! But you do not answer why is not important for you the internal problems and 
structure of such organization? And it is more interesting that you do not want to know or hear 
anything about their internal problems and structure consequently it is very questionable ... 

Continued from Page  1 

The open letter of Iran Fanous Association to Lord Robin 
Corbett 



on the U.S. list of terrorist organizations. Now, about three 
thousand members of the group—seasoned in fighting the Ira-
nian regime and stationed by Saddam in a place called Camp 
Ashraf—are American captives in Iraq. In the last few years, 
their fate has been the subject of constant squabbles in Wa-
shington and between Washington and Baghdad. With an appa-
rently endless supply of funds at their disposal, MEK members 
have repeatedly and unsuccessfully petitioned the federal go-
vernment to have their names taken off the terrorist list. In a 
few days, Secretary Clinton will have to decide how to answer 
their pleas. 

 

And so their remarkably well-oiled machine of PR firms, po-
werful American politicians (all handsomely paid for services 
rendered) and other pressure groups is now at it again. These 
advocates repeat what the MEK and its many front organizati-
ons claim: The group has jettisoned its violent past and is now, 
in its new incarnation, a key component of the democratic mo-
vement. 

 

At the same time, another equally well-oiled machine, this one 
with lobbyists paid for by the clerical regime in Tehran, is wor-
king against delisting MEK, calling the group a dangerous cult 
with Iranian, Iraqi and American blood on its hands. Many in 
Iraq (either taking their cues from the current leadership or with 
an eye toward the days when MEK was an enforcer for the 
Saddam regime) are opposed to the group’s continued residen-
ce in their country. 

 

MEK was formed in opposition to the Shah in the mid-sixties, 
and before long virtually its entire leadership was arrested and 
sent to the firing squad. The only early leader to survive was 
Masud Rajavi, who continues to rule the group to this day. In 
the seventies, the remaining members sent a representative to 
Najaf to work with Khomeini, then living in exile. Khomeini’s 
supporters in Tehran, including Rafsanjani and Montazeri, con-
vinced the ayatollah to allow the use of religious funds to sup-
port the families of those MEK members who had been impri-
soned or executed. Yet Khomeini never fully trusted the group; 
its ideology seemed a dangerous combination of Marxism and 
its own interpretation of Shiism. As one Iranian critic put it, 
MEK is “Stalinism minus the vodka.” 

 

After the revolution, MEK was amongst the most stalwart sup-
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your respond and opinion ,as a defender of human rights 
and democracy ,for all those miseries and painful moments 
that each one of us had experienced in that organization. 

 

According to your speech , you do not receive any money 
from this passer , consequently you respect to the fact find-
ing , so if in your country and in your capital , London, is 
not possible to have such meeting with you ,our associa-
tion , Iran Lantern( Iran Fanoos) is inviting you to have this 
meeting with the separated members of pmoi in Germany. 

 

Any endeavors and transparency in advancing and deepen-
ing the democracy and the freedom slogan has its own im-
pacts and effects. 

 

There is no need to be worried , you are doing your best for 
freedom and democracy and you can continue your admira-
ble and holy duties after all! But we should say and empha-
size that in the world of communication the fact finding will 
come to the reality much faster and the facts will be re-
vealed at last . 

 

Respectfully 

 

Iran Fanous Association  

Continued from Page  1 

The Inside Story of America's Favorite 
Terrorist Group 



which he began by praising the Soviet Union’s efforts “against 
imperialist adventurism.” To support his organization’s loan 
application, Rajavi informed Gorbachev that the MEK “has 
faced the most concentrated efforts of officials from the United 
States” and offered supporting documents in an appendix. 

It is not clear how the Soviets responded, but MEK soon sett-
led in Iraq, helping Saddam Hussein in his war with Iran. In 
1988, the group—lead by Rajavi and his wife, Maryam—
engaged in three operations, conducted with the help of the 
Iraqi army, against Iranian forces. By all accounts, all three 
were badly bungled. Several thousands were killed on both 
sides. Moreover, in Iranian prisons, on Khomeini’s direct or-

der, about four thousand MEK prisoners, who were serving 
time on earlier charges, were summarily executed lest they 
help the invading MEK units. 

 

When American forces attacked Iraq, according to Iraqi docu-
ments captured and declassified by the U.S. military, Rajavi 
met with Saddam’s top intelligence operatives and agreed to 
use MEK forces against insurgents, freeing the Republican 
Guard to fight the Americans. The report of the meeting was 
sent directly to Saddam’s son, Odey. It is little wonder that the 
current Iraqi regime is opposed to the MEK—a stance 
constantly fueled by the Iranian regime. 

 

Throughout this bloody history, replete with tactical and strate-
gic blunders, Rajavi and Maryam have remained the absolute 
leaders of MEK. They are worshipped by their adherents. The 
organization’s members and their advocates tell the world they 
have jettisoned their past and are now dedicated to democracy. 
In cults, however, leaders remain unchanged. 

The reality is that the MEK has fought the clerical regime mo-
re effectively than any other group. It is also true that throug-
hout nearly all of its history, the same couple has ruled the 
organization, and there are many claims that they rule it with 
an iron fist. Only if there is free and fair discussion of the cur-
rent leadership under democratic conditions (and under inter-
national supervision), and only after a new, fresh leadership is 
freely and democratically elected should the United States 
even consider the idea of removing the group from its terrorist 
list. 
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porters of the clerical regime. It grew in number and statu-
re rapidly, soon becoming the most formidable organizati-
on in the country. The MEK used its increasing power to 
pressure the government into increasingly radical action—

from more summary trials and executions to the occupati-
on of the American embassy. Simultaneously it adopted 
close ties with Moscow, and particularly with the KGB. 
One of its leaders, named Saadati, was arrested while pas-
sing to the KGB a counterespionage file the group had 
taken when it attacked the Shah’s secret-police offices. In 
return, the kgb promised to give the MEK a full list of CIA 
agents in Iran. 

 

But eventually MEK fell afoul of the regime and began to 
fight the power holders in Tehran. Young men and women 
were sent in droves to armed street demonstrations. Kho-
meini’s regime responded with remarkable brutality, 
slaughtering thousands of the organization’s members. The 
group returned the favor and killed, by its own claims, mo-
re than two thousand regime leaders. MEK was in fact the 
first group in Iran (and arguably in the region) to use suici-
de bombers. 

Eventually the group had no choice but to take its survi-
ving cadres out of the country. On January 7, 1986, in a 
letter to the Central Committee of the Soviet Communist 
Party, the MEK requested the Soviets “give temporary 
asylum” to any member of the organization that fled across 
the border into the Soviet Union. Concurrent with the re-
quest for asylum, in another letter to the “Dear Comrades” 
of the Central Committee of the Communist Party, MEK 
asked for a loan of three hundred million dollars to conti-
nue their “revolutionary anti-imperialist” actions (see: anti-
Americanism). This request came on the heels of a twelve-
page letter from Rajavi to “Dear Comrade Gorbachev” in 

But eventually MEK fell afoul of the regime and began to fight the power holders in Tehran. 
Young men and women were sent in droves to armed street demonstrations. Khomeini’s regime 
responded with remarkable brutality, slaughtering thousands of the organization’s members. 
The group returned the favor and killed, by its own claims, more than two thousand regime lea-
ders. MEK was in fact the first group in Iran (and arguably in the region) to use suicide bom-
bers. 
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Radical by Nature 

by Reza Nasri 

20-Aug-2011 

The presumption that the MEK would transform itself into a 
“moderate” political group if delisted is flawed. The MEK did 
not become “radical” as a result of being “listed” as a terrorist 
organization in 1997. It was an extremist group way before that 
date. What fuels its radicalism and taste for terrorism is not how 
it is termed by the State Department or the nature of its relation-
ship with the U.S, but its fanatical ideology, pugnacious dis-
course, undemocratic structure, leadership, mission and agenda. 
So unless the act of delisting provokes by itself a miraculous 
mutation in the group’s genetic fabric (something that propo-
nents of delisting have to prove), there is absolutely no reason to 
believe that the MEK would or even could go against its own 
nature and fundamentally change its behavior solely because of a 
new legal status. Expecting an inherently violent and erratic or-
ganization to relinquish its raison d'être and become pragmatic 
because of a mere change of designation is as absurd as remov-
ing a snake from the list of “reptiles” and expecting it to act as 
peaceful dove. 

 

Delisting the MEK would more likely allow it to advance its 
agenda with more freedom and with much more funding and act 
out its twisted vision with a credibility bestowed upon it by a 
U.S stamp of approval. 

Of course, no one denies that an unconventional political group, 
a paramilitary or any other non-state actor could potentially mod-
erate itself if it is engaged in a conventional political process. 
But the conversion from an eccentric actor to a rational one is 
not automatic. And not every group is capable of it. It requires a 
minimum of rationality and reasonableness amongst the group’s 
leadership. It takes some element of moderation – eventually 
represented by a faction within the group - that can be enhanced 
and boosted through engagement and recognition. But with the 
MEK, we’re talking about a senseless monolithic cult - with ab-
solutely no voice or seeds of moderation inside – with a violent 
mentality and language that has not evolved one bit since 1980 
(they still shout “death to Khomeini” in their rallies 22 years 
after the former leader’s demise). We’re talking about a cult that 
did not hesitate to go as far as instructing its own members to set 
themselves ablaze for the sheer purpose of attracting media at-
tention when it wanted to coerce France to release Maryam Ra-
javi after she was detained by a French judge for a few days in 
Paris in 2003. 

So, the subject of debate is not a normal political group that has 
at one point made few bad choices, then reformed and now de-
serves a second chance to integrate. But an inherently spiteful 
and unbridled cult in which members are still expected to show 
an excessively zealous and unquestioning commitment to their 
immovable leaders, where mind-altering practices (such as group 

chanting, collective rituals, denunciation sessions) are daily 
routine and where violence and coercion have been deeply en-
grained as very legitimate tools of achieving the end. Therefore, 
it is very unlikely that removing the MEK from the FTOs list 
would suddenly make its guru-style leaders change their ways 
(the only ways they know) or awaken the dormant forces of 
compromise and rationality within it so that it can act as a ra-
tional political actor. 

Moreover, even if we accept the improbable assertion that de-
listing the MEK may somehow moderate its future behavior, it 
is still not a solid reason to do so. The State Department’s mis-
sion is not to close its eyes on the realities, history and current 
nature of an organization under review and to forgo all statutory 
criteria for designation in hope of taming or pacifying it. Its 
mission is to assess the current state of the organization and 
make a decision based on what it sees. A mere hypothetical 
prospect – or hope - of “moderating” the group in the future 
should not counterbalance all the actual and real facts support-
ing its designation as a FTO. If a group qualifies as a “terrorist 
organization” under U.S law based on its past actions, nature, 
ideology and material capacity to act violently then it should 
simply be called a “terrorist organization”. In other words, the 
process of designation is not about how we hope a particular 
group would act if delisted; but about what the group is or isn’t 
in its current form. Not calling a demonstrably dangerous or-
ganization what it so to induce it to change is not exactly a pru-
dent or wise policy. Besides, it would send a terrible message to 
all other terrorist organizations about the United States’ resolve 
to fight terrorism. 

 

Finally, among the State Department’s list of FTOs, the MEK is 
in one grim sense one of the few exceptions: The current lead-
ers of the MEK, unlike the leaders of many other listed FTOs, 
are suspected with very probable cause of the highest and most 
serious crimes under international law – especially of war 
crimes and crimes against humanity. Whilst the members and/or 
leaders of many other FTOs – vicious and violent as they may 
be - are considered common criminals, outlawed rebels or sim-
ply “terrorists” liable for criminal prosecution under their re-
spective domestic jurisdictions, the seriousness, nature and 
gravity of the crimes imputable to the MEK leadership is such 
that it makes them prone to prosecution in just any territory that 
they could be found. In other words, we’re not just talking 
about “terrorists” or “corrigible terrorists” that some proponents 
may, by a stretch of logic, even call “freedom fighters” but 
about alleged perpetrators of the most heinous and wanton 
crimes known to mankind. For this reason, it would be both 
irresponsible as a political act and disastrous as a legal prece-
dent for U.S officials to take the risk of legalizing and legitimiz-
ing a group accused of the highest crimes, simply in hope of 
“moderating” its future behavior. Just imagine what sort of mes-
sage such laxity could send to both the defenders and violators 
of international criminal law. 

The MEK will never become a moderate political force 
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I am saying, as someone who cares, the MEK with betrayals 
and crimes committed are considered dead. You, [the leaders 
of the government] don’t bring them back to life for the sake 
of scoring points and taking revenge.” – Mir Hossein Mousa-
vi, Statement no.17 

 

In the modern history of Iran, there is no organization, no 
party and no cult more infamous than the MEK amongst the 
Iranian nation. The Iranian people are yet to forget how their 
beloved children were terrorized and martyred in the worst 
ways possible. And, thousands of family members and 
children of those murdered are still alive and witnesses to 

these crimes. The Iranian nation does not forget how this 
organization, along with Saddam Hussein, craved for the 
lives and honor of Iranians and assisted him in the suppressi-
on and massacre of the people of Iran and Iraq. Iranians are 
proud of the years they stood against the MEK and Saddam 
and on any opportunity possible they praise the hundred 
thousand martyrs of the Iraq-Iran war. Iranian people know 
very well that this organization used unlawful and illegal 
sources, which initially belonged to the Iranian and Iraqi peo-
ple. They are well aware that the MEK owes its remaining 
financial power and its limited existence to the support which 
Saddam Hussein provided them during the war against our 
country. 

Mojahedin-e Khalq is the symbol of “violence and terror” in 
Iran and the slightest mention of this word [MEK] and the 
remembrance of this organization is needed to remind the 
Iranian audience of the violence, terror, and treason they cau-
sed. As long as the groundwork of this organization is cult-
like behavior, the only solution for them is to submit to fo-
reigners in order to stab its own people in the back. Any 
country that supports this organization defames itself among 
the Iranian people and remains infamous for defending vio-
lence and betrayal. 

Leaders who are deceived into supporting the MEK are only 
making the wall of mistrust between the nations taller and are 

bringing back to life 
the bitter memories 
of anti-Iranian poli-
cies, such as 1953 
coup. 

Mojahedin-e Khalq 
are outcasts of the 
Iranian people; even 
before being the 
outcast of the go-
vernment. To invigorate the ominous name of the MEK is 
only the wish of sinister enemies of democracy and rule of 
the people in Iran. Seekers of violence whether by MEK’s 
side or against them would be happy to see them empowered 
since violence creates violence. 

 

The presence of this terrorist group in any part of the world 

could become an excuse for those in power in Iran to have 
unlawful confrontations with critics and protesters. They 
[those in power] would be the only group welcoming the 
official presence, even if they pretend to be their enemies. 

 

Mojahedin-e Khalq is the symbol of violence, animosity, 
submission, and reliance on foreign powers. Thus, the orga-
nization is illegal and is the reminder of the most bitter of 
betrayals. Today, Iranian people who have become the 
example for nonviolent resistance, anti-dictatorship and inde-
pendence for other countries, do not accept “violence and 
submission” and do not look kindly on the support of any 
government that relies on violence and submission. 

 

In supporting the great Green Movement, we continue to 
consider Mojahedin-e Khalq hypocrites who “with betrayals 
and crimes committed are considered dead.” And we repeat 
Mir Hossein Mousavi’s warning by saying “No nation 
should bring them back to life for the sake of rewards and if 
they do so, they will remain infamous in the memory of the 
Iranian people 

 

 

Mojahedin-e Khalq is the symbol of “violence and terror” in Iran and the slightest mention of this 
word [MEK] and the remembrance of this organization is needed to remind the Iranian audience 
of the violence, terror, and treason they caused. As long as the groundwork of this organization is 
cult-like behavior, the only solution for them is to submit to foreigners in order to stab its own 
people in the back. Any country that supports this organization defames itself among the Iranian 
people and remains infamous for defending violence and betrayal. 
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6. After the fall of the Saddam Hussein, the Iraq dictator, the 
PMOI leaders have not allowed the families of their stranded 
members to visit them and right now there are many families 
behind the closed gates of Ashraf garrison who have been 
waiting for more than a year to visit their loved ones but so 
far the leaders of PMOI have not allowed them. 

As you are well informed that since the beginning of the April 
2011 there were bloody clashes between the PMOI stranded 
members and your military forces which had begot many 
casualties , more than 10 people were killed and hundreds 
were wounded, but these clashes are not the first one and will 
not be the last one either. 

The leadership of PMOI without having any military achieve-
ment send his stranded members to fight against your military 
force to be killed or injured just to take advantage of their 
blood for his political objectives and for conservation of his 
cultic entity and position, but everybody knows that PMOI 

has remained in your country as unwelcome guests and as 
collaborator and partner of Saddam Hussein in his bloody 
crimes against humanity. 

The leadership of PMOI does not want to leave your soil 
without bloodshed and clashes. They do not want to pay the 
price of being responsive to their bloody cooperation with 
Iraq dictator during eight years war between Iran and Iraq and 
their recent unjust clashes with the Iraqi forces which resulted 
to the death of many stranded members of PMOI, so the lead-
ership of PMOI is looking for more bloody clashes and vio-
lence to hide the realities mentioned above and annihilate 
more of its dissidents in the future clashes. The clash between 
the stranded members and the Iraqi military forces is the only 
solution which the leadership of PMOI is thinking about to 
get rid of its dissidents. 

 

You are maybe familiar with some of the PMOI inhumane 
and anti-human rights activities which 

exist like cultic 
rules and regula-
tions in their 
internal relations 
and as a result of 
this fact, cultic 
rules and regula-
tions, the cults 
for conserving 
their cultic entity are ready to sacrifice their members and 
they are capable of doing any violent and vicious activity 
for their survival. 

In your recent interview with the news network, Al alam , 
you mentioned that some of the western countries have 
supported this organization financially consequently you 
want to make a complaint against those countries. Your 
decision is very great and admirable and I believe the 

main criminal in this issue is United States of America 
because of its support of this terrorist organization on 
Iraq soil without consideration of the will of Iraqi people 
and their honorable and popular government. 

I, the former member of this organization, am fully 
pleased of your decision regarding the expulsion of this 
terrorist organization from your country till end of this 
year, but I am urging you, regarding to accomplish the 
expulsion mandate of PMOI, do not allow any clashes to 
occur between your military forces and PMOI stranded 
members because PMOI leadership is looking for such 
bloody clashes to survive. I am urging you to solve this 
problem as peaceful as possible and the peaceful solution 
results in freedom of the stranded members and will 
make their families very happy. 

 

Respectfully 

Ali Jahani, Iran Pen, Germany 
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of Representatives and the Dutch parlia-
ment." 

Zebari addressed "the developments and 
changes taking place in the Arab region, 
and that what Iraq has accomplished in its 
changes towards democracy has now be-
come one of the most important demands 
of the peoples of the region who seek re-
form and change." 

It is noteworthy that the presence of an 
Iranian opposition group in Iraqi territory 
is in contradiction to the terms of the Iraqi 
constitution and most political communi-
ties, but that some in the United Nations 
and the European Union and U.S. forces 
are demanding the survival of the organi-
zation and provide support and stability to 
it. 

"After clashes earlier between Iraqi secu-
rity forces and members of the Mojahedin-
e Khalq (aka PMOI) led to the injury of a 
number of employees of the Iraqi security 
forces, the Iraqi government decided to 
close the camp by the end of this year and 
called on the Iranian government to issue 
amnesty for the members of this organiza-
tion. " 

“Referred to as the ‘Camp Ashraf fighters 
of the Mojahedin-e Khalq on Iraqi soil’, it 
is well known that this organization is 
classified as a terrorist organization and 
that it is prohibited to have dealings with 
it.” 
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Thursday, 8 September 2011 

During a meeting of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations in the Dutch parlia-
ment, Foreign Minister Hoshyar Zebari 
iterated Iraq's decision to end the crucial 
file [Camp Ashraf] by the end of the 
year. 

A copy of the Foreign Ministry state-
ment received by AllIraqNews on 
Thursday said, "Zebari met yesterday at 
the headquarters of the Dutch Parliament 
Foreign Relations Committee in which 
meeting the developments of the internal 
situation and the continuous improve-
ment of the security situation in Iraq 
were reviewed." 

"Interactive dialogue also took place to 
assess the level of bilateral relations and 
areas of cooperation between the two 
countries based on political and diplo-
matic relations developed between 
them," noting that "the need to promote 
this cooperation to the level of the his-
torical relations between the two coun-
tries on the one hand and to the position 
of the Netherlands’ outstanding support 
of the process of Iraq's political and de-
mocratic transformation that took place 
on the other was stressed. 

The statement continued, "There was a 
focus on the importance of this coopera-
tion to expand the area of investment in 
energy to other issues of economics, 
trade and in particular management of 
water resources, as well as the impor-
tance of working for the creation of bet-
ter relations between the Iraqi Council 
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I, Ali Jahani, am the former 
member of PMOI 

 

Respectfully, I, Ali Jahani, am 
the former member of PMOI 
(MKO, Mujahedin Khalgh). 
During twenty years of my close 
activity in this organization, I 
had been witnessing many terri-

fying and horrible experiences of 
breach of the human rights and awful crimes which probably 
are unbelievable for some people. 

I ,after 2 decades of active cooperation with this organization 
which its preliminary objectives were 180 degree different 
than its final objectives ,fortunately could rescue myself from 
PMOI after the fall of the Saddam Hussein , the dictator of 
Iraq, in 2004 and after spending 4 years in the American 
camp , TIPF, which was located near the PMOI main garri-
son , Ashraf, I could find my way to Turkey and from Turkey 
I could come to Germany and in Germany beside my life I 
have been trying my best to reveal and disclose the PMOI 
inhumane and un political activities by my enlightening ac-
tivities and my awareness disclosure . Now I would like to 
share with you some of my experiences which I had seen 
closely during my membership in PMOI. 

 

1. Espionage, political and military cooperation with the gov-
ernment of Saddam Hussein and PMOI participation in kill-
ing of Kurds and suppression of the Shiites in southern part 
of Iraq. 

2. Compulsory separation of the children from their biologi-
cal parents inside PMOI relations and imposing and forcing 
the married people to get divorced from each other. 

 

3. Any connection with the family is forbidden and the PMOI 
leaders force their members to kill any kind of sentiment and 
feeling with their beloved ones and in stead the members 
should worship Massoud and Maryam Rajavi. 

 

4. Building prisons in their internal relations and torture the 
dissidents inside those prisons just because they were against 
the PMOI inhumane policies inside the PMOI relations. 

5. The strong censorship inside the PMOI relations about 
“News” and forbidding having any personal radio and the only 
News source was the PMOI news network. 
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