
1 
 

 

 
 

 

Number 76 

January 2014 

 

 

 

 

1. Iran dissidents ‘killed in Iraq missile attack’ 

2. Notes on the Mujahadeen-e-Khalq (MEK) and Americans in Paris 

3. Iraq says no success tracing killers of Iranian dissidents  

4. U.S. to move 3000 MKO terrorists to Romania 

5. Mojahedin Khalq spending spree suffers backlash in Washington   

6. Derailing diplomacy: MEK weighs in on Iran nuke talks & Tom Ridge interview 

7. MEK Purchases 27 US Senate Votes for War With Iran 

8. Iran dissidents ‘killed in Iraq missile attack’ 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



2 
 

 
 

 
 

Brief No.76                                WWW.nejatngo.org/en/                                  January 2014 

 

Iran dissidents ‘killed in Iraq missile attack’ 

 

BBC, December 27 2013  

A rocket attack has killed three members of an Iranian opposition group in Iraq, the group 

and its parent organisation say. 

They say a number of people from the Mujahideen-e-Khalq (MEK) group were injured at 

Camp Liberty in Baghdad. 

Baghdad has in the past repeatedly denied attacking the group. 

MEK members fought with Iraq against Iran in the 1980s, but have since fallen out with the 

current Iraqi government. 

In an emailed message, the Paris-based National Council of Resistance of Iran (NCRI), 

the MEK’s parent group, said dozens of missiles hit the camp on Thursday evening. 

It said two residents were killed and a third later died in hospital of his wounds. 

The camp is located in a former US military base, near Baghdad’s airport. 

The Iraqi authorities have made no public comments on the report. However, one security 

official was quoted by the Associated Press as saying four rockets hit the camp, injuring 

two people. 

In September, the MEK accused Iraqi forces of attacking Camp Ashraf north-east of 

Baghdad and killing 52 of the group’s members. 

In recent years, Baghdad has been trying to dismantle MEK camps and eject the group. 

Iran considers the MEK a terrorist group. 

The group was removed from the US state department’s list of terrorist organisations last 

year. 

  

 

 



3 
 

Iraq says no success tracing killers of Iranian dissidents 

 

Suadad al-Salhy, Reuters, November 26 2013  

Iraq is hunting militants, still unidentified, who led a deadly attack on an Iranian dissident 

camp near Baghdad and dismisses suggestions its own security forces were behind the 

violence, a senior government official said. 

More than 50 people were killed at the dissident Mujahadin-e-Khalq (MEK) group’s Camp 

Ashraf in September in an attack the United Nations described as “an atrocious crime” and 

which drew condemnation from the United States and Britain. Assailants took time to 

conduct execution-style killings and plant bombs. 

MEK, which the U.S. State Department removed from its list of terrorist organisations last 

year, wants Iran’s clerical leaders overthrown and fought on former Iraqi dictator Saddam 

Hussein’s side during the Iran-Iraq war in 1980s. 

The group, which has accused Iraqi security forces of being behind the attack, is no longer 

welcome in Iraq under the Shi’ite Muslim-led government that came to power after U.S.-led 

forces toppled Saddam in 2003. 

“The main thing that the investigations have revealed so far is that the Iraqi security forces 

were not involved in that attack and an unknown militant group was behind it,” said Haider 

al-Akaili, who is part of a government committee overseeing the investigation, which was 

demanded by the U.N. 

Iraqi authorities have repeatedly denied involvement in the attack, in which camp residents 

also went missing. MEK says they were taken hostage by Iraqi forces and were flown to 

Amara province to be extradited to Iran. 

Akaili, who is an official in Iraq’s Ministry of Human Rights, denied this: “Pictures of the 

alleged missing persons have been circulated to airports and checkpoints and we have not 

received any news about any of them,” he told Reuters. 

The committee is headed by Iraq’s national security chief and includes representatives 

from government ministries and the intelligence service as well as the U.N. 

Akaili added that 53 people had been killed, not 52 as originally reported by the U.N. which 

said its representatives had seen corpses with gunshot wounds and some with their hands 

tied. The additional victim had not been reported until now because his face had been 

burnt and he had not been previously identifiable as a camp member, Akaili said. 

The last residents moved out of the camp to a new base in September. The camp had 

housed around 100 MEK members at the time of the attack. 
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Iraqi authorities have issued 148 arrest warrants for MEK members for crimes against 

Iraqis since 1991 but none have been arrested, according to officials. 

The group which attacked the camp appeared to have had ample time to execute the 

victims as well as plant bombs in cars and buildings which it detonated remotely, Akaili 

said. 

“The operation was elaborate, complicated and big,” he said, adding that MEK members 

who had seen the attack had shown a “serious lack” of cooperation with investigating 

authorities. 

He raised the possibility that there had been a dispute within the camp and some of the 

attackers had come from inside it. Another scenario was that the seven missing people 

were behind the assault, he said. 

MEK numbered 4,174 members in Iraq up to 2003. The U.N. has resettled some 1,000 

while 1,600 have declined to meet with officials, Akaili said. The rest are being resettled. 

(Editing by Sylvia Westall; editing by Ralph Boulton) 

 

 

U.S. to move 3000 MKO terrorists to Romania 

 

Delyan Martov, Sofia, December 25 2013 

As it became known from the Romanian Foreign Ministry employees dialogue in a social 

network “WordPress”  http://danamarca70.wordpress.com/2013/12/18/48875763/ 

Currently the U.S. and the Romanian government are negotiating the deployment about 3 

thousand representatives of the terrorist organization “Mojahedin-e Khalq” (MEK) on the 

territory of Romania. It is assumed that in the case of the Romanian leadership consent 

members of the group will be compactly settled near the city of Craiova. 

According to Ioana Raiciu and Dana Marca, the Romanian Foreign Ministry employees the 

U.S. State Secretary and the Romanian Foreign Minister discussed the issue of militants 

migration during the meeting in Brussels in early December. John Kerry’s adviser 

Jonathan Weiner who deals with the problem of MEK migration is to arrive in Romania 

with the same purpose. 

I turned to the Romanian Foreign Ministry press service for confirmation of these data by 

phone using the telephone numbers listed on the ministry’s website, but they refused to 

give any comments, saying this is a too sensitive issue. 

Indeed, the disclosure of the information about moving about 3 thousand terrorists to the 

country is sure to cause a violent public backlash against the government. At the same 
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time, the information leak to the Internet possibly means that Romanian authorities are 

trying to test the waters before making official statements. 

So what sort of an organization the “Mujahedin-e Khalq” is? 

“Mojahedin-e Khalq” is an Iranian Islamist terrorist organization in exile, which advocates 

the overthrow of the Islamic Republic of Iran. Since its inception in the mid 60s, this group 

has made numerous assassination attempts on the Iranian leadership, murdered the U.S. 

military personnel and civilians, supported the seizure of the U.S. Embassy in Tehran in 

1979 calling for the execution of embassy staff. 

In 1981 MEK members killed 70 Iranian officials including the prime minister, the president 

and the head of the judiciary. A decade later, they organized a coordinated attack on the 

Iranian embassies in 13 countries. During the Iran-Iraq War, 1980-88, the group fought 

against Iran on the side of Saddam Hussein. In total the organization killed more than 50 

thousand people in different countries. 

In 1997, the U.S. State Department put the MEK into a list of terrorist organizations. And in 

2002, the European Union did the same, but in 2009 the EU crossed it out of the list. And 

in 2012, the United States followed the example. At the same time, the organization is still 

considered a terrorist one in Iran and Iraq. 

One can hardly say that the MEK has completely abandoned the ideas of terror. According 

to the American TV channel NBC and other media reports, the MEK played its role in the 

assassination of Iranian nuclear scientists. According to other data, the organization was 

also involved in the murder of Mojtaba Ahmadi, the IRGC cybersecurity service 

commander, as well as in a serious accident at the factory for the production of heavy 

water in Arak in autumn 2013. 

According to the American TV channel CNN, a terrorist organization has a strict military 

structure. The MEK headquarters is based in the so-called Ashraf “refugee camp” in Iraq 

(link to video of CNN: http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=wSm24lSrvNA). 

You can see a straight column in blue and white uniform marching on a spacious area 

framed by the lion sculptures. According to Michael Ware, the author of the video, back in 

2007 Camp Ashraf numbered about 4,000 fighters and was one of the best military bases 

in Iraq. The MEK has more than 2,000 tanks, artillery, armored personnel carriers and air 

defense means. The territory is a small town with shopping malls and hospitals, blooming 

gardens, monuments and fountains, which is totally unexpected in war-torn Iraq. 

Moreover the Iranian Mujahideen are considered to be involved in undermining the bus 

with Israeli tourists in the Bulgarian resort of Burgas in summer 2012. The Bulgarian secret 
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services allegedly accused Lebanese Hezbollah but the group rejects all charges despite 

the fact that it took the responsibility for many terrorist attacks previously. 

The terms of an agreement are still unknown. However, the U.S. is likely to use all 

available means and methods of pressure and persuasion to make Traian Basescu take 

the right decision. It is obvious that the United States doesn’t really care about the 

interests of Romania and its people as well as the security in the Balkans. 

 

 

Mojahedin Khalq spending spree suffers backlash in Washington 

 

Austin Wright, Politico, November 14 2013  

Lindsey Graham returns donation to Iranian exile group 

Masood Abooali contributed $2,600 in August to Sen. Lindsey Graham’s reelection 

campaign. The next month, the Iranian-American received a refund, along with a terse 

explanation: The campaign was “uncomfortable” with some of his associations and had 

rejected his contribution. 

Abooali, a 56-year-old engineer who lives in Northern Virginia, left Iran 30 years ago and is 

now a U.S. citizen. He said in an interview he’s a former political prisoner — detained 

three times for a total of two years — of the regime in Iran that came to power in its 1979 

revolution. 

He’s also a supporter — but, he emphasized, not a member — of the Mujahedeen-e-

Khalq, known as the MEK, a leftist group of Iranian exiles pushing for the overthrow of the 

regime. 

Last year, the State Department removed the MEK from its list of designated terrorist 

organizations after a number of defense heavyweights spoke out on the group’s behalf, 

including former Homeland Security Secretary Tom Ridge and Frances Townsend, who 

was a homeland security adviser to President George W. Bush. 

For his part, Abooali said his “past is clear of any violence or any activity against the 

United States, which I am proudly a citizen of.” 

“I’m a hardworking family man concerned for my family that I left behind, concerned for my 

mother who I haven’t seen in 30 years,” he said, explaining that he contributed to 

Graham’s reelection campaign because of the South Carolina Republican’s hard-line 

stance on sanctions against the Iranian government and his denunciation of its human 

rights abuses. 

“To me,” Abooali added, “the politics of appeasement is hurting us.” 
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Graham is very much a hard-liner on the issue. The outspoken member of the Senate 

Armed Services Committee, who faces several conservative primary challengers back 

home, is pressing for stepped-up sanctions against the Islamic Republic even as the 

Obama administration works to clinch a deal to curb the country’s nuclear program. 

Graham’s push for tougher sanctions — an issue that could become a sticking point this 

week with the Senate expected to take up its annual defense authorization bill — has won 

him the backing of a number of supporters of the MEK. 

His roster of donors last quarter includes two names that match those listed as having 

signed a 2011 letter urging then-Secretary of State Hillary Clinton to overturn the group’s 

terrorist designation. Others match the names of those listed as having commented in 

support of the group in online forums or signed pro-MEK petitions. 

Each of the contributions was refunded. 

“During routine due diligence by campaign staff, it was discovered that a few donors had 

associations the campaign was uncomfortable with,” said campaign spokesman Tate 

Zeigler, who declined to provide further details. 

“In an abundance of caution,” he said, “the contributions were refunded.” 

Last quarter, the Graham campaign sent refunds to 24 donors totaling $44,825 according 

to its latest filings with the Federal Election Commission. But not all of the refunds were 

because of the contributors’ associations, Zeigler said. A “significant number” were 

because the donors “had exceeded their federal limit.” 

In all, Graham’s campaign hauled in $1.2 million in the past quarter and has raised $6.2 

million this election cycle. His recent donors include the political action committees for a 

number of top defense contractors — Raytheon, General Atomics and BAE Systems, 

among others — along with a personal contribution from former President Bush. 

Abooali said he had no hard feelings over his rejected contribution, noting that Graham 

never asked for his support. He also said he would donate again to “any politician who 

takes sides with the Iranian people” and works to strengthen sanctions against the regime. 

Earlier this year, Abooali contributed to two other Iran hawks, giving $2,600 to Sen. Robert 

Menendez (D-N.J.), chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, and $1,000 to 

Rep. Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (R-Fla.), a senior member of the House Foreign Affairs 

Committee. 

Neither campaign reported sending Abooali a refund, nor did either respond to questions 

about whether they have concerns about accepting donations from a supporter of the 

MEK. 
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The State Department revoked the group’s designation as a foreign terrorist organization 

in September 2012, saying its decision was based on three factors: The MEK had 

renounced violence, its members hadn’t committed any “confirmed acts of terrorism” in 

more than a decade and it had cooperated in “the peaceful closure of Camp Ashraf,” a 

refugee camp in Iraq where thousands of members of the MEK had lived in exile since the 

1980s. 

“The department does not overlook or forget the MEK’s past acts of terrorism, including its 

involvement in the killing of U.S. citizens in Iran in the 1970s and an attack on U.S. soil in 

1992,” a senior State Department official said last year, speaking to reporters on 

background. 

The decision came after a lobbying blitz — complete with television ads, speaking gigs 

and columns in a number of major newspapers — urging Clinton to overturn the terrorist 

designation, which dated to 1997. 

Last year, for example, Ridge co-wrote a pro-MEK op-ed with retired Joint Chiefs of Staff 

Chairman Gen. Hugh Shelton and former Democratic Rep. Patrick Kennedy of Rhode 

Island. 

“The regime in Tehran views MEK as an existential threat because MEK strives to replace 

the unelected, clerical regime with a liberal democracy that champions a non-nuclear 

Iranian future, equal rights for women and minorities, and a free press,” they wrote in the 

op-ed, published online by Fox News. 

“But,” they continued, “the major opposition to the mullahs is being prevented from 

realizing these dreams of freedom for the Iranian people because both Iran and the U.S. 

designate them as a terrorist organization.”  

 

 

Derailing diplomacy: MEK weighs in on Iran nuke talks & Tom Ridge interview 

 

Sean Nevins, VOR, November 26 2013  

WASHINGTON (VOR) – Last week while the outlines of a historic interim deal were being 

hashed out between the P5+1 nations and Iran, a last ditch effort to derail diplomacy and 

garner support for regime change in the Islamic Republic took place on Capitol Hill 

organized by the People’s Mujahedin of Iran, also known as the the MEK. VOR’s Sean 

Nevins writes about the event, as well as his one-on-one interview with former Secretary of 

Homeland Security, Tom Ridge, and a discussion with the MEK’s political arm. 
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The MEK, which according to U.S. Department of State, has been involved in the 

assassinations of American citizens and committed abuse against its own members, held 

a congressional briefing about a group of MEK members that were kidnapped following an 

attack on their compound in Iraq on September 1st of this year. 

Prominent US officials, such as John Bolton (Fmr. US Ambassador to the United Nations), 

Tom Ridge and Brad Sherman (D-CA), attended and spoke on behalf of the MEK. 

However, rather than focusing on the legitimately tragic events that took place against the 

MEK and its compound in Iraq, speakers zeroed in on the Iranian nuclear deal and its 

potential problems while also supporting regime change in the country. 

Sheila Jackson Lee, a Democrat from Texas’s 18th District, said, “I want to see Iran 

disarmed, totally disarmed” while Randy Weber, a Republican also from Texas, said, “We 

need regime change. That’s pure and simple.” 

None of the speakers over the two-hour time span supported diplomatic efforts taking 

place in Geneva. 

A one-on-one with Tom Ridge (Fmr. Secretary of Homeland Security) 

Following the briefing, Voice of Russia, intercepted Tom Ridge and asked him about his 

support for the MEK, an organization that has killed American citizens in the past. He 

denied the veracity of the claims, calling them “allegations,” and said that, if true, “the 

people at Liberty and Ashraf [the camps in Iraq] weren’t involved in those… assassinations 

back then”. This answer is despite the that fact that the State Department, Human Rights 

Watch, and the Rand Corporation say that the MEK was involved with those killings. 

Additionally, Voice of Russia asked the former Secretary about allegations by the same 

aforementioned organizations that the MEK has abused its own members in the Iraqi 

camps. Again, the Secretary challenged the veracity of the claims. He said, “I think the 

Rand report, I’m not sure about the Human Rights [Watch report], has been discredited for 

many, many years.” This answer also came despite the fact that the State Department has 

said, “the Department does not overlook or forget the MEK’s past acts of terrorism, 

including its involvement in the killing of U.S. citizens in Iran in the 1970s and an attack on 

U.S. soil in 1992. The Department also has serious concerns about the MEK as an 

organization, particularly with regard to allegations of abuse committed against its own 

members.” 

With regards to the talks going on in Geneva at the time, Ridge told Voice of Russia, “I 

think a bad deal is worse than no deal.” During his presentation, he also emphasized that 

he did not support negotiations. 

My own encounter with the MEK 
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Following my discussion with Tom Ridge, two people named Ali Safavi and Ben Borhani, 

from the National Council of Resistance of Iran (NCRI), which is a political arm of the MEK, 

approached me to inquire about my questioning of the Secretary. They claimed that my 

concerns were part of a massive propaganda campaign targeted against the MEK by the 

Iranian regime. 

I invited Mr. Safavi to come into the Voice of Russia studio on another date to voice his 

organization’s views, and so I could moderate a debate between himself and, if possible, a 

member of the National Iranian American Council (NIAC). I have no idea if a member of 

NIAC would agree to such a debate but will not have to find out as Mr. Safavi declined the 

request. He then alleged that Trita Parsi, the president of NIAC, is “acting as a lobby for 

the [Iranian] regime”, which is laughable as NIAC is stalwart in their criticisms of human 

rights violations by the Ayatollah and other government officials in Iran. For example, NIAC 

frequently criticizes the Iranian government’s treatment of Bahais, who are not allowed to 

attend university in Iran, and are frequently murdered and imprisoned for their beliefs. 

However, Mr. Safavi did invite VOR into the NCRI offices to further discuss his 

organization and its plans, which we will do in the near future. 

The 2009 Rand report on the MEK says they are “skilled manipulators of public opinion”. It 

says that the group has a “long history of deception”. Included in the report is an account 

of how the MEK has lied to the US government in the past in order to achieve favorable 

status as detainees at Camp Ashraf in Iraq. 

 

 

MEK Purchases 27 US Senate Votes for War With Iran 

 

Jim White, emptywheel.net, December 20, 2013 

On Tuesday, I posited that the threat of new sanctions kicking in if a final agreement on 

nuclear technology is not reached could serve as a strong incentive for Iran to bargain in 

good faith with the P5+1 group of nations. But then, on Thursday, an actual sanctions bill 

was introduced. Ali Gharib took the time to read it (he got an advance copy and posted 

about it Wednesday) and what he found is profoundly disturbing (emphasis added): 

The legislation would broaden the scope of the sanctions already imposed against Iran, 

expanding the restrictions on Iran’s energy sector to include all aspects of its petroleum 

trade and putting in place measures targeting Iran’s shipping and mining sectors. The bill 

allows Obama to waive the new sanctions during the current talks by certifying every 30 

days that Iran is complying with the Geneva deal and negotiating in good faith on a final 
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agreement, as well as meeting other conditions such as not sponsoring or carrying out 

acts of terrorism against U.S. targets. 

In accordance with goals laid out frequently by hard-liners in Congress and the influential 

lobbying group the American Israel Public Affairs Committee, the bill sets tough conditions 

for a final deal, should one be reached with Iranian negotiators. Among those conditions is 

a provision that only allows Obama to waive new sanctions, even after a final deal has 

been struck, if that deal bars Iran from enriching any new uranium whatsoever. The bill 

states Obama may not waive sanctions unless the United States and its allies “reached a 

final and verifiable agreement or arrangement with Iran that will … dismantle Iran’s illicit 

nuclear infrastructure, including enrichment and reprocessing capabilities and facilities.” 

(Congress could also block Obama’s waivers by passing a “joint resolution of disapproval” 

against a final deal.) 

Although Gharib ascribes the war mongering aspects of this bill to positions advocated by 

AIPAC, the work (and funding money) of MEK, which advocates for (in my opinion, violent) 

regime change in Iran, seems to be just as likely, if not more likely, to be behind this 

hideous piece of legislation. The chief architect of the bill is Robert Menendez (D-NJ). He 

lists his cosponsors (Menendez’s original release claimed 26 cosponsors and the news 

stories linked below also cite 26, but Corey Booker was added to the list this morning while 

this post was being written. The press release was changed to add Booker to the list 

without changing the 26 to 27. The press release at the old URL was wiped out so that an 

empty page is returned. The date of December 19 for the release was also retained.): 

The legislation was co-sponsored by twenty-six senators [sic], including: Senators 

Menendez, Kirk, Schumer, Graham, Cardin, McCain, Casey, Rubio, Coons, Cornyn, 

Blumenthal, Ayotte, Begich, Corker, Pryor, Collins, Landrieu, Moran, Gillibrand, Roberts, 

Warner, Johanns, Hagan, Cruz, Donnelly, Blunt and Booker. 

Perhaps the only encouraging aspect of this long list of bipartisan backers of war is that 

back in June of 2012 this group got 44 signatures on a Senate letter calling for all 

negotiations with Iran to cease unless three conditions were met: 

The senators wrote that the “absolute minimum” Iran must do immediately to justify further 

talks is to shut down the Fordo uranium enrichment facility near Qom, freeze all uranium 

enrichment above 5 percent, and ship all uranium enriched above 5 percent out of the 

country. 

Note that the current agreement does stop enrichment above 5%. It also calls for half of 

the 20% uranium to be diluted back down to 5% while the other half is converted to a 

chemical form for fuel that can’t easily be further enriched. Qom is not shut down, but the 
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agreement does spell out specific numbers of centrifuges that can be used at the two 

enrichment sites. 

But consider this for a moment. Most of what these war mongers were lobbying for last 

year actually appears in the interim agreement, and so they have been forced to move the 

goalposts in order to reach a point that they think won’t be part of the final agreement. 

What they want is a war to change the regime in Iran, not a diplomatic solution that 

prevents nuclear weapons being developed by Iran. 

It became obvious during the final discussions that led to this interim agreement that Iran 

insists on its right to low level enrichment to produce fuel for nuclear power plants. Since 

that is seen as a deal-breaker for Iran, it is precisely what the MEK now sets as the 

determinant of whether sanctions that will certainly lead to war are enacted. 

The intellectual dishonesty surrounding this move by MEK shills in the Senate is stunning. 

They claim, as stated in Menendez’s press release that their goal is “the complete and 

verifiable termination of Iran’s illicit nuclear weapons program”. Low level enrichment is not 

part of a weapons program and yet this group insists that Iran also must abandon low level 

enrichment along with any aspects of a weapons program. 

Even more disturbing is that stories today by both the New York Times and CNN mention 

the introduction of the bill but don’t get around to explaining that the bill calls for the 

extreme sanctions if all enrichment is not abandoned and that that condition is almost 

certainly a deal-breaker for Iran. 

There is at least some push-back within the Senate. A letter signed by ten Democratic 

committee heads has been sent to Harry Reid strongly advocating against bringing the bill 

up for a vote. Sadly, the letter fails to point out the manner in which Menendez’s bill 

undercuts the ongoing negotiations by setting terms that almost certainly are not going to 

be a part of any final agreement with Iran. There also is an op-ed (in Politico!) by Carl 

Levin and Barbara Boxer lobbying against the bill. Significantly, Levin was one of the 44 

signatories on the June, 2012 letter but now seems to have come around to favoring 

diplomacy over war. Failing all this, the White House has promised to veto any bills calling 

for new sanctions since they clearly violate the interim P5+1 agreement. 

 

 

Notes on the Mujahadeen-e-Khalq (MEK) and Americans in Paris 

 

Christopher Dickey, The Shadowland Journal, December 09 2013  
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On Saturday, 7 December 2013, in an auditorium at the Bourse in Paris, France, Maryam 

Rajavi and the Mujahadeen-e-Khalq (MEK) held a meeting with several notable supporters 

including former New York Mayor and Republican Presidential Candidate Rudy Giuliani, 

former Vermont Governor and Democratic Presidential Candidate Howard Dean, former 

attorney general in the George W. Bush administration Michael Mucasey, and South 

African Archbishop Desmond Tutu’s daughter Naomi Nontombi Tutu. Over the years, 

despite it cult-like practices and even when it was formally labeled a terrorist organization, 

the organization managed to acquire quite a list of high-profile ex-dignitaries in the United 

States. 

I went to cover the event because I think the group may wind up playing a role of one sort 

and another helping to undermine American and European efforts to reach an agreement 

with Iran to forestall and foreclose its nuclear weapons capability. 

There are several ways the MEK might do this. 

It was listed by the U.S. State Department as a terrorist organization until last year for 

reasons outlined in this Council on Foreign Relations Backgrounder. Despite official 

denials, it may yet try to use violence inside Iran to undermine the talks, knowing full well 

that any terrorist incidents will serve the hardliners in the regime and “exacerbate the 

contradictions,” as leftist revolutionaries used to say. When Iranian scientists have been 

killed, suspicion often has fallen on the MEK, the Israelis, or both. 

The MEK claims to have extensive intelligence resources on the ground in Iran and claims 

credit for the important revelation in 2002 of the regime’s secret nuclear program, although 

there has been extensive speculation that the actual intelligence was supplied to the MEK 

by the Israelis. Its ability to float information — or disinformation — about the regime’s 

activities could complicate debate inside the United States. 

To the extent the MEK claims credit for adding to the pressure on the Iranian government 

to negotiate it strengthens the hand of those inside Iran who want to discredit the 

negotiators. 

But its greatest disruptive ability at the moment may well be connected to the way the 

Iranian-backed government of Iraq has treated MEK members in various camps there. On 

September 1 this year, 52 of them were killed, allegedly by special forces from the Iraqi 

Ministry of Interior, and seven (six of them women) are alleged to have been taken 

hostage. 

Why the Iraqi government would do this, even with prodding from the Iranians, is 

something of a mystery. One obvious possibility would be revenge: the MEK sided with the 

mullahs to overthrow the shah, then attempted, and failed, to take over the revolution; it 
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subsequently blew up scores of top Iranian religious leaders, and after Saddam Hussein 

invaded Iran it sided with his forces. More than 20 years later, when the United States led 

the invasion of Iraq to overthrow Saddam, the MEK still supported him. But U.S. forces 

decided its members might be used in some way as a card in future negotiations with Iran 

and the more than 3,000 MEK members in Iraq were put in a camp, disarmed, and began 

an existence in legal, political and diplomatic limbo. As the United States withdrew from 

Iraq in 2011, fears mounted that the government of Prime Minister Maliki would simply ship 

the Iranian MEK members across the border to face the tender mercies of the government 

in Tehran. 

That did not happen. Instead their camp at Ashraf was closed after a violent incursion by 

Iraqi forces and they were sent to Camp Liberty on the outskirts of Baghdad (although they 

are still referred to by the MEK as “Ashrafis,” which is why in my tweets there were some 

references to killings at Camp Ashraf that were in fact at Camp Liberty). 

The United States and the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees assured the 

Ashrafis that they would be resettled in other countries, but that process has been very 

slow and one of the few countries willing to accept them even temporarily for medical care 

has been Albania. The camp came under repeated mortar attacks, and then came the 

September 1 killings and abductions. 

Giuliani, Dean and others who worked to get the MEK “delisted” from the State 

Department’s catalogue of foreign terrorist organizations were involved to some extent in 

the assurances given the MEK that they would be protected at Camp Liberty and relocated 

in a timely fashion. 

Giuliani argued yesterday that the issue of the Ashrafis and the nuclear negotiations 

should be linked, something the Obama administration is very unlikely to do. Dean claimed 

that failure to protect the Ashrafis dishonored the United States of America. 

Following are my live tweets from the meeting: 

http://christopherdickey.blogspot.co.uk/2013/12/the-mujahadeen-e-khalq-mek-

and.html?spref=fb 

Award-winning author Christopher Dickey is the Paris Bureau Chief  and Middle East 

Regional Editor for The Daily Beast. Chris’s nonfiction books include “Securing the City,” a 

New York Times Book Review notable book in 2009; “Summer of  Deliverance,” his 

memoir about his father, poet and novelist James  Dickey; “Expats,” about Westerners in 

the modern Arab and Muslim world;  and “With the Contras,” a first-hand account of 

combat in Central  American wars. He is also the author of two acclaimed thrillers:  

“Innocent Blood” and “The Sleeper.” Before moving to Newsweek, Chris worked for The 
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Washington Post as Cairo Bureau Chief and Mexico City  Bureau Chief. Chris’s columns 

about counter-terrorism, espionage and the Middle East appear on The Daily Beast. Links 

to most recent columns and articles are posted on The Shadowland Journal, and also on 

the archive at ChristopherDickey.com. 

 

 

 

 


