A Discredited Report

The US. Siate Depatment fraly  submited is longawaied  report
on the Peope's Moghedin Organzation  of Iran to the House Foreign
Affairs  Committee on Fiday aftemoon,  October 28. Made public by
the Foreign Affars  Commitee on Monday, October 31, the document
wasaccompaniedbyaletterromMs.Wendy Sherman, Assistant
Secelary o Sae for  Legshive Afiars.
Unfortunately, thereportwasalengthyreiterationofold
allegations against the lranan Resistance, and had nohing newto
offer. TheState Departmentmadethesameaccusationsduringthe
langate afar n 1985 as pat of agoodvl gesure 1o the Khomeni
regime t free American hostages in Lebanon. Amost a decade later,
the Department has basicaly  added new paragraphs to an od report
against the Mojahedin. *
Thereportischaracterizedbyinnumerablediscrepancies,
falsiications, and dstortions o dnpe, uambguoss fads, pest ad
presert, as wel as by alack of newsources and selecive  use of od
ones. Theoverallimpressionisoneofunprofessionalism. The
Departmentclaimsmanygovemmentagenciesparticipated,butthe
finishedproductisquestionableasafreshmantermpaper,much
lessa State Departmentreview. The Departmentsof Defense
(includingthe Defenselnteligence Agencyandthefourmilitary
services),Justice, Treasury,and Transportation;theNational
Inteligence Councl;,  Natonal Secuity Agency and te CIA are among
thosenamed. The Departmentalsoclaimstohaveconsultedawide
range o lanan opposion goups and anan  expatiates, induding
Mojahedinsympathizers,tohaveobtainedtheviewsofprominent
Ametican  academic  spedalists onlan, and b have cotaced exparts
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innon-govemmentalorganizationsandthink-tanks. Finally,the
authors dam t have reviewed manyof the Moghedin's  publicaions
fromthe 1960sthroughOctober1994. 2

In this chepter, wedonot intend to refe al of the baseless
accusations. Other chapters are devoted to extensve responses to
individualcharges. Thischapteraddressessolelythemethodof
preparingthereport,andcertainblatantdiscrepanciesand
fabications. Regretiably, these  dscrepances mayonly be nepreed
eher asrmewedng te adhos  uimiaiy wih te gmpest B3Ues
nlan o assswvg sedc  pdicd neress,

The Method

1-TheState Departmentrefrainedfromconductingadialogue
with the subect of the repot, namely the Mojahedin  Organization.
Such ks ae prerequisie b afa, mpatd  sudy.

2- Despte dams to te contrary, alage cosssection of the
Iranianoppositionwasnotconsulted. The National Councilof
Resistance, widely recognized by the intemational press and many
expertsasthemostprominentlranianoppositiongroup,has235
members. The StateDepartmentdidnotconsultwithanyofthem.A
number of the NCRs membas ive in the United States and are easly
accessbe o the Department

3-Theassertionthatthe Departmentcontactedmanylranian
expatriates is aso untue. OnJduy 22 and 23, some 3000 Iranians
marchedinfrontoftheWhiteHouse sandanother3,000Iranians
demonstratedinLosAngeles. 4Theyexpressedsupportforthe
NationalCouncilofResistanceandcalledforadialoguewiththe
NCRo fadiizie an impatal repot Representatves cehered  oopes
ofthedemonstration’sresolutiontotheWhiteHouseandother
governmentagencies, includingthe State Department. The
Department  has disregarded  these  resolutions.

4 In the sx monhs precedng  publicaion o te repat,  thousands
d s =t Hes b goemet didss den fowadng  oopes
o the NCRs Washingon Office.  They dedared their suppot for the
Mojahedinandexpressed concernatthe Department’'shiased
approach.  Manywote letters  seeking appointments  with  Christopher
Hernzel of the Depatments Ian Desk, Davd Lit,  Diector, Office
of Nothem Guf Affais, and Raobert Peletreay, Asssart  Secetay
for Near Easem  Affais. Ther requests were ether ket unanswered
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o refused

AnumbersubsequentlycomplainedtoPresidentClintonand
Congressional Foreign Affairs Committee Chairman, Rep.Lee
Hamilton,andexpressedconceraboutthepoliicalgoalsthey
suspectedwerebeingpursuedbytheDepartment Forhispart,the
Foreign Aflairs  Commitee Chaimman pointed out the necessty for a
dialogue and expressedregret that such acion might not have been
taken

Eventually, the House Foreign Affars  Committee intervened  to

amange meetings for several sympatizers  of te lanan  Resistance
wih M. Hezel n te bt o weeks before te repots  pubication.
These meetings were, of couse, to latle 1 be meaningll. ~ According
toparticipants, moreover, Mr.Henzelwasnotinterestedina
construcive discussion; rather, as became eddent, the meelngs were
rended © dle  oogessod poess edicaly fom te Foegn
AffairsCommittee,andtoportraythe procedureasimpartial.
Participants subsequenty told  officals of the NCR's Washington
Ofice that the repot faled to menton any of the points they had
emphasized in ther meetings with Mr. Henzel, indudng  even therr
responses 0 quesons  he had raised.

In te gonon o these Iranans, M. Henzels knomedge of issues
relaing o lran, especaly the Mojghedin  and Iranian  Resistance,
wasseverelylimited. Inmanyinstances, hewasuninformedof
commonlyknowneventsinrecentlranianhistory,andrepeatedly
epessed an obverse view of them, espedaly  regretiable because he
5 osesby resosbe  for comping te repot S

Wehavenoargumentwiththe Department'scontentionthatit
cosued wh alge aosssedion o s | the erece B D
contactswiththoselraniansmostofwhomaresupportersofthe
Tehranregime andformermembersofthe SAVAK (the shah’s
nooious  seaet  poice), and whose viens were subsequenty  refieced
n te epot h that case, honeve, fimess ddaes ta te auhos
adeonede et ther rmepot leds  te tkg o such novdek,
notMojahedinsympathizers.

5-Despitetheclaimthatthe DepartmentreviewedMojahedin
publications fom the 1960s through October 1994, the report does
notcontainevenonereferencetoMojahedinorNCRpublications
feating  repies o manyof these accusations. © For example, there
isnomentionof Appeasing Tehran’sMullahs , Tabook-length,
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documentedresponse, published bythe NCR Foreign Affairs
Committee. Forimpartiality's sake, theauthorsshouldhave
acuady ded a ket oe d te Mgahedns repes 0 the numeoss
baselessaccusations,evenifonlyasaprefacetotheirargument
apgd i

TheState DepartmentandMr.Henzelreceivedthebookthrough
variouschannelsincludingtheHouseForeignAffairsCommittee.
Thepresshadalsoreportedonthisbook. Mr.Henzelhadhimself
confrmed  receMing the book n ameeting wih one of the few lranans
hemet

Selective Sources
6 Despe the auhos dams of vaied souces, te repot  daws
largely fromone book, The Iranian Mojahedin ,by Ervand

Abrahamian. & There are 16 references o tis wok, and the reports
maintopicshavebeenborrowedfromit. Minustheendnotesand
annexes, the repot is 23 pages. Onthe awerage, in 70%o0f the pages
there has been at least one reference o Abrahamian's  book  Besides
the 16references,innumerousinstancesthereportborrows
identically fromthe book, withoutattribution. Apparently
embarassed at the excessve resot o asinge source, the authors
oped insead  for  plagaism. Ther references 10 the book, moreover,
have been sdedive weeer not n e wih ter veas wes amited
There are, of couse, other books that present everts in a diferernt
ightt but the repots auhos chose, lkewise, o owrook them in
faor o toe n e wh ter dat

7- Pagei o te epat ocons  te dovg seemet ‘n 1981
theMaojahedinleadershipfledtoFranceandformedtheNational
Councilof Resistance (NCR)with other Iranian opposition
movements.” Thestatement,quotedwithoutattribution,isoneof
numerous inaccuraces i Abrahamian's  book. © The National  Cound
ofResistancewasformedinTehran,where Mr.Rajaviannounced
the development in a press release.

8 Hsewhere, the repot dams that ‘wihn  afew years the NCR
becameamereshell,” oanotherexactquotationfromAbrahamian’s
book whose source was not cited.

9 Oredf the repots more contoted  daims—that  ‘the  devical
regme in Tehran, aware of the Moahedin's  unpopulariy, attempts
todiscreditmanyafitsopponentsbyfalselylinkingthemtothe
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[Mojahedin]”  2—hasalsobeen borrowedfromtheauthorof The
lanan  Magahedn . Again, there is no menton of the source.

10- The pincial souces o the repot,  namely the  aforementioned
bookandotherscitedbytheauthors, besidestheirnumerous
inaccuracies, ae generdly outdaied and do not coredly  dept  the
presert sate of te lenan Ressance. The lanan  Moahedn , for
example,waswrittenfrom1984to1986andpublishedin1989.

Anotherbook, TheUnitedStatesandlran ,waspublishedin1982.
Most of the newspaper artides to which the repot refers  also date
back 0 the 1980s.

11-Onesourceis TheGuifiWar, abookaboutthelranHragqwar
whoseauthorhardlyqualifiesasanlranexpert.Indeed, his
knowledgeoflranianaffairsissolimitedthat,forexample,he
identifies Nooreddin Kianour,  the Tudeh Paty Secretary Generd,
as e Moghedn's depuly Secelmry Gened ¥ Ths emor s analogous
tomistakingacommunistpartyleaderfortheleaderofthe
Democratic  Party or President  Clinton.

12- Another source died by the authors s Ehsan Narag, a high
ranking  exofical o te SAVAK Afler the revoluion Nerag changed
sdes and ket his senices 1o the Khomeni regime. Accoding o his
ownwiten  account, he was adose oonfidart  of the shah's wie and
metfrequentlywiththe shahandshahbanuthroughoutthefinal
days of the Pahlav rde, in December 1978 and January 1979. Despie
ater ashot dint in pison, and he became a major theoretican of
the regime's  suppression. In his books, Narag blames the opposiion
and Moghedn for most of te exeauions, toture  and kiings by the
Khomeiniregime.Iraniangovemmentnewspapersarerepletewith
hisinterviews,inwhichNaragihasattackedtheMojahedin.His
collaborationwiththemullahsissoextremethatheendorsed
Khomeni's desth decee for Sdman Rushde n anatide in the sae

controled weekly Kayhan Havai , staing: ‘1" view Salman Rushdie’s
bookasasacrilegeandaninsulttoMuslims.lalwaysknewthat

Westemers  were amogant,  intelectualy arogant.  This  surpasses
imperislam..” =

13- The repots  references to Mojahedin  sources  are  distorted
andoccasionallyfalse. Forexample, thestatementthatVoiceof
Mojahedradioreported Mojahedin attacks ontheregime’s
represeniaives aoad s tolly besdess Therado never had such
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a broadcast;,  a transcript of the relevant program is available  for
review. The Foreign BroadcastInformation Service's (FBIS)

fransiation of the boadcast wes emoneous, as the Moghedn  informed
the sevoe n wing a te tme ¥

14 Therepot dtes a Wal Steet Jouma  arice, pubished  on
Ocober 4, 194, for chages about te Moahedns inemal  affais.
The authars, however, agan fal to de te Moghedn's response 1o
thatarticle,publishedbythe Joumal  onOctober19,199%4, ®and
distributed by tree US. Congessmen as a ‘Dear Coleague’ letier. ©
In gered, t 5 evdent ta te Sae Depatment hed ie nerest
n te vast maoity of the thousands of afdes  witen n te pest
12yearsabouttheMojahedinandiranianResistanceinvarious
countries; the authos insead sougtt rather Sale,  undistinguished
material  wih which to attack the Moahedin.

15-Thereportinseveralinstancesreferstodispatchesby
intemational news agencies in accusing the Mojahedin of bombings
vidimizing inocent  bysanders.  ® Adoser ook reveals tet al  such
news items were quotaions  fom the Khomeini regime's  news sources,
andimmediatelydeniedbytheMojahedin.Inmaostcases,thesame
newsagenciescaredtheMaojahedindenials. ATheauthorsofthe
repot  sawno need to refer to these denials, however. This sot of
yelow joumaism is commonto the repot as a whoe.

16- Therepot daims that onJduy 17, 1992, after ameeing wih
te g Presdet, ‘h hs saemer, Reai sad  fanen el
movements and their masses stongly  denounce the Iranian  regime’s
alliancewithU.S.imperialism,world Zionism,andregional
reacionaries to launch aggresson aganst lrag,  participate in te
bockade oni, and inerfere in the domesic affars of this safe,
steadfastcountryintheinterests of colonialschemesand
ongaces” 2

The repot connues,  “A day laler,  Voce of Moghed repoted  the
vist, noing that the meetng betveen Rajavi and Hussein has been
widely repoted by intemational news agences.” 2

For the unnfomed reader, Inking asatement supposedy issued
byMr.RajavitoaVVoiceofMojahedreportthenextdayleavesno
dout about te wverady of the saement o te rado bmoadcast  But
beyond the Sae Depatment poy, te redily s that

« Mr. Rajavi never issued any such statement nor madeany such
commernts after his Juy 17 meetng with the lragi  president
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*Nosuch statementorcommentswere publishedinany
Mojahedin  publication or broadcast by Voice of Moahed.

e Asrepoted by Voice of Mojghed, NewsBuletn  of Supporters
ofthePeople'sMojahedinOrganizationofiran ,andtheNational
Cound of Resstance's  monthly  publcation:

The Presdent of the Natond Coundl of Ressance confered  wih
the lag presdent  on tenorst ads by te ming mukehs in Iran
andthebombingofaNationalLiberaionArmybaseinsidelragi

tenory. Hedesobed tese ads asfgat \iodios o te oeese
e ademeszed tat EnOE, nenertionst ads hy the ning
regimeiniranhadcontinuedthroughoutthepreviousyearand

woud - continue... %

OnJuly17,anAFPwirestoryreportedthatthemeetingdealt
withthe April1992bombingofanNLAbaseandpriorterrorist
operaions by e regme againgt e Moghedn insde  lag  tenioy.
Remarksatapressconference by MohammadMohaddessin, then
Drectr  of Intemational Relions for the Moghedn, the foloning
dayinParis,andcoveredextensivelybyAgenceFrancePresse, %
concurwiththeaforementionedaccount. Therefore, the State
Depatments  relerence 0 te meeng, dredy o indiredly quating
local media, were dissingenuously attributed to Mr. Rajv. As this
exampe  lustrates, the Depatments refusd  t© engage in a dislogue
wih the Moghednwas intended to gwe the authos of the repot a
frre hand in mistepresenting the Mojahedin.

17- The authors also poray  routne  congratulatory telegrams
fom the NCRPresident onthe annversaty of the lragi natonal  day
as daming. f so, howae weto interpret congratulatory telegrams
fromPresidentsReaganandBushtoPresidentSaddamHusseinon
the same occasionin previousyears? The NCR President’s
congratulatory tlegams on the natonal days of Fance, the United
States, Jordan, Turkeyandmanyothercountriesaresimilarly
routine.PerhapstheauthorsareimplyingthelranianResistance
shoud folow ther lead in such matters. After afirming, abeit
sarcasticaly, that Rapd wes epeed fom Fance and went o Irag,
it is inconsistent to faut hm for engaging in cusomay oourteses
wih te pesdent of te host county.

18- Todiscreditthe Mojahedinasacredible source, the

Department  refers 1o the 1990 report by Mr. Reynaldo Galindo  Poh,
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the SpecialRepresentativeofthe UnitedNationsCommissionon

HumanRighs onlan. I says thet fdonng atp © lan,  he fourd
some Moghedin  allegations neccuraie” % Spedd  representatives of
theUnitedNationsHumanRightsCommissionhavetodateprepared

some 21 repots  about the  violations of humanighs in lan. In al
of tese repots, indudng the 10 repots  ssued by Mr. Gaindo Pohl
aftertheonequotedbythe State Department,hehasconsistently

used e Moghedn niomaion  due 0 is  releblly and authentaly.
Buttheauthorshavenotmentionedanyofthem. The 1990report
wasanexceptiontotherule. DuringMr.GalindoPohl'seight-day

fip to Tehran, the Khomeini regime resoted to different schemes
and provided emoneous  information to prevent the formulation of a
comprehensve  repot. Regrettably, it was partaly successiul The
Specal Represeniaive  dd indcate  at the tme tat due o his shot
fp, hedd nat have suficent time © ofer aocompee assessmet o
thesituationandthatmostofhistimewasspentwithgovernment

officials. The 1990 repot  was criicized for s deficences and
inaccuracies by intemational human ights  organizations and nearly
1,000parliamentarians,includingalargenumberof American

congressmenandsenators. z
Discrepancies
19 Accoding o the reporfs  introduction, ‘fesponsibiity for
preparingthereportwasdelegatedtothe SecretaryofStatebya
presidentialmemorandumdated July26,1994.” ZInotherwords,

the Department had no responsiiity visais the matter prior to
ths date. Acualy, Congress hed requred the President 1o prepare
thereport, notthe State Department. OnJuly 26, however,Ms.
Shemman wiote in response to aletter  from Rep. Robert Tormiceli:
‘Weare preserly consuing  on the repot  wih te NSC. and oher
agencies.”  ZFurthermore,inherJuly26letter, Ms.Shermanhas
enumeratedtheverysamefindingssheclaimed,subsequenttothe
repofs  reease, had been reached afer muchresearch,  consultation
withlraniansandexperts,etc. Therefore, isobviousthatthe
findingsofthereportwerepredetermined,andthatclaimsof‘a
comprehensve  review”’  and consuliations wih alarge crosssection,
e, ae beses

Inierestingly, domg  te pubicaion o te 4lpege repot the
State Departmenthasagainsentananti-Mojahedinlettertoa
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numberofrepresentatives,stating, WWebelievethatthereport
contains  accurate  and cument  information on the Maahedn and ther
positions, drawing  on information disseminated by the group itseff
Wealsoconsultedwithacademicandgovemmentalexperts,many
of whomare in contact wih Moghedin” ¥ The rest of the threepage
Her 5 eedy idenicd D the Wy BHer st © Repeseaie
Taid
20- The repot  pupots  the Moahedn changed their tone in 1981
andbegantospeakmoreofdemocracy. Thefirstexpressionof
Mojahedinideologyaimedatattracting\Westernsupportwas
publishedin1981whenBani-SadrandRajaviissueda Covenant
for the Naiord Cound of Resslance”  te repot rebies = “Smiar
inmany respectstothe Minimum Expectations Programthe
Mojahedinhadoutlinediniranin1979,the Covenantpromised
simultaneously to esabish ademocracy and to dedare Idam  as the
neionel  relgon. t futer pormsed regped for od  betes.” 2
thepassagecontinues. Theauthors latterobservationconfimms,
cotay © ter dam afew bhes eale, thet demodacy hed deary
been a pvoad  pont in the Moahedin program snce 1979, not 1981
Anyone familiar in one way or another with the poliics of the
postrevolutionarylranwellremembersthattheMojahedin'smain
pointofcontentionwiththetheocraticregimeestablishedby
Khomeiniwasdemocraticfreedoms."Itwasonthisbasisthatthe
Moghedn boyooted  the  consiitiional referendum  ©  instiutionalize
te piape o whate fgh  hevg reded  such apidde ashn
vosion o te reio’s  fee Wl ®
21-Onpagell itisstated: TheMojahedinclaimtheydonot
targetciviiansinlran.Weareunabletoconfirmorrefutethis
assettion” In the Becuive Summary, page i, however, the authors
dedare:  “The Moghedn are responsble  for vident attacks in Iran
22-Thereportclaimsthatin1988,theMojahedinwerewiped
out ¥ Hsewhere, anlag Kudish leader, Jald Taeban, s quoed
as saying, ‘5000 Iranan Mojghedin joined Saddam’s forces in the
betle for KiK' ®in 1991 It s not dear howthe Moghedn, wiped
ot n 1983 ooud muser afoce of 5000 for one betle done, three
yeas ber. s oovous, homnever, that once te authos had set out
D duge te mihs n Tehen they & siied n any fabicaion
or discrepancy. Again, minimum noms of famess ddate a lkast a
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reference  to the Mojahedin's denial, published by Reuters and the
Associated Press at the tme. * The Mojahedin  categorically denied
ay ndemert n Kikk o te el for & asdeged by Taeben
whosefabricationwasmeanttoencouragethemullahstokeepup

te bw o Unds g tu, e

Distortions

23 Oeeampe o te sot of fasicaion and dstorion o faos
prevalentinthereportistheclaimthat:“Analystsassumethat
SaddampermittedtheNLAtocrossintolran[inMarch1991]in
oder o sgnd tat hewoud not erae  lanan  suppot for a Shia
upising  in southem  Irag” ¥ The NewYork Times of June 5, 1991 and
The Times of London of Apl 2, 1991 are dted as the sources of this
cdam.  The NLAs forces never cossed into Iran in March 1991; the
onlysourceofclaimstothecontraryistheKhomeiniregime. The
NewYok Times atide  in quesion aleges no such cossng.  Onthe
conrary, the aide  quoes a Moghedn official as saying tat the
regme's foces hed entered Irag  teniory o atack te NLA Times
of London also pointed out that the lranian regime had made such a
dam. It repoted the Moghedin's statements as wel.  Nether dd
Times of London mention any comments by “analysts” on this  matter.
NLAforces capiured several  of Khomeni's toops.  These POWSs, later
handedovertothelnterationalRedCross, stressedthatthey
belonged to a contngent  of 20,000 Revolutionary Guards, crossing
the boder t atack the lanan Ressance. *#

24-Thereportstatesthatin1993, MaryamRajavisucceeded
Massoud Raavi  as the ‘fure Presdent of Ian” * Mr. Rgav  never
held ts posiion In August 1993 te Nationd Cound of Ressiance
geded Ms Rapi aste fuue Pesdet o klen for the tansiond
peiod. ©

25-ThereportstatesthatMaryamRajavihadpreviouslyheld
the posion  of ‘NCR seceary-generd” “4Ths & aso fase.  The NCR
hasneverhadsuchapost,norhasMrs. Rajavioccupiedany
equvaet  posion n e NCRAdualy, befoe her dedon  as fuue
Ian Presdent, Mrs. Raav  had no offical post in te Cound.

26 Therepot saes tat Mr Raavi wesamesed and imprisoned
in 1972 and wes kept in prison unil 1979, ©? Mr. Raav was amested
bytheshah’'sSAVAKnotin1972butonAugust23,1971.Hewas
freedfromprisononJanuary21,1979asaresuttofthepopular
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upisng aganst  the sheh's  didatorship.

27-ThereportstatesthattheNational CouncilofResistance
has set up eight commitees. “ This is also wong In August 1993,
theNCRannouncedtheformationof18committeesandmadethe
namesoftheirchairpersonspublic. “Thesaidstatementwas
fowarded 1t the State Department at the tme. Appeasig Tehran's
Mulahs publishedinSeptember1994andsenttotheDepartment,
aso repoed  the fomaton  of 18 committees.

28-ThereportidentifiesMohammadHosseinNaqdi,theNCR
representative in taly, assasshated in March 1993 in Romeby the
mulshs  tenonists, as te head of the Moghedins Romedfice. M.
Nagdiwasawel-knownsecularmemberofthe Councilandnevera
memberoftheMojahedin.

29- The repot  quotes Ehsan Narag, the operafive  both for the
shah'sSAVAKandthemullahs'regime,assaying, TheMojahedin
assistedintheidentification,arrest,andexecutionofalleged
supportersoftheshah'sregime. Thousandsoftheseindividuals,
presumedtobeopponentsofthenewKhomeinigovernment,were
sentencedtodeath by Ayatollah Khalkhali, the head ofthe
Revouonary ~ Trbunal also known as the ‘hanging  judge”  “

Baming the atrociies of the hangng judge onthe Mojahedn is
the kind of le that only the authors of the State Depatment coud
cded for the posecuion of te leades of te shahs regme and te
eposue o ther aimes They a0 stessed  the need for pubic  tigs
adthe pesence o the uy. Aphbic td tey & woud not oy
reved the atrodiies by he shah's regme, bu wil aso peet te
o e Moghedn in the amest and execuion o ‘e suppoters of the
shehs regme’ s absouey fase  Those sought afer by the Pasdaran
(The Guards Corps)fromthe beginningwere the Mojahedin
sympathizers. Ashestatedlateron, Khalkhalihadexecuted
thousands of peope accoding to Khomenis — handwwitten decee.  In
addion © somed te dicas o e dahs regme, te vdims  wee
byandlargethe Khomeiniregime’sopponents,includingthe
MojahedinanddissidentKurds.

30 The repot  ocontends  thet, “In 1986, for example, after he had
relocated 1t g, Rajpv  uniaeraly dssoved the PMOIs Central
Commitee and personaly  appointed a 500person  Central  Coundl” %
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The satement s ampe poof of te auhos tolal  lack of knowledge
of the Mojahedin's studure  and modus operandi . Firstly, the 575
member Central  Cound ook steps in 198485 0 democraticaly adapt
© te omganzation's govng ranks In be 1985 te Ced Cound
n Pais dedded © dssove the Pdiica Bueau (hen the Moghednis
highestdecision-makingbody,consistingof20members)andthe
Central Committee, and toreplace themwith an Executive
Committee,encompassingabroaderrangeofthemembership,as
the highest decision-making body in the organization. Mr. Rajawvi,
thenSecretaryGeneraloftheMojahedin,announcedthechangeon
February8,1986,inaspeechatAuvers-sur-OiseinFrance. The
change, therefore,wasdecideduponandapprovedbytheCentral
Councl, not, as the repot contends, uniaterally implemented by
Mr. RajaM. Futhermore, it occured in Pas, not afer te moweto
feq
Secondly, the fomaton of te ‘S00person  Cerradl Cound” B
which the repot aludes, hed nothing to do with the dissoluion of
the Poitical Buesu or Cewd Commitee. The names of te ocounds
members, who induded the individuals in the Poliical Bureau and
CentralCommittee,aswellasdeputiestothe Central Committee
and the heads of vaious sedions in the organizaton, were fomaly
announcedinspring1985.Councilmembersarenominatedforthe
posion by the omanzaton's members at the various sedions.  ® The
same, democatic  process is used today. In June 1994, the Mojahedin
CentralCouncihadl,647members. “TheMojahedin'spublications
a the tme povded detaled repots on these changes.
31-Thereporthasquoted remarksby“anlranianjurist”
identiied as ‘Ragvis  fomer atomey’ P fom an atide  appeaing
n te Chsan  Saence Monior of June 10, 1986. The repot  neither
mentionsthejuristsname (AbdolKarimLahijijnoraccurately
idenifies hm M. Lahi  wesnever Mr. Raads  ationey.  Hebiely
represented a Moghedn memberin 1979, The auhos  zeal to comidt
presumably precuded ther cheddng for accuracy, and they repeated
the joumalists eror.  Uness, of couse, the Sae Depatment woud
not distinguish betveen the two, in which case one can ask whether
the Department considers a lawyer for any member of the Democratic
Paty as representing the US. President In ths way, the reports
auhors have tied 1t poduce acedbe winess so tat in the next
steptheycouldexploithishostileremarksagainstthelranian
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Resistance. lahi s wel knownin the lanan ede communiy for
collaboratingwiththemullahsingatheringinteligenceonthe
Moghedn. The Christan  Scence Monior  quoted him in a different
issueofthepaperassaying,‘lamnotcommittedtothelslamic
regnes dovid ad|iwl mun D myoouity as soon as possbe”  ®
In that article, he said that the figures on execuion vidims and
poiical pisones ded by te lenen  Ressance  are ‘exegoeraed”
IraniansopposedtotheKhomeiniregimeviewsuchstatementsas
being tantamount O repeniance for one's ‘past enos’  visais the
ning regme. f te auhos seek © lend aedbily o ter repot
by gering © such indvduals, tey ae oy dsoedig themseles.
3P Acher eampe o facud  dsortion gyeas n te potaya
o nondet ads o poest i dferent oounties, indudng  that
againsttheregime’sForeignMinisterwhenvisitingPotsdam,
Germany,asviolentactsofterrorism. 52 |nPotsdam, Iranians
protesting aganst the vist by adeegaion fom the regime, threw
several  egos at Velayat’s motorcade.  Nether  the Gemman police  nor
govemment desabed te proest  as a tenoist ad

In ight o ths concem tat the secuiy of te regmes Foegn
Ministerwasjeopardizedbylegitimateprotests, theabsenceof
equvalent  dismay at the regme's ScudB missie  attacks, ar raids
\iolating the noy zone ad moter atacks onte Moghedn appeass
eecdly sak Thee 5 ao te mater o daees n te oue
and assassination of Ressance adivists. Owver 100000 peope have
beenmurderedbythe Khomeiniregimeonpoliticalcharges. A
detaled list of over 20000 names has been presented to the human
ghts bureau of the State Department in previous years. And there
isthematteroftheDepartment'snonchalanceabouttheregime’s
vioksion o the noly zone abowe the Bh pad

3B Therepat mes © te adviies o te Mogheds diice n
Austdia. ® The Moghedn have never had an ofice in Austdia  and,
therefore, noreferencetosuchanofficehaseverappearedin
Mojahedinpublications. Thisfactcaneasilybecheckedwiththe
Asrsian authoriies.

34 The report  contends that the Kurdistan  Democratic  Party  of
en KDP) ey  deaded © keave te Naiond Cound o Ressance
in 1986. % This, agan, s emoneous. OnApil 9, 1985 the NCRwoed
unanimouslytoexpeltheKDP,duetoitscontactswithkKhomeini's
Revolutionary Guards Cops, in violation of the NCRs constiuon.
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The KDPs expulson  foloved  a siximonth  grace period, duing  which
it wasencouraged to sever lnks with the regme. At the tme, the
MojahedinandNCRpublicationsaswellasotherlranianmedia

fomaly announced the matter. The reevant  NCRresolution states:
‘The Kurdish Democratic Party of Ilan's dwvergence of opinion  with
othermembersoftheNational CouncilofResistance,whichhas

crined fr saed mots, 5 ol et patys  poicd negoliaions
withtheKhomeiniregime,”addingthatiftheKDPdidnot‘openly
prohibitandcondemnanypoliicalnegotiationwiththeKhomeini

regimebysigningthe presentdocument, likeallothercouncil
members’thenfurthercooperationbetweentheNCRandtheparty

woud be ‘melevant” %

Ater is equson fom te Naional Cound of Ressance, the
KDPrepeatedly soughttomeetwiththe Mojahedinleadership.
Contrarytothereport'scontention, therequestsformeetings
connued untl  1987. Oneletter  requestng t meet and negotiate
wih the Mojahedin leadership, signed by the former KDPSecretary
General, Abdo-RahmanQassemlou,isdatedMarch13,1987. %Bound
by te Apd 1985 Cound  resolution, however, the Moghedn refused
therequestuntilsuchtimeastheKDPhadshunnedrelationsand
negotiations with the Khomeini regime.

35 Therepot  futher oconends that Abol Hassan BaniSadr  left
te Coud becase o Rapds  unbed decson © te te Coud
o g’ % Agan, tis s unrue, as attested by documents pubished
aboutMr. Bani-Sadr'sexpulsionfromtheNational Council of
Resstance.

*TheNCRhasestablishednoaliancewithiragnoranyother
aourty.
e The decson for Mr. RaaM 0 meet Mr. Tarig Azz in Pais weas
approved by al Coundl members, induding  Mr. BaniSadr.  Two days
pior t© M. Raais pubic meeting wih Mr. AzZz on January 9, 1983
in Paris, Mr. BanFSadr sought a secret meeting with Tariq Aziz at
anotherlocation,whichhecanceledafterbeinginformedofivir.

Raavis meetng in hs resdence. % In hs book, t© which te repot
refers, M. BaniSadr confims that he was infformed  of the meeting
beforehand, andthat he had ageed 0 it %

*TheNCR'sPeacePlanwasratifiedonMarch13,1983,bya
unanimous wvote, and sgned by Mr. BaniSadr.  In the introduction to
the pan, the Coud stesses,
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The National Councilof Resistance... after sixmonths of

comprehensive  deliberations and consultations amed at achieving
ajust peace, folowing the meeing between te lag  Vice-Premier,
Mr. TarigAziz,andthe Presidentofthe National Council of

Resstance, Mr. Massoud Rajav, and in view of te jont  communiqué
ofJanuary9,1983 whichwasissuedattheendofthemeeting,

presens IS  peace pan

*Thepeaceplan,alongwiththeaforementionedintroduction,
was published at the tme in Mr. BaniSadrs  newspaper. ® Acopy of
theoriginaldocumentwithMr. Bani-Sadr'ssignaturewasalso
pubished.  Therefore, the authos corerion  that Mr. BanSadr
kft te Cound because of ‘Raavis  uniatera decson o te the
Coud D g B asgex ke

o Acualy, Mr. BaniSad’'s  expuson  from the NCR, unanimously
approvedinMarch1984, €2 occurredayearaftertheapprovaland
publication of the NCRPeace Plan. As explaned by the NCRin Api
1984, ® Mr. BaniSadr was expeled for his poliical incination 0
searchformoderateswithintheregimeanddreamsofretumingto
hisformerpatron, Khomeini,andmoderatinghisregime. The
substance  of Mr. BaniSad's  secet  comespondence  of Juy 23, 1984,
withKhomeini,discoveredbyResistanceactivistsinlran,was
subsequenty  unvelled,  along wih acopy of the handwwiten letter
bearingMr.Bani-Sadr'ssignature. Thisletterconfimsthatthe
alegations medeby the repots authos ae imaid

36-ThereporthasmentionedtheUnionofiranianCommunists
as an eay memberof the NCR® This also is emoneous.  This group,
knownasthe  Sarbedaran inlran,wasneveramemberoftheNCR
andis not asgatoy o awy o the Counds  documents, dedarations
o pans. Asatement by the Secretariat of the Nafonal Cound of
Resstance  about the goup, pubished on February 4, 1983, dariies
e owng  pors

e The Union of lranian  Communists issued a statement  dedaring
is suppot of te NCRIO days aftr the NCRS fomation in Iran, on
August 1, 198L

o About ayear laer, a represeniative fom te goup taved D
Pais and submited awitten request for the groups membership in
the Cound. This request wesreviewed and approved in the Cound's
August20meeting,andthedecisionpublishedinthe Council's
buletin. Inexplicably, however, a represeniative for the goup wes
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notnamedandnooneappearedinthatcapacity.
Duringthisperiod,thegroupwashithardbytheKhomeini
regime, and essentially destoyed.  They staged an uprisihg in the
nothen dy of Amd on January 25, 1983, as aresut  of which 22 of
theirmemberswerearrestedandexecuted.
*Norepresentativefromthegroupeverparticipatedinthe
Council. OnMarch23,1984, thesurvivingmembersannouncedina
statementthatbecausetheyhadlostcontactwithmanymembers
ater ‘the maydom of agreat number of our leaders and members,”
and aso due o difierences of gpnon about jonng te Cound, the
UnionoflranianCommunistsneverparticipatedinthe Council's
meetings and “is notamember of the National Council of
Ressance”
37- The repot  also mentons the Howyat group as an ealy NCR
member, & whileallegingthatMr. Bani-Sadr'sandthe KDP’s
departures “prompted amass exodus and discouraged new
membership” The lranian  People’s Fedayeen Guenilas - Folowers
ofthe  Hoviyat ProgramactuallysoughtmembershipintheNCRon
September 6, 1934 - aftr M. BanFSad’s expuision  and in the heat
o the dsoussons about the KDPs equuson. In a subsequent  session,
the Cound approved and announced s membership. i is thus dear
thatthe authors have again soughtto portray the NCR as
undemocratic by distoring the facs.
AsMr.Rajavi,theCouncilsofficialspokesman,hasdedared
frequenty  since the NCR's inception, democratic,  independent  and
nationalist princpes ae o aiica impotance,  as confmed by the
experienceoftheshah’'sandKhomeini'sdictatorships. Unlike
Khomen, ‘we wl not seek unty at any pice wih vaious peope in
Pais, and then vioenty remove them after ganing power in Iran,
he stessed.  The NCRs insistence on these  principles dicated the
expulsionofBani-SadrandQassemlou. ltisbothmendaciousand
unaccepiable 0 potray difierences oer such quesions  as moderating
the mulehs or mantinng reltions  with Khomein's  Revolutionary
Guards, as adfierence  ower aladk of demodacy n te Cound. It
becauseofthesedifferencesthattheseformermembersoftheNCR
haveforfeitedtheircredibilitywiththe Iranianpeopleand
intemationalcircles. Today, Bani-Sadrisanon-entity. TheKDP
sufferedaschisminMarch1988;fiteenmembersoftheparty’s
poiburo  as wel as members and depuies 1o IS cenral  commitee

16



ADiscredied Report

st  to fom anewpaty. The NCR,in contast, has enoyed greater
stature  and credibiity as the only democratic  altemative to the
mulhs  relgous, tenonst ddatorship. At te tme o BanSad’s
expulson,  the NCRhad only 15 members; today, it has 235 members,
halfofwhomarewomen.

Murder of Americans

38-ThereportaccusestheMojahedinofassassinatingsix
Ameican dizens  in te 1970s; Lt Co Hawkins, Co. Sdeefler, Lt
Co. Tumer, and tree Rodwel Intemational employees.  The report
addsthat theattacksontheRockwellemployeesoccurredonthe
anniversaryofthearrestofaMojahedinmember,RahmanVahid
Arakteh, for the muder of Coonels Scheefler and Tumer” © There
ae saed ems  ddotons and dsaepandes n s sedon o the
repot  which confim the Mojahedn's account of the evers.

ThereisnosuchpersonasRahmanVahidAfrakhteh. Thisname
mistakenlycombinesthenamesoftwobrothers,RahmanAfrakhteh,
whowes never sefiously  involved  in any poliical aciiy, and Vahd
Afrakhteh.

Vahd Afrakhteh is wel known for his role in the couyp against
the Moghedn in the mid1970s. Assocating  him and atiribuiing his
subsequent actons to the Moahedin is completely  unjustfied. In
fact, heparticipatedintheassassinationofseveralMojahedin
members,includingMajid Sharif-VagefiandMohammad Yaginiin
1975.Hewasarrestedbytheshah’'sSAVAKinthespringof1975
and executed in ealy 1976.

39-Thereportacknowledgesthattheassassinationofthe
Rockwellemployeesoccurredontheanniversaryof Afrakhteh’s
arest ® Thergfore, the assassinations may be presumed t©o have been
the work of his associates, not the Mojahedin, whowere themselves
victimsofhimandhisgang.Adocumentfrom 1976, containing
frdngs by American  oficals onthe Rodwel  assassaions, atiests
tat te assassis beonged © the ‘fanen Peoges Stugges (PS)
agroupidentified asresponsible formany pastattackson
Americans.  °Thename“Mojahedin"wascertainfywellknowntothe
shehs regme and American  dficals n 1976, the repot isef  Saes
thatthename“Mojahedinfirstappearedin1972. Thereport's
authors,claimingtohaveconsultedothergovemmentagenciesin
prepaing  the repot, must have had access to this document
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40-Finally thestrongestevidencethattheMuslimMojahedin
werenotinvolvedintheassassinationsoftheaforementioned
Americans are the statements issued by ther  assassins. The first,
dated May 22, 1975, regadng the assassinations of Col. Scheeffer
and Lt Co. Tumer, bears the Mojahedin emblem, wihout,  honever,
the tradiional Quanc vese a the top, esiabishing thet &t s the
wok of the Mandst infitrators. The tone used in the satement is
ao indcave ots B "

Inasecondstatement,datedJuly3,1975,theemblemagain
bds te Quanc erse, esabishing thet t beonged  the Mands
The witers  accept  responshiity for ‘the wunsuccessful  attempt 1o
assassinateanAmericandiplomat.” 2Thetoneandwording,again,
indcate  that it wesunelaled to the Moahedn.

Athid sttement, dated August 28, 1976, takes responsibiity
forthedeathsofthreeRockwellemployees. TheMojahedinemblem
5 dogeter  abset B

Itis, therefore, obviousthattheassassinationshavebeen
emoneously  attributed to the Mojahedin, whowere not involved in
them. Asthe Moghedn have darified, aer te amest of al ter
leadersandthemajorityoftheirmembersin1971,agrouptook
advantageofthesituationandexpropriatedtheMojahedinname.

41- The repot  dams that in recent months, the Mojahedin and
NCR havetriedto associate themselves with Dr. Mohammad
Mossadeq 0 enhance ther  aedbity. Ths 5 anoher case of baant
fabrication. Since ther foundation, the Moghedn have emphasized
ter ogd o Ulig te dpdes o te by o las  reioel
moemert In hs defense before te shahs milay  tbund, 23 years
ago in sping 1972, Massoud Ragvi  siaied  before  joumalists present
incourt:“Withthebackingofthelranianpeople, thelateDr.
Mossadeq cameto power 0 get the law passed o nationaize Iranian
o I wesfor tis reason that the peoge gave him te rens o power
Hs govemment wasthe only legal govemment in Iran. | do not need
to elaborale  on Mossadegs govemment  polices... Mycoleagues  and
| are te chiden of Dr. Mossadeq and have fosaken personal  careers
and wedh” Tenyeas ke, onJduy 29 1981, te anvesay of te
naiorwide  uprising  that restored Dr. Mossadeq in 1952, Mr. Rajavi
announcedtheformationoftheNational CouncilofResistanceof
len te demooac derebe 0 te Egos et ddsiodp
TheNCRandMojahedin’spublicationsandmessages,aswellas
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statements by Rajavi  and other  dfficials of the lranian  Resistance
frequenty  extol Dr. Mossadeq.

ObverseLogic

42- Feeing the pressue  of Congress and the pubicc,  boh of whom
hadexpressedconcemaboutthemethodinwhichthereportwas
being prepared, and reacing to charges of appeasing the mulahs,
Ms.Shermanwasobligedtoemphasizeinherletter,accompanying
the report, that the State Departments postion  on the Mojahedin
dd not mpy ‘supot for te behevr o the ot egme n Bt #
Shedidnot,however,mentionthe Department'slong-standing
pasitionfavoringdialoguewiththeterroristsrulinglran. This
penchanthadbeenrepeatedlyenunciatedbythe Bureauof Near
EastemAffairs.PerhapsMs.Shemansoughttosaveface, butthe
athos ae wal anae o te mpications of sobesed armpot aganst
a naiorwide,  just ressance movement In the wold of Regjpoltk
thisreportistantamounttoappeasementoftherulingregimein
Iran.  The mulahs,  consequently, were not ofended by Ms. Shemrman's
apologetc  comments, and welcomed the repot  (See chapter ) In
contrast, Tehran's  dictators lashed out at members of Congress for
havingurgedthattheMojahedinbeheard.

ff Ms. Sherman and her Department are sincere  in rewvoking  therr
cal for dalogue wih the regime, the least that can be expected s
tet tey sae ts posion  diicaly. Wenvie te Sae Depatmert
to announce that the United States wil not engage in any dialogue
wih the nling regme in Iran, onthe grounds that it has executed
tens of thousands of peope for polical reasons, assassnates s
opponentsabroad, lackssupportamongthelranianpeople,has
esebisned abua  ddaorshp ad thereiore does nat legiimately

repesent ks peope.
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