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AMBASSADOR LINCOLN BLOOMFIELD JR. 

 

       March 26, 2025 

 

Open Letter to the Congressional Research Service: 

 

The Congressional Research Service (CRS) has recently issued a new Issue Brief entitled “The 

Mojahedin-e-Khalq (MEK) or People’s Mojahedin Organization of Iran (PMOI)”, authored by 

Middle East specialist Clayton Thomas.  CRS has a well-earned reputation for non-partisan and 

unbiased factual reporting and analysis.  As a former U.S. national security official who began 

his Washington career with a very fulfilling summer internship at CRS/FAND in 1979 between 

two years of graduate studies, I admire CRS for the caliber of its analysts and the integrity of its 

work.  I write in the belief that further inquiry will persuade the specialist and CRS to consider 

characterizations presented in the current Issue Brief in a new light, yielding insights highly 

relevant to congressional deliberations. 

 

I have done independent research and writing since 2011 on Iran, focused on the clerical 

regime’s internal and external activities to sustain its hold on power in Tehran.  This research 

has benefited from access to information I have solicited from the organized resistance and 

many in the Iranian diaspora, which I have always sought to cross-check and validate with 

contemporaneous official and media sources.  Other than initial basic information-gathering on 

the MEK/PMOI performed as a non-attorney consultant with an American law firm in 2011-12, 

none of my research and writing has been compensated or performed at the direction or under 

the supervision of any party.  I respectfully ask the author, CRS managers, and Congressional 

consumers of this and similar reports to consider the following information and perspectives 

relevant to the Issue Brief. 

 

Historical descriptions attributing terrorist acts, a hostile and undemocratic ideology, and an 

unsavory cultural character to the MEK/PMOI – educated Muslim men and women opposed to 

the Shah’s rule and led from the mid-1970s on in prison by Massoud Rajavi, the sole surviving 

MEK/PMOI leader after all of the group’s original leaders and many of the followers were 

executed in 1971-72 by military tribunals or subsequently killed – have been promoted for 

decades by the Iranian government under the monarchy and then the clerical regime.  Western 

capitals did not consider the MEK/PMOI and its leader Massoud Rajavi terrorists during and 

after the Revolution.  A condemnatory statement by a U.S. official placed on the record at the 

end of a congressional hearing in 1985 (during the yet-undisclosed arms-for-hostages activity) 

prompted a puzzled reaction from the Chairman.  Only in the early-to-mid 1990s did these 

derogatory narratives begin to be adopted as official U.S. policy.  In the years since, leading 

newspapers including the New York Times and BBC, and think tank analysts, have habitually  
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repeated this damning portrayal and associated “facts”, so many times that they became the 

widely accepted history of the MEK/PMOI.    

However, particularly since 2011, the allegations cited in the CRS report have been 

independently researched and definitively debunked.  More importantly perhaps, the full 

dimensions of Tehran’s efforts to conceal its worst crimes and shape international policy and 

opinion with false and misleading information, have only recently come to light.  Iran’s political 

history over the past 46 years has not been accurately portrayed in the West.   

 

Starting in 1979 and since, Massoud Rajavi and large numbers of pro-democracy Muslim 

supporters have steadfastly refused to accept Ayatollah Khomeini’s interpretation of Islam, 

reflected in his constitution investing in the Supreme Leader unchallengeable power as the 

embodiment of the 12th Imam of the Prophet.  It is this issue that brought Iranians into the 

streets across the country – a half-million in Tehran alone – on June 20, 1981, leading the 

regime to open fire on its own citizens and violently impeach the elected President, driving him 

into exile with Mr. Rajavi.  And it is this issue that explains the regime’s descent to extreme 

internal repression, characterized by scholars as a ‘reign of terror’, and historic crimes against 

humanity over several years, all while seeking to conceal this reality from the outside world. 

 

CRS would perform a valuable service by taking a closer look at virtually all of the points on 

which it seeks to inform the Congress, e.g.: 

• The deliberate use by the Shah and the clerics of the “Marxist” label to impugn the 

MEK/PMOI by implying, falsely, that the group ever embraced Marx’s totalitarian 

political agenda.  The original MEK/PMOI, founded in 1965, was a student intellectual 

organization examining lessons from post-colonial developments in other countries and 

the writings of many political philosophers, including Marx’s writings on social 

inequality.  It was a political study group, including admirers of deposed nationalist 

Mohammed Mossadegh, that remained unknown to the ruling monarchy for six years.  

Never has the resistance had an office in a Communist country (yet Ayatollah Khomeini 

invited KGB representatives to Tehran to advise his troubled regime in the early 1980s); 

 

• The 2005 State Department Country Reports on Terrorism which, despite other 

inaccuracies, cited the fact that secular radical elements that had splintered from the 

MEK/PMOI, operating under a Mojahedin name and using similar but not identical 

symbology as the Muslim MEK/PMOI, were responsible for murdering Americans in Iran 

in the 1970s.  The Washington Post among others reported on the killers, who were 

captured and confessed.  Not only were these extremists not connected to the  
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MEK/PMOI under Massoud Rajavi, they clashed with the Muslim MEK/PMOI during this 

same period.  One of the latter’s members who was killed by these secular militants, 

Majid Sharif Vaghefi, was honored after the revolution for “defending Islam” by the 

renaming of Aryamehr University of Technology as Sharif University of Technology. 

 

• The memoir of Massoumeh Ebtekar, the translator for the hostage-holders during the 

Embassy siege, in which she makes clear that the MEK/PMOI of Massoud Rajavi were 

political rivals of Khomeini’s supporters and were excluded by the hostage-holders from 

the Embassy grounds; 

 

• The four major court cases – in France, the UK, EU, and US – entirely dismissing any 

allegation of terrorism against the MEK/PMOI.  In 2011 the French magistrate, 

concluding an 8-year investigation, characterized the period of MEK/PMOI armed 

resistance against the clerical regime, from 1981-2001, as “legitimate resistance to 

tyranny” with no indication of violence aimed at innocent civilians; 

 

• The 2024 report of the UN Special Rapporteur on the Situation of Human Rights in Iran, 

following a 7-year investigation, which chronicles the Tehran regime’s reign of terror 

against MEK/PMOI supporters from 1981-1988 for their steadfast unwillingness to 

accept Khomeini’s dictatorial version of Islam.  The report documents “one of the most 

extensive and brutal campaigns of modern history of the ‘atrocity crimes’ of crimes 

against humanity against tens of thousands of real and perceived political and religious 

dissidents, involving the commission of mass murder through summary, arbitrary and 

extrajudicial executions, imprisonments, torture, rape and other sexual offences, 

persecution, enforced disappearances, and other inhumane acts.”  While the MEK/PMOI 

has tried without success to persuade the press and governments of the enormity of 

sacrifice its supporters endured in the 1980s, only now has the world been reliably 

informed that MEK/PMOI supporters, who believe Islam is consistent with personal 

rights, gender equality, and political agency, were tortured and executed en masse for 

defending modern Islam.  The UN report thus accuses the Tehran regime of “genocide”. 

 

• Accounts of the massacre of up to 30,000 political prisoners, mostly MEK/PMOI 

supporters, in the summer and fall of 1988, leading Ayatollah Khomeini to bypass the 

most eminent cleric in Iran, who had pleaded with Khomeini to stop, as his successor 

and nominate regime stalwart Ali Khamenei to be elevated as the next Supreme Leader.  

The UN sent an envoy to investigate rumors of the massacre, and Iran denied it; 

confirming evidence surfaced only years later.  Eminent British human rights lawyer 

Geoffrey Robertson termed these mass killings an historic crime against humanity  
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comparable to the Srebrenica massacre and the Bataan Death March.  The late President 

Ebrahim Raisi was a death panel judge in 1988 who later faced worldwide calls for 

judicial accountability.  Another regime figure implicated in the massacre, Hamid Noury, 

was recently convicted in Sweden for war crimes and sentenced to life in prison, but 

then released and swapped for a Swedish EU official who had been seized and held 

hostage in Iran by the regime for two years. 

 

• The September 29, 2023 Semafor report, “Inside Iran’s Influence Operation”, based on 

documents hacked from Iran’s Foreign Ministry, confirming that Tehran has for years 

cultivated agents of influence throughout the diaspora, including in Washington D.C.  

Documents such as the February 4, 2021 report of the Antwerp Court of First Instance 

regarding the foiled 2018 mass-casualty bombing attempt in Paris (while the JCPOA 

nuclear accord was in full effect) planned by Assadolah Assadi, an Iranian agent in 

Vienna with diplomatic accreditation, describes the activities of Section 312 of Iran’s 

Ministry of Intelligence and Security (MOIS), an office dedicated to worldwide activities 

against the MEK/PMOI.  Many exiled “critics” of the resistance cited in Western 

publications, including former MEK/PMOI members, have later been exposed as 

operatives on the MOIS payroll; some have then publicized details of their compromise. 

 

CRS might consider the hundreds of books, thousands of articles, and countless movies and 

videos produced by the Tehran regime over the years promoting a false, toxic portrayal of the 

MEK/PMOI, and ask why no comparable propaganda resources have been targeted at any other 

Iranian opposition group. 

 

A better-informed account of the MEK/PMOI would note that every member of the 

organization, then resident in Iraq, was interrogated in 2003 by an interagency team of U.S. 

intelligence and law enforcement officials, and no member was found ever to have been 

involved in any act of terrorism or offense against the U.S.  It would note that when the U.S. 

Secretary of State placed the MEK/PMOI on the list of Foreign Terrorist Organizations in 1997, 

the Director of the FBI was not consulted in advance; a senior policy official explained to the 

media that this had been a political gesture to incoming Iranian President Mohammad Khatami.  

It would further note that immediately following the major 1981 bombing that killed Iran’s chief 

justice and dozens of other officials of Khomeini’s religious party, media reports listed up to 

seven potential suspects, including Iran’s military, but not the MEK/PMOI.  That allegation arose 

years later as part of the regime’s campaign to demonize the one Iranian organization whose 

challenge to the Supreme Leader’s religious and thus political legitimacy posed the greatest 

internal threat to clerical rule. 
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A more complete account would cite American expressions of admiration and support for 

Massoud Rajavi’s defense of human rights and democracy in Iran during and after the 1979 

Revolution, reflected in correspondence from then-Congressman John McCain, Senator Edward 

Kennedy, and President-Elect Bill Clinton, and further expressions of support for the MEK/PMOI 

endorsed by many in Congress.  Had Washington believed Mr. Rajavi and his supporters were 

responsible for killing Americans in Iran and holding our diplomats hostage only a few years 

before, one would have seen no such endorsements.  Respect for the resistance in the face of 

brutal repression was a widely-shared sentiment during the period before Washington and 

allied governments found it expedient to adopt the regime’s anti-MEK/PMOI narrative and 

repeat incriminating allegations that have not held up under subsequent judicial scrutiny. 

 

Many members of Congress and other prominent Americans know Mrs. Maryam Rajavi well, 

having visited and maintained a dialogue with her and her close associates for many years.  

Several current House and Senate members have years of first-hand familiarity with the NCRI-

led resistance, a well-organized political movement now led by women at every level.  H. Res. 

166, introduced on February 26 with 151 bipartisan co-sponsors, reflects this reality.  The 

MEK/PMOI is an exceedingly rare phenomenon: a significant foreign policy topic about which 

Members of Congress and many private citizens are far better informed than their government, 

the major media, and many analysts writing about U.S. policy toward Iran. 

 

With a suitably informed perspective on the regime’s long history of seeking to repress – indeed 

exterminate – the organized resistance standing for popular sovereignty in Iran, CRS would be 

better positioned to explain why Mrs. Rajavi’s 10-point plan for the future of Iran has been 

endorsed now by 140 former heads of government, 80 Nobel Laureates, and majorities in 34 

national legislatures.     

 

My hope is that the above information will be taken as an invitation to investigate further and 

validate the very different historical narrative indicated, the better to support informed 

deliberations by the Congress.  Thank you for your consideration and your service. 

 

      Sincerely, 

            
       Ambassador Lincoln Bloomfield Jr.* 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

*former US Special Envoy, Assistant Secretary of State for Political Military Affairs, Deputy Assistant Secretary of 

State for Near Eastern Affairs, Deputy Assistant to the Vice President for National Security Affairs, Principal Deputy 

Assistant Secretary of Defense for International Security Affairs; Chairman Emeritus, Stimson Center 
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