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A leaked video 
revealed a visit by 
Qais al-Khazali, 
head of the Iraqi 
paramilitary group 
Asaib Ahl al-Haq 
(AAH) to south-

ern Lebanon. That visit must 
have been planned as there is 
no way it would have occurred 
without Hezbollah’s permission 
and supervision. AAH takes its 
orders from Major-General Qas-
sem Soleimani, commander of 
Iran’s al-Quds Force and the man 
in charge of conquering the Arab 
world.

A month prior to his visit, 
Khazali declared his intention to 
stand with Hezbollah, the Iran-
backed militia, in the event of an 
Israeli attack, whether in Syria or 
Lebanon. Khazali and his group 
toured areas on the Lebanese bor-
der with Israel, thus defying UN 
Resolution 1701, which forbids the 
presence of any military forces in 
the border zones besides those of 
the United Nations or the Leba-
nese Army.

It was an intentional message 
either by Hezbollah or Soleimani 
that they were willing to violate 
the UN resolution. It also recalls a 
warning by Hezbollah Secretary-
General Sayyed Hassan Nasrallah 
that an Israeli attack on Hezbollah 
would open the floodgates of an 
invasion by tens of thousands of 
fighters from all over the world.

Khazali’s visit must be un-
derstood within the framework 
of Iran’s role in the region and 
especially considering prepara-
tions for the people after the war 
against the Islamic State (ISIS) in 
Syria and Iraq.

Clearly, Soleimani wanted 
to strengthen ties between the 
various Iranian agent militias 
in the region, knowing that the 
final stages in the war on Sunni 
extremism — ISIS and al-Nusra 
Front — have ushered in the pe-
riod of getting rid of so-called Shia 
terrorism.

It is obvious that leaving the 
Shia militias in Iraq, Syria and 
Yemen to run loose can only 
produce a monster worse than 
ISIS. So it becomes necessary to 
end the role of Shia militias in 
these countries if there is a plan to 
rebuild them as national entities.

Iran and Soleimani are aware 
of this line of thinking and know 
that regional and international 
discussions on how to deal with 
the Shia militias are taking place. 
There are only two options avail-
able: the use of military force 
against the militias or absorbing 
them into existing official military 
structures.

Those who would rather avoid 
a military confrontation with the 
Shia militias argue that the mili-
tias enjoy popular support, which 
makes eliminating them compli-
cated. To make things worse, the 
Russians and Americans are far 
from reaching a final deal regard-
ing Syria, even though they have 
made great progress in easing ten-
sions and in the war on ISIS.

Many analysts say that any 
ceasefire in the region spells 
defeat for Iran. It seems that the 
Iranian regime is inept at translat-
ing military victories in Iraq, Syria 
and Yemen into political victo-
ries. Syria would be even more 
difficult, given that Iran lacks an 
adequate social acceptance there.

In Lebanon, some fear the re-
cent Iranian show on the Leba-
nese-Israeli border via the pres-
ence of AAH’s leader was another 
occasion for Iran to express its 
backing of Hezbollah in Lebanon.

For more than ten years, Iran 
has used threats to the fragile 
peace along the border with Israel 
to blackmail the international 
community. By bringing its Iraqi 
militia into the picture, Iran is 
saying it has other options than 
Hezbollah. By doing so, it simply 
pulls the carpet from under any 
local or external debate about 
Hezbollah’s weapons.

The video showing Khazali’s 

visit could have been leaked by 
Hezbollah as a reaction to the 
recommendations given at the 
International Support Group for 
Lebanon’s meeting in Paris. The 
meeting insisted — once again — 
on the need for all parties in Leba-
non to observe the dissociation 
policy and UN Resolutions 1559 
and 1701, which Hezbollah refuses 
to commit to implementing.

Some months ago, Hezbollah 
was happy to see France some-
what side with it in its conflicts 
with Saudi Arabia but France is 
now insisting that Hezbollah pay 

heed to UN resolutions first. That 
worries Hezbollah and embar-
rasses Iran.

Iran cannot decide between 
choosing the path of agreement 
or continuing to fuel conflicts in 
the Arab region. In the meantime, 
Israel is pounding Iranian targets 
in Syria with no Iranian reac-
tion. Perhaps Khazali’s visit to 
the Israeli-Lebanese border was 
planned as a reminder to Israel 
and the international community 
that peace and tension along 
this border are, in the end, in the 
hands of Tehran.
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R
evolutions are 
generally believed 
to go through 
various stages: The 
collapse of the old 
regime is followed 
by a honeymoon 

phase enjoyed by victorious 
revolutionary factions. Next 
follow the rise of the radicals 
and reign of terror and, finally, 
the Thermidor — a reference to 
the 11th month in the French 
Republican calendar — ending 
radicalism and stabilising the 
revolutionary regime.

Some revolutionary regimes, 
however, never complete the 
transition to the Thermidorian 
phase. Terrorising the public, 
after all, is too useful an instru-
ment of control to discard: The 
regime’s permanent persecution 
of enemies of the state, both real 
and imagined, plants fear into 
the hearts of the citizenry and 
keeps them in check.

Ahmadreza Djalali’s death 
sentence is a case in point. The 
46-year-old researcher of emer-
gency medicine and disaster 
management left Iran in 2009 
to pursue further studies in 
Sweden. In April 2016, Djalali 
was invited to participate in 
disaster management work-
shops at universities in Tehran 
and Shiraz. On April 24, 2016, 
he was arrested in Iran on no 
clear charges and put in solitary 
confinement at Evin Prison.

On January 31, 2017, Djalali, 
bereaved of his right to an at-
torney, appeared before Judge 

Abolqasem Salavati at Branch 
15 of the Revolutionary Court, 
where he was formally charged 
with “espionage for Israel.” Sala-
vati ominously warned Djalali he 
would face the death sentence.

On October 24, Abbas Jafari 
Dolatabadi, a Tehran prosecu-
tor, confirmed the death sen-
tence, claiming Djalali had held 
meetings with “eight Mossad 
officers” and provided them 
with the “contact information 

and physical characteristics of 
30 individuals, both military 
and nuclear [scientists], which 
led to the assassination of those 
nuclear scientists.” The lat-
ter refers to death of Masoud 
Alimohammadi, Majid Shahriari, 
Darioush Rezaeinejad and Mo-
stafa Ahmadi Roshan, who were 
assassinated from 2010-12.

It also seems that Djalali con-
fessed to the crimes under du-
ress. Najibeh Mortazavi, Djalali’s 

mother, claims interrogators 
put their hands on the Quran in 
front of her son and swore they 
would be lenient if he admitted 
to cooperating with Israel.

Needless to say, the interroga-
tors did not let Djalali go. On 
December 9, Djalali’s lawyers 
learnt that Iran’s Supreme Court 
had upheld his death sentence 
on charges of “struggle against 
the regime,” “espionage” and 
“cooperation with the govern-
ment of Israel.”

Djalali’s Kafkaesque trial is as 
ludicrous as legal process gets in 
the Islamic Republic. After all, 
how would a medical researcher 
be aware of the contact informa-
tion and physical features of 
30 leading military and nuclear 
science officials in the Islamic 
Republic?

If he was indeed among a 
close circle of the regime’s most 
trusted individuals and in pos-
session of critical and sensi-
tive information, why did the 
regime’s intelligence services 
allow him to leave Iran in the 
first place? If he was, as they 
say, a traitor, why did he run the 
risk of participating in academic 
workshops in Tehran and  
Shiraz?

No one is likely to believe the 
allegations against Djalali but 
producing a credible legal case 
is hardly the goal of the intel-
ligence services behind this 
sickening show. The purpose 
is to terrorise the public into 
submission rather than to prove 
Djalali’s guilt.

Djalali’s death sentence shows Tehran’s 
endless persecution of ‘enemies of the state’
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Provocation. Qais al-Khazali, leader of the Shia group Asaib Ahl 
al-Haq.                                      (AFP)

Political witch hunt. A flyer with the picture of Ahmadreza 
Djalali, an Iranian academic reportedly sentenced to death 
for espionage, on display during a protest outside the Iranian 
Embassy in Brussels.                   (AFP)
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