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CHOPTER I

History of Lefl Movemen® in Irant Splinter Groups.

-
<o
14

arg in an age of sceplicism in which most of the Time-

Fovoured customs and braditions are gquestioned. Aubthorily

i
it

oppenly challenged. Such a phenomenon is nol new in  Lhe

world "To dissent is human and dissent has an  age old

1
fistory in all socielies and systams' . A study of

L

bygone
2
cenituries reveals the same inquiring

I i arl aissenting

attitude.

a1l oo oflen institutlions have allowed their

-

traditional outlook and ways of life Lo depend upon The

past énd failed to adjust their practices Lo The demands

of more informed and independent minded group"2 In  other

& .
words, we run into Trouble when syslems lag Dbehind tThe

changing sophistications and attilude of the members. As

=S

the system fail to adjust Lo these changes, They enter

into difficult times - a revolulionary peridgd, eilther mild

1% .

or viglent, depending uwpon how great The, lag

Individuals and groups come lo believe Lhalt certain rules

. : 14 .
imposed by lThe system  are %yde, unfair or perhaps

degreading and un accptable. It is needless to say Lhat

they want change. This phenomenon of dissenl is universal.

time
In the  history of every naltions & comes when

1. ALHGHL. AEBIRI IRAN AT THE CROSS ROAD; THE DISSENT
MOVEMENT (New Delhi 1989%9).

—~

& George 5. Swope-DissentiThe Dynamics of
York 1972) p. ¥

)

Democracy (New




people became less and less tolerani of obédience demands
and want grealter authorily and wvoice, affecling thei;
welfare." In short They dissentl.
fhe term dissent "“refers to The airing of compelilive and
alternative views as against the status quo at any given
time and place.8uch views may pertain to social political
o@ economic organisation in society or state"3 In short it
applies 1lo every established aulhoritly ."Authorily is a
process inherent in every human organizalion necessary 1o
maintain Lha Drder'and security which its members demand.
It is @& sygtem erected for prolection against disordef
violence and anarchy"4

When an  instilution’s authority siructure becomes
rigid, unfeeling and clearly unfair in the hands of its
leaders, when it lacks imaginat?e perception to understand
the impact of its cl@%sy‘actimns, dissenters rebel as soon
as they are able to muslter enough power to do so. AL  some
point  in Time the aulhority of Lhe leaders diminiages to
such low level that it no longer has the strenglth to quell
the rebellion and institutions eiiher go oul of existence
such as the Russian monarchy didyor it is taken over and
reorganized as  happened in England. Bul in most cases

g
history takes a relatively smoolh course. For along

3. Abidi-n.1,p.V
4. Swope-n.2,p.7



.period before that abruplt change takes place. This
process is similar to Lhe process which water undergoes
tilltit becomes ice. It is not & process of ‘nochange® but
one  in  which change is nol easily percetible. Iran was
. % .
going through such & procees — for quile some Time bul the
change was clearly perceplible towards the end of 19th
4

century.

In premodern Iran, Oajar$ ruled with an iron hand. The
despotism of- prgfmmderﬂ ITran rveslted MpoT goci@ty

fragmented into diverse social enlilies.D AL

@ general
level it represented on social formation wilth multiple
modes of prodaction, tribal, peasant crop-sharing and

&
urban petly commodity production

“The state for the most perl, represented by
monarchy, rose‘above the snciety and based itself upon the
fragmentaltions and hence weakness of the later. "7 Yel the
monorch who ruled supremel could not have reigned long
without relying on a ruling class which, accentuded that
very structural fragmentations. The Shah and the. princes,
the tribal chiefs with the hereditary titles of *Ilkhan®
and Khaﬁ the tuyuldars (fiefholders) the landlords, the
Governors and OF?icials,,the influential shi—-i ulama, the

possesers of charitable lands who constiluted the ruling

5. Ervand Abrahamian "oriental Despotation:® The
Qajar Iran IJMES volume 5 pp 7-~%9. :

6. John Foran "The modes of production approaches Lo 171lh
century Iran vol.20,1288 p.351.

7. Abrahamian-n5 p.Z24

case  0f



class, all appropriated on considerable portlion of surplus
produced in three ﬁqmains of production.8 "With the
possible exception ofimerchants, - whose economic power
placed them with in the ranks of ruling classes and who
might have fell insecure about property and trade routes,
and theoritical opposition of uwulama To 1tThe temporal
rulers during political crises, the rest including ulama
were fairly content with the existing system"9

The Shah thus ruled, notvby having an efficient
bureaucracy " or a standing army, bul by relying on royal
magnales whose interesl, iﬁ principle, he represented. In
like fashion the local magnaltes specially tribal Khans and
Ehi'i cierics also regarded king as the proteclor, wilh
whom they often united in the face of enemies. The
monarch's invglvement in tribal rivalries, and his support
to the official ulama as against dissident clerics have
been the staple of pre—modern Iranians_history. Thus "“the
traditional ene@ies of a disloyal group invariably became
the loyal and obedient ?riend% of The King. And with so

many “friends’ The Shah needed neither bureaucracy nor a

10
standign army inorder to enforce their authorily" It is

in this context thalt King's word was lanlamount to law.

-4
And it appealed +t¢ ov\ly ewe class, meve often ¥hon mot te the

8. Foran—-né& p,351 . .
P.Mehardad Faiz Samad Zedeh— "The emergency of Iranian
Bonapartisan®1905-21 studies in History vol.5 no.2(July
December 1989).

10.Abrahamian-n5 p.31

appebled Vd ouly ope Aass, "worg offeh YiWawm not 1o Mk

1



ruling class, as do our modern laws."

fAlthough the Gajars in Iran were the high priests of
oriental despostism, it was during their rulé that the
roots of déspotism started weakening in Iran. This was
probably due to colonial intrusions beginning early in the
qineteenth century when the despoltic structure showed

signs of cracking. During the same period There was
gradual unification of fragmented social slruclure and
emergences of desire for modern laws. ' The state and tlhe

relegious reformers, despolic King and conservalive -ulama

12
were all contributors te this process"

The two Russo-Persian wars of 1804-1813 and 1826~
1828, both leading to Iran's military defeals and heavy
territorial losses, and ensusing responses to them, marked
the first cracks in the despotic struclture. This happened
in two distinct ways. Firslt, the stale tended lo disregard
ils support Ease by remodelling itself afler thé fashion
of tLlhe colonial)powers and secondly, the base distance&_
itself from the stale because of The latiers weakness in
the ?ace'of external threats as well as its susceplibility
to foreign influence. These indiﬁatéﬁ amistrust belween
the two thatl ied both to seek & new basis of survival."It
was an irony however, thalt both came to appeal to lhe same
base, namely the non—ruling people who laler appeared as a

nationa.

11. Samad Zadeh n9 p.212
12. Ibid p.212




fibbas Mirza represented the first allempl by stale 1o
reform itself. His Nezam—-e Jadid (new order) and
divankhana (the highest organ of secular jurisdiction}
were‘ steps taken in order to endear the progressively
allenating people. Similarly, the "Ulama's mistrust of the
state led thgh tb.a closer identification with the people.

This was signified by a shift of emphasis from Islam to

the peopls ‘Qhose leadership as a nalion thmgf assumed

decades later— Amonyg  later sltate reformers we may

discern the spirit of Abbas Mirza in Mirza Tagi Khan

AmirKabir, the Grand Yezir (1846-1851) He also undertook

military, administrative industeial and educational
reforms. His secular school Daral-Fonun, played a vital
role in cotempory Iranian politics. In order to
consolidate a new base for state among the people, he look

various steps. This was symbolically reflected in

his
o

newspaper. Vagay—e-he Etefagieh (Current Affair) thal
aimed at keeping the people informed aboutl the

developments inside and outside the counlry. This approach

to the public as a means of introducing reforms was

expressed thus. "The purpose of reforms arnd new

establishments is for the awareness, the education, tLhe

good and interest of the public'" 14 The people responded

posilively. to this popular concern and udnited against

AmirKabir's opponent. “"The popular prolest

13. Ibid p.219
14. Quolted in Ibid p.214



against insurgent soldiers who aimed al dépusing him  in
1848 was an important event in the history of Iran: tlhe
people had rallied around the Grand Vezir."13

The laéﬁér reformers of the last oquarter of the
nineteenth Century also contribuled Lo thekbreaking of the
despotic structure and the integration of 'Fragm@nted
social strucltgre.

The later reformers, in sharp contrast with 1Llhe
position taken- by tﬁe earlier reformers, intraduced.reform
measures by invoking foreign dominalion. The Earlier
reformers like Abbas Mirza and Amir Kabir earned the
hostility of British for their protectionism. Ellis, ‘the
British .commercial attache, denouced as ‘dogma® Abbas,
Mirza's policy of baiancing ‘the money trade’ and
restriction of the trade with the maﬁu?acturihg.nations”1é
But the later reformers were mdre interested in
collaboration with the west than in countering it. The
name of Malakum Khan, the infatuated westernizer was
foremost amongslt the later reformers.

The westlern deéigned reforms lhat increassingly
became synonymous with foriegn dominations soon provoked
opposition. The opposiltion to ﬁeuter concession and ils
eventual abrogaltion in 1879 underscored this point. This
stream which was mainly headed by ulama, led io the wunity

of fragmenlted social structure and reinforcing of national

1% Ibid~ p.215. .
16 Charles Essawi (Ed)— Economic History of Iran; 1800~
19214 (Chicago 1971 P. 78



identity, which inturn led to the disintegrétion of
despotic structure of the stale.

The emergenie of nation and conciousness aboul 11 was
unequivocally apﬁareht when we sae A natidn concious of
itself, protestiﬁ%,against the tobacco concession in 1891
2?2, behind the shi ulama. There were saveral social
pressures which forced ‘the uiama in nalionalist
directions. First. was the traditional rcordial relation
between ulama and merchants, who supported ulama witlh
zakat and KhonTs (religious taxes). The second pressure
was the need by the clerical order for a new base of
survival, now that the state was falling apart.

The ‘'"nationalist impulse left its mark also on
submissive westernism of the modernizing reformers."17
This ch;nge can be found in the tone of Malekum Khan the
most fervenlt champion of weslernization. He addressed the
Shah thus, in his paper Qanun: "By whal law do you sell
these righls (Tobacco concession) and primblgges our stale
lto foreign adventurers ''18

Thus, towards the end of 19th century, one can
clearly discern two componentslof Iranian nationalism. One
component was Islamic under tThe 1eadership.of shi—i ulama,
which came to the fore front during the Tobacco movement,

and other was secular tLrend led by weslern

17 Samad Zadeh— No. @ p 225
18 Ibid p 225



;onfined to the secular trend of Iranian naltionalism in
general and itls leflist component in particular.

One may discover the rools of Leflist movement in
Iran, in the organizalion of the secrel cenlre organized
in Tgbriz and the Social Democratic Partly (SDP)_Q? Iran in
Baku. Both these organizations ‘"were influenced by
revolutiunaré socialism of Russian Marxism.'"19 While ihe
secrel centre was organiied in the Tabriz by lwelve young

radicales assosiated with the journal Gonjeh Fonun and

headed by one Ali Karbalayi, nick named 'Monsieur', The
Social Democratic Parlty of Iran was farmed in early 1904
in FEaku by a handful of emigres who had heen acitive for
some lime within the Social Democractic Partly of Russia.
They opened a club ‘Heﬁmat' (EFFORT) and focussed t1lheir
activ%%s among migrated workers from Iran employed in Baku
0il fileds. The party was headed by Narim Nafimanov, an
Azerbaijani school teacher who laler became president of
the Soviet Socialist Republic of Azerbaijan. Almost all
the other founders of the parly were intellectual from
Iranian Ararbaijain. Their programﬁe which was "mainly a
translation from the economic demands of Russian Social

Democrats, called for the right of workers lo organize and

strike,® and - - -~

19 Ervand Abrahamian -~ JIran Belween Two Revolunlters

inspired reformers and intelligentsia. This study is -

(princeton,1982) p. 77



s ! . ' . .

eighl hour day, olﬂage pensions, a progressive income lax,
distribution of land among those who tilled i1."20 The
Secret centre which soon established close lies with 1lhe

Social Demorcrals circulated the party programme

wilhin
Iran. These two Societies played aclive - role in 1he
constitutional revoldion of 1905-120&6. From Baku the SDP

pressurised Shah by telegrames and threal of sending armed
volunteers, &o convena C}National fssembly. The Shah

relented to the pressure.

The next summer was politically eventful. The

convening of National Assembly anid Then the election for

National Assembly were catalysit for the developmenl of

political organisation and radical newspapers through out

the country."In the capital over thirly proconstitulional

society (anjumans) appeared on the political arena."21 Of

-

all the anjumans, the most active and 1ar§est, with @&

membership of three thousands, was the sociely of

Azerbaijanis. The life breath of this organisation was a

confirmed leftist Hyder Khan Amu *Ughli' who played an

importanl role in organising the 8SDP in Baku. Inside the

socielty of AZerbaiJanis, Hyder established "SDP's first

cell inside Iran.''22

This society was most vocal in proteslting against the

10

20 1bid p. 77
21 Ibid p. 86
22 Ibid p. &7



Shah's denial to ratify the constitutibns. It was members
of this society who form&d majority of the armed
volunters" cfeated for the de?ence.of National Assembly.
Yet again ”é money lender from Tabriz, probably with
connection to Hyder Khan's cell of Sécial Democratls,
assassinated Prince Amin al Sullan and prompltly committed
suicide outside the Parliament buildings."23 It was in tlhe

face of such pressure, thal Shah himself appearead meekly

% ' -
before 1the National Assembly, vowing to (D respect The

N’
constitution, and placing  royal seal Upon the
supplementary Fundamental Law. Bul the Liberals who

formed a mojarity in first National Assembly wenl loo fast
with the reforms which curtailed tHe economic political
powers of the Ulama and royalists. This led to a
understénding between ulama and royalist. They came oul in
The streels in lale December 1908. Shaikh Fazallah Nouri
the highly respected Mujtahed, called wupon all devoul
muslims to gather in the large cannon square to defend
sharia from the heathen gconstitutionalist. The
ractionaries packed the expansive sguare Lo full capacily
and at the meeting Shaikh Fazallah declared thal ‘"tlhe

Majles L iberals, like French Jacobians were paving the

24

ways for Socialism, Anarchism and Nihilism® « FBooed by

23 Ibid p.&7
24 Ibid p.95.
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.such support fhe Shah struck in June 19209 and imposed
martial law, banned all societies and capltured Tehran. But
Tehran was not the whole of Iran. The armed volunteers
rose in defence of revolution first in Tabriz later in
I¢fahan and Rasht and subsequenitly in most olher cities
including Tehran. Iran-had enftered an era of civil war.
“In Tabriz the venue of high drama of civil war, 1he
Leftists exploited the opportunily to ‘consplidate
themselves. Fhe Segret Centre of HKarbalayi, merging wilth a
Jroup of Armenian intellectuals, voted to build a
"proletarian orgénisation' separate from. the ‘democralic
movement, "formalised its tiss with Social-democrals in
Baku, "and received from caucus S Ome one hundred
volunteers. Simiiarly in Rashi, Yeprem Rhan, headed a
secrel star committee a?d eglablished conltact wilth Social
Democrats, Social Revolulionaries and Armenian Dashneks in
caucusus. In Busshire and Bandér "Abhbas, reéional council
of radicals took over local administration. In Mashad the
city guild organised bazar strike and seized royalist
governor, while a group of rédicals formed a Jamiyat-—i
Mujahedin (Association of Fighters). Affiliating with
Social Democrats in Baku the association issued an

exlensive proclamation. 'This manifesto was the first

25

socialistl programme, ever published in Iran’ « I1 called

for armed defense of the constitution, use of parliament

for attaining 'social justice’, < D "eventual

- gauality?®,

25 Ibid p.100

[N



extension of sufferage to all citizens irrespeclive of
religion 7 and ¢lass, redistribution of Majlis seals
according to size of populaltion in each region, Juaranlee
of right to publish, speak, organise, assemble and strike,
free schools for all children, free hogpitalg and clinics
for wurban poor, ~sale of royal villages and ‘excess’
estates to landless peasanls, laxation of income and
wealth, not Dé’households; an gight—-hour work day and t@o
years of compulsory miiitary service for all adult

26
males® .

Thus, the Left movemenl maintained its unbroken
continuity throughoutl tThe cdngtitutional revolution and
beyond. In the Se;ond.National fAssembly, tﬁe division of
the Left and the Rigﬁt_became apparent as early as 1910.
The Left grouped under "Democratic Parly' while the Rightl

conglomerated under 'Moderate Party'. The Democrals were

led by the survivors of the pre-120&6 radical sociely.

Dutside the Parliament, Democrat Partly Was mainly

organised by Hyderkhan and Mohammed Amin Rasul -Zadeh.
Hyderkhan who later hecame the first secrelary  of

Communist parly, served as organisation's execulive

secrelary and linked Democrats in Tehran to the Social

Democrats in Baku. Resul Zadeh who afler the Russian

revolulion  became a Monshevilk leader in Eaku, Founded a

newspaper entitled Iran—i MNMow (New Iran) which served as

2& Y"The program of Association of fighters in Mashad"
Donya (winter 1964) p 89-97

13



party organ. "Il contained discussions of social reform,

summerized the history of European Socialism, and . sought
&

to propogate in Iran, for the first time, the fundamentals

27
of Maruism® .

The program of Democratic Parily was heavily based on

the manifesto of Social Democrals. Indeed there

wWere
little more thén the desire 1o bre accepted by
*Conservative Public’ which snatched from them 1The word

"Socialist'. The radical programnme of the party soon won
over other radical elements. The Armenian Daghnak party,
declaring that the Democrats were a progressive party,
formed an alliance with them égainst reacltionary
feudalism. And te Social Democrats of Baku instructed
their members to dissolve their branches in Iran and join
28
the new organisation® .

The Bolshevik Revolution of 1917 had a favourable
impact on the leflist movement in Iran. 0OFf ihe countries
on the Russian periphery, persia in 1917-18 presented a
very favourable conditions for Lhe exlension of Bolshevik

29
revolution® . The country®s chaotic conditions specially

in the North provided ready made catalyst for a

revolutionary movement. The first atiemplt to organise a

movement along communist line was made by veleran - Social
Democrats, who gathered in BRaku and announced the
formation of the - . »

27 Ervand—-N p 104
28 Ibid p 105
279 Sepehr Zabih,

communist movement In Iran (Berkely
1264 p 1 :

14



Justice Party (Firgeh—i Adalat). It starled mobilising oil
field .workers for recruitment in the Red Army, sent a
delegate to the forthcominyg sixth Bolshavilk congress in
paper

Petrogard, and established bilingual Azeri-Persian

callied "Huriyatl®' (Freedom). Assadallah Khan Ghafer Zadeh

15

was its first Secrelary. The Adalal parly captured Persi@w

Consulate in 1918 and forced the Consul General, Mohammed
Saed, to flee. Ghafarzadeh was assasinated while trying to

establish contaclt with Kuchek Khan, the Jangali leader.
& :

Ghfaffarzadeh's successor as parly secretary was Mir

Jafar, later to be known as Javed Zadebh and still laler as

Pishwari. 'He held the post of Secretary till the Red army

landed in Enzeli, after which the committee moved to

30
Persia’ . In June 1920, it convened in Enzeli its first

major -congress. The Congress adoplted the Title YCommunist

Party of Ivran® (Firgeh—-i Komonist-—i Iran) and elected

31
Sultan Zadeh as the first secrelary of the party’

The CommunisL party of Iran a&alongwith Jangali's
claimed to have formed in Gilan a Sovietl

Socialist

Republic of Iran. By the end of 1920, the Soviel Socialist

Republic in Rasht - reinforced by the Red Army - was
preparing to march into Tehran with itls

20 Ibid p 12

31 Abrahamian, n 19 p 115



guerilla force. This was the only time when Leftist in Iran
“came close to capturing power. But in the meantime Soviet
Union decided to withdraw ils support because of 1lhe

division in the leadership on this {issue and mainly

because the economic burdenrn of this advenlure proved tloo

much for the nascent communist state. At this Jjuncture,

'The man on the horse back' Rezakhan eﬁerged and nipped
the communist attempls in the bud. He defealed the Jangali
movemenlt mainly b; retaining friendly relationship witlh
Soviel Union and thus obiaining its evacuation and paritly
by establishing contact wilh secular radical wing of the

rebei movement. In retalliation, the religious wing of lhe

Jangali movement killed Hyderkhan, oullawed communis?

party, forced Ehsanullah Khan to leave wilh Red Army and
tried to kill Khalu Qurban. The communists in lran were on

the defence.

Aflter the destrucltion of SOVieinocialist Republic in

Glilan the communist partly went Through A major

transformation. It changed the focus of 1its aclivitlies
from north to interior specially Tehran. It discouraged

provincial revolt, toned down tThe call for armed

insurreclion, tried to democralise bourgeoisie, unile the

couniry against British imperialism, consolidate the parly

organisalion and create viable trade unions through ou?l

32

Iran?® .-

‘

32 Ibid p 129.
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fs Reza Shah's power became more consolidated,
communist activities in Iran gradually declined. In June
1931, in an attempt to cope with the communists, the
government introduced a Bill in the Majlis to outlaw all
genuine or disguised politlical organisaltion engaged in
communist aclivities and propoganda. This BRBill sasily
passed into law. By this time, howeve}, the communist
éarty of Iran was under ground. The nall on Lhe coffin was
hammered by gendinﬁ off the rest Lo priﬁoﬁ.

During the ,1930!5; hardly one heard of Iranian
communist parly or Iranian communist movement. However, a
nucleﬁs of a new Marxist organization was found by JIranian
intellectuals, educated and trained in European counlries,

notably Germany;, France and occasionally in Soviet

{J

3
Unign?® .

In this context the role of the nucleus known as 1lhe
‘Erani Circle’ or ‘'Group of Fifty-three’ was very
important. Although by this time 1931 law banning
*Communist Ideology' was already in vogue. Erani's group
set out to indocltrinate the intellectuals in the
- fundamentals lof communism. The Largel group grew in
number as the European educaled studenlts relurned to Iran.
'Donya’ was designed to carry their educaltion in Marxist

doctrine begin in Europe, and Lo extend it to

332 SepehrZabih, Left in Contemporary Iran (London 198&),

Nl

F’
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- olther Iranians, in their native language and on &

34
sophisticated level’ .

The central figure among the '?iFty‘ three’ was a
thirty—six year old Professor of Physics named Tagi Erani.
The dominan® chéracteristic of Erani's writing and
Leaching was its scientific method, which attempled Lo
explain @the ‘main . principles of Marxism-bLeninism in
relatively simple language. This group was arresled and
tried in 1937.

In September,f1941 with the overthrow of Reza Shah's
regime; *following. the Jjoint Anglo-Soviel military

intervention in Persia, the Persian communist movement

35 _ .
revived’ . Both internal and external factors contribuled

to this revival. In this situation, when general amnesly
was graqted to 'less dangerous® political prisoners,
twenly-seven younger members of Lhe famous 'Ffifly-three’
announced formation "of 'Hizb-e Tudeh—e Iran’ (parly of
Iranian masses) in Tehran on 29 Seplember, 1941. As

e

succeeding years proved, it was the 'only consistently

36
well organised political party of Iran® . At least for

three decades from then, this party and itls splinter

.

Jroups spea}headed the Lefltist movement in Iran.

24 Zabih n 29 p &6
35 Zabih n 29 p 71
36 Abidi, n 1 p 159
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In 1940's, the Tudeh party could boast of 25000
members and perhaps half a million in affiliated trade

unions. It ‘was banned in 1949 for an altempt on Shah's

]

life. It surfaced again in 1950s bult it failed Lo bury ils
distaste for Mosaddeq and support him fully. With fall of
Mosaddegq and restoration of the Shah in 1933, the Tudeh
suffered considerable represéion at the hands of Llhe

regime. Its leadership wenl into exile in East Germany and

its rank and fFfile grew passive or converted To more

acceptable political ideas. By "the 60's the Tudeh parly’s

core membership dwindled to 2000 and by 1973, perhaps to

37
500" . The party was vicltim of history.

Only in Tthe late 70's with the first germination of
&

active opposition in Iran did the Tudeh party beslir
itself. It joined.into a coaliltion of disparate opposilion
contesting EShah's rule and played important role in the
revalutlion that brought Imam Khomeini to power. Yel, it

fared little better than other opposition groups in

”3
38
Khomeini®s Iran and was eventually banned in 1983°

During its chequered existence, the Tudeh Was
infected several times by the problem : of internal

dissension, conflict and defection. The basic reasonéﬁ

37 Us Dept of state Bureau of Intelligence and Research

P World strength of communisi parly org. (1960s

and
12703y 38 Zabin, n 29 p 25
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for such a fate was its strong Soviel connection, which
was invoked more than once by its dissenling members as
the cause of their e%traﬁgement, The first such problem
which beseiged The Tudeh parlty was in 1940%s. It came in
Lhe aFtEK:hath of Dthe collapse of the Iranian communist
movement's second revolutionary merment, staged in
Azerbaijan.

"The internalbideological grigsis in the wake of the
failure of resurrecltion in Azerbaijan 'was 1the grealest
threat to the (communist) movement since collapse of Gilan

39

Republic" . This crisis was lsd on twe flanks, one by

‘ullra lefltislts' the other by 'moderale faclioen'.
The first group of critics represented the leflist

< ~
(ultra) tendencies among parly intellectuCpls and

A : -7
advocated wviolence and olher revolutionary melhods. 'A
leader of the faclion was Dr. A Eprim whose pamphel  "Che
Bayad Kard" 7 (what is to be done) published in December
1946, stated very clearly the main objeclions of the

40
faction" .

The greatest mistake of the partly, according fto this
faction, was emphasis on numerical strength }ather than on
the quality of membership. "They further criticised whatl

they said, was the reliance of some

39 Zabih, n 29 p 124
40 1bid p 128
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party leaders on the course of inlernational evenls 1lo
woteot party from severe crisis ralbther Than depending  on
F P Y

41
its nwn strength as an indigenous political force’ .

They fellt that structure of the organisation was too
heterogenous to be effective. They suggested as solution,
to separatle mosf'militant members Froﬁ the main body into
a disciplined core capable of playing vanguard role. . To
clear part}- of opportunistic elements, they demanded
drastic purges periodically. And most important i1 was
suggested thalt the party must do all it can to fight
prevalent bul false bhelief that il was subordinate Lo the
Soviet Union and prove thal the movemen! was indigenous
and nationalist. |

They sudggested a plgn for organisational realignment.
A popular front called @ither ‘progressive’ or
'democratic®' fronlt should be established, whifh would
encoﬁpass all the present members and organs as well as
oLher affiliatea progressiQe elements. Il should colinue
to aoncate.the:Tudeh partly programme which embraced the
broad goals of social justice and public welfare. Bul lhey
said, the vanguard pérty to be established within this

front and called 'socialist parly of tlhe dehgc?a&ic front’
7, o )
. . . . L7000 .
should maintain an idependenl identily and use- maximum
42 R

care in its recruitmenl process’ . This vanguard should

41 Quoted, Ibid p 129 DASS
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be the brain of the Leflist forces and the source of their
power. The vanguard will go underground if perseculed (by
the Governmen;), it will regroup and emerge again and will
continue 1o do so until power is seized %nd a government
hased on the: masses and their common interestl ig

pd

43
formed?® .

‘These recommendalions were rejected by ‘old guard'
as  Thumbug'® and itg proponents were dubbed as Telitist'
and "vanguardist'. In protest they defecled from the
partly.

. The second and numerically larger éroup of critics
was led by Khalil Maleki who organised "the Tuth

Socialist L%égue of Iran"” and published its crilticism of

the parlty leadership and past performance in & 1ength%_

essay entitled Do Ravesh Baraye Yelk Hadaf (Two Aﬁproaches

to One Goal). Malekis faction demanded maore democracy in

the party. They also voiced criticism of the over reliance

on the international development. "It particularly
objected to the party having used international
obligation’ as a  reason of  supporting- C@avam

government'44, Their desire not to provoke the wrath of
Soviet Union kept them away from a forthright criticism of

subordination of party to USSR.

42 Ibid p 130

43 A.E Perim : che Bayad Kard p 18, as qguoted in Zabih,
n 29

44 1Ibid p 1233



o The  moderalte facltion insisted Thalt the Tudeh had
failed to carry oult its role properly in the political
development -qf Iran. They blamed the partyfs exaggeratlted
sense of historical determinism as the wvillain of the

piece, which forced il to act in purely defensive

Qay

Khalil Maleki published a tract in 1951 enltilled

Tudelh Che migoyéd va che mikurd® {(what the Tudeh party

says and what it did). "In describing his reason for

leaving the Tddeh, he accused the parly leaders of blindly
. . N\ e . -

following Russians and of aii@gmﬁg with The Azerbailjan

45
Democrats who "Lhreatened to dismantle Iran’ .

In any case Jamiyal—-e—~socialist-Tudeh (Tudeh

socialist League), could notl continue for long. It failed

&
to draw members and an editorial in Soviet News paper

candemning the faction as'"lraitors o socialisl cause,

44

sealed 1ils fate" and it was disbanded. . In later years

Khalil-Maleki relturned to poliltics by helping to form

Toilers Partly.

Fecides these two:?actions they were several olther
splinter groups whose political tendencies were known long
aflter their defection. One such group was :Anvarkham&i's

small faclion known as Jamiyat—-e Rahai kar-va Andisheh

45 Ervand n 19 p 310
46 Zabin n 29 p 134

"Hizhe—e
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"(The Sociely of Liberation of Deed and Thought). This
group was most active in Ffirst phase of nationalist
movement in 19250-52.

The faction was ideologically Marxistl—lLeninist,
staunchly anti American, and vividly pro-Soviel advocating
closer iies and unreserved subordinalion to the Soviel
Union "It challeAQed the right of a loosely ideological
partly (the Tuéeh) to represent the international movement

in Iran but & denounced the Maleli faction as

2l

nationlist revisionist'"47

In course of tlime several other splinter groups

separated from the main body of the Tudeh Parly. These

s

included:

The Revolutionary Organizaltion of the Tudeh Parly

It was a pro-Peking wing founded in 1946 by Fereidun
Keshvaraz and to other fellow members of .the Tudeh central
committee—ﬁhemed Gasemi and Gholam Hussain Forutan, after
their escape lo Wesern Europe. A considerablé number of
the Tudeh mﬁhbers, specially students in Western Europe
and America who had been unhappy with the Tudeh joined lhe
new wing.

The organization bélieved that the Tudeh was no
longer a true Marxist-Leninst parly with a revolutionary

character. They began lo visil Peking and Havana and were

able to have a guerilla trainning camp set up in Cuba.

47 Ibid p 135 ‘ ST
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But their flourish found a break when Cuba turng closer to
Moscow and away from Peking. This agreement within the

Chin@se leaderhib as to the force of guerilla warfare soon

found echo within this organization. éome advocated
Chinkse type peasant uprising with a revolution siarting in
rural areas. and‘ then survrounding the cilies. Others
rejected it Oés not been applicable to Iranian conditlions.
Later, the ch;nge in China's foreign policy put an end 1o
their thopes, specially after 1971 when Peking and Tehran
recognized each-other and finally when1China was admiitted

to UND.

Ilranian Marxist Circle:

This was setl up by Mehmoud Mogaddam in 19467. He was

an oriiPal member of Lthe revolulionary organisaltion bul

soon parted and set up his own group. The new faction
differed only in taclties. It believed- that under the
existing conditions in Iran, the first step should be to
set up separdle Marxist .circles in Iran and then join them
together to form a labur party. It was opposed both {lwo
Soviet Union and the Tudeh Parly. |

Iranian People's Liberation Organisaltign

This was set up by ‘another founding member of
revolutionary orgﬁisapion Cyrus—Nahavandi in 1967, when he

left it-. This group, which later returned to Iran

believed in guerilla activities. They were involved in
many a dare devil activities like robbinyg Banks, before

they were captured and punished.

<



Toofan Organisaliaon:

This faction was established in 19682 and  was

a
Mao'ist group. It flourished in the aftermath of the
Sino-Soviel rift, It sent a large number of youth lo

China and Cuba for training and subsequently to Iran for
political activites. Bult it too fell into the same tractl
as Tudeh. By obidently following its master China it too

was compramised by China's rappol with The Shah (of Iran)

A
in 1970s'48. The Toofan played a negligifble role in tlhe
~ TN

revolution of 1979. &

In 1969 some two hundred Tudeh members, dissalisfied
with Party's aversion Lo political violence, formed the

group called "Sazman—e—~Engalab—e Komunistla—-ye . Iran

(Revolutionary organisation of Iranian communists). This
group advocaled recourse to armed measures Lo enhance its
activities. On the eve of the 1979 revolution a variely

of groups pulled out of the Tudeh in order to minimise

theﬁiability&associated_with it. Several political groups

formed "Democralic Union of Iranian People' under t1lhe

writer Mahmud Behazin. This organisation was doclrinaly

ctlose to the Tudeh but suffered litlle of ils handicaps.

This organisation was able to mount the supporl of as many

as 10,000 people in favour of and armed uprising. Around

1965 the Tudeh party lost iis monopoly of the lefl in

48 Shahran chubin "Leftist force in Iran', Preoblem of
communism, July august 1980 p 4.




%)

Iran, fovo in that period several politial Jroups
espousing various forms of leflisl radicalism emerged as a

49
direct resull of the 19432 religious _uprising. The

immediale mgod generated by the brutal suppression of the
June 1963 uprising was one of apalthy and despair. Bul for
tiny. number of goung revolulionaries within the abyss of
this despalr the nucleus of new hope was crystallizing.

For thesze young men "the June uprising marked the end of

50
all Fforms of reformist and parliamenlary struggle.”

They were convinced tﬁat only meaningful way by which Ci?
struygygls can  bhe waged against thé .r&gime' was  "Lhrough
armed struggle, a struggle Lhal stemmed from a carefully
chalked out strategy emanaling from concrete

organisational net work and was conducted within a dynamic

-
51
ideological framework." Thus "after 19263 militanis,
irresective of their ideology, had to ask themselves a
question. “what is to be done?'. The answer was Clear,
| ]
w? €
the guerilla warfare'. These guerillas can be divided

into five political groupings 1. The Sazman —e Cherik-haye

Fedayi—-e Khalg-e Iran(The organisaltion of the guerillsa

freedom Ffighters of the Iranian peplel), known as the
Marxist Fedayeen. This was The wost genuine Marxisl

Leninist group in Iran and is credited with the first major

49  Zabikh n 33 p 10

50 Suroosh Irfani-Revolulionary Islam

in  Iran  (London 1983) p 89

541 Ibid —

52 Haleh Afshar—Iran A Revolulion in turmoil (Mo Millan
1985) p 152

._I



guerilla attacK on the regime at Siahkal. Which Tsparked
off eight ygar of intense guerilla aclivities and

inspired many other radicles, Islamic as well as Marwxist,

-3

[ ~4
P g
to take up arms against the Pahalvi regime."

e

2. The Sazman—e Mojahedin—e Khalg—e Iran (The Orgenisation

of Freedeom fighters of the Iranian people) generally

referred to ad the Mojahedin. This group tookK {gpiration
A

from two different ideologies, Islam and Marx

M. Its
“ideology can be described bes! as combination of Islam
=4 |
and Marzism'. The striking %g@ure of the Mojahedin was
the fact thal hey successfully cemented Togelher such

diverce themes as Shi-notion of marltyedem, classical

Marsistl theories of class struggle and historicl

determination and neo~Marxisl concept of arms sliruggle,

guerilla warfare and revolulionary heroism inlto one

55
compact idenlogy.

The. organisation suffered & Schism in 1273 owing To

the dideological split  in the leadsership cadre of LThe
Mojahedin “between those who had turned to Marxism and
insistead Lo converl Mujahedin into a Marxis? Leninsl group

and those wha, confronted the Marxist by adhering to the

-7
. 7 Y
Islamic ideology of the organisalion® AfLter 197%  there

existed 1two Mojahedin facltions, Islamic and The HMarxistl.

Although estranged against each olher neither group ceased

52 Ibid g 149

54 Ervand Abrahamian — Radical Islam (London 198%9)
%% For further reading see chap III

56 Irfantn S0 p 1023-104
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its operation ajgainst their regime.The acltivies of Islamic
Mojahedin included “hank robbery in Isfahan, a bomp atlack
on Iar&]ﬂly cultural centre al Tehran and strike in  Arya

57 - ‘
Mehr univesity" The exploits of the Marxist Mojahedin

included dare 'dgvil bomp atlack on ITT Dffice, and  the
police station in Tehran's northen subrub and assasination
of two American military advisors.

Other indepeﬁdent guerilla Marxist groups included

the Sazman—e Azadibakhsh—e Khalg-e Iran (

the Organisation
for Liberalion of Iranian People}, the Gorueh-e Lureston
(The, Lurestan group) in mashad, Sazman-g  Arman—e Khalg

{(The organisaltion of people’s Idealand Lhe

Razmandagan—g
Azadi-e Tabegeh Hargar(Lhe Fighterﬁ for The Liberation of
Working class). Among  all these guerilla groups the

Mojahedin and the Fedayeen were the most imporliant.

In the revolutionary upheaval of 1978-79 all these

leftist groupg played a crucial role. The Tudeh, the

Mojahedin and thé Fedayeen contribuled Lhe chunk of the

streeat demonstralors against the Shah. Inversely, they
‘r“ : PR . -

also bore the brQlunt of casualities suffered during the
A\

revolulion, In short, their contribulion in ousting the
Shah and bringing Khomeini to power was phenomenal. Yel
all these could not make Hhomeinis Iran "GOD'S BLESSINGS®
for the lefltist forces and almost all of them suffered the
ignominy of being banned scon afler the emergence of The

Islamic Republic of Iran.

57 Ibid p 108
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THE TUDEH AND THE SOVIET CONNECTION



CHAPTER Il

The twelve years bhetween the fall of Reza Shah's
adtocracy in August 1941 and the establishment of
Mohammed Reza Shah's autocracy in August 1953, are one
of tlhe ma%or periods in the modern era of lhe Iranian
history in which a pelitical analyst can look more
vi%@ly below the political surface into the social-
infrastructure of Iranian politics. In lhe porch of this
period stands ‘the enigmatic figure of Tudefﬁ party, a
party which has ever been so diversely interpreted by
political commentators, such as the "only consistently

i 1
well organised political party in Iran®'" ,. & genuine

Marxist—Leninist party, ' messiah of the oppressed

people® on the one hand and a 'Soviet Trojan horse in
2 ' 3

the heart of Iran ' and a 'local agent of Russia ' on

the other. What is astonishing however, is lhe fact tlhat

' a parly that was potently secular, radical and marxist

could grow into a mass movement, in & country noted for

its fervent shi'ism, traditional monarchism and intense

. 4
nationalism®' .

While addressing the first party congress, Iraj

iskandari summed up the party position thus. ° The aim

i e (e s e e 40 ot ST Sy s S S S b Gooty S P o et 9008 Aamay oty oo Tt MY datem St P abe mbeS Aot iy vy S Seote STRSS GB0RS Gapee Seemt Soben Pegee oSt Sy Shoes i bhbey Seost 0ot bt Smmey hems Simme bt oty

1.~ A.H.H. Abidi - ILran at the crossroads (New Delhi
1989) p.159

2.~ GSepehr Zabih—~ Communist Movement in Iran
19646), p.331
3.- Shahram Chubin— ‘Leftist Forces in Iran, Problems of
Communism, (July-August 1989) p.3

4.- Ervand Abrahamian— lIran Between Two Revolultions
(Princton, 1982) p.X 1
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of the Tudeh party is to unite the masses — workers, tlhe

peasanls, the traders, the craftsmen and the progreésive

J

. 2 :
1ntellectd§al,“of course these classes have economic
(V% I

i

differences......in contemporary Iran, however, these
differences are overshadowed by common‘struggle against
imperialish, against abseﬁt landlords, against
exploiting capitalists apd against industrial vrobber
barons. OQOur duty is to uﬁite the exploited classes and

. 5

forge a party of masses' .
Marxism and other socialist philosophies have been
a continuous attraction for atleast a segment of western
educated Iranians right from the turn of lhe present
centry. Once Lhe Bolshevik revolution became a realitly

the main sources of intellectdzﬁl penetration of Iran

-
shgted from *West European countries to Soviel Russia’
%

From 1917 to 1921 the Soviet backed communists were

acltive openly in the Northern Region of Iran. But
between 1921 and 1241, lran and Soviel Union had a
fairly mnormal relation at governmental level which

squeezed lhe open activilies of ihe Iranian Communists.

7

The emergence of a nucleus known as *The Group of 53

which was the total number of individuals arrested and

convicted in 1937, shows that communism had come to stay

5.— Rehbar 4th Sept 1944,

6.~ Sepehr Zabih- Left in Contemporary Iran <(London
192846) p.1 '

7.— Other Leftist group including ‘Group of 53°*

are
discussed in chapter-1.
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in Iran. The regime acted vigilantly and entered inlto a
pact with Turkey, Irag and Afganistan in order to co-
operate with each other, in controlling Soviet sponsored

leftist organizations and movements.

But the war timé occupation of Iran by Anglo-—Soviet
forces changed the situation .dramaticély under tlhe
Anglo—Saviet uftimatum, Reza Shah ébdicated-in favour of
crown Prince Mohammed Reza Shah and hurriedly left the
country. *The fall of Reza Shah, temporarily ended tlhe
politics of state control and socio—-political conditions

of Iran were favourable for a novel venture in the realm

8
of politics' .

Both external and internal faclors cont}ibuted to
the ehergence of a genuine communist movement, of the
former, the most important was the physical presence of
the Red A}my in NMorthern Iran which underscroed tUhe
return of Russian influence after a lapse of more than
two decades. Internally, the principal facltors were the
legacy of Reza Shah, changes in social conditions over
the preceeding twenly years and the new political
environment created by weakening of Iranian State.

As a result of Reza Shah's modernisation programme
both the capitalists and the labour force had expanded
considerably but they had remained largely deprived of
an’ opportunity to alter the pattern of political

relation in accordance with such changes. The consequent

8.~ Abrahamfian,-n4, p.165
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grievances 6? these social forces ﬁoupled- with the
abrupt removal of the resirictions on the freedom of
political aciivity produced conditions favourably to the
formulation of radical political organization.

The Tudeh party emerged immediately after 1lhe
abdication of Reza Shah and release of "less dangerous’®
prisoners under general amnesty. Twenly seven younger
members of the famous "fifly three’, imprisoned in 1937,
announced® formétion of a political organisation on 29
September, 1941 in Tehran and christened it as Hizb-e
Tudeh~e Iran (party of Iranian Masses). The founders of
the party selected sulayman—Iskandari as the Chairman of
the party.

The immeaiaté goals the partly set before itself
were - release of: the rest of the ‘'fifty three®',
recognition ef Tudeh as a legitimate organisation,
publication of a daily newspape;, and férmulation of a
programme thal would not antagoﬁise the Ulema as the
previous secular programme had done but‘ would attract
veteran democracts, socialists, communist as well as
young marxisl and even non—-marxisl radicals.

- These goals were achieved within the next six
months. Government extended amensty to all political
dissidents imprisoned during Reza Shah's regime,
including the rest of *fifty three in wid October 1211,
The recognition of thevTudeh parly came officially in

early February 1942 when the police issued it permil tlo
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hold public service to commomorate the first anniversay
of Arani’s death. In mid-February, the parly oblained a
daily organ when a daily.called ‘Siyasat’ (Politics) was
revived. Moreover a daily called "Mardom® (people) was

also launched.

The provisional programme issued by the Tudeh party

in late. February 1943 reflects -.! the confidence gained
he pavd N
bykpdu?}ng its initial success. The programme S

ctalled for- elim;nating the vestiges of Reza Shah's
dictatorshi;, protection of constitutional laws, «civil
liberties and human rights, safe guarding rights of all
-citizens specially the masses and participation in tﬁe

C?
world~wide struggle " of democracy against fascism’™ . The

main aim of the provisional programme was to unite all
citizens against both internal fascism encouraged by

Reza Shah's gang and international fascism led by

Hitler.

It is significant that despite party's strong
connection with the Soviets and its leaders' ideological

commitlment to Marxism—bLeninism the party kept

marxist
<

demands oult of its progfamme.

The reasons forwarded by the Tudeh leaders for not
calling themselves ‘communists' despite being Marxist-

Leninist and pro—-soviet are tlthe following: clergy—

phobia, 1931 law banning all collective ideologies,

twenty five years 6? government propogganda that had

?.— Tudeh Party; '"Provisional Party Programme'" Siyasat
(22 Feb. 1942)
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‘installed in the segments of population a&a hostile
attitude gowards socialism, communism and sovielt wunion,
revolution and realisalion that the lindustrial working

class still constituted a small fraction of total

10
population’ . Radmanesh made it clear in his address

thus 'a true .communist must always adaplt marxism to
local lconditions. If an Iranian c&mmun&st adoptls
wholesale _the programme of any communist party in an
industrial counfry, he .will undéubtedly fail to appeal
to the broad masses. Consequently, he cannot be

considered a true communist. On the contrary he should

11
~be considered a political proveocateur’

After formulating the provisional programme, the
Tudeh turned its attention to its organization. The
first provisional Conference of 1943 brought thiriyw
three obserQers trom prpvinces and eighty-seven
delegates from Tehran. Each delegale represented ten
members. As for the strenglth of the parly, Tudeh had six
thousand . members spread err the country, a quarter of
them were {ntellectQ2§1, (rushanfekran) and most of tlhe
rest were worke}s, artisans, craftsmen. The Conference
hammered out detailed programme in order to replace tUlhe
provisional 6ne, designed a structure oﬁ the basis of
*democratic centralism’ eleéted & provisional central

10.—- 9. Iskandari. Address to first "Tehran Conference"
Rahbar (23 Jan. 1943)

11.— B. Alavi — Panjah-o-Sah Nafar (The Fifty Three)
(Tehran 1944) p.189




committee as the leadership of the whole organisation
pending thébconvening of first party CONJYress.

The new programme spelled oul specific proposals lo
attract the targetl groups in the masses, going beyond
the call to wunite masses, it furnished specific
programme to attract ‘workers, peasants, women and such
members of middle class (Tabgeh—i mutawassateh) as
intellectuals, small land owners, craftsman, traders and

12
low ranking jgovernment employees’ . It made progressive

promises to all the groups. To workers it promised
labour legislation, an eight—hour day, jpaid vaéagions,
pay for Fridays, over—time scales, disabilily insurance,
government < subsidised houses, pension an%ﬁan on child

labour. Its land reform programme was aimed al wooing
s peasanls whom it promised redistribution of state and
cro@n lands, buying of private estates by lgovernment
and _their resale to landless at low interest rates,
retention of iarger‘ portion of harvest for share
croppers, election of kadkhudas by 'village community
elimination of feudalllevies and obligations, formation
of an agricultural bank and villaﬁe co-~operaltives and
construction of rural «c¢linics, village schools and
irrigation project. To women, it pledged political
rights, welfare assistance for indigent, molhers aﬁd
equal payfor equal works. For workers and traders it
offered wviable guilds, state subsidised workshops, and
protection from foreign competition. To salaried middle

class, it promised job security, higher income, lower
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taxes, state contral on rent and food prices, and

government project to employ universily and'high school
graduates. The programme also called for 'national

independence from all forms of \colonialism and

imperialism, protection eof «c¢ivil 1liberty and human
rights, observance of constitutibnal law particularly
the separation of Judiciary from the Executive and a

special Supreme Court to try public officials who in

13

recenlt years had violated the fundamental law’
The programme of the Tudeh party was in keeping
with its decision to participate in the forthcoming

election "to Fourteenth Majles. The attempt to play to

the gallery was only transparently disguised. The Tudeh
party clearly reposed its faith in constitutional

development rather than in armed revolution. A partly

intellectual argued that 'the experience of Spain had

14

shown 1lo Iran the danger of premalture revolulion'

Moreover, a parly communique inter alia made the Tudeh

support for constitution abundantly clear. Il said ‘our

enemy smear us with the label (communist) to frighten
capitalists and traders. The Tudeh party is fully
committed to the fundamental law of the land. Because we

believe ant ‘communism® is a social ideology suitable

15
for social conditions that do nol exist in Iran’ It

12.~ Tudeh Party - n.9
13.~- Ibid - 12 Feb. 1989
14.~ H. Masaval - How lo change Lthe system (a pamphlet).

15.~ "Tudeh Party and Partitionship in Foreign Policy"
Rahbar (17 May 1944)
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can bg safely observed that ‘uplto dual crises of
Azerbaijan and the Sovielt Union — Iranian relations from

1944 to 1947 the Tudeh was nolt organisationally or

16
ideologically a true communist partly’ .

As to the party structure, an elaborate programme
was hammer%d out on the basis%%democratic centralism;.
Democratic centralism is the doctrine espoused by Lenin
Just after- the‘ revolution. It lays- down that
‘conflicting opinion .and views should be fully
expressed and widely discussed at all lévels of partly
hierarchy and that the central committee should take

them inlo account while making a decision, but once a

decision has been made the policy must be unquestiona&%ﬁ

17

accepted and carried oul by all parly members’ « But

objectively considered democracy and centralism do notl
go hand in hand. Indeed, the paradoxical principle is in

general involved in early phase of a communisl parly,

when central control is problematic and there is need to
fuse the values of democraltic participation with central
command authority'. Hence the Tudeh party's initial
commitment to the principle of democratic centralism.

The partly rules and regulations approved by

conference stressed lhe need for both‘ 'strong centre’
) 18
and democratic-behaviour’ « It structured the party

16.- Zabihk — né~ p.3

177.~ D. Robertson— The Penguin Dictionary of
(London, 1985) p.29

18.- Abrahamian—- n4 p.28%9

politics
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into 1local branches alt places of work, .provincial
conference, provincial control committee and partly
congress and national central committee.

Tﬁe Tehran Conference elected %ifteen founding
members and the futlure Tudeh leader to provisional
central com;ittée. In additiﬁn to Sulayman Iskandari who
was re—elected Chairman, the commiltee included - Dr.
Mohammed Bahrani; Dr. Morteza Yezdi; Iraj Iskandari;
Nuruddin Alamutis; Abdul Hossen Noshinsy Ali Kobarij
Nosratellah Ezazi, Ibrahim‘Méhazari; Reza Rusta; Dr.

Ferydoun Kashavarz; Ardashar Ovanessian; Dr. Reza

19

Rodmanesh; Ali Amirthizi and Zia Alamuti®

A social survey of the early leadership of Tudeh
Party indicates the following facts:

(1) They came largely from younger generation. If
one excludas sulayman Iskandari, the average age of fhe
commitlee members was dnly thrity seven. Peshavari, the
most important survivor of earlier communist “movement
declined to go their way dubbing them as "youny

20
inexperienced intellectual® .

(2} They wére from Persian speakingl intellegentsia
residing in Tehran, coming in general from the upper
middle class including four aristocrats, four civil
servants, one judge, three professors, oﬁe doctor, one
lawyer, one theatre director, two former teachers, one

ex—pharmacist and only one factory worker. So there

12.— 1lbid. p.28%9
20.~ Shahram, n3, p.3

is
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an  element of truth in the criticism that the early
leadership of Tudeh did nol represent ‘workers, toilers

21
and intellectuals"’ .

There was gigni?icant differences belween tlhe
leadership of communist party of Iran, before two
decades, and the leadership of the Tudeh party. Whereas
the founders of the Tudeh partly were youny, residenlt of
Tehran and persian speaking, the surviving communistl
leaders were natives of Azerbaijan and Azeri Speakinﬁ.
Whereas the Tudeh founders were wuniversily educated
intellectuals who had reached marxism :;throuéh the lefl
-wing movements of Western Europe, the leaders of the
communist parly of Iran were‘activists and self taught
intellectuals who had reached the same d@stination
throujh leninism of Russian Bolshevik Party. Whereas Ulhe

Tudeh founders, as European educated marxists, saw

politics through the <class perspective only, the
communist leaders, having experienced Lhe ethnic
genocide of caucasus and Ulhe regional revolls of

Khaibani and kuchek khan tended to see society tLhrough
communal as well as class pe}spective.

Galvanised kby the Tehran Conference, the Tudeh
started spreading its branches all over the country. The
industrial areas of North and textile manufacluring
tentres of Isfahan were ils special targets. In some
places, it created new organisation while in other areas

21.- Lenczouski George, ' Communist Movement in Iran',
Middle East Journal (Vol.1 1944,) p.29
<
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‘it created new ones. In Isfahan Tudeh obtained a
ready made organization when it was joined by a group of
radical intellectuals and militant trade unionists, who
in 1942 had led a series of successful strikes in 1the
textile mills. In Mashad, it created & branch by merging
two existing groups of persian—speaking intellectuals
and Turkish speaking workers.

By the time, it joined the elecloral fray for the
Fourteenth majlis. In 1973, the Tudeh was "the  only

party with a determined policy, a well-designed
<

22
structure and a nation wide organisation’ « In tUhe

provinces north of Tehran, it has branches in all the
twenty one cities with a population of over twenly
thousand and in nine towns with population bétween ten
to twenty thouéand, In the provinces south of Iran it
had opened brancheg and secret cells. In six of 1lhe
twenty—three ‘cities with population over twenly
thousand. Moreover, the partly .publishéd six major

newspapers, Rahbar, Mardom and Razm in Tehran, Rasti

(Truth) in Mashad Azerbaijan in Tabriz and Jowdat
£ Azerbaijan Jowdat

(Bounty) in Ardabel. The pafty's strong showing in the
north can be explained by the radical history of Gilan
and Azerbaijan, the new factories located in Tehran and
Mazandaran, and the support given by the Soviets. 1Its
relative weakness in south was due to the British and
more important the reluctance of the Tudeh 1o move intlo

22 .~ Abrahamian— n4, p.291
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the vital o0il industry while the war in  Europe

23
continued”’ .

In the election, Tudeh ﬁid fairly well when eight
out of twenty three Tudeh sponsored candidates won in
the election. Of the eight who won, twd won in Gilan,
two 'in  Khuraszan, one in Tehran province, one in
Mazandaran, one in Isfahan and one in northern christian
constituency. The party secured nearly 200,000 votes. It
also securéd more than 13% of votes cast in the whole
country aﬁd in the process it established iltself as a
political force to reckon with. Incidentally, il was for
the first time in the Iranian history that a secwﬁéﬁ
radical organisation had found popular support. The
election, bhecause of its limiled vicltory and exposure,
it provided 1o the Tudeh members, made them realise
their effectiveness. The other indicators of partly’s
popularity among the masses were lhe massive funeral
procession of Suleyman Iskandari, of aboul twenty five
thQusand members and large circulation of tlhe

party

mouth piece 'Rahbar’.
—atar

In organising labour, the Tudeh support a major
%

victory, when on May day of 1944 at its behest four
federations of unions merged to form central council of

Federated Trade Unions of Iranian Toilérs and workers.

What sent shivers down the spines of wealthy was tLhe

fact that the union not only organised all wurban wage

earners, including women but it also taught them how to

23.- 1bid. p.291
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fight for better conditions. The Tudeh demoﬁstrated itls
clout ovzr workers by defeating the company unions and
organizing seven day strike in Textile Mills in Isfahan.
The Tudeh contributed much in the pressure Jroup
politics in Iran.

When the party convened ils first party congress in
Tehran (August 1944) it had quite a few tlhings tlo

review. ; The congress included 168  delegates

24
representing 25,800 members® . It included 27 wage

earners, as delegates and used both Azeri and Persian in
condﬁcting the meetings.

A new parly programme was debated and adopted in
the congress, drafted predominantly by Radmanesh,
ovanessian and Iraj Iskandari. While retaining the
programme hammered oul in provisional coﬁference of

Tehran it added 'two significant bul vague clauses and

25 :
one <change in the emphasis’ The old programme had
mentioned neither the linguistic mnor: Uthe religious
minorities. The new programme demanded a complete

freedom of minorities in matters relating the religion
and culture and completejsocial equalily between all
citizens of the Iranian nation (mellat) irrespective of
citizen's religion and birth. The old programme
emphasised the need lo unile masses égainst tascism,
despolism and supporters of Reza Shah. The new programme

24.~ Horld Strenght of communist Parly QOrganisation
S“(bsl«':\sl'ningi’.on, 1962)

25.= Abrahamian, n& Jon s Jetsiicd Jiodhion:
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stressed the importance mobiliéing the ‘exploited
classes against the exploiting feudal and capitalist
classes'. The programe thus became socialist in conlextl

. - 26
while remaining constitutional in form’ The leadership

pattern remained almostkthe Qame. Till this stage, Tudeh
was not ideologically and .organizationally a true
communist parly. Hence, initially, il was perceived 1o
be a democratic. partly esposuing freedom of press,
speech and assembly. "While il generally supported the
Soviets, the support was given when the Western
countries (led by United States and Greal Britain)
fighting Nazism, were closely al%%ﬁ%ﬁfwith the Soviet
Union to resist Nazi invasion, crush the German war
machine, and terminate hostilities in Europe. Thus

supporting Soviel policies at that tlime cannol be

27
equated with espousing Marxism—~Leninism®

1944 to 1946 was the moslt successful time for the
Tudehv Party. While 'protestiné against, gJgovernment's
refusal to grant o0il concession to the Soviet Union in
Octaber 1244, outside the Masles, it drew 3500

demonstrators. The tudeh, in shorl, "was slimulaling the

. 28
masses to ‘think and act politically". The Tudeh

achieved its greatest success when Qovam gave three

cabinet positions to Keshvar, Yaxdi and Iraj albeit

26.- 1bid,P-29%
27 .- Zabih - né, p.3
28.~ New York Times (15 June 1945)
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under soviel pressure.

Soviel Connection

It may be noted that the Tudeh was created in a
back drop of anglo-8Soviet occupation of Iran, war
situation and resultant social upheavel. Till 1944, when
Allied viclory was assured, Moscow's fate was hanging
{oo precariously to allow it to devole its attention 1to
its interests in Iran. But once the viclory was assured

Soviet activity in Iran intensified.

When Ivanovich Kavtard:ze the Goviel emmissery
placed in Tehran theSoviet demand qf 0il concession in
Northern Iran lto exploit: vil. Simultaneously the Tudeh
denounced sa'id °*demanding his resignation and granting

. 29
of o0il concession to Soviet Union' . Which to say lhe

least was against the interest of their nation. The
partly described Iran's Northern Region including the
provinces of Azerbaijan and Mazandaran on Lhe caspean
sea ‘'as the legitimate security 'perimeter (Harim—e

‘ 30
Amniyat) for Soviet Union® . In Tehran Tudeh

demonstrators were transported in Sovielt army lrucks and
%
'openly escroted by armed soviel soldiers. Despite the

Tudeh's fury and Soviel threat the Iranians stood firm.

Dr. Mosaddeg introduced in the majles a bill prohibiting

any Minister from negotiating oil concession with
29.- I.d. Lederer W.S. WVMucinich Soviel Union

Meddleast : Post World War II Era, p.58
30.— 1bid. p.58
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31
foreigners withoutl prior approval of the Parliament’

In Moscow's alttempt to establish a communisl

dominated separatist movement in | Azerbaijan and
Kurdistan ‘Soviel ajgenlts worked closely wilh disaffecled

elements whelther they might be marxisls or the feudal

32
tribal chiefs” .

In Azérbaijén the Soviets assisted in the formation

of tlhe so called ‘Democratic party a ‘local version of

33
Tudeh.* The parly was to stage & coup, d ‘etat to

occupy government building and to proclaim aulonomy of
Azerbaijan. In order to intimidate the Iraninan army
(camping in Tabriz) and to support the "popular movement
“ a contingent of fresh Soviel soldiers, along with a
number of armed Soviel Azerbaijanis (identical in
appearance and in speech with their southern brother and
therefore able to blend with local population) were
sent. Assgmed of total impunity, the local branch of the
Tudeh, no: renamed 'Deémocratic Parly, sel up aulonomous
government of Azerbaijan.

But when the central government sent troops to
these provinces, Moscow decided to look the other way.
This broke'the;back bone of separalisls and their faith
in Moscow as well. It proved to them that the 'fate of
communist movemenl: in Iran is only of marginal

31.~ Averi Modern Iran (New York 192465) p.102

32.- 1.J. Lederer and W.S5. Vucinich (Eds), n29, p.27
33.- 1bid. 57

46



importanceQ to the Soviet Union despite its claim to '

34
the leadership of international communist movement®

This realisation provoked a major splil in Tudeh party
and gradually led to the emergence of anti-Soviel or
non-Soviet Leftist groups within Iran towards the end of
1246. 1t is imp&rtaﬁt to note that the first major crack

in international communist movement did not occur with

defection of Yugoslovia's Marshal Tito in 1948, bul witlh
disintegraltion of moslt powerful communist movemenl in

35
middle East, Lwo years earlier’

The confessions of the high ranking Tudeh leaders,

tafter a series of trials hefore the military

36
tribunal’ where they were allowed to defend themselves

and expresé their view, gives credence to the view 1lhatl
the Tudeh was all along a ‘"local agent of USSR witlh
which it had joined in an ‘unegqual” relaltion by

37
identical interest and mutually reinforcing policy’

In Tudeh party's ties with the Sovielt Union were

38
both 'an assel and a liability® . In wmid-sixties for

example Moscow followed a policy of co—operalion with

T

Shah and accerdingly reduced its assistance to defend

39
and rationalise a policy and weakened itself’

Soviel ties were also a source of controversy with

34.~ Zabih, né&, p.5

35.—- Ibid. 5.

36.~ See, Confession of Highranking
(Tehran, 1984)

37.— Chubin, n3, p.2

38.- Ibid% p.2

39.- 1lbid. p.7
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in  the -Tudeh. *In 1948, Khalil Maleiki left tThe parly
protesting against strong Soviet links and found a partly

40
called "“Third Force" ° . Bimilarly, in 1945 in tlhe

after math of Sino-Soviet rift, a Maoist group ‘*Toofan’
(Typhoon) also broke away.lln 19269, a group of around
200 Tudeh members, dissatisfied with party's aversion to
political violence, formed the 'The Revolutionary
Organization of Iranian Communists' a group that
advocated recourse to armed violence, to enhance ils
activities. On the eve of the 197% revolution a varietly
of groups pulled oul of the Tudeh in order lo avert .the
liabilitydassociatled with the Tudeh, as a result of itls
association with the Soviel Union. Bul association
brought advantages too. It facilitated such aclivities
in. recruitment, infiltration of agents, provision of
sanctuary and exercise of diplomalic pressure, sovietl
funds, and access to Soviel printing préss. The Soviel-
sponsored clandestine radio station al Baku was an assel
of the Tudeh party bf which no other Leftist group in

41
Iran could boast of"*

From October, 1946 to February 19250, the Tudeh
faced intermittent repression. Both, the alignment of
forces within Iran, and preoccupation of Kremlin with
Europe and far East, acted against the inlterests of the

Tudeh. 'In Kerman, Fars and Sistan, people looted party

headquarters, dfstroyed newspapers and forced the labour

40.~ It's tenels are discussed in Chapter—1

41.- SBuroosh Irfani -~ Revolulionary Islam in
(London 1983), p.73




42
organisation to flee' . In Isfahan and Khuzistan, 1lhe

military took over the party organisalions, the Tudeh
was all but banned. This restraint of, not banning the
Tudeh, can be attributed to various facltors, bul the
mostl importanl reason was fear of Qavam, to antagonise
the Soviel Union and its consequent wrath. Moreover it
was conceived that the Tudeh will find it difficull to
withstand .the burden of recent disaster. Indeed within
days the Tudeh w;s a house divided against ilself.

An  emergency vplenum of Central Commitlee was
convened on tlhe demand of the group led by Khalil
Maleki. The Plenum took drastic steps. It eliminated the
post of General Secretary and replaced Central Committee
wilth a Seven—man provisiénal executive commiltee. The

Executive Committee did large—scalé reshuffling of the

43
party”® It publicly reaffirmed the party's support for

democracy, constitutionalism and legal-parliamentary
road for social change. It also announced thal party
would boycott the forthcoming election. Bul lthese
changes did little to undo its internal division.

' It took the party around lwo years to return to the
path of revival. The second party congress convened ' in
Tehtran i§a1948 helped the party to an extent, te bring
itself to order. In months following the second
congress, the Tudeh leaders forged'two pronged straltegy

for its recovery. On the one hand they worked to form a

42 .- Abrahamian— n4, p.305
43.- Abrahamian— n4, pp.306~307
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'broad alliance of anti-royalist forces' to regain the
freedom to create mass organisation, and on lthe olher,
they concentrated on strengthening the | provincial
branches £and building cadres tUthat Cwill be well
disciplined in the rules of ‘democratic centralism® and
well educated in pafinciples of Marxism—bLeninism.

In the meantime, political situatlion in Iran
provided another_chance to the Tudeh. With announcement
for tlhe electi;n for the Sixteentlh Majlés, it found an
opportunity to hold public meetings, although it was not
allowed to sponsor candidatesr Moreover, - the new
Premier, General Razamara, softl—pedalled the control on
the Tudeh in order to placate the Soviet Union. The
election of the Mosaddeq, further helped the Tudeh as,
his liberal policies eased ihe strict police con@rol.
The Tudeh established a new newspaper and created
frontal organisations to replace the banned ones. In the
place of outlawed Youth and Woman organisation, 'Society
of Democratic Youth' and 'Soéiety of Democratic Women'
were created. In place of CCFTU and *Peasant's Union' it
formed 'Society to help peasantl'; 'Society to fight
illiteracy'gnd ‘Society for free Iran®' etc. were
established. In the spring of 1951, at the height of the
nationalisation campaign the front organisation of tLlhe
Tudeh Jjoined in organising a series of strikes. The
Tudeh wanted to take advantage out of tLhe

popular

uprising to change the systlem.

In 1953, there was a sharp division in the party on

o0



the subject of supporting Dr. Mossaddeq. In the end,
radical seclion of the party carried the day. To them,
‘Mossaddeg was not a national hero fighting for &
naltional cause but a puppetl of the comprador
bourgeoisie, altached to American Imperialism, nolt a

determined veformer but a vaccilating Aristocrat who

44
would ultimately make his peace with the Shah' . This

view was in keeping with the view of Stalin, the high
priest of international communist movement, that in
1951-53 the World was sharply divided between the so—

called Socialist and Imperialist countfies,'with no room

left for nationalists like Mosaddesy.

The Tudeh, if il was true representative of Iran's
toiling ﬁ%ssés, and a nationalist parly, {(which il lried
not calling 1itself), then, it had failed to prove
itself. It's crusade against Dr. Mosaddegq helped in
weakening the government, enabled the US to ‘crush bim
and paved palh for ‘Iranian Generals® to go ahead with
the CIA—desig&ed coup,d'etat which toppied Mossadeq frow

45
power in August 1953 and brought the Shah back to

power.

With the fall of Mossadeqg and restoration of the
Shah, the Tudeh suffered considerable repression at the

hands of the regime. "Itls leadership went into exile in

East Germany, and its rank and file converted into more

44.- Irfani— nd41, p.b61
45.- Chubin, n3, p.7
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acceptable political ideas'. By the 1960's, the 522

Tudeh's core membership dwindled perhaps to 2000 and by

. 44
1973 perhaps to 500*' ". The Tudeh's supporl now came

mainly from professionals and intellectuals. The partly
appears to have been over taken by history.

Only in the late 70's wilh the first‘glimmerings of
the active opposition in Iran did the Tudeh bestlir
itself. In 1975, the plenum of Tudeh®s central commillee
agreed to seek a coalition amonig the disparate
opposition grodps, opposing the Shah's rule, doctrinal
impunity notwithstanding. Eskandari who was accused of
failing to appreciate the surge of relegious feeling and
its tactical implication for Tudeh, was vreplaced as
First GSecretary of the party by Nuruddin Kinouri, who
had been in exile in East Germany for more than tlwo
decades. .b

Despite managing & come back in the years
immediately preceeding the revolution, the Tudeh could
not become a major force in the revolution itself. It
did not have the time to absorb host of ideological and
tactical wquestions, raised by the rapid fall of old
regime, the collapse of imperial army and the broad
popular base of lhe opposition. Having been the main
targel of the Shah's repression it had been considerably
depleted in number. By 1976—77, it had about 1000
nembers - while by comparison other leftist groups in
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Iran numbered fifleen to twenty times more’ » "In early

1979, it was accorded third or fourth place amonyg Uthe

48
Leftist groups in Iran' .

With the keen appreciapion of ils narrow base and
limited sociai support, the Tudeh had difficull choice
in early 1979. Should it throw its support behind the
emerging cierical elements ?7 Or should’it take advantage
of the disorder lo push for a Bocialist People's
Republic?, were most guestions Facing it. At last, the
Tudeh decided to embrace the Imam, and thus started the

end of the Tudeh Party.

oo samts e snen ess e o S SSere dobes et et eSS Gote Satat LTS RS SEFSH BHeve S SRS STOSE PO et v e e SAASR UHORY SSevE SN AN PSS FeaUP e smnsd S PO RS SEte ebs St NS TS MMbre VD fbbm ke (mbes FPEES SO Borad maee Wi et

93
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THE MOJAHEDIN



CHAPTER-3
THE MOJAHEDIN

Fromg the 1953 coup'd’etal started a decade Awhich
slowly but surelx, rejuvenated the monarchy in Iran. It
was a decade whicﬁf&ore than one wayg¢belonged to the Shah,
Hoﬁammed Reza Pahlavi. Consolidation of powers was tlhe
primary goal al which all his policies and programmes were
basically aimed. It went from pampering Coup leaders wilh
prize posls to création of SAVAK, to crush all political
parties from Tudeh io Natioenal-Front. "The Shah obtained
form the United States emergency financial aid totalling
$145 million between 1953 and 1957 to ward off government
bankruptcy, boost morali?royalists and inject confidence

1
inte business community.' National contrel of etl was no

more lthe war cry bult il was replaced by the compromise of
convenience with British and ‘American multlinational oil
companies. As a resull of lhe new agreemeht “pil revenue

sholt wup from $340 million in 1953-54 1o %437 million in

2
1962~-63. " The revenue loan along with %300 wmilion US

military aid helped the Shah to expand the armed forces

“from 120,000 to 200,000 men and raise military budget

3
from $80 million in 1953 to %183 million in "1963,"

Economically relaxed and infrastructurally confident
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3.~ Abrahamian, n1, p. 42
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the Shah turned his attention towards ensalving the most
potent'citadel of his opposition—-the parliament. To start
with, lhe elecltions were lolally rigged Qnd parliament was
divided intg two royalist— political parlies belter knowﬁ
as “YES' and "YES SBIR'" parlies. A series of constitutional
amendments were undertaken to serve the dual purpose
weakening  tlhe opposition while strenglhening the S8hah.
Similarly, trade unions were not spared either. The
genuine ones were banned and dummy trade wunions were
floated by SAVAK. In short‘all the avenues of expressing

dissent were either obliterated or decisively weakened.

The Clergy—-Shah relations were also sweel. His
relation with the grand Ayolollahs of the ltime including
Ayatollah-ol-ozma Bo¥Yujerdi the leading Marjai-e-Taglid
and religious leaders of the shia world were friendly.
Indeed, the Shah used Islam to limit the appeal of social
radicalism specially Marxism. BowiUierdi supporled the Shah
not only against the Tudeh butl also the secular National
Front. "Infaclt, in these years relalionship between Ghah
and‘UIema was s0 close that many crilics such as Ayatollah
Talegani's right hand man caustically commented that the

. 4
Clergy has become a "pillar of Pahalvi Statg,”

But towards early 19260 economic crisis overshadowed

Iran. The Shah's populist developmenlt programmes alonyg

with his ambitlious military budgets proved too much for

4.- Ervand Abrahamian- Radical Islam (London, 198%9)
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the Iranian treasury. Moreover, reckless borrowinyg
undgrmined Iran's foreign exchange reserves. Pushed by all
these factors the Shah was forced to knock at the doors of
the US and IMF for fund. He got the funds but only on the
<
condition of implemenlting liberal reforms, which, To the
currenl Weslern mind, was tLhe bestl bullwarkv agains?l
communism. Thus-started the White revolultion which along
with lhe brewing economic crisis deprived the regime of
hard earnedﬁ stability. The land reform which initially
threatened the propérty of religious foundalion and tUlhe
electoral system whigh extended the vole to women and
other reforms which paved the path for evenliual
recognition of Bahaism as a legilimale vreligion. The
cumulative effect of all lthese were thalt il broke down the
special relation between‘Ulema and the regime. The next
blow in this regard was the dealh of Ayatollah Borujerdi
and the emergence of Imam—Khomeini as the spiritual leader
of blran. Khomeini was & severe crilic of Shah's
modernising 'programme. The tension heighltened when the

Shah started to talk of ‘*lice ridden cleriks" and

‘reactionary mullas.’'

Thus,Abthe Regime—Clergy estrangemenl sparked off a
major demonstration on 5 June 1963, on the climax of Uthat

year' Moharram mournings. Unarmed demonslrators shoutling

*Imam Hogein protect us from injustice® took to tLhe

streets of Tehran, Gom, Mgshhad, Tabriz Shiraz and

ob



Isfakaan. The regime retaliated by wusing massive fire
power and according o lhe opposition tlhe casually

5
totalled 20,00. The immediale mood generaled by the June

massacre was one of apalthy and despair. The Pahaivi
% .

dynasty tLherefore was once agjain wielding its aulhoritly

unchallenged and more brutally than il had ever before.

However, for a tiﬁy number of young revolutioﬁaries, witlh

in the abyss of this despair, the nucleus of new hope was

crystallizing: For- these young revolutionaries, the June

uprising marked the end of all forms of reformist and

6
parliamentary struggle. They were convinced that the only

meaningful way by which a struggle can be waged against
the regime was "through ar@ed slruggle— a struggle lhat
stemmed from a carefully chalked out strategy émanating
from Eoncrete organisational network and was conducted

7
within a dynamic ideological framework." The Shah's

delermination 1o use massive force, the army's willingness
to shoot down thousands of unarmed demonstrétors and the
SAVAK's eagerness to root oult the underground nelwork of
the Tudeh and National Front, all combined to compel the
opposition, especially its younger members, 1o queslion
the traditional methods of resistance-election boycotts,
general slrikes and street demonslirations. The 19263 blood
batth exposed the bankruptcy of Pgo;eful methods. After

1963, militants, irrespective of tlheir ideology, had to

5.~ Ibid. p. 21

b.~ Suroosh Irfani—~ Revolulionary Islamic Iran
1983), p. 89

7.~ Ibid. p. 21

(London,
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ask themselves the question "What is to be done?" The

8
answer was clear guerilla warfare.

Thus the réligious uprising of 1963 is correclly

considered by many commentaltors as the turning point in

. ?
the anti—government struggle in Iran under the Shah. The

suppression of basically fTundamentalist shi'ite resurgeﬁts
and their followers; lower middle classes and bararis,
taught the opposition few important lessons. “"The uprising
and its suppression'made them realise thal;’

(i) with even minimum planning Shi,ism's martyrdem
philosophy was ripe for exploitétion for revolultionary
ends, as wilnessed by thbusands of chanting religious
zealots who had liberally rushed ltowards firing wmachine
guns and laid their bodies in front of the advancing lanks

of the Shah's army.

(ii)Secular opposition gJroups such as the
National— Front and by then discredited pro-Soviel . Tudeh

party could nol be insisted to do battle against the well

armed security forces.

(iii} The case with which these forces were able
to crush the uprising sltemmed from oppositions

inexperienced in armed struggle and absence of a
10
sufficient number of trained cadres." The first lo draw

8.~ Haleh Afshar (Ed)
(MacMillan, 1985%), p. 152
?.~ Sepehr Zabih, Leftist in Contemporary Iran
1284), p.7%9

10.- Sepehr Zabih, ldeology and Power in Middleast
(London, 1988), p-242

v Iran Revolution in Turmoil

(Croumhelm
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the logical conclusion from above premises were tlhe

founding members of ‘Mojahedin®.
%

At that period of time Marxism asnan ideology had
proved its effectiveness in tlhe 1iberatiop struggle of
oppressed people around the world. It has orgahised and
guided many popular movements to the viclory on the basis
of its systemétic:approach. It was therefére natural for
the nuclei of rqvolutionary Juerilla movements
crystallizing in Asia and Latin America lo adopt ‘this
ideologyfor guiding their struggle. Similarly, at this

period in Iranian history, conventional Islam «(ssg - D

— - £t
et

"seemed to have lost ground as an inspiring ideal for 7

generating systemalic, long drawn struggle against
imperialism, exploitation and dictatorship, was
radicalised by re—interpretation of Islam by Ali-Shariatli

11
and founding members of Mujahedin" For the first tUlime

in the history of conltemporary revolutionary struggle,
Islam was crystallising as a revolutionary ideology  and
not as & mere emotional slogan to fuel spontaneous
movementl. It was this radicalised Islam along with the
time tlested Marxism, which produced one Aof the most
powerful guerilla organisatioﬁs in Iran called Mojahedin-

e—Khaliq—e Iran (people's Mojahedin of Iran).

v

There were important reasons, because of which the

Mojahedin decided to appeal to these two political

sentiments—radical shi-ism and non-Sovietl Marxism. The

ji- §nfani, a6 PP9c-u
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#T?ETT‘EZ?Zuse past experience showed that radical-shiism
could be used to gernerate exlremely effective political
aclionsy ré%ging from a. shut dwon of enlire bazzar lo mass
hunger strike and ultimateiy to acts of violence. The
second because poliltically articulale Iranians especially

of lower middle class or even the lower ech@{bns of

upper

class had shown consistenlt suceplibility tlo leftist

radicalism - evén though pro—soviel communism was

discredited: many educated Iranians seemed 1o respond
, 12

positively 1o some variely of Marxism. Thus as Ruhani

and Hangshenas stated years later the original good of

Mujahedin was to "synthesise the religious values of Islam

with the scientific thought of Marxism......for we were

convinced that true Islam was compaliable wilh the

theories of social evolution, historical determinism and

13
class struggle."

The roots of the Mojahedin reac&ed back to the

Liberation Movement of Iran (Nehzatl-ehzadi~ye Iran} the

nationalistic liberal and lay religious party formed in

early 1960s by Mehdi Bazargan. Its members were in

general Pro-Mossaddegq and were concerned that the secular

outloak of the National Front had alienated clerical

14
establishment and religious masses. Bazargan was a

weslern educated Islamic radical who was against Marxism

12.~ Zabih, n 10, p. 248.
13.~ Aprahamian, n 4, p. 92
14.- 1Ibid, p. 81
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but thought that true Islam was compatible wilh science,
progress and social reform. He like Alishariafi, demanded

%
greater role for intelligentia (Rawshanfekeran).

In founding the Liberation Movemenlt Bazargan was
greatly helped by Ayatollah.syed Mohmud Talegani—- 1Lhe
maverick Clergy_ man who had supported Mosaddenq
consistently.- He made his mark as a reform minded
preacher of Hedayet Mosque in central Tehran. He belived
that trﬁe Islam opposed expolilation of all sorits and was
bsynonymous with social Jjustlice. He supported both
representative government and rule of law as desirable and
as well as compatible with fundamentals of Shi'ilslam. He

was convinced that "“the two most dangerous forms of

15
despotism were that of kings and clerics." Taleganis

political thought can be described as combination of
nationalism, mild socilism and constitutionalism—
particularly political pluralism and right of free
| 16
expression for all."
The Ligeration Movementl iruly reflected the
liberalism of ils founders,. While forming it they

declared "We are Muslims, Iranians, constitutionalists and

17
Mosaddeg®sts and it was this 1#lt towards liberalism

which earned them the permission for functioning for next

lwo years because it filled in the authority's grand

scheme of anti Marxist propoganda albeit indirectly. But
15.—- 1bid, p 83 '

16.~ Ibid, p.83
11— Ibid, p.

b1
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abrupfyiz?mination came with the June 5, 1963 uprising and

imprisonmeQ} of its leaders. The in-human alrocities on

unarmed and defenceless demonstrators had & traumalic

effect on young entranlts 1in politics. Tb use a
sociological term, the June 1963 uprising had broughl intlo

being a new political generation.

This new political generalion causéd a split in 1lhe
Liberation Movemenl as well a;?golitical outfilts. Three
young and dynamic members of the Liberation moverment—
namely, Mohammed Hanifneshad, Syed_Mohsen, and Ali-Asghar
Badizadagan formed a new discussion group i@)explore new
ways of fighting the regime.. This discussion groupl later
formed the nucleus of the Mojahedin. These younger

members like all other political acltivisis were convinced

that liberal methods were proved obsolete so the basic
gquestion they addressed themselves was not, "whether butl

. , 18 :
when and how one should take up arms." The Mojahedin,

in an . article entitled; Armed struggle is a historical
necessity; explained: "The June uprising was a tlurning
point in Vlranian history, It revealed nol only tLhe
political awareness of Lhe masses bul also the fundamental
bankruptcy of old organisations that had tried to resist
the regime and its imperial patrons through -unarmed

struggle: through streel protests , labour strikes and

19
parliamentary reforms." It burried once for all the

reformist movement and gave forth to the revolutionary

18.~- Abrahamian, Ibid, p. 85.
19.-1rfani, n &6, p. 89
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ideology of Mojahedin.

It {s noteworthy that the breaking away of younger
members f:;m its parent body was nol preceeded by violent
fist clashes and prolonged and vocg¢ferous debate within
the party. Surprisingly both factions had shown
appreciable restraint in not washing the dikty lines in
the public, énd later tried to keep . a managabiy co-
operative relationship without compromisng the bas;c
conviction;; ‘Mojahedin', on their part, claimed to have
lost no respect for the ‘nonrevolutionary ° brganisation
and considered it to be most left wing of existingA
political parties. In the similar fashion the Liberation
Movement' argued that the uprising of June 5, 1963 -
together with revolutionaries of Algeria, Cuba, and
Vietnam—radicalised its younger members and promplted tUthem
to form the Mojahedin. So, if one Joes by the versions of
contending factions the difference between the two was
only(gﬁmethod but the underlying ideology was one and the
same.  However, the fact remains that the Mojahedin
despite their respect for the.Liberation Movement were
altlogether ‘an independent organisation having their own

ideology, world view and methods to take on the existing

rol in the political echelon of the then Iran.

0Of the three founding members of the Mojahedin,

Hanifneshad was the group's chief ideologue, Mohsensaid

was the group's chief organiser and Badizadegan the



group’s main arms expert. All three had been close
friends at Tehran University. The political activitlies of
all the three revolved around the National Front, tUlhe
Islamic Student Associaltion and the Liberation Movemenl in
succession till they formed the discussion 9group, the
nucleus of Mojahedin. Not only thalt three had similar
poliiical experiences bul also held similar educaltional
qualifications, and hailed from lower middle «c¢clas back-
ground and each had won government scholarship in order to
pursue educgtion in Tehran Universitly. Afler graduatling
from the universilty each joined the military for next two
years, and returned to civilian life in 196% in the
vicinity of Tehran. Here, they brought togelther sowme
twenly trusted friends from their studenjégand milipary
servicedays, on & september 19465 and star@e&;a secrel well
strucltured bul as yet un—-named discussion group to explore

contemporary issues. This group and the date they first

mel are now regarded as Lhe true beginnings of the

20
Mojahedin.

For the next three years Lthe group mel twice a week
regularly, and discussed myriad of topics relevant to the
conlemporary sitdation. Members were also sent to
parlicipate in the Hosainiyeh—e Ershad-the religious

lecture hall sel up by bazaari philanthropist and non-—
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stale clerics such as —Ayatollah Motahhari. It ‘"recruted
only 1those individuals with strong religious beliefs and
20.~ Interview With Masud Rajavi, (7 April 1982) (MorningSter,

N l_endon)
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anti regime sentiments. Il is safe if assumed that most
cadres in tife organisalion originated from the National

front rather than from olher political organizalion of

21

that " time." Gradually, it spread to Qazvin, Tabriz,

Isfahan, Shiraz and Mashad.

In keeping with:the‘group’s tilt towards two differnt
ideologies, radicalised 1lslam and Marxism, the group
devoted considerable time in studying religion history and

revolutionary theory. In religion;lNowialz Balagah (the

way of eloquence) a long collection of aphorism atllribuled
to Imam Ali and main works of Bazargan and Talegani were
read. Literature on modern revolutions in the outside
world notably in Russia, China, Cuba and literature on

major critical events in Iranian history constituled 1lhe

other texls.

Those who believe thal Mojahedin had not tlaken any
inspiration from Marxism and Marxism played no role in the
formulation of their ideology should go through the
Marxist liteérature and books by Marxist included in the

groups intellectual 1training. They include "Eqlesad

({Economics) and gglbara-ye@ Hameh (money for all) (two

popular introduction to economic theory writlem by tlwo

contemporary Iranian Marxists): Marx's wage labour and

eapilal, Lenin's state and revolution and Whal is tlo be

done? Liushaoqui's How tp be & gJood communist ¢ Lhe famous

quide to revolulionary ®thics wrilten by the well known

2i-Zatih, na f.76
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Chinese leader) CheQuevara's Guerilla Warfare; Frants

%

Fanon's Wretched of the Earth; Carlos Marighella's

Minimanual of Urban Guerilla and Regis Debray*s Revolulion

—

v 22 :
in a Rgvolution.“ It may be, however, noted thal the

i

group in respect of its religious sentiments, shunned
Marxist Philosobhy ~deliberately and confined ilself to

Marxist economics. Bul the group accepled as Bible, Amar

Duzegan’'s ‘Le—-Meillcur Combal a book which at thalt lime
was main theoritical guide of Algerian #LN and which
argued that Islam was a revolutionary, socialist,
democratic creed and that the only way to fight
imperialism was to resort to ihe armed struggle and appeal

to the religious sentiments of the masses.

As to the organisational struclture of the Mojahedin
it is clouded in mystry mainly because Mojahedin was a
secrel and clandestine group. The main sourse 6? our
knowledge as to the organisational problem of Mojahedin is

the brief article by Saed Mohsen in 19465 entitled

"“Cheomandazi Porshur" (An Enthusiastic outlook). In this

article Mohsen argued for a limiled political organisation

as against extensive organizational structure. Since the

66

political culture of the time lefl litltle scope Foﬁh’,,

legitimate dissent and spies and SAVAK 7} called the shot,

Mohsen argued that “harsh conditions demand precise

demarcation between ‘revolution’ and counter—

22.~ Abrahamian, n4, p. 88-%
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revolution." 4 An extensive organisation will have

greater scope for infiltration by governmental forces and
will allow more chance for counter revolutionary
activities which will lead to a successful police

crackdown and lend stability to regime. This

suscceptibility ‘would create anxiely ‘and lack of

confidence among the active members of sociely.

Mohsen laid the following principles for a limited

organisational struclure:

(i) The transformation of 1limited guantity into
powerful quality, which meant that the organisation must
put itls ehergy inte enhancing lhe the political

capability of 1its members, ba$ing the strength of the

organization on quality and ability of its cadres ralher then

merely increasing ils members. )
(ii) Broadening political knowledge necesary to
neultralize the psychological effects of repressive

almosphere created by the regime. Political training must

be directed at eradicating conservatism in the cadres.

(iii) Developing recruithent skills for a
revolulionary organisation aimed atl atpaining a dedicated
membership. Because, recruilment channels could be
infiltrated easily by police, failure Lo screen potential

members could render the organisalion vulnerable Lo tlotal

23.- Zebih, n 9, p. 79
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destruction. ™
These gquidelines were keenly followed by Mojahedin
both for political and orgahisational TPUFPOSEeS .. The
secrel of Mojahedin to grow rapidly and as a tightly &nit
guerilla organisation lies in the principles enuncialed by
Mohsen. It was for fhis reason that the police crackdown
in 1971 and subseguent arrest of most top leaders did not
jeopardise ils survival. It speaks volume for the
organisational strenglh of the Mojahedin, if one examines

the way in which such a nascent organisalion overcame ‘tlhe

major crises of 1971.

In early196%9 the Mbjahedin set up a central commitlee
with the responsibility to formalise its policy and
strategy. “"The cenltral commitltee included besiﬁes
Hanifnezhad, Mohsen and Badizadegan nine others®! Mohmud,
Asgarizadeh, Abdul Razul, Meshkinfan, Ali Mihanduslt, Ahmed
Rezai, Naser Sadeq Ali Bakeri, Mohammed Bazargani, Bahman

. 24A
Barargani, and Masud Rajavi." Although the

organisaltion viewed armed struggle as the bnly effective
mode of attack against imperialism, the central commitlee
believed gquerilla warfare could succeed only if the social

conditions in Iran were understood. The commitltee

25

outlined a ‘nine poinl policy for Mojahedin." The nine

24.- 8. Mohsin, Chesmandi—e—-Purshor Tehran, Noember 12465)

translated by S. Zabih in Contemporary Leftist in Iran),
p. 80

24A.~ Abrahamian, n 4, p. 89
25 “Zabih-n-a Pgo
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26
point programme was as follows:

1.Iran was dominaled by world Imperialism,
especially US.imperialism. Its economy‘was mainly under
the control of{comprador—bourguiosie meaping that land
-reform was tlransformed the <country from a ‘Burgeis-

feudal'to a ‘Bourgeois—-Comprador® system.

Z.Land reform essentially | caused,' revolulionary
potential in couﬁting side. FEecause real land reform was
not implemented and oppressive relations in country side
still existed, initiating a Chinese style struggle in
country side was impossible although the potential for

revolutionary activity remains.

3.Iran was essentially a Police State where the armed
forces constituted the ultimate powerbase. The strengtlh
and political stability of the regime was based on the

effectivre working of its securily forces which was

directed by the American Central Intelligence Agency.

“4.Beccause anlagonistic class pressures and political

awareness of the Iranian mases had reached a high point,

the vanguard groups did not need lo expose lhe lrue face

of regime to the people. But through appropriate
political activities, mass alienation ‘had to be

intensified.

Zb.~ Ibid, p. 80-81
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5.By extending the struggle to the masses of people
and allaying hopelessness and fear, the regime musl be
destabilised wvia disrupltion of police neltwork—-the main

force causing disunity in the anti-government struggle.

6.The organisation whether on " the basis of
monotheistic ' ideology or on its understanding of
historical experiencés concluded that the religion of
Islam in géneral and ShijFChQOL df thought in particular
was central to the cullure of L{anians. This meanl that
the revolultionary and combative tradition ¢® .77 such as

the wuprising of Imam Hussain could be useful in the

mobilisation of masses.

7.Because of the awareness of the anltli-government
forces in the cities,Aand because regime, under the guise
of land reform was able Lo cover up 1ts weaknesses 1in
rural areas, guerilla warfare should be initiated in

cilies where acltion for destabilising the government and

ils police : neltwork were possible. The struggle in the

cities must follow the following guidelines?

(a)Striking blows on lhe police nelwork because it

was the main pillar of the dictatorial imperialist regime.

(b)Safeguarding organisaltion against deslruction by a
major police crackdown. This was to be acomplished by

building a strong social base in Iranian sociely and
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_ preparing subpstitute units lo fill in when required.

(c)Infiltrating the police network S0 that
theiroperations were known ltoe the organisalion prior tlo

its initiation.

8.The expansion of the gueriila warfare to
thecountryside. .The organisatioh believed that the major
sources of revolution consisted of the workers and the
peasants. 0OFf course, this didrnot.imply that the struggle
haq its end in the cities rather the organisation believed
the ultimate cdllapse of the regime would be achieved
through gugrilla warfare in ciites while the overall
ctollapse would be accomplished by surrounding the cities

from rural military bases.

?.Victorywould be achieved through lhe combined wuse
of liberation army and rural guerilla warfare. Therefore,
after struggle in the country side, the task of creating a

‘people’s army’ must undertaken Lo confront the regime

forces.

Along with the Central Committee on Ideological team.

to provide the organization with its own theoretical hand
book was constituted as well. The Ideclogical team which
in these early years played a role as as important as that
of central committee was composed of a close-—-knit group of
ten. It included six from the central commiltee namely,
Hanifneshgd, Mohsén, ARsgarizadeh, Mihandust, Bohman

Barargani and Rajvi, and three others: Reza-Rezai, Hosayn
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Rohani and Torab Hagshenas.

The ideological team prepared & series of pamphlels
designed to translate their Qeneral aspirations into a
more sysltemalic world view. This ideology can be
d@scribed best as a combination of Islam and Marxism. But
it is true thatl ihe original leaders of lhe group never
publicly acknowledged that such was the group's ideology.
For tacticai reason's they always de emphasised, even
denied, the marxist stand. But later leaders like Ruhani
and Hag Sﬁgnaz stated ...."our original aim was tlo
synthesise the religious‘ values of Islam with the
scientific thought of Marxism....For we were convinced
that true Islam was compatible with theories of social
evolution,  historical determinism, and the class
struggle.' Similarly, a Mojahedin hand book declared: 'We
say ‘No' to Marxist philosophy specially to atheism. Butl
we say ‘yes'' to Marxist social thoughtl, particularly to
its anaysis of feudalism, capitalism and Imperialism.
While rejecting its denial of ‘soul’ and after life and
dis&issal of all religions as opiale of 1Lhe masses,
Mojahedin agreed that '“scientific Marxism wag compatible
witlh trueg Islam and that it had ingpired many
intellectuals in iran as well as progressive working—-class
28 |

movements in other parts of the world.

For systematlic understanding of Mojahedin ideology

27.- Abrahamian, n 4, p. 21
28.- Mojahedin Organization, Pamphlels, for translation,

See Ibtd ,pp-92-93
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Eﬁgq?;h”;;v;;Tifgggthrough the works of Ali~Shariati, the
apologist %f both Mojahedin and Islamic revolutioin. | It
is not because Alishariati provided ideological basis to
Mojahedin. Indeed} Mojahedin ideology preceeded by years,
the appearance of Ali-Shariati. There was a general
agreement betwéen them also the political and social
understanding. :Indeed, when Hanifnezhad died Ali-Shariatli
paid tribut; to ‘Haﬁif's Islam. Moreover, Shariali never
claimed that Mojahedin were his disciples. Bult facts
remainéd that for those busy fighting guerilla warfare
against a very powerful regime, il was ‘God's gift®' tlo getl
some one of Ali Shariali's stature to systematically
profound and justify the world view they held. Mojahedin
grabed the chance with both the hands and happily noted

their views being spread both inside and outside Iran via

Ali-Shariati.

The original hand books of Mojahedin argued thal God
had not only created the world bul also sel in motion the
law of historical evolution. Historical evolution has
created .private property, «class inequalily and had
supplanted the early egalitarian communities with class
divided inegalitarian sociilies. Class division has
brought into being oppressive-slale, false ideologies and
fundamental contradiction between owners and workers and
betweeen the ‘modes® " and the relation of production.

These fundamental contradictions had generated historical

ldynamism propelling Jualitative changes oul of
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unantitative ones and ensuring thé destruction of all out-
dated socia% system such as slavery, feudalism, and
capitalism and the eventual appearance of juslt egalitarian
sociely in which as Quran had promised “the masses will
inherit the earth'. The Mojahedin termed this law of
evolution historical determinism (jabr—e tarkhi) and
viewed i1 togeth?r with the concept of class siruggle as
an integral part of Islam. As Hanifneshad declared in his
last statemeét "To separate the .class struggle from Islam

29
is Lo betray Islam"'.

Having set in motion the . law of hislorical
determinism, God periodically sent down prophéts to help
the masses %eath their final destiuc&ion. Thus, prophel
Mohammed had come to establish not just a new religion but
a new ‘Ummat—a dynamic sociely in constant motion towards
progress, social justice, and eventual pér?ection. And
the message he _preached was not just one of Mazhab—e

Tauﬁﬁﬁyi (monotheistic religion) bul ‘Nezam—e tauhidi- a

classless sosciety free of poverty, corruption, war,

injustice, inequality and oppreésipn. the prophet ‘'has

been sent to liberate wmankind from all forms of

oppression. From class exploitation, politiccal
30

repression and false consciousness."

But in between tlhe period of the Prophet and

29.~ Quoted in 'Radical Islam' by E. Abrahamian (London
198%9) p. 93

30.-
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contemporary period Mojahedin claimed Islam was betlrayed.

In the book called ‘Nehzat—-e Husayni' (Hosayn's Movement).

One of the tlextls of Mojahedin which explained the ideology
of the group, an analysis is provided thal how, éfter the
prophelt, the ummayad dynasty usurped power, and crealed a
subservient «clerical stratum and diluted thé ‘dynamic

message of Islam with ‘*Static® concepls borrowed from

Greek philesophy.

This " betrayal of Islam was fought by Ivrnam Ali, and

his family, knowing pretty well thaéiﬁgg little‘chance of
victory. In 1this sacred dutly of raising their arms
against betlrayal of Islam. Iman Rivaself and his sevenly
two companion were marlyred fighting on the plains of
Karbala. In the month of Maharam Sixly one years after
Hijra thus, Hoosayn and his companion®'s had given their
lives as a sacrifice (Feda) only because Ulhey were
inspired by lheir "social conscience®' to fight on behalf
of oppressed against the opperssors. Even though hope of
viétéry was small. Thus the shemartyers were very much

like Che Guevara as they acceptled martyrdom as a

revoiltionﬁ?y duty and consider armed struggle against



class oppression as their Social ubligation.g1

The Mojahedin brought aboul revolulionary dimensions
of traditional symbols cspremenies, and personalifies
crucial toé)shi—ldEAlbgy. In their viéw, Moharrom ~and
‘Ashura’ were not Just annual rituals to 'remember Imam
Hosayn's suffering but rather the occasion to revitalise
one'é commitments to fight all forms of oppression
especially class oppression. Similarly ‘Fatemah® and
Zaynab, ImamAli‘s spouse and daughter respectively, were
not only symbol of pétien2£a dutiful and selt¥ sacrificing
wives and daughtlers, but rather exemplary women willing to
fight aclively against injustice and oppression.
Similarly, Jame—eh—e Imam—e zaman signified nol just tHe

)
return of the Hidden Imam, but rather the establishment of

Nizam—e Tauhidi".

Although, the Mojahedin were also against clercalism,
they targetted Imperialism and capitalism for their
immediate ideoclogical attack. Imperialism in general, and
US Imperialism in particular, they believed, with the
acltive - co-operation of comprador—ﬁourgeoisie, led by

Pahalvi family, had beeen exploiting Iranians with the

help of such repressive institutions as army, the
bureaucracy and secret police. Mojahedin levelled a
31.— For detailed examination of Mojahedin ideology in

English, see, Chapter 3 and 4 of ‘Radical Islam' by Ervand
Abrahamian (London 198%9)



series of politiéal, economical and social and cultural
charges ag;inst the Pahalvi regime.llt‘ maintained that
despite alienatiqn of mogt people from the regime, tLhe
regime continued on brute force. State terrorism
constituted theAbasic policy of the regime. It had wused
fear Lto traumatize the public into immobility, passivily
and submiss;onz fear of economic reprisals and job

insecurity, fear of foreign intervention, such as in 1953

and pervasive fear of arbilrary arrest, torture and if

"32
necessary, mass slaughter, such as in June 1963.

\

To break this spell of pervasive fear the Mojahedin

advocated three courses: armed struggle, more armed
%
struggle, and yel more armed strugngle. This armed

struggle was indeed supposed to start from where Imam
Hosayn had left. It would reeétablish.that vital 1link
betwan the past and posterity. The end. was martyrdam,
which will inspire yet mo?e to dig, to die for the cause
of Jjustice, 'equality énd ctlassless sociely. Iv  the
process il will prdvide solid proof of the fact thal
muslims{ like Marxists, were ready to die fighting
capitalism and Impecialism, that the Mojahedin was not a
grouﬁ of word tigers butl it is there-to do or die. * The
regime, they were—gure would crash like house of cards, if
the Mojahedin by their example of martyrdam could inspire

endugh people to rise in armed protest. Thus,

struggle was the hub around which their ideology revolved.
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32. Abrahamian, n 4, p. 99
#£s Bezs Bezai wrole in & letler Lo kis psrenls shortly

armed’
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At Rewa Rezai wwiyote tn g Jletter to  his poverts Shortly

before his death:-

cee.."We who have taken uparms are inspired by a
revolutionary ethos that will inevitably destroy tlhe
regime..... . The example of heroism self sacrifice and
martyrdom we sel today will gurantee for tommorrow the

33
liberation of the whole people". Similarly Mehndi razai

declare at his trial " only this path (the path of armed
struggle) can led us to our idea ; thalt of a classless,

34
free and productive societly". The Mujahedin

y in order
to reach this conclusion, of ‘armed struggle, more armed
str&ggle and yet more armed stfuggle, took lessons not
only from Imam Hosayn bul also the history'.of Algeria,
cuba, Chiﬁaf)Vietnam, and of their own country as well as
heroes of tLhe paét like, Kuchek Hhan who fought till the
end, Dr. Mosoadeq, who failed only because he did not arm
the people,.and demonstrates of June 5, 1963 who had gone

out to the streets unarmed and slaughtered like sheep.

The ideology of the Mojahedn wos thus & combinaltion

of muslim themes, shi,i notions of martyerdom. Classical
marxists theories of «class struggle and historical
determinism and Neomarxist theory of armed sltruggle,

\gurilla warfare and revolulionary heroism from Bazargan,
Talagani and ouzeganvthe Mojahdin derived the view that

Islam whole heartedily favoured human equalily, social
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33.— Reza Rezai, ‘Letter to My Farenlts’' Bakhtar-e-emrvz,
31 (March 1974 quoted in Ibid, p. 99
34.- 1bid., p. 99



_Justice and national liberation. From Marx, they obtained

their preception of "class struggle from Lenin, they
acquired ‘economicA interpretation of imperialism . and
revolutionaé} contempt aginst all forms of reformisim.
From cheGvevara and Debray they learnt  the contemporary
arguments about third world dependency and vNew left
polemics - against the old ;6mmunist partieg, spacially
agianst old schoql's prefern;e for organisation against
spontaneitly, trade unions against gurilla bands,
industrail worke;s over radical intellectuals, tactical
alliances over uncompromising =zeal, and ofcourse tlhe
political struggle against armed struggle. Finally, from

Ma?ighella and QGullen, they obtained modern version of

33

Bakuninistéa strategy for making revolution" , and

propoganda by deed whichv soon intermingled wilh shi

concept of °‘Feda' (Martyrdom). The mujahedin on the

stréngth of iheir ideological conceptsvwere the first in
iran to develop radical interpretation of Islam which
reinforced by -the late Dr. Ali Shariali, was the main
weapon invbringing ébout Islamic revolution of 11978-79.

In the spring of 1968 the Mojahedin decided to extend
their activite. In a secret meeling held at Tehran, their
central commitlee was replaced by a Central Cadre, (Kadr—
e-markazi) this central cadre, in turn, restructured the
whole organisalion cells and groups were formed, and group

members were encouraged to live a collective life in 'Cafe

houses® and feasibly marry their fellow members.

35.- Abrahamian, n 4, p. 100



The «cenlral —cadre also established transnational
links with other oopostioﬁp groups of Arab Middle Bast
countriés in order to train their cadres. Indeed, many a
Mojahedin were lrained in PLO camps in Jordan and Lebaron
In shert , all plans were sel on the path of gurilla

warfare once the cadres were sufficiently trained in
&

handling the arms.

Up to -éarly 19271 the military operation of the

Mojahedin was confirmed to intermittent acts of hijacking

armoured trucks, blowing  up power tlransmitlers, and
ambushing small: numbers of gendermes .in remote and
3646

isolated highways" . On & Feburary '1971, thirteen
members of lhe Marxiét#edétlran léunched a daringi attack
on gendermes poslt in the village of Siahkai located in the
forest of Gilan.- This Siaﬂkai incident, being the first
dramatic gurilla feat in contemporary Iran, acted as a
catalyst for Mojahedin and otﬁer underground groﬁps. Now
it was up to the Mojahedin lo prove that 'Feda yan' were
not the only vanguard of the armed gtruggle' so lhey
immediately decided to stage an equally spectacular feal.
The government's preparationn for the lavish
fesivites of the 2500 years anniversiry of lLhe monarchy in
August gave all oppostion including the Mojahedin a golden
chance to éQfordinate act%isabotage and armed resistence.
The Mojahadin were sure that becapse of the Qnusual
gathering of lYarge number of fToreign gJuesls as well as
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foreign media representatives, evén a minor disruplion in
the celebration, would dfaw attention of the world
opinion, discredit the regime and give an enormous boost

37
to the infant gurilla organization" . So the Mojahidin

decided to blow up the main electrical plant in Tehran and
thus throw all festivities into darkness. Searching for
dynamite they apbroached a veieran communist who, in the
meanwhile had became & police informer. Consequenlly, lthe
Savak traced some of the Mojahedin leaders and on 23
August rounded up thirtyAfive members of lThe organisalion
"Four members of the group who escaped arrest tried to
kidnap prince Shahram, the Sha's nephew, wilh the hope of
exchanging for their <colleagues, but his armed guard

< 38
failed the attemps' Later many more were arrested.

Though these arrests and subseguent execution of mosl was
a big jolt for the Mojahedin. The group survived and its
potential wag, evidgnt in. the subseqﬁent years and
developments.

Thg mass arrest and execution, in the worlds of
Mojahedin removed from the scene half of its active
members and shattered the organization. Nevertheless, tﬁe
survivors quickely restructured the whole organization to
prevent thé repetition 6# the fiasco.

The remaining members strengthened their ‘relationship
with the PLO, Libya and the éeople's Democraltic Republic

of Yemen, as well as with the Iranian exiled Jroups.

38.- Abrahamian, n.4, p. 128.
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Consequently through out the 1970's the Mojahedin received
much publicity from the organs of tlhese groups. The
Mojahedin also published their own newspaper, Nashrieh-—

eKhabri-ye Sazman-—e Mojahedin-—-e Khalg—e Iran (The

newsletter of the People's Mojahedin Organization of
Iran), and a journal ‘Junglé' (Jungle) named after tlhe
—2

Kuchek Khan®'s paper, along with new pamphlets including
biographies _and court speeches of the defendants of the
mass trial. From late 1972 Qntil 1975 the Mojahedin were
able to broadcast regularly from a clandestine
radiostation in Baghdad.

Thé Mojahedin were also active in prisan. They fokmed
tightly knitgnetworks knwon as ‘Kamunha' (communes) in all
the major prisons where. they functioned as self contlained
groups. Their members ate, prayed and studied iogether.
Thesé communes had greal success in recruiting new members
and even absorbing smaller muslim groups that had‘ landed
up in prison.

Out side the prison, the Mojahedin carried out a long
series of daring acts.lOn 30-31 May 1972 on the occasion
of Nixon's staté visit, tlhey expléded many bombs at US
rélated officials and factories. One was exploded at Reza
Shah's mausoleum forty five minules before Nixon'’s arrival
there. They also attémpted to gundown General Harold—-the
chief of US military mission in Iran. They also bombed
Jordan embassy on 3 August 1972, to‘protest against king
Hussain's state visit and to avenge "Black September'", the

month in 1970 when king Hussain unleashed his troops on



PLO. The -Mojahedin intensified their armed operation

39 -
during 1973-1975" These armed operations look heavy tloll

from the Mojahedin. In addition to the nine executed in’

1972, the orgahization lost altogether eighlythree members
between 1972 and 1979,

By mid 1975 the Mojahedin had won a nalionwide reputatin
for organizational efficiency, revolutionary fervour and
religious martlyrdom. Ironically, al the heiéht of ils
success, it received a severe blow. The most lethal blow
that nearly destroyed the brganisation came “not due lo
any ingenuity of the SAVAK but owing tlo thev ideological
split in the leadership cadre of the Mojahedin, between
those who had turned to Marxism and insisted on convertling
‘Mojahedin into a Marxist—Leninist~organization ahd those,
who'confronted to the Marxist, by adhering to the Islamic

40
ideology of the organization" The outside world was

taken by suprise when a vehemently anti-Islamic tract

entitled Bayanieh-e Eiam—e mavaza—e ldeolozhik—e Sazman-—e

Mojahedin—e Khalg-e Iran (Manifesto explaining the

ideological position of the People's Mojahedin
organization of Iran) declared that the organization' was
hence forth discarding Islam infavour of Marxism—Leninism
because, Islam_ was a "mass opialte" and at best a petit
beéurgeois, ulopian ideology, where as Marxism—Leninism was
real scientlific philosophy of the working classes and lrue
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39.—- For the detail of the MOjahedin armed operation

during 1973-1975, please see, Ervand Abrahamian's Radica
Islam, (London 198%9), p. 140-143

40.- Irfani, n.&, p. 103-104
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41 )
road for liberation of mankind."

This + ideological aboul turn caused a sharp split within
the Mojahedin. "While some members, mostlyl in Tehran
supported lhe change, othérs, particularly in provinces,
remained Islamic, refused to give'up Hojahedin label and
accused their rivals of engineering & coup, mdrdering one

of leader (Sharif Vagifi) and betraying othgrs to police”

42
Then onwards their were two rival Mojahedin .

organizations.
The Marxist and muslim Mojahedin both produced their
explanations for the 1975 schism. The Marxist Mojahedin

’

claimed that they could realise thal ‘God aﬁd Revolution®
are cont%adictdry poles, and own reading systemaltically
Marx, -Lenin and Mao and, on understanding \dialectical
materialism they have undérstood the fallacies of Islam
and that Islam was the ideology of elites where as

43
‘Marvism was salvation of working class'

The muslim 'ﬁojéhedin argﬁed that *pseudo left
opportunists® had carefully infiltrated the organization
and had gradually taken over the top position. They have
misled the'young, ideologically unsophisticated  recruits.
They had murdered their opponenlts and thus in true
Machiavellian fashion engineered an internél coup d'tat”’.

It is very difficult to lay hand on the real cause of the

divide, because both 1the sides provide highly biased

facts. So it would be in the fitness of 'things that
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41.- Abrahamian, n. 4, p. 145
42.~ Abrahamian, n. 1, p. 494
43.~- Ibid, p. 493



probable causes of the split should be discussed here. The
plausible ones could be:

1. Traditional ihdividualiém of Iranians.

2. Realization of the strong and wide base of «clerics.
This beping the case, Mojahedin’s Islamic mask wight Dbe
torn and they might be isolaled.

3. "Disillusionment of some members of the Mojahedin,

with the anti-regime <clerygy, notably with Ayatollah

44
Khomeini."

4, The Mojahedin inablity to make further headway among

45
“"modern educated intelligentsia."

5. " Many Mojiahedin members recruited after 1972 could not
be trained in the original Mojahedin ideology, due tlo

exigencies of the situation. So they changed over 1to
46

Marxism." .
/

While infighting between lhe Islamic and Marxist
Mojahedin continued and both went their separate ways,
neither of these fackions ceased ils operations against
the regime. "The activities of Islamic Mojahedin included
a bank robbery in lIsfahan, a bomb attack on Israeli

cultural centre at Tehran and strike in Aryamehr

47 .
university. The exploits of the Marxist Mojahedin were

still more daring, including bombing of ITT offices and

the police station in Tehran's northern suburbs and

assassinalion of two American military advisors.

44 .- Abrahamian, n.4, pl14é
45.~ Ibid. p. 149
46.~- Irfani, n. &, p. 110.
47 .- Ibid. p. 108
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By early 1976, the two Mojahedin faclions had
suffered such heavy losses thal lhey began to -reconsider
their tacltics. The Islamic Mojahedin stepped their campus
activities, circulated thei?’ own and Shariati's

publication and established contacts with Islamic student

. 48
society in North America and western Europe" Meanwhile,

the Marxisi Mojahedin intensified their labour activities,
called for establishment of a new working class parly,
started a pape} called legm:g kargar (worker's Revolt)
and formed links with Maoists, heading the confederation
of Iranian students in western Europe. It also entered
into negotiation with the Feda'iyam in order to merge ‘Ulhe

:
49

two groups. But soon the talk broke off. "Their .

activities from the time of schism until the Islamic
revoluiion, cost the Muslim and Marxist Mojahedin fortly

50
two and forly seven lives respeclively."

Although the Mofahedin failed to bring down the

regime of the Shah;‘their work, particularly thalt of.

radicalising traditional interpre;ation of Islam by
galvanising il with the concepls of ‘martyrdém" classless
society and Nizam—e Tauhidi provided a flash in the paw.
If nbthing else it proved by deeds that the Pahalvi regime
was not after all that invincible. More importantly, the
Mojahedin provgded the most important 1link betwen the

Nehzat—e Hosayni( the movement of Hosayn) and Nehzal-e

Islami (the Islamic movement), charges agaisnt them not
with standing.

48.~ Abrahamian, n. 1, p. 494
49.—- Irfani, n. &, p. 109
50.—~ Abrahamian, n. 4, p. 166
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CHARPTER IV.

. THE FEDAYEEN

The uprising of the % June 1963 was an  epoch making
event in the history of modern Iran. It was cerlainly a
turning point in the anti government struggle in  Iran
urnider  the Shah. What is more ihe uﬁprec&dented violence
and = wide spread stories—oflen Mighly

gxagerated-of

thousands of unarmed demonslrators being mowed down by

heavily armed Troops had a Lraumalic effect on  lale
teenagers who had recently began Lo Laks an  inlterest in
politics. To use a sociological term the June 19463 had
1
brought into being a new political generation" This new
%

generation was different from old generaltion in

more Waly %

than one. The older generation, having experienced Lhe

despoiism of Rera Shah admired the ruiﬁ of 1law, The

separation of power and constitulion of 19051904, Fut

the new generalion, who al the dawn of their political

garesr under wenl the. nerve shallering experiences of June

19632 tended to dismiss such sentiments as *libral

irrelevancies’. The older generation Lhought in terms of

oilnationlisation and British colonialism. But the new

generation having being fired at by American Lroops saw US

imperialism as the major threal. The older generalion who

received Their political baptism from the movemsnts of

19404 and garly 1250 tended to g peak im

1 Ervand Abrahamian — Radical Islam (London 1989)
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terms of non-violent struggle of political parties, tlrade
unions professional associalions street demonstrations
and mass meeting. The new generations who received Their
political  baptism from the blood bath of 1963,
increasingly spoke in Lerms of armed struggle of
underground cells, heroic martyrdom, propoganda by deed
and guerilla warfare.

By some coincident of history, the June 1243 uprising

came in the midst of rising tide of guerilla aclivity all
over( the world. Guefillag were having hay day, in
Vietnam, Latin America and Algeria. This was the age of
Castro, CheG&bvara, Giap, the Soulh American Tupamarcs and

the Palestinian Fedayi'yan. Everywhere youth were

creating history not by traditional wmwelhods butl by

gquerilla warfare and armed struggle.

Thus, the June 1963  uprising gave Dbirlh to a

generalion for which all forms of reformist and

parliamentary struggle had little meaning. They were

conviced thal the only.meaningfullway by which a stuggle

can be waged against the regime was “lhrough armed

struggle, a struggle that stemmed from a carefully chalked

out strategy emanating from concrete organisational

network and was conducted within a Jdyrnamic ideological

2
frame work .The question was no more whelher, bul how and
when to take up AFmS . “"The Shah's
2 Seroosh Irfani- Revolulionary Islam lﬁ Iran

(Londoniggz)e, Q9
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<K?Q§§ determination to shootl down thousands of
unarmed demonstrators and the SAVAK'é gagerness Lo root
out the wunder ground network‘df the Tudeh and Nalional
Front, all combined to compel the oppbsition, specially
its younger members to qgquestion the traditional method of
resistance,election boycotts, general strikes and sireel
demonstrations. ~The 1963 blood .bath - exposed the
bankruptcy of peaceful methods. After 1943, militantls
irrespective of their ideology, had to ask themselves the
question ‘What is& to{be done?® The answer was clear

prd

3
guerilla warfare" The same ideas were elaborated by ‘tUhe

Mojahedin in a pamphelet entitled. "3 June: the ‘turning

Epint of the struggie of Iranian people." Thus,". It is
true that the June uprising ended in a defeal, but it is
even more true thatl itllaid the ground for the fulure
revolutionary armgd struggle. The defeal on the ane hand,
revealed the failure of reformistl groups, énd on the olher
hand, ;aised the hopes of revolutionary organisaltions.
What is more the masses could no.loﬁger delude themselves
with the idea thai such a blood @hirsty‘ regime could
reform itself. Thus, reformist ideas were ?iﬁallyvlaid to

4
rest in cemeltary of dead poliical ideas.

At this period of history, Marxism as an ideology

had proved its effecltiveness in the liberation struggle

3 Ervand Abrahamian " The guerilla movement in Iran
1263-77, in-lran : A Revolution in Turmoil ed. Haleh

Afshar (Mc Millan 1985%) p 152
4 Ervand n 1 p 86
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,of the oppressed people around tThe world. 1t had

organised and guided many a popular movements to viclory

on the basis of its systematic approach. It was ltherefore
natural for the nucleus of the revolulionary guerilla

movemen? crystallising in Asia and Latin America to adopt
this ideology for guiding their struggles. During the
mid—-&0s  Marxism=leninism was adopted in Iran by an
organisation which laler came to be known as Fedayeen-—e
Khalg, and which was the firstl underground organisalion to

carry oul guerilla operation against the .Fahalvi regime.

At this point of time while Marxism~Leniﬁism
%

attracted ydung minds like nothing else, Iran was wilhoutl
a genuine communisi organisation .in the political fray.
The "Tudeh had almost made its exil from the political
scene, under the party of 'wait and see.” Its leadership
now in exile believed that the then prevailing condilions
ruied oul political activism. They hoped for a ehange in
political condition of Iran which would enable the Sovietls
to regain their former influence. "They - believed that

pro-Soviel communists (the Tudeh) could only ‘hope to out

last the regime although party members were involved in

several strikes and labour unrest and Their external
organisation, propoganda and in doclrinalion activities

5
continued unaffected." Under these cirucmsltances,

Fédayeenwe

5 Sepehr Zabih - The left in gontemporary Iran (London

19863 p 11
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.ghalq had become most popular organisation amonig
intellectuals and studentls. Thgse students failed to see
eye to eye wilh Tudeh's formula of outlaslting the regime,
rather they strongly believed thatl ”regressi&mi Pahlavi
regime has created conditions conduciye to armed

&
resistance." So -the most conscious of Iran's youtlh luhed

towards Fedaizfen and supported it "to fulfil The
responsibilitly of their CONSCLOUSNESS and social

awareness, emanating from, nobler dimention of human

7%
nature."

The Sazman—e Cherikhaye Feday—ie Khalg -e Iran
(Drganisation of Iranian Poeple's Fedayeen Guerillas,
OIPFQ) Populafly known as Fedayeen, which did not adopt

its name until March 1971, was Formed. three separate

: 8
groups " that traced their origin back to the mid 1940s

The organisation came_into being following the assaull. by
guerilla uniﬁtﬁendermerie hase at~Siahka1 in the Elborz
mountains, north of Tehran. The assult known as Siahﬂal
resurgence , heralded the start of armes Strugglé in Iran.
Yet before thﬁ)joinﬂdtogethef to create the OIPFG the
component parts of the organisalion had a history of
struggle,."Its eventual establishment was the result of a

Marxist—Leninist analysis of Social—economic and political

in Iran as well as an assessmen? of experiences and forces

.

6 Ibid p 11
7 Irfani n 2 p 90
& Ervand n 3" p 153
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9
of revolution and counter revolution internationally."

So  the origin of the constituentvunits of Fedayeen
dates back to early and mid-1260s, when younger and more
militant ﬁpposition began to emerge from the universities.
Various factors lay behind the frustration felt by this
younger opposition. .One was the establishment of full

control by the Shah in mid &0s. Another was the

inactivity . oft the Tudeh and the Naltional Front. They

complained ajgain and again of deafilist and 'concilatby
attitudes a;%pted by opportunist ieasership of both left
and right. Yetl aﬁoiher was exposure to western  culture
and experience of study and %#aﬂ&l abroad. During which
many Iranian youths succuﬁbed to the love of revolulionary

violence, guerilla movements and national liberation, so

10

prevalent in the Youth Culture of 1960 They were

thus, won overby Tupamaros and its guerilla operations
rather than by Tudeh aﬁd its politigal organisation.

' This growing radicalism found ils .expression in
several small and compact gfoups, amony which were the
three groups which later constituted OIPFG. The first
group had been established as early as 1964 by five Tehran

University students: Bezhan Jazani, Abbas Sourki, Ali

akbar Safai Fahani, Mohemed Asthayani and

9 An OIPFG pamphlet )
10 Shahran Chubin— "Leftist forces in Iran” in Problem
of Communism (July August 1980, Washington) p 11

-
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Hamid Ashraf.” All of them had been active in  Tudei:

S

parb%é Youth arganisation (Sazman—e Javanan) and mgﬁl in
prison in 1955. "They began their political Bpruggle by
distindguishing between two separale activities public and

12
underground'.

As f%tﬁ as the structure of this group was concernead
it comprised ‘three sec@ions. The first section looked
after general administration and public activity, the
second was meant for members lacking in: political
comﬁ?ence t% be the member of the first and the 1Third
section was the most important , which looked after the
preparation for the military struggle and guerilla
warfare. From the very Eeginning the group was very clear
in its minds that "the dichssion é? arms‘struggle must be

. 13
replaceq by preparation for itl."

The group accepted Marxism—lLeninism as the official
ideology and tested yhe knowledge and conviction “of new
.enégrankg before giving them full fledged membership. This
made the ygroup very compact. The group espoused guerilla
warfare as the strategy to bring down the governmenl and
grew more and more distant from the Tudeh party and its
underground network.
This group declined teo recognize Moscow as the leader
of world Marxist—-Leninist movement. The?/ decried,

Khruschev's attitudes against the colleagues of the

11 Ervand n 3 p 153
12 Zabhih n % p 113
13 1bid p 113,



late BtaliwW and his policy as revisionism. Similarly,
they(iizrgbto agree with the Soviet doctrine of peace?dl
cto—existance with imperialist United GSlales. Although
some  members had a personal leaning to@ards the Chines

interpretation of Marxist—-Leninist principles in mid-60s.

Yet officially the Jroup mainltained neutﬁility regarding

the polarisation of the international communist movementl.

As far as the group itself was concerned, it believed in
independent reduction of Marxist—teninist principles and
applying teo Iranian conditions. Tolthem the independent
policy of the Cuban revolution presenfed a hope?ul model .
According to Jazani, the central figure and ideolojgg of
the group, "the Cuban revolution with its guerilla
movement and its relationship with that ’ countr%ﬁ%

communist party had significant similaries wilh its

12a :
revolutionary conditions in Iran". The formation of

the new party was to Se proceeded by the unity of purpose
and action of working class itself and this, in turn
depended on the ration of appropriate conditions for
guerilla action. Thus, the main theme of 1lhis Jroup was
arm revolution through guerilié warfare.

Bizhan Jazani, the circle's centfal figure, was born
in Tehran in 1937. He startedlhis political actiyities

when he was only ten year old, becoming member of the

youth erganisation of the Tudeh party. From the

13a 1hid p 114
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.depression of the Tudeh party in 1948. Until 1933,  he
was very acltive in underground networks. “He graduated in
1963 &s & political science students from the school of

philosophy at Tehran university and his thesis ‘*Forces of

Consitutional Revolution in Iran® was considered valuable

£

14

research in the modern history of Iran'. He was in  and

out of prison in mid-50s as a resull of his continuous

political activities in later years, while

%-
fifteen—years prison sentence he wrole a series of

serving = a

pamphlet For'Fedayeeﬁ and was subsequenltly acknowledged as
the principal exponents of guerilla operations and one of

15
the brilliant theoriticians of reborn communism." His

pamphlets include Nabrad ba Dictator—-i Shah (strugygle

against - Shah's dictatorship, Tarikh-i 8i ‘Saleh—i Iran

(

t

(Thirty—year -‘History of Iran and Cheguneh Moberzeh-—j

Masalehaneh Tudeh—i Meshavad (How the Armed SBtruggle will

be Transformed inte a Mass struggle); In his wriltings, he
took stock of the hopelessly disunited opposition te the
Shah,a quiesent _clérgy, a discredited Tudeh and an
ineffective National Front. The only way to mobilise an
abathetic people, to assure their politicisaltion, he
argued, was through armed strugygle by the wvanguard of

revolutionary class. Selected armed acltion would be

important in two distinct ways: they would undermine the

myth of regimes invincibility and

14 Ibid p 1192 15 Chubi n 10 p 11
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followed by the inevitable circle of repression ani
-attack, they would politicise the populace. Abhbas

Souraki, another student of pollitical science was born

and bought up in Shahrood, a small city the northén
province of Mazandaran. Laler he moved to Tehran in order
to enter the university. Like, most of his comrades, he
had a long record of activities in the Tudeh party's
youlh organisation.Even after moving to Tehran he had
strong 1lings with his comrades at Shahrood. In 1960 . he
was arrestely and charged with forming a group called
"Warriors of the Tudeh Party." Released a year laltler hs
cpntiﬁued his struggle to form a . guerilla unit.
Subsequently at the end of 1968 he was arrested with
Jazani and remained imprison.till his deatﬁ in 1975.

Safai Farhan;, a student of engineeriﬁg, was a native
of Gilaﬁ but had made:the other in Tehran University.

"Later years he wrote a hand book for the Fedai entitled

Ancheh Yak Ingilabi Bayad Redanad (What & Revolutionary

14
Must Know)"

Muhammed Ashtiyani was .born in 1934, in Tehran.
Before joining thé Law faculty of Tehran University, he
had completed his military service and was therefore, able
to train his comrades in the use and keep up of 1light
arms. Most of the later recvuﬁts of Fedai, however, did

not need this training since they had

16 Ervand Abrahamian Iran between 1lwo bevolutions

(princeton 1982) p 484



already secured it in the arm forces. "Thus, the Shah and

his rapid empanﬁionh military, ironically helpea Lhe
17

guerilla movement."

Hamid Ashraf, the youngest of the original group,was

born in Tehran in 1944. He entered the Technical Faculty
of Tehran university in 1966. He, then, became universily

m . . [T
chﬁflon in Mountaineering and Gimnostics. HMis -~ polilical

activities in 9eft movement starlted while he was still at

high schoel. AL universily, he was a prominent sthudent

activist. His professional underground revolulionary life

began in 1946%.

The Jazani group was attacked by secret police in

1267, Ffour years afler it was found. Fourteen members,

including Jazrani and Souraki were arrveslted. Following

this attack two members of the  group-Farhani and

Ashliyani, whose acltivilties had been discovered by Lhe

police, left the counlry and join the forces of  the
Palestinian Revolution, in order to acquire military

experience. Hamid Ashraf and two olher

acivities had nol been discovered, set aboutl creating  a

new group based on the organisalion of the previous group.
On the basis of work undertaken by these three, Twenly Two

people who believed in the strategy of armed siruggle,
came logether and formed a politico-mililary group and

began preparatory operaltions,

Meanwhile, Farhani and Ashliyani established contact

17 1bid p 784

comerades whose’
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With the Tudel and after spending two vears with Aleaf&h,

retuned home To rejoin Asraf. Jarani and Bouraki were

bept inside prison till 1975, when they were shol dead

18
"Lrying 1o escape. The military training of

thege

two members (Farhamni and Ashliyani) dramalically improved

the guerilla warfare capabililies of the GO .

Meanwhile, they contacled other Marxist-Leninisl groups

and friends around the country ~for possible joint
cperalion. Notablé amonyg them were, SAKA ABazman-a
Koministhaye Enghelabi-e Iran, 1lhe Organisation of

Revolutionary Communists of Iran), the Toofan group and

underground revolutionary network in Shiraz (in  soulhern
Irand. But this contact proved in  consequential until

1970-71, when the Ahmad zabeh-Pouyan group merged with  Lhe

first two form of the basic framework of dIPFC"

This second group thalt found the Fedai was led by

three students

Ahmad Zadeh, Pouyan and Meftahi. All
1hree of them had long records of political acltiviities in
National Frént and had religious leanings bhefore
succumbing Yo the philosophy of Marxism—lLeninism. Ahmed

Zadeh, the main personality of the group, came from an
intellectual Family well known in Maghhad for its support
of Mossadeqg and its apposition‘to the Pahalvis, since mid-
1920s. He started his political activities beltween 1940
and 1963, when he was in secondary high school in

Mashhad.

18 " Ervand n 3 p 153

538



At  thalt point of his life, he strongly believed in
?eligion which inturn coloured his political activilies
until 1267 when he abondoned his relliglous helief

1
infavour of Marxism—Leninism . While at high

R1]

school,
Ahmadzadeh created an Iﬁlgmic Stuﬁ@nt club anil
participated in religous demonstralion against lhe regime.
"But while studying Mathematics in Arya Mehr{industrial)
Universilty, ke turned lowards Marwxism and in 1967 formed a

secret circle to discuss the works of Che—-Gauevara, Debray

and Carlos Marighella, the Brazilliaﬁ communist

who
_ ‘ 20

developed the theory of Urban Guerilla warfare"
Ahmedzadeh i3 ciedited with au?horiﬁg—aﬂg of the most
aulhentic works of Fedai named Mobarazeh-—i aslehareh: Ham

Estrategi Ham Taktik ( (Armed struggle * Both a Staralegy

and a Tacltics ) . Amir Pervez Pouyan, his close
colleague, had a very similiar background. Forn in
Mashhad, he finished his glementary education lLheve. Hea

was active in the National Front between 19461 and 1963,

and found a relegidus group called Ali's Movemenl. BRutl
: %

while studying 1iteraturekﬁational University Tehran he

was drawn ltowards Marmism, specially to Fidel Castro’s

example. He wrole a work entitled Zarural-—-iMobarazeh-—i

Maslehanebh Va Rad-i Teor-yeBaga ( ¢ The Need For Armed

struggle - and Rejection of the theory of SBurvival ). "

19 Ibid p 155 20 Ibid p 155
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In the summsr of 1971, the Police surrounded & Fedayeen
team house where Pouyan and other members were hiding.

They ran  oul of ammunilion after a long shool oul and
committed ‘revolutionary suicide®."

QQ§a$ Meflahi was born and brought up in ihm
citly of Sari (In the Caspain Province of Maandaran) where
he learned Marxism at home. He came to know Aliakbar
Farhani Sofaie ; & lteacher in Idustrial Art Institule in

Sari and a true believer in Marxism. Although atlraclted

towards Marwxism Mefitahi performed regularly his Islamic
- . ‘ . . .
rétuals. EButl when he went Lo Tehran and took admision in

Polytechnic college, He aﬁtively participated in student
policiegs and extensively studied the works published by
the Jazani group eventually hecame a Marwxist. He was
identified by the poliﬁ& in 1967 and wés arreslted after a

shool oul with them and was senlenced to dealth in the same

year.

The third g?aup was localed in Tabriz and had
been formed in 19465 by a group of intellectual led by
BehrouzDehgani, Ashrat Dehgani and Ali Reza Nabdel.

Behrour Dehgani was born  into a family of a poof

construction worker who had been active in  Tudeh labour

movement in 1940 s . Born in Tabriz where he

met  Samad

e

Behrangi, a radical writer well known throughout the rest

of Iran as weaell as in  Azerbaljan. Thera startod

21 Zabih n 5 p 121
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an  important intellectual companionship which brought

“Forth many praise worthy works including a five volums

worh on Azerbaijani. folk takes. Apart firom

translating
Lhe mastér pisces of Mawim Gorki and Sean 0 ° Casey.
Behrouz Dehgani also wrole & book on ﬁhe relationship
between literature and sociely. It was Lhrough Eshrangi

and his literally circle that Behrouz came across Pouyan

and therby Forgé first link between Tabriz and the
&
it a8

Ahmedzadeh group in Tehran . Behrouz was & school

teacher by profession. Ashraf Dehgani, Eehrouz Dehgani®s
younger sister, had a very similar background Tike her

brother. Born in Tabriz, she was brought up there, hefore

she took to teaéhing in & village schonl close to her
hometown. Ali Reza Nabdel, anolher youngman belonging To

the same profession had alwmost the same environmental

background gsave Lthat the went 1to Tehran tLo study
literalture. After graduating in 1963 from Tehran

University, he returned home and taughlt and wrote poelry.
Master of both Persian and Azeri Turkish, his Azeri Poetry
could not get printed as it was banned . To publicize the
plight of the Azeri language under the FPahalvis, Mabdel

wrote for the ‘Fedai’' a pamphlet entilled Azerbaijan /&

Va
Masaleh—i Melli (Azerbaijan and the Naltional gquestion )

Like Dehgani's , Nabdel also came from the family who were
active in leflist Politics in 1940s.

The three groups merged IN 1970. In the spring

22 Ervand n 3 p 155
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of  that year ThAbriz and the Ahmedzadeb group amalgamated
and carried out their first armed altack- the robbery of a
Tehran bank 1to finance their fulure operaltion. In  the

meantime relurn of two member of the Jazani group, BSafal

Farhani and Asthiani improved the qualily of tThe group.

Different cells were formed and assigned Lthe task of co-

ordinating the _cells and handling communicalions. Safai
Farhani, as leader of the mountain guerilla unit,

Wl 5

dispatched to 1The northern province to prepars  for Llhe

start an armediﬁtruggle. With the depariture of tUhis
unit, Hami d Ashraf took charge of maintaining
communication wilh Ahmedzadeh group which ullimaltely led
to the formation of DIP?G, Although This two groups had

Marxist -~ Leninist approach Lhey differad regarding  the
tactics of armed struggle. In negotiating the merger the
group hammered oult a joint strategy which Hamid Ashraf
summed up as follows:

"Aftermuch deliberation we reached the conclusion thalt it
was impossible to waork among the masses and create large
organizalion since police has penetﬁatad all sectors of
sociely. We decided that our immediale lask was to form
small cel}a and mount physical assaullt on The enemy so as

toa destroy the repressive ‘atmosphere’ and show people

that ‘armed struggle' was only way to

N
)

liberation “

Similarly, Pouyan put it as follows:

To break the spell of out weakness and inspire the

22 Hamid Ashraf-Jamibandi p 92
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people we must resort fto a revolulionary armed struggle .-

-==~ Tg liberale Lthe proletariat from Lhe slifling cullure,

to  clean its mind from pettly bourgeois thoughls, and To

PR

equip T with idelogical ammunition, il is necessary 1o

4 24
shatter the illusion thalt the people are powerless."

éhmadzadeh further elaborated teh Fedayi slralegys

How can the masses became concious of themselves, their

interests and their formidable power? Persistent
SUppression tack of leadership, constant governmentd
propaganda  and LThe omnipotenl presevnce of hayonel - all

have combined %o ereclt & huge barrvier belween the people

and the masses and belween 5e§ment of Lthe masses. How can
this barrier be'di;troued to release The 5Qelling torrent
of masses? The only way is armed struggle . To defeal the
enemy, 1lhe broad masses musi bhe drawn into struggle. To
smash Lthe enemy’s army, there must be & people’s army. To

create people's army, Uthere must be a prolonged guerilla

warfare. A guerilla warfare is necessary not  only for
military viclory bul also for mass mobilisalion. D The

one hand, the mobilisation of masses i3 The condition for

miliraty and political wvicltory. On tThe other Iand

mobilisation of masses is nol possible wilhoul the armed

struggle. We have learnt this nol only experience

nf  Cuba

but  also from those of China and Vielnam . As Debray

has stressed ‘Under present condilions the mos important

24 Perves Poyan—-quoled in Ervand n 3 p 15
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form of propoganda is successful miliatary action."

A

Thus The central thesis of Fedaryi was aslonishingly

simple; guerilla warfare, more guerilla warfare and still

more gurilla warfare. After the constant defeals of Tudeh

and MNMalemal Front, the situation in Iran was hopeless. A

Poyan puls it " the defeatl of anli imperialisl "movemenls

IN Iran was fopless. As Poyan puts it " the defeal of

anti imperielist movemenlts. In Iran has enabled IThe

-gactionaries to establish a fascist state and destroy the

opposition organisalion and co-apt opportunislic
26 : :
elementis" In Tthe mean time, the viclories of Castro,

Glap and near ag well as the new born confidence of lalin
American Guerillas had &n exhilarating effeclt upon young
Iranian intellectuals. They turned Lowards Tthe lested
weapons  “the armed struggle which to them was panasa for

all political ills in Lran. As Ahmedzadeh pul it " the

only way is armed struggle -~—-——- To smash The enemy’s army

there must bhe a people’s army. To creale a people’s army

27
there must be a prolonged

In developing tTheir simple straltegy of ‘Cguerilla
warfare', Fedayi deyeloped critigques of other political
organizations. They dismissed the Nalional Front and tLhe
Liberatiaon Movement

A% petly bourglois paper

P

2% Ahmad Zadeh- in Ervand n 3 p 157

26 Poyan n 24 p 156
27 Ahmad Zadeh n 23 p 159
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organizations still preaching the false hope of peatefuli
change and free elecltions.

They accused The pro-chinese groups of applying Mao
to Iran ‘mechanically; logmalically refusing lo aaﬁépt the
fact thal in The loslt decade Iran had baén transformed
from feudal sociely to a capitalist sociely fully
dependent on the west, uncritically accepling the mnolion
that the Sovietl Union ratﬁer than America was the major
threat and talking much aboul armed %truggl&' -but
invari%b.@ postponing The struggle on The grounds thatl

28
first & viable political party had to be formed".

Their criticism of the Tudeh was even more exltensive.

To the Fohnders of the DIPFG, the Tudeh parly had declined

after 1952 when the regime ordered a massive crack down
against it. They respected The Tudey for organizing

working class during the 19240s and producing many marlyrs

In 1250s . Butl Tudeh, according to the Fedayeen was

guilty of blind support to the Soviel Union, of hastily

denouncing Stalin, and under estimaling ‘*national gquestion

especially in ‘Azerbaijain and Hurdistan. The Tudeh
alleged the Fedai, had held back peasant movement in

1240"'s, over estaimated 1lhe importance of national

bourgecisie and had thereby reached false conclusion thatl

the forthcoming revolution would b H national

democratic.”" The main allegaltions of the Fedai were

howsever

28 Ervand n  1& p 786 the following " Tudeh favoured
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pollb] cal struggle cverarmed struggle trade—unionism over
revolulionary militancy organizational survival over
heroic action and parliamentary reformism over radical

a9
communism .

Anyway, the Fedai, believed thal by the end 1950's, the
organisationald capability of the Tudeh greatly dimini%heg
and the leading cadres of the parly eilher had been
executed or had fled the country. The lower echelon of

the partly activists became totally pa

ssive  or  dispersed
and formed small groups whose activities were limited lo

intellectual and ideloegincal pursuits. Thus whal remained

of the Tudeh was where shadow of ils pastl. lLater, a

Fedayeen publication 19, Bahman Theoritical No-& oullined

briefly six major faults of the parly tThus: Y 5

1. The mobility of ‘the Tudeh party *to correctly
understand basic internatienal af?airﬁ which led to an in
correct relationship with ‘the communi st party and

government of the Soviet Union.

~y

2. Failure to recognise 1the soccial and historical

conditons of Iran and Catastrophic in atlention Lo the

anti imperialistic struggle of its people. This caused

the Tudeh to lag behind the national liberation movement,
thereby forfeiting the championship of this movement 1o

the national bourgeersie

3. The Tudeh took and incorrect pmaitiUﬁ against  Dr.

3
m

eq and the National Front. This inconservily

29 Ibid p 488
30 As Quoted in Zabih n 5 p 124
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hecame apparent in the form of Leftism before the 30 Tir
(July 1932)  and Rightism after 30 Tir, ignoring The
responsibility of the party in mobiliszing The struggle Lo
oppose Lhe reacltionary forces of weslern imperialism.

4. " The weakness, conservalism and misinformation

regarding the August 1933 gcoupd'eta¥ that led to the

defeatl of Tudéh party and the workers.
5. The incompelence of Tudeh lgadership in surrending to

the government. and betraying the mass

a5 and workers o which
made the Tudeh pariy's survival impossible.

6. Continous diviation by the weakenad Tudeh party both

inside and  outside ~the cduntry which =~ blocked Lhae

unification of forces with in Lhe workers movements.

Az expeclted, The Tudeh relorted strongly 1o the

Fedayeen criticism. They advocated that all socialists had

the duty 1o support the Soviet Union, the ‘"hastion of

Marwxism®' and that tack of guickly transforming a naltional

bourgeois revolution into a socialist working class

revolulion smacked of Trofsky®s notion of " Permanent

revolution'. The Fedayeen, they argued , underestimaled

the Iranian bourguisie and consequenltly misunderslood 1The

nature of forthcoming revolulion. The Tudeh viewed 1lhe

guerillas as having "more in common with Blkurin and the

nineteenth century anachists who advocated “Long Live

Death ' and "Propoganda by the Deed: Than with Marw, lLenin

and FBolshevisks, who always stressed thal armed struggle

should be initialalted only where Lhere was a deciplined

revolutionay party present and when “objective" conditons



21

werg rips'

The Fedayesern underred by the Tudeh and other
reformist arguments,went ahead with their preparations for
guerilla warfare. They senl & guerilla wunilt  under  the

leadership of BSafai-Farhani, te the mountain of northern

- & . :
province of ~Gilan, to prepare for the start of armed

struggle. They chose Gilan to establish  their mounlain
base  partly  because 1the rugged mountains were in

accessible to heavy armoulrs and partly because The

forests 1The Junygles provided thick cover against air

attacks but primarily because the local peasanty had a

1920s. The original plan was in  favour of

preparation for & long term guerilla operaltion, like

living with The mountain shepherds contacling the
villagers and  recognising  fighters from the local

population . Bul these plans had to be concerted in

February 19271 when gendarmes in village siahal arrestaed

one uwf Lhe Fedal sympalhisers. Fearing thatlt ltorture would
b; used tb extract viltal informaltion LThe guerillas decided
Lo rescue theirbcolleague. On the evening of Fehruary &,
1271 Lthirteen Fedayeen armed with rifles, machine guns and

hand grenades atltacked the gendermerie post in the village

slaekal on

Ihe edge of the Caspian foreslts ' With lthis

attack , later to become famous a5 the ‘siahlal

31 F Javan,

1]
it

gquotled in Ervand n 16 p 487
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incident', they sparked of eight years of intense guerilla
activities and inspired many other radical Islamic

AG

Lo Tn)
S

well as Marxist, to lake up arms againsel The regime'.

It marked the start of Iranian people’s armed movement.

ficcording to a Fedari publication "The aim was to open Lhe
way for gqural struggles of the people of Iran, The
fall-mark of movement waé therefore nol a sudden general
uprising by the masses, bul a caloulated move by & small

vanguaird forece. Ahmed with a crealtive

marHism-l.aninism,

inspivred by the will of gpeople, and Jgrasping the

historical necessities and its own mission This sinall

vanguard group was delermined to breal politicel deadlock

.y
e

3

in Iran.'
It was the first major guerilla atiack so the regime
took it very seriously. As socon as the news of the altlack

and

b

34

uccessful escape reached Tehran, the Shah senl his

brother to head an expedialionary army of  commandos,

helicoplters and SAVAK agents. After aboul a month  lonyg

manhaunt eleven Fedal were captured. 0Ff LThe eleven tlen

faced firing squads, and one, Farhani, died under torture

without revealing informalion aboul olhers. For the Fedai

the whole affair was a military fiasco bhbul & greal

propajganda success. It conclusively proved that

determined guerillas could stake the foundation of

a feaw

powerful

32 Ibid p 480 32 Bizhan JaraniCapatalism and revolution

(Londonia83) p viil
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Pahalvi regime. The “Sialkal incident” really
d the balance in favour of ‘armed struggle’ advocaled
by many & young radical groups as againsl olher reformist

opposition who believed in peaceful changsa.

The regime certainly thought so. It followed up the

execution of Fedayesen with a series of dramalic

slaps.

The propoganda offernsive against the guerillas, accusing

them of being ‘atheist® and calling them %tool of

almos?t

any country. Iran was not in good terms wilh and

-
b bW L

agent of the defunct and discrediled parties like the

Tudeh. . The regime over did it & bit when il arrested D51

left wing dissidents, none of whom had any

connection, granted & week's unscheduled vocalion o tThe
universities of Tehran and osutlawed Lhe federation of

Iranian student in Europe and America as an  internaltional

24

communiisl conspiracy." The governmenl clearly proved

that it perceived guerilla warfare as Lhe most  polent

threat Lo itzeld, when it increased Lhe government

salaries, decre

sed the present year to be ‘civil servani

year', raised the minimum wage and declared that in

failure May 1st would be celebrated throughoul Iran as Lhe

‘workers day'. Thus, the regime tried to keep all 1lhe

sections of «people content, paritcocularly workees and

intellegentsia who were most polent victims of guerilla

movemsnths.

During the months following the Siahk

L, iniliated

24 Ervand n 2 p 159
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the SAVAK managed to arresl and eliminalte almost all 1lhe
important members of the OIPEC. The most important

survivotrs Hamid Ashraf and Ashraf Dehgani, continued to

uphold the banner of struggle. "They found eager fecruils,

established ne® cells, especially in Tehran, Tabriz,

Rasht, Gurgan, Gazvin, Enzeli, started 1two undergound
newspapers—~Bahman 19 (Februrary 8) and Nabard—i Khaly
(Pegple’s Strugglel~ and helped to organise a number of

universilty strikes and demonstraltions to coincide wilh lhe

25
first anniversary of Siahkal.:" They also carried oul a
series of armed oaperaltdions: holding up Ffive banksg
assassinating two police informers, & millionaire

industrialist, and the chief military prusecdtor, and
bombing tThe embassies of Britain, Oman, and 'the United
States, the offices of International Telephone and

Telegraph, Trans—world Airlines and Iran—American sociely

and the police head quarters in Tehran, Tabriz, Rasht,

36

Gurgan, Mashad and Abadan." Thus, despite the repeated

claims of The SAVAK of having eleminated tThe Fedai i1l

existed and oflten proved its exisltence with a bang.

Thus, 1in phe wake of Siahkal, Fedayeen ran the gamul
of urban guerilla operations. Their lilterature indicatltes
thalt hetween Siahkal (Feb. &, 1271) and summer of 1978, no
fewer than 2,175 acts of resistaﬁce and armed alttack were

undertaken. Those dperaltion resulled in a considerable

3% Ibid p 159 34 Ervand n 16 p 488
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loss of 1ife +or the Fedayeen. Aecording Lo one estimale

<

Feda-i casuallies were 172 108 killed in  acgtion, 38

executed 10 ftortured to dealh & missing, 5 suicides, and 7

& 27
murdered in prison.

By ‘late 197%, it was clear thal a stalement had been
reached in the struggle between the regime and the

Fedaveen.. On the one hand, the regimne continued

infiltrating and eliminating the Fedayeen, on the olther,

the Fedayeen conltinued to replenish their cadres and they

sporadically atlacked such familiar largels as banks,

headquarters of western corporaltions, airlines

and
. - -
assassination of handful government officials are

accomplishing wvarious other heroic feats. But years of

struggle did not bring forth mass support needed for
susltained armed struggle against the regime and people’s

revolulion looked as far as hefore five years.

At this crucial point, a serious ideological and

tactical dispule amang the leadership cadre surfaced. The
Feda divided into two factions, the majority headed by
Haimid Ashra?, who had evaded security forces until Lhey
killed him incambush in August 1974, conltinued Lo bhelieve
Ltoo effecliveness of armed resistance. They insisted  on

continuing armed confrontation until they sparked off mass

uprising. The minority faction, however, beliegved Lthat

37 Zabih n 5 p 130
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armed confrontation should be avoided and  polilics

activities incluading political éduﬂation aimed at  working
class should be given priority. This feclion was closer 1o
the Tudeh party. "In mid-1976, this group offiliated ‘tw
the Tudeh, %dencunced the theory of "Fropoganda by the

Deed'" as an abevrraltion of Marxism, and formed

Munsh'eb a2 Sazman—i Cherikha-yi Fada'i HKhaly Vabagsleoh

the Goruib—i

Beh Higb-i Tudeh-i Iran (Group Ssparated from the Feda'i

Guerillas and attached Lo the Tudeh parly of Iran

Lnown

28
in sport as the Feda'i Munshed”™ .

Both the facliong keplt their weapons and as soon

an
the revolution began{ surfaced as experienced armed
organization eager to challenge the military mighl  of
39
Pahlwvi regime’ . More important, ithey Uy their
differences in the wake of préwr&leutionary turmoil  in
1978 and Jjoined &ll other opposition foroes armed and
otherwise, against their common enemy — The Bhah's regime.
During the yearvthe Fedayeen proved & batlle-tested group
malching the mojahedin. The Fedayeen were bolsltlered by The

gradual release of their imperisoned comrades and returns

of their followers from exile. "The Tudeh parily helped

them extensively and togetlher they constituled aboul 23

percent  of all combaltanlts who in February 1979, waged a

surcessful insurrection to over throw the Pahalvi

40
regime’ .

328 T. Hyder Begundi as quoted in Ervand n 16 p 489
3% Ihid p 48%
40 Zabibh n 5 p 132
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CONCLUSION



Conclusion

Main body of tlhis essay has ingquired inte the
dynamics of¢ the leftist movement in Iran since itls
inception in early 1920s till the Iranian revolutin of
1978-79. While agfeeing_with the point that reformist and
sociaiist ‘philosophy has been a source of attraction to
the lranian ‘intellegentsia right sincé the turn of the
present century,’ the Bolshevik revolution of 1917 in
Russia, . is considered to be the real water mark in the
history of leftist mﬁvement in "Iran. Being at the
periphery of Russia, Iran, in 1947, presented a very
fertile ground for extension of ihe communist . revolution.
Particularly, the chaotic condition in the north provided
readymade catalyst for a revolutionary movement.

The first attempt to organise a movemenlt along the
communist line was made by veteran Social Democrats, who
gathered at Baku and announced the formation of the
Justice Party. This party trafsferred itself to Persia
after the Red Army invaded Anzeli, the northern Iranian
city po?t on the Caspian sea on 28 May 19220, on the
pretext of " protecting Bolshevik revolution from the
counter revoiutionaries who had sought refuse on the
Iranian side of the boarders. In June 1920, the Justice
Party cowvered Vin Anzeli its first major cqngréss and
adepted the title “"Communist Party of Iran' (firgqueh—
iKomonist—i Iran) The Communist Party of Iran along witlh

Jangalis formed in Gilan a Soviet Socialist Republic of



Iran. By the end of 1920 the Soviel Socialist Republic in

Rasht, reinforced by the Red Army was preparing to march

into Tehran with its guerilla force. This was the only "’

occasioﬁ&hen the {eftist came close to capturing power in

Iran. But, “in the mean time, Soviel Unien decided to

withdraw thzir supporlt because of lhe dissension 1in the

leadership and brimarily because the econowic ~ burden

proved too much fér the nascent communislt stale Reza SBhah

grabbed this opportunity with'both his hands and almost

nipped the co&mun}st challenge in the bud. Ironically, he

also vreceived some support Froﬁ the Sovietl Union in this

_regard.>

This was first bul nolt the last instance where in

order to salvage ils own interest or to.develop a friendly

relationship with its government, its claim to be the

vanguard of international communist movement nO{::withd
standing. The commuﬁists in Iran got a rudeshock. . They

could have learnt, if they had the inclination thal no

movement can thrive primarily on foreign support and that

it is the supporl of the people which is most important

and also lhat when it comes lto mnational interest, all

countries whether socialigts or capitalist would sacrifice

any movement how so ever close to them. Bul as lattler

Communist of- Iran proved they did not learn from thé%r
firsl experience, at least those who were in the Tudeh did

not.

The main segment of the leflist movement in Iran,

IES



Spearheaded by the Tudeh, had always been precariously
.dependent on the Soviet support. From 11917 to 1921 tlhe
Sovigt backed communistis were acltive openly in the
northern vregion of Iran. But between 1921 and 1941 Iran
and the Sovéet Union had a fairly normal. relationship ‘at
government level whichisqueezed the open activities of
Iranian communisps.}?uéz;;;the war.occupation of Iran by
Anglo-Soviel forces changed the situaltion drastically and
under. Anglojsoviet ultimalum Reza Shah abdicated in
favour of crown prince Muhammed Reza Shah. Henceforth,
the Communist could'}ethink of entéring the political
arena of Iran openly afler an absence of about two

decades. Both the external and internal factors

contributed to the emergence of a genuine commquit

moveﬁ%t. 0f the former the most important was the physical

presence of 1lhe Red Army in Iran which underscored the
return of Russian influence after aulapse of aboul two
decades. Internéé%ly, the princ{pal factor were the
modernizing programmes of Reza Shah, changes in social
conditions and the new political environmenl created by
weakening of Iranian state. This communist movement was
spearheaded by Hizb-e ATudeh—e Iran (Party of Iranian
Masses) formed in Tehran on 29 Seplember 1941, As
succeeding yéérs proved il was the "only consistently well
organized political Party of ;ran“ And at least for three

decades from then this party and its splinter groups

spearheaded the leflist movement in Iran.

Right form ils inception the Tudeh chose a middle path.



Despite 1ils Marxist-Leninist leanings and slrong soviel
connections it never pult marxisl demands on its manifesto.
Neither did it openly speak of class gbn%gle. Rather it
tried 1o have the best of both the worlds by keeping gll
the stratag of the sociely pleased.‘ For example,
provisionai programme of lhe party adopled in 1942 aimed
at "uniting all citizens agaisnl bolh internal fascism
encou}aged by Reza Shah's gang and internaltional fascism
led by Hitler." Similarly, its detailed programme of 1943
made progressive bromises to all groups. More over, since
the Tudeh had interést in electoral politics it had te
play tlo the gallery ana show ils faith in constitutional
development rather than in armed struggle. _The Tudehis
wenl to the extent of declaring' we believe that communism
is a social ideology suitable for social conditions that
do nol exist in Iran." Thus, the compromise policy of the
Tudeh took it no where. It is true that it organised
workers, and trade unionism was almost a gift of the Tudeh
to Iranian political system, yel Tudeh's . gverrating of
the power of the bourge0isie and undermining the wortﬁ of

proletariat forced it to make mistakes which decisively

bolfed its fate.

But the greatest weakness of the Tudeh since its

inception was ils blind following of the soviet union.

The Tudeh went to the extent of supporting the

. . L ‘ . S, .
illegitimate Soviet demand for oil conce%son in northern

Iran. the party described Iran’'s northern region

(7



including the provinces of Azerbaijan and Magzandaraw as
the legitimate security perimeter for the soviel Union.
This 1is perhaps one of the rare examples of a political
party advocgting such an ironic case. The Tudeh also
supported the separatiét‘movement in Azerbaijan sponéored
by the Soviets. As late as 1971 the Tudeh believed tUlhat
“all socialists héd the duty to support the Soviet Union,
the bastion of Marxism". During ils chequered exislence

the Tudeh wa;.in?ected several times by the problems of
internal dissension ‘conflict and defeclion. The basicG
reason for such a fatekwas its strong Soviel connection,
which was invoked more than once by its dfienting members

as the cause of their eslrangement.

The Mojahedin and the Fedayeen came to the prominence
only after the siakal incident of 8 February 19271 when
thirteen young men armed wilh rifle, machine guns and hand
grenades attacked the gendermerig post in the village of
Siahkal on the edge of the Caspian foresls. But these
guerilla organizations were born soon a?ter the religious

uprising of 5 June 1963, when on the climax of thal year's

Moharram mournings unarmed demonstrators shouting "Imam

Hossain Protect us from injustice" took to the streets of
Tehran Go¥n,. Magﬁad, Tabriz, Shiraz and Isfahan and the

regime retalialed by massive fire power and massacred

about 20,000 unarmed demonstrators. "The immediate wmood

generated by the June massacre was of apathy and despaiy: .

However, for a liny member of young revolutionaries with
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.in the abyss of. this despair, the nucleus of new hope was

crystallizing. For these young men the June uprising
' i

matked the end of all forms of reformist and parliamentary

struggle. They were convinced irrespective of their
%

ideology, that the only meaningful wa%rffiddg:j armed
struggle. Both the Mojahedin and the Fedayeen were born

out of this conviction.

For most parl, Mojahedin and Fédayeen were born out
of dissatisfied :members of the National Front and the
Tudeh parly respeclively. From successful return of
monarchy in Iran after 1953 coupdetal, which brought down
Dr. Mossadeq's government, stéﬁed a'cdnsolidation process
which saw ils climax about a decade after with the brutal
show of power on the demonstrators of June 1963. In the
meantime the shah has been successful in sidei:}ining
almost all oppsition including that from the Tudeh and
National Front .The Tudeh and the National Front on their
part took to conciliatory and defealist attitudé resulting
in their progressive inactfi}ity. This was the major
factor which frustrate lhe younger men in both the parties
and resulting it what may be called a ‘generational split’
in them. ‘This split led to the younger and militant

opposition which «crystallised in 3uerilla forces like

Mojahedin and Fedayeen.

The Mojahedin were a unigque type who drew tlheir

inspiration from both Islam and Marxism. The 1963

RE)



ﬁprising and ils suppression made them realise that with
eveﬁ minimum planning Bhi,ism's martyrdom phileosophy was
ripe for expléﬁation for revolutionary ends aé wilnessed
by thousand% of chanting religious =zealots who had
literally rushed towards firing machine guns and laid
their bodies infront of the advancing tanks of the 8hah's
army. Similarly, at that period of lime Marxism as an
ideology had proved its effectiveness in lhe liberation
struggle of the Qppressed people around tﬁe world. Its
systematic aéproach was an asset for any guerilla
movement. Hence the Mojahedin pic#ed its'guidance. Now
they synthesized both. Thus the original achievemnt of
the Mojahedin was to synthesize the religi;us values of
Islam with the scientific thoughts of Marxism® for they

proved that true Islam was compatible with the theories of

social evolulion historical determinism and class
struggle. The Mohjahedin reinterprefZ}d Islam and gave
new dimensions to the symbols, ceremonies and
personalities crucial to Shfgliturgy. In their views

Moharram. and Ashura were not just annual rituals but
rather the occasioﬂs to fight all forms of oppression as
Imam Hosayn .did, Jame'eh—e Imam—e za@an signified not
Just the return of ihe Hidden Imam bul rather the
establishment of perfect society which, being classless,
would be free of want, war, injustice, oppression,

corruption and alienation.

The Fedayeen, like 1the Mojahedin were staunch
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believers in guerilla warfareJ Eelieving in indebendent
interpretation of Marxism—bLeninism and ils pragmaltic
application in Iran. They were strong criltics of the
Tudeh for ils dependence on the Sovietl Union and ignoring
the concepd of ‘Armed Struggle." As Ahmad Zadeh put it
41he Fedayeen straltegy was lo defeal thé enemy, the broad

masses muslt be drawn into struggle. To smash the enemy'’s

army, there must be a people's army. To create people's
army there must be a prolonged guerilla warfare. A

guerilla wa??aré is necessary nol oniy for military

victory but also for mass mobilisation. " On the one hand,

the mobilisation of masses is Llhe Fodgalion for military
and political victory, on the other hand mobilisation of

masses is nol possible without the armed struggle."

. . . R _-,\"3 'Ja\,\
Thus, the central thesis of the Fedayeen was astonishingly®,

H
=3
-

simple: guerilla warfare and more guerilla warfére.%ﬁ; e

.S . .
S

Although these guerilla organizations could nolt sweep
the Pahalvi regime out of power the;fepeatedly shattered
the myth of invincibility of the Pahalvi regime. All the
leftist forces, the Tudeh, the Mojahedin and the Fedayeen

played a prominent role in the revolulionary ‘turmoil of

1978-79 which brought an end to the Pahalvi regime. The
years thereafter are beyond the purview of this study.Butthe
;

1@&50Mlﬂhﬁj%%e¥tist forces could not do well in Islamic republic is

obvious. All of them were basically interested in the

intelligentia and never cullivated strong bases among the

people,. Hence when, Islamic Republic struck on them



L%

systematicaily, one aflter another, il was predictable that
there would be 1little popular -resentmeﬁt over lheir

demise.
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