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In memoriam

To the unknown “bizarre young maiden” who, standing on the
deck of a ship at the Caspian, told a Frenchman that although she
could not be a soldier among her “brothers,” she would fight for the

revolution by enrolling in Kuchek Khan'’s Jangali army.

To D. Ross, in gratitude
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Abbott reported in 1840 and 1844 that Iranian merchants vainly de-
manded that the shah prohibit the import of foreign goods.?

Despite vigorous protests, Iran’s commerce was soon dominated by
traders from England and Russia, or by merchants under their protec-
tion. A British envoy reported from Tabriz in 1851, “Great discontent
prevails in the Bazaars of Tabreez in consequence of the duties on goods
imported by Persians having been increased; the mode of levying them
is also greatly and very justly complained of.”™ Temporary solutions, such
as taking Russian citizenship or buying agricultural lands, proved inad-
equate for Iranian merchants.

The Babi revolt of 1848-1851, basically a revolt of merchants in
religious guise, was crushed in blood.!* But it was followed by a trium-
phant rebellion that brought the cancellation of a concession given to a
British firm that monopolized domestic and foreign trade in Iranian to-
bacco.!! By midcentury, the country’s economy had undergone tremen-
dous changes: agricultural land was increasingly falling into the hands
of rich merchants or government bureaucrats who now geared produc-
tion to foreign markets; the peasantry was increasingly exploited; and
impoverished peasants and artisans, deprived of their livelihood, sought
their subsistence elsewhere, mostly by emigrating.

The British consul in Gilan, the rich Caspian province, reported in
1865:

In many districts of Gilan, the peasantry are heavily in debt to their landlords
who exact an usurious rate of interest, from 24 to 40 per cent being the
lowest figure upon such loans. Money thus lent is frequently lost. A succes-
sion of bad crops plunges the labourer into difficulties; he is unable to pay
and, when reduced to great straits, deserts the village to elude the pursuit
of his creditors.1?

The situation for traditional industries was no better. Under unequal
competition imposed by foreign producers, Iranian artisans were aban-
doning their trades, as testified by foreign observers such as the German
physician Polack, the British envoy Abbott, and Curzon.®s

Increased exploitation, financial ruin, inflation, and of course natural
calamities forced Iran’s rural and urban producers to emigrate. This pro-
cess was accelerated by the rapid capitalist development in industry,
mines, and agriculture in the Caucasus and Central Asia that absorbed
displaced workers. Emigration was an integral part of Iran’s spectfic dys-
development, in contrast to what occurred in other colonies or semi-
colonies. Iran, with a population of 8-10 million persons between 1900

oMb R .l R I

The Caspian Region and Iran’s Colonial Dysdevelopment 25

and 1905, exported 200,000-500,000 working men to the Caucasus and
Central Asia annually, where they earned miserable wages.* This was
the equivalent of 20 to 50 percent of the male population in the northern
regions between the ages of twenty and forty. Within this vast emigration
to the Caucasus, Iran’s workers’ movement was born, giving rise to suc-
cessive forms of political organization—from social democracy to com-
munism.

While Iran’s peasants and artisans continued to emigrate, other
groups, such as the clerics, discontented merchants, and their allies pres-
sured the royal court and the government for reform. Finally, in the
summer of 1906, the deepening economic crisis and the psychological
effects of Russia’s defeat by the newly emerging Asiatic power, Japan,
and its 1905 revolution made possible the temporary defeat of Iran’s
autocratic state. The ailing, dying shah gave in to popular demands and
promised to create a national consultative assembly, the Majles. A month
later, he accepted a proposal for a parliament, which was inaugurated on
October 7, 1906.1* The Fundamental Laws of the Nation were submitted
to the shah for his signature only five days before his death. One of the
parliament’s first acts was to recognize the sanctity of private property.s

The successor to the throne soon revealed his animosity to consti-
tutional government. Between his accession in January 1907 and June
1908, a fierce struggle raged between the new shah, who did everything
in his power to dismantle the new parliament, and the constitutionalists.
On June 23, 1908, the shah carried out a coup d’état: his Cossack Bri-
gade, led by the Russian colonel Liakhov, bombarded the Majles and
massacred whatever important deputies they could put their hands on.
This coup occurred against the background of a secret agreement made
between the British and Russians in 1907 that divided Iran into two zones
of influence.”” Iranians recognized that their recently acquired demo-
cratic institutions had been destroyed as a result of this secret under-
standing.

Except for the province of Azerbaijan, which did not submit to the
new absolute power and soon rose in arms, the whole of Iran was si-
lenced by brutal force. The Azerbaijani revolt was led by Sattar Khan, a
popular figure not unlike Zapata in Mexico. The center of the revolt was
the city-provincial council (anjoeman) in Tabriz, which acted as the infor-
mal consultative body around Sattar. Iranian social democrats, scattered
in Tabriz, Istanbul, and the Caucasus, and helped by their Caucasian
comrades, brought enough support to Sattar that he could tilt the balance
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some Turkestani Communists® received the Jangali delegation aboard
the battleship Korsk.2* The Jangalis reached an agreement with the Bol-
sheviks, the salient points of which are as follows:

1. Communist principles regarding property rights would not be
applied, and communist propaganda would be proscribed in Gi-
lan;

2. A provisional revolutionary republican regime would be estab-
lished;

3. The people would determine the nature of the regime through
a constituent assembly after the seizure of Teheran;

4. The Soviets would not interfere in the affairs of the revolutionary
government, which would alone be in charge;

5. No Soviets troops should enter Iran beyond the existing 2,000
without authorization by the revolutionary regime; ‘

6. Expenses of the troops stationed in Iran would be covered by
the revolutionary regime;

7. Any arms and munitions requested by the revolutionary regime
would be delivered against payment;

8. Iranian merchandise confiscated at Baku would be handed over
to the revolutionary regime;

9. All Russian commercial enterprises in Iran would be handed
over to the republican regime.?

No doubt, this agreement was reached so easily because of previous
contacts assuring the Jangali leader of the Bolsheviks’ sincerity; he was
also presumably aware of Bravin’s and Kolomiitsev’'s views regarding
Iran’s lack of preparedness for communism.

Evidently, an unannounced part of the agreement was the formation
of a tripartite Revolutionary Committee, or Revkom,? comprised of the
following individuals: Kuchek Khan, Ehsan, Mozaffarzadeh, and Mo'in
or-Ro‘aya, from the Jangali side; Kamran Aqayev for the Iranian Com-
munist party; Kozhanov, commander of Soviet (Azerbaijan) forces re-
maining in Iran, and Vassili Garkaltselli, a former tsarist-Georgian officer
turned Bolshevik, with the Persian alias “Shapour,” on behalf of the Bol-
sheviks; and finally the Volga-German Gauck, alias “Houshang.” It is
noteworthy that during these negotiations, Kuchek Khan promised to
give “assistance to the local [Iranian Communist] party organizations.”

As the British left Gilan and Raskolnikov and his seamen departed
for Baku, the Jangalis undertook preparations for the “commencement
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of the revolution” in Iran. Jangali leaders moved to Resht in a procession
accompanied by a military band and red flags.?

A “Soviet Socialist” Republic Is Born
Showered with flowers and enthusiastically received by the city’s inhab-
itants shouting, “Long live Kuchek Khan! Long live Anzali!,” the Jangali
leader immediately organized a public demonstration for June 5 at
Sabzeh Maydan (the Green Square), where he and Ehsan made revo-
lutionary speeches. Ehsan repeated more or less what he had said at the
Foumen gathering: “With Russian Bolsheviks, whose army [is] com-
posed of workers and peasants . .. we will march on Teheran hand in
hand against our enemies . . . and we will be the victors.” According to
Yaghikian, however, in addition to evoking the glory of Iran’s ancient
times, the memory of the constitutionalists, Naser ed-Din Shah’s assas-
sin’s “good deed,” and the bravery of Iranian gendarmerie officers in
World War ], Ehsan also rekindled the memory of the pre-Islamic Maz-
daki uprising, known in Iran for its “communistic” principles. This last
allusion helped his enemies to stir people against him as a “Mazdaki or
Baha'i.™t

Kuchek, in a brief address, saluted the population for their enthusi-
astic support and announced the beginning of the Iranian revolution.3
He reportedly said:

A dazzling light has been lit in Russia, but that at the beginning we were so
blinded by its rays that we even turned away from it. But now we have
understood all the greatness of this radiant light. If this burning lamp should
be extinguished in Russia, the Iranian people will not have the means to
rekindle it. All the efforts of the Iranian people should therefore be directed
at an alliance with Soviet Russia. As a token of close alliance with Russian
Bolsheviks, I embrace the representatives of Soviet Russia.®

He finished his address by wishing both Lenin and Trotsky long lives.>

Another important speaker at this meeting was Kozhanov, com-
mander of the Soviet forces left behind with the Jangalis by Admiral
Raskolnikov. In Yaghikian's account, Kozhanov declared that the Soviet
Army, which was composed of peasants and workers and was “ready to
cooperate with the revolutionaries of Iran and other nations of the East,
will make the necessary sacrifices in order to expel the English from
Iran, Mesopotamia, and India. The toiling masses of the East must gather
around the leader of the Asian revolution, Comrade Kuchek Khan, in
order to annihilate the English, the shah, capitalists, landlords, and des-
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lation will be quoted, except for parts of the Russian text deleted from the English
edition.

B il

Notes to Pages 193-95 547

29. Sabouri, Negidhi az Daroun, pp. 155-56.

30. Ehsan, “Memoirs,” pt. 3 (RMI, p. 723).

31. Yaghikian, Showravi va Jonbesh-i Jangal, pp. 61-62. Being of a Baha'i
family, Ehsan was an easy target for fanatic Islamic opponents of the Jangali
Movement.

32. Ibid.; Fakhra'i (Sardar, p. 245) puts the meeting at a place five kilometers
from Resht and on June 3; this does not make sense, since the documents of the
official announcement bear the date of June 5, 1920.

33. Kheifets, Sovetskaia Rosstia i Sopredel’nye Strany , p. 243; see also Rosta’s
dispatch dated June 13, 1920, FO 371/4917.

34. Yaghikian, Showravi va Jonbesh-i Jangal, p. 63.

35. Ibid., pp. 58—59; Sabouri, Negdhi az Daroun, p. 156.

36. Yaghikian, Showravi va Jonbesh-i Jangal, p. 59.

37. Kuchek Khan, “Cry of the Oppressed Nation of Iran Voiced by the Fa-
da’is of Jangal,” in ibid., pp. 78—86; Jangali, pp. 141-47; Sardar, pp. 246-50.

38. In a telegram to Lenin, Raskolnikov informed him of the content of
Kuchek’s public speech and his attitude toward Soviet Russia; see M. 1. Trush,
Vneshnepoliticheskaia Deiatel’nost V.I. Lenina, 1917-1920 (Moscow, 1963), p.
245,

39. Many Western (and Soviet) sources have referred to this republic as the
“Gilan Republic” and accused Kuchek Khan of separatism. This is a gross falsi-
fication. On the contrary, every piece of evidence emphasizes that all the Jangalis
did was done in the name of Iran. See Revue du Monde Musulman 42 (1922): 89;
G. Lenczowski, Russia and the West in Iran, 1918-1948 (Ithaca, 1949), p. 57. M.
R. Pahlavi, Mission for My Country (London, 1960), pp. 113—-14; and one of his
official historians (E. Safa’i, Zamineh-hawyi Koudetayi 1229 (Teheran, 1974), p.
219) refers to it as the “Soviet Republic of Gilan.”

40. The manifesto was signed by Iran’s Red Revolution Committee (not
“League” as the two above references give it); see the original manifesto in Sedd-
y1 Teheran, rpt. in Hist. Doc., 13:110-11; see also Kheifets, Sovetskaia Rossiia i
Sopredel’nye Strany p. 243. The term jam‘iyyat (league) is, however, used in one
of the edicts signed by Kuchek Khan reprinted in facsimile in Sardar, p. 263.

41. Unlike most Western scholars, Fakhra'i (Sardar, pp. 251-52) and Yaghi-
kian (Showravi va Jonbesh-i Jangal, p. 92) state that this Ja‘far was not Pishevari
(Mir Ja'far Javidzideh), a top leader of the ICP, but rather Ja‘far Mohseni, of
Iran’s Foreign Ministry. This may be true, for communist sources have never
acknowledged the participation of Pishevari in the first SSRI government; Ras-
kolnikov in his interview (Soviet Russia, October 23, 1920, p. 395) stresses that
the closest figure in Kuchek’s government to the ICP was Ehsan.

42. For the background of the members of this government, see Yaghikian,
Showravi va Jonbesh-i Jangal, pp. 91-94.

43. Hist. Doc., 13:120-21; Sardar, pp. 251-53. A series of other appointments
were made by the IRRC at various government offices, the most important aspect
of which was that several Russian Bolsheviks were given advisory positions at
key posts: Tronin (alias Fereydoun) at the “political office,” Kert at the Military
Tribunal, and Kukov at the Security Office (Yaghikian, Showravi va Jonbesh-i
Jangal, pp. 94-95).



