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revoliutsiia v Irane," f~~~~~ist, 5 (March 1980), 79. 
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6. "V MID SSSR," fE.~da, 4 May 1983, 4. Soviet-Iranian 
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"Our relations with the Soviet Union are exactly what relations 
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Help to the Oppressed," !he ~~ !~rk Ti~es, 4 October 1983, A8. 

7. Neglect of the ideological factor pervades the entire 
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Revolutionary .!.E.~~ (London: Croom Helm, 1984): --In-~th;;;~ the 
ideological limitations of Marxism-Leninism are said to have 
distorted the Soviets' views of events, and particularly cause 
them to miss the significance of the revolution's Islamic 
character. See Malcolm E. Yapp, "The Soviet Union and Iran Since 
1978," in Mark V. Kauppi and R. Craig Nation, eds., The Soviet 
Uni~~ ~nd !.h~ !:!i£dl~ East i~ !.h~ l~gQ~ Q££~rt~I!.ies~ 
Co~~traint~ and Dil~~~~~ (Lexington, Mass.: Lexington Books, 
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1983), 233-234. In both cases theoretical assessments are 
dismissed as either irrelevant, misleading, or wrong. 
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Kommunist, 3 (February 1984), 105. 
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mezhdunarod~~ £tnosh~iia [hereafter cited as MEMO], 1 (1983), 
25; and E. Ermoshkin, "Neokolonializm transnatsionaltnykh 
korporatsii," !£!!!~unist, 18 (December 1981), 97. 

12. See G. Smirnov and A. Triasunov, "Vekhi Sovetskoi 
Afrikanistiki," Azii~ i afrika ~~dnia 12 (1982), 20. For a 
sophisticated exegesis of the Marxist concept of structural 
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13. A. S. Shin, Natsionaltno-demokra!ich~~ki~ 
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Socialist Orientation: A Soviet Model for Political Development," 
Soviet Union/Uni~ ~£vie!i~, 2 (1981), 223-251. Soviet 
definitions are provided by Lu , I. Iudin, Q£~!!.£~.E.st.Y.£ 

~otsi.§!lis!ich~~£i orientatsii (Moscow: Nauka, 1975). 

16. E. Primakov, "Strany sotsialisticheskoi orientatsii: trudnyi 
no realtnyi perekhod k sotsializmu," MEMO, 7 (1981), 13-14. 

17. The existence of a vanguard party is emphasized as the sine 
gQ~ nQn of the non-capitalist path. "All historical experience 
demonstrates," noted Boris Ponomarev at the International 
Scientific Conference in Berlin during 1980, "that the most 
important factor providing for the survival and strengthening of 
progressive regimes is the existence of a revolutionary party ••• 
Life teaches that only [such] a party ••• is in a position to 
bring about in practice the realization of socialist 
orientation." "Protiv imperializma, za sotsialtnyi progress," 
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Pravda, 21 October 1980, 4. See also Iu. V. Irkhin, "Avangardnye 
revoliutsionnye partii trudiashchikhsia v osvobodivshikhsia 
s t ran a k h ," V0 Er 0 s y i.§.!.££ii, 4 (1 98 2 ) , 5 5 - 6 7; and I u , V. Irkh in, 
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5 (1982), 74; and Elizabeth Kridl Valkenier, The Sovi~ Q~ion and 
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vmeshatel'stvo," Pravda, 11 January 1979, 5. A. Petrov is 
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was resolved with the negotiation of a convention on 31 August 
1907 dividing Iran into spheres of influence. See Rogers Platt 
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University Press, 1968). 
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~nd ~id£l~ f~t: ~ Do~~~~tary E~££, Vol. II (Princeton: Von 
Nostrand, 1956), 90-94. Articles V and VI of this treaty granted 
Soviet Russia the right to intervene in Iran if threatened by the 
hostile actions of a third party. On 22 January 1980 these 
articles were unilaterally abrogated by Iran. 

24. See D. Kasatkin and V. Ushakov, "Iran: osobennosti razvitiia 
revoliutsionnogo dvizheniia," AZii~ i Af£ik~ .§.~g2~' 4 (1979), 
7. Neocolonial depende~ce is a theme which runs through most 
Soviet scholarship devoted to Iran prior to 1979. For summarial 
reviews of such work see N. A. Kuznetsova, "Razrabotka Leninskogo 
teoreticheskogo naslediia v Sovetskoi Iranistiki," ~~£2£Y ~~ii i 
Afriki, 3 (1980), 14-22; and Jacob M. Landau, "More Soviet Works 
on Iran," !iiddl~ f~ster~ St~di~, 3 (October 1979), 408-411. 

25. M. S. Ivanov, "Antinarodnyi kharakter praveleniia dinastii 
Pekhlevi v Irane," Y2E£2.§.Y i~!2£ii, 11 (1980), 58-74. 

26. See especially M. S. Ivanov, et ~l., l~torii~ l£~~ (Moscow: 
Izd. Moskovskogo Universiteta, 1977), 407-409. Ivanov describes 
the exploitation of Iran's oil holdings as a root cause of 
popular dissatisfaction. "The activity of the international oil 
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consortium and its plundering of the national wealth of Iran 
called forth the indignation of the broad popular masses, the 
progressive intelligentsia, students, the working class, and 
other democratic strata of the population, who demanded that an 
end be put to the harboring of foreign, and above all American, 
oil monopolies in Iran." (409). 

27. See particularly the perceptiv~ essay by She M. Badi, "0 
sotsial'nom i klassovom razvitii sovremennogo Irana," in B. G. 
Gafurov, ed., LeninizmL kl~L i klassovaia bor'ba v stranakh 
Vostoka: ~££Enik ~tatei (Moscow: Nauka, 1973), 236-245. 

28. These points are developed at length in M. S. Ivanov, Iran v 
60-70kh S£~~!! yek~ (Moscow: Nauka, 1977). A particularly 
egregious example of dependence in the foreign policy realm is 
said to be the extent of Iran's military purchases from the West, 
claimed to have consumed over half of all oil revenues through 
the 1970s. P. Demchenko, "Kogda podnimaetsia narod: k sobytiiam 
v Irane," fravd~, 24 January 1979, 4. One scholar has argued 
that a special, structural relationship exists between 
neocolonial dependency and US militarism. A. A. Kutsenkov, 
"Amerikanskii militarizm i neokolonializm," ~.E.2S!y ~zii i AfEiki, 
3 (1984), 3-12. For a general survey of Iran's role in world 
politics under the shah see E. A. Orlov, ynesh~iai~ £21itika 
!~~ £2~~ voiny, Moscow: Nauka, 1975). 

29. P. Andreev and A. Salekhov, "Sovremennyi Iran," MEMO, 6 
(1976), 131. The commentator in question was Evgenii Primakov. 

30. R. N. Andreasian and A. D. Kuzinkov, OPEK Y mire nefti
(Moscow: Nauka, 1981). 

31. Kasatkin and Ushakov, "Iran: osobennosti razvitiia 
revoliutsionnogo dvizheniia," 5. 

32. Andreev and Salekhov, "Sovremennyi Iran," 131. 

33. S. L. Agaev, Iran y £~~h!~ i ~~toi~~h£h~ (Moscow: Nauka, 
1981), 255, puts it this way: "The deep basis of the popular, 
anti-monarchical and anti-imperialist revolution which erupted in 
Iran during 1978 was the sharp gap between modern and traditional 
sectors, the relative lack of socio-economic integration, and the 
complete failure to relate socio-political forms with the 
socio-economic levels corresponding to them." Agaev has been the 
Soviet Union's most prolific commentator upon the Iranian 
revolution, and one of its mo~t expert. 

34. 
A. I. Demin, .!?2~!!!~naia !~ansk~i~ ~~ni~ 12~£2Y£~ 

E.rob~!!!y ~21sia~!'!.Q~~2~2!!!ich~~koS£ ~~.!.tii.§!.l (Moscow: Nauka, 
1977) provides a sophisticated analysis which confirms the 
inadequacy, indeed failure, of the reforms, emphasizing "the 
difficulties standing in the way of an effective resolution of 
this important problem under current socio-economic 
circumstances, and the urgent need for a deepening of social 
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transformations in the countryside and in the nation as a whole." 
(266). Subsequent to the revolution Soviet evaluations of the 
"White Revolution" have become predominantly hostile. G. Kim, 
"Sotsial'noe razvitie i ideologicheskaia bor'ba v 
razvivaiushchikhsia stranakh," Mezhdunarod!!.~i~ zhizni, 3 (1980), 
76, typically denounces its "reactionary-bourgeois" character. 

35. A good deal Qf the theoretical literature produced in the 
West concurs with this analysis. See the review of such work by 
Andre Mabon, "Nultiples approaches de la revolution islamique," 
Le ~~~de £iElomatigue, July 1983; 14, and particularly Jerrold D. 
Green, ~evolution in Ira~~ The folitic~ ~i Countermobilization 
(New York: Praeger, 1982). 

36. N. Z. Volchek, "Krizisnye spady v razvivaiushcheisia 
ekonomike," ~~rody Azii AfEi~i, 6 (1981), 14-25, attempts to give 
this type of recession-induced crisis a larger, more universal 
significance. 

37. D. Volskii, "Revoliutsiia na pereput'e," !:!~ vremia, 2 ( 7 
January 1983), 13. 

38. Ibid. 

39. Iran is not perceived to be unique in its cumulation of 
structural imbalance. For a similar analysis applied to 
neighboring Turkey see P. P. Noiseev and G. I. Starchenkov, 
"Turtsiia: nekotorye itogi i osobennosti kapitalisticheskogo 
razvitiia," Naro£'y' Azii i AfEiki, 1 (1984), 15-23. 

40. Estimates of the number of victims vary. One Tudeh Party 
leader, writing in a Soviet-sponsored journal, cites between 
60,000 and 65,000 deaths in the course of anti-shah 
demonstrations during 1978. Kh. Bakhrami, "Cherez prizmu 
revoliutsii," froblemy !!!ira i ~tsi~li~!!!~, 6 (1980), 89. 

41. p. Demchenko, "Iran: stanovlenie respubliki," Kommunist, 9 
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For c e s," MEglf ~~E~Et s , 7 5 - 76 ( Narc h / Aprill 9 7 9 ), 3 - 8 ,Sh a h ram 
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Revolutions (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1982). 

42. Vsevolod Ovchinnikov, "Mezhdunarodnoe obozrenie," Pra~£~L 21 
January 1979, 4. 

43. Ivanov, "Antinarodnyi kharakter pravleniia dinastii Pekhlevi 
v Irane," 73. 

44. Nikki Keddie has warned against the use of the term ba~~~ri 
to refer to " a class in the Marxist sense," emphasizing its 
heterogenous character including an artisan element and 
small-scale traders as well as substantially wealthy merchants. 
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~dern 'l~~ (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1981), 244. 
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M. Badi, ~2E££ski~ ~~~~ ~12i l~~~~ (Moscow: Nauka, 1977). For 
a scholarly investigation of the ulama's "national bourgeois" 
class character, see E. A. Doroshenko, ~hii!~ko~ £~~h2~tvo v 
sc~~~~nom Ir~ (Moscow, Nauka, 1975), 118-161. 

45. The argument is posed by E. A. Doroshenko, "Po1iticheskie 
traditsii shiizma i antimonarkhicheskoe dvizhenie v Irane 
(1978-1979)," !,!~rody Azii i ~friki, 6 (1980), 58-66. 

46. P. Demchenko, "Kogda podnimaetsia narod: k sobytiiam v 
Irane," Pravd~, 24 January 1979, 4. 

47 • Jacob M. Landau, "Religion and Revolution in the Middle East 
as Reflected in Some Soviet Works," t!i9.dl~ East~!! St~£ie~, 3 
(July 1983), 377-381, concludes a desultory review of Soviet work 
in this area with the ironic question, if Islam is as reactionary 
as the Soviets seem to think, how could it lead a revolution? In 
fact, the problem is extensively addressed in the Soviet 
literature and it is surprising that Landau, who has 
systematically reviewed Soviet writing devoted to the Middle East 
for over a decade, should be unaware of or indifferent to it. 

48. Kasatkin and Ushakov, "Iran: osobennosti razvitiia 
revoliutsionnogo dvizheniia," 7 define the comprador bourgeoisie 
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high-ranking civil servants and military leaders, as well as 
large landowners, Iranians functioning as directors and managers 
of foreign companies, the intellectual elite, and including a 
parasitical stratum of corrupt political functionaries." It is 
described in more general terms as the "intermediary of foreign 
monopoly capital, serving the function of the chief social 
support of neocolonialism." A. M. Rumiantseva, ed., Na~h~Yi 

komm~!!izm~ ~12var' (Moscow: Izd. politicheskoi literatury, 1980), 
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Tudeh Party. See Kiianuri, "Narodnaia revoliutsiia v Irane," and 
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1 9 7 9 g • ) , II in R • L • U 1 ' ian 0 v ski i , e t ~l. , ~~~l i u t s i2~!!yi 
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51. 0 thO 0n 1S ent1re process see S. L. Agaev, 
~~E~bli~i (Moscow: Politizdat, 1984). 
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52. P. Demchenko, "Iran posle krusheniia monarkhii," 
Mezhdunarodnaia zhiznI 9 (1979), 95. 

53. D. Pavlov, "Iran: porazhenie neftianykh monopolii," ~ziia i 
~fri~ ~2£nia, 8 (1979), 18-20, and R. Andreasian, "Iran, 
n eft " mi r 0 v 0 i r y n 0 k," !!~~ y'~~, 1 2 (16Marc h 1 9 7 9 ), 2 4 - 2 6 • 

54. Kiyanuri became First Secretary of the Tudeh Party on 4 
January 1979, replacing Iraj Eskandrai due to the latter's 
apparent opposition to a united front strategy of collaboration 
with the clerical leadership. The party's tactic was justified 
"recognizing the vital importance of preserving the unity of all 
anti-monarchical and democratic forces of the Iranian people 
before the threat of a restoration of the monarchy, and also 
realistically concluding that in the given historical moment only 
those forces rallied under the leadership of Ayatallah Khumayni 
and the progressive circles of the shi'ite spiritual leadership 
were able to carry out this task." Ashraf Akhmedzianov, "Iran: 
respublika rozhdennaia v ogne narodnogo vostaniia," Za rubezhom, 
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55. The threat of US-sponsored destabilization or outright 
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"Ugroza voennoi diktatury," ~~~, 20 January 1979, 5. 

56. Demchenko, "Iran: stanovlenie respubliki," 110 and 116. 

57. Volskii, "Revoliutsiia na pereput'e," 14. 

58. Elaine Sciolino, "Iran's Durable Revolution," Foreign 
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immediate, burning issues standing before it (though containing 
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base." S. L. Agaev, "Revoliutsionnye dvizheniia i reformy v 
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structures, with its base in the peasantry and petty-bourgeoisie. 
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Connor, ~ ~~!ion~l Questi£n in ~~£~i~t-1~inist Theorl and 
StrateSI (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1984). 

76. A. Akmuradov, "Orudie reaktsii--kleveta," Pravda, 4 April 
1979, 5. 

77. M. Lazarev, UKurdy i kurdskii vopros," Aziia i Afrika 
~odnia, 12 (1983), 36-39. 

78. On patterns of economic interaction see A. Akhmedzianov, 
"Ukreplenie nezavisimost'," Izvestiia, 11 February 1982, 4: and 
N. Iakubov, "Fakty protiv vymysla," Pra~£~, 5 August 1983, 5. 

79. Quoted from the joint communique issued at the conclusion of 
Iraqi Foreign Minister Tariq Aziz's visit to Moscow during 
November 1983. ItS rabochim vizitom," f~£~, 22 November 1983, 
4. 

80. The USSR has urged cooperation with UN, Nonaligned Movement, 
and Islamic Conference Organization peace initiatives, generally 
praising Iraqi responses and regreting Iranian intransigeance. 
However, to argue, as does an anonymous NATO source quoted by 
Drew Middleton, that the Soviets "have abandoned their last 
pretense of neutrality in the war" overstates the case. Drew 
Middleton, "War in the Gulf: A Stalemate With a Slight Edge to 
Iraq," The New York Times, 12 September 1984, A4. It seems clear 
that th;-So;i;t~uld-p;eferprecisely what they have repeatedly 
called for--a negotiated settlement that leaves neither party 
victor or vanquished. 

81. Iurii Glukhov, "Zatianuvshaiasia voina," Pr~vd~, 14 November 
1983, 5. 

82. Aliev, "Problemy politicheskogo razvitiia Irana," 19. 



51
 

83. Pravda, 24 February 1981, 3 • 

84. R. A., Ul'ianovskii, "0 revolitsionnoi demokratii, ee 
gosudarstvo i politicheskoi sisteme," VOErosy fil£~iii, 4 
(1984), 30-31. 

85. R. A. Ul'ianovskii, "0 natsional'noi i revoliutsionnoi 
demokratii i put evoliutsii," Narod~ Azii i Afriki, 2 (1984), 17. 
Ul'ianovskii further notes that such an outline contains 
abstract, formal relevance only. In practice, the transition to 
socialism must correspond to national circumstances, with phases 
skipped or extended as the situation demands. 

86. Ibid., 151 and Irkhin, "Tendentsii razvitiia stran 
sotsialisticheskoi orientatsii," 65. Similar terms appear in the 
work of several other scholars. 

87. Agaev, "Revoliutsionnye dvizheniia i reformy v Irane," 307. 


