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The Communist International, or Comintern, was an
international organization famous for its exceptional role in
ideological, social and national liberation movements of the 20"
century. With 25 years of political activities, the organization’s
involvement was not confined to the social developments of the
1920s-30s; its subsequent activities were also remarkable for
organization’s contribution to the elaboration of theoretical and
political principles and the development of world political process. Set
up in 1919 by adherents of Communist ideology — revolutionary wing
of the international social-democratic movement, the organization
played a part of “universal world revolutionary party” guided by
principles of “world socialist revolution” both in its strategy and
tactics.

Note that the Comintern’s eastern policy was also based on the
same principles. The 2nd Congress of Comintern adopted V. I.
Lenin’s “Theses on Nationalities and Colonies Question” as
theoretical basis for its eastern policy having submitted it to the Left
and revolutionary organizations of the East as a program of action.
The principles of this policy were based on Lenin’s theoretical
concept on the transition of advanced proletariat-assisted backward
countries to the Soviet system and subsequently to Communism,
omitting Capitalism. To accomplish this strategic goal, it was essential
to cope with 3 key tasks: to create local Communist Parties in eastern
countries; to enter into temporary alliance with local national-
liberation forces as a key factor in the struggle of eastern peoples
against imperialist states and then transform them into Communist
movement; to unite already — Sovietized Republics of the East into the
Federation.
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Emphasis being laid on the entire eastern world
notwithstanding, Comintern focused in 1920-1921 on the Near
Eastern region, specifically on South Caucasus, Iran and Turkey.
Guided by the principles of the restoration of the former Russian
Empire, the newly established Soviet state had much in common with
goals and programs of the “world revolution-racked” Comintern. Note
that Comintern’s chief task was to create “exemplary Soviet
Republics” out of Caucasian countries — Georgia, Armenia and, in the
first turn, “oil” Azerbaijan to thus impress the entire eastern world and
benefit by intensifying national-liberation movements in Iran and
Turkey. In September 1920, the 1st Congress of Eastern Peoples was
held in the already — Sovietized Azerbaijan’s capital of Baku.
Attending the Congress were 2050 representatives of 45 nationalities.
The Congress proved to be momentous and mass event in the
Comintern’s eastern policy to set and tackle with specific political
tasks.

It would be appropriate to note that the first faint note of
criticism and agitation and ensuring antagonism due to the eastern
policy of Comintern in the Sovietized outlying districts of the former
Russian Empire were heard at the Congress. However, Comintern’s
leaders did scorn malcontents’ opinion. At the same time, regardless
of the results of the Congress, the latter proved to be a great event not
only in the history of Comintern but also in the social, political and
revolutionary thought of eastern peoples in the period under
consideration. On the other hand, the historical role of the 1st
Congress of Eastern Peoples cannot be confined to its propaganda
mission only. The Congress’ executive body — Propaganda and Action
Council for Eastern Peoples was responsible for the resolution of
Comintern eastern policy-related strategical and technical issues. Note
that Comintern’s interference in the developments in South Caucasian
Republics, Iran, Turkey and Crimea was attributable to the activities
of the said Council.

It has to be kept in mind that Iran turned out the first testing
area of Comintern’s eastern policy. The explanation lay in the fact that
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Iran had advantageous conditions available to convert the East-related
Comintern’s experiment into a fact. First of all, the first Iranian Left,
Social-democratic and, finally, Communist organizations arose among
hundreds of thousands of Iranian workers engaged in Baku oil-fields,
famous for their great working class and revolutionary traditions.
Being actively involved in the Russian social and political process in
close collaboration with Russian Communists, more advanced and
politically active Iranian workers were successful in setting up
independent Communist organizations in 1920 and turning into a
branch of Comintern. Inspired by the successful attempts of the 9th
Russian Red Army in Sovietizing Azerbaijan, both Iranian and
Azerbaijani Communists with the purpose of “proceeding with the
world revolution” started to propagandize the same ideas in Iran.
Widely spread national-liberation movements in Iran prepared the
favorable ground for Comintern’s eastern concept to be realized in
practice. Failing to arrange things with the Khiyabani-led national-
liberation movement in South Azerbaijan, Comintern leaders
succeeded in entering into “a temporary agreement” with leader of the
Gilan national-liberation movement Mirza Kichik-khan. Taking
utterly radical, Left stand on socio-political issues, Iranian
Communists pursued social transformations of society that seriously
displeased local population and national revolutionary forces. Relying
on material, military and moral support on the part of Soviet Russia
and Soviet Azerbaijan, Left forces of Iran managed to arrange a
Communist coup in Gilan in summer 1920 and seized power in this
province of the country. Archives are indicative that the power of
“Iranian Communists”, primarily made of Comintern agents and
Caucasian Bolsheviks, fell to the ground 20 days later to have grave
consequences for the destiny of the nation.

In considering the danger of the failure of revolutionary
perspectives in Soviet Russia itself and the East and the bitter
experience, the leaders of the Russian Communist Party of Bolsheviks
and Comintern took appropriate steps to remedy the situation. Note
that Comintern’s experts on the East were divided into two wings —
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the so-called “pure Communists”, on the one hand, and advocates of
“exceeding the limits of theory for achievement of ultimate aim”, on
the other. As a result, the latter prevailed. Early in 1921, another group
of Comintern—backed Iranian Communists — the Communist Party of
Iran headed by Heydar Amioglu started its activities in the country. A
new political-theoretical line of Heydar as agreed with Comintern
bore its desirable results. The number of Party branches within the
country grew together with the growth of its prestige, publication of
printed matter, restoration and development of the relations with other
leaders of the national-liberation movement. However, the then Soviet
government made radical changes in its Iranian policy: official
Moscow concluded a friendly agreement with Shah government of
Iran and undertook commitments “to put an end to Gilan revolution”,

Looking through “top secret” materials makes it possible to
imagine the complex, contradictory situation in Iran in the surveyed
period, antagonistic approaches of Comintern and the Soviet State
toward Iran. It also throws light on mechanisms of betraying
revolutionary principles of Comintern and Gilan to please political
and state interests of Soviet Russia.

It has to be kept in mind that as distinct from the Soviet State,
the leaders of Soviet Azerbaijan adhered to a different political line as
regards Gilan events. Historical facts indicate that Azerbaijan aspired
to come out as an independent political force in its eastern policy. It
should be noted that the relations between Comintern and Iran in
1920-1921 were full of contradictory developments. Failure of
Comintern’s eastern political line in Iran and Turkey, on the one hand,
and the progress in Sovietization of South Caucasian Republics of
Armenia and Georgia, on the other hand, led to the lessening of
Comintern’s excessive interest in the region. At the same time, it was
the maturing of Chinese revolution that again arrested Comintern’s
attention on Far Eastern region.

Note that in 1922-1927, the eastern line in Comintern’s strategy
remained to be a key factor. Comintern’s Congresses and plenums of
that period repeatedly touching upon the eastern question
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notwithstanding, the said policy underwent no serious changes laying
an emphasis on “acting as a united front” jointly with national
revolutionary forces. The Iran-related political line of the period under
consideration reflected many-sided nature of the relations between
Comintern and the Communist Party of Iran, Comintern’s place in
intra-Party debates, Party’s activities countrywide, etc. At the same
time, the said period was noted for the creation of the Soviet Iranian
Studies school by common efforts of former Comintern experts,
Soviet diplomats who previously worked in Iran, Iranian Communists,
etc. It has to be kept in mind that works by prominent representatives
of this scientific school, their proposals had a direct effect on the
formation of Comintern’s policy toward Iran, activities of Iranian
Communists. Of particular importance were discussions and specific
Comintern’s instructions arising from Reza-shah Pahlavi’s
dictatorship in the country.

Commencing from late 1927 — early 1928, some changes
occurred in the general political line of Comintern: “united front”
tactics was substituted for “confrontation of class against class”
approach. Arising from some objective and subjective factors, new
milestones in Comintern’s political course increasingly restrained
activities of Communist Parties of the East, including Iran.
Noteworthy is the fact that as a Comintern’s branch, the Communist
Party of Iran also adopted this tactics in its political activity. Suffice it
to say that the 2nd Urmiya Congress of the CPI was held under the
“confrontation of class against class” slogan. The 6th Congress of
Comintern officially adopted this political line which found its parallel
in CPI’s subsequent activities. Note that the 1929-1933 Iranian
Communists activities’ both positive and negative achievements came
as a result of Comintern’s instructions. Side by side with evident
successes in arranging workers’ and trade unions’ strikes, lIranian
Communists, guided by the “confrontation of class against class”
tactics sustained a defeat in their struggle for popular masses’
sympathies, brought to naught their collaboration with other
revolutionary forces and organizations of Iran. As a consequence,
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Iranian Communists turned out alienated from all the progressive
forces of the country. In such a contingency, the Reza-shah’s
dictatorship was successful in suppressing Iranian Communists
through the policy of persecutions, imprisonment and terror. By mid-
1930s, the ruling regime had actually done away with Communist
activity in the country.

In the 1930s, it was the publication of printed matter in West
European countries that constituted one of the directions in Iranian
Communists’ activities. “Sitareye sorkh” magazine and particularly
“Peykar” newspaper, issued due to the collaboration between the CPI
and young lranian patriots-students of the Western educational
institutions, played an important role in the history of the Iranian
Communist movement; at the same time, among students there were
ones, not closely related to Comintern and its ideas, yet, representing a
new generation of Iranian Communists. It was a group of young
Communists that started issuing “Dunya” magazine in Teheran in the
said period. In 1937, these people were arrested and later repressed by
the government of Reza-shah during the so called “trial of 53”. In
early 1940s, those who survived laid the foundation of a new leftist-
Marxist party — People’s Party of Iran, or the Tudeh Party”.

It should be remembered that an overwhelming majority of
Iranian Communists, who migrated to the Soviet Union in the 1930s
and settled down here later, were exterminated in this “homeland of
Communism”. Note that in mid—-1920s the Soviet government pursued
a policy of converting foreigners, including Iranians, into the Soviet
citizenship; later on those declining from the Soviet citizenship as
members of the CPI and later — members of the local Republican
Communist Parties fell victims to the Stalin repression of 1937-1938.
The monograph refers to names of all prominent Iranian Communist
Party leaders together with ordinary members, including those who
migrated to Soviet Russia, Azerbaijan and Central Asian Republics,
leaders and participants of the Iranian national-liberation and
revolutionary movements who were all imprisoned, exiled or
executed. From this point of view, we have every reason to say that
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from 1919 through 1930s the older generation of Iranian Communists
who actively collaborated with Comintern (except for Communists
left who to rot in Reza-shah goals), was completely exterminated in
the Soviet Union, as witnessed by archival documents.

The historical experience is illustrative that irrespective of
achievements and setbacks of Comintern and Iranian Communists,
there were neither historical-political, nor economic-cultural-
ideological grounds for Communism as social system to establish
itself in Iranian society. Such a conclusion arises from the very
ideological and political nature of Comintern — “world revolution”
which was adverse to the very essence of social development and had
no grounds at all to be realized in practice. On the other hand,
opposing it were Iranian own distinctive national, social, religious and
cultural features.

At the same time, it’d be wrong to underestimate the
contribution of Comintern and the CPI to the spreading of common-
to-all mankind humanistic ideas of liberty, social justice, equality and
solidarity in the country. Thus, as an adherent of the world social
revolution Comintern set itself an aim not only to involve separate
countries and especially ‘“awakened Asian peoples” into the
revolutionary process but also protect social, economic and political
interests of working masses. It should be noted that ordinary people in
the East, including Iran, were illiterate, uneducated, so they
accumulated a great experience in theory and practice of political
struggle, represented independent political and ideological tendencies
in society’s development. Together with some negative and even
tragic aspects in its activities, Comintern played a positive role in
Iran’s policy.

The conclusion of the monograph traces back the heir of
Comintern traditions — Soviet State’s interference with 1940 through
1980s developments in Iran. Note that in the 1950s the concept of the
“world revolution” was substituted for the “uniform world
revolutionary process” idea, later realized in the form of theoretical,
political and military aggression of the Soviet Union against
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Afghanistan in 1979. It also examines the role of these developments
in the failure of the CPSU policy and subsequent disintegration of the
Soviet Union. The author investigates perspectives of socialist
ideology worldwide, throws light on the content and significance of
the history and experience of Comintern under new circumstances —
development of present-day capitalism and concomitant globalization.

Xunagacsa

KOMUWHTEPHWH ISIPT CUAACSITH BSI UPAH (1919-
1943)

Conmasz PI[CTAMOBA-TOILH/TH

Kommynucr HWMutepHacuonansl B #a KomuntepH 20-pu scpas
MHCAHJIapblH  HJEOJIOdMMAChIHAA,  CcOcual  Iisgilatna B a3aijibIl
LISIpAKaThIHAA OWHAIBIBbI XIICYCH pOJIyHA 310ps MAIIIYp HAW. 25 Wi
cuifacu (sanuiiiiaT sroctapsH Oy Tsamkuiaar Hamaez 20-30-py wwisapns
JIHWaHBIH cUHacu-cocHan MHKUIIA(BIHAAKb] SISMUNRHATIN podyHa 310ps
neinn, OUTHH COHpakbl JIOBpJspAs KoMHHTEpHUH —cHiacu-HA35ApU
AHAHSUIDUHUH LsUIA A HamaMachl Bs JUHHA CUHACATHHAA TA3ALILP
eTMsicH 0axbIMbIH/IaH COH JSPsIbsl Maparjbl B aKTyaJlJbIp.

1919-py wunAs KOMMYHHCT HJEOJOdUHAchl  TApsidAapIapbIHbIH
Hapatapibbl Oy TAIMIKWIAT LM CTpaTedUiia, 1M /s TAaKTUKAChIHAA “AlHIAA
COCHAJIMCT UHTMJIAOBIHBIH MPUHCUIUISIPU WIS 10J1y oJiaH “J{uHita uHrunadu
IMYMH NAPTUHACHIHBIH OUp MIUCCACH UIH.

Hsassapa aneiH ku, Komuurepnun Ilsapr cuiiacatu nd elHu
npuHcuiuiaps scacnanslp. Komunarepnun bIbl Konrpecn B.M. Jlennnun
“MMIUIH BSL MICTAMIISKS. MACSUBSUIAPUHS Jaup Te3UCIHApUHK” Ts10yn eTau. by
tesuc conuy B 1llsgprun uHrunabu TAmWKWiIaTaapbiHa - QAATHHAST
pOrpaMbl KUMH TATAUM €UIIIH.

Cuitacu Te3ucuH scacnapbiHbl JIGHWHUH WHKUIIAG eTMHII (suyis
CUH(UHS MaJMK OJIaH 3€pHJisi TaJMbIIl IOJKSISPUH COBET CUCTEMHHS B



9

COHpa KOMMYHH3MS K€UMSK B KaOUTAIM3MISH HMTHUHA €TMSIK
HA3APUNISACH TAIIKWI €OUPAU.

By crparexu msrcsaas yatMar HUUH 3 MSCSUISSHU IISJUT €TMSIK MIJIIIM
caiiputbipabpl: 1) lsapr ronksusipuaas depimun Kommynucr Ilaptuitanapsr
MapaTmar; 2) #epiu MWJUIM-a3aJjbIl TUBBSJISPU WIS UTTH(dAra SUpMsK
(byHyHia mSprawisipuH  UMIEpUANM3MS  Trapiibl  MIOAPUBSICUHIS BS
KOMMYHHUCT WISpsIKaTbIHA KEUUIJS MIIIIM HII SOPLIMIIT 0ayp); 3)
[IstpruH apThIr COBETJIAIMIMHMIN pecnyOaukanapeiabl Degepacuitaiia ra0y
eTMSIK.

1920-1921-pu wmmsipas  Komuurtepn sicacsn  Maxsm  Ispros,
xucycunst bsanyoum [adras, HMpan B Tupkuiisas MApKSI3ISAIIMHILIA.
Keumui Pyc nmmnepuiiacbiHbIH Osipriachl TPUHCUIUIIPUHM Sicac TyTaH WEeHU
Coer mioBnsTH Hapagsuinel. KomuHTepHMH sicac marcsaum  [adras
TIOBIISTISIPUHISH — Dupblictad, EpMmsHucTan B OMpuHBU HIOBOAIS HEPT
A3zsipOaiibaHbIHAAH — HIMYHSIBU AIOBJIAT HapaTMar Ua.

1920-pu w1 WIMH CEeHTHAOpBIHAA MISPT XaJITJIAPBIHBIH MJIK KOHTPECH
apteir CoBer A3sipOaiibaHBl OJMYII PECITyOJMKAaHBIH HalTaxThl bakeina
keunpwian. Konrpecns 45 mwuistun 2050 HIMaHSHASCH UINTUPAK €TIIH.
HIsipr xanrnapeiabia bl KoHrpecuHUH Tapuxu poily TSAKBS OHYH TAOIHUbAT
muccuitacel onmabl. Konrpecun Gamrusicel Lspr xanrnapeiabia Tsa6nupat
B Osamuiiiiar Koncyinry KOMUHTEpHUH CTpaTeXu BS TEXHHUKU MACSIISILIP
13ps Lsipr cuitacITHHUH HepuHs HeTUPUIMSACHHS MSICYTUNNATIN OITY.

Pycuiianbin cocuan Bs cuifacu Tpocecisipu Wisl O0abjibl OlaH, Pyc
KOMMYHUCTJISIPU WIS SIMSIKJAILIBIT €AsH radarbbul B CHHACH BAIISTISH
dsan  Hpan ¢saoysuisapy 1920-pu Wigsd  MICTSITAI  KOMMYHHUCT
TAUIKWAJIATBIHEL Hapatasuiap. by na KomuHTepHUH OUp roiyHa 4eBpUIIAH.
I'si3bu1 OpayHyH AssipOaiibaHa Jaxuil ojJMachlHIaH coHpa HMpanpa na
KOMMYHHUCT TS0JIMbaThI Oalliaibl.

Tapuxu Qaxtnap s1roctapup ki, Komuarepunn Upan Bs Tupkuitsns
msgiiata keuupauitn Ispr cuitacsatuauH MsbayOuitiiatu, bsanyou Iagras
PecniyOnukanapbiHia KOMMYHHCT peXKMMHUHMH HMHKHIIAgbiHa Oaxmaifapar,
KomuHTepHHH MapabblHBI Oy pE3HOH 1A a3aJITAbI.

1922-1927-vn wnsapas KoMHHTEpHUH cTpaTe’HiiachIHIa HISPT XSTTH
scac onapar ranasl. Yadda saxlamaq lazeimdir ki, Iran koMmmyHuCTISIpUH
oroiink saxcspuitiiaitn 1930-py wins CoBer UtTudarsina uMurpastiap
KUMHU suisIpsKk  Oypajga MsckyHnamaeuiap.  Oniap “KOMMYHH3M
MsKaHbIHAA® MsamB eqwiauisap. 1920- vu unun opranapsinga CoBeT
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HIIOKYMATH Oypasia Hamaiian SpHAOMISAPU, O BUMILIASH A MPaHJIbUIAPH,
COBET BATAHAALUIBIbBIHBI TA0yn erMmsais Tampuk erau. CoHpanap
Pecny6nukanapein KommyHnuct napruiianapbiabig 13Bsipa 1937-1938-bu
wsipas CTanuH penpecuiachlHbIH TypOaHbl ontysap.

Tapuxu TAbpUOS SIOCTAPAN KU, MIPIHASAH HAWIMANATIAPUH SIS
eAWIMSACUHISAH acbulbl oamaiapar, KomuHTepHuH Bs Mpan koMMyHuCTIISIpU
3epu  OTYpAyJay, YUHKA HMpaH BAMUUHAATHHAS KOMMYHH3M IUUOH HS
TapUXU-CUMACH, HA A1 UTTUCAU-MAISHU-UICOJIOKHU 35IMUH HOX WM.



