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Historiography of the Iranian Revolutionary Movement,
1977-79"

MORE THAN FIFTY BOOKS, AND MORE THAN 100 ACADEMIC ARTICLES, HAVE
appeared in English alone dealing in significant part with the Iranian
revolutionary movement. This impressive output, published in just 15 years,
does not reflect a similarly copious wealth of source materials. In fact, the study
of the Iranian revolutionary movement is largely, one might argue, sound and
fury, a lot of grand theorizing lacking a solid empirical basis. No work on the
Iranian revolution has made systematic use of all forms of primary evidence that
are currently available, though some are more thorough than others.!

This paper discusses Western historiography of the Iranian revolutionary
movement of 1977~79, which led to the fall of the Pahlavi regime in February
1979.2 It does not attempt to cover works on the post-revolutionary period, after
the fall of the shah. In addition, it does not deal specifically with individual
secondary works on the Iranian revolution. Instead, it examines the available
primary sources and the implications of these sources for the study of the
revolutionary movement. This approach is based on the hypothesis that sources
shape our analysis in important ways, and vice versa. For instance, the use of
Central Bank data will help support an economic approach to the revolution; the
use of U.S. government documents may lead to an international-pressure
argument; the use of texts by leading revolutionaries may be conducive to an
explanation privileging ideology.

The currently available evidence may be divided into two broad categories: con-
temporaneously produced material and post-hoc material. Within the contempo-
raneous category there are three primary producers of the historical record: jour-
nalists, both Iranian and foreign; government officials, both Iranian and foreign
{primarily from the United States); and Iranian oppositionists, who produced a
prodigious quantity of pamphlets and other writings during the course of the rev-

"I would like to thank Hamid Algar, Abbas Amanat, Shaul Bakhash, and participants
at the 1994 conference of the Center for Irantan Research and Analysis for their com-
ments on earlier drafts of this paper.

1. Unfortunately, historiography in Iran suffers from a similar lack of empirical
rigor, especially in the study of the 20th century. See Abbas Amanat, “The Study of
History in Post—Rcvo]utionary Iran: Nostalgia, Illusion, or Historical Awareness?”
Iranian Studies 22, no. 4 (1991); 3~-18.

2. “Western” is intended to include Iranian expatriates who operate in Western aca-
demic settings.
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olutionary movement. Within the post-hoc category there are again three forms
of evidence: published memoirs by participants and observers, both Iranian and
foreign; oral histories of the revolution that have been collected by three oral-his-
tory projects, one in Iran and two in the United States; and interviews with par-
ticipants and observers conducted by Western academics, excerpts from which
have appeared in published works on the revolution. A list of primary sources-—
necessarily incomplete but still, one hopes, of some use—is presented in the ap-
pendix.

1. Contemporaneous Sources: Journalistic Accounts

The first group of sources, Iranian press accounts of revolutionary events, has
been a difficult source for historical work on the revolution, with both the com-
prehensiveness and credibility of its news coverage in question. Iranian journal-
ists were heavily censored up to late summer 1978, when they reversed position
and became cheerleaders for the revolution. The major newspapers’ two months’
strike (early November 1978 to early January 1979) left this crucial period cov-
ered only by movement papers (the National Front’s Khabarnamah and the
Writers” Guild’s Hambastigi). And when the regular press re-appeared in early
January, its boosterish reports were hardly distinguishable from the movement
papers’. Protestors, referred to as “anti-national terrorists” a few months earlier,
were now “freedom-seckers.” Security forces were now “thugs.” One quantita-
tive study reports that Kayhdn and [ttila‘at, the two largest Tehran dailies, de-
voted fully a quarter of their stories to interviews, announcements, and other
messages from the opposition during the period 6 January-11 February 1979.3

The international press, dominated by journalists from the United States, is
problematic for other reasons, First, the foreign correspondents did not pick up
the revolution story until fairly late in 1978. Second, as noted in Dorman and
Farhang’s study of U.S. press coverage of the revolution, the foreign correspon-
dents, when they did arrive, tended to be overly deferential to official sources and
unprepared to cover a revolution* Bombarded with conflicting reports on
events—the government spokesmen downplaying and the opposition spokesmen
exaggerating the scope and importance of each protest-—the foreign journalists
were largely unwilling and unable to go out and get eyewitness corroboration.

Nonetheless, the media-—both Iranian and foreign—do include numerous tid-
bits of evidence that help provide a day-to-day picture of the revolutionary
movement. One modest example is an interesting story in The New Y¥ork
Times (4 December 1978) describing a poor Tehran family and their reluctance to
become involved in the revolutionary events,

3. Naiim Badii and L. Erwin Atwood, “How the Tehran Press Responded to the 1979
Iranian Revolution,” Journalism Quarterly 63, no. 3 (Autumn 1986): 517-23, 536.

4. William A, Dorman and Mansour Farhang, The U.S. Press and Iran: Foreign Pol-
icy and the Journalism of Deference (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1987).
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II. Government Documents

Iranian government documents on the revolutionary movement have, with few
exceptions, disappeared into the files of Iran’s new rulers and are not available for
research. Still, most scholars have not made use of the handful that have found
their way into publication. For instance, lbrahim Yazdi transcribes several
SAVAK documents on coup planning.* Hamid Ruhani transcribes two SAVAK
memoranda (and reproduces the cover pages) describing two contacts with Aya-
tollah Kazim Shari‘at-Madari, as part of the official post-revolutionary campaign
to discredit Shari‘at-Madari. Shams al-Din Amir-‘Ala’i reproduces several doc-
uments from the files of the Iranian embassy in Paris, where he was ambassador
for a time after the revolution, including an abortive plan to kill Khomeini the
month before his return to Iran.” An interesting book, Misl-i barf ab ki @him
shud (We Will Melt Like Snow), transcribes tape-recordings of crisis meetings
of the shah’s military commanders in January 1979.8 This source has not, so far
as I have found, been verified by the participants, but it seems highly realistic.
In particular, the generals do not appear bloodthirsty or anti-Islamic, as one
might expect of a fabricated transcript published in post-revolutionary Iran. Ac-
cording to comments in the transcript, the recordings were made on the orders of
the chief of staff.

U.S. government documents, by contrast, are available in large number.
Thousands of secret memoranda and reports have been reproduced (or in a few
cases transcribed) in the 69-plus volumes of Asndd-i lanah-yi jasisi (The Spy-
Nest Documents), published by the militant students who captured the U.S. em-
bassy in Tehran in November 1979. The series hds been collected in several
university libraries around the U.S. A few of these documents were painstak-
ingly un-shredded by the Iranian publishers, but the large majority are simply
photocopied from the embassy files. These volumes are loosely organized ac-
cording to broad themes; an index of names has been published in Iran.!°

Even more usefully, the National Security Archives in Washington, D.C., a
citizen watchdog group which specializes in Freedom of Information Act re-
quests, has won the release of hundreds of additional U.S. government docu-

5. Ibrahim Yazdi, Akharin talashhd dar akharin mizha (Tehran: Intisharat-i Qalam,
1363 Sh./1984), 249-99,

6. Hamid Ruhani (Ziyarati), Shari‘at-Madairi dar dadgah-i tarikh (Qum: Daftar-i Inti-
sharat-i Islami, 1361 Sh. /1982), 146-57.

7. Shams al-Din Amir-*Ala’i, Dar rah-i ingilab: dushvarihd-yi ma'mirivat-i man dar
Faransah (Tehran: Kitabfurushi-yi Dihkhuda, 1362 Sh./1983), 226-7.

8. Misl-i barf ab kR™ ahim shud: muzakirat-i “shard-yi farmandahdn-i artish™ (Day—
Bahman 1357), 3rd printing (Tehran: Nashr-i Nay, 1366 Sh./1987).

9. Asnad-i lanah-yi jasasi, 69+ vols. (Tehran: Danishjuyan-i Musalman-i Payru-yi
Khatt-i Imam, 1980- ).

10. Fihrist-i asami-yi shakhsiyatha-yi sivasi va ijtima'i dar asnad-i lanah-yi jassi-
vi Amrika, covering vols. 1-60 {Tehran; Shabarin, 1365 Sh./1986).
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ments, and has published the whole lot along with the Asndad-i lanah-yi jasisi
documents in chronological order on microfiche.!!

The U.S. government documents tell much about the inner workings of the
U.S. foreign service, but less about the Iranian revolution than one might hope,
primarily because embassy officials did not have much contact with the Iranian
opposition. What contact they did have was mainly with representatives of
moderate intellectual groups, whose perspective on events was often repeated in
embassy reports to Washington. An egregious example is the huge religious
demonstrations of mid-December 1978, which the U.S. embassy attributed to the
“mass organizational skills” of a small liberal oppositional group, the Iranian
National Front. “Marches were run by INF, not Khomeini,” according to a U.S.
embassy memorandum of 13 December 1978.'2 Yet credible oral histories by
INF members in the Harvard collection (discussed below) indicate clearly that the
INF had no mass organizational skills and participated in the December demon-
strations as a hairied, barely tolerated junior partner to the clerical forces. It is
worth mentioning in this connection that CIA officials in Iran were pleading, as
late as one month before the departure of the shah, for more Persian-speaking
agents.'3

However, the U.S. officials’ reports on daily events are generally more credible
than others’, if only because they often describe their sources. In addition, the
U.S. ambassador and his staff deserve credit for recognizing the victory of the
revolution at about the same time the shah did—that is to say, in mid-November
1978.

1. Oppasition Pamphlers

The third contemporaneous source is the multitude of opposition public pro-
nouncements which were written, copied, and distributed covertly throughout
Iran during the course of the revolution. Every opposition group, and some in-
dividuals as well, propagated their views in this manner, and these i‘lamivahs
were a major source of information for the Iranian public. Numerous individuat
pronouncements have been published in assorted periodicals and books, and there
are a variety of major collections of pronouncements, including collections de-
voted to Ruhollah Khomeini, Mahmud Saduqi and Mahmud Taligani.'4

11, National Security Archives, fran: The Making of U.S. Policy, 1977-1980, mi-
crofiche collection, index, and guide (Alexandria, Va.: Chadwyck-Healey, 1989).

12. National Security Archives, doc, 1913.
13. Bob Woodward, Veil (New York: Simon and Schuster, 1987), 101.

14, For Khomeini the most accurate collections appear to be Islam and Revolution:
Writings and Declarations of Imam Khomeini, trans. Hamid Algar (Berkeley: Mizan
Press, 1981); Majmi‘ah't az makmubar, sukhanranihda, payamhd va fatavi-yi Imdam
Khumayni, ed. M. Daknavi (Tehran: Intisharat-i Chapkhass, 1360 Sh./1981), along
with its supplement published a year later. For Saduqi see Mahmud Saduqi, Majma ‘ah-
Yi igtila‘tyahha-yi sivvumin shahid-i mifrab hazrad-i ayat Allah Sadigi (Tehran: Min-
istry of Islamic Guidance, 1362 Sh./1983). For Taligani see Mahmud Taligani, Az
dzadi ta shahadat, 2nd printing (Tehran: Intisharat-i Abu Zarr, 1359 Sh./1980).
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Other important collections cover specific periods, such as Shahidi digar az
rithdniyat (Another Martyr From the Clergy) on late 1977, Darbarah-yi givam-
i hamdasah-afarindn-i Qum va Tabriz (On the Epic Uprising of Qum and Tabrniz)
on early 1978; and Pdrah'i az i‘lamivahha-yi muntashirah dar Iran dar mahha-vyi
tir va murdad 1357 (Selected Pronouncements Published in Iran in the Months
of July and August 1978) on summer 1978.'* Regional collections such as
Sayyvid Hasan Nurbakhsh’s on I[sfahan and Ramazan “Ali Shakiri’s on Mashhad
provide useful detail that is not available in the Tehran-centered national collec-
tions.!%

Various political organizations published collections of their own pronounce-
ments, such as the Liberation Movement and Muzaffar Baga'i-Kirmani's Toilers’
Party among the moderate oppositionists, the Mujahidin-i Khalq (People’s
Strugglers) and the Fida'iyan-i Khalq (People’s Sacrificers) among the guerrilla
organizations, and the Iranian student associations in Europe and North America.
Among these, one collection which stands out is the Fida'iyan-i Khalg's
Guzdrishdtl az mubarizat-i daliranah-yi mardum-i kharij az mahdidah
(Reports on the People’s Valiant Struggles Outside the [City] Limits), a fasci-
nating account of the Tehran shanty-dwellers' protests of August 1977.17

Finally, there are overview collections such as ‘Ali Davani’s 10-volume series
on the Iranian clerical movement, the last half of which covers the revolutionary
period, and Wolfgang Behn’s microfiche publication of a meta-collection of other
collections.'® Other pronouncements have been gathered at the Centre Iranien de
Documentation et des Recherches in Paris, at the Hoover Institution on War and
Revolution at Stanford University, and in numerous private collections.

In sum, these collections, both published and archival, are a tremendous source
for historical work, but they have to be examined critically. For all the apparent
immediacy of these pronouncements, they commonly fail to identify the context

15. Shahidi digar az rahdniyat {Najaf: Ruhaniyat-i Muobariz-i Irani, 1356 Sh./1977);
Darbdrah-yi giyam-i hamdsah-afarinan-i Qum va Tabriz, 3 vols. (n.p.: Nahzat-i Azadi-
yi Iran, 1357 Sh./1978): Pdrah'i az i*lamivahhd-yi muntashirah dar Iran dar mahha-yi
tir va murdad 1357 (Willamette, I1l.. Organization of Iranian Moslem Students,
1978). This final collection is also reproduced as doc. 20:121 in Wolfgang Behn,
Iranian Opposition to the Shah, microfiche collection and guide (Zug, Switzerland:
Inter Documentation Company, 1984).

16. Sayyid Hasan Nurbakhsh, Yadvirah-yi nahzat-i islami @ 22 Bahman, vol. |
(Tehran: Daftar-i Nashr-i Farhangi-yi Islami, 1360 Sh./1981); Ramazan ‘Ali Shakiri,
Ingilab-i islami-yi mardum-i Mashhad az aghaz ia istigrar-i jumhiri-yi islami
(Mashhad: Part-i Grafik-i Mashhad, 1359 $h./1980).

17. Asnad-i nahiar-i dzadi-yi Iran (Tehran [?}:. Nahzat-i Azadi-yi Iran, 1362
$h./1983), vol. 9, part 2, subtitled “Safahiti az tarikh-i mu‘asir-i Iran”; Muzaffar
Baga'i-Kirmani, Shindkht-i hagigar (Kirman: Parm Chap, 1980 [?]); Fida'iyan-i
Khalq, Guzarishati az mubdrizae-i dalirdnahi-vi mardum-i kharij az mahdudah (Tehran
[?]: Sazman-i Chirikha-yi Fida'iyan-i Khalq, 1977); Chand i*lamiyah az junbish-i
kérgari-yi Irdn (London: Iranian Students’ Union in London, 1978); Nabard-i tidahha:
chand guzdrish az Iran (Frankfurt-am-Main/Berlin: Iranian Students’ Union in Ger-
many, 1978), reproduced in Behn, Iranian Opposition to the Shah, doc. 20:111.

18. ‘Ali Davani, Nehiat-i rihaniyin-i fran, 10 vols. (Tehran: Bunyad-i Farhang-i
Imam Riza, 1360 Sh./1981); Behn, franian Opposition to the Shah.
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of the documents, the first-hand or second-hand status of the historical accounts
contained in the documents, how the documents were collected, whether they had
been previously published, and other information. Some of the versions avail-
able today were collecied, printed, and even edited by groups outside of Iran. An
example is the report on the Qum demonstration of January 1978, apparently
written by an eyewitness, which was published once in Iran'? and twice
abroad.?® In the Darbarah-yi qiyam version, the text is cleaned up somewhat
{full dates are substituted for abbreviations, colloguial abbreviated verbs are re-
placed with complete verbs, and so on). The Zamimah/Asnad version, however,
is substantially shortened (entire sections are simply omitted), and contains one
sentence not included in the other version. All three collections present the text
as though it were the original.

1V. Post-Hoc Sources: Memoirs

Memoirs, though always useful sources, tend to present filtered versions of the
past which bathe the author in a benign light. This is particularly true in mem-
oirs of the Iranian revolution, most of which cast doubt on the accuracy of their
own accounts through the lack of self-criticism. It is simply hard to believe that
the authors are as righteous as they portray themselves.

Memoirs also present a selectivity problem, since the authors are a self-se-
lected group who may be unrepresentative of the participants in the revolution.
In the Iranian case, memoirs are generally written by secular intellectuals and
€migrés, and not by the Islamic militants who led the revolitionary movement,
Here, only a few interesting memoirs that have not been used as widely as they
deserve are mentioned. Mahmud Gulabdarah’i’s Lahzahha (Moments), a detailed
and vnusually self-critical account of the author’s experiences (August 1978
February 1979), offers fascinating snippets of detail like the author's family
telling and apparently believing stories of Khomeini’s supernatural powers.?!
Tarh-i sugit-i yak padishah (The Plot to Topple A King), a conspiracy-filled
book by an anti-revolutionary Iranian industrialist now in the United States, is
valuable for its first-person account of a campaign by factory owners to break up
the general strike in winter 1978-79.22 A two-volume diary by an American
Muslim on contract at a military base in Isfahan records in meticulous detail the
rumors and news of the revolution; the author does not hide his bitterness to-

19. Zamimah-yi khabarnamak, no. 13 (Farvardin 1357/March-April 1978); 15-23.

20. Darbdrah-yi qiyam, 39-38; Asnad va tasaviri az mubdrizdat-i khalg-i musalman-i
Iran (Tehran: Abu Zarr, 1978), 1:26-32, reproduced in Behn, franian Opposition to
the Shah, doc. 10:3,

21. Mahmud Gulabdarah’i, Lahzahha, 3rd printing (Tehran: Intisharat-i Kayhan,
1365 Sh./1986), 21.

22. Jalal Ahanchiyan, Tarh-i sugit-i yak padishah (Mill Valley, Calif.: self-pub-
lished, 1982), 370-85.
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wards the U.S. government for supporting the shah rather than evacuating him-
self and other Americans.??

In place of memoirs, Islamic activists have left some record of their lives in
yddndmahs, published collections eulogizing the martyrs of the revolution and
reproducing interviews, testaments, and other biographical material. These vol-
umes differ from ordinary biographies, which are legion in Iran, because they in-
clude personal reminiscences by their subjects and their subjects’ acquaintances,
Some collections focus on individuals such as Javad Bahunar, Muhammad
Muntaziri, and Husayn-‘Ali Muntaziri.>* Three collections cover a wide range of
Shi‘i clerics.2’ These are exceptionally useful sources for historical work on the
religious cadres of the revolutionary movement. The material in these collec-
tions, however, is almost entirely undocumented, so validity is uncertain. In ad-
dition, the presentation can be confusing, to the extent that it is sometimes diffi-
cult to distinguish the editors’ voice from the subjects’. Nonetheless, the hagio-
graphic intent makes slightly scamy details all the more credible, for instance the
biography of one young cleric who apparently underwent guerrilla training in
Turkey and smuggled guns into Iran?6—actions which were much rumored at the
time and frequently denied.

V. Oral Histories

Three institutions have compiled extensive oral history collections covering the
period of the Iranian revolutionary movement. Two of these are in the United
States: the Iranian Oral History Program at Harvard University and the Program
of Iranian Oral History at the Foundation for Iranian Studies in Bethesda, Mary-
land. Thousands of pages of transeripts in these collections have generated a
tremendous amount of detail on the revolutionary period, including valuable
“insider information” on the liberal opposition and the workings of the state.
Both of these collections focus on leading personalities, almost all of them in
exile, so the religious groups are under-represented. (An exception is Sa‘id
Raja’i-Khurasani in the Harvard collection, a post-revolutionary Iranian ambas-
sador to the United Nations who describes his days as a religious militant at
Tabriz University.) In addition, the interviewers tend to be somewhat obse-

23. Charles 1. Semkus, The Fall of Iran, 1978-1979, 2 vols. (New York: Copen
Press, 1980).

24. Shahid Duktur Bahunar, wlgi-yi hunar-i mugdvamat, vol. 1 (Tehran: Vahid-i
Farhangi-yi Bunyad-i Shahid-i Ingilab-i Islami, 1361 Sh./1982); Farzand-i Islam va
Qur'dn, 2 vols. (Tehran: Vahid-i Farhangi-yi Bunyad-i Shahid, 1362 Sh./1983);
Mustafa Izadi, Gugari bar zindagi-yi fagih-i ‘dligadr ayat Allah Muntaziri (Tehran: Su-
rush, 1362 Sh./1983),

25. “Ali Rabbani Khalkhali, Shuhadda-yi rihanivat-i shi‘ah dar yak-sad salah-yi
akhir, 2 vols. {Qum: Intisharat-i Maktab al-Husayn, 1361 Sh./1982 and 1362
Sh./1983); Riza Muradi, Zindagi-namah-yi pishvayan-i ingilgb, 2 vols. (Tehran: In-
tisharat-i Kazimi, 1363 Sh./1984); Pishtdzan-i shahadat dar ingilab-i sivvum (Qum
Daftar-i Intisharat-i Islami, 1360 Sh./1981).

26. Khalkhali, Shuhada-yi rizhaniyar 2:147.
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quious in the presence of their prominent subjects and do not always challenge
evasions and self-serving statements.

The third oral history collection is in Tehran at the Foundation for the History
of the Islamic Revolution of Iran. As of late 1988, this collection consisted of
around 180 interviews with clerical, political, cultural, and military
“personalities,” involving 512 hours of tape and more than 15,000 pages of tran-
scripts.2” Short selections from these transcripts—discussed below—have been
published in Iran, but the value of this resource has not yet been tested. The
termn “personality” (shakhsiyar) suggests, however, that this collection also fa-
vors elite figures.

V1. Interviews

A final source for post-hoc recollections are interviews, portions of which have
been published in academic and other historical works. Callections of interviews
include one covering women from across the social spectrum, one covering lead-
ers of the revolutionary movement, and one covering an interesting assortment
of down-and-out and middle-class Iranians. Only portions of these books, how-
ever, are devoted to the revolutionary period of 1977-79.28
The burgeoning academic literature on the Iranian revolution also centains oc-
" casional interview quotations. These should be the greatest strength of current
work, since historical documents may not come to light for decades or centuries,
while millions of eyewitnesses and participants are still alive. Of particular note
among the academic interviewers are Assef Bayat, Mary Hegland, Farhad
Kazemi, and Tahmoores Sarraf, who made special efforts to interview a variety
of Iranians and who include a fair number of quotations in their work.2? But
these researchers, with the exception of Bayat, just happened to be working in
Iran when the revolution broke out. Since 1980-81, when foreign researchers’
access to Iran was drastically limited, virtually the only subjects available for in-
terview have been expatriates.

Gaps and Over-Emphases

The primary sources currently available give a far clearer picture of Iranian elites

27. Ghulam-Riza Kirbaschi, “Bakhsh-i khatirat,” Yad 4, no. 13 (Winter 1367
Sh./1989): 40.

28. Omol Bani, Fatima Statt Farah: Erfahrungen einer Frau in der iranischen Revolu-
tion ('I‘u_bingen. Germany: Iva-Verlag, 1980); Nasir Hariri, Musahibah ba tarikh-
sazan-i Iran (Tehran [7): n.p., 1984); Fred Saint-James, Au Nom de dieu clément et
miséricordeux (Paris: Mercure de France, 1983).

29. Assef Bayat, Workers and Revolution in Iran (London: Zed, 1987); Mary Elaine
Hegland, *“Imam Khomaini's Village: Recruitment to Revolution” {Ph.D. thesis, State
University of New York at Binghamton, 1986); Farhad Kazemi, Poverty and Revolu-
tion in Iran (New York: New York University Press, 1980); Tahmoores Sarraf, Cry of
a Nation: The Saga of the Iranian Revolution (New York: Peter Lang, 1990).
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than of non-elite Iranians. These elites are by no means a single group: for in-
stance, the clergy, government officials, and intellectuals form discrete social
categories which only occasionally overlap. However, the perspective of elites
in no way predicts the perspectives of non-elites.

As a demonstration of this problem, take the sample of 83 Iranian visitors to
[stanbul, Turkey, interviewed by the author in winter 1989-90. These were
people who had participated in the events of the revolutionary movement and
who intended to retumn shortly to Iran, and thus were not expatriates.’®  Class
background could be determined for 80 of these respondents. Of the educated
middle class—salaried professionals, private and governmental officials, and their
high-school and college-age children—61 percent (19 of 31} named democracy or
social democracy as one of the goals of their participation in the Iranian revolu-
tion. Of the rest of the respondents—shopowners, workers, farmers, and their
high-school and college-age children—only 35 percent (17 of 49) listed these
goals. Conversely, 55 percent of the educated middle class (17 of 31) and 71
percent of the rest (35 of 49) discussed Islamic themes as their goals for partici-
pation. (Respondents sometimes gave multiple reasons for participating.)
These figures are not, it must be emphasized, the product of a random sampling
of the Iranian population, and therefore should be taken as suggestive, not defini-
tive. But what they suggest is that different social groups in Iran may have had
different reasons for participating in the anti-shah movement.

Another systemic problem in the study. of the Iranian revolution is the over-
emphasis on left-oriented organizations and ideologies. For instance, the Muja-
hidin-i Khalq and the Chirikha-yi Fida'iyan-i Khalg, revolutionary guerrilla
groups which attracted considerable followings at Iranian universities at the time
of the revolution, play a prominent role in most accounts of the revolutionary
movement. However, these organizations operated in a relatively small circle of
members and supporters prior to the fall of the shah—no more than a few thou-
sand people, perhaps, in a country of 35 million.3! These groups’ own official
accounts of their activities also give a sense of how limited their role was:
Kazem Radjavi’s book on the Mujahidin, for instance, notes several independent
actions but largely treats the Mujahidin as a subsidiary of Ayatollah Mahmud
Taligani’s organization.?? A Fida’iyan pronouncement claimed responsibility for
five guerrilla attacks in the summer of 197833 —the group was not moribund or
inactive, but it can hardly claim a leadership role at a time when public protests
came to number in the dozens each week.

30. The methodology for this study is discussed further in Charles Kurzman,
“Structure and Agency in the Iranian Revolution, 1977-1979" (Ph.D. diss., Univer-
sity of California, Berkeley, 1992).

31. Ervand Abrahamian, The Iranian Mojahedin (New Haven: Yale University Press,
1989).

32. Kazem Radjavi, La Révolution iranienne et les moudjahedines (Paris: Editions
Anthropos, 1983). See also Mujahidin-i Khalg, Barrasi-yi muhimmrarin tahavvulat-i
siydsi: az nimah-yi khurdad '57 1G nakhustvaziri-yi Bakhtiyar (n.p.: Sazman-i Muja-
hidin-i Khalg-i Iran, 1979).

33, Untitled pronouncement of 9 Mihr 1357/1 October 1978, in the collection of
the Centre Iranien de Documentation et des Recherches, Paris.
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As for the final uprising in Tehran on 9-11 February 1979, which toppled the
remnants of the Pahlavi regime, historical accounts typically identify the guer-
rilla groups as the leaders of this event. Indeed, the Fida’iyan happened by coin-
cidence to have planned a march for the morning of Saturday, 10 February. This
march was re-routed towards the center of the uprising, the Dowshan-Tappah air-
base, and members of the Fida’iyan undoubtedly participated in the storming of
police stations and other events.>* But eyewitness accounts of the uprising indi-
cate that even before the Fida'iyan march could reach Dowshan-Tappah, insur-
gent air-force technicians and local residents had repelled two attacks by the Im-
petial Guard.>®> Moreover, guerrillas were not the only ones with weapons—ar-
mories were being looted and rifles distributed to any man who could show his
military-service card.?6

Similarly, numerous accounts of the revolution emphasize the influence of
‘Ali Shari‘ati, the left-leaning sociologist and Islamic theorist who was impris-
oned and then exiled in the mid-1970s and died in 1977. Clearly Shari‘ati was
popular with university students, who filled his lectures to overflowing in the
late 1960s and early 1970s and devotedly recorded and transcribed his remarks.
Shari‘ati’s thought is frequently cited as one of the motivating factors of the rev-
olutionary movement. However, these accounts do not present evidence that
Shari‘ati’s influence reached outside of the university setting. Several factors
might have limited this influence. For one, Shari‘ati did not speak to large audi-
ences; he never appeared on television or radio, and his active career as a lecturer
lasted for only a half-decade or so. Second, prior to the final days of the revolu-
tionary movement, Shari‘ati’s works could not be sold openly. Clandestine dis-
tribution limited his readership inside Iran. Third, university students were not
necessarily on good terms with less educated and less privileged Iranians as a
secondary channei of influence.

The leftist groups eventually lost out in the post-tevolutionary power strug-
gle. And throughout the pages of most academic work on the Iranian revolution
is a sense of enthusiasm betrayed, of great hopefulness followed by great disap-
pointment. Leftists may indeed share this disenchantment with other social
groups in Iran—certainly reports coming from Iran suggest that many people are
similarly disillusioned. But when disenchantment of this sort combines with
theoretical exegesis, structural analysis follows. There is an elective affinity at
work here: theorists may be more likely to credit the inexorable force of struc-
tural conditions when they have supported a promising social movement that has
been defeated. This seems to have been the case among American social scien-
tists following the decline of the 1960s social movements.3” Similarly, Iranians
sympathetic to the left tend to emphasize the structural vulnerability of the

34. See Itrild‘ar, 10 February 1979.
35. fyrila‘ae, 10 and 11 February 1979; Ayandigan, 11 February 1979,

36. See, for instance, Riza Barahani, Dar ingilab-i Iran, chih shudakh va chih kh” Ghad
shud? (Tehran: Nashr-i Zaman, 1358 5h./1979), 123; Gulabdarah’i, Lahzahhd, 327-
8; and newspaper accounts.

37. Charles Kurzman, “Disillusionment and Structuralism in the Study of Social
Protest™ (forthcoming).
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Pahlavi state, the social forces generating the revolution, the organizational posi-
tion of the Islamic clerics, and other structural factors—in effect, these factors
seem to be explaining the defeat of the left without blaming the left.

Structuralist theoretical approaches to the Iranian revolution, however, may be
preventing researchers from pursuing the form of historical evidence most in
abundance, namely interviews with live participants and eyewimesses. A half
century from now, more documentary evidence will have become public, but re-
searchers will undoubtedly regret that the opportunity for widespread interview-
ing has passed.

Potential for Further Interview Research

Just how feasible is interview research in Iran? Given the Islamic Republic’s at-
tempt in recent years to attract foreign scholars to conferences and lectureships in
Iran, the prospects may be improving. An interesting test case is the journal
¥ad (Memory), published by the Foundation for the History of the Islamic Rev-
olution in Tehran. This journal, which has appeared in at least 30 issues since
its debut in 1986, contains in each issue a “memoir section” featuring excerpts
from the foundation’s oral history collection (discussed above). Leading clerics
such as Hashimi Rafsanjani (now president of Iran) and ‘Ali Davani have given
very interesting personal accounts of friction and cooperation within the Islamic
establishment—but only, thus far, covering the 1950s and early 1960s. Whether
Yad continues to publish material up through the 1970s may be an indication of
the Iranian government’s willingness to allow serious academic study of the rev-
olution.

Charles Kurzman, Department of Sociology, Georgia State University



36 Kurzman

Appendix
Primary Sources on the Iranian Revolutionary Movement, 197779

With a few exceptions selected for their particular usefulness, this listing omits
article-length material, books which are largely secondary sources, and books
-which deal only in passing with the period 1977-79. It also leaves out material
already cited in the footnotes and elsewhere in the article.

Contemporaneous Opposition Sources

Ruhollah Khomeini, Sahifah-yi niir: majmi‘ah-yi rahnamadha-yi Imam Khu-
mayni (The Book of Light;: The Collection of Imam Khomeini’s Guidance), 18+
volumes (Tehran [?]: Markaz-i Madarik-i Farhangi-yi Ingilab-i Islami, Bahman
1361- January-February 1983 ).

Memoirs and Yadnimahs
Mahshid Amirshahi, Dar hazar (On Guard) (London: Ketab Corporation, 1987).

Anonymous {oil industry staff employee), “How We Organized the Strike That
Paralyzed the Shah’s Regime,” Intercontinental Press 17, no. 3 (January 1979),
also published in MERIP Reports, nos. 75-76 (March-April 1979): 20, 27-8
and in Petter Nore and Terisa Turner, eds., Qil and Class Struggle (London: Zed
Press, 1980), 293-301.

Shapur Bakhtiar, S7 u haft riz pas az si u hafr sal (37 Days After 37 Years)
(Paris: Intisharat-i Radiu-yi Iran, 1982).

—————, Ma fidelité (My Loyalty) (Paris: Albin Michel, 1982), also published
as Yak-rangl (Sincerity) (n.p., n.d.).

Abul-Hassan Bani-Sadr, L'Espérance trahie (Hope Betrayed) (Parié: SPAG.-
Papyrus Editions, 1982), also published as Khiyanat bih umid (n.p, n.d.).

— My Tumn 1o Speak: Iran, the Revolution and Secret Deals with the
U.S. (Washington, D.C.: Brassey’s, 1991), earlier published as Le Complot des
ayatollahs (Paris: Editions la Découverte, 1989).

Mihdi Bazargan, Shira-yi ingilab va dawlat-i muvagqar (The Revolutionary
Council and the Provisional Government) (Tehran: Nahzat-i Azadi-yi Iran, 1361
Sh./1982),

. Ingilab-i Iran dar du harakat (The Iranian Revolution in Two
Movements) (Tehran: Nahzat-i Azadi-yi Iran, 1363 Sh./ 1984).
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Miles Copeland, The Game Player: Confessions of the CIA’s Original Political
Operative (London: Aurum Press, 1989).

H. B. Dehqani-Tafti, The Hard Awakening (New York: Seabury Press, 1981).

Sattareh Farman Farmaian (with Dona Munker), Daughter of Persia: A Woman's
Journey From Her Father's Harem through the Islamic Revolution (New York:
Crown Publishers, 1992),

Abbas Gharabaghi, Vérités sur la crise iranienne (Truths about the Iranian Crisis)
(Paris: La Pensée Universelle, 1985). The original Persian version is Hagayig
darbdrah-yi buhran-i Iran (Paris: Sazman-i Chap va Intisharat-i Suhayl, 1984
[?1), also published in Iran as !‘tirafdr-i zhiniral (Confessions of the General),
5Sth printing (Tehran: Nashr-i Nay, 1365 Sh./1986).

Serge Ginger, Nouvelles lettres persanes (New Persian Letters) (Paris; Editions
Anthropos, 1981).

Fereydoun Hoveyda, The Fall of the Shah, wans. Roger Liddell (New York:
Wyndham Books, 1980).

Robert E. Huyser, Mission to Tehran (New York: Harper and Row, 1986).

‘Alt Akbar Khalili, Gam bih gam ba ingilab (Step by Step with the Revolu-
tion) (Tehran: Intisharat-i Sida va Sima-yi Jumhuri-yi Islami-yi Iran, 1360
Sh./1981).

Sadiq Khalkhali, Khatirat dar tab'id, ya nagsh-i isti‘'mar dar kishvarha-yi
Jjahan-i sivwvum (Memoirs of Exile, or the Role of Imperialism in Third World

Countries), 2 vols. (Tehran: Intisharat-i Rah-i Imam, 1360 Sh./1981).

Houchang Nahavandi, fran: Deux réves brisés (Iran: Two Broken Dreams) (Paris:
Albin Michel, 1981).

Bahman Nirumand, Jran: Hinter den Gittern verdorren die Blumen (Iran: Behind
Bars the Flowers Wither) (Reinbek bei Hamburg: Rowohlt, 1985).

Ashraf Pablavi, Faces in a Mirror (Englewood Cliffs, N.I.: Prentice-Hall, 1980).
Mohammad Reza Pahlavi, Answer to History (New York: Stein and Day, 1980).

Anthony Parsons, The Pride and the Fall: Iran, 1974-1979 (London; Jonathan
Cape, 1984).

Christa Quitter, Im Friihling der Freiheit: Iranisches Tagebuch (In the Spring-
time of Freedom: Iranian Diary} (Frankfurt-am-Main: Bruckladen Ffm, 1979).
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Parviz C. Radji, In the Service of the Peacock Throne: The Diaries of the Shah’s
Last Ambassador to London (London: H. Hamilton, 1983).

Mansur Rafizadeh, Witness: From the Shah to the Secret Arms Deal: An In-
sider's Account of U.S. Involvement in fran (New York: William Morrow,
1987).

Minou Reeves, Behind the Peacock Throne (London: Sidgwick and Jackson,
1986).

Barbara and Barry Rosen, with George Feifer, The Destined Hour: The Hostage
Crisis and One Family’s Ordeal (Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday, 1982).

Gholam-Reza Sabri-Tabrizi, fran: A Child’s Story, A Man's Experience (New
York: International Publishers, 1989).

Karim Sanjabi, Umidha va nd-umidihda: khatirat-i siyasi-yi Dukiur Karim
Sanjabi (Hopes and Despairs: Political Memoirs of Dr. Karim Sanjabi) (London:
Jebhe, Intisharat-i Milliyun-i Iran, 1989).

John Simpson, Behind Iranian Lines (London: Robson Books, 1988).

William Sullivan, Mission te Iran (New York: W. W. Norton, 1981),

Nazir Ahmad Zakir, Notes on Iran: Aryamehr to Ayatollah (Karachi: Royal Book
Co., 1988).



