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IRAN-IRAQ WAR IN
Th e f o l l o w i n g  a r t i c l e  by c o m r a d e  Iraj A z a r i n 

wa s w r i t t e n  in O c t o b e r  1987 a n a l y s i n g  the 

n e w  d e v e l o p m e n t s  in the I r a n - I r a q  war. Th e 

T e n t h  P l e n u m  o f  th e C e n t r a l  C o m m i t t e e  of 

the CPI, w h i c h  w a s  h e ld r e c e n t l y ,  ha s also 

p a s s e d  a r e s o l u t i o n  r e g a r d i n g  th e m i l i t a r y 

p r e s e n c e  o f  th e U . S. A, in t h e  Gulf. This 

r e s o l u t i o n  wi ll be p u b l i s h e d  in th e n e xt 

is s u e  o f  B o l s h e v i k  M e s s a g e  - BM

* * ★
In the last few months two series of important 

developments have taken place in connection with the 

Iran-Iraq war. The first aspect of these developments 

has been the political-diplomatic measures taken at 
the international level with the consensus of all the 

imperialist states. The stated aim of these efforts 

has been to put an end to the eight-year-old Iran- 

Iraq war. Among these developments we can mention the 

issuing of Resolution 598 of the UN Security Council, 

Perez de Cuellar's visit to Iran and Iraq, and the 

fact that the Islamic Republic this time, in contrast 

to previous occasions, has not rejected these measures 

in advance under such labels as "imposed peace", etc. 

It has even sent the President, Khamenei, to address 

the UN General Assembly. Another development - of 

perhaps, greater importance - is the plan which Perez 

ITS EIGHTH YEAR
Kuwait and Saudi Arabia, and with special mandates 

from the Security Council. A plan which has been 

described by the Islamic Republic as more positive than 

the 598 Resolution and a "negotiable" one.

These, however, constitute only the first aspect of 

the recent events. The other feature of the develop

ments has been the arrival of the U.S. and a number of 

other imperialist states' navies in the Gulf, the con

frontations between the U.S. and Iranian forces in the 

Iran-Ajr incident, the U.S. attack on two Iranian 

oil-military platforms, and, from the Iranian side, the 

laying of mines in the Gulf waters, the shelling of 

some Kuwaitee and even Saudi Arabian oil installations, 

etc.
The above developments raise such questions as 

whether the imperialist states are now planning to put 

an end to the Iran-Iraq war. If so, does the arrival 

of the warships and the instances of military con

frontations between the U.S. and -Iranian forces 

indicate that the American state is intending to oust 

the Islamic Republic regime, as Weinberger said when 

visiting the Gulf region? Do the Islamic Republic's 

implicit moves of approval regarding the ending of the 

war suggest that the Islamic regime wants to accept 

the proposed plan for the war's termination? Or is it 

so, that the Americans by applying military pressure on 

the Islamic Republic want to force it to end the war?

It is necessary for the Iranian workers to get to 

know these developments and have clear answers to the
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above questions. This is  important because the Iranian 
workers must from the midst o f these confusing events 
-  made even more confusing in  the propaganda of the 
reactionary states o f the region and in  the cap ita lis t 
press commentaries -  find the way o f th e ir  independent 
class struggle and carry out th e ir  f igh t a l l  the more 
unitedly and firm ly. For the workers and to ile rs  of 
Iran, whose lo t from th is  eight-year war has been 
nothing but massacre, homelessness, poverty, and the 
in tens ifica tion  o f p o lit ic a l and social repression, 
the only real solution to th is  s ituation, as we t.'ve 
repeatedly stressed, is  putting an immediate end to 
th is  reactionary war and stepping up the struggle to 
overthrow the Islamic Republic regime. For the Iranian 
workers (and generally for a l l  the workers and to ile rs 
of the region) whose only way o f libera tion  is 
socialism, and whose f i r s t  duty in  th is  direction is 
the overthrow o f the ca p ita lis t reactionary regimes, 
the understanding o f the recent developments means 
generally getting to know the developments taking 
place in  the camp of the ir enemies, in the camp of 
world counter-revolution, the camp o f im peria lists and 
the reactionary states o f the region.

IMPERIALIST RIVALRY IN  THE MIDDLE EAST & 
THE PLACE OF THE IRAN-IRAQ WAR

Middlde East is  one of the most sensitive focal 
points o f "East"-"West" r iv a lr ie s . Generally, th is  is 
the region o f influence of "Western" im peria lists, and 
since the 2nd World War and following the decoloni
zation o f the region and the driving out o f B rita in , 
has been specifica lly  the sphere o f influence of U.S. 
imperialism. Owing to the proximity o f th is  region to 
Soviet Union's southern borders, i t  has had much stra
tegic and m ilita ry  significance from the point o f view 
of the West and the U.S.A. The vast economic interests 
of the Middle-Eastern countries for western im peria list 
capita ls, the significance o f o i l ,  etc, need not 
be emphasized. In the case o f the USSR, although the 
economic interests are not so outstanding compared 
with the r iv a l im peria lis ts, nevertheless the objective 
o f widening these in terests (mainly in  the form of 
extended trade) has been important. But precisely 
because o f the Soviet Union's neighbourhood with the 

d iffe rent degrees, new economic (and in  some cases, 
p o lit ic a l)  positions. This has generally led to the 
reduction of U.S. imperialism's share • o f influence 
in the region, and these states, consequently, have 
followed p o lit ic a l objectives and approaches in  the 
region d is tin c t from those o f the U.S.

But that which had made the Middle East region -  or 
at least the Gulf area -  the unquestionable region of 
influence o f the U.S.A., received a heavy blow by the 
Iranian Revolution and the Shah's downfall. Thus, in 
the last decade, the spec ific ity  of the region has 
been the vacuum of regional hegemony following the 
Shah's downfall -  a vacuum not yet f i l le d .  The Shah's 
regime owed the opportunity to impose it s  hegemony 
over the region to the Nixon Doctrine which (especially 
a fte r the Viet Nam experience), instead o f d irect 
p o lit ico -m ilita ry  presence of U.S. imperialism, 
followed the lin e  of giving shape to proxy-states, 
i . e . ,  states which, enjoying f u l l  powers, could 
themselves secure and safeguard American in terests. 
Shah as the gendarme of the region ably took up th is 
ro le, allowing the entire bourgeoisie of Iran to enjoy 
th is  superior position. (In  th is  period the decadent 
Iranian Nationalism gained a new lease o f l i f e  and 
mobilized behind the Shah.)

Shah's downfall created th is  vacuum in  the p o lit ic a l 
system o f imperialism in  the region. From the m ilita ry 
aspect, the U.S.A, and it s  im peria list a llie s ,  by 
creating the Rapid Deployment Force ( la te r under the 
name of Central Command) using bases in  Egypt, Sudan 
and Omman, trie d  to  secure (with success) a minimum o f 
m ilita ry  capability against probable m ilita ry  threats 
from the Soviet side. But the regional power vacuum 
remained as before, both p o lit ic a l ly  and, even, 
m il ita r i ly .

Looked at from th is  angle, the Iran-Iraq war may be 
examined and explained in  the context o f the existence 
of such a vacuum in the region following the overthrow 
of the Shah's regime and the attempts o f two states in 
the region to f i l l  th is  vacuum and achieve a hegemonic 
role. From the point o f view o f the interests o f the 
im peria list p o lit ic a l system in  the region, the Iran- 
Iraq war has been an arena providing the p o ss ib ility 
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Having used the war fo r a period as a means o f 
suppressing the revolution in  Iran, and having 
overcome the revolutionary c r is is  and purged it s e l f  at 
the top, the Islamic Republic u tiliz e d  the war, from 
1982 onwards, as a means o f proving to the im perialists 
i t s  capacity for taking up the role o f a hegemonic 
force in  the region. In th is  period of the war the 
Islamic Republic, by giving form to a d is tin c t pan- 
Islamic current in  the region, tr ie d  to introduce a 
new force in  the power equations o f the area. Thus, 
with i t s e l f  at the head o f th is  pan-Islamic current, 
and considering the position which would be won by 
f i l l in g  the regional power vacuum created a fte r the 
Shah's downfall, i t  tried  to gain a lasting and stable 
place for i t s e l f  in the p o lit ic a l system o f western 
imperialism*.

THE WftR IN DEADLOCK &
THE COMMON POINT OF IMPERIALIST INTERESTS

The main feature o f the present stage o f the Iran- 
Iraq war is  essentially due to the fact that th is  war, 
from the m ilita ry  point o f view, is  at a complete 
stalemate. The Islamic Republic [IR] which from 1982 
onwards had been able to change the tide  in  the ba ttle 
fie lds  in  i t s  own favour, did not succeed to achieve 
decisive v ic to ries even with the greatest degree of 
economic and m ilita ry  mobilization. Despite the 
repeated claims by the m ilita ry  and p o lit ic a l heads of 
the regime concerning the fin a l offensive and imminent 
v ictory (or precisely because o f the repetition  of 
such claims), i t  remains an indisputable fact that 
th is  war cannot be won in  m ilita ry  terms. In the eyes 
o f western im peria lists the Iran-Iraq war may have 
been a tumbling-dice at whose f i r s t  period, Iraq, and 
at whose second period, Iran - with i t s  flag o f pan
Islamism -  had the chance o f wining and thereby 
occupying an important empty space in  the im peria lis t 
p o l it ic a l system, as a dominant regional power. Having 
fa llen  in to  deadlock, however, the war no longer by 
any means serves such a purpose. Continuing in  i t s 
present condition, i t  not only does not have the same 
function for the im peria lists as i t  had before, but i t 
has even turned in to an opposite phenomenon, in  the 
sense that the continuation o f such a war has it s e l f 

d iffe ren t p o lit ic a l order in  the area. However, the 
war's continuation and the e x tra -te rr ito r ia l and pan- 
Islam istic claims o f the I.R. regime has given shape to 
and is  promoting a pan-Islamic current in  the Arab and 
"Moslem" countries o f the region against the ir 
respective states. The existence o f the newly-emerged 
pan-Islamic current in the region, and in  most o f the 
Arab countries, gives rise  to disunity and s p lits  in 
the ir regimes. (For instance the way for the regimes 
o f the region to deal with the pan-Islamic current has 
been in  some cases to add to the ir own Islamic 
colourings, and in  some others, to increase the 
emphasis on the separation o f Islamic re lig ion  from 
the state and inc line  towards a more secular regime.)

In short, i f  pan-Islamism and it s  standard-bearer 
in  the region - the Islamic Republic - is  not strong 
enough to turn in to  the dominant regional current, 
then i t  must be so restric ted as not to be able to 
undermine the already established currents and regimes 
which for the present time, in  any case, constitute 
the components o f a re la tive  order and "s ta b il ity "  in 
the region. The continuation o f the present halfway 
s itua tion , i .e . ,  a pan-Islamic current in  the region 
whose role is  merely to put pressure on and cause 
sp lits  in  the regimes o f the region, is  an undesirable 
situation from the viewpoint o f the interests o f 
American and western im peria lis ts. Therefore, from 
th is  point o f view, the continuation o f the war's 
stalemate counts as a negative factor for the interests 
of im peria lis ts. Of even greater importance, from the 
standpoint of a l l  western im peria lists, is  the fact 
that the continuation o f the war in  i t s  present stage 
has allowed the r iv a l Soviet bloc to increase its 
influence in  the Middle East. In the course o f th is 
war Soviet Union has been able to extend it s  economic 
relations both with the Arab states of the Gulf and 
with Iran. Furthermore, p o lit ic a l ly ,  i t  has been able 
to get close to the governments o f the Gulf countries 
which tra d itio n a lly  count as the " fa ith fu l a llie s " o f 
the U.S.A. The news of Kuwait's and even Saudi Arabia's 
purchasing of arms from the U.S.S.R. (and Kuwait's 
request from the Soviets to provide naval protection 
for i t s  oil-tankers) is  greatly worrying for a l l  the 
western bloc im peria lists and in  particu lar the U.S.A. 
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the imperialists would be that the enslavement of the 
toilers of the region and holding back the revolution 
is done by the already existing regimes. Thus any 
factor which undermines the political situation of the 
region and the security of the existing regimes, 
without itself being capable of establishing a more 
lasting or "stable" repression at a regional level; 
any factor which by weakening the present regimes 
creates the possibility for the rival Soviet imperial
ism to exploit the situation to get close to these 
regimes, is considered by the imperialists of the 
western bloc as an element causing "instability" in 
the area. The "stability" of the region is now the 
common point of interests of the imperialists (includ
ing Soviet Union which we shall consider below).

Under such conditions, the continuation of the 
existing situation of the Iran/Iraq war, with the 
military stalemate which we mentioned above, is not in 
line with the common interests of imperialists. How
ever, not evey form of ending of this war is desirable 
to them. That which can meet the common interest of 
the imperialists is the ending of the war, while 
ensuring the survival of the existing states in the 
region. The imperialist states have repeatedly said 
that they are "neutral" in relation to the Iran-Iraq 
war. The actual content of this statement in the 
present conditions is that they want to preserve the 
political system of the region and the political 
regimes of the belligerent sides. Such a situation, of 
course, even in the imperialists' own vocabulary, can
not be called "peace", for the achievement of "peace" 
in the region from the viewpoint of imperialists (as 
was obtained for example, in 1975, following the 
Algiers' treaty between Iran and Iraq) can only be the 
result of a long-term balance of forces, which at the 
same time resolves the basic problems of imperialism 
in the region. The situation desirable for imperialist 
interests in ending the current war is more one in 
which the present political system of the region 
(including the I.R. regime) is preserved. Although 
this would not intrinsically resolve the problems 
which the imperialists have been facing in the last 
ten years, it is nevertheless better than the conti
nuation of a war which in its present state can only 

faced with the stalemate of the war, is in concluding 
the war, to prevent "instability" in the region, this 
is itself accompanied by contradictions, and confront
ation of opposed interests. We shall refer to these 
below, but it is first necessary to take a look at the 
position of the Islamic Republic in the eyes of the 
imperialists.

ISLAMIC REPUBLIC’ S POSITION FROM THE 
VIEWPOINT OF THE IMPERIALISTS

Since the start of the second stage of the Iran- 
Iraq war in 1982, the Islamic Republic has followed 
the policy of, through winning the war and making pan
Islamism into the predominant reactionary force in the 

region, acquiring an established position in relation 
to the western imperialists and in the regional poli
tical system required by them. Although the I.R. regime 
was not able to achieve this objective, nevertheless 
the second stage of the war has brought it relative 
successes which have made the I.R. into the accepted 
and established government of Iran in the eyes of the 
western imperialists.

The first item in this positive record of the 
Islamic Republic for the imperialists is no doubt 
the suppression of the revolution of Iran's workers 
and toilers. It was also this role of pan-Islamism and 
the pan-Islamic currents in the opposition of the 
regimes of the region which completely reversed the 
revolutionary waves resulting from the February 
Revolution in Iran and the Shah's downfall. By 
activating pan-Islamic reaction within the ranks of 
the toilers of the region, it also made a mockery of 
their democratic, anti-imperialist and socailist de
mands. The I.R.'s pan-Islamism has already played a 
degenerating role in the struggle of the people of the 
region and in driving back the rank of the revolution. 
The record of pan-Islamism in the Lebanon and against 
the Palestinian question is the best example 
of this reactionary and counter-revolutionary role of 
pan-Islamism. Promoting the reactionary opposition in 
Afghanistan and distorting the resistance and struggle 
of the Afghani toilers against the regime and the 
Soviet army, the sabotaging role in the Iraqi 
regime's opposition, etc, are other examples of the 
same function. Apart from this feature of pan
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the bourgeois alternatives which have traditionally 

been supported by the imperialists, none has shown the 

capability and requirements for replacing the Islamic 

Republic. The regime's pan-Islamic war was even able, 

to a large degree, to mobilize Iranian Nationalism 

behind itself or at least deprive the liberal and 

monarchist opposition, of a nationalist criticism and 

exposure of the Islamic Republic. (Neither of the 

standards of liberal nationalism and Great-Iranian 

nationalism - Mossadegh's and Shah's respectively - 

enjoyed the favourable position which, in a period 

when the imperialist political system is falling apart, 

the Islamic Republic does, from the view point of the 

imperialist states. Thus, even Mossadegh's record of 

"negative balance" has faded in the hands of the 

liberals.)

All these factors have resulted in the fact that 

the western imperialists have consented to and ap

proved of the Islamic Republic as the established 

government of Iran - although the Islamic Republic 

regime and pan-Islamism may not be feasible or .desir

able as the dominant regional power*.

THE ATTITUDE OF THE U .S .S .R , REGARDING
THE IRAN-IRAQ WAR AND THE ISLAMIC REPUBLIC

As we pointed out, the Middle East as a whole and 

the Gulf in particular have been the established 

region of influence of the western imperialist bloc. 

The Soviet Union follows here more a counter-acting 

policy, aimed at undermining the position of the rival 

bloc. The revolution in Iran and the downfall of Shah's 

regime was naturally to be welcomed by the Soviet 

Union since a prime ally and the regional gendarme of 

the U.S. had been toppled. Soviet Union's support for 

the Islamic Republic has, above all, followed the aim 

of preventing the restoration of the previous situation, 

i.e., the arising of a powerful state allied with the 

U.S. Generally speaking, any chaos and disturbance in 

the position of the rival imperialists would in itself 

be advantageous to the Soviet Union. What's more, 

Soviet imperialism was hoping that a pan-Islamism of 

the Islamic Republic kind would be able to instigate 

new problems for Soviet Union. Although the war 

offered a chance to Soviet imperialism to pursue the 

policy of getting closer to the Arab states tradi

tionally allied with the U.S.A, and to try to widen 

its limited economic interests in its relations with 
Iran and/or Iraq, nevertheless, in so far as the 

war was capable of shaping (for the western ' imperial
ists) a regional force of the same type as the Shah's 

regime and a substitute to it, it did not correspond 

to the Soviet imperialism's interests.
U.S.S.R's involvement in 'Afghanistan and the role 

of the reactionary Islamic opposition there, gradually 

made the Soviet imperialism apprehensive of the conse

quences which pan-Islamism's growth would face it with. 
The role of pan-Islamism in the Lebanon and in 

confrontation with Syrian forces was not in the 

Soviet interests either. Also, with the revealing 

of the limited capacity of the pan-Islamic bands and 

the fact that an anti-American Islamic movement did not 

take shape, the Soviets increasingly gave up hopes on 

the advantages that pan-Islamism could bring for their 

imperialist interests. In the present stage of the 

war, i.e., with the revealing of its military stalemate 

and of its destabilizing potentials for the regimes of 

the region, it is clear for the Soviet imperialism 

that the weakening of the political system of the 

region would make U.S. imperialism's political (and even 

military) intervention very likely. Therefore the 

interests of the Soviet Union at the present stage of the 

war lie in the termination of the war, thus pre-empting 

the possible intervention of the rival imperialists 
(especially the U.S.), perpetuating the political 

vacuum in the region, and preserving the smaller share 
of influence of the U.S.A, compared to the European 

imperialists.

IMPERIALIST CONTRADICTIONS AND RIVALRIES
The existence of basic common interests among the 

imperialists is a fact confirmed also by the recent 

world-wide diplomatic efforts. But the recognition of 

the existence of such a common denominator in imperial

ist interests naturally’ does not mean that the way for 
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The fact is that, the world imperialist system is 
full of rivalries, conflicts, and contradictory 
policies and interests*.

On the whole, as repeated by the spokesmen of 
imperialist states themselves, the Iran-Iraq war is 
among those rare cases where all the imperialist 
forces, despite their sharp rivalries, can agree 
over a general policy, namely, the termination 
of the war, while preserving the position of the 
regimes of the region. But this commonness of inter
ests, in this rare case too, stops at this general 
level. As we said before, during the last decade and 
especially in the course of the Iran-Iraq war the 
position of each of the imperialist states in the 
region (the U.S.A., Soviet Union, Britain, France, 
Germany, Japan, etc.) has undergone certain changes, 
whether economically or politically. As well, the 
vacuum of a hegemonic force in the region has allowed 
for the activation of, and increase in, the manoeu- 
vering capacity of the local states with respect to 
each other and the imperialist states. All these give 
rise to the fact that we are witnessing in the Gulf 
region and against the Iran-Iraq war a series of 
measures and policies which contradict one another in 
practice. This is due not only to the rivalries 
existing within the world imperialist system, but 
also, to the contradictions between the short
term, and the basic, long-term interests of each of 
the single states and forces.

For instance, the U.S. policy, while pursuing the 
fundamental interests of safeguarding the region's 
"stability", must also restore its lost hegemony over 
the western allies (France, Britain, etc.) And this 
gives rise to conflicting reactions and practices on 
the part of these states. Or in the case of the 
U.S.S.R., the presence of American warships, although 
in pursuit of common interests, is a "downright 
breach" of the original intention, i.e., the resur
gence of the U.S.'s indisputable influence in the 
region.

These facts, when combined with the added factor 
of the local regimes' interests, place further 
contradictions in the way of securing imperialism's 
fundamental interests. For example, in the case of the 
Islamic Republic the ending of the war must be 
accompanied by a guarantee of its survival; and this 
is not possible unless the I.R. regime can leave the 
war still with a challenging posture. However, the 
presence of U.S. warships, and particularly the 
military encounters between Iran and the U.S.A., is 
itself an obstacle to securing a "respectable" 
position for the Islamic Republic in the event of the 
war's termination. On the other hand, the U.S.A., for 
other reasons, has to dispatch its navy in support of 
Kuwait (and Saudi Arabia) and take on the posture of 
military confrontation with the Islamic Republic's 
intimidating operations. For, with the disclosure of 
the "Iran-Contra" scandie and the U.S.A.'s arms 
shipments to Iran, the Soviet Union has been able to 
gain a political advantage with the Arab states to the 
disadvantage of the U.S.A. Now the Americans must at 
all cost shift the balance in favour of their own 
influence among the Arab states. These are only a few 
instances of the real contradictions in the "Gulf 
affair".

Thus, whilst there exists a common basic interest 
among the imperialists, one cannot speak of a joint 
effort. This is a contradictory course, going through 
not a straight line but a broken and twisted path. 
Each force and state is after its own particular 
interests, and each is really sharing in this "common 
benefit" only when its other interests are ensured. 
It is thus that no policy or measure has been able 
to continue to its logical conclusion. For example, 
in the U.S. attack on Iran's two oil-military plat
forms, the crew were warned in advance to evacuate 
them. After the attack, Reagan said that the U.S. 
does not wish to have a military confrontation with 
Iran. Iran's president, Khamenei, cried out that the 
U.S. action was not in the long-term interests of the 
U.S.A, in the region! Regarding the same operation,

* It is not possible to have a correct understanding the point of the break up of the whole system. At the 
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Rafsanjani complained that the platforms were located 
in international waters, where the Japanese tankers 
pass, and that such an action might threaten the 
"stability of the region!" This is just an example of 
the contradictions involved in the policies and 
actions of imperialists and the local states.

The truth is that the greatest contradiction and 
the most important log-jam in realizing the desired 
"stability" of imperialism arises in connection with 
the Islamic Republic. Ensuring region's "stability" by 
ending the war means creating conditions under which 
the Islamic Republic, despite having lost the war as 
the main arena for giving expression to its pan- 
Islamic feature, can remain intact as the government 
of Iran. This requires some changes in the I.R. regime 
so that it may conform itself to the new conditions. 
But it is not certain beforehand whether the I.R. 
would be able to endure such changes without there 
emerging major splits at the top, and, consequently, a 
political crisis inside the country.

IS L A M IC  R E P U B L IC 'S  CO NTRADICTIONS AND 
PROBLEMS IN  RELATION TO THE IR A N -IR A Q  WAR

The fact that the I.R. regime cannot achieve 
victory in this war is too clear to be unknown to the 
heads of the regime. Now it is more or less two years 
since the Islamic Republic has not been able to bring 
about any serious changes in the war fronts. Since 
1986 there has not even been any attempts to launch 
the "big offensive". Not being able to achieve victory, 
the collapsing state of the economy (which no doubt 
inevitably intensifies the general discontent and mass 
protests), as well as the world-wide diplomatic- 
political pressures to end the war, have made the 
leaders of the Islamic Republic understand that it is 
no longer possible for it to continue with the same 
policies in the war with Iraq. The response by the 
heads of the I.R. regime (from Khamenei to Rafsanjani) 
towards the world diplomatic measures to end the war, 
as well as the very cautious reaction regarding the 
possibility of military confrontation with the 
U.S. forces in the Gulf (both unprecedented acts

benefit the whole imperialist system. (The interesting 
point is that at this precise moment in China, the 
economic disorder has drawn the leaders to adopting 
economic plans based on the model of free-market 
capitalism, and, specifically, opening a stock 
exchange!) In the eastern imperialist bloc, Soviet 
Union is itself grappling with serious economic 
difficulties which have made it put a radical re
examination of the economic and political policies on 
the agenda and send Gorbatchovism forward. In the 
other countries of the eastern bloc, economic and 
political confusion and deadlocks have necessitated 
fundamental changes in the economic structure. The 
recent measures by the Vietnamese and Polish states 
are only the latest examples of this kind.

At the political level, unlike the period just 
after the 2nd World War and despite the enormous scale 
of nuclear armaments by the U.S.A, and Soviet Union, 
the present world does not reduce into a bi-polar 
world. During the last decade U.S. imperialism 
has increasingly lost its unchallenged status of 

France, etc., in the Middle East and their different 
relations with the Islamic Republic and the Arab 
states) which sometimes inevitably come into conflict 
with U.S. imperialism's objectives and policies, is a 
result of the same declining supremacy of the U.S.A, 
in the western bloc.

Another component of the crisis of the world political 
system of imperialism, which has also been discussed 
before in our literature (see Naser Javid, "Pan
Islamism and War", Komonist No. 28, Sep. 1986) is the 
questioning of the political and governmental system 
which has been established in countries dominated by 
imperialism. The complete domination of the capitalist 
mode of production in this series of countries and its 
politico-economic consequences in the form of economic 
and political crises (i.e., the ending of the pers
pective of development for the bourgeoisie) has been 
followed by a period characterised by the failure of 
the already established regimes. (The crisis of 
military dictators, Shah's regime, Marcos, etc.) As 
well, the period has been marked by the intensification 
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in the way the I.R. regime operates) clearly point 
to the fact that the Islamic regime has understood 
that it cannot pursue its objectives and policies 

by the old methods. The whole point is this: can 
the Islamic Republic conform itself to the current 
situation? Can it continue as the standard-bearer of 
regional pan-Islamism without getting itself involved 
in an open war for asserting pan-Islamism's superiority 
in the region? The fact is that the developments in 
the war and the current stage of the war put the I.R. 
and its Shia't pan-Islamism in a crucial stage of 
its life. A stage in which it should define, and look 
for, a new perspective for itself.

The outcome so far of the Iran-Iraq war has shown 
that the Shia't pan-Islamism of the I.R. regime is not 
capable of turning into the predominant force of the 
region. The almost ten-year survival of the Islamic 
Republic, now inevitably confronts it with the problem 
of administering the country and getting down to the 
economy. The pan-Islamic current which for the first 
time in its history has come to power in a country 
like Iran must deal with this sphere. It must learn 
how, while maintaining the extra-territorial appeal of 
pan-Islamism, to coexist with the regimes of the 
region and assume a normal role in world diplomacy. 

But these realities inevitably create thrusts in the 
Islamic Republic regime itself towards conforming it 
to the new conditions - conditions certainly very 
different from those it considers ideal and dreams 
about. What has been labelled the "realistic", "prag
matist", "moderate", etc, wing of the regime (with 
Rafsanjani as its spokesman) is in content nothing but 
the internal mechanism of the pan-Islamic current to 
adapt itself to the new conditions to survive.

The imperialist states, who have not been able to 
give form to any other alternative but the Islamic 

Republic as the government of Iran and have recognized 
it as the established regime, are trying, by strengthening 

the above line in the regime, to help it in its 
efforts to change and adapt itself to the new condi
tions. This is a policy which allows for the Islamic 
Republic to fit in the imperialist political system - 
something for which the I.R. and the pan-Islamic 
current in Iran have been striving ever since coming to 

itself, namely, the current which is fearful of this 
political turn and if not able to see the whole pers
pective of these changes and the guarantee for the 
future of pan-Islamism and the Islamic Republic will 
not give its consent to this change. This is the same 
line which apparently advocates the continuation of 
the war, but in fact does not have any real solution 
to the deadlock of the war. It pursues the policy of 
continuation of the present situation only until a 
safe solution is found. Another point debated by both 
"wings" of the I.R. is in what forms Shia't pan
Islamism would continue its move in the event of the 
war ending. It seems that the gangs of thugs the 
I.R. has been able to organise in this or that country 
of the region - with such examples as the Mecca and 
Tunisian affairs and probably a greater involvement 

within the reactionary Islamic currents in Afghanistan 
- are rehearsals for such a probable future. There 
are also real differences inside the regime and, 
genrerally, in the pan-Islamic current in Iran over 

the question of the state-interventionist, versus 
private, economic medel. Furthermore, the Islamic 
Republic must be able to maintain its coherence in the 
face of the semi-legal Islamic currents of the medium 
capitals (such as "Resalat" and the "Freedom movement") 
which are in the opposition. The power struggle going 
on already at the top over the post-Khomeini era makes 
the attitude towards the war also into a field of 
political rivalries and purges at the top. Most 
important of all is the factor of the toiling masses' 
protests and struggles, confronting which is basically 
the raison d' etre of the Islamic Republic regime. 

Can the move to end the war serve as a new means for 

inactivating the masses, drawing their attention to 
developments at the top, and another period of imposing 
economic and political hardships on workers and 

toilers? Or, on the contrary, would any hesitation and 
turns at the top only enhance the mass protests and 
struggles against the war and for the Islamic Repub

lic's overthrow?
More could be added to the list of contradictions 

in which the Islamic Republic is entangled. (For 
instance, the coming elections for the Islamic 
Assembly.) But the point, in any case, is that the 
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workers' and to ile rs ' enemies. The substance o f the 
co n flic ts  among the im peria lis t and ca p ita lis t states 
is  simply over the best and safest way of keeping the 
deprived people o f the region enslaved. I t  is  over 
deciding which force, which bloc, or state is  going to 
get the biggest share of the product o f exploitation 
o f workers and to ile rs . They have a l l  understood one 
thing: the continuation of the present state of the 
Iran-Iraq war w i ll resu lt in  the weakening o f some of 
the regimes o f the region, and apart from the question 
of reductions and increases in the p ro fits  o f the 
r iv a l im peria lists, the main danger is  that the 
weakening of the local states would fa c il ita te  the 
outbreak of workers' and to ile rs ' revolution -  the age- 
old nightmare o f the im peria lists. Thus they a l l 
realize that the maintenance o f the region's "sta
b i l i t y "  is  the primary in terest o f a l l  o f them, but 
th e ir  r iv a lr ie s  and contradictions with each other and 
the p o lit ic a l and economic d if f ic u lt ie s  which each of 
them is  facing are so grave that they cannot easily 
resolve th e ir  disputes and con flic ts .

The nature o f the recent developments in  the Iran- 
Iraq war and the Gulf region should be clearly 
explained to the workers and to ile rs  o f the region. 
They must a l l  know f i r s t ly  that the whole o f th is  war, 
the passing of resolutions ..and the dispatching o f 
warships are to decide which group, on behalf o f the 
cap ita lis ts  and im peria lists, is  going to impose 
i t s e l f  on us; and secondly, that the situation o f the 
im peria lis ts ' and ca p ita lis ts ' world (from the Eastern 
to the Western bloc, and from the Gulf Sheikhdoms to 
the Islamic Republic o f Iran) is  too chaotic to le t 
them impose the ir rule on us easily. The recent 
developments in  the Gulf are only one example o f the 
c r it ic a l situation in  which the entire world of 
cap ita l and imperialism is  caught. And th is  example 
c learly shows what a suitable opportunity has been 
created by the fragmented camp o f the enemy for the 
v ic tory  o f the workers' and to ile rs ' revolution.

I f  today the rank o f the workers' revolution in  the 
Gulf and the Middle East region is  too weak to allow 
i t  to  enter the arena as an actual force and, u t il iz in g 
the dispersion within the enemy forces, rapidly 
achieve victory, th is  is  not ju s t a sign of our past 

o f workers' states in the region.
Workers and to ile rs  o f Iran must clearly know the 

meaning of recent developments in  the war and the 
Gulf. They must bring about the immediate ending of 
th is  war by 'relying- on the power o f th e ir  own 
struggle against th is  war and the Islamic Republic. 
The war the cap ita lis ts  have set up can a t best result 
in  an im peria lis t "s ta b il ity " ,  i . e . ,  repression and 
destitu tion under a "stable" government supported by 
the im peria lis ts, unless the working masses come 
forward, step up th e ir  struggle to  end the war, and 
a l l  the more extensively put th e ir  economic and 
p o lit ic a l demands against the Islamic Republic and the 
cap ita lis ts . Workers and to ile rs  o f Iran must turn the 
struggle to  end the war in to  a spring-board which 
strengthens th e ir  figh t for overthrowing the Islamic 
Republic. A ll the im peria lis t states have come to the 
Gulf; they roam the corridors o f in ternational assem
b lies, in the company of a l l  the im peria list experts, 
to  find a solution to the cris is-ridden condition of 
the states o f the region, including the Islamic 
Republic. The Iranian workers have once already, by 
th e ir  revolution and pulling down the Shah, disrupted 
a l l  im peria lis t calculations. To overthrow these 
Islamic representatives o f capita l and imperialism is 
certa inly not beyond the ir a b ility .

Ira j Azarin 
27 Oct. '87
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STATEMENT OF

THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF IRAN ON

THE OCCASION OF THE DEATH OF COMRADE JAFAR S H A F I'E E
:( (m e m b e r  o f  t h e  c e n t r a l  c o m m i t t e e  o f  t h e  C P I ) :

WORKERS, TOILERS!

Comrade Jafar Shafi'ee member of Che central commiecee of Che Communist Party 

of Iran and member of che cencral commiccee of Komala who was leaving Kurdistan 
co go abroad on an organisational mission, lost his life as a result of a 

collision with che car chat carried him on the evening of Thursday, Occober 29ch 
in Iraq. The sorrow of his loss weighs heavily on our hearts and che hearcs of 

all free-chinking, revolutionary and communist people.

Comrade Jafur was a well known figure in che communist movement in Iran, one 

of the founders of che CPI, a popular leader among che workers, parry comrades, 

and che masses of coiling and struggling people in Kurdistan, He is among those 

to whom our party owes a great deal of its achievements.

To rear leaders of his kind, che communisc movement and the working class 

should undergo years of struggle and many arduous experiences. He was among 

chose communist leaders whose name, behaviour, and every act symbolises and 
spurs the scruggle toward liberation from bondage, inequality, and exploitation. 

He was the embodimenc of a communist leader of masses of workers and toilers.

In his years of political and communisc struggle against the unjust system of 

capital, against the regimes of the Shah and of the Islamic Republic, he 

undertook casks of che heaviesc responsibility. In various organisational 

positions, in the central committee and politbur^au of Komala, in Che cencral 

committee of CPI, as the chief editor of the radio "Voice of rhe Iranian 

Revolution", and of party publications, in his writings and speeches, in various 

political and organisational missions, he was a remarkable example of communist 

faith, ingenuity, and dedication. He was a distinguished, valuable, and 

untiring pioneer of our party in propagating communism, in informing, unifying, 

and organising che workers, in exposing che demagogues, and in struggling 

against che revisionists and the false claimants of Marxism and communism.

His absence is undoubtedly a great loss to our party and our class, 

The name and che shining memory of comrade Jafar has lefc its unforgecable 

mark on che hope-inspiring resonance of communism, on che fighc against Che 

enemies of freedom and the exploited humanity, on exposing che enemies of che 

working class, and on direccing our class on Che path coward socialism and 

communism - a pach chosen by hundreds and thousands of communisc workers.
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SPEECH BY COMRADE JAFAR SHAFI'EE ON THE 
ANNIVERSARY OF THE FOUNDING OF THE C P I

The following is the text of the speech by 

comrade Jafar Shafiee, member of the 

central committee of the CPI and the 

central committee of Komala (the Kurdistan 

Organisation of the CPI), on the occasion 

of the fourth anniversary of the founding 

of the CPI. This speech was also broadcast 

from the radio Voice of the Iranian 

Revolution - BM.

★ * *

Party Comrades!
Communist and advanced workers!

Let me offer my congratulations upon the fourth 

anniversary of the Communist Party of Iran to you, to 

all the Iranian workers, to all party workers ... 

and to all those comrades who are heroically resisting 

in the dungeons of the IR regime.

Commemorating the foundation of the CPI isn't 

merely the commemoration of the foundation of a 

communist party, but, in my opinion, that of a serious 

struggle for the purpose of transforming communism 

into a social-working-class force, that of a serious 

struggle to create the pre-requisites of the socialist 

revolution.
The CPI has been founded for the essential purpose 

of organizing the social revolution of the working 

class, establishing a workers' state, and the eventual 

organization of a socialist society. Our party has 

been founded for this aim and no other! And if we're 

to give a definition of it, that'll be it! That's why 

we —  before its formation generally, and after its 

formation particularly - couldn't have had any feature 

but a serious anti-revisionist feature. That is to say, 

we had to be not only an anti-capitalist party, but at 

the same time a serious anti-revisionist party; the 

latter being our particularity. And it was in actual 

fact so. The reason is clear. The revolutionary 

Marxism in Iran, since its very conception, and 

ism. Any current which did not abhor capitalism could 

not be a communist current. Any current which worked 

against the interests of the working class could not 

be called communist. Any current which occupied 

other countries could not be a communist current. Any 

current which all the time and in all the ways, 

compromised with the bourgeois parties and currents, 

selling out working-class ideology and principles, 

could not be a communist current. And last but not least, 

any current which defended Khomeini could not be a 

communist current.

Thus we had to move in opposition to this revision

ist deluge; for what prevailed was nothing but 

revisionism. So, in order to promote the current of 

revolutionary communsim, revolutionary Marxism, we had 

to stand firm against this deluge. We were, of course, 

to a certain extent helped in this by the course of 

revolution itself; it would bear out our positions. So 

our characteristic was anti-revisionsim. And if we are 

to point out only one characteristic feature for our 

party [to-day], I'd single out this all-round anti

revisionism.

As far as we're concerned,the course to be followed 

by the working class is very clear. It is our first 

and foremost, indisputable duty (given that there 

exist no socio-economic handicaps or any great 

material-historical obstacles) to establish the 

workers' state, and, thereby, to abolish the capitalist 

private property, to abolish the enslavement of labour 

by capital, and to build a free, equal society . 

But, the realisation of this ideal requires its own 

pre-conditions. It is a social act. So it can be 

carried out by a social force; and that is the working 

class. Communism as the science of emancipation of the 

working class, has tied in the emancipation of the 

whole humanity with the struggle and the revolution of 

a definite social class - the working class.

So another aspect of us, which is in fact an 

integral part of our anti-revisionist character, is 
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society, and must therefore go! The foulness, the 
distress, and the agony it has caused humanity is 
so abhorrent that great patience is needed even to 
talk about them. Unemployment, starvation, addiction, 
prostitution, suppression, etc., etc., have cast such 
a gloom over the life of humanity that it has been 
left with no opportunity to enjoy the pleasures of 
life. ... Such a system must be abolished. It's no 
longer entitled to survival! ... It has survived too 
long!

On the other hand, we are witnessing strong 
working-class movements. The working class is protest
ing against the present order. There's an immense 
working-class movement in South Africa. In Germany, 

France, and Britain workers have raised the demand for 
a 35-hours' working-week. Strong workers' movements 

also exist in the U.S.A., South Korea, Haiti, Chile, 
and so on. ... [in short,] the whole world is under

going a revolutionary upheaval the background of which 
is the current economic crisis. But the question is, 
why doesn't the working-class uproot this capitalist 
system? Why are we not witnessing the establishment of 
workers' states, and the abolition of private property, 
in various countries? Why is that - while the situation 
is ripe? Our answer is that the rank of that social 
force of the revolution, the rank of the communist 
revolution, is suffering from a rupture. The social 
revolution, or the socialist revolution, is based upon 
two major pillars: the movement of the working class 
per s e , and communism, i.e., communist leaders and 
communist organization. There has long occurred a 
break-up between these two major pillars. In the 
absence of revolutionary communism, in the absence of 
a powerful communist organization to lead the working 
class through this [social] revolution, at least the 

experience has shown, the working class achieves, at 
the most, minor gainings; and only temporarily. ... In 
the absence of revolutionary communism and a strong 

communist party, revisionist parties which are for the 
capitalist order, and are not therefore willing to 
to strike at its roots, will gain the leadership of 
the movement. ...

Now, we intend to put an end to this break-up, and, 
by our practice, provide the most significant require

Against such power no bourgeois power can resist. We 
have organized the Communist Party with the aim of 
leading to victory such a social revolution as I tried 

to characterize.
What has so far been the impact of the party and 

its activity? I'll summarize this in a few points. 
First of all, it was founded in a critical situation. 
You all remember the formidable situation following 
the 20th of June 1981, in which the rabid bourgeois 
regime of IR had launched an extensive assault on the 
working class and the Iranian Left as a whole. It was 
under such circumstances that by establishing the 
party we organized a communist bastion against the 
assault. In this way, a communist-working-class pole 
was set up against the assault; and at a moment 

when despair and confusion has swarmed the left 
generally. Thus the party was a means to continue 
communist activityjand not merely to continue, but 
help it grow and flourish.

With the formation of the CPI and its subsequent 
activity, with the elaboration of the communist style 
of work, that, is, communist style of agitation, 
propaganda, organization, we have taken many serious 
steps towards the aim I explained earlier - "workers' 
communism". ... The result, after several years, has been 
that the Iranian workers have become responsive to 
communism and to the CPI more than ever. A considerable 
number of the most advanced workers have been won over 
to communism. A far greater number than those organiza
tionally associated with us have been increasingly 
influenced by communism, and have followed the example of 
our trend, of our policy, and of our methods. And 
this is a great achievement for us.

This reality has been still more conspicuous in 
Kurdistan. Spreading communism widely, and rendering 

it an undeniable social reality in Kurdistan; frus

trating the defeatist policy of the Kurdistan Democratic 
Party in facing the Islamic regime; preventing the 
domination of the policies of this party over the 
revolutionary movement of the toiling masses; constanc- 
ly disproving and reducing it to silence; all our 
agitation; all our radios; all the activities of 
thousands of activists within the ranks of the CPI; 
all our party literature, and so on, all have been at 
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and governmental crises. The disagreements within the 
ruling body have intensified to such an extent that if 
it were not for Khomeini's having life, it would be 
torn asunder from head to toe. Economically, socially, 
and militarily the regime is in the worst possible 
shape. Seven to eight million people are out of work, 
who, including their families, amount to twenty to twenty- 
five million. High prices have distressed the people 
more than flesh and blood can stand. According to an 
estimation, the rate of inflation, compared with the 
prices prevailing in the year 79-80 as a standard, is 
currently 500%! The number of people who have become 

refugees all over the world is colossal. There are one 
million Iranian refugees in Turkey alone. ... For such a 
regime it is getting more and more difficult to rule.

It is in a difficult international position too. Had’ 
it not been for the imperialism's fear of the future 
Iranian revolution, the regime wouldn't have kept its 
footing. So, the Islamic regime is, both from the 
point of view of those below, i.e., the working class 
and the masses, and from the point of view of those 
above, non-durable; and must go. Meanwhile, all 
bourgeois opposition forces are hastily getting 
prepared. Thus the issue of coalitions [within the 
bourgeois-opposition camp] arises; thus the issue of 
rapprochement with the imperialist Powers arises; for they 
want to secure themselves a significant position in 
the future political changes in Iran. It's therefore 
proper, indeed imperative, that the working class 
prepare itself more than other classes, especially in 
view of these shuffled and precarious circumstances; 
so that it would be able to seize political power in 
the midst of the future upheavals.
[So, to sum up,] the IR itself is in crisis; the 
Iranian bourgeoisie is in crisis; the world bourgeoi
sie in crisis; the imperialism is in deep political- 
economic crisis, and in the dominated countries is 
specially faced with a "governmental" crisis as well. 
Therefore, the question of political power is still 
quite an open question.

Under such circumstances the preparation of the 
working class, consolidating communism inside the 
class, turning communism into a social force, and the 
working class getting so ready that in the event of 

prepared, we wouldn't hestitate to establish it 
tomorrow.

It's obvious that under such circumstances very 
heavy duties rest upon the Communist Party. A histo- 

, rical obligation rests upon us. If the working class 
succeeds to seize the power in Iran, it'll serve as a 
revolutionary bastion for the growth of "workers' 
communism" beyond the boundaries of this country. So, 
this is not only a domestic duty, but a significant 
and valuable internationalist duty.

Now, in a struggle over political power, force is 
decisive. Under the circumstances of the future 
political upheavals, should we not be strong enough to 
actually seize the political power, shall make sure to 
grow at least strong enough not to let any bourgeois 
government establish itself firmly. This force, after 
it has made its appearance in the arena, would not only 
not let any bourgeois government establish itself, but 
would cause it constant disorder, would force it 
through successive revolutionary crises, until it 
would itself eventually capture the power.

The situation is particularly more favourable in 
Kurdistan; and it is the indisputable duty of the CP 
to try, in the midst of any political upheaval, 
whether in Iran or in Kurdistan, to draw the working 
class near the political power.

Our practice can also have serious international 
impacts. Revisionism, itself, is going through a state 
of crisis, and is not able to withstand the radi
calization of the workers. It can't withstand the 
miners movement [in Britain] the workers' movement in 
South Africa, and the movement of the Paris Metro 
workers. Revisionism is becoming devoid of all 
content. The ground is prepared among workers for the 
absorption, both theoretical and practical, of commun
ism. The issues that are being discussed in our party 
are therefore by no means exclusively Iranian issues. 
They are international issues. And in this field too 
we intend to make this tendency, this outlook, the 
international school of thought and practice of the 
workers all over the world; and we shall endeavour to 
achieve this goal.

My last word is that a party such as the CPI, which 
has put such a historical, fateful struggle on its agenda, 
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ON THE DISCUSSIONS OF THE SECOND 
CONGRESS OF THE CPI (Final Part)

Interview with comrade Mansoor Hekmat

After the 2nd Congress of the CPI in March 
86, the Party's central organ, Komonist, 
carried a series of interviews with comrade 
Hekmat (member of the Political Bureau of 
the Party) about the discussions of the 2nd 
Congress, which centred mainly around the 
question of workers' communism. The 
following is the third, and final, part of 
this interview published in Komonist No.29, 
Dec. 86 - BM.

★ ★ ★
Q : In the previous parts of this conversation you 

spoke of the need to elaborate the theoretical 

foundations of a distinct trend, i.e., the 

"workers' communism". No doubt the way to go 

about this is not that a few commmisions get 

down to work and produce some texts and finish 

the job so to speak. It seems that achieving 

this goal requires a process of theoretical 

work, and of ideological polemic within the 

party. How do you visualize the problem? Does it 

not require, for instance, a change in the norms 

of activity of the party's theoretical organs 

such as "Towards Socialism"*; we mean more 

flexible norms, such as those governing the 

"Bulletin on The Soviet Question"** at present? _ 

A: Let me first begin with some basic premises 

again. "Workers' communism" is a distinct ideological- 

practical trend which to-day has the position of a 

minority, a scattered, incoherent minority with 

undefined and unestablished identity within the so- 

called communist movement on the world scale. When I 

use the expression "workers' communism" I mean something 

more than a simple synonym for "genuine Marxism", 

movement were actually the political trend, as well as 

the organizational repository of the workers' struggle; 

if these trends had not socially broken off with the 

class that forms the basis of communism, and if they, 

in the course of their development, had not based 

themselves upon other social strata (from the "people" 

in the oppressed nations to the intellectuals in the 

industrially developed countries); if the course of 

history of communism and that of the workers' movement had 

not diverged, then the expression "workers' communism" 

would be a flat tautalogy. But to-day, this emphasis on the 

working-class character of communism expresses a 

particular quality and characterizes a particular 

tendency. Figthing against revisionist views, and 

endeavouring to achieve Marxist, as opposed to revi

sionist, organization and politics —  this is the 

origin of the expression "revolutionary Marxism". But 

the point, and this is an essential point, is that 

this theoretical and political effort and orientation 

must be completed with another, equally vital, 

fundamental element, and that is the recognition of 

the working class as the pillar, the basis and the 

pushing power of communism. The latter recognition is 

as vital as the recognition of Marxism itself. 

"Workers' communism" is a trend which intends to base 

itself upon both these fundamental elements, upon 

Marxism and upon the working class as a given social 

reality. It does not conceive of these two elements of 

its standpoint as separable elements. Thus "workers' 

communism", whether from the point of view of its 

historical development so far, or from the point of 

view of its current practice, or from the point of 

view of its practical attitudes, that is, its 

priorities in struggle, is a trend which has certain 

differences even with the purest and the most radical 

Marxist currents existing to-day. In the history of 
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t ic a l purity  the more sectarian, the more ind iffe ren t 
towards economic struggles and liv in g  conditions o f the 
working class, the more in d iffe ren t towards on
going struggles for reforms, and the more impotent to 
influence th e ir  contemporary p o lit ic a l m ilieu they 
become. Contrary to such wings, "workers' communism" 
puts i t s  theoretical soundness at the service o f the 
social strengthening o f communism, the growth o f the 
workers' movement, the practica l advance o f the 
working class in  d iffe ren t f ie ld s , and the un ification 
o f d iffe ren t sections o f the class. Contrary to the 
h ithe rto  existing so-called "radica l Marxism" -  which 
step by step reduces the soc ia lis t revolution to the 
proletarian state, the la tte r  to  the revolutionary 
party, and the revolutionary party to the ideology - 
"workers' communism" seeks in  socialism and soc ia lis t 
revolution the ris ing  to power of the working class as 
a whole; a to ta l change and a substantial material 
improvement in  the economic, social, p o lit ic a l,  and 
cu ltu ra l l i f e  of the broad masses of workers and 
to il in g  people. In short, i f  we don't consider Marxism 
and the Marxist movement merely from the point o f view 
of thoughts, views and polic ies, but regard i t  as the 
soc ia lis t movement of the working class, then our 
a ttitude  towards the history o f the Left movement up to 
the present, our conception of the course that must be 
adopted in the future, as well as our practical 
c r ite r ia  and values used in  judging the existing 
circumstances and processes w i ll change a l l  together. 
[  To give you an example, ]  one sees in  the Soviet 
experience the v io la tion  o f princip les, the other sees 
the revival o f dictatorship. But we see in  i t ,  before 
anything else, the loss o f the power our class had 
seized with utmost capability to crush one o f the 
strongholds o f private property and to liberate m illions 
of human beings from the slavery of cap ita l. [Or, 
to give you another example, ]  they choose the number 
o f the pamphlets and le a fle ts  they d is tribu te  in 
d iffe ren t quarters of town as the index o f the ir 
p ractica l progress. For us, however, the index is  the 
degree o f unity and practical strength . gained by 
workers [ as the resu lt o f our work during a certain 
period o f t im e ]. "Workers' communism" is  the embodi
ment o f that picture [ o f  communsim] depicted by Marx 

established it s e l f  w ithin th is  trad ition , for the 
simple reason that we're s t i l l  at the phase of 
defining the p a rticu la ritie s  o f th is  trend, o f making 
i t  known. The CPI is  a rad ica l, principled Marxist 
party with strong working-class tendencies. But, 
"workers' communism" is  not the only tendency at work 
among us. To-day, i t  is  not the principles o f th is 
tendency alone which d irect our course of thinking. 
[In fact] our party is  i t s e l f  the f i r s t  parade-ground, the 
f ir s t  junction o f the main tendencies existing within 
the contemporary radica l Marxism. The difference is 
that in  the CPI "workers' communism" enjoys a very 
favourable s itua tion  and a motivating environment to 
grow. But there is  a long way to go from th is  s ituation 
to the conditions in  which the structure of the party, 
i t s  leadership and it s  cadres, i t s  daily practice, i t s 
practica l trad ition , e tc ., are firm ly implanted in  the 
framework o f clear and well-established principles o f 
"workers' communism" o f Marx and Lenin. This requires 
a theoretical struggle. Nor is  i t  a simple task. 
During such a struggle other tendencies, both within 
and without the party, must be c rit ic ize d . "Workers' 
communism", through positive assertion o f i t s  attitudes 
towards various aspects [o f struggle], must be trans
formed in to  a comprehensive and reproducing current in 
the party. And here the tool we have is  c ritic ism 
rather than study, or, better to say, our every piece 
o f study must be geared to the needs o f such a 
c ritique .

So, while appreciating the significance of the 
commission-style o f work, I  believe i t  does not provide 
the key to the problem. The chief context within which 
th is  task is  to be carried out is  opposition o f views. 
But does i t  mean that to achieve th is  we have to 
publish the party's central organs with arrangements 
sim ilar to those being applied to the "B u lle tin  on the 
Soviet question?" That is ,  do we have to bring out our 
central organs in  the form o f a public platform for 
debates? I f  you ask my personal view on th is  question, 
I 'd  say no. In our party both members and the lines 
( i f  there exist any defined and formulated lines) have 
the rig h t to publish the ir views. The Soviet B u lle tin 
is  only one example of th is  [freedom]. The publication 
of signed a rtic le s  -  whenever there are su ffic ien t numbers 
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"Towards Socialism", [as the theoretical organ of the 
CPI], it is not a collection magazine or a platform 
for theoretical debates, but a journal which serves as 
a medium to elaborate on the theoretical foundations 
of the policies and orientations which have been 
frequently confirmed in practice throughout the CPI's 
activity during the past few years.

Q: Having considered the discussions of The 
Second Congress, what do you envisage to be the 
most urgent tasks of the party both in the 
theoretical and in the practical field?
A: I think with regard to task and priorities one 

should make a distinction between the party and the 
trend (or tradition) to which it belongs. We, as a 
political party, have one set of tasks and priorities 
and, as a certain Marxist tendency, a different one. 
These tasks and priorities, although seriously related, 
do not coincide completely. I have already, in a 
previous discussion (the editorial of TS, no. 1), pointed 
out that the liveliness of our party work is directly 
related to the dynamism of our general ideological 
tendency and its ascending quality. A political party 
is inconceivable in isolation from a theoretical base. 
No-one can belong to a descending tendency and, at the 
same time, build a strong party; at least one cannot 
do so for a long period of time. Conversely, the 
existence of vigorous intellectual and political 
tendencies is inconceivable without their practical 
[i.e., material] manifestations in the form, of 

political parties. The death of the populist tradition 
in Iran simultaneously led bulky organizations into 
crisis. The Fedaie * tradition became an historical ana
chronism, and, together with this, Fedaiee, as an organi
zation, became what we witnessed before and are still wit
nessing to-day. The crisis of Maoism, and the fate of 
Maoist organizations, presents another example. The 
New Left is an example to the contrary: a tradition, 
unable to advance in the field of party building, 
inevitably remained confined to an intellectual 
movement during the past two decades, and disintegrat
ed.

We must correctly recognize these two aspects of 
our task, and respond to both practically. So I would 
prefer we distinguished these two levels: the tasks 

let me merely name those questions and pass on. The 
first and the most cardinal topic is the experience 
of the proletarian revolution in Russia, or the so- 
called "Soviet Question". The clue' to many decisive 
themes lies in the answer to this question - themes from 
the economic relations under socialism and the 
structure of the dictatorship of the proletariat to 
the theory of party and the relation between the party 
and the class; from the course of developments in the 

Comintern to the relations between different classes 
on the morrow of the proletarian revolution.

The second question is that of a positive formula
tion of the features of "workers' communism", and, on 
that basis, a critique of the main trends and tradi
tions existing within the entire spectrum of all those 
[groups] laying claim to communism. Here we need both 
an ideological formulation and an historical analysis 
of the concept "workers' communsim".

A third topic is an objective, Marxist assessment 
of to-day's situation, both economic and political, in 
the capitalist world. This will be a starting point 
for the settlement of a series of questions confronting 
the communists of to-day; Questions such as the actual 
situation of the economic movement of the class, the 
crisis of trade-unionism, the protest movements 
against the existing order and their fate, the workers' 
revolution and the question of reforms, revolutions in the 
oppressed countries, the imperialist war, and so forth, 
are all posed within this framework.

In proportion as we are able to attain clear ana
lyses, in these respects as well as in their more 
concrete peripheries, in that same proportion will we 
be able not only to secure a leading, strong position 
for the CPI, but also to help the formation and coming upon 
the arena of forces and trends akin to ourselves in other 
countries. Dealing with these questions is a vital 
necessity to raising the banner of a revolutionary 
communism at the international level. But, the link 
which immediately relates these tasks to the CPI is 
that we should, as we advance in these [theoretical] 
fields, define and organize the political practices 
that correspond to them. The communist party is the 
most important and the most immediately avilable means 
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activity abroad.
Concerning the field of activity among the workers 

and their party organization, our primary problem in 

the present period is to form a strong rank of 

communist workers, and to transform the party into the 

repository of their revolutionary political struggle. 

This, in turn, requires the establishment of certain 
conceptions and methods [of struggle] in our current 
activity. We are going through a rich period of 
"training on the job" on [the subject] of practical 

communism. As can be seen from the pages of this very 

paper, "Komonist", during the period of the past few 

years a new, lively attitude towards communist work has 

been making its presence felt among us. It is our duty 

to carry on this trend to the point where the communist 

traditions of activity among workers, the communist 

traditions of unifying and organizing the workers and 

their struggles, become the natural and instinctive 
forms of activity. We must get to the point where any 

new comrade who joins us would follow suit and auto

matically work along that line. We have a definite 

length of time to accomplish this, not to the end of 

time. And the deadline is the future round of upsurge 

of the mass movement in Iran, which does not seem too 

far away. If the CPI can manage to base itself upon a 

firm foundation of immediate leaders* of workers 
during this period, then, during the coming [revolu

tionary-] political upsurge, it will definitely play 

a decisive role in calling the workers, as an inde

pendent force, to the battle-field. Otherwise there's 

fear of the party either being completely pushed over - 

except in Kurdistan - to the fringes of the course of 

events (like the radical Left was in the previous 

round), or, in the midst of the activation of the 

extensive non-proletarian layers of the population, of 

its character being overriden by the popular radical

ism which intensifies during such revolutionary 

periods. In such a period it is the proletarian 

backbone of the party which will decide whether our 

party will have the power to lead this radicalism, 

without playing down its own class character, or 
itself will be drowned in it.

Another urgent question which confronts us in 

relation to the working class and workers' movement is 

benefits, pay rises, the right to strike, and so on, 

are not our demands alone; they are the demands of all 

militant circles within our class. They can serve as 

the basis of united actions. And what's more, we think 

different currents can even reach an agreement on the 
draft of a democratic labour law capable of bringing 

together and coordinating different aspects of the 

workers' struggles at this moment. This is the 

direction in which we should conduct our work. It will 

certainly take a lot of work. But we believe there is a 

serious possibility for success in this field. •

In Kurdistan, besides the problem of basic communist 

activity among the working class, we have to respond 

to the problems of a specific revolutionary movement. 

For various reasons, and at least since August 19, 
1979*, the class and the [popular] revolutionary 

struggles in Kurdistan have taken a course different 

from the rest of the country. The formation of an 

extensive armed struggle against the Islamic Republic 
(IR), the existence of special demands for the 

elimination of national oppression - and their being 

more prompted as compared with other democratic 
demands - and the exitence of a different balance of 

forces between revolution and counter-revolution, all 

provide particular circumstances for workers' struggle 

as well as communist struggle. Those organizations whose 

presence in Kurdistan has a somewhat formal, or 

symbolic, character, or who regard Kurdistan as their 

"rearguard", may be able to adopt a policy of "pati

ence" to see what's going to happen in Teheran. And 

they may also be able to wrap up this patience in the 

veil of such postulations as "the fate of the movement 

in Kurdistan is closely connected with that of the 
Iranian revolution as a whole". We have no use for any 

such policy or any such banal statement. The Kurdish 

movement is closely connected with the nation-wide 

movement. Fair enough; There's no doubt about this, 

and no genius mind is needed to understand it. But the 

point is that to be able to speak of the connection 

between the Kurdish and the all-Iranian movement, one 

must first assume the existence of a living, rising 

movement in Kurdistan. For our party Kurdistan is no 
rearguard, but an important front-line. Komala [The 

Kurdistan Organisation of the CPI] is itself one of 
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The revolutionary rank of the Kurdish workers and 
to ile rs  is  confronting the bourgeois counter-revolution 
and its  Islamic regime in three main fronts: f ir s t , 
the armed struggle against the regime's suppressive 
[m ilita ry ] forces,- second, popular p o lit ic a l struggle 
to achieve democratic demands [in  general], and 
libera tion  from national oppression in  p rticu la r - 
a demand which the suppressive character o f the Iranian 
bourgeoisie has driven to the topmost position among 
other democratic demands o f the Kurdish people; and 
th ird , the Kurdish workers' immediate struggles in 
the economic fie ld , hinging upon workers' demands 
(both p o lit ic a l and economic) in  the s t r ic t  sense of 
the word.

F irs t o f a l l  we must organize the struggle in  these 
three fie lds . Given the age-old inactiveness of the 
communists with regard to the organization of workers' 
current, immediate struggles, and given the fact that the 
p o lit ic a l aspect o f the mass struggles in Kurdistan 
has been overshadowed by the armed struggle, the 
c la r if ic a tio n  of our lines o f policy in  organizing 
these aspects of struggle demands our very serious 
attention. Armed struggle has so fa r been the practical 
guarantee for the prevalence of a balance o f forces 
more favourable [than other parts of Iran] to the 
struggles o f the working people in  Kurdistan. I t  has 
also been the d is tinc tive  characteristic feature of 
the special circumstances prevailing in  Kurdistan in 
the recent period. But, i t s  forms and methods must now 
be revised and elaborated with a view to -the new 
overall m ilita ry  s itua tion . Kurdistan has been turned 
in to a main ba ttle -fron t in the reactionary Iran- 
Iraq war and has become intensely m ilita rized . The 
mode of our m ilita ry  a c tiv it ie s , practica l aims o f our 
operations, the ir tempo, and th e ir  forms of development 
should, in the lig h t o f the new conditions, be subjected 
to study and c la rif ic a tio n .

Secondly, we should do our best to lin k  up these 
three fie lds  in  a single, unified struggle. Our 
a c tiv ity  in  each f ie ld  should serve to enhance our 
a c tiv ity  in  the other. Each successful workers' s trike , 
each mass protest against the regime's levying troops, 
and each m ilita ry  operation of the Peshmargas*, a l l 
these, besides th e ir  immediate and independent values, 

mental leap w i ll be taken in  the popular movement as 
a whole; i t  w i l l be a decisive blow to the authority 
o f the bourgeoisie in  Kurdistan that w i l l ,  in  i t s  own 
turn, a ffect [our a c tiv ity  in ] the m ilita ry  f ie ld .  In 
the same way, our m ilita ry  operations, and our 
organization o f the mass protests against d iffe ren t 
manifestations o f the regime's oppressive ru le  in 
Kurdistan, w i l l  have serious, immediate effects on the 
present general balance of forces and w i l l  lend force 
to the development o f struggle in  other forms. To
day Komala possesses the power and the social in f lu - 
.ence to present to the to il in g  masses o f Kurdistan the 
perspective of a purposeful, comprehensive and 
effective struggle. I t  can fam iliarize them with its 
d iffe rent phases and it s  m ultifarious fronts, and ca ll 
them to the b a ttle - fie ld .

In short, an urgent aspect o f our a c tiv ity  in  th is 
period is  to draw the outline of th is  perspective, and 
to in tensify the struggle fo r i t s  realisation. I t 
sould be specially noticed that i f  communists f a i l  to 
depict th is  perspective v iv id ly , then the actual 
movement o f the masses in Kurdistan w i ll inevitably 
f a l l ' prey to the na tio na lis tic  narrow-mindedness 
which is  inherent in  any movement against national 
oppression, and which already has had it s  representa
tive  in  Kurdistan [ i .e . ,  the Kurdistan Democratic 
Party]. I t  is  a nationalism which has already revealed 
it s  a ttitude towards the workers' and to il in g  masses' 
demands, and which regards the armed struggle merely 
as a lever to wrest out minor concessions w ith in the 
lim ita tions o f an essentially reconcilia tory policy.

The f i f t h  congress o f Komala has taken serious 
steps to provide answers to these questions, but s t i l l 
greater energy should be applied by the whole party to 
c la r ify  the d iffe ren t aspects of the problem [o f our 
a c tiv ity  in  Kurdistan].

We are also confronted with immediate and important 
tasks in  respect o f our a c tiv ity  abroad. We should 
admit that for a long time there have existed serious 
disorders - avoidable and unavoidable in  our a c t i
v ity  abroad. The chief cause o f these disorders 
has been our long-time in se n s ib ility  to the s ig n if i
cance o f a c tiv ity  abroad, and, consequently, our long 
delay in  defining the principles and the aims o f 
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necessitated the serious attention of the party to be 

paid to this field. The demand was met belatedly and 

imperfectly.

A feature of our organization abroad is the 

heterogeneous composition of activists with different 

practical perspectives, styles and methods of work, 

priorities, and political experience. To give you an 

example, those comrades of ours who have been active 

abroad for a longer time are very well capable of work 

in the international field, and of making contacts 

with and influencing the non-Iranian workers' and 

communists organizations; but not necessarily all of 

them have a correct estimation of the work among Iran

ian immigrants. On the opposite pole there are 

comrades whose experience is associated with under

ground work in towns in Iran, or work under special condi

tions of Kurdistan; but they have no deep understanding of 

work in the international field, or if they do, it is a 

difficult task for them to practically adapt to its 

requirements. The actual variety is much wider than 

the two examples I just gave you. These multifarious 

experiences are accompanied by a variety of attitudes 

and even habits and morals. So far, the creation of a 

uniform party organisation capable of conducting a 

coherent, routine activity has proved to be no easy 

job. Creating such an organisation, giving it a 

principled and uniform perspective, co-ordinating the 

activity of different party organizations, and 

launching a systematic and comprehensive activity 

abroad, are parts of an urgent task of ours in the 

present period. This is a task which has begun since 

some time ago, and we hope to bring it to a desireable 

completion within the next few months.

These were our immediate problems in the main 

fields of current party activity. As for the main 

tactics of the party, I'll just touch upon a couple of 

points.
The first question is that of the overthrow of the 

Islamic Republic regime. Our tactical positions in 

this regard are quite clear. The important point is 

that the I.R. is in the throes of new crises, both 

economic and political. These crises are serious, and 

unfold the prospects of a revolutionary situation and 

of the downfall of the Islamic regime. The essential 

IR. Demands concerning the mode of administration of 

the post-revolutionary society, equality of men and 

women, freedom of religion, a democratic labour law, 

and so on, can be both elaborated and spelt out in 

such a way as to become a rallying-point for different 

factions of the anti-IR movement.

The question of the non-proletarian opposition also 

enters here. The question as to what [regime] can 

actually replace the IR is still quite an open one, 

the answer to which will depend on the actual balance 

of forces that are at work in the process of struggle 

for the overthrow of the regime. To-day, there are 

various class-social forces willing to substitute or 

overthrow the present regime. We should be able to 

expose the true nature and the true inclinations of 

these currents to the labouring masses of people. 

This, considering the changes that are currently 

taking place within the opposition, is of special 

significance. The fate of Mojahedin and [their] 

National Council of Resistance is a well-known story 

which I need not repeat here. The Iranian bourgeois 

opposition in exile as a whole is to-day heavily 

influenced by the formation of opposing groups within 

the regime itself. This change has already affected 

the coalitions existing within the bourgeois currents 

opposed to the I.R. On the other hand, we see .the 

recent proceedings within the Tudeh Party*, and the 

role presently played by Rah-e-Kargar** in organizing, 

within the same spectrum, an alternative current to 

the Tudeh Party. All these factors make it imperative 

that we reconsider the present situation of non- 

proletarian parties, and re-define our practical 

attitudes towards these currents.

Finally, I must touch upon the question of our 

criteria and principles in dealing with communist 

parties and groups at the international level. At this 

moment there do not exist any exact counterparts of us 

from the point of view of the theoretical and prac

tical positions. What we have before us are radical 

left tendencies within the Marxist movement in general 

who are close to us in different degrees. What we must 

acquire is a set of minimum critera and principles to 

mark out the shades of forces which are close enough 

to us to make it permissible for us to consciously 
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capacities to different organs and different fields of 
activity, we noticed that there is a need for a 
concentration of our collective energy in order to prepare 
the answers to a list of priorities. Let me point out in 
passing that this is an old problem of ours. The 
politburo as an organ has various duties, from 
administering different branches of party activity to 
conducting theoretical work, to political leadership. 
The energy at the disposal of the politburo is divided 
among these different aspects; and the greatest harm is 
done, more often than not, to the analytical-theor
etical work/ for other tasks are usually urgent and 
cannot be delayed. This is a weak point. Nor is it 
easy to get rid of. Practical needs frequently impose re
arrangements on us. The fact that we have not been 
able to keep the appointment of the same comrade to 
the editorship of our central organ for a long span of 
time is just one example of these drawbacks. Anyhow, 
during the period after the congress, we have managed 
to create this concentration of attention and activity. 
A list of priorities was made out and confirmed by the 
politburo; and on the basis of it a period of inten
sive, concentrated (or more or less concentrated) work 
has begun in which a greater number of comrades from 
the central committee are participating. The content 
of these pivotal subjects, or the list of priorities, 
is the points I have already mentioned here. Our aim 
is to, in a given period of time, prepare answers to 
as great a part of these questions as possible. So far, 
we have had a number of meetings and seminars on 
topics such as the Soviet Union, our [secret] activi
ties in towns, the question as to how we can render 
the party a workers' party, our activity abroad, the 
present political situation, the question of the war 
and the I.R., the bourgeois opposition, our criteria 
in our international relations, the problems of the 
Kurdish movement, etc. Whenever our discussions on 
these topics are worked out and presentable, we will 
publish them. And the task of adopting the policies 
implied by them will be assigned to their routine 
channels, i.e., to their corresponding organs and 
comrades directly in charge. As you know tne sum and 
substance of our discussions on the party work among 
workers, and the party work abroad, has been publish

known. I should point out that we do not publish our discus
sions on this Question with the intention of declar
ing the official position of the party on the details 
of the Russian experience. Such a question cannot 
essentially be answered in official proclamations and 
resolutions of the party. Our aim is rather to 
elaborate and to present the analyses existing at the 
party level.

As for the criteria and principles of our interna
tional work, our discussions have advanced enough to 
enable us to build some practical activity upon them. 
Nevertheless, we still have to work to present a 
comprehensive analytical argument, especially because 
this question is closely related to another of our 
discussions, i.e., the origins and the characteristics 
of our Marxism; and the latter is still continuing.

Let me remind you that it's not the task of the 
politburo alone to deal with this [list of] priori
ties. As I pointed out earlier, what the politburo has 
at any particular moment in time on its agenda is a 
collection of matters concerning the activities of the 
party at different levels. In the same way, the 
settlement of each of these discussions will put a new 
series of tasks, of a more practical nature, on the 
agenda. After the settlement of, for example, the 
discussions concerning principles of our policy of 
organizing workers we should set about planning the 
propaganda for this policy among party activists. It 
will call for a series of articles for the [central] 
organ, a series of programmes for the Voice of the 
CPI, and so forth. The executive tasks concerning the 
implementation of such a policy will also be contained 
in this collection.

Q: What are the drawbacks to quickening the 
process of conclusion of these discussions? Has 
the progress made in this respect been on the 
whole satisfactory?
A: Comparing our work in this period with that in 

the previous one, I must say we have definitely done 
more in the present period. Yet it is possible to work 
with still greater efficiency. Concerning the draw
backs, one can say a lot. From technical-practical 
problems to complexities of theoretical issues there 
are obstacles that slow down the speed of work. But 
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been brought up not only in  the party  meetings, but 

also by our p u b lic  papers as important issues demand

ing the close a tte n tio n  o f  a l l  pa rty  members and 

a c t iv is ts .  The "S ovie t B u lle t in "  is  i t s e l f  an in d ica 

t io n  o f the p a rt our party  comrades in  the d if fe re n t 

party  organs take in  discussing th is  question. The ques

t io n  o f tu rn ing  in to  a workers' p a rty , as w e ll as 
the question o f  party  work abroad, has a lso been the 
sub ject o f discussion, in  numerous party  meetings and 

seminars. Our comrades have there fore  been asked many 

times to  d iscuss, and to  ponder over these issues. Our 
comrades, depending on th e ir  in c lin a t io n s  and th e ir 

degree o f  preparedness, or the p r io r i t y  they give to 

th e ir  work in  th e ir  own organ, can be a c tive  or 

in a c tiv e  in  such discussions; but the po libu ro  as an 

organ has taken i t  upon i t s e l f  to  deal w ith  these 

questions.
The discussions a t the ce n tra l le v e l form, in  fa c t, 

the th in k in g  process o f an organ,- and whenever the 
holders o f such thoughts f in d  th e ir  views consistent 

enough and mature enough to  be presented, they w i l l 
c e r ta in ly  do so, and not merely a t the party  le v e l but 

p u b lic ly  a t the le ve l o f  the whole movement. In  fac t 

th is  has been the case up to  now.
Q: What you have said so fa r  gives an image o f 

the  preoccupations o f the party  leadership and 

the a c t iv it ie s  conducted a t the c e n tra l le v e l. 

At the end i t  may be not a bad idea to  give your 
assessment o f  the general c lim ate p re va ilin g  in 

the party  as a whole in  the period a fte r  the 
congress. To what exten t, in  your op in ion, have 
the o rie n ta tio n s  o f the Second Congress come to 
p re v a il throughout the party? And, what advance
ments or obstacles have there exis ted  in  th is 
regard?

A: I f  we leave the p a r ty 's  workers' organ iza tion  in 
towns, which, in  my view, has been c loser to  the 

o rie n ta tion s  o f  the Second Congress from the beginning, 
I  believe in  other parts  we can see periphera l and 

subordinate, a lb e it  p o s it iv e , re s u lts  o f the Second 

Congress more than we can see the e ffe c ts  o f  the c h ie f 

o rie n ta tio n  o f the Second Congress which was "workers' 

communism". I  should emphasize th a t th is  is  my 
personal notion.

The Second Congress t r ie d  to  c a l l  the a tte n tio n  o f 

Our eyes. The Congress ca lle d  fo r contemplation on 

unresolved problems o f the communist movement instead 

o f fee lin g  s a tis fa c tio n  a t and complacency over the 

" in te rn a l"  achievements o f one's own organ iza tion . This 

has brought a wave o f  new thoughts, and hea lthy and 
v iv id  enthusiasm to  set foo t in  new, m u lt ifa rio u s 
f ie ld s  o f  theory. Expectations have ris e n , and preoc

cupations have increased. Dogmatism and one-sidedness, 
narrow-mindedness, and contentment w ith  what has been 
already said or le a rn t,  have a l l  been replaced by 

c u r io s ity  and endeavours to  ass im ila te  a l l  the theore

t ic a l  achievements o f  a l l  the d if fe re n t  shades in  the 
M arxist movement. This is  a very promising mood; a 

mood which is  easy to  notice  fo r  anyone who has 

followed our p ub lica tio ns , or has been in  close touch 

w ith  our comrades. But, th is  promising mood w i l l  not 

by i t s e l f  answer our questions. Such a mood, unless 
i t  bases i t s e l f  upon a c le ar understanding o f  the 

m a te ria l process o f growth o f the revo lu tionary 
M arxist movement, and o f the m ateria l spurs o f 

necessity to  provide answers to  the problems o f the 

p ro le ta ria n  re vo lu tio n , w i l l  be fru s tra te d  and 

remain castrated no less qu ick ly  than has come in to 

being. Our advancement won't take place in  such a way 
th a t,  fo llow ing  a series o f th e o re tic a l works, some 

th inke rs  emerge who w i l l  be able to  provide compre

hensive so lu tions  to  the e x is tin g  problems, w i l l 

pub lish  some a r t ic le s ,  and w i l l  enable the Marxists o f 

to-day to  acquire mastery -  l ik e  the time o f  Marx and 

Lenin -  over the questions o f th e ir  time. Socia l 
questions are answered by so c ia l forces. The process 

o f p rov id ing  answers to  p iv o ta l questions o f the 
in te rn a tio n a l M arxist movement is  inseparable from the 

process o f m ateria l progress, so c ia l ascent, and 
p o li t ic o -p ra c t ic a l in terven tion ism  o f  the "workers' 
communism". As I  have already sa id, those thoughtsand 
ideas which in  th is  era have fa i le d  to  have p o l i t ic a l , 

o r p a rty , expressions have a c tu a lly  come to  a dead 
stop even as thoughts and ideas. The party  organiza

t io n  o f communism is  as v i t a l  to  i t s  v ic to ry  as the 

communist thought. So, the c a l l  o f  the second congress 

was made w ith  a view as much to  the e laboration o f our 
c lass standpoint as to  [the  fa c t th a t] th is  standpoint 

should f a c i l i t a te  and enhance the p rac tice  o f  a 
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A NOTE ABOUT THE D E B A TE S 
ON THE Q U E S T IO N  OF S O V IE T  U N IO N

C O R R E C T IO N

U n fo r tu n a te ly  th e  fo l lo w in g

In  th e  c o n tin u a tio n  o f  th e  t r a n s la t io n 
o f  a r t i c l e s  from our b u l l e t in  "M arxism  and 
th e  q u e s tio n  o f  S o v ie t Union" (a  b u l l e t in 
o f  v iew s and d eb ates  on th e  S o v ie t  q u e s t io n ) , 
we had p lan n ed  to  p u b lis h ,  in  t h i s  is s u e , 
th e  a r t i c l e  " C r i t iq u e  o f  M y s t ic a l  S o c ia lis m 
(B e t te lh e im *s  'T r a n s i t io n a l  P e r io d s ' ) " by 
comrade I r a j  A z a r in . But due to  th e  le n g th 
o f  th e  a r t i c l e ,  we have had to  p u b lis h  i t 
s e p a r a te ly  in  th e  form o f  a supplem ent to 
th e  p re s e n t BM. T h is  supplem ent w i l l  be out 
soon.

So f a r ,  th e  fo l lo w in g  a r t i c l e s  from  th e

o c cu rre d
Message" 
m eanings 
should  I

in  th e  l a s t  iss u e 
w hich may have

; a t 
be

some p la c e s .

ty p in g  e r ro rs 
o f  " B o ls h e v ik 
a f fe c t e d  th e 

These m is tak es
c o rre c te d  e s p e c ia l ly  in  case

t r a n s la t io n s  a re  made from th e  E n g lis h  t e x t 
in t o  o th e r  lan g u ag e s . The c o r r e c t  v e rs io n s

two is s u e 
t r a n s la te d 
M essage": 
Q u estio n

o f  th e  B u l le t in  have been 
and p u b lis h e d  in  "B o ls h e v ik 
’ In t r o d u c to r y  Theses on , th e 
f  S o v ie t  U n io n " ,  by Hamid

Taghvaee (BM no . 8 ) ,  " Notes on: ’ S o c ia lis m
& th e  A n a ly s is  o f  S o v ie t  Union by I r a j
A z a r in  (BM no . 9 ) ,  " M a rg in a l Notes on th e 
Recent S w e e z y -B e tte lh e im  D e b a tes " ,  by 
Mansoor Hekmat (BM n o . 1 0 ) ,  and " T ro ts k y  & 
th e  C r i t iq u e  o f  th e  Socio -Econom ic  R e la t io n s 
and th e  S ta te  in  S o v ie t  U n io n " ,  by Farhad
B e sh ara t (BM no. A p a rt from th e  n e x t
su p p lem en t, f u r t h e r  a r t i c l e s  from  th e 
B u l le t in  w i l l  be p u b lis h e d  in  th e  fu tu r e 
iss u e s  o f  B o ls h e v ik  Message.

FINANCIAL CONTRIBUTIONS FOR THE CPI

To help the Communist P arty  o f Ira n  finan
c ia l l y  p lease send cheques or ( in te r n a t io n a l) 
money orders to  any o f our addresses, pay
able to BM. Bayan. A lte r n a t iv e ly  d ir e c t ly 
c r e d it  the fo llo w in g  account and send us a 
copy o f the bank re c e ip t:

BM. Bayan, C/A 03952940

states p. 1,2nd column, 1. 7
powers p. 2, " ” " 17
reg ion 's p. 3, " " "  3
congresses p. 5, 1st " 1'14
growth p. 7, " " "21
what p. 8, "  " " 17 from below
some p. 8, 2nd 11 it 2 i " H
p rin c ip le d p. 9, "  " ii 28 " ' "
became p.11, " " " 15
became p.11, " " " 30
reversed p.12, 1st " it 29 " II

pretensions p.13, " " "  4
became p.13, " " " 12
In te rn a tio n a l, p. 15, 2nd " "  6
could p.16, 1st " " 5
and not by c a p ita lis ts p.17, "  " "21 4 22 -
w ith  the method o f 
s ta te  t r u s t i f ic a t io n

from below

convulsive p. 17, 2nd column "  28
became p.18, 1st " " 5 from below
comprising p. 18, 2nd " II 3 n II

to  the question p.19, "  " "  10
would look l ik e p.22, 1st " " 28
forging p.23, "  " u 25 "  "
Babak Zahraei p .2 3 ,2nd " footnote
tra n s it io n a l p.23, " " II

mechanisms o f  i t s p .24, "  " " 28 from below
in e v i ta b i l i t y  o f  th is p.25, 1st " " 5

F in a n c ia l C o n trib u tio n s  fo r  the K urdistan 
O rg an isatio n  o f the CPI-Komala -  may be 
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