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The Russian revolution of 1905 was followed by a series of revolutions in Iran
(1906), Turkey (1908), Mexico (1910), and China (1911) that marked a new
stage in the history of the developing world and brought several competing ide-
ologies— nationalism, democracy, religion, and socialism—into open confronta-
tion. The Iranian Constitutional Revolution is remembered most for its establish-
ment of a parliament and a democratic constitution in the country for the first
time. Less known are the roles of various social democratic tendencies that were
active in Iran in this period. These groups, which became politically important
organizations in their own right, are of crucial importance in an understanding
of the course and development of the revolution. Moreover, the social and cul-
tural aspects of the revolution, in which the social democrats-played an active
part, were not marginal and insignificant but rather at the very heart of the rev-
olution, helping to define both the scope and the limitations of the movement.- - -

The Constitutional Revolution was made possible through an initial hybrid
coalition of forces, which included liberal reformers, members of the ulama, mer-
chants, shopkeepers, students, trade guildspeople, workers, and radical mem-
bers of secret societies who promoted the formation of an assembly of delegates
and a constitution. This coalition was first formed during the tobacco protests of
1891-92, partially overcoming a long history of hostility and animosity between
the religious/secular reformers and the orthodox members of the ulama.’ :

Greater Interaction with the capitalist world economy, and resentment over
the increasing domination of Iran by the European powers in the second half of
the nineteenth century, was a major contributor to the creation of this alliance,
as well as to the revolutionary upheavals that followed in Iran in the beginning
of the twentieth century. From the 1880s onward, Iran’s trade with Europe in-
creased substantially in response to the improved transportation system, new
telegraph lines to Europe, the introduction of steamboats in the Caspian Sea and
the Persian Gulf, and especially the opening of the Suez Canal. The European
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demand for cotton, rice, fruit, silk, and opium had a significant impact on domes-
tic agriculture, leading to a stress on cash crops at the expense of subsistence
farming and manufactured products. Meanwhile, a variety of treaties signed with
European countries, beginning with the 1813 Gulistan and 1828 Turkamanchay
treaties with Russia, prohibited the establishment of protective measures that
could have saved local industries in Iran. Ann Lambton, Charles Issawi, Nikki
Keddie, and Willem Floor have argued that the transition from subsistence agri-
culture to the growing of cash crops, and the accompanying sale of khalisah
crown lands to private landlords, a process that accelerated in the last decade of
the nineteenth century, led to much material deterioration in the lives of the ma-
jority of the small merchants, artisans, and the peasants.! More recently, john
Foran, following the Latin American dependency school, has argued that the pro-
cess of development in Iran was a dependent development. It brought a degree
of modernization to the country and even benefited some sectors of society in
the short period, but in the long run, it was a type of development that served
the interests of the foreign merchants rather than the native community and left
the general population much worse off. Using Immanuel Wallerstein's world-
system analysis, Foran argues that Iran, by the latter part of the pineteenth cen-
tury, had moved from being a “non-European core” economy in the Safavid period
to being part of the “periphery” of the world capitalist market.

There were also important ideological components that cemented what Nikki
Keddie has called the *religious-radical alliance” that ultimately brought forth
the Constitutional Revolution.® The tendency in contemporary studies of this rev-
olution has been to move away from some earlier interpretations that emphasized
the leadership of the ulama and attributed their role to a strong sense of justice
embedded in Shi‘ite doctrines. Instead, new emphasis has been placed on the di-
versity of the coalition that made the revolution possible. Gad Gilbar has argued
that it was the merchants, together with the members of the trade guilds, who
initially supported the ulama and later held a bast (sit-in) at the British embassy.
1t was they who fought for and gained a constitution and a parliament along Eu-
ropean lines.* Vanessa Martin emphasizes some of the economic factors that un-
derlined the political alliances of the ulama in the revolutionary period. Shaikh
Fazlullah Nuri, who soon sided with the opposition, handled the court’s litiga-
tion, whereas Sayyid Abdullah Bihbahani and Sayyid Muhammad Tabataba‘i had
closer ties to the merchants and the guilds of Tehran.® Said Amir Arjomand has
argued that the two ranking clerics, Bihbahani and Tabataba‘i, hung back as the
movement gradually came to call for a multiclass parliament and a secular con-
stitution.s Three monographs published in the past two decades have shed new
light on the organization of social democrats in Iran. Faridun Adamiyyat de-
scribes the involvement of social democrats with the Majlis (national assembly)
and the peasant rebellions of the Caspian region and introduces the later writ-
ings of Muhammad Amin Rasulzadeh, an important theoretician of the Democrat
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Party (1909-11). Mansureh Ittihadiyah Nizam Mafi uses private family archives
to present new material on the role of political parties in this pe'riod. Nizam Mafi
examines the contribution of the National Revolutionary Committee and the De-
mocrat Party, whose leading members were social democrats. Mangol Bayat, us-
ing Russian sources, turns to the origins of the Iranian social democrats in the
Russian Caucasus and describes their influence in the first constitutional period.”

Although some progressive members of the ulama joined the opposition be-
cause of their interest in liberalism and constitutionalism, many nonclerical groups
joined for a variety of other reasons. First, the fiscal policies and foreign conces-
sions of Nasir al-Din Shah (1848-96) and Muzaffar al-Din' Shah (1896-1907)
adversely affected the fortunes of the merchants, shopkeepers, and members of
the trade guilds, as well as some of the ulama. This was especially true of the
customs reforms of the years 1900-1905, enacted by the Belgian customs offi-
cial Joseph Naus, which brought increased revenue to the royal court and favored
the Russian merchants. Iranian merchants and their supporters, including some
members of the ulama, now joined the nationalist alliance with the specific aim
of ending foreign concessions.

Second, some of the orthodox members of the ulama who joined the move-
ment in its very late stages, such as the conservative Shaikh Fazlullah Nuri, re-
sented the popularity of modernist ideas and envisioned a “constitutional order”
in which the rulings of the ulama and Shi‘ite Islam were codified and elevated
above those of both the government and the reformers. This conflict between
mashruteh (constitutionalism) and mashrua‘eh (rule according to the Shari‘a)
would arise soon after the formation of the parliament and the ratification of the
constitution on December 30, 1906, and would haunt the revolutionary move-
ment to the end. )

Third, some members of the government, the landed elites, and some clerics,
such as the supporters of former premier Amin al-Sultan, joined the coalition
because they were motivated by the centuries-old politics of intrigue endemic
among factions that were temporarily out of favor, and not out of reformist or
revolutionary motives. ’

Fourth, and perhaps most important of all, the radical intellectuals and mem-
bers of the secret societies encouraged the recruitment of both disgruntled or- -
thodox members of the ulama and alienated politicians, seeing this as the only
way to create a national coalition with broad mass appeal. This policy, as Nikki
Keddie has argued, had been advocated since the 1890s by Malkum Khan and
Jamal al-Din Afghani Asadabadi. Both Edward G. Browne, author of the classic
The Persian Revolution of 1905~-1909, and Keddie have pointed out that most
of the “religious” reformers who became active supporters of the Constitutional
Revolution and called for the creation of a broad national front with the conserv-
ative ulama and politicians were in fact freethinkers and in some cases Azali
Babis. The latter was true of Malik al-Mutikallimin, the leading orator of the
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Constitutional Revolution, and Mirza Jahangir Khan Shirazi, the founder of the
radical satirical paper Sur-i Israfil (1907-8), both of whom were executed after
the June 1908 coup against the parliament in Tehran.? In a more recent study, Man-
gol Bayat goes further and persuasively argues that there was a large network
of religious dissidents, including many Azali Babi activists, who were involved
throughout the revolutionary years. They pushed for the adoption of modern
secular law and helped lead the calls for religious pluralism in the new order.®
But in order to understand the rapid radicalization of the movement in Iran
after 1906, we have to take into account the bearers of yet another ideology, so-
cial democracy, and their political and social organizations. Social democratic so-
cieties began to have an important impact on the movement once the initial bat-
tle for a constitution and a parliament was won. Between 1906 and 1911, three
major social democratic tendencies emerged in the country with the help of al-
Jiances with Azari and Armenian intellectuals.' These included (1) the Firqah-yi
Jjtima‘iyyun Amiyyun (Organization of Iranian Social Democrats), which main-
tained its headquarters in Baku, Russia, whereas many branches, known as the
Anjumans of the Mujahidin, were formed inside lran after August 1906; (2) the
Tabriz Social Democrats, mainly Armenians, who aligned themselves with the rev-
olutionaries in Tabriz and helped lead the resistance against the army of Muhar-
mad ‘Ali Shah in 1908-9; and (3) the Democrat Party, formed during the second
constitutional period of 1909-11, which had a social democratic program. The
Democrat Party maintained a minority representation in the second parliament
and joined the government in a coalition with the Bakhtiari tribal Jeaders in the
summer of 1910.
The fact that the contribution of social democrats and religious dissidents has
been so little acknowledged has had important political ramifications as well. In
the 1960s and 1970s, radical intellectuals, including Jalal al-Ahmad and ‘Ali
Shari‘ati, reiterated the commonly accepted claim that the alliance of two classes,
«merchants” and members of the “ulama,” brought about the Constitutional Rev-
olution. They seemed to suggest a similar scenario in the struggle to overthrow
the government of Muhammad Reza Shah and claimed an inherently progres-
sive role for members of the ulama and Islamic theology in general. It was cer-
tainly true that many of the constitutionalists had important religious credentials,
with several muyjtahids among them, and that there were also many merchants
in leading roles in the revolution. Radical intellectuals of the 1960s and 1970s
failed to note, however, that many of these same people were in fact religious
dissidents or social democrats who did not always make their ideological affilia-
tions public. While the role of ranking clerics such as Tabataba'i and Bihbahani,
as well as the ulama of Najaf, was certainly important in the struggle against the
two Qajar shahs, the progressive agenda of the revolution during the years 1907~
11 was put forth mainly by the social democrats. A number of factors, including
a response to the crisis of modernization, fueled the revolution of 1978-79. But
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the earlier revisionist historiography of the Constitutional Revolution that was
articulated during the two decades before the revolution, an account that down-
played the secular and leftist elements of the revolution, took on concrete impor-
tance in 1978. It helped set the ideological context for the uncritical attitudes of
liberals and radicals toward the ulama during the revolution of 1978, one that’
pushed Khumaini to the forefront of the revolutionary movement.

The Organization of Iranian Social Democrats and
the Anfumans of the Mujahidin

After more than a year of strikes and sit-ins, which culminated in the July 1906
bast at the British embassy in Tehran, Muzaffar al-Din Shah agreed to sign the
royal proclamation of August 5, 1906, in which he granted the right to a consti-
tution and parliament known as the Majlis. The Electoral Laws of September 9,
1906, gave limited representation to members of the Qajar tribe, the ulama and
theological students, the urban notables, landowners and smailholders, mer-
chants, and representatives of the trade guilds. Despite property limitations on
both the voting and election of merchants, smallholders, and members of trade
guilds, the inclusion of guild members in the parliament was a major achieve-
ment at the time. It was a result of the active participation of the guilds of Tehran
in the dast at the British embassy. Half of the sixty-four delegates from Tehran
were members of the guilds, and, together with the delegates from Azarbaijan,
they became some of the most consistent supporters of the new order during the
first constitutional period of 1906-8. A secular constitution, modeled after those
of France and Belgium, was ratified on December 30, 1906, just before the king
died and a hostile Muhammad ‘Ali Shah took over the throne. :
Meanwhile, a new and direct expression of democracy continued to grow in
the streets—the grassroots anyjumans (counclls) that sprang up throughout the
country after the August 1906 strikes. In the immediate prerevolutionary period
of 1905 a few secret anjumans had been formed whose radical members called
for the creation of an assembly and advocated alliances with disgruntled politi-
cians and influential members of the ulama.'! In contrast, the revolutionary an-
_Jumans, formed after August 1906, were open, active, and mass organizations
that became organs of direct democracy. The Electoral Laws of September 1906
called for the formation of arnjumans in local towns, as councils that would su-
pervise the elections. But the anjumans, beginning with the Tabriz Anjuman,
chose to remain in session after the elections, and soon became alternative or-
gans of direct grassroots political participation, despite the protests of Crown Prince
Muhammad ‘Ali Mirza and other anticonstitutionalists. = : :
One of the few achievements of the October 7, 1907, supplements to the con-
stitution was to legalize these provincial anjumans. The provincial and depart-
mental arjumans (in smaller provinces) supervised tax collection and monitored
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the activities of the local governors. Hundreds of popular arjumans were also
formed throughout the country in the late fall of 1906. The provincial and de-
partmental arjumans maintained dual power with the parliament and the govern-
ment, with the Tabriz Anjuman becoming the strongest and most vocal of such
councils. The popular anjumans represented various social, political, trade, and
class interests. Members of these anjumans—in which intellectuals, craftsmen,
merchants, workers, and low-level clerics played prominent roles—began to both
support and challenge the parliament on many fronts. The Tabriz Anjuman al-
most immediately confronted the major political institutions in the country, in-
cluding the royal court, and established itself as an alternative government.
Tabriz established the first independent newspaper, the Arjuman, reduced bread
prices, fixed prices of other basic cormmodities, and began a secular system of
education.'?

The more liberal and left-wing councils, including the Tabriz Anjuman, had
been influenced by the ideas of social democracy from the Russian Caucasus.
Social democratic societies, many known as the Anjumans of the Mujahidin,
were formed throughout the country. Members of these anjumans were mostly
workers, craftsmen, and young activists from merchant families. The headquar-
ters of the Anjumans of the Mujahidin (literally meaning “warriors of the jihad,
or holy war") was the Organization of Iranian Social Democrats in Baku, which
was composed primarily of Iranian immigrant workers and merchants. During
the first years of the twentieth century there were several hundred thousand
Iranian workers who, because of vast unemployment in Iran and greater eco-
nomic opportunities in southern Russia, spent years there, often working in the
Baku oil fields and their related industries.'> Many of these workers were radi-
calized by the experience of the 1905 Russian revolution and the activities of the
Azari social democratic organization Himmat, which was formed in 1904. The
Organization of Iranian Social Democrats, which was founded in 1905, kept close
ties with both the Himmat Party and the Baku and Tiflis committees of the Rus-
sian Social Democratic Workers Party (RSDWP). After the August 1906 revolu-
tion in Iran, the Organization of lranian Social Democrats formed revolutionary
cells of the Mujahidin inside Iran by sending some of its members to Iran. The
Anjumans of the Mujahidin were especially active in the northern areas of Iran,
such as Azarbaijan, the Caspian region, Tehran, and Mashhad. They involved
themselves in the political affairs of the country, tilting the movement further to
the left.

The Mujahidin, whose center in Tabriz was known as the Secret Center
(Markaz-i Ghaybi), were in close collaboration with the Tabriz Anjuman. Among
the more daring actions of the Tabriz Anjuman was the exile of two conservative
clerics, the Imam Jum‘ah (Leader of the Friday Prayer) and Haj Mirza Hasan
Muijtahid, a leading local cleric and owner of several villages. In the spring of
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1907, when peasants from a village near Tabriz known as Qarachaman (Black
Grass) entered a dispute with the village owner, Haj Mirza Hasan Mujtahid sided
with the landowner and sanctioned the governor’s order to send two hundred
armed men to the village to put down the rebellion. When the peasants took
their grievances to the Tabriz Anjuman, some members of the aryuman, such as
the radical low-ranking cleric Shaikh Salim, sided with the peasants. Haj Mirza
Hasan Mujtahid and the conservative local landowners decided to force the radi-
cal members of the Tabriz Anjuman to leave town. But the radical Mujahidin
turned the tables. With the support of 3,000 members of the Mujahidin, the con-
servative myjtahid and his supporters in the Tabriz Anjuman were expelled from
town. The Tabriz Anjuman was reorganized, with the position of the left-wing
members becoming more secure, and the Mujahidin developing a much closer
relation to the Tabriz Anjuman. The Majlis in Tehran was outraged by the ac-
tions of the Tabriz Anjuman, and the ulama in Tabriz began to boycott the meet-
ings of the Tabriz Anjuman. Both, however, found that the Tabriz Anjuman ig-
nored repeated calls for the return of the exiled clerics. !4 :

In Tehran, as in Tabriz, the Mujahidin were active in confrontations with the
conservative ulama who opposed the secular constitution and the progressive
measures that the Majlis adopted. The anticonstitutionalist Shaikh Fazlullah Nuri
opposed the free press of the constitutional era, including journals such as Sur-i
Israfil (1907-8), which advocated fundamental social and cultural changes In
society. Dihkhuda, the radical satirical poet and editor of Sur-7 Zsrafil, mocked
religious superstitions, belief in predestination, and patriarchal traditions that
degraded women and children. This important cultural movement, initiated by
the newspapers of this period, was intensified by the participation of a number
of urban women. Some activist women formed their own anjumans and schools,
and called upon the Majlis to recognize and support these institutions.!®

The Tabriz Anjuman and the Mujahidin would play an important role when
new supplements to the constitution were proposed. The supplements, which were
originally formulated by the Tabriz Anjuman and the prominent left-wing dele-
gate from Azarbaijan, Sayyid Hasan Tagizadeh, were essentially a bill of rights,
guaranteeing freedom of the press and of organization, and calling for equal
treatment of all citizens regardless of religious affiliation. They were meant to
solidify the gains that were made during the course of the revolution. But the
conservative opposition, headed by Shaikh Fazlullah Nuri and backed by Muham-
mad ‘Ali Shah, had a different set of supplements in mind. Shaikh Fazlullah pro-
posed a Council of Ulama with veto power over the deliberations of the Majlis,
and demanded that this council be given the authority to determine the compati-
bility of any law submitted to the Majlis with the laws of the Shari‘a. The Tabriz
Anjuman and the Mujahidin were infuriated by this idea of a Council of Ulama
proposed as Article 2 of the supplements to the constitution. A stream of angry
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letters from Tabriz attacked the conservative ulama and criticized the delegates
in the Mailis for not confronting Shaikh Fazlullah Nuri and his followers more
vigorously. In late May 1907, one telegram to the Majlis read:

We want a constitution that would determine the limits of a constitutional
monarchy and the rights of people. Otherwise, the Shari‘a of Muhammad is
protected and in place and everyone knows their religious duties. We loudly
proclaim that unless you sign and give to the nation the constitution which
was written by the learned representatives and others and has been completed,
we will lose patience, and will say what should not be said.'¢

A general strike continued in Tabriz in May and June 1907 and spread through-
out the province of Azarbaijan, including many small towns and villages. The
strike was embraced by tribal groups and minorities, including the Armenians,
who were strong supporters of the Tabriz Anjuman. Despite these protests, the
Maijlis gave in to the pressures by Shaikh Fazlullah Nuri and the royal court and
ratified Article 2. Residents of Tabriz were outraged. Rumors began to spread
that Tabriz might take independent action and create a republic of its own."

The Mujahidin and the Tabriz Anjuman continued to call for major social and
economic reforms and began to oppose the conservative chief minister, Amin al-
Sultan. On August 31, 1907, the Anglo-Russian Agreement was signed, in which
Iran was effectively partitioned into spheres of influence by the two powers. On
the same day, Amin al-Sultan was shot as he left the parliament. The two events
were not directly connected, even though Amin al-Sultan had been the architect
of two unpopular Russian loans in 1900 and 1902, much of which had been
wasted on Muzaffar al-Din Shah’s extravagant trips to Europe, and in August
1907 Amin al-Sultan had been very close to gaining a majority in the Majlis to
ratify the proposal for yet another unpopulaf’ Russian loan,'® The assassination
of Amin al-Sultan was carried out by a young merchant known as ‘Abbas Aqa, a
member of the Mujahidin, who belonged to the small secret circle of Fada'is
(“devotees” within the organization, or those willing to sacrifice themselves for
the cause). The Mujahidin had opposed the new chief minister ever since he set
foot in Iran in the spring of 1907. They had criticized the Majlis delegates for
supporting Amin al-Sultan, and called for new elections to that assembly.!® The
assassination of Amin al-Sultan strengthened the radical and liberal factions in
the Majlis and dried up a major source of support for Shaikh Fazlullah Nuri and
other opponents of the Majlis.

The formation of anjumans in small towns and villages had been opposed by
the Majlis, and specific directives were issued calling for the closing of these an-
Jumans. At the same time, in northern provinces of the Caspian region and
Azarbaijan, rent strikes continued among villagers, and a variety of peasants’
and craftsmen’s anjumans were formed. In the spring of 1907, cocoon growers
of the city of Rasht, the center of Iran's silk trade, organized a rent strike and
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expelled both landlords and overseers from their villages. In the year that fol-

lowed, a series of peasants’ and craftsmen’s anjumans known as the ‘Abbasi

Anjumans were established, with fourteen branches in the provinces of Gilan. In

Tavalash, by the Caspian Sea, villagers gained autonomous control of the area
for several years. They expelled the governor and local landowner, and in the

summer of 1908 successfully resisted a military expedition financed by Sardar

Afkham, the Gilan governor, and Muhammad ‘Ali Shah.? '

As a result, ministers complained to the Majlis in 1907 that they no longer
had control over their land, as villagers had taken over and expelled their over-
seers or Joined the organizations of the Mujahidin, calling themselves Fada'is.?!
Meanwhile, the Majlis came under increasing pressure from radical intellectuals, -
members of the Mujahidin, and some peasants to abolish the fyyul land allot-
ment.?2 Many people believed that the solution to both the problem of peasant
poverty and the budget deficit was extensive land reform. But the tax and land
reforms the parliament adopted in the early spring of 1907 were aimed at bal-
ancing the deficit-ridden budget and improving the treasury rather than amelio-
rating the situation of the peasants. No provisions for distribution or sale of land
to the peasants or steps to lessen government taxes were taken by the First Majlis.

The grievances of peasants and workers were addressed by the Anjumans of
the Mujahidin in a program they adopted in the fall of 1907. By this time, ac-
cording to British intelligence accounts reported in the Persian daily Had! al- -
Matin, the number of Mujahidin had grown to more than 86,000, and secret
networks of the Anjumans of the Mujahidin had been formed in Tehran, Tabriz,
Ardabil, Khuy, Mashhad, Isfahan, Qazvin, Rasht, Anzali, and other cities.?

The first party congress of the Mujahidin was held in early September 1907
in the northern city of Mashhad in the province of Khurasan. What social democ-
racy, or Jjitima{yyun 'Am{yyun, meant as an ideology to the organization of the
Mujahidin can perhaps best be seen through the proceedings of this congress.
Whereas the program of the Mujahidin called for active support of liberalism and
constitutionalism in Iran, it also enumerated a number of socialist principles that
addressed workers' and peasants’ rights. The Mujahidin's declared support for
the Majlis and the constitution was based on the condition that the elected deputies
uphold justice and “introduce equalities.” They also recognized themselves as -
an indispensable part of the constitutional regime. The preservation of constitu--
tionalism in Iran, the program declared, depended on an active populace, one that
joined the Anjumans of the Mujahidin, through which the events in the Majlis
were closely monitored. The Mujahidin shared a commitment to social revolution
with their mentors, the Russian Social Democrats, but at the same time’ they
were equally committed to selective acts of political terror. .

The program of the Mujahidin drew justification for political activism from
Qur‘anic precepts and declared the very aims of the Anjumans of the Mujahidin
as sacred. The degree of religiosity among the Mujahidin varied, however, with
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those who came from the Caucasus generally known to be less religious than
those recruited inside Iran.

In calling for universal (male) suffrage “without regard for position, national-
ity, poverty, or wealth,” the Mujahidin challenged the limited franchise of the
Majlis. The most radical articles of the program were a six-point bill of rights,
provisions for land distribution, and a call for limitations on the working day.
Individual freedom and freedom of speech, publication, and association, as well
as the right to strike, were explicitly defined. The right to strike, it was empha-
sized, belonged to workers regardless of the jssues involved, be they “private,
general, or political.” The Mujahidin also demanded an eight-hour day, a first in
Iran’s history. Finally, provisions for land distribution were discussed. Crown lands
and villages belonging to the royal family were to be expropriated without com-
pensation, and those belonging to private landowners (exceeding the land needed
for the maintenance of the owners) were to be bought through a national bank
and distributed among the peasants and agricultural workers.?

In February 1908, the Organization of Iranian Social Democrats and the Mu-
jahidin were implicated in an assassination attempt against the shah. On De-
cember 15, 1907, Muhammad ‘Ali Shah and Shaikh Fazlullah had tried to carry
out a coup against the Majlis. A large number of anticonstitutionalists, including
both clerics and low-level employees of the court, had surrounded the Majlis, but
the attempted coup quickly failed as members of the anjumans came out to sup-
port the Majlis. A thousand members of the Mujahidin in Tabriz stated that they
were ready to come to Tehran. The Tabriz Anjuman arrested Igbal Lashgar, the
ranking military officer in Azarbaijan. Other Azarbaijani officers and soldiers in
the service of the shah were warned that if they fought against the Majlis, the
province of Azarbaijan would declare its independence and the Mujahidin would
take their revenge upon the relatives of the Azari military men in Tehran.

The coup in Tehran failed, in part as a result of the activities of the Tabriz An-
juman and the Mujahidin. Then, on February 28, 1908, Muhammad ‘Ali Shah was
nearly assassinated as he left his palace for the first time in months. The anju-
man of Azarbaijan in Tehran was once again accused. Haydar Khan Amu Ughlu,
an active member of the Organization of Iranian Social Democrats, was briefly
arrested but soon released because of popular pressure.®

The Tabriz Social Democrats

The high point of the activity of the Mujahidin came during the civil war in Tabriz.
When the parliament in Tehran was closed by a coup in June 1908, it was the
city of Tabriz that led the resistance. The story of the ten-month siege of Tabriz,
which ended with Russian military intervention on April 29, 1909, is one of the
most moving chapters in twentieth-century Iranian history. Despite the ongoing
war, the Tabriz Anjuman, which had replaced the Majlis as the center of consti-
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tutionalism in Iran, gained both national and international recognition for keep-
ing the revolutionary spirit alive. This was made possible through the support of
the Mujahidin, who continued to resist at a time when many leading constitu-
tionalist figures had either left the country or gone into hiding. Sattar Khan, an
illiterate horse dealer in his forties who had been recruited as a rank-and-file
member of the Mujahidin with the responsibility of protecting the Tabriz Anjuman,
emerged as the uncontested revolutionary leader of this period, fighting against
both the Azarbaijani anticonstitutionalist clerics and the army of the central
government. :

Prominent members of the European Social Democrats such as Karl Kautsky,
George Plekhanov, and V. 1. Lenin, were asked by Iranian intellectuals in exile to
support the struggling movement in Iran. Because of the role of the Russian
Cossack Brigade in carrying out the June 1908 coup, the RSDWP considered the
defense of the resistance movement inside Iran to be part of its struggle against
the tsarist government.

The most crucial and direct support, however, came from revolutionaries from
the Russian Caucasus, among them more than five hundred Armenians, Geor-
gians, and Azari socialists. Together with the aid of volunteers known as Cau-
casian revolutionaries, many of whom were in fact Iranian immigrants returning
home, the Tabriz activists organized an army of workers, artisans, peasants, the-
ological students, and some tribesmen, as well as women fighters. These forces
were also known as the Mujahidin, as the term had come to encompass all revo-
lutionaries who fought on the side of the constitutional cause. Once the resis-
tance movement in Tabriz gained the upper hand, democracy returned to the
streets, the Tabriz Anjuman was reorganized, schools were reopened, hospitals
were organized, and public bakeries were established for the poor.

The leadership of the resistance in Tabriz was held by a committee composed
of Sattar Khan, his colleague the stone mason Baqir Khan, other members of the
Tabriz Anjuman, and radical social democrats and Armenian Dashnaks who had
joined the Tabriz constitutionalists both from within Iran and from the Russian
Caucasus. The Tiflis and the Baku branches of the RSDWP sent volunteer fighters
to Tabriz, including Azari, Georgian, and Armenian revolutionaries. The Georgians
set up a laboratory for explosives, which gave the revolutionary side a decisive
technological advantage in the war.?” Armenian members of both the Dashnak
Party and the Hnchack Social Democratic Party were also active in the resistance
movement in Azarbaijan and Gilan. Two members of the Dashnak Party— Stepan
Zoranian, known as Rustam, and Yephrem Khan—would play important parts
in the leadership of the movement. The revolutionaries in Gilan would later move
toward Tehran under the leadership of Yephrem Khan and reinstitute the consti-
tutional government.?®

In 1909, the Russian social democrat and Bolshevik G. K. Orjonikidze, an ac-
tive supporter of the Himmat and the Organization of Iranian Social Democrats,



32 JANET AFARY

came to Rasht as head of a detachment of Caucasian Bolsheviks and secretly
helped organize a political club that distributed Marxist literature. In addition,
Mikhail Pavlovitch, the influential Russian social democrat who lived in Paris at
the time, was in close contact with the Iranian émigré society. As one of the
best-informed European socialists in matters related to Iran, Pavlovitch often con-
tributed articles on the Iranian situation to journals he collaborated with, among
them Social Demokrat, Golos Social Demokrata, Neue Zeit, and Revue du Monde
Musulman.®®

The tsarist government was outraged by the support that the resistance move-
ment in Iran received from Russian and Caucasian revolutionaries. Novoye Vre-
mya, organ of the deeply conservative Russian Black Hundred, openly called upon
the tsarist government to intervene militarily in Azarbaijan:

Whether Russia can endlessly tolerate these outrages, which are ruining our
lucrative trade on the Persian frontier ... it should be borne in mind that all
Eastern Transcaucasia and Aderbaijan [Azarbaijan] are an ethnological whole. ...
Tatar semi-intellectuals in Transcaucasia, forgetting that they are Russian sub-
jects, have displayed warm sympathy for the disturbances in Tabriz and are
sending volunteers to that city.

... What is much more important_for us is that Aderbaijan, which borders
on Russia, should be pacified. Deplorable though it may be, circumstances
might compel Russia, despite her strong desire not to interfere, to take this
task upon herself.>!

The social democrats of Tabriz soon formed their own political organization and
began to debate the future course of development of Iran according to social de-
mocratic principles.

Ever since 1905, a group of Armenian social democrats had existed in Tabriz.
During the civil war their ranks were bolstered by some of the Caucasian social
democrats who had joined the resistance and who now also participated in the
political activities and debates of this group. In mid-July 1908 Arshavir Chalan-
garian, an Iranian-Armenian member of the group, wrote a letter to Kautsky, in-
forming him of an impending conference that was to take up the organization’s
political and theoretical perspectives on the revolutionary movement in Iran. Cha-
langarian wrote that there were two political tendencies in the group and asked
Kautsky to take a position on the analyses presented by the two wings.> Every-
one seemed to have agreed, he wrote, that the process of capitalist development
was a necessary prerequisite of the creation of a class of industrial workers and,
eventually, a socialist revolution in Iran. However, members of the group dif-
fered in their assessment of the Constitutional Revolution as a means of achiev-
ing this end. The main question thus became the following: Should the young
franian social democrats be active in the democratic movement, or should they
also agitate for social democracy in the midst of the Constitutional Revolution?
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Kautsky replied that the Iranian social democrats must participate actively in
the democratic movement alongside bourgeois and petty bourgeois democrats,
even though the ultimate aim of the:struggle for the socialists was a class strug-
gle. The Iranian Marxists were asked to wait for the “triumph of democracy,”
when new avenues would open to them, including “new struggles that were vir-
tually impossible to wage under the previous despotic rule.” Kautsky referred to
Marx’s participation in the 1848 revolution alongside the democratic movement,
as an example of a situation in which there was “no chance of establishing a
strong proletarian party in Germany."* :

Moreover, although acknowledging the great hardship for the masses of the
peasants in Iran who were taxed heavily and were thus “unable to buy industrial
goods,” Kautsky extended his own guestionable views of the European peasantry,
which were challenged by several leading social democrats of the time, such as
Rosa Luxemburg, to the mostly tenant Iranian peasantry.> He thus wrote off the
“small peasants,” putting them alongside the “petty bourgeoisie” as elements
that brought “reactionary tendencies” to the democratic movement, and insisted
that the peasants needed to be confronted by the social democrats. |

Kautsky's letter to the Tabriz Social Democrats resulted in certain modifica-
tions to their program, for example, the dropping of a reference to the progres-
sive nature of foreign investments. However, in a subsequent conference the left
wing of the Tabriz group challenged Kautsky's notion of stages of the revolu-
tionary movement in Iran and his emphasis on first bringing forth the “triumph
of democracy” before they would begin to struggle openly as social democrats. -

On October 16, 1908, after the initial victory of the Tabriz Mujahidin over the
royalist army of ‘Ain al-Daula, the conference of the Tabriz Social Democrats,
with thirty participants, took place. The secretary of the meeting was Vasu Khacha-
turian, an Armenian from the Russian Caucasus, who on August 28, 1908, had
brought a group of social democrats from the Baku branch of the RSDWP
with him to Tabriz. Khachaturian was also active with the Azarbaijani workers -
and was instrumental in establishing the fledgling trade union movement in
Tabriz. [

The two different political tendencies in the conference presented their pro-
posals at this meeting. A majority view, which was to the left of Kautsky’s pro-
posal, was presented by Arshavir Chalangarian and Vasu Khachaturian and was
ratified by twenty-eight votes. The minority view, presented by Sedrak and Pilu-
sian, received only two votes. It is almost certain that this Pilusian was Vram
Pilusian, who later became a close colleague of Sayyid Hasan Tagizadeh, the
prominent left-wing delegate of the Majlis and leader of the influential Democrat
Party during the second constitutional period. Pilusian, who would also play an
active part in the organization of the Democrat Party, corresponded with Tagizadeh
over the organizational details of the party in early 1909.%
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The majority proposal argued that Iran had entered the stage of manufactur-
ing and industrial production, as seen in the introduction of the steam engine,
tobacco companies, cotton cleaning plants, and other innovations. The nation
had thus developed a small class of industrial workers alongside its larger class
of small artisans. Therefore, the foundation for socialist agitation already ex-
isted in the nation. If social democrats abandoned the industrial workers, there
was a possibility that the workers would become a weapon in the hands of the
bourgeoisie for its domination. On the other hand, the examples of the European
revolutions of 1789, 1830, and 1848, as well as that of Iran, had demonstrated
that the most revolutionary sectors of society were the propertyless elements.
Therefore, the role of social democrats, in addition to their general struggle in
the Constitutional Revolution, was “to fight for the social and economic progress
of the revolutionary masses and the propertyless masses,” all the more so be-
cause the very low wage levels of Iranian workers prevented the introduction of
full-scale industrial development in the nation. The responsibility of social dem-
ocrats was to mobilize the small strata of industrial workers and “to give them
class consciousness for the socialist struggle.” Socialists could not proceed as
bourgeois democrats, because they had a different worldview, and their concept
of democracy differed from the “mere democracy” of the bourgeoisie; moreover,
“a socialist who maintained his class analysis of the [role of the] proletariat could
succeed much further in the bourgeois revolution.” The Tabriz Social Democrats
voted to organize a “permanent social democratic group” to agitate among work-
ers and intellectuals for a class struggle in Iran.*

According to the minority proposal, Iran had only recently entered the capital-
ist stage. There were no modern industrial workers and thus no foundation for
social democratic work. Even if there were such industrial workers, the objective
and subjective conditions were not yet ripe for such organizing. Under such cir-
cumstances, agitation among workers for socialism was not only useless, but
would deprive the democratic movement of its most radical elements and throw
them into the arms of “reaction” by creating disunity in the democratic struggle.
The success of the bourgeois revolution was essential, and it was the responsi-
bility of social democrats to “abandon momentarily purely social democratic work,”
to enter the democratic movement to “cleanse it of reactionary tendencies,” to
cooperate in its ranks, and to struggle as the most radical elements within it.
These activists foresaw the emergence of a class struggle only after the success-
ful democratic revolution was won. This, they argued, did not mean that individ-
uals would abandon their social democratic ideology, “their conception of the
world and its principles,” because the position adopted by the group was “a mat-
ter of politics and wise tactics and not a matter of principles.”*”

Vasu Khachaturian and Arshavir Chalangarian, on behalf of the majority, and
Tigran Darvish, an Iranian-Armenian representative of the minority from Geneva,
each sent copies of the minutes of the meeting to Plekhanov and asked for his
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opinion. Khachaturian asked Plekhanov to share his letter with both the Bolshevik
and Menshevik wings of the RSDWP, and Chalangarian asked that Azaris from
the Baku branch of the RSDWP join them in their task of spreading the ideas of
social democracy among the population in Tabriz.

Of particular interest are the letters by Chalangarian and Khachaturian, who
expressed their disagreements with the course of action prescribed by Kautsky.*
They informed Plekhanov of the close relationship of the group with the resi-
dents and workers of Tabriz, pointing to a rally of the soctal democrats in early
December 1908 that had drawn a crowd of 10,000, including Sattar Khan him-
self, and noted that social democrats were consulted on all matters by the Tabriz
Anjuman and leaders of the Mujahidin.

Khachaturian argued that some Azarbaijani workers had shown interest in
both the political and economic aspects of social democracy. The Tabriz Social
Democrats, who until then had pursued mostly political objectives, now also
turned their attention to economic and trade union activities, and Khachaturian
argued that the formation of a workers' trade union would facilitate the creation
of political organizations among the workers: A powerful trade union movement
could confront a hostile but largely unorganized “bourgeoisie,” thus helping to
maintain the achievements of the revolutionary period.

Khachaturian challenged Kautsky’s suggestions that if “the economic situa-
tion of the country has not yet created a modern industrial proletariat, the social-
ists must unite themselves with the democratic movement in the revolutionary
struggle.” The breakup of the old system and its replacement with capitalism
had already begun in the country, he wrote, and “the process of proletarianiza-
tion of workers proceeds with great speed among the artisans.” It was true that
Iran's economy had not yet created a class of modern industrial workers in the
European sense, but there were many other laborers in Iran “who do not own
their means of production and sell their labor power or knowledge to the owners.”
What then were the soclal democrats to do? Should they not agitate among the
workers, not organize them, not struggle for higher wages, and, if so, how would
they then force the capitalists and managers to adopt a more modern system of
production? The exceedingly low wages of Iranian workers meant that even in
the face of world competition, capitalists felt no need to import modern machinery.
The fight for higher wages, Khachaturian argued, meant the introduction of a
more sophisticated stage of capitalism in Iran, which in turn brought about a
more advanced industrial worker. And yet disagreements over this issue among
Tabriz Social Democrats had resulted in several members leaving the majority
and establishing their own tendency.*

Given the very small number of industrial workers in Iran in this period, it is
surprising that the relationship of the Tabriz Social Democrats to the large peas-
ant population and the continuing peasant protests in the north were not ad-
dressed in the congress. Perhaps this was because of Kautsky’s letter, which had
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discouraged any discussion of the peasantry and alliances with them, calling
them “petit-bourgeois” elements that had to be confronted. Both wings of the ten-
dency were well aware of continuing peasant protests in Azarbaijan and Gilan.
Tigran Darvish, who sided with the minority “Democrat” wing of the group, in
his February 1909 article “Die Persische Revolution,” published in the authori-
tative German socialist journal Neue Zeit, traced landlord-peasant relations in
prerevolutionary Iran and pointed out that vast peasant movements were contin-
uing in the country: “In the recent period, general principles of freedom, equal
rights, and land questions have become issues of primary concern. Villagers, espe-
cially in Azarbaijan, the province where Tabriz is located, rise up every day and
begin peasant revolts.”# Arshavir Chalangarian, who represented the majority
left wing of the Tabriz Social Democrats, wrote in Neue Zeit in May 1909: “In
Iran we do not see a land crisis as powerful as that of Russia. However, will the
peasants who have refused to pay taxes and have appropriated the land and
property of big landowners be content with political reforms alone? The near fu-
ture will teach us the answer to this question.”*!

In contrast to the Mujahidin, who had shown great interest in issues related
to the peasantry, the question of the relation of the Tabriz Social Democrats to
the peasant revolts was prematurely abandoned by these young intellectuals.
The issue of organizing workers and peasants was taken up briefly in 1911, espe-
cially by Tigran Darvish, who had earlier been a member of the minority “Demo-
crat” wing of the group. Once Darvish arrived in Tehran and joined the editorial
board of the organ of the Democrat Party, [ran-i Nau, however, he quickly began
to criticize the inaction of the majority of the Democrat members and helped cre-
ate workers trade unions in Tehran. As we shall see, these efforts were minimal
and in no significant way altered the course of action of the Democrat Party,
which had been quickly dragged into the quagmire of party politics and maneu-
vers for coalition building with the Bakhtiari tribal leaders, leaving behind its
social and economic reform programs.

The Democrat Party

In July 1909, the Mujahidin fighters of Gilan, whose ranks were bolstered by
Caucasian revolutionaries, together with Bakhtiari tribesmen from the south,
marched toward the capital and reestablished the constitutional government.
Muhammad ‘Ali Shah was expelled from the country and replaced by his twelve-
year-old son Ahmad, and the Second Majlis was formed. The prominent left-
wing delegate from Azarbaijan, Sayyid Hasan Taqgizadeh, then helped form the
influential Democrat Party, a coalition of liberals and social democrats, which
gained a minority representation of between twenty and thirty delegates in the
Second Majlis, out of 111 delegates. The Democrats opened branches of the party
in the provinces and gained many recruits among the youth. Several members of
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the Organization of Iranian Social Democrats in Baku joined the Democrat Party,
among them the Azari intellectual Rasulzadeh, who, soon after his arrival from
the Russian Caucasus, became editor of Jran-i Nau, later the organ of the party.
Haydar Khan Amu Ughlu now headed the executive section of the party. He gath-
ered a number of the radical Mujahidin under his command, and was in charge
of carrying out acts of political terror.#2 The Democrats were not affiliated with
the Organization of lranian Social Democrats in Baku; rather, there was close
collaboration between leaders of the Democrat Party, especially Tagizadeh, with
the minority wing of the Tabriz Social Democrats, Armenian intellectuals such as
Vram Pilusian, and Tigran Darvish.®* Throughout their existence, the Democrats
kept their ties to the Armenian social democrats secret. Together they proposed a
new program of reform for the country that emphasized economic growth and
secularization of politics.

To some extent the differences between the two wings of the Tabriz Social Dem-
ocrats represented the divisions that had emerged within the radical wing of the
constitutional movement as a whole. It included the social democratic leader-
ship, which now aligned itself with the liberal as well as influential politicians in
the establishment, and the rank-and-file Mujahidin and the grassroots anjumans,
who had made victory possible but now grew more estranged from the leadership.

The Democrats saw their task as one of accelerating the development of Iran
from an “outmoded feudalist order” to a new and more advanced capitalist one.
The party program reflected the desire for a capitalist state and called for a num-
ber of social reform programs for the workers and craftsmen, as well as peas-
ants. Economic development and social reform were vehicles that paved the way
for the emergence of a socialist order in the distant future. The new economic
order in Iran was to be based on the three principles of “centralism, parliamen-
tarianism, and democracy.”* The country needed a strong central government
that would end the regional control of the powerful khans and tribal leaders and
that would initiate a program of industrialization, enablmg Iran to challenge for-
eign economic penetration. o

In adopting some provisions from the earlier 1907 program of the Mujahidin.
the Democrats included a broad range of civil rights in their program, such as
freedom of expression, publication, and association; equality before the law for
all Iranians, regardless of race, ethnicity, or religion; and the right to strike. Free
compulsory education for all, including women, was also stipulated. In a chal-
lenge to the 1907 supplements to the constitution that had given extraordinary
powers to a Council of Ulama, Article 5 of the Democrats' program called for the
separation of politics from religion. This strong emphasis on secularization of
politics, which was a break with the old program of the Mujahidin, resulted in
many innuendos against the Democrats, who were labeled “atheists” and “non-
Muslims” by the opposition.

The program of the Democrat Party called for nationalization of rivers, forests
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and pastures, and supported direct rather than indirect taxation. It required a
minimum age of fourteen for workers and called for the abolition of forced labor.
It also proposed to limit the working day to ten hours and the working week to
six days, and suggested the installation of safe machinery and equipment in work-
shops and factories. Finally, a good portion of the program, seven articles, was
devoted to the regulation of relations between landlords and peasants, attesting
to the strong belief of the party that “feudal” relations of production had to give
way to new capitalist ones.

But the program of the Democrat Party remained largely on paper. Even when
it seemed they could have, the Democrats never pushed for its implementation.
This was the case during the summer and fall of 1910, when the Democrats
joined the Bakhtiari tribal leaders in a coalition government. During this period,
a number of factors increased the public’s sense of resentment and alienation to-
ward the Second Majlis and the Democrats. A much-despised salt tax, which
benefited no one but the tax collectors, became a key factor adding fuel to this
sense of indignation.

Sattar Khan, Bagir Khan, and the Mujahidin in their service, as well as many
of the Mujahidin from Gilan who had helped reinstitute the constitutional order
in Tehran, were shunned by the Democrats and their Bakhtiari allies. Disillu-
sioned by the Democrats and the Bakhtiaris, Sattar Khan and some of the Mu-
jahidin were now courted by the conservative Moderate Party. Together with the
help of Sayyid Abdullah Bihbahani and the Najaf ulama, this group accused
Tagizadeh of conduct that was “in conflict with the Muslim characteristics of the
nation and the holy Shari‘a laws,” and barred him from the Majlis on July 2,
1910.4¢

Two weeks later, on July 15, 1910, Sayyid Abdullah Bihbahani was assassi-
nated by several members of the Mujahidin who were under the command of
Haydar Khan Amu Ughlu, member of the Democrat Party. Bihbahani had been
an early supporter of the constitutional revolution —some have suggested more
because of factional and personal conflicts with the government of ‘Ain al-Daula
than because of any strong commitment to the constitutional cause. His death
resulted in much public anger. On August 1, the Moderates retaliated against the
Democrats and assassinated two close associates of the Democrat Party, includ-
ing ‘Ali Muhammad Tarbiyat, Tagizadeh's nephew, who had been designated head
of the Mujahidin in Tehran.*s At the same time, the Democrats were implicated
in the assassination of Bihbahani, and Tagizadeh was forced to leave for Istan-
bul on August 9, 1910.¢7

On August 7, 1910, encouraged by the Russian and British governments, the
Bakhtiari-Democrat cabinet retaliated and forcibly disarmed those members of
the Mujahidin who had held sanctuary under the command of Sattar Khan. Among
the military officers on the government side were the Dashnak Armenian leader
Yephrem Khan, who was now chief of police of Tehran, and the social democrat
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Haydar Khan Amu Ughlu.*® The public became disillusioned and resentful as
watched the former revolutionary leaders killing one another. Meanwhile, ne
ther the Democrats and the Bakhtiaris nor the more conservative Moderates wh
had now aligned themselves with the former revolutionary leaders of Tabriz an
Gilan proposed any steps to improve the deteriorating economic and political si
uatjon. After several years of close collaboration between the Muslims and th
Armenians in the constitutional movement, new anti-Armenian hostilities brok
out as chief of police Yephrem Khan was criticized, especially as the shootin
had left Sattar Khan, the popular hero of the Tabriz resistance, disabled.*®

The showdown between the Mujahidin of Sattar Khan and supporters of tt
Democrat Party in 1910 signaled the beginning of the end of the constitution:
movement, which was now bereft of much of its mass support. This facilitate
the political maneuvers of both the Russian and British governments, which ev:
since the 1907 Anglo-Russian Agreement had tried to curb the powers of tt
Maijlis. With the appointment of the new regent, Nasir al-Mulk, and the subs:
quent ascendency of the conservatives in the Majlis in the winter of 1911, se
eral leading Azari social democrats were expelled from the country. The Britis
ultimatum, demanding the institution of its military forces in the south of Ira:
and the Russo-German Potsdam meeting in the fall of 1910 increased the i1
volvement of the two powers in Iran. The arrival of the American financial ac
viser Morgan Shuster in May 1911 briefly helped to revive the Democrat Part
but the Tsarist government, which resented the financial reforms and appoin
ments instituted by Shuster, gave an ultimatum to the Majlis calling for Shuster
expulsion. This was done with the support of the British government. The Ru:
sian government followed this ultimatum by moving its military forces furth:
into Azarbaijan and Gilan. Russian forces waited in Qazvin, just outside Tehra:
as the cabinet continued to pressure the Majlis into accepting the ultimatur.
However, until the very end nearly all the Democrats refused to accept the ult
matum, whereby Iran would become a de facto colony of the two powers and tt
Majlis would surrender its independence. Finally, Regent Nasir al-Mulk and tt
cabinet closed down the Majlis on December 24, 1911, bringing the constiti
tional era to an end. :

Conclusion

The Iranian Constitutional Revolution of 1906-11 brought forth a new type
grassroots democracy not only among the middle-class male city dwellers, b
also among craftsmen, workers, and peasants, as well as some urban women
circles. New ideas of social democracy came to influence many of these anjumar
as well as the courses of action of new political institutions, such as the Majli
With the help of Armenian and Azari radicals, three social democratic tendenci
were formed in Iran during the years 1906-11. The Organization of Irani:
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Social Democrats in Baku opened branches of that organization in Iran known
as the Anjumans of the Mujahidin after the 1906 royal proclamation. The Mujahid-
in's support was critical both to the newly formed parliament and to the provin-
cial, departmental, and popular councils, especially the ones that were formed in
the northern regions. The Mujahidin called for a program of land distribution
and pressured the First Majlis into addressing the issue. In the early spring of
1907 the Maijlis carried out a series of land reforms, including the abolition of
tyyul land allotment. But these measures only boosted the authority of the cen-
tral government and helped its depleted treasury rather than improving the situ-
ation of the peasants, who were conducting a campaign of resistance against
landholders and government tax collectors in the northern provinces of Gilan and
Azarbaijan.

After Muhammad ‘Ali Shah’s coup against the parliament in June 1908, Tabriz
emerged as the new center of resistance. The Tabriz Anjuman and the Mujahidin,
headed by Sattar Khan, controlled the city. A group of mainly Armenian social
democrats, some of them revolutionaries from the Caucasus, were officers in the
army of the Mujahidin and helped lead the resistance against Muhammad ‘Ali
Shah and the conservative clerics in 1908-9. By the fall of 1908, the social dem-
ocratic leadership of the Mujahidin, the Tabriz Social Democrats, was divided in
its assessment of the future direction of the movement. These divisions among
Armenian and Muslim participants were not along ethnic lines, but rather repre-
sented political and Ideological disagreements. Despite their small numbers, the
Tabriz Social Democrats, especially the minority wing, would have an important
influence on the course of events in Tehran once the constitutional order was
reestablished.

In the second constitutional period, the Democrat Party, a coalition of liberals
and social democrats with a social democratic program, was formed. The Democrat
Party held a minority but vocal representation in the parliament and eventually
entered a coalition government in the summer of 1910. The Democrat Party pro-
posed a series of progressive laws and a minor land reform program. However,
the reality of coalition politics with the more conservative Bakhtiari tribal lead-
ers prevented the Democrats from carrying out these proposals, and instead fur-
ther distanced them from the radical grassroots forces. Conflicts between the
Democrats and some of the Mujahidin headed by Sattar Khan, who was now
courted by the conservative Moderate Party, reached the breaking point. Once
the Bakhtiari-Democrat government forcibly disarmed the Mujahidin, the coali-
tion that made the conquest of Tehran possible fell apart. In November 1911, the
Russian government, with extensive British support, gave an ultimatum that
eventually resulted in a coup against the Majlis and the end of the constitutional
order. The social, political, and ideological issues that the Constitutional Revolu-
tion had brought to the surface would not disappear, however. A decade later,
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they would resurface during the Jangall (forest) movement, which, together with
the Russian revolution of 1917, would bring new momentum to the movement
in Iran.
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