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Whether or not the Bolsheviks relegated the Comintern to second place at its very

inception, at its second meeting it was converted into an auxiliary of Russian

foreign policye. The leading subject at the econd meeting of the Comintern was the

revolt of the peoples of the “ast. No attempt was made to conceal in whose interests this
policy was primarily framed. Lenin, before he presented his theses Qn-the nationalities
question expleined.../see Lenin's speech in/Vioroi Kongress...second paragraph p«99/
also paragraph 5 of the resoluticn on the naticmal question, pe492(/

Lenin revesled in his introduction to the theses on thenatiénel end colonial
questions that there had been considerable debate in the committee on the following
question: Is it corpect to assert that the capitalist stage 6F development is inevitable
for those Dbackward countriessse. Lenin enswered the question he had himself posed
in the negative.sss
Quelch's objection..seBy his rude reply %o Quekch's remarks; Radek showed that the
internationalist conscience of the Bolsheviks was still{tender...le then touched
on the essence of the issuesess"and if our hard work im,the Eqst, our class agitation
with the goal of creating soviet orgenizations in Tupkestan and the Caucasus and
the extension of our first feelers into Persia and Turkey are viewed in England as
steps of the Soviet Republic directed toward the pteparation of difficulties for
the English - then bhis is & complete misunderstandifig) of the foreign policy of the
Soviet Governmente It isthe fulfillment of the pregram of Comintern, it is the full-
filment of theduty of Soviet Russia as part of /fhe Internstional., We do not view
eastern agitation as an auxiliary méans\in théxgtruggle w#ith Buropean capitalism; we
view it as the fullfilment of the duty +0 whieh-thé permanent interests of the European
proletariat bind us? / see Vtoroi Koigress..epps 115

/ see Lenin's speech on the change éPgttitude expressed in the terms of "bourgeois
democratic movements" and bourgéois revolutionary movements", pp.QQ-IOQ/

In theisutenth theses of the *supplementéry theses did Roy reveal his disazrEEmEnk
difference with Lenin. / see; this paragreph in Vioroi Kongress, pp.éQ&/....

«.o.Sultan Zade, with the Persian dytustion in mind, felt that the revolution in the
West was & necessary preliminary to the revolution in the “ast. Nor was Sultan Zade free
from doubts on the score of cooperation with the bourgeoisie. He said: see Vtoroi
Kongress p.120

Steps were taken to supptuxmpk implement ‘he progrem for revolution in the East.
In Sept. 1920 = /’the Baku"ehngresq/?...

The Bolshevik leaders framed their “astern policy with an eye to Russia's political
benefit, although they(had n't lost their interest in world revolution per se. For
instance M,Pavlovich-Jeliman elsborates the following thesis in a book written in 1920:

The war against Sovigt Russia is the war against the revoluticnary East, and vice
verse the war against the ast is the war against Soviet Fussiae

os s sSupporting Wrangel and having & base of support in the Crimea, Englend and
France have the opportunity at any moment of making a landing on the rear of the Red
Anstolian Army, in the rear of Yeral's troops an’ preventing any union of Turkey and
Soviet Russiartfrough the Black Seae On theother hand, as long as Asia linor is in the
hands of Akiriéd expeditionary forces, our rear is threatened...all these barriers will
fall undefthe blows of the national masses of the Crimea, Georgies, Armenia, Thrace
and Greéces

------- S
I.P.Pﬁx;ovichp@ggﬁﬁaiba Voprosy Kolonialnoi 1 Natsionalnoi Politiki i III-i Inter=
netsional (Moscow, 1920) p.l8 .
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Karl Radek told the assebled delegates at Baku that Russian went to the peoples of the
East not only to use their strength in the struggle with British imperialism, but to
assist them in overthrowing their native exploiters, This last assurance seemed in
part aimed at the objections which Roy and Sulten Zade had raused at the“sgcond Uongress
of the Internationals Radek's warning in enticipation of the “nglo-Rus§ién Trade
Agreement - "Russian workers mey seek breathing spells during which revolution will
grow more vigorously in other countries, but a lasting peace betweemtHe country of
labor and the cruntry of exploitation cannot beeses"

Zinoviev's concluding remarks //Pervyi Sezd Narodov Vostoka pp. 31-49
Speech of Kemal's representative / fervyi Sezd Narodov Vostcka, p. 21

The officiel resolution of bthe presidium of the confererpge ‘on the Turkish question
must have confirmed all thefears of those sceptical Turks.whe were accepting the
Communists only as temporary Allies. It read / see Pervyi, Fengress N.Vostoka ppe116-117

Another scur note was thrown into the proceedings%ef{™“the Faku Congress by the
complaints about Soviet administration by a represenfiative from Turkestan / see Narbu-
tabekov's speech in Pervyi Kongress N.Vostoka, p. 1;6-T17/ i

It has been suggested that his remarks were abbfewristed and edited in the printed
text of the proceedings //see Paul Olberg. "Sowjetrusslands Politik im Orient"
Archiv flir Sozialwissenschaften und Sozialpolitdk b (1923), 127-203, p.196/

How far the Russisn commurists were wilddmg to go in their war with British
imperizlism is illustated by the pregepee in 8¢ku of Enver Pasha, who could hardly be
classedwith the advanced bourgeisigesssIn sn article Kark Radek /I/"Kongress der
OstvBlker Russische Korrespondenz,'39114/;6f00t. 1920, 907-910/ explained that Enver
Pashe was & politician/ and an opportur

eself the Baku Congress was.primarily/intended to free those portions of the Near and
Middle East, contiguous tc Rufsis, fpap.British influence, the Beku Congress must be
credited with a measure of sbecess. A\year =fter the Baku Congress met, Turkey was on
the way to victory over the Greek Axmies; Afghanizten had acquired the right to
direct her own foreign policy. Persia had ejected the British foom her borders. However
the Comintern end the Baku Congress were not solely or even chiefly responsible for the
improvement of Russia's internatigral position. The development of Turkish, Afghan, end
Persian neticnalism an the syfipathy of the Moslem world played their role in the
liberation of these countrieg from British influence, Even more important was the
war weariness of Engalnde =.the speeches pronounced in Baku and the resolutions adoted
by the Comintern dwindle in _importance. i

According to Karl Redek / Op. citeq/ the Russians were probing in the dark, hoping
thet something grend sndgwonderful might happene HeG.Wells, in a fleeting visit to Russi
was sble to appraise theysituation correctly. He wrote:

; "Impatient at the long delay of the Western proletarians to emerge, 3inoviev
«ofotc./ have gomg'alegently on a pilgrimege to Baku to raise the “giatic proletariatsees
I did my best to find out from Zinoviev and Zorin what they thouzht they were doing in
the “aku Confewgnces And frankly I do not think they knowe e..It is a counter-offensive

almost as clumsyignd stupid as the offensives it would caunter./'from Britaiq/
see H.Go.Wells.|Russia in the Shadows. (N.Ys 1921)pp. 96-57 )

The &ims expownded st Baku Congress were quickly relegated to the background. Par
of the reesonvmust be sought in the Anglo-Russian Trade Agreement of lMarch 1921 which
called a,trute between Englan and Russias Russia was to cease her hostile propaganda
in British“possessions, and Britain was to 1ift the Blockade snd abstain fram supporting
counter-Fevoluionary movements within Russia and the border statess/|Accounts and
Fapers 1521, Vol.25, Cmd. 1207
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At the Third Congress of the Comintern in 1821, not only was the revolutior in the
East slighted, but the world revoluticn was temporarily shalved. The following resoluti
tion explained the change of policy...." The wer did not have ss its immediste conseque
ce &k a proletarian revolution, snd the bourgeocisie had come around te,.register this
fact as a great victory for itself, Only petty bourgecisie dullards dam imagine that
eso/this/ is an indicetion that the program of the C,I, has failed, The Com. Interna=-
tional is basing its policy cn the proletarian revolution but that'hymno means implies
either dogmatically f'ixing any definite date for the revoclution, ofeweny pledge to
bring it mechenicelly st a set times/ These and resolétions adopted™at the 3rd W.Congre
of the Communist International, pp. 24, 25, 29, 20.

Only one afternoon was devoted to the trestment of the “astern question, The
Indian representative Roy.ee complained of its neglect. Thecwell disciplined Congress
ignored this protest/

The Turkish and rersian'comrades, appaiently irre¥ecably linked to the poliecy of
the Comintern, complained bitterly of the treatment/®hey had received at the hands
of the revoluticnary bourgeoisie with whom they wewe, supposed to cooperate, but indi-
cated their willingness to continue cooperating iRmfthe neme of the grester glory of the
proletariats/ Ibid, pp. 464-466/

At the next meeting of Cominternyin 1622,/ bhe coloniel representatives were
allowed to adopt & more critical attitude toward the cooperation of cormunist and
bourgeois nationalitic forces. Rot, for instenGé....was permitted to present a series
of thesés on the colonial problem, Thereasons.for this compliance with the desires
of the native communist parties wgs not fap,to seeks Mustapha Kemal's treaty with
Russid end another with Franklin Bdﬁiliomikpy which France virtually left the Entente
as far as the Near Bast was conderned, In fussia this aroused the susnicion that
VoKemal might be grooming Turkey £6r Foland's role in the “ear east.

The Comintern prepared At®minidHs” for a change of policy , if necessary, but yet
retained the principle of codperationm\with thsoe fighting naticnel wars of. liberation
against the imperielistse The thetés,on the rient outlined the difference betwcen the
various colonial countries and emrhasized the necessity of adepting different policies
to accomodate each of them, The theses also ¢ ioned egainst the pseudo-communist
parties which were created especidlly in Turkey to steal the thunder from the
Communist parties inspired by\bhe Comintern / see Roy's discussion infI¥. Vesems
kongress (Moscow-Petrograd, \1923) pp. 261-70, p. 264/

Turkey was a partiCuderly thorny problem for the Comintern. The Comintern was
most anxi-us for Mustapha Kemal to eject the British from the Straits and the Near
East, yet they were wrgth Bt the manner inwhich Mustapha Kemal unseremoniously im-
prisoned ad executed Turkish commnistss The reasons for Mustepha Xemalls actions were
twoforlde He feared thé Commnist threst to his political hegemony in Turkey, and
he realized that publidized persecuticn of commurists would win him support in the
countries with whitl he hoped to make peace. '

In this dilemma the Comintern could only swallow its pride ahd ask the native comm
nists to suffédma bit more., Radek, after describing the infaries of the treatment of
the communistg in’"Turkey concluded: / see Fourth Congress of the C.I.Khbbridged re-
port of lMeetings held at Petrograd and Moscow, Nove7 /sic/-Decs3, 1922 (London, n.d.)
pp. 218, 2203 223, 235-39
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In 1919 when the shoe was on theother foot, M,Kemal allowed Bolshevik delegations
with large numbers of expert agitators in tow to enter Turkey, although official
relatins with S.,Russia were not yet establisheds.
[Gotthard JBschke "Der Weg zur russisch-tlirkischen Freundschaft" Die lelt des Islams
XvIi(1934), 23-38, p«30

-

In add tion to the official end genuine C.parties in.lurkey, there was

still a third group = the Ureen Turkish armies led by Etem, Etem was a local

guerilla leader who ha: been the first to organize resistanee-to the Greek landing
at Smyrnae The Greens were in “emels bad graces....The Greenarmy was vaguely

communist..ssEtem was a pseudo-communist, but his activities were not deliberately

sponsored by the Turkish Govermment....During the war wifltheCrecks, the Kemalists

forces accused Etem of treachery. The Russians, who we#é.ill-informed or vindicative,

smugly remarked that Etem belonged to the official conmiu ist partyes..Kemal's speech
sIzvestiia, Jan.25, 1921, p.3 |\

descrived Etem as an anarchist /V;ee A speech delivyered by Ghazi M.Kemel, Oct. 1927

(Leipzig, '1929) ppe 401-04 - Gesellschaft zur Erporschung der Tﬂﬂknschen Geschichte:
Vueschichte der Tlrkischen Republik (Istanbul, 1985) p.84

" O -

«ese The Russo Turkish treaty / March 1921/ was hardly a brilliant success for
Russian diplomacy. The Russisns made territoriel concessicns; they promised to
prohibit the Tirkish communist party from operating from Fussisn soil. The concil-

istory cherascter Of this trety did not lead to Russian ascendancy over Turkish
foreign er internal policy. In April the Turks finally evacusted Armenie, but showed
no inclination to treat Turkish communists more leniently. In May Russian citizens
suspected of being agitators were ejected and the persecution of native communists
continued, It was at tis point that the Russians learned of the drowning of Mohamed
Subkhi the Turkish member of the Comintern who had operated from kkmxXmxkixzk Baku.
The tregedy was lamented more in sorow than in anger by Pavlovich who naively or
dishonestly remaerked that Kemel must realize what & loss Subkhi was to the revolu-

tion.\/ Zhizn Natsionalnostei, Mey 14, 1921/.

Ali Fuad, the Turkish Ambassador to Russia, pointed out in a long note in
angwer to Russien protests about the trestment of Turkish communists that the Turks
had not envisaged & social revolution in Turkey on Russia's scale.

But on the other hand, continued Ali Faumd, it is undenisble that the Turkish
people by their struggle asgainst imperialism for the preservation of their national
independence, by protecting one flank of the Soviet Repuhuic, by continuing to shed
blood for their nationzl ideal, have rendered particularly to Soviet Russia and
in genersl to the world revolution incompsrably more service than other countries
vhich soupgt make a socizl revolution and have declared themselves Soviet Re-
publicSesses/VAld Fuad to Chicherin June 22, 1921" The Nation , N.Y. Sept. 7, 1921
CXIII, p. 273/

p.265 Turkish policy towards Ruesia was a reflection of her relations with the westem

povers. When these relations improved, Turkey made difficulties for her own communists
and took a firmer line with Russia; when Turkey's relations with the western powers
deteriorsted, Pussis benefited. The treaty of Kaes between Turkey and the Caucasien
republics. is & case in point.....At the end of September, 1921 many prominent Turkish
fﬂommunista who had been imprisoned for long terms were freed. Smmmxtym>mmniis

//Sherif Msnstov, "Obzor Turetskoi pmekax pressy" Novyi Vostok, I, 1922, 358/
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Some two weeks leter the Treaty of Kars was concluded between Turkey end the Transcsu-
cesian Republics (Oct. 13, 1921).

As if to prove that they were not dependent on Russia, the Turks concluded the
Franklin-Boullion France sgreement & week later on Oct. 20, 1921. The'agreement
provided for the cessation of hostilities between Frence and Turkey./ M.Rafall:

Blizhnii Vostok (Moscow, 1926, p.100j)/ Paillerés: Le Kémalisme devant les Allids, pp.77-7¢

In October, 1922 when the Greeks had been ejected from Turkey and Kemal wanted to
make his peace with the Western powers, Turkish Communists were agein jailed and accused
of espionage on behalf of a foreign power. Turkey very wisely followed the best possible
policy for & small power. She pleyed off the conflicting interests of the great
powers and avoided becoming the satellite of any of them. In this process Russis
received her share, but it is probable that Russisn relations with Turkey would hav4
been better had it not been for the Comintern.
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Chapter VI
Fussiz and Persila
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p. 276 The Russisns salthough they were kept from wontect with Persie by civil war and
separatism, kept their fingers in the pie. In Yamuary, 1918 Trotsky informed
the Persien Ambsssedor in Petrogred that Russia had repudiated the Anglo-Russien
P«RT7 Convention of 1907 end now invited the Persians to do likewise. The Imperial Fussian
Ambassador to Persia had refused to enter the service of the Boleheviks, but one of
his subordinates, Bravin, agreed to become the S.Russisn Ambassedor. By July he had
persusded the Persians to nullify all the Russo-Persian tresties; and according to
one account, the Persians were about to occupy the Russian and British banks when
the British troops protested that it would be a violation of Persian neutrality.
|// Eliss Hurwicz; Die Orientpolitik der Dritten Internationale (Berlin, 1922), p.13;
Nevei (Hossein): Les relations, economiques Irano-Russes (Paris, 1935), p.110;\Filmer
The Pegeent of Persia, p.336;Viranaky: "Russe Persidskie otnosheniia za piat let"
Novyi Vostok III (1923), 90-113, p.95; IV(1923), 208-229;\Marc Modéle: "Le probleme
persan” Mercure de Frence, t.141 (1920), 387-416, pe4O4/c....

For some resson vhich is not clesr, Brevin was recalled by the Soviet Governmat.
One soviet writer suggests that Bravin was recalled because he was not in sympathy
with the Bolsheviks. This explanation is difficult to accept since he was soon sent
to Afghsnisten as the Soviet representative.

After Bravin's recall, Shaumian, the BolsheviknCommissar for Trensceucasia was
given powers to appoint & new anbsssador, He chose Kolomiitsev, a former Russisn sol-
dier in Persia who had recently left the left Social Rev. Party to join the Bolsheviks,
Vhen he reached Persia he learned that the Bolsheviks had lost power in Baku and

p.278 thatSheumisn hed escaped. The Persien government, perheps, feeling that Soviet
ascendency in the “Yaspian end Fersia was now impossible, never recognized Kolomiitsev
as smbessador and in Nov. 1918 the Fersisn Cossaks led by & White Ruesian officer,
reided the S. Fmbessy and had the British send the persomnnel to India. Kolomiitsev
himslef succeeded in escaping to Baku./ Irensky Op. cited, p.96 Iranskys/ "Stranitsa iz
istorii krasnoi diplometii (Pemieti t. I.I.Kolomiisteva) Novyi Vostok, VIII-IX, 151~
160, p.157/ The Russian rsdio in reporting the news described the demonstrations of
the Persian populace on behlf of the Russisns./ Der Neue Orient, April 25, 1919, III,4

veeMirza Kuchik Khen raised the banner of revolt in Persian Azerbaijan. His
progrem was simple and calculsted to sppeal to budding Persian nationalism. His slogen
was "Irsn to the Iraniens"; he advocated war to the death with the British, land for
the landless, digsolution of the Cossask brigade, and the deposition of the Shah
\/ M.Martchenko: Un voyage en Perse pendant la Revolution (Peris, 1920), ps39....
P27 One of Kuchuk Khan's chief lieutenants, Ekhan Ulleh Khan bears witness to Kuchuk
Khan's/political backwardness / Novyi Vostok XXVI-XXVII, 125-162, p.131l also XXIX,
88-110
At first the British tried to buy off Kuchuk Khan by inviting him to march on
Teheran znd seize power. It was understood that he was to rule with British advisers,
/ A.Vinogresdov: "Natsionalnoe-osvoboxknemieditelnoe dvizhenie v Persii" Mezhdunarod-
nais Zhizm, April 24, 1922, 15-18/ ¥mebukxrsfusei Kuchuk refused. Bicherakhov, acting
of General Dunsterville's orders was successful in forcing Kuchuk to flee back
into the hills. Most of his success he owed to the use of sirplaless/ Novyl Vostok
XXVI-XXVII, ps 134/ ...In Beku, the Bolsheviks were in a quendry. They had invited
.~ Bicherskhov in, vith some misgivings to be sure, to c unter the Turkish threat., ...
g2 #¢"  Kuchuk Khen, for all his political naivete, vas shrewd in his dealings with the
¢ Bolsheviks. In e letter to Izvestiia , he made reniincietion of Russian influence in
Persia & condition of Russo-Persien friendship.//Izvestiia, Dec.26, 1918/

When the Bolsheviks begen to support Kuchuk Khen the Allies raised the cry
that Moscow and Berlin were in cahoots, as they had been ever since Lenin entered
Fussia in e sealed train. There is not a trece of Russo-German collasboration in the
Near East aftervthe Octoner Revolution....Kuchuk Khan had received some slight
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Germen assistance and German agents had penetrated into Afghenistan in en attempt
to enlist the aid of the Afghans in tle war. ...Increased Russian support of these
anti-British elements after the war was interpreted as evidence of a Moscow-Berlin
alliance.//A.Poideberd: Au Carrefour des routes de Perse(Peris, 1923), p.239;

'/ Rene Pinon: L"Offensive d'Asie"™ Revue des Desu Mondes, April 15, 1920, pp. 799-816/

eeessYet there was & central point in “ersien politics swrkmpxkmexirixishxsrzmpxt
after the World wer - the emigres who fled the country during the bBritish occupation.
The majority party wented to call the ‘ersien Perlisment, the Mejliss before the
emigres, most of whom were democrats, shoud retrun to fersia. The Mejliss was then
to ratify = treaty wth Englend to onvert Persia into a British protectorate and
preserve the existing social ordery/ Osetrov...Pismoc iz Tegersna in Novyi Vostok
I (1922) 147-153

Yet the Shah.... sent a delegation to Paris Peae Conference to gein complete
Persian independence./ Pavlovich, Op. cited, Moscow, /1920 p.15;|/Herbert Melzig:
Reze Shah. Ver Aufstedg Irsns und die Grossmichte(Stuttgebt, 1936) sec.ed. p.7/

eceess Instead of admitting them to the Peace Conference the British negotiasted a
treaty with the Persians in the best traditions of the old diplomacy which annoyed
the M"ideaslistic " Americans and the "realistic" French for the same reason - they
were both effectively excluded from Rummkm Persis«...The mercentile groups had =
different viewpoint, if we are to trust the Azerbeijan representative in Fersia
in 1919. The merchant class, he wrote, saw in the Bolsheviks the only means of
freeing the country from the British. "The ammercizl element, dissatidfied with
the rapacious policy of England, would be passive to a Bolshevik movement in the best
cage."
———~Raevsky Op, cited p.13, 14 Reevsky is here using & diplomatic report in Azerb.
srchives.

+essWhen the treaty was made public in August 1919 the French were incensed. *
«essChicherin issued an appeal to the workers and peassnts of Persia in which he call
the treaty & slave treaty...He also warned that the day of reckoning with England
was at hand./ Kliuchnikov/and Sasbenin...II, pp. 341-343/c...

British writers of varying poi.itical views asgreed that the treaty was favorkd
by the lanowners and the nobility who saw the prospects of & more stable government
and greeter security for property under the influence of Great Britein. “pposed
ton the treaty besides the "democratic" elements were the conservetive religious
leaders who feared that British western influences might undermine their authority.
Logically enough the Russian members of the Fersian Cossakk brigade opposed the :
treaty because it meant their elimination ot the substit?tion of British for Russian
officers.//Belfour: Recent Heppenings in Persia, p. 122;VF.A.C. Forbes-Leith:
Checkmate. Fighting Tradition in Central Asia (London, 1927), p. 23;|/Graves: The
Life of Sit Percy Cox. p. 257

The treaty mede Persia bresk out into a rash of pro-communist ideas whose
source must be sought in hatred for the British rather than in Persian understanding
of Marxism. The Persian newspasper Iram sdis that the Bolshevik doctrine resembled
the pure belief of Islam...and since the Anglo-Perthan treaty offended the
Bolsheviks, /the English would be well advised to leave fersia, the editorial
concluded./fﬂavai Les relations economiques Irano-Russes, pp.105, 1906, note 2./
In persian practice once a secret treaty was made public it had to be ratified by
the Mejliss. The enti-British elements, therefore, initiated a progrem to prevent
the ratifcation of the treaty.

The situation changeé radically in favor of the Bolsheviks when they invaded
Azerbeijan in April, 1920. ...In May 1920 Bolshevim desroyers steamed into the

harbor.of Enzell (Pehlevi) and shelled the city, claimi hed
Denikints flest which Had taken refice 1 the Mhrtas @ ol Tok Doasoma citey

Enzeli. The British forces in the district retired... guietly and left the city in
possession of the Russien forces. The country immediately decided against the

iy,
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the retification of the Anglo-Persian treaty, and it was necessary to recall
Sir Percy Cox, the Ambassador to Paris. //Georges Ducrocq Revue du Monde Musulman

The Nesr Esst, speeking for the British imp rielists remarked that Kressin wes

in London negotiating the Snglo Russian trade agreement Ehile the Bolsheviks were
teking Fnzeli)/"The Bolshevik Menace to Persia™ The Near 'ast, June 17, 1920, XVIII,
866

.+.The change in Persian attitude produced by the retreat of\ the British from
Fnzeli and by the negotiations for the Anglo-Russian Tradée Agrecment was remarkable.
The Bhah later told the Rusgian Ambessador that he felt like a new man when he
heard the firing in Enzeli.//Louis Fisher The S viets in World Affairs N.Y.1930,

I, p. 288/ The Persian popula ce was delighted, seing im Russian intervention

a counterpoise to the British.

After the sovietization of Azerbaijen, Seid zia'ed-Din, the Fersian Ambassador
Extraordianry to the Transcaucasus, who was a well=known anglophile, announced
that Persia desired friendship with Russia. Two/days after the firing on Enzeli,
the Vossugh ed-Dowleh govemment, which had signed the Anglo-Persian Tresty,
recognized Soviet Azerbaijan; and propose sending an ambassador to Moscow for the
initiation of formsl diplomatic relations with Russia/ Iransky, Op. cited p-100/

... Kuchuk Khsn had been informed of the lending in Enzeli before it was made,

and his cooperation had been solicited. Kuchuk Khan, who was never a communist, c
cautiously reserved his decision until after the Bolsheviks had landed in Enzeli.
Kuchuk Khen'!s communist advisors urged Kuchuk to march on Teheran, for although
the Russian govemment hsd expressed its desire to conclude peace with the

Persian government, it would ‘hardly be averse to consluding peace with & revoluticn

ary Persian govemment. ‘his Kuchuk Khen refused, for he was apparently s men

who did only one thing at a time. After the Bolsheviks had made a successful
landing, he accepted their earlierimvitation to cooperate and he set up the Seviet
Republic @f Ghilan in Resht’ in cooperation wita the,. Kuchuk Khan announced

the formstion of this new Soviet Republic in impecable revoluticnary phraseology
in e telegram vhich was obviously drafted by another hand. At first Moscow was
ceutious about the new Soviet Republic, dissociating itslef from it.\/Karl Raltek

in Izvestiia for June 10, 19@0denied the presence of Russian troops in fersia.

The whole action at Enzeli was prely naval and was directed against the remnants
of Denikin's fleet. As for the reports that the red flag had been in evidence, Rade
seid the red flag was international; and there were sufficient revolutionsary
tendencies in Fersia to account for a native revolution. Another article in the
seme issue said that the new Persian government was not communist, although it was
the most democratic imxFfersia had ever known. A week later Izvestiia dropped its
reserve. Trotsky &nd Kuchuk Khan exchanged revolutinary greetings on the front
page; the headline-read "Fire in the East™; the subheadline greeted the new Soviet
Republic of Ghilsn./|Izvestiia, June 16, 1920/.

In Teheran the g vemment which had signed the Anglo-Persian Treaty resigned
on June 25, 1920 to be replaced by that of Mushir ed Dowleh on whose accession all
activity toward the ratification of the Anglo-Persian Treaty was halted./ Iransky.
Op.Cited; pp.100 ff./.

A month later the first meeting of the Irabian Communist Yarty took place in
Enzelis It was attended by 48 members who resolved to propagate communism in Persi
and who, acgording to Sultan Zade, their leader, started to organize & Persian
Red Army./!/Sulten Zede...Kom. Int. 13(1920) 2551 ff.; and/Zhizn Natsionalnostel
Octel, 1920/ During the whole month of July the Russians mede landings all over

the northern coast of Persia. Tye population of Mazanderan arpealed to the Third
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International and to Fussia for assistanes=. / Ducrocq, Op. cited, p.91/ An author
hostile to Bolsheviasm reports thet as soon as the Bolsheviks took over northern Persia
they sterted tonexport food to Russia, to requisition clothes, and even to tax mosques.
They also announced their intention to unveil and emancipate the women./ Ibid , PP.89-93/

Kuchuk Khan must heve been diappointed with the Bolsheviks because he-abandoned his

Soviet Republic of Ghilan and retired to the mountains wit: his band, A Soviet writer later
explained the failure of the Persian Revolution by the differences between the right and

left wings of the movement. This writer says that Kuchuk Khan wished to avoid further
quarrels whch might be turned to the advantage of the British or Persian government. There-
fore he left the movement./ A.Vinogradov, Op. cited, pp.15-16/ Althougn Kuchuk Khen
parted compeny with the Bolsheviks, he would only agree to meke peace with the Persgian
government on the following terms:l) Abolition of all foreign coneessions 2) Departure of
foreign military and economic instructors 3) The disbandment of tne South Persia(British)

Rifles 4) The exclusion of the pro-British deputies from the Mejliss 5) Agrarian reforms.
/Vinogradov, Op. cited pp.15-18

vess What Russian intentions in Persia were, is difficult to determine. After the
greetings in Izvestiia which differed in no way from the greetings addressed to
Azerbaijan vhen it was sovietized, there was silence on the Republic of Ghilan. ...The
Bolsheviks in addition to holding the ports of Enzell and Resht initiated military
operations in the diresction of Teheran. But they overestimated the strength of the
British fqrces whech they were pursuing, and retired) when they could have advanced with
success.// Balfour: Recent Happenings in fersia, pp«198, 199/

Louis Fisher, who drew most of his information from Soviet diplomats, considers the
ephemeral existence of the Sviet Fepublie of Ghilan as the regrettable result of the
excesses of some Caucasian communists. He says that Hogcow had to exert unusual pressure
to.prevent them from msrching on Teheran //Louis Fisher The Soviets in W.Affairs, I, p.238

vess It would seem more reasonable to suppose that this was &n at mpt that failed, al-
though it is easy to understand the reticence of Soviet diplomats on that score...

Once the British retired toward leneran the burden f the fighting fell on the
Persian Cossacks officered by Russians. They were successful in retaking Resht from the
Bolshiviks, but they unwarily advanced on Enzeli which is at the end of a narrow
peninsule and were caught in the cross fire of shore batteries and Russian vansl artillery.
‘YBalfour, Recent Happenings in “ersia, pp. 198, 199/ The British who had been paying the
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sbolished the force since the Persian goverment had no funds. ...The British demanded that
the Fersian Cossacks be officered by British officers if the subsidy was to be resumed. Wh
When Mushir ed-Dowleh refused, his cabinet fell./ Iransky Op. cited pp. 106-107/ This
demand was published by the British in a Teheran newspaper with the added thret thst no
British asssitance in the /pacification of Ghilan could be expected unless these terms

were accepted. A/Nakhai: LiBvolution politique de 1'Iran(Bruxelles, 1938), p.100;

Balfour, Recent Hsppenings in Fersia, p. 114./

By this time the Fussisns had given up the hope of Sovietizing Pergia. A renuncia
tion of the attempt to .intorduce communis preceeded the negotiations for a treaty with
Persia. In Turkey this renunciation was made only just before the conclusion of the
treaty since in 1919 the Turks were in no position to dicker. On Oct. 22, 1920 the
Central Committeé of the Iranian “ommunist ‘arty decided that ‘ersia was nt yet ready for
& revolution since she had not yet passed through te bourgeois stage./ Ducrocq. op. cited
105-106, Zhizn Natsionalnostei, March 17, 1921 prints the theses on the impossibility

of revolution in Persiz at the time,/ ....The renunciation did not pass unnoticed
by the Persian Govermnment, for three days afterwards the Persian Ambassador to Russia
set out for Moscow./\/G.Tschitscherin "Ein Jahr Ostpolitik der Sowjetregierung" Russi-

sche Korrespendenz, No.1l2 (Dec. 1921), 986.....

esseln the middle of November the British demended that the Persian cabinet call the
Mejeliss to ratify the Anglo-Persien treaty. The Persian Minister of the Persian Govt.
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answered by valmly starting negotiations for a treaty with Fussia which could not but be

incompatible with the Anglo-Persian treaty. The Shah called an Extraordinary Supreme

Council of Ministers, of the Shah's family and of the highest clergy who agreed to call the

Mejliss, but proposed that the Govit. take up an expectant position with regard to the

ratifecation of the Anglo-Persian treaty in view of the negotiations proceeding in Moscow.

/ Irsnsky, Op. cited, pp.l06-~107/ It was obvious thet the Persians were exploiting the Anglo-
Russian differences to secure the best possible terms. Three days after the

Persian decision to hold ratification of the Snglo-Persian Treaty in abeyance until the te-

nor of the Fussisn negotiations became clear, Rithzkmim Rothstein was sppointed Soviet

Imbagsador to Persia.

Ps+298 At the end of December Churchill s:nnounced in Parliament that British tropps would be

withdrswn from Persia, slthogh the fussians suspected that they would only be withdrawn to
southern Persia. The Persian cabinet thereupon asked the Fussians to evacuate their troops
vwhich were still in northern Persia. Karakhan answired on January 22, 1921 that the
Russians would withdraw their troops after the last British soldier had left Persia.

/ Iransky, Op. cited pp. 108-109/

The negotiati ns for the treaty with Russia did not run smoothly bemause the conser-
vative religious leaders, the Mullahs, were as much oppose to Russian influence as they
were to British. In answer to the opposition of the Mullahs, Sephadre Azam resigned. No on e
could be found to lead the cabinet and carry out an enti-Russian policy, since it was
dommon knowledge that the British would evacuate Northern Persia as soon as the snow melted ij
in th? mountain passes. Therefore Sephadre-Azam was Teturned to office./ Balfour, Op. cited
P.209

The time was ripe for & coup d'etat which was executed by Peid zia ed-Uin with the assis-
tance of Reza Khan, later Reza Shah. There was-enother group of adventurers in Teheran who
issued Bolshevik slogans, taked of Lenin and +rostky and wanted to exproprdate the properrty
of aristocrats. They had just about arranged a coup d'etat when they were anticipated by

P+299 Seid zia ed-Din./ Osetrov Op. cited pp.152-153/

The coup d'etat of Seid zia ed=Din is-a-mooted point in *ersian historiography....

P.300 It really makes little difference whether the coup d'etat was arranged by the British or

NoLsesse

Not satisfied with the imprisonment of pro-British elements, Seid zia ed-Din promulgated

P.301 a whole series of of social reforms to.demonstrate his good intentions....to steal the
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thunder from the democratic parties,/ Iransky, Op. cited pp.ll2-113/....

On February 26, 1921 & treaty very favorable to fersia was signed between Russia and
Persias....The Bolsheviks cancelled all Persian debts to Russia .../ Navai Op. cited Pp.111-
115. Kliuchnikov and Sabanin, III, Vyp.l, 89-91l.... Since there still British troops in
Persia, the Russians claimed the right, by the yet unratified treaty, to remein with their
troops. It took another month of negotiations before fothstein was sllowed to enter. A
German writer #ising Persian sources further explains that Kothstein's entrance was deferred
until the clashes between Russian and Persiesn troopsmceased./ Melzig: Resa Shah, p./4;
Iransky, Op. cited, pp. 109 £f.

P«305 ....The way was cleared for the ratificstion of the treaty when Seid zia ed-Din's

Cabinet fell on May 24. Reza Khen snd Seid zia ed-Din broke on the issue or British
instructors for the army, Reza Khan maintaining thet the presence of British instructors
would result in a continuation of British influence./ Melzig, Op. cited p.46/ Seid zia
ed-Din fled to Baghded where he was given asylum by the British, thereby confirming the
belief that he was in British service./ Ducrocq Op. cited pp.106-107/

Kavam es Sultaneh, an anti-Britisher, now took pffice. Although he, too, was pro-British
in heart, it was obvious that if the new cabinet was to be at all permanent, it was
necessary for it to adopt en anti-British tone. The British therefore allowed the new cabi

net to discharge the British instructors...and advisers. A1l this was calculated to strengthen
Kavam as Sultaneh's position by decking him out in anti-British colors. As s matter of fact
the British evacuated their troops to the lest men by June 1921 so that they had little
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choice but to gracefully relinquish their holdings./ Iransky, Op. cited pp. 210-215/

«ssoNow that the British had been ejected from fersia, the Communist Party of Persia became
bolder. Sultan Zade in an article for Pravda for July 16, 1921 reviewed the progress of

the communist party in Persia. He wrote that the party had suffered considerably from advent
urers who had mxmmmwx masqueraded as communists, and it had been necessary to uspend publica
tion of the newpaper and to increase the secrecy of the party. Yet he set as the minimum
goals the overthrow of the power of the Shah and the great proprietors, the cessation of
British influence and a democratic regime to make communist propagsnda ‘possible,

Pravda July 16, 1921 &s quoted by Ducrocq Op. cited pp. 147-148

—— e —

Russo-Persian relaticns could not have been called cordial....Rothstein handed tk Persian
Govt. a note in which he informed them of the possibility of furbljer protracting negotia-
tions. The protest was effective and the treaty was ratified on Dec. 15, 1921/ Iransky,

Op. cited 215 ff./
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Chapter VII
Russia and Afghsnistan

gx835 p.323 In most of the areas retaken by the Bolsheviks from the ~Whites or the interven
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ventionist forces, the Bolsheviks were usually received with joy, since the loeal popula-
tions were disgusted with the Whites and the interventionists. in Central Asia the Bolsheviks
hed to deal with Pan-Turanianism and to & lesser extent Pan-Islamism. The idea of racism
concocted by Gobineau and expanded by numerous successors hed not reached the Near fast
until the beginning of the Twentieth century, where it found its most ardent advocates

among the $oung Turks. Using the specious, but widely.accepted argument, that common
language implied common raciasl origin, the Pan-Turanisns claimed &s Turks all peoples
speaking langusges akin to Turkish from Azerbaijan to Siberia. Khalil Pasha during the

siege of Baku in September 1918, confided to the German attache with the Turkish armies

that the Turks intended to unite all the "Turanians™ as far as Siberia

-

Ernst Paraquin in the Berliner Tageblatt, Jan. 24, 1920 as quoted in the Near East, Feb.1l9)
1920 XVII. 247 . ‘

Mustapha Kemal had given up all these Pan-Turanian schemes, but the exiled leaders
of the Committee of Union and Progress, Enver and Djemal harbored them secretly. However,
their status as Russian guests kept them from expressing them openly. These ambitions were
later to leasd to difficulties for the Bolsheviks.

The people who were to play the chief role in/the Pan-Turanian movement had begun
to take interest in their own fate..... /
/ The First All Russian Moslem Congress in Moscow, May 1917 taken from’ von Mende, Der
nationale Kampf der Russlandtéirken/

" vv.The Executive Committee was apparently appealing / appeal of June 1917/ to the diver-
gent pmpmixkim elements of the Moh. population. Yet the Ex. Committee neglected to mention
the serious divisions among the Moh. groups. The Volga Tartars felt they were the only
true Tertars, vhereas the Bshkirs considered. themselves distinct and culturally separate.

From all the information at our disposal, we may safely state that the Bolshevikse
novw enjoy the loyalty of the Moh. population. Yet there is no doubt that the Moh. were
alienated from the Bolsheviks in the period of wer communism. Had Pan-Turanianism been
a vital force, and not emerly the scheme of a few Turkish intelectuals, the dissatis-
faction of the Moh. population might have been & serious threat to the Oct. revolution.

A Soviet writer has,given us & description of the changes effected in Turkestan

by the Febr. revolution //see S.Ginzburg "Basmachestvo v Ferhene" Novyi Vostok X-XI(1925),

175;202, p.181/ The same writér-describes the Oct. Revolution as follows:see 175-202, p.

132 :

Fir a time the Bolsheviks ignored the situation in Turkestan, but they turned their
attention to it at the first opportunity. The Bolsheviks, however made no secret of thdir
dissatisfaction with the state of affairs, When & deputation of the starving Turkestan
/populatiqn appealed to Moscow for relief, the Bolsheviks told them to eat autonomy.

Y/ Peml Olberg: "Sowjetrusslands Politik ‘im Orient" Archiv fHir Sozialwissenshaften und
Sezialpolitok, L.(1922); 121-203, p. 188 139, 144,/XkRyxX%3 In Februsry, 1918 the Red
Army besieged the city of Kokand where a non-soviet government had been established. lhe
city was shelled and twelve thousand persons are said to have been killed. The leader
of the troops was later removed by the Bolsheviks, / Paul @lberg, Op. cited, pp. 142,
143/++++.These events were not soon forgotten by the populations of Russisn Central Asia
nor by their co-religionists - the Afghans/.

The Afghens during 1919 and the first part of 1920, before Mustapha Kemal had
shown he could hold his own against the Greeks, considered themselves the only truly
independent . e B <3
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Moslem country in the world. Consequently they saw themselves in the role of the legitimate
guardians of Moh. interests the world over. During 1919 and 1920 they sent military
instructors to Bukhara, and in Sept. 1920 the Bolsheviks recognized the independence of
Bukhare The Bolsheviks were nourishing the Afghan hope that Khive, Bukhara and Turkestsn
might exust indeendently with Afghsn influence predominating. Reisner, Nezavisimyi Afghani
stan, p.211. The Afghens realized how great a store the hussians out in Afghan bad relations
with the British and they were determined to extract some payment for ‘these services.

/ Basmachi movement - source:’/Vasilevsky "Fazy Basm.Dvizhaniia v Srednei Azii" Novyi Vostok
XXIX(1930) 126-141, pp. 132, 133/.

Description of Soviet power in Bukhara which fits also other regions is goven according to

VD.Soloveichik "Revoliutsionnaia Bukhara" Novyi Vostok II(1922) 272-288, p.275/
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«ssNaturally as soon as the Red Army garrison was reduced the Basmachi movement flared up
once more, this time assuming very serious proportions since Enver Pasha himself assumed
leadership./ Ibid. pp. 275-278/.

Our information on Enver after his flight from Turkey is vague and contradictory....In
Western Europe it wes assumed that Enver Pasha acted in perfect sgreement with the
Bolsheviks since he enjoyed their hospitality and sent such warm greetings to the Baku
congressf The Near East, Nov. 24, 1921 XX, 657-58/
But this was something of an oversimplification, Enver Pasha's position was most indefinite.
«sssEnver Pasha was kept/ by the Bolsheviks as a trump card in case Mustapha Kemal failed
the Bolsheviks....Enver Pasha could be sent: to Turkey to make difficulties in the policy/
of converting Turkey into another Poland//Arthur Ransome "Enver Pasha" Manchester Guardian
Dec.2, 1922, p.ll. Ransome lived in the same house with Enver in Russia for a month.
Whatever Enver Pasha was he hated the British and French and could be relied on to fight
them....Enver Pasha promised to refrain from mixing in Turkish politics as long as
Kemal waged war with the Entente., However he broke his word and started to intrigue from
Batum./Ibid.:?Louis Figher, The Soviets in W.Affsirs (n.Y. 1930) I, pp. 336-87/ The

P+332 Bolsheviks them recalled him from the Ceucasus, but Enver ignored their summons and went
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to Bukhara. The belief that the Bolsheviks were continuing tye Imperial Sussian policy of
oppressing the Moslem populations , and Enver's inordinate ambition explain his attempts
at putting Pan-Turanianism into practice in Russian Central Asia,

In Nov. 1921 Ener made his appearance in Bukhara as a guest, disappeared on a huntin g

trip and emerged as an associate of the former Emir of Bukhara.With him Enver arranged
for a unification of the anti-Bolshevik forcesm and sent men to Ferghana, Samarkand and
Khiva to secure support. Enver's slogsn was the "union of all Moslems end the ejection of
the Furop:-ens.". Through & representative he suggested that the Bolsheviks recognize him
as head of the ara govermment and meke an alliance with him to fight for cmmon
goals in the Easty/ Soloveichik Op. cited, p. 283/. Although the Afghsn Govt did not offi
cially support Enver(s Basmachi-movement, 800 Afghan soldiers were enrolled in Enver's ranks
The Afghan consul in Bukhara made his support of Enver so conspicuous that it was necessary
to recall him., A Soviet writer informs us that the Red Commander in the area did not exclude
the possibility of an Afghén attack in 0922 / Vasilevsky Op. cited, p.134;/Reisner Neza
visimyl sfganistan, p.2l3....It would bheve been extremely difficult to unite the Russisn
Moh. in & common cause. In addition there was considerable friction between Enver and

the former Emir of Bukhéras, vho rightly feared that Enver wanted to usurp his position.

/ Vasilevsky Op. cited, p.125/ Inver failed to win over the local populetion...the popu-~
lation revolted against him as it had against every ruler. When the Bolsheviks sent size-
able detachments into the sree in August 1922, they had no difficulty in liquideting

the Bashmechi movement, Fnver being killed in the process./ Soloveichik Op. cited, pp.286-
87. See Fiéher, Op. cited I, pp. 387-390 for the drametic account of the circumstences of

Enver's death.



P.334

Pe335
p.33€

P.339

P«340

Pe342

Pe343

P.346

Pe 347

P

In the spring pf 1919 the Russiens end the Afghans exchanged emissaries/jnezhduna-

rodnaiz Zhizn Merch 27, 1922, pp.36-37 / The Afghsn's radio commnication intercepted

by the British/ Papers regarding hostilities with Afghenisten, Op. cited pp.18 ff./

secelenin's letter to FEmir Apenullah - see L.Fisher, Op. cited I, p. 286/

Soon the Prof. Barkatulleh referred to in the radiogrem intercepted by the British
arrived in Moscow....Jt would be adviseble xke Barkatulleh's letter to the Emir
continued, for the Afghans to unite with the Bolsheviks in driving the British out of
the Middle East end Indie.//Izvestiis, May 1, 1919/ Another lesudatory srticle said thd
although Barkstullsh was neither & communist nor & socialist, he y agreed with
the Bolsheviks in their intention of ejecting the British from Asiey/ITzvestiis May 6, 1¢
1919/ A few days later....it was pointed out thst Barkatullsh.was not =n officisl
delegate of the Afghan govt., and that he had been 2 Germen agent during the World
Wary/Izvestiia, May 8, 1919/ ....The official bulletin of the S.Commisseriat of Foreign
Affairs reported that the newspsper Afghan featured lurid articles on the success of
Bolshevik agitation in Afghenisten, The Russien editor remarked thet the newspaper
was the perscnsl property of the Afghan foreign minister, and thet the reports of
Bolshevik influence in Afghenisten was exsggerated..|Piulleten: Narodnyi Kom. Inostr.
Del, May 17, 1920 p.8/.... this was the time of Afghen British negotiestions....The
British offered Afghans complete independence, i.es the rigt to conduct their own
foreign affairs, asltiough Afghansitan had to promise to prohibit the passage of
foreign troops through her territory!? "Notes of ;the Week"™ The Near Past, Aug.l, 1919
XVI, l}p/ see also Relsner Op. cited pp. 197—98ﬂ15ykes:The History of Afghanistan, II,
p.283

sseeess In the six months efter the Peace of Rawelpindi in which the Afghans were
supposed to be on good behavior, they made demonstretive gestures of friendship to the
Exikizx Bolsheviks....Brevin, the Soviet ambassador, was allowed to reech Kabul in
Septmeber 1919 after a protracted period of waiting in “ashkent. Sykes The History of
Afghenisten II, pp.287-288. / An officiel Afghsn delegation grrived in Moscow in.
October 1919 Its members were greeted...by Sultsn Geliev...Y/ The Times, Oct.16, 1919/
February 1920 speech made by Emir of Kabul - lementing the deplorable state of Islem
in view of the Britishdesire to destroy the Caliphate .J//L'Asie fmmiaim Francaise
June 1920, p.207/
Despite all these friendly gestures, a Russo Afghen treaty was not signed until Febru-
ary 28, 192100.0
We can pafely accept the assertion of Soviet writers that the Anglo-Russisn Trade
agreement hampered their activities in Afghanisten, for they had no reason to dis-
semble. Simultenecusly there was an incressing sentiment in British imperielist circle
for & repprochement with Afghenis Col. 2.C.Yates "Centrsl Asia after the
Peace" ‘he Near fast, March 25, 1920, XVII, 435/
eeeeJt seems that the Russisns were unusually successful in their relations with

Afghanisten. The British had been forced to give ground and relinquish positions

which they held since 1907....It cannot be denied that the Russisn revolution

of 1917 gave a great impetus to the development ofsnsticnalism in Agsis &s ad the

Revolution of 1905.  However, the tremendous effect of Wilson's Fourteen Points in

inspiring world naticnalism cannot be overlooked. Soviet diplomets can rightly

cleim credit for recognizing the new situation and exploiting it, although it

can hardly be meinteined that they created the new state of affsirs,

Although Russia's policy in Afghsnisten was complicated by the Basmschi question,
it did not suffer from the unpopulerity which the Comintern brought in its wake in
Turkey end Persia. o..Jt would seem that Russia's success in her Fastern policy
stemmed more from the politicaX benefits these countries enjoyed in associstion with
her than from the opportunity to participate in worléd revolution.





