
Fake So cial ists vs. Women’s Lib er a tion

Apol o gists for Is lamic Re ac tion

Re printed be low is the text of an IBT state ment on an in ci dent
that took place in To ronto dur ing the cel e bra tion of In ter na tional
Women’s Day in 1998:

The re moval of two lit er a ture ta bles from To ronto’s In ter -
na tional Women’s Day (IWD) fair at Ryerson Poly tech nic
on March 7 [1998] has cre ated a ma jor con tro versy on the
Ca na dian left. One ta ble be longed to the rac ist Ca na dian
Forces. The other, en ti tled “Pos i tive Im ages of Women in
Is lam,” was set up to pro mote the Ira nian the oc racy’s re -
cord on women. It was stocked with a va ri ety of pro pa -
ganda ma te ri als pub lished by the Min is try of Cul ture of the 
Is lamic Re pub lic of Iran (IRI) and dis played quo ta tions
from “Imam Khomeini”—the re ac tion ary cleric who led
the move ment that top pled the Shah in Jan u ary 1979.

Khomeini’s Is lamic Re pub lic im me di ately moved to im -
pose the veil, crush the left and re store the bar baric prac -
tices of flog ging, am pu ta tion and ston ing. On 8 March 1979, 
a few short weeks af ter tak ing power, Is lamic thugs opened
fire on Te he ran’s In ter na tional Women’s Day dem on stra -
tion. In the months that fol lowed, the Imam’s “Rev o lu tion -
ary Guards” at tacked na tional and re li gious mi nor i ties and
mur dered thou sands of left ists, fem i nists, ho mo sex u als,
“adul ter ers,” athe ists and other “en e mies of al lah.” 

Re cently the Ira nian gov ern ment has sought to soften its
well-deserved rep u ta tion as one of the world’s most
misogynist re gimes. The chance to set up a pro pa ganda
stall at International Women’s Day in To ronto pre sented an 
ex cel lent pub lic re la tions op por tu nity, while also serv ing to 
dis creetly in tim i date ref u gees from the mul lahs’ death
squads. The lib eral fem i nists who or ga nized the IWD fair
were happy to wel come IRI par tic i pa tion just as they em -
braced the “sis ters” from the Ca na dian Forces.

Not ev ery one saw things this way. Women com rades of
the Workers’ Com mu nist Party of Iran (WCPI), some of
whom had spent years in the mul lahs’ jails, took the lead in
driv ing out the Imam’s pro pa gan dists. The New So cial ists,
So cial ist Ac tion, Trotskyist League, On tario Co ali tion
Against Pov erty and a va ri ety of left-feminists and an ar -
chists also par tic i pated in this com mend able ac tion. (None

of our com rades were pres ent at the time, oth er wise we
would cer tainly have joined in.) Af ter re mov ing the
Khomeinites, the left ist pro test ers turned to the Ca na dian
mil i tary and ran them out as well.

Pre dict ably, the fem i nist or ga niz ers of the fair, as well as
var i ous lib er als, fem i nist un ion bu reau crats and fake-
socialists, op posed the ex clu sions. Among the sup pos edly
Marx ist groups which sided with the Khomeinites were the 
Com mu nist Party, So cial ist Re sis tance (for merly La bour
Mil i tant), Com mu nist League (fol low ers of Jack Barnes)
and In ter na tional So cial ists (IS).

The IS has been the most out spo ken de fender of the IRI’s 
“right” to par tic i pate in IWD. With con sum mate cyn i cism,
the IS lead er ship claims that this ac tion, ini ti ated and
largely car ried out by émigré Ira ni ans, was a “rac ist” act
mo ti vated by blan ket hos til ity to be liev ers in Is lam:

“The booth was at tacked and the women ex pelled from
the fair on the bo gus ar gu ment that the re li gion they rep -
re sent is sex ist.”
“This is just rac ist.”

—So cial ist Worker [Can ada], 11 March 1998

The IS ar ti cle goes on to smear the pro test ers by as so ci at -
ing them with the Na tional Front fas cists in France, on the
grounds that they too op pose the veil! This cyn i cal trick re -
calls the Zi on ists’ prac tice of brand ing all crit i cism of Is rael
as “anti-Semitic.” 

In a 28 March state ment de fend ing the ac tion, WCPI
sup porter Hassan Varash ex plained:

“one of the women stand ing be hind the booth as the staff
ad mit ted that she was em ployed by the Ira nian con sul ate
in Can ada....
“And an other fact is that the IRI’s booth was far from the
[WCPI]’s, whereas there was a ta ble just at tached to the
[WCPI]’s booth which be longed to an Is lamic women’s
group. This group has al ways been pres ent in the fair for a 
num ber of years and the [WCPI] had no prob lem with
their pres ence....The only thing that caused the ac tion was 
the fact that the booth be longed to the Is lamic state, which 
was per ceived as an in sult to the cause of women’s equal -
ity, and as a threat to the se cu rity of the re gime’s op po -
nents in Can ada. For this rea son the [WCPI] was
de ter mined to force the IRI’s agents out.
“The slo gans used and chanted un til the agents were ex -
pelled were also in dic a tive of the fact that the pro test ers
planned to ex pel the IRI, not the Mus lim women—slo gans
such as ‘Down with the Is lamic Re pub lic of Iran,’ ‘Stop
ston ing in Iran,’ ‘Is lamic ter ror ists out, out,’ etc.”

The 25 March [1998] is sue of So cial ist Worker car ried a
full page ed i to rial by Paul Kellogg, dis in ge nu ously pos ing
the is sue as one of “de fend[ing] the right of all re li gious mi -
nor i ties to par tic i pate in the fight for women’s rights and
the fight against pov erty.” Kellogg as serts that “no ev i -
dence has been ad vanced” to prove that the booth, which
was stocked with of fi cial IRI pro pa ganda and staffed by a
woman who ad mit ted to work ing part-time for the Ira nian
con sular ser vice, was in any way con nected to the Ira nian
state. But Kellogg and the IS lead er ship don’t care: “Even if
there were a booth at IWD that had some back ing from the
Ira nian state, would that jus tify an at tack?” The IS says no.
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At is sue is the at ti tude of so cial ists to ward the mul lahs’
“Is lamic Rev o lu tion,” which the IS sup ported. While not
sup port ing the IRI, the IS con sid ers Is lamic fun da men tal -
ism to have a pro gres sive as pect in as much as it is “a type of
na tion al ism, a re sponse to the crush ing hand of im pe ri al -
ism in the Mid dle East.” Thus Kellogg views Khomeini’s
rev o lu tion pos i tively:

“What makes the Ira nian state re ac tion ary is not its re li -
gion, but the class pro ject of its rul ers—a class pro ject
which set it self the task first to de stroy the gains made by
Ira nian work ers and the poor in the rev o lu tion of 1979,
and sec ond to re build an Ira nian cap i tal ist class....”

But there was no work ers’ rev o lu tion in 1979—there was 
a re ac tion ary mass mo bi li za tion that top pled a re ac tion ary
dic ta tor. The mil lions of work ers and poor peo ple who par -
tic i pated in the strug gle to oust the hated Shah and his bru -
tal re gime did so un der the lead er ship of Aya tol lah
Khomeini who un am big u ously de clared his in ten tion of
cre at ing an Is lamic state. The over throw of the bloody
Pahlavi dic ta tor ship did not re sult in any gains for the
work ers’ move ment, but rather in its rapid de struc tion at
the hands of Khomeini’s Is lamic gangs. It is bad enough
that the IS loudly hailed the “Is lamic Rev o lu tion” at the
time, but to con tinue pro mot ing the lie that it brought
“gains” to Iran’s work ers and op pressed is pos i tively per -
verse. 

In 1978-79 the IS treated the mo bi li za tions against the
Shah as a work ing class up surge in which Khomeini and his 
mul lahs were only in ci den tal fig ures. The Ca na dian IS pa per 
ran a front-page blurb (cop ied from its Brit ish par ent) that
pro claimed: “Sud denly, work ers’ power in Iran has ex -
ploded on to the world stage...Iran, fired by work ers’
power, can fuel the strug gle for so cial ism” (Workers’ Ac tion,
De cem ber 1978-January 1979).

While ac knowl edg ing that Khomeini held a po si tion of
“sym bolic lead er ship” in this sup posed ex plo sion of
“work ers’ power,” the IS as serted that: “At pres ent there is
a com plete vac uum of po lit i cal lead er ship among the Ira nian
work ing class.” This was sim ply un true—the lead er ship of
the Ira nian work ers’ move ment (prin ci pally the Mos cow-
line Tudeh Party, but the other left ist groups as well) made
the same “op ti mis tic” as sess ment of the char ac ter of the “Is -

lamic Rev o lu tion” as the IS. In stead of warn ing the work ers 
of the mor tal dan ger posed by Is lamic re ac tion, they cel e -
brated the di men sions of Khomeini’s “mass move ment,”
and painted rosy pic tures of the un fold ing of an in ex o ra bly
rev o lu tion ary pro cess. An ar ti cle from the Feb ru ary 1979
is sue of Workers’ Ac tion en ti tled “The form—re li gion; The
spirit—rev o lu tion” as serted:

“Khomeini has many re ac tion ary views. He is an ab so lute 
anti-communist. But, for the time be ing Khomeini is a
sym bolic fo cus for a re volt which be gan in the mosques
be cause it was the only place the peo ple could or ga nize
their op po si tion with out fear of the dreaded SAVAK..          .          .
“But to be lieve the peo ple of Iran are fight ing and dy ing
in their hun dreds and thou sands only to let one re ac tion -
ary leader be re placed by an other is ab surd.”

What was “ab surd” was the re fusal of the IS and the rest
of the fake-left in ter na tion ally (and in Iran) to open their
eyes to the dan gers of Is lamic re ac tion. In fact the op po si -
tion to the Shah ex tended far be yond the mosques. Left ist
or ga ni za tions had sub stan tial sup port both on the cam -
puses and in the un ions, par tic u larly among the oil work -
ers. The prob lem was that the Ira nian left, like the IS, tailed
Khomeini and his move ment. Only the then-revolutionary
Spartacist ten dency (whose pro gram the In ter na tional
Bolshevik Ten dency up holds to day) raised the nec es sary
pro gram for the Ira nian work ers: “Down with the Shah!
Down with the Mul lahs! Workers to Power!”

Had the Shah’s pro pa ganda min is try at tempted to set
up a lit er a ture ta ble at the first IWD march in 1978, the fem i -
nist and left ist or ga niz ers would cer tainly have joined ref u -
gees from his dic ta tor ship in over turn ing it. If two black
stooges of the hated apart heid re gime had at tempted to set
up a ta ble to pro mote “pos i tive im ages of black women in
South Af rica,” they would surely have re ceived the same
treat ment. Pub li cists for Iran’s bru tally mi sog y nist re gime
who turn up at events ded i cated to pro mot ing women’s
lib er a tion de serve no less. Those mis er a ble “so cial ists”
who choose to de fend the Is lamic re ac tion ar ies against
their vic tims thereby take po lit i cal re spon si bil ity for the
ter ri ble crimes of the mul lahs against Iran’s work ers,
women and other op pressed peo ple. ■

39


