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CONTINUED FROM LAST ISSUE
Twenty-four years later - i.e. in 1942-3 when the dictatori-
al period [of Reza Shah's rule] was over - and, as a result
of the greater freedom of elections in Tehran, I became a
deputy for the capital, I had another encounter with him
which is worth mentioning here. I had had no news of the
Colonel Fraser since the time of my departure from Shiraz
[in 1921] - where he had come to see me, and I had said
farewell, and thanked him for the two leather bags full of
water which he had given my man' - until 3 March, 1944,
when I got into an argument with some deputies in the
[Fourteenth] Majlis, and left with the intention of not
returning.” Next day, Mustafa Fateh, the [Anglo - Iranian]
Oil Company's [local] deputy general-manager, rang me to
say that the day after (5 March), a group of people would
come to take me back to the Majlis. I made no comment
and was left wondering why I had a phone call, as well as
support from the oil company when I had nothing to do
with them; for I had done what I had done solely in the
country's interest. That afternoon, Adib (son of Adib al-
Mamalik Farahani, the well-known poet) came to see me
on Colonel Fraser's behalf with a similar message.3 This
surprised me even more, and I was wondering how to
respond to people who contact me on behalf of the oil com-
pany and the British military attaché in Tehran [i.e.
Fraser].

Since we do not have a party system in this country,
and the [political] initiative is, in many cases, in the hands
of foreign powers, I decided not to go with them to the
Majlis if the visitors were connected with foreign [i.e.
British] politics. Otherwise, I would not humiliate those
people who might come to support me for reasons of social
and political sentiments alone.

Next day, a few people [of the former variety] turned
up, and I did not pay much attention to them. Then a large
crowd of university students as well as others from various

walks of life came, saying that the distance between my
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house and Nadiri Street [about two miles] was so packed
with people that it was difficult to move. Therefore, all of
us set out for the Majlis, and the nearer we got to it the
larger became the size of the crowd. There were too many
people in the car [which was slowly moving in the midst of
the crowd], and lack of space made me have a fit. In
Baharis-tan Square the crowd took me out of the car and
carried me on their shoulders towards the Majlis but the
troops closed the Majlis gate. I was still feeling unwell, and
they carried me in the same way to the café in the north-
east corner of the Square, opposite the Majlis. At this time,
Brigadier Gulsha'iyan, the martial law administrator of
Tehran, suddenly ordered the troops to open fire. A sol-
dier's bullet, intended for me, missed, and killed instead
Reza Khajeh-Nuri. He was a university student who hap-
pened to be on the balcony of the upper floor at the time.
Even though later in the Majlis I demanded the prosecution
of Brigadier Gulsha'iyan, those in charge of the ministry of
war were not prepared to put him on trial in a court of law
and allow us to discover why all the soldiers had fired in
the air except for the one whose bullet killed that student.

I shall now quote a part of my speech in the Majlis on
12 March, 1945, extracted from Minutes of Majlis
Debates, No. 25, p. 142:

I put the question to the government, why Brigadier
Gulsha'iyan, the martial law administrator, was first
relieved of his post, and then the army Deuxieme Bureau
(which had no jurisdiction in the case) acquitted him with-
out any recourse to witnesses and informed sources. Later,
he was sacked because he had not responded to a blow to
his face by a Majlis deputy. I suggest to this and the ensu-
ing government that the Brigadier must be tried in a court
under reputable judges, or it will be difficult for me to con-
tinue my service to the Majlis.

The event [of the oil company's apparent intervention
on my behalf] was interpreted in two different ways. Some

of my compatriots thought that the tragedy of 13 March



had been planned by the oil company, whereas others
believed that the company had in fact wanted to show its
appreciation for my opposition to Kaftaradze's proposal, as
well as my bill which banned further grants of oil conces-
sions.* This interpretation is nearer the truth, for if the
company had wanted me destroyed, a company official
[i.e. Mustafa Fateh] would not have telephoned me, and
the British embassy's military attaché would not have
informed me about the people's intention to come and take
me back to the Majlis. However, since my opposition to
Kaftaradze's proposal had been interpreted by my oppo-
nents [i.e. the Tudeh party] as support for British policy, it
is necessary to explain my position here.

My speech in the [Majlis] meeting of 5 October, and
my bill in the meeting of 9 October [1944] had nothing to
do with any foreign interest, and, like everything I have
ever said, it was based on the country's interest. If
Kaftaradze had succeeded in obtaining the North-Iranian
Oil Concession, the common oil interest of Britain and
Russia would have made it impossible for the Iranian peo-
ple ever to speak of freedom and independence. As it hap-
pened, the case of Kaftaradze's proposal was one over
which we had both agreements and disagreements with
Britain.

The coincidence of our interests was in the fact that
neither we nor Britain wanted the Soviet government to
use Iranian oil. That was why my bill, which had the sup-
port of almost all pro-British deputies, passed through the
Majlis so quickly. On the other hand, our difference with
Britain on the matter was that the British government
wanted, sometime in the future, to benefit from North

Iranian oil as well; whereas we were hoping that the
Iranian people would, one day, exclusively benefit from
their own oil, and no foreign government would be able to
tamper with their independence in order to ensure its con-
tinued exploitation of Iranian oil. That was the day when
the nationalisation of the Iranian oil industry was passed
through parliament.

I have been somewhat diverted from my memoirs of
the Fars province which I shall now continue from the
point when I was awaiting a reply to my resignation cable
to the shah. The longer it took the more likely it seemed

that he would not accept it, and I would remain in Fars.

Nevertheless, some agents of foreign powers in Shiraz
were planning to create instability in the province, and
some of my colleagues came up with various suggestions
for preventing it. I shall quote verbatim one of these views
which had been put in writing.

14 March, 1921. Since some disorder has been
observed in the province, with highway robbers misbehav-
ing themselves, and as adventurers may seize the opportu-
nity to establish the disorder, it is necessary to control all
the telegrams sent through the telegraph office. Therefore,
we beg you to instruct the central telegraph office not to
communicate any telegrams before members of your
excellency's staff have checked them, and refuse to send
those which contravene the order and interest of the realm.
Abulgasim Nasir al-Mulk, Mu'ayyid alMulk, Mohammad
Bagir, Lutfali Nuri, Fazl'ali (prefect of the police), and
three more illegible signatures.5

The suggestion was put into effect, and a couple of
days later Major Meade, the British consul, came to see me
saying that Messrs SardarFakhir Hikmat's and Mushar al-
Dawleh Hikmat's telegram from Tehran to Shiraz had not
yet been received by its addressee. I said the head of the
telegraph office had been told to check only the outgoing
telegrams from Shiraz, not the incoming ones to the city,
and that the latter should be sent to its addressee without
delay. He must have been convinced by what I told him,
because he sent me the following letter.

Your worship,

I am genuinely sorry to trouble your nobility, but I
have no choice but to say that (as I told your excellency a
few days ago), His Excellency the British chargé d'affaires
had said that Messrs Sardar Fakhir and Mushar al-Dawleh
were supposed to send a telegram to His Excellency
Hishmat al-Mulk, but the latter told me he had not
received it. A few days later I heard from a source that the
telegraph office had in fact received that telegram, but had
not sent it to the said gentleman. Now the chargé is again
asking whether or not that telegram has been received.
What answer shall I give him? If in some quarters they
have prevented its delivery to its owner it will be difficult
for me to answer the chargé. What shall I do?

Yours sincerely, Major Meade

In the end it never became clear what these gentle-
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men's telegram was all about that had stopped its delivery,
or what benefit its delivery would have brought the for-
eigners, which had prompted the British consul to write
the above letter.

There were only a few days left before the Persian New
Year when some of my colleagues expressed the view that
there had been a definite change in the British attitude
towards Iranian politics since I had first been appointed
governor of the province. Chief among these was Nasir al-
Mulk, who had previously spent some time in prison on the
charge of opposition to British influence, and had been
released when Farmanfarma was governor-general. Their
argument was that, previously, the circumstances required
a politician such as Mushir al-Dawleh to be at the helm, but
now the government was in the hands of individuals whose
British connections were open to everyone's view. Then,
the governor of Fars would not conduct a [formal] corre-
spondence with the SPR, whereas now the prime minister
himself had granted them recognition, and had asked them
to send a platoon together with artillery to Tehran.

Hence, to refuse to hold the official new year cere-
monies at the Government House in order to avoid the par-
ticipation of the SPR in them would be viewed as a con-
frontation with Britain. It would be better to observe the
new year formalities; for, if it was attended by the SPR, it
would not go against precedent as they used to attend offi-
cial functions when Farmanfarma was governor.

This was the suggestion of one of my colleagues, and
it was supported by a few others. If [ was certain that the
shah would not accept my resignation I would not have
agreed to it, but in fact it was unclear what decision the
shah would take, and I therefore agreed, hoping that this
might make the shah refuse my resignation, and my col-
leagues would not get into trouble [by my fall from office].
Besides, there are no important and influential political
parties in this country whose leadership would take a deci-
sion, and relieve the membership of personal responsibili-
ty by giving them a decision to abide by. When political
activity is not bound up with a party system, the position
of those involved is not the same in matters concerning
intelligence, patriotism, obligations and emotions. In fact
it varies considerably: there are those who would even be

ready to forfeit their lives, and those who would give up at
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the slightest loss.

The official ceremony was indeed held, and brought
some of my colleagues, especially Mohammad-Taqi Khan
Mu'ayyed al-Mulk to tears [on account of the presence of
the SPR officers]. However, before long I received the fol-
lowing cable from the shah in reply to my resignation
telegram:

23 March, [1921]

Your resignation from governorship of Fars was
accepted on the approval of His Excellency the Prime
Minister. Please put the Office in Qavam al-Mulk's care
and leave immediately.

Shah

The text of the telegram shows that the shah wanted to
look like a constitutional monarch and merely inform me
of his prime minister's decision. So I decided to leave
Shiraz on 26 March, 1921. The day before my departure
Qavam al-Mulk came to see me, and brought me a cheque,
because I had not asked him for money while I was gover-
nor. But I did not accept it, and - as I needed money for
travel - I borrowed 1,600 tomans from Mirza Mohammad

Bagqir Khan Dihqan which I paid back on arrival in Tehran.

FOOTNOTES

1. There were not many cars in Iran at the time, and - in line with the
practice of the South Persia Rifles - travellers in Fars used to take a
bag-full of water for the car radiator in case water was scarce. These
were special bags imported by the South Persia Rifles, and each of
them could take a few litres of water. When my man had gone to buy
two of these bags from the SPR, the Colonel had learned about it and
told him 'Your employer is no longer in [an official] position and
unable to accept [a gift of] two leather bags.' Hence, on his orders,
the SPR had given my man two of these bags free of charge.

2. See further, Husain Kay-Ustuvan, Siyasat-i Murazeneh-yi Manfi,
[Tehran, 1949], vol. 1, pp. 282341.

3. Adib al-Mamalik had been a friend of mine, but until 30 October,
1925, when I opposed the single-point bill for the establishment of
the temporary regime [of Reza Shah, pending the decision of a con-
stituent assembly], I had not known that he had a son in the army.
That night I heard a loud voice from the [terraced] roof of the house
next door, saying: 'You should take care tonight'. Later it turned out
that it was the younger Adib's house, who, at the time, was Major-
General Karim Aqa Buzarjumehri's aide de camp.

4. Tr. See further, Introduction.

5. Quoted from the Dunya Yearbook, vol.9, p. 40.
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