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The Iranians’ Debate after the Crackdown: Is Green Movement Rvolutionary or Reformist?

Introduction:

As one scholar has described it, for those who study social movements, Iran is an
interesting case: despite the fact that the country is among the most evirgdes in the
developing world and has a strong reform movement, no major victory for the Greeméfave

appears in sight.

After the controversial presidential election of June 2009 in Iran, people tdw to t
streets in Tehran, and other major urban centers, in great numbers to protssttiagalection
fraud. Because the supporters of Mir-Hussein Mousavi, the reformist canatiatevas the
main challenger of the incumbent president, had chosen the color green asrpaigos
schemethe following protests against election fraud were called “The Green Movément
Although the protests, which happened frequently from the mid June 2009 until thermaty
2010, presented a great challenge to the authority of the regime, the rectopirdewés indicate
that the regime has been successful in cracking down on the opposition and hasl tbgain
authority and control. The two objector candidates are under house arrest and the suppa@ter
not been in the streets lately. What many in the Western media and Iranianiopgosiips in
exile projected as a new revolution that would lead to the overthrowing of thed$t@public
is now in disarray. While Iranians’ protests inspired Egyptians, as onei&uywggtivist sait]

Iran itself politically appears to be calm. Even the new movements in theedviiddtern and

North African countries, the Arab Spring, have not reignited the Greens in Iran.

! http://www.iranhumanrights.org/2011/02/wael-ghonim-on-iran/
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Therefore, it is now safe to say that while the war for democratic erendjthe rule of
law in Iran continues, the Green Movement has lost the battle. As the U.S. Embaabysts
in the United Arab Emirate said, while the Islamic regime has not beeroadiminate the
movement entirely, the Greens have also ceased to challenge the goveranniiotity and at
this point the Green Movement is more of a persistent problem for the regimemathan

existential threat.

In the wake of the protests and the regime’s brutal crackdown, some factiong the
Green Movement pushed for a strategy of an all-out assault on the regiine, atimapid
regime-change in Iran. These factions argued strongly against the oppsgit®vgiling
reformist strategy and advocated instead for more radical actiorse fdwions argued strongly
against the opposition’s prevailing reformist strategy. That strategycated civil right
movement for the rule of law and a free and fair election. In contrast to thaggirde
rejectionist groups demanded that the two defeated reformist candidates tutestspleaders
to go beyond the framework of the existing constitution and issues such as eleatidns fr
Instead of protesting against elections result and demanding vote recounting andragltroeat
rule of law, the Anti-reformist groups argued, the leaders should diret@tkdhe Supreme
Leader and the advocate regime change. They argued that “What do they fthestééaders]
mean by mobilizing people around ‘where is my vote’ slogan? Do they know that by @ulyocat

this slogan and limiting the protests to such short sighted plans, they are pigevwahibns of

? VIKiLeaks U.S. Embassy Cables.
http://www.google.com/#hl=en&sa=X&ei=kre5T6uKBlewiQL7hOXFBg&sqi=2&ved=0CAUQvwU0oAQ&qg=What+Wiki
Leaks+said+about+U.S+embassy+in+UAE&spell=1&bav=on.2,or.r_gc.r_pw.r_gf.,cf.osb&fp=ee39e6d564blabcb&bi
w=1024&bih=624



people, who did not vote in the elections and have been opposing this regime totally, to join the

protests?*

The Rejectionist Camp condemned the reformist strategy and the movenfent'sste
leaders blaming them and their tactics for the setbacks. The Refoamgt €ntinued to
advocate the reformist agenda. The agenda was to push for the rule of lawheattseeking a
rapid regime change. Their plan was to mobilize people in order to erekgespread bottom up
pressure and bargaining at the top. In so doing, starting in early Decembeaf2809e
regime’s crackdown had largely silenced the opposition, they tried to peganutests against
election fraud even by co-opting the regime’s ceremonial holidays. Teegafjaged some
factions in the conservative camp and power circles inside the regimeairheiuas to mobilize
enough support and pressure for peaceful political changes starting withriaaubed the

election system.

This thesis aims to explain why this sever rift between factions of thiahrapposition

groups opened up after the failed protests in the wake of the 2009 elections.
Rejectionists vs. Reformists:

My argument is that the divisions that opened up in Iran’s Green Movement following its
suppression by the regime in 2009 were mainly grounded in the physical location af the tw
sides on either side of the rift and the varying perspectives that differethscgenerated. The
Rejectionist Camp is largely based in exile, while the Reformist Gamainly based inside the
country (with some newly established offshore outlets). The rift that deacklafter the

elections, | also argue, followed earlier divisions in the opposition movement. Thivse ea

® The Iran’ Labor Party’s Statement. http://www.toufan.org/Maghalat%20jadid/Shafaftar%20shodan%20marzha-
.htm



differences had been papered over in the intense period of protests between thecZ008 el
and the regime’s success in crushing the protests. But the new rift wasuarghaped by

those earlier differences.

This rift, then, is a result of their greatly different political €gats, visions, agendas,
and also is about generational divisions. The exiled stream is mainly consisteclufer
generation of the Iranian political activists who still, to a great @edjke in the Cold War’s
political environment. This camp is divided into two major groupings. The first grouping
consists of the leftists, nationalists, and monarchists. Their old grievagaiastahe Islamic
regime bring together all these otherwise odd factions into one groagpiag effective unifying
force. Each of these factions lost numerous comrades and members in their figttthgai
regime in the first decade of the Islamic Revolution of 1979. The regime bagded,
tortured, and killed most of the members of these groups and almost eliminated thei
organizational presence inside the country. The remaining activists belongirgygootiping
survived this wave of killings only by fleeing the country to seek refuge in theewes
democracies. These experiences made it very difficult for them to agheany reformist
strategy or possible engagement with the regime. In addition, there is oméssug that unites
the factions of this grouping: despite their deep ideological differencgsaltrtapposed outside
powers’ intervention, particularly military intervention, in Iran. While lféist and, to some
extent, the nationalist wings of this grouping have their old animosity towael pbesers, the
monarchists also have their own grievances for the way these Westers pparticularly the

United States during Jimmy Carter’s presidency, dealt with the Shah.

The second grouping of the exiled camp is a recently established cirdlgtiognsf the

former leftists, who have switched their position to the right, several well-knanwref



Islamists, human right activists, celebrities, and journalists-turnedicpbhictivists. In contrast

to the first group, this newly established group not only engaged in dialog withdhmaisté

factions of the Islamic regime, but has also been part of the regime iasthélpwever, while

there has not been bad blood between most components of this group and the regime, they have
come to the conclusion that all possible reformist and peaceful strategiekdaemocratic
changes in the regime, through the regime’s existing election systenalready been

exhausted. Also, unlike the first grouping, this grouping has been seeking the Westes powe
intervention and involvement in supporting and advancing political changes in Iran. Whsit unite
these two groupings in the exiled camp is their common agenda to overthrow thdskamoie
regime rapidly, forcefully, and even violently. But what divide these two groupingsle are

many programmatic issues, personal animosities, and different appraathessue. They are
united only in their complete rejection of regime and disbelieving in the gradjzalipational

and political changes in the regime through elections and civil society engaige

The exiled groups have only a very small portion of population inside the country as
their followers? For example, in 2005 they tried to demonstrate the widespread support for a
rapid regime change by initiating a referendum for a completmesghange. In order to collect
signatures, they placed a petition on the internet to be signed by supporters @frérelten.
But in the end, they collected only 25 thousand signatures from Iranians both inside and outside
the country. In addition, they do not have any organizational presence inside the couitry. The
relations with civil society organizations have been tense because both sides have bee
criticizing each other’s tactics. Even one of the most vocal leaders of tloegs gMr. Mohsen

Sazegara, confessed that their Facebook and radio broadcasting show hadlmigdritis

4 Ayandeh Public opinion Firm. May 2009



followers among all IraniamsFurther demonstrating is the controversial June 2009 elections, the
majority of people participated in that elections and a large portion of voteres tinaorl 2

million according to the regime’s official accounts, voted for the sansennest candidates who

had been under the exiled camp’ attacks precisely for their reformisigstr&inally, their

frequent attempts to mobilize people around regime-change agenda and maieiaghns

during the 2009 mass protests failed. It served only as a pretext for ithe’segecurity forces

to intensify the crackdown on the protesters, as some reformist actitéstslzémed’

However, some of these factions were led by well-known political figureésealebrities
who were able to command attention, giving them weight beyond their numbersafgiexat
the center of the group asking the reformist leaders for more radi¢abgteand advocating for
more involvement by outside powers, were individuals such as, Mohsen Sazegara, coegbunder
the Islamic Revolutionary Guards founders who had held top positions in the regjfione
joining the opposition. He left Iran during Mr. Ahmadinejad’s first term in eff@005-2009),
and is now a fellow at the President George W. Bush Center. Anotherifiddodhisen
Makhmalbaf, one of the Iranian’s most celebrated film makers, who has wonl severa
international prizes for his films, such as Kandahar as one of top 100 films ofealiso
among journalists, figures such as Alireza Nourizadeh, one of the most estlranian
journalists in exile, based in Landon and the chair of the Center for Aaaditranian Studies

(CIAS) is a member of this faction.

In addition to its well-established position in exile and their very welbéskeed access

to the media, this circle enjoyed a relationship with some factions ofetfoerist Camp inside

> www.bushcenter.com/articles/mohsen-sazegara. Accessed on April 28, 2012.
6 Abdi, Abbas. www.ayande.ir/1385/09/post_115.html#tmore. Accessed on April 28, 2012.
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the country as the result of their political origin. Through this relatipnshey were able to
command attention from student groups, bloggers, and freelance journalists in ivajor ur
centers. Last but not the least, this group had, and it still has, a dispropoitiinatee over
the Iranian internet, blogosphere, and oppositionist media through which they have been able t
have a great impact at times of unrest and crisis. At the time of theupes2Q09 election’s
unrest, in which the regime shut down the remaining reformist and un-embeddedattia,
people, activists, especially the youth and educated individuals, resortedrttethet and
international news outlets. Because most of these groups have been in exileeftrandwo
decades, they had established several online newspapers, weblogs, radio brgadaadthad a
much greater access to the international media that gave them a guti@ach and impact. For
example, Messrs. Sazegara and Nourizadeh both are regular commemtawarsy international

radios broadcasting in Persian, especially the Voice of America.

As a result, in mid-August through October 2009, the Rejectionist Camp, abpesi
interventionist faction, mobilized small, but very active, groups of the interney gauth in the
capital and a few other major urban centers who demonstrated sporadicalhaatet directly
against the Islamic regime’s leader. In some occasions theyaeetiown and burned
Khomeini’s posters (the Islamic regime’s founder who still is, at feasally, respected among
many reformists). In another development, which impacted the protests, tbadRegeCamp,
successfully presented itself as the movement’s de facto leaderdmgpinternational
community. They portrayed the Green Movement as a movement with a rapid ceginge
agenda. All these developments, on the one hand, gave the regime a pretext forckhdosvosa
and to accuse the activists as the agents of outside powers. One the other handei poldr

marginalized the protests.



Both exiled groupings, (the Old Rejectionists faction consisting of thist¢eand
nationalists, and the Former Reformists-turned-Rejectionist fagtitan)sively use internet and
internet-based media to issue statements denouncing the regime, declaraggtieta, and
pushing for uprising rather than engaging in civil society activities suchtensgy. But it is the
latter that has made it very difficult for the different factions of teRnist Camp inside the
country to agree upon a viable political agenda and strategy to counter the aggi to push for

democratic changes.

The second camp, what | call the Reformist Camp, is mainly based inside thg.count
This camp consists of Islamists-turned- reformists, who once weralecegione wing of the
Islamic regime, consists of a few small circles of intellals and activists outside the country,
and, more important, a new and vast stream among the youth, students, intellectulaés, and t
middle class live in Iran, whom | call “the post-Islamism” genieratinspired by the new
developments in the world and the failed Iranian revolution, these groups favor a peaceful and
gradual transition to democracy through civil society activities and the bafigressure

instead of pushing for another uncertain, costly, and more likely, violent revolution.

Ideologically, the main components of this camp are neither anti-western, including
Israel, nor anti-capitalist. Also, while they want the state to be sedavan the religion, they
are not anti-religion, i.e. anti-Islamic.. As one important figure of te@fRist Camp once said,
commenting on the ambiguity of Iran’s constitution and the relation betwegionedind
democracy, “the more important issues for us are our national, regional, andimtatna
conditions and interests, when they are at stake we should come up with a democratic

interpretation of any text, be it religious or constitutional texts. Whercgn turn English



monarchy into democracy why you cannot democratize the Islamic Repliiespite the fact
that most of them are pious Muslims, they nevertheless maintain thatspietiye a choice
rather than an obligation. They opposed extremist view of religion and, as one prtomine
reformist journalist argued “through our history destruction and ruins have come from
extremists, be it dictators, kings, revolutionaries, religious ones or setularisontrast, what
we have and what we have made have come from reformists, be it the moderatepisters
of the Shah such as Mosadegh and Amini, moderate clergies such as Khatami, ocod¢natem

activists.®

They presented “a new kind of intellectualism” to counter both the “religiouidana
who were preoccupied with God but neglected humans and extremist secularistsuskd fot
human and forgot the God,” as Mohammad Khatami argued before becoming asteformi
president. These intellectuals “respect reason and appreciate freedorbelldwsy that body is
more than mere matter and the human as greater than mere rfansead of trying to make
democracy compatible with Islam, they have been trying to figure out how totheakeeligion
compatible with a democratic society. The main intellectual source ofaitmpg came from small
group of former Islamists turned reformist intellectuals. “They geed one of the most
remarkable intellectual movements in the Muslim world with far-readnipdjcations for
religious thought and democratic practice.” (Bayat, Asef 2007: 84) This nesvagen and its
organizations consisted of relatively disempowered actors and NGOs, pdstiaaaren
groups, who challenged more powerful politicians and the government, in order to hold them

accountable to both the state law and the revolution promises. These activistsh@vork t

’ Tajzadeh, Mostafa. “Matn ya Vahn?” http://www.emruznews.com/2004/11/post-3263.php

® Behnood, Massoud. http://www.roozonline.com/persian/opinion/opinion-article/archive/2012/may/05/article/-
e5e5c28f2e.html

o Khatami, Mohammad. Bim-e-Mowj, p. 139.
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linkages” back and forth between the everyday life and politics and in so doing develop

important connections between different social groups encountering the largeapsyisitem.

Meanwhile, the Reformist Camp tried to influence the elite and the stategh popular
social forces and different civic organizations in order to make radical pbéticl structural
changes possible. This was in contrast with the traditional picture of somraiments, the
picture that the Rejectionist Camp had in mind, as organizational outcomes apetafpr a
sudden overthrowing of a regime. Instead, it built on a new approach that explored how
movements could contribute to broader processes of political change. belkejéctionist
Camp, which boycotted all the elections in the past, this camp participatedelettions by
supporting the candidates who had favored its political agenda. They also trieditatpehe

political system by voting for those whom they had been considering as potdietal al

Tactically, they tried to co-opt the country’s ceremonial holidays andrqtaryer
groups and other social events into political action, in order to confront the regimeia bay
kind of political gatherings. While the Rejectionist Camp used a very setuautisislamic
Revolution, anti-clergy, and especially anti- Velayat-e-Faqih (the ukimgé¢ of Supreme
Jurist), language for its propaganda, the Reformist Camp used a soft langddgeused on the
forgotten promises of the revolution and frequent violations of the constitutiaiticized the
executive and the judiciary branches, and, more recently, the police and the RevylGicsal
rather than attacking directly the Supreme Jurist. However, this campedudttbacks as the
result of its internal disputes and divisions over political agenda and strategy. &ioresf
inside this camp, influenced by the second grouping among the Rejectionist Carspnadisa
shifted their position regarding the reformist movement’'s engagement withgihgerand

participation in the elections. By their swinging position between theriRefioCamp inside the
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country and the Rejectionist Camp, these factions prevented the refampsinside the
country from becoming united around one single political platform and to be able ¢sexer
agenda more effectively. | will explain the impact of such shifting position dhgrawide the

evidence of such shift in the next chapter of my article.

In sum, there are two major camps inside the Iranian oppositionist groups. One camp,
which | call the Rejectionist Camp, is mainly based in exile. This campstesitwo factions.
One faction, which | call the Interventionist Faction, is consists of formemnedts, several
well-known activists, journalists, and celebrities. They are very wiglbkshed and have a great
deal of access to the media abroad. The second faction, which | call the OlibRisfsc
Faction, consists of classic leftists, secular democrats and natioridigtsexiled camps
advocate a rapid regime change strategy although they differ on how to ke gedond camp,
which | call the Reformist Camp, is mainly based inside the country. This chrapades a
reformist strategy based on bottom up pressure to make structural and piidgiogés inside

the regime.

Reformist Movement: Division & Divergence

Now the pertinent question is: Why has such a deep division and great divergence
among the broader reformist movement inside the country emerged in dealing vstartiie
regime? My sources to help explain the Reformist/Rejectionist fifbeithe two different
camps’ language, blogs, and media outlets, as well as their political sttgeand interviews
that have appeared in the press. My argument will consist of four parts. witstrdce the
original split between the two camps, focusing on how they split over the elegtemsy

adopted by the regime and over power struggles within the regime. This sphtdevident in
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the seventh presidential election in June 1997, a dozen years before the fornranappeahe
Green Movement. Second, | will explore the two camps’ different approtzhiaee key
issues: elections, NGOs, and power struggles inside the regime. ThirdpbWiat the ways in
which each camp tried to implement and exercise its plans and strateggdly, Fwill compare
their distinct analyses and their constitution discourses and how they explanee of the
democratic movement in Iran, in general, and the Green Movement, in partictihe research,
| will be looking into two different camps’ language, blogs, media outlets,hemndolitical
statements and interviews. | will discuss their different approachesd®eiections, NGOs, and
power struggles inside the Islamic regime. Then, | will be looking to tlys imavhich each
camp tries to implement and exercise its plans and strategies. Findllyjgdmpare, contrast,
and utilize two analytical approaches and arguments used by the two majorioppasitps to

explain the democratic movement in Iran in general, and the Green Movementdulgarti

|. The Split of the Oppositionists and Emergence of the ReformisEamp

In the June 1997 presidential election of Iran, Mr. Mohammed Khatami, a formeeminst
and Islamic leftist turned- the presidential reformist candidate ectggdtl and defeated Mr.
Nateqg Nuri, the well-established cleric, then the powerful Parliamenk&peeho had been
enjoying the full support of the entire regime’s establishment such astewstanedia, the
military, and most Friday prayer imams. Internationally and domesti®ddtl Khatami’s victory
was regarded as a radical shift in the Iranian politics. The fact that he mafblmsel to resign
as the Minister of Islamic Culture and Guidance in the previous administratidms f@latively
liberal views and his opposition to harsher censorships on the press, underscored suchis shift
victory opened a new political chapter in the country that was depicted lyypobtrcal

analysts as “The Reform Era” or Iran’s “Second Revolution.” During thisghethe country
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witnessed relative freedom for the press, economic growth, and improvementgn foskcy
based on détente with the West. Such elections in the past, in which competition had been
limited only between different factions of the regime, had made it possiblenfa jgolitical
groups among the opposition front and the civil society NGOs and activists, who wanted t
reform the regime, to rally in support of the reformist candidates ine¢bgals. By
participation in the elections and voting for the most favorable candidates frongdhose who
had been allowed to run for the office, these groups hoped to make favorable palitical a
organizational changes in the regime. This strategy was in contrast torigbtdagycotting of

all the elections which was the strategy of the majority of the exiled groups

The Emergence of the Reformist Camp

The rise, and then the fall, of Mr. Mohamed Khatami as a reformist presideeati¢chas
emergence of two new constitutional and election discourses among diffarean lopposition
groups. In the beginning, the victory created a new discourse among many |8hamest
activists and Islamic groups. They started to publicly debate not only &ll and political
issues but also many Islamic concepts. The most influential Islamishstuden Daftar-e-
Tahkim-e-Vahdat (the Office of Consolidation and Unity of Islamic Studerdddssons, or
DTV) emerged as one of the leading organizations representing the new.chiagyg shifted
their position from a leftist-Third-Worldist-Islamist group toward a pratysh and reformist
group. The DTV’s leaders, the same organization which had been supporting the rebtine a
establishment for the most of its life, emerged as a new force figbtimgyil right and the rule

of law through peaceful means. As its leaders said in their statement:
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The fundamental role of the student movement @itaue power. We are not a political party
seeking to seize the power by revolution or by threwing a regime. Rather, our goal is to
mobilize people for democracy, to empower civilisbg and to reform powef.

Expectedly, these new developments, in addition to the regime’s unexpectedraecepta
of Mr. Khatami’s victory, triggered a rift among the oppositionist groups in.eéxdethe first
time since the 1979 Iranian revolution, one important group in exile spoke out for padigipa
engagement, and the possibility of reform without an outright revolution, and distaseded it
from revolutionaries and political bickering. The Organization of Peoplel®i2es, the
Majority (OPDM), an influential and popular leftist group among young and mitkie c
seculars that was involved in guerilla fighting against the Shah, issuddraestaquestioning
the credibility of its own previous approach and other rejectionists towartetiimes. The
group asked: “Have we been right in boycotting all elections in the past andlegsfgitruggle
for a sudden and costly overthrowing of the regime while reformists could havelbeén a
penetrate the regime?” They said that “instead of trying for umcena more likely violent
revolution, we should have supported the reformist candiddtess’a result, this group began
to distance itself from other groups and supported the reformists. Latebeiteye the center
of The Unity of Iranian Republicans, an umbrella group that brought a group ofrarins

together to support the Reformist Front inside the country.

But, the majority of activists and oppositionists in exile remained opposed to the new
approach and interpreted the reformists’ victory as “a new tactic bygimea¢o deceive the
people inside the country and to fool international comunity.” MEK (Sazeman-ehatijae-

Khalgh), all other classic leftist groups, such as the Labor Path atbtheunist Party of Iran,

1 http://politic.iran-emrooz.net/index.php?/ 1997 politic/more/1661/
n Fadaeyan statement
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and the Iranian National Front in Exile issued statements and rejectaddiimes’ new game”,

as MEK called it. MEK rejected the possibility of any reform and int&ement said:

Those who talk about the civil society organizasiothe rule of law, and bottom-up
pressure and think that with electing good peopienfitional offices we would be able to
make favorite changes in the regime want to natjrapite (impossible). It just does not
work. The reformists leaders such as Khatami khetter than any body else that the
clerical rule’ dark roof is based on the pillartbé Velayat-e- Faghih and the smallest
change in the structure would make the whole bugjdiollapse?

They emphasized the fact that the reformist president and his supporters haddogen a
the most royal supporters of the regime and its policies in the past. One datinsSecularist
and Monarchist front, wrote: “Both Khatami and those members of DTV who have been elected
to the Parliament are the children of the regime and vetted by the Guardianl Gdwerefore,
talking about reform and the conservatives and the establishment being surprisdeated de
the election is a joke and is nonsen$eAlso, the leaders of Jebeh-e-Meli, (the Iranian National
Front based in exile) declared that the election of Mr. Khatami would not chartbengnyhey
said: “Democracy and being democratic have specific meanings. You canndidse/éno
things in the framework of the Islamic Republic Regime or its constitutiotih &#&ctions and

electing a ‘reformist’ we change nothintf’”

Mr. Khatami was one of the revolutionary elite who had previously served in various
administrative positions. The "core" of his and the reform movement’s acandterganizers in
the beginning was made up of Islamic leftists disqualified for running faeotis they were
purged out of the government. But Khatami’'s support had cut across regions and dadsdine
only he had gotten the support of many non traditional voters, especially the ydutiea

women- many of whom were first time voters in an election under the IsRepigblic- but he

2 http://iran-interlink.org/fa/?mod=view&id=10335
B http://www.kankashtv.com/p/view.php?objnr=44
14 ., .

ibid
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also won even over many Revolutionary Guards, Quom seminarians and Basgities re
militia) members. The core of his electoral support, however, came fronottermmiddle

class, college students, women, and urban workers.

Despite the fact that several well-known organizations, such as once powerful and
popular MEK, vigorously opposed reformist approach, in August of 1999, more than 20 Ipolitica
groups and parties, student unions, women and civil right organizations came together and
formed the Reformist Front ( Jebhe-e-Eslahat), which became the backbon&efaimist
Camp. The Front represented “both the collective desire for change and the coapbbtioad

and civil groupings that had lent support to Khatami” (Bayat 2007: 107).

However, after a short period of time, in which the conservatives were in shock and awe
and the reformists wasted opportunities, the new president and his administratianipged
by the conservative parliament and the regimes’ other non-electablag@real bodies such as
the judiciary system. In February 1998, President Khatami appointed a groupmbiv@ent
law experts as the Committee in Charge of Supervision of the Execution of théu@ions The
committee was assigned to report any violation of the constitution by ansngoaeal body.

The Committee proved unable in exercising its initial mandate.

However, the reformists made progress on other fronts. They succeeded in opening of the
public sphere and reducing the social restrictions. The pro-reform presshiéaliand the
number of new parties, NGOs, and even political groups sharply increased. While in 1897 the
were only thirty-five political parties, NGOs, and other associations, tmd&uincreased to 97
in 2000 and to 2,500 in the end of 2001 (Bayat, 2007: 109). But the conservatives began their

counter attack on these fronts as well. When the reformists press raised tlum qiidlse
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president constitutional power and his other leverages, and the impartialityjadithary
system and asked the reformist leaders to organize protests, the hardénted by opening a
new line of confrontation. In addition to closing down the reformist newspaper®aadigals,
they began to intimidate the activists and the press by arresting, kidriing, and
assassinating several prominent writers, journalists and activists. Vokifkmary Guard
helped the regime’s militia, or the plain cloths, crush the student protests. Tlyforendd
nationalist-Religious Coalition, a group combined of Freedom Movement of Iran\ardlse
prominent figures of younger generation of liberal-nationalists withioels leanings, was
banned. In one turning point occasion, a gunman fatally shot Said Hajjarian, tHergsgent
of Tehran Municipal Council and the chief strategists of the Reformist Enotie doorsteps of

the Council in March of 2000.

Even the reformists’ landslide victory in the congressional election oti&eb2000 and
another landslide victory of Mr. Khatami in the June 2001 presidential election did not
substantially change the situation in the favor of the Reformist Front. Unléeetlaé reformists’
first presidential election victory, in which the hardliners for a short peritichefwere in
shock, this time the hardliners began to attack even before the newly electedgrarivas
convened. The Guardian Council postponed the second round of the congressional election for
the remaining unfilled seats and cancelled the election results in saéigérats in which the
reformists had won. After the new Parliament finally convened, while the judsyatem and
the Revolutionary Guard continued their affront on the reformist administraimGuardian
Council and the Maslahat Council, another powerful council appointed by the Supremetaeader
judge between the Parliament and the Guardian council, blocked the Parliamekinio aing

reformist legislation. According to the Islamic regime’s constitutiba,Guardian Council
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would have veto power on any legislation made by the parliament, if deemed untonstit
But the Council went far beyond its constitutional right in confronting and crippling the

parliament.

When the reformist media and protesting students on the university campueeis ma
difficult for the Guardian Council to act so defiantly, the Supreme Leati&twined personally
and made the newly elected parliament even more embarrassed. The Sigadeneasked the
parliament to stop its primary debate about a new press law. These confronetiohs
exposed the weakness of the executive and the legislation branches against the otioee t
powerful and non-electable bodies, made Khatami’s rule of law and civil socetypajor
political platform, look paradoxical and unpractical to many of the intellectaral activists
inside the Reformist Front. Before their victory in the congressiondlaiethe reformist
leaders had argued that in order to break the gridlock and to progress in refornpiolijites
structure they would have to win the then upcoming congressional election. This arguinent los
its credibility for many reformist movement supporters after they won thiafant in February

2000.

The rest of the Mr. Khatami’s second term withessed more progress for dhilenkes
and more retreats and defeats for the reformist administration. Confrottea aafiant
Guardian Council, on the one hand, and an increasing pressure by his supporters to fight back,
the President introduced two bills in September of 2002 to reduce the Guardian Gowecil
and to increase the power of the President as the constitutionally responsible fomgytheldi
Constitution. Both bills were passed by the Parliament and vetoed by the Calriaway.
The rejection of the both pieces of legislations sparked an intense debate afoongpts.

Several reformists figure called on the President to resign or askdtearandum. Some

19



sporadic protests occurred in Tehran’s quarters and the police arrested a grotgsahgr
people outside the Parliament. The hopeless President rejected the callgriatiogsand
referendum. Instead, he wrote to the Council and withdrew the bills. The withartalbills
and the President hopelessness undermined the reformist movement credibil@yett ap a
rift between two emerging political trends inside the Reformist Fibktr. Khatami’s first
victory weakened the Rejectionist Camp in the favor of the Reformist Gapptoach, his
failure weakened the Reformist Camp in the favor of the rejectionistdandadors of
boycotting all elections. For the first time since the birth of the reformement, a group of the
reformist parties and individuals, who had been trying and hoping to reform the political
structure through the elections, aligned itself with the RejectionispQaexile. Before this
defection, the Rejectionist Camp consisted of leftists Marxists, serf@ocrats, secular
nationalists, and monarchists. Akbar Ganiji, a prominent reformist, wrote da artice most
important reformist newspaper, Etemad Meli (The National Trust) and concludeeftnm

was no longer possible within the existing political structtrre.

The most important of these groups were The Union of Islamic Student Assogititeons
DTV (The Office of Consolidation and Unity), and The Organization of Iranian Bitye
Graduates (Sazeman-e-Daneshamookhtegan-e-Iran). All the three digasiaere Islamist-
turned- reformist political parties that enjoyed major influence amongrtiversity students and
also among young peoples in the urban centers. The UISA and DTV were the orgemiii
the June 1997 election that brought the reformist Khatami to power. Nothing could eixglain t
new division inside the reformist camp better than the split of SOCU over theaggttaward

the elections and the whole reformist movement. The organization grew rapidly therin

B http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2004_2009/documents/dv/akbarganji/akbarganjicv.pdf
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“reform era” and turned into an influential nationwide student movement with vasirketw
including more than seven hundred local newspapers and magazines, an impressivenmws age
(ISNA), and more than 1400 cultural and social associations. The leaders of both doyemnizat
issued statements announcing that it had been a waste of time, energy, aresothees to
support the reformist president. Mr. Ahmad Zied Abadi, the secretary gen@BJGf said that
“participating in the election and electing a reformist but powerlesdergsonly would give

the conservatives an opportunity to blame the reformists for their own wrongamicdise
mismanagement of the country.” He also said “such participation would givegiheerand the
dominant conservative faction of it, the legitimacy that they Id®igo, Mr. Alireza Afshari,

the spokesperson for DTV, said “the less participation in the elections the gitredey crisis
for the regime.” He added that “in contrary to what we believed before ttealef the
reformist president, boycotting of next elections leads to a faster pace torderation of the

country.™’

In the days before the election of June 2005, the DTV issued a statement and said:

We will not participate in the ninth presidentiéd&tion by staying away from the ballot
boxes. We believe that regardless of our intentamsparticipation in the election will
help the regime and gives its core establishmenkethitimacy it needs. The 8 years of
reformist front having the executive and legislatbranches of power and being
powerless against very powerful and hardline nactable governmental bodies proved
the failure of an unrealistic reformist approachePeople of Iran should not participate
in the June 2005 election until the regime charitgesehavior completel}?

Moreover, several well-known intellectuals and journalists among the fdstaprist
turned reformist issued statements and backed such a move by these two organizations
Akbar Ganji, a leading figure in the new breed of reformist and post-Islpursialists

issued a statement supporting the boycotting policy from his cell in the prisamesand t

'® (Gooyanews, March 2004)
7 (Gooyanews, June 2004).
'8 http://news.gooya.com/president84/archives/027291.php
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went on hunger strik€. These groups’ new strategy and the split in the reformist front

were backed by the major opposition groups based in exile.

The split became public and formal when several of well-known leaders of thatstude
organizations and other activists, including Alireza Afshari, Reza Delbari,evidPazegara, and
Akbar Ganiji, went into self-exile in mid-2005. The split extended into the prawejosups in
exile and the Union of Iranian Republicans, which had been supporting the reformigididat
the country, split into two factions. One faction, the Union of Democratic andsfthei
Republicans, issued statements condemning any participation in the electicgpported the
shift in the position of those reformists inside the country and demanded mor¢ aatitoes by
them. Following their first conference, the group issued another statement anttdzbifre

upcoming election:

We believe that the Islamic regime’s frameworknitm-electable branches, and the Velayat-e-
Fagih have made any reform through the electiopoasible. The eight years experience of a
powerless reformist administration proved this pdimthe current political system all power
remains in the hands of the Supreme Leader naléuted president. Therefore, any attempt to
implement reforms through the elections is baselassur country, the only way out to
democracy, justice, and freedom will be throughrthrewing the Islamic Republic and
establishing a new republic. Today by boycotting éfections the people should say No to the

=20
whole regimé

Also, the National Front of Iran (Jebeh-e-Meli-Iran), a secular natgtrparty that call
themselves as the followers of Mohammad Mosadegh (the legendary PrinseeMirilran
during early 1950s and the leader of the movement to nationalize the Iranian oil ihdistry
Iran’s Nation Party (another secular nationalist party), the Iraniarei/dtssociation, and more
than five hundreds of other activists and intellectuals issued a statement eotddabthe June
2005 election. The NFI issued its own statement and insisted on its previous positions about the

election. They rejected the notion that the division between the regimifawas between

¥ http://news.gooya.com/politics/archives/029281.php
%% http://news.gooya.com/president84/archives/029302.php
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the moderates, or liberals, and the hardliners. They rejected the idea thatiisgpipemoderate

faction would make any meaningful difference. They said:

The Iranian people are -again-faced with choositgveen bad and worse. Yet, that the various
factions of the regime turned upon each otherptsarsurprise; they have always been at war with
one another over the division of power, a biggarslof the nation’s wealth and Iran’s natural
resources. What was most surprising was that tbppesing forces that have no vested interest in
the existing power entered the yes or no gamesesktelections with such zeal. When after
many years, instead of independence and freedbmifto major slogans of the 1979 Revolution]
hanging and stoning are still our daily realitie discussion of supporting one faction against
the other will aid the illusion of choice. Thusethlections have again and again proved that any
force that considers itself as belonging to an sfijom, or as backing change, should instead of
becoming entangled in the inner regime war, graspad opportunities and take the initiative,
spending its time and energy to suggest a peogli@mative. The introduction and encouraged
discussion of an effective alternative programcenstead of guesswork concerning the rise and
fall of this or that faction - be the best optiam the Iranian nation, regardless of the divisiébn o
seats between those hand-picked to run as canglidate

Meanwhile, a majority of reformist parties still were supporting thiégpaation in the
elections. At the core were the more organized Islamic Participation(HR¥) and the
Mujahidin Organization of the Islamic Revolution (MOIR, another formidaldenist-turned-
reformist organization consisted of Islamic revolutionaries or the O&ddSy They were
backed by smaller factions such as Combatant Clerics, the Workers Partgntbadthgi Party
(Unity Party), and the Kargozaran. The reformists argued that theipaititn in elections was
one important way to reform the political system. Mr. Mustafa Tajzadehefibrenist Deputy
Minister of the Interior, the ministry in charge, among other things, of carogihthe elections,
argued that without participation in the election the hardliners and conservatives woul
consolidate their power and fully control the regime. They also said thatahed®epublic’s
leadership, so regretful of “the reform period” and so fearful that anotheasuapportunity
would undermine their authority, decided to prevent the reformist candidate fromibgc¢ben

president by manipulating the vote counting. They argued that the regimers@cived that

“www.kou roshzaim.org/DetailsData.asp?IDdata=196
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electing a reformists president would make a difference. One forneemist cabinet member

argued that:

With a reformist president, even without havingpadivers to exercise his plans fully, we will be
able to penetrate the system and make some chagesntrolling even 30-40% of the power
we will be able to make the life of the peopletéidibetter. We do not have any other choice. By
boycottirz'lg the elections, we will deprive peoplenfrtheir basic civil right to participate in their
destiny:

Some reformist analysts extended the debate beyond whether participation in
elections was right or wrong and argued that even in a free election the suppdsed elec
reformist president would be unable to execute his agenda if there were a wleak civi
society. Said Hajjariyan, one of the most prominent figures among the posstsland
the most respected leaders of the reformist movement during 1997-2005, argued that the
reformist president could not exercise his constitutional power, not because the
constitution is not a perfect law, but because our civil society is weak. He, whbevas
mastermind of the strategy named “social mobilizing and pressure frdsottben and
bargaining at the top”, rejected the idea that a failed reformist pnégid®/ed that
participation in the elections is wrong. Drawing on scholars of state, civgtg@nd

democratic transitions, he argued:

The reform movement is dead. Long-live the reforovement. | mean the reform
movement that wants to invest only on bargaininipwie conservatives at the top
without civil society bottom up pressure is deadalstrong society the people can bring
down a bad president but in a weak society everod gresident is useless. The real
social-political structure of a society is more wnant than the official constitutional
structure. We should try to empower the civil sbcaend one way to do that is to
participate in the elections. We should exercigecttizenship right and demand the
government to recognize that and at the same #&sgect our obligations. Instead of
boycotting the elections, we should do more in bizjag peoples in civil society
organizations; we should change our strategy amglkage and increase our connections
to the middle class, the working class, and evahegeople in small towns and rural
areas. We have been talking to the efifes.

?? http://iran-campaign-2005.blogspot.com/2005/02/iran-daily-tajzadeh-reformists-will.html
2 http://johnkeane.info/media/pdfs/iran/Fazlinejad-Velvet%20Revolution-Full-text-English.pdf
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Also, Mr. Mohammad Khatami, the reformist president, facing disappointment ansong hi
supporters, supported the pro-participation camp’s position and said: “The first stefigalpol
development is participation and the primary form of participation is through thmete&Even

if some renowned candidates are not nominated or qualifies, the people should not withdraw.
this case we should look for the candidates whose thoughts are closer to our ideas and then vote

for them.”?*

However, despite the fact that the reformist administration failed to delneerift that
had emerged with the rise of the reformist president remained solid and becaale Tagrwo
camps, the Rejectionist Camp and the Reformist Camp began to lay out theindiffere
approaches toward different issues, most notably toward the elections, the poggte shside
the regime, and the strategy to counter the Islamic regime. In the paot the thesis, as | said

in the introduction, I discuss these different approaches

II. The Two Camps and the Elections, Regime’s Power Struggle, and the NGOs:

At the core of the two camps’ debates were the Islamic regimesogle system and the

possibility of reform.

In the Islamic Republic of Iran, there has never been a completelyridefair election
in compliance with election standards of the world’s democracies. Corurpagterns in all
democracies around the globe, in the Islamic Republic from the beginningh&ildeption of
the first year after the 1979 Revolution, most opposition groups and individuals have been
denied the right to nominate their favorite candidates, or to be nominated in the case of

independent individuals, in the national elections. Despite the fact that constitutiemdoased

** http://news.gooya.com/english/archives/031954.php
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a free election, the Islamic regime has been trying to make it matifor any opposition
party or individual to participate in the election by passing new restrictiveydaby very
narrow interpretations of the constitution. According to the current eleaetigrnlhich is a
product of a conservative parliament, each candidate has to be vetted and apprbged by t

powerful hardliner Guardian Council before nomination.

Therefore, except for a few occasions or some very small towns, sincessimggpa the
new law only different factions of the regime had been competing in theoekebiefore the
June 2009 elections. However, and despite the vetoing power of the Guardian Council, which
supervises all aspects and stages of the elections, domestic politics andtpoygte between
different factions of the government have often interfered with the admirmstadtelections in
the Islamic Republic. The fact that the Islamic regime consisted efetiff competing factions,
with different interpretations of the constitution and Islamic conceptseajdvernance, created
a kind of election system in which real competition and relatively honest vote cowaisng
possible up until the June 2009 election. Such a system is a relatively different gsh

systems under the autocratic or monarchic dictatorships in the Middle EaspidhdiNica.

In the Middle East and North Africa, except for Israel and, to a much lesset,gast-
war Irag, no country holds legitimate and competitive elections. In this red¢potipas have
increasingly become moments of political crisis. While several cousingdy ban political
parties altogether, some others allow licensed political parties littragy opportunity for
them to take office, even for those parties that stand a reasonable chaimevatgelectoral
victory. In these countries, while there is open competition at lower levels bbfticas, the
outcomes of elections for the executive branch of government and for the natioaal¢atrare

never really in doubt. In contrast, in Iran, unlike the rest of the Muslim world in theélé/ast
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and North Africa, before the June 2009 presidential election, there were seaurdien
elections in which votes were counted, competitions were real, and irregsilaere acceptable
according to the existing norms in the most developing countries. A good explanatien of t
Iranian political system during this period was that it was esseraialjuthoritarian structure
with some democratic features. Some scholars and political scientesisrized the Islamic
Republic of Iran as an “electoral authoritarian” regime of a specialdwey put Iran in the

same basket as Hugo Chavez’s Venezuela or Vladimir Putin’s Russia.

In the Islamic Republic’s election system, although there were no possilidities
outsiders and outright oppositionists to compete, the competition among insiders and the
different factions of the political establishment were real, and vote ogunts healthy. Such
relatively fair elections in the past three decades, before the casiedvleine 2009 election,
made it possible for some political groups among the opposition, civil society N@@sther
activists, who wanted to reform the regime and sought democratic changedjdipate in
voting processes by supporting the most favorable candidates from among those who had bee

allowed to run for the office.

At the same time, during the past 30 years since the establishment tdirte Is
Republic, in each election the government increased the electiongimesrmore than before.
One reason for such policy was a growing number of defectors among the Idgime’s
cadres and elites and an ever growing reform tendency among the yourggatige of
Islamists. As a result, in each election a much broader range of indivichafdslimg many
former parliament’s deputies and other Islamists-turned-refonwesg denied the right of

nomination for public offices by the Guardian Council. In doing so, the Council ignoredreve

» Fukuyama, Francis. “Iran, Islam, and the Rule of Law” The Wall Street Journal, Monday, July 27, 2009
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existing, even mostly conservatives-sponsored, election laws. Also, in eatbrethe level of
irregularities relatively increased compare to the previous ones. Foplkexdhe 2005
presidential election that brought Mr. Ahmadinejad to power had more irregaddhéin the

presidential elections of June 2001.

However, in the 2005 election the irregularities were relatively minor thatcensidered
normal for many countries in the developing world. In that election, two majorteefea
candidates protested against the irregularities and complained to the Supeeteebut in the
end they accepted the final result. However, according to many election ebserdenalysts,
the level of irregularities in that election was not large enough to chia@gedult of the election
(Majd: 2010). In that election, Mr. Ahmadinejad, who was yet unknown and was not from the
political establishment, ran a populist campaign and could mobilize millionsfiErdikised and
working class people against his main opponent. He successfully portrayedrhappanent,
Mr. Rafsanjani, (the former president and one of the main political figurée ¢glamic
Republic during the past 30 years) as the engineer of all the failed polithespast. Mr.
Ahmadinejad blamed Mr. Rafsanjani’s policies for an ever widening gap bethe@oor and
the rich and for accumulation of wealth and power in the hands of a small group of well-
connected people, particularly clergies and their families, at the exgfktigemajority of the

people. But the June 2009 election changed such a relatively unique election system.

From Divergence to Convergence Again

As | explained in the previous section, the rise of a reformist presidenthgplit
oppositionists as a whole to create the Reformist Camp and inability of thaistfor

administration to deliver split the Reformist Camp. A few but formidabkgofacin the Camp
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came to the conclusion that the reformist president tended to cave ratherndarmgdtem and
provoking a constitutional crisis that might had gained some concessions frbardheers. On

the one hand, the defection of these factions and disappointment among many of the Camp’s
supporters made the reformist front weaker. On the other hand, a division between the
remaining reformists over choosing the candidates in the June 2005 prekalectians made

the situation even worse. The once united and large pro-participation campghtiag feach

other in supporting different candidates. This was an unprecedented development in the
Reformist Camp since its birth, and was a result of bitter debates on whom tddndnee

failed policies.

When the elections took place, a sharp decline of the voters, especially in rhajor ur
centers, and the fact that the elections went for a run off, convinced manystiayshe
reformists’ defeat was the result of the division between the refornmdidzaes and disillusion
of many of reformists’ supporters. While in the previous presidential eledume 2001) 70%
of voters had participated, in the June 2005 election only around 57% of voters partitipated.
the election of the June 2001, in which a reformist candidate was elected, the eksitehpr
received more than 77% of the votes and in the June 2005 presidential election, which brought
Mr. Ahmadinejad to power, the elected president received only around 19% in the first round
and about 52% in the run dff The hardliners won the elections and Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, as

the leader of a new breed among conservatives, was elected as ithenres

However, Mr. Ahmadinejad’s victory in 2005 created a new situation. On the one hand, a
group of activists and political figures left the Reformist Camp altogetmejoined those who

had been arguing against any participation in the elections for more thaar@0 ey declared

% http://www.chathamhouse.org/files/14234 _iranelection0609.pdf
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that the era of reform had ended because the conservatives and the hardlinfrigwere
controlling all the branches of the government. In addition, they asserted teaghthgears of
failed attempts by the reformists proved it was impossible to reformlémeidsregime through

elections and in the framework of the current constitution.

On the other hand, Mr. Ahmadinejad’s four years in office and the changes he brought
for many people in terms of economic hardship, hostile and adventurist foreign policy, and
political and social pressure changed the political spectrum once again. Miicglpaitivists,
different groups of people, especially the youth, several political parties, aydonaamnent
reformists, who had rejected the participation in the June 2005 elections which brought

Ahmadinejad to power, publicly or practically regretted their actions.

As a result, prior to the election of June 2009, the tide turned in the favor of paditipati
discourse and it became the dominant discourse once again. As radio BBC correspondent
reported from Iran: “Except for the core of the rejectionist camp basedertteat had been
boycotting all elections since the 1979 revolution, the boycotting policy has lost groond a
all other political parties®” The tide was so powerful that several prominent former reformists
who had rejected the participation in the June 2005 elections, which resulted in Mr.
Ahmadinejad’s victory, chose to stay silent by neither advocating for nor bogrtita
participation. However, this time the Reformist Camp had a clearer plafitieada. The main
focus was on the conditional participation according to which they supported the camdidat
had a clear plan to stand firm against the hardliners and who had clearly statad fos pl

reform and to tackle the non-elected governmental bodies.

2 www.bbc.co.uk/.../050615 a_iranelection discussion. Accessed on April 24th, 2012
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One important factor that reflected the new tide in the favor of the parteipaimp was
a change in the both DTV and SOCU's position. Both organizations issued statement and
declared that they would patrticipate in the elections and would vote for the moabfavor
candidate. They insisted that they would focus on a set of specific demands and also on the
candidates’ agenda, political platform, and his strategy to achieve it. JG&'SSecretary
General, the same organization that actively opposed in the June 2005 election, said in an
interview that “four years of Mr. Ahmadinejad’s presidency has brought daagdrdisasters
for our country and also unexpected opportunities. Now, in order to offset these threats we do not
have any option but to participate in the upcoming election to remove the current president
Also, the DTV which had boycotted all elections in the previous eight yearss&arpniost
observers by issuing a statement that indicated the group would partinif@eupcoming
election. In the statement the DTV said: “The most important goal is to prevent Mr
Ahmadinejad from winning the presidency again. We will participate in the upcaiaatpon

and will vote for one of two reformist candidates whose political agenda is thosers.?®

Also, several political figures that had boycotted the two previous presiddatiabes
not only switched their position, but also became active supporters for one or thefatimeist
candidates. For example, Abbas Abdi and Abdullah Moameni, both prominent activist, viého wer
among those figures who had asked Mr. Khatami to resign and had announced thetparticipa
policy and the reform strategy had failed, became Mr. Karoubi’s, one of the twoisf
candidates, political advisors and his chief strategists. He said that “thesfoarof Mr.

Ahmadinejad proved once again that there is no alternative for reform sthateggade a

28http://news.gooya.com/politics/archives/2009/05/087641.php

31



mistake when we left that strategy in protest to Mr. Khatami’s failunetedd of abandoning the

reformist approach we should have changes our tactics and strategy.”

The same development in favor of participation in the elections happened amongfa few
political groups in exile. Those groups that had supported the Reformist Camp during
Mohammad Khatami’s presidency and had abandoned the Front with disappointment shifted
their position again to participate in the June 2009 election in support of the ref@mndistates.
The split between oppositionists abroad was so important that the NationaliReskstant, a
once very well positioned group led by MEK which had bases in Irag under Saddam Hussein,
issued a statement and warned all oppositionists that “once again regiiorsists have begun
a very dangerous game; splitting the opposition front in favor of a ‘reformist caidiuzt
ultimately like the former ‘reformist president’ would serve to legitertize regime under the
Supreme Leader® It was with such excitement and level of solidarity that the Refol@aistp,

broader then before, participated in the June 2009 election.

But, what made the June 2009 presidential election completely different from all the
elections in the past was the fact that the level of irregularities arfichtiteexceeded far beyond
what it had been the norm in the previous elections. For example, “it was a vipoaabibility
that Mehdi Karroubi, a former speaker of Parliament and liberal cleric, couddréeeived only
one-twentieth the votes he did four years ago, and less votes than there weegrgard

members of his own political party” (Majd 2010: 42).

The June 2009 Elections, the Protests, and the Divergence Again

*® news.gooya.com/politics/archives/2009/05/088158.php
%% http://www.iran.mojahedin.org/Pages/printNews.aspx?newsid=48239
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On Friday, June 12, 2009, people of Iran voted to elect the president of the country in the
tenth presidential election. There were four major candidates compethmgertettion. The
incumbent president, Mr. Ahmadinejad, was competing with three other importardgboliti
figures of the Islamic Republic. But the main competition was between Mr. dihejad and
Mr. Mir-Hussein Mousavi, the former Prime Minster who had reemerged asrenrsif
candidate backed by the Reformist Camp. Late in the day, governmeraleffieclared that
Ahmadinejad had defeated all his challengers. For many, the outcome wasrgyrandithe
vote tabulation had been implausibly fast. Therefore, it triggered massive apdanger. With
unprecedented fast ballot counting and high levels of electoral support given tatheent
president in the major metropolitan cities and in some minority ethnic commusuitesas the
Azeri communities, known to support the opposition candidate Mr. Mousavi, the capital erupted
and exploded in protesting demonstrations. Over the next few days from Juteelishe 19,

2009, Tehran and other major cities witnessed the largest street protest®dapted since the

1979 Revolution that overthrew the Shah.

On Friday, June 19, 2009, despite the huge protests and despite the fact that all other
candidates had rejected the result, Ayatollah Ali Khamenei (the Supreswlerl) endorsed Mr.
Ahmadinejad’s victory and condemned the protests. His action was in contrast te #mellhis
own precedent in the previous elections. According to the law, the Supreme Leadendouse
the elected president only after the election result formally endorsie lgterior ministry and
by the Guardian Council. The Council usually endorses the result after hebhcoigplaints
and after investigating the election fraud claimed by other parties. Suobesg normally took
several days in the previous elections. The Supreme Leader, also, callegoohiceoand Basij

militia to appear on the streets and restore the order. As a result, on June 20rsbviehadls
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were killed, hundreds were injured or beaten, and thousands were arrested. Cwerstéhefc

the next few weeks, from the late June to late September, on the one hand, the government
increased the level of suppression, shut down the remaining reformist newspapensitechd |
the protesting leaders’ access to their followers. On the other hand, with iimgrtbasat by
security forces, the numbers of protestors declined. The protests that hredtitrimillions of
participants turned into smaller and sporadic demonstrations. At the same timgosadics

and small protests unlike the large ones, which had started over electioranitieguhnd vote
recounting, turned against the whole Islamic regime. During the dem@rsifatome groups of
people, especially the youth, not only chanted against the president but ald$y aj&icist the

Supreme Leader.

In the next phase of the protests, the efforts of the two defeated cantlidadels-
protests leaders, Messr. Mousavi and Karoubi, to organize large demonstrationsgiing the
Islamic Republic’s holiday days and other ceremonial dates, which was tansowvarin
countering the government’s ban on any gathering, resulted in small gains. Fheestizie
and the shrinking size of the protests gradually sparked and intensified the pdebates
between the Iranian opposition groups in exile and inside the country. In this regayd, ma
Iranian intellectuals, analysts, and political activists went far beyonfadha's such as the
brutality of the police and the powerful Islamic regime’s oppression mach&etain the
setbacks. In their explaining and analyzing attempts, these individualsoapd giivided into
two major camps: One camp, the Rejectionist Camp, drew on the brutality ofithe,reg one
hand, and the veto power of the Guardian Council and the Supreme Leader, on the other hand, to

argue against the possibility of any meaningful reform in the regime. The athpr the

34



Reformist Camp, argued that organizational weakness, to put forward aiveféex workable

strategy, combined with the weakness of the civil society were the naaionefor the setbacks.

While the Rejectionists blamed the reformist leaders for the setbacks,dhaist$
argued that in the course of the protests, the government made Mr. Mousavi'shigealed the
movement’s organizational abilities even weaker by restricting him t@k cincle of his aids
and limiting his access to media and his suppotteFhis new development made it possible for
some activists and political figures among the Rejectionist Camp to indlwsemall groups of the
youth in the capital and two other major urban centers. These activists, whidlphaf some
celebrities, mostly well-intended but non-political strategists difidigpoliticians, tried to
deploy conventional models and concepts to the social realities of the Iraniety,Sedgthout
acknowledging sufficiently that these models hold different historical tgyiea’(Bayat 2009:

109).

In the third part of thesis, as | said in the introduction, | discuss how the two traedps

to implement their strategies and also the two camps’ different tantidamguages.
lll. The Two Camp’s Different Tactics, Language, and Strategy:

Similar to their different strategy and viewpoint of the elections, the ans differed
deeply with respect to their language, tactics, and their approach towarsl €&Dsociety in
Iran is incredibly wired and estimates of the number of blogs in Iran range from 400,000 to
700,000. Once the universal character became widely used, Farsi rose to be the tenth most
popular blogging language globally (Howard: 2010). There is one mobile phone fptwuer

people in Iran, though in urban areas almost all the residents have one or two mobile phones.

*! http://www.insideiran.org/featured/green-movement-engages-in-self-criticism-following-low-turnout/
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About one third of the Iran’s 70 million people have used the internet, around 12 million are
regular users, and the large cohort of the youth is particularly sophistrastedigital
technologies. As a result and in the wake of an established censorship on the megiedhe
based Rejectionist Camp established a network of blogs and Internet mediadtithtias the
main way of communication and influence. They could mobilize some activists amoaythe
and some other small segments of the society in a country that “has one oflthe mwost
vibrant social media communities and the most concentrated broadcast meaiaisythe
Muslim world” (Howard 2010: 67). Another area in which two camps’ approaches wenetdis

was their approach toward the NGOs and the role they could play in the movement.

Much of the most profound discourse within Islam and democratization processes has
been taking place in Iran’s NGOs, courtrooms, university campuses, classamohesen in
show trails of dissidents. Even clerics who once had held high office and intédlectwawere
Khomeini’ protégés challenged the religion’s basic precepts as wak apécifics of theocratic
rule. Among those many places the NGOs played a great role in the reformembJey
mobilizing many people, especially women, to pressure the regime for the clhhadgeminists
and other NGOs made progresses in many areas such as the women'’s right fay, sploeti
social activities, and reforming laws that supervised marriage and allasipects of women’s
right. Since 1997 and emergence of the reform movement the number of NGOs, lgspecial
women and environmentalist NGOs sharply increased. In 2004, Tehran alone hadieghty-f
women'’s basketball teams in five leagues. According to data, up until 2004 Iran hadmver t
million women participant in soccer, basketball, swimming, tennis, skiing, judo, rowing
gymnastics, and car racing, and other sports. In some instances womenhertewtrats to

acknowledge their participation officially; at the 2004 Olympics, for trst fime, a female
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athlete led the Iranian team onto the field (Wright 2004: 145). As to other rightsutieeeded

to change some laws in favor of women. For example, in contrast to the Istzafition, in

which the mother is only allowed to keep a daughter until the age of seven and a ste agt
of two, in 1998, the Parliament revised a law to stipulate that a child could no longerrdecawa

to an unfit father, defining the custody qualifications in a way that could ofgnalify men.

In this regard, the NGOs emphasized that they would not ally themselves with any
specific political party and introduced themselves as non partisan and non Ipatiticas. As
one woman activist and NGO leader said, “they [NGOs and women activistisjonraform the
system not only through bottom-up political pressure but also through the engagetiméime wi
government and through the peaceful and lawful civil right activities” (TaBm2010: 3). It
was this distinction that made many NGOs and their leaders the tafrgpetsh criticism by the
Rejectionist Camp. They called them “the spear tires of regime thegrpineeople’s struggle for
regime change from giving fruit? The Rejectionist Camp, by using the language of “you are
either with us or with the regime,” accused the NGOs of not trying to mobilizebtse for a
regime change instead of engagement with the regime. This approach, on the one hand, split
several NGOs at the top, at their leadership, and made them weaker. One tharathesen
some leaders of those NGOs left the country to join the rejectionists, the hariflittee regime

portrayed all NGOs as the political parties with specific agenda andtthediumn of the West.

In contrast to the Rejectionist Camp, the Reformist Camp regarded the NGRS @fs
the most useful civil society tools in its struggle for the rule of law andtstal@nd political
reform. The reformists emphasized and appreciated the NGOs role in two nasirfiese in

bringing in line the nonelected institutions of the state; second, in establisthemgoeratic

32 http://news.gooya.com/politics/archives/2006/05/140125.php
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interpretation of the constitution (Jalaipour, 2006: 44-45). Therefore, while theaeists
criticized the NGOs and called them the fifth wheel of the regime or dbsthat delay

revolution, the reformists regarded the NGOs as a major force in the reforemant.

IV. The Two Camp’s Different Analysis and Arguments.

However, the debates went far beyond the protests, strategies, and tadmtozgght up
one more time the two different discourses of the constitution, the rule of lang@al s
movements. As | said in the introduction, the final part of this thesis discusse® thnajor

camps’ analysis and arguments and their different constitution discourses.

The Rejectionist Camp’s Argument

This approach is basically a state-centered view and argues that the Cangtitution
and the power it gives to the Supreme leader and the Guardian Council, on one hand, and the

oppressive nature of the regime have made any meaningful reform impossible.

The key point of the rejectionist’s argument lays in their approach to thedslami
Republic’'s constitution and the power it gives toekayat-i-Faqgih, or the Supreme Leader in
the article 110. They argue that the article 110 of the constitution is in contad@thapter 3
of the law which outlines “the people’s rights.” According to them, centralamis regime’s
constitution is the power granted to the Supreme Leader, ¥ettiat-Faghih, to govern the
Muslim believers. They argued that despite the fact that chapter 3 of the titatiorsglizes the
Western-style Parliament, yet it was the Council of Guardians, appointbd\éel ayat-i-faqih,
which holds the veto power over the Parliament. In other word, the Islamic regonsttution

is a set of contradictory laws and, therefore, “is unworkable.”
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By the same token, they assert that “the reformists’ argument thairtbtfation strikes
a reasonable balance between the republicanism and Islamicness riegsimgty hollow”
(Arjomand 2010: 76), and seems totally unconvincing to the Green Movement after the bruta
suppression of peaceful protests. Also, they refer to the power of Assembly aisExipieh
supervises and, if necessary, suspen¥éhayat-i-fagi as another “contradiction” in the
constitution because the candidates for the assembly are screened &addiltére appointed
council before the elections (Ganji: 2002). Moreover, according to this view, even a
democratically elected Parliament would not be able to make meaningfuhsedoe to
contradictions in the constitution. “There is no chance that the Majlis [tharRanit] will be
able to interpret away the Constitution's antidemocratic principles, for onyuaedian Council
enjoys the right of constitutional interpretation” (Kar 2003: 134). This argtgees so far as to
assert that any elected body of the government which has “any nascentfageledaocratic

reform” is “by constitutional design, politically powerless to bring it ab@gar 2003: 135).

As to the movement’s leadership, or the two protesting candidates in the June election,
the Rejectionist Camp argues that the leadership’s weakness and theirdadffetctive
strategy is the result of their reformist view rather than the resat ofganizational weakness
and the weakness of civil society in general. In this regard, they desetthe call for a ‘return
to the constitution’ by prominent leaders of the reform movement inside Iran iof@ar
somewhat desperate strategy to maintain their position of leadershipigkrgb 2009) over the
Green Movement. They believe that the defeated candidates-turned-madess| Messr.
Mousavi and Karroubi, acknowledged that they could not lead the protest movement because
they were the former Islamic revolutionaries who have turned ref@rmige recent years

(Arjomand: 2009). Therefore, their call for the rule of law and return to the comstitutas
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falling flat on the ears of the protesters who preponderantly belong to amtitfieresration born
after the Islamic revolution, and to a different gender, women.” (Arjomand 2010ist) T
argument concludes that it was not organizational weakness combined with someespenta
radical actions by the small groups of youth that caused a sharp decline ire thietlsez protests
and eventually loss of the battle against the regime. Rather, the calls ohigetorthe
constitution by the reform movement leaders undermined the ability of tlea Gl@ement to
challenge the regime. According to the argument, the defeated refoamitlates, who led the
first wave of the massive protests against the election fraud, and “othierggehildren of the
Islamic revolution turned reformists”, could no longer control and lead the Greeen\éonw
which is the movement of a whole new generation unknown to those leaders. Akbar Ganiji, once
an Islamic reformist and now one of the most prominent supporters of Rejectiampt @ent
so far as to claim that reformists who had been trying to bring about gradualrdgendtanges
not only failed, but also “by cooperating with the authoritarian leader, the iisfsrnave in fact

provided it domestic and international legitimacy” (Ganji 2005: 34).

In addition to the argument against the possibility of democratic interpretafitimes
constitution and gradual reforms, the Rejectionists advocated that the idabi@gure of the
Islamic regime inherently prevents it from accepting any compromiséeft no possibility for
reform. For example, Ganji’'s main point was that “the Islamic Republi@of Wwhich is based
on Islamic laws, is basically irreformable and, therefore, the only evegplace it with a real
democracy is a referendum” (2005: 54). For evidence, they refer to the constant plirge in a
levels of the government of reformists and the moderates’ past unsucctssfut@ make
“meaningful reforms” during the years they were in power (1997-2005). Ineiipgsd, they do

not believe that gradual reforms and the rule of law would bring meaningfulehdngheir
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view, the real change in Iran is not a formal shift in the political structure amdléhef law.
Rather, the meaningful changes occur when new political forces take poweovdgithey
believe that the majority of Iranian people want to overthrow the Islamic Replibérefore,

the inability of the reformist leaders to catch up with the protesters’ demaadseareformist
leaders’ willingness to save the fundamental basis of the regime have d¢eusadént setbacks
and have helped the government regain its almost-lost authority in the aftefrttae election.
As aresult, in order to reignite the movement a change in leadership, or atcleasgia in the

leadership’s strategy, is needed.

To conclude, this approach is a state-centered approach and does not look at state and
societies in the Third World as a “complex and diverse” issue. Their focus is-dowwop
political democratization. Also, in their approach to social movements and madilint
people, they fail to perceive and embrace the specific fluidity of the peopl&ecaihd social
structures in different societies in general and in Iran in particuldind-to see Iran’s
sociopolitical realities and stuck to the traditional approaches to sociahmeat®and classical
social revolution theories, they cannot understand and observe how civil societyatigasi
and ordinary citizens in the country have been challenging the regime angtislaower. In
short, when they look at state and society, they focus on “state’s power and do not look at
societies potential abilities” in challenging the state through diffevays. In other words,
“their approach is a bit like looking at a mousetrap [state] without at all uaddnsg the mouse

[society].” (Migdal 1988: 15)

The Reformist Camp’s Argument
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The Reformist Camp argued that the Green Movement was basically a &iwil rig
movement that wanted to reform the current system and struggled for the avle dhey
agreed that the current constitution was not perfect and needed major refduadisg
removing the article 110 in favor of elected bodies of the government. Even fdath& s
factions of this camp, the constitution was “not the Holy Quran and could be amendstirey
to the will of the people” (Kadivar: 2009). They argued that most articles obtistitwtion had
been ignored by the regime. Most notably, they referred to “The rights of Pebajger in the
law that granted the people the right to elect their representatives anfidair elections
without any restriction. “We should again and again point to the rights granted logrtize
Constitution. Article 56 of our constitution includes the right of God that is given li@aian
citizens. The citizens elect their leader, president, and parliament. Thigutimmsis very clear

on that” (Kadivar: 2009).

As to popular support for regime change project, as the Rejectionist Camp cldiened
Reformist Camp argued that the Iranian people wanted to reform the cystem shrough their
civil right struggle. They say the fact that the people carried signsiinrdhies that read
“where has my vote gone?” was a sign that they did not want to rebel against agehythi
they did want justice including a free and fair election. Also, as one womelnt a.atyvist
argued, the people wanted to reform the system not only through bottom-up politisatgres
but also through “the engagement with the government and through the peaceful ancivdwful
right activities” and the “movement for democracy must not be misunderstood assapatff
Western liberal democratic projects” (Tahmasebi 2010: 3). In contrast twlinasclaimed that
the Green Movement was basically a regime change movement, thaegedrtiiem that the

Green Movement began well before protests broke out in June 2009. The origins were in the
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election campaign to support the presidential bid of the reformist candidases. Meusavi and
Karoubi. The elections were not for a sudden and complete overthrow of time fagfi for

reform and the rule of law.

On the other hand and from a pragmatist point of view, the reformists argued that the
rapid and highly violent uprooting of the norms, values, and practices of the precedinig order
the name of a “secular and democratic revolution” to overthrow the Islanmecer@guld not
establish democracy. Instead, democracy would be brought about by "a more modest
sociological perspective on the politics of democratization grounded in evaggtanather than

flamboyantly imagined philosophical visions of total change" (Mirsepasi Z)10:

In response to those who argued that Islamic nature of the regime had stnpedany
ability to reform, Abdul Karim Surush, the intellectual father of postrhsét, made a radical
break with the revolutionary characterization of Islam as an ideology ardnaintglam as a
world religion is “richer than ideology” because it allowd for a variety a@rpretations. Surush
also totally disregarded legalistic Islam through the Velayat-iHagd drew heavily on the
tradition of mysticism to establish the principle of religious pluralismy8ur1997). He argued
that the whole shi’ite jurisprudence, which is the basis for Khomeini's thedfglayat-i-Faqih,
was a historically contingent regimen. Also, Kadivar, a prominent Isleefocmist clergy and a
professor at the Duke University, explicitly criticized Khomeini’ theargl eejected the legal
arguments for the validity of official doctrine of theocratic governmeatli¥ar argued that
Khomeini’s theory of Velayat-i-Faqgih was rejected by most Islangjth&a(Jurists) even
traditional ones and only was one from among eight existing theories. He atisariedile in

Islamic laws jurists had some authorities over special categoriessohgesuch as the insane
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and orphans, it was only politics that extended that authority over the people in general and

incorporated it into Islamic Republic’s constitution. (Kadivar 1998: 13, 102-103, 132).
Conclusion

In contrast to the Rejectionist Camp’s argument, the fact that any ienakuian
explosion of political mobilization, social participation, and the enlargement obtied base of
new regime (Arjomand 2009: 112) will not necessarily result in greatergabliarticipation,
when the power struggle is over. Revolutions more often bring to power new and narravger ruli
elites which, in the absence of a strong civil society, tend to exclude thécsighgectors of
society and roll back democratic participation. Tocqueville rightly pointedrinatgparadoxical
nature of the revolutions when he discussed the French Revolution. In his view, the revolution
made the very absolutist state it intended to abolish all the stronger. Webetegrdticsame
paradoxical outcome for the Bolshevik revolution, and finally some scholars argtidtetha
concentration of power and absolutism are the inevitable consequences of allossatuti
history (Skocpol, 1979; Jouvenel, 1949). In this sense, most revolutions will create only what a
forceful foreign intervention can do: a rapid change of the ruling political atabsvriting a new
constitution. But, overthrowing dictatorships and imposing a democracy by forcefukmtien,
similar to what the United States did in the Philippines and Korea after Worldl @redl
recently in Iragq and Afghanistan, do not work either. The so-called exported rdemeclike
most of revolutions and Nationalist movements of tHe @htury, “plunged into dictatorship”
and “had to wait for their domestic social movements to push for homegrown democestic rul
(Bayat 2007: 198-199). After all, revolutions, unlike social movements, succeed asiltse res

and “consequences of downfall of political authority” (Arendt 1963: 116). They are not the
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causes of downfall of regimes, as the Rejectionists Camp argued. The Rigmuiblic regime,

however, did not come to the point of “downfall of political authority”.

As to replace the current constitution with a fully democratic one, as the purpose of
rapid regime-change, it would not automatically create or guarantee ardémigime and
good governance either. What makes democracies different from dictasoishito use Robert
Putnam’s word, “what makes democracy work,” is the level of rule of law andftherice of
civil society organizations rather than the existence of a good law. Putnadys$all Italian
regional governments, with the same constitutions and systems of laws, intaatgsod
governance and democracy works only in those states with a certain level sécietly that
guarantees the rule of law (Putnam: 1994). A brief investigation of most dictatoroand m
revolutionary regimes shows that they have actually copied at Igasicsint parts of the
Western democratic constitutions into their own constitutions only to ignore et thieg

solidified their power.

Strong social movements for reform not only force authoritarian regimesptxctdke
law, but also make democratic interpretations of the existing laws poSdible, democratic
interpretation of the law becomes even more crucial when it comes to awtmrsstich as the
Islamic regime’s constitution which is a “mixed design incorporatiegc¢ratic, republican, and
even direct democracy components” (Osanloo 2009: 4). For example, the Iranian comstitut
articles 20 and 21 precisely emphasize that women and men are equal and negts an
discrimination. The NGOs and feminists groups in Iran have been continually etabonat
these parts of the law to push for materialization and execution of theselgrghts in the
constitution. In addition to drawing on the constitution, in many cases, they havesfulbces

utilized Islamic discourse to push for equality and change within the constwéitie Islamic
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republic. As a result, and as some recent studies have shown, the women righteandra
gradually but steadily shifted over time, both by legislation and by chandes governmental

and social institutions approach to the issue (Osanloo: 2009).

Also of great importance is another political characteristic of theamgmolitical system.
As it was mentioned in the introduction, in the “electoral authoritarian” polgistem of Iran
general elections held every four years and the presence of a legintbrelatively
autonomous political opposition and an ever growing number of NGOs is tolerated. Some
scholars have even argued that it is this “semi-democratic” aspecthafegiimes that has
contributed to their longevity (Case: 2001). In such systems, the various restrictiongical pol
activities, civil society associations, and freedom of expression are igpiednby producing of
the new coercive laws through the Parliament legislation processes, despitevision of
constitutional democracy. Such political characteristics have made theamgoend effects of
a reform movement all the greater. Such particularity of state’swtingof dissent through
liberal openings and authoritarian closures, which greatly depends on the léneskgisting
social movement and the pressure from the bottom, offers an opportunity for baoigés and
political reforms and provides a window into the political stability of suclesysiand, at the
same time, its possible demise. In many cases in Iran, particularlytméhef effective
leadership, the reform movement has been able to make changes in distribution cbstrahl
among the many organizations in the society. On the one hand, they have been effective i
making the rules about how people should behave and, on the other hand, they have organized
the people in their daily life in order to make the state unable in achieving itatingssocial

level and in ensuring intended changes in people’s social behavior.
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In this regard, for Iranian reformists the pertinent question is not whethesristtation
is fully democratic or not, but rather how and under what condition they can force the tegi
respect the rule of law. Given all the constraints and the ability of reginuppoess, “an
alternative view postulates that instead of costly and unsuccessful effonsuiocertain
revolution, with even more uncertainty of its outcome, change should be, and could be, caused
by forcing state to undertaking meaningful institutional, structural andgadlieforms.” In
regard to Islamic components of the law and the Islamic doctrine as a vanokfpfmists the
guestion is that “how they can legitimize and popularize an inclusive reading addb&ine in
the same way that democrats have been struggling to broaden narrow (white, opaltiepl;
and merely liberal) notions of democracy” (Bayat 2007: 187-188). As one reformighatnce
they can question all and every religious injunction if they do not lead people te juste
post-Islamist feminist movement in Iran is a good example. Post-IslEmists in Iran are
different from Islamists women activists, who are primarily Iskrut pursue women'’s related
issues through Islamist’s lens only because they are women. In conteastisIBmist feminists
were feminists first and foremost, who utilized Islamic discourse to pugiefater equality
within the constraints of the Islamic republic” (Bayat 2009: 104). The majoedigalto post-
Islamist feminism was to show that the struggles for women'’s rightsva¢reecessarily alien

the Iranian culture or Islam (Tohiedi: 2010).

As to the rule of law, which is the most important component of any democracy, the
religiosity components of Iranian constitution would not necessarily preveniléhef law.
Some scholars have even argued that the references in the Iranian Coms$titGiod and
religion as the sources of law are much less problematic. They could, under the right

circumstances, be the basis for Iran’s eventual evolution into a moderagvamed country
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(Fukuyama: 2010). Law scholars such as Noah Feldman have indeed argued thatrkddatema
a return to Sharia in many Muslim countries does not necessarily mean Busglithto impose
“harsh Taliban-style regimes.” Rather, it reflects the desire fang/ademembered historical
time when Muslim rulers were not outright despots, but respected Islamicwhletsad to act

in the framework the Islamic rule of law (Feldman: 2008).

Iran could evolve towards a genuine rule-of-law democracy within the broad fraknewo
of the 1979 constitution. Had the 1979 revolution leaders agreed on the radical political
concessions made by the shah just before his removal from the power, Iran could havatdone th
without a costly revolution which swept away everything. It would be necessabplish
Article 110, which gives the Velayat -i-Faqih exceeding power and authardytpaesolve the
Guardian Council and give its power of interpretation of the constitution to a deivalbyat
elected Supreme Court. Eliminating religion altogether from the Iraroast@ution will not
bring the rule of law and democracy. The rule of law prevails not becausearfitd find
procedural qualities, but because it reflects broadly held social norms #es ihso compelling
for every important segment of the society. Any political agenda which pustregpid changes
far beyond those social norms will need a much greater and broader socistalepi@sompel
both the traditional political and social forces and the regime. That is fand#ye scoop and

abilities of the current reform movement in Iran.

Perhaps in the future Iranian people will decide to change the whotorapletely and
establish an outright secular state. But it is not the goal for the curres Glovement, and it
would not be done by a rapid, and more likely violent, regime change. Most of the established
Western democracies have gone through a long period of practicing andiegqrarsally rule

of law systems to the fully rule of law systems and, in some occasions, rapamgiaw without
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violent revolutions. Last but not least, and from a realistic and pragmatic peietgfit is not
clear how the supporters of a wholesale regime change agenda want to achigval thhen
the reform movement has so far been unable to even impose the rule of existing l@st The
attempt by advocates of a referendum to change the law completely, backedtbdgctions of
oppositionist groups in exile, could mobilize only a small fraction of Iranian peopletenadpi

wide range media support.

Regarding the Islamic elements and the former Islamists-turefimists, which is of
great importance for advocates of a rapid regime change in their arigagaenst reformist
agenda, | argue, that the reform movement in Iran, which first appeared in 199%7enatadtion
of a reformist president, is the result of the emergence of a new trend in the Midtlle East,
in general, and in Iran as its birth place in particular that some schaéarsdbed it “the post-
Islamist” era (Byat: 2009). The new trend is unlike popular activism, classstdend
nationalist movements during the post-colonial and the Cold War eras, and the post-Cold War
Islamist movements, which all favored angry protests, mostly direct@tsatgee West and
Israel, and less against their own dictator regimes. This trend is neithevest nor anti-Israel.
It is a domestic-oriented movement. Just as the Islamist movements eémeithe ashes of
Arab Nationalism, the post-Islamists emerged as alternatives todhedtd after the failures of

the Iranian regime and other Islamists in the region.

In the last decade of the Cold War, when it had become public and obvious that Arab
Nationalism had delivered nothing but despot rulers, Islamist movements grew shaeply
Soviet invasion of Afghanistan made these movements stronger. Since theimemerge
although they have been unable to take the political power in the most of the cases, Isla

movements in general have influenced both the states and the societies on twu thifele
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On the one hand, and in non-Islamic regimes such as Egypt under Hosni Mubarak, they
penetrated deep into the society and culture and have forced the states to incangorate
embrace some of the Islamic concepts into their laws and policies. On the oithethleg have
relatively transformed the society by contributing to an active omtyzenvironment and
empowering the people to challenge the authority of their regimes throughasgeanizations
(Byat: 2007). For example, the Muslim Brotherhood in Egypt succeeded in makingoeisorm
changes through da'wa and other associational works such as women’s groupsaalihic
publications. The emergence of the Islamist movements has had two folds. Iniset@naks
Islamist movements resulted in violent confrontations and terrorism and masgskiin the
other hand, a sharp change in the society’s sensibilities, an increasedrtiizenry, and,
more important, a growing presence of people and civil society organizationk,amithe
preconditions for any meaningful and deep democratic reform, have been the résmdeof t
movements. In many cases from Malaysia to Egypt and from India to Lebanon and@dloroc
such movements have helped to make sense, in Islamic terms, of the sociaranditi
modernity and to encourage men and women to participate actively in the sodielgnaocracy

and other concepts of modernity into their religion (Peletz :2002; Deeb 2006).

Unlike in other countries with secular authoritarian regimes, under wharhitgk could
grow and become relatively popular, in Iran, ironically, the failure of thégawnly formal
theocracy to empower its people provided the biggest boost for new and progressive
formulations and interpretations about the Islamic state, law, and the siatg sglation. The
Iranian reform movements, as a whole, and the Green Movement, in particular, sithefre
both Islamist movements unsuccessful efforts to reflect the new emedgitical trend in the

region, in the wake of new social media and new political and social development around the
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globe, and the failures of Islamic regime. The Greens reflected thenes identity politics
between the new post-Islamists, post-violent-revolutions generation, mosthyaralimiddle
and working class, and the older generation who still “sticks to his gun” by sraipigaradical,
forceful, and sudden changes. On the other hand, the new trend is against the ultiatsecula
who have been arguing the only way out is to getting rid of any religiosity. As Bayads, “the
movement is neither anti-Islamic nor anti-secular, but spearheaded by piousd&sist
Islamism attempts to undo Islamism as a political project by advocasieguéar democratic
state and a religious society” (Bayat 2009: 104). In this regard, and contrary tguiresat that
an Islamic tendency in the some parts of the reform movement underminecad@any
meaningful reform impossible, the current political impasse, as some schoa@baed, is

less a function of religion than of old structural impediments (Bayat: 2007).

The June 2009 election crisis in Iran triggered dramatic political developniehtas
massive rallies protesting against the election fraud and an unprecedergadegiasthe rule of
law and free and fair election. The Green Movement, which emerged in the wihkectdctions
crisis, initially won the support of many Iranians, but by early 2010 that popular sbegan to
fade and the massive rallies disappeared. Therefore, it is realistgetothat the Green
Movement has been in demise since 2010. In this article, | argued that the @reamavit was
a “post-Islamists” struggle for the rule of law, and a democratic intetfre of the constitution.
The Green Movement was not a revolutionary movement with a rapid regime chanda.dg
this article, | argued and illustrated, on the one hand, how in the wake of the mogement’
leadership organizational weakness and its inability to formulate an alterset of
propositions and to mobilize its supporters, a rapid regime change agenda, advocated by the

exiled Iranian activists, emerged as the dominant discourse among the mgmamésters. Such
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a discourse, and the strategy it projected into protest, served only to derail tive pagslar
protests for reform and turning it into the declining sporadic protests. On the other haed, in t
article, | argued that the decline of the Iranian Green Movement revealsinthe false

analysis of the rapid regime change supporters, but also showed how thatftefilbslamic
regime, its specific political structure, and the presence of the refornmmavéave made

mobilization of people for a rapid, and more likely violent, regime change impossible.

| acknowledge that brutal crackdown on the protests has been, and still remains, an
important factor in making the reform movement and its leaders inside the courtly tana
successfully mobilize their supporters, to organize their efforts, and to disypaticeir messages
to their followers. The brutal crackdown, however, cannot exclusively explainilimesaand
inabilities of the movement and should not be considered the cause of the current downturn. The
Green Movement, however, has not been eliminated and the struggles for pefivical and
the rule of law and a peaceful transition into democracy will continue in teancén evolve as
a country of the rule of law and into an inclusive political system through the csocat
movement and the “post-Islamist” trend among the large segments of thg,quanigtularly

among the youth and women.
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