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Infvrmativn avuilable
as of 20 Aperil 1984
was used in this report.

Afghanistan: Prospects
for the Insurgents

in the Western Prorinccs-

Resistance activity will continuc to undermine government and Sovict
security in the three western provinces—Herat, Furah, and Nimruz—that
makc up a quarter of Afghanistan, We belicve that increasing insurgent cf-
fectiveness will hinder Sovict efforts to build bases in southwestern
Afghanistan that could threaten US interests in South Asia and the
Persian Gulf: ‘

« The 15,000 insurgents active in the arca have attacked supply lines,
raided airficlds, and continually contested government control of the
country's third-largest city with successes comparable to those of some
better armed guerrilla bands operating in castern Afghanistan.

¢ We belicve that the resistance forces will continue to expand and that in-
creasing cooperation among groups will help reduce supply shortages and
gradually lead to more effective insurgent operations.

Although the Sovicts probably see the fighting in the west as sccondary (o
that in castern Afghanistan, they probably rccognize that the resistance in
the west has put increasing demands on limited Sovict and Afghan forces
and could develop insurgent strongholds like those in the cast. We expect
that the Afghan Government will increase its air and ground units in the
arca but that Sovict and Afghan forces will remain far too few and
ineffective to destroy the insurgency:

« The Soviets might need to permanently deploy at least two additional
divisions to significantly reduce the resistance in the west. Such an
augmentation would oceur, however, only as part of a massive Soviet
reinforcement in Afghanistan, which is unlikely in the foreseeable future.

Iran has given military aid to the Afghan resistance primarily to develop
pro-Iranian Shia insurgent groups in the western provinces and especially
in central Afghanistan and to try to expand Iranian influence in the
country:

« We believe that Tehran will try to limit the activities of Afghan
insurgents and refugees in Iran. The Iranians refuse to let their country
become a major resistance supply base and sanctuary because of the
threat that would be posed to [ranian security by large numbers of
independent Afghan insurgent groups based in lran.
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Expanding insurgent activity in the western province will increase the
chances of border incidents between Irianian and St et or Afghan forces,
causing rclations between Moscow and Tehran to worsen further:

» Despite concern about Iranian aid to the insurgents, we believe the
Soviets will launch no major or leng-range attacks into Iran becausc of
the lack of long-term benefits against the Afghan insurgents and the
possible impact on future Soviet relations with Iran.

« Continued deterioration of the border situation probably would compel
Iran and the USSR to consider deploying military forces to the Iran-
Afghanistan border region—probably from Iranian forces on the Iraqi
front and Soviet forces elsewhere in Afghanistan.
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Afghanistan: Prospects

for the Insurgents

in the Western Provinces.
The Strategic Western Provinces of Afghanistan

Insurgent activity in Herat, Farah, and Nimruz Prov-
inces has involved about 15 percent of the estimated
full- and part-time armed guerrillas fighting in Af-
ghanistan. They operate in an arca covering about a
quarter of the country. Although fewer in number,
less well armed, and developing more stowly than the
resistance in castern Afghanistan, insurgent groups in
the west have steadily become more cffective and
have sometimes achicved successes comparable to
those of some groups operating in the cast.

Increasing insurgent operations in the western region
since 1979 have helped prevent the Soviets from
taking advantage of one of the potential strategic
benefits of the occupation of Afghanistan and have
raiscd new liabilitics for Moscow, Without firm con-
trol of the region, the Soviets cannot safely build or
maintain bases there to project their military power
into South Asia and the Persian Gulf. Insurgent
vperations across 2id near the Iranian border and
Soviet and Afghan counterattacks have become scri-
ous irritants in Soviet relations with Iran. Insurgent
attacks on the main road from the USSR have
hampered the flow of supplies to western and southern
parts of the country, helping to isclate Qandahar and

Herat, the second- and third-largest cities in Afghani-

stan. (S NF)

Resistance Effectiveness and Tactics

Resistance groups in western Afghanistan have
steadily become more cffective, raising military costs
to the Afghan regime and Sovict forces in the region.
The city of Herat has come under periodic insurgent
attack. Government control often has been limited to
a few towns, and in many the resistance controls all
but the government garrisons after sundown. Afghan
Ministry of Defcnse cstimates suggest that the gov-
crament has not contralled more than 30 percent of
the three provinces since the Soviet invasiot

Lop secry

N-NOCONTKACT-
oN

The Battle for Herar City

Attacks by 3,000 10 4,000 insurgents in and around
Herat have made Afghanistan’s third-largest city a
constant trouble spot for the Soviets and the Afghan
Government.

insurgenls controlled 90
' percen: of the city between 1600 hours and dawn-

" gents elected their own mayor and set prices and

taxes in the city's bazaar
in October 1983 insurgent attacks closed the
road to the airport for three days.
a month later insurgents killed 26
government officials during a single attack in the city.

Resistance forces have demonstrated a great ability
to escape destruciion by retreatiiig into the nearby
moumtains or into Iran, only to return to the Herat
area later! insurgent

activity _a?aumz' the city resumed after the April
ment security around Heral h oain deteriorated.
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Resistance groups in the west have been muost effec-
tive in concentrating their attacks op outposts and the
main Sovict and Afghan supply road that extends
aimost 600 kilometers from the Sovict border through
Heral to Qandahar City.
we cstimate that the insurgents, using mincs
or small-arms fire, have destroyed or damaged be-
tween 500 and 1,000 vehicles jn the region since the

vehicles and 150 trucks in the threc provinces in the
ycar ending Junc 1983
strong insurgent attacks on outposts in Farah
" Province in 1983 had forced regime officials o flee to

Kabul!

Some insurgent groups have improved their tactics

to avoid or limit the cffects of encmy
sweep operations and to take advantage of the nearby
border with Iran

Sovict invasion in late 1979”
M surecn: auacks destroyed at lcast 45 armored  among some insurgent graups and civilians in carly

Top S

appears 10 be causing some hardships

-in carly 1983 insifgent morale in

the western provinces remaincd high. In carly 1932l

qcasuallics in the Herat
arca were low because the Sovict and Afghan forecs

had rarcly trapped guerrillas. Insurgent losses also

were light during intensive Soviet and Afghan attacks
around Herat in April 1963 RN,

The war, -however, had caused malnutrition

1983

Organization, Manpower, snd Cooperation
We believe that the increasing success of the resist-
ance since the Soviet invasion has helped increase
insurgent manpower considerably

'We estimate that there are about 15,000 full-
and part-lime armed guerrillas in the three western
provinces.

Insurgent forces in (he rcéion are fragmented into
many small independent groups with no overall orga-
nization or leadership. The lack of cohesion among
local insurgent groups has made it casicr for the

Afghan Government to maintain a degree of control
over parts of the city of Herat)
in 1982 and 1983 therc wereat
least 23 groups operating in the three provinces. The
-- Jamiat-i-Islami insurgent group in Herat Province

Guerrillas in the three previnces also have improved  has become the most effective and, with an estimated

their ability to cope with enemy air attacks. We 500 to 1,000 men, the largest band in the region,
: es!imatcwthal insur-

gent small-arms fire has shot down as many as 40

Soviet and Afghan aircrafg in the three provinces We believe that cooperation among these groups has

since the Soviet invasion* increased slowly, helping to raise overall insurgent

insurgent ground fire severcly damaged commer-  effectiveness. In late 198
cial aircraft landing at Herat Airficld in carly 1983. the cight major insurgent groups
in Nimruz and Farah Provinces operated independ-

cntly in military activities but cooperated on logistics.

These tactics have helped keep insurgent casuvalties
low and morale generally high, although the war

3 _Jop-Siret.
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madc considerable efforts to expand its influence and
cooperation with groups in ncighboring provinces

Weapons and Supplies
A lack of weapons and ammunition, in our view, has
hindcered insurgent capabilitics and effectiveness in
the region and may have weakened civilian support
for the resistance

that civilian morale had suffered because of the lack
of air defcnse weapons necessary 10 defend villages
against air attacks. The Jamiat-i-Islami insurgent
organization around Herat City, however, is relatively
well armed with small arms and machincguns-

Long supply lines from Pakistan have forced resist-
ance groups in the west to build their arsenals slowly
from local sources.
- moslqarms have been captured from
rcgime forces or have come from defectors. Groups in

the west have received relatively small amounts of

weapons from Pakistan_

Supply caravans take approximately a month to cross

the 500 to 1,000 kilometers from resistance bases in
Pakistan through castern and central Afghanistan to

the western provinccs—

Iranian Involvement With the Afghan Insurgency

Relstions With the Afghan Ressstance and Refugees
We belicve Iran wants to build insurgent groups in the
western provinces that will remain loyal to Iran and
increase Iranian influence in the region. High-ranking
iranian clerics and the Iranian Revolutionary Guard
arc assisting somc Afghan insurgents in Iran and
Afghanistan. In latc 1981
Ayatollah Montazeri—Ayatollah Khomei-
ni's heir apparent—had been involved in supporting
Shias in Afghanistan since the Soviet invasion. An
assistant to the Deputy Minister of the Revolutionary
Guard stated in mid-1982 that the Guard was actively
supporting the Afghan insurgents!

,}we&r{
C 00472/84

The relatively small number of Shius in the area,
estimated to be around 15 percent of the population,
has so far limited Iran’s influcnce in the western

provinces S
the two largest pro-lranian groups, totaling a few

hundred men cach, are the Hezbollah in Herat Prov-
ince and the Reza in Nimruz Province. We estimate

~ that the two 1o four known pro-Iranian groups in the

three provinces have between $00 and 1,000 armed
e N
familics of Afghan insurgents fighting in Afghamstan
were held hostage in Iran as a way to force the men to
support pro-Iranian insurgent groups in Afghanistan.
Iranian authoritics also have forced Shia refugees in

Iran to joia pro-Iranian political organizations to
receive identity cards and food rations

the independent, mostly
Sunni Hezb-i Islami, led by Gulbuddin Hekmatyar,

as well as Jamiat-i-Islami insurgent organizations
have tricd to improve their relations with Iranf

these insurgents
were disappointed in latc 1983 because their funda-

mentalist sympathies had not gained them any special
treatment from the lranians’_

Increasing religious and cconomic tensions between

Iranians and the estimated 1 million Afghan refugces
in Iran have undermined that country's relations witl
some Afghan resistance groups.

Long-simmering cconomic problems
caused Afghan fefugees (o riot in several Iranian
cities in December 1983,

ghan Sunnis
were in iranian refugee camps .
thousands of Afghan Sunnis left
Iran in late 1983 because of harassment and to escape
being sent to refugec camps

¢ tranian efforts 10 develop pro-lranian groups in the predominantly
Shia area of central Afghanistan appear to have been more
successful




Military Assistance
Iran apparcntly has provided rclatively small amounts
of aid to the Afghan resistance in the western prov-
inces and mostly to pro-Iranian bands. Jamiat com-
manders around the city of Herat complained in 1983
that they had received few arms {rom Iran
—In late 1982, AfghanTinsurgents  Military Buildup and Operations

and the gencral populace expressed considerable re- The gradual increase in insurgent activity has forced
sentment because Iran refused to give the resistance the Sovicts and Afghans to deploy more Afghan
more aid. ; howev-  forces to the western provinces despite the need for
er, a pro-lranian insurgent group in the Herat troops and aircraft in other
arca was rcceiving arms dircctly from the franian
Revolutionary Guard.

Iran’s control of cross-border movement also is used to additional Afghan units also were sent to
favor pro-Iranian groups. Afghan insurgent groups in ~ Farah Province in carly August. We estimate that
the western provinces complained in carly 1983 that Afghan forces in the west increased by about 3,000
Iranian Revolutionary Guards lct only pro-Iranian men in 1983
Shia groups cross the border.

Afghan and Sovict officials also have made plans to
strengthen their air capabilitics against insurgents in

the rcgionmhc Afghan
Air Forcc assigned new helicopters and fixed-wing

aircraft to Herat Province in April 198
in July 1983 the Afghans were planning to
Although Iran has increased its ¢fforts to control the  assign a new helicopter unit to Farah Province.

border, we judge that insurgent groups can still cross
the fronticr in many areas

The Iranians have trained few Afghan insurgents in
Iran. We estimate that Iranian Revolutionary Guards
instruct between 1,000 and 2,000 Afghan Shia insur-
gents in small arms and guerrilla warfare each ycar.
training is given only to —
pro-Iranian Afghan Shias, who must agree to foster The additional grouna and air capabilitics have been
pro-Iranian organizations when they return to Af- uscd, in our view, primarily to try to reduce insurgent
infiltration from Iran

g Ils have been formed 1nto border
battalions and have established at least two new
Soviet and Afghan Government Activities sccurity posts atong the border

Sovict and Afghan officials have become increasingly
concerned over the deteriorating security situation in
the western provinces and Iran's support for the
Afghan insurgents.

! For more information on Sovict-Iranian relations since 1979, see
the appendix
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Iranian Attitudes Regarding the Soviet Invasion of
A/ghanistan

The Soviet invasion of Afghanistan in 1979 has been
a major cause of soured relations between the Kho-
meini regime and the USSR, There is a broad
consensus among lranian clerical factions against any
wmodification of Tehran's attitude toward events in
Afghanistan

Tehran does not recognize the Babrak government
and has been aiding some Afghan insurgent groups,
ignoring protesis from Moscow and Kabul. Iranian
media regularly praise insurgent activities and criti-
cize Kabul's links to Moscow. Iran wants a cleric-led
Islamic regime established in Afghanistan und will
not participate in negotiations that do not anticipute
such a resuli]

Soviet and Afghan units, however, have used multi-
battalion sweep operations as their primary tactic
against insurgent groups in the west. The relatively
flat terrain of most of the three provinces has helped
oviet motorized and tank units in these atiacks.

We believe these efforts have generally failed to

destroy the resistance groups or reduce infiltration.

insurgent activity re-

"~ sumes relatively quickly after Soviet and Afghan units
depart. Despite encirclement efforts during operations

near the city of Herat in April 1983, for example,

insurgent groups managed to escape into Iran

The poor performance of Afghan, and sametimes of
Soviet, troops also has helped undermine the cffective-
ness of such operations

'
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_ Demonstrators protest the (nvasion of Afghanistan siorm the
Soviet Embassy in Tehran, January 1980,

ost Afghan troops have
" been press-ganged into service, have had only a few
days' training, and do poorly on the battlefield

We judge that there are far too few Soviet and
Afghan Government forces in the region to destroy
insurgent groups, maintain control in key areas, or
significantly reduce infiltration




Iranian Revoluionary Guards protect the Soviet Embassy after its

attack by demonstrators prolesting the invasion of Afghanistan,
January 1980

Subversion in Afghanistan and Iran

To weaken the resistance, the Soviets and Afghans
have tricd to foment tension between lranians and
Afghan refugees, as well as Shias and Sunnis in Iran
and Afghanistan.

- Atghan Gov-
crnment agents have attempted unsuccessfully to
cause riots hetween Afghan Sunni refugees and Irani-

an Shias in castern [ran.
agents also have falsely

the Afghan
insurgent infiltrators

~CUSC

Afghan refugees in Tehran burn the Soviet flag va the third
anniversary of the Soviet-hacked governnient in Kabul, April 1981.

of being drug smugglers in hopes that Iranian authori-
tics would put more restrictions on movement across
the border. the Af-
ghan secrét police sct fire 10 a Shia mosque in Kabul
in mid-1983 and then triced to put the blame on Sunni
insurgents)

Prospects and Implications

Prospects for the Resistance in the Western Provinces
We belicve that slowly improving organization and
cooperation among insurgent groups will lead to more
cffective resistance operations in the western prov-
inces. Incrcusing combat success and low casualties

T Tet
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will help maintain insurgent morale and provide
sufﬁcicnt’ recruits to replace losses and expand forces
in the next two years. Resistance forces will continue
to experience some equipment shortages, but we
believe collaboration on logistics will help the many
groups cstablish better supply lines to Pakistan. Such
joint cfforts may well foster sharing of information,
training of personnel, and, cventually, coordinated
military operations

The Jamiat-i-Islami organization probably will be the
most successful insurgent group in promoting cooper-
ation and expanding its control among insurgent

groups in the west. We believe it will continue to use
its cffective organization in Herat Province and grow-
ing contacts with other gucrrilla bands in nearby

regions 1o increase resistance cooperation. The efforts




“of Jamiat and other groups to expand their control,
however, could causc more infighting among insur-
gent groups, especially between pro-Iranian Shia and
more moderate Sunni bands.-

We judge that the growing use of hit-and-run guerril-
la tactics will help individual insurgent groups in the

western provinees Lo survive and to inilict consider-
able damage on the cnemy in the next two years. We
cexpect that, as bands slowly grow larger and become
better armed, they will become more effective in
attacks on vulnerable border and road sccurity out-
posts and on convoys in the three provinces. Greater
access 1o mortars and more experience in their use
will lead to morc cffective hit-and-run raids against
airfields, such as at Shindand and Herat, and Sovict
and Afghan garrisons. Although resistance groups
probably will Jaunch morc attacks on Herat, they will
not be able to take and maintain control of this or any

other major city against major Sovict and Afghan
coumcrauacks.ﬁ

Iranian Involvement in the Afghan Insurgency
Although Iran in our view will not give significant aid
to independent Afghan insurgent groups in the west-
ern provinces, Tehran will continue to provide mili-
tary support and training to pro-Iranian insurgent
groups in the region and probably would increase this
assistance if the war with Iraq ended. We judgc that,
by infiltrating a few hundred additional trained and
armed men a month to each of the three provinces,
Iran could make the pro-Iranian insurgent groups an
important military force in the region in about a year.
Such growth in resistance forces would increase Sovi-
ct and Afghan regime military problems but also
would cause more infighting Sctween pro-Iranian and
independent insurgent groups

Tranian officials will try to limit the presence and
activities of Afghan resistance groups and refugees in
Iran. They will keep Iran from becoming a major
resistance base and sanctuary such as Pakistan be-
cause of the potential security threats posed by the
presence of large numbers of well-armed, independent
Afghan insurgent groups. We believe the Iranians will
continue to harass Afghan refugees and attempt to
force them into camps, actions that will increase

“tensions between Iranians and Afghans in Iran and

causc some refugees to flec to Pakistan)

Soviet Options

We believe the Soviets might need to deploy perma-
nently at least two additional motarized riflc divisions
to significantly reduce the growing resistance in the

e
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western provinces. The Sovicts, however, would un-
dertake such a buildup only as part of a massive
reinforcement throughout Afghanistan, which we do
not sec as likely in the foresecable future. Although
the Soviets might consider deploying a few thousand
troops to bolster security in the arca, we do not believe
this would significantly improve the situation.

Instcad, we belicve Soviet and Afghan forces will try
to reduce the insurgency over the next year by
deploying more Afghan forces to the western prov-
inces und by launching more large-scale attacks. The
Afghan units, however, will continue to be under
strength, untrained, and uareliable. Although the
clforts of Soviet and Afghan forces will temporarily
wcaken insurgent control in some areas, we belicve
that these forces will remain far too few and ineffcc-
tive to curtail the insurgency

sectet
00477784
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More intensive Sovict and Afghan operations in the
western provinces provably would lead to increased
violations of Iran’s border. Tehran will protest such
incidents but, because of the war with Iraq and its
military weakness in the east, will try to avoid a major
confrontation. We believe that the Soviets and Af-
ghans will not launch deep or large-scale raids into
Iran, because they realize that such attacks would
involve serious international political costs and would
not yicld permanent gains against the resistance.

We believe the Sovicts are not now planning to invade
and occupy all or part of Iran solely because of




Alghan insurgent activity

Along with their military efforts in Afghanistan, we
believe the Soviets and Afghans will increase attempts
10 foment subversion in Iran to weaken the resistance
groups and crode Iranian support for them, They will
focus on religious and cconomic differences that will
increase tension between Afghan refugees and [rani-
ans. They also may launch clandestine attacks against
Iranian leaders and facilities that can be blamed on
the Afghan insurgents :
Iraplications for the United States

Resistance activity in the western provinces, ¢special-
ly if augmented by more foreign material supporl
through Pakistan, would make it more difficult for the
Soviets to develop fucilitics capable of threatening US
interests in South Asia and the Persian Gulf, Al-
though the guerrillas could not prevent the Soviets
from cstablishing new airbases, we judge that the
threat of insurgent attacks would be a factor influenc-
ing the Soviets against stationing long-range bombers,
fighters, or transport aircraft in western Afghanistan.
Increasingly effective and widespread insurgent at-
tacks also would hinder construction of the roads the
Soviets would need to support bases in the arca. Sovict
military planners probably realize that, even after
such roads were built, continuing resistance raids
along supply lines could create problems for major
regional operations.

A deterioration of the situation along the fran-Af-
ghanistan border, in our judgment, could cause [ran
and the Soviets to divert some of their military forces
to the arca, weakening both countries’ ability to
threaten countries in the region that are friendly to
the United States. Iran probably would consider

- redeploying some of its forces from the Iraqi front to
the east, thus reducing its military capabilities against
the Persian Gulf. Unless the Soviets augment their
forces with troops from the USSR, they would have to
consider moving some of their units from other parts
of Afghanistan to the three western provinces. This
would weaken their ability to fight the Afghan resist-
ance in eastern Afghanistan and somewhat reduce the
Soviet military threat to Pakistan.

11 M
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Appendix

Chronology of the Deterioration
in Iranian-Soviet Relations

1979 Late September
Sovicts embargo arms deliverics to Iran and lraq.
January
First positive Sovict statcment on Ayatollah December ,
Khomeini. Afghan refugees in Iran demonstrate on first anniver-
sary of Soviet invasion; minor damage to Sovict
November Embassy in Tehran.

Moscow rejects unilateral Iranian abrogation of 1921
treaty that allows Soviet troops in Iran under certain
conditions; Tchran denounces invasion of Afghani- 1981
stan; [ran halts sale of natural gas to USSR.
Spring
Sovict consular officer expelled as spy; Soviets lift
1980 . arms embargo.

January
Afghan refugees march on Soviet Embassy in Tehran
on two occasions; thosc who cnter its grounds cxpelled

by Iranian sccurity forces; rcfugqes scize Afghan Qctober-November
Embassy but leave on orders of Khomeini regime; Ambassador Vinogradov trics to cultivate new
Moscow states it will veto UN Security Council Khamenei administration in Tehran.

cconomic sanctions against Iran, but Iran announces
it will remain anti-Soviet.

1982

February

Iran pledges “all necessary aid™ to Afghan rebels;
Afghan students briefly seize Afghan Embassy in
Tehran.

Iranian law aimed at Tudeh limits its political
activity.

February
Soviet flag trampled at ceremonics on anniversary of
Islamic Revolution; Tehran tells Soviets to cancel

Soviet diplomat expelled as planned Army Day reception.

" spy.
March

Pravda article lists Soviet gricvances against Iran.

and denics visas to journalists.

13 _TopSEet
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2
7

Aprit
. -Jraman media claim thousands march

in several citics Lo protest Soviet presence in
Alghanistan.

May
New Saviet ambassador named.

June
Scvicts begin publicly criticizing ran's stance on the
war with Iraq.

July
{mportant article in Kommuanist, CPSU journal, is
critical of Khomeini regime.

August
Soviet Ambassador arrives in Tchran.

December

Demonstrators burn Soviet flag cutside Embassy on
the sccond anniversary of the invasion of Afghanistan:
Moscow lodges official protest.

1983

January
Soviet criticism of Khomeini regime and of individual
clerics increases; Tehran responds in kind.

February
Moscow protests Iran’s expulsion of Soviet TASS
correspondent.

Tudeh Party leader Kianuri and other party members
arrcsted as KGB spies; Soviet
Iran closes Soviet-run
ospital in Tchran.

May

Tudch Icaders begin televised series of confessions to
spying for the USSR; Tudch dissolved by Khomeini
regime; 18 Soviet diplomats cxpelled from Iran for -
tics to Tudeh and interference in lranian affairs:
USSR expels three Iranian representatives; Gromyko
meels new Iranian Ambassador.

June

L
In a specch to the Supreme Soviet, Gromyko says
Sovict policy toward Iran will be governed by Iran's
actions. .

August

Iran protests to Moscow and Kabul for alleged bomb-.
ing of Iranian border village; Tchran ignores Sovict
offer of meeting between deputy forcign ministers.

December
Iranians rebuff Sovict request to increase staff at
Embassy in Tchran; trials of Tudeh members begin.

1984

January

TASS condemns Assembly Speaker Rafsanjani for
criticizing the Soviet role in Afghanistan and says
such “insults” will damage relations; Iranian spokes-
men are increasingly critical of Soviet delivery of
missiles to Iraq that are used against Iranian cities;
some Tudeh verdicts are announced.

February
Moscow privately protests Iranian gunfire into Saviet
territory on several occasions, and Tehran answers
with complaints about Soviet air and land border

USSR trains Iraqis in chemical warlare and com-

_plains of Soviet failurc to condemn Iraqi usc of such

weapons against Iran; more Tudeh Party members
executed.

.




