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“Since 1932, the BBC has carried the British valugsimpartiality,
integrity, quality and creativity across the worlthe BBC’s Global News
Division, through the World Service’'s 43 languageveces, funded by an
ongoing investment by the Foreign Office; BBC Waelévision, funded
by commercial revenue; and the international-faciogline sites,
together reach over 180 million people every weéh @& dynamic tri-
media offer.” (From BBC’s web site.)



Abstract

The Persian Service of the BBC WS broadcasts to &ad also to

Afghanistan and Tajikistan where the majority ofpplation speak
Persian — referred to as Farsi in Iran, Dari inbfigistan and Tajiki in
Tajikistan. The Iranian Diaspora also received Rleesian broadcasts in
Short Wave and at times Medium Wave in a varietyeafopean and
Middle Eastern countries. Its web page — whichalndg 1996 — is one of
the most visited in Farsi language. However, it wascked in Iran in

January 2006. The BBC’s own web page describesalleeof language
services as follows:

“The Empire Service first broadcast on short waagio in 1932.
Its aim was to develop international communicaticm®ritain’s
overseas territories. In the run up to World Warthle Foreign
Office began funding BBC language services to caurthe
growing international propaganda of the Axis powdfsom its
start, the Service’'s editorial independence frone tBritish
government was safeguarded, as it was seen a®therstone of
the service’s credibility and therefore of its incpaAfter emerging
as the leading global broadcaster during the w&a(C BNorld
Service was incorporated into the BBC’s Royal Gérairt 1946.”

The Persian Service radio, originally launched miyithe final years of
the Second World War, has played a major role latioss between the
UK and the Persian-speaking world in crucial pcditi conjunctures.
During the last 66 years — as funded by the Foraimmh Commonwealth
Office — many Iranians have viewed the Persian i€emwith skepticism

yet at the same time regarded it as one of the mnosted sources of
news and information.

The BBC claims it has kept its independence, styoggarding its
credibility and objectivity. The 1946 broadcastiite Paper, drawn up
by the Labor government under Clement Attlee, sétlwe relationship
between government and the BBC, which still existiy. It read:

"The Government intend that the Corporation shotddhain
independent in the preparation of programs for @@ audiences,
although it should obtain from the government d&pants
concerned such information about conditions ineéhosuntries and

L www.bbc.co.uk/worldservice/history/story/2007/020023 _html_1930s.shtml



the policy of His Majesty’s government towards thes will
permit it to plan its programs in the national ne."

However, the wording doe not set out a clear dingdine about what the
BBC can and not say. Research conducted with meferéo primary
sources and interviews with those who have workethé BBC Persian
service indicates strong pressure from the Govenmecrucial political
conjunctures.

This paper attempts to look at whether the Britidbvernment as the

provider of funds for the Persian Service has tttedse the broadcasts as
a tool for political influence. It will in turn askvhether the Persian

Service has -- as part of the BBC'’s editorial whelmanaged to keep its
independence intact in reporting events in a baldrand objective way.

Since tackling the entire history is outside theifaries of the present
paper, selected critical periods are chosen whettebyelations between
the Foreign Office and the Persian Service becaree rmtense: the
removal of Reza Shah Pahlavi in 1941; the UK-Irdnnegotiations
during 1948-53; the period leading up to Islamicvéetion of 1979.
Since the 30 year rule cannot as yet be applietbtthe years 1978 and
1979, we can only reach close to the year of thamis Revolution in
Iran.

The research is conducted through three primarycssuinterviews with
those working with the Persian Service, the arahieé the Persian
Service broadcasts, and documents of the Publiom@gedOffice. The
paper has also examined several secondary souncesas books by
those directly involved either at the British or$lan Governments or in
the BBC. The researcher has herself worked foBBE Persian Service
for over 15 years and some of the accounts aredbase primary
observations.

This paper will first set the scene as the BBC iBarService is launched
in 1941 and then examine the four named stages refdrence to the
central questions as outlined above.

2 http://www.bbc.co.uk/worldservice/history/story/Z002/070122_html_40s.shtml



Political Background

The BBC entered World War Il unsure of its roleit@n was in a state of
total war with every resource focused on winning Hattle against the
Axis powers. BBC archives recounts the story offifst days thus:

“Managers at the fledgling corporation debated Wweethe BBC

should report the conflict objectively - or contrib to the war
effort by broadcasting morale boosting propagaBgethe autumn
of 1940, Britain was suffering almost nightly bomtment from

German planes. On 15 October a delayed action bdihb
Broadcasting House in London. It landed in the mudikirary at

2010 GMT and exploded 52 minutes later, killing ese\people.
Listeners to the Nine o'clock news heard the ano@upause, and
then continue reading’.”

In the summer of 1943 the BBC's two "War Reporlihgts" — were set
up comprising of teams of seven containing a metof reporters,

producers and engineers. The BBC created theWite Correspondent
for Richard Dimbleby who covered World War Il in tepe, Africa and

the Middle East. In the years that followed waraomipg became a
specialist skill with new technical equipment amdirting which was

different in nature to the daily news reporting pBeing needed to take
into consideration wartime security and intelligemequirements without
being propaganda.

The BBC reinvented itself during the Second Worldar\and public
perception of the institution changed dramaticaliynore than doubled
in size and adopted a new culture and outlook.tBeitbiggest expansion
came early in 1940 and 1941, ahead of Americaniweweent in the war,
when the outlook for Britain was bleakest. The Goweent asked the
BBC to increase its overseas effort three-fold pAcsal service for North
America was introduced, offering entertainment adl &s news of the
British struggle. There were services in every m&oropean language,
from Scandinavia to the Balkans, plus servicestli@ Soviet Union,
Persia, India, Japan and many more. The War priwvbd a tough test of
the BBC's independence. At times the Government ttwed military
wanted to use the BBC to counter crude propagamha the Nazis, and
there was talk in Westminster of taking over the(dBB

® http://www.bbc.co.uk/worldservice/history/timelisatml



1. ThePersian Service & Reza Shah

The BBC’s Persian Service was one of these spgaatlated language
services when the British Government suspectedrédman king, Reza
Shah Pahlavi, of having sympathies for Nazi GermaRgza Shah had in
1923 in fact come to power with the support of Bregish Government
but declaring Iran neutral, he declined cooperatiothe wartime. This
concerned the British Government that he may in lectaking a pro-
Hitler position and could potentially block the islll efforts in the East.

Reading the correspondence between the Britishtleegm Teheran and
the Foreign Office, it is clear that the war puityiovas not working as
effectively as might have been expected and maagidns were also
listening to Berlin Radio. The head of British L&ga in Teheran, Sir
Reader Bullard, often wrote on the subject.

“The success of German Propaganda in Iran andaihed of the
British propaganda to make any headway againsiawve hbeen
indicated frequently by the Press Attaché in hpores.”

On 29 December 1939, Sir Reader Bullard had sugdgese BBC might
have programs in Persian. The Foreign Office redpamn 8 February
with a positive note from Lacey Baggallay of thestean Department:

“You will remember saying in your telegram of 29deenber that
the Persian Government no longer deprecated thenemcement
of broadcast in Persian from London...We therefomre ascertain
what provisions BBC had made for this eventualityunderstand
that Persian has now been moved high up on theflistnguages
waiting attention and the Treasury will begin fica assistance to
BBC in this matter?®

The first idea of an Iranian translator for the tpcsn be seen in a memo
on 2 April 1940 when the Foreign Office asks thgateon in Teheran:

“In the event of decision to broadcast permaneimtiyersian, it
may be necessary to engage a second Iranian areratapable of
translating English news bulletins. If so pleasedigate
appro>éimate salary likely to be accepted. Hoursvofk will be
short.’

* (7 February 1741/FO371/E382/211/34)
® (FO71/E2/2/34/24570)
® (FO371/E1484/24570)



It is a Professor Rushbrook Williams who is coredilby the Foreign
Office on the arrangements for starting Persiaadcasts from the BBC.

On 13 June 1940 the Foreign Office suggests sendimgofessional
journalist to work alongside the Press Attaché @hdran, Miss Anne
Lambton.’

The very first head of the Persian Service is seteby Mr. Stevenson,
Head of the Eastern Service of the BBC as regdterédhe memo from
the Foreign Office to Sir Reader Bullard in Teheran

“Mr. Stevenson of the BBC [director of the East&ervice] called
on the Foreign Office on Friday 9 August to introduMr.
Gladdening who is to take charge of proposed BBQvsne
broadcasts in Persian. Mr. Stevenson said BBC pwaseeding
with the recruitment of personnel. A number ofnlean students
have already been recruited for translation andHiémzavi of the
Iranian Legation was probably going to take chawfi¢the actual
broadcasts®

It is interesting to note that the Ministry of Imfoation would be
“contributing” to Mr. Hamzavi’'s salary. The memoes on:

“If this was possible, Ministry of Information walildefinitely
make a contribution to Hamzavi's salary. Mr. Hamzaad
himself undertaken to take leave from the Legatawd Mr.
Stevenson considered him an ideal man for the besis.”

In the same memo we read that the BBC asks foragait

“BBC are anxious to seek our guidance on two poihfsvhether
the Minister needs to be present at the inauguratiodeliver a
message? 2) The BBC would like to be given a lisgcawhat
attitude they should adopt in their Persian brostdcae.g. what
subjects to avoid and what aspects of Iraniantbvemphasize®

" (FO 371/E842/2/34-24570)
8 (FO371/E2426/24570)

° (Ibid)

10 (Ibid)



In a memorandum on 14 August 1940 entitted BBC Bcaats in
Persian, the Foreign Office Eastern Department sdke following
points:

“It should in the first place be emphasized that following

suggestions for the guidance of the BBC in the awmaon of

material for the projected news broadcasts in #rsi&n language
are intended for the use of the regular Britishcadfs only and
they should not be shown or communicated to anysi&er
speaking official.*

The suggestions in this memorandum are that:

“It is to be hoped that these new broadcasts wildbvoted to the
straight news of the world and that, while it isdarstood that the
Ministry of Information will supply news telegransontaining

items of more local interest, the broadcasts shaddfar as
possible avoid going into Middle Eastern politicplestions...if

some particular event requires clarifying or expléon, the

Foreign Office will always be willing to advise dime commentary
which the BBC would wish to add?®

At this stage the request is that Reza Shah shoeltreated in these
broadcasts with due sensitivity and diplomacy bseau

“The Shah is not a popular figure but he is stilcomplete control
and is likely to retain power. While gross flatterfyhis person or
his rule should be avoided, he should be preseadesh energetic
modern-minded ruler, under whose rule Iran has mgussat
economic and cultural progress. Iran’s relationhwiis Majesty’s
Government are excellent. Emphasis might on deitabnditions

be laid on the long-standing traditional friendshgiween the two
countries..and care should be taken not to suggest that HM
Government has any influence whatsoever on Iraidicy.”*®

In its very first broadcast on 29 December 1940sdda Movaghar-
Balyuzi, the new young presenter recruited fromn Ifallows that line
and introduces the BBC broadcasts as the dawniagefv era:

1 (F0371/24570)
12 (1id)
13 (1bid)



“The BBC Persian Service is aiding a new relatign&etween the
two nations of Britain and Iran®?

In the first few months, BBC Persian Service br@ets consisted of
short 15 minutes news bulletins of war only foughis a week.
Abulghassem Tabheri, also just recruited from Tehraports that the
British Press welcomed the opening of the Persiarvi€& as a step
towards better relations with Irali.

This line did not last very long. Over 1940-41, Bwtish foreign Office
documents reveal that Britain becomes increasimgpatient with Reza
Shah over his lack of cooperation over the deportabf some 3000
Germans believed to be resident in Iran. Reza &bphon refusing on
grounds that the Germans were mainly engineers ayra@l in his
modernization program and was refusing to deperttHowever British
Intelligence had documents revealing that famousm@a spies, such as
Franz Mayer, were working in Iran. Indeed Franz Bteyad described in
a letter discovered by British Intelligence thatuth@rn mountainous
areas of Iran were a safe bastion for German myilitaork:

“This is like a part of Germany or an unassailabléed state
behind the enemy’s lines in which you can do amghyou wish,
train, recruit, and build landing ground, munitiodsmp and U-
boat bases™®

On 7 August 1941, just prior to the Anglo Sovietasion of Iran Sir
Reader Bullard writes in a “Most Secret” memo “Raganda in Persia”:

“The question of propaganda against the Shah wellcompletely
altered in the case of Russian/British ultimaturhjolhr was to be
followed by military action in a few days in theseaof non-
compliance. To forestall the Germans and make pispf
occupation more palatable we might simultaneousith whe
ultimatum, release articles and wireless talks ali@an (Persia),
referring not only to the good points, but alsdhe great defects of
the present regime, e.g. compulsory acquisition larid at
dishonestly low prices, and the enormous costvridi. By then it
should be too late for the Shah to throw himselfh arms of the

14 (From BBC Persian Service Archives"88nniversary program made by Shahryar Radpoor.)
15 (1bid)
18 (sir Anthony Eden to Sir Reader Bullard, 26 Junel] $371-35089/E5035.)



Germans, while the army which is anti-Shah wouldebeouraged
to turn against him rather than obey hith.”

Indeed on 22 August 1941 in a memo BBC BroadcasRersian, from
Sir Reader Bullard in Teheran to the Foreign Offibe BBC line is
defined as follows:

“Tribute could be paid to the Shah as a soldiexarly days but be
hinted that greediness and tyranny have made hidiffarent
man...forcible acquisition of land, forced labor, geal poverty
and corruption, acute shortage of water, Shah’s awalth and
ownership of factories... his monopoly of all priceshis
involvement with opium trade... his bad treatmentsofdiers...
weakness of the political structure...Constitutiolyoim name, a
powerless parliament, dictated elections... couldhigghlighted.
Also it could be stressed that England has a deatiocr
Government whereas the Shah, like Hitler, thinks pleople are
like sheep and are only fit to carry orders blindf/

Later, after the Anglo Soviet invasion of Iran, Betish Foreign Office
documents show that the British find it impossibbework with Reza
Shah.
“His Majesty’s Government have no wish to interfere
unnecessarily in Persian internal affairs but ttlesarly difficult for
them to operate fully with an administration thatiHong ceased to
represent the wishes of the peopie.”

BBC Persian Service was then tasked with broaduastems that
revealed Reza Shah’s autocratic style of leadersimg@ encouraged
instead a republican system of Government:

“His Majesty’s Government now agreed that the BBighthbegin
to give various broadcasts in Persian which hadc haepared
beforehand, starting with talks on Constitutionalv€nment an
increasing in strength and color until all Reza I8ha
mismanagement, greed and cruelty were displayettheopublic
gaze... encouraged by the lead given by the BBCdémaities in
the Majlis, who had been subservient to the Shahmiany years,

Y (FO371/28914/34/211)
18 (FO371/211/34/4902)
19 (Anthony Eden to British legation in Teheran, 9 teepber 1941, FO371-27213/EP5518.)



passed a resolution asking for reform... a deputatiothem was
to wait upon the Shah and ask him to abdicate... \aitlin 3
weeks the Shah abdicated’”

[When reflecting on the relations between Iran and Uke tead of
British legation to Iran, Sir Reader Bullard writes

“On numerous occasions the Allies were unable toegen their
most essential military requirements without theliation of the
strongest diplomatic pressure and once or twicevitihgal threat of
force. We were obliged to interfere regularly aadically in the
local administration...There were times when we usedonder
whether in the end we might not have to take olercountry and
run it ourselves®

Shahrokh Golestan, a well-known film director, sayan interview with
the Persian service for the"6&nniversary of Persian broadcasts:

“I remember vividly that every evening we used tt ¢pgether
with our neighbors to listen to the BBC Persianadlcasts. We all
used to sit in a circle in the garden and the radwhich used to
be kept on the second floor — would be turned tde/déine garden
so we could all hear it. We listened every nighdt just to the
BBC, but also to Radio Berlin to make sure we didmiss

anything.”®

The news bulletin was in fact written by the Waritusf the BBC and

translated to Persian and broadcast by the newatrarcruits. It was
direct war reporting in the propaganda style of dag. The pressure by
the Government on the BBC World Service broadcesteflected in

BBC'’s own account of wartime reporting:

“From the start, there was tension with the gonent as to how
much freedom should be allowed in wartime to theCBEdio
news operations and it took time to establish &é&ca’e method of
working between the BBC and the new Ministry ofolmhation.
BBC staff were seconded to the Ministry - and sikedd'vigilants”

20 (Cited in E.Abrahamian, Iran Between Two RevolusioRrinceton, 1982, page 165)

21 (Sir Reader Bullard to the Foreign Office, “AnnuRleport for the Year 1942", FO371—
35117/E239/34.)

22 (BBC Persian Service Archives, program for th& &Bniversary of the Persian Service by Shahryar
Radpoor.)



from the Ministry were on permanent duty in the seyom, often
alongside representatives of the serviéés."

Apart from Movaghar-Balyuzi, the first recruits ¢iie BBC Persian
Service also included the famous Iranian intellaiGtiviojtaba Minovi,

who later became a distinguished scholar of Pergiarature. Mojtaba
Minovi had come to Britain on a study tour, but lstayed on for the fear
of persecution in Reza Shah’'s regime. He taughsi&e at Oxford

University. Then Massoud Farzaad and a British lechdaul Elwell-

Sutton were also recruited to strengthen the bmstdcand ensure
accuracy of translation. Elwell Sutton had worked the Anglo-Iranian

Oil Company AIOC. He later went on to write a pasate account in
favor of the oil nationalization by Iran as a leetu at Edinburgh

University where he ended his career as profeddoamian studies>

An influential politician of the era, Nassrollah tEmi, recalls in his
interview with the BBC Persian Service that RezalSliewed the
Persian Service with strong suspicion:

“Reza Shah told the acting Foreign Minister, Am#rat he should
listen to how the British were making decisions w@thblis future.
Apparently Reza Shah had asked Ameri to listerhto BBC to
hear what the British opinion of his monarchy wdsis saying |

will be gone soon,” Reza Shah told Ameri. The sawening the
BBC reported: “Reza Khan was brought by us butrttag become
too arrogant. He has now turned into a dictatoo vehconfiscating
public property.” | remember this clearly?”

According to Nassrollah Fatemi, the BBC was givirgports every
evening of Reza Shah’s cruelties. Abbas Dehghaothan journalist of
the first generation BBC reporters told the PerSarvice in an interview
for the 65" anniversary of the Service that:

“We read exactly whatever we were given to reade Wére not
allowed to make any changes. There were a coupkenglish

23 (http://news.bbc.co.uk/aboutbbcnews/spl/hi/historylittefault.stn)

24 Hussein Shahidi, The BBC Persian Service —60 yearSeptember 24, 2001.

2 (BBC Persian Service Archives, program for th& &Bniversary of the Persian Service by Shahryar
Radpoor.)



people who were monitoring what we broadcast. Thpgke
Persian and they listened carefulfy.”

By the year 1944, the British Government decidechew, more indirect
ways of using the BBC Persian broadcasts:

“These broadcasts carry more weight than statemrmatte in our
local broadcasts in Persian and are listened t® \mder audience.
This approach would be more effective than supplyire Persian
press with material especially prepared for Persiansumption
which by the very nature of its presentation i®lykto be treated
with suspicion.’

The British Foreign Office decided on 10 Februa®g¢4 to raise the level
of British legation in Teheran to embassy and asomsequence Sir
Reader Bullard became the Ambassador. He wrotéaluze 1944 to all
British Councils about a new indirect way of inflwéng politics in Iran:

“When action is taken by a Persian official assuleof persuasion
or pressure by a consular officer, the British date®ns should, as
far as possible, be kept directly in the backgroand subordinate
officials and the public should be allowed and eeanouraged to
believe that the Persian official acted on his gesponsibility and
initiative.”?

Earlier, in April 1943, Bullard had already plannadvider propaganda
campaign through the extension of the activitiethefBritish Council:

“Cultural propaganda is a field in which we haveamueeway to
make up in Persia. Persian culture connections baea mainly
French... Under the late Shah the activity of th&i€r Council
was very restricted...politically the extension ofe tiBritish
Council should be valuable because they give usacomvith the
younger generation and an opportunity to influetitem in the
pro-British direction.®

26 .
Ibid
27 (sir Reader Bullard to Foreign Office, 9 June 192@371-40194/E3248.)
28 (Sir Reader Bullard to all Councils in Iran, 20 Ju®d4, FO37140194/E3596)
29 (FO371/E2081/38/34)



2. ThePersian Service and Oil Nationalization

After the war had ended, a period of reform and azatization ensued
in Iran and with the departure of Reza Shah; thdigomaent became
increasingly a major centre of decision-making.itRall parties were
formed each with their dedicated fractions insitde parliament, and
often with their own preferences about foreign p@véy now
constituting the British, the Russians and the Acagis. Although the
British had their own parliamentary support, thegrev going through
perhaps the worst period of their relations witmlin as far as being out
of favor with the majority of reformists.

Foreign Office documents indicate clearly the tensin diplomatic

exchanges and the type of adverse publicity thay toaface in the
Iranian press. The details are outside the boyndathis research but
the main reasons for strong anti-British sentimaoluded the role they
had played in occupying the southern ports in 1946€,removing from
power of Reza Shah, but most importantly their tamtsattempts at
blocking the process of nationalization of Iraniaih — a subject very
much on the agenda for the reformists and thettdeeDr. Mossadeq.

Throughout the 40’s the British Government had f@wols persuading the
Iranian Government to continue with its exceptioc@hcessions on oil to
the Anglo Iranian Oil Company. The British were oig to the
agreement which had been signed with the Angladra®il Company in
1933 whereby according to article 21:*This Conaassshall not be
annulled by the Persian Government and the terergithcontained shall
not be altered.” The reformist movement and thadwat Front Party of
Dr. Mossadeq — by now the Prime Minister of lranl1®51-- thought
otherwise. Mussadeq often referred to a clauskdrsame agreement that
spoke about activities being in the interest ohlralrhe National Front
newspaper, Keshvar, had a lead article directlyres$ing the British
Prime Minister in the weeks running to the votetloa nationalization of
oil:
“How can Mr. Atlee have the right of nationalizif8yitish heavy
industries and we cannot have the right to natireabur oil
industry? Mr. Furlong [the British Foreign Officepresentative
visiting Iran at the time] must tell high authoesi including Mr.
Eden that Persians are no longer prepared to camany
compromise with the Anglo Iranian Oil Company. lactf the
company is now detested by the Persian people.”

30 (FO371/91523, 16 February 1951)



At this stage there is a revealing document rejatonthe way the BBC
was brought in to help. On thé' df March 1951, Mr. Furlong writes to
Mr. Serpel at the Treasury and Mr. Butler at thenistry of Fuel and

Power suggesting a BBC talk on the subject.

“Sir Francis Shepherded [of the UK embassy in Tahehas
suggested, and we agree, that it would be usefuhdpire the
BBC'’s Persian Service at this present stage inothquestion...|
enclose a draft memorandum bringing out the poawgsfeel can
usefully be made in this context. They are caduich a way that
nationalization is not, and cannot be a purely rirdke Persian
problem. They are also designed to show the intigedity of
nationalization and the financial and other losstgh any such
move may involve ®

The memorandum suggests seven lines of argumemichiding the

financial losses, the harm to Iranian reputatiotermationally, the

adverse effects on the industry -- all of which kEter picked up in a
BBC talk published three days later on 4 March st pu day before the
voting taking place in the parliament. Parts oftddk read as follows:

“In the first place it must be remembered thatAlmglo-Iranian oil
company has invested vast sums of money...the anpitra
cancellation of the oil Agreement and the failuce Honor an
international agreement would seriously damageif#ersedit and
reputation in the world, more so if ... it would b#fidult to see
how Persia thinks of paying a huge sum to whichnéernational
tribunal would certainly consider the company ésdit.. and there

is the company’s expenditure of tens of milliongofinds...*

A report prepared by the BBC for the House of ComsnBoreign Affairs
Committee on 13 February 2001 acknowledges thatdng did not rust
the BBC at either conjuncture:

“The BBC Persian Service's broadcasts to Iran estadn 28
December 1940 to counter the influence of GermadidR@n

Persian from Berlin. The BBC's initial output wasn@dest hour
per week centered on war news. In 1941, the aisred Iran and
removed from power the then pro-German nation&isth, Reza

31 (FO371-91523/EP1531/68
32 [full text in FO371/91524/EP1531/122 Nationalizatiof Oil by BBC Diplomatic Correspondent]



Pahlavi, replacing him with his young son, MohamnRdza

Pahlavi. The BBC's reports on the Shah's cruelty @rruption

were seen as a prelude to his departure. From ¢he outset,

therefore, many in Iran regarded the BBC as arrunsnt of

British imperial involvement. This was particulatlye in the case
of the young Shah himself. When Britain and thedufported the
Shah's coup against the democratically electede”Nnmmister, Dr

Mossadeq, in August 1953, many nationalists ceéidithe BBC's
broadcasts for playing a key pro-Shah and anti-slesg role.®

The British Government tried to forestall furthelod4éadeq action by a
quick request to the international court of justiceHague asking for an
interim injunction calling upon the Persian Goveamnnot to prejudice
the position of the AIOC. BBC reporting of Mossgtéeappeal to the
UN against the AIOC angered many Iranians who camed it to be

biased. In a memo entitled the “line for News Dé&pant and the BBC”

on the possible failure of negotiation the BritiEmbassy in Teheran
suggests the following points. These points, emitbut in full detalil,

were given to the BBC following a briefing at therEign Office at 5:30

on 19 March 1953. Itincluded the following lines:

1. Minimum comment

2. Stress that Mossadeq has rejected a fair and btpita
settlement

3. Stress that the proposal was Anglo-US

4. Joint work was requested by Mossadeq

5. Mossadeq's speech offered inaccurate information on
compensation figure and revenues

6. No question of undue burden on the economy of ersi

7. No comment on counter proposals

8. Avoid issuing the text of Compensation Agreement:..”

Whatever the way this opposition to Mossadeq waseped, it seems to
have left the impression with many Iranians that BBC was working in
close cooperation with the Government. Abulhassani B5adr, at the
time a close advisor to Mossadeq says in a BBG\iew broadcast for
the 68" anniversary of the Service:

“BBC was the voice of British Imperialism and wel dhot trust
it.”35

3 www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200001/cmsébeataff/80/80ap01.htm
34 (FO371/7188633-EP1531/228)



Shahrokh Golestan says in the same series:

“BBC broadcasts contained frequent attacks on Mimssga
Government. The analysis was always one sidedeTlere two
Englishmen who used to write the analysis. | cagrhember their
names. They constantly rejected Mossadeq’'s poliagsbeing
inadequate. | remember that their reports alwayde@nby this
sentence: the adverse effects will most probablfpb&an.”™®

Elwell-Sutton writing in Persian Oil also treatset®BBC commentary
skeptically:

“From London where the BBC had doubled and trebiied
transmissions in the Persian language, Persians okt that the
British staff [of AIOC] would leave if the comparwas not given
its way. And if this happened the oil industry Wibaollapse. And
if the oil industry collapsed, listeners were wathdPersia’s
economic system would collapse td6.”

Elwell-Sutton adds that Teheran radio was resortiegually to
propaganda material attacking the British Ambassadaily. So,
emotions were running high on the issue of oiloralization. It caused
splits amongst British writers as well as Iraniarfidorman Kemp, who
calls himself “a regular Abadan reporter,” sayis book “Abadan” that
suddenly there was a surge of journalists goingaio.

“Colin Reid, Walter Farr and Peter Webb, Britishitdd Press
reporter, White and myself as regulars from the dspa corps;
soon to be reinforced with Douglas Willis, of thé8B. Alan
Clarke of London’s Daily Herald, John Fisher of K&ay Group,
Bob Long, Associated Press of America, Flora Lesfitondon’s
Observer and her husband Sydney Gruson of the NaWw F¥imes,
Homer Bigart, Politzer-winner of the New York Hetalribune,
Jacques Marcus of the AFP, and newsreel cameranuderR

35 BBC Persian Service Archives, program for th& B&niversary of the Persian Service, produced
by Shahryar Radpoor.
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Hecox were among correspondents who sailed to Abadaing
weeks of lax political tension in the capitaf.”

This sudden surge of adverse international reppadim Mossadeq had its
effect on the BBC Persian Service broadcastersnugtzehr Anvar, one

of the Persian broadcasters recalls in an interwath the Persian

Service that:

“They always told us what to say and how to sayMhen it came
to reporting adversely on Mossadeq suddenly for wezks all
Iranian broadcasters disappeared. They had noelwicto bring
in English people who spoke Persian, because hariad gone on
strike. The broadcasts were all in a Persian wilirang English
accent.”™®

A veteran BBC Persian Service broadcaster, Abbdmgybsn, says in his
interview with the Persian Service to mark thé” @niversary of the
Persian Service that although the broadcasts warelyrtranslations of
British analysis and even the satire and culturag@mms were written by
the British and translated by the Persian broadcgsthe situation was
different when it came to Mossadeq:

“No Iranian was prepared to say anything againstsdddeq.
Nobody would be disrespectful of Mossadéy.”

Elwell Sutton takes the side of BBC Persian broatiza:

“This radio propaganda was every bit as offensivea wdnder the
BBC’'s Persian announcers on several occasions opedilly
refused to speak the lines handed to them! Brifisbpaganda
services, on instructions from the Eastern Departma the
Foreign Office, attempted to whitewash Britain’sord in Persia
by plugging the work of British scholars in the $&lan
language...*

Norman Kemp puts it in a different form but convélys same:

38 (Norman Kemp, Abadan, A first-hand Account of thesRar Oil Crisis, first published 1953 by
Allan Wingate (Publishers), PP144-5)

° (BBC Persian Service Archives, B5Anniversary of the BBC Persian Service, Produced by
Shahryar Radpoor)
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“The Company’s [AIOC] information Department waseinded to
propagate details of its operations and purposebkaim, a task
which achieved indifferent success in overcoming turdle of
emotional Persian nationalisrif.”

Norman Kemp in his account of this crisis periodvhiension between
the UK and Iran was seeping down to journalists:

“The British loss in Abadan has been describedaasrdgedy of
public relations.” The Company had reckoned too Iman, and
waited too long for, Persian Governments to tedl lifanian people
of the AIOC'’s offers. Persian journalists, with corance of their
Government, could be scurrilously biased in thewvective....

Officially there was no censorship but the Governtveatched the
press dispatches secretively and occasionally veaesked to delay
transmission if a piece did not meet with approwdbssadeq
shrewdly divined that by splitting his news sourdes could gain
greater publicity for his achievements to the ceidn of the

journalists.*®

He speaks in detail about the technical difficslicé getting news out of
Abadan with problems with communication lines, pélenes and
exchanges and how the press received information.

“There was a pattern for news coverage in Abadarst Fa
conference with [Eric] Drake, [Oil Board] betweema and ten
o'clock in the morning; then we wrote the storigs a small
[AIOC] Company office adjoining the administrativ@ock. A
Persian staff clerk hired for us a taxi...which waststo the
frontier...local fishermen paddled the copy across 8hatt-el-
Arab river at the border ... then another taxi aremhgpuy AIOC
carried it to ... and then to Basra telegraph offidece we had
sent the reports we met the Oil Board... and for tgredepths to
news reporters interviewed privately the Britishv&mment and
company officials and the Persian cabiriét.”

It is clear from this account that the bulk of infation for Western
media was provided by the AIOC, the British Goveeminand embassy
officials and the Persian press was mainly fed tnians officials

“2 (Ibid p146)
43 (Ibid pages 146-7)
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thereby causing the split in reporting and the Itesy mutual distrust.
The BBC Persian Service had both points of viewearmhe roof and this
must have been behind the strike by some of tHé &tarman Kemp
speaks about the important role that the BBC playedgiving
information to Iranians.

“The Persian authorities had suspended the Compgi\OC]
daily newspaper, and each afternoon and eveningotimeen
huddled around radio sets to listen to BBC overseaadcasts for
up-to-date information. If Abadan or Teheran weot mentioned
in the bulletins the staff was despondent, beliguine omission
was an augury of defeat”

Nevertheless the pro-nationalization majority diok mlways trust the
Persian Service’s broadcasts. At the height ofdfisis, when the US
Government begins to mediate between Iran and Uksskin Makki, the
trusted right hand man of Mussadeq takes the oppitytto attack the
British conduct. On 7 August 1951 when as a menobéhe Oil Board
he accompanied the US President’s representativeref Harriman, to
see the squalid conditions in the Persian oil warkeving quarters in
Abadan, Makki referred in his speech with suspi¢mihe BBC.

“Should the Mussadeq Government suffer defeat, eovi
propaganda will convince the people that only VRtissian aid can
the Iranians succeed. It is in this that the gretatlanger lays. The
desire of the British capitalist is that nationation should falil,
they are shareholders in the AIOC and they arendgryn every
possible way and through underhand methods to @own the
Mussadeq Government. This is being done with the odi the
Persian-language broadcasts and the commentaribs &BC, by
inspired and biased articles in the British pres®...”

In June 1951, while Mossadeq’'s Government was pirgpao take

control of Iran’s oil industry and Britain was on@gain deploying

military force in the Persian Gulf, the Foreign iOdf gave extra funding
for half an hours’ extra broadcast. The British Esdy in Teheran had
asked for an extra 15 minutes. This was doneerfahm of an increase
in the evening broadcasts becoming 45 minutes rdbi@m 15 minutes
and an additional 15 minutes afternoon broadcasé [atter was then

5 (Ibid, p208)
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dropped after 27 August 1951 when Britain had giuenplans for the
military invasion of Iran.

A report prepared by the BBC for the House of ComsnBoreign Affairs
Committee on 13 February 2001 acknowledges thatadng did not rust
the BBC at either conjuncture:

“From the very outset, therefore, the BBC was rdgdrby many
in Iran as an instrument of British imperial invetwent. This was
particularly true in the case of the young Shah deifn When
Britain and the US supported the Shah's coup agdims
democratically elected Prime Minister, Dr MossadeqgAugust
1953, many nationalists criticized the BBC's braestis for playing
a key pro-Shah and anti-Mossadeq rdfe.”

The Era of Perceived Prosperity

After the turbulent years of 1951-53, there folloWhee period of relative
calm. The young Shah of Iran, supported by the tBK, was brought
back to the throne. In the years that followedgdéarUS military
investment in Iran enabled the Shah of Iran tobdista his power by
early 60’s. In 1963 he embarked on his “White Ratioh.”

However, excessive reliance on foreign borrowinfetd the Seven Year
Plan for economic development and escalating myliexpenditure had
caused financial crisis forcing Iran to borrow h@a¥rom the IMF,
which in turn had asked for reforms in the way rahtning the budget,
freezing wage rises and shelving some developmeofeqis. This
became another cause for tension and oppositientitime led mainly by
a powerful clergy but also involving National Franembers.

In June 1963 there were massive demonstrationsgltine holy month
of Ramadan led mainly by Ayatollah Khomeini, thef ¥ears of age.
Thousands of shopkeepers, clergymen, teachers.aBazerchants and
students came out to denounce the Shah. The deweomss lasted for
three days but left hundreds dead. The militaryt kegoyalty to the Shah
and he weathered the storm. The Shah ordered tkst af National
Front members and deported Khomeini to Turkey froimere he went to
Iraq.

47 Appendix 1, http://www.publications.parliament.u&d/pm200001/cmselect/cmfaff/80/80ap01.htm



From the mid-60 to mid-70 the Shah was increasinglyarded as an
unrivalled ambitious dictator, a devoted ally oethlS and benefiting
excellent relations with the international communitan was portrayed
in the western press as enjoying full prosperity aaonomic growth. His
ambitions took him so far as to begin to plan thell-known costly
celebrations of 2500 anniversary of monarchy imn.rdhe Iranian
Ambassador to the UK, Parviz Radji, writes in thé&aduction to his
book “In the Service of the Peacock Throne”:

“Indeed the Shah saw the 1973 boom in oil pricdsr-which he

was the prime mover — as the moment to realizgaisd vision of

Iran, as a grand force to be reckoned with econaligias well as

militarily. Massive expenditure was taken beyond thuman or
infrastructural capacity of the country. These wibie seeds of the
gigantic economic dislocation that was to becomereasingly

apparent after 1976

Movements against the Shah were growing both ins@e and in the
West. These included from the most extreme left anderground
movements to the religious clergy and the Natiofabnt. The
International Confederation of Iranian Students ba&gdome organized
across Europe, especially in France, Germany atfteitvK. Shah’s trips
to Europe were often an opportunity for the Stuslgbonfederation to
illustrate its growing power. As such the Shah mffaced student
demonstrations and personal attacks when he tichebi®ad.

Lutfali Khonji, a veteran Persian Service broadeagtho joined the BBC
in 1968, says all details of these demonstratioesewgiven in BBC
broadcasts and there were no restrictions on riegoainti-Shah slogans
in broadcasts despite the amicable relations beiwbe UK and the
Shah. He says he never had any personal expewébetng told what to
say or which line to take although he was one efrttain news editors,
then known as “program assistant.” But he addsttieprogram assistant
was not writing the original reports, news or asay

“‘News items were -- and still are -- prepared ire tGentral
Newsroom of the BBC and the analysis was writtenBoiish
reporters. The program assistant only had the ¢adkanslating
and broadcasting from English to Persian. Amongst talks-
writers were Evan Charlton and Squire Barraclougithere was

8 parviz Radiji, In the Service of the Peacock Thrétemish Hamilton Publishers 1983, p 8



any pressure to be born, it may have been on Newsealitors or
the so-called “talks writers.” In my experiencee tBBC would
never impose any line on any of its stdff.”

However, individual managers, reporters or analgstdd be persuaded
to toe a particular line, Mr. Khonji believes. Resion rather than force
on individuals rather than on the system as a wisallee only possibility
of influencing the news and analysis in the BBCoadimg to Lutfali

Khoniji.

He says that it would be accurate to say thatreggiof crisis the program
durations would always be increased by 15 minutes$ with that the

budget of the Service would go up. In response tuestion about the
relative lack of importance of the BBC during th&#6and early 70’'s —
when the Shah was most powerful — Khonji says:

“That's because there was nothing important to mepo Iran

during the 60’s. Whatever there was to report, regsrted -- such
as the huge demonstrations against the Shah in dgrin late
60’'s or the case of someone standing up in the Uhhe@l
Assembly in mid 70’s calling the Shah “a murdereiThere was
little opposition and thus little newsworthy to oep during the
years after the US led coup of 1953 through toye#0ls.”™°

The only unusual incident, according to Mr. Khomgs:

“The Persian broadcasts would always play the &ramational
anthem when it was the Shah’s birthday. This iy wmusual for
the BBC WS and begs the question why and whethemnihs to
appease the Shah®”

Another veteran broadcaster, Majid Massoudi, saymd this period the
Shah used to listen to broadcasts and was puttesspre on the BBC.

“Iranian intelligence ministry and other relatedganizations
always listened to our program with diligence. \Wéner we said
something tiny that they considered anti Iraniaeythused to
complain. We were always under pressure of stihism.”>?

4 Interview with M. Torfeh
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Massoudi says inside the Service too, there weseudsions about how
to refer to the Shah. Some preferred Shahanshialg [ kings], others
Alihazrat [His Highness] and others who preferreel $hah.

“There were always discussions on using officidesi such as
Alihazartat, or Shahanshah, or just saying lrafats But this
annoyed the Shah to a great extét.”

Khonji confirms the constant pressure put on th€€Bl the Shah:

“In Germany in 1968 for 3-4 days there was a lotanti Shah
demonstrations culminating in a huge demonstratidderlin. We
reported all these and the Shah did not like thisl&>*

Massoudi says we reported both sides of the stony1967 when the
BBC Persian service was allowed by the Shah fofiteetime to send an
Iranian reporter, Fazlullah Nikaiin, to report dmetcelebrations for his
coronation, much of his broadcast was an appratdahe Shah then
referred to as Shahanshah:

“I daresay Iranians have never taken part in suechited mass
celebrations. Other than the pageantry, thesdiens are for
showing gratitude to the crowned leader of Iramal&nshah, in
one of the most stable, most important, and mossie moments
of Iran’s history.”

But when a BBC English reporter, John Birdman, weritan and
portrayed in his report poverty in Iran close te gageantry, Shah
ordered his deportation.

On the other hand the Queen, who had invited tlad Shlran prior to
the celebration of 2500 anniversary of monarchg,@taised him for his
role:
“The traditions and culture of your historic lanavie long been the
object of our admiration. Its traditions are exdifigd in the
coming celebrations of 2500 years of monarchyan.IP°

>3 (Ibid)
> (Ibid)
%5 (Ibid)
%8 (1bid)



3. ThePersan Service and the I lamic Revolution of 1979

The BBC Persian Service rose to unprecedented peoree in the years
leading to the Islamic Revolution of 1979. Recdlithe lead up to the
Revolution of 1979, Khonji says:

“At this stage there was a lot to report since @i was
gathering momentum and they were contacting userBBC with
news. It was not just the Islamic activists butoalke National
Front and left activists of a variety of colors.ejhwould call us
daily giving us details of demonstrations, gathgsirand their
political statements. So we had a lot to repofrt.”

By this time several new staff was recruited inadgdBager Moin who
later in 1992 became the first Iranian head ofSkevice. Shadab Vajdi,
Sharan Tabari, Solmaz Dabiri, Fereydoon Jahed dathr$ar Radpoor
were amongst other main program assistants.

One of the common assertions amongst Iranians wdre anti-Islamic
Revolution is that the BBC would tend to be ahebihe news in Iran. It
is asserted that the BBC would announce demormtsatbefore they
were announced in Iran. | asked Mr. Khonji why liséeners had such
impressions.

Khonji said

“Those working in the BBC had their own set of @mts. | was
the main link for the National Front and as suchfignds would
pass on the relevant news on developments. Improved
communications techniques meant that the BBC cbaltleard far
better in Europe and through the BBC broadcaststlaadranian
Diaspora were increasingly involved in the struggledemocracy
in Iran. Another element that increased news c@eeveas that the
BBC dispatched several reporters to Iran and thugdcreport
from various corners of the country on developmenkat meant
the volume of incoming news was suddenly drasticaltreased.
New methods of broadcasting such as interviews vafioaved.
Despite this there were only a few major interviewsl the senior
British managers did not feel too happy about theisee they
could not follow the contents. In the one year iegdto the
revolution, there was only one interview with Khamgthree or
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four with Shapur Bakhtiar and two with Abdulkarinarg§abi, who
led the National Front activists®

Khonji recalls a personal story when with greaficlilty he managed to
get an appointment for interviewing the leader &g trevolution,
Ayatollah Khomeini.

“At the time interviewing was done with great teah difficulty.
We had to book studios and lines. | also had talspge several
contacts before convincing them of the justificatiofor the
interview. Nevertheless, soon after arriving in wtedio, Mark
Dodd, the head of BBC WS arrived in the studiodoh’t even
know who had informed him that | was doing thiseintew. He
barred me from interviewing and said we should ‘aotificially
blowing the events out of proportioti”

Mr. Khonji uses this as an example to reject themmon belief that the
BBC was supporting the Islamic revolution in Ir&towever, there is the
possibility that Mark Dodd’s assertion was madearqatessure from the
Iranian Embassy in London, which by then was grgwincreasingly
furious with the BBC broadcasts as we will see Welble recalls that
after about three weeks, Mark Dodd did allow theéenview with

Khomeini but the interviewer was a colleague whos vegainst the
Islamic revolution.

The contact that made the interview with Khomeiosgible, Abulhassan
Banisadr, says that the distrust of the BBC fromdld days of the crisis
still persisted. He says Khomeini was not at alivanced that he should
give the interview to the BBC:

“I suggested to Khomeini to give an interview to @Bssuring
him that they will broadcast exactly what he saigomeini
rejected saying “BBC belongs to the British andiit not benefit
us to give them an interview”. | convinced him whesaid all the
other media you give interviews to, are also akign so what is
the difference. Khomeini then acceptéd.”

%8 |bid
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Asked about the opinion of staff at the time priorthe revolution,
Khonji says it was a true reflection of the Iranisociety at home and
abroad. He claims about 80% of the staff were stipyg the revolution
and only 20% were against it. He explains that thason for the
popularity of BBC could have been the following:

1. Communication between the BBC staff and opposiwas crucial.

2. Radio Iran was on strike and the BBC became thg solirce of
information.

3. Opposition became far more active than any othee tin the

history of Iran.

Means of communications were far better.

BBC itself was by this time far more open to chargel open

broadcasting with more confidence and a far morseréise

position vis-a-vis the UK Government.

6. The force of the movement was creating change enikid Persian
Service®™

ok

Despite these, Khonji rejects the assertion stgortght the British
Government was pro the revolution or used the BBCfdrthering that
aim. He says there was never any push or forcengnmember of the
staff. Other BBC staff such as Solmaz Dabiri arfthi8an Tabari
acknowledges the same.

However, all Iranian supporters of the Shah redhedBBC’s role most

skeptically. In arevealing account of Shah’s pption of events in “The

Shah’s Story” published in 1980 by Michael Josepdh,Lhe accuses the
mass media of playing an important role in the ldifg of events in Iran

during the last three years that led to the reimiutHe says,

“The composition of journalists in search of evasrensensational
news has led to the most regrettable exce$ées.”

He singles out the rise in price of petrol as beihg main cause of
international anger with his policies:

“l can imagine the anger of the Western motorisbsehpetrol cost
more or for whom there was a shortage. He wasitislthe Shah’s
fault and he believed it®®

®% Interview with M.Torfeh
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He even blames Libyan finances for having instigatee student’'s
movement. He says:
“A very active subversive campaign was aimed atsiudents at
home and abroad... | am told that this subversion sudsidized
by Libyan funds amounting to 250 million dollar§®

The Shah goes on to blame the BBC in the same tone:

“No less surprising was the BBC's attitude. Frdra beginning of
1978 their Persian language broadcasts consisteédutént attacks
against my regime. It was as though some mysterammductor
had given the go ahead to these attacks. | anmeationing the
attitude of certain special envoys that causedarereplorable
incidents to be magnified out of all proportion.arh tempted to
say that, for some newspapers a dead body is aegodand |
think that some newsagents must have made a fodunef the
events in Iran.®®

The US Ambassador to Iran, William Sullivan, resorith his book

Mission to Iran, how the Shah regularly used to plain about the BBC.
He says that in August 1978, just a few months rieetioe revolution and
during the time of martial law, the Shah becameeigifly suspicious and
related BBC broadcasts to the question of oil nagohs between the
UK and Iran and claimed they resembled “ancienti@risubversions” in
Iran: Sullivan, William H., “Mission to Iran, WW Nton &company,

USA, 1981,

“He [the Shah] pointed out the negotiations with dil consortium
were currently underway and that this gave theidriantagonists
all the excuses they needed to attempt the resamgti their
ancient subversions in Iran. In listening to tH&Bbroadcasts that
were critical of his Government, he was, he sashficmed in this
analysis.”®

The Iranian Ambassador to the UK, Parviz Radjialcgjues in his book
“In the Service of the Peacock Throne” (Hamish Heomi Publishers
1983) in his memoirs covering June 1976 to endamiudry 1979, the
number of times meetings took place between him thedManaging
Director of BBC External Services as well as laptfiowan, the Director
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General of BBC and Mark Dodd, Head of BBC’s East&envice. It is
clear from these accounts that the Shah is callegiently his anger at
BBC Persian Service’s reporting. Radji claims tlagtthe Ambassador he
would often try to tone down the anger in Tehenad persuade the Shah
that it would not be appropriate to make direct ptaimts to the BBC,
explaining this would make matters worse and givaarcredit to the
BBC. His recollection of a meeting on October 471 reveals the form
of discussions that took place between top BBCciaifs and the
embassy:

“lan Trethowan, the new Director-General of the BB@mnes to
lunch bringing with him Gerald Mansell, Robert Gseg and
Mark Dodd...Mansell says if a story gets taken upomaily he
doesn’'t see how the BBC can stay out of it. DodgssBBC
needn’t stay out of it, but that if they should idecto give the
matter coverage, the views of the embassy shousd e
expressed. | say that's all | ask for. | then st bn my arrival in
London, | had found three main problem areas: tB€ Bamnesty
International and the pres$”

Radji illustrates in the account of his meetingst tthe anger is persistent
and as we get closer to the revolution, the majtts out of hand.

According to his account, various members of ttamian Government

who want to express complaints to the BBC are tbit the BBC acts

independently. They are even frequently taken radoto BBC to see

how BBC’s newsroom operates and how the Persiandoasters are
translating the news. The go-betweens were trigntjustrate to Iranian

officials that there can be no Government pressurethe BBC. The

account of 19 April 1978 reads as follows:

“The [Foreign Ministers] session breaks up and D&wen walks
up to me followed by Khalatbari, who raises theeasubject of
the BBC. He confesses to be puzzled as to whyBfBE is more
anxious to broadcast the views of the opponentgoof friends
than the views of your friends.” The Foreign Seammgiaughingly
says, “| agree with everything you say, but them@tianything |
can do about it,” again insisting on the BBC’s ipeledence from
the Foreign Office.®®

®" Parviz Radji, In the Service of the Peacock Thrdti@mish Hamilton Publishers
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Later on, Ambassador Radji, also voices his dirgmtmplaint. On
Wednesday November 29, 1978, he writes in his diary

“I send off a letter of protest to the BBC in whitkay that, being
able now to monitor the Persian Service’s transomssthe
Embassy is “frankly astonished at the undisguised that is an
ever-present feature of its broadcasts and the mmging light in
which they place the Government effort to restoaitity.”®

Radji then gives insight into other Iranians oflileihce who were getting
together to put pressure on the BBC’s Persian &erviThe next day,
Thursday November 30 he writes:

“Seyyed Hussein Nasr, the new head of the EmpreRsismte

Bureau comes to see me at the office. Although desnit quite

say so, | gather he is in London to make use ofunisersity

r7:Oontacts to enlist pressure from academic cirayesnat the BBC.”
Another anti-BBC campaigner is the Iranian millioeaDavid Allainace.
Radji writes in his memoirs of November 6 1978 that

“David Alliance, a successful Iranian businessnmaw resident in
Manchester, comes to tell me that, through hisuerftial contacts
in the business community in London, he is bringingssure on to
the BBC to tone down their Persian broadcadts.”

The BBC correspondent in Iran is also put undesguee. On December
1, 1978 Radiji write that the Foreign Minister wsit® inform him that:

“The BBC representative has been summoned to thaisiviy
tomorrow to explain his misrepresentation of fantseporting the
money transfers. For your information his expuisiseems
probable.”?

So, it is clear that official pressure was being pao the BBC Persian
Service to tone down its reporting on the everds léd to the revolution.
However, despite the regular meetings with theidr@mmbassador and
despite their attempts to keep relations with karofficials amicable, in
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Radji’'s account of events and meetings there da¢sseem to be any
attempts by the BBC at appeasing the Shah or mmaofficials. BBC
standards of journalism are always referred toeasgothe guide for all
broadcasts. Even top British officials such asRbeeign Minister, David
Owen, deny they can have any influence over the BBCput as we saw
above.Ambassador Radji, who had always tried to keep gedations
with the BBC as can be read from his memoirs, showss recollection
of 28 April 1978 -- when he met Gerald Mansell b& tBBC and his
colleagues -- why Iranian officialdom was expectingre from the BBC
than others:

“l say that what comes out of the BBC, or for tinadtter other
foreign Persian language broadcasts such as thbsRadio

Moscow, Radio South Yemen, or Radio Iran couries.nathing

to decide the destiny of Iran. There is howeveg distinguishing
factor about the BBC. While other Persian languagesmissions
are honest in their desire to see the overthroth@fegime in Iran,
the BBC, which is quick to boast its independenue impartiality,

remains the broadcasting agency of a country ghatmilitary ally

of Iran. It is an agency which is directly finadcby the British
Government, with the length of each foreign languagoadcast
determined in consultation with the Foreign and @mnwealth

Office.”

According to the same entry BBC’s objective repaytis stressed:

“Mansell reiterates the BBC’s impartiality and sdlgere has never
been an occasion when only the views of the regmeponents
were given. Statistics are produced to prove thaintlto
impartiality. Of course they admit mistakes mayvehabeen
committed, but the BBC cannot engage in a sort mdsitive
reporting” favored by the Eastern block countriés.”

Indeed Radji himself on several occasions had toezbnvince the Shah
and the Prime Minister, Amir Abass Hoveyda thatBiBC reporting was
indeed impartial. A few days after Shah’s visit Wdashington, Radiji
write on November 25 1977:
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“l send a long and carefully documented cable iplyreo an
enquiry by Hoveyda, in which | say that, after aortugh
examination of the BBC’s coverage of HIM’s visit Wéashington,
| do not share the opinion that the BBC showed bidsostility.” °

Towards the end of the era of Shah’'s rule, angén wWie BBC rises
almost on a daily basis. BBC'’s crucial role in repm detailed events of
the revolution -- as registered in Ambassador Radjpok -- show
clearly that the Shah is much angered by BBC’'s mempthat there were
two million demonstrators and he particularly disk the main BBC
reporter, Andrew Whitley, and wishes to serve gouésion order on him.
Radji says he advised against it. Towards the émd,nstance on
December 19 1978, just two months before the reéwoly Radji’'s

account is revealing about the extent of pressuteop the BBC by the
Iranian Foreign Minister, Amir Khosrow Afshar:

“At 11:30 Sir Michael Swann, Chairman of the BBCnues to
[Amir Khosrow] Afshar’s suite at Coleridge’s, anbet next one
and a half hours are devoted to singling out far Bichael’s
consideration instances, some genuine, otherstess# BBC bias
and particularly against the Iranian regime. SiichMdel, a soft
spoken, pipe-smoking person of academic appearanse,
understandably defensive?

Only one day earlier, Afshar, in a meeting withtBh diplomats, had
described the BBC “as bad as Radio Moscow.” (pZ8@jer supporters
of the Shah also see a major role for the BBC inging the Shah’s
government to heal. The German historian Williang#&ahl describes
the role of the BBC in the 1979 revolution as “vesiynilar’ to the

previous times when it led to the downfall of Re8hah and then
Mossadeq’s government. With this background Engdaité:

“The British Broadcasting Corporation's Persiarglage
broadcasts, with dozens of Persian-speaking BBespondents'
sent into even the smallest village, drummed updngsagainst the
Shah. The BBC gave Ayatollah Khomeini a full propada
platform inside Iran during this time. The Britigfovernment-
owned broadcasting organization refused to give 8tah's
government an equal chance to reply. Repeated rmdreppeals
from the Shah to the BBC vyielded no result. Anglm&ican

"5 (Ibid p125)
"® (p289)



intelligence was committed to toppling the Shahe Bihah fled in
January, and by February 1979, Khomeini had beewnflinto
Tehran to proclaim the establishment of his refpvestheocratic
state to replace the Shah's governmént.”

However, during the years that led to the Iraniavdution of 1979, the
relationship between the BBC Persian Service anlions of pro-
revolutionary Iranians changed drastically. BBQskRa Service was
now highly trusted and liked by the ordinary peog@®ne were the days
when the BBC Persian broadcasts were just forlatteials. Now the
BBC had gained mass appeal. The image of the BBhged in the
collective perception of the population. It was leoger the voice of
“British Imperialism” but a trusted friend. At harand abroad millions
of Iranians were listening to the BBC to find obetlatest development.
It broadcast details of demonstrations, meetingsl apposition
statements. It was the first media from which flamtous demonstration
slogan “death to the Shah” was reported.

BBC World Service has argued openly, especiallgesiine 1990 when it
was led by John Tusa that “cultural diplomacy” was inherently
worthwhile activity for the British public servideroadcaster to pursue.
He insisted also that cultural diplomacy providedtbe World Service
was exceptionally good value for money. In Conviiosawith the
World, John Tusa, then the Director General ofBBE WS pointed out
that:

“We have 120 million regular listeners to our broasts. There
are many millions more who listen to local relay$ aur

broadcasts. At an all-up cost of £120 million ©88, we deliver
our message at a cost of two pence per listenemwpek every

year.” @

For John Tusa, one of its most determined defendeesBBC WS has
never been “propaganda”, but journalism equallgvaht to populations
all over the world, regardless of information eowiment in their
respective societie$’And, the BBC WS does not hide the fact that it has
to take into consideration Government’s internadlgriorities. It says in
its own web site:

" (A Century of War: Anglo-American Oil Politics andetiNew World Order, pages 171-174,
Published by Pluto Press Ltd. 1992 and 2004)

8 (Cited in: Brian Mc Nair, “News and Journalism in th&"Upp148-9, Routledge 2003)
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“The Foreign Office funds the BBC World Service. Whthe
World Service has complete editorial and managerial
independence, we are able to gain an understandinghe
international priorities of the UK Government assoztomponent
(though not the sole determinant) of setting orategy. Therefore,
we engage in regular sharing of information wite ECO.*

There is also a more general benefit as defin¢ldeBBC web site:

“At the same time, the BBC is a powerful global wiase for
British culture, talent and creativity, through BB@orldwide,
which markets BBC brands, programs and TV chanaaisss the
world. It exposes millions of people to the highgstlity British
entertainment, informational, and educational outpu so doing,
it generates both esteem for the UK'’s creativity,ilaustrated by
the dozens of awards and other accolades it regeiaed
significant financial returns.”

80 (The Foreign and Commonwealth Office/BBC World SegvBroadcasting Agreement, June 17th
2002)



