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I Editorial 

While a tentative ceasefire has been holding on and 
off in Kabul, the controversy over the promised 
elections persists unresolved. Mr Rabbani's term as 
President should have ended in October in 
anticipation of the post-interim government 
elections. The President however appears to have 
no intention of vacating his office, while there has 
been no agreement as to how elections should be 
conducted, candidates nominated, and posts 
distributed amongst the various groups . Rumours 
abound regarding potential candidates. Wahdat 
Party's position regarding this and the entire 
question of the resolution of the current impasse 

, were recently reconfirmed in a statement issued by 
, the Peshawar office and reproduced here. 

Further clarification of the position of the _Wahdat 
, Party is provided in two interviews. The first , with 

the leader of the Party, Mr Mazari, covers a wide 
range of issues including changing political alliances 
in Kabul, foreign policy and the question of women. 
The second, with a member of a delegate on a 
recent visit to Europe and the USA, Dr. Talib, deals 
in even more detail with some of the issues raised 
by many Afghanis living abroad. 

*** 
1 The year 1993 marked the centenary of the historic 

1893 Hazara uprisings, which though brutally 
defeated by Abdur Rahman, probably initiated the 

1 
socio-political awakening of the Hazaras and was 
directly responsible for the emergence one hundred 
years on of a powerful and united Hazara political 
presence. Clearly the outcome of events in Kabul is 
a mystery to all at present; however, what can be 
predicted with total certainty is that whatever 
direction is taken, the Hazaras will figure as a 
determining political force, and demanding social 
group, no longer confined to playing the role of 
victim. Thus it is, that in the eyes of many today, 
the defeat of 1893 has re-emerged as the victory of 
1993. 
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ONE CENTURY OF DEFEAT, ONE CENTURY 
OF VICTORY 
1893-1993 

The year 1993 marked the ce11tenary of the Hazara 
uprising of 1893, which began in Dai Zangi, Behsud 
and Dai Kandi and spread across most of northern, 
central and north-western Afghanistan. Although it 
began as yet another of many uprisings which had 
preceded it and failed, the 1893 rebellion, although 
not a total success - the Hazaras suffered 
significant military losses, but succeeded in forcing 
Abdur Rahman into recognizing the Hazaras' Shi'a 
faith and returning to them their confiscated land -
nevertheless stands out as a symbolic stepping
stone in modern Hazara history. What follows is 
a reappraisal of the historic significance of the 
events of one hundred years ago along with a 
comparison and assessment of the relevance of 
those events with respect to developments since 
that period. Such a review can help us 
comprehend more fully the position of the Hazaras 
in contemporary Afghanistan, and to identify more 
accurately their past sufferings and present 
demands, in order to arrive at a more realistic and 
rational picture of Afghanistan's history, people 
and society. 

The Uprisings (1880-1893) 

The coming to power of Abdur Rahman Khan in 
the late 19th century introduced a period of 
tragedy and horror to Afghanistan society, the 
painful legacy of which remains one hundred years 
on. The terror and oppression which became the 
hallmark of the megalomaniac tyrant affected all 
ethnic groups in Afghanistan, leading to inevitable 
rebellions and uprisings throughout the land. The 
Hazara uprisings of the period, however, which 
shook the entire Hazarajat and lasted the entire 
reign of the Amir, had their own characteristics, 
not evident amongst other ethnic uprisings of the 
time. The most significant of these characteristics 
can be summarized as follows. 
a) The Hazara uprisings were self-initiated and 
not dependant on outside forces. 
b) Coming in waves, the uprisings survived all 
others and lasted until the despotic Amir's death. 
Hazara dissent has since continued, secretly and 
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underground, contributing to the eventual victory 
of the national Islamic resistance movement over 
the Soviet invaders. 
c) Although the uprisings were for the most part 
in reaction and resistance to Abdur Rahman' s 
tyrannical rule, a more widespread social 
movement encompassing the traditional Hazara 
peasantry also occurred, giving the rebellion a 
longer-lasting revolutionary dimension. 
d) The uprisings were widespread and covered 
Hazarajat and other Hazara populated areas, rather 
than being restricted to just one or two major 
regional centres. 
e) The Hazaras enjoyed the ideological and 
spiritual support of Ja'afari Shi'a and lsmaili 
leaders. 
f) Contrary to the opinion of many historians, the 
1893 Hazara uprising was not the rebellion of 
Hazara Mirs against central rule. It was a 
courageous resistance against the person of the Amir 
who had made clear his intention to wipe out the 
entire Hazara population. 
These characteristics remove the Hazara uprisings 
away from a marginal or localized phenomenon, 
whose study can serve as a significant historical 
lesson relevant to today's Afghanistan. 

Phases of the Uprisings (1893-1993) 

Lutfi Temirkhanov, a leading historian of Hazara 
society, divides the uprisings into 3 phases: 
i) phase one: the 1880s 
ii) phase two: the early 1890s, further subdivided 
into: 

a) April 1892 - January 1893 
b) January - August 1893 

iii) phase three: the late 1890s early 1900s. 
It is possible for our purposes to provisionally add 3 
more phases, covering the events of this century: 
iv) phase four: 1901-1978 
v) phase five: 1978 (the Soviet occupation)- 1989 

vi) phase six: 1989 (the emergence of the Islamic 
Wahdat Party in Bamyan) - until the present. 

The first three phases, although historically 
interesting, are less relevant to contemporary 
developments. They can be briefly characterised as 
an unco-ordinated semi-feudal movement, led by 
large land-owners and supported by religious 
leaders, taking place within the context of the still 
very traditional structure of Hazara society, and 
indeed Afghanistan. The uprisings of this period 
had no single or co-ordinated objective; but were 
simply a reaction to Abdur Rahmam's reign of 
terror and oppression. The sporadic and 
unorganized nature of the resistance of this period 
resulted in their eventual defeat. 
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The following phase, covering several decades 
between 1901-1978, was a period of relative 
modernization and the disbanding of traditional 
socio-economic structures in Afghanistan. Hazara 
struggle during this period is slow and covert, but 
as the events of the following period were to 
demonstrate, clearly continuing. The undermining 
of the Pashtun do.rnination of Afghanistan in the 
aftermath of the Soviet occupation signalled the 
emergence of a new era for the Hazaras. Ethnic 
supremacy and oppression could no longer hold 
back socio-political developments in Afghanistan. 
Within a year, some 23 Hazara different political, 
cultural or military organizations had formed, both 
within Afghanistan and abroad. The development 
of these groups were much faster and more 
extensive. Not only did the Hazaras launch the 
first resistance against the PDPA during its first 
few months in power, the succeeded within a year 
in liberating virtually the entire Hazarajat from the 
control of Kabul forces. Although often led by 
religious leaders, these Hazara movements were 
popular by nature, representing ordinary and 
educated Hazaras alike. 

Also significant is that after some 90 years, the 
Hazaras acquired arms. Inevitably the 
developments that followed included inter-Hazara 
wars throughout the 1980s, fought alongside their 
struggle against Kabul rule. With hindsight, the 
violence of these years appears almost necessary. 
For out of the human and economic destruction 
suffered there emerged a more clear and resolute 
movement, and cultural, political and social 
identity, which determined and distinguished the 
Hazaras' new role in the unfolding of 
contemporary events. The result was the 
transition of Hazara struggle from social anarchy 
to political and organizational unity. During the 
period in which their political rivals moved from 
political unity to political anarchy, the Hazaras 
formed a political coalition by the mid-1980s 
leading to eventual unity in 1989 under the 
umbrella organization of the Islamic W ahdat Party. 

The final phase which began in 1989 and is still 
continuing, has witnessed unprecedented 
developments in the Hazara movement. Today, 
the Hazaras are grouped in a united and powerful 
Party under the leadership of one leader. They 
have not only succeeded in overcoming regional 
and traditional differences and rivalries, but have 
emerged as one of the four main current national 
political forces, playing for the first time a 
determhing military and political role in Kabul. 
They have demonstrated both their ability to fight 
and their will for peace. In short, this current 
phase has placed the Hazaras firmly and 
irrevocably onto the socio-political arena of 
Afghanistan. 
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Today, one hundred years on from the defeat of 
the 1893 uprisings, the emergence of the Hazaras 
as one of the most influential political forces in 
Afghanistan has proven these to have been as 
much one hundred years of victory as of defeat. 
The defeat of the Hazaras by Abdur Rahman 
sowed the seeds of a victory whose buds have 
matured one hundred years on. Similarly, Abdur 
Rahman's shameful and bloody victory of 1893 has 
become the source of little pride today, even 
amongst its original beneficiaries. 

INTERVIEW WITH MR. MAZARI 

The fallowing are excerpts from an interview with 
the secretary-general of Wahdat Party, Mr. Mazari, 
by French national radio and 'Al-Watan' magazine, 
held in Kabul, 17 October 1993. 

Q: Are all [members] of the Wahdat Party Hazara? 

A: No, We have members from various ethnic 
groups; as well as Hazaras we have Pash tuns, 
Tajiks, Turkmen and Qizilbash. 

Q: What percentage of the population of 
Afghanistan, and what percentage of the leadership 
of Wahdat Party are Hazara? 

A: The Hazaras compose approximately 26% of the 
population of Afghanistan. [They] inhabit various 
provinces such as Badghais, Faryab, Baqlan, 
Takhar, Kunduz, Badakhshan and much of the 
Bamyan, Ghoor, Ghazni, and Orazgan. 
Approximately 90% of the leadership of Wahdat 
Party are Hazara. 

Q: Has the Shi' a population enjoyed equal rights in 
the past? 
A: The rights of the Shi'a and Hazara population 
have historically been usurped. However, we have 
played an active and fundamental role throughout 
the revolution, [with the result that] throughout the 
14 years of the Jihad the Hazarajat remained free 
from the control of the Soviets, who succeeded in 
occupying Shi'a and Hazara inhabited regions. For 
the moment, pending more accurate statistics, we 
demand a 25 % share in all areas of government. 

Q: Mr. Rab bani has demanded the official 
recognition of Shi'ism in Shi'a -inhabited regions. 
What are your views [ on this]? 

A: Shi'ism is the official religion of the people. We 
believe that both [Shi'a and Sunni] religions should 
be recognized. 

Q: What are your views on the provisional 
Constitution? Do the other parties support it? 
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A: Mr. Rabbani of the Jam'iyat [Party] agrees witl 
us and has signed [on request] that Ja'fari Islarr 
should be officially recognized. Mr Hekmatyar anc 

Jonbesh-i-Melli-i Islami also support us. However, 
the Constitution, which was drawn up by Mr. 
Sayyaf, acknowledges only Hanafi Islam. A 
commission has-been set up to review this issue. 

Q: Do these concessions by the Jam'iyat imply an 
attempt to deter more fighting with you? 

A: We are not at war with any Party. When the 
Pakistan based groups completely ignored our 
people in forming the [ first] provisional 
government we did not go to war with them, 
despite the fact that at the time we had more 
forces in Kabul and were in control of strategic 
positions such as the Interior Ministry, Trade 
Ministry etc... It was Ittihad who first attacked us 
and imposed war on us. we do demand our rights, 
but not through war, through peace and political 
negotiation. 

Q: What are the reasons behind the current daily 
battles between Wahdat Party and Sayyaf s Ittihad? 

A: These conflicts were started by Ittihad. In order 
to bring an end to the fighting we suggested 
mediation by Hizb-i Islami and Jonbesh-i Melli-i 
Islami forces; previous fighting between us and 
Showra-ye Nizar was ended with the mediation of 
Jonbesh forces. However, Mr. Sayyaf rejected our 
suggestion, and so fighting continues daily. 

Q: So there is continued fighting, and it is possible 
that a bigger conflict may develop. What would be 
your position? 

A: We do not want war and shall do everything in 
our power to avoid it. If war breaks out between 
other groups, we shall remain neutral. We have 
no interest in and have made no preparation for 
war, but will defend ourselves if attacked by 
others first. 

Q: Which [of the two] do you consider your 
enemy: Hizb-i Ittihad or Jam'iyat? 

A: Since we do not believe in war as a solution, 
we have no enmity with anyone. Ittihad has so far 
launched four offensives, and Jam'iyat two, against 
us. 

Q: Wahdat Party had for a while allied itself with 
Jam'iyat, and is now in alliance with Hizb-i 
Islami. What is the reason for this shift, and what 
promises has Hekmatyar made to you? 

A: Our aim is to secure the rights of our people. 
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We support any leader governing on the basis of 
social justice, regardless of which Party he belongs 
to. Jam'iyat fought against us; when war breaks out 
there is no room for alliance. Mr. Hekmatyar , 
Hazrat Mojaddadi and Rabbani have signed an 
agreement with us ensuring us our rights, but 
Jam'iyat continued fighting against us. So our 
alliance with Hizb-i Islami strengthened. After some 
time when Jam'iyat [also] renounced its war against 
us, we re-established contact with them. A 
commission has since been set up by our two 
Parties. If one day Ittihad also renounces its war 
against us, we shall be prepared to form an alliance 
with them also. 

Q: Does Hekmatyar accept the cease-fire between 
W ahdat Party and Jam' i yat? 

A: Yes, Hekmatyar is not in favour of war. In 
accordance with the Jalalabad Agreement, a 
ceasefire commission was set up by all Parties, 
including Hizb-i Islami and Jam 'iyat. 

Q: If [such] a commission exists, why is there 
fighting daily? 

A: There is random fighting; but not an official 
war. In Sarobi there has been fighting between the 
Ahmadzai clan and Showra-ye Jihadi-ye Nangahar 
(Jihad Council of Nangahar). Both Massoud and 
Hekmatyar have denied involvement in these wars. 

Q: What are the obstacles to peace? And what is the 
position of W ahdat Party? 

A: The principle causes of the continued war are 
those signatories to the peace Accords who have 
failed to honour their commitments. Although a 
coalition government has been formed by the 
different Parties, Mr. Rabbani and Mr. Hekmatyar 
pursue different policies. As long as such 
discrepancies exist, peace will be hindered. The 
Wahdat Party however, despite its reservations with 
regard to the Jalalabad Agreement, has abided by it 
and participated in the ceasefire. Unfortunately, 
many other Parties have failed to do so. 

Q: In your opinion, who is the true representative of 
the government, Hekmatyar or Rabbani? 

A: We have a coalition government, and all Parties 
are represented in it, with each person representing 
his Party. Mr. Hekmatyar represents his Party, and 
Mr Rab bani his. W ahdat Party also has its 
representatives. The government is not meant to be 
in the hands of just one Party; all Parties must have 
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a share in it. 

Q: What are your views about the rumours of the 
premiership of Mr. Gilani? 

A: We do not consider this option as a solution. 
Should Mr. Rab bani and Mr. Hekmatyar both 
resign office, and a provisional government 
including members of independent Parties, be 
established, we shall give it our support. However, 
should Mr. Rab bani retain office while Mr 
Hekmatyar resigns, more fighting will ensue. 

Q: How will a new interim government be 
formed? 

A: According to agreement reached in both 
Jalalabad and Islamabad, the Supreme Supervisory 
Council, composed of nine leaders of the Jihad and 
a further number of independents, would form the 
provisional government. 

Q: Does the W ahdat Party enjoy close relations 
with Iran? What is the level of co-operation 
[between the two countries]? 

A: We enjoy close relations with all our 
neighbours; Iran is no exception. We have offices 
in Pakistan, Iran, USA, and Europe. Our 
headquarters, both during the Jihad and since 
victory, have been in Bamyan. 

Q: Does Iran aid Wahdat Party financially, and 
militarily? 

A: We receive neither financial nor military aid 
from Iran. 

Q: What is the nature of the relationship between 
Iran and the W ahdat Party? 
Most of the refugees in Iran are members of the 
W ahdat Party. We have an office in Iran so that 
we can be in contact with Iranian authorities 
regarding the situation of these refugees. 

Q: Iran is forcibly repatriating the refugees. Has 
Mr Hekmatyar signed any agreements with regard 
to this issue? 
A: Mr. Hekmatyar has signed an agreement with 
Iran and representatives of the UN in relation to 
the refugees, to the effect that Iran should not 
hinder the UN and should provide assistance to 
those voluntarily returning to Afghanistan. The 
same agreement has been signed with Pakistan. 
The Iranian authorities have assured us they would 
not forcibly return any refugees. 
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Q: Do you enjoy close relations with Saudi Arabia? 

A: A Wahdat Party representative was present in 
Saudi Arabia at the time of the signing of the 
[Islamabad] agreement; in Kabul, the Saudi 
Ambassador is in contact with us. 

Q: Do Iran and Saudi Arabia have particular 
demands from the W ahdat Party? 

A: No. 

Q: How are relations with Pakistan? 

A: We have offices in Peshawar and Quetta; and 
enjoy close relations. 

Q: Who supports your Party financially and 
militarily? 

A: We have 2 million refugees in Iran; many more 
in Pakistan and in westerns countries both in Europe 
and the USA, who sent us aid monthly. Our 
supporters inside Afghanistan also help us. We have 
never received aid from any government either 
during the Jihad or since victory. 

Q: Are you able to buy heavy weaponry with the 
money sent to you [by your supporters]? 

A: No. We have captured sufficient heavy weaponry 
in our battles with the government. 

Q: What kind of heavy weaponry do you have? 

A: We have everything except for fighter planes. 

Q: Do you have Stinger missiles? 

A: Yes. 

Q: The US [government] has announced that it will 
pay US$100,000 for each missile. Are you willing 
to sell? 

A: No, because we need them to defend ourselves. 

Q: Jam'iyat is [also] buying arms. Are you willing 
to sell to them? 

A: Any of our supporters [found to be] selling any 
arms, will be arrested and imprisoned. 

Q: So you do believe in war? 
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A: As long as a national and Islamic government 
is not established, we shall hold on to our 
weapons; for defence purposes not for war. Once 
such a national and Islamic government comes into 
being, then we shall hand over all our weaponry. 
Q: What is your view on the future of the 
country? What will be the role of your Party? 

A: We submitted a plan suggesting that the 4 
Parties with the biggest military force come to an 
agreement and form the provisional government, 
and the remaining Parties to be given proportional 
representation. This plan was accepted by Dostom, 
Hekmatyar and Rab bani. However, Massoud 
rejected it and launched an offensive against us. If 
this plan had been implemented it would have 
solved Afghanistan's problems. The Wahdat Party 
demands a 25 % share in any future government 
for its people, allowing them to participate in all 
areas of government and decision-making. 

Q: If you were to hold one person responsible for 
the events of the past year in Kabul, who would it 
be? 

A: Anyone who wishes to impose his will on the 
people by force, and deny the reality of our 
society today. 

Q: At present, would you blame Massoud or 
Hekmatyar? 

A: I do not blame any one person; but all those 
who reneged on their commitments, and who have 
put personal and Party interests above national 
interests are held culpable by the people of 
Afghanistan. 

Q: If the conflict between Massoud and Hekmatyar 
is resolved in favour of Hekmatyar, what would be 
your position? 

A: Sixteen months of war in Kabul have proved 
that these wars can have no winners or losers, in 
the sense of the total elimination of any one party. 
The logic of reconciliation will have to win over 
the logic of war. 

Q: But if such an outcome emerges, what would 
be your position? 

A: If no one initiates war against us, we have no 
enmity towards anyone. 

Q: You and Mr. Hekmatyar have been accused of 
fundamentalism. Is this justified? 
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A: The people of Afghanistan are 99% muslims, 
and fought for 14 years with this motivation against 
the Soviets. If being a Muslim automatically makes 
one a fundamentalist, then the entire population of 
Afghanistan is fundamentalist. But if by 
fundamentalism we mean [participation in] terrorism 
and interference in the affairs of other countries, 
then we condemn it [fundamentalism], whether 
perpetrated by Muslims or non-Muslims. 

Q: Can we call Iran fundamentalist? 

A: The leaders of Iran would reject this [claim]. 

Q: What are your views with regard to the USA? 

A: During 14 years the US provided assistance to 
the groups based in Pakistan. Since victory, we feel 
it would be wrong for any country to interfere in 
the internal affairs of Afghanistan. 

Q: In your view do the Communists still have 
influence in the government? 

A: When the Mujaheddin came to power general 
amnesty was granted, and many Communist leaders 
fled the country. Those who have remained may 
have contact with the various Parties on the basis of 
ethnic relations, but do not hold positions of 
decision-making. 

Q: What are your views on the role of women? 

A: Women form one-half of the population of 
Afghanistan. In our election plan we have offered 
women the right to vote and to be elected. But the 
other Parties are either openly or indirectly against 
this. 

Q: Which Parties are against women's participation? 

A: Yunis Khalis's Hizb-i Islami, Sayyaf's Ittihad, 
and Maulawi Mohammad Nabi's Harakat-i Inqilab 
openly reject this, while the others have either 
expressed no views or expressed implicit objection. 

MR GILANI AS PRIME MINISTER 

Mr. Pir Gilani, leader of the National Mohaz Party 
of Afghanistan, has announced on several occasions 
during the past few months that he is willing and 
prepared to fill the post of Prime Minister ,in order 
to facilitate the establishment of peace and stability 
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in the country. [He has also announced that] 
should he be elected Prime Minister he would pave 
the way for a general election in Afghanistan. It is 
his belief that the [current] impasse in Afghanistan 
can only be restored through the [establishment] of 
the 'Loya Jirga' [National Council] and a council 
of tribal elders. However, the 'Loya Jirga' has 
been rejected as -impracticable and even dangerous 
by the majority of the political parties and groups 
involved in the jihad. They believe that not only 
has the 'Loya Jirga' never succeeded in resolving 
any of Afghanistan's problems in the past, or taken 
a single constructive historic decision with regards 
to the development of our country or people, but 
has in fact acted as a manipulative tool in the 
hands of power-hungry and despotic rules alike. 

Mr Gilani' s announcement has provoked differing 
reactions amongst the various political groups. Mr 
Hekmatyar, leader of Hizb-i Islami and currently 
Prime Minister of Afghanistan, has said that he 
would resign his post on the condition that Mr. 
Rabbani also resigns as President, so that the arena 
is left clear for a general election. 

Mr Rabbani 's spokesman, in an interview with the 
BBc, said: "Mr Hekmatyar's resignation has 
nothing to do with Mr Rab bani' s presidency. It is 
only for the Reconciliation and Resolution Council 
- which appointed the President - to decide on this 
matter. " He later added that Mr Rab bani is the 
symbol of national unity, whose resignation would 
endanger this unity! And yet according to both the 
Islamabad and J alalabad accords, Mr rabbani 's 
term was intended to last only 18 months. 
Furthermore, the aforementioned Council which 
elected Mr Rabbani to the presidency has since 
been condemned and boycotted by several of the 
Parties involved. 

In the aftermath of the success of the Islamic 
revolution [of Afghanistan], the political 
foundations and central apparatus were disbanded 
and power transferred to the Mujaheddin groups. 
The current situation is one where Afghanistan 
faces a power vacuum in view of the fact that Mr 
Rab bani' s government has failed to overcome 
obstacles and rally a majority of the population 
behind him. [Meanwhile] a strong coalition has 
been formed in opposition to his government and 
severely restricted his control. The resignation of 
the Prime Minister alone would resolve nothing, 
for if Mr Rabbani were able to tackle the current 
crisis on his own, the country would not be in 
this critical situation, with Kabul's civilians burnt 
out of their homes as a result of internecine wars, 
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INTERVIEW WITH DR. TALIB 

The following are excerpts from an interview with 
Dr. Muhammad Rasul Talib, member of the Wahdat 
Party Representatives Delegate, 
Radio Payyam-i Afghan, 
Los Angeles. 

NEDA-i WAHDAT, 15/11/1993 

Q: Could you briefly outline the reasons for your 
visit... to the USA ... at such a critical time? 

A: Our visit has three main aims. Firstly, we - the 
Islamic W ahdat Party of Afghanistan - wish to have 
contact with our compatriots living abroad, so that 
we may exchange views on the various issues facing 
Afghanistan. As a member of the Elections 
Committee, I am personally eager to hear the views 
of our compatriots on the issue of the [ forthcoming] 
elections and the procedures involved, and on the 
possibility of holding fair elections capable of 
representing the views of the entire population of 
Afghanistan. Secondly, a number of our 
sympathizers and members reside abroad; it is our 
responsibility to maintain contact with our friends 
and to coordinate the activities of our various 
offices. Thirdly, we wish to take this opportunity -
in interviews such as this one - to disseminate the 
views and policies of the Wahdat Party, and to 
discuss with our dear compatriots possible solutions 
to this unacceptable and tragic impasse fin 
Afghanistan] .... 

Q: What are the roots of the differences between 
the Wahdat Party and Ittihad-i Islami, led by Mr 
Sayyaf, and their ally, Jam'iyat-i Islami? We 
understand Mr Sayyaf's Ittihad-i Islami Party enjoys 
direct support by Saudi Arabia, and you by Iran. Do 
you think it right that two foreign powers should 
cause internal confrontations that have so far been 
the cause of the death of thousands of innocent 
people ... ? 

A: I think we can divide your question into three 
separate sections: i) the reason for the fighting in 
Kabul, ii) alleged alliances with foreign powers, and 
iii) intervention by foreign powers. 

The fighting in Kabul unfortunately has several 
reasons ... Because of lack of time, we shall 
concentrate only on those which relate to the 
Wahdat Party. One reason, in our view, is the 
socio-political legacy of the Soviet invasion, 
accompanied by 14 years of communist rule, and 
war. Another is egotism and power-mongering of 
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[certain] individuals. A third reason is difference 
of opinion with regards to the resolution of 
Afghanistan's current crisis, coupled with 
ideological differences... Foreign intervention 
may also be a cause. I am simply listing the 
causes that relate to the W ahdat Party. With 
regards to fighting between us and Mr sayyaf, we 
for our part have no reason whatsoever to fight Mr 
Sayyaf; as for his reasons, I think you would do 
better to ask him. Whatever differences of opinion 
the Wahdat Party may have had, whatever rights 
the Wahdat Party may be demanding, these were 
never addressed to Mr Sayyaf. Any problems we 
may have had, have been with the government, 
which was first led by Mr Mujaddedi, then Mr 
Rabbani... We have before and repeatedly declare 
that any differences we may have with the 
government cannot be resolved militarily and by 
war. We have always believed - and still do - that 
war cannot provide any solutions for Afghanistan; 
not only can it never resolve anything, it will 
aggravate our problems .... 

Q: What were the reasons underlying your war 
[with Sayyaf]? 

A: The reasons, we believe ... , are the non
nationalistic motives harboured by Mr Sayyaf, who 
initiated the war against us. 

Q: What do you mean by non-nationalistic 
motives? 

A: What I mean is that Mr Sayyaf... who was 
mamly responsible for the Peshawar agreement. .. 
does not believe that the W ahdat Party, which 
represents one of the sections of Afghanistan's 
society, should have a role or say in any future 
government or decision-making process in 
Afghanistan. It was for this reason that we were 
excluded from the Peshawar agreement, and for 
this reason too that Mr Sayyaf launched his war 
against us in Kabul, as an attempt to physically 
remove the W ahdat Party from the areas under its 
control in Kabul. 

Back to the second part of your [previous] 
question... We have so far captured, and 
documented the presence of, foreign forces (and 
corpses) alongside Mr Sayyaf's men in the 
aftermath of several battles between us in Kabul -
[documents] which we would gladly present to our 
compatriots... These foreign forces have fought 
alongside Mr Sayyaf against those in Afghanistan 
whom the Wahdat Party represents. However, no
one has ever found any evidence whatsoever of the 
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presence of foreign forces alongside W ahdat forces, 
or of outsiders being responsible for any fighting 
through their alliance with the W ahdat Party, 
because no such evidence exists. 

Q: Do you mean that you have yourselves 
manufactured [your] missiles in Bamyan - do you 
own such missile-making facilities? We have never 
had such capabilities in Afghanistan; these bombs 
have foreign labels on them and they must have 
been brought in by someone ... 

A: It is true that these weapons and missiles are 
foreign made, we have no such factories capable of 
providing the Mujaheddin with such weapons. 
However, if mere ownership of foreign made 
weapons is sign of alliance with a foreign power, 
then all the Mujaheddin groups, without exception, 
are foreign-aided. Secondly, you may be aware that 
when the Mujaheddin captured Kabul, the Wahdat 
Party had no weapons. The reason was that we had 
not entered Kabul to fight, we were totally 
unprepared... When Mr Sayyaf launched his 
offensive against us, you must know - indeed it was 
openly broadcast - that the W ahdat Party was armed 
only with very rudimentary weapons with which to 
defend itself. For some time we had no heavy 
weaponry. . . But during the many ensuing battles we 
captured several military bases ... which provided us 
with heavy weaponry... In any case, the mere 
logistics of it forbid the importation of weapons to 
Bamyan. The only foreign planes to have so far 
landed in Bamyan airport have been UN planes, 
which in any case are very small with a capacity of 
only 12 passengers, since the airstrips at Bamyan 
cannot accommodate large heavy cargo planes. . .. 

I can assure you that during the past year and a 
half, we have never acted in the interests of any 
foreign power, only in the interests of the nation ... 
It is true that there exists a general misconception 
that because Iran is a Shi' a country and so are we 
[ the Wahdat Party] therefore there must be a special 
relationship or bond between us. There is such a 
relationship and bond, culturally and spiritually. 
[However] our political concerns are completely 
independent of those of Iran ... In other words, we 
are Shi'a, but Afghanistani Shi'as ... 

Q: Do you consider it necessary and right to cause 
so much destruction [in Kabul], in order to defend 
the rights of a minority group? 

A: ... As I have said before ... we have always held 
that we do not believe war to be the means of 
securing any rights we may demand; any fighting 
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which has so far taken place, we do no believe, 
has been to this end. Other factors... have 
imposed war on us; we have only ever fought to 
defend ourselves, to carry on surviving. Your 
question implied a second issue, which we believe 
must be addressed by all our fellow countrymen ... 
that Afghanistan has always been ruled by despotic 
leaders, and on -the basis of discrimination. 
[Consequently] sections of society in Afghanistan 
have been victimized and deprived of their rights. 
This was the situation under Zahir Shah and 
Daoud Khan, followed by the Khalqis and 
Parchamis; unfortunately there are those who wish 
to re-establish this situation now. Although there 
is no reliable current census available in 
Afghanistan, we were willing to enter into 
discussion with our brothers on the basis of the 
existing figures with regards to the rights of those 
represented by the W ahdat Party. We do not 
accept that we represent only a very small 
minority, and so should remain silent while others 
negotiate their demands, and simply take what we 
are given, if anything; otherwise carry on being 
victimized as before. We believe in the 
establishment of a just [socio-political] system 
which would guarantee the rights of all the peoples 
of Afghanistan. No other option, in the present 
circumstances, could bring about peace and 
stability in Afghanistan... When the Peshawar 
agreement was drawn up, we were completely 
excluded, so we were forced to raise our voices 
and claim our rights as inhabitants of Afghanistan. 
We have the right to take part in the decisions 
being taken for the future of our country; we 
demand nothing more. 
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