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Iranian hatred toward US government

To establish power balance in
Western Asia, particularly to safe-
guard oil security in Iran in line
with the interests of the United
States, Americadirectlyintervened
during the coup on August 19,
1953, alongside the UK. As are-
sult of this coup, Dr.
Moham-

I TRTN A n

ol
| L
b 2

mad Mosaddegh, the then Prime
Minister of Iran, was removed from
power, and Mohammad Reza Shah,
who had temporarily gone to Italy,
returned to power. This event has
remained etched in the Iranian
memory as a blatant interference
by the Americans in their domestic
affairs.
DespitethevictoryofthelslamicRev-
olution in February 1979, the
United States con-
tinued to

maintain its embassy in its current
location, with the belief that this his-
tory of direct American involvement
in Iran’s internal affairs and the sus-
picion that such interventions could
recur in the future. The Iranian stu-
dents, known as the Followers of the
Imam’s Line, decided to take over
the US embassy in Tehran. This move
was influenced by the revelations of
documents regarding American in-
volvement, which were discovered
and published later. These docu-
ments confirmed that the embassy
had served as a center for the
CIA's multifacet-
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What reactions do visitors have?

If we divide the visitors into two
categories, domestic and for-
eign, domestic visitors usually
come to this place with various
and multifaceted motivations.
These motivations range from
understanding the reasons for
the takeover to the motivations
of the students who carried out
the takeover, and even the fate of
some of them. Given the devel-
opments in Iran’s foreign policy
over the past decade, the motiva-
tions of domestic visitors toward
America and its former embassy
in Tehran differ. On one hand, do-

mestic visitors want to know the
connection between this former
embassy and the issue of estab-
lishing or not establishing rela-
tions with America.

However, the motivations of
foreign visitors to this place
are quite different. Before they
visit, they usually research it,
often having watched the mov-
ie “Argo,” which references the
takeover of this embassy and
was produced by Hollywood.
They want to understand the
motivations of Iranians in car-
rying out the takeover and are

interested in the current sta-
tus of Iran’s relationship with
America. They are aware that
they might be scrutinized by
their security agencies after re-
turning to their countries to vis-
it this place, but their curiosity
outweighs their apprehensions.
Some of them aim to have the
guide of this place, which has
now been transformed into a
museum, provide them with the
truth, free from the propaganda
and political advertising that
originate from its home base in
Europe and America.

multi-dimensional plans to over-
throw or control the newly estab-
lished Iranianrevolution.

In addition to the political motives,
some Iranian visitors consider this
place to be American property, and
its takeover to beillegal. They were
unaware that this place was legal-
ly considered American property
until evidence surfaced that the
United States had been using this
location and its unique technology
to control Iran, as well as the coun-
tries in the region and the former
Soviet Union during the Cold War,
which was later confirmed by doc-
uments that were discovered by
students.

Theembassy

has

undergone

significant changessince
1979.Part ofthe northern
section ofthe embassy
has been transformed
intoasportsclub,and
inthe southern part, a
bookstore has

been established.

Special issue
Den of Espionage

Embassy or

den of espionage?

Among the special equipment
in this former embassy, which
has been transformed into
a cultural museum and a site
against the intrusive policies
of America, we can mention
encryption and decryption
equipment and satellite and
radio communication sys-
tems.

In their time, these were
considered highly advanced
equipment. It's evident that
the presence of such equip-
mentin any country’s embas-
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sy, which should defend its
interests, is normal. However,
the matter becomes serious
and sensitive when, based
on documents discovered by
students and later based on
certain admissions by Amer-
icans, it is revealed that the
United States was using this
location and these technol-
ogies for espionage against
Iran’s interests and its peo-
ple, and even for espionage
against countries in the re-
gion.




