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The main issue of the research is to examine and criticize the compatibility
of the Crane Brinton theory with the Islamic Revolution. One of the topics
that has importance and research potential in the study of the history of
revolutions, and especially in the history of the Islamic Revolution, and is
worthy of research, is the subject of Thermidor. The aim of the present
research is to examine the compatibility and criticism of the
aforementioned theory in the history of the Islamic Revolution (the era of
the Islamic Republic). The research is of the qualitative type, relying on the
historical method (in terms of using sources and data) and applying
Brinton's theory of revolution. The findings indicate that Thermidor's
theory is not compatible with the Islamic Revolution and the nature of
Brinton's theory, although it has been considered natural in many
revolutions (France, Russia, England and America), is incompatible with
the Islamic Revolution and its cause is not reaction; rather, it lies in the
progressive nature of the Islamic Revolution and the innate approach
(justice, independence, freedom) of the revolution and the system that
emerged from it. As a result, a serious warning to emphasis and adherence
to revolutionary values will prevent Thermidor.
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Introduction
Given that Crane Brinton's theory has been studied in revolutions, all four revolutions in
France, Russia, America, and England were based on European-American culture and
schools, and in the Eastern Bloc on communist-socialist thought, and also that the
author's lived world (America) is fundamentally different from Islamic countries, and
especially in this study from the Islamic Iranian society, and it seems that analyzing the
causes of the Islamic Revolution in Iran and examining the process of the revolution
based on the stages considered by Brinton only sheds light on some of the truths and
realities of the developments in the Islamic Revolution in Iran, and not all of them.

Methodology
The present study was conducted with a qualitative method and descriptive-analytical
analysis in terms of its fundamental purpose. The theoretical framework in this article has
also served as a method. The distinction of this article from other studies is the examination
and criticism of the aforementioned theory, as well as a special look from the specific
perspective of the authors of the article at the distinctive feature of the Islamic Revolution
of Iran. There has been no independent work written about Brinton's theory in the
developments of the Islamic Revolution with a historical approach and analytical method.

Discussion
The discussion and review of the research shows that the four stages of the Brinton
revolution are not compatible with the Islamic Revolution of Iran. To accurately describe
the Islamic Revolution as the honeymoon, moderate, radical, and Thermidor stages,
although they were desirable for counter-revolutionary elements and a source of hope for
subversive forces, they are not compatible with the reality of what has happened to Iran
in the post-revolutionary era of the Islamic Republic. The selective selection of
superficial signs to describe the existing conditions has been an incomplete explanation
of some factors. Ignoring the distinction between sovereignty and government, not
understanding the differences and diversity of factional and discursive views in the form
of a part of the government, not sovereignty, neglecting and deliberately ignoring many
policies, decisions, and revolutionary and value-based behaviors that are constantly in the
form of renewing the covenant with revolutionary values and components, holding value
and cultural ceremonies to continue revolutionary behaviors in the Islamic Revolutionary
Guard Corps and Basij are examples of this.

Conclusion
The result shows that the revolution
the components of the revolution
being in crisis, the inefficiency of the governing apparatus, the gap between intellectuals
and elites, the crisis of legitimacy and the class gap between the government, and the use of
force, which explain the causes of the revolution and the collapse of the Pahlavi regime.
The component of the regime
and generalizations proposed in the first part of the theory for the four revolutions have a
relative correspondence, but the stages considered by Brinton for after the victory of the
revolution (moderates, extremists, terror, and Thermidor) do not correspond precisely and
objectively with the process and developments of the Islamic Revolution.
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