e new Philosophy, exmpt Marxist-Humanigm,

Feb, 8, 1986

Dear‘Cyrus,

Your letter to the Iranian comrades of 1/27/85 excited'me, and I

‘'would like to participate in that discussion. I felt that your =

attitude was exactly like mine when you expressed “the "urgency in

all of us to show this moment is tied with Marxist-Kumanism which is

deeply indigencus to the Iranian experience.® You're correct ggaln

on the questions I asked on why the underestimation of meetings in

the mosques and why ... - the Grand Mosque takeover in Saudi Arabia,

We could ask for a better reaction now thef you report that you had

i ur-insiiog begun looking inte material on the clergy and what

you had found., I would suggest that you add a third. tendency to R

the two you mentioned, of Homa Naetegh who holdsthat the clergy has -

always been reacticnary and the poular front like Tudleh, It fsn't

~ %rue:that pepular front was the “nature” of the CP that created: that
line for that historic period, and popular front has to be considered -
separately. The third tendency I propose is that vanguardists should

not Lie confused with pepcular front; though vopular front was used

by the vanguardists, : .. the actual natwre ccourred during the trQQSn

formation into opposite of Stalin as it Surned from Harxismis inter- -

nationalism, 1o "socialism in one country®, It didn‘t look like T

.nationalism, but becodse of the word sccialism and becnyse he definately

wanted: the whole Interndticnal to subTofdinate itself o that socialism.

But it - was nationalism expanding itzelf into a not so ney form
of imperialism. .

It 1s this new supeararncs whi oh long hofara tha haduae? 1. 0pa
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when the = East European Revolis started which made some intellsctuals”
temporafily furn away in the West like the UniWergities and Left Review
in England, plus Trotskyists etc. who seemed %o be Tor the revolts

but actually ended up exactly like what hey were,left Stalinigts,
The"Left® side being popular frontism, wére each one get.swallowed or

- uged it--all for getting into power. '

__s=ed A% the end of World War II I suddenSly got very interested

in the Middle East with Khruschev's succesefull trip ¢f arms selling

against the "West", (somewhere in the 60s that wasg my first letter on

- the aweful contradiction and new type of reactionary nationalism

who nevertheless want freedom from imperialism, Whereas these kind

of popular fronts bifurcated into"tanguardists® who were ready to

consider everyone socizlists who was against the West, and streignt -

West'U.S:'liberals were busy exposing how reactionary the clergy,

how e - opportunistic was everbody eise, except they, who

wanted ©0-be for the West against Russia,:(At that time,Walter

- Laquer, thomgh he was among those exposing the :. retrogressive nature

. of both Stalinism and the old Middle East politics as he wag for
Palestine becommin Israel, manifested friepdlyness encugh to our
tendency and he hég it from Maria Keufman, and did collect 2ll plat-

forns of the tendehcies, in I believe,Middle Ext in Trangition (or
perhaps a different title) and should be studled,)

- This past is important for understanding what so many Iranians,
.who were actual revolutionaries, considered Shariati, a truly new
. philosophy clome to humanism, and would +take advantage of my not Kriowing
- .. Farsi %o see I really donot know all he stands for,. His turning
. %o The clergy proves that there are no alternatives $hat are truly
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ok ) . _
. Fouw'mre 8o correct when ycu show the while the 1953 betrayl made
 gome intellectuals turn away from Tudeh, but since they remain ona
different ground ideclogically they end up and so forth and so forth,
: o exceptions - - L e e
"Here I wigh to takelrs = 7~7 1o whai has become @ habit =
.for most of na, and that is {0 uge ideclogical sz if it were gynonymous -
with philosophy and the Idea of Hegel., IT AIN'T NECESSARILY S0. First
iet's remember that Marx, created & whole ‘category of ideology as L
false congclousnegs, bourgeois consciousness. And he certainly understood
-Hegel's Idea and wnat he did to . transform 1% into a "new Humsnism®
by unityng the idea with reality, actuality, a goal of classlessness '
through the final class, the proletariat overthrowing the pourgeols.
- Secondly, I have discovered what I think will help us (gol knows how
many Yezrs from now) make it possible to so distinguish philosephy from
theory as to make it easy to understend, but that i for another time.’
The point here ig that whereas loosely, in ordinavy speech we ini-all
uge idecloglecal when we mean philosophic, but the truth is that when
you use it with ground, which is a very philosophic term, it is -
‘goundkﬁo,acund exactly like it sounds when we use it againat Reagan,
ogmatic, L : '

You are right again when You say or page 2 that it was not before the
~seventles when sericus gtiempis were made to unearth the tendencies -
“in the 1906-i1 and the 1919~20 Gilan Repubiic, zo that in 1978 it was-
~®natural® te consgider the mosquae Juest a place and not question what
-the heck were the clergiss® motives that permitted that. Okay, let's
. first get back €to religion in the period of Marx himgelf, What do '
you suppose Bakunin wagin addition to being an anarchist but pretending
to be a Firgt Internationzlist? He wan®to yell to the skies that
you mu3t be an atheist and your program méigt say that., Marx., long
before he met Bakunin, already had the fight with the Left Hegeliens
" on the guestion of religion, Marx was certainly an atheist, but he
did not misunderstand religion's power, by looking very differently
to the masses who were so0 dlsgusted with the world that they had _to
balieve in some other life, from which he conciuded that not only must
you shqw religion’s two faeces, but know that '~ science will not .
succegd over religion in - a single night. That,1like the small priavate
property of the peasant that youn are certainly opposed to, would be
a process after the ruling class is overthrown, Because @®nthe great
revolutionaries like Lenin did think that the most important thing was
to get rid of religion, they failed to recognize that Father Gapeon
was leading a revolution against the Czar with that demonstration
* for® the Czar. Do you realize that that is why it tcck from January, 1905
to very nearly October before the Marxists were aware:of that very new
form that was spontaneously organized by the proletariet; the Soviets.
“Even Trotisky who headed it did not see it as a form of revolution in _
permanence; his 1905 simply described what thay wepe doing; it was :
only the Mensheviks,of which he had been a member fut which he left, called
his report of the St., Petersburg Soviet "permanent revolution® that '
“he accepted lt, Hernakofore, Marxfdbnot publicly, but in their private
- little conversations, would have a good *time laughing at Marx for being
so "utopian” as a youth.

- To get back to Iran,the Russian Revolution of 1905 had these .
tremendious remifications in Jran and hen the first Soviet was built
in Terhan in Mecember 1905, no one was really developing that question
+111 I believe " : the 25th anniversary of 1905. I believe the essay
ip in Ivan Spectorfs 1905 Russisn Revolutbn and its Impact cn the Eagt., -
And I had a great deal of trouble tc convince anyons oF the women's role
'~ beclf3se my information firgt came from a "pourgeols® source. Sultan
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zadah‘sncuxu-uerna;nxy Ue Siuuled very carerully, but crivioall o by o
criticaily I mean that there is no deubt he was,a1great‘revoiuiionaryj. ;;
and ‘an Iranian and knows a great deslmore than anyone elsey. and the -
Stalinists hame certainly destroyed him. But i% Goesn't mewthet:. his
view was exactly the same as Lenin's in the 1920 Congress or that of
. Roy. 1%t appeared to me from a caréfull situdy of the Congress that- - .
" Lenin was so neppy  to get indigenous Marxists in these countries
and so consciousness that he was stepping on altogether new giround
at that Congress and so anxious to have a new view of nationzl revo-
~lutions but not for a moment to forget that it is only Russis end
Marxism that . succeeded that he did what he did on ail those new
question from Iren to the Negro in the U.S,

, Oh yes, Bani-Sadf’ and the “Jahedeen and terrorism. People easily
think that either that tewrrorists are either revolutionaries or out

and oul counter-revolutionaries., It isnt true that the opposition

- of Marxiem to terrorism is based on either of thosze goncepte, They

_ are opposed becmgse torrorism will simply not schieve a mass overthrow

- or created ground for new human -alations, While there were times '
when conditions are so bad that “secret™ly” they would ¥ 711t drink
aziedy;, WO the onejfwho the most hated officials of the Czar, Vera

Zazulich was a terrorist, but she herself became g Marxist. I what .
happened to Bani-Sadk whe was a alienated Left &7 Parisian intellectial? -
First he:innfi did not have the slighiest conception of what Khomsini -

sthod for ‘except the overthrow of the Shah, thsh he totaliv capitsi

-1 L o - (LYY

; v wOvaaly vayi'ta& 3ted
to Khoméani including 'zwoh idfocies against women as aceusing them

-of arousing passions by not wearing o chador on their head, and . o
finally not only letiing a terrorist w@arenss 13444, escapt, but actually -
make himselZ believe that one bemb against a few ieadbs wo .d achieve i
the overthrcw of Khomeini, And now look at the fact of Khomeini‘s

power when the bomb got rid of his whole general political staff..

But don’t call his power the power of ideas,.zheblogy énd his
ideas are religion, specifically Islam, specifically the Persian not
the Arab_type. ;

1]

Finally iwo points. One concerns the illusion that power in any single
- country 7 permits one == I am new rulers -- to excapse.'the world S
has two and only two polar nuclear powerg-- the U.S,and Russia, I an
referring to Afghanistan., The 1979 Revolution -+ .:'. -wag indigenousg,
was gpontaneous, and Russia played a very, very minor rele., So when
they had their 1i;§1e coups and different terndencies in the "Paritv"
(1ike what-happené¥gd in Grenada) the one that was with the army
thought he could disregard Russia and elaborate all his own poiicies,
The Russian army was even faster in putting an end to that then when
there was a real revolution as in Hungary or as in Czechoslovakia Messee

The other point, we are back to philosophy Marx's humanism and
in this era Merxist-Humanism, It is #f the essence not to think that when
you speak of revoluticnary forces as reaszon it is the total vhilosophy
without philosophers; in otherwards it must be a new unity, a: new
ralationship of these revolutionary forces whe have & form of theory but
not the whole; nelther philosophy or forces are the whele by themselves,
That is where it becomes sc crucial %o try and develop a way to coneretize
that theory has to reach a very different stage to become philosophy, and
that it is . in fact only in the unity of the two that it 1s the whole, -

1 was pleased by your’finalaFoint abcut the correspendence being

féontinued among the Iranéw;l wi

o

be its most gvid reader,
. : ' )
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