" .the break with 2nd Int. But the truth is that when it comes to.

o te-2ight with-2nd - In%.. dut with his own Bolsheviks, speoifical.
" . Bukhsrin and .all ultra-leftists who opposed national lideratio
S . ‘'though’ they wers Bolshevik Party memberas. s

" Ziberation he is f£or but NEW FORM OF ORG.FOR FROL.AS WELL AND
INDEED. POR *MAN,NOMAN,AND CHILD® THE SOVIET FORM OF ORG. .The

i ..1st ef stages and processes and thus you wouldn‘t have jumpe

Parsonal June 9,1983

Deaxr Nedai

You are dolng some very important work and I would very -

muoh like you to develop the Wﬂu of that atx'ugflo you _
déscribe on p.2 of yours of » tut your methodology is 50 non-dialecots

ical, that is to say, instead of the concrete, and,
instesd of Anything emerging the facts, relations, the
conarete M‘tﬁ s you rush to Impoge a conclusion flowing, instead,
from the fact t, as a Marxist-Humanlst you, of course, do not
wish to separate Reason from force, that you forget all about

concrete history and concrete theory.

_ Since I am indeed 80 pressed for time that I cannot go
into great detall as it deserves, and yet wish you to work out
soms of 1t for both diggglgiog in E&A &pre-conv. Bulletin, please
allow me to, more or leas, it myself &o pp.l&2, with ons belng
fhat I consider the imposition that doesn't flow from material
and 2 being the very best of actuallty. .

on , even the so-called facte aren't. That isto say, take
the 4 perlods yoy listl The lst on s-d which you state as h%g R

‘a=d he was fully with 2nd. In Russia he not only was.

. for w=4 a8 "principle” and so strongly that the famous breal.. . ..
#t.301.4Men,1903, she refused to attend altogether Necauss it wae'
{ght in their Constitution. VWhat differed bafore and affer 1915

i®sworking out the dlalectic end grappling with not only. ..

._.,,,mlg,h-'f-'-wtf *baoillus of prol.rev.” with the Easter Rabelllon,

“An’ Ive ).was that the dialectic of liberation led him notionl;

.. _Nbw take the 2nd par. which I will connect with your
. 2nd_per, which: somshow connscts phil.break (1914-1915) and: No
| -a®.:if they were one and the same, That Lisn‘'t quite true, bes

" Reesy . hecomes ss important as rrinciple and methodology. 0.
- 1%:T0:30en that SUBJECT manifests itsclf both on KQ and antis
‘and ‘social revelution so that by Oct.,it len®t.only national

by [ z:u ‘have to use that Kantian word (3rd.l,;2nd par.
_ have ‘warned you that you were skipping an awful -

 “"aonolusion that, though VIL fought RL before, after, and 'durin
"for the entirs pericd RL come onto the historic ecens of Marzi
‘&'at onee declared she opposed "nationalism” and that:tho
Narx 'showsd he did not confuse national e-d with "nationa
neant g. €180 opposed linrx, nevertheless they were both: '™
.'A:nﬂ‘n"“'p.""'m':gm,}'""”!.mu. & that both on s-d~--and then.the super-lea

L Put differently, the point in the expressic
! l.n! fron®, or emerging “"out of* means that yoou would.. :
» had %0 develop varlous historic periods in which Mnrx

80 and 20 on the party and it came to the tragic climax we

point to,that .gﬁ{:_ Critique of Gothm Program, and affer cenque
]

0f power, he lung to "vanguard power to lead” e0 that:




“2-

He left all those loopholes for Stalin. You, on the other,
bohave as 1if they were one and the same, disregarding not only
the historic period you hear speak of, but the very

svent that helped kill VIL, PFor the truth is that not only

had he fought against Stalin in Ceorgla and Ordszhonokidze;

- not only had lenin sided with the Georglans; not only had Lenin.
eald:thmtx "Seratch a Bolshevik and you find a Russian chauvinist®,
but he ordered Stalin's removal in hie will, @@ the way to
that final word, he had written "I openly declare war against
then” (Momcowite Creat Russians}, but left it all to de fought
to the end in the hands of Trotsky who dld nothing. (Let's not
forget either that by then lenin had had his second stroke and
lost his power of aspeech.)

sorry, I've 80 exploded and my love for Lenin shows,

for 1 started simply with the phrases you skip non-dialectically
-=®flows from™ andmmerges "out ofY which lad you to concluded
*And that had he been a¥Wle to see them as Reason, it would
Bave been inevitable for him yo develop his theory of self=-
determination m the revolutdon, into its fulleds expression
of organiszation.” HHow do the dlalectics of org. tinw from
theory of eo~d?7 Ian't the question of Party., Party,: { .
what came out of, lst, fighting for the right.of the yro otarhn i
not only to fight for économic needs, dut also politiea? And
when RI sald, yee, that is so, and ] do not olullongoﬂu‘b-—
RS e

nasess muda? And dian® h ran :
toth were onl) i—dialcctiul at po!.nt 4hey : Mlod
.10 see that t isn*t the lno thom.d
was PHILOSOPY OF REV. IN ﬂJ\NENCE-—and hat,incldentaily,

ff-ﬁ?,._ © o m not limited to na.t!.onal self-dotormination--as gromd tor o
B orgmintion. '

” mta m Xy

SR you are at because it is conorete and
o dhlccﬂ.c and new as facts. That you should develop much,
. msh Turther so that your resders or listeners mld u- -
m flows from the actualities,

ST I question much in the rest becausme you keop
¥ m!.usl.on before ‘ﬂthlng develops into 1is

e« ON Db ounhupz
of : federation an?r Bake . a’mi of "neither” I

uum you are here confusing th mﬂml/oulm.; - eia

Moany qu-. I*a.quite unslear sinoo the per.of the oivil wit—

llbln Vs0r Soum "'."'.'u?.’f-e"e'iﬁ §¥§W

,.l_"hlt battle., And you elso mix
) mi.l{ wouldn®t
A2 all l). revolutionaries, md
LL - revolution w8 oIy The truth i Oallev. wen
; ' see whether you. mu
“single m 0 be vl.tl: the “whole naﬂ.cn" as ig;t
'lll =he wae N %d 33“1!5 sven om?u; e il
) mz- nation 4e:be denies"unioss® the whole is "Bol £V B
' Mlh wu oiou t0:Tenin and he did not go either with Roy. or




June 1,83

Near Raya:

ven had singled out in the Call, "...the half~dialectical attltude
of RL on the national question or VTL on the Party question", Tt 1is
precisely on this question of Tenin's attitude to -'nrg.:_ml‘::at:l.on
fﬁat T wanted to open a dialogue with vou, since T have been concen-
ﬁratinq on the impact of the Russian Revolution on the Rast, i/ngltlrling_

61:5'51&1 Moslenﬁorderla ds, as well as studying the implications of flenin's

well as its evo
theory of self-determinat of na in the following four: periods: "::

iﬁefore the b#eak of the 2nd Int.
. == Lenin's Philosophic break and the Oct.,Revolution
_h period of Civil war

etermination, Ye & national forces as Force ami ’

after the Revoluti ,_,iﬁ? its@pression, .dialectics of

l‘}rfF— Ve pids ’”EM

%ﬂ and Fﬂ.‘aucasiswarpa wern art of Tran until near' y the

\.___/

4e_wo ,’79919"5: which every historian has treated separately until now:




e s et N L s e et —

’ M\fb the{ two way road of iﬁeé'sr between “oglem Nussia anAd 'rran} /"L /
' : S+ | * '
‘Woadwiy The “ussian Azarbaija party , -ewewss which active

e e e

Iranian Revolution., Mollowing tof the Iranian Revolution,
——

many of these revolutionar‘l_es@—“uvtﬂn narticipath in the

ver*ncreasinq strikes, t culmination of which is the 1917 Russian
o s

party, beaome the very revolutionarv forces who hglgéghe
. =" _,___‘_)

Bolsheviks take over.f ha_m rkish invasion of t_he___r_.'.‘aucasj(s

. o e e ST e 4..—-—_»;;—_\“'""' e

areas and{ Adalet,part bers @ S lta Zadeh, founded th
’ Mlﬂ erS, ncluding su n Ladje e ‘e

"first Tranian Communist Party in(192 —) while he and many of his

Iranian comrades continued mtheh.work ¢s the Russian JlevolutionM

B e

the nationalist

¢

“a.m tion on equal right/ij Moslem women, -and ending her subordinate

monthH later, trgsecond congress takes up

opgggiggi} xn qenerul there is a favorable attitude towards the Bolsheviks,

.reapeod.ally on the part of the Moslem community { who were t.he sulfp.' olemar
vis a vis Armenians and Russiana}




3

Naturally one cannot follow here the very complicated details that
follow the Oct.,Revolution, which I am sure you are much more keenly
aware of than Y.

7he point is that throughout 1917, and even the period of Civil War that

)
folloﬁs, solidarity with the ideals of the Pevolution even when there
were strong disvreements, were so great that separation of Russia is
ﬂg_t_what the minorities wanty Bven when faced with EJWI
to declare thelr separation, the Armenians, Seccatens and Azarbaijanies, .
/” ‘ pecauvse of ethnic t'ies qu

do so geluctantlyl If the Azarbaijani Vussavat had anym
quickly change-lthe:l.r mind once they facéthe reactionary policies of the | |
Turkish goverhment, and as gmentioned earlier indeed helﬁdthe Bolsheviks

- _takeq over.

(particularly in Moslem borderlands) and had
Jalways ,been subordinated to Russian lorxds, the dictatorhthip of
'h b3 oletariet, soldiers and Peasants who wer e-win a small minorit'
: of: he oumunity, and often not%nt the continuation of i
an?hegemonm - mayb‘&not the feudal owners but by. the" e
‘ lPuoletariat" 'I'he\{i’xla_l/sngwdown ofcourse is between the
Hoscow group ‘of Bolsheviks {headed 1k

group. mdivaui) in Georgia. % \‘\1/'\

fl'he Tiflis group attacked ord. for turnin eorgiantakeover

into en invasion ‘rather tha.n allowing the native group'tom

interr(xd, uprising. Furthermore they resenl:ed th

their independenee ‘rather than & formal alliance with RSE'_

e
) supor;dinate first to@i;al_in s prc:oposed "\:r ﬁucasien_

LI




and then throvgh that organ to Moscow Bolsheviks,

///*\»Eglin's concept of self-determination, which meane- was spelled out

as a right to baﬂt’determined"by the proletairat and not the bourgeois
elemsnts of the nation " meant in effect no right to self-determination.
In every region, the first step after oct,1917, was to bring under the
control of native communists the native organiéations ,or if this daid

{Z not work, it meant setting up their own version of nationalist organizations.

gantzationSy(ﬂJN“}’_ﬂﬁff_'
- R

making the native communists who also dominated the Soviets as the sole

e T

T

V /
‘tyext the Bolshevikéfwould attack and _destroy the native .or

representatives, and finally the last step was the subordination of the
native Bolsheviks to the Russian Communist Party.

- This'was exactly what was done to the All-ﬂussian Moslem Congress,

_tata, but once we' follow the demands of the various ethnic org
“N‘W

PR e L

e

¢ummunists, as in the case of Tiflis COmmunists{

. ’*‘H?ﬂ'f—l-..a- u,.‘wwa.---h 1 —r:m-mmdu--w S s e wu.na -hs-!" .




Russian state in a Federation.
Len19 faced with the actual independence of the Transcaucases area
as a result of Turkish ultimatum,realizes that either Russia would face

secession of thes§m states or ¥ if it 15 to avoid such 4%&th‘fate,
all-

it should accept some form of deeration{ﬂgn the l:;E—PUGSian Congress

He thus proposes the concept ofTederation/as a transition to unity.

T et

‘ o
makes it quite clear that there was|not fo be a Federation of Russian

Communist Parties, and that the Federation of Republics was only of

o

temporary al nature. & g
In the final stage fhat is the period of*1922 and the Georgian affair,

‘—...-._‘

Lenin becomes totally disgusted with the concept of incorporatisén of the -
!;Republics to RSFSR, seeing the only consequenc o g s owing with brutal -
frankness the dependence of all the communist Republics on Russia, and
”thus making it difficult to win nationalist movements for Bolshevism in

_V'“semi coloniallarpaq-Awhinh is whenﬁhe_insis_,

1l

e

_Tdomination(in the name oi Russian proletariat)x
3‘Ln.ﬁu

dang" but communistgﬂgl;h_a_ng&icnal consciousneg;)

n-howev » ngqles of nationulities, inel 1u

i




b

their intellectuals , as Reason of Revolution. !a? he gras sped thelr demands
botlthe masses and the intellectuals, who werr trying to work out ques-
tions of fighting bureaucracy, centralization as 'well as altnrnative

pathways in underdeveloped lands @‘an, ‘:nlt'an Zadeh and Y‘! -

— r.e;‘ A.L—- .
qhort had he seen them as Reason qrappiinn with the uqu%on of Rcvolution

in Permenance, it would have been 'lns;(rit-/\hlp for him to further ﬁevelop
his theory to meet this,meoement Erom practicéi Tnstead hef continued
to regard'them as Force which brings me to the third point:
‘Lenin\treéeher dealtly with the question as a way of fighting “*
* Russina chauvinism" that is dealing with ik as if it were a Russilan ﬁ'
. problem, or that the solution could be found in certain"code of beha-
:viors" for the Russian Communists. Tn this sense heg was more a "humanist'

appealinq to the sense of fair play of the dominant majority than a . o

from the tremendous dependence of Russia ,economically and mili- :
tar:lly on the borderlands » was the fact that the Borderlands were Kay
to a Bolshevik Revolution :Ln the neighbourinq countries, and that :I.f t‘

'ussian nationalit:l.es ‘were in opposition, there was no link to the co-

onial, ,and semi-colonial world That:._—i/s__gg__n. reqarding the minorities

-

‘as a. Force of Revolution ‘in the struggle for the ! ast. %ﬁ/{" On“”rl“’




enin's lack of reorqanization of thought on the question of the Party.

The two were not W®e fundamentally separate questions.,
nlather we are facing Tenin's half-dialectical attitude towards the question

of self-determinatton of nations which Aid not extend itqelf to the realm
of organization. Half dialectical bhecuase it considered masses only as
Force and not as Reason, half-dialectical, becuase it occupied itselfo
only with the question of "making a Retomution" rather than a “revolution

in Permenance”
g
"ﬁsald like to know your comments on the above. T alse have some ideas

or an essay for EsA and NsL ( if you £ind it appropriate).

 And that i{s the question of alternative wgs to pevolution in under-

developed lands, and the three Eastern Marxists{Galiev,Sultan Zadeh and. .

ere’ he was for Support B of b

: there were no. strong Communist movements, and his
in underdeveloped lands, ROY;,
i ! .
concept of[Lrimacy of Eastern Revnlution-

Harx 5 formulations ku of possibility of revol 1on in underdevelo

-t ‘on this last point T still don't know much)p ALl of this in the.contaxé




T know how busy vou are with t

sorry this letter became so long,

he dAraft of the Perspectives, and T am

Yours,




