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InCommemoarationof Septembar 11
Only Humanity CanCommemoaratetheVidimsof September 11

Maryam Namazie

One year after the immense
human tragedy and crimes
against humanity perpetrated
against thepeoplein NY C by
Islamic terrorism on 11
September 2001 humanity
remainscaptivetointernationa
terrorism’s two poles. One
pole, Idamic terrorism and
politica I1dam, continues to
wreak havoc and daughter
women, menand children. In
the 21% century, this pole till
stoneswomentodeathiniran,
amputates limbs in Saudi
Arabia, vellsgirlsinthe heart

of Europe, executes political
opponentsin Iragi Kurdistan,
andkillspeoplesittingonbuses
in lsragl, etc. The other pole,
the governments of the US,
theUK andlsrael andNATO,
etc., dso continues to make
bleak thelives of millionsvia
imposingreactiononthepeople
of Afghanistan, economic
sanctionsandbombingsinlrag,
thereoccupation of Palestine,
etc.

Both these poles clam they
represent and commemorate
the victims and the dead. In
reality, however, neither the
USgovernment representsthe

victims of the September 11
tragedy in NYC, nor do the
vileTdiban,OsamaBinLaden
and various political Idamic
groups and states represent
the oppressed people of
Afghanistan, Pdestineandthe
region. Neither polerepresents
humanity. On the contrary,
both poles are opposed to
humanity. With theseclaims,
both poles drive in vain to
jugtify their barbarity. Both
strive to gain further political
power, increase their
hegemony and further exploit
the peoples of the globe and
region. Neither poleisjudtified.
Both are condemned.
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Only the civilised world,
civilised humanity itself, can
represent and commemorate
thevictimsof thisterroristrace.
Oneyear after September 11,
thisis still our task. One year
after September 11, thebanner
of thecivilissdworldisdtill in
our hands.

*kk*k

Here, we reprint the late
Mansoor Hekmat's ‘The
World After September
11'. His brilliant analysis
raised the banner of
civilised humanity.

TheWorld After September 11

Mansoor Hekmat

Part One The
War of
Terorigs

Two Reactionary Camps

The appalling September 11,
2001 terrorist crimes against
humanity and the daughter of
thousands of innocent people
in America has pushed the
worldtothebrink of oneof the
darkest and bloodiest eras of
contemporary history. What

the American administration
calls an international war on
terroristsisinfact theworld's
entry into a new and
destructive phase in the
international war  of
terrorists.

At opposing poles of this
bloody conflict stand the two
main international camps of
terrorism, whichhavelefttheir
bloody mark on the lives of
two generations. Atonepole,
there stands the most
enormous machinery of state
terrorism and international
intimidation and blackmail.
This camp includes the
American government and

rulingelite the
only force,
which has
used nuclear
bombsagainst
people,
reducing
hundreds of
thousands of
innocent and
unsuspecting
people of
Hiroshimaand
Nagasaki into
ashes within
seconds. A
state that
slaughtered
millions in
Vietham and
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razed and ruined their country
for many years by chemical
bombardments. It includes
NATO and coalitions of
Western governments who
fromIragqto Y ugodavia, have
destroyed people’'s homes,
schoolsandhospitalsandhave
taken ransom the bread and
medicineof millionsof children.
It includes the Israeli
bourgeoise and state. They
occupy, seize, daughter and
deprive. They bombandshell
refugee camps and shoot
scared ten-year-old children
taking shelter in their fathers
armsandat school gates. From
Hiroshima and Vietham to
Grenada and Irag, from the
killing fieldsin Indonesiaand
Chiletothed aughterhousesof
Palesting, the track record of
thisinternational pole of state
terrorism and imperialist
intimidation is obvious and
irrefutablefor al theworld to
see.

At the opposing pole, there
stands Idamic terrorism and
thereactionary andvilepolitica
Idam. Theseforcesthat were
once created and nurtured by
America and the West
themsalves during the Cold
War asameansof organising
indigenousreactionagainstthe
Left in Middle Eastern
0cieties, have now become
an active pole of internationa
terrorismandonecontenderin
the bourgeois power struggle
in the Middle East. The
murderoushistory of politica
Idam, fromIran, Afghanistan
and Pakistan to Algeria and
Paegtineincludesalonglist of
genocideandappallingcrimes.
Fromstateand statesponsored
killingsinlranand Afghanistan
to the daily crimes of Idamic
terror squadsinisragl, Algeria

and the heart of Europe and
America, from the bloody
suppression of political and
intellectual opponents to
imposi ngreactionary andanti-
humanldamiclawsonpeople,
particularly women, from
Islamic beheadings and
mutilations, toplantingbombs
and mass murder in buses,
cafésanddiscothéques—these
arethe highlightsin thetrack
record of these reactionaries

Now, thisconflict isgoing to
take hundreds of thousands
and probably millionsof other
victims in Afghanistan
tomorrow and in any other
corner of the world the day
after. This must be ressted.

War Propaganda

Along with this military
adignment, we arewitnessing
theideol ogica andpropaganda
adignment of the two camps.
Piercingandtearingdownthis
propaganda wall and pulling
thetruth out from beneath the
massive wave of hypocrisy
and deceit, which will engulf
theworldisthefirst condition
of organising an independent
rank of freedom-loving
humanity againsttheterrorists

world war.

The ideologica banner of
extremigts in both camps is
dearlyvishleandrecognisable
from afar. Today’s complex
world no longer has time for
these coarse views. Western
andAmericanflagwavingand
jingoism, racism, the* clashof
civilisations garbageandsuch
like may only have an effect
on the margins of Western
society. Westerngovernments
and media know that these
crudeand primitiveviewsand

opinions cannot form the
ideological and propaganda
framework for the conflict
they haveenteredinto. Inthe
opposing camp, too, theidea
of Idamic Crusade (Jihad),
indiscriminate bloodletting,
whether for the grace of god
andreligion,forthe'liberation
of Qods (Jerusalem) and the
land of Idam from the claws
of bloodsuckinginternational
Zionismandimperidism,’ only
succeeds within the ranks of
political Idam’ sextremistsand
activigs. It doesnot mobilise
the masses of people in
contemporary MiddleEastern
society. Thepropagandawar
and ideological battle
dominating the impending
bloody military conflictcannot
be based on these openly
extremist, sectarianandcrude
outlines. What caneventually
drawthevast massesof people
intheWest andintheMiddle
East to this war and align
themwiththetwosidesof this
reactionary hogtility are not
theseprimitiveideasbut much
more sophisticated
rationalisations and
justificationsthat are aready

gainingpopularity.

In the Westerners' formula,
despite Bush’s cowboy
gundinger gestures,‘ civilised
humanity’ is faced with the
plague of terrorism. USA is
portrayed astheleader of this
civilisedrank. Theobjective
isto neutralise terrorism and
bringterroriststojustice. The
issueseemsmuchsmplerthan
the attack on Irag and the
bombing of Belgrade. Who
canblametheUSgovernment
initsmilitary policywhen6,000
of ‘itspeople’ havebeenkilled
with such brutdity? What is
more obvious than the

American government’'s
military action to smash this
terrorism and protect ‘its
citizens,” and eventhe people
of the world, against
subsequentimminent crimes?
Thistime, to be amember of
‘civilised” humanity’s club,
applicants need not have any
ethnic, racial or religious
qualifications. Applicants- of
whatever colour, appearance,
religion or background - need
only to declare their support
for America. This time, the
war propagandaisnotgoingto
be racidl, ethnic, religious or
evenpoalitical. Theissueisnot
maintaining the flow of ail,
defending the burgeoning
democracy in Saudi Arabia
and returning Kuwait to its
sheikhs. If Americanmilitary,
once again donsitsarmour to
repeat what it has done
innumerable times, it is
seemingly for theright tolife,
theright to travel, theright of
people not to be blown upin
their homesor ontheir streets.
The crimes of September 11
have given the most powerful
ideologicd and propaganda
framework to date for USA
and NATO’s military
intervention in the furthest
corners of the globe. At this
moment, separating the
masses of peoplein the West
fromthemilitary policy of the
ruling elite of these countries
requires Herculean
enlightening efforts. This
ideological equilibriumcould,
indeed, change rapidly with
new devel opments, but at this
moment, the idea of the ‘war
of civilised world against
terrorism’ has put western
politicians and media in full
control of western public
opinion.
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In the opposing pole too, a
sophisticated and relatively
effective ideological
framework in defence of
political 1dam and Islamic
terrorismistaking shape. Not
many dare to openly defend
the daughter of thousands of
peoplein America. Eventhe
beasts ruling over Iran and
Afghanistan have had to
restrain their words.  Openly
defending political 1am and
Idamic terrorism will not be
the propagandabanner of this
pole. Theldamic sidein the
war of terroristswill rely onan
effective but old formula for
justification of Islamic
terrorism, aformulawhichhas
been oneof thefoundationsof
petit-bourgeois ‘anti-
imperialism’ in the Third
World, particularly in the
Middle East. Seven years
ago, in thewake of awave of
Islamic murders in Israel,
Egypt and Algeria, weclearly
exposed and condemned this
reactionary defence of
terrorisminaneditoria column
of the journal ‘The
International.” It is not
ingppropriatetoquotethat short
article here:

‘A wave of Idamic murders
has engulfed the Middle East
andNorthAfrica. Thevictims
of this wave are the most
ordinary of ordinary people.
In Egypt and Algeria, they
shoot at and behead foreign
nationas - be they workers,
tourists or pensioners. They
bomb and kill schoal children
a school gates. They kill
younggirlswhodonot submit
to forced marriages. In Te
Aviv, they murder unaware
pedestrians- children, oldand
young - on streets and on
buses. And heroicdly, from

Israel toAlgeria they reassure
a stunned humanity that this
‘armedstruggle will continue.

‘There was a time when the
traditiona and" anti-imperidist’
Leftwouldlook upontheblind
violence and unrestrained
terrorism of Third World and
anti-western currents if not
with admiration then at least
withtoleration. Intheiropinion,
the injustice suffered by
deprivednationsand oppressed
peoplejustified thisterrorism
as alegitimate reaction. The
terrorismof P estiniangroups,
Idamic organisations and the
IrishRepublicanArmy-whose
victims were increasingly
unprotected and unaware
civilians — were prime
examplesof this* permissible
terrorism in recent past. A
terrorism, which seemingly
responded to past and present
injustices; aterrorism, which
seemingly appeared as a
reaction to the inhuman and
bruta policies of oppressive
powers and governments.
Interestingly, throughout the
years, the Isragli government
hasa soused thisexact abuse-
excuse rationaization; that is
by aludingtotheindescribable
genocidecarried out by Nazis
and anti-Semitic groups in
various countries againg the
Jewish people, they have
justifiedthebrutal suppression
of the deprived people of
Palegtineandthedaily killings
of Palestinianyouth.

‘ Fromacommunist standpoint,
thistypeof rationalisationand
theblind terrorism erected on
itintheMiddleEast - whether
by Arab and Palestinian
organisations or the state of
| srael —isregarded asbankrupt
and is condemned. Thereis

not the slightest real and
legitimatere ationshipbetween
the appalling calamities that
have befallen the Jewish
peoplein thiscentury and the
suppression and crimes
committed by the extremist
rightwinggovernmentinlsrael
againstthePaledtinians. There
is not the dightest rea and
justified rel ationship between
the sufferings of the deprived
people of Pdestine and the
terrorism of Islamic or non-
Islamic organisations
attributed to these people.
Bourgeois state and factions
areexploitingandcapitalising
onthesufferingof thedeprived
people. Condemning and
eradicating this terrorism by
theworkingclass, particularly
incountriesof theregion,isan
essentia conditionfor placing
the workersin the leadership
of thesocia struggletoendthe
age-oldmiseriesof thepeople
of theMiddle East.

‘It seems the new wave of
Idamic murders, particularly
inNorth Africadoesnolonger
even require such political
judtifications. A turbanand a
gunaresufficienttobeginthis
despicable Jihad against
humanity. This is Islamic
gangsterism and its sourceis
therulingregimeinliran. And
itwill beinlranwhereitwill be
smashed. (Mansoor Hekmat,
The Internationa, in Farg,
November 1994, http://
WwWw.wpiran.org)’

Withtheintensficationof this
conflict and particularly with
theimminent USand NATO
attack on Afghanistan, the
‘anti-imperialist’ defence of
Islamic  groups and
rationdisationof theirterrorist
actions by referenceto lsradl

and America’s crimes and
oppressiveacts, canonceagan
gainfootholdamongthepeaple
and political parties of the
Middle East and also among
sections of the traditional
radicd andintellectual Left of
western societies. The main
ideologicd refuge of Idamic
gangsterism and Islamic
reactioninthispower struggle
will not be the worn-out and
openly anti-human religious
andldamicdogans, but rather
theso-cdled" anti-imperidism’
of thereligious-nationaistand
petitbourgeoisapol ogists.

No popular movement can
succeed against the war of
terroristswithout exposingand
breaking the ideological
framework of thishypocritical
war propagandaon both sides
of thisreactionary conflict.

What isthe Conflict Over?

For both sides, thisisapower
sruggle. Terrorism is one
redlity of thisconflict, butthis
conflictandtheimminentwar
are not about terrorism.
Everyoneknowsthat USentry
intoAfghanistanandevenBen
Laden sarrestwill notdampen
the terrorist campaign by
Islamic groups against the
West, and will not bring more
security to those who live in
Europe and America. On the
contrary, it will increase the
danger. The Palestinian
questioniswhereAmericaand
the Ilamic movement come
directly faceto face. But this
conflictisalsonotreally about
theresolutionof thePd estinian
question. Thedeclared policy
of USA, that is a ‘massive,
sustainedandcomprehensive
military war will clearly
exacerbate both issues - the
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Palestinian question and
Idamic terrorism.  Not only
this, but adso a possible civil
war in Pakistan with serious
regional and  global
consequences, and deep
governmental crises in
seemingly stable Middle
Eastern countriescould bethe
initid result of this military
policy. They are well aware
of this. Nonetheless, for USA,
the main issue is the
consolidationandexpansionof
its political and military
hegemony and dominance
over the world as the only
superpower. The resolution
of the Palestinian question or
fightingldamicterrorismisnot
the objective of this policy.
Consolidation and expansion
of America sglobal position,
withinthecontext of pressures
and opportunities created by
theSeptember 11 crimesisthe
mainaimof thispolicy.

For theldamistsalso, thisisa
power struggle. Neither the
suffering of the people of
Palestine nor the historical
injustices of the West to the
East are the source of this
terrorism. The Islamic
movementisstrivingtoreverse
its falling fortunes and
ultimatdy toexpanditsposition
in the bourgeois power
sructure of the Middle East.
Terrorismandblindenmitywith
anything that is Western or
Westernised is their main
politicd capital inasociety and
among a people who rightly
see Americaand lsrael asthe
main causes of their
deprivationandrightlessness.
Peacein the Middle Eat, the
formation of an independent
Palestine, the end of
discrimination against the
Palestinianpeople, will herald

the demise of the Islamic
movementintheMiddleEast.
Terrorism is the Islamic
movement’s main tool in
further degpeningthenationd,
ethnicandrdigioussplitsinthe
MiddleEastandkeepingalive
thisconflict aspolitical capital
and a source for its power.
Degpite the military pressure
brought about by America, the
Idamigts will welcome this
confrontation.

To form an independent
popular movement againstthis
unprecedented and deadly
confrontation of international
terroristandmilitary poles, the
truthof thesetrendsandevents
must be taken to the people.
The war propaganda and
rationalisations dished out by
belligerent camps must be
exposed. Eventsof September
11andthepolicy beingpursued
by USA have important
regional and  global
consequences. They will
profoundly changethepoalitical
andideologica complexionof
theworld. Poaliticsinlranwill
also be acutely influenced by
these events. It is necessary
to address the main issues in
these developments and the
fundamentals of a principled
communistpolicy.

Part Two:
Whereisthe
‘Civilisd
World?

Barbarity is not Inevitable

The war of terrorists can be
the beginning of one of the
bl oodiest erasof contemporary
history. Already, hundredsof
millionsof peoplearebracing

themselves. But thisprospect
isnotinevitable. Thesceneis
not regtricted to the two sides
of thisconflict. Thereisathird
force, a deeping giant who
can turn the situation around.
If this giant awakes, this era
canbethebeginningof podtive
changesand therealisation of
ideals in the world which
humanity had given up on
duringthefina decadesof the
last century. Bush, Blair,
Khamene, USA, NATO and
politica Idam do not know
that there redly isacivilised
humanity, a civilised world,
whichcouldriseupanddefend
itself against the war of
terrorists. Despite the
darkness and terror that they
have placed before us people,
the21<t century doesnot have
to be the century of capitalist
barbarity. Thesearedecisive

days.

Themediadoesnot reflect the
red intellectua andideol ogica
makeup of theworld. They
give their own version, the
dominant version, theversion
of theruling class. A version
that suits them. Militarism,
terrorism, racism, ethnicism,
religiousfanaticismand profit
worshipareheadlinenewsbut
do not have afirm place deep
down in the minds of the
magjority of the people of our
times. Evenacursory look at
theworld showsthat the vast
masses of the people are
moretothel eft, moredtruigtic,
more peace loving, more
egalitarian, more free and
more freedom-loving than
governments and the media.
The people on both sides of
thisappal ling conflict haveno
desire to dance to the tune of
theleadersof thebourgeoisie.
The gundlinging American

administration immediately
realisesthat despiteoneof the
most horrendous terrorist
crimes, despite the live
broadcast of the perishing of
thousands of people in an
instant, despitethesorrow and
rage which takes hold of
anyonewho hasnot sold their
conscience to some material
interest, fill thissamehorrified
western society, these very
people who are daily
brainwashed, thesevery peaple
who are from dawn to dusk
‘educated’ by the ruling
ideology of racism and
xenophobia, call for ‘ caution,
fairness, justice and a
measured response’. The
peopleof theMiddleEastwho
are conceived as zealous
Moslemsand membersof the
‘Idamiccivilization’ - beitin
thesickmindsof clerical rulers
in Iran and Afghanistan and
the assorted shelkhs of the
Idamic movement or in the
deluxestudiosof theCNN and
BBC - aremourningwiththe
people of Americaand rising
in the condemnation of the
genocide of September 11. It
doesnottakeageniustoredise
that themgj ority of thepeople
of the Middle East despise
political Islam, that huge
segments of the people of
Western Europeand America
are fed up with lsrael’'s
injusticesandsympathisewith
the deprived people of
Palestine, that themagjority of
western peoplewant anendto
theeconomicsanctionsagaing
Iragand can putthemselvesin
the shoesof heartbroken Iragi
parents who are losing their
children to shortage of
medi cine, that thevast masses
of the world's decent and
honourable people are on
neither sdeof thewar between
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Bush and Bin Laden - old
friendsand present-dayrivals.
This civilised humanity has
beenslencedunder thebarrage
of propaganda, brainwashing
and intimidation in the West
and Eagt, but it hasclearly not
accepted thegarbage. Thisis
amassiveforce. It can come
to the fore. For the future of
humanity, it must cometo the
fore.

And hereliesal thedifficulty
- to bring to the fore this
massive force. In the war of
terrorists the battle lines are
drawn, camps are defined,
resources and forces are
mobilised; thisisavast military,
political and diplomatic
confrontation. Despiteall the
ambiguities theintdllectud and
political framework of thiswar,
for leadersof both camps, are
clear. Inour camp, however,
inthecampof humanity,which
must confront this terrifying
prospect, al isambiguous.

Undoubtedly, resistance
againgt thewar of terrorigtsis
now growing in various
countries. But asmuch asthe
Idamistsand USA needaclear
strategy and theory and a
unitary andworkableoutl ook,
this popular movement aso
needs an intellectual and
political banner and aseriesof
practical strategic principals.
Variouspolitical movements,
particularly those on the Left
will strivetoguideandleadthis
resstance. The question is
what outlook will lead this
‘Left’ itself.

InPart| of thisarticle, | wrote
that alongside the hawks in
both poles - American
militarismandldamicfascists
- there are indeed two more

sophisticated, refined and
‘respectable’ setof arguments
defending thetwo sidesof the
conflict. Alongside US
militarism, and supporting it,
there are those who promote
theformulaof thewar of ‘the
civilised world against
terrorism’.  Alongside the
murderers in the Islamic
movement, therearethosewho
judtify Idlamic terrorism with
thefamiliar 1970 sreligious-
nationaisand ThirdWorld-ist
‘anti-imperialism.” But none
of these rationaisations will
have any seriousinfluencein
the people’s resistance
movement. Centre-right
partiesand groupsintheWest
on the one hand and the
remains of the traditiond left
student-intellectuals of the
previous decades in East and
West on the other will bethe
maincustomersof thesecrafty
formulationsinthepropaganda
war onbothsides. What could
politically and conceptudly
derail thepotentially powerful
movement of the world’'s
progressive people is, in my
opinion, thepacifist andfutile
liberalistoutlook andeffortsto
maintain the status quo
(merely tryingtopreventaUS
attack on Afghanistan) or
status quo ante (returning to
pre-September 11).

TheSeptember 11incidentwas
not anisolatedact of psychotic
individudscutoff fromsociety;
neitheristheUSA’ simpending
military action. Theworldprior
to September 11 was not in
equilibrium, but rather was
proceeding on adeteriorating
path. There are important
economic, socia and political
problem behind these events.
These problems have pushed
the world in this direction.

These problems and issues
must beaddressed. September
11 is how politicdl I1dam is
addressing these issues. The
same way that bringing the
Taliban to power, destroying
Baghdad, starving the people
of Iraq, suppressingthepeople
of Pdestine, bombingBelgrade
and now the ‘long war with
terrorism’ are how the leader
of capitalismin the USA and
Europe have dealt with these
underlying contradictions.
Today’ s events are moments
in an on-going and dynamic
situation. The people's
movement against this
developingredlity cannot bea
movementcalingforcamand

demanding ‘Hands off
Afghanistan!” Calling for
peace and keeping the status

guoisnot only unrealigtic, not
only utopian, but alsonot just,
not progressiveand not useful.
The popular resistance
movement against the war of
terroristscanonly beorganised
around poditivesolutionstothe
critical political andeconomic
problems of our times and
around anactiveposition- not
for maintaining the statusquo
but rather for changingit. We
havehad our ownindependent
agendaandsolutionsforal the
problemsthat havebeenpushed
tothefore, such astheNorth—
Southquestion, thePalestinian
guestion, thequestion of Iraq,
thequestionof political Iam,
the question of Afghanistan
and Iran, the question of
militarism and USA and
NATO's hegemonism in the
new world order, thequestion
of racismandfortressEurope,
etc. These must form the
agenda and the banner of the
popular resistance movement
againg the war of terrorists.
Thisisthedifferencebetween

usand the peace campaigners
and pacifists, who do not see
or are indifferent to the
divisons, contradictions and
instability of theworldpriorto
September 11. If we had an
agenda to change the world
prior to this incident, then a
principledpogtioninthecurrent
situation meansfollowing the
same agenda in the new
situation. Wedonotintendto
leave Afghanistan under the
yokeof themurderousgang of
Tdiban, we do not intend to
liveunder theruleof atrigger-
happy USA, wedo not intend
to tolerate political Idam or
Idamic governments in the
Middle East, wedo not intend
to accept the statel essness of
Palestinians and their
everyday suppresson. We
did not want terrorism, be it
Idamicandsuicida or military
and uniformed and high-tech;
we do not accept the poverty
of half the world; we do not
want fortresses and barracks
around Europe, we will not
succumb to racism and
ethnicism. Neither the
September 11 crime nor the
imminentheroicsof NATOIN
theHinduKush, shouldturnan
activemovementfor changing
the world into uncritical and
aimlessretiring lot calling for
peaceand quiet andareturnto
the day before.

The ‘humanitarian’ and
‘peace’ movement is not the
right response to today’s
stuation. Buttheinfluenceof
this movement, particularly
among ordinary people in
western society - because of
peopl€ sbeliefinnon-violence,
humanism and their
spontaneous sense of caution
- is extremely widespread.
ThispodtioncondemnsUSA’'s
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interventioninAfghanistan, but
shirksitsresponsibility tofight
Taiban's rule. It condemns
racismandincitement against
Modemsbut doesnot seeany
reason to put pressure on the
USA and Israel in defence of
the people of Paegtine. This
position wishes Jack Straw
success in his trip to Iran so
that hopefully this pole of
Idamicterrorismcanbetamed
and pacified, despite the fact
thatthispolicy strengthensthe
rule of these wolves over the
peoplein Iran. Thisposition
defends the civil rights of
Moslems in European
countries, but in order to
prevent ‘tension’ rejects and
opposes criticism of the
Idamicveil and lack of rights
of womeninldamandldamic
communities. This position
appeda stoal toback off andto
leave the dituation as it was
before. If thismovement goes
to dominate the minds and
actionsof discontentedpeople,
then civilised humanity will
leave the stage to Western
and Eagternterrorigts. If there
is to be a future, it isin the
formation of an active,
progressive and freedom-
lovingpolicy attheforefront of
thepeopl€ sranks. Thisisthe
duty of communists. New
communists. Marx’s
communists. Thisisour task.

Inpart 111, | will dedl withthe
fundamentals of an active
policy against the war of
terrorists. But it is necessary
to briefly address the most
pressingissueof theday, which
istheUSA’simminent attack
onAfghanistan. 99 percent of
the people of the world know
and can clearly explain why
USA’s military attack on
Afghanistan and even the

arest and or killing of Bin
Laden which is the declared
aimof thisoperationandseems
technically very improbable,
not only doesn’t diminish the
danger of Idamic terrorism
against America and Britain
but rather grestly increasesit.
Itisvery clear that theUSand
British governments are
themsalvesaware of thisfact.
But they seem to regard a
Hollywood or James Bond
adventureessier tofeedtothe
people. A madlonemillionaire
or gangster inaremote part of
theworld- Saddam, Milosevic,
Bin Laden etc. - intends to
destroy the civilization and
American heroes are sent off
to save the world. But their
own analyses shows that
political 1dam and Islamic
terrorism does not have a
central headquarters, unified
command and an hierarchical
organisation; it is an
international movement made
up of government agencies
and circles, various
organisations, networks and
circles, which are weaved
together in aseries of officia
and unofficial relations, asan
undergroundmovement, with
extensive degree of initiative
a the loca leve. For the
Wedt, entering Afghanistanis
thestart of awider military and
political campaign. Capturing
or killing Bin Laden and the
accomplishment of somekind
of USrevengewouldnaturally
reduce the urgency of further
military operationsfor theUS
adminigtration and cam the
Americandomesticsceneuntil
andonly until thenext Idamic
terrorist attack. But thisis a
small stepinawider, military
andpaliticd moveintheMiddle
East, whoseeventua extentis
not yet reveded. In the fina

anaysis, thisis a show down
withpolitical Iam, thatisthe
reactionary movementthat the
West itself found in the
peripherasof MiddleEastern
society andbroughttothefore
to confront the emerging L eft
in the developing capitalisms
of thesecountriesaswdll asto
pressurise the Eastern bloc.
This power struggle could
remain limited, but dueto the
un-centralised and extremist
nature of political Idam and
Idamic terrorism, it is more
likelythatitwill leadtoamore
fundamental and total
confrontation. However,
political Idam cannot survive
in the Middle East without
Western support, let donein
aconfrontationwiththeWest.
So far, the intengification of
the battle between secularists
and Idamistsin Pakistan and
therevival of Khatamitesand
theresumptionand escalation
of factional infighting within
the Iran’sIdamic rulersisan
indication that the battle
betweentheWestand political
Islam could act asadetonator
for serious changes in the
balance of power within the
bourgeois factions in Middle
East to the disadvantage of
Idamists.

What could be said about the
America’'s attack on
Afghanistan? |s ‘Hands off
Afghanistan!” a progressive
and principled position? The
people of Afghanistan and its
opposition will tell you
otherwise. The prospect of
Tdliban’sdownfal, agang of
murderers and drug dedlers,
has spurred political forcesin
Afghanistan. Thedemandfor
theoverthrow of theTdibanis
a humane and progressive
demand. We must not allow

thel egitimateandjustoppogtion
to American militarism to be
interpreted as leaving
Afghanigtan in the hands of
Taliban. This is one living
example of the incorrectness
andinsufficiency of thecall for
cam and the defence of the
status quo. The people of
Afghanistanhavebeenwaiting
for a lifetime for Taiban's
downfall. No doubt, the US
will not enter Afghanistanfor
the liberation of that country.
They brought the Taliban to
power. This time they may
weaken it but de facto accept
its existence. They have
promised (the Pakistan ruler)
Gen. Musharraf that the next
governmentof Afghanistanwill
beto Pakistan'sliking. They
are to remove these beasts
and replace them with others
from the same breed. The
principled position is the
participateinoverthrowingthe
Taliban shoulder to shoulder
withthepeopleof Afghanistan
andtheprogressiveopposition,
and fighting for the
establishment of agovernment
elected by the people of that
country. Thismust beimposed
on the West, USA and the
United Nations. Any attack
by theUSforcesand itsallies
agang civiliansinAfghanistan
and the destruction of cities,
villages, infrastructures and
people's livelihood must be
condemned. Any attempt to
impose another gang on the
peopleof Afghanistanthrough
whedinganddealingsbetween
USA, Pakigtan, Iran and any
other stateiscondemned. But
the overthrow of Taliban by
foreign armiesis not in itself
condemnable. Taibanisnota
legitimate government in
Afghanistan. It must be
overthrown. The question is
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the government that is to
replace it and the guarantee
that thepeopleof Afghanistan
must haveregardingtheir right
and opportunity to decide the
politica syseminther country.

Part Three The
Demiseof
Political Idam

Outsidetoday’ stwoopposing
reactionary poles - the
militarismof USand Western
governments on the one hand
andthecampof political ISam
andldamicterroristgroupson
theother - theprevailingclimate
for themagjority of theworld's
humanitarians and peace-
loversisone of apprehension
andtrepidation. Itisaclimate
of despair. Everyone is
anxiousaboutthedeteriorating
Stuation—theescaationof an
insane terroristrace, thekilling
and flight of hundreds of
thousandsof innocent Afghan
people, chemica andbiologica
attacksin the west, apolitical
eruption in Pekistan, ‘laptop’
atomic bombsfaling into the
handsof political adventurers,
religious fanatics and
internationa criminals, ‘the
USA’s new war’ and a new
phaseinglobal bloodlettingon
ascaethat only the USA has
been and is capable of. The
dogans and protests of the
world’'s decent people has
been mainly focused on
maintaining the status quo
(stopping the US attack on
Afghanistanorreturningtothe
pre-September 11 stuation).
Thisisahumanity, which has
no hopefor abetter future. At
best,itcalsforcam. Itwishes
to avoid bombs, war and
violence. A humanity that

despite its naive, duped and
docile daily image knowsthe
brutal and heinous nature of
themonstersthat haveentered
thiswar - political 1dam and
USmilitarism. A humanity that
smply wantstoavoidthenext
catastrophe a any cost. The
dominantpolicywithinthewide
spectrumof forcesthat oppose
thewar (andthisincludesrelics
of margina Left groups in
Europe, which prior to
September 11, wouldnotagree
to anything lessthana‘world
revolution’)istocal forcam,
to attempt to halt the current
trends and to return to before
September 11. Pacifismisthe
dominant tendency in the
resstance movement. And
this is an extremely harmful
policy that not only does not
prevent the next disastersand
itsconsequences, but actualy
guaranteestheir taking place.

The pacifist policy and
concentrating on the military
and armed aspects of the
confrontation and theensuing
physicd violenceactualy does
harm since it causes politica
paralysis in people. The
condition for preventing this
terrorist race and thiswave of
explosions, destruction and
massmurder that they havein
store for us is people's
intervention in Europe,
America, theMiddleEastand
the so-cdled Third World in
the real political processes
behind these events - a
participationbasedonanactive
and positive agenda. If this
happens, the future does not
have to be bleak.

Itisnecessary tounearththese
political trendsand factsfrom
beneath the war propaganda.

Behind the Official
Propaganda: Terrorism
and Palitical Idam

| do not think that anyone,
evenintheUSarmy, believes
the story that the September
11 atrocity was the work of a
fanaticd group taking orders
from someone called Osama
BinLadeninAfghanistanwho
hasapersond andblindenmity
with the USA, ‘democracy’
and the American ‘way of
life'. Thewestern mediaare
ing stent that thisincident was
not ‘the work of Modems
andhasnotemergedfrom’the
teachings of the Koran'.
Seasoned journalists are
careful not to make any
reference to Israel and the
Palestinianquestion. They say
linkingthePd estinianquestion
to this terrorist attack would
meanconcedingthatthisaction
hasbeeningrumenta inmaking
the West pay attention to the
Pal estinian guestion.
Consequently, instead of
political ISamand|sradl, they
point us to Bin Laden and
Afghanistan. TheUSA’swar
withTalibaninAfghanistanis
an important event with long
lasting consequences for the
region and the world. This
war will definitely affect the
future of palitical Idam and
eventhe Palestinian question.
It hasnothing to do, however,
with capturing and punishing
the perpetratorsof September
11 and will even increase the
possibility of terrorist actions
against theWest (1 will return
tothisissue).

Idamic terrorism is a fact of
our times. This terrorism is
oneofthemainpillarsof political
Idam’s strategy. Political
Idamisareactionary regiond,

andnow globa,movementthat
is nourished by the West and
Israel’s historical injustice
toward Arabsand specificaly
the people of Paestine. The
statelessness of Palestinians
and the oppression of the
Palestinian people by Isradl
and its Western dlies are a
main source of hatred for the
West and the USA in the
MiddleEast. Moreimportantly,
the Palestinian question and
theUSA andWest' scontinued
unwavering support for Israel
against the Arabs both during
and after the Cold War have
created a huge economic,
cultural and psychological rift
between the people of the
Middle East and the West.
Buttheability of politica Idam
to shift from the margins of
Middle Eastern societies into
the mainstream and to
capitaliseonthisdiscontentin
its endeavour for political
power is al directly owed to
the West and USA. Politica
Idamasacrimina movement
withawidespread power base
isthecreation of theWestand
USA. They have created this
mongter and unleashed it on
the people of the Middle East
and now the world. Political
Islam was the West's tool
during the Cold War against
Russia and against the
emerging labour and Left
movementsandrevolutionsin
many countries of theregion.
It was a means of preventing
the Left fromtaking power in
the region after nationalist
governments reached an
impasse during the *70s and
*80s. ThePdegtinianquestion
and the existence of Idamic
governmentsintheMiddlieEast
arethepillarsandfoundations
of Idamic terrorism. Any
popular progressiveandactive



September 11, 2002

8

policy must begin from this
very point;

1) Resolving the Palestinian
question. This historical
problemmustberesolved. The
Palestinian people must have
their own independent state.
We must force Western
governments and the USA to
endtheir one-sided supportfor
Israel. Israel must be
compelledtoaccept peaceand
Pd estinianindependence. The
resolution of the Palestinian
guestionisthemostimportant
eementinconfrontingpolitica
Idam and Idamic terrorism
andisoneof themain aspects
of a progressive and active
agendainthecurrent situation.

2) The West must end its
reactionary supportforidamic
and backward governments
and various parties in the
Islamic movement in the
MiddleEast. WithoutWestern
backing, theldamicregimeof
Iran would not have come to
power or remained in power.
Without the West's support,
the assorted sheikhs in Saudi
Arabia and large and small
emirates would not maintain
their brutd andreactionaryrule
and their system of davery.
Without the West's support,
not only Taliban but aso the
preceding groups of Modem
Mujahedin could not have
turned Afghanistan into an
immense human tragedy. If
theWedt’ smilitary, diplométic
andpolitica supportforidamic
movements were to end, the
people of the region would
quickly overthrow these
governments. The demand to
overthrow Islamic
governments and to prevent
dealingandwhedingbetween
Western governments and

USA with these reactionary
governments must be another
important aspect of the anti-
terrorist platform of any
progressive and popular
movement.

3) The economic sanctions
againstthepeopleof Iragmust
end. The suffering of the
people of Iraq has turned this
intothe2™ Palestinianquestion
in the minds of the people of
theregion. Itisaliving proof of
Western and US terrorism in
theMiddleEast. Theeconomic
sanctions have helped
perpetuate the reactionary
Iragi government and pushed
back the people of Irag away
from politicsto adaily battle
for physical surviva. The
struggleforanendtoeconomic
sanctions against Iraq is
another vital element in a
progressive platform against
ISamicterrorism.

4) We must actively defend
secularism in Moslem-
inhabited countries and in
Islamic and Islam-ridden
communities in Western
countries themselves. The
shameful idea of cultural
relativism (leaving people a
the mercy of ‘their own
culture’) and the systematic
andtheorisedfailuretodefend
people’s, particularly
women's, civil and human
rights in these countries and
communities, havegivenafree
hand to political Islam to
intimidatepeopleandincitethe
youth. Universal human and
civil rightsmust bethestandard
and any compromise with
religion and reactionary
religiousruleto the detriment
of human rights must be
condemned.

Idamic terrorism is aredlity.
Terrorism is not the work of
Modems, but itistheofficia
policy of the Islamic
movement. Thisisaphoney
movement crested by theWest
inthecontext of theCold War
andamidst ananti-communist
confrontationwithworkersand
freedom-loversinthe Middle
East. It is aweak and frail
movement. It does not enjoy
serious moral and political
support in the region’s major
countries. Itisout of stepwith
the region’s socia redities.
Without the West's support,
political Islam would be
defeated by socialism and
secularism in the region. In
Iran, which like Palestine is
oneof themain sceneswhere
thefateof political Idam shall
be seded, the demise and
downfal of political ISamhas

already began.

In the Next Part

The US war in the region,
which has started in
Afghanistan is not a war
against terrorism, since it not
only does not address any of
the conditions necessary to
fight terrorism (which |
referredto earlier), butit even
relies on sections of that very
Islamic movement.
Nonetheless, in my opinion,
the USA has entered into a
confrontation with political
Idam. Thisisapower sruggle.
Thisconflictwill logicalylead
to the weskening of political
Isam. But theobjectiveof the
West isnot the éimination of
political Idam. It rather seeks
to weaken it, tame it and
remould its ranks in order to
createanew equilibrium. The
war in Afghanistan is about
redefining the West's

relationship with political
Idam. We must break this
framework andthwartthisnew
reactionary aliance. Wemust
pursue our own independent
policy for riddingtheregionof
this reactionary force much
morerigorousy under thenew
conditions.

* Thepacifist positiondoesnot
seethisnew conflict between
the West and political 1dam,
does not recognise its
importance for the people of
Middle East who have been
victims of this reactionary
movement and for future
political developments. The
pacifist rank shirks its
responsibility towards these
redlities. We must take our
criticism of this pacifist and
cautious position into the
popular movement against
terrorismandmilitarism.

* Because of the globd and
historical dimensions of this
confrontation, theideol ogical
and psychological
characteristics of the people
of worldtoday, particularly in
the West, are very different
from the period of the attack
on lrag and even Yugodavia
With  people’s mass
participationinpoliticsandcivil
struggles, US militarism will
come out of this conflict
politically weakened. Withthe
active intervention of
progressiveforces, thecurrent
conflict which is itself about
aspectsof thenewworldorder
after the fall of the Soviet
Union, can turn into a mass
critique of this entire notion,
re-examining the USA
superpower status and its
continuedmilitary intimidation
of theworld. Fromthepoint of
view of freedomand equality,
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thisisamuchmoreimportant
debate than the future of
politica Idam.

Part Four:
After
Afghanigan

Afghanistan: War or Aerial
Terrorism?

There is no war in
Afghanistan. War logicaly
requires at least two sides.
Whatiscurrently takingplace
is the USA’s bombing of
Afghanistan. Inthisnewfound
tactic of the world’'s sole
superpower and self-
gppointedinternationd sheriff,
terror and intimidation on a
mass scale have formally
replacedwar. After Vietnam,
it has been decided that
American society is not to
witness any more soldiers
returning in body bags from
far away battlefields. The
pricefor thiswill now haveto
be paid by the unlucky
civilians of that wretched
country which, in the half-
baked theories of Dr.
Strangel oves at the National
Security Council and the US
State Department, is now
deemed to be the bastion of
the USA’slatest arch enemy
and the newest leader of the
‘Evil Empire’. Thecasualties
that the US military avoids
willinsteadbetakenahundred
times over from innocent
civilians who are barely
scrapingalivinginatypically
poor and margind country of
theworld. Oneday, itisthe
Iragi people who hit the
jackpot; another day it is
Yugoslavia, Libya or
Afghanistan. In the cover of

darkness, fromhigh-flyingout-
of-reach planes and from
warships and submarines
tucked away in far away
oceans, they hurl tens of
thousands of tons of bombs
andmissilesat peopleandtheir
cities. They boast that they will
send the pounded country
‘back to the stone age,’” and
yetthey insist that themorally
‘smart’” American bombs are
programmed to only hit the
guilty. Theaimistointimidate;
tointimidatethewholesociety;
to rule by fear - fear of death
and displacement, fear of total
destruction of a whole
economy and civil society; to
the point where society is
paralysed and resistance
becomesimpossible. Today,
theUSgroundtroopsareonly
thehoundsthat aretobringthe
lifeless prey back after the
shooting ends and the dust
Settles.

No one can condemn a
declaration of war on the
Taliban — even if it is by the
USA and West. The Tdiban
must go and can only be
removed by force and by
military action. The enmity
between the West and the
Talibanismuch preferableto
their hitherto friendship. No
onewill tandintheway of the
removal of murderers who
werefirstingalledby theWest
itself. Butthereisadifference
between war and terror. The
US and UK actions in
Afghanistan are terrorism.
The bombing of cities and
residential areas must be
condemned and stopped.
Worthless myths about the
Tdiban’ smilitary prowessand
Afghanistan’s history of
bringing superpowersto their
kneesonly reinforce and feed

into US and UK terrorist
methods. The Afghan
Mujahedin was merely a
facade for the West and the
USA in their war againgt the
SovietUnion. TheTdibanisa
criminal drug gang that was
created by the West with the
assistance of Pakistan and
Saudi Arabia. They can turn
their switch off and remove
themwithinweeks. But aerid
terrorism is safer, more
Spectacular, morefitting for a
superpower, and more likely
to teach the discontented
peopleof theworldalessonin
the virtues of obedience. We
must oppose these inhumane
methods.

From Taliban to Palitical
Islam

The US and UK action in
Afghanistan, evenifitleadsto
the downfall of the Tdiban
and Bin Laden’s death, will
not diminish the threats of
Idamic terrorism against the
West; it will escalate it.
Western leaders are fully
awareof thisandevenpublicly
warn citizens. However, the
choice of Afghanistan as the
first theatre for the US
‘revenge’ for the September
11 atrocity has two
fundamental reasons.

Firstly, even if the USA
concedesthat Idamicterrorism
and theanti-Western hatred it
nurtures on is a political
problem with a political
solution, itdoesnot seeasolely
political response to such a
huge physical and military
attack inside the US on
September 11 as a sufficient
and satisfactory response.
Militarismispartandparcel of
theofficid ideologyintheUSA

andafoundationof itsidentity
asasuperpower. Thus, tothe
US government, an attack on
the USA can only be
appropriately answered with
an attack on someone ese,
somewheredse. FortheUSA,
only a military response can
‘avenge’ September 11,
irrespective of the roots and
causes of political Idam and
Idamicterrorism. Thismilitary
action must be hugeand must
represent the ‘wrath and
power’ of the USA; it must
displayitsruthlessness. A huge
military action, however,
requires alarge theatre. War
needs a battlefield.
Afghanistan has not been
chosen because Bin Laden is
there, on the contrary, Bin
Laden has been chosen
because heisin Afghanistan.
Therearemany likeBinL aden,
headsof [Idamicterrorismwho
liveopenly or clandestingly in
Iran, Britain, France, Egypt,
Pakistan, L ebanon, Palestine,
Chechnya and Bosnia. The
ideathat Idamicterrorismhas
a pyramid structure and a
defined hierarchy with Bin
Laden at thetopisridiculous.
Who believes that [Iranian
Ayatollah] Khamanei hasbeen
working under Bin Laden in
this terrorist hierarchy? The
key is Afghanistan, a land
that can bethe sceneof ahuge
military action. Afghanistanis
the only possible theatre for
‘USrevenge onthe massive
andfrighteningscalepromised
by the US administration.
Today, thereisnosuchmilitary
target area  outside
Afghanistan. And even here,
Western leaders complain of
the lack of tall buildings and
large bridgesto destroy.

Secondly, as we said in part
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I11,whatisbeingsettledbehind
the conflict with the Taliban
and Bin Laden is the
relationship and baance of
power between the USA and
theWest withpolitical Idam.
‘The long war against
terrorism’ is the code name
forashow downwithpolitica
Idam. FromtheUSA’ spoint
of view, itisapower struggle,
which must sooner or later
define the more lasting
characterigticsof anewworld
order afterthefal of theSoviet
Union. Political Idam, aby-
product of the Cold War, has
emerged as a bourgeois
contender for political power
in Middle Eastern countries
as well as in ‘Islamic’
communitieswithin Western
societies. Thisforceis either
in power or has significant
political leverage in parts of
the world, e.g. in significant
countries like lran and
Pakigtan. It isaplayer in the
fight over the future of
Paestine and Isradl. In the
former Soviet Republics, itis
making mischief close to
sendtivenuclear arsends. In
the West, thanks to Saudi
Arabid s money, loca dtate
subsidies and the corrupt
ideology of culturd relativiam,
it is recruiting the youth in
Idam-ridden areasin droves.
For the Wedt, this politica
Idamisnolongerthetool and
the puppet that served them
well inthecontainment of the
Soviet Union, in preventing
theLeft fromtaking power in
theanti-monarchy revolution
of Iran, and in creating
problemsfor Arafat and Arab
nationalism. Now, this
creatureismoreambitious. It
has its own agenda. It has
come out from under the
West's patronage. And on

September 11, from the US
point of view, political 1Idam
went one step too far. A
terrorist attack of thisscaein
the heart of the USA set off
thisinevitablepower struggle.
These events are essentialy
momentsand stagesof apower
struggle betweenthe USA (&
the West) and political Idam.
FromtheUSA’ spointof view,
thisisagtruggle with Idamic
states, Idamic partiesand the
entire political Islamic
movement. TheTalibanisthe
weakest, most vulnerableand
most hollow symboal of palitical
Idam’s power in the Middle
Eastand consequently themost
suitable point of entry to a
comprehensive power
struggle. The USA’s victory
inAfghani standoesnot affect,
militarily and practicaly, the
foundationsof palitical Idam’s
power. They know this. The
main centres of power are
primarilyinlran, Saudi Arabia
andinldamicorganisationsin
Egypt, Lebanonand Palestine.
This is, however, a power
struggle, and not a life and
death battle. Afghanistan is
the only arena, at least in the
current framework of the
world, where there could in
fact be a military conflict
betweentheUSA andpoalitica
Idam. It is the only arena
where ‘the long war against
terroris’ can begin with a
dramatic and spectacular
military actionwithout causing
total havoc.

Thisis a Palitical Conflict

‘Thelong war withterrorism’
is actualy a power struggle
betweentheUSA andpoalitica
Idam. After Afghanistan, the
confrontationwill beessentidly
political, even if both sides

occasionally turn to specific
military and terrorist actions.
The USA’s objective in this
warisnottodiminatepolitica
Idam. Contrary to the self-
congratul atory propagandaof
theso-calledReformist faction
in Iran, it is not the political
skillsof Mr. Khatami that has
‘saved Iran from
bombardment’. Anattack on
Iran and such a bombing
campaignagai nstthat country
is not part of the West’s
agendaat all. The notion that
theUSA will enterintomilitary
conflicts with country after
country accordingtothelist of
those it has once labelled
terrorist is extraordinarily
superficial. The USA’s
objectiveinthisshowdownis
neither to eliminate politica
Isam nor even to overthrow
Islamic governments, but
rather to impose its own
politica hegemony anddefine
the rules of the game. From
the USA’ s paint of view, the
Idamicmovement mustknow
itsboundaries. Itmustlimitits
fieldof operationtotheregion,
understand itsown placeand
recognise the USA’s specid
position. Notonly canldamic
governmentsremaininpower,
but dsoeventerrorismisgtill
permissible on the condition
that its victims are the
communists and the Left in
Iran, Afghanistan, Pakistan
and Turkey. But an attack on
Americansoil isgoingtoofar.
The USA wants to take this
lessonandthisequilibriumto
theMiddle East.

Thisis a power struggle and
notaconfrontationover Idam,
liberalism, Western
democracy, freedom,
civilisation, security or
terrorism. This is a battle

between the US superpower
and a regional political
movementwithaglobal reach,
whichiscontendingfor power
in the Middle East. It is a
struggle for defining spheres
of influence and political
hegemony. The West does
notintendtoestablishWestern
democracies in the Middle
East. TheUSA, Pakistan, Iran
and a whole bunch of other
reactionariesintheregion are
aready busy plottingtoimpose
another despotic and
backwardregimeonthepeople
of Afghanistan. Iran, Saudi
Arabia, Pakistan and the Gulf
Emirates,themost reactionary
regimesintheworldtoday, are
openly or tacitly onthesideof
theWestinthisconflict. Even
if Idamicgovernmentsfall,the
preferred aternative of the
West will be the local and
regional Right wing and
reactionary parties, military
juntas and police Sates.

The USA Does Not Make
History

But the West does not
determine the future. The
current US policy and actions
will inevitably shatter the
present political frameworkin
the Middle East, but other
forces will determine the
dternative relations that will
take shape. Undoubtedly, the
confrontation between the
West and political Idam will
weakentheldamicmovement,
Idamic parties and Idamic
governments. But this
confrontation does not take
place on an empty stage. The
Middle East, liketheWes, is
the scene of a confrontation
between socid movements
that have existed prior to the
conflict between Western
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bourgeoisesandpoalitica Idam
andwhichhaveshgpedpoalitica
developmentsin all societies.
The West’'s conflict with
political Islam, despite its
importance, is not the engine
andthemovingforceof higtory.
On the contrary, it is itself
placedwithinthishistoryandis
definedbyit. Theconflictover
thenew world order hasmore
important players. Social
classes and their political
movements, whether in the
West or the Middle Eadt, are
facing each other over the
political,economicandcultura

futureof theworld. Itisthese
movementsthatwill determine
thefinal courseof theseevents,
irrespective of the current
designs and demands of
Western statesmen and the
leadersof political Idam.

As far asthe Middle East is
concerned, even if the West
aimsatameremarginal retreat
of political Idamanddefinition
of a new framework for
coexistence, the secular,
Socialist and progressive
movementsin the region will
nevertheless cometo thefore

in these new conditions. For
example,inmy view, political
Idam will be overthrown in
Iran, not because the West
pursuessuch an objective, but
rather because the people of
Iran and the worker-
communistmovement at their
headwill overthrowtheldamic
Republic. The defeat of the
Idamic Republic will be the
biggestblowtopoalitica Idam.
If the resolution of the
Palestinian question is the
preconditionfor removingthe
paliticd,intellectud andculturd
sources of the growth of

political 1dam, the defeat of
theldamicRepublicinlranis
a precondition for smashing
political Iamasamovement
aspiring for political power in
the Middle East. Without the
Islamic Republic of Iran,
political 1am will become a
margind andsterileopposition
intheMiddle East.

Theaboveisaseveral part article
first published in International
Weekly 12 October - 26 Novermber
2001 in Persian. The English
verson is a reprint from WPI
Briefing (Wwww.wpibriefing.com).

Sunderland, UK:
Hundreds Protest Racis Murder
Asylum Seeker

Angry crowds attended a
raly in Sunderland, UK on
30 August to protest the
stabbing to death on 28
August of anlranianasylum
seeker, Payman Bahmani.
Payman was attacked by a
group of racists, receiving
stab woundsto hisheart. He
later diedinhospital. Hewas
28 yearsold.

Speaking at the
demondtrationinSunderland,
Saeed Arman, director of
thelnternational Federation
of Iranian Refugees (IFIR)
- UK Office, said:

‘“When one and a half years
ago, another asylum seeker
was wounded in a similar
racist attack in Sunderland,
we said this must be taken
asawarning of morehorrific
attacksto come. Weblamed

not only the immediate
perpetrators - the racist
criminals - but also the anti-
asylum policies of the
government and the hate
campaign by some sections
of the media. We said
thesepolices and the
scapegoating of asylum
seekerswould only play into
the hands of racists. The
tragic loss today of Payman
isoneresult of those policies
and that smear campaign.’

. This was a
premeditated, racially
motivated attack and must
be treated as such. Payman
had received abuse and
threats from racists several
days before the attack;

. All racist threats on
the lives of asylum seekers

must be treated and
investigated as serious
criminal offences. Thepolice
isresponsibleto providefull
protection to asylum seekers
andtheir familiesfromracist
attacks. Any police
negligenceinthehandling of
the reported threats on the
life of Payman prior to the
attack must be investigated
by an independent enquiry.
Asylumseekersandrefugees
have the right to live and
work in the UK without the
constant fear of attack by
racists and fascists,

. The discriminatory
policy of forced dispersal of
asylum seekers must be
stopped. Asylum seekers
have not committed a crime
by seeking asylum. Like all
citizens, they must enjoy the
right to choose freely where

of Iranian

they want to live, in safety,
while  their  asylum
applications are being
processed;

. Asylum seekers from
Iran and other countries
plagued by the menace of
political Idammustbegranted
immediateasylum.

The IFIR-UK Branch office
will continueitsfight for the
protection of the right to
asylum and to put an end to
al racist threats and attacks
on asylum seekers. We
condemn this brutal attack
and offer our sincere
condolencesto the bereaved
family andfriendsof Payman
Bahmani. Payman will not
be forgotten!
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JOIN IFIR

* | wish to join the International Federation of Iranian Refugees (IFIR) as:

__ Member (£25.00 p.a.)___ Affiliated Group (£100.00 p.a.)
* | wishto makeadonationof: £ | wish to subscribe to Hambastegi English or Iran Monitor: __ (£50.00 p.a.)

Name: E-mail:
Address:

Please make cheques payabl e to the I nternational Federation of Iranian Refugees and mail to P. O. Box 27236, London
N11 2ZF.

* | wish to make a standing order:

To: The Manager of (your Bank)

(Address of your Bank)

Please pay the International Federation of Iranian Refugees (IFIR) the sum of £ each month / quarter

/ year (delete as appropriate) until further notice and debit my Account no: Sort Code:
starting on (date):

Name: Address:
Signature:

[FOR OFFICE USE ONLY] To: International Federation of Iranian Refugees, LIoyds TSB bank plc. Sort Code:
30-99-86, account no. 0057223.

|FIR Country Directors |FIRExecutiveCommittee

Maryam Namazie, Executive Director
Australia: Arsalan Nazeri, Tel: +61 401005422, Siamak Amjadi, Rebwar Arif, Farshad Hoseini,

ifir@iprimus.com.au; Azer baijan: Hassan Dadbar, Tel: Kevvan Javid. Mehrnoush Moosavi. Ramin
+994503246259, ifirbaku@yahoo.com; Belgium: Hossein Niegkan Nasrin’Ramzan i '

Pesh Ehsan, Tel: + 32478904 163, ifirbe@hotmail .com;
Canada: Siamak Amjadi, Siamak_Amjadi @Y ahoo.Cg;

Denmark: Mahmoud Gasvini, Tel: +45 2049 3098, . :
nahid@mail.danbbs.dk; England: Saeed Arman, Tel: VISIt IFI R Sltefor IateSt
+447931866985, s.arman@ukonline.co.uk; Finland: Amir international ref ugee news,
Tavakoli, Tel: +358405821776, tavakoli @hotmail.com; .

Germany: Nasrin Ramzanali, Tel: +49 172 5350946, urgent actions and press
ifirgermany@web.de; Greece: Surush Naurasi, .
+31619766998, ifir@ukonline.co.uk; | ndia; AbbasRezai rel €ases. )

and Ghafor Zareen, +31619766998, ifir@ukonline.co.uk; WWW. hambas[eg| .0rg

Norway: Ghafar Gholamveysi, Tel: +47 40851738,
ghafar@chello.no; Sweden: Esmaeil Moloodi, Tel: +46
704920349, ifrs@hotmail.com; Switzer land: Mahmood
Rahbary, Tel.+41787957581, m_rahbary@hotmail.com;
Turkey: Morad Shaikh, +31619766998,
ifir@ukonline.co.uk; United States; Afsaneh Rahimi,

Editor: MaryanNamazie

E-mail: ifir@ukonline.co.uk

Tel: +44 7730 107 337; Fax: +44 8701351303
P.O. Box 27236, London N11 2ZF, England

Tel: +13104131578, RahimiA2000@yahoo.com www.hambastegi.org




