Dear Reha:

Pirst I wish to congratulate you on your proposed

Introduction to the A-A pamphlet which I do hope will go to press
yery soon:t it is of the essence it be off the press at the very
time we have discussiorsof Perspective for N&L Constitutional
Convention,

At the same time, please permit me to mi criticize you for
the timing not only hecause you took altogether too long a period
before meeting the deadline we had agreed on last year, but also
because @S, by the time you did it, I was on the most extensive
and exhaustive 2§ mo. tour on nothing less important than the -
100th enniversary of Marx's death as"new birth-time of history"
for our age. In a word, TIMING is not only of the essence for
past and present but future. So, please do follow STRICT ADHERENCE
70 TIMING now s0 that both the W Iranlian perspectives and ours
merges in a way that internationalism and revelution nationalism
mergs in the manner in which they did in Luxemburg in the way she
was both Polish and German and world revolutionary in her activities

in _the concrate.

Now then all I think that your Intmoduction needs is a
matter of a few changes in style so that, gt once,you get the
ew , the relevant in both what you are say Tor Iran and for.
why you reprings at this time., Perhaps you can even include, at =
- end, even 1f only in a footnote,a reference to CIRA conf. without, -
- however, an approval, just that it happened and I did speax there =~ -
and Marxist-Humanism wae present., Thus, note that on p. Xk , lst par.
I suggested the lst lines be bhow concretely 3rd world: IR N
o ' We are presently, |-
--the 4th year since the 1979 franian revolution-~in the year of .the"
Marx centenary. ~Because this is'no mere coincidence; rather it is. . ..
- the year when, findlly, KRR x*s_Marxism can be seen as a todl
for it is only now that whe works of his last decade BB turned to '
.what we now call The Third World in his Ethnological Notebooks. 'I% is |
‘1gt now that we can se~ ‘that Liarx mmmse kept working out his whole
life. as a revolutionary........ask ourselvess why is it that we - - :
let Khomeini usurp that spontaneous revolt as if he,Khomeini, was:
that expression of elemenyal revolt of the masses for freedom? -

For the 2nd par.of p. 1, outside of underlining the word,
process, and adding the word that liberals are the ones who very
nearly automatically translates technological backwardness as
“backwardness of the masses", I propose only the extension of the
last sentencek after you mention A-A pamphlet to say:

which was‘ :

written at the start of the 3rd world revolutions and is even more:

relevant toda{ than in the 1980s. Then it was a warning where these.
&

revolutions might end without a philosophy of revolution, Now that'
warning is both tragic fact gnd indication of how we can begin anew,
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For your p,2., I again only extended last sentence of par.1,
after you mention RL, WL, KM, SR thus:
Makes it what she calls a
"Trilogy of Revoluticn" for our age which began as a movement from
actice to theory which was itself a form of theory with 1ts new
' ¥§VEI¥E'Ih proEuc%ion (Automation), in cognition (in Easbt Europe
egpscially, but also in Latin Americae and Africa and Asis =g well

a8 in the Black revolts in the US itself] and is now challenging
both fost-Marx Marxists and all theoreticians to rise to the point

of philgsophy, : : .

And 1n par.2 I simply changed the word, "discovery" to
"working out" the ramifications of the 1905 Ruskian-Polish revoiutions
ub the Bast,esp.Iran which was then called Perkia.

On p.J I simply tried to shown itm both by buttiné,out 1t
sentence on 1959 publ, so that the par.at once begins with
What BD saw in 3rd World, and while extending in 2nd. par. on

Marx's Marxism the phrace: :
that makes clear that poat-Marx Marxiste

had rooted themselves in a truncated Marxism since they did not
have the works of his last decade, I cut out ant&;eli the last par.

- which was mentioned in a brief phrase so that the re evance for . ‘
today and for Iran that you do well on p.4 stand out more prominently.
- not'only in p.5 as you wrote it but perhaps there you can mention @ -
~what I referred to at the start as a ref.to CIRA & my pppearance.
In a word, 1t is not the past, but its relesvance for today that:

- all. keep in mind and work out for themselves.

0.k.?
Yours,

Oy yes, I'm sending a copy to LA for Azadcar ahd@te;;,‘ the last
obviously because he is organizer & the ecause he is
. ‘being invited to center for the summer mos.to ‘participate in ..
' - preparations for Const.Conv. & opening of Perspectives discussions o
 which is when I hope yors plus translation of A-A pamphlet would be =~ .
ready also. And for you I enclose your Introd.so you can o
see what I scribbled on but is actually in this letter more

leglble.
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those two together 1is not just coincidence but rather the gquestion &
that Marx kept working out his whole life as a philosopher of revol-““%“-"""f’{

it

.‘utibn as well as one of its participants--how do we begin anew? We ‘;'w: Tow!

‘Mgss_Political Strike which drove the Shah along with nis backers, —

‘have gone through an actual revolution~--a revolution so massive, and/f

the ;t:ansi;étiofn -ja_n,t_i. pgbliqation of Raya Dunayevskaya's "Nat‘ioiig;iégf.}:

> -

al i
: o R
so persglstent in the long preparatory strikes that became a General{'.”f—% o

U'.S‘."ini'perialism. from power. Yet we are now under the whip of counter- .

revolution, one that emerged right from within the rerolution which it

turned éo'brutally to destroy. We must, therefore, seriously ask ours
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The author of this pamphlet, Raya Dunayevskaya, is the
founder of Marxist~Humanism in the U.S. 1In a life time of involvement
in diverée revolutionary movements, she has completed three compre-
hensive theoretical-philosophic works on Marx's philosophy of revolu-
_tién as well as its development for our age as dialectics of liberation.

These works are: Marxism and Freedom: from 1776 to Today (1958); P hil-

osoghx and Revolution: from Hegel to Saritre and from Marx to Mao (1973)-*; 

E Ho HT
-{both republlshed this year for the Marx centenary»-andnpzwest work,

“j st off the press, Rgsa Luxemburg, Women's Liberation and Marx S P

Hwof Revolutmog,@wvﬁ&v:fdf¢w“ 5hf eatls a “1ﬁ:y522§i Z y7£ﬁ17?”

fopin et it & YN EeS T 2ot bk
_&gie.w;;T;t work oh her latest ok when th ‘Iranlan

: hRevolution began in 19?8. This led id" her d& ‘f, the ramiflc”tl

ational dimensiqn. Along with that was'an analyzs ‘of ‘the emergentﬁi
-ogreasion in her March’ 27, 1979 Political- Philosophlc Letter ;
Irann Unfoldment Lnd contradic*xons thhin the Revolution. | This




-3-

the introduction she wrote to the Farsi publlcatlon of her letters
(“Struggle Continues, What Kind of Revolution is Needed in the Battle
against the Khomeini-IRP Gounterrevolutlon°"5di3 both a summation of
the current revolutionary period of Iran as well as a perspectlve for
the future, we felt it necessary to republish it as an appendix to
this pamphlet.

The pamphlei_ugg have. ln_handqwas_ur1g¢na1ly~wr1tian_in_,
,1._95.9._.(.v:.ixmanew—Brlt1‘§H"ed1tf¢5n in..-1961) when a whole-new- Mhird-World~= ‘
ﬂaﬁ,emengigg_ggj,gf_xheﬂﬂ£po-Asian—Reve%u%&ens_againﬂx_ﬂﬂaiggn impen< 3 —
$arism. What Dunayevskaya saw in the Third World was, not geography, ‘

but new human dimensions, new forces and new passions for the recon-

| structlon of socxety, whose maturity is the exact opposite of tech-

:'nologlcal backwa”dness. Now that the first workers' state, Russia.

' had been transformed into its opposite (state- capitallsm). she

.articulated- P e pew e - o concept. of
oncretlzed ag '
—a new relatlonship between the revolution

CELL Dunayevskaya s p01nt1ng to the great passlon of our
g ”fﬁafldoes‘not want to be determined by technology and flndzng '
: .. world revolution -
that refusal -4 new poirt:of-tdeparture for /, began with her
rn to the Hegelian ro ts of Marxism which in tyrned revealed

N /%4 ﬁm—/ “MarX Ma/)w: T Al Roetel Freoppes
She had redlscovered a total phllosophy of revolutio

labor, as well as the Eastern European revolutions from unde

'o" litarianilm ‘that began\b,}yhe Ehst German uprising in 19
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the slogan "bread and freedom"”, unfurled a banner of Humanism; so

uﬁiversal a banner Bumanism that it became the characteristic of all
freedonm struggles.

The newness and profundlty of the philosophic questions

these movements raised made Dunayevskaya develop further her original

" idea that the “"movement from practice is itself a form of theory”.

. - T2edcd
The key is that the movement from practice does not reliewve Marxist

revolutionaries of theirmresponsibiliﬁes. Quite the contrary, it

was the beginning of a new stage of cognition about a human relationship
to technology that now challenged theory itself'td meet its demands,

to establish a new relationship of theory to practice.

Instead if we fail to work out a new unity between theory

and practlce. the outcome. if not outright betrayal. surely 1n1t1ates

‘ ‘a retrogression in thought that rather than releasing the creative
: : t
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_‘rewolution, and so miraculously put an end to the despotic regime of

* the Shah, armed to the teeth with the most sophisticated technological
weapons. What was even more outstanding than the overthrow of the
Shah was the flowering of creative energies of millions in the ongoing
revolution who felt themselves to be not Just muscle but the Reason
'“of revolution. The shoras that emerged at the workplaces were instru-~
ments of workers' self-emancipation, of workers control over'their lives.
It took two full years of constant state repression both with outright
force of arms and certainly always the imposition of TIslamic ideology
to transform them. That meant suppressing any initiative outside of
opposition to the Great Satan. The same‘is true for the unemployed
”'o-and student youth.who fought the regime on the barricades. It took
:nothing short of c1051ng the universities, even high schools, to make

those hotbeds of revolutlonarv activity--and aot1v1ty in this perlod
e _ new

thefextoosive 1n worker takeovers and peasant land selzurea. 1s ongo:ng*
to this day. The 500,000 women mobilizing for five full days against
ho ini were the first to make explicit the goal of the revoltlon
:”daclaring "at the dawm of freedom, we heve no freedom." The ove“.idin i
trothris that these revolutionary forces were also the ones who attempted
to‘deapen the revolution from mere overthrow of the Shah to aotual

gfra domrand naw human .relations. But what is equally true is the
'e_p:and wide gulf that separated the thought and activity of Marxist”
levolutionaries from the masses in motion: a separation that becama’”

bsolute at the high roint of the ravolution.
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ffdr the revolution. Those of us today, who have become oppressively

aWare of Khomeini's counterrevolution certainly can't reduce once again

+

- the ﬁhole preparation for revolution to strategy and tactics and plunge

'jbufselves into the indulgence of pure sloganeering--this time "Down
with Khomeini" in place of "Down with the Shah"-- as: unifying force.
‘No! The whole experience of revolution demands that we not express
‘ourselves only in terms of what we're against. What is needed is a
‘new unlfylng force on-the ground of the highpoint of the revolution.

It is true ‘that the revolution that was is no longer
'ongoing, however, the great experience of the masses in creating the
'revolutidn and taking the first breath of freedom is not going to
disappear so easily. The el emental creativity of diverse forces of
ireVoluinn--workers, youth, women, minorities (Kurd especially)--
 meant also a new consclousness of what is possible which wlll not =
Bink-into the void being created by Khomeini's counterrevolutlon. ‘At

thig mom_nt, when the objactive crises are deeper than ever and the7f

har ship of the masses more than before, that consc1ousness can

oy
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