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One of the most curious quirks of recent history is that self-proclaimed followers of the Cold
War-era ideology of Marxism are on the upswing two and a half decades after the
dissolution of the Soviet Union, and interestingly enough, they’re making on-the-ground
progress in the Mideast of all places. This may come as a surprise to casual observers who
have been convinced by the Mainstream Media that the region is only awash with religious
radicalism, which while certainly true, doesn’t fully encapsulate the whole picture of all the
extremism that’s active there nowadays. One of the more unexpected outcomes of the 2011
theater-wide Color Revolutions popularly known as the “Arab Spring” has been that armed
“Neo-Marxist” Kurdish militias eventually ended up going on the offensive against the
Syrian, Turkish, and Iranian governments, each for their own purportedly separate ‘reasons’
but in reality as part of a US-backed coordinated plan for geopolitically reengineering the
Mideast.

Syria And Turkey

Before going any further, the first thing that should be addressed is the “Neo-Marxism” label
included in the article’s title. The author drew primarily upon the stated positions
and manifesto of the Syrian PYD, which is leading the regional charge for undeclared
Kurdish separatism, in making the decision to emphasize the ideology that's driving the
region’s anti-government Kurdish militias. The PYD is a political and ethnic extremist
organization which attempts to channel Marxist thought in order to impose “democratic
confederalism” in Syria, which essentially seeks to dissolve the state through its devolution
into a complex quilt of identity-based cantons. The PYD is closely linked to the Turkish PKK,
and both organizations claim to be inspired by the late American Marxist Murray Bookchin,
who wrote extensively about what he called “decentralization”.
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In practice, however, this is pretty much indistinguishable from the political end game that
fundamentalist Marxists (“Secular Wahhabis”) aspire for, which is the elimination of the
state and its replacement with community councils and other non-traditional governing
structures. Whether or not this position truly represents conventional Marxism and more
general Leftist thought is up to those communities themselves and their various polemicists
to decide, but the labelling of the PYD and PKK as “Neo-Marxist” is due to their political
positions in advocating what the public generally conflates (whether rightly or wrongly) with

this ideology. Moreover, since they're active in the 21° century and after the Soviet
dissolution at the end of the Cold War, the prefix “Neo-“ is applied to differentiate these
organizations and their ideological strands from the ‘classical’ Marxism that was associated
(whether rightly or wrongly) with that period.
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The point here isn’t to convince anyone that the PYD and PKK are ‘Marxist’, but rather to
highlight that this is how they self-identity and to emphasize the ideological motivations
behind their militant activity.

Irag And Iran

Expanding past Syria and Turkey, one can see the influence of “Neo-Marxist” Kurdish
militant groups in Irag and Iran, too. The allied “Patriotic Union of Kurdistan”
(PUK) and Gorran opposition parties in northern Iraq’s Kurdish Regional Government, both of
which are leftist, are on friendly terms with the PKK. Barzani's ruling “Kurdish Democratic
Party” (KPD) is opposed to the PKK and Marxism, which is why it enjoys such considerable
Turkish support even though it regularly threatens to pursue ‘independence’. Interestingly,
Iran is aligned with PUK and Gorran in spite of their links to the PKK, which might be partially
attributable to Tehran looking favorably upon these groups’ hesitancy to see an
‘independent’ “Iraqi Kurdistan” in the near future and could thus also signal that Iran is
engaged in a soft proxy war with Turkey for influence (and pipelines) in the Kurdish Regional
Government.

All of the Iraqgi Kurdish groups and their affiliated militias are in support of “federalism” or
separatism to varying degrees and can generally be described as friendly to the US (the KPD
obviously much more in both cases than PUK and Gorran), but aren’t necessarily “Neo-
Marxist” in the context that the article is defining it as. Therefore, they’ll largely be excluded
from the rest of the analysis going forward, but were importantly mentioned in the first
place order to show their loose connections to the troublesome Kurdish organizations in
Syria and Turkey.

Amidst this complicated intra-lraqi Kurd drama, however, the pro-‘Israeli’ and ‘socialist’
“Kurdish Democratic Party of Iran” (KDPI) terrorist group has recently found shelter in
northern Irag and begun to periodically launch cross-border attacks against the Iranian
border forces. This organization is part of the “Congress of Nationalities for a Federal Iran”
(CNFI), an umbrella group of various ethno-religious minorities fighting against Tehran in
favor of the same broad sort of ‘political solution” as the PYD and PKK, “federalism”. This
end goal thus connects the KDPI to its Syrian and Turkish counterparts, and can even be
said to give it something in common with all of their Iraqi brethren as well, despite some of
the latter being reluctant to associate with them, whether openly or in general, due to Iran’s
understandable sensitivities.
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“Federalist” Failings And The MEK

In and of itself, there’s nothing inherently negative about federalism, nor does this political
system have any origins in Marxist thought, but the “democratic confederalism” of the PYD
and PKK and the “Identity Federalism” of the CNFI incorporate radical ideas inspired by this
ideology and popularly described as “Cultural Marxism” (whether rightly or wrongly), which
ultimately would be disastrous for the national unity of the diverse states threatened by
these initiatives if they were ever implemented.

Separate from the Syrian-Turkish-lranian nexus of Kurdish “Neo-Marxist” militant groups but
fighting for similar ideological goals in Iran is the “People’s Mujahedeen of Iran” (MEK), a
hard-core Marxist terrorist organization which was delisted a few years ago by the US State
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Department and is now recognized by Washington as a ‘legitimate opposition party’ (despite
having killed Americans in the past).

This group and the aforementioned Syrian, Turkish, and Iranian ones don’t just share a
common denominator in “Neo-Marxism”, but are also marked by the strong degree of
support that they enjoy from the US, although it must be said that they don’t all coordinate
with one another because the Kurds supposedly have a strong hate for the MEK after the
latter allegedly fought against them under Saddam Hussein in Iraq.

The US And The PKK

Even though the US formally includes the PKK on its list of terrorist organizations, Turkey
has accused it on many occasions of indirectly supporting this group through the
provisioning of material and weapons assistance to the PYD, implying that Washington is
using the Syrian Kurds as intermediaries for rendering support to their Turkish counterparts.
This isn’t unrealistic to assert since the US is nowadays opposed to President Erdogan, and
relations between Ankara and Washington have been very chilly ever since last
summer’s failed pro-American coup attempt. While it might shock some people to even
consider and will likely be met with intense skepticism in the usual alternative media
corners, the US does in fact have a serious problem with nominal NATO-member Turkey due
to Ankara’s involvement in the Russian-Iranian-Turkish Tripartite of Great Powers aimed at
bringing a gradual end to the War on Syria, which explains why it would betray its “ally” by
unleashing the unconventional weapon of Kurdish separatism against it via PYD-laundered
weapons to the PKK.

The Wahhabi-“Neo-Marxist” Geopolitical Convergence

The Hybrid War drama surrounding the Kurds occupies considerably less media attention
than Daesh, but it’s no less dangerous to the stability of the Mideast. In fact, while Daesh
has been on a years-long killing spree trying to construct an “Islamic State” in the Mideast,
the militant Kurdish organizations mentioned in this article have taken to doing
something similar and to a much lesser degree in advance of their shared objective of
creating a transnational “Kurdistan” political entity. This goal has lately manifested itself
through the intended formation of a stateless (con)federation of Kurdish communities
between Syria, Turkey, Iran, and Iraq, as per the “post-state” and “Neo-Marxist” ideology of
relevant groups in the first three aforementioned states.

As for the Iraqi Kurds, although they’re not “Neo-Marxists”, they are in support of either
“federalization” or outright separatism, and would naturally develop their own independent
relations with their other Kurdish political counterparts if they succeed in their map-
changing schemes. Even though linguistic and historical differences would likely prevent the
creation of a unified Kurdish ‘superstate’, the tangible effect of the aforementioned could
quickly lead both to the dissolution of the multiethnic states that this demographic is a part
of and the de-facto rise of a “second geopolitical ‘Israel’” in part of this space, or in other
words, a unipolar-supported polity carved out of the stolen territory of other countries. This
eventuality would naturally destroy the incipient Tripartite of Great Powers and also
symbolize the successful completion of ‘Israel’s’ 1982 Yinon Plan of manufactured state
fragmentation all along its Muslim periphery, basically ensuring that Tel Aviv becomes the
undisputed power in the Mideast.

The planned geopolitical redivision of the Mideast is nothing new for American strategists
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either, which is why Washington is so strongly in support of these organizations. Former US
Secretary of State Condoleeza Rice first spoke about the dawn of a “New Middle East” in July
2006 during ‘Israel’s’ embarrassingly failed War on Hezbollah and Lebanon, and just a
month prior, retired lieutenant colonel Ralph Peters published his “Blood
Borders” blueprint about “how a better Middle East would look”. The New York Times
followed up with a scandalous map in September 2013 showing “How 5 Countries Could
Become 14", and Stratfor founder George Friedman just released his own map highlighting
how 17 separate power centers have emerged across what are nominally 5 sovereign
countries. While the process of transnational state dissolution was catalyzed by the theater-
wide “Arab Spring” Color Revolution events and subsequent spread of Daesh, these two
American-provoked events in turn created the conditions for the militant revival of “Neo-
Marxist” regime change groups such as the MEK and geopolitical revisionist ones such as
the PYD.

(]

This means that Washington now has two powerful tools at its disposal for crafting the 21%-
century Yinon Plan of the “New Middle East”; Wahhabis and “Neo-Marxists”, both of which
are bitterly opposed to one another but nevertheless serve as complementary instruments
of American foreign policy (whether as “useful idiots” or outright proxies). It’s been long
documented by alternative media outlets how the US has wielded the weapon of
Wahhabism for over the past three decades, but comparatively less has been said about
how it misleads the world through its use of the Fake Left. In theory, Leftists are supposed to
be in support of multipolar objectives and against the Western unipolar power structure, but
that’s not necessarily the case when it comes to many well-known “Leftist” movements in
North America, Europe, and now the Mideast.

The Atlantic-Arabian Virus

The Democratic Party and much of the scattering of other supposedly leftist-oriented
organizations in the US have been co-opted by the very same establishment which they
claim to oppose. The same can be said for just about any socialist organization in the EU. As
for the Mideast, the most popular Kurdish parties have been compromised, and the CNFI and
MEK are undoubtedly Western Hybrid War proxies. All of these aforementioned groups, and
especially the ones linked to George Soros and his worldwide “protest” (riot/Color
Revolution) movements, represent the Fake Left, which shout leftist economic slogans but
have lost the leftist moral principle of geopolitical resistance to Western neo-imperialism. In
a sad twist of fate and due to their own reprehensible choices, these very same groups have
become the post-modern vanguard for the exact same world order which their Cold War
spiritual predecessors fought so valiantly to avoid.

It's not to say that every self-proclaimed Leftist organization in these three parts of the
world is “fake” (after all, the Baath Party and Syrian Socialist National Party still embody the
respectable principles associated with Cold War Leftism), but just that there are plenty of
reasonable grounds to immediately be suspicious of supposedly left-wing groups operating
in these regions nowadays. The entire US is being destabilized by the Clintonian Counter-
Revolution and its Fake Left supporters, just like the EU is being thrown into chaos by the
‘Secular Wahhabis’ who have ‘opened the gates from within’ by aiding and abetting the US’
plan to unleash ‘Weapons of Mass Migration’ against the continent. Similarly, the Mideast is
now facing the threat of regime change and geopolitical revisionism not from the failing
forces of Daesh and other Wahhabi terrorist groups, but by the hand of reinvigorated “Neo-
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Marxist” ones such as the PYD, PKK, KDPI, CNFI, and MEK. All of these groups purport to
represent the “Left” but are in reality part of the worldwide Fake Left in the service of
American interests, whether wittingly or inadvertently.

The “Leftist Civil War”

The only way to fight back against this is for the Real Left and its sincere, genuine activists
in North America, the EU, and Mideast to come out in vocal and unceasing opposition
against these Fake Leftist tools of Western neo-imperialism in order to win back the respect
of their ideology and free it from American hijacking. The US has taken over the mainstream
“leftist” narrative and is turning it into a mouthpiece of neo-imperialist propaganda, relying
on collaborators such Varoufakis, Sanders, and an army of ‘alternative media’ bloggers to
‘legitimize’ their ‘coup’. When faced with even the slightest opposition from their Real Leftist
‘comrades’ (to say nothing of average non-Leftist folks), they resort to maliciously trolling
them as “racists”, “fascists”, and/or “white supremacists” in a desperate knee-jerk reaction
designed to discredit them in the eyes of what they assume to be the ‘politically correct’
public. The whole point in doing this is to protect their narrative monopoly so that dissenting
voices don’t have a chance at swaying public opinion against the policies of the Fake Leftist
Establishment.

EPertaining to the examined topic of utilizing “Neo-Marxist” proxy armies to geopolitically
reorganize the “New Middle East”, this typically takes the form of condemning Iran’s
sovereign choice to become an Islamic Republic (the narrative promoted by MEK, KDPI, and
CNFI) and quilting the global public into accepting an “independent” or “federalized” Kurdish
state or states as a ‘reward’ for fighting Daesh. In both interconnected cases across the
combined Syrian-Turkish-Iragi-lIranian Hybrid War battlespace, misleading and oftentimes
outright false or situationally irrelevant arguments about “social rights”, “economic
equality”, and “democracy” are trotted out in order to trick unaware and/or immature well-
intentioned Leftists into supporting these Fake Leftist geopolitical projects. Over time, under
enough pressure, and through gradually subtle degrees of ideological divergence from
fundamental principles, Real Leftists can successfully be indoctrinated into Fake Leftists if
they don’t have the political will to resist the Establishment, which regrettably appears to be
the trend in North America and the EU.

It's also in these two regions where Fake Leftist support for Kurdish separatism and a
“Green Revolution 2.0” are most pronounced, which are dangerously combining to form a
very serious threat to the multipolar states of Syria and Iran. Even if Real Leftists find
themselves in support of Kurdish separatism in Turkey and/or Irag, and/or regime change in
either of them - justifying their position on the belief that these states are of questionable
loyalty to the emerging Multipolar World Order - they need to realize that such geopolitical
viruses, by their very nature and obvious consequences, won’t be ‘contained’ to these two
countries alone but would inevitably spread to Syria and Iran as well. Therefore, even if they
find themselves sympathizing with some of the positions presently being promoted by their
Fake Leftist peers, they must remain steadfast in opposing them out of geopolitical
consistency in standing against the Western-led international system.

This could ultimately lead to a “Leftist Civil War” (ideologically speaking, not necessarily in
physical terms) in order to liberate this ideology from its present status as one of the US’
premier bullhorns of neo-imperialism, provided, of course, that it's not already too late to do
S0.
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