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The Nihilistic Death Cult

Afshin Azad and Yusof Ruyanfar

In the year since the October
7 massacre, you witnessed a con-
densed version of Islamic histo-
ry: The Arabs invade the Middle
East, an invasion characterized by
three defining traits—1- violence
for the sake of violence, 2- aim-
lessness, and 3- disorder. And then
came Iran, managing to make the
entire narrative about itself. The
initial spread of Islam throughout
the Middle East followed the ex-
act same pattern. Forget the myth
that a small group of barefoot
Arabs single-handedly defeated
the mighty empires of Rome and
Persia. The truth is that both em-
pires were already in decline, and
the Arab invaders filled a power
vacuum. But the part about Iran
making everything about itself
should be taken seriously. The
Iranians went so far as to criticize
the Arabs for the religion they
themselves had created, labeling it
a deviation, and then proclaimed
their own version of the Arab reli-
gion to be the authentic one.

The Arabs never built civili-
zations or governance structures.
To them, the purpose of gaining
power was accumulating wealth
and spending it all on comfort.
The idea that wealth should be
invested in developing people,
building institutions, and creat-
ing cohesive structures was an
Imperial Iranian idea that they
had implemented for centuries.
The libraries and hospitals that
emerged in Baghdad were not
products of Arab thought; they
were products of the Iranization
of governance in the Middle East.

However, Western Orientalists
failed to grasp why the Iranian
worldview, which could have led
to the creation of many civiliza-

tional institutions, did not lead to

the

and industrial revolutions seen in

intellectual, philosophical,
Europe. For instance, why didn’t
Iranian-built universities foster
philosophical or industrial revo-
lutions like those in Europe?

The answer to this question is
uncomfortable for Iranians. And
it is uncomfortable for those who
think they understand the Middle
East. Iran never built to sustain or
flourish life; it built to play a game
with the process of building itself.
Its default plan has always been
destruction and death. For one
who seeks power and dominance,
building and destroying are the
same. Turning the local religious
caliphate inherited from Muham-
mad into a bloody and powerful
empire meant being part of this
game of destruction.

Understanding this mechanism
is difficult for those unaware that
the Middle East has been suffer-
ing from Iranian-made religious
nihilism for centuries. In this
religious nihilism, life—if lived
merely for the sake of living—is
utterly worthless. It only gains
meaning when it is part of an
empty, endless game. This is why
today, outside observers don’t
understand Iran’s desire to cre-
ate tension with Israel, especially
since it achieves nothing. Similar
senseless struggles can be found
throughout Iranian history. Iran
spent centuries trying to weaken
the Baghdad caliphate, only to
achieve exactly nothing. They did
so because engaging in weakening
Baghdad was part of the bigger
game of nihilism. Historians and
Iranian Studies “experts” lack the
courage to point out these numer-
ous historical instances of Iranian
engagement in power games that

yield nothing. Because accepting

the fact that a nation’s path has
been one of emptiness for thou-
sands of years takes immense
bravery—both by the nation and
by outsiders.

Whenever and wherever there
have been records of antisemi-
tism, it has always been about
a failed society that refuses
to accept that its failure is ei-
ther blameless or self-inflict-
ed. Beautiful landscapes and the
polished physical appearance of
the inhabitants never safeguard
against this baseless hate against
the Jews. When the plague swept
through Europe and they couldn’t
find anyone to blame, in Stras-
bourg, a tourist destination, they
burned the Jews. When Ukraini-
ans couldn’t find anyone to blame
for their suffering under commu-
nist Russians, they collaborated
with the Nazis and massacred
the Jews. As long as this denial of
responsibility and scapegoating
mentality exists, so will antisem-
itism, and this denial has existed
as long as humans have.

In the Middle East, the scape-
goating mentality is all-encom-
passing. All Middle Eastern na-
tions yearn for an image of a past
that no longer exists. Because it’s
all they have from their histo-
ry—a picture of power, greatness,
and authority. They cannot ac-
cept that it’s their own fault that
they are far from that. Thus, they
use Israel as a scapegoat for their
hatred and violence. But among
these losers, an internal war is
underway. And October 7 was a
complete reflection of this inter-
nal war.

One side of this war consists
of those in the Middle East who
want to live, and only wish to

keep their antisemitism as a stable

non-disruptive hobby in the back-
ground of their lives, and only
partake in it when convenient.
The other side is Iran, which
wants to continue playing its
game. Because being part of this
game gives it a sense of power. For
the nihilist, self-inflicted suffering
equals power. Destroying what
others have built equals pow-
er. That’s why, despite suffering
heavy losses, the Islamic Repub-
lic doesn’t change its approach. It
sees being crushed and enduring
heavy costs as part of the game.
In this internal war, Middle East-
ern countries will either become
like the UAE or like Yemen (no,
they won’t become Europe; the
UAE is the best they can become).
There is no third path.

In his recent message to the
Iranian people, Netanyahu
said Israel’s goal is to eliminate
the Islamic Republic, not the
Iranian people. If Israel’s polit-
ical analysts were to be Volk-
swagens, Netanyahu would be
a Lamborghini. But even this
Lamborghini is not yet fully fa-
miliar with the Middle Eastern
internal war. In this war, you
have to choose a side and ac-
cept the consequences. There is
no neutrality. And since Iran is
on the path to Yemenization,
and it’s too late to change this,
the only focus should be on en-
suring that it loses.

There is no way to
make Iran lose without
its people paying a price.
As harsh as this might be to
say as an Iranian, the truth is
that Netanyahu and all Israelis
must understand that the fact
that we despise our govern-
ment is irrelevant to them. The
only thing that matters to them
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is that Iran is paralyzed to the point where it can no longer continue its game. The extent of this paralysis cannot be limited
by international laws. The only limit is the point at which Iran can no longer play the game. That point may involve
gruesome and bitter images and millions of Iranians may come to hate Israel. But that is in-

significant compared to ensuring the nihilistic death cult is paralyzed.

The Peacekeeping Brother

Afshin Azad

“The US has repeatedly urged Israel to act less aggressively or avoid

certain actions against Hezbollah to prevent escalation,” reads an article
from a Western news site.

At first glance, this statement seems repetitive—perhaps even cliché to those familiar with Mid-
dle Eastern politics. It reflects how the U.S. government, influenced by the pro-Israel half of its
population, supplies Israel with weapons, while at the same time, pressured by the anti-Israel half,
tries to play the role of the peacekeeping brother. Yet, despite this repeated narrative, important
questions arise: “If America’s allies, seeing what’s happening in Ukraine and Israel, realize
that buying U.S. weapons means losing decision-making autonomy, won’t they turn to oth-
er suppliers? And wouldn’t that harm U.S. interests?” These are the kinds of questions U.S.
foreign policymakers must address.

But beyond these cliché statements, there’s a deeper issue: the concept of war itself. What does
it mean to tell a country, “Don’t fight to prevent more war”? Israel’s war against forces sworn to
erase it from the map is like starting controlled burns to stop a larger wildfire, and the U.S. gov-
ernment’s logic is to stop the firefighters and ask, “Why are you setting more fires in the forest?”

And if there exists a way to eliminate terrorist forces without a wider
war, why hasn’t the U.S. provided Israel with that plan? Is it patented?

U.S. actions over the past few decades suggest that not only such a plan doesn’t exist, but also
U.S. policies have often allowed these groups more room to operate, assuming that, like other
hostile actors, they can be influenced through diplomacy. But these Middle Eastern terrorist forc-
es are unlike those in conventional wars. Traditional conflicts usually involve material wealth or
resources, which can be negotiated. The British Empire, for example, sought trade dominance in
China, while the Chinese ruler wanted to maintain control. Both sides could negotiate because

their objectives were measurable.

But the forces sworn to de-
stroy Israel aren’t motivated
by material gain, which makes
them impossible to negotiate
with. It’s not that the U.S. has
a diplomatic solution that oth-
ers lack. The truth is that no
amount of U.S. power—hard,
soft, or diplomatic—can pro-
duce a solution in this context.

Diplomacy with
Hezbollah has never
been feasible. And the

U.S. knows this.

When Hezbollah bombed the
U.S. embassy in Beirut, killing
dozens, the U.S. response was
to withdraw from Lebanon.

The U.S. can afford to
retreat—its homeland is
far away. But Israel can’t
flee, and it shouldn’t.

A country with the luxury
of retreat cannot dictate how
a country without that option
should fight. Israel’s approach
to war is shaped by the reali-
ty that it cannot escape, not by
advice from a distant peace-
keeping brother.
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As the world’s largest “state” sponsor of terrorism, the Islamic Republic in Iran funnels most of its annual budget into various organiza-
tions, institutions, foundations, committees, and associations to further spread propaganda, embezzle money, micro-manage every aspect of
life through its totalitarian approach, and destroy the lives of Iranians—and, in the near future, the world. With the growing worldwide sup-

port for Islamic Republic-funded terrorist militant groups like Hamas, this future might be closer than you think.
Here’s a short, comical (yet real) list of places where the Islamic Republic likes to spend its terror-earned money. You can read the complete
list with previous entries on our website—Yusof Ruyanfar

1- Operations Support Room for the Axis of Resistance at the Islamic Propaganda Organization, established on October 2, 2024 (Persian: b
VESY jga V) b 53 eid el (oDl Sl Olosla s Canglie oS0 Sl Slles)

Hezbollah terrorists blowing up by the pager attacks and Nasrallab’s elimination terrified and discombobulated the mullabs. So, they decided to set up a new useless or-
ganization and funnel more of our stolen money towards their addictions to opioids and death.

2- Cultural Headquarters for “Jihad of Clarification” (Persian: . s> Sos 3 681 3)

This term was coined by Khamenei and, like any other type of Jibad, yields nothing but destruction. Here’s a hint: when your keffiyeh-donning classmates barf up a word
salad about resistance in Gaza and try gaslighting you into supporting terrorists, they’re engaging in the Jihad of Clarification. Give them a Masha Allah!

3- Headquarters for Fulfilling the Slogan (Persian: i i sk)

The Slogan is set yearly by Khamenei. Despite the thick budget allocated to a headquarters for fulfilling it, the mullahs are so idiotic and incompetent that they always fail.
4- Headquarters for the Protection of Psychological Security (Persian: iy, ¢l 5l cilio ki)

For when you accidently access or share uncensored and unbiased opinions/news, and need to be reminded that, as an Iranian, you’re a hostage in your own country.



