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Tunisia and Egypt: 

  Lessons for the revolution…  
“There are numerous indications that the working class and the oppressed 

people have entered into a new period of struggle, that the proletarian 

movement and the resistance of people have entered a new historic 

phase… (TKiP (Communist Workers Party of Turkey) I. (Founding) 

Congress pamphlet, November 1998) 

“Humanity has entered into a new period of crises, wars and revolutions. 

Crises and wars are flaming facts that leave their marks on the present 

world. These two facts, interwoven through and through, are the direct 

omens of a new stage of revolutions. 

The response of the working class and workers around the world to the 

capitalist crisis and the imperialist wars will once more be revolutions. All 

over the world, and of course in Turkey too. …” (TKiP III. Congress 

pamphlet, November 2009) 

In “Greater Middle east” we see 

enormous social unrest. The people 

revolt against the corrupted regimes 

because of these symbolised 

dictators. They resist against 

exploitation, poverty, 

unemployment, contempt, the 

accomplices of imperialism. 

Dictators in Tunisia and Egypt have 

been driven out, all others live in 

fear of a similar fate. The uprisals 

happening in Yemen in particular 

and some other countries feed this 

fear. The piracy of the imperialist 

coalition has cast a shadow on this 

great social storm, has tempered its 

speed and in some way tainted it. 

The events in Libya, which has now 

grown in to an interior war, have 

been used as an excuse. However, in 

no way does this diminish the 

importance and the increasing 

influence of the great social unrest, 

which is supported by an enormous 

initiative of masses in mainly 

Tunisia and Egypt. With the unrest 

going on, the clear lessons of all this 

remain to have their effect.  
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For weeks now, worldwide attention 

was paid to “the Greater Middle 

east”, by means of huge movements 

of people which started in Tunisia 

and Egypt and which had their effect 

and response in other Arab 

countries. Everyone who is 

politically active and chooses sides, 

has evaluated the uprisals in Tunisia 

and Egypt and its consequential 

social uprising, and attached a 

meaning to it. Of course the 

revolutionaries of this world should 

do so more than others, and with 

greater care and precision, especially 

by the revolutionaries of the 

proletarian class of each separate 

country, by communists. For the 

events in this world show that we are 

nearing the time for revolutionaries 

to appear on the stage of history 

again.  The past history , the past 

ten, fifteen years, and the recent 

uprisals in Tunisia and Egypt, their 

continuing and expanding shock are 

the indicator and confirmation of it, 

more than anything else.  

We can leave a specific analysis of 

the current and the coming events in 

these countries and in the Middle 

East after the uprisals to the 

specialists of these countries and 

region. We communists should distil 

more general results from it, focus 

on the events which confirm and 

feed the Marxist theory and shed a 

light on the revolutionary practice. 

We must understand the historic 

tendencies and fundamental 

motivations behind this social 

earthquake. In this context we must 

understand this new period our 

world is entering. Using the historic 

standard we have in fact entered it 

already. We must then analyse each 

social mass movement, uprising and 

uproar through these eyes. We must 

especially focus on what we can 

learn from these social storms, this 

revolution and revolutionary 

struggle. In short: we must not act as 

political observers but as true 

revolutionaries. We must not forget 

that this is not just about 

understanding and analysing the 

world, but about change, about 

dealing with the events which are 

the first signs of a future of great 

revolutionary changes. Other than 

almost everyone who isn’t a 

revolutionary, who is against any 

real revolution, we communists do 

not call these events a “revolution”, 

even within the framework of 

politics, - despite the fact that this 

definition was also used by the 
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years . They may not have led to 

major earthquakes yet, but they will 

take place in the form of social 

revolutions and the pre-quakes will 

not end. We, communists, though 

we cannot guess where, when and 

how they will occur, are not 

surprised by any major social 

movement, resistance or revolt. For 

we know what this system is 

heading for, the constant explosive 

dynamics, piling up in the social 

fault lines of society, and 

occasionally manifesting itself. This 

knowledge is the fundamental basis 

whenever we make a revolutionary 

analysis of this world. Without using 

this basis it is not possible to 

understand the current fundamental 

processes of this world, and besides, 

it is impossible to make 

revolutionary preparations for what 

lies ahead of us and for the coming 

era. The condition to really become 

a revolutionary party in this world is 

to see this reality, to formulate tasks 

and goals, to position and prepare 

oneself in every front.  

 

That is why we started this analysis 

with a quote from the III TKiP 

Congress which is completed with 

these words: “this conclusion is the 

determining basis in all struggle, 

work and organisational efforts. 

This is the party’s view for the great 

battles. The current situation, the 

stifling policy of encirclement of 

Turkish society by the bourgeois 

reactionaries is bound to be only 

temporary. Fatal contradictions will 

incite the working class and the 

labourers of Turkey to strongly move 

toward the revolutionary class war 

once more. TKiP uses this sense, the 

revolutionary trust and optimism, to 

focus with every effort to accelerate 

this process, to perfectly connect it 

with the pursuit of a proletarian 

revolution”.  

EKİM 

April 2011 

www.tkip.org 
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masses and their front in Tunisia and 

Egypt. 

However, this does not in any way 

diminish the great importance of 

these social quakes in Tunisia and 

Egypt, these uprisals comprising 

millions of people, for the 

revolutionary theory and practice of 

revolutionary preparation. Any kind 

of bourgeois propaganda of mainly 

imperialist media can immediately 

qualify these uprisals as “a 

revolution”. Thus affording 

themselves the comfort and 

generosity, because in that way they 

can control the uprisals, so that they 

cannot turn into a revolution. This 

leaves us with the task to see not 

only the positive effects, but also the 

structural weakness, flaws and 

missing aspects that keep them from 

growing into a revolution. Seeing 

results which matter for the 

revolutional struggle. Not only are 

we dealing with the success of the 

uprisals in Tunisia and Egypt, but 

also with the enlightening and 

educational social events. 

-I- 

New historical period 

 

1- On a world scale the capitalist 

system is an organic unity more than 

ever before. From an enormous level 

of development based on the 

globalisation of producing processes 

to the local preparation and 

enforcement of implemented 

fundamental economic and social 

policies for the entire world. We can 

see this happening in nearly all 

fields and levels. When this is the 

case, and it has been for a long time, 

no single important event or 

development is of any importance in 

the system, independent of the 

general operation, factors and 

movements of the system. What is 

said here mainly applies when the 

matter at hand is a great social 

shock, starting in Tunisia, 

progressing in the Middle -East and 

is followed in the rest of the world 

with great interest.  The same can be 

said about the fact that this is a result 

of an accumulation of social 

dissatisfaction and anger which in 

Tunisia and Egypt has led to an 

uprising. In fact a product of social 

destruction and exploitation 

prepared in the imperialist centres 

and forced onto the world.  

Of course, social political events of 

this magnitude have to be regarded 

in the light of specific circumstances 

of each region or country, of social 



 4 
 

events happening here, and the link 

between these characteristics.  

However, this must be done using 

facts and tendencies which apply to 

the entire system, thus events have 

to be dealt with and interpreted in 

the overall flow of the system. For 

all these events are fed and directed 

by general factors and tendencies 

which control the entire system.  

In the end it is expressed based on 

the specific circumstances of each 

individual country, despite their 

independent and specific forms and 

dimensions.  

2- Regarding the present world, we 

see a range of fundamentally 

important facts with word wide 

influence and impact.  

The first is the economic crisis 

which has the entire world in its 

grip. The second, depending on the 

first, the total of economic and social 

problems growing day by day. The 

third is the decomposition of 

American hegemony, leading to 

growing imperialist competition, an 

increasing arms-race, growing 

militarism, increasing imperialist 

interventions and increasing regional 

imperialist wars.  

And the fourth, the result of all these 

problems and mainly based on the 

increase of social problems and the 

increase of the gap between social 

classes, like recently in Tunisia, 

Egypt, and other countries in the 

Middle East, the increasing force of 

proletarian mass movements and 

uprisals of the people.  

Apart from this last one, the other 

three are the product, the expression 

and the extension until today of the 

processes which have manifested 

themselves in the mid-seventies. 

The economic crisis which has 

influenced the entire capitalist 

world, started in the mid-seventies 

and despite signs of a pending 

collapse, evolved into a state of 

recession which lasts until today. 

From 2008 it has spread again 

through the US, the heart of the 

system. Its impact and consequences 

manifest through its depending 

countries on a more devastating 

scale. The capitalist economic crisis, 

which has lasted thirty years now, is 

closely related to the increase of 

economic and social problems on a 

world scale and the systematic 

exploitation of the working masses.   

This economic crisis started in the 

mid-seventies. In early 1980 it was 

followed by the neo-liberal attack, 

which also washed over imperialist 
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Egypt: From the article: “dictator 

leaves, dictatorship stays”: “Dictator 

Suharto has stepped down, the man 

who served as a symbol for the 33 

year-old corrupted and dirty system, 

but the regime with all its 

institutions and staff is still in place. 

Suharto has left, but the complete 

Suharto regime is still in place. It’s 

like they mock the millions who 

revolted and brought great 

sacrifices, the leaving dictator has 

given up his place to an accomplice 

and at the same time this “new 

president” has terminated his 

presidential four year term. Behind 

this operation is of course the army, 

which is under full command of 

imperialism. The army, now the most 

powerful hindrance for the popular 

movement, has clearly declared to 

take full responsibility for the safety 

of the Suharto family. By moving the 

Suharto regime slightly to the side, 

all this is only an attempt of the 

army, the main institute, to form a 

new threat and challenge for the 

popular masses”(H. Fırat, World, 

Middle-east and Turkey, Published 

by Eksen,) 

The directions of development in 

Indonesia are almost exactly the 

same as in Egypt now. If you put 

Mubarak in Suharto’s place, instead 

of Suharto’s accomplice place the 

person who was defence minister for 

20 years and head of the supreme 

council for the armed forces for 16 

years, you will see almost the same 

scenario. Even the thank-you for the 

services rendered is the same, 

Suharto’s accomplice in the first, 

and Tantawi in the second case. The 

only difference is that it took place 

in two different countries with 

thirteen years in between. They 

show how the systems institutions 

can lead to deadly results in a period 

of social unrest.  And moreover, 

through the same institution: the 

army. This lesson is of special 

interest in a country like ours, 

despite the painful experiences of 

the last fifty years still an army of 

sweet-talkers who are proud to be 

“an army of socialists”.  

-III- 

Preparing for revolution… 

 

The capitalist world and the 

imperialist system,  in general, has 

created an enormous accumulation 

of energy between the social fault 

lines of our planet over the past 

thirty years, but especially in an 

unleashed form over the past twenty 
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revolution did break out, they each 

tried to influence and direct it 

according to their own position and 

aims. 

There was no such content and aim 

in Tunisia and Egypt. There were no 

classes and political subjects on the 

stage, with independent demands 

and related independent actions, 

even though there were huge 

numbers of people. Amorphous 

crowds who were unable to express 

themselves through their class 

identity. That is why all attention 

was on the ousting of the dictators 

and that is how it stayed. It was 

mainly the bourgeois elements of the 

movement who directed the 

movement. When in both countries 

the dictator finally stepped down, 

leaving behind the dictatorship with 

all its institutions and accomplices of 

twenty, thirty years, the movement 

lost all its dynamics and force. 

7- This brings us to the next 

essential lesson of Tunisia and 

Egypt: the skills of the system to 

defend itself, and the fact that with 

its possibilities the blind trust in the 

institutions of the system turns into a 

great trap.  

A leading article in Kızıl Bayrak 

immediately after the step down 

after 33 years of Indonesia’s dictator 

Suharto (21st may 1998) “The 

stepping down of Suharto is an 

attempt to control the people’s 

movement”, had this sub heading: 

“Dictator leaves, dictatorship 

stays...” The new situation after the 

fleeing of the dictator of Tunisia 

after 23 years has been expressed in 

the same way by progressive 

revolutionary media.  

After Tunisia the same situation 

occurred in Egypt. In the end, Hosni 

Mubarak had to leave after a 33 year 

rule, but the regime he represented 

and its structures stays standing – 

not only its institutions, but its 

executive staff as well. After 

Mubarak, the reigns have been taken 

over by the army, the backbone of 

the system. And the person who 

pulls the strings, through the army, 

is the head of the military council, 

Mohamed Hussein Tantawi, defence 

minister of 20 years and head of the 

supreme council for the armed 

forces of 16 years, served under the 

dictator, who stepped down after 31 

years. This remarkable fact is in 

itself enough to summarize the entire 

situation. Now we shall see what 

happened in Indonesia in 1998, in 

the light of the current events in 
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metropolises. The intention was to 

let the working masses pay the price. 

This attack has not only continued 

unabatedly, aided by the favourable 

circumstances of the ’89 collapse, 

but has risen to a new level, with 

new shapes and dimensions. The 

imperialist policy of globalisation is 

an expression of it. Thus ended the 

“social state” which had followed 

World War II and which had played 

a major part in restraining the 

working class and the workers in the 

imperialist metropolises. 

Undoubtedly of the “social Peace” 

as well. 

The beginning of the quake of the 

hegemony of the US coincides with 

that same historic period. The defeat 

in Vietnam, the end of the 

indexation of dollar to gold, the rise 

of imperial countries that had been 

weakened by World War II. Other 

signs and signals can be added to the 

list. The collapse of the Warsaw Pact 

countries and the disintegration of 

the Soviet Union, despite the 

misleading image at the start, have 

in fact accelerated the process. The 

range of imperialist interventions 

and wars, with 9/11 being used as an 

excuse, were the last attempt to put a 

halt to this. However, the results 

have been the opposite of what was 

intended. The reversal of the 

hegemony of the US has become 

unstoppable.  

The hegemony crisis in the 

imperialist world has become an 

obvious phenomenon. This situation 

is still aggravated US aggression, 

increases regional imperialist wars 

and interventions, and provokes the 

arms race and militarism across the 

world. The general historic backdrop 

of the past year can be characterized 

as an expanding wave of the 

proletarian mass movement, starting 

from the area north of the 

Mediterranean, from Greece to 

Portugal. This year starting from the 

area south of the Mediterranean in 

Tunisia through Egypt to Yemen, 

Bahrain, Syria and Oman. 

Whenever there is a major social 

event anywhere in the world, we 

must appreciate the international 

background. Dictators of twenty 

years in Tunisia and thirty in Egypt 

are mentioned. But it is these 

dictators who are the product of 

these thirty years. The policy they 

carried out in their countries is 

closely connected to the afore 

mentioned factors, are in fact a 

product of them.  
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Suffice to say that in Tunisia and 

Egypt for the past twenty years the 

instructions of the IMF and the 

World Bank have been carried out, 

and that the ones who carried them 

out, the dictators, have now become 

the targets of the explosion of anger. 

3- From a historic point of view, the 

start of the great crisis in the 

capitalist economy, followed by a 

comprehensive and multi-

dimensional neo liberal attack in the 

seventies when the first signs of the 

hegemony crisis became apparent, 

showed a different important 

development: the fading away of the 

wave of revolutions on a world 

scale,  

in this perspective the closing of a 

historic era following World War II.  

The triumph of the national war of 

liberation of the people of Vietnam 

in the mid-seventies was the climax 

of the great revolutionary quake 

following World War II. From this 

date, the wave of revolution on a 

world scale started to decrease. The 

period was in fact closed with the 

consecutive revolutions in Iran and 

Nicaragua in 1979.  

The fading of the wave of 

revolutions in the eighties was the 

beginning of a great political 

reactionary period leaning on neo 

liberal economic social attack. 

Reagan in the US, Thatcher in the 

UK and the Kohl administration in 

Germany were the representatives in 

metropolises symbolizing this 

political reactionary imperialism. 

Not only did their own working 

population pay a high economic and 

social price, but the rest of the world 

as well. Peoples movements were 

crushed or suppressed by fascist 

oppressing regimes, including in 

Turkey. Mainly in Latin America the 

so-called “low intensity war” was 

used to implement any filthy and 

bloody action. The collapse of 1989 

has sped up and strengthened this 

reactionary wave in the political and 

moral field.  

On the other hand, however, this 

universal neo liberal attack, meaning 

that the bill of this unabated 

economic crisis was paid by the 

working classes and the peoples 

movements, intensified the social 

problems on a world scale. Slowly 

but surely this sparked the 

dissatisfaction of the working 

masses. This process causes an 

enormous increase of social 

polarization and a constant increase 

of class contradictions, thus causing 
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the army and the Muslim 

brotherhood are a serious handicap, 

plus the particular influence of the 

middle class on the movement. In 

any way, the problem is not the fact 

that the dictators leave while the 

dictatorship with all its institutions 

and foundations stays in place, 

keeping the movement stuck at a 

certain level. The problem is that 

there is no movement directed 

against these foundation and 

institutions, and that popular revolts 

lack mass and orientation. 

Overlooking this fundamentally 

important structural feature and 

defining this movement as a 

revolution is losing a scientific 

revolutionary perspective. 

 “The transfer of power from one 

class to another, absolutely and 

scientifically as well as politically 

and practically, is the first and 

foremost phenomenon of a 

revolution…”says Lenin. 

Undoubtedly, as we know from the 

concrete connection (revolution of 

February) this is Lenin’s definition 

of a successful revolution. In this 

way he indicates that even when the 

revolution fails, the social political 

meaning, contents and direction 

count. The result is that the one 

qualifying the revolution is not the 

one who determines its fate and its 

actual gains, but instead its social 

political contents and political 

direction.  

The 1905 Russian Revolution 

suffered a heavy blow without 

achieving its goals; none of the 

fundamental demands were met. 

Yet, it was a beautiful political 

revolution and an important mile 

stone on the way to the October 

revolution. For it had a clear 

political orientation to overthrow the 

tsarist system and found a 

democratic republic. As in all 

revolutions (there are concrete 

examples) several classes, each with 

their specific demands and related 

political subjects expressing these 

demands. The working class was at 

the front. Its goal was to overthrow 

tsarism, a democratic republic and 

an 8-hour working day. They 

supported the farmers’ demand for 

more land. The liberal bourgeois 

aimed at limiting the tsarist 

monarchy through constitution. And 

these parties, supporting all these 

classes with their program, strategy, 

tactics and organisation, were on the 

stage for years, each preparing a 

revolution in their own way. When 
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focussing on safety of services and 

institutions ...the display of great 

anger and determination directed 

against the dictators, or in fact 

dictatorship itself...all this creates 

the common image of what 

happened in Tunisia and Egypt. Add 

to this the actual political gains. 

Dictators had to abandon their 

thrones. The smouldering grip of 

terror of decades was damaged. And 

despite the fact that its lasting effects 

are not sure, rights and freedom are 

available.  

On the other hand we can say, based 

on the general image of both 

countries, that the Marxists consider 

three factors as basis for a 

revolutionary situation in a country. 

1- With the outbreak of events it has 

become obvious that “those 

governed “no longer wish to be 

governed as before, and “those 

governing” find themselves in a 

situation where they no longer are 

able to govern as before. 

2- “The poverty and misery of the 

oppressed people has risen above the 

everyday level”, is the most simple 

reality in both Tunisia and Egypt.  

3- Passive submission in times of 

peace, but a significant increase in 

action in turbulent times, by masses 

who are forced by “those on top” to 

independent historic actions (Lenin). 

This is the clearest and most peculiar 

of the three.  

Altogether, in general, both Tunisia 

and Egypt show a revolutionary 

situation. However, it is not possible 

to define the events in these 

countries as revolutions. In Tunisia 

the situation is more advanced. 

Locally,  masses have aimed at state 

institutions, they have brought down 

the government which had replaced 

the ousted dictator,  they have 

achieved the release of political  

prisoners, they have forced the 

abolition of political police and the 

former ruling party, they really use 

the political freedoms on a large 

scale, maintain the regional 

organisations which were founded 

during the revolt, there is a 

concentration of power which was 

founded under the leadership of the 

revolutionary party, etc.… In all 

these aspects the situation in Tunisia 

is far more advanced than in Egypt. 

Whereas the revolting crowds in 

Egypt were much larger and the 

wave of actions could have lasted 

much longer. The weakness of 

Egypt is the total absence of a 

revolutionary party and the fact that 
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the inevitable appearance of working 

masses and suppressed peoples on 

the world stage. And this is exactly 

what happened. 

As soon as at the end of the eighties 

important workers- and peoples 

movements have profiled 

themselves, in Turkey as well. 

Despite the fact that the crash of 

1989 rendered enormous strength to 

the wave of conservatism, and even 

caused a breach, the vents 

demonstrated very soon that this 

would not last long. And in early 

1994 the peasants’ revolt in Chiapas, 

Mexico, a new era was set in. 

Following that year Europe, and 

France in particular, a serious 

increase of the workers movement 

started. Over the years this grew to a 

state of continuity and locally turned 

into people’s revolt. In Asia, mainly 

in South Korea, a massive and 

militant workers movement 

manifested itself and in Nepal a 

revolutionary guerrilla movement 

stepped forward, later leading 

towards revolution.  

And at some point in this process, 

March 1997, the communists made a 

fundamentally important analysis in: 

“The new era of proletarian 

Movement and peoples’ resistance”, 

“we have entered a period in which 

proletarian mass movement will 

grow and people’s movements will 

grow towards revolt. We entered the 

nineties with noisy imperialist 

propaganda about “the end of 

history”. Whereas a few years later, 

on the first day of the year 1994 in 

Chiapas the outbreak of a peoples 

revolt gave us the first signs that a 

new page n history is turned. When 

the European leftist intellectuals said 

goodbye to proletariat 

The working classes in Turkey 

experience the most massive actions 

in its history. From Argentina to 

China there was a wave of actions 

by the working class. Just when it 

could seem that this was something 

for the  countries that had been left 

behind and dependant, that the class 

movement in imperialist 

metropolises had in fact reached the 

end, the main massive strikes 

followed in Germany, Italy, Belgium, 

Spain and Greece. The new 

proletarian masses were manifesting 

themselves”.  (H. Fırat, World, 

Middle-east and Turkey. Published 

by Eksen). 

Immediately prior to this analysis 

there was an armed popular revolt in 

Albania. A year later there was a 
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massive storm of popular protest in 

Egypt, no smaller than what we see 

now happening against Mubarak, 

paving the way for the downfall of 

the dictator after 33 years. And later 

there was a succession of proletarian 

mass movements and popular revolts 

in Latin America in particular. 

This new wave of mass movement 

which started in Tunisia and 

comprised the entire Middle-East, is 

no more than a part of a global 

tendency and a follow up of the 

present circumstances. We know 

that the sudden recession in the 

capitalist world economy and the 

increase in social decay is a 

powerful breeding ground for these 

expressions. When the north of the 

Mediterranean shook with the 

workers’ movement in 2010 the 

south of the Mediterranean saw 

popular revolt in 2011. This creates 

a significant coherence and together 

gives essential clarity.  

The general conclusion of it is: 

human kind has entered a new 

historic period in which proletarian 

mass movement, resistance 

movements, popular revolt will 

gradually become part of everyday 

life. That is why we communists 

understand and interpret these great 

popular revolts which took place in 

Tunisia and Egypt within the frame 

work of the general picture of the 

world as a whole in this new historic 

era.  

4- Of course, the ever continuing 

social shifts have a lot of complex 

causes in the Middle East, where 

suffocating dictatorial hereditary 

regimes rule, imperialist wars and 

interventions take place in a region 

where there is a systematic hunt 

down by Zionist Israel of the 

Palestinian people. However, the 

fundamental cause of all this are 

undoubtedly the social problems. So 

here are the two halves of 

imperialism: the system of 

exploitation and the system of theft. 

This soil breeds dictatorial regimes 

suffocating fundamental rights and 

freedoms, which have the working 

masses in an iron grip which leaves 

them gasping for breath. Their true 

function is to defend and continue 

this soil. That is why the masters of 

the order give them their full 

support. The propaganda machine of 

the system tries to hide the social 

character of this popular revolt, to 

sweep this crystal clear truth under 

the carpet to make it look more like 

a secondary cause. They pretend that 
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the revolution became evident, the 

liberal bourgeoisie turned away from 

the movement, even though until 

then it had shouted freedom. This 

process coincided with the 

reactionary powers against the 

revolution... If a similar 

development were to take place in 

Tunisia and Egypt, the same would 

happen again, the bourgeois classes 

who partook in the resistance, would 

soon turn away from the movement, 

and stay on the side of the ruling 

classes. When the position and 

weight of the working classes in 

revolts is poor, it is easier for the 

bourgeois middle classes to get 

involved and increase their influence 

on the movement.  

This fact is particularly obvious in 

Egypt. The “rich” variety of the 

movement has in fact become its 

weakness. This has played a specific 

role when it came to controlling a 

strong resistance. From the very 

beginning it was obvious that both 

the US and the Egyptian bourgeoisie 

hoped that the movement could be 

controlled, even without driving 

Mubarak out.  When the Egyptian 

working class demonstrated its 

enormous power and class demands, 

based on production sectors, 

distinguished itself from the masses 

in the squares and started to take 

class actions based on the production 

sectors, all the middle classes, in 

particular the Muslim Brotherhood 

which effectively directed the 

movement, settled for the ousting of 

Mubarak and ended resistance.   

6- Often, the popular revolts in 

Tunisia and Egypt were defined as 

“revolution” by imperialist media as 

well as many progressive, 

revolutionary parties, groups and 

people all over the world, from 

representatives of the revolting 

masses (Tunisia and Egypt) to 

representatives of the revolutionary 

party (Tunisia) which took a certain 

position when the revolt broke out. 

We, communists, do not share this 

definition. Moreover, we think that it 

is a dangerous and harmful attempt 

to weaken the definition of a 

revolution. 

The display of great social and 

political discontent exploding like a 

volcano, after decades of 

oppression…mass mobilisation 

during the course of weeks, 

involving millions...the 

determination of masses challenging 

the rules and bans of the regime, 

eliminating political legality, 
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of events? In the actions of struggle 

in Tunisia and Egypt (where the 

working class announced the coming 

social quake but did not play an 

effective role when it did break out) 

the movement was easily kept under 

control.  

We do not have any clarity on that 

situation in case of the Tunisian 

revolt. However, the rep of the 

Tunisian Communist Party stresses 

that the working class remained 

weak during the revolt. In Egypt the 

picture is a bit clearer. We know that 

the working class started to stir 

based on production units, and that it 

played a special role when the 

dictator was driven out. It is a 

remarkable phenomenon that the 

Egyptian army, which had consulted 

the US from the beginning, quickly 

sent Mubarak out at the very 

moment the workers started to revolt 

and started to occupy factories, 

demonstrating its power in 

production and service. No doubt the 

role of the working class depends on 

many complex factors. But we know 

that this role is closely connected to 

the experience of independent 

revolutionary policy and the degree 

of organisation of the working class.  

The slogan and the title of the 

congressional pamphlet of the 3
rd

 

Congress of our party “Party, class, 

revolution!” reflect this connection 

in short. 

In a social struggle the working class 

is the unifying as well as the 

dividing power. It is also the only 

power it can realize on a 

revolutionary basis in this modern 

civil society. The unifying aspect is 

the power to draw other working 

layers and to unify revolutionary 

leadership. There is a defining aspect 

to it, depending on how much 

classes show their powers, reflected 

in the exposure of the true position 

and stand by other classes.  

The revolutionary weight of the 

working class in a social movement 

brings along division, thus creating a 

healthy refinement. The 

revolutionary power and weight pull 

the working classes towards it, at the 

same time pushing away the 

bourgeois layers with all its 

segments outside the movement. In 

this way their attempt to control the 

movement and using it as an 

instrument for their own miserable 

goals is obstructed. The 1905 

revolution is a classic example of 

this. When the weight and the 

initiative of the working class during 
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this is a rebellion against a 

suppressive wicked dictator for the 

sake of merely politics, “freedom” 

and “human dignity”. Imperialist 

media do this very consciously. In 

this way they try to cover up the 

direct responsibility of the 

imperialist world order for need, 

poverty, unemployment, disease 

poor working and living conditions. 

They will succeed in so far that they 

will bring the revolts under control 

by chasing out the dictators, by 

applying certain misleading political 

reforms in the dictatorial regime and 

in that way exploitation and theft 

will be carried on by the system 

more easily.  

But it is not so easy to cover up the 

truth. What really dragged the 

people of Tunisia and Egypt into 

revolt is the fact that for the past 

twenty years the regulations of the 

IMF and the World Bank have been 

carried out, the policy of 

“globalisation” which has meant 

new social decay on a world scale. 

All concrete data point to this, all 

honest observers underline it. The 

way these uprisals broke out 

confirms it clearly. Besides, this is 

not only the case in Tunisia and 

Egypt, but also in other countries in 

the Middle East which are in motion.  

The event which set aflame the 

popular revolt in Tunisia was the 

death of a young unemployed man. 

He had been expelled from 

University and resisted when he was 

stopped from selling things in the 

street to make a living. This event 

holds the social core of what 

happened. The event which took 

dissatisfaction to the streets was a 

call for 25th January for an action by 

the youth group known as the April 

6 Movement.  This group got its 

name from a great workers’ 

movement which started on April 6
th
 

2008 in the industrial area of 

Mahalla. This group has come from 

this great workers movement out of 

solidarity and owes its name and its 

existence to it. That is, to a great 

workers’ movement, so as a whole 

to an event of social struggle. To 

massive social problems which 

move workers to be mobilized under 

an oppressive dictatorial regime, and 

moves them to be carried along in 

action. The workers that take to the 

streets in Jordan shout things like” 

our bread is our motive”. The Shiite 

masses that mobilize in Bahrain are 

a group that meet with 
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discrimination in all fields and they 

are the poorest part of the 

population. The same goes for 

Yemen, one of the poorest countries 

in the Arab world, and for Syria, 

Iraq, and Southern Kurdistan etc. No 

doubt Libya and Saudi Arabia has 

special means of shutting society up 

by giving them part of the oil 

proceeds. But still, neither the 

governments of these countries nor 

their corrupted systems can escape 

public discontent, caused by the total 

of daily problems. 

All this shows that we are dealing 

with a social storm on Middle East 

scale. But social outbreak always 

finds its expression in political ways 

and finds itself facing the front of 

dictatorships which makes them 

gasp for their breath. This is the 

picture we have based on the events 

we see. The systems propaganda 

makes good use of this image, and 

so they try to hide the true source 

and causes if the movement. What 

has happened is only portrayed as 

limited political expressions aimed 

at corrupted rulers. They say for 

instance that the people of Egypt 

wanted to save its freedom and 

honour by revolt. Undoubtedly the 

people of Egypt stood up for 

freedom and honour. But these two 

cannot fill your stomach in a society 

with 40 % of its population lives in 

poverty. Freedom and honourable 

behaviour are what the Egyptian 

workers need to resist exploitation 

and theft. The Egyptian working 

class has already demonstrated this 

during the cause of the movement 

and has continued when the general 

wave of action ceased. Workers 

wanted, and still want, for working 

and living conditions to be 

improved, higher wages, the end of 

social decay and privatization, for 

union rights and freedoms to be 

secured. That is the meaning and 

function of actual freedom for them 

at this moment. The workers of 

Tunisia and Egypt, who have driven 

out the dictators, will shortly show 

that adjusting the political system 

will not fill their stomach, that 

intense social suffering will not even 

slightly diminish.  

That is when the true great storm 

will break out in the Middle East.  

                                   -II- 

Lessons for the revolution 

 

1-The first important lesson which 

has been confirmed by Tunisia and 

Egypt is that social explosions have 
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revolutionary front party during a 

revolution. This is the vital role in so 

far that it can determine the fate of 

an out breaking revolution”. 

“ However, when a revolution or a 

popular revolt breaks out in a 

country which already has a party in 

which it has originated, developed 

and grown, which has a clear 

political identity through a process 

of accumulation leading towards a 

revolution, this party has a chance 

of living up to this role successfully. 

But a party which has been founded 

during a revolution and has built up 

its identity, line and organisation 

during these heated moments, will 

most likely not be able to play this 

role. “There are two classic 

examples for these two situations. 

The example for the first situation is 

the Russian revolution in 1917 and 

the Bolshevik party. .  

The example for the second situation 

is the German Revolution of 1918 

and the Communist party of 

Germany, which was originated in 

the Spartacus Movement. We all 

know that the former ended in 

success and the latter in defeat. ” 

(H. Fırat, World, Middle-east and 

Turkey, Published by Eksen) 

This quote is taken from an 

evaluation titled “Armed Popular 

Revolt in Albania” from March 1997 

when in Albania a popular 

movement was founded 

unexpectedly which turned into an 

armed revolt. It was in power for a 

short period in the south of the 

country.  

As we can see, almost everything 

that is said here also goes for Tunisia 

and Egypt. Successfully leading 

future revolutions is closely 

connected to the success of the 

period of preparation, starting today. 

As is always emphasized in the 

analyses of our party, if we do not 

start today the most effective and 

versatile preparation, especially if 

we do not succeed in turning the 

core of the workers’ movement into 

an organized power, we will not 

have the skills to successfully lead 

the future social revolutions. WE 

will end up in the same situation the 

Tunisian and Egyptian 

revolutionaries find themselves in 

today.  

5- Knowing that a revolutionary 

party plays a decisive role, this 

brings us to another important issue. 

Which is the role the working class 

will have to play during the course 
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possible to successfully lead and 

direct the movement, despite the fact 

that the outbreak of events will 

enable the party to gain strength 

quickly and step forward. 

Other than Egypt, Tunisia did have a 

revolutionary party which has 

played a part in the events. But as far 

as we can see now this party lacks, 

at least now, the power and the skills 

to really influence the course of 

events.  

Following this we want to discuss 

two basic lessons with two important 

and complementary quotes. The two 

quotes will also summarize what we 

have said so far about the lessons for 

the revolution in Tunisia and Egypt. 

The first quote is by Lenin in his 

well-known article “Where to 

begin”: “We have spoken 

continuously of systematic, planned 

preparation, yet it is by no means 

our intention to imply that the 

autocracy can be overthrown only by 

a regular siege or by organized 

assault. Such a view would be 

absurd and doctrinaire. On the 

contrary, it is quite possible, and 

historically much more probable, 

that the autocracy will collapse 

under the impact of one of the 

spontaneous outbursts or unforeseen 

political complications which 

constantly threaten it from all sides. 

But no political party that wishes to 

avoid adventurous gambles can base 

its activities on the anticipation of 

such outbursts and complications. 

We must go our own way, and we 

must steadfastly carry on our regular 

work, and the less our reliance on 

the unexpected, the less the chance 

of our being caught unawares by any 

“historic turns””.  

The second quote is from the leading 

article of Ekim (number: 165, of 

March 15
th
 1997): “Political events 

that grow into revolution almost 

always have spontaneous dynamics. 

Revolutions are not planned and 

implemented, but they arise and 

develop through unexpected 

outbreaks of explosive accumulation 

which originates in the depths of 

society. At the same time 

spontaneous revolutions or large 

popular are led and directed by 

revolutionary parties. By giving a 

direction, a guideline, a program, by 

conscious interventions, these 

historical events can be brought to 

succeed step by step. This is echoed 

in the fundamental historic role 

which can be played by 

revolutionary leadership, a 
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a spontaneous dynamic, that 

resistance revolts or revolutions may 

need a small spark to explode. 

The revolt that happened in Tunisia, 

often described as a bolt from the 

blue, came as an utter surprise to 

those looking upon this country from 

the outside, or from a distance. 

When the revolt found its shocking 

response in the Arab world, 

especially when the first events 

started to take place in some 

countries, it gained power by the 

expectations of new revolts. But this 

was at first considered unthinkable 

in Egypt by specialists, those that 

know and follow the country well. 

An “experienced” BBC journalist in 

Cairo who wrote a letter right after 

the Tunisian dictator fled (January 

14
th
) and right before the Egyptian 

revolt that was clearly meant for the 

call of action of January 25
th
 is a 

clear example. Journalist Jon Leyne 

asks whether the events that led to 

the fleeing of president Zeynel 

Abadin Bin Ali in Tunisia yield 

similar results in Egypt, which has 

similar problems. He estimates that 

this is not feasible at all. To prove it 

he stated that protests in Egypt only 

drew a few hundred people and that 

they were almost always the same 

people, and that during actions there 

were always more police than 

activists.  

Today we know that not hundreds 

but millions responded to the call for 

action of January 25
th
. That the 

action is not only a protest, but a 

bloody revolt on a national scale, not 

a single explosion but spread across 

eighteen days, determined to ban the 

dictator. However this “experienced” 

BBC journalist had not made a 

personal mistake. He merely phrased 

what was generally thought and 

emphasised this in his report.  

All this confirms once more that 

mass explosions, revolt and 

resistance, revolutions, especially 

social revolutions, ferment for a long 

time and may burst out at 

unexpected moments in unexpected 

forms. 

 

2- We know now, using what we 

have seen, that Tunisia and Egypt 

both showed omens indicating these 

social explosions.  

It is a known fact that reps of the 

Communist Workers’ Party of 

Tunisia (PCOT) who played a 

certain role in the development of 

the revolt, not through organisation 

by through certain individual 
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initiatives of militants, that they 

predicted this revolt years in 

advance. “This revolution came as 

no surprise to us. Because after the 

revolt in the mining area in 2008 our 

party had already determined that 

Tunisia would enter a new period of 

popular battle that would lead to 

rebellion. After the revolt in the 

mining area there were other 

revolts, but they had a regional 

character. There were regional 

revolts in the summer last year”.  

PCOT reps say that the party will 

give special attention to the 

possibility of a popular revolt and 

that they try to prepare the party for 

it in every possible way.  

We already know that similar signs 

are clear in Egypt. And like in Egypt 

carried by a militant workers 

movement.  

Middle-east expert Gilbert Achcar 

says: “From 2006 to 2009, Egypt 

saw the unfolding of a wave of 

industrial actions, including a few 

impressively massive workers 

strikes.” He furthermore says that 

since then, social tension in the 

country has not decreased. Mubarak 

estimated that the use of the buffer of 

the security forces would keep the 

existing tensions at bay, but it has 

resulted in explosion. Of course, the 

example of Tunisia contributed.   

 

Based on this information the 

conclusion is: Despite the fact that it 

is impossible to predict a social 

movement or revolution, when and 

how and under which conditions it 

will take place, still it’s possible to 

see and predict it intuitively. Just 

like it is possible to predict major 

earth quakes based on previous 

experience, it can be predicted when 

resistance, revolt und revolution are 

coming. WE can at least see them 

intuitively and take effective 

measures. It depends whether a 

revolutionary party has the skills to 

understand the course of events, and 

to accurately interpret the deep 

social accumulations and effects. 

Timely insights and predictions will 

involve more serious, safe and 

ambitious preparation. This will 

increase the skills of a revolutionary 

party needed to grasp unexpected 

events considerably.  

3- Once more Tunisia and Egypt 

have shown the importance of 

revolutionary leadership for this 

possibly revolutionary movement 

and program, and for its own 

structural shortcomings when 
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steering great mass movements, 

resistance on riots against the 

political and social structure of the 

current system. Both Tunisia and 

Egypt were literary spontaneous 

movements and have remained such. 

The problem is not for the popular 

revolt to break out spontaneously. 

We have emphasized that these 

movements and revolutions usually 

are. The problem is that these events 

have taken place without a 

revolutionary orientation, a clear 

policy and program and the absence 

of revolutionary leadership which 

would ensure them. 

Because of this structural 

shortcoming the leading classes in 

the countries involved and the 

imperialist countries in the 

background were able to control the 

revolts by enclosing them within 

certain boundaries. This was 

especially the case in Egypt. On the 

one hand the imperialists and the 

Egyptian bourgeoisie have flattered 

and elevated the movement by 

calling it “a revolution”; on the other 

hand they successfully prevented it 

from taking on a true revolutionary 

dimension.  

Right when the working class 

revolted through production 

facilities and announced its own 

demands in its own way, they have 

sent the dictator away and halted the 

movement. In that way they have 

accomplished that the dictatorship 

with its entire structure remained 

intact. The army and one of the 

pillars of the system, the 

conservative Muslim Brotherhood, 

each based on their own special 

position and role, have rendered a 

valuable service to the internal and 

international masters in order to 

achieve this. 

Restraining and controlling an 

explosive popular movement, as in 

Egypt, has once more demonstrated 

the importance of a revolutionary 

program and direction and a 

revolutionary party to carry them. 

4- The problem however is not only 

that there e is no revolutionary party. 

The problem is also that a 

revolutionary party needs experience 

and preparation, power and 

organisation. It needs more or less 

practical experience, the result of 

various circumstances of battle, 

leadership of resistance, in case riot, 

revolt or any kind of revolutionary 

spontaneously breaks out so that it 

can take charge. When there is no 

such preparation it will not be 


