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Egypt: International Solidarity against the Army Crackdown!

Statement of the Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT), 14.8.2013

The crackdown crackdown of the military-im-

1 posed regime against the pro-Morsi mass protests is

underway. According to different reports between
300 and 2.200 people have been killed in the first few hours
only. The smaller of the two protests, at Nahda Square in
Giza, has been already destroyed by the army and po-
lice. However thousands of people are still defending the
protest camp at the Raba’a al-Adawiya mosque in Cairo’s
Nasr City neighbourhood. In reaction there have been a
number of mass protests and attacks on army bases and
police stations (e.g. in Helwan in southern Cairo, Alexan-
dria and Sinai).
2. There is no doubt that these are decisive days for
the democratic struggle against the reactionary regime of
al-Sisi and his army command. The crackdown demon-
strates once more the reactionary character of this regime.
This regime threatens to suppress any possible resistance
and to destroy the limited democratic gains of the 25" Jan-
uary 2011 Revolution which brought down the Mubarak
dictatorship. This is why the RIT states that the main en-
emy today is the al-Sisi regime and the main task is to de-
fend the democratic rights and the mass protests against
the regime.
3. If there has still be any doubt about the charac-
ter of the regime, a few incidents in the last days symboli-
cally demonstrate once more its thoroughly counter-rev-
olutionary character. It arrested two leaders of the Suez
Steel workers who have organized a number of strikes. It
collaborated with the Israeli army in killing four Islamist
fighters on the Sinai Peninsula who are part of the just
struggle against the Zionist Apartheid state. The regime
detained 42 Syrians in Alexandria, including children and
a pregnant woman, in order to deport them to Turkey.
In doing so it helps the reactionary Assad dictatorship in
its determination to liquidate the Syrian Revolution. The
struggle for a workers and popular insurrection against
the military-imposed regime is part of the necessary ad-
vance of the Arab Revolution towards a consistently dem-
ocratic, anti-imperialist and socialist revolution.
4. The protests against the al-Sisi regime are current-
ly led by the bourgeois-Islamist leadership of the Muslim
Brotherhood. The RCIT does not support in any way the
politics of this party. Quite the opposite, the RCIT sup-
ported the mass protests against the Morsi government
on 30™ June and before. These protests were progressive
because the workers and poor fought for bread and demo-
cratic freedom against the bourgeois-democratically elect-
ed Morsi government. However, the military coup created
a completely new situation. The army command takeover
was thoroughly counter-revolutionary albeit it claimed to
be related to the 30" June demonstration. In fact this claim
was nothing but a figleaf for the army command, the im-
perialists and the fulool (remnant of the Mubarak regime)
to take power directly in their hands and to start an anti-
democratic rollback.
5. The RCIT sharply condemns those leftists in Egypt
and internationally who objectively helped the reaction-
ary military regime in their counterrevolutionary plans by

whitewashing their coup d’état on 3™ July as an “advance
for the revolution” or even a “Second Egyptian Revolution”.
The centrist Revolutionary Socialists in Egypt and their in-
ternational co-thinkers of the SWP(UK) and the ISO(USA)
or the IMT of Alan Woods are examples for this shameful
betrayal. They are a warning example for the workers van-
guard that political organizations lacking a revolutionary
method in program and politics will inevitable end on the
side of the counterrevolution.

6. The main task today is to organize the broadest
possible resistance against the military dictatorship and
the current crackdown. The is struggle should be orga-
nized around the following slogans:

* Defend the pro-Morsi demonstrations without giving political
support to their leadership. For a broad united front (including
Islamists) in defense of democratic rights! For mass action com-
mittees to organize the resistance! For armed self-defense units!
For a general strike against the military regime!

* For a Revolutionary Constitutional Assembly elected and con-
trolled by the working people and protected by armed popular
militias! Prepare the struggle for a workers government, based
on the poor peasantry and the urban poor committed to the ex-
propriation of the multinationals, big capital and banks under
workers control as well as to the replacement of the bourgeois
state apparatus by workers and peasant organs.

* Advance the independent organization of the working class
by building a rank and file movement inside the trade unions
against the pro-regime or the pro-Morsi leaderships! For a new
Workers Party based on a revolutionary program!

7. At the same time the international workers move-
ment must rally to defend its brothers and sisters in Egypt
and to support their resistance against the military dicta-
torship. For solidarity demonstrations and protest pickets
in front of the Egypt embassies! For material support for
the protest movement against the regime! The interna-
tional workers movement must organize actions to hit the
military dictatorship in Egypt!

Forward in building a revolutionary party in Eqypt and inter-
nationally!

International Secretariat of the RCIT m

Cartoon by Carlos Latuff
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Egypt: Down with the Military Dictatorship!

Leaflet of the Revolutionary Communist Organization for Liberation (RKOB, Austrian Section of the RCIT), www.rkob.net

Revolutionary Communist International Tendency
(RCIT) — support the resistance against the military
dictatorship of General al-Sisi in Egypt. We state:
* Down with the military dictatorship and its lackey-govern-
ment!
* Stop the mass murder committed by the army and the police!
Defend the right to assembly, demonstrations, free press etc.!
Stop the arrests! Freedom for all political prisoners! Stop the
suppression of the Muslim Brotherhood!
* For Councils of Action and armed militia of workers and peas-
ants! For a country-wide coordination of these committees and
militias!
* No attacks against churches and Copts! Muslims, Christians,
and Atheists: Fight together against the Dictatorship!
* Down with US imperialism and Israel, which support the mili-
tary dictatorship of General al-Sisi!
* Open the Borders to Gaza! Solidarity with the Palestinian Re-
sistance! Long live the Syrian Revolution against the dictator
Assad!
* For a workers government allied with the peasants and urban
poor!
* For joint struggle of the Workers, Peasants and Poor in
Maghreb and Mashreq! Spread the Revolution! For a Socialist
Federation of Workers- and Peasants-Republics in Maghreb and
Mashreq!

The RKOB and our international organization — the

* Build a revolutionary combat party of the workers! For the
Fifth Workers International based on a revolutionary program!
* International Solidarity with the resistance against the mili-
tary dictatorship in EQypt! For an international solidarity cam-
paign by the workers movement!

As communists we do not support the political program
of the Muslim Brotherhood. Quiet the opposite, we sup-
ported the mass protests for bread and freedom on 30*
June. But we are also aware that the military coup d’état
on 3 July has created a new situation. Today the main
enemy is the dictatorship of General al-Sisi. We defend
the Muslim Brotherhood against the dictatorship and its
thugs. It is important today to form a united front against
the dictatorship.

The Revolutionary Communist International Tendency is an
international combat organization for the liberation of the
working class and the oppressed. It has national sections
in Occupied Palestine/Israel, Pakistan, Sri Lanka, USA and
Austria. The RCIT is based on the theory and practice of
the revolutionary workers movement which is associated
with the names of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsky. Join
us!

No future without socialism!

No socialism without a revolution!

No revolution without a revolutionary party! |

Down, Down with Sisi! Freedom, Freedom for Egypt!
Report from a Rally in Austria in Solidarity with the Resistance in Egypt

By Nina Gunié, Revolutionary Communist Organization for Liberation (RKOB, Austrian Section of the RCIT), 25.8.2013

The solidarity movement in Austria with the Resistance
against the military regime of General Sisi continues. Af-
ter the demonstration on 18th August (report with photos
and videos here), another rally took place on 23rd August
in Vienna. The Revolutionary Communist Organization
for Liberation (RKOB) again played an active role in the
rally.

Several hundred people — mostly Arab and Turkish mi-
grants — expressed their militant opposition against the
dictatorship. A number of speakers from the Egypt com-
munity declared their solidarity with their brothers and
sisters in Egypt.

Michael Probsting, International Secretary of the RCIT
(the RKOB is the Austrian Section of the RCIT), empha-
sized in his speeches the international importance of soli-
darity protests not only with the resistance in Syria, Pales-
tine, Brazil and many other countries. He stated that the
military regime is a dictatorship financed by the USA. He
called for power to be taken in the hand of the toilers, the
working people. He called to prepare for a longer perspec-
tive of underground work against the dictatorship and the
preparation of a general strike.

The RKOB demonstrated again that it stands for interna-
tional solidarity in words and deeds!

Photos of the demonstration can be viewed at www.rkob.net/
wer-wir-sind-1/rkob-aktiv-bei/aegypten-demo-23-8-2013

A Video of one of the speeches of Michael Probsting at the rally
can be viewed at the same link or at the YouTube Channel of the
RKOB at http:/[www.youtube.com/watch?v=GN4Lb7 DT4yc&l1
ist=UUCSUT4RYehM3d6by9il4Alw m

Young Women hold a Speech at a Rally in Austria, 23.8.2013
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Down with Al-Sisi! Long live international solidarity!

Report on the demonstration in Vienna against the military dictatorship in Egypt

By Nina Gunié¢, Revolutionary Communist Organization for Liberation (RKOB, Austrian Section of the RCIT), 18.8.2013

n Sunday, 18" August, a demonstration was held
Oin Vienna in which more than 1,000 people took

part. The demonstration was organized by a num-
ber of Muslim associations both from the Egyptian as well
as Turkish community. The demonstration was directed
against the military dictatorship in Egypt and the regime of
Al-Sisi. It was clearly an important demonstration, which
brought masses —i.e. ordinary people not organized in po-
litical parties — to the streets. This was visible by the many
homemade posters which people carried, the mood, and
the participation of many families with strollers.
The Revolutionary Communist Organization for the Liberation
(RKOB) was an active and vocal part in the demonstration.
We stand against the regime of Al-Sisi without giving any
political support to Mursi and the Muslim Brotherhood. In
opposite to all other organizations of the so-called “Left”
we are active in the anti-coup mobilizations in Austria and
also made public our clear and sharp rejection of the mili-
tary coup from the beginning.
We spread our political message at the demonstration with
our flyers and our paper as well as by our speech. Michael
Probsting, International Secretary of RCIT (of which the
RKOB is the Austrian Section) declared in his speech “Al-
Sisi would not be in power, if he were not a friend of the U.S.
and a friend of Israel.” He made clear, however, that we are
not supporters Mursi: “Brothers and sisters, I say: I am not a
supporter of President Mursi”. But he also made clear that
the resistance against the regime Al-Sisi is now the main

issue and that a united front in the struggle against the
military dictatorship is the duty of all anti-imperialists and
revolutionaries.

We have supported a successful, combative and loud dem-
onstration. It is a shame that not only many “left” in Egypt
but also in Austria have not clearly rejected the military
coup on 3™ July. It is a shame that they do not show sup-
port for the resistance against the dictatorship combined
with open political criticism against the Muslim Brother-
hood and Mursi. All this shows the lack of revolutionary
character of the centrist organizations and reformist forc-
es. Organizations such as the “Left Turn” (affiliated with
the SWP(UK) and the Revolutionary Socialists in Egypt)
and the “Spark” (affiliated with the IMT of Alan Woods)
have incredibly hailed the military coup on 3™ July as the
“Second Egyptian Revolution”, although this was a counter-
revolution in reality. This is nothing but treachery!

Today was a day of international solidarity and true anti-
imperialism. We stated and state: “Down with Al-Sisi! Long
live international solidarity! For a free Egypt!

Photos of the demonstration can be viewed at www.rkob.net/
wer-wir-sind-1/rkob-aktiv-bei/gegen-militaer-aegypten-demo-
18-8-13

A Video of the speech of Michael Probsting at the final rally can
be view at the same link or at the YouTube Channel of the RKOB
at www.youtube.com/watch?v=N_LIdw_0sso&feature=c4-over
view&list=UUCSUT4RYehM3d6by9il4dAlw m

RKOB-Banner and activists at a Solidarity Demonstration with the Resistance against the Military Dictatorship in Egypt, 18.8.2013 (Vienna, Austria)
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Israel and the Coup in Egypt

by Yossi Schwartz, Internationalist Socialist League (RCIT-Section in Israel/Occupied Palestine), 21.8.2013

supports the military coup on 3 July in Egypt. The

senior Israeli writer, Yossi Melman, wrote in one of Is-
rael’s main newspapers, the Jerusalem Post, in this connec-
tion:
“Israel’s primary concerns regarding Egypt are the possible fall
of the military regime or a descent into civil war, either of which
could render null the peace treaty that has brought relative calm
to the border for more than 30 years. (...) Israel has been engag-
ing in some diplomatic lobbying, particularly in Washington
and a number of European capitals, with the intent of persuad-
ing those governments against rushing to step up their condem-
nation of the latest EQyptian military operation to remove the
pro-Muslim Brotherhood protesters from the streets of Cairo and
other cities. Since the Eqyptian military (...) ousted the Islamist
government of president Mohamed Morsi six weeks ago, Israel
has been secretly maneuvering via friendly nations, deploying
heavy diplomatic leverage to stop Western governments, first
and foremost the United States, from denouncing the overthrow
by the Egyptian security forces, deterring them from calling it a
‘massacre’. Israel’s fear is that such condemnation would weak-
en the new military-backed Egyptian government, strengthen
the will of the Muslim Brotherhood to continue its policy of
brinkmanship.”
Not only Melman and the Jerusalem Post have observed
that imperialist Apartheid-Israel is supporting the coup
but does the international Zionist news agency — the Jew-
ish Telegraphic Agency. It wrote on August 19:
“The Israeli government is pressing its efforts to convince the
United States and the European Union to support the military-
backed government in Eqypt. The New York Times reported late
Sunday that Israeli ambassadors in Washington and the Europe-
an capitals will lobby foreign ministers, and that Israeli leaders
will urge diplomats to see the Israeli viewpoint that the EQyptian
military will prevent a further deterioration of the situation in
Cairo. The newspaper cited an unnamed ‘senior Israeli official
involved in the effort.” ‘If you insist on big principles, then you
will miss the essential — the essential being putting EQypt back
on track at whatever cost,” the official told the Times. “First,
save what you can, and then deal with democracy and freedom
and so on. At this point it’s army or anarchy.” (2)

It is a common knowledge that the Israeli government

The Failure of the Left

The question that those on the left who supported the coup
have to answer themselves is how it comes that they and
Israel cheer the 3™ July military coup. These left groups
include not only the reformist Egyptian Communist party
and the Communist Party of Israel but most tendencies on
the left.

Today some of these centrists like the Revolutionary Social-
ists (RS) in Egypt, the British SWP and the IMT led by Alan
Woods that supported the coup on July 3, distance them-
selves from their own position on the quiet. While this is
of course better than continuing support for the mass mur-
derous military dictatorship, it is nothing to be particu-
larly proud of since today even the United Nations and
various imperialist states have to raise their hypercritical

concern about their Egypt ally’s “lack of democracy and hu-
man rights”. Nevertheless, they are both incapable neither
to explain their U-turn nor to arrive to the correct tactical
conclusions today.

In their recent statement, the RS leaders criticize the left in
Egypt that supported the coup.

“Many who described themselves as liberals and leftists have be-
trayed the Egyptian Revolution, led by those who took part in
Al-Sisi’s government. They have sold the blood of the martyrs to
whitewash the military and the counter-revolution. These people
have blood on their hands.” (3)

This is like a thief pointing to others and accusing them
of theft. It was the RS leaders themselves who only a few
weeks ago published several statements about the 3™ July
events in which they praised the military coup as a “popu-
lar uprising”, a “height of democracy” and “a revolution of mil-
lions”, where they denounced the characterization of the
3 July putsch as a “military coup” as a “US-Brotherhood
plan” and where they condemned the protests of the Mus-
lim Brotherhood against the military dictatorship as “the
biggest danger that faces the revolution”! (4)

Even today — after the mass slaughter on 14" August — the
RS leaders refuse to defend the protests of the Muslim
Brotherhood against the dictatorship. Quite the opposite,
they proudly proclaim: “Neither did we defend for a single
day the sit-ins by the Brotherhood.” (5) How can so-called so-
cialists even today — when thousands of activists against
the dictatorship are slaughtered — refuse to support this re-
sistance against the dictatorship and join forces with them
against this murderous regime?!

All this shows the degree of extraordinary degeneration of
the RS and the SWP are going through. Similarly the IMT
even today refuse to form a united front with the Mos-
lem Brotherhood against the coup on the ground that the
Muslim Brotherhood and the army are equally reactionar-
ies: “They represent two sides of the same reactionary, counter-
revolutionary bourgeoisie.” (5)

What they refuse to see is that today the main danger-
ous enemy of the revolution in Egypt is the army and its
murderous regime. While the Morsi government acted as
a block against the revolution, the present dictatorship of
the army is moving to crash the revolution. What is nec-
essary is to form a united front with the Moslem Broth-
erhood and the Anti-Coup Alliance without giving them
any political support.

The Israeli government understands this point and for this
reason Israel is lobbying for the coup.

The Egypt Revolution and Counterrevolution
is a decisive test for Marxists!

Today the central test for revolutionaries is the Arab revo-
lution and the political events in Egypt in particular. Those
who supported the coup and refuse today to fight against
it with a revolutionary program and the method of the Le-
ninist united front are an obstacle for the socialist revolu-
tion as the only way out of the Egyptian crisis.

We in the RCIT can proudly say that we supported first
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the mass movement against the Morsi government with
a revolutionary program and without giving any political
support for the liberals a la ElBaradei and Tamarod. When
most on the left cheered the 3 July military coup as “an
advance of the Revolution” or downplayed its counter-revo-
lutionary danger, the RCIT warned against the danger of
a military coup and, after the 3 July, we fully understood
the character of the military-imposed regime as well as the
setback it meant for the working class. We immediately
declared that the al-Sisi regime has become the main en-
emy. We elaborated a revolutionary answer for this new
situation where the working class was in the defensive and
where the revolutionary-democratic demands - including
the slogan of the Constitutional Assembly — became par-
ticularly important. On a programmatic and tactical level
the RCIT has passed this important test. (6)

We urge revolutionaries in Egypt and around the world
to debate with us the important lesson of the revolution
and counter-revolution in Egypt in order to build a strong
revolutionary organization in Egypt and international.

* Defend the pro-Morsi demonstrations without giving political
support to their leadership. For a broad united front (including
Islamists) in defense of democratic rights! For mass action com-
mittees to organize the resistance! For armed self-defense units!
For a general strike against the military regime!

* Fight for a Revolutionary Constitutional Assembly elected
and controlled by the working people and protected by armed
popular militias! Prepare the struggle for a workers government,
based on the poor peasantry and the urban poor committed to the
expropriation of the multinationals, big capital and banks under
workers control as well as to the replacement of the bourgeois
state apparatus by workers and peasant organs.

* Advance the independent organization of the working class
by building a rank and file movement inside the trade unions
against the pro-regime or the pro-Morsi leaderships! For a new
Workers Party based on a revolutionary program!

* For international solidarity of the workers movement with
their brothers and sisters in Egypt! Support their resistance
against the military dictatorship! For solidarity demonstrations
and protest pickets in front of the EQypt embassies! For mate-
rial support for the protest movement against the regime! The
international workers movement must organize actions to hit
the military dictatorship in Eqypt!

* Forward in building a revolutionary party in EQypt and inter-
nationally!

Footnotes

(1) Yossi Melman: Israel supports military rule in Egypt, Jeru-
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Egypt: Solidarity with Steel Workers arrested by Army

Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT), 13.8.2013

(RCIT) supports the following appeal which has

been published at the website of the Revolutionary
Socialists in Egypt in Arabic language and at the website
of the MENA Solidarity Network in English language (1).
We call all organizations and activists of the international
workers movement to support and distribute this appeal.
The arrest of two of the leaders of the Suez Steel workers’
strike, Amr Yusif and Abd-al-Ra’uf, demonstrates once
more the reactionary character of the reactionary regime
which came to power on 3 July via a coup d’état of the
army command against the Morsi government. These at-
tacks on the workers movement show once more how ter-
rible wrong many of the Egyptian and international left
are, who claim that this coup d’état was an “advance for
the revolution” or even a “Second Egyptian Revolution”. In
fact, as the RCIT explained in numerous documents and
articles, the coup led by General al-Sisi was a counter-rev-
olutionary setback for the Egyptian working class. (2)
It is necessary to point out that one of the initiators of the
appeal below — the Revolutionary Socialists — is a promi-
nent force amongst those who deny until today that the
reactionary takeover of 3™ July was a reactionary coup.
Instead, the Revolutionary Socialists — a centrist organiza-
tion affiliated to the Cliffite SWP(UK) - claims that the
overthrow of the Morsi government was a result of the
revolutionary masses’ struggle. Therefore they shamefully
neither condemn the coup d’état nor do they support the
mass protests against the coup (which are currently led by
the bourgeois-Islamist Muslim Brotherhood). However in
the past weeks the reactionary character of the coup has
become so obvious that even the Revolutionary Socialists
are forced to admit the existence of a danger of “military
fascism” . (3)
The result of this is complete confusion and a politics — so
typically of centrism — of zigzags. This is also reflected in
the confused formulations in the first paragraph of the ap-
peal below which speak about “the downfall” of the Morsi
government — instead of naming it a coup. Worse, it cre-
ates a reactionary amalgam by confusing “the downfall of
Mubarak, Tantawi and Morsi in successive revolutionary waves
beginning on 25 January and finishing on 30 June”. In so do-
ing, they treat the revolutionary overthrow of the Muba-
rak dictatorship in January/February 2011 as the same as
the recent counter-revolutionary coup d’état by the army
command against the Morsi government.
The truth is that — contrary to the reactionary myth propa-
gated by many of the petty-bourgeois left — the masses op-
pose the military coup d’état. This is reflected in the square
occupations and the daily mass demonstrations against
the new regime. It is also expressed in an actual opinion
poll which shows that — despite the increasing repression
by the military-imposed regime — 69% of the people op-
pose the forceful removing President Morsi from office
while only 25% support the coup. It is characteristic that
amongst those who support the coup 55% are supporters
of Hosni Mubarak and the former regime. (4)
As we stated in our previous statements, the task today
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is to organize the working class resistance in order to de-
feat the al-Sisi regime. It is necessary to defend the pro-
Morsi demonstrations against the repression of the regime
and to apply the united front tactic towards these forces
in order to break them away from the bourgeois leader-
ship of the Muslim Brotherhood. Revolutionaries should
advocate the formation of action committees in order to
organize the masses independently of the Muslim Broth-
erhood and to organize a general strike to bring down the
military-imposed regime. The RCIT considers the slogan
of the Revolutionary Constitutional Assembly an important
tactic in order to tackle the massive democratic illusion.
Another important task is to agitate amongst the soldiers
in order to split the army between the lower ranks and
the reactionary officer corps. The strategic goal which has
to be prepared in propaganda now is the struggle for a
workers government, based on the poor peasantry and the urban
poor committed to the expropriation of the multinationals,
big capital and banks under workers control as well as the
replacement of the bourgeois state apparatus by workers
and peasant organs. It is around these lines where a revolu-
tionary organization in Egypt should be built in the current
phase. The RCIT will support the Egyptian revolutionaries
in this historic task.

Footnotes
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soc.me/workers-farmers/nrfd-dwn-ljysh-ly-ml-Iswys-lIslb-wntlb-blfrj-
Ifwry-n-Iml

(2) See Michael Probsting: The Coup d’Etat in Egypt and the
Bankruptcy of the Left’s “Army Socialism”. A Balance Sheet
of the coup and another Reply to our Critics (LCC, WIVP, SF/
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and the failure of the Egypt left, 11.7.2013, www.thecommunists.
net/worldwide/africa-and-middle-east/egypt-us-support-for-military-
coup; RCIT: Egypt: Down with the Military Coup d’Etat! Prepare
Mass Resistance! 8.7.2013, www.thecommunists.net/worldwide/
africa-and-middle-east/egypt-down-with-military-coup-d-etat; RCIT:
Tasks of the Revolution in Egypt, 2.7.2013, www.thecommunists.
net/worldwide/africa-and-middle-east/tasks-of-egypt-revolution. All
articles except the two latest one have been published in the
RCIT’s international journal Revolutionary Communism No. 12
(July/August 2013).

(3) For a lengthy criticism of the Revolutionary Socialists positions
see Michael Prébsting: The Coup d’Etat in Egypt and the Bank-
ruptcy of the Left’s “Army Socialism”. A Balance Sheet of the coup
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the role of US imperialism in the military’s coup d’état and the
failure of the Egypt left, 11.7.2013, www.thecommunists.net/world-
wide/africa-and-middle-east/egypt-us-support-for-military-coup.
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We reject the army’s attack on Suez Steel workers
and demand their immediate release

Nearly a month and a half has passed since the fall of Mo-
hamed Morsi and the Muslim Brotherhood from power,
thanks to the action of the masses who did not feel any dif-
ference between the policies of the Brotherhood and those
of Mubarak. Both opposed the masses and their demands
for bread, freedom and social justice. Despite the downfall
of Mubarak, Tantawi and Morsi in successive revolution-
ary waves beginning on 25 January and finishing on 30
June, Minister of Defence General Abd-al-Fattah al-Sisi,
President Adli Mansour and Prime Minister Hazem Be-
blawi have not learnt their lesson. Instead, they divert
the masses and make the “war on terrorism” a pretext for
dropping demands for social justice during the transition-
al period.

Striking workers have been in the front ranks of the strug-
gle by the masses since the strike in Mahalla in 2006. It was
they who threw down Mubarak, and after him Tantawi
and Morsi who saw during his period in office the largest
proportion of workers’ strikes to demand their rights. Yet
the new government of Mansour and Beblawi is dealing
with strikers with the same repressive policies, and today
arrested two of the leaders of the Suez Steel workers’ strike
(Amr Yusif and Abd-al-Ra’uf, with the knowledge of the
police, while the armed forces surrounded the factory.
The origins of the dispute go back to the signing of a col-
lective agreement between the company and the work-
force in February 2012, in the wake of workers’ protests.
The agreement included provisions to pay workers a prof-
it-sharing bonus, and agreed a pay structure, health care
and bonuses. The dispute is about the implementation of
anumber of provisions in the agreement, most important-
ly the profit-sharing bonus, as the owner claims that the
company is making a loss and that he owes money to a
number of banks. When the workers asked at a Ramadan
breakfast recently for other bonus payments in place of
the profit-sharing bonus, he just kept on talking about his
losses. The workers countered by saying that the company
has increased its factories to four units, and that it also do-
nated 3 million Egyptian pounds towards paying off the
Egyptian national debt.

Workers were surprised when, the following day, 12 of
their colleagues had been dismissed. After that, discussion
and negotiation took another form, and the workers pre-
sented their demands in full, but management refused to
answer any of them, saying they must get back to work
and then negotiations could begin. The workers refused,
and continued their strike for the second day, when the
police arrested two of the workers and the army sur-
rounded the factory.

The recent rise in workers’ strikes and protests shows
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that the Egyptian revolution is not over yet, and that the
struggle of the working class will continue until the revo-
lution’s demands are met. The organisations signing this
statement confirm their support for all workers’ strikes,
and their adoption of workers’ legitimate demands. We
call on workers’ organisations, political groups and trade
union leaders in other workplaces to show solidarity with
their colleagues at Suez Steel and to confront the regime’s
attacks on workers, which will move tomorrow to Tenth of
Ramadan, Alexandria and Port Sa’id.

We also condemn the siege of the workers’ sit-in at the fac-
tory, and the arrest of strikers, and demand that Minister
of Labour Kamal Abu Aita swiftly deals with the situation.
We demand the immediate release of the arrested workers,
the army’s withdrawal from the factory and that workers’
demands are met.

Signatories:

The Revolutionary Socialists

Hisham Mubarak Law Centre

The Campaign for Workers” Demands

Platinum Maritime Services Workers (Red Sea Ports)
The Independent Union of Public Transport Workers
The Independent Union of Cairo Airport Workers
The Textile Workers League

The Mahalla Workers’ League

The Egyptian Centre for Economic and Social Rights
Khamsin Centre

The Suez Seamen’s League

What you can do:

* Rush messages of protest to General Abd-al-Fattah al-Si-
si, Commander in Chief of the Egyptian Armed Forces, de-
manding the immediate release of the two arrested work-
ers. Email General al-Sisi here mod@afmic.gov.eg copy in
Kamal Abu Aita, Minister of Labour (minoffice@mome.gov.
eg) and the Egyptian Ambassador to the UK (eg.emb_lon-
don@mfa.gov.eg) or your country.

* Send messages of solidarity to the Suez Steel workers
via menasolidarity@gmail.com or by our Facebook page, or
leave a comment under this article m

Cartoon by Carlos Latuff
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Egypt: Mobilize Resistance against the military regime!
No political support for Morsi and the Muslim brotherhood! For independent

working class mobilization with a revolutionary perspective!

By Yossi Schwartz, Revolutionary Communist International Tendency, 27.7.2013

hood supporters and the supporters of the military

coup that deposed president Morsi held opposing
demonstrations that clashed in different cities in Egypt. At
least several dozen have died only in the last 24 hours. It
is possible that the army will clamp down even more bru-
tally in the next days.
The clashes came after mass protests were called for by
the army chief and deputy Prime Minister General Gen-
eral Abdel Fattah al-Sisi — the real strong man in Egypt
since the coup on 3™ July — who urged them to strengthen
a military “mandate” to stop “violence and terrorism took to
the streets”. The main banner stretched across the entrance
to Tahrir Square where the pro-army rally was held read:
“The people, the source of all power, mandate the army and po-
lice to purge terrorism” (1)
The pro-Morsi crowd has been rallying against the over-
throw of the elected president since July 3.
Reports said Morsi was being detained for 15 days pend-
ing investigations on allegations of spying for Hamas,
which controls the Gaza Strip. (2) In reality his real crime
was that he worked with the military, the police and with
the imperialists against the revolution. This accusation
underlines ones more the pro-imperialist and pro-Israeli
character of the army and its puppet-government.
So far around 100 people, mainly supporters of Morsi, have
been killed by the pro-imperialist army that has called to
turn the weapons against Morsi supporters who are de-
nounced as terrorists by the terrorizing army.
On Thursday, Mohammed Abdul Aziz, a spokesman
for the Tamarod (“Rebel”) youth movement that helped
rally millions in anti-Morsi street protests before the
army moved against him, said: “Tomorrow we will cleanse

Egypt.”

Yesterday (Friday 26.7.2013) the Muslim Brother-

A setback for the Egyptian Revolution

According to media reports the army command used all
means including the media to massively mobilize people
to their pro-coup rally. However the turn-out was only a
small fraction of multi-million demonstrations against the
Morsi government on 30* June.

All these recent developments — the killing spree against
the pro- Morsi demonstrators, the military bureaucracy
claiming that “The people mandate the army and police to
purge terrorism”, its supporters call “to cleanse Egypt”, the
massive weakening of independent working class mobili-
zations — all this should make clear even to the most con-
fused leftists:

* The pro-imperialist army command has staged a coup
d’état and established a bonapartist regime controlled by
the military.

* This coup d’état is a setback, a defeat for the Egyptian
Revolution and not an advance.

* From this follows that the main task in the present politi-
cal conjuncture is to rally in defense of democratic rights
against the consolidation of the reactionary military re-
gime.

The main enemy today is the army
and its puppet-government!

The interest of the working class is to get rid of the army
generals and its puppet-government by splitting the army
along class lines and fighting for a workers’ and peasants’
government that will expropriate the major foreign and
local companies and banks under workers control.

With this perspective in mind the first question to be asked
is: Who is the immediate and more dangerous enemy of
the revolution? Is it the army or the Moslem Brotherhood?
The clear answer is: the army. It is in power and it has cre-
ated a bonapartist regime. It will try break mass protests,
strikes and any other independent mass actions. The mili-
tary coup was organized to stop the massive mobilization
of 15-17 million people — many of them workers and poor.
(3)

The fact that the Tamarod is working with the army as
well as the trade union bureaucracy and the Communist
Party of Egypt shows once again that these middle class
forces that so far have led the movement have taken the
pro-imperialist side. These petty-bourgeois leaders form
the worst possible popular front with the pro-imperialist
army command similar to the Stalinists and liberals sup-
port for the bloody military coup d’état in Algeria in De-
cember 1991.

As we already explained in past articles, the Revolutionary
Socialists in Egypt and the British SWP failed to oppose
the coup d’état of 3* July but hailed it as an advance of the
revolution. (4) After facing the bloody reality of the coup
regime in power for three weeks, the Cliffites are coming
under increasing pressure. As a result they called on the
workers and the masses not to join the pro-Army rally on
26™ July explaining that giving the army a popular man-
date to finish off the Muslim Brotherhood will inevitably
lead to the consolidation of the regime which the revolu-
tion arose to overthrow. However they refuse to call for
mass mobilizations against the army-regime or to call for
a united front with the Muslim Brotherhood. This is a 180-
degree turn around since only one year ago they opportu-
nistically called for a vote for Mursi! (5)

We call on the workers movement and the left to break
with the pro-army leadership and to mobilize for actions
of resistance. (6)

There are already some, albeit small, signs for a break of
a section of the workers movement with such a popular
frontist orientation. For example Fatma Ramadan, mem-
ber of the Executive Committee of the Egyptian Federation
of Independent Trade Unions, denounced in a statement the
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support for al-Sisi pro-coup rally on Tahrir Square on 26"
July by the majority of his trade union leadership as well
as the government’ Egyptian Trade Union Federation (ETUF)
and the Egyptian Democratic Labour Congress. She opposes
both the Morsi government as well as the military regime.
@)

There has also been a small rally on 26 July in Cairo at the
Sphinx Square to express their rejection of the army and
Morsi. “Down with all those who betrayed: The army and the
Brotherhood,” read their signs. (8)

Revolutionaries in Egypt should call for mass mobiliza-
tions against the coup d’état. They should fight inside the
workers movement as well as the youth organizations not
to support the army command and its puppet govern-
ment but instead to turn against it. Such a call for a united
front for the practical purpose to defeat the coup d’état
must also reach out to the Muslim Brotherhood — which
at the moment is the main force on the street against the
coup — without giving them any political support. Such
a tactic aimed at defending democratic rights against the
army command and at breaking workers and poor who
still have illusions in bourgeois forces must be combined
with propaganda for a revolutionary working class per-
spective.

One of the demands that can unite the anti-imperialist
forces is for a Revolutionary Constituent Assembly defended
by armed militias of workers peasants and the poor. The
liberal pro-imperialist government imposed by the army
must be replaced by a workers government supported by
the peasants and the poor.

A coup in the service of US imperialism

Yesterday while I was in the weekly demonstration in
Sheikh Jerah (in Jerusalem in Occupied Palestine/Israel)
against the stealing of Palestinians houses by the settlers
back by the Zionist apartheid state, the Palestinian leaders
of the demo spoke against the coup and praised Morsi.

At the same time the left Zionists and those who call them-
selves post-Zionists supported the coup and made an
analogy between the Allies and the Nazis during WWIL
They argued that, like in the war when it was necessary to
support the Allies, it was necessary to stand with the army
in Egypt.

This line is wrong for a few reasons. First of all while the
Muslim Brotherhood is a reactionary movement dreaming
of returning to the old glorified days of Islamic rule (that
indeed was more progressive than feudal Europe with
their crusaders), it is not a Nazi movement nor was Morsi
in power a fascist dictatorship. It was a bourgeois elected
government in a religious form. The crimes it committed
was in the service of capital. For this reason it is necessary
to call for the release of Morsi without calling to reinstitute
him in power.

Secondly while Nazi Germany was an imperialist state
and for this reason the revolutionary position was for a
revolutionary defeat for both camps and while defend-
ing the Soviet Union that was still a degenerated work-
ers state, Egypt is a semi-colony of US imperialism. In a
clash between an imperialist state and a semi-colony re-
gardless of its regime the interest of the working class is
to defend unconditionally the semi-colony. The Egyptian
army trained and financed by US imperialism represents

the interests of the real masters of Egypt — US-American
imperialism. Those who took to the streets in support of
the call of the army are acting — whether they understand
it or not — in the interests of the imperialists. The army
called on them to go out to the streets to attack the Muslim
Brotherhood as a way to get support for the real imperi-
alist masters of Egypt. The fact that the army that works
with Israel is accusing Morsi of spying for Hamas by itself
underlines once more that the Egypt army is a dangerous
enemy not only for the Egyptian but also the Palestinian
people in Gaza.

Build a Revolutionary Party!

As we have stated in our resolution on the coup d’état,
it is absolutely urgent to build an authentic revolutionary
workers party to fight against the disastrous influence of
the petty-bourgeois left inside the mass movement. The
revolution in Egypt can only succeed if the working class
can build such a revolutionary leadership in time. The
RCIT urges revolutionaries in Egypt to work out and unite
around a revolutionary Action Program as part of an inter-
national struggle for the Fifth Workers International. An im-
portant step in building a revolutionary party will be the
struggle to win the independent trade unions and other
workers organization to break with the Nasserite and lib-
eral forces and to form an independent Mass Workers Party.
Authentic socialists would fight for a revolutionary Action
Program as the basis of such a Workers Party. We are will-
ing to support any step which leads towards the formation
of a Bolshevik organization.

Michael Probsting speaks at final rally at solidarity demo on 18.8.2013
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In the present situation the RCIT raises the following slo-
gans:

* Down with the military coup d’état! No support with the ar-
my’s puppet regime! No to the repression of Muslim Brother-
hood supporters! But also no to a return of Mursi to power!

* Prepare for mass mobilizations and a general strike against the
army command and its puppet regime!

* For Action Committees in each factory, workers neighborhood
and village to be organized on district and national level to coor-
dinate the protest activities!

* For self defense committees! Split the army to win the soldiers
for revolution!

* For a Revolutionary Constitutional Assembly!

* Working class and socialist organizations: Break with the Na-
tional Salvation Front!

* Cancel the debts!

* For a workers government, based on the poor peasantry and
the urban poor committed to the expropriation of the multina-
tionals, big capital and banks under workers control as well as
the replacement of the bourgeois state apparatus by workers and
peasant organs!

* Build a revolutionary organization! All Workers Organiza-
tions should break with the bourgeois opposition forces and form
an independent Mass Workers Party based on a revolutionary
program!

Footnotes

(1) Al-Jazeera: Egypt suffers night of deadly violence, 27 July
2013, http://www.aljazeera.com/news/middleeast/2013/07/20137
26223842190578.html

(2) Selim Saheb Ettaba: Dozens killed in clashes at Morsi rally
in Egypt, AFP, 27.7.2013, http://au.news.yahoo.com/world/a/-/
world/18170794/dozens-killed-in-clashes-at-morsi-rally-in-
egypt/

(3) For the RCIT's analysis and tactics for the mass mobilizations
against the Morsi government see our statement: Tasks of the
Revolution in Egypt, 2.7.2013, www.thecommunists.net/world-
wide/africa-and-middle-east/tasks-of-egypt-revolution

(4) For the RCIT’s critique of the capitulation of important sec-
tors of the Egypt Left as well as the confusion of international
leftists see our articles: Yossi Schwartz: Egypt: The U.S. Support
for the Military Coup and the Left’s ignorance. Notes on the role
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of Revolution. That is why the June uprising was far broader, deeper,
faster and more conscious than the First Revolution that occurred two
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Tendency: Egypt, Brazil, Turkey: Tremors of World Revolution,
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‘Army Socialist’ E

Egypt Coup: The Bankruptcy of the Left’s “Army Socialism”
A Balance Sheet of the coup. Another Reply to our Critics (LCC, WIVP, SEF/LCFI)

By Michael Probsting, Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT), 8.8.2013,

army command led by General Abdel Fattah Al-Sisi

overthrew the Morsi government via a coup d’état and
took power. Al-Sisi leads a reactionary coalition with the
“deep state” — the old repressive state apparatus from the
Mubarak-era — at its core and which incorporates the pro-
Western liberal opposition as well as a number of petty-
bourgeois leftists and trade union bureaucrats. It is backed
by the imperialist Great Powers and the Gulf monarchies
and supported by the Apartheid State Israel.
Since the 3 July the army killed — according to different
estimations — between 300 and 500 people. On a single
day, the bloody Saturday 27" July, the military and police
orchestrated a massacre which left at least 120 demonstra-
tors dead and a further 4,500 people injured. The progres-
sive mass movement against the bourgeois Islamist Morsi
government — which rallied at its height millions of peo-
ple at the 30" June demonstration — has disappeared as
an independent movement and their leaders succumb to
the new Bonaparte General Al-Sisi. Kamal Abu-Fita, presi-
dent of the Egyptian Federation of Independent Trade Unions,
has been appointed by the army command as Minister for
Manpower and calls for an end to all strikes.
The developments since the counterrevolutionary coup on
3 July mean that the Egyptian Revolution has suffered
a setback. This setback can be reversed and the military-
imposed regime has not consolidated its power until now.
But at the moment they are in the offensive and the work-
ers movement must see this danger in order to develop
the necessary tactics of mobilizing the working class for
the defense of the democratic achievements and to defeat
the putschists.
This coup is one of the most important events in the cur-
rent world situation and therefore a crucial question for the
perspectives of the class struggle not only in Egypt but the
whole Middle East region and internationally. The 3 July
coup represents a model for the counter-revolution how
the forces of the old regime with the imperialists backing
might try to liquidate the Arab Revolution under the dis-
guise of secularism and democracy. Engels once defined
communism as the “insight into the nature, the conditions
and the consequent general aims of the struggle waged by the
proletariat.” (1) Without understanding the new conditions
for the working class struggle which have been created via
the reactionary military coup, it is impossible for revolu-
tionaries and the vanguard of the workers movement in
Egypt and international to find the correct road to the so-
cialist program in Egypt today.
The Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT)
has elaborated its assessment of the events in Egypt in a
number of articles and statements. (2) We supported the
progressive mass mobilizations against the bourgeois-
Islamist Morsi government which took place before the
3 July. The RCIT called in this period to participate in

It is now little more than one month ago that the Egypt

these mobilizations in order to advance them towards a
revolutionary general strike to overthrow the Morsi gov-
ernment. We warned against any political support for the
bourgeois-liberal National Salvation Front. We also warned
of the danger of a military coup and stated that — contrary
to many leftists view — the army command is no friend but
an enemy of the masses. We called for the formation of
action committees in each factory, workers neighborhood
and village as well as self defense committees to be orga-
nized on district and national level to coordinate the revo-
lutionary activities. We argued that the goal must be to
creation of a workers government, based on the poor peas-
antry and the urban poor committed to the expropriation
of the multinationals, big capital and banks under workers
control as well as the replacement of the bourgeois state
apparatus by workers and peasant organs.

With the military’s coup d’état on 3™ July the situation
changed fundamentally. It overthrew the Muslim Broth-
erhood government which has its main base amongst the
religious middle class but which has also substantial sup-
port amongst the urban and rural poor. The army and the
imperialists had decided to get rid of the Morsi govern-
ment because it had failed in its task to pacify the country
after the 2011 revolution in the interests of imperialism
and the big bourgeoisie.

After the coup the army command and its puppet govern-
ment became the main enemy. Since then the central task
is to organize mass mobilizations against the new military-
imposed regime in order to defend the limited gains of the
unfinished democratic revolution of February 2011. Today
it attempts to suppress the Brotherhood. Tomorrow it will
look for the trade unions and the left. This is why the main
enemy today is the military-imposed regime. The most ur-
gent task now is the defeat of the military regime by the
working class struggle.

Revolutionaries should call for the formation of Actions
Committees to organize the defensive struggle against the
putschists. They should participate in the mass demon-
strations and square occupations and argue for an exten-
sion of the struggle to the enterprises in order to prepare
for a general strike. Revolutionaries should call for a broad
united front to defeat the coup regime. Such a united front
orientation should focus on the workers organization but
must of course also include the Muslim Brotherhood since
they are currently organizing the only existing mass mo-
bilizations against the coup. Revolutionaries would limit
such a united front only to the practical struggle against
the military-imposed regime and the defense of the dem-
ocratic rights. They must not support any call for a re-
turn of Morsi to power. They should raise the slogan of
a Revolutionary Constituent Assembly to be organized and
controlled by the revolutionary masses. Such an assembly
must be protected by workers and popular militias against
any interference by reactionary forces.
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The RCIT calls to combine such a program with the per-
spective of a workers government, based on the poor peasantry
and the urban poor committed to the expropriation of the mul-
tinationals, big capital and banks under workers control as well
as the replacement of the bourgeois state apparatus by workers
and peasant organs!

It is around these lines on which a revolutionary organiza-
tion in Egypt should be built in the current phase. At the
same time revolutionaries should call all workers orga-
nizations to break with the bourgeois forces and form an
independent Mass Workers Party based on a revolutionary
program!

Naturally not only the RCIT but many organizations of
the workers movement have elaborated their assessment
of the events in Egypt. In this document we will also deal
with a number of positions and arguments of other organi-
zations. More than one month of Bonapartist rule of Gen-
eral al-Sisi allows us to assess the evaluation and tactics of
various groupings in the workers movement.

In this context we will also reply to various arguments and
criticism which have been put forward against the RCIT’s
assessment and tactics of the military coup in Egypt in a
context of a public debate between several organizations
like the Liaison Committee of Communists (LCC, with groups
in New Zealand, USA, Zimbabwe), the Workers Interna-
tional Vanguard Party (WIVP, South Africa) and Socialist
Fight (Britain) which is part of the Liaison Committee for the
Fourth International (which has also groups in Brazil and
Argentina). (3) We think such a debate is urgent because
the revolutionary program is not an abstract truth or a
dead letter but has to be constantly tested, defended and
if necessary refined according to the developments of the
class struggle.

I. One month after the coup: Have we seen an advance
or a setback for the Egyptian Revolution?

Obviously the most important question for the workers
movement and the socialist forces in Egypt and inter-
nationally is the question how to assess the coup. As we
discussed already several times, most progressive forces
in Egypt praised the coup and saw it as an expression of
the victorious march forward of the masses. The biggest
danger for the workers and socialist movement is to con-
fuse a defeat with a victory, a setback with an advance, a
counter-revolution with a revolution. This is exactly what
most of the Egyptian as well as the international left are
guilty of and what demonstrates their bankruptcy. What
we have seen is an critical or uncritical adaption to the
military coup d’état by most of the left hailing the over-
throw of the Morsi government and the suppression of
the Muslim Brotherhood (Al-Ikhwan Al-Muslim) as an “ex-
ecution of the will of the Egypt people”. Marx and Engels
once denounced sarcastically the program of the German
opportunist workers leaders Ferdinand Lassalle as “Royal
Prussian Governmental Socialism”. (4) Similarly we can call
the petty-bourgeois left’s adaption to the army command
as “army socialism”.

Such “socialism” is in fact a betrayal of the working class
interests. It represents a major obstacle for the formation
of an authentic revolutionary response by the working
class vanguard so that it can find a way out of the misery.
Without a fundamental clarity over the question who is
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the ruling class respective its hegemonic executioner and
thus who is the main enemy in a given situation, any or-
ganization is doomed to fail terrible in such a highly sharp
class struggle situation as we see it currently in Egypt.

The Left’s Failure to understand
the Meaning of the reactionary Coup

Let us briefly recapitulate how a number of progressive or-
ganizations viewed the military’ coup d’état on 3™ July. To
understand its failure one has to bear in mind that the left
in Egypt — as all over the world — usually adapts towards
the petty-bourgeoisie, the intelligentsia and the labor bu-
reaucracy. These layers in turn subordinate to factions of
the domestic and/or foreign bourgeoisie.

Most left-wing forces in Egypt were in close collaboration
with the National Salvation Front led by the pro-Western
liberal Mohammed ElBaradei for quite some time. As is
widely known the NSF welcomed the coup from the be-
ginning. In fact — as we will see later — it was involved in
a conspiracy with the army command for at least half a
year in order to prepare the coup. Today ElBaradei is vice
president of the military-imposed government.

As we already quoted in the first RCIT statement on the
coup d’état, the petty-bourgeois youth movement Tamarod
also openly supports the coup d’état and defends it as an
act of “revolutionary legitimacy that has reflected the people’s
will against the tyrants who do not want stability in EQypt.”
(5) Tamarod even supported General Al-Sisi’s call for mass
demonstrations on 26" July to mandate the army and po-
lice to crackdown on “violence and terrorism”. It said that it
supports the military in its “war against terrorism.” (6) On
its official Facebook page, Tamarod called on its support-
ers to heed the armed forces’ call for protests. “We call on
all the EQyptian people to gather in all the squares next Friday
to call for the trial of Mohamed Morsi, support the Egyptian
armed forces in the coming war against terrorism and cleansing
the land of EQypt. The army and the people will fight terrorism.”
)

The Egyptian Communist Party is deeply enmeshed in a
popular front with the bourgeois-liberals and supports El-
Baradei. Already in the times of the Mubarak dictatorship
it saw the Islamists as the main enemy. As a result, the
Stalinist cadre — as the Egyptian academic Hazem Kandil
put it splendidly — “made their peace with the regime a long
time ago. Their excuse was that Islamization poses the biggest
threat to EQypt, and that commitment to secularism binds them
to the supposedly liberal ruling group. They therefore agreed to
play according to the regime’s rulebook, which allowed them to
write and lecture, while forbidding them from building a real
base among the working class.” (8)

It is therefore not surprising that the Stalinists praised the
army’s coup from the first day enthusiastically. It wrote:
“Our party salutes the EQyptian masses, heroes in their grand
victory over the forces of tyranny, backwardness and commu-
nalism (...) Our valiant armed forces have reaffirmed their pro-
found devotion and total loyalty to our people and its right to
live in dignity and freedom. They have thus responded to the
people’s demand and joined the revolutionary struggle (...) Our
party calls for an absolute priority [by a “technical” government
of transition and a new constitution] to meet the demands of the
laboring classes (...) Our party demands equally that Morsi be
brought before justice along with the pillars of his governing
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clique and the terrorist allies involved in a politics of terrorism
against the EQyptian people.” (9)

Salah Adli, the party’s General Secretary, stated: “What has
happened is not a military coup in any way, but a revolutionary
coup by the EQyptian people to get rid of this fascist rule. What
the army did is carrying out the will of the people and protecting
them from the plots of the Muslim Brotherhood and their armed
terrorist allies who want to ignite sectarian strife and civil wars,
divide the Egyptian army and destroy the institutions of the
Egyptian state to serve the interests of imperialism and Zionism
in the region.” (10)

The fake-Trotskyist Revolutionary Socialists — which is
aligned with the centrist SWP (Britain) and praised by
many other centrists internationally — in turn adapts to the
petty-bourgeois left-liberals of Tamarod and via this to the
NSE. (11) As a result it too hailed the military coup d’état
as a “new wave of the Eqyptian revolution”: “What happened
on June 30 was, without the slightest doubt, the historic begin-
ning of a new wave of the EQyptian revolution, the largest wave
since January 2011. (...) What has happened in Egypt is the
height of democracy, a revolution of millions to directly topple
the ruler.” (12) As we will see later, the brutal reality of the
military-imposed regime since then has forced the Revo-
lutionary Socialists to reduce its enthusiasm for the coup
d’état.

Many of the international centrist tendencies also failed
to understand the meaning of the coup d’état and to draw
the correct conclusion for their tactics. The SWP’s Interna-
tional Socialist Tendency backs uncritically the line of their
Egyptian group.

The shameful cheerleading for a reactionary army coup

was however not restricted to Egypt. Painting a counter-
revolutionary coup d’état as “the Second Egyptian Revo-
lution”, the International Marxist Tendency (IMT) of Alan
Woods doesn’t know any limits to the praising of the coup
d’état:

“Morsi has fallen. The magnificent movement of the masses has
once more shown to the entire world the authentic face of the
Egyptian people. It shows that the Revolution, which many even
on the Left believed to have stalled, still possesses immense social
reserves. Despite all the lying propaganda that tries to present
the Revolution as a “coup”, this was a genuine popular insur-
rection, which spread like wildfire through every city and town
in Egypt. This was the Second Egyptian Revolution. (...) By
constantly harping on the fact that it was the military that re-
moved Morsi, they are striving to divert attention away from the
fact that it was the masses who brought about the overthrow of
Morsi. This was not a coup. On the contrary, it was imposed on
the military by the masses. The generals have made it clear that
they do not want to take over the government. That is hardly
surprising. One only has to take one look at the heaving mass
of humanity in Tahrir Square to understand the impossibility of
the army controlling such a vast movement. Instead, the gener-
als decided to ride on the back of the tiger. The problem is that a
man who rides on the back of a tiger will encounter serious dif-
ficulties when he tries to dismount.” (13)

After the massacre on 8% July, when the army killed more
than 50 pro-Morsi demonstrators who staged a sit-in in
front of an army headquarter in Cairo, the IMT justified the
army repression by calling the Muslim Brotherhood the
“Vendee”, i.e. the most counter-revolutionary force against
the Revolution. In a situation where the army command

Heroic Egyptian woman tries to stop a military bulldozer from running over a wounded youth (Photo by Mohammed Abdel Moneim of AFP/Getty)
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is consolidating its reign by brutally driving its Islamist
opponents from the streets, the IMT calls for the defeat of
the Morsi supporters as the precondition for the advance
of the revolution! (14)

The “International Committee of the Fourth International” of
the late Ernest Mandel avoided making a fool of them-
selves as did the IMT. Nevertheless one month after the
coup d’état these right-wing centrists have only been able
to publish a superficial hodgepodge. They declared that
“neither Morsi nor the army represents the aspirations for free-
dom and social justice”, that “a period of great uncertainty for
the revolutionary process has therefore opened” and that the
“construction of a democratic pole, of those on the left and those
favourable to social justice, to advance” is necessary. (15)

The Mandelites is silent on the questions if the military-
imposed regime is the main enemy since the 3 July or
not, what are now the main demands and tactics and what
should be the attitude of socialists toward the pr-Morsi
demonstrations. This means it is useless for the workers
vanguard to find a political orientation in such difficult
times.

After one month only politically blind people
can deny that this was a reactionary coup d’état

The RCIT characterized the military takeover from the be-
ginning as a reactionary coup d’état and emphasized the
necessity to fight against it. However many leftist “refrains
from saying the ‘C" word” as the Indian academic Mahmood
Mamdani correctly describes the left’s hesitance to call the
coup by name. (16)

The truth is that this is a coup d’état which was organized
long in advance, backed by the Egyptian ruling class as
well as by the US imperialism, Israel, the Gulf monarchies
and the Assad dictatorship in Syria.

While the Egyptian Stalinists, the RS as well as Alan
Woods hallucinate about the victory of “the Second Egyp-
tian Revolution”, this was not a coup which was sponta-
neously organized as a reaction to the 30" June demon-
stration, but rather prepared in advance. Today even
pro-coup and pro-imperialist sources admit that the coup
d’état was prepared by the army and the folool (remnants
of the Mubarak regime) for some time with the support of
the bourgeois-liberal opposition and the petty-bourgeois
Tamarod movement. In fact, preparations started already
in November 2012.

The Wall Street Journal, a central mouthpiece of US impe-
rialism which supports the military’s coup d’état and call
the generals to follow the road of the mass murder and
dictator Pinochet in Chile reports: (17)

“In the months before the military ousted President Mohammed
Morsi, EQypt’s top generals met reqularly with senior aides to
opposition leaders, often at the Navy Officers” Club nestled on
the Nile. The message: If the opposition could put enough pro-
testers in the streets, the military would step in—and forcibly
remove the president. “It was a simple question the opposition
put to the military,” said Ahmed Samih, who is close to several
opposition attendees. “Will you be with us again?” The military
said it would. Others familiar with the meetings described them
similarly. By June 30, millions of Eqyptians took to the streets,
calling for Mr. Morsi to go. Three days later, the military un-
seated him. (...) The secret meetings between the military and
secular opposition parties were key to the political chess game
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leading to Mr. Morsi’s departure. The meetings represented a
strange-bedfellows rapprochement between two groups long at
odds: Egypt’s opposition, and the remnants of the Mubarak re-
gime. (...) With Mr. Morsi out, Mubarak-era figures and insti-
tutions are gaining influence. The military chose a Mubarak-era
judge as interim president. Other Mubarak-era judges are set to
head efforts to draft a new constitution.

Egypt’s opposition and Mubarak-era officials began to mend ties
in November, after Mr. Morsi issued a constitutional declara-
tion giving himself sweeping powers in what was widely consid-
ered a power grab. Opposition parties united under the banner
of Mr. ElBaradei’s National Salvation Front.

Mubarak-era loyalists had long distrusted Mr. ElBaradei. But
after Mr. Morsi’s declaration, the ice thawed. Some influential
Mubarak-era figures joined Mr. ElBaradei, including Hany Sa-
rie Eldin, the lawyer for imprisoned steel magnate and Mubarak
regime heavyweight Ahmed Ezz.

Mpr. Eldin’s joining “sent a message to powerful businessmen
who were skeptical about the revolution and ElBaradei that they
could trust him,” said Rabab al-Mahdi, a political-science pro-
fessor at American University of Cairo who is close to NSF lead-
ers.

The two sides needed each other. Opposition parties had popu-
lar credibility, unlike Mubarak-era officials. Mubarak figures
brought deep pockets and influence over the powerful state bu-
reaucracy.

Some of these figures “are the ones who continue the methods
of the so-called deep state,” said Ms. Mahdi. “They are the ones
who know who are the election thugs, how to hire them,” she
said. They know “which public-sector managers have the biggest
networks of employees.” As Mr. Morsi’s ouster neared, there
were increasing meetings between the military and opposition.
They included senior aides to Mr. ElBaradei, former presidential
candidate and Arab League chief Mr. Moussa, and another pres-
idential candidate, Hamdeen Sabahy, according to Mr. Samih,
and other people close to top NSF members.” (18)

As the New York Times reports, the unholy alliance of
army, folool, big business, liberal opposition and Tamarod
prepared the coup by a series of measures which led to
massive shortages and insecurity for the masses in daily
life.

“The apparently miraculous end to the crippling energy short-
ages, and the re-emergence of the police, seems to show that the
legions of personnel left in place after former President Hosni
Mubarak was ousted in 2011 played a significant role — inten-
tionally or not — in undermining the overall quality of life un-
der the Islamist administration of Mr. Morsi. (...) But it is the
police returning to the streets that offers the most blatant sign
that the institutions once loyal to Mr. Mubarak held back while
Mr. Morsi was in power. Throughout his one-year tenure, Mr.
Morsi struggled to appease the police, even alienating his own
supporters rather than trying to overhaul the Interior Ministry.
But as crime increased and traffic clogged roads — undermining
not only the quality of life, but the economy — the police refused
to deploy fully. (...) Mr. Sawiris, one of EQypt’s richest men
and a titan of the old establishment, said Wednesday that he had
supported an upstart group called “tamarrod,” Arabic for “re-
bellion,” that led a petition drive seeking Mr. Morsi’s ouster. He
donated use of the nationwide offices and infrastructure of the
political party he built, the Free Egyptians. He provided public-
ity through a popular television network he founded and his ma-
jor interest in Eqypt’s largest private newspaper. He even com-
missioned the production of a popular music video that played
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heavily on the network. (...) Ms. Gebali, the former judge, said
in a telephone interview on Wednesday that she and other legal
experts helped tamarrod create its strategy to appeal directly to
the military to oust Mr. Morsi and pass the interim presidency
to the chief of the constitutional court.” (19)

Contrary to the leftist praising of the army coup as an “ex-
ecution of the people’s will”, the military-imposed regime is
fully supported by the big capitalists. The Economist — an-
other central mouthpiece of the capitalists — reports: “Big
business has broadly rallied to the new regime.” (20)

Egypt’'s army command
as a major player of the capitalist class

The Egypt’s army command is not only the backbone of
the repressive state apparatus and as such an important
component of the ruling class. In addition, it also plays a
major economic role as a powerful state capitalist. It is “a
state within a state”.

The army generals sold vast swathes of military land to
finance some major urban developments near Cairo. In
return for selling military property on the Nile Delta and
Red Sea coast with idyllic beaches and exquisite coral
reefs, military officers became key shareholders in new
tourist developments.

The army command also owns at least 16 enormous facto-
ries that produce not just weapons, but an array of domes-
tic products from dishwashers to heaters, clothing, doors,
stationary pharmaceutical products, and microscopes.
Amongst them are big corporations like Abu Zaabal (En-
gineering Industries), Benha (Electronic Industries) and
Maadi (Engineering Industries). It also builds highways,
housing developments, hotels, power lines, sewers, bridg-
es, schools and telephone exchanges. In addition the mili-
tary is also Egypt’s largest farmer, running a vast network
of dairy farms, milk processing facilities, cattle feed lots,
poultry farms, fish farms. (21)

Much of the military state capitalist’s size is unclear be-
cause the army command makes sure that there are no real
published accountings. There is simply no civilian control.
Even when Mohammed Morsi became president, he had
to agree — as part of the Muslim Brotherhood’s rotten deal
with the army command - that there would be no civilian
oversight of the military budget.

There are different assessments about the economic weight
of the army state capitalist sector. Some report that the
Egyptian military control anything from 15% to 40% of the
economy. (22) Joshua Stacher, an Egyptian-military expert
and assistant professor at Kent State University in Ohio,
estimates that as much as one-third of Egypt’s economy is
under military control. (23)

From these figures it becomes clear the army command is
one of the biggest groups of the capitalist class in Egypt.
The damage to the production caused by the revolutionary
instability of the last two years, the collapse of the tourism
industry etc. all these are major reasons for the army com-
mand to liquidate the cause of the instability — the revolu-
tionary ferment in the society — and to reestablish law and
order.

So contrary to the petty-bourgeois left’s phantasm, the
army command is not executing the will of the people.
Rather it is a state capitalist with very concrete profit inter-
ests which it is determined to increase.

‘Army Socialist’

17
L]

Military-imposed government attempts
to liquidate the revolutionary wave

As we stated repeatedly the military coup was directed
from the beginning to liquidate the revolutionary ferment
in the society and to reestablish stable conditions for busi-
ness and the imperialists. For this the ruling class had to
cancel its deal with the Muslim Brotherhood —not because
the latter was not willing to serve the capitalists interests
but because it was not capable to do so under the given cir-
cumstances. Therefore the Morsi government was not lon-
ger needed. (More on the Muslim Brotherhood and the
Morsi government below).

During the decades of the Nasser-Sadat-Mubarak dicta-
torship, it was very dangerous for the working class to
strike. Immediately after the revolution in early 2011, the
number of strikes increased. However there was a break-
through in the number of strikes as soon as the army was
no longer responsible for running the government and a
civilian government — led by Morsi — took over. The army
command and its imperialist backers had agreed to a deal
with the Muslim Brotherhood in the hope that the latter
could create a successful democratic counterrevolution
towards stabilization of the political situation. This obvi-
ously failed.

Under the Morsi government the number of strike increased
dramatically. A study about labor movements during 2012
— published by the Egyptian Centre for Economic and Social
Rights in April 2013 — shows that most of the year’s 3,817
labor strikes and economically motivated social protests
happened following Morsi’s election. There was an aver-
age of 185 protests or strikes per month between January
and June 2012 (the period in which the army command
ran the country) In contrast, workers staged an average of
452 monthly protests or strikes between July and Decem-
ber 2012 following Morsi’s inauguration. There have been
over 2,400 protests or strikes in the first quarter of 2013
alone, specifically between January and March.

Most protests came from the governmental sector, which
witnessed 1,355 demonstrations and strikes, accounting
for 35.5% of 2012’s total. Private sector workers accounted
for 10.3% with 393 protests while public sector employ-
ees made up 5.8% with 221 protests. Freelancers and self-
employed workers held 182 protests, accounting for 5%.
Citizens protesting against rising prices, lack of fuel, elec-
tricity problems, and other economic problems held 1,656
protests; the remaining 43.4%. The authors of the study
concluded: “The statistics demonstrate the doubling of protest
movements since July following President Morsi’s inauguration
which reflects the will of workers to have their voice reach the
new president” . (24)

This revival of class struggles showed to the ruling class
that the Morsi government was unfit to stabilize the coun-
try. The Al-Ikhwan government came itself under increas-
ing pressure since its own social basis — the lower middle
class, the professionals etc. — suffered from the declining
economic and social conditions. Thus the Morsi govern-
ment tried to generate new sources for financial and po-
litical support by intensifying relations with China ad Iran
in order to countering the country total dependence on
US imperialism. It also increased its reactionary Islamist
agenda to pacify its core constituency (introducing the
Sharia law in the constitution).
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The new, military imposed Bonapartist regime tries to sta-
bilize the political situation mainly by four policy tools:

* expanding the repressive state apparatus and reestablish
the hegemony of the folool

* integrating the bourgeois-liberal opposition and even el-
ements of the labor bureaucracy as a subordinated force to
the army and the folool

* transforming the progressive mass protests against the
Morsi government into an accoutrement to reactionary law
and order policy of the new military-imposed regime.

* increasing the repression against the Al-Ikhwan in order
to force it either to submission or to smash them.

Expanding the repression apparatus

Let us illustrate the expansion of the repression appara-
tus with a number of examples. Immediately after taking
power on 3rd July the army command has started a wave
of massive repression mainly against the Muslim Brother-
hood. In the month since than it has killed at least 300 peo-
ple (other sources speak of more than 480 people), injured
over 10,000 and arrested more than 2,000 people for politi-
cal reasons but without any legitimate charges. This wave
of repression was mostly directed against the Al-Ikhwan
as the most significant force who opposes the coup, but
not exclusively. Esam Al-Amin, writing in Counterpunch,
reports: “Al-Wasat (Center) Party leader Abulela Madi and his
deputy Esam Sultan were arrested on July 29 and later charged
with incitement and conspiracy to murder. According to Madi’s
son, both political leaders were told at the time of their arrest
that if they were to publicly support the coup they would not be
arrested. Both summarily rejected the offer and went to prison.”
(25)

In addition the 3 July regime has already started to ex-
pand the repression apparatus and its powers. It is high-
ly significant but mostly underreported that on 29 July
Egypt’s interior ministry Mohamed Ibrahim announced
the resurrection of Egypt’s state security investigations
service wing of the police force under President Mubarak
— the Mabahith Amn ad-Dawla. This unit is a symbol of po-
lice oppression, which was supposedly closed in March
2011. It has the task “to combat terrorism and monitor reli-
gious activity”. (26)

Mohamed Ibrahim added that experienced police officers,
i.e. notorious experts in torture, sidelined in the aftermath
of the 2011 revolution would be brought back into the
fold. In addition, soldiers were granted the right to arrest
civilians.

On the same day, Egypt’s interim prime minister was giv-
en the power to place the country in a state of emergency
- a hallmark of Egypt under Mubarak. Patrick Kingsley in
The Guardian rightly observed: “Ibrahim’s announcement the
next day [after General Abdel Fatah al-Sisi asked for the public’s
backing to fight what he termed as terrorism] hinted that he felt
he had implicit public support for a crackdown on not just ter-
rorists but religious and secular activism of all kinds.”

It is characteristic that many police and army officers feel
now more self-confident after the coup of General Al-Sisi.
The Guardian quotes a police officer: “’Our pride is back,’
one middle-ranking Cairo-based police officer told the Guardian,
adding that state security’s notorious treatment of detainees was
reasonable given that, in his view, the detainees were unlikely to
be innocent.”
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Aida Seif el-Dawla, a prominent Egyptian human rights
activist, and the executive director of a group that fre-
quently supports victims of police brutality, commented:
“It's a return to the Mubarak era. (...) These units committed
the most atrocious human rights violations, (...) incommuni-
cado detentions, killings outside the law. Those were the [units]
that managed the killing of Islamists during the 1990s. It's an
ugly authority that has never been brought to justice.” (27)
Even the pro-coup mouthpiece of the US ruling class — the
Wall Street Journal - is forced to recognize: “Egypt’s inter-
im civilian government moved toward reviving the police state
that characterized the widely hated regime of longtime former
President Hosni Mubarak.” (28)

Integrating and political beheading
of the liberal opposition

We characterize the military-imposed regimes as
Bonapartist. It is based on an alliance between the army
and the folool who constitute its core and with the bour-
geois-liberal camp around the National Salvation Front of
ElBaradei as an important but subordinated ally. Sectors of
the labor bureaucracy have been incorporated too as it is
reflected in the nomination of Kamal Abu-Eita, president
of the Egyptian Federation of Independent Trade Unions and a
member of the Nasserite Al-Karama Party, as Minister for
Manpower. His task is to end the strike wave which shat-
tered Egypt in the past 12 months and he already called for
an end to all strikes.

Itis not excluded that the 3™ July Bonapartist regime might
also attempt to integrate sectors of the Muslim Brother-
hood. Since it is the largest and best-organized party in
Egypt, the regime has to try to pacify at least a part of
them. The US administration also pressurizes Al-Sisi to do
so because they fear that a civil war might be provoked
with unforeseen consequences not only for the country
but for the whole region. There are already reports about
secret negotionations between the army command and Al-
Ikhwan leaders. (29)

However it is clear that even in the case of some reconcili-
ation, sectors of the Brotherhood would only be allowed to
play a subordinated role in the military-imposed regime.
Esam Al-Amin reports about a secret proposal the regime
made to the Al-Ikhwan leaders: “According to a well-placed
source close to the MB, by the fourth week, the military sent a
proposal to a senior MB leader and former minister. It called
for the M B to immediately disband their sit-ins, end their dem-
onstrations, recognize and accept the new political reality (i.e.,
the military coup), and admit to their mishandling of ruling the
country. In return, the military promised to release all MB pris-
oners, drop the charges, and allow the group to participate in the
political process. The intermediary further told the MB leader-
ship that in the next parliamentary elections the group would
only be allowed to win 15-20 percent of the seats, while all the
Islamic parties combined would not exceed 30 percent, a warn-
ing sign of fraudulent elections. The interlocutor then made it
clear that the proposal was not subject to negotiation, but was a
matter of “take it or leave it.” He warned that if the proposal was
rejected, the military not only would crackdown heavily on the
group to end their protests, but also that their group and affili-
ated party would soon be dissolved and outlawed.” (30)
Various progressive forces are completely confused about
the character of the 3 July regime because it claims to rep-
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resent the will of the mass movement against the Morsi
government and because it raises the banner of democracy
and secularism. Indeed, this camouflage is a necessary el-
ement of the Bonapartist regime in order to channel the
progressive mass movement against the previous Morsi
regime.

However, General Al-Sisi has managed to debilitate this
movement. Given the collective betrayal of the mass move-
ments leadership (mainly NSF-ElBaradei, Tamarod, trade
union leaderships), the new regimes has been able to de-
mobilize the movement and to transform any mobilization
into an uncritical cheerleading for the new Bonaparte as
was most powerfully demonstrated at the reactionary mo-
bilizations on 26 July which gave the regime “the mandate
to fight terrorism”.

In reality, if the regime can consolidate its power and crash
the protests of the Muslim Brotherhood, it will turn next
against the workers movement and the progressive move-
ments and force it to surrender or to be smashed too.
Hence the Bonapartist 3™ July regime is an enemy for
the whole working class and all oppressed. This is why a
broad united front for joint actions — which should include
the Al-Ikhwan — against the regime and its repression is the
task of the day.

How do the imperialist enemies
assess the military coup?

It is not only Egypt’s ruling class which is fully behind the
coup d’état but also the imperialist powers. In fact there
would have been no coup by the army without the Obama
administration’s approval in advance since the Egypt
military is financed by and completely dependent of US
imperialism. (With $1.5 billion in annual aid Egypt is the
second-biggest recipient of US military aid world-wide,
only behind Israel.) The RCIT has pointed out from the
beginning that the coup took place and was in the service
of the US and other imperialist power.

In the last weeks the huge degree of the US administra-
tion’s involvement in planning and executing the coup has
become more and more public. US imperialism was direct-
ly involved in organizing the coup. The New York Times
reports that the final step to launch the coup was taken
after Morsi’s top foreign policy adviser, Essam el-Haddad,
spoke to the United States ambassador in Egypt, Anne W.
Patterson, as well as to Susan E. Rice, the US national secu-
rity adviser. Rice told Morsi that the military takeover was
about to begin. (31)

While people like Alan Woods who are so disconnected
from the reality of class struggle that they characterize the
military coup as “a nightmare for the bourgeoisie”, both the
Egyptian bourgeoisie as well as the imperialist powers are
well aware that the coup serves their interest. (32)

The Obama administration refused to characterize the
coup as such, so that it is able to continue the financial
support for the Egypt regime. On 1% August US secretary
of state John Kerry during a trip to Pakistan officially sanc-
tioned the coup — in truly Orwellian language — as a “res-
toration of democracy”: “The military was asked to intervene
by millions and millions of people, all of whom were afraid of
a descendance into chaos, into violence. (...) And the military
did not take over, to the best of our judgement - so far. To run
the country, there’s a civilian government. In effect, they were
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restoring democracy.” (33)

Another leading representative of Western imperialism,
former British Prime Minister and Special Envoy for the
Middle East Quartet Tony Blair, also justified the coup and
urged the West to “engage with the new de facto power and
help the new government make the changes necessary”:

“Now the army is faced with the delicate and arduous task of

steering the country back on to a path towards elections and a
rapid return to democratic rule. We must hope that they can do
this without further bloodshed. Meanwhile, however, someone
is going to have to run things and govern. This will mean tak-
ing some very tough, even unpopular decisions. It is not going
to be easy. What is happening in Egypt is the latest example of
the interplay, visible the world over, between democracy, protest
and government efficacy. Democracy is a way of deciding the
decision-makers, but it is not a substitute for making the deci-
sion. (...) I am a strong supporter of democracy. But democratic
government doesn’t on its own mean effective government. To-
day, efficacy is the challenge. (...) So what should the west do?
Egypt is the latest reminder that the region is in turmoil and
won’t leave us alone, however we may wish it would. Disengage-
ment is not an option, because the status quo is not an option.
Any decision not to act is itself a decision of vast consequence.
At its crudest, we can’t afford for EQypt to collapse. So we should
engage with the new de facto power and help the new govern-
ment make the changes necessary, especially on the economy,
so they can deliver for the people. In that way, we can also help
shape a path back to the ballot box that is designed by and for
Egyptians. (...) Our interests demand that we are engaged. We
have to take decisions for the long term because short term there
are no simple solutions.” (34)
This position of the imperialists is also reflected in a num-
ber of influential bourgeois commentators. Thomas Fried-
man for example — a leading US columnist — urged the
Obama administration to support the Al-Sisi regime: “This
is no time for America to be punishing EQyptians or demanding
quick elections. Our job is to help the new government maximize
the number of good economic decisions it makes, while steadily
pressuring it to become more inclusive and making it possible
for multiple political parties to form. If that happens, Egypt will
have a proper foundation to hold democratic elections again. If it
doesn’t happen, no number of elections will save it.” (35)

Support by imperialist Israel and the Gulf monarchies

The reactions of the Israeli state are another clear indica-
tion that the coup brought the army command as a strong-
ly committed pro-US and pro-Israeli regime to power.
We already reported in another article about the approv-
ing comment from Tzachi Hanegbi, an advisor for Prime
Minister Binyamin Netanyahu. Recently the Israeli ambas-
sador in Cairo, Yaakov Amitai, congratulated the new re-
gime and said: “Al-Sisi is not a national hero for Egypt, but for
all Jews in Israel and around the globe.” He added that Israel
is looking forward to the launch of new relationships with
Egypt as well as joint efforts in the war on terror. (36)

The Israeli government wants to seize the opportunity to
start a counterrevolutionary wave to roll back the Arab
Revolution. In opposite to “army socialists” like Alan
Woods, Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu un-
derstands that this is a government which is not riding on
the back of a revolutionary tiger (to use the unfortunate
phrase of Alan Woods), but that it is a counter-revolution-
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ary tiger which can help the ruling classes to defeat the
Arab revolution. Thus Netanyahu is pushing for the West
to adopt a new “Marshall Plan” for the Egyptian economy
to help the coup plotters to succeed. (37)

The reasons for Israel’s cheers are clear: the Al-Sisi regime
has made clear from the first day that it supports the ef-
forts by Israel as well as the USA and their Palestinian
lackey Abbas to isolate Gaza and to smash Hamas. As we
reported in a past article, the regime closed completely
the Rafah crossing between Egypt and Gaza and deported
Palestinians arriving in Egypt. It is highly symbolic that
the army command formally arrested Morsi on allegations
of spying for Hamas. Despite the hallucination of many
Egyptian and Western leftists, the Al-Sisi regime is not the
executor of the people’s will, but a staunch henchman of
US imperialism and Zionism.

It is also characteristically that the first and most enthusi-
astic supporters of the coup d’état were several Gulf mon-
archies. Immediately after the coup Saudi Arabia, Kuwait
and the United Arab Emirates gave the new regime loans
totaling $12 billions. Again, the reasons are clear. The Gulf
rulers have been frightened by the Arab Revolution since
the beginning. Not surprisingly the Saudi king offered the
Tunisian dictators Ben Ali exile after the victory of the Rev-
olution in January 2011. In opposite to the centrist muddle
heads the ruling class of the Gulf states understands that
the military coup d’état in Egypt is a counter-revolution-
ary strike against the Egypt Revolution and - so the rulers
hope — the whole Arab Spring.

In addition the Gulf monarchies are glad to have got rid
of the Morsi government which built closer relations with
Iran — a major rival for them in the region. And last but not
least, Morsi was a symbol hateful for the monarchs given
that he was an elected president.

Russian and Chinese imperialism
are glad about the coup d’état

While we see in the Syrian civil war a combination of the
domestic popular revolution with inner-imperialist rival-
ry — mainly NATO versus Russia (and China to a limited
degree) — this seems to be different in the case of the Great
Powers position on the Egypt coup. (38) Not only the West-
ern Powers but also Russia and China reacted positively to
the coup. (39) Soon after the coup Chinas foreign minis-
try spokeswoman, Hua Chunying, stated: “China respects
the choice of the Eqyptian people. We also hope that all parties
concerned in EQypt can avoid using violence and properly solve
their disputes through dialogue and consultation and realise rec-
onciliation and social stability.” (40)

Similarly the Russian government reacted welcoming to
the coup and offered the Al-Sisi regime economic aid: “Ac-
cording to the Russian Foreign Ministry, EQypt may ask Rus-
sia for economic aid. Moscow is prepared to consider a request
to that end. The authorities of Egypt may turn to Russia for
economic aid, and Moscow is ready to consider its granting,
Deputy Foreign Minister and Special Presidential Envoy for the
Middle East Mikhail Bogdanov said in an interview with RIA
Novosti.” (41)

What is the cause for the Russian and Chinese imperial-
ists” positive reception of the coup? We think that there are
two main reasons. First — and this is particularly true for
the Putin government — they are relieved to get rid of the
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Moris government which supported tactically the Syrian
Revolution against the Assad dictatorship. The Al-Sisi re-
gime has already made clear that it will not continue such
a policy.

However the more general reason can be found — similar
to the motives of the Gulf monarchies — in Moscow’s and
Beijing’s understandable hostility against the democratic
revolutions in the Arab world from the beginning. As we
know the Putin regime as well as Stalinist-capitalist rulers
in China are obliged to follow a state-capitalist authori-
tarian type of rule. They are less rich than their Western
imperialist counterparts who can afford to bribe wide lay-
ers of the middle class and the labor aristocracy and hence
ensure a material base for their rule via the form of bour-
geois democracy.

For this reason both Moscow and Beijing feared from the
beginning of the Arab Revolution that it could provoke
similar democratic revolutions in their own empires. And
indeed we did see some democratic mass mobilizations in
Russia against the Putin regime (albeit they were strongly
dominated by middle class forces).

Unsurprisingly Alexei Pushkov, the chairman of the State
Duma’s International Affairs Committee, reacted to the
coup by stating: “The Arab Spring has only led to chaos in
Egypt and a bloody foreign-backed drama in Syria, war in Libya,
a mess in Tunisia and war in Mali.” (42)

A senior diplomat of a leading European Union country
recognized the imperialist united front of support for the
Egyptian coup. Speaking on condition of anonymity, he
is quoted with the following words: “It as a sad irony that
Russia, Saudi Arabia, America and Europe are broadly in the
same camp on what happened in EQypt; while Africans who suf-
fered centuries of colonialism, being patronised for their alleged
backwardness, are the only ones really giving a clear, pro-demo-
cratic message.” (43)

Similarly the Chinese state media used the Egypt coup to
prove the superiority of dictatorships and the failure of
“Western-style democracy”. Chinese state news agency
Xinhua commented that Egypt’s chaos was proof that the
“export of democracy is not a guarantee to cure all diseases, and
it cannot solve the difficult issues that different countries face as
they develop. (...) Some Western countries should use the situ-
ation in EQypt as an example, to seriously reflect, wake up, and
not readily criticize other countries. This is also saving a bit of
face for them” . Other official papers wrote in a similar spirit.
(44)

The Assad regime is relieved too

As we have already noticed in an earlier statement, the
reactionary Assad dictatorship immediately reacted posi-
tively to the Egyptian coup. The Syrian ruler was glad to
see a government fallen which was — in opposite to Assad
himself - elected in bourgeois-democratic elections as well
as a, albeit lukewarm, supporter of the Syrian Revolution:
“Whoever brings religion to use in politics or in favour of one
group at the expense of another will fall anywhere in the world.
(...) The summary of what is happening in Egypt is the fall of
what is called political Islam.” (45)

Similar to their pro-Zionist persecution against Palestin-
ians and Hamas, the 3™ July regime also persecutes Syr-
ian exiles in Egypt. According to Egypt’'s Ahram Online 276
Syrians were deported from Cairo International Airport
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within a few hours of their arrival in the country on 8th
July. The airport authorities had also refused entry to 189
Syrians the previous day. Shortly before the arrival of the
passengers from Damascus and Beirut, Egyptian authori-
ties had “imposed new conditions for admission into the coun-
try”. Prior to the coup against President Morsi, Syrian na-
tionals enjoyed unconditional entry to Egypt, while entry
visas and security permits are now mandatory. (46)
Another report indicates that the regime is inciting an anti-
Syrian resentment in the media and amongst the popula-
tion: “A new wave of anti-Syrian sentiment has begun sweep-
ing through parts of the country. After some Syrians may have
participated in pro-Morsi demonstrations, Syrians in Eqypt
have told me that they are being branded as “pro-lIkhwaan” as a
whole, as well as being accused of contributing to prostitution.
(...) Egypt is also making it nearly impossible for any additional
Syrians to enter the country. A visa is now required, and obtain-
ing it from Syria requires getting cleared by Syrian security...
we all know what that means in Syria.” (47)

So we see that — instead of the myth uphold by various
pro-Assad leftists who claim that their hostility against the
Syrian Revolution would represent a kind of anti-impe-
rialism — the dictator of Damascus welcomes the pro-US
coup. Why is this the case? This is because the central issue
of the Syrian Revolution is not the threat of an imperial-
ist colonialization of the country — albeit the civil war is
obviously intermixed with inner-imperialist rivalry be-
tween NATO and Russia. The central issue is rather the
democratic popular uprising against the dictatorship. As
long as he and his ruling clique can stay in power, Assad
has no quarrels whatsoever with US imperialism. There-
fore Assad welcomes the military coup in Egypt because
it doesn’t matter for him that the grip of US imperialism
is strengthened in the Middle East. What matters to him is
the weakening of the rebel movement in Syria. (48)

It also shows something else: Western imperialism might
sometimes tactically use its influence amongst the bour-
geois leadership of the Syrian rebels in order to advance
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their interests and it would like to see a regime in Damas-
cus which is more directly subordinated to Washington.
But for Western imperialism (as well as for Russian and
Chinese imperialism) these interests are subordinated to
a much more important goal: The roll back and if possible
the liquidation of the revolutionary process in Syria and
the whole Arab world. Because it is such a revolutionary
wave which is most threatening both to the Western as
well as the Eastern imperialist powers. It is this common
interest which makes it possible for them to reach agree-
ments and compromises.

II. The Assessment of the Coup:
Discussing the arguments of our critiques

After giving an overview of the characteristics of the mili-
tary-imposed 3rd July regime we will now discuss the ar-
guments of our critiques.

Comment on Socialist Fight's critique
on the term “Arab Revolution”

Comrade Downing and the SF/LCFI understood much
better the character of the coup d’état in Egypt than most
of the left. However a weakness we see in the SF comrades
publications on the Arab Revolution is their constant de-
nial that one can characterize this historic event as a “Rev-
olution”. This is simply strange for an organization which
adheres to the tradition of Marxism! While it is of course
true that the uprisings and civil wars in Tunisia, Egypt,
Libya, Yemen, Syria etc. were neither led by a revolution-
ary party nor did they succeed in a socialist revolution un-
til now, it is well know that Marxists use the term “Revo-
lution” also in a wider sense: to describe mass movements
which strive to overthrow a reactionary regime and thus
imply the potential — which can be realized if they are led
by a revolutionary workers party — to drive forward the
process of permanent revolution to the successful seizure
of owner by the working class in alliance with the poor
peasantry and the urban poor. (49)

This was the understanding of the Marxist classics. How
else could Trotsky speak about the “Indian Revolution”
in 1939 despite the fact that neither soviets nor a revolu-
tionary party existed, or about the “Spanish Revolution”
in 1930/31 when the masses overthrew the monarchy but
again without soviets or a revolutionary party?! (50) We
fear that the SF comrades’ refusal to speak about the Arab
‘Revolution” betrays a sectarian approach towards the
“backward” masses who are led by petty-bourgeois and
bourgeois forces. The comrades don’t recognize the es-
sence of such an event of historic proportions when mil-
lions of Arab workers, peasants and lower middle class
take part in uprisings and mass mobilizations against cap-
italist misery and suppression of democracy since two and
a half years. They have shattered a region which until 2011
was under total control of US imperialism and its lackey
dictatorships. In some cases like Tunisia, Libya, Egypt and
Yemen they succeeded in bringing down the bourgeois
dictators, albeit the democratic revolution is still unfin-
ished and will remain so as long as the working class in
alliance with the peasants and lower middle class will take
power to carry through the socialist revolution.

Lenin once remarked that one of the fundamental require-
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ments of the materialist dialecticis to “the deepening of man’s
knowledge of the thing, of phenomena, processes, etc., from ap-
pearance to essence and from less profound to more profound
essence.” (51) It is highly unfortunate that the SF comrades
fail in recognizing the essence of the Arab Revolution.
The comrades might object that the masses lack a socialist
consciousness. But where should they have got it from?
After many decades of bourgeois dictatorships they need
time to learn. And they will learn!

The SF comrades must not judge the Arab Revolution by
the revolutionary or non-revolutionary consciousness of
the masses. They have to recognize the contradictions be-
tween the different cases, the course of the struggle arising
out of this and the potential for the enhancement of the
class consciousness. They should remember Marx’s fa-
mous saying in his Preface to A Contribution to the Critique
of Political Economy: ,,Just as one does not judge an individual
by what he thinks about himself, so one cannot judge such a pe-
riod of transformation by its consciousness, but, on the contrary,
this consciousness must be explained from the contradictions of
material life, from the conflict existing between the social forces
of production and the relations of production.” (52)

On Socialist Fight's
Incomprehension of the Syrian Civil War

A much bigger defect in the SF comrades’ politics is their
ongoing support for the counterrevolutionary Assad re-
gime in Syria. In a response to the RCIT’s article “The Mili-
tary’s Coup d’Etat in EQypt: Assessment and Tactics” Gerry
Downing, a leading cadre of the British group Socialist
Fight and the Liaison Committee for the Fourth International
affiliated with it, quotes the following observation in our
document:

“Those who claim the Islamists are the most immediate danger
to the Revolution and not the so-called “secular” army command
should also consider the following: Are they not in danger of un-
intentionally coming close to repeat the logic of those Stalinists
who claim that the Islamists in the rank of the Syrian rebels are
the most immediate threat since they want to impose an Sharia
theocracy instead of understanding that it is the “secular” Assad
dictatorship which is the most immediate enemy of the Syrian
workers and peasants?!” Comrade Downing goes on to criti-
cize: “The Syrian ‘Islamicists’ are supplied with weapons and
money and every assistance by Imperialism to overthrow As-
sad, the Eqyptian MB were overthrown by Imperialism, with the
grateful support of all US allies. That really does make SOME
FUNDAMANTAL DIFFERENCE for Marxists. And I am not
entirely convinced by the quote that there was fear of Morsi back-
ing Iran, had he not severed ties with Assad to appease the US
and was this not an attempt to ward off the impending coup?”
(33)

What comrade Downing fails to understand are the con-
crete contradictions of the different classes as well as the
unevenness of the class struggle. “The Syrian ‘Islamicists’
are supplied with weapons and money and every assistance by
Imperialism to overthrow Assad”? Well, it can not have failed
the notice of comrade Downing that it is not “imperial-
ism” which supports the rebels but if any imperialist pow-
er gives them assistance it is the US and Western European
imperialists. The Russian imperialists and to a lesser de-
gree the Chinese on the other hand massively support the
Assad regime with weapons and money.
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It is important that Marxist stop understanding imperial-
ism in a Kautskyan way as a monolithic “ultra-imperialist”
bloc. Imperialism is rather characterized by rivalry between
different Great powers. Of course there can be historic pe-
riods where this rivalry is stemmed by the desire to roll
back class enemies — like the degenerated workers states
during the “Cold War” 1948-91 — as well as the existence
of an absolute hegemon in the imperialist camp (USA). But
since the collapse of the Stalinist states the dominance of
US imperialism is more and more challenged and the ri-
valry between the Great Powers increases. This rivalry has
even more increased with the historic crisis of capitalism,
the emergence of China as a new imperialist power and
the opening of a new historic revolutionary period in 2008.
(54)

Furthermore: it is undoubtedly true that US imperialism
(as well as several Western European powers) try to utilize
the civil war in Syria for their advantage. They want to ad-
vance their direct influence and put their people in place
given the total dominance of the Assad clique which is a
stooge of Russian imperialism. For this they have cultivat-
ed closer ties with sections of the rebel movement leader-
ship and give them limited material support. But comrade
Downing fails to understand the nature of this support
and its limitations.

Can any serious person deny the fact that US imperialism
is deeply worried with the increasing strength of petty-
bourgeois Islamist forces amongst the rebels?! These Is-
lamists are deeply hostile to US imperialism (Al-Nusra
Front and others) and have been put by the US adminis-
tration on its “Terrorism list”. This is not accidental since
it is such people who fought them in Iraq, who drive them
out of Afghanistan and who stormed Western embassies
and killed the US ambassador to Libya, Chris Stevens, in
September 2012. Yes, the US imperialists try to buy some
influence amongst the bourgeois rebel leaders of the SNC
and the FSA so that the Obama administration gains a foot
in any future outcome of the Syrian civil war. But the lim-
ited degree of the Western support becomes evident by the
fact that the rebels armory is outnumbered and technolog-
ically inferior to the armory of Assad’s army. Remember
the civil war in Afghanistan in the 1980s when US impe-
rialism had a serious interest to support the reactionary
Mujahedeen against the PDPA/Soviet forces? At that time
the CIA sent the rebels the most advanced weaponries like
the famous Stinger missiles.

Comrade Downing says that Morsi had “severed ties with
Assad to appease the US and was this not an attempt to ward off
the impending coup.” But the truth is that nearly the whole
Sunni Muslim popular masses (including most Palestin-
ians) are in uproar and in solidarity with the Syrian Revo-
lution since the beginning! The Sunni Muslims in Syria —
the huge majority in the country — have been discriminated
by decades of the sectarian rule by the Alevi-based Assad
clique. An uprising in 1982 in Homs by the Sunni-based
Muslim Brotherhood was drowned in blood leaving tens
of thousands dead. In fact it is the reciprocal reactionary
sectarianism of sectors of the Islamist Syrian rebels which
drives sectors of the Syrian religious minorities into the
hand of the Assad regime.

If Morsi had served ties with Assad “because of US pres-
sure” why is the new military regime — which is without
doubt much closer to the Obama administration than



24

Morsi - repressing the Syrian refugees and exiles?!

We fear that Comrade Downing and the SF/LCFI is vic-
tim of a totally schematic, undialectical mode of thinking
which leads them to a complete misunderstanding of the
Syrian civil war and hence to joining the wrong side of the
barricades. It is high time, that the comrades correct this
serious failure!

Some “army socialists” start to feel
uneasy and invent a “Third Camp”

As we have shown above most of the left in Egypt wel-
comed the coup d’état and thereby betrayed the working
class. However it is telling that some of them - like the
Cliffite Revolutionary Socialists or the 6th April Youth Move-
ment — are now forced to recognize that the coup d’état
might not have been such an advance of the revolution
and that it rather implies massive dangers. Thus they re-
fused to call for Al-Sisi’s bonapartist mobilization on 26%
July.

The editors the progressive democratic ezine Jadaliyya re-
cently published a statement saying: “The Muslim Brother-
hood’s record in power may have been so horrendous as to justify
Morsi’s impeachment. But even so, what is undeniable is that the
military’s violent campaign against Brotherhood supporters and
the propagation of xenophobic discourse against its activists, as
well as any explicit or implicit endorsement of such efforts stand
in complete contradiction with the professed principles of the
January 25 Revolution. They also defy the vision of a humane,
just social order that many individuals have sacrificed their lives
or body parts for the past two and a half years. There can be no
freedom in a country where media outlets are shut down because
they fail to toe the official line and where individuals face the
threat of arrest, slander, and violent retribution for their politi-
cal views. There can be no justice in a country where a former
president and his associates are being held accountable for sus-
pected wrong-doings through a process dominated by the very
system that has killed unarmed protesters, conducted virginity
tests, and have long subjected EQyptians to torture, humiliation,
and abuse. There can be no dignity in a country where the coer-
cive apparatus of the old Mubarak regime is reconstituting itself
under the guise of a counter-terrorism initiative. The Muslim
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Brotherhood’s leaders are guilty for failing to build an Egypt
that lives up to the demands of the January 25 Revolution. But
their former allies among the officers who are ruling today are
just as guilty.” (55)

The more left-wing Cliffite Revolutionary Socialists go fur-
ther and write: “[The army] want finally to restore “stability”
— that is to say, the return of order and the return of the re-
gime. They want to finish off the revolution, and they will use
the Brotherhood to do it. (...) The masses going into the street on
Friday is damaging to the revolution, whatever the participants
in the protests might think. Giving the army a popular mandate
to finish off the Muslim Brotherhood will inevitably lead to the
consolidation of the regime, which the revolution arose to over-
throw. We must use the downfall of the Brotherhood to deepen
the revolution, not to support the regime.” (56)

A few days later the RS stated: “We call to all of the proud
revolutionary and social forces, to the free people among the
workers and students and professionals and farmers and every-
one else. We call upon you to participate in building a fighting
revolutionary front so we can together confront both this increas-
ing military fascism, as well as the opportunism and the crimes
of the Brotherhood. (...) The omens of a return of Mubarak’s
dictatorial regime are lost on no one. (...) We call upon you to
participate in building a fighting revolutionary front so we can
together confront both this increasing military fascism, as well
as the opportunism and the crimes of the Brotherhood.” (57)

It is bizarre to the extreme that the RS comrades fail to
understand that they talk now about the “omens of a return
of Mubarak’s dictatorial regime” and about the “increasing
military fascism” by the hands of the same army command
whose coup they praised only a few weeks ago! When
the RS correctly state: “Giving the army a popular mandate
to finish off the Muslim Brotherhood will inevitably lead to the
consolidation of the regime, which the revolution arose to over-
throw” does it not come to mind of the comrades that by
welcoming the coup, the RS leadership itself helped to
give the army command such a mandate?!

An international supporter of the RS — the US-based Inter-
national Socialist organization (ISO) — also had to admit
recently: “Since Morsi’s ouster, however, the security appa-
ratus and remnants of the old Mubarak regime, known as the
feloul, have regained some of their former support.” (58) So how
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could the army have “regained some power” if the coup
was an advance of the revolution as they claimed in their
uncritical reprinting of the RS statements since weeks?!
However, failing to understand the betrayal of their “army
socialism”, the petty-bourgeois left is still incapable of
finding the correct path in the class struggle. Instead of
joining the real existing mass mobilizations — which take
place under the leadership of the Muslim Brotherhood —
against the coup, they are creating their own, little Third
Camp. Claiming to oppose both the military-imposed
government as well as the Muslim brotherhood, they call
for rallies independent of both sides.

However, we think these rallies — since they are under-
taken as an alternative to participate in the mass mobi-
lizations against the coup — are self-isolating, very small
events. In reality it only means that these leftists are not
willing to take a side in the ongoing conflict between the
coup regime and the pro-Morsi mass mobilizations which
are under constant murderous attack by the army and po-
lice. A journalist from the Guardian count about 75 par-
ticipants in such a Thid Camp rally and reports: “A new
protest movement called the Third Square has begqun to assemble
in a square in west Cairo — rejecting the authoritarianism of
both the army and Morsi’s Muslim Brotherhood, and calling for
a return to the true democratic values of the 2011 revolution.
“Down with the Murshid [the Brotherhood’s leader ], down with
military rule. No to the killers in state security,” chanted around
75 Third Square protesters on Sunday night. “We are here to
complete the January 2011 revolution, to break down Mubarak’s
system,” said Mahmoud Omar, a doctor. “We need to start a
new democracy in Egypt. The Brotherhood model took us away
from the revolution’s goals — while we already had 60 years of
living under the military.” Mohamed Sobhi, another protester,
added: “They are two sides of the same coin.”” (59)

We repeat: first, the RS and others have hailed the counter-
revolutionary coup as an “advance of the revolution”. Now,
as it becomes so obvious that this is no advance but rather
the reaction raising its head, they refuse to correct their
mistake, refuse to join the mass mobilizations against the
coup and instead assemble with a few dozens or hundreds
people to constitute a sectarian, isolated Third Camp. And
all this at a time when hundreds of thousands and millions
of people protest on the streets against the coup under the
leadership of the Al-Ikhwan! This reflects the massive set-
back and discrediting of the petty-bourgeois left.

Can a Military Coup ever reflect
an Advance of the Revolution?

Let us now briefly deal with the question if a military
coup can ever reflect an advance of the revolution. While
a military coup is never the method of revolutionaries to
undertake the socialist transformation of the society, the
concrete meaning of a military coup naturally depends on
the concrete situation and the relation between the differ-
ent class forces. Since the army’s officer corps represents
the core of the bourgeois state apparatus, military coups
usually represent the attempt of the ruling class (or sectors
of it) to suppress the toiling masses by force.

There can be however circumstances where the class con-
tradictions between the ruling class and the middle class
and the popular masses lead to sharp conflicts inside the
army’s officer corps. In such cases it can happen, that
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lower-ranking officers — coming usually from the middle
class — rebel against the ruling regime. Such was the case
in several military coups like the rebellion of the Free Of-
ficers movements in Egypt (1952) or Iraq (1958) against the
monarchies which were lackeys of the imperialist Great
Powers. Another example is the so-called Carnation Revo-
lution on 25th April 1974 in Portugal when low-ranking
officers organized in the Movimento das Forcas Armadas
overthrew the reactionary Estado Novo dictatorship. The
downfall of this regime which ruled Portugal since 1926
opened a revolutionary period in which the masses played
a highly active role and only failed in a successful social-
ist revolution because of the betrayal of social democracy
and the Stalinist PCP. A more recent example of such an
attempted coup d’état was the failed Operation Zamora of
Hugo Chavez and his MBR-200 movement in Venezuela
in February 1992.

This brief description however makes it immediately obvi-
ous why the 3™ July coup in Egypt has nothing in common
with these examples. These were coups of low-ranking of-
ficers against a dictatorship and the army command loyal
to it and which were closely aligned to the imperialist
powers. In Portugal they finished half a century of dicta-
torship and opened a period of sharp class struggle.

In Egypt 2013 on the other hand it was the army command
in alliance with the big bourgeoisie and US imperialism
which overthrew the bourgeois-democratically elected
Morsi government whose core constituency is the middle
class and which was threatened by a workers and peas-
ant uprising. The coup strengthened the bourgeois rule,
opened a wave of repression and pushed back — at least
temporarily — the workers struggles.

So while in Portugal 1974 the military coup reflected an
advance of the revolution, in Egypt the situation is unfor-
tunately the opposite: the coup reflects an advance of the
counter-revolution.

LCC: Mistaking a counterrevolutionary military coup
for an “advance of the Arab revolution”

It is highly unfortunate that the comrades of the LCC re-
peat to a certain degree the nonsense of the opportunist
left which claims that the military coup was “an advance
of the revolution”. While they are of course miles away
from the popular-frontism of the RS and the social-democ-
ratized caricature of Marxism a la Alan Woods/IMT, the
completely fail to grasp the dynamics of the class struggle
in Egypt and its consequences for the Arab Revolution.

In a longer article we replied to the LCC assessment of
the Egypt coup and explained with a number of facts that
the coup was prepared long in advance and that it was
supported respectively welcomed by the Egyptian bour-
geoisie, US imperialism and Israel. We explained that it
makes an important difference for the class struggle if the
bourgeois Islamist Moris government is overthrown by
the masses or the military: “The RCIT says: if the revolution-
ary masses which were on the streets on 30" June would have
overthrown the Mursi regime, it would have been a tremendous
step forward in the revolutionary process. If however the Mursi
regime is overthrown by a military coup d'état which enables
the ruling class and the imperialists to determine more directly
the composition and policy of the EQyptian government, then we
don’t have a step forward but a step backward in the revolution-
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ary process. This is the only concrete and dialectical understand-
ing of the dynamics of the present situation.” (60)

The LCC has published a reply to our document which
unfortunately did not even try to refute our arguments
but rather deepened their confusion. Their reply deals on
one hand with the RCIT’s understanding of the slogan of
the Revolutionary Constituent Assembly (more on this be-
low) but more importantly with our assessment of mili-
tary coup.

The comrades write: “Our position is that the term ‘coup’ is
descriptive and does not help in understanding the deeper class
relations and power struggles of the EQyptian revolution and the
wider Arab Revolution. The danger is that the ‘coup’ becomes
an impressionistic ‘fact’ that detaches itself from the totality and
is then given too much weight in assessing the balance of class
forces. The result can be as serious as to mistake an advance in
the Arab revolution for a counter-revolutionary retreat. Indeed,
you begin your letter by saying (paraphrasing) that the ‘coup’ is
important for the whole of the Arab Revolution. We think that
by this you actually mean that the ‘coup’ is a defeat for the revo-
lution in Egypt and because of Eqypt’s importance in MENA,
a setback for the Arab revolution. This is where our major dif-
ference lies. We avoided using the term ‘coup’ to describe the
army seizure of power because this gives too much weight to the
deposing of the M B regime that came into existence as a counter-
revolutionary deal with the SCAF in its attempt to suppress the
advance of the Eqyptian revolution.

This appeared to be a ‘coup” because the SCAF removed the MB
from government; but actually the SCAF continuing to play its
role as ‘king maker’, very much under pressure to suppress the
revolution and fulfil its Bonapartist role in balancing between
both imperialism and the Egyptian masses. (...) we see this ap-
parent ‘coup’ as a ‘rebalancing’ of the Bonapartist trick cyclist,
riding the high wire above the classes but in a global imperialist
crisis without a safety net. (...) we see the apparent ‘coup’ as
only one aspect of the advance of that revolution in Egypt and
MENA. To the extent that elements of the working class and
the oppressed have illusions in bourgeois democracy we think
that the development of independent worker organisation which
confronts the SCAF regime will explode the main class contra-
diction and detonate the secondary contradiction in the army be-
tween the supreme command and the ranks. This is the offensive
method of destroying illusions in bourgeois democracy by the
victory of revolution over counter-revolution.

It seems to us, however, that since you see the ‘coup’ as evidence
of a defeat, if not retreat, of the Revolution in EQypt and the wid-
er MENA, that while you call in you program for independent
class mobilisation up to and including a Workers’ State, you
really do not have confidence in the movement being able to split
and defeat the SCAF on the streets or in the workplaces. You are
in effect saying that the movement is in retreat so that the fight
for a RCA is the main task of the revolution today. This is the es-
sence of our differences in EQypt. Does the balance of class forces
advance of revolution over counter-revolution or not?” (61)
Unfortunately the comrades’ analysis is confused from
the beginning to the end. The LCC comrades accuse us of
“impressionism”. We are free to admit that we have the
“impression” that the killing of hundreds and the injur-
ing and arresting of thousands of Muslim Brotherhood
activists and leaders by the army in order to liquidate the
resistance against the coup d’état is not an advance of the
revolution. This is the same army which ruled via a dicta-
torship since 1952. This is the same Muslim Brotherhood
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which was suppressed brutally by this army since 1954.
This is the Brotherhood whose candidate was elected as
president against the candidate of the army and the folool
in the first bourgeois-democratic elections in 2012. Yes,
would the masses have toppled Morsi — as there was the
possibility around the 30* June — that would have been
a massive advance for the revolution! But this opportu-
nity was missed because of the protests’ bourgeois-liberal
leadership (closely allied with the army command and the
folool) and the workers movements’ and lefts’ subordina-
tion to the liberals. Instead the army command moved in
and took power on 3™ July (under the pretext of fulfilling
the will of the masses). To speak in a historic analogy of
the Russian Revolution in 1917: The LCC comrades don’t
see the decisive difference between Kerenky toppled by
the masses or by a military coup d’état of General Kor-
nilov. For them Kornilov appear to act “under the massive
pressure of the masses”.

Abram Deborin, the leading Soviet philosopher in the
1920s before the Stalinist purge, once remarked that “the
Marxist must, above all, assess the general direction of the de-
velopment.” (62) It is exactly this where the comrades of the
LCC fail: to recognize the general direction of the of 3
July regime’s development and its consequences for the
working class.

The Value of the Muslim Brotherhood
for the Bourgeoisie

The LCC comrades write: “the MB regime that came into
existence as a counter-revolutionary deal with the SCAF in its
attempt to suppress the advance of the EQyptian revolution”.
Yes, but this was a counter-revolutionary deal which was
not the preference of the army command and to which it
was forced because of the electoral victory of the Muslim
Brotherhoods Morsi. Have the comrades forgotten that
the candidate of the army and the folool at the presidential
elections was Ahmed Shafik, the last prime minister un-
der Mubarak’s dictatorship?! This by the way is the same
Shafik which went to Abu Dhabi and who was a main
figure in the conspiracy which led to the military’s coup
d’état.

It seems that the comrades lack a class analysis of the Mus-
lim Brotherhood. Here is not the place to deal with the
history of the Islamist movement in detail which we did
it somewhere else. (63) We shall summarize here only the
most important features of the Muslim Brotherhood char-
acteristics.

It is a bourgeois-Islamist force which in its whole history
had an organized mass base amongst the urban middle
classes, who has a following amongst the poor and who
has substantial influence amongst smaller and middle
business men. For historic reason they have been largely
excluded from the big bourgeoisie and the ruling elite in
Egypt. This is the reason why they could command some
credibility amongst the popular masses. Given the fail-
ure of the workers movement and the left in the demo-
cratic revolution, the masses turned towards the Islamists
despite the fact that the later joined the uprising in early
2011 only belatedly and hesitantly. Why else did Muslim
Brotherhood the win all elections which took place since
the overthrow of the Mubarak dictatorship on 11* Febru-
ary 2011?!
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It is this mass following and electoral success which made
the al-Ikhwan a force with which the army command and
US imperialism were prepared to deal with. This is why
they struck a deal after the election of Morsi to president.
Their hopes were justified insofar as the Brotherhood lead-
ership follows a bourgeois-conservative program and was
absolutely willing to compromise with the army and US
imperialism.

But as Marxists we know that politics often turns differ-
ent from the initial plans and programs of its actors. Lenin
once remarked: ,We are constantly making the mistake in
Russia of judging the slogans and tactics of a certain party or
group, of judging its general trend, by the intentions or motives
that the group claims for itself. Such judgement is worthless.
The road to hell —as was said long ago—is paved with good in-
tentions. It is not a matter of intentions, motives or words but of
the objective situation, independent of them, that determines the
fate and significance of slogans, of tactics or, in general, of the
trend of a given party or group.” (64)

Similarly in Egypt today we must not confuse the willing-
ness of the Islamists to serve in the Egypt bourgeoisies’
and the US imperialists’ interest with their ability to do so.
They are under the pressure of their mass base as well as
by the bourgeoisie and the imperialists.

The Morsi government could not deliver the masses bread,
employment or security. They tried to appease their reli-
gious middle class core constituency with some constitu-
tional legislation concerning the introduction of the Sha-
ria. This in turn enraged the army command as well as the
urban liberal middle class and sectors of the working class.
In addition the Morsi government tried to loosen Egypt’s
complete dependence of US imperialism by maneuvering
with some other powers (Iran, China, Turkey). In the end,
the Morsi government alienated nearly all sectors of the
society and provoked mass protests. They lost their value
as a force to control the masses and by this they lost their
justification to be accepted as a governmental party by the
army command and the US imperialists.

The LCC comrades are satisfied to characterize both the
army command as well as the Muslim Brotherhood as
bourgeois. While this is true, it is not sufficient. Marx once
remarked in Volume III of Capital: , But all science would be
superfluous if the outward appearance and the essence of things
directly coincided.” (65) Indeed, it is absolutely urgent that
revolutionaries are not satisfied with a superficial, ideo-
logical view of the conflicting camps in Egypt. They have
rather to recognize the different class forces which repre-
sent the camps. The army and the folool are closely con-
nected with the Egyptian big bourgeoisie and US imperial-
ism since decades. They are also a tested guardian of Israel
(securing the reactionary Camp David Treaty of 1978). The
Muslim Brotherhood represents and organizes sectors of
the middle class, the poor as well as sectors of the smaller
and middle bourgeoisie. They were excluded from politi-
cal power since their foundation in 1928 (except for one
year of Morsi government 2012/13). Under the condition of
massive crisis and class struggles such differences can lead
to sharp conflicts and even civil war between two bour-
geois forces. The LCC comrades fail to understand this,
they fail to understand that a victory for the reactionary
putschists means a setback for the democratic revolution
while a defeat for them means a step forward — irrespec-
tive of the nature of the Al-Ikhwan leadership.

‘Army Socialist’

27
I ——

Questions to the LCC
on the so-called “Advance of the Revolution”

The LCC comrades rightly state: “This is the essence of our
differences in EQypt. Does the balance of class forces advance of
revolution over counter-revolution or not?” and add that they
are convinced that the coup represents an advance of the
revolution. Now, one month after the coup d’état we ask
the LCC comrades: Where do you see the proof that this
coup was an advance for the Revolution in Egypt and the
Arab world?

Is it an advance or a setback for the Revolution if a bour-
geois-democratically elected government is overthrown
by the army command? We say it is a setback. Do you seri-
ously say this is an advance?!

Is it an advance or a setback for the Revolution if the mili-
tary-imposed government kills hundreds and injures and
arrests thousands of Brotherhood activists? We say it is a
setback. Do you seriously say this is an advance?!

Is it an advance or a setback for the Revolution if there are
hardly any independent mass mobilizations of the trade
unions and progressive youth organizations on the streets
since the 3 July? We say it is a setback. Do you seriously
say this is an advance?!

Is it an advance or a setback for the Revolution if the num-
bers of strikes and workers demonstrations decline mas-
sively since the 3™ July? We say it is a setback. Do you
seriously say this is an advance?!

Is it an advance or a setback for the Revolution if General
Al-Sisi calls for mass demonstrations to give him “a man-
date to fight terrorism”? We say it is a setback. Do you seri-
ously say this is an advance?!

Is it an advance or a setback for the Revolution if the mil-
itary-imposed government revives the notorious depart-
ments of the police to “fight extremism” who were well
known for torture and monitoring during the Mubarak
era? We say it is a setback. Do you seriously say this is an
advance?!

Is it an advance or a setback for the Revolution if the mil-
itary-imposed government clamps down on Hamas and
the Palestinians in Gaza? We say it is a setback. Do you
seriously say this is an advance?!

Is it an advance or a setback for the Revolution if the 3™
July government clamps down on the Syrian refugees and
rebel activists? We say it is a setback. Do you seriously say
this is an advance?!

Is it an indication of an advance or a setback for the Revo-
lution if the progressive organizations since 3™ July can
mobilize now only a few dozen or hundred for the demon-
strations? We say this reflects a setback. Do you seriously
say this reflects an advance?!

Is it an indication of an advance or a setback for the Arab
Revolution if US imperialism and Israel as well as other
Great Powers welcome the coup? We say this reflects a set-
back. Do you seriously say this reflects an advance?!

Is it not thought-provoking for the LCC comrades that
even those leftists who initially welcomed the military
coup (like the RS or the 6™ April youth movement) are
staring to become more critical towards the new military-
imposed regime? How can the LCC speak about an “ad-
vance of the revolution” if even the ‘army socialist’ RS is
forced to warn of the danger of “military fascism”?!

These are clear and straightforward questions and we hope
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that the LCC comrades are prepared to answer them.

The LCC comrades criticize the RCIT: “you really do not
have confidence in the movement being able to split and defeat
the SCAF on the streets or in the workplaces. You are in effect
saying that the movement is in retreat so that the fight for a RCA
is the main task of the revolution today.” Indeed we see the
military coup and the clamp down since then as a setback
for the revolution. One has to be politically blind to deny
this. This has nothing to do with “lack of confidence”. We
have confidence in the masses and their willingness to
fight for their rights. But we know that the masses need
a leadership to do so successfully and we know that the
present leadership has betrayed the masses. We have in-
deed no confidence in this leadership.

The LCC seem to be unaware of the historical experience
that a revolution is not a linear process of constant ad-
vance of the class struggle. Otherwise the victory of the
revolution would be unstoppable and a revolutionary
party would be unnecessary. Unfortunately this is not the
case and hence we see in Egypt at the moment a setback
and not an advance.

As we did already say, this setback can be reversed. The
military-imposed regime has not consolidated its power.
There are still mass mobilizations going against the coup.
But at the moment it is the army command, the big bour-
geoisie and the US imperialists who are in the offensive
and not the popular masses as it was till the 30* June. The
recapture of political power by the army command poses
the danger of the liquidation of the achievements of the
unfinished democratic revolution since the successful up-
rising against the Mubarak dictatorship. This danger is to-
day even admitted by the initial left-wing cheerleaders for
the coup d’état. How can the LCC still deny this?!

Why is this question so important? It is decisive because
if the workers movement is not capable to recognize the
danger of a counter-revolution from the hands of the army
command, it can not develop the necessary tactics for the
defense of the democratic achievements and to defeat the
putschists.

We fear that the LCC comrades are completely confused
about the situation and the tasks in Egypt. They write: “To
the extent that elements of the working class and the oppressed
have illusions in bourgeois democracy we think that the devel-
opment of independent worker organisation which confronts
the SCAF regime will explode the main class contradiction and
detonate the secondary contradiction in the army between the
supreme command and the ranks.”

As a matter of fact there have been no confrontations be-
tween the independent worker organization and the SCAF
regime until now because the workers movement has been
betrayed and sold out by its leadership to the coup plot-
ters. By the way: this in itself reflects that the coup was a
defeat for the working class. However since the 3™ July
there have been massive and permanent mobilizations and
confrontations between the army and the Muslim Brother-
hood. What does the LCC say on this? Which tactics do
they have for these confrontations? Do they defend the
Muslim Brotherhood demonstrations? Most likely no, be-
cause they see the coup as an “advance for the revolution”
and therefore most likely a defeat for the putschists by the
Muslim Brotherhood mobilizations would constitute for
them a setback for the revolution. We fear that this shows
that a failure in a dialectical understanding of the class
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forces in Egypt and the meaning of their struggles push-
es the LCC comrades to the wrong side of the barricade.
Lacking a revolutionary-dialectical method to concretely
understand the class forces in Egypt, the LCC — against
their best intentions — are at risk to follow the “army so-
cialists” in taking the side of the putschists against the
Muslim Brotherhood mass mobilizations.

What the LCC fails to understand — and the various “army
socialists” even more —is the importance of Lenin’s famous
dictum “Who whom?” Who is fighting against whom? Who
is overthrowing whom? If the masses overthrow the Moris
government it is an advance. If the army command with
the US imperialists behind overthrows it via a coup, it is a
setback. This should not be so difficult to understand for
so-called socialists. If a mother regularly beats her child,
we are on the side of the child and will fight for its lib-
eration from the domestic tyranny. However if the same
mother is faced with domestic violence and rape by her
husband, socialists will without doubt defend the woman
against this threat. They would be criminal if they stay
neutral or if they would even hail the male thug and rapist
only because the mother herself is a little tyrant.

Before the Coup D’Etat: Summary of the RCIT’s
assessment and conclusions for revolutionary tactics

So let us summarize the meaning of the military coup
d’état. Before the 3 July there were progressive mass mo-
bilizations against the bourgeois-Islamist Morsi govern-
ment as a result of their failure to deliver bread, employ-
ment and security to the popular masses. The RCIT called
in this period to participate in these mobilizations in order
to advance them towards a revolutionary general strike to
overthrow the Morsi. We concluded our statement: “In this
situation the RCIT raises the following slogans: For a General
Strike to bring down Morsi government! No political support
for the National Salvation Front! For action committees in each
factory, workers neighborhood and village to be organized on
district and national level to coordinate the revolutionary ac-
tivities! For self defense committees! Split the army to win the
soldiers for revolution! Cancel the debts! For a workers govern-
ment, based on the poor peasantry and the urban poor committed
to the expropriation of the multinationals, big capital and banks
under workers control as well as the replacement of the bourgeois
state apparatus by workers and peasant organs! Build a revolu-
tionary organization! All Workers Organizations should break
with the bourgeois opposition forces and form an independent
Mass Workers Party based on a revolutionary program!” (66)

However we already warned in advance about the danger
of a military coup: “One of the key issues of the revolution is
how to deal with the Eqyptian army. On Monday the EQyptian
army has given a 48 hours ultimatum to resolve the current po-
litical stalemate.” We warned that such a coup “could lead to
political demoralization of the masses rather than to a revolu-
tion. This danger becomes clear from reports from the [enthu-
siastic] reaction of sectors of the masses at the Tahrir Square to
the army’s ultimatum. (...) To entertain hopes in the army is a
serious mistake reflecting bourgeois illusions. The RCIT warns
that the EQyptian army — like all armies in the capitalist society
— is not the army of the workers the peasants and the rebelling
youth. It is the core of the capitalist state apparatus and it de-
fends capitalism. Therefore this army must be split and replaced
by workers and peasants self defense guard. The role of this il-
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lusion that the army is on the side of the people is leading to the
subordination of the revolutionary masses to the capitalist state.
The army generals may have reached the conclusion that Morsi
does not serve them any more in controlling the masses, but the
army high command is the enemy of the masses — not a friend!”
It has now become clear that the army command has al-
ready conspired for several months with the ElBaradei/
NSF leadership as well as the Tamarod leadership in order
to utilize the crisis for a coup d’état. Various Islamists and
“anti-imperialist” leftists have concluded from this that
the 30* June demonstration was a “Colored Revolution” —
a staged show of mass opposition. We totally reject this
argument. Of course the leadership did conspire and pre-
pare the open betrayal. But the masses” opposition was not
based on manipulation but on the misery and lack of free-
dom caused by capitalism and administered by the Morsi
government.

In fact the 30" June is a model for the contradictions in
liberations struggles where one has authentic mass move-
ments fighting for their rights but where one has at the
same time a treacherous leadership conspiring with the
class enemy and preparing the sell-out. As we have shown
in our document “Liberation struggles and imperialist inter-
ference”, such contradictory mass struggles have happened
many times in the real history of the class struggle. The
task of revolutionaries is not to turn away sectarian from
such mass movements but to fight alongside the masses
and to struggle inside the movement against the treacher-
ous leadership.

Was it therefore wrong to support the mass mobilizations
which culminated in the 30th June demonstration given
the fact that they took place under the leadership of El-
Baradei/NSF and Tamarod and were abused by the army
command as justification of their coup? No, definitely not.
One had to fight inside the movement, prepare the masses
against the threatening sell-out by the corrupt NSF- and
Tamarod-leadership as well against the threatening coup
and organize the vanguard independent of these mislead-
erships.

Various opponents of the coup have now started to dis-
pute the numbers of the 30* June demonstration which
were reported as 15, 17 or even 33 millions. Naturally we
are not in a position to calculate the real numbers. It is cer-
tainly true that in times of such struggles all sides tend
to exaggerate the number of participants in their demon-
strations. One critical observer “calculated that the absolute
maximum number of anti-Morsi demonstrators who could fit
in the total area of major public spaces in EQyptian cities was
at most 2.8 million.” (67) While we can not judge about this
dispute on number, we say that this is not decisive. Mass
mobilizations, supported by the trade unions and youth
movement, of even “only” three million people represents
a huge mass which could have been the basis for a revolu-
tionary overthrow of the Morsi government.

Yes, the army used the 30" June demonstration as a pretext
for their conspiracy. But this was not the dominant aspect
of the mobilization. All the conspiracy theorists — seeing
everywhere “Colored Revolutions” — ignore there was a real
existing mass sentiment against the Morsi government
before. The 30" June demonstration did not occur out of
the blue but was the high point of several months of mass
mobilizations and strikes. (Remember the figures we gave
above about the massive increase of strikes and workers
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protests under the Morsi government.). The history of
class struggle is full of conspiracies of the ruling classes
(and the 3™ July was an obvious conspiracy). But history is
not driven by conspiracies!

After the 3" July: Summary of the RCIT’s assessment
and conclusions for revolutionary tactics

The military coup was a turning point. Since the 3 July the
situation has changed completely! The coup brought the army
command and the folool back to direct political power. The
new regime is supported by the whole big bourgeoisie.
The masses of the 30* June have been politically hijacked.
Most are staying now at home demoralized and disorien-
tated. Others join the pro-Sisi demonstrations which are
nothing but a Bonapartist cheering parade to call for “a
mandate to fight terrorism”.

The military-imposed government is using brutal force to
remove any opposition from the streets and to crush and
arrest the Muslim Brotherhood and others. It has killed
hundreds and injured and arrested thousands of Broth-
erhood activists. It has revived the notorious torture and
monitoring departments of the police from the Mubarak
era to “fight terrorism”.

The 3 July regime clamps down on Hamas and the Pal-
estinians in Gaza as well as the Syrian refugees and rebel
activists. The coup helps the imperialists and Zionists to
impose their new fake Peace Talks between Israel and the
treacherous Palestinian Authority of Abbas. (68)

As a result of all this the new regime has been supported
from the beginning by US imperialism, Israel and the Gulf
monarchies. It has also been welcomed by Russian imperi-
alism and met no opposition except from the African states
and - after contrary initial reactions — Iran. (69)

So we see the situation has fundamentally changed with
the 3" July coup. We say this has been an important setback
for the Revolution. This does not mean that the setback is
irreversible. The putschists’ regime can still be smashed.
But for this mass mobilizations against the new military-
imposed regime are necessary. This is currently the most
important task in order to defend the limited gains of the
unfinished democratic revolution of February 2011. There-
fore, now the dominant aspect in the class struggle situa-
tion is the defeat of the military regime and the defense of
democratic rights.

Trotsky once stated that one of the key characteristics
of Bolshevism is its ability to recognize sharp changes
in the class struggle situation and to adapt its tactics to
this: “Marxism is a method of historical analysis, of political
orientation, and not a mass of decisions prepared in advance.
Leninism is the application of this method in the conditions of
an exceptional historical epoch. It is precisely this union of the
peculiarities of the epoch and the method that determines that
courageous, self-assured policy of brusque turns of which Lenin
gave us the finest models, and which he illuminated theoretically
and generalized on more than one occasion.” (70)

Similarly it is today of major importance to recognize
the change in the Egypt Revolution since the 3 July and
adapt the revolutionary tactics. Hence the RCIT believes
that revolutionaries should call for the formation of Ac-
tions Committees to organize the defensive struggle against
the putschists. They should participate in the mass dem-
onstrations and square occupations and argue for an ex-
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tension of the struggle to the enterprises in order to pre-
pare for a general strike. They should raise the slogan of
a Revolutionary Constituent Assembly to be organized and
controlled by the revolutionary masses. Such an assembly
could be the place where the masses should discuss and
decide about the future road of the country. Such an as-
sembly should be elected with equal voting rights for all
over the age of 12. It should have proportional representa-
tion and no threshold, and its delegates must be recallable
by those who elect them. It must be protected by workers
and popular militias against any interference by reaction-
ary forces.

Clearly such a program must be combined with the per-
spective of a workers government, based on the poor peasantry
and the urban poor committed to the expropriation of the multi-
nationals, big capital and banks under workers control as well as
the replacement of the bourgeois state apparatus by workers and
peasant organs! There will be no real democracy as long as
Egypt is depended of and exploited by imperialist capital
and powers, as long as the super-rich capitalists dominate
the country and as long as the armed state apparatus re-
lated to the rich elite is not smashed.

In the first five weeks since 3 July the only existing mass
mobilizations against the coup have been those organized
by the Muslim Brotherhood. This is of course highly un-
fortunate because it reflects that the official workers move-
ment and left have lost its ability and credibility to mobi-
lize masses against the army command. But this failure of
the reformist left must not lead revolutionaries to follow
these treacherous elements in leaving the field of class
struggle. They must call for a united front of all forces to
join in democratic mobilizations against the military-im-
posed regime and the suppression of the protests in the
streets. Such a united front orientation should focus on the
workers organization. But it must also include the forces
around the Muslim Brotherhood as the currently biggest
mobilizing force against the regime. Of course revolution-
aries would limit such a united front only to the practical
struggle against the military-imposed regime and for the
defense of the democratic rights. As the RCIT said from
the beginning, we do not support any call for a return of
Morsi to power.

It is likely that the Muslim Brotherhood leaders would
not accept such a united front and that they would even
suppress revolutionaries who participate in their demon-
strations. However this does not alter the fact that masses
follow the Muslim Brotherhood leadership and that they
are the main force currently. As we know revolutionaries
often have to work even inside the trade unions without
fully disclosing their political identity because they could
be immediately expelled by the trade union bureaucrats
and sacked by the capitalists. In progressive wars the situ-
ation was similar for revolutionaries defending the Stalin-
ist Soviet Union during World War II or joining the army
of Chiang Kai-chek in China in the 1930s against the Japa-
nese invaders. One has to make revolutionary propaganda
and agitation with the means which are possible.

It is also possible that the joint efforts of the army com-
mand and the imperialists succeed in forcing the Muslim
Brotherhood leadership to stop their protest camps and
daily mass demonstrations. This is quiet possible given the
bourgeois-conservative nature of the Islamists leadership.
Such a capitulation of their part would however represent
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a setback and not an advance for the revolution because it
would help to consolidate the putschist-imperialist regime
of General Al-Sisi.

As we explained in our statements the decisive task now is
to build a mass movement and action committees in order
to organize a general strike to bring down the military-
imposed regime. An important slogan is the Revolution-
ary Constitutional Assembly in order to tackle the massive
democratic illusion. (more on this below). Another impor-
tant task is to agitate amongst the soldiers in order to split
the army between the lower ranks and the reactionary of-
ficer corps. The strategic goal which has to be prepared in
propaganda now is the struggle for a workers government,
based on the poor peasantry and the urban poor committed to
the expropriation of the multinationals, big capital and
banks under workers control as well as the replacement
of the bourgeois state apparatus by workers and peasant
organs.

It is around these lines where a revolutionary organization
in Egypt should be built in the current phase. At the same
time revolutionaries should call all workers organizations
to break with the bourgeois forces and form an indepen-
dent Mass Workers Party based on a revolutionary pro-
gram!

ITI. The Marxist classics on reactionary coups d’états

The military coup and the existence of an authoritarian re-
gime in Egypt is of course not the first event of this kind
in the history of class struggles. Hence the revolutionary
workers movement had to deal many times with an analy-
sis of such regimes and the tactical conclusions which de-
rived from this. In this chapter we will outline an overview
of how Marxists have dealt with such issues based on a
number of historic examples.

Marx and Engels against “tactical” support
for reactionary forces against bourgeois opponents

The present confusion amongst most so-called Marxists
and their failure to find the correct orientation reflects
their adaption to petty-bourgeois forces as well as their
failure to assimilate the lessons of the revolutionary work-
ers movement. In fact in the history of the class struggle
we have seen a number of similar situations where sec-
tions of the workers movement failed to understand the
reactionary nature of a coup respective sided with the re-
gime in power against the bourgeois opposition.

Marx and Engels insisted that the workers movement must
identify the main enemy in a given situation of the class
struggle and be prepared to form practical alliances (unit-
ed fronts) in order to broaden the struggle against such a
main enemy. However the workers movement must follow
an independent line, i.e. not subordinating the interests of
the working class for the sake of an alliance with a (petty-)
bourgeois ally. As they outlined in the last chapter of their
famous Manifesto of the Communist Party (published in Feb-
ruary 1848) only concrete, practical agreements were per-
missible which did not limit the workers party’s indepen-
dent propaganda and which would not derail its struggle
for the workers and popular demands.

During the times of the 1848 Revolution Marx and Engels
has to struggle against various pseudo-socialist tendencies
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that confused the justified hatred against the bourgeoisie
with “tactically” support for the feudal-royal monarchies.
(71) In the Manifesto of the Communist Party they criticized
the so-called German or “true” socialists who focused
their polemic against the bourgeois movements instead of
the ruling monarchy:

“By this, the long-wished for opportunity was offered to “True”
Socialism of confronting the political movement with the Social-
ist demands, of hurling the traditional anathemas against lib-
eralism, against representative government, against bourgeois
competition, bourgeois freedom of the press, bourgeois legis-
lation, bourgeois liberty and equality, and of preaching to the
masses that they had nothing to gain, and everything to lose, by
this bourgeois movement. German Socialism forgot, in the nick
of time, that the French criticism, whose silly echo it was, pre-
supposed the existence of modern bourgeois society, with its cor-
responding economic conditions of existence, and the political
constitution adapted thereto, the very things those attainment
was the object of the pending struggle in Germany. To the ab-
solute governments, with their following of parsons, professors,
country squires, and officials, it served as a welcome scarecrow
against the threatening bourgeoisie.” (72)

The founders of scientific socialism had to deal with a sim-
ilar confused, reactionary attitude of some socialists when
Louis-Napoléon Bonaparte, elected president in 1948,
staged a coup d’état on 2" December 1851, declared him-
self a Emperor and organized a national referendum to ap-
prove his takeover. Pierre-Joseph Proudhon, the leading
theoretician of petty-bourgeois socialism in France, wrote
a pamphlet where he gave “tactical” support for the coup.
Marx denounced this position:

“His work on the Coup d'état, in which he flirts with Louis
Bonaparte and, in fact, strives to make him palatable to the
French workers, and his last work, written against Poland, in
which for the greater glory of the tsar he expresses moronic cyni-
cism, must be described as works not merely bad but base, a base-
ness, however, which corresponds to the petty-bourgeois point of
view.” (73)

Engels explained that socialists must not have been con-
fused by the fact that many workers were demoralized and
refused to defend the bourgeois republic against the mon-
archist coup. He said that such apathy was understand-
able since the bourgeois republicans killed thousands of
workers during the insurrection of the so-called June Days
in 1848 but he also added that this was politically wrong.
Despite the fact that it was a struggle between two fac-
tions of the ruling class, it was a struggle where the revo-
lutionary workers had a stake since they were interested
in keeping elements of bourgeois democracy instead of a
dictatorship.

“But let us look at the position in which the bastard-eagle [Lou-
is-Napoléon Bonaparte] found himself on the evening of his vic-
tory. He had for supporters the army, the clergy, and the peas-
antry. He had been opposed in his attempt by the middle-class
(comprising the large landed proprietors), and the Socialists or
revolutionary working-men.” (74)

The issue of revolutionary tactics in conflicts between
different factions of the ruling class was again brought
up when Marx and Engels had to deal with the tactics
of Ferdinand Lassalle, who was the central leader of the
German workers movement in the 1860s. Despite his un-
doubtedly merits in rebuilding the workers organizations
after the defeat of the 1848 revolution, he committed grave
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errors in his tactics. He mixed his sharp denunciations
against the bourgeois opposition forces — in particular the
“Fortschrittspartei” — with a lack of public attacks against
Bismarck and the Prussian monarchy. He even went so
far to make unprincipled secret deals with Bismarck. En-
gels characterized this as “Lassalle’s entire socialism consist-
ed in abusing the capitalists and flattering the Prussian rural
squires.” (75)

In a letter to Marx, Engels characterized his dealings with
Bismarck as a betrayal to the working class: “Good old Las-
salle is after all gradually being unmasked as a common or gar-
den scoundrel. It has never been our practice to judge people by
what they thought but rather by what they were, and I do not see
why we should make an exception in the late Izzy’s case. Sub-
jectively, his vanity may have made the affair seem plausible to
him, but objectively it was the act of a scoundrel, the betrayal of
the whole workers” movement to the Prussians.” (76)

In a public declaration Marx and Engels denounced Las-
salle’s tactic as an “alliance of the ‘proletariat’ with the ‘gov-
ernment’ against the liberal bourgeoisie”” and reinforced their
critique of such wrong tactics as they already outlined it
during the 1848 revolution. (77) In particular they referred
to an article which Marx wrote in 1847 where he polemi-
cized against a pro-monarchist critique of the bourgeoisie.
He explained that the working class must give tactical sup-
port to those bourgeois forces who were fighting against
the monarchy because the later was the main enemy and
the working class has better conditions to fight under more
democratic conditions than under the dictatorial lash of a
monarchy:

“The people, or, to replace this broad and vague expression by
a definite one, the proletariat, has quite another way of reason-
ing than the gentlemen of the ecclesiastical ministry permit
themselves to imagine. The proletariat does not ask whether the
welfare of the people is a matter of secondary or of primary im-
portance to the bourgeoisie, or whether the bourgeoisie wishes
to use proletarians as cannon fodder or not. The proletariat does
not ask what the bourgeoisie merely wishes to do, but what it
must do. It asks whether the present political system, the rule
of the bureaucracy, or the one the liberals are striving for, the
rule of the bourgeoisie, will offer it the means to achieve its own
purposes. To this end it only has to compare the political posi-
tion of the proletariat in England, France and America with that
in Germany to see that the rule of the bourgeoisie does not only
place quite new weapons in the hands of the proletariat for the
struggle against the bourgeoisie, but that it also secures for it a
quite different status, the status of a recognised party. Does the
Herr Consistorial Counsellor then believe that the proletariat,
which is more and more adhering to the Communist Party, that
the proletariat will be incapable of utilising the freedom of the
press and the freedom of association? Let him just read the Eng-
lish and French working men’s newspapers, let him just attend
some time a single Chartist meeting!” (78)

Lenin, Trotsky and the Communist International
on reactionary coup d’état

Similarly Lenin and Trotsky — who struggled for the work-
ing class revolution already in the new epoch of imperial-
ism — understood that in a conflict between two bourgeois
camps it is completely insufficient to be complacent with
the denunciation of both sides as “capitalist”. The insisted
that a revolutionary party is obliged to make a concrete
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study of the classes and factions of classes involved, which
issues are at stake and what are the consequences of the
possible outcome for the working class.

Thus for example the Bolsheviks were prepared to make
practical agreements with petty-bourgeois and even bour-
geois forces against Czarism. During the Russian Revolu-
tion in 1917 they called for united front actions for the de-
fense of the bourgeois-republican Kerensky government
when General Kornilov attempted a reactionary coup
d’état against it in August 1917. The tactics of the Bolshe-
viks didn’t imply an inch of popular-frontism, i.e. of po-
litical support for the Kerensky coalition government of
the Social Revolutionaries and the Mensheviks. They ap-
plied such united front tactics despite the fact that only
weeks ago, in early July, the same Kerensky government
had bloody suppressed the workers and soldiers upris-
ing in Petrograd and arrested the Bolshevik leaders or
forced them to go underground. But the Bolsheviks under-
stood that in the given situation the main enemy was the
threatening coup d’état of the extreme right wing General
Kornilov. For this purpose they formed a purely practi-
cal, military united front with the Kerensky government
to defeat Kornilov. They were victorious in this and two
months later the Bolsheviks organized a successful armed
insurrection against the same Kerensky government and
took power.

Lenin generalized the valuable experience of the Bolshe-
viks in his famous book Left-Wing Communism: an Infan-
tile Disorder in 1920. He emphasized the importance for
every revolutionary party to recognize the possible con-
tradictions between the classes and even within different
factions of the same class. He insisted that revolutionar-
ies must take advantage of such divisions and conflicts
and must be prepared to form alliances for the purpose
of practical actions without giving any political support
to such allies and under the condition that such practical
agreements help to advance the working class struggle.
“After all, the German Lefts cannot but know that the entire
history of Bolshevism, both before and after the October Revolu-
tion, is full of instances of changes of tack, conciliatory tactics
and compromises with other parties, including bourgeois par-
ties! (...)

The more powerful enemy can be vanquished only by exerting
the utmost effort, and by the most thorough, careful, attentive,
skilful and obligatory use of any, even the smallest, rift between
the enemies, any conflict of interests among the bourgeoisie of
the various countries and among the various groups or types
of bourgeoisie within the various countries, and also by taking
advantage of any, even the smallest, opportunity of winning a
mass ally, even though this ally is temporary, vacillating, un-
stable, unreliable and conditional. Those who do not understand
this reveal a failure to understand even the smallest grain of
Marxism, of modem scientific socialism in general. (...)

Prior to the downfall of tsarism, the Russian revolutionary So-
cial-Democrats made repeated use of the services of the bour-
geois liberals, i.e., they concluded numerous practical compro-
mises with the latter. In 1901-02, even prior to the appearance of
Bolshevism, the old editorial board of Iskra (...) concluded (not
for long, it is true) a formal political alliance with Struve, the
political leader of bourgeois liberalism, while at the same time be-
ing able to wage an unremitting and most merciless ideological
and political struggle against bourgeois liberalism and against
the slightest manifestations of its influence in the working-class
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movement. The Bolsheviks have always adhered to this policy.
Since 1905 they have systematically advocated an alliance be-
tween the working class and the peasantry, against the liberal
bourgeoisie and tsarism, never, however, refusing to support the
bourgeoisie against tsarism (for instance, during second rounds
of elections, or during second ballots) and never ceasing their
relentless ideological and political struggle against the Social-
ist-Revolutionaries, the bourgeois-revolutionary peasant party,
exposing them as petty-bourgeois democrats who have falsely
described themselves as socialists. During the Duma elections of
1907, the Bolsheviks entered briefly into a formal political bloc
with the Socialist-Revolutionaries.” (79)

The Communists’ tactic during the reactionary coup
d’états in Bulgaria 1923 and Poland 1926

However further events demonstrated that many com-
munists had not assimilated these lessons. In Bulgaria in
the early 1920s the country was led by the government of
Aleksandur Stamboliyski and his Peasant Party (called
Agrarian National Union). This was a bourgeois party which
rested mostly on the small peasants. Stamboliyski tried to
maneuver between the bourgeoisie, the Tsar and the peas-
antry and the working class. He also entered into an alli-
ance with French imperialism. At the elections in 1919 and
1920 Stamboliyski’s Agrarian National Union became the
strongest party. By time its rule became more and more
reactionary and dictatorial. It attacked the working class
and moved to suppress the Communist Party (which was
the hegemonic party of the proletariat at that time). The
Agrarian National Union paramilitary wing — the Orange
Guard — killed the Communist mayor of Dupnitsa and at-
tacked the Communist meetings. Stamboliyski signed
a treaty with the Yugoslavia government in March 1923
which meant a betrayal for the Macedonian people — an
oppressed national minority which lived divided in Yugo-
slavia, Greece and Bulgaria. (80)

On 9% June 1923 a coalition of army officers, embittered
nationalists, Macedonian revolutionaries with the support
of British imperialism overthrew the Stamboliyski govern-
ment. The putschist regime — led by Aleksandar Tsankov —
was joined and supported by the Social-Democratic Party
which also formed a joined list with the putschist parties
at the elections later in November 1923. (81)

The Communist Party took a neutral position during the
coup. In its first statement the party’s Central Committee
claimed that this was “a struggle between two wings of the
bourgeoisie” (82) The next day it declared: “The working
class and the toiling peasant must not interfere in the armed
struggle between the rural and the urban bourgeoisie, because
this would mean pulling the chestnuts out of the fire for your
own exploiters.” (83)

They justified their neutral stance by referring to the re-
actionary and authoritarian character of the Stamboliys-
ki government and to the animosity many workers had
toward it which gave them — according to the Bulgarian
communists — a “certain feeling of relieve” when the coup
d’état took place.

Yet, this neutral tactic of the Communist Party of Bulgaria
was a catastrophe. While it was true that the Stamboliyski
government was bourgeois, authoritarian and collaborat-
ed with the French imperialists, the Bulgarian communists
ignored that the Agrarian National Union based itself on the
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peasants —a central layer which the communists needed to
win to successfully struggle for a Workers” and Peasants”
Government and to march forward to a socialist revolu-
tion. The putschists on the other hand represented the big
bourgeoisie and the forces of the old monarchist regime
(irrespective of the disgusting support by the social demo-
crats). They ignored that the coup transformed the coun-
try from a bourgeois democracy — where democratic rights
were increasingly limited by the authoritarian Stamboli-
yski government — into a military dictatorship which al-
lowed only a few pseudo-democratic rights.

In such a situation it was imperative that the commu-
nists would have defended the Stamboliyski government
against the coup d’état without giving it any political sup-
port. This would have been the road to build closer links
to the peasants and to break them away from the Agrarian
National Union in the longer run.

This was the line which the leadership of the Communist
International unanimously took from the beginning. Grig-
ory Zinoviev, the chairman of the Communist Interna-
tional, sharply criticized his Bulgarian comrades for their
neutrality and emphasized in a first reaction to the coup:
“In the moment where the fascists where in struggle with the
leaders of the Peasant Party, it was (and remains today) the task
of the Communist Party to unite with all honest supporters of
the Peasant Party to struggle against the Whites. Has Kerensky
not been an enemy of the workers in September 1917? But nev-
ertheless did the Bolsheviks march with Kerensky against Kor-
nilov.” (84)

Karl Radek, another leader of the Communist Internation-
al and a co-fighter of Trotsky’s Left Opposition against the
Stalinist bureaucracy at that time, was commissioned to
undertake a study of the Bulgarian events. He concluded
in his report:

“This is the biggest defeat which a Communist Party has ever
suffered.” He also argued for a united front tactic of the
Communist Party with the Agrarian National Union: “The
moment when the coup happened only in Sofia, this was the time
to act... There is no doubt: In the moment, when the Peasant
Party had to fight for life, did the historic chance open to form
a coalition with it, despite everything which separates us from
them.” (85)

In an appeal, the Executive Committee of the Commu-
nist International called the Bulgarian workers to form a
united front with the Peasant Party against the reactionary
putschists:

“Whoever mistakenly thinks that the struggle of the now tri-
umphant white clique against Stambuliski is a struggle between
two bourgeois cliques in which the working class can be neutral,
will now be taught better by the bloody persecution of the work-
ers’ organizations. The putschists are now the enemy, and must
be defeated. Unite for the fight against the white revolt not only
with the broad masses of the peasantry, but with the leaders of
the peasant party who are still alive. Show them what the split
between workers and peasants has led to, and summon them”
(86)

Even worse was the failure of centrist leadership of the
Polish Communist Party when General Pilsudski launched
a coup against the discredited bourgeois government of
Wincenty Witos in May 1926. His coup d’état — waving the
flag of democracy and socialism — was supported not only
some bourgeois forces, not only by the social democratic
party but — at the beginning — even by the Communist
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Party! (87)

Again the Communist International soon intervened and
corrected this terrible mistake. However, as Trotsky point-
ed out, such a terrible blunder was the unavoidable result
of the opportunist adaption of the centrist Stalinist Comin-
tern leadership towards the petty-bourgeois “democratic”
forces. (88)

We finish this chapter by remarking that the ‘army social-
ists” of today are much worse that the socialists and com-
munists of earlier days. Not only did they not learn from
earlier experience and avoid a repetition of the mistakes
made by our predecessors. While the Bulgarian commu-
nists wrongly took a neutral faced with the coup d’état in
1923 and the Polish communists managed to correct its
mistake with the help of the Comintern soon, the ‘army
socialists’ of today are not capable of recognizing their
grave error even today one month after the military coup
d’état in Egypt.

IV. The revolutionary democratic program and
the slogan of a Revolutionary Constituent Assembly

For obvious reasons the question we have mainly dealt
with until now has been the character of the military coup
d’état and not the concrete slogans which should be put
forward now. How can one discuss about tactics without
first clarifying the dynamic and nature of the class strug-
gle?!

However as we have explained above the RCIT believes
that the slogan of a Revolutionary Constituent Assembly is
important in the present class struggle conjuncture. We
think so for several reasons:

First the issue of the Constitution is of major importance
in Egypt today. This is clear to every observer given the
many discussions and conflicts around the question of a
new constitution and the Islamists desire to insert the Sha-
ria into it. It is of course not surprising at all that the popu-
lar masses are looking for a new constitution after living
for nearly six decades under a military dictatorship.
Secondly the masses still have massive illusions in bour-
geois democracy and they have not even created Soviets
— workers and peasant councils — as the basis for a higher
form of democracy (workers democracy).

Thirdly this revolutionary democratic slogan can form a
basis for joint actions of mass elements from different po-
litical background in order to fight back against the putsch-
ists. It could unite workers and poor with secular liberal,
Islamist and socialist views. One does not have to agree
what should be written in a new constitution but only that
it should be elected by the people and it should remain
under the control of the armed people. In this manner it
could unite masses for joint actions now and undermine
the mistrust from more backward sectors of the masses
against revolutionary socialists.

Fourthly it is a particular important slogan in the present
conjuncture where the military has staged a coup pretend-
ing to defend democracy and where the masses — both the
pro-Morsi as well as the anti-Morsi popular masses — rally
to the defense of the ideas of democracy. It is therefore a
slogan which can unite the masses against the military-
imposed government.
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On the LCC critique against our application
of the slogan of a Revolutionary Constituent Assembly

Let us now answer our opponents who have raised dif-
ferent criticisms against our slogan of a Revolutionary
Constituent Assembly. The LCC comrades wrote in their
reply to us: “The RCA is a secondary, tactical, question and I
don't think we have serious differences on that as a necessary
demand in the Transitional Program. However, we think that
the application of it historically, and your application of it to-
day supports our view that it is a ‘defensive’ demand. The issue
around the RCA is the role it plays in the action program. When
the class is on the offensive the RCA is included as a promise to
more backward elements of the workers and petty bourgeois that
the workers will fight to defend and win bourgeois rights. When
the class is in retreat the RCA becomes a central task since the
defence of the most advanced bourgeois democracy possible is a
condition of the return to an offensive.” (89)

We agree with the comrades that our differences about the
Revolutionary Constituent Assembly are of secondary na-
ture given that we have completely different assessments
of the military coup itself, Their critique nevertheless rais-
es some interesting issues. As we have seen above the LCC
comrades unfortunately do not recognize that the work-
ing class in Egypt is currently in a defensive position after
the coup d’état. Therefore they see no reason to raise the
slogan of a Revolutionary Constituent Assembly today.
But even if they believe that the working class is still an
offensive they can hardly deny the fact that there are mas-
sive illusions of the popular masses in bourgeois democ-
racy. Why else is “democracy” such an important slogans
in all mobilizations today - both by the pro-Morsi as well
as the anti-Morsi demonstrations?! The fact that the work-
ing class has not created soviets until now underlines this
too.

However we reject the position which the LCC expressed
in a past statement: “This is where impressionists believe the
BBC and why they think it is permissible to call for a Revo-
lutionary Constituent Assembly (RCA) now at the same mo-
ment that they are calling for workers councils and militias and
even a government of them! But we only called for an RCA last
year when the democratic mass movement was under attack and
retreating and demobilizing under the weight of the repression
that was the prelude to the series of bourgeois elections, with the
setup results we all know or ought to. The RCA is a defensive
slogan for revolutionaries.” (90)

The masses are often in the offensive and still have mas-
sive bourgeois-democratic illusions. This was exactly the
case in all uprisings in 2011 when the masses fought for
the overthrow of the old dictatorships. In fact, democratic
slogans can play a central role for the masses to mobilize
for the struggle and to win the in such a struggle for sovi-
ets and the program of the socialist revolution.

We already emphasized in our last document where we
dealt with the mistakes of the LCC and WIVP comrades
on the question of the Constituent Assembly that this slo-
gan did play an important role for the Bolsheviks even in
periods where they were in the offensive and even after
they took power. Lenin emphasized this in his ‘Left-Wing
Communism: an Infantile Disorder’:

“We did not proclaim a boycott of the bourgeois parliament, the
Constituent Assembly, but said —and following the April (1917)
Conference of our Party began to state officially in the name of
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the Party — that a bourgeois republic with a Constituent Assem-
bly would be better than a bourgeois republic without a Constit-
uent Assembly, but that a “workers’ and peasants” republic, a
Soviet republic, would be better than any bourgeois-democratic,
parliamentary republic. Without such thorough, circumspect
and long preparations, we could not have achieved victory in
October 1917, or have consolidated that victory.” (91)

He went on: “We took part in the elections to the Constitu-
ent Assembly, the Russian bourgeois parliament in September-
November 1917. Were our tactics correct or not? If not, then
this should be clearly stated and proved, for it is necessary in
evolving the correct tactics for international communism. If
they were correct, then certain conclusions must be drawn. Of
course, there can be no question of placing conditions in Rus-
sia on a par with conditions in Western Europe. But as regards
the particular question of the meaning of the concept that “par-
liamentarianism has become politically obsolete”, due account
should be taken of our experience, for unless concrete experience
is taken into account such concepts very easily turn into empty
phrases.” (92)

History has proven that revolutionaries have to raise the
slogan of a Revolutionary Constituent Assembly —a “revo-
lutionary-democratic transitional demand” (Trotsky) (93) — as
long as the masses have democratic illusions and ques-
tions of the constitution constitute an important role in
political life. The decisive question is not if the masses are
in an offensive or a defensive. It is rather the question to
which extent the masses have developed a revolutionary
class consciousness, to which extent the masses have over-
come their illusions in bourgeois democracy and to which
extent the masses have become convinced of the necessity
to fight for a socialist revolution and creating the dicta-
torship of the proletariat based on workers and peasants
councils.

This is the method which Trotsky explained to his co-
fighters:

“The democratic slogans contain for a certain period not only
illusions, not only deception, but also an animating historical
force. (...) From the political point of view, the question of for-
mal democracy is for us not only that of the attitude to be ob-
served towards the petty-bourgeois masses, but also towards the
worker masses, to the extent that the latter have not yet acquired
a revolutionary class consciousness. (...) In any case, these re-
sults were not attained by simply opposing the soviets to the
Constituent Assembly, but by drawing the masses towards the
soviets while maintaining the slogans of formal democracy up
to the very moment of the conquest of power and even after it.”
(94)

In his famous Transitional Program — the foundation docu-
ment of the Fourth International in 1938 — Trotsky sum-
marized the experience of the international class struggle
and emphasized the validity of revolutionary democratic
slogans such as the Constituent Assembly particularly for
colonial and semi-colonial countries:

“It is impossible merely to reject the democratic program; it is
imperative that in the struggle the masses outgrow it. The slo-
gan for a National (or Constituent) Assembly preserves its full
force for such countries as China or India. This slogan must be
indissolubly tied up with the problem of national liberation and
agrarian reform. As a primary step, the workers must be armed
with this democratic program. Only they will be able to sum-
mon and unite the farmers. On the basis of the revolutionary
democratic program, it is necessary to oppose the workers to the
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“national” bourgeoisie. Then, at a certain stage in the mobiliza-
tion of the masses under the slogans of revolutionary democracy,
soviets can and should arise. Their historical role in each given
period, particularly their relation to the National Assembly, will
be determined by the political level of the proletariat, the bond
between them and the peasantry, and the character of the pro-
letarian party policies. Sooner or later, the soviets should over-
throw bourgeois democracy. Only they are capable of bringing
the democratic revolution to a conclusion and likewise opening
an era of socialist revolution.” (95)

WIVP: Confused about who should convene
a Revolutionary Constituent Assembly

The comrades of the South African WIVP certainly under-
stand the reactionary nature of the military coup d’état
much better than the LCC as well as the necessity to mo-
bilize and call for a broad united front against it. However
they are unclear about the Marxist method of applying
revolutionary-democratic slogans. As we discussed this
already in our last reply they criticize the RCIT’s approach
with several arguments. Let us first quote from their state-
ments:

“The RCIT (Revolutionary Communist International Tenden-
cy) place the struggle of the masses within capitalist limits by
saying that the central slogan should be for a Constituent As-
sembly with proportional representation — in other words, they
too believe that the capitalists should be present and represented
in it. For us the central slogan is for a workers government not
a Constituent Assembly. The bourgeois position of the RCIT is
further exposed when they say that the role of the ‘provisional
revolutionary government’ is to make sure that ‘the delegates of
the Constituent Assembly are controllable and can be replaced
if they do not implement what their electoral base wanted them
to do.” So for the RCIT, the role of the revolutionary govt is to
safeguard the Assembly which includes the capitalist representa-
tives, ie the revolutionary govt must limit itself to protect a bour-
geois parliament, which is what the Constituent Assembly is. If
the question of a Constituent Assembly comes up, the task of the
revolutionary government is to show the limits of it, to expose it
and disband it. The revolutionary workers” government based on
grassroots committees will be a million times more democratic
than the best Constituent Assembly where the capitalists and
their parties sit.” (96)

In another statement they asked us: “For those who call for
a Revolutionary Constituent Assembly or a Constituent Assem-
bly, the question remains: Who will convene it? The military?
As long as the military regime is intact any assembly will be a
sham, limited by the dictates of imperialism and the generals.
Thus the first task is for the military regime to be overthrown.”
(97)

We think that the comrades are mistaken in several re-
spects. First they see the danger that a Constituent Assem-
bly could include capitalist representatives. Yes, this dan-
ger exists. If sectors of the popular masses have illusions
in capitalist parties, then they will elect their representa-
tives. But if such a danger exists, this just underlines that
the masses have not already reached a revolutionary con-
sciousness. This is an argument in favor and not against
revolutionary democratic slogans like the Constituent As-
sembly!

What is the WIVP comrades’ alternative? “For us the central
slogan is for a workers government not a Constituent Assem-
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bly.” This is phrase-mongering. Yes, we are also in favor of
a workers’ and peasants’ government. But in the present
situation such a slogan has less agitational weight because
the masses are currently in the defensive, not in the offen-
sive (as they were on 30" June). Therefore slogans to rally
the masses on democratic issues are more important in the
current phase.

Of course the slogan of a Revolutionary Constituent As-
sembly is not separated but combined with the slogan
for a workers’ and peasants’ government. Revolutionar-
ies must strive to win the masses for the perspective of a
workers’ and peasants’ government by convincing them
that only such a government can secure the implementa-
tion of democratic slogans. But for this reason such demo-
cratic slogans are in the forefront and not the slogans for
power.

The WIVP comrades’ argument against our slogan - that
it would be useless if it would be called by the military-
imposed government — is wrong too. Revolutionaries
should argue that a Constituent Assembly convoked by
the military can only be a fake. This is why we call for the
armed workers and peasants, for a revolutionary provi-
sional government, to convene such a Constituent Assem-
bly. Therefore the slogan of a Constituent Assembly is not
a detraction but rather a help to explain why the masses
need to overthrow the military regime.

Trotsky faced a similar criticism when he urged his Chi-
nese comrades to raise the slogan of a Constituent Assem-
bly. He replied to them:

., The slogan of the Constituent Assembly becomes an empty ab-
straction, often simple charlatanry, if one does not add who will
convoke it and with what program. Chiang Kai-shek can raise
the slogan of a Constituent Assembly against us even tomorrow,
just as he has now raised his “workers” and peasants’ program”
against us. We want a Constituent Assembly convoked not by
Chiang Kai-shek but by the executive committee of the workers’
and peasants’ soviets. That is the only serious and sure road.”
(98)

Concluding remarks

Such a methodological approach as outlined by the Marx-
ist classics is still valid. However as Lenin and Trotsky re-
peated many times, the masses can not successfully take
power and impose their interests if they do not possess
a revolutionary leadership. In other words, the working
class needs a revolutionary party to fight off its numer-
ous enemies both inside and outside of the workers move-
ment. Trotsky summarized the main lesson of the victori-
ous as well as the failed revolutions so splendidly in 1924:
., Without a party, apart from a party, over the head of a party, or
with a substitute for a party, the proletarian revolution cannot
conguer. That is the principal lesson of the past decade.” (99)

As a matter of fact, such a revolutionary workers party
does not exist at the moment — neither in Egypt nor world-
wide. What exists currently are only small communist pre-
party organizations who elaborate concrete tactics based
on a revolutionary program and who strive to build nu-
clei of cadre of the working class and the oppressed in the
midst of the class struggle. No doubt it is still a long way to
build revolutionary workers parties and a World Party of
Socialist Revolution (which will be the Fifth International
in our view). But whoever believes that changing history
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is an easy and short-term task is a hopeless fool.

Lenin once stated: ,In its struggle for power the proletariat
has no other weapon but organization.” (100) Similarly we can
state that in order to build successfully revolutionary par-
ties and a World Party, the vanguard militants first need
a Bolshevik pre-party organization which systematically
accumulates the experiences of the international class
struggle, spread its lessons by propaganda as well as prac-
tice and which unites dedicated revolutionaries in a single
international organization.

The RCIT is working towards building an international
Bolshevik organization based on a revolutionary program
and rooted in the workers vanguard. Such a program has
to be tested and developed on the basis of the experience
of the class struggle as it takes place. We think that the
current events in Egypt are of massive importance for
the current world situation and therefore a crucial ques-
tion for the perspectives of the class struggle not only in
Egypt but the whole Middle East region and internation-
ally. Without a correct orientation it is impossible for the
working class struggle to fight against the reactionary
military coup. Without such a correct orientation it is im-
possible for revolutionaries and the vanguard of the work-
ers movement in Egypt and international to fight for the
socialist program. We look forward to discuss these issues
with revolutionaries in Egypt and world-wide. This is the
only serious way to advance the collaboration and fusion
of revolutionaries.
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Announcement of a new Book from the RCIT

Michael Probsting:
The Great Robbery of the South

Continuity and Changes in the Super-Exploitation of the Semi-Colonial World by
Monopoly Capital. Consequences for the Marxist Theory of Imperialism

The RCIT is proud to announce the publication of a new
book. It's called THE GREAT ROBBERY OF THE SOUTH.
The book’s subtitle is: Continuity and Changes in the Super-
Exploitation of the Semi-Colonial World by Monopoly Capital.
Consequences for the Marxist Theory of Imperialism. The book
is in English-language. It has 15 chapters, 448 pages and
includes 139 Tables and Figures. The author of the book
is Michael Probsting who is the International Secretary of the
RCIT.

In The Great Robbery of the South Michael Probsting analyses
the super-exploitation and oppression of the semi-colonial
world (often referred to as the “Third World”) by the
imperialist powers and monopolies. He shows that the
relationship between the small minority of rich capitalist
countries and the huge majority of mankind living in the
semi-colonial world forms one of the most important
elements of the imperialist world system we are living
in. The Great Robbery of the South shows that the past
decades have been a complete confirmation of the validity
of Lenin’s theory of imperialism and its programmatic
conclusions.

The Great Robbery of the South demonstrates the important
changes in the relationship between the imperialist and
the semi-colonial countries. Using comprehensive material
(including 139 Tables and Figures), Michael Probsting
elaborates that never before has such a big share of the
world capitalist value been produced in the South. Never
before have the imperialist monopolies been so dependent
on the super-exploitation of the semi-colonial world.
Never before has migrant labor from the semi-colonial
world played such a significant role for the capitalist value
production in the imperialist countries. Never before has
the huge majority of the world working class lived in the
South — outside of the old imperialist metropolises.

The Author

Michael Probsting is a revolutionary activist since 30
years. He is the author of many articles and pamphlets
in German and English language. He published books
or contributed to books on Rosa Luxemburg (1999), on
the World Economy (2008), on Migration (2010) and the
Arab

Revolution (2011). He is the International Secretary of
the Revolutionary Communist International Tendency.

In The Great Robbery of the South Michael Prébsting argues
that a correct understanding of the nature of imperialism
as well as of the program of permanent revolution which
includes the tactics of consistent anti-imperialism is
essential for anyone who wants to change the world and
bring about a socialist future.

You can view more details of the book as well as excerpts at
the special website which we have created for this book:

www.great-robbery-of-the-south.net
You can order the book via
* our contact adress rcit@thecommunists.net,
* online via the RCIT’s website www.thecommunists.net

* the special website for the book

Price: 15 Euro / 20 US-Dollars / 13 British Pound
(plus delivery charges) m

The Great
Robbery of
the South

Continuity and Changes in the Super-Exploitation
of the Semi-Colonial Warld by Monopoly Capital

Consequences for the Marxist Theory
of Imperialism

By Michael Pribsting
Published by the Revolutionary C ist Ietornational Tend
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Announcement of a new Book from the RCIT

Michael Probsting:
Cuba’s Revolution Sold Out?

The Road from Revolution to the Restoration of Capitalism

The RCIT is proud to announce the publication of a new
book. It's called Cuba’s Revolution Sold Out?. The book’s
subtitle is: The Road from Revolution to the Restoration
of Capitalism. The book is in English-language. It has 5
chapters plus an appendix, 108 pages and includes 19
Tables and Figures. The author of the book is Michael
Probsting who is the International Secretary of the RCIT.

In Cuba’s Revolution Sold Out? Michael Probsting analyses
the character of the Cuban Revolution 1959-61, its
bureaucratic degeneration, and the recent march of the
Castro leadership towards capitalism.

The author demonstrates how the Cuban Revolution,
despite the initial modest intentions of its leaders, was
spurred forward to more radical policies by grass roots
struggles of Cuban workers and peasants. In fact, the very
abolishment of capitalism by the Cuban regime was no part
of the original game plan of either Castro’s Movimiento 26
de Julio or of the official Cuban communist party (PSP),
but rather was a product of precisely such pressures from
below.

Cuba’s Revolution Sold Out? describes in detail how a
number of relatively recent political, economic, and social
measures were purposely taken by the Cuban government
to open the road back to capitalism. Probsting elaborates
the key role of the world’s new great imperialist power,
China, in Cuba’s state policy as exemplified in the June
2011 Sino-Cuban agreement for a first Five-Year Plan of
cooperation between these two states.

Cuba’s Revolution Sold Out? examines these developments
from the viewpoint of Marxist theory, the nature of the

The Author

Michael Probsting is a revolutionary activist since 30
years. He is the author of many articles and pamphlets
in German and English language. He published books
or contributed to books on Rosa Luxemburg (1999), on
the World Economy (2008), on Migration (2010) and the
Arab

Revolution (2011). His latest book, The Great Robbery
of the South (published in 2013), analyses the super-
exploitation and oppression of the semi-colonial
world (often referred to as the “Third World”) by
the imperialist powers and monopolies. He is the
International Secretary of the Revolutionary Communist
International Tendency.

ruling bureaucracy in Stalinist states, and the process of
restoration of capitalism under such regimes.

In conclusion, the book proposes a socialist program for
political and social revolution in Cuba to halt the advance
of capitalism and to eradicate the country’s bureaucratic
dictatorship.

You can view more details of the book as well as excerpts
at the RCIT website:

www.thecommunists.net/theory/
new-book-on-cuba

You can order the book via
* our contact adress rcit@thecommunists.net,
* online via the RCIT’s website www.thecommunists.net

* the special website for the book

Price: 8 Euro / 12 US-Dollars / 7 British Pound
(plus delivery charges) ®
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Revolutionary Communist International Tendency:

What does the RCIT stand for?

The Revolutionary Communist International Tendency (RCIT)
is a fighting organisation for the liberation of the working
class and all oppressed. It has national sections in various
countries. The working class is the class of all those (and
their families) who are forced to sell their labour power
as wage earners to the capitalists. The RCIT stands on the
theory and practice of the revolutionary workers” move-
ment associated with the names of Marx, Engels, Lenin
and Trotsky.

Capitalism endangers our lives and the future of humani-
ty. Unemployment, war, environmental disasters, hunger,
exploitation, are part of everyday life under capitalism as
are the national oppression of migrants and nations and
the oppression of women, young people and homosexu-
als. Therefore, we want to eliminate capitalism.

The liberation of the working class and all oppressed is
possible only in a classless society without exploitation
and oppression. Such a society can only be established in-
ternationally.

Therefore, the RCIT is fighting for a socialist revolution at
home and around the world.

This revolution must be carried out and lead by the work-
ing class, for she is the only class that has nothing to lose
but their chains.

The revolution can not proceed peacefully because never
before has a ruling class voluntarily surrendered their
power. The road to liberation includes necessarily the
armed rebellion and civil war against the capitalists.

The RCIT is fighting for the establishment of workers” and
peasant republics, where the oppressed organize them-
selves in rank and file meetings in factories, neighbour-
hoods and schools — in councils. These councils elect and
control the government and all other authorities and can
always replace them.

Real socialism and communism has nothing to do with
the so-called “real existing socialism” in the Soviet Union,
China, Cuba or Eastern Europe. In these countries, a bu-
reaucracy dominated and oppressed the proletariat.

The RCIT supports all efforts to improve the living condi-
tions of workers and the oppressed. We combine this with
a perspective of the overthrow of capitalism.

We work inside the trade unions and advocate class strug-
gle, socialism and workers” democracy. But trade unions
and social democracy are controlled by a bureaucracy.
This bureaucracy is a layer which is connected with the
state and capital via jobs and privileges. It is far from the
interests and living circumstances of the members. This
bureaucracy’s basis rests mainly on the top, privileged
layers of the working class - the workers’ aristocracy.
The struggle for the liberation of the working class must
be based on the broad mass of the proletariat rather than
their upper strata.

The RCIT strives for unity in action with other organi-
zations. However, we are aware that the policy of social
democracy and the pseudo-revolutionary groups is dan-
gerous and they ultimately represent an obstacle to the

emancipation of the working class.

We fight for the expropriation of the big land owners as
well as for the nationalisation of the land and its distribu-
tion to the poor and landless peasants. We fight for the
independent organisation of the rural workers.

We support national liberation movements against op-
pression. We also support the anti-imperialist struggles of
oppressed peoples against the great powers. Within these
movements we advocate a revolutionary leadership as an
alternative to nationalist or reformist forces.

In a war between imperialist states we take a revolution-
ary defeatist position, i.e. we don’t support neither side
and advocate the transformation of the war into a civil
war against the ruling class. In a war between an imperial-
ist power (or its stooge) and a semi-colonial country we
stand for the defeat of the former and the victory of the
oppressed country.

The struggle against national and social oppression
(women, youth, sexual minorities etc.) must be lead by
the working class. We fight for revolutionary movements
of the oppressed (women, youth, migrants etc.) based
on the working class. We oppose the leadership of petty-
bourgeois forces (feminism, nationalism, Islamism etc.)
and strive to replace them by a revolutionary communist
leadership.

Only with a revolutionary party fighting as its leadership
can the working class win. The construction of such a
party and the conduct of a successful revolution as it was
demonstrated by the Bolsheviks under Lenin and Trotsky
in Russia are a model for the revolutionary parties and
revolutions also in the 21 Century.

For new, revolutionary workers’ parties in all countries!
For a 5" Workers International on a revolutionary basis!
Join the RCIT!

No future without socialism! No socialism without a revolution!
No revolution without a revolutionary party! m










