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About the International Situation and Socialist Revolution 

First we have to assure that the mission of the working class is to establish 

Socialism in the context of transmission into Communism, and this issue should not be 

neglected by any Marxist. This class has no choice other than the abolition of classes, and 

thus abolishing itself also. This makes it possible to start a new “humanitarian life” that is 

not based on exploitation, oppression and wars, but a life based on the capability of this 

class to develop its productive forces, and develop its life without the need for all the 

existing mechanisms of repression and exploitation. 

 

This is an intuitive issue because Marxism assures that the solution for all these 

is the abolition of the private property, aiming to establish consistent development and a 

respectable humanitarian life. This becomes intuitive when we base our analysis on the 

needs of the working class, that has nothing to lose, and thus it is the class that will lead the 

abolition of private property, and the dissolution of the "state" as a suppressive and 

oppressive power. 

 

This is the horizon that we see, from the Marxist perspective that leads to 

the realization of the humanitarian essence of man. Thus, this goal of Socialism 

should always be the director of all our politics, and the base of every forward step. 

Those who are not oriented to this horizon will be lost in policies that cannot lead to 

any useful results, but will just get the working class lost in the mazes of the 

bourgeoisie. 

Socialism is not just an abstract idea, or a general vocation. It is an aim that can 

be realized through making a deep change in the social constitution, and thus 

achieving it is framed by the same social constitution. Because socialism is a more 

developed structure than capitalism, the social constitution should be first able to 



achieve it. It is a great forward shift based on a real structure developed to the 

instance at which the transformation to Socialism becomes possible. Disregarding 

this will only lead us either to illusions, or to the acceptance of a spontaneous 

"natural” development of societies under Capitalism, which has become actually 

impossible. Both cases are "contortions" of Marxism that change it into an illusional 

project. This is because it is not based on a deep understanding of the reality, and 

thus the necessary distance of transformation of the present reality to Socialism was 

not recognized. Does the present reality impose the achievement of Socialism? 

Have Socialism become a necessity 

 

No doubt that this distance is related to the conditions of the present reality and its 

necessity. Socialism became actually a real necessity on the light of this wild 

barbarian Capitalism that is destroying the Environment and the Economy and 

restraining the scientific development and inhibiting the development of societies. 

Moreover, Capitalism became an imminent danger since its last, prolonged, and 

continuous crisis. The essential question now is whether the current reality allows 

the transformation into Socialism. Without answering this question, we will not define 

a horizon for a developing revolutionary struggle. This question is actually related to 

the possibilities of the reality and not to necessities. It is related to the level of 

development that the world has reached, and this is the only factor that gives a 

positive answer of this question. 

 

Assuring that the realization of Socialism, and thereafter, Communism, is the aim 

of the working class, we should shift from the "necessity" to the "reality" to be able to 

answer the question of the reality itself: “What is the range of evolution that can be 

achieved? 

 

And we, as Marxists, should accurately relate the boundaries of the reality with the 

horizon of Socialism. We should draw the transformation process that is based on 

our reality and that reaches the achievement of its necessity. This is the mission of 

the "mind", the mission of Marxism. The "old Marxism" left the transformation 



process to its spontaneous fate, drawn in the context of the "necessary" 

transformation from feudality, which was the character of backward countries, into 

Capitalism, which was considered as an inevitable stage in the development of 

human societies. Thus it was unfortunately implanting spontaneity in the minds of 

workers and poor peasants, and devoting the acceptance of capitalist exploitation of 

them (and just trying to alleviate it). On the other hand, necessity should not let us 

ignore the possibilities of the reality, and thus consider actual goals to work on. 

 

Starting from this point, we should understand the international situation since the 

formation of Capitalism as a global pattern (the end of the nineteenth century and 

the beginning of the twentieth century) until its present form. We must notice first 

that Marx’s understanding was formulated before that, and thus it is necessary to 

subject his ideas to scrutiny, recognizing the deep changes that affected the global 

structuring of Capitalism, and their reflection on the principle of Social Revolution as 

presented by Marx and Engels. And here we should specify the philosophic limits 

between necessity and possibility, since the “possibility” is what we can currently 

achieve, while the “necessity” may not be achievable. No doubt that Communism is 

the complete unity between necessity and possibility, but we are still far from 

Communism. So we must recognize the distance between the “possibility” and the 

“necessity”. 

 

Does the current global structuring of Capitalism assure the same view of Marx 

and Engels about the Social Revolution as a present possibility as much as it is a 

necessity? 

This is an important preface to understand the present reality and to achieve the 

necessity. 

 

 

 

 



Marx’s Principle about the Social Revolution 

 

Marx based his view about transformation to Socialism on the process of 

evolution of Capitalism and the fate of this process. He recognized the 

expansion of industry so that it became the essential means of production, and 

thus he considered that this process will make the majority of people as 

proletariat. He noticed the deep contradiction that controls Capitalism and that 

imposes Socialism as a necessity. It is the contradiction between the private 

character of property, and the social character of work. This contradiction could 

not be solved except through the predominance of the working class in order to 

abolish the private property. 

Marx based his view on this pathway of the "civilized nations", where the 

Capitalism was progressing. We should notice that Marx was studying the conditions 

of these nations at a time these were not complete Capitalist countries yet. Except 

England (where capitalism appeared since the end of the eighteenth century), 

France was just starting to progress towards Capitalism, Germany was not a 

Capitalist country yet, and Russia was still embedded in the black middle ages. Thus 

Marx was trying to notice the process of future capitalist evolution, and expect its 

fate, much more than studying already formed structures, and present 

contradictions. Marx and Engels considered that the retardation of many nations 

impose different strategies based on supporting the bourgeois or the petty 

bourgeois, or even the mission of realization the "red republic" by the working class.  

But in general, they both considered that what was happening is an 

inevitable victory of Capitalism all over the world. Thus, the mission of the working 

class was the realization of socialism through the solving the contradiction between 

the private character of property and the social character of work in "civilized" 

capitalist countries,  that is through the abolition of private property. Actually, they 

believed that the mission of civilization of backward - and even the most barbarian - 

countries should be carried out by the civilized nations. In general, they considered 

that the underdeveloped countries would follow the "civilized" countries, before 

reaching Socialism, despite that in late stages they touched that Capitalism will not 

"civilize" other nations, but will only keep it backward. 



In conclusion, the realization of socialism was considered to happen in the 

Capitalist countries. Thereafter it will help the backward nations to develop and 

civilize. The victory of Socialism in civilized countries was considered to be the only 

way to develop the backward nations. 

 

From this perception came the "theory", which was based on the inevitable 

realization of Capitalism as a condition to proceed to Socialism. This "theory" 

produced a rude simplification of the process of development, on the ground of a 

necessary "spontaneity" of the working class activity in underdeveloped countries, 

waiting for the achievement of Capitalism. 

This was the perception of Marx, based on the conditions that controlled the 

formation of Capitalism during his time (named “the competitive stage”, where every 

capitalist nation wanted to achieve its own development, and wanted to overcome 

other nations, in its own local market, before their struggle about the global market 

started). But thereafter we will notice in the end of the nineteenth century, the 

qualitative shift where capitalist countries became global imperialist powers (as 

named in the Marxist literature). 

Capitalism as a Global Pattern 

 

Perhaps the importance of Lenin was that he recognized the qualitative shift of 

Capitalism to its Imperialist stage. No doubt that this is of great importance since it 

does not keep us limited by the aforementioned perception of Marx. That is to say 

that the new global formation of Capitalism required another view about the Socialist 

revolution. This is what Lenin himself established when he overpassed what Marx 

presented, despite the fact that Lenin's understanding was "primary" since the global 

formation was just in its beginning. 

Thus, there were "Capitalists" forming in the nineteenth century, which became an 

overlapping conflicting Capitalism that predominates and occupies the whole world. 

 

This is very important since this capitalism needs raw materials and wide markets, 



because one of the characteristics of industry is the "overproduction", which imposes 

the need of wide markets. The necessary production to achieve higher profits needs 

a market much wider than the “national market”. A greater production makes a 

greater profit, and this makes the competition about the global market a crucial 

necessity for the accumulation of profits. The more the quantity of production of a 

certain commodity, the less becomes its relative cost, and thus a more flexibility in 

sale, and this result in higher profits. This market expansion will necessarily cause 

higher profits in the capitalist centers despite that these commodities are sold in 

peripheral - backward- nations nearly with cost price there (due to the low 

purchasing power in these backward countries). 

This necessity imposed a new economic and class structuring of the world in a 

form that is different from what was expected by Marx, although he touched the 

problem of overproduction and the necessity of controlling the markets. Thus, the 

essential "disease" of the industry, which is the overproduction, imposed a violent 

competition to predominate on these global markets. According to the interest of the 

industrialized capitalist centers, these centers must keep the backward countries just 

as a source of low price raw materials, and control the local economic development 

of these countries so that they maintain their markets open for the commodities of 

the centers. Therefore, Capitalism prevents real industrial development of the 

backward nations, and modulates their traditional structures according to its 

interests. This was one of the most important goals of colonialism, which preserved 

the traditional socio-economic structures. Colonialism modulated the inferior 

structures, and "classes" in the limits of exporting raw materials and importing 

commodities, and thus the developing banks and rentier economy that ensures the 

transfer of capital. 

And thus Capitalism imposed the division of the world into modern industrial 

capitalist nations, and marginalized agricultural nations that re-produce their 

medieval retardation. The existence of Capitalism became dependent of this global 

configuration. Capitalism imposed by this the market economy as the dominant 

economic pattern. This economy made the re-production of this configuration 

possible due to the great difference in accumulation of capital and technology and 

commodity production. In addition to that, by military force that applies pressure or 

even occupies countries when this becomes necessary for the continuity of this 

typical configuration of plundering, and thus the continuity of the Capitalist pattern 



and the accumulation of profits. 

. 

Since Capitalism became an international pattern, the possibility of any industrial 

capitalist development in underdeveloped nations was blocked (in nations that did 

not become capitalist in the beginning of the nineteenth century). The problem of 

periphery became how to find the appropriate pathway to "accommodate" with the 

developed Capitalist world. A class of local "capitalists" was formed in these 

countries, active in sectors linked to the mechanisms of the imperialist economy, and 

not in real production, forming a local "comprador" that controls the economy and 

the regime and that is in accommodation with the imperialist bands, and carry out 

their policies because both sides have common interests. Other classes were 

embedded in poorness. This situation established the internal contradiction between 

workers and poor peasants and other peasant and civil middle classes on one hand, 

and the local peripheral capitalism supported by the Imperialist bands, on the other 

hand, as a locally dominant class that imposes policies that serve the interests of 

these bands, as much as its own interests. 

By this, the local contradiction became a part of a wider global contradiction. The 

complex form of class exploitation is now related to a new social configuration. 

There is no possibility for these nations to become a part of the developed world 

without the development of industry. This unveils the depth of the contradiction with 

the imperialist bands that is interested actually in a peripheral world deprived of 

industry, and thus deprived of development, and science, and education. The 

interest of peripheral Capitalism in its dependent relationship with the Imperialist 

Capitalism is also the prevention of any industrial development. Through controlling 

the regime, it imposes these economic policies in the interest of the Imperialist 

bands, and its profits come from this relationship as it depends on the intermediary 

sector which is the trade, commerce and services, and not on real production. 

 

The local contradiction with the Comprador includes developing industry, to 

abolish the global in-equation, and overpass the plunder that it causes. Thus we can 

understand how the contradiction with the imperialist bands (the essential 

contradiction) focuses about the peripheral pattern imposed by these bands and 



manifests in its local form (which is the principal contradiction). It is basically the 

essential contradiction with the Imperialist bands that configure the world according 

to their interests and form armies to protect systems that service these interests. 

 

The realization of workers' and poor peasants' interests is conditioned with the 

achievement of social development based on establishing industry, which is the only 

way towards moving these nations from the medieval structures into civilization that 

was brought to the developed world by Capitalism, but which also was prevented 

from the periphery, by Capitalism itself. This ambition, and this mission shifts the 

contradiction from the lower local (national) level, into its global level (the essential 

contradiction), since Capitalism, as a global pattern, is now blocking the 

development of periphery. It is the basis of all contradictions, and these are violent 

contradictions related to the Imperialist plundering that leads to the impoverishment 

of all popular classes, and thus pushes it to revolt and conflict against its 

"bourgeois", with a great congestion against the Imperial bands, as they touch their 

support and protection of the local bourgeois. And perhaps this congestion appears 

sometimes in a national face, as it does not unveil the class nature of the conflict. 

That is to say that the understanding of this conflict, and the element that hinders the 

development of these countries, appears to be national, despite its deep and 

essential class nature. It appears to be "another country" that occupies and plunders 

and impose the control of a class against the interest of masses. 

 

Thus, the contradiction expresses itself as a conflict between the Imperialist bands 

(sometimes misunderstood as "imperialist nations"), and the backward nations, in 

the sense that it is related to a complex social configuration and not just a simple 

predominance of a class over other classes. 

On the other side, we will touch that this global configuration of capitalism 

imposed a reconstruction of the internal class structure in the capitalist countries 

themselves. Here, we can recognize the changes after the death of Marx (Maybe 

Engels started to notice it in his late years). This global configuration imposed an 

expansion of the middle class sects. This was brought by the expansion of state 

apparatuses to assure its global dominance (amplification of army, intelligence, 



administrations...), and also the international activity of corporations imposed the 

expansion of administrative cadre to follow-up the economic activity worldwide. This 

expansion at both levels also caused the expansion of teaching circle, and teaching 

sector to graduate the necessary cadres for all these specializations. Thus, the 

middle class represented the majority of people, where the expansion of the working 

class was restrained due to the restrained expansion of industry. 

The problem of overproduction was reflected also on the national economic 

configuration in the Imperialist centers as well. The horizontal expansion of industry 

is not possible anymore. This is caused by the tendency of industry to centralize as 

a result of competition in a limited market. Thus, the working class mass was limited 

to perhaps less than third of the people in industrialized capitalist centers. This fact 

limited the possibility of the social revolution, but the important factor in limiting this 

possibility was provided by the Imperialist predominance over the world, which made 

the Capitalism capable of giving concessions for the working class related to wages. 

Capitalism became more flexible in increasing wages in the centers as much as it 

plunders the world. The increase in wages was an increase in the purchasing power 

and thus a factor that expanded the market. This was more significant after the 

victory of October's Revolution, because of the fear from a revolutionary change in 

the centers. 

This situation caused a recession of the class conflict in the Capitalist center. Thus 

the principal contradiction between Capitalism and workers became a secondary 

contradiction that could be solved through "social dialogue", and trade union activity, 

and inside the institutions of the state itself through the "democratic" system. So, we 

can say that the international predominance of Capitalism allows a higher flexibility 

of the Capital in facing the demands of workers. While the middle class sects were 

not interested in the occurrence of a Socialist revolution, the working class was not 

interested in any revolution at all, except for the tendency to perform "trade union 

struggles" and to pressure for improving the conditions of work. Dialogue was 

smooth and beneficial in general. This is what I call the "historical deal", which made 

the tendency of the democratic socialist (communist) parties accommodate with the 

policies of Capital. This democratic socialism adopted the ambitions of the middle 

classes and the workers affected by the bourgeois style. 

Therefore, the contradiction against Capitalism were exacerbating in the 



peripheries, while these were tending to be alleviated in the centers. This caused the 

essential contradiction to shift from being a direct contradiction between the 

bourgeois and the proletariat of the same nation, to be a contradiction between the 

Imperialist bands and the backward nations. Plunder and exploitation were 

transformed to the peripheries although that surplus value was still produced in the 

imperialist centers. But plundering the peripheries became the focal point used by 

Capitalism, as a source of its continuity. This transmitted the essential contradiction 

from the imperialist centers to the periphery, and thus it transmitted the conflict to the 

backward nations. Solving this contradiction is a necessary condition to overpass 

Capitalism and transfer into Socialism. 

This new situation necessitates the need of a new study of the principle of Social 

revolution. What was presented by Marx about this is not actually valid or possible 

under this situation. The old situation was inverted, and the development of 

peripheries became the factor that will open the horizon of transmission of Capitalist 

centers into Socialism, and the process of development of peripheries became the 

center of all global contradictions. 

Building industry and civilization in the peripheries can happen only through 

overpassing Capitalism that is arresting this ambition. The way for this is to block 

their markets against the Capitalist commodities, and to prevent the plunder of raw 

materials, and thus selling them according to the real value. Then, the imperialist 

bands would not be able to bribe workers in the capitalist centers, and contradictions 

will be transferred again back to the centers, to exacerbate and blow out there. 

This is a possible process to achieve civilization in the periphery and to 

exacerbate the class conflicts in centers in the context of overpassing Capitalism. Is 

this the Socialist Revolution? 

At least it is a new form which is different from the classical pattern that was 

transcribing Marx's and Engels' perception. No doubt that the new configuration of 

the world imposes a real understanding of its problems, and thereafter defining the 

missions to overcome it, but also defining the conditions of the classes, and their 

interests, and thus the extent of their accommodation with the general missions 

presented by the new reality. 

 



Contradictions within the Capitalist Configuration Pattern 

 

In this world there exist a global contradiction that permeate through the capitalist 

pattern, which is the contradiction between the imperialist bands (and its countries), 

and the backward nations. The core of this contradiction is the realization of a 

"homogeneous world", which is an industrialized civilized world in which the 

international relationships are based on the principle of national state. Perhaps we 

should here go back to an idea presented by Marx in his book "The Capital 

“The country that is more developed industrially only shows, to the less developed, 

the image of its own future .“  

The Capital, part 1, page 13 

This is the general contradiction that controls all other contradictions. That is why 

we indicated it as the essential contradiction that governs the world. Solving it is 

essential for the global development and the transmission to Socialism. It is an 

economical contradiction in its core, and should be solved by building industry and 

achieving a social project in the periphery. It is a class based contradiction since it is 

the result of an international situation drawn by the interests of Imperialist bands. 

But this general and essential contradiction also includes other contradictions that 

permeate through the center and the periphery. Although this essential contradiction 

may take a political (national) form, and carry an economical and thus also a social 

project basically, all these contradictions are direct class contradictions. In the 

centers, it manifests between the working class and the bourgeois, and in the 

periphery it manifests between the working class, poor and middle class peasants, 

and civilized petty bourgeois, on one hand, and between the dependent peripheral 

capitalists (Comprador) on the other hand. The first takes a trade union struggle 

form, and does not aim to end Capitalism, but basically the issue is the conflict about 

the part that the working class there will share from the plundering of the periphery. 

So, we don't find there a real tendency to overpass Capitalism but we touch a kind of 

acceptance of an "eternal" continuity of Capitalism. In addition to this, the working 

class is considered to be weak in comparison with the middle classes (technicians 

and administrators and managers and army and police). 



From the aforementioned analysis we can conclude that contradictions in the 

periphery, where the working class and poor peasants compromise a dominant ratio 

of the class configuration, take a violent exploding form. We can also see that 

Capitalist plunder of these nations (Imperialist monopoly and local comprador) that 

affects workers and poor peasants, affect also important sects of technicians, 

engineers, doctors, lawyers, and especially school (and even university) teachers, 

and even army and security sects. This makes the class conflict capable to be 

exploded. And as we previously noted, ending this conflict through industrialization 

and blocking the local market against the Imperialist capital, which opens the horizon 

to achieve development and realization, and reconstructing the relationship with the 

international market in a way that stops plundering the surplus value, will impose the 

transferring back of the class conflict to the centers. This will make again the class 

struggle in the centers as the principal contradiction, and by solving it the world 

develops towards communism. 

The Basic Mission under the Current International Situation 

On the light of this definition of contradictions in the structure of the Capitalist 

pattern, that specify the essential contradiction as the contradiction between the 

Imperialist bands (the class dominating and controlling industry and agriculture and 

trade and monetary market in the capitalist nations) on one hand, and the people of 

the backward countries on the other hand, it is important to recognize the 

appropriate missions that should be carried in these nations. 

Industry, which is the basis of predominance of capitalist nations and the basis of 

international polarization, is the axis of the real conflict. Thus the essential goal is to 

establish and develop industry in backward nations through the realization of the 

appropriate conditions that allow it to be the basic means of production. This means 

the negation of conditions imposed by the colonialist predominance, and deepened 

by the realities created by this predominance, which were configured about assuring 

the "open market" (market economy) by supporting the dominance of a Comprador 

class that relates with the Capitalist economy through its trade activity. 

All this proves the necessity to crush the dominant class in the periphery, but also 

impose the establishment of the basis of a new economic policy that reconstructs 

the relationship with the international market. This relationship should assure that 



the surplus money will be invested in building the local economy and not plundered 

by the imperialist centers. Here, the role of the state is essential in investment and in 

imposing protection of market and economy. The realization of this policy is 

conditioned by the achievement of real independence and the formation of national 

state. This is the external face of the conflict that aims to make the local 

development "free" from the effect of imperialist predominance, and it is the face that 

sustains the conflict with imperialist countries in many forms imposed by these 

imperialists (pressures, siege, conspiracy, armed interference). Thus, the local 

development will remain under the control of this conflict, while the imperialist bands 

aim to stop this development and destroy it. There would be also possibilities for 

local tendencies that aim to re-accommodate with the capitalist pattern. This 

development is not free; it is restrained by the struggle with global predominance of 

the capitalist pattern. 

But, in this situation, the mission of the backward nations should be to shift from 

the traditional and marginalized structures in the economy into civilization that is 

based on industry, and that reaches the development of other social structures, and 

consciousness. The posed mission therefore is to progress to a higher industrial and 

technical development to achieve the economic surplus that allows the improvement 

of the conditions of workers and poor peasants and also the middle classes, and the 

achievement of a shift in social. 

That is to say that the posed missions of these nations are still the missions that 

were realized by the bourgeois in the context of its development and victory in the 

capitalist world. These missions include the transmission of the society from the 

medieval structures and consciousness into the era that was imposed by the 

establishment of industry and development of science. Thus, the first mission should 

be the evolution from the agricultural era into the industrial era, which will result in an 

evolution in the social structures and institutions and consciousness and political 

configuration. Misunderstanding this need will lead to dangerous falls, before 

achieving victory or even after that. Misunderstanding this leads some to support the 

idea that socialism is a possibility of the present reality in these countries, or leads to 

accept the idea that we should  let the "capitalist development" continue to reach its 

"extent". This also leads to misunderstand the changes that affected the socialist 

experiment, and the inability to explain the failure of this experiment, and thus the 

disability to understand that the core problem is how to achieve "civilization", before 



discussing the realization of socialism. So, whatever the mission would be called, 

civilization is what should be realized, the "bourgeois" industry, the "bourgeois 

consciousness", and thus the "bourgeois state". This is what we can call; recalling 

Hegel’s saying "The Cunning of History". 

We should accurately discriminate between the bourgeois interests on one side, 

and the achievements that would be made in the context of realizing these interests, 

on the other side. No doubt that indiscrimination will lead to faults and unsuccessful 

policies. Progress includes all previous achievements. These achievements should 

not be neglected since the process is "accumulative" and includes every previous 

achievement. Even though "negation" effaces the thesis, but the "negation of 

negation" necessarily imposes the inclusion of this "thesis". And thus, the inclusion 

of industrial economy and the general consciousness that were realized in 

Capitalism is necessary for the evolution of backward societies from marginalized 

medieval structures into civilization. 

Without this how can the working class become the majority that realizes the 

Socialism? And how can it be possible to understand Marxism and transform its 

achievements into social consciousness without shifting to the level of thought of the 

enlightenment era in Europe? 

Marxism is the product of development of that thought, and it cannot be projected 

onto a medieval consciousness with its principles and judgments. Social 

consciousness progress slowly, in an accumulative form, after the achievement of 

change in the economic structures and education. Its slowness is due to its 

accumulative nature so it "absorbs" only the higher stage. 

We are actually aiming to realize the achievements of Capitalism, and not 

Capitalism itself. We had previously noted that the possible capitalist form is its 

present form and there is no possibility to change the situation of periphery under 

this frame. This means that there is no possibility for the victory of an industrial 

capitalist project and "bourgeois civilization" in the periphery. And as we have 

previously explained, this project is against the predominating Capitalism, the 

capitalism of imperialist bands, and local capitalism in the periphery can just 

accommodate with this predominance to gain profits and control. 

 



This situation is clearly much more complicated to be categorized in the couplet: 

the capitalist development or the socialist revolution. From this concept we will 

notice the deep change that made the ideas of Marx and Engels about the socialist 

revolution not up-to-date, or outside our reality. 

The research for a new understanding of the process of development and of the 

role of classes, and the achievement of the missions that the imperialist bands 

prevented in the periphery is the necessary preface for the realization of Socialism. 

The "simplicity" of the problem as it was appearing in the era of Marx and Engels 

is over, and the problem now is complex. If we base our analysis on the essential 

contradiction, we will touch that the process of development imposes the 

overpassing of Capitalism as a necessity. This is because the Capitalist pattern, with 

the dominated powers in it, imposes the present backward configuration, and which 

is under the continuous process of looting by the imperialist bands. And thus it lives 

in poverty and unemployment and severe exploitation, and also in suppression and 

wars and destruction. Thus it is not possible to realize the ambition of development 

under the predominance of Capitalism, and there is no local capitalist class that is 

interested in changing the current situation toward a real industrial evolution. 

Overpassing Capitalism will first require the realization of missions that was 

achieved by Capitalism itself in civilized nations, since it is not possible to jump over 

the establishment of industry, and modernization of education, and building the 

national state, "the democratic state", i.e. building the "bourgeois state". All these are 

necessary prefaces for the realization of Socialism. 

Thus, workers and poor peasants will carry out these missions. This is their first 

step towards Socialism. This is their "historical mission", but not for Capitalism to 

attain victory, but to transfer their backward nations from the medieval stages and 

imperialist plunder towards building the achievements of the "bourgeois state", in a 

state that expresses the interests of workers and poor peasants and a great sect of 

the middle class, and not the interests of Capitalism. Although workers and poor 

peasants are not the majority, they could be the best organized and the most 

powerful - in contrast with the middle class sects that are characterized by disperse 

and marginal conflicts- and thus may lead all these crowds and form the "historical 

mass" that will achieve victory. But this leadership could not be based on the 



Socialist goal, since the middle class sects - even when carrying "socialist" ideas - 

will remain attached to the private property until the end, while the extortion of 

private property is the start to progress towards socialism. 

Despite the great industrial development and accumulation of wealth, and 

evolution of consciousness in the imperialist centers, the class configuration bound 

big sects of the middle classes and workers to its global predominance, since all the 

situation was a result of this predominance. Thus the general tendency of all these 

sects was to sustain the present situation, or perhaps just trying to improve it. That is 

why the Socialist Revolution does not appear to be an interest there, and the socio-

economic demands are the basis of general policies and strategy of workers, and of 

course the middle classes. The conditions of workers and the dominance of the 

middle class sects impose the tendency towards reinforcing social reforms on the 

basis of continuity of capitalism. This was the basis of a reformist political activity 

that characterized the basic mass of democratic socialism there, and where the 

communists entered the parliamentary elections after a period of supporting some 

cases of workers disobedience.  What can be worked on is just coordination with the 

revolutionary forces in these centers to build a policy that supports the evolution of 

revolution in the periphery. 

Perhaps since the last economic crises and the tendency of Capitalism to impose 

austerity policies, there is a possibility of the centers to revolt. But anyway, this 

movement will stay limited, due to the class configuration. Pressures may be 

increased to legislate laws in the interest of workers and middle classes, and for 

public rights and a continuous increase in wages in comparison with the increasing 

prices, and for the "state" to remain a way for expression of the general social 

character related to service "citizens" and to limit the effect of Capital on it. This is 

surely a reformist policy that should be controlled by a perspective that understands 

that socialism is not a present tendency and what is possible is to assure the present 

achievements, but at the same time the final goal should still be present to avoid the 

tendency towards reformism that affected the old democratic socialism. Maybe what 

can help in avoiding this is the anti-capitalist conflict in the periphery, and the 

aggravation of global class conflict based on the present economic crisis, that is 

actually a continuous aggravating crisis. 

 



About the theory of Revolution in the periphery 

From the aforementioned analysis we notice that the socialist revolution is not a 

possibility in the centers, and that peripheries carry the possibilities of revolution. 

Through being the principal party in the essential contradiction, it comes into a real 

conflict with Capitalism; global development towards Socialism is conditioned by 

solving this conflict. 

The simple form of the bourgeois-proletariat contradiction principle, as stated by 

Marx and Engle's in the past is now more complicated. The contradiction now is 

between the imperialist bands and the proletariat of the periphery, and this 

proletariat is the party that will lead the conflict to overpass Capitalism since it 

became the principal party in the global conflict. But this conflict has other 

dimensions that cannot be limited to the level of classes as it was simply presented 

in the past, since this conflict should now pose a socio-economic project to become 

able to solve the contradiction between the private character of property and the 

social character of labor, thereafter. In this situation, the proletariat will be imposed 

to establish a wide alliance; some of its parties have the illusions and ambitions of 

private property. This alliance has a mission, which is to build the "materialistic base" 

that was built by the bourgeois in the centers. 

Thus, the social revolution is not actually a present issue, neither in the centers, 

nor in the peripheries, but the role of the working class and poor peasants is an 

actual and important present necessity. The process of development in the centers 

and the peripheries seems to be linked to this role. The present situation in the 

peripheries impose the overpassing of Capitalism and only this class can lead this 

role, and not any of the middle class sectors that tend to accommodate with the 

Capitalist pattern, and assure the continuity of relationship with it, and thus opens 

the doors for the Imperialist interference. And as we pointed previously, this 

revolutionary role aims, first, to transfer the backward nations into civilization, and 

achieve the democratic missions, as a necessity for progress towards Socialism. 

The previously mentioned analysis leads us to important conclusions, that allows 

us to reach a certain conception of the development process, based on reality and 

not on previous abstract ideas, and which can be defined as: 

 



 

1- The basis that we should start from is the global character of Capitalist 

production, and class contradictions in all nations are controlled by this global 

character. Although that the need for industry imposed some "modulation" of the 

"traditional" class structures - which is a re-production of the same structures-, that 

have dominated in the peripheries before Imperialism, but also it amplified the trade 

and monetary service sects, and imposed marginalization or even the deletion of 

handicraft-industrial sectors,  and thus the focusing on agriculture as a first stage, 

and thereafter on services and marginal activities, and at the same time, the 

expansion of middle classes in the centers. 

 

2- By this, the class conflict in every nation is subjected to the dominance of these 

capitalist bands. Thus, the conflict of workers and poor peasants and all middle class 

sects in periphery became a conflict with the imperialist bands themselves. With the 

regression of the “revolutionary” character of the struggle between the working class 

and capitalism, in the centers, this conflict became a “peaceful contradiction”, or just 

a “discrepancy”. The essential contradiction became actually between the imperialist 

bands on one hand, and the workers and poor peasants and all middle sects in the 

periphery. This contradiction is based on the imperialist plunder and exploitation, 

and the tendency to marginalize the popular classes by destroying the production 

forces (agriculture, handicrafts, industry), and blocking the industrial development. 

This situation gives the “essential contradiction” its global character. The 

“essential contradiction” manifests in the local class struggle in the periphery, which 

is the “principal contradiction”. Thus, it may take a “national” character, as a political 

struggle against imperialist countries. This political struggle may turn into a “principal 

contradiction” in the case of occupation or military assaults (an imperial necessity to 

face people’s struggle, or strategic needs of imperialism). 

 

 

 



 

3- The basic party in the essential contradiction struggles, not only for ending 

class exploitation (as it was in the simplified perception of the middles of the 

nineteenth century), but also for establishing forces of production to build an 

economic installation that produces the surplus value. 

 

 

This pushes towards the realization of a homogeneous world, by establishing 

industrial economy. There is actually no possibility to achieve an economic 

development, or to improve the situation of the popular classes, and to accumulate 

Capital, without building a developed industrial economy. There would not be a 

possibility for achieving an international balance without establishing this economical 

pattern in the periphery. 

 

Because of this, solving the class contradiction requires missions that seem to be 

much more complicated in comparison with Marx’s and Engels’ concept. The socio-

economic pattern (and the political pattern, the consciousness…) in the periphery 

was formed as a result of the imperialist interference with the ancestral structures, 

which maintained its medieval character. Instead of passing from the 

underdeveloped system based on agriculture towards an industrial system, 

production was marginalized, and the rentier economical pattern dominated. The 

revolution of workers and poor peasants must carry “developmental” missions 

related to building the most developed force of production, which is industry. 

Thereafter, on this basis the political level (the state), consciousness, international 

relationships etc. will be developed. 

 

These missions are actually “non-socialist” missions that were previously achieved 

in centers by bourgeois, and by these, the bourgeois ensured its global 

predominance. 

 



4- In this context, it seems that the conflict in the global capitalist pattern is 

conditioned by achieving the “homogeneous world” before achieving socialism. 

Thus, the core of the conflict is between “centers” (imperialist bands) and 

“peripheries” (backward nations). This is the essential contradiction in the current 

capitalist pattern, and it defines the fate of capitalism. 

 

The center of gravity of the struggle to overpass capitalism is then in the backward 

nations. It aims to open the horizon of development towards an “industrial society”. 

This is specifically the core of the global struggle. Neglecting this will lead to 

misunderstanding all international struggles, and the socialist experiments (and 

repeating similar mistakes, and thus arriving into similar results), and the priorities of 

the struggle. The realization of a “homogeneous world” is the current goal, whether 

clear or concealed, apparent or included. Realizing “civilization” is actually a great 

mission since there is no possibility to realize socialism while a great part of the 

world is embedded in retardation. 

This is related to the “mechanism” that is usually neglected by some Marxist 

currents. Their excuse is that they base their analysis on “class contradiction” (it is 

actually a trivial class contradiction perception), and on the social element, as if it is 

not firmly related to the development of forces of production. By their transcription of 

the ideas of Marx and Engels, they are embedded in the illusion of Socialist 

Revolution as a current program, neglecting that Marx and Engels built these ideas 

on the basis that this “mechanism” was already being realized by Capitalism itself. 

But regarding the current situation, capitalism will not realize it in the peripheries. So, 

the real question is that who will realize it, since it is basis of developing the society 

of transferring this society to Capitalism? Is there any possibility to overpass the 

backward structures of the society without the development of industry as the 

dominant means of production? 

Thus, this is not a marginal issue rather it is the axis of the process of 

development. It is the basis of the “accumulation of Capital”, providing the wealth 

accumulation necessary for the process of development itself, and for the 

improvement of the situation of popular masses (and not exploitation and 

accumulation of wealth in one pole). 



 

5- The importance of this issue lies in that the “homogeneous world” achieved 

through the development of industry as the means of production in all nations will 

impose socialism as an inevitable fate. Every nation will control its market. Industry 

will contribute to its interfering at the international level, and the current centralization 

would be disintegrated. The problem of overproduction then would not be solved at 

the national level, and socialism would be the only solution of the capitalist crises. 

This does not mean that the realization of the “higher socialism” is inevitably linked 

to the achievement of a completely homogeneous world. It is not a mechanical 

issue, and formal logic cannot understand it. Although we are talking here about 

“real socialism” and not about socialist experiments similar to those of the twentieth 

century, the nature of the revolution in peripheries may impose this primary pattern 

of socialism at a certain stage of development, to realize some of the necessary 

missions posed in backward countries. 

 

We can benefit from studying those experiments in understanding the importance 

of achieving a homogeneous world, from one side, and the role of the working class 

and peasants on the other side. Thereafter, turning into industrial capitalism would 

be a possible result, even though it is not an inevitable destiny. There would be a 

possibility of regression, since the society would be fulfilled with avidity to private 

property, and the importance of public property will be still unclear to people. This 

could be exploited by the bureaucracy that may convince people by the privatization. 

The surplus value of the production in the society would be invested by this 

bureaucracy. Thus there would be a step back towards the private property. 

6- Here we can touch the importance of the “democratic missions”, which are 

organically linked with the establishment of industry. The “natural” capitalist 

development is actually impossible, and all those who pose it are actually in a 

chronic coma, or looking for interests as a petty bourgeois tendency, since this 

rentier capitalist pattern is imposed by the global configuration of capitalism. 

Transcending Capitalism is an evitable issue, but we should define the nature of 

the revolution imposed by the conflict that penetrates the system, globally, and that 



manifests in class struggles in the peripheries. We should recognize that there is no 

industrial capitalist horizon for the peripheries, except through the road that 

transcends capitalism itself (the case of previous socialist experiments) although that 

this end is actually not inevitable. Here lies the importance of studying these 

experiments, and recognizing their problems, so that its evolution may take another 

track, towards the real (higher) socialism. 

Although that the bourgeois realized these missions in the Centers, it prevented 

this realization in the peripheries, and maintained them as backward nations, and 

imposed a marginal activity of the economy rather than a real industrial and even 

agricultural production. Thus, these “bourgeois” missions should be carried by 

masses that want to improve their lives and end exploitation and plunder. All other 

“democratic missions” (independence, equivalent relationships at the global level) 

are linked to the achievement of these “ambitions”. 

7- 

Transcending Capitalism should be realized by the part in direct contradiction with 

the Capital. Despite the fact that the global pattern of capitalism defined the 

essential contradiction as a contradiction between imperialist bands and “people” or 

popular masses of the periphery, the crucial and decisive class is actually the 

working class and poor peasants. Even when it carries the slogans of socialism, the 

petty bourgeois tends to maintain a relationship with Capitalism, since its ambitions 

can be achieved under capitalism. This petty bourgeois class is always “in love” with 

private property, thus the “socialism” it formulates is compatible with the private 

property and not in contradiction with it (as real socialism). This class tends to fight 

Capitalism when it is weak and marginalized, but when it can bargain it runs to 

negotiate and ensure a firm relationship with Capitalism. So, we see that it does not 

“cut” with the Capitalist Market, and does not have any tendency to control the 

relationship with it. All the dreams of petty bourgeois can be realized under 

Capitalism, and not through overpassing Capitalism, despite the “ideological frame” 

that its ideas are formulated in. This gives the Capitalism a door to penetrate through 

any structure where petty bourgeois dominate, and modulate it in the interest of the 

Capital itself. 

 



Leading the struggle against the imperialist bands in the frame of the “essential 

contradiction”, and against the dependent local Capitalism in the frame of the 

“principal contradiction” should be the responsibility of workers and poor peasants. 

This class carries the real opposing class project, and the class that touches the 

crucial importance of realization of the democratic missions that allows the 

progression towards their Socialist project as a real possibility and not as literature 

and illusions. 

In this complex struggle, only the class of workers and poor peasants can unify 

the popular classes, and proceed in the radical strive against the dependent local 

capitalism and the imperialist bands as well. This is the only class that carries the 

project of development and civilization until the end, and thereafter to realize 

socialism as its direct interest. 

This analysis maintains “Marx’s testament” regarding the role of the working class, 

but also takes into consideration the new circumstances, and its complex nature. 

The role of proletariat is striving against the bourgeois at the global level, and also in 

a complex frame that does not ignore the national formulation of the world. 

 

8. This complex character of the revolution is in contrast with the simplification that 

controls the minds of wide sects of Marxists, who usually repeat the sayings of Marx 

which were related to the situation in the middle’s of the nineteenth century. Since 

the time of Marx until the middles of the twentieth century, the world was divided into 

Capitalist countries and colonies, but current capitalism with its complex formulation 

became a global pattern that maintains the national positioning. So, we find that this 

global struggle against the imperialist bands pass through the “national state”. The 

direct struggle would be then against the local capitalism (principal contradiction). 

Perhaps this repeats what Marx and Engel’s said in the “Communist Manifesto” that 

the working class strive against the directly exploiting bourgeois first, but here this 

bourgeois is linked to the imperialist bands and is supported by them. Thus, at a 

crucial moment in the struggle, the imperialist powers may interfere directly to 

protect their interests. 

 



Imperialist bands (the level of essential contradiction) work in a medium prepared 

by their national states through their political and even military role. This role 

imposes the backward nations to open their markets, only to its companies. This 

medium meets the interests of the imperialist bands, and when it is threatened the 

imperialist countries would interfere (according to their capabilities) to save these 

interests. By this we can see that the imperialist bands did not drop their national 

character, and did not became “over-national” ,although they deal with the world as 

their private market. 

Despite the global pattern of capitalism, the national configuration is still definitive 

in the class struggle. This gives the conflict a national form, and makes the issues of 

independence, formation of the national state, controlling the national market, and 

national struggle, very important issues in the context of global class struggle, which 

manifests as a class struggle in every nation. 

The national character of the struggle will lead to different strategies at the 

national level. 

Despite that, the common “essential contradiction” will impose a general 

unification and an organization of the common general activity of the policies of 

workers and poor peasants of different nations, and thus the establishment of an 

international center that coordinates their activity and their mutual support at the 

global level. 

This coordination could be structured by an “internationale” (whatever we name it, 

the fifth international or other names). This Internationale could present an 

“international alliance” and not a central party, in the context of this complicated 

global configuration and the different strategies required at the national level. 

 

9- These contradictions cannot be solved in a definitive way through democratic 

and peaceful ways, since the struggle here is related to interests and to the 

appropriate configuration of the capitalism that allows it to plunder the world. Since 

this issue is related to the plunder and blockage of development and the tendency to 

crush all attempts of revolting, capitalism will face the revolting poor people by 

violence. Those will not have a choice other than class struggle, that overpasses 



demanding and appealing towards the developing of all possible forms of struggle. It 

is a real class struggle, first and essentially in their working places. It includes 

representation, protesting, striking, uprising and revolting.  It is not a peaceful 

struggle that can be solved by negotiation, but rather an armed revolutionary 

struggle, a real national war of the people to achieve independence, freedom, and 

development. 

All the tendencies that grew in the communist movement since decades, and the 

tendencies that followed the fall of the socialist experiment based on abandoning 

violence, and undertaking a peaceful stepwise pathway, will remain as marginalized 

tendencies as long as the class exploitation and the imperialist plunder increases. 

Workers and poor peasants and all impoverished people will not be convinced 

anymore by a calm policy that repeats begging and appealing and demanding, 

which were efforts of no avail. 

This struggle itself would not be solved except through the radical change of the 

current severely hard conditions. There will be no “historical deal” similar to the one 

that was compacted between the bourgeois and the working class in the capitalist 

centers at a time this bourgeois was looting the world. This looting was the only 

factor that allowed it to make this deal. On the other hand, the people of the 

periphery are being plundered, and there will be no continuity of this stable situation 

in the imperialist centers without the continuation of this plunder, while the 

dependent capitalism will not be able to lay down its share, at the same time. Thus, 

here the class exploitation would be much more severe. This imposes the 

revolutionary nature of the struggle, as a strategy, that does not ignore the possibility 

of violence, and at the same time that does not ignore “peaceful forms” of struggle 

as a tactic. 

The peaceful tendencies of the petty bourgeois will not lead to victory, but the 

heroism of the workers and poor peasants is what will lead to the defeat of 

Capitalism. The dreams of the petty bourgeois about the bourgeois accessories will 

not lead to the victory of workers and poor peasants, but the force of class struggle 

will impose the dominance of these as a class. The dreams of the petty bourgeois 

about a peaceful democratic development will not bring democracy, but the strife of 

workers and poor peasants is what will do that. 



This reformist tendency grew up in the European Democratic Socialist parties 

since the end of the nineteenth century in a situation that made the middle class 

sects a “historical mass” that allowed the continuity of Capitalism, and gave 

concessions to the working class there. Although the petty bourgeois tendencies are 

the same, but there is no possibility here to repeat the same “deal”. Thus, it is very 

important to fight these tendencies in our labor movement, so that this movement 

will formulate as a real class struggle. 

The struggle against occupation forces is necessarily an armed struggle. No 

peaceful struggles result in freedom. The struggle against Capitalism is a class 

struggle that takes all possible forms, which impose the force of workers and poor 

peasants since their aim is to seize the authority and not to beg for Capital. There is 

no other way that realizes their noble aims. 

Understanding this complex situation allows us to define our possible policies in 

the centers and peripheries. Some people may see this struggle globally as a 

conflict between the “north” and the “south”, or between the “east” and the “west”, or 

even between the “rural areas” and “cities”, or as a conflict between the countries of 

periphery and the capitalist countries. Each of these visions touch just few sides of 

the struggle that we tried to define in this article. These visions are actually 

superficial and partial visions that did not touch the depth of the problems founded 

by the global capitalism pattern and the predominance of capitalist centers. So, it is 

necessary to study the current reality deeply, and search for a new strategy to 

overcome Capitalism, and realize the conditions that prepares the society for the 

transformation into Socialism, which is the essential goal of workers and poor 

peasants. 

 

Therefore, workers and poor peasants should define the revolutionary strategy 

that frames their strive in the next stage, on the basis of this understanding of the 

global configuration, and the nature of its contradictions. Their activity and their role 

are the only way to overpass Capitalism towards Socialism. 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 


