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RED DAWN  

1.

2.Preface

Marxist-Leninist communists from Turkey and Kurdistan continue fighting fiercely against the fascist dictatorship in
Turkey. After the June 24th elections, another phase of dictatorship has taken off, a constitutional one. Yet, it keeps all
its contradictions both inside and outside. Staggering economical, social and ideological crises add up to these con -
tradictions. With a cracked imaginary legitimacy, Erdoğan is aware he has no chance but to attack what is left against
him. From Erdoğan to Esad, from Trump to Putin, from Orban to Duterte, from Xiping to Merkel, bourgeois states,
whether imperialist or financial-economic colony, cannot overcome their separate -yet integrated- crises in all re -
gions. This aggressive behavior of dictators all around the world has become more apparent as a new tendency re-
cently. But why is that? In this issue of Red Dawn, we humbly try to find answers to the ongoing crises of imperialist
capitalism. The claim here is simple: squirming capitalism, with its current crisis, has lost its ability to heal. It has ex -
hausted all its possibilities for concessions or simply, it can't find a new form of capital accumulation. The sea is
over. MLKP added its programme in its 5th Congress the following:

“Despite the demagogy of implementing democracy and welfare through scientific technical revolution,
capitalism has not given humanity anything but war, hunger, poverty, aggressive nationalism, fascism, im-
moderate destruction of means of production, moral and intellectual degeneration, environmental pollution
and it will never give. Humanity will not accept annihilation and will head towards socialism.”

First article gives a general outlook of the crisis with the definition of “existential crisis”. It analyzes the current po-
litical issues in relation with their economical basis.

“Today is a time characterized by the total control in production, trade and capital export, of the interna -
tional monopolies and world monopolies, which are the biggest ones of those, over the integrated world
market; a time in which the production process itself has also globalized, which speculative capital has
gained a significant position within the total capital movement, which international monopolies and imperi-
alist states enter into a violent competition with each other and struggle for re-division of the world on the
basis of this competition, which neocolonialism was transformed into a heavier form of yoke, financial-eco-
nomic colonialism. Today, with all these distinctive features, world capitalism has reached another stage of
imperialism: the stage of imperialist globalization.”

Second article explains why this last economical crisis has no exit and how it differs from the previous ones. It ex -
plicitly gives the distinctive features of imperialist globalization stage.

“In the stage of imperialist globalization, the ranks of proletariat has broadened; the material basis of in -
ternational identity has become stronger; the difference between manual and mental labors' societal posi -
tions has shrunk; proletariat, the oppressed and the exploited laboring strata of the non-proletariat popula-
tion have got closer to each other, the possibility of working class' unifying the other oppressed around its
own program has grown stronger.”

In the third article, the need and possibilities for a proletarian ideological hegemony over the collapsing bourgeois
ideology are laid bare. Gramsci with his historical contributions on the issue of hegemony is a frequent reference
here.

“Just as the revolution can outburst in the weakest link of the imperialist chain; the level of imperialist cap-
italist system today has created regional revolution opportunities. The same situation matures the objective
conditions of each country's revolutions' turning into regional revolutions and tides of world revolution; it
strengthens the possibility of triggering revolutions in many countries.”

This is how the 5th Congress approached to the practical questions of revolutions, how, in this decaying world, we ur-
gently reach a social and political revolution. The fourth and fifth articles explain our understanding of regional revo -
lution. Theoretical background of this route is well delved into.
And the last article is about the importance of ideological strength of a revolutionary. Tough times require tough rev-
olutionaries. We need to keep up with the pace of the world and the struggles and for that, a comprehensive working
style with plans and concrete goals is a must. Have a good reading.
Long live Marxism-Leninism!
Long live proletarian internationalism!
Long live the revolutionary struggle of the workers and the oppressed!
March forward along the path of the Worldwide Democratic & Socialist Revolution!
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1.The Existential Crisis of Capitalism

Chaos,  anarchy,  confusion...  Rising
racism,  fascism  and  political  Islam.
Hopelessness  and  helplessness...
Ideological, political and cultural de-
generation.  Uncertainty  and  loss  of
meaning...  Means of violence in the
forefront  of  political  struggles...  An
insurmountable economic  crisis,
growing wage inequality, unemploy-
ment and poverty… Aimless and dis-
oriented  uprisings,  counter-revolu-
tions... The awakening of
women…

Today,  the  world  looks
like this.  Whether  in  the
USA,  in  Syria,  in  Eng-
land or in Turkey, we can
find  a  piece  of  today's
landscape  of  the  world.
The  emergence  of  the
ISIS,  the  election  of
Trump as president of the
United States, Tayyip Er-
doğan's  aspiration  for  a
one-man dictatorship, the
rise of the fascist party in
France,  the  referendum
decision of the British for
Brexit,  the  seizure  of
power  by  fascists  in
Ukraine...  These  are  not
isolated,  independent
events, but different phe-
nomena of the same ten-
dency and the same global situation.
They  arise  on  a  common  ground.
They  thrive  on  the  same  soil.  The
same analysis can also be done on its
opposite  side.  The  uprisings  of  the
Arab  peoples,  the  Gezi  uprising  in
Turkey, the Indignados in Greece and
Spain, the Occupy movement in the
USA, the Rojava revolution and the
proclaimed  Soviet  republics  in
Ukraine are also different manifesta-
tions  of  the  same tendency and are
product of the same ground.

Can we describe this as the tendency
of a general polarization of society, or
as  a  distancing from the center?  Of
course. Because that's obvious. Bour-

geois  democracy  has  decayed.  It
grapples with the economic crisis of
capitalism.  The  bourgeois  ideology
has collapsed. It is natural that under
these conditions, the class contradic-
tions are sharpening, the workers lose
their faith in the state and the bour-
geois parliament, the bourgeoisie can
no longer rule as before and the op-
pressed no longer wants to be ruled
as before. It should therefore not be

surprising  that  under  these  condi-
tions, the bourgeoisie turns to fascism
and  the  oppressed  to  the  revolution
and that the tendency of a two-sided
polarization arises.

Still,  these  are  all  only  phenomena
that are far from taking us to the truth
lying  behind  these  phenomena.  For
example,  bourgeoisie's  leaning  to-
wards fascism is a phenomenon, but
the  truth  is  more  than  that.  This  or
that  hostile  statement  of  Trump
against blacks, women, migrants and
Muslims  are  not  that  tragic  for  the
US  monopolies,  but  when  he  talks
about imposing 35% tax on German
automobiles, the situation changes. In

present days when the dependence of
nations  on  one  another  is  concen-
trated  to  such  a  degree,  when  the
world  market  is  integrated so  much
and rates of profit are determined on
a global scale, such protectionist ten-
dencies  can't  be  tendencies  of  the
world  monopolies.  However,  it  can
be a regressive reaction of the bour-
geois  strata,  which  are  just  dissolv-
ing.  But  this  also  shows  that  the

world  monopolies  are
preparing  for  a  much
more violent  competition
over the world market. 

This depression isn't new
in  bourgeois  society.
Throughout the history of
capitalism,  there  have
been many economic and
political  crises  in  bour-
geois  society.  The  eco-
nomic  crises  that  recur
every  8-10  years  may
bring  to  mind  the  great
economic  depression  of
1929-1930 that shook the
world.  The  revolutions
and  counter-revolutions
of  1848  in  Europe,  fas-
cism  and  socialism  in
confrontation  as  two  big
blocs  of  bourgeoisie  and
proletariat  in  the  imperi-

alist stage of capitalism, the smash of
the colonial yoke of the imperialists
through national liberation struggles,
the  '68  youth  movement  that  shook
the  world…  More  can  be  enumer-
ated,  all  these are some of the phe-
nomena  of  the  political  polarization
within bourgeois society. 

All the crises experienced so far are
the  crises  within bourgeois  society.
For  this  reason,  the  bourgeoisie  has
managed to overcome these internal
crises each time. Whenever the bour-
geoisie  was  under  pressure,  it  has
thrown  overboard  liberalism  and
democracy,  thereby  managed to  up-
hold  fascism against  the  revolution-
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ary socialism of the proletariat. When
fascism  endangered  also  the  bour-
geois society, they did not shy away
from forming alliances with commu-
nists against fascism. Where the con-
tradictions got most acute, bourgeois
states have broken each other through
world wars. In the end, the capitalist
production  relations  and  bourgeois
form  of  society  have  always  been
successful  to  organize  themselves
economically as well as politically on
a  higher  level.  The  bourgeoisie  has
not been able to prevent the socialist
revolutions, but the imperialist bour-
geoisie has been able to strain the so-
cialist states to dissolve internally by
unifying against them. The imperial-
ists have failed to stop the smash of
the colonial yoke, but by keeping the
countries which gained independence
in  the  capitalist  system,  they  have
succeeded in putting them under the
yoke  of  neocolonialism. In  '68,  the
French bourgeoisie and French state
almost came to a position where they
started fleeing from Paris, but in the
following years, the bourgeoisie was
able  to  drag  a  large  number  of  the
leaders  of  this  rebellious  generation
into  the  abyss  of  bourgeois  parlia-
ment.

The Crisis of Society Form

Today, there is another situation. To-
day we are not experiencing a crisis
within bourgeois society,  but  of the
society itself.  It  is  the  crisis  of  the
bourgeois form of society.

The difference between these two sit-
uations is this: in a crisis within so-

ciety,  the  dominant  production  rela-
tions  and their  corresponding politi-
cal  and  ideological  superstructure
still  have  the  capacity  to  reproduce
themselves.  For  example,  the  bour-
geoisie  had  overcome the  economic
crisis  in  the  capitalist  world  in  the
1870's, when it waged a transition to
the monopolistic stage and colonized
the non-capitalist areas of the world.
At  this  time,  capitalist  relations  of
production  were  only  dominant  in
Western  European  countries  and  in
the United States. In turn, petty com-
modity production was widely domi-
nant in these colonized countries. In
the  rest  of  the  world,  the  capitalist
production relations  were not  domi-
nant,  in  some  places,  people  were
even not integrated into the system of
private  property  relations.  In  some
places, the feudal relations of produc-
tion were ahead. For the rest, capital-
ism was still at a very limited level.
For this  reason,  when the economic
crisis hits, it was possible to expand
within  the  national  market and  to
concentrate  and  centralize  capital.
Also,  there  was  still  an  immense
world for the capitalist goods trade to
extend.  Once  the  conquest  of  this
world was completed, the redistribu-
tion  of  the  world  was  brought  to
agenda by wars. When the fire of so-
cialist revolution in Russia flared up,
the  imperialists  supported  fascists
like Mussolini, Hitler and Franco and
took on them to the communists and
the Soviet Union. After the great eco-
nomic crisis of 1930, they left ideo-
logical  temples,  such  as  economic

liberalism or the free market, behind
and led the state into the market as a
capitalist. When  the  Second  World
War  (for  the  bourgeoisie,  a  re-divi-
sion war, for the communists, an anti-
fascist war) ended and new countries
joined the caravan of socialist states,
this  time  they  stopped  competing
with each other and united under the
leadership of the United States, to en-
circle  the  socialist  states  economi-
cally, politically, militarily and ideo-
logically.  When  confronted  with  a
new  world  economic  crisis  in
1974-75, they removed the state as a
capital  accumulation  apparatus,  but
plundered  it  through  privatization,
lifted  the  barriers  against  capital
movements and thus ensured that the
path for concentrating and centraliz-
ing  the  capital  on  a  new level  was
clear and the world monopolies were
thus able to dominate the world mar-
ket.  With  the liberalization  of  the
speculative flow of capital, they have
greatly accelerated the accumulation
of  finance  capital.  Just  as  the  eco-
nomic crisis  of  1870 became a step
for the transition from capitalism of
free  competition  to  imperialism,  the
crisis of the 1970's has ushered in the
transition to imperialist globalization.
As  the  states,  which  were  ravaged
from  inside  by  the  capitalist  encir-
clement and had nothing socialist ex-
cept their name, were subjected to a
kind  of  primitive  capital  accumula-
tion,  and  a  huge  market  like  China
opened  up  for  capitalist  plundering,
the imperialist globalization received
a new impetus. 

From the point of view of the work-
ing class, the situation looked similar.
Strikes,  occupations,  resistance,
councils,  rebellions  and  revolutions
have not been lacking in the history
of  the  working  class  and  its  allies.
Each  time  the  bourgeoisie  had  suc-
ceeded to suppress the working class
movement, keeping it inside the sys-
tem, or reintegrating it  into the sys-
tem. This is because, in spite of eco-
nomic  crises,  wars  and  revolutions,
the bourgeoisie could continue to de-
velop the productive forces of  capi-
talism in the long term. The working
class  has  grown  continuously.  The
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educational level has increased. As a
result of the struggles, the living stan-
dard of the working class has risen so
that  the  workers  of  the  developed
capitalist  countries  experienced  the
best periods of their class history in
the  60's  and  70's.  Keeping  in  mind
the last 150 years in history, until the
1980's,  we  see  that  working  class
children  expected  a  better  life  than
their  parents.  Likewise,  we  can  say
that both the level of education of a
generation and its  overall  quality of
life  were more advanced than those
of its previous generation. It is obvi-
ous that the struggles of the working
class  have  been  decisive.  But  one
cannot  handle  things  unilaterally.  If
the  bourgeoisie  wouldn't  have  pur-
sued the policy of concessions,  if  it
wouldn't have preserved the ability to
produce  ideological
consent,  in  short,  if  it
hadn't  had  a  maneuver
capability then we could
now have faced a very
different situation.

And today,  we are fac-
ing  this  very  different
condition. The  maneu-
ver  capability  of  the
bourgeoisie  is  at  its
lowest point. The condi-
tions  to  produce  con-
sent, as it used to do in
any  difficult  situation
with concessions policy, is now lim-
ited to the utmost. The bourgeoisie is
unable  groom  the  world.  It  cannot
produce the hope that everything will
get better. For the first time, the chil-
dren  of  the  working  class,  who  are
more  educated  than  their  parents,
don't carry hope to have a better life
than their parents. Today's generation
of  workers  is  condemned  to  more
backward conditions compared to the
previous  generation  and  tomorrow's
generation will seek long for today's
conditions. 

To this day, whatever the level of the
struggle  between  the  working  class
and  the  bourgeoisie  reaches;  in  the
last  analysis,  this  struggle has taken
place under conditions in which the
bourgeois social structure, despite in-
terruptions by crises, materialized ex-

panded  reproduction,  developed  the
productive forces, protected the foun-
dation of their own reproduction and
continued their rule. This also applies
to  the  countries  where  the  working
class has carried out the most revolu-
tionary initiatives and to the countries
which  began  socialist  construction
even  under  capitalist  encirclement.
That  is  why the bourgeoisie  has re-
peatedly managed to crush the work-
ing-class movement, to divert it from
its path and to integrate it into the rul-
ing order. 

That's right, the working-class move-
ment is at its lowest point today. But
capitalism,  on  the  other  hand,  does
not  have  the  ability  to  conquer  the
working  class.  Maybe  the  working
class is living its weakest moments as
an organized force. Maybe its politi-

cal  class  consciousness  is  stunted.
Maybe defeats of the historical gain-
ings and socialist construction experi-
ences have become heavy ideological
burdens in its mind. Yet,  how much
real  these  are,  it  is  that  much clear
that the working class no longer has
anything  to  do  with  capitalism  and
that  no  better  life  can  be  achieved
with  its  existence.  For  the  working
class, capitalism has come to an end.
This  reality  cannot  be  changed  by
that  it  has  not  yet  been reflected in
the political class consciousness and
has become an ideology. 

What  applies  to  the  working  class
also applies to the bourgeoisie. Even
the bourgeoisie can not reproduce it-
self  as  before.  It  cannot  overcome
crises.  It  can  no  longer  create  new
ideas  or  ideology.  Only  pessimism

and hopelessness determine the bour-
geois world. Capitalism is also over
for the bourgeoisie. Just as the feudal
lords lost the power to maintain feu-
dalism once,  so  did  the  bourgeoisie
also  lose  the  power  to  develop  the
productive forces and thereby main-
tain capitalism. Moreover, now bour-
geois  society,  itself,  has  become  an
obstacle  to  the  development  of  the
productive forces. 

In  today's  world,  where  the  appear-
ance  is  that  the  working  class  is
weakest  and  the  bourgeoisie  is  the
ruler  of  everything,  objective reality
is  just  the  opposite.  The  reality  be-
hind  this  appearance  stands  exactly
upside down. The destructive conse-
quences  of  imperialist  globalization
have  obscured  and blurred  the  con-
sciousness of the working people and

also the bourgeoisie and
led to a loss of sight and
orientation.  For  exam-
ple,  within  the  dispos-
sessed middle class and
the  workers  of  the  de-
veloped  capitalist
countries, who are now
losing  their  social  and
economical  rights,  pro-
tectionist, racist and na-
tionalist  tendencies  oc-
cur quickly. Yet, the ba-
sis  on  which bourgeois
nationalism  rises  was

actually removed by imperialist glob-
alization. Today's bourgeois national-
ism  is  a  past  consciousness,  it  be-
longs to the past and has no material
basis.  Their foundations are hanging
in the air. For this reason, it is an ad-
dress  and  shelter  of  depression,  de-
spair and impossibility. 

The  current  crisis  can  not  be  over-
come by staying in bourgeois society.
The problems can not  be solved ei-
ther through struggles or compromise
policies  within this  form of  society.
Because it has reached its economical
development limits,  political maneu-
vers are always partial,  limited,  and
short-termed, without leaning on ide-
ological arguments and they have the
character of being lost within a short
time due to actual political and eco-
nomical  developments.  Precisely for
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this reason we call it the crisis of the
bourgeois society form. It is also the
reason why we call it the existential
crisis. The capitalist relations of pro-
duction have abutted their own limits.
You  can  not  go  beyond the  current
level. There is no chance for it. 

The Historical Adventure of 
Existential Crises 

Let us deepen this matter. Every form
of  production  has  a  historical  role
that it played. This role is their reason
for existence. There is a social mate-
rial basis,  a stage, for this historical
role. If the given form of production
becomes an obstacle to the develop-
ment  of  more  advanced  productive
forces,  it  loses its  historical  right  to
exist.  "Losing the historical  right  to
exist" is not realized at one swoop, it
also requires a historical process. In
times when depression within society
transforms  into  a  crisis  of  society
form,  civil  wars  and  outward  wars,
political  polarizations,  uprisings  and
counter-blows,  economic-political-
ideological  depressions  aggravate  to
utmost  and  render  as  a  permanent
state. 

The primitive communal society de-
fines the transition of human from a
herd to a social form. That is its right
to exist and its social material basis.
The same basis leads to the develop-
ment of the productive forces of hu-
man. The productive power of human
reaches such a level that it could pro-
duce  much  more  means  of  survival
than  it  needed  at  that  time.  There
emerges extra labor time. The primi-
tive communal society form  did not
have the ability to use this extra time.
The emergence of extra time and the
lack of ability of primitive society to
realize it became its existential crisis.
The struggle to appropriate this extra
labor  time shook up all  social  rela-
tionships and all  modes of thinking.
The  basis  on  which  the  primitive
communal relations formed had been
shattered.  Some  of  the  people  have
enslaved the others and usurped their
extra time through appropriating their
existence  directly.  Ultimately,  as  a
higher  level  of  social  organization
than the clans, the state emerged. 

Seizing human,  which is  the  funda-
mental productive force, and render-
ing it a private property caused a mi-
nority of slaveholders to accumulate
great wealth. Living without working
and  through  appropriating  the  work
of others meant, at the same time, the
appropriation  of  the  free  (empty)
time of the slaves. With this accumu-
lated free time, the necessary time to
be productive in the fields of culture,
art,  science,  religion and philosophy
was created thereby. The slave state
or  Asiatic  state  arose  on  this  basis.
Inevitably,  there  were  slave  revolts.
Peasants  who  rejected  slavery  but
were  unable  to  oppose  the  attacks
sought  refuge  among  larger
landowners,  preferring  to  take  their
protection.  As this mode of produc-
tion based on half-slaves was proven
to be more productive than that based
on slaves, it became a historical ten-
dency  to  let  people  work  as  half-
slaves dependent on their masters and
land, rather than enslave them com-
pletely. It remarked that the existen-
tial  basis  of  slavery  had  collapsed.
Glorious  slave  states,  which  were
stuck on this basis,  such as the Ro-
man Empire, could not resist against
the assaults of the primitive-barbaric
tribes and were destroyed.

By  contrast,  Asiatic  countries  were
hit much later by the existential cri-
sis.  The  main reason for  this  is  the
different  development  of  private
property  relations.  Slave  societies
were  formed  through  disintegration
of communal-common land property
and converting  it  into  private  prop-
erty.  However,  in  the  Asiatic  soci-
eties, the right of use of land without
any disintegration was taken first by
the ruling class layers, then it became
their private property.

With the emergence of capitalist rela-
tions  of  production,  feudal  society
has been dragged into an existential
crisis.  The  feudal  lords  themselves
initiated  the  crisis.  The  struggle  for
the  governance  of  trade  routes  has
driven the central state forward. The
central state, the central army and the
centralization  of  taxes  meant  that
weakening  the  power  of  the  feudal
lords  in  favor  of  the  crown.  The

strengthening of the central state re-
quired  that  national  trade  must  be
conducted  without  obstacles  and
within  the  borders  of  central  state,
and that the people within those bor-
ders  must  be  subjected  to  the  king.
This  unity  around  the  king,  created
against the other states, has laid the
foundation of the formation of nation
and  nation-state.  Thus,  the  feudal
lords  offered  this  with  their  own
hands to the bourgeoisie. 

Accumulation  of  wealth  over  trade
subrogated  the  wealth  accumulation
over land property. This tendency has
promoted  the  development  and
spread  of  commodity  trade  and  ex-
actly  as a product  of  this,  it  caused
the  enrichment  of  bourgeois  class.
When money became the  source  of
wealth instead of land, the existential
crisis  of  feudalism  was  inevitable.
The feudal lords itself began renting
their land to the bourgeoisie in order
to earn more money. The serfs  were
thrown out  from the  lands  they  de-
pended  on.  Millions  of  peasants
thronged  to  the  cities,  unemployed,
hungry  and  miserable.  As  the  free
trade developed, the small industries
and trade units dissolved, and these,
as  unemployed  past  masters,  also
joined  the  ranks  of  vagabonds  and
beggars.  The  feudal  lords  have per-
sonally  destroyed  their  own  liveli-
hood.  The  feudal  form  of  society
could  no  longer  be  continued.  The
ruling class of this society, the feudal
lords, itself had expelled the peasants
and put their land for rent for the ac-
cumulation  of  wealth.  Even  though
they remained feudal, the feudal rela-
tions of production based on the ex-
propriation  of  surplus  labor  time  of
serfs,  were being overthrown. There
was no longer any need for the feudal
form  of  society  for  the  serfs,  who
were  the  other  side  of  feudal  rela-
tions, for the small peasants and mer-
chants  who  stood  under  the  protec-
tion  of  feudal  lords.  They  were
pushed out of the feudal reach. 

Under  such  conditions,  it  was  not
possible for the feudal lords to main-
tain their political rule as before. The
belief in lordliness and religion were
shaken. The economical, political and

7



ideological  depression  had  shaken
feudalism for a few centuries. A big
convergence,  cultural,  intellectual,
political and revolutionary dynamism
arose in society as if a great burden
had fallen off from their shoulders. 

The capital,  which now became the
actual  source  of  wealth,  was  in  the
hands  of  the  bourgeoisie  and  the
masses  pushed  out  of  the  extent  of
feudals,  now  entered  the  extent  of
bourgeoisie as a proletariat under the
control of capital. Feudalism had lost
its  historical  reason for  existence,  it
was  about  to  collapse  and  wither
away and it did. 

The "collapse" occurred in two ways.
First one was through a political rev-
olution  like  in  France,  and  second
one  was  through  feudals'  getting  to
become  bourgeois  like  in  Italy  and
England.  There  were
many  revolutionary
uprisings  in  the  sec-
ond ones as well, but
political  power  con-
tinued to  be held by
the feudal lords for a
while.  In  any  case,
the revolution lies in
the  production  rela-
tions.  When the feu-
dal  society  form be-
came  an  obstacle  to
the  developing  bour-
geois relations of production, it  was
thrown aside. 

The Existential Reason of the 
Bourgeois Society Form 

The historical condition of existence
of capital lies in the emergence of the
free  laborer,  who  has  freed
himself/herself  from  the  feudal  fet-
ters.1 Without this, the flow of com-

1“The historical conditions of its exis-
tence are by no means given with the 
mere circulation of money and commodi-
ties. It can spring into life, only when the 
owner of the means of production and 
subsistence meets in the market with the 
free laborer selling his labor-power. And 
this one historical condition comprises a 
world’s history. Capital, therefore, an-
nounces from its first appearance a new 
epoch in the process of social production.
” (Marx, Capital Vol 1, s. 120, Progress 

modity  and  money  can  not  create
capital accumulation. In order to real-
ize capital accumulation, the capital-
ist  had  to  expropriate  the  worker's
surplus  labor  time.  Commodity  and
money circulation  are  the  means  to
capture this surplus labor time. Only
when  capital,  in  the  form  of  com-
modity and money, meets labor force,
it is possible to realize the production
of surplus value. Also, the labor force
only manages to obtain its means of
subsistence when it enters under the
command  of  capital,  because  the
worker has nothing to sell but his/her
labor force. When he/she cannot sell
it,  he/she  will  lack  his/her  sole
livelihood, the wage.

Wherever  capital  flows,  it  dissolves
the old relations of production, makes
them dependent to itself, and then de-

stroys  them.  Ultimately,  capital  al-
lows  no  other  production  relations
other than its own. One of the main
tendencies  of  capital  is  to  turn  any
kind of ownership over the means of
production  into  capital  and  to  turn
any kind of labor into wage labor.

Wage labor and capital are each oth-
ers'  conditions  of  mutual  existence.
They produce each other. Wage labor
and capital is the contradicting unity
of two opposite poles. However, this
unity,  through which capital  and la-
bor produce each other, experiences a
crisis in every 8-10 years on average.
Capital  that  needs to  be invested in
production  for  the  reproduction  of
surplus value remains at hand due to
the fall of profit rates.  There realized
extra  capital  surplus.  Extra  capital

Publishers, Marxists Internet Archive 
(marxists.org) ) 

surplus inevitably lead to extra labor
surplus. Because when the capital is
not invested in the production, indus-
trial  reserve  army  gets  larger  than
necessary and unemployment  peaks.
The capitalist has capital at its hand
but can not invest it, the worker has
labor force ready for sale but can not
sell it. At such times, capital and la-
bor can not produce each other, capi-
tal and labor becomes no longer each
other's existence conditions. 

This  is  only  temporary.  As  long  as
capital in the form of commodity and
money does not meet labor force and
remains at hand, it is inevitable that
both capital and labor force will lose
value. The price of commodity-capi-
tal  and  the  interest  rate  of  money-
capital  fall.  With shorter  words,  the
capital  cheapens.  Due  to  extreme

unemployment,  the
price  of  the  labor
force declines. Under
these  conditions,  the
rate of profit rises to
an  investable  level,
and  capital  tends  to-
ward  production
again.  The  crisis  is
overcome. 

From  every  crisis,
capital  stands  out
even  more  accumu-
lated  and even  more

centralized.  The  area  of  bourgeois
production relations expands and the
number  of  workers  increases  with
each ascent after crisis. 

Another inherent tendency of capital
is  to  create  a  world  market.2 The
more  capital  is  accumulated,  the
more the capital's spread around the
world accelerates. However, this does
not work like first, the exhaustion of
the expansion possibilities of the na-
tional market, then opens up to exter-
nal market; even if there are opportu-

2“The need of a constantly expanding 
market for its products chases the bour-
geoisie over the entire surface of the 
globe. It must nestle everywhere, settle 
everywhere, establish connexions ev-
erywhere.” (Marx-Engels, Communist 
Manifesto, p.16, Progress Publishers, 
Marxists Internet Archive 
(marxists.org) )
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nities  for  expansion  in  the  national
market, capital tends to go outside if
profit rates there is higher. 

The  capital  production  process  runs
in two phases. The first phase is the
phase of production of surplus value.
The  boss  exploits  the  worker  and
seizes his/her surplus labor time. This
extra labor time is materialized in the
produced  commodity  as  surplus
value.  The  surplus  value  is  in  the
form of the commodity-product. For
it to be converted into profit, it must
be sold. This is the second phase. 

In  this  second  phase,  the  surplus
value gained through exploitation by
the  capital  accumulates  in  the  pot
called  market.  The  capitalists  com-
pete for surplus profit. At the produc-
tion  field,  the  bosses  exploit  the
workers. In the market, on the other
hand, the bosses rob each other. 

The value of a commodity is  deter-
mined by the average necessary so-
cial  labor  time required  for  its  pro-
duction.  Labor-intensive  capital  has
more surplus value per unit commod-
ity in the market.  High-tech capitals
bring less surplus value to the market
because its unit  of production needs
less  labor  force  for  the  commodity
compared to the others. As the value
of  the  commodity is  formed by the
average  social  labor  time,  the  ones,
whose commodity has less value than
the average social value, sell it above
its  own production  value  as  if  they
produced the commodity on the aver-
age labor time. The production value
of commodities, which are produced
with technologically backward labor-
intensive  capital,  is  above  average,
but they also compulsorily go down
to  the  market  average.  In  other
words,  technologically  advanced
commodities  are  sold  above  their
value  and  technologically  backward
commodities  are  sold  below  their
value.  Thus,  capitals,  which  have
higher  technological  equipment,
snatch a part of the surplus value pro-
duced by the technologically  under-
resourced capitals.

The value of a commodity consists of
three  parts:  constant  capital  +  vari-
able capital (what is paid to the labor

force)  +  surplus  value.  When  a
commodity, which is produced on av-
erage social  labor  time,  is  sold,  the
surplus  value  becomes  profit.  Since
the average social production value is
already  decided,  and  by  assuming
that the surplus value rate is constant
as  well,  the  only way to gain more
profit is lowering the price of the la-
bor force per unit commodity. A capi-
talist  who,  in  comparison  to  others,
recruits  workers  to  work  for  longer
hours and with even less wage, pro-
duces  his/her  commodities  cheaper,
but since he/she sells them with the
average  value,  he/she  gains  surplus
profit. But through the application of
science in production, it has become
possible to reduce the labor force re-
quired  per  unit  commodity  and
thereby  much  higher  surplus  profit
can  be  gained.  Reducing the  neces-
sary labor force through more inten-
sive application of science in produc-
tion means increasing the social pro-
ductive power of labor.3 For this rea-
son, the continuous reduction of the
cost of production of unit commodity
and for this, the constant increase of
the social productive power of labor4,
and making permanent revolution in
production are  the  existential  basis
and the historical existence reason of
capital.5 

3“Development of the productive forces 
of social labor is the historical task and 
justification of capital. ” (Marx, Capital 
Vol. 3, p.181, Progress Publishers, Marx-
ists Internet Archive, marxists.org) 
4“This reduction of the total quantity of 
labor going into a commodity seems, 
accordingly, to be the essential criterion 
of increased productivity of labor, no 
matter under what social conditions pro-
duction is carried on.“ (Marx, age, p.182)
5“The bourgeoisie cannot exist without 
constantly revolutionizing the instru-
ments of production, and thereby the re-
lations of production, and with them the 
whole relations of society. Conservation 
of the old modes of production in unal-
tered form, was, on the contrary, the first 
condition of existence for all earlier in-
dustrial classes. Constant revolutionizing 
of production, uninterrupted disturbance 
of all social conditions, everlasting un-
certainty and agitation distinguish the 
bourgeois epoch from all earlier ones. ” 
(Marx-Engels, Communist Manifesto, 
p.16, Progress Publishers, Marxists Inter-

The thrust for this existential basis is
the greed for more profit. 

This greed triggers the centralization
and concentration of capital.  Invest-
ing in  technology requires  from the
beginning  a  much larger  amount  of
capital  than  others.  Smaller  capitals
will  either  go bankrupt  or   join the
larger one. Big ones unite in order to
be superior in the competition. This,
leads  to  the  emergence  of  national
monopolies first and then causes each
one to become world monopolies. 

In  any case,  capital  needs  a  market
ready to conquest for its expanded re-
production.  Areas  that  have  not  yet
been capitalist and all other capitalist
enterprises are always areas ready to
conquest in the eyes of every capital-
ist.  Monopolistic  capital  accelerates
this  war  of  conquest.  Capitalism
quickly  spreads  around  the  world,
and bankruptcies multiply among the
small  and  medium  capitalists.  The
necessary amount for the initial capi-
tal  gradually  grows.  The  possibility
of small  and medium capital's  inde-
pendent  existence  disappears,  these
become  dependent  on  big  capital.
Eventually,  there  comes  a  moment
where there is no place in the world
left  non-capitalist,  and  the  already
narrowed  spaces  of  small-middle
capitalists  are  no  longer  enough  to
satisfy  big  capital's  expansionist
needs.  The  capital  has  grown  so
much that the market's expansion po-
tential falls below the capital's neces-
sities.  The  possibility  of  surplus
profit extraction through the applica-
tion of science in technology has de-
creased.  The market  has  reached its
limits compared to the size of capital
(the monopolization level). When the
monopolies dominate the world mar-
ket alongside with the national mar-
ket,  the possibility to obtain surplus
profit  is  narrowed.  Because  surplus
profit emerges from the difference of
the production values between the big
capital groups and the smaller  ones,
as  well  as  between  the  developed
capitalist countries and the backward
capitalist  countries.  Due  to  this  dif-
ference,  the  bigger  capitals  rob  the
smaller  ones,  the  more  developed

net Archive, marxists.org) 
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capitalist  countries  rob  the  more
backward ones. When the number of
smaller  ones  diminishes  due to mo-
nopolization and the world market is
dominated by world monopolies, the
possibility of robbing through devel-
oping the productive forces  also re-
duces. The capital builds a barricade
on its own path. Capital becomes no
longer able to produce its own exis-
tential basis. Its historical reason for
existence, namely, to develop the so-
cial productive force of labor, to ap-
ply science to technology, that is, the
permanent  revolution  in  production,
can no longer be realized. Instead of
developing  the  social  productive
forces  of  labor,  it  becomes  a  hin-
drance to it. That is the objective ba-
sis of its existential crisis. 

Because this happened, cap-
ital does not give up on sur-
plus profit. When capital is
unable to develop the social
productive  forces  of  labor,
this time it tries to lower the
price  of  labor  in  order  to
reach  the  surplus  profit.  It
recruits workers longer and
cheaper, and by doing that,
goes  in  a  competition  of
gaining surplus  profit.  Yes-
terday,  production  capital
has  been  concentrating  on
where the application of sci-
ence to technology was bet-
ter  possible,  but  now  it  flows  to
where  cheap  labor  can  be  found.
Historically, this reversal leads to the
abolition of its historical reasons for
existence. 

The  monopolies  achieve  surplus
profit  not  only  through  this  path.
There are two ways for capital accu-
mulation. The first proceeds through
surplus-value production, the second
through robbery of accumulated sur-
plus  value  produced  by  others
through financial means. In the stage
of capitalism of free competition, the
former,  that  is,  the  surplus  value
production,  is  decisive.  In  the  stage
of imperialism, accumulation through
financial  means  has  gained  impor-
tance,  but  the  former  was  still  pre-
dominant. In the period of imperialist
globalization,  accumulation  through

financial  means  has  accelerated and
began to dominate the first one. This
means nothing but the decay of capi-
tal. In the end, the limit of accumula-
tion on this path is anyway the pro-
duced  surplus  value.  If  there  is  a
slowdown on that end, then someday
the possibility of robbing the existing
surplus  value  by  financial  means
weakens.

When  cheap  labor  and  robbery
through financial means become the
two  main  routes  for  surplus  profit
extraction, unemployment and misery
grows like  avalanche,  the  shrinkage
of intermediate layers accelerates, in-
equality  between  classes  grows  im-
measurably, culture and ethics decays
more  and  more,  hopelessness  and
helplessness  become  the  prevailing

feeling  and  the  form  of  conscious-
ness. 

Minor and Major Cyclical 
Crises

Apart from classic cyclical  crises in
every 8-10 years,  even more shock-
ing and protracted big cyclical crises
have  emerged.  The  crises  of  1876,
1930, 1974 and 2008 were just such
crises.  Except  for  the  last  one,  the
consequences  of  these  crises  lasted
5-10  years.  In  the  classic  cyclical
crises, there is no significant change
in  the  conditions  in  which  capital
moves and stands. The capital  inde-
pendently  continues  to  produce  its
own conditions of existence. But this
is not the case with the big cyclical
crises.  Capital  can  no  longer  repro-
duce in the given conditions. The cri-
sis can only be overcome if the given

conditions are changed. 

In the crisis  of  1876,  the conditions
for capitalism of free competition lost
their  validity,  and  the  travail  of  the
birth  of  monopolistic  capitalism be-
came palpable. This crisis could only
be overcome by colonizing the non-
capitalist  areas  of  the  world  by  the
capitalist  countries.  That  was  the
transformation  of  capitalism  into  a
competition for monopoly capitalism,
imperialism. Even before 1876 many
crises arose. They were all overcome
within  free-competition  capitalism.
On the other  hand,  this  crisis  could
not  be  overcome  in  the  given  cir-
cumstances,  the  conditions  had  to
change and that's how it happened. 

The crisis of 1930 was the depression
of the conditions created after the cri-

sis  of  1876.  Monopolistic
capitalism, leaning on capi-
tal  export,  was  stuck.  Mo-
nopolistic capitalism lacked
the strength to overcome the
crisis  with  its  own internal
dynamics.  The  bourgeois
state was called to rescue in
times  of  need.  The  bour-
geois  state  was  until  then
the collective ruling appara-
tus of the bourgeois class, it
had the function of a lever
for  the  capital.  It  was  a
bourgeois  ideological

dogma that the state was not allowed
to interfere in the economy. That the
USSR did not suffer a crisis and the
successes of the planned economy of
the  socialist  state  shattered  this
dogma.  The  bourgeois  class  has
thrown aside this ideological dogma
according to their interests. The bour-
geois state then went into the field as
a collective capitalist power. Monop-
olistic state capitalism has driven mo-
nopoly  capitalism  out  of  the  crisis.
After  the  1950's,  this  has  become
much clearer.  The main objective of
the bourgeois front  was to keep the
socialist  giants  surrounded  and lead
them to destruction. National libera-
tion  struggles,  national-democratic
revolutions  and  the  socialist  states
have  pretty  much  limited  and  nar-
rowed the world market. The capital-
ist  states,  on the other  hand,  placed
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the competition among themselves in
second place and expanded their own
national  markets.  Just  as  the  crisis
was overcome by exporting the sur-
plus  capital  outside  after  1876,  this
time, the crisis was overcome by us-
ing a large part of the capital surplus
in the  developed capitalist  countries
and enlarging their national markets.
Even  if  the  capitalist  world  market
has  narrowed  geographically  at  this
time,  the  capital  accumulation  has
gained great rapidity.

The crisis of 1974 announced the end
of  this  phase.  The  accumulation  of
capital has again congested. The cri-
sis '74 was reminiscent of  the crisis
of 1876. In 1876, there was no great
destruction,  but  the  capitalists  were
unwilling to use their capital surplus
in  the  national  market,  because  the
rate of profit had fallen. The growing
greed of the nascent monopolies has
led them to search for new markets.
1974  was  somewhat  like  this.  Be-
tween 1945-1970,  capital  accumula-
tion accelerated. The national monop-
olies  have begun to turn into world
monopolies.  The  capitalist  world
market became too narrow for world
monopolies. Above all else, the bour-
geois  state  occupied  an  important
place  in  the  capitalist  market.  Now,
the state became an obstacle to capi-
tal  accumulation.  This  obstacle  that
the  monopolies  of  private  capital
confronted in the national market had
to be lifted.  On the other  hand,  the
customs  walls  and  national  legisla-
tions, which limited, the rapid flow of
surplus capital and its export. Instead
of a world market constituted of in-
terconnected national markets, an in-
tegrated  world  market  is  needed  to
emerge. 

Out of the crisis of 1974, imperialist
globalization was born. 

The  crisis  of  2007-08  was  the  off-
shoot  of  the  accumulated contradic-
tions  of  imperialist  globalization.
This crisis was different from the pre-
vious major cyclical crises.

The capital concentration and central-
ization  of  world  monopolies  had
reached  such  an  extent  that  their
bankruptcy  would  have  devastated

the capitalist economy and torn down
the states. That could not be allowed.
With resources from the state budget,
they were saved.

The fundamental feature of any crisis
is that capital investment has become
cheaper  through  capital  destruction
and that new capital investments and
demand have been revived.  Not let-
ting the monopolies that fell into cri-
sis go bankrupt prevents devaluation
of capital, thus prevents the revival of
new  investments  and  demands.  In
addition, chronic unemployment and
decrease in wages due to crisis have
also reduced demand. The same con-
ditions  increase  chronic  capital  sur-
plus6 and  chronic  unemployment.
Large amounts of capital,  which are
not  invested,  flow all  the more into
the  financial  resources.  The  in-
evitable consequences of this are the
acceleration  of  the  expropriation  of
the intermediate strata, the incredible
degree of inequality between classes,
the  spread  of  misery  and  decay
around the world. 

The capital  itself,  has exhausted the
possibilities of crisis management un-
der  the  conditions  of  the  bourgeois
social  structure.  With  the  extreme
concentration  and  centralization  of
capital, capital has lost its productive
quality more7 and tends more to the

6“The so-called plethora of capital al-
ways applies essentially to a plethora of 
the capital for which the fall in the rate of
profit is not compensated through the 
mass of profit – this is always true of 
newly developing fresh offshoots of capi-
tal – or to a plethora which places capi-
tals incapable of action on their own at 
the disposal of the managers of large en-
terprises in the form of credit. This 
plethora of capital arises from the same 
causes as those which call forth relative 
over-population, and is, therefore, a phe-
nomenon supplementing the latter, al-
though they stand at opposite poles – un-
employed capital at one pole, and unem-
ployed worker population at the other. ” 
(Marx, Capital Vol. 3, p.176, Progress 
Publishers, Marxists Internet Archive 
(marxists.org) )
7“And as soon as formation of capital 
were to fall into the hands of a few estab-
lished big capitals, for which the mass of 
profit compensates for the falling rate of 
profit, the vital flame of production 

financial robbery, but on contrary to
this,  an  ever-growing section  of  the
growing proletariat is unable to find
place to sell labor force. This has de-
tached  capital  and  labor  force  from
each  other  more  and  weakened  the
possibilities of mutual production and
alienated each other even more. The
steady detachment of capital from its
productive quality led it to become an
ever greater obstacle to the develop-
ment of the social productive forces
of labor.8

The more  capital  dissolves  from its
productive  quality,  the  more  domi-
nant its character will be in  robbing
surplus profits  rather  than produc-
ing  it.  Instead  of  producing  surplus
value,  it  began  looting  accumulated
surplus  value  and  the  accumulated
funds  of  the  laborers  with  financial
means  and  speculative  capital.  In-
stead of  increasing surplus  labor  by
reducing the necessary labor through
the  development  of  the  productive
forces,  it  began to  plunder  labor  by
increasing working hours and lower-
ing  effective  wages.  So,  the  capital
has returned to its primitive accumu-
lation  age,  the  age  of  savagery  and
barbarism. Nature, too, is more than a
means of production; now appears to
capital more as an object of plunder.
Water,  forest,  land and living nature
are getting plundered. Apart from the
fact that the women's labor is drawn
in the area  of the exploitation more
widespread, the women's sexuality is
more exposed to  the  exploitation of
the capital than ever. Capital has be-
come, in all respects and with the ev-
erything related to it, to produce only
reaction. 

The Material Technical Basis 
of the New Society

would be altogether extinguished. It 
would die out. ” (Marx, age, s. 181) 
8Here the capitalist mode of production 
is beset with another contradiction. Its 
historical mission is unconstrained devel-
opment in geometrical progression of the
productivity of human labor. It goes back
on its mission whenever, as here, it 
checks the development of productivity. 
It thus demonstrates again that it is be-
coming senile and that it is more and 
more outlived. ” (Marx, age, s. 183) 
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The existential  crisis  is  not  an  eco-
nomical crisis form. It is the crisis of
a mode of production which has lost
its  historical  basis  of  existence  and
the  form  of  society  which  corre-
sponds  to  this  mode  of  production.
The  existential  crisis  is  the  sum of
economic,  political,  ideological
crises.  This  crisis  can  not  be  over-
come within the conditions in which
it  originated.  In  other  words,  bour-
geois society no longer has the ability
to overcome this crisis with its own
internal  dynamics. It  can  only  be
overcome if an "external" force abol-
ishes  the  given  conditions  and  puts
new conditions into its place, that is,
by substituting a new form of society
for the old. 

No form of society can abolish itself.
The  "external  force"  repealing  any
form of society stuck in an existential
crisis  is  a  product  of  the  respective
world. In societies before capitalism,
new production relations arose from
the given society, from the world at
that time. Before the old society was
abolished, alongside it,  has sprouted
the new form of society. In the primi-
tive communal society, slavery soci-
ety was born, from this society, feu-
dalism and from his bosom, capital-
ism was born. 

In capitalism, the situation is  differ-
ent.  "The  real  barrier  of  capitalist
production is capital itself."9 Capital
abolishes  all  forms  of  private  prop-
erty  except  itself.  It  transforms  the
means  of  production  into  social
means of production and the individ-
ual  labor  into  social  labor.  For  this
reason,  no new mode of  production
grows in the bourgeois society, which
is leaning on the private ownership of
the means of production. Elimination
of  the  capital,  which  slided  into  an
existential  crisis,  cannot  be  realized
through sprouting of a new mode of
production within the bourgeois soci-
ety. In order to move into a new form
of  society,  the  capital  must  be  re-
pealed.  For  a  revolution in  the  pro-
duction  relations,  first,  the  political
power  of  the  capital  must  be  over-
thrown.  When  this  political  power
has been seized, the old form of pro-

9Marx, age, s. 176

duction  is  not  lifted  by  economic
means,  but  through political  means.
The  society  expropriates  the  capital
and  socializes  it.  Private  ownership
over the means of production is abol-
ished and they become social  prop-
erty.  Transition to the new mode of
production can only happen with this
condition. 

The material-technical  basis  for  this
new form of  society is  prepared by
the capital itself.  Capital itself abol-
ishes  private  property,  the  big  fish
swallows the small  ones,  and at  the
end  a  few  hundred  monopolies  re-
main,  dominating the world market.
Now it's their expropriation turn. The
capital  produces  those who will  ex-
propriate  it  with  its  own  hands.  By
dissolving  the  intermediate  strata,
transforming all working people into
wage  laborers  (working  or  unem-
ployed) capital  upends a huge army
against itself.10

10“One capitalist always kills many. 
Hand in hand with this centralization, or 
this expropriation of many capitalists by 
few, develop, on an ever-extending scale,
the cooperative form of the labor process,
the conscious technical application of 
science, the methodical cultivation of the 
soil, the transformation of the instru-
ments of labor into instruments of labor 
only usable in common, the economizing
of all means of production by their use as
means of production of combined, social-
ized labor, the entanglement of all peo-
ples in the net of the world market, and 
with this, the international character of 
the capitalistic regime. Along with the 
constantly diminishing number of the 
magnates of capital, who usurp and mo-
nopolize all advantages of this process of
transformation, grows the mass of mis-
ery, oppression, slavery, degradation, 

In  the  absence  of  new  relations  of
production in capitalism, and through
the  fact  that  the  force  which  will
abolishes capital will not be the ele-
ment  of  a  newly created relation of
production, this army (the proletariat)
can only become an "external force"
as a political army. The working class
and the oppressed, organized as a po-
litical army, will crush the state, seize
power  and  convert  capital  to  social
ownership. Only in this way, the exis-
tential  crisis  of  capitalism  can  be
overcome. 

Conclusion

The condition of existence for capi-
tal, and thereby also for bourgeois so-
ciety is the free, unrestricted and uni-
versal  development  of  productive
forces. Capital strives for the univer-
sal  development  of  the  productive
forces. This tendency is immanent to
the capital, but at the same time, that
drives  it  into  dissolving.  This  ten-

exploitation; but with this too grows the 
revolt of the working class, a class al-
ways increasing in numbers, and disci-
plined, united, organized by the very 
mechanism of the process of capitalist 
production itself. The monopoly of capi-
tal becomes a fetter upon the mode of 
production, which has sprung up and 
flourished along with, and under it. Cen-
tralization of the means of production 
and socialization of labor at last reach a 
point where they become incompatible 
with their capitalist integument. This in-
tegument is burst asunder. The knell of 
capitalist private property sounds. The 
expropriators are expropriated. ”(Marx, 
Capital Vol. 1, p.542, Progress Publish-
ers, Marxists Internet Archive (marxist-
s.org) )
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dency differentiates  capital  from all
previous  modes  of  production.  The
development  of  new  productive
forces on the old foundation has also
been  developing  the  existing  basis,
but that has also caused the existing
mode of  production to  be buried in
this foundation. For example, the feu-
dal system, for its part, foundered on
urban  industry,  trade,  modern  agri-
culture (even as a result of individual
inventions  like  gunpowder  and  the
printing  press).11 With  the  develop-
ment of wealth, meaning the produc-
tive forces, the economic conditions
the society relies on dissolve. The po-
litical relationships of the constituent
parts of society, as well as the preva-
lent  forms  of  social  consciousness,
develop  parallel  to  these  economic
conditions.  With  the  dissolution  of
economic relations, the political rela-
tions and ideology which are embod-
ied according to these economic rela-
tions also start to dissolve. The char-
acters and understandings of individ-
uals formed in these economic con-
ditions,  begin  to  dissolve  too  and
emerge  in  a  new form.  Considered
ideally,  the  dissolution  of  a  given
form of consciousness sufficed to kill
a  whole  epoch.12 Development  of
science, as an expression of the intel-
lectual  and  practical  enrichment  of
the productive forces of human, had
the  same  influence  on  the  previous
forms  of  society,  especially  ion  the
feudal  system.  New  productive
forces,  new relations  of  production,
new  human  beings  and  their  new
forms  of  character,  comprehension
and consciousness, develop the basis
of the old society, change it and even-
tually dissolve it on the basis of new
economic  conditions  and  parallel  to
it, new political conditions and ideo-
logical forms prevail. The old society
dissolves, the new development takes
on a new foundation. 

Unlike the other societies,  the bour-
geois society, leaning on capital pro-
duction, the development of produc-
tive forces is the capital's condition of
existence.  Capital posits the produc-

11Marx, Grundrisse Notebook V, p. 473, 
Marxists Internet Archive(marxists.org)
12Age, p. 474

tion  of  wealth  itself  and  hence  the
universal development of the produc-
tive forces, the constant overthrow of
its prevailing presuppositions, as the
presupposition  of  its  reproduction.
Value excludes no use value; i.e. in-
cludes  no  particular  kind  of  con-
sumption etc.,  of  intercourse etc.  as
absolute condition; and likewise ev-
ery degree of the development of the
social forces of production, of inter-
course, of knowledge etc. appears to
it only as a barrier which it strives to
overpower. 13 For  capital  accumula-
tion, this is a compulsory phase. The
labor  force,  corresponding  to  a  one
workday rented from a worker by the
capitalist,  is  divided  into  two  parts.
The first is the necessary labor corre-
sponding  to  the  wage  paid  to  the
worker, and the second is the surplus
labor shared by the capitalists in the
market.  The  compulsory  condition
for the increased reproduction of cap-
ital is to constantly reduce the neces-
sary  labor  in  order  to  increase  the
share of surplus labor. That is the rea-
son  why  it  develops  productive
forces. But there is a limit for the re-
duction  of  necessary  labor  through
the  development  of  productive
forces.  If  the  necessary  labor  is  re-
duced to zero, also the surplus labor
is  also  zeroed.  In  this  case,  surplus
value and profit also reduce to zero.
The goal of capital is not the univer-
sal  development  of  the  productive
forces, but to obtain more profit. The
productive  forces  are  developed  to
reach  surplus  profit.  When  it  be-
comes clear that not enough surplus
profit  can  be  gained  with  this  way,
the  enthusiasm  to  develop  the  pro-
ductive  forces  breaks,  first  it  stag-
nates and totters and at the end it dis-
solves.  In parallel  with this dissolu-
tion of the economic basis,  political
conditions,  prevailing  social  con-
sciousness forms which mean ideol-
ogy,  characters  and  comprehensions
of  individuals  also  dissolve.  The
bourgeoisie itself gets politically con-
fused  and ideologically  scattered.  A
different  voice  pops  up  from  every
mouth.  A  collage  (cut-paste)  com-
posed  of  hopelessness,  loss  of

13Age, p. 474

hegemony,  lack  of  clarity,  breakage
of strategy, etc. has become a reality
of  the  political  world  of  the  bour-
geoisie.  The  ideological  apparatuses
of the state no longer function. It  is
no  longer  possible  to  produce  new
bourgeois ideas that enthrall people.

Expressing once again, capital creates
the material forces for the new soci-
ety  with  tis  own hands,  but  for  the
free  development  of  these  forces,
capital must be abolished. Therefore,
it's  a  direct  political  action.  The fu-
ture  material  forces  that  capital  has
produced can only and firstly design
the new society in mind, and this de-
sign  can  be  a  universal  design  be-
cause of the universal quality of the
development of the productive forces.
The first point of design involves the
removal of obstacles against the de-
velopment  of  the  productive  forces.
After this is realized, so after produc-
tion is removed from being the pur-
pose for  profit,  then the removal  of
the obstacles against the development
of  productive  forces  is  provided.  In
this case, there will no longer be any
obstacle for zeroing the necessary la-
bor in the production phase. 

The common feature of all  societies
leaning on private property over the
means of production is that the sur-
plus labor time is expropriated to ac-
cumulate wealth. What is distinguish-
ing them from each other is the vari-
ous  forms  of  this  collection  or  ex-
ploitation.  In  these  societies,  the
source of wealth is unpaid surplus la-
bor  time.  Capitalism  is  the  last  of
these  societies.  In  communism,  the
source of wealth will not be the sur-
plus labor time, but the free and dis-
posable time.14

14“The development of the power of so-
cial production will grow so rapidly that, 
even though production is now calculated
for the wealth of all, disposable time will 
grow for all. For real wealth is the devel-
oped productive power of all individuals.
The measure of wealth is then not any 
longer, in any way, labor time, but rather 
disposable time.” (Age, p. 640)
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2.The Economical Material Basis of the
Existential Crisis

Existential crisis is not a form of eco-
nomical or financial crisis. It is the crisis
of the capitalist  order which  has be-
come contradictory to its own existen-
tial conditions after completing its mis-
sion  of  developing  material  forces  of
production and creating a world market
accordingly as its historical duty.

It is already known that capitalism is an
order of crises. cyclical crises (overpro-
duction crises) are not
only a layout of capi-
talism's  all  internal
contradictions, but also
an  element  of  its
healthy mechanism, an
internal  regulator.
They  are  one  of  its
motive  internal  laws
which  moves  it  for-
ward even though to-
wards the end of itself.
So, why does a situa-
tion of any crisis gain a
meaning as an existen-
tial  crisis  for  capital-
ism? It had succeeded
to  overcome  all  the
troubles brought by each of great cycli-
cal crisis though they also brought big
troubles  to  bourgeoisie  with  both  its
economic  and  political  consequences.
What is more is that these kinds of peri-
ods of big periodical crises became a
sort  of  a  source  for  regeneration  (al-
though again towards its own end). So,
why does today's crisis mean a different
situation than others?

Isn't this today's situation which we de-
fine  as  existential  crisis  only  a  much
heavier version of the classical periodi-
cal (cyclical) crises? What is the eco-
nomic material basis, situation or level
which separates today's situation from
capitalism's internal crises, and makes it
an  external  one;  a  crisis  residing  be-

tween capitalism and the progress of the
history, rather than being within capi-
talism?

Crises of Capitalism

The main contradiction of capitalism
is the contradiction between the social
character of production and the private
character of the ownership of the means
of production. Capitalism has no other

option but to advance through increas-
ingly socializing the production in order
to accumulate more private property in
fewer hands. And this main contradic-
tion takes capitalism to completing its
own historical  function as much as it
develops. All the internal laws of capi-
talism function antagonistically on top
of this main contradiction and make it
deepened.  That  is  why  capitalism  al-
ways bears  various types of financial
and economical crises, it develops with
crises.

Financial Crises

Including the pre-capitalist periods,
there is always possibility of finan-
cial crisis in all the periods in which
the money continues to exist either

in the forms of commodity-money
or nominal-money. Possibility of cri-
sis appears at the same time with the
appearance  of  commodity  (as  the
producers and users get independent
from each other, whereas the market
appears  as  the  meeting  point  of
them)  and the  circulation of  com-
modity  through  money  bears  the
possibility of crisis since the begin-

ning. Financial crises
gain a special quality
in  capitalism.  How-
ever, until accumula-
tion  with  monetary
tools becomes domi-
nant  over  the  accu-
mulation  with  pro-
duction  of  surplus
value,  the real stag-
ger of financial crisis
does  not  emerge  in
the  mechanism  of
capitalism.  In  the
stage  of  imperialist
globalization,  accu-
mulation with mone-

tary tools has become dominant be-
cause  technical  innovation  of  pro-
duction  has  strengthened  the  ten-
dency of profit rate to fall and for
this  reason,  profitability  of  invest-
ments  for  producing surplus  value
has  decreased.  Effect  of  financial
crises has also increased correspond-
ingly.  The  fact  that  accumulation
with financial tools gets ahead of ac-
cumulation  with producing surplus
value, means both the expansion of
intervention opportunities to the cy-
cle of crisis with financial tools, and
the strengthening of the possibility
of serious bottlenecks  and crises to
trigger a financial crisis. The inter-
vention opportunity of the possibili-
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ties of  smaller crises  returns to the
capitalist class as a triggering risk of
possibilities  of  bigger,  denser  and
more centralized crises.

Economical Crises

Economic  crisis  (overproduction
crisis) is a basic law of the capitalist
order, an internal element of it. On
total social base, the capital invested
to production (regeneration of fixed
capital through physical and mental
degeneration  by  extracting  its  full
value to the total product has a cycli-
cal  quality  corresponding to  a  full
cycle  of  itself.  The  crisis  of  1825
was an expression, that manufacture
stage  of  capitalism was  over  and
transition to modern machinery in-
dustrial production had become pri-
mary.  With  this  crisis,  the  capital
starts  its  cycle  and once  it  started
that, it has to continue this cyclical
motion.
Until the stage of imperialist global-
ization, economic crises were in the
form of  classical  periodical  (cycli-
cal) cycles: depression – recession
– recovery - expansion.  The gen-
eral logic of  economic crises is de-
valuation of capital through capital
destruction (bankruptcies) in the pe-
riod of crisis, cheapening of invest-
ment  capital  to  create  a  basis  for
new  investments  and  emerging  of
conditions for the next recovery. 
In the stage of imperialist globaliza-
tion  (since  1970's),  on  the  other
hand, capital accumulation model is
characterized by two basic changes.
One is capital's heading to the spec-
ulative field with an increasing rate,
'accumulation  with  financial  tools'.
And the other one is international-
ization of production process in all
of  its  stages.  This  situation causes
mainly two consequences in the cy-
cle of crisis: a) increase of the effect
of financial processes over the eco-
nomic crisis,  b)  blurring of  period
through acceleration and flexibiliza-
tion of capital cycle.
How this  happens is  like that:  to-

gether with the dominance of accu-
mulation with financial tools, the in-
tervention opportunity to the possi-
bility  of  crisis  with  financial  tools
contains the opportunity of directing
both the problems due to overpro-
duction  in  intermediate  stages  of
production (overproduction of inter-
mediate products) and the consump-
tion through various types of con-
sumer credits (the most striking ex-
ample  of  this  is  housing  credits,
which the limitation of this interven-
tion  was  obvious  in  the  crisis  of
2008.) And this prevented the accu-
mulation of overproduction at spe-
cific  times  to  cause  crises.  It
strengthened the possibility to delay
the  crises  for  specific  periods.  On
the  other  hand,  periodical  mecha-
nism broke down even more. Just as
delaying the crisis means the accu-
mulation of crisis (concretely, just as
it fermented a very severe financial
crisis in 2008), it spread the facts of
the crises out to the crisis times and
spread the facts of non-crisis times
in the crisis times. That is because
overproduction is always relative; it
means producing more  than  to  be
sold, not producing more than to be
consumed. It is resulted from the ex-
istent   relations  of  production  and
the  order  of  capital  and  it  is  in-
evitable. Suppression of its self-ex-
pression in an outbursting way dur-
ing specific  periods even strength-
ened  the  poverty  whose  character
became  independent  from  crises,
rather  than  preventing  it. Relative
and  absolute  impoverishment  be-
came faster and chronic. Above all,
this means the possibility of heavier
overproduction crisis.
Internationalization of production is,
on the other hand, the other factor
that  caused  the  cycle  of  crisis  to
change radically. In the end, the pro-
duction cycle and the full cycle  of
capital got speed, whereas the real-
ization  time  of  profit  shortened.
Moreover,  the  expansion  of  world
market through integration, and the

physical  integration  of  production,
'the factory', with the market by the
expansion and fusion of the factory
in the same way, provided a flexible
order  of  production-stocking-circu-
lation and prevented the accumula-
tion of crises and local 'overproduc-
tion' bottleneck. This also caused the
facts  of  the  non-crisis  times   to
spread into the crises times and vice
versa.
What is essential in this table is that
the stages, especially the crisis stage,
are still distinguishable, but the re-
covery  stage  isn't.   This  actually
means the  elimination  of  recovery
stage,  the  decrease  of  the  growth
data and the spread of the facts of
non-crisis times into the crisis times,
etc.. On the other hand, this situation
is not a result of the disappearance
of  contradictions  which  cause  the
crises, on contrary, it is because the
contradictions  increased  so  much
that they caused the cycles to lose
their meanings. It created an accu-
mulation from which the contradic-
tions can explode violently and in-
stead of a typical periodical crisis, an
extreme 2008 crisis came up. This
was the crisis of imperialist global-
ization and an expression of the ex-
istential crisis.
This period of break down in the cri-
sis cycle were interpreted by some
others saying that capitalism had fi-
nally found a solution for its crises.
Yet, the issue was exactly the oppo-
site:  capitalism  has  fallen  from
strength  and  health  to  sustain  a
proper cycle.
Essentially, we are talking about the
accumulation  level  and  model  of
capital (the shrinkage of the condi-
tions  for  capital  centralization  and
capital  destruction)  that  reach to  a
limit  where it  can no longer carry
periodical  crises.  The  amount  of
capital in question of a crisis is so
much that destruction of capital has
become impossible and like so, the
updated  industrial  production  to
complete the classical cycle has got
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weaker. Until the stage of imperialist
globalization, like a clockwork ma-
chine, we see these crisis elements:
the economic crises for capitalism to
clear its guts from time to time with
a regular proper cycle. The financial
crises whose regulative side stands
out during the formation of average
profit  and  whose  destructive  sides
are less traumatic in terms of a com-
plete cycle, but generally more ef-
fective with respect to single capital-
ists and single sectors. The Big, spe-
cial periodical cyclical crises which
emerge  in  the  times  of  qualitative
changes  bringing  big  transforma-
tions into being on its own develop-
ment course of capitalism.
But, after a certain stage, these cut-
offs which can be seen at
the beginning as a reflex of
a unexpired machine who
protects  itself  from  high
voltage (it also causes in-
creasing  abrasion  and  at
the  same time,  a  sign  of
fragility)  become  the  re-
minders of the period of a
broken  machine  when  it
cuts  off  all  the  time  and
will  never  function  with
full productivity again and
it  is  about  to  be  thrown
into junk.
As the cycle of periodical
crisis  becomes  indistinct,  different
types  of  crises  merge  into  each
other. As their interaction increases,
the whole mechanism starts to seem
like a crisis image within this exis-
tential crisis.
What is standing at the center of this
table  is  this  fact:  excessive capital
surplus is becoming chronic and the
cycle is exceeding outside the stage
of crisis; and on contrary, unemploy-
ment is also becoming chronic and
the  cycle  is  exceeding  outside  the
stage of crisis. These acute ruptures
between  labor  and  capital  which
emerge  in  the  periods  of  financial
crises  could  be  prevented  through
devaluation  of  capital,  cheapening

of  investment  capital  and  appear-
ance  of  new  investment  fields  all
due to capital destruction and there-
fore through absorbing the relative
over-population by employing. The
main change with respect to capital
cycle,  is  related to  the removal of
this opportunity. And hence, it is the
essence of existential crisis, like we
will explain below.

Special Periodical Crises (Big Cycli-
cal Crises) and the Renovation of 
the Capital Accumulation Model

Some  of  the  periodical  crises  are
characterized  by  the  reaching  of
capital accumulation level in a given
period to the size which makes some
qualitative  changes  both  possible

and  compulsory.  In  such  periods,
features defined as possibility or ten-
dency up to that day, become laws.
Inclusive  political  developments
triggered by the sharpening of con-
tradictions rooted from there (wars,
revolutions,  big  mass  movements
and uprisings...) deepens the depres-
sion. Together with the bottleneck of
specific accumulation model of cap-
ital (by reaching the limits of accu-
mulation under those conditions and
by  requiring  other  conditions  to
move forward), they violently come
in view by integrating with the large
scale  political  consequences  or  by
being effected by those. It is certain
that there can no longer be a way to
move forward in  the same line in

such  periods.  Which  line  will  be
followed, by the way, is decided by
effects  of  political  processes  as
much as the laws of capitalist order.
(For  example,  whether  the  in-
evitability of wars between imperial-
ists and revolutionary wars can meet
with the politic subjects of the wars;
whether  the  existence  of  these
politic  subjects  can  meet  with  the
victory of wars, etc.)
Since these big cyclical crises bring
and  requires  the  leaping  advance-
ment of capital accumulation under
the  updated  conditions,  it  is  also
characterized with large scale reno-
vation of production model (organi-
zation of production and production
technology). For this reason, each of

them  has  accelerated  the
decaying  of  capitalism by
giving rise to the result of
working of the declination
tendency of profit rates in a
leaping way in total of the
process.
Therefore, it will be benefi-
cial  to  say  a  few  words
about the differences of to-
day's existential crisis with
the  big  cyclical  crises
which burst out in previous
periods  and  opened  new
paths  for  capitalist  order
with  a  conclusive  renova-

tion.
The crisis  of  1873-76 was one of
those big cyclical crises. The source
of  the bottleneck  (the  obstacle
against the advancement of capital
accumulation) was free competition.
Free competition had completed its
motive mission running for a certain
stage in which the capital accumula-
tion with centralization was ahead. It
had become not a motivation but an
obstacle  against  a  more  advanced
accumulation which obligatorily in-
cluded the accumulation via central-
ization.  The  quantitative  level  of
capital  accumulation  had  reached
the  quality  where  it  could  absorb
and had to absorb more raw mate-
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rial, more labor force with more de-
veloped  production  tools  (which
means  more  developed  means  of
production as a whole). The existent
accumulation  model  was  not
enough. To absorb such scale of pro-
duction  forces,  higher  amounts  of
capital  needed  to  be  collected  in
each  hands.  Liquidation  of  free
competition in order to centralize the
capital more (monopoly) and widen-
ing to non-capitalistic fields through
exporting  capital  in  order  to  get
more  centralization  (imperialist
colonization)  had  become  a  must.
This  crisis  became  the  starting
process of the stage of imperialism.

The crisis of 1929-33 was also that
kind of a crisis. The bottleneck was
caused by getting the impossibleness
of the evolutionary progress of accu-
mulation based on capital export due
to  monopolistic  competition.  After
the re-division of world market with
the 1st re-division war, the law of un-
even development had brought out a
new table of uneven distribution of
colonies, competition among impe-
rialists had sharpened, accumulation
via capital export had entered into a
bottleneck. The capital was forced to
obtain a leap through both becoming
preponderant at the re-division and
an internal  deepening,  but  not  ex-

panding outwards under the current
division conditions. To clear its path,
a) the issue of re-division came into
question, b) these pushed the capital
to a centralization leap for an inten-
sification  leap.  There  occurred  a
need for collective capitalist owner-
ship to be developed through mo-
nopolization with leaps in the forms
of relatively big trustifications. What
is more important, is that there also
occurred a need for bourgeois state
as collective capitalist to be devel-
oped  by  undertaking  big  invest-
ments. This financial obligation had
found its meaning in various forms
of political programs of bourgeoisie
(developing monopolistic state capi-
talism which was embodied with the
Keynesian  model  or  fascist  politic
programs  inside,  programs  of  war
for  re-division  of  colonies  or  pro-
grams of reconstruction of colonies
outside).
There was a very basic politic factor
which deepened the crisis, acceler-
ated the process forward and pushed
the transformation of the capital ac-
cumulation  model  into  a  specific
form during this period. As the ex-
pansion of the market had been lim-
ited due to the victory of the October
revolution,  increasing  the  absolute
surplus value exploitation in order to

develop the current markets in depth
had also been limited again due to
political  conditions  (revolution
threat). Freedom struggles regarding
opening  the  fields,  which  had  not
been ruled by the capitalist relations
yet, to capitalist exploitation and the
risk of full detachment of those from
the capitalist system came into ques-
tion.  The real unconditional devel-
opment ability and possibility of the
productive forces were embodied in
the name of October revolution.
Under these conditions,  capital  ac-
cumulation  could  only  proceed
through two contradicting, but uni-
fied channels, and it did. Decaying
side of this proceeding were re-divi-
sion of colonies appropriate to the
current  distribution  of  the  capital
accumulation,  overcoming the geo-
graphical  limitation  of  the  market
through defeating socialism militar-
ily and developing fascism and an
imperialist re-division war in order
to suppress the revolutionary strug-
gles.
The war option did neither become a
mean  of  such  re-division  of
colonies,  nor  expand  the  market
geographically; it rather resulted in
even narrowing it (new revolutions).
Under  these  conditions,  bour-
geoisie's  collective voluntary  inter-
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* More than half of the total wealth is in the hand of the richest 1% population since 2015.
* The wealth of world's richest 8 families (426 billion dollars) equals to the total wealth of world's poorest 50% population.
* The wealth of poorest 50% has never gone above the 1,5% since 2000. Between the same years, the wealth of richest 1%
has never gone below 46% and always been in rise.
* According to this, the world's poorest 50% owns less than the quarter of 1% of the world's wealth in total.
* Between the years of 1988-2011, annual income of the world's poorest 10% showed an increase less than 3 dollars, while
the income  if the richest 1% increased more than 182 times.
* For the year 2015, the rate of total assets of world's poorest 50% was estimated 0,7%, but this rate became 0,2% in reality. 
* This number did not show any increase also for 2016.This number was realized as -0,4% for the poorest 10% (negative
wealth due to debts)
* 70% of the poorest 50% lives in the low income countries.
* The poorest 10% of the world population earns less than 1,90 dollars per day and this income is below the limit of
extreme poorness.
* There happened a 7,3% regression in the land ownership of the poorest 20% between the years 1990-2000.
* 59% of the agreements about lands between these years were executed in the extent of land expropriation of peoples.
* In Latin America where the distribution of lands is the most uneven, 1% within the whole farms holds more fertile lands
in hand than the other 99%.
Source: Oxfam report of 2017



vention  came  up  in  the  fields  of
economics,  military  and  politics.
Leaving the political goals and re-
sults  aside,  economically,  it  meant
the  following:  collective  capitalist
(monopolist state) had to intervene
in the situation for more centraliza-
tion  and  intensification.  Economi-
cally,  this  also  covered  overtaking
the large scale investment needs in
the name of  whole  capitalist  class
and this was the productive side, the
productive channel of the proceed-
ing.
There was no time for accumulation
based on capital export to progress
globally with an evolutionary way.
Capital had to quicken its own de-
caying speed. It had to unify and up-
surge its forces against the socialist
forces by centralization and intensi-
fication.
When it comes to 1974, accumula-
tion model based on capital export
reached its limits. Domestic markets
could  no  longer  expand  with  the
current conditions.
The  source  of  the  bottleneck  this
time, was basically the division of
the market. The level of the capital
accumulation was too big to  have
new conditions to develop the pro-
ductive  forces  on  national  bases.
Domestic markets had grown up to
their own borders. The current cen-
tralization and intensification of the
capital made the intervention of state
to economy as a collective capitalist
unnecessary.  Single  capitalists  be-
came available to do these on their
own, bourgeois state became a re-
dundant competitor. The current ac-
cumulation  model  was  once  more
not enough to move forward.
This level also brought progressing
through two contradicting, but uni-
fied channels whose decaying side
again was dominant. The productive
side of the progress was the devel-
opment  of  a  production  system
which  was  socialized  enough  to
carry all stages of production to an
international level and create an in-

tegrated  world  market.  The  non-
productive, the decaying side, on the
other hand, was the expansion of ex-
cessive capital surplus and getting of
accumulation  with  financial  tools
ahead (profit through usurpation, not
through productivity).
When it comes to 2008, this time, a
situation different than all previous
big cyclical crises was in expression.
The  bottleneck was ultimately re-
lated to the limitations in the context
of “capitalizing the non-capitalistic
relations” in all previous processes.
This time, there were non-capitalis-
tic obstacles causing the accumula-
tion model to choke.
Today, what is causing the accumu-
lation  model  to  choke  is  just  the
level of current accumulation itself.
The capital can not jump to a higher
accumulation model not because of
being unable to centralize or inten-
sify enough, but because of over-in-
tensifying and over-centralizing. It is
not  carrying  out  more  advanced
technologies, the production models
which develop the labor productivity
not because of insufficient central-
ization and intensification or lack of
accumulation. It is not carrying out
these because it is not interested due
to  excessive  accumulation  even
though there is no indirect relation in
between. As expressed in the crises
of 1930 and 1974, since the stage of
imperialism, since the dominance of
the financial capital, the capital ac-
cumulation has been developing in
the direction of decaying. However,
today, the decaying is the basic side,
but the development has become an
auxiliary and deficient  feature.
As follows, the saying “the real ob-
stacle of capitalist production is the
capital” has no longer been an in-
sight, a tendency, but become an ac-
tual reality, an actual law. The 2008
financial crisis was a crisis symbol-
izing and expressing that imperialis-
tic world capitalist system has been
in an existential crisis for a while.
We can find all the data about this

existential in the 2008 crisis, but we
can not  identify  its  existence  only
with this crisis. So, we will discuss it
in a separate context  as existential
crisis.

The Existential Crisis

The existential crisis is the name of
the reality that capitalism is heading
towards the last  limits  of its  inner
tendencies,  towards  the  quantity
limits  where  a  qualitative  change
can  only  happen  by  transforming
into its opposite.

Detachment of Labor and Capital 
From Each Other

We have already mentioned that ex-
cessive capital surplus and mass un-
employment throughout the stage of
imperialist globalization became ac-
celerated and chronic. 
Inability to destruct capital through
bankruptcy, war, etc. (at a meaning-
ful amount regarding today's capital
accumulation level) and the fail of
crises in  this  regard,  have become
characteristic during the whole stage
of imperialist globalization. It is no
coincidence  that  the  trademark  of
the 2008 crisis was saving the big
monopolies  from  bankruptcies  by
nationalizing the  debts.  It  was  an-
nouncing that this tendency has be-
come a basic feature from now on.
Chronic mass unemployment stands
at the opposite pole of this reality.
Proletariat is expanding in amount.
However,  during this  expansion of
the proletariat, the increasing speed
of the unemployed ones is starting to
exceed the increasing speed of the
number of the employed ones.
Yet the whole deal of capitalism is
just to ensure the free laborer and the
capital owner to meet and to con-
stantly find more profitable ways for
this meeting in favor of the capital-
ist!
On one side, there is excess capital
and on the other side, there is the
chronic excess labor force. So, this
situation has no longer been an acute
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situation  as  an  internal  element  of
the mechanism of capitalist produc-
tion relations which bursts out dur-
ing the periodical crises. Labor and
capital is in a phase of detachment,
not  temporary,  but  systematically.
And the whole objective basis,  all
the internal lawfulness now serve for
deepening this situation. The power
of  influence  of  all  the  tendencies
working  opposite  to  this  situation
have weakened (foreign trade due to
integration  of  world  market  and
reaching  its  limits;  devaluation  of
the capital due to reaching its own
limits through distortion of periodi-
cal crises; increase of absolute sur-
plus value exploitation due to com-
ing  to  the  limits  of  slavery  labor,
etc.)
In summary, meeting of labor with
capital (the main condi-
tion  for  the  capitalist
production) does not se-
cure  the  maximum
profit (the main goal of
the  capitalist  produc-
tion). Existential condi-
tions  of  the  capitalist
production  have  be-
come in a  state  that  it
cannot  realize  its  exis-
tential goal, and this sit-
uation is chronic.
Chronic mass unemployment, which
means that an ever-growing propor-
tion of the labor force is never able
to  meet  with  the  labor  conditions,
thus with the capital, is forming one
of the limitations of the development
of capital accumulation through in-
creasing the absolute surplus value.
Its weakening, as a reverse law bal-
ancing the declination tendency of
profit rates, deepens the decaying of
capital.
There is also a limit for increasing
the relative surplus value. So, if you
push  the  surplus  labor  towards  6
hours of a worker who is working
for 12 hours, then towards 11 hours,
and then towards 11 hours and 45
minutes, you will get closer to zero

line  regarding  the  necessary  labor.
Developing the productivity of labor
increases the relative surplus value
so limitlessly that the production of
surplus value advances to the limit
where it turns into its opposite and
disappears.  Constantly  increasing
the relative surplus value also gives
birth  to  a  declination  tendency  of
profit rates which is gradually get-
ting closer to the zero line. This dec-
lination  tendency of  profit  rates  is
alarming for single capitalists and in
the end for the whole capitalist class.
In regard to the labor of slavery, the
whole labor is the surplus labor and
the whole labor is the necessary la-
bor. Such that, the condition for sur-
viving is its surplus labor. Its whole
surplus labor is the necessary labor
for its survival. Straining the neces-

sary  labor  to  the  zero  line  means
straining the free laborer to the labor
of slavery limit.
On contrary,  excessive  increase  of
the labor productivity is heading to-
wards the limit  of robotic produc-
tion,  which  means,  this  time,  to-
wards the limit in which the surplus
value is zeroed by being made abso-
lute  and  the  machine  can  deliver
only and only its own value to the
product.
The fact that the free laborer works
for his/her own account in some part
of the workday and  for a capitalist,
who  he/she  chooses  freely  in  the
market,  in  some other  part  of  the
workday  (the  distinction  between
the necessary and the surplus labor)
is the main difference of capitalism
from the previous production rela-

tions.  As  the  capitalist  production
develops,  the  difference  becomes
distinctive. However as the develop-
ment  progresses  in  the  direction
deepening the decaying, we can see
that historical development opportu-
nity  has  lost  correspondingly  and
searchings opposite to historical de-
velopment has become the dominant
tendency.
This 'turning into its own opposite'
limit is expressed in the form of ac-
cumulation of  conditions  in  which
the 'free laborer' will either be a la-
borer and not free (the limit of slav-
ery labor), or be free but not a la-
borer  (being  free  to  sell  the  labor
power but inability to find a place to
sell it). This situation draws the lines
of development of capital accumula-
tion. The tendency of shifting the in-

dustrial  investments
from technology inten-
sive  fields  to  labor  in-
tensive fields becomes a
sign  of  vacillation  of
capital accumulation as
hitting and crashing into
these lines.

Opportunity to Develop 
the Market  – Capitaliza-
tion of the Non-capitalis-
tic Relations

We have summarized which bottle-
neck points were overcome, which
tendencies  turned  into  laws  and
which quantities turned into a new
quality and their roles in each of the
fundamental  qualitative  jump peri-
ods during the progress of capitalist
order.
What is the reason behind the bottle-
neck of capital accumulation today?
In which forms can the development
be from now on? Are there possibili-
ties to find an answer to this within
the  capitalism's  own  lawfulness?
This is the question with respect to
the existential crisis.
All the bases for it to move forward
are  not  qualitative  but  quantitative
and  only  cause  the  crisis  to  blow
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more. Let's look at the possible de-
velopment bases within its own in-
ternal lawfulness.
What is the situation for the market
regarding its expansion opportunity?
Today, there is no piece of land left
in the world outside the capitalist ex-
ploitation (as in the pre-capitalist or
socialist forms). A restriction of cap-
ital movement due to national bor-
ders  is  out  of  question.  And there
isn't any obstruction in front of the
development  of  capital  centraliza-
tion (each monopoly 'smaller'  than
the  monopolist  world  bourgeoisie,
each corporation is either integrated
with the monopolist bourgeoisie or
there is nothing to stop them from
drifting into bankruptcy; monopolist
world bourgeoisie as the ruling class
of the stage of imperialist globaliza-
tion is actually sover-
eign  over  the  whole
world market, etc.)
Then,  there  is  only
one possible  way for
the market to expand
(to  progress  out-
wardly):  to  complete
the  process  of  finan-
cial-economical  colo-
nization  (integration
of regions which were
not outside capitalism but unable to
be integrated into the process of im-
perialist  globalization).  Although
monopolist  world  bourgeoisie  has
overcome the confronting obstacles
here (bourgeoisies historically repre-
senting a more backward position by
resisting against changing or apply-
ing  more  backward  development
models as they see the crisis  as a
chance;  struggles  of  working class
and the oppressed historically repre-
senting a more progressive position)
without getting a heavy damage, this
is not a qualitative change. Without
a  doubt,  the  opportunity  to  move
forward from here is important (but
it is not easy in this crisis situation
and  in the case of failure, there will
be drastic political consequences in

the forms of revolutionary waves ),
however it will not be a support of a
new qualitative jump, a financial up-
surge move.
Such that, even though the contra-
dictions between the imperialists get
sharper  and it  goes  forward  along
with the realities and the possibilities
of regional wars, a 'war for re-divi-
sion of the colonies' with the mean-
ing in the past periods is not a con-
temporary  renewal  opportunity.  As
colonization has advanced up to the
form  of  financial-economic  colo-
nization,  as  all  the  regions  of  the
world have opened to the world mo-
nopolies  for  indirect  exploitation,
how can 're-division' have a revival
meaning  'from  the  standpoint  of
people' but not from the eyes of sin-
gle or group of bourgeoisie? At this

quantitative level of socialization of
production,  the ones,  who may be
interested in whether the regions to
be redivided will be its own market
or  not,  can  be  financial-economic
colonies at most, who are dreaming
of becoming imperialist itself. Impe-
rialist monopolist world bourgeoisie,
on  the  other  hand,  has  grown  so
much that interest  to its  childhood
toy,  'own  market',  does  not  even
cross  through  its  mind.  The  only
thing which can be removed about
the nations is the obstacles in front
of  the  circulation  of  labor  force
commodity,  which  removing  these
means destroying the opportunities
of  increasing  the  absolute  surplus
value exploitation which has already
been restricted.
One step forward from the financial-

economic colony can be historically
a few steps backward at most, a me-
dieval style empire order, which is
by the way, a non-capitalistic rela-
tion form anymore.

Opportunity to Deepen the Market - 
Progress of Monopolization

Opportunities to progress in depth in
the current market is also extremely
limited. This seems like a contradic-
tion at first. While there are lots of
wide regions which are bound to the
imperialist world system but still in
a  backward  level  of  capitalist  de-
velopment,  why can't  the opportu-
nity for deepening the world market
be an exit point and why does it be-
come a sign of the closeness to the
limits where it turns into its oppo-
site?

Deepening of the inte-
grated  world  market
means the progress of
monopolization  even
more.
Monopolization  is
progressing  through
two ways. One is to-
wards  the  absorption
of the monopoly indi-
rectly  by  destructing
all  small  producers.

And two is towards keeping small
producers alive and binding them to
the monopoly. In the first one, the
progress (in which we have to as-
sume  that  'progress  in  depth'  in-
evitably corresponds to progress of
absolute monopolization) means the
liquidation of the second one at the
same rate, which is the form of mo-
nopolization  based on the  produc-
tions chains.
However, today, the basis which the
whole world bourgeoisie stands on,
is the system of production chains.
And if we want to mention about a
maneuver field, a concession oppor-
tunity for capitalism, the only field
would be actually the realization of
the current monopolization in such
form.  Because  this  form pulls  the
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constant capital  down to the mini-
mum required  level  for  the  world
monopoly  to  produce  with  such a
great scale. Thus, by also pulling the
technical  component  of  the capital
down,  it  balances  the  declination
tendency of profit rates and makes
the  technological  renovation  still
available through creating the basis
where the surplus profit can still be
realized.
Unless the production chains mech-
anism  as  today's  monopolization
form functions as a mechanism to
leak additional profit from the pro-
ducer  at  the  lower  phases  of  the
chain towards world monopolies, in
other words, if all the capital invest-
ment controlled by a world monop-
oly is realized by this
monopoly  indirectly,
the profit rate will fall
largely  from the rate
of today.
The  same  system  is
also  the  main  condi-
tion  for  national  bor-
ders to function as the
outer  walls  of  the
cheap  labor  force
pools.  It  is  the order,
in which the tendency
of  production  capital
heading towards labor
intensive fields, not towards technol-
ogy intensive fields, that this oppo-
site historical tendency, which is a
sign of existential crisis, can be sus-
tainable with. 
Then,  although  the  tendency  to-
wards  absolute,  'pure'  monopoliza-
tion continues functioning inevitably
(speculative capital,  capital usurpa-
tion  via  plundering  -usurpation  of
surplus value- is even enough by it-
self  for  this  tendency to  develop),
the dominant one for the world mo-
nopolies is the other one, which is
the tendency to develop conditions
for  cheap  purchase  from  sub-pro-
ducers instead of monopolization to
keep the profit rates high. And this
means keeping the capitalists at the

lower phases of the production chain
alive.
Such that,  when looking from this
standpoint, there is a limit of turning
into its own opposite, where the mo-
nopolies  are  the  obstacles  them-
selves as much as they are the real
propellers of the monopolization. As
much as they starve, monopolies do
also fear  from  monopolization.
Within the tendencies working in the
same and opposite directions, the ef-
fective  power  of  the  tendencies
slowing the monopolization has in-
creased because of the monopolies
themselves.

Opportunity to Renew the Technical
Basis of Production

Monopolization  based  on the  pro-

duction chains as the system to in-
crease the additional profit functions
as follows. A capitalist is not volun-
tary to use a new technology as long
as it lowers the profit rates, no mat-
ter  how much it  increases  the ex-
ploitation of surplus value. The pro-
pellant power of renovation of tech-
nical basis of production is the law
of competition and the possibility to
obtain surplus value which provides
superiority in this competition. In to-
day's  conditions,  the  possibility  of
surplus value through renewing the
technical  basis  of  production  re-
quires the progress of monopoliza-
tion via absolute forms, an accumu-
lation  model  which  extremely  de-
creases the profit rates. However it

does not attempt to this. Technologi-
cal renovation opportunities do not
get  into  usage  unless  it  becomes
compulsory due to exacerbation of
the competition. In this situation, the
tendency  to  keep  the  additional
profit in hand with the current mo-
nopolistic model is ahead of the ten-
dency to keep it in hand through a
big  scale  technological  renovation.
Technological  renovation  comes
into use indirectly from the produc-
tion chains. As a result, the content
of the technological renovation gets
weaker  and  its  speed  in  terms  of
coming into use decreases.
Competition among the biggest mo-
nopolies also obliges the technologi-
cal  renovation  for  them.  They  re-

spond  to  this  obliga-
tion  by  keeping  the
channels open to over-
come this on the basis
of  international  divi-
sion  of  labor  and  by
this way, the first solu-
tion in the competition
among  the  biggest
monopolies is not the
technological  renova-
tion,  but  the  expand-
ing of economical and
political  conditions to
get  an  advantageous

position in benefiting from the inter-
national division of labor.
Besides, the need for technological
renovation  is  partially  revolving
considering  the  fierce  competition
(for the sake of being a sub-contrac-
tor firm) among the producers at the
lower phases of the chain. Their first
move is the exploitation of cheap la-
bor  under  the  wildest  conditions.
But the competition is pushing the
ones at these lower phases for tech-
nological renovation. So, technolog-
ical renovation comes into agenda of
the ones at the upper phases not di-
rectly, but through wandering all the
way from these lower phases indi-
rectly. Of course, a meaningful reno-
vation in regard to capitalist produc-
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tion demands the centralized and in-
tensified capital accumulated in the
hands  of  the  ones  at  the  upper
phases.
We have said that without the possi-
bility of surplus profit, technological
renovation cannot draw enough in-
terest for  the capitalist. Yet, the level
of monopolization provides a long
term  basis  for  leaking  additional
profit from the lower phases of the
production chain. Then, technologi-
cal renovation which causes the mo-
nopolization to get deeper draws less
and less attention of the capitalist as
it monopolizes more and more. Its
tendency  heads  towards  buying
cheap raw material, cheap interme-
diate products and cheap labor force.
This  is  how  it  is  for  each  single
world  monopolies  and  because  of
that, for the world economy as well.
The  world  monopolies,  which  are
sovereign over the world economy,
that means they are in a decisive po-
sition for a conclusive renovation of
the world economy, are the least in-
terested ones for a conclusive reno-
vation.
When looking from this angle, the
general tendency of the monopolist
world bourgeoisie is in the direction
strengthening the factors decelerat-
ing  the  absolute  monopolization
speed.  Monopolization  tendency is
getting closer to the limit where it
will turn into its opposite.
 The capital cannot progress without
constantly renewing the technologi-
cal  basis  of  production  and  con-
stantly  developing  the  productive
forces. But the basis of this is fact
depends  on  developing  production
for the sake of  developing capital.
This equation does not work in the
other way as such developing capital
in  order  to  develop  production.
Since  the  development  of  produc-
tion methods is not a goal but an in-
strument,  as  the  instrument  devel-
ops, it tends to develop beyond the
limit  of  'for  capital  development'.
The goal enters into a conflict with

the instrument. Today, this conflict,
together  with the formation of  the
integrated  world  market,  has  ma-
tured  completely.  The  question  of
the  development  of  productive
forces stands not as leaning to the
capital limit, but as a sheer issue.

Opportunity for Accumulation with 
Monetary Tools and Its Limits

There are also limitations for the ac-
cumulation  with  monetary  tools
which means the flow of capital into
the speculation field. Since the sur-
plus  value,  which  is  usurped  via
speculation and change hands, is ob-
tained  from  industrial  production,
shrinkage  and  restrictions  in  this
field also become the limitation for
the  accumulation  through  specula-
tion. Such that, surpass of this kind
of  accumulation  causes  the capital
accumulation to get closer to its op-
posite and to appear like a histori-
cally more backward kind, 'accumu-
lation as wealth'.

Capital Destruction and Exodus of 
Capital Backwards

OK,  if  the  roads  in  depth  and  in
width open to the dead-ends and the
forward direction is congested, is it a
solution to escape  backward? “The
Backward Exodus” is a given fact
within capitalist system in terms of a
progressing  opportunity.   Each  of
the periodical  crisis  is  a  backward
exodus in  order  to  move forward.
However, the situation on this matter
is also different than yesterday. Not
only the roads of a backward exodus
are congested, but also they are not a
progressing opportunity anymore.
Materializing a meaningful destruc-
tion of capital cannot happen with-
out heavily damaging the system in
terms  of  political  and  economical
consequences. It also cannot happen
without putting the rulers of the sys-
tem (monopolist world bourgeoisie)
under an actual risk. Even if it hap-
pens, it  will not be an opportunity
for  capitalist  order  for  a  historical
progress.  Each  capital  destruction

brings more centralization and inten-
sification along. It works for some-
thing  to  move  forward.  But  the
question is: more centralization and
intensification for what? Of course,
as a last evaluation, each bourgeoisie
considers its own  account and the
answer will be: for maximum profit
(for  the  maximum  profit  of  'x'
bourgeoisie).  It  can  be  considered
like this. World bourgeoisie will act
according to this mentality. But this
is  only  quantitative.  As  a  whole,
what are the results from the view-
point of the society, as a feature of
the system? Yesterday, more central-
ization and intensification meant the
ability to  carry more technological
renovation and/or renovation of or-
ganization of production (a produc-
tion  organization  which  requires  a
larger  scale  of  capital  investment).
However,  in  today's  situation,  we
have already seen  that  the  current
level of the accumulation is the main
reason to  make such a  renovation
impossible.

In lieu of Conclusion

Transformation  of  capital  into  its
own obstacle unveils an existential
crisis. In this crisis, every step for-
ward will  rebound back since it gets
close  to  its  own  opposite.  While
each capitalist is looking for ways to
increase their profit and is looking
either ahead or back to do that, they
will have to start back after crashing
and burning at the objective limits of
capitalism; yet they will not give up
searching. In total, class of the capi-
talists is in between the devil and the
deep blue sea in this crisis. The pro-
ceeding direction is not the direction
from which a more advanced capital
accumulation  can  give  rise  a  new
quality.  Therefore,  until  the condi-
tions  of  capitalist  production  will
reach its  own end with a  political
revolution led by the working class,
the portrait of the bourgeoisie will be
economical, political and ideological
exitlessness, conflict and repression.
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3.Collapse of the Bourgeois Ideology

To what  should  we  ascribe  that  the
most  genuine bourgeois  economists,
even  the  big  corporate  bosses  said
“Marx was right” during that big cri-
sis  of  2008  which  has  crackled  the
world economy? How about  today's
flag bearers of the state intervention
for  the  crisis  and  bankruptcy,  who
were once exalting the free market al-
most to the level of god and counting
the words mentioning about the state
intervention as a sin?

Marx said this: “At a certain stage of
development, the material productive
forces  of  society  come  into  conflict
with the existing relations of produc-
tion  or  –  this  merely  expresses  the
same thing in legal terms – with the
property  relations  within  the  frame-
work  of  which  they  have  operated
hitherto. From forms of development
of  the  productive  forces  these  rela-
tions turn into their fetters. Then be-
gins an era of social revolution. The
changes in the economic foundation
lead sooner or later to the transfor-
mation of the whole immense super-
structure.”1

When the dominant material relations
of the society, which means the eco-
nomic foundations of it,  goes into a
deepening  crisis;  law,  politics,  reli-
gion,  art  or  philosophy  forming  its
superstructure, that is to say, the ideo-
logical formations which people give
meaning to their social existence and
relations in their own consciousness,
also go into a process of chaotic in-
version.

The existential crisis of capitalism, of
the last exploiting and class-based so-
cial formation, is the exposure of the
society be caught by a deadly crisis
thoroughly with all  economical,  po-
litical  and  ideological  dimensions.
The dissolution of the bourgeois ide-

1Karl  Marx,  A  Contribution  to  the
Critique of Political Economy, Foreword,
Marx-Engels, Selected Works, Vol 1, Sol
Publications, 1976, s.609.

ological  hegemony  along  with  a
chaotic situation that the superstruc-
ture gradually arrives is one primary
stratum of this crisis.

Let's begin our analysis at this stra-
tum by having a short trip in the note-
books  of  Gramsci  and  borrowing  a
decisive concept from there.

Bourgeois Ideological Hege-
mony

Bourgeoisie  sustains  its  sovereignty
through both the domination and the
hegemony.  Gramsci  emphasizes  this
fact by explaining that sovereignty is
identical  with coercion but  adminis-
tering  requires  the  consent.  While
domination means to coercion, hege-
mony means the production of con-
sent.  As  the  coercion,  which  means
dictatorship,  is  concretized  in  the
armed  suppression  apparatuses,  the
production of consent,  which means
hegemony, is concretized in the ideo-
logical  apparatuses.  With  a  more
complete  expression,  hegemony  is
the  sustainability  capacity  of  the
power  of  ruling  class  over  the  op-
pressed classes, mainly through their
consent.

Rising of the bourgeoisie to the posi-
tion of sovereign class and its consol-
idation of class sovereignty, substan-
tiate  through  its  universalizing  its
own class interest and presenting that
interest as identical with the interest
of the whole society. Because, in the
modern history, a class that assumes
the role for administering must  per-
suade the whole society that it has the

strength  and  capability  for  adminis-
tering,  and  must  convince  the other
classes that it practices its own inter-
est  as  the  interest  of  whole  society.
This states that the class which gath-
ers  the  economic-material  power  at
its hand and takes up the administra-
tion of the society, becomes the hege-
monic.

Individual  interest  in  society is  the
particular  appearance of  the  general
class interest abstracted from individ-
uals.  The  interest  of  the  bourgeois
individual,  therefore,  independent
from his/her personality, is the objec-
tive expression of the general interest
of  the  bourgeois  class.  However,
when this general class interest is fic-
tionalized as the interest of whole so-
ciety  on  the  ideological  level,  all
members of the society are needed to
be  objectificated  through  being
linked  to  this  general  class  interest.
The worker is the one who produces
the capital, that is to say, the money,
but his/her labor power is bought by
the  money  that  he/she  produces.
Money  rules  over  the  worker  and
gains a personality. The worker who
is alienated to his/her own labor, on
the other hand, transforms into an ap-
pendage  of   means  of  production,
into  a  labor  power  object  which
money  buys,  and  hence,  he/she  be-
comes a reified. In this case, individ-
ual  interest  of  the  worker,  does  not
spontaneously emerge as the particu-
lar expression of the general interest
of  the  working class.  While  money,
as the materialized focus of the fic-
tionalized  general  social  interest,  is
subjectificated,  the  worker  is  objec-
tificated.  Individuals  making  up  the
working  class,  by  this  way,  consti-
tutes a mass which actually internal-
izes the viewpoint of its class oppo-
site.

Hegemonic bourgeois ideology plants
the sovereign class ideas and values
to the consciousness of all  members
of the society. People under the influ-

23



ence of ideological hegemony, evalu-
ate  the  social  incidents  with  an
adopted  viewpoint.  This  viewpoint
which  they  consider  as  their  own,
with  the  words  of  Gramsci,  is  the
commonsense  and natural  for  them.
Here, the commonsense is the trans-
formed version of the sovereign bour-
geois  class  philosophy,  which  infil-
trates through various simplifications
and turns into the philosophy of aver-
age masses as the deep-rooted behav-
ior  stereotypes  of  society,  virtues,
moral norms and religion forms. Op-
pressed  people  thinking  within  the
boundaries  framed by  the  common-
sense,  become  the  bearers  of  the
thinking of the sovereign class, which
is  transformed  into  commonsense,
and thus the re-producers of the exist-
ing social relations. The tendency to
question  this  social  relations  and to
change them gradually,  for instance,
the  awakening of  the  idea  and will
which  comprehends  that  the  unlim-
ited wealth of a parasite minority ver-
sus the ever increasing poverty of the
vast  majority is  no way natural  and
that must absolutely be changed, can
only spread among the masses when
the  commonsense,  this  alienated
consciousness, crackles down.

Those  words  of  Marx  and  Engels,
tells  exactly  about  this  situation:
“The ideas of the ruling class are in
every epoch the ruling ideas, i.e. the
class  which  is  the  ruling  material
force of society, is at the same time
its ruling intellectual force. The class
which has the means of material pro-
duction at its disposal,  has the con-
trol at the same time over the means
of mental production, so that thereby,
generally speaking, the ideas of those
who  lack  the  means  of  mental  pro-
duction are subject to it. The ruling
ideas are nothing more than the ideal
expression of the dominant material
relationships, the dominant material
relationships  grasped  as  ideas.”2

Law,  art,  religion,  philosophy,  poli-
tics, which are stamped by the bour-
geoisie, are functional in binding the
working  class  and  the  oppressed  to

2Karl  Marx  –  Friedrich  Engels,  the
German  Ideology  (Feuerbach),  Sol
Publications, 1992, p.70.

the bourgeois world view. The means
of mental production are the ideolog-
ical  apparatuses  with  a  wide  range
from school, academy, family, media,
church and mosque, law, party, trade
union and association, think-tank in-
stitution, theater and cinema.

Hegemony,  pulls  the  dictatorship  to
the  background and hides  it.  More-
over, it creates the legitimacy thought
of the coercion apparatuses like army,
police,  jurisdiction,  and  prison,  for
example creating a belief that the mo-
nopoly of using weapons for political
purposes can only belong to the state,
and makes oppressed classes  accept
this  thought.  Thus,  the  oppressed
classes  are  rendered  as  convinced
that those who don't give consent to
the  power  and  become  targeted  by
the state force, have already deserved
this,  thereby  they  get  ideologically
disarmed.

As Gramsci said, the state is not only
an apparatus which founds and pro-
tects  the  sovereignty  of  the  ruling
class, but at the same time, is a total-
ity of practical and mental functions
producing  consents  of  those  who  it
keeps  under  its  administration,  it  is
“the hegemony which is strengthened
by  force.”3 The  state,  itself,  is  a
source  of  hegemony  as  much  as  it
manages to present itself as a being
which stands above the society, looks
after  the  interests  of  all  classes  and
keeps  them in  balance  and controls
the social conflicts without bias. Vol-
untary participation to the bourgeois
parliamentary system may be the pri-
mary form of ideological  hegemony
over  the  oppressed  classes.  There-
fore,  bourgeois  democracy  itself  is
one  single  ideological  factor.  Even
the bourgeois army is not only effec-
tive  as  a  military  organization,  but
also  as  an  apparatus  spreading  the

3Antonio  Gramsci,  Notebooks  from
Prison, Onur Publications, 1986, p.186.

dominant ideology.

The stratum of intellectuals provides
the organic connection between infra-
structure  and  superstructure.  Intel-
lectuals,  form the  ideas  and institu-
tions which composes the ideological
and  political  identity  of  social  in-
tegrity,  carry  out  the  ideological
hegemony  and  political  administra-
tion duties of the ruling class. Politi-
cians,  religious authorities,  teachers,
journalists,  broadcasters,  artists,
writers,  academicians,  philosophers
compose  this  intellectuals  stratum.
Shortly,  organic  intellectuals  build
the collective consciousness of their
own  class,  operate  the  ideology  of
their class at social, economical and
political  levels.  The  world  view  of
the ruling class is spread to the whole
society  by  the  organic  intellectuals
who work as its officers and brought
in  as  the  commonsense  of  average
people.

A social integrity based on a continu-
ous coercion of the bourgeois order,
is  not  economically  and  politically
sustainable  in  long  terms.  Because,
capital  is  produced  by  the  relation-
ship between free capital owner and
free  labor  power  owner.  This,  is  a
business  contract  between  lawfully
free and equal individuals and one of
the  main  distinctions  of  capitalist
productions from the other exploita-
tive  class  societies.  And  bourgeois
state,  claims  to  represent  the  whole
population constituted of single equal
and free citizens in terms of a formal-
lawful equality. Of course, there will
be no reproduction of the capital rela-
tions without the acceptance of these
general norms which actually belong
to  capital  class  by  the  whole  sides.
Bourgeois ideological hegemony, en-
sures the voluntary acceptance of this
norms by the laboring majority. But,
once  the  hegemony  is  constituted,
there is no guarantee for an everlast-
ing  voluntary  obedience.  Since  the
social conflicts and clashes are con-
tinuous, the capital class needs a con-
tinuous  ideological  bombardment  in
order to infiltrate the ideas and emo-
tions of the laboring classes. Hence,
the hegemony needs to be produced
over and over again.
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In order to sustain the hegemony, it is
necessary for  the  ruling class  to  do
material maneuvers which help creat-
ing illusions as if they are represent-
ing the interest of the whole society
beyond their own class interests, and
to make concessions.  Bourgeoisie, if
it  supplies  the  continuity  of  social
consent, needs to take care of the ba-
sic demands of the oppressed classes
which  are  under  its  hegemony,
through  keeping  and  reproducing  a
compromising  balance.  Because  the
laborers and the oppressed  give con-
sent to the power of the ruling class
only when they find correspondences
to some of their demands and desires
in  the  existing  social  order,  when
they keep their hope for a prosper life
alive, at least their hope for leaving a
better  future  for  their  children.  It  is
not logical to think the continuity of
the consent of the oppressed classes
to the ruling without providing any of
the demands and expectations of var-
ious  forms  of  movements  of  the
working  class  and  the  oppressed,
trade unions and mass organizations,
or directly masses of people. For the
bourgeoisie  to  have  the  capacity  of
concessions is all about its ability to
restrict  the  struggle  of  the  working
class  with  the  economical  field,  to
quench  the  oppressed  classes'  reac-
tion with reforms, to prevent the dis-
solution of the bourgeois ideological
hegemony and thus to prevent falling
the capitalist order itself into danger.

Organic depression, as in the concep-
tualization of Gramsci, is a crisis in-
fluencing all the dimensions of a so-
cietal  form.  Different  than  the  con-
juncture  crises  which  have  no  deep
historical-social  roots,  organic  de-
pression  is  a  detachment  stop  be-
tween  structure  and  superstructure.
Bourgeoisie,  which  cannot  produce
its  own  existence  as  it  used  to  do,
also loses its ability and legitimacy of
administering  other  social  classes.
There appears ideological cracks and
breaks  in  the  superstructure  institu-
tions. The traditional bourgeois repre-
sentation mechanism, bourgeois par-
liament  and  mainstream  bourgeois
political parties experience a persua-
siveness  erosion  and  thus  loss  of

function.  Oppressed  classes  start  to
see mainstream bourgeois parties no
longer  their  representatives.  Bour-
geois  political  order  becomes  un-
available to structure itself as it used
to, there emerges a crisis of represen-
tation. Decaying  and dissolution ex-
amples affecting each other in all su-
perstructure institutions and ideologi-
cal  apparatuses  spread  over.  Op-
pressed  classes  head to  an unprece-
dented independent mobility.

Characterized by the ripening and un-
earthing  of  the  incurable  contradic-
tions  in  the  structure of society,  the
organic depression also appears as a
hegemony  crisis.  Bourgeois  legiti-
macy and authority, the bourgeois be-
lief  system  attributed  to  all  society
goes in a crisis.  The consent  of  the
oppressed classes to the ruling class
becomes  unreproducible.  The  social
basis of the conflicts and dissolutions
in the superstructure is  the conflicts
and  crises  in  the  economical  struc-
ture.  As the relations  of  production,
which is the material support of the
ruling class' dominance, are stuck in
crisis, its dominance over the means
of mental production is also shaken.
The power of ideological apparatuses
to subject the oppressed classes to the
interest  of  ruling  class  as  before
erodes.  The  activity  of  the  appara-
tuses of coercion and methods of dic-
tatorship come to the  fore.  Dissolu-
tion of ideological hegemony brings
in  not  only  the  leaving  of  the  op-
pressed classes out of the ideological
orbit of the ruling class, it brings in,
at  the  same  time,  the  leaving  of  a
growing  section  of  the  intellectuals
from  the  dependence  on  the  ruling
class.  Also,  the  ideological  integrity
among  the  ruling  class  itself  also
breaks apart, incoherence spreads and
deepens.

With the emphases of Gramsci, if the
ruling  class  loses  its  existence  as  a
consensus and becomes only a ruler
rather than an administer as a result
of leaning only to the absolute coer-
cion, then it means that large masses
do  no  longer   believe  in  the  tradi-
tional  ideologies  anymore  and  al-
ready detached from the influence of

them.4 According to this, dissolution
of  the  bourgeois  hegemony  on  the
ideological level is an abstraction of
the formation of a situation in which
the dominants can no longer able to
rule as before and the oppressed does
no longer want to be ruled as before
on political level.

Bourgeoisie,  without a doubt,  at  the
first  chance  they  get,  aims  to  crash
and  dismantle  the  political  focuses
against the order. Still, it is a must to
have  material  concessions  and  ma-
neuvers tying the oppressed class to
the order again. The ruling class tries
to  overcome  the  hegemony  crisis
through program change and regain-
ing the ideological and political con-
trol  by  giving  some  concessions  to
the  oppressed  classes.  A  cure  is
sought to the depression through uni-
fication of mainstream bourgeois par-
ties who lost their power to influence
people or emergence of a third power
which  is  generally  symbolized  at  a
charismatic  leader  at  a  point  when
progressive or reactionary forces are
not able to surpass one another.

At  a  point  where  providing  the  ex-
panded reproduction of the capital re-
lations and restructuring capitalism in
the  forms  opening  the  development
path  of  productive  forces  are  still
possible, when the working class who
gathers all the oppressed around can-
not reach a strength to take the politi-
cal power as a class subject of revo-
lutionary  counter-hegemony,  bour-
geoisie will elude the organic depres-
sion  and  reconstitute  its  ideological
hegemony.

However,  where  there  is  hegemony,
there  also  are  opportunities  for  the
counter-hegemony.  Because,  as  can
be seen,  the  hegemony can only be
defined in the context of ideological
struggle  relationship.  Ideological
struggle, on the other hand, is nothing
but carrying on the class struggle at
the  front  of  social  consciousness.
Since the organic depression is a mo-
ment  where  bourgeois  ideological
hegemony  experiences  a  dissolution
and where a hegemony crisis  bursts

4Antonio  Gramsci,  Notebooks  from
Prison,  Onur  Publications,  1986,
p.125-140.
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out, opportunities to form and expand
the  counter-hegemony  in  such  peri-
ods are more available than ever.

The Hegemony Crisis

In today's conditions of the imperial-
ist  globalization,  chronic  mass  un-
employment,  absolute  impoverish-
ment and hunger, war and migration
create  consequences  which  socially
exclude  a  growing  section  of  the
world population. Masses of the ex-
cluded and cursed,  this  sediment  of
capital  relations  are  growing  cease-
lessly.  The  mentioned  consequences
of the capital's loss of ability to de-
velop productive forces are also the
supports of the fact that it gets caught
to  an  existential  ideological  hege-
mony crisis.

With the words of Marx and Engels,
“The dominant thoughts, are nothing
but the expressions of dominant ma-
terial  relations;  dominant  thoughts,
are the material,  dominant relations
comprehended in the  form of  ideas,
therefore they are the expressions of
relations which make a class a domi-
nant  class;  in  other  words,  these
thoughts,  are  the  ideas of  its  domi-
nance.”5 From the existential crisis of
the dominant material relations, there
also arises the existential crisis of the
dominant ideas.

Bourgeoisie, which had come in view
in the stage of history with a claim to
be the speaker of the universal inter-
ests  of  all  humanity,  can  no  longer
put  forth  an  ideological  packaging
capacity which presents its  class in-
terest as identical with the universal
interests of all humanity. In its exis-
tential crisis, the capital does not only
fall into a legitimacy loss in the eyes
of  the  working  class  and  the   op-
pressed,  but  also  extremely  strains
even  for  bourgeoisie  to  provide  a
general  common direction,  a  clarity
in  thinking  and  an  ideological  in-
tegrity.  Therefore,  ideological  objec-
tions  with  anti-capitalist  discourse
can arise from the bourgeois intellec-
tuals stratum.

5Karl  Marx-  Friedrich  Engels,  the
German  Ideology  (Feuerbach),  Sol
Publications, 1992, p.70.

On the one side, there is the extensive
surplus  of  capital  and  on  the  other,
there is the chronic surplus of labor.
Capital surplus and labor surplus can-
not  meet,  capital  production  gets
weaker and weaker to expand itself.
The unity of the opposites is  crack-
ing,  labor  and  capital  become  no
longer each other's condition for exis-
tence. Labor and capital, which are in
constant  contradiction  with  each
other, but produce their common ex-
istence  conditions  reciprocally,  are
getting  independent  at  the  point  we
reach,  their  existence conditions ob-
jectively detach. And since it is like
that,  the capital lacks the conditions
to ideologically tie its opposite to it-
self. At its own peak, the kingdom of
money, now throws up its  producer,
the labor, out of the kingdom.

Today,  the  world  monopolies  hold
such a big capital force that the bank-
ruptcy  of  the  ones  in  crisis  means
squashing the whole capitalist  econ-
omy under the wreckage of this bank-
ruptcy.  Thus,  the arguments such as
the exclusiveness of free market, the
untouchable private entrepreneurship
and the hazard of the state interven-
tion, which are furbished as the ideo-
logical  dogmas  of  the  imperialist
globalization,  were  thrown  away  in
2008 all  of  a sudden.  Yes,  the  state
intervention  to  the  bankruptcies
happened,  but   the  bourgeois  ideo-
logues  cannot  replace  the  thrown-
away ideological arguments with new
hegemonic ideas.

Where the laborers' hope for a better
life  both  for  themselves  and  their
children  isn't  consumed  yet,  even
when the daily contradictions sharpen
most,  reproduction  of  the  bourgeois
ideological  hegemony  is  possible.
However,  this  hope  is  being  con-
sumed  today.  New generations  who
get better education than their parents
and who are raised with a higher cul-
tural level cannot reach better jobs or
higher  incomes  than  their  parents.
Compared to the increase of the ma-
terial and cultural prosperity level of
the society by the advancement of the
social productive forces, the growing
laboring  majority  of  the  population
becomes unavailable to benefit from

this prosperity.

As the bourgeois  state retreats from
its function to supply free social ser-
vices and from being an economical
actor, as it says goodbye to the “wel-
fare state” forever, as it loses its na-
tional  basis  economically  embodied
in  domestic  market,  it  gets  com-
pletely peeled off its social crust. To-
day's bourgeois state stands out as a
bare coercion and usurpation appara-
tus of the ruling class against the op-
pressed classes. It becomes unable to
produce  the  misconception  of  na-
tional  interest  unity  and the illusion
of its  publicity feature coming from
its  undertaking  free  social  services
anymore. It loses its quality of being
the primary ideological glue. As the
bourgeois  state  alienates  people  on
such  scale,  the  antagonism between
state  and  people  sharpens  on  the
same scale.

Conjoining of both right conservative
and  social  democrat  labeled  main-
stream bourgeois parties at the same
program of the imperialist globaliza-
tion  eats  up  their  credibility  in  the
eyes  of  the  oppressed  classes.  The
consciousness telling people that par-
ticipating  the  parliamentary  bour-
geois  democracy  doesn't  mean  the
same with freedom is spreading ev-
eryday. But the crisis of the bourgeois
representation isn't only resulted from
here, it is also resulted from the fact
that the bourgeois state is taken over
by a handful of world monopoly and
that it has lost even its function as a
collective  management  organ  of  the
capital, almost completely.

Profiling,  surveillance  cameras,  tap-
ping  telephones,  social  media  and
e-mails,  extending  the  time  of  cus-
tody,  normalizing the state of emer-
gency, restriction over the freedom of
traveling,  the police assaults getting
ordinary  to  the  right  demanding
demonstrations are a short summary
of the political route of the bourgeois
state in the period of the imperialist
globalization.  Bourgeois  democratic
laws and norms are being cut down,
political role of the bourgeois parlia-
ment  is  decreasing.  And  when  the
state  appears  as  a  pure  guardian  of
the ruling class against the oppressed
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classes in these forms, it demolishes
its ideological legitimacy, the charm
of  parliamentary  representation,  the
belief  for  its  existence as  a socially
necessary  organization  with  its  own
hands.  The paradox here,  is  that for
continuation of  the  bourgeois  domi-
nance,  the  gap arising from the de-
cline  in  opportunities  to  generate
consent can only be filled with prac-
tices of coercion but the sum of these
practices,  on  the  other  hand,  muti-
lates the role of bourgeois state as an
apparatus of hegemony for good.

The  state  bureaucracy  is  a  stratum
maintaining the indirectness between
the economical structure of the soci-
ety and its ideological-political super-
structure.  The  variety  of  the  social
classes and strata which the composi-
tion  of  bureaucracy
is  collected,  equally
brings  persuasive-
ness  to  the  state's
claim  to  represent
the  oppressed
classes.  When bour-
geoisie  collects  the
primary  bureaucrat
cadres  mainly  from
the  middle  class,
this,  especially, con-
tributes the ideologi-
cal  and  political  ar-
ticulation of the mid-
dle  class  to  the  rul-
ing  class'  state.
However,  today,  as
this collection decreases and the state
administrators are started to be con-
stituted  of  managers  of  the  capital
monopolies directly, this  articulation
and illusion also start  to fade away.
Compared  to  the  persuasiveness  of
the above-the-classes  ideological  ar-
guments of a state whose cadres are
usually  collected  from  middle  class
and which acts relatively autonomous
from time to time, the persuasiveness
of  the  ideological  arguments  of  a
state whose cadres  mostly come di-
rectly from inside the bourgeoisie and
whose space to act independently has
been  narrowed,  seems  very  weak.
Through democratic election, parlia-
mentary representation and equal citi-
zenship  law,  but  at  the  same  time,

through  collecting  intellectual  bu-
reaucratic cadres from every classes
and especially from the middle class,
covering the state's feature as the rul-
ing class and the success of this mys-
tification can no longer be possible.

Property  owner  petty  bourgeois
stratas  of  urban and rural  are going
under  a  fast  devastation,  being
pushed  towards  the  ranks  of  the
working class. Big capital's stomach-
ing of the petty property ownership,
expropriation  of  the  laboring  peas-
antry,  becoming  wage  laborers  of
city's self-employed majority who is
experiencing a class segregation and
petty  merchant's  inability  to  with-
stand against the capital competition,
are all  mean to the vanishing of the
opportunities for petty bourgeoisie to

increase its income and life standards
under  capitalism  and  to  develop  its
existence as a property owner in an
objective  sense.  For  this  reason,  at
this point where it thins out over and
over,  the  middle  pillar  of  capitalist
society is living a breakage now. But
this  melting  of  the  middle  class
brings in the drying out of the main
source of capitalism's class compro-
mise  and the  knockout  of  the  main
class  carrier  of  the  bourgeois  hege-
mony.  Because  the  middle  class  in
capitalist  society is the basis for re-
formism,  for  keeping  hopes  to  get
better  in  the  current  order  and  for
spreading the dream of  climbing up
the  social  ladder.  The  capital  itself
dynamites this ideological hegemony
bridge between the upper and lower

class.

For the youth, getting higher educa-
tion doesn't  assure better  life condi-
tions or guarantee higher wage jobs
than  their  parents.  Already,  yester-
day's  well-educated  self-employed
people  are  gradually  turning  into
wage  workers  today.  Education  lost
its quality as a lever for students from
people's youth to jump upper classes.
Capitalism  doesn't  cheer  the  youth
with a hope for a privileged future in
the  current  order.  It  gathers  them,
usually  as  low  wage  workers  or  as
unemployed, within the ranks of the
proletariat.  This,  from  the  angle  of
the youth, means an objective rupture
from the  bourgeois  order.  Since  the
effect  of  traditional  belief  dogmas
and moral norms over young genera-

tions  and  their  de-
pendence  on  tradi-
tional  bourgeois
mainstream  parties
are  more  restricted
than  other  sections
of  the  population,
and also with the de-
velopment  level  of
communication  and
transportation  tools
today, enormous op-
portunities  for  fast
dissolution  of  old
thinking  mode  and
fast  universalization
of  new  thinking
mode  everywhere

pile up. The objective rupture of the
youth from being bounded with capi-
talism  and  the  birth  of  a  universal
“rupture  generation”  symbolize  the
collapse  of  bourgeois  ideological
hegemony and the start  point of the
rupture of the working class and all
the oppressed from the bourgeois or-
der.

As the fields of intellectual creativity
become the fields of capital and indi-
vidual mental  labor turns into wage
labor,  the  culture,  art  and  literature
dry out in the dependence relations to
a  bunch  of  monopolistic  capitalist.
For real, an innovative bourgeois art
or  literature  trend  can  no  longer
flourish, pessimism and skepticism, a
melancholic fatalism spread from the
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bourgeois art and literature field. Be-
neath  the  innovation  and  fashion
sheathe,  there  grins  the  banality  of
the repetition. The buyers of the bab-
bling  of  the  postmodernist  philoso-
phy on the denial of universality, the
impossibility  of  grasping  the  objec-
tive  truth  and  the  expiration  of  big
narratives,  of  its  philological  games
around the metaphysical abstractions
or  of  a  nihilist  mental  conformism
decrease day by day. As the conges-
tion  in  the  productivity  of  capital
breaks  down the  application  of  sci-
ence to the production, more hideous
anti-scientific  declarations  from  the
bourgeois-minded  scientists  such  as
ending the worldwide hunger via ge-
netically  modified  food  spread  out.
Religion,  is  rushed into  the  help  of
bourgeois  ideological  hegemony  in
crisis, and presented as a saving shel-
ter to the oppressed classes who feel
desperate.

This  worldwide  hegemony  crisis  is
not the crisis of the ruling class hege-
mony  in  single  countries;  it  is  the
bankruptcy  of  capitalism's  power  to
ideologically  bind  the  laborers  and
the  oppressed  humanity  to  itself.
Bourgeoisie's  worldwide  hegemony
crisis, of course firstly and strikingly,
appears very specific in the swift loss
of  altitude  of  US  imperialism.  Yet,
both  in  imperialist  countries  and  in
dependent  or  financial-economical
colony countries, of course as an ab-
straction  and  on  uneven  levels,  the
bourgeoisie is under the influence of
the same hegemony crisis. Since each
country has unique history, tradition
and  ideological  variance,  and  since
each country's  position in the world
of the imperialist globalization has its
peculiar  dimensions,  the  spread  and
effectiveness of the hegemony crisis
is  uneven.  But,  while  the integrated
world market  fact  of  the imperialist
globalization,  internationalization  of
capital, social-economical integration
of capitalist countries and transporta-
tion and communication technologies
connecting all people with each other
mean that  capitalism,  with  all  these
dimensions, more than ever, creates a
world society; it also ensures that its
hegemony crisis carries an integrated

character on a worldwide scale more
than ever.

Hegemony Clashes of the 20th 
Century

A big general depression that capital-
ism was caught by a crisis with all di-
mensions - economical, political and
ideological -, took place in the period
between the first and the second im-
perialist re-division war.  In 1929, the
capitalist  world,  which  had  been
shaken by  the destruction of  the  1st

World war and by the rupture of the
October  Revolution,  entered into an
economical crisis which swiftly cre-
ated a huge wave of unemployment
and  poverty.   The  bourgeoisie  sank
into  the  deepest  ideological  hege-

mony crisis ever seen. While capital-
ist  states  were floundering in  crisis,
the  successes  of  the  socialist  con-
struction  in  the  Soviet  Union  were
forming socialism as a material alter-
native for laboring humanity. The la-
borers in USA, where the unemploy-
ment  rates  were  breaking  records,
were admiring the socialist  program
of the Soviet Union which had abol-
ished the unemployment. The Soviet
Union and the Komintern were stand-
ing  as  a  proletarian  counter-hege-
mony base, an ideological magnet for
the workers and the oppressed living
in the capitalist countries, the strong-
est  blasting  agent  that  exploded the
bourgeois  ideological  hegemony
caught up in crisis. Besides, after the

Soviet Union came of the 2nd World
War triumphant, the hope of the la-
boring humanity for establishing so-
cialism through a revolutionary path
grew even  more, Western  European
communist  parties  grew stronger  as
ever,  new revolutionary power were
established in Eastern Europe and in
Asia  and  many  colonized  countries
took the route towards winning their
independence through national strug-
gles. It was the time where socialism
had stabbed capitalism with the knife
of “welfare state”, right on its bosom.

The  order  of  the  capital,  however,
managed to overcome this staggering
general  crisis.  Because  even though
the capitalist development was inter-
rupted,  the  revolutionary  working
class  failed  to  present  a  historical
move that would end capital relations
on a worldwide scale, and capital still
had the ability to develop productive
forces. This was the material basis of
bourgeoisie's success to overcome its
great ideological crisis, as well as to
create  its  ideological  hegemony
again.  Up  to  1930's,  there  emerged
two negations of the hegemonic ideo-
logical arguments of free market. The
first one was the socialist denial, the
one  outside  the  bourgeois  order,
which  was  being  manifested  in  the
socialist  construction  of  the  Soviet
Union,  as  well  as  the  revolutionary
powers spreading after the 2nd World
War.  The  second  one,  on  the  other
hand, was the Keynesian negation ex-
tending  from  the  New  Deal  in  the
United States  to  the  West  European
notion  of  “welfare  state”,  as  being
within  the  order.  For  the  bourgeois
school, Keynes was the new prophet
from now on until he would leave his
chair to Friedman 40 years later. He
was the one who formulated the ne-
cessity of the capitalist state to make
demand-generating and market-regu-
lating interventions,  to present  itself
as a shareholder that keeps the multi-
competitive environment of the capi-
tal  in  balance  and  prevents  the  ex-
treme speculative movements of the
capital.  

As  the  bourgeois  state  joined  the
game  as  a  shareholder,  and  as  the
world  market,  which  was  narrowed
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by  the  revolutions,  were  expanded
and deepened through swallowing in-
dividual  small  properties  which  had
not been industrialized yet, the capi-
talist development accelerated. Thus,
in order to prevent working class to
break off with the order, the “welfare
state” was put forth as a concession
and the Soviet Bloc's sphere of influ-
ence was limited by the universal po-
sitioning of the Cold War under the
US umbrella.  So,  with  all  of  these,
capitalism managed to find a way out
from that general depression. The ac-
celeration  in  the  capitalist  develop-
ment after the 2nd  World War, transi-
tion to the “welfare state” form in the
capitalist  metropolises,  increase  in
the real salaries of the working class
and  a  relative  im-
provement  of  their
life  conditions
were  all  allowed
bourgeoisie  to  re-
create  its  ideologi-
cal hegemony. The
picture became up-
side  down;  it  was
the laborers  of the
socialist  countries
who were admiring
the  laborers  living
in  the  capitalist
states.  And  this
time,  capitalism
stabbed  socialism
with  the  knife  of
“market”. The revi-
sionist  Soviet  ad-
ministration were going off the revo-
lutionary rails of socialism, the Euro-
pean  communist  parties  were  trans-
forming  into  the  reformist  political
fractions  of  the  working  class  and
thus,  the  proletarian  counter-hege-
mony were dissolving. 

This  fall  and  rise  of  the  bourgeois
hegemony  did  also  lead  to  an  han-
dover in the ideological leadership of
the  imperialist  capitalism.  After  the
2nd World War, USA came up as the
leading power that would re-organize
the relationship among the bourgeois
states, universalize the new model of
capital  accumulation  based  on  state
monopoly capitalism, re-establish the
“world  currency”  system  again,  de-

velop and institutionalize  new colo-
nialist relations, re-unite the capitalist
world and militarily protect it against
the  socialist  world.  As  being  the
promise of raising freedom and wel-
fare, the symbol of the individual en-
trepreneurship  which  was  expressed
by the “American Dream”, the USA
was  the  ideal  model  for  bourgeois
civilization.  The  worldwide  bour-
geois hegemony was being identified
almost  with  the  re-creation  of  the
whole  capitalist  world  from the  US
image. The ideological hegemony of
the US was depending on its political
leadership  capacity  over  the  world
bourgeoisie.  And  this  capacity  was
about  its  supremacy  of  military
power  to  restrict  the  Soviet  Union

and the Warsaw Pact during the Cold
War period, and of the financial-eco-
nomical power for making US dollar
the global currency. Those slogans of
“free  world”,  “parliamentary
democracy”,  “freedom of enterprise”
and “creative power of competition”
were setting its hegemonic ideologi-
cal arguments. 

Another hegemony crisis of the capi-
talist  world  during  the  20th century,
exposed itself  with the '68 uprising.
The  wave  of  the  '68  student  move-
ment burst out in the Western capital-
ist countries and soon it spread to all
continents and became blended with
the particular  social-political  contra-
dictions  of  each  countries.  The
women liberation struggle and black

rights movements were growing and
developing.  Correspondingly,  the
myth  of  the  “welfare  state”  were
weakening,  the  ideological  appara-
tuses  of  the  bourgeois  order  were
dragging into a turmoil, the imposed
social  value  judgments  were  losing
favor,  that  is  to  say,  the  bourgeois
ideological hegemony was becoming
to dissolve. The wave of the '68 was
the expression of  a  massive  rupture
out  from the  bourgeois  order  at  the
level  of  consciousness  but  this  rup-
ture was limited mainly with the stu-
dent youth. The anti-capitalist charac-
tered student movement came to the
fore  as  the  focus  center  of  the
counter-hegemony.   The  ideological
rupture of this politically responsive

ranks  of  the  intel-
lectuals,  was  per-
haps  a  warning  it-
self  for  a  further
shocking  universal
crisis  for  capital-
ism,  a  new  choke
in the capital  rela-
tions  that  would
arise  couple  of
years  after.  How-
ever,  this  manner
of  the  student
movement  posi-
tioning  in  the
realm  outside  the
order,  failed to  in-
cite  the  oppressed
classes  in  general
to rupture out from

the bourgeois hegemony. Because the
working  class  ranks  which  had
widely  jump  on  the  stage  of  the
struggle were actually in a search to
expand  their  rights  on  the  basis  of
“welfare  state”  within  the  capitalist
conditions. Correspondingly, the rul-
ing class was able to respond this de-
mand with the capacity to maneuver
and make concessions in this regard.

While the student youth was leaving
the field of the ideological hegemony
and arming themselves with the revo-
lutionary consciousness, the working
class  continued to remain under the
bourgeois ideological hegemony due
to their  reformist  consciousness  and
action  line  that  was  bound  to  gain
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better  conditions  within  the  order.
This allowed the order of the capital
to re-create the bourgeois ideological
hegemony in crisis. So, together with
the  aid  of  the  communist  parties
which had become totally reformists,
it  succeeded in holding the working
class bounded with the limits of the
order as well  as absorbing the anti-
capitalist students into the capital re-
lations and policies back again. The
challenge of the student movement's
uprising against the traditional bour-
geois  values  was  cooled  down  by
changing  the  overdue  traditional
value  judgments. The  black  rights
movement  was  rendered  ineffectual
and even gained by the order, through
oppressing  the  Black  Panthers  with
counter-revolutionary  violence,  but
moreover,  through
raising  many  black
people  up  to  the
levels  of  bour-
geoisie and of state
along with the  leg-
islative  regulations
done  in  favor  of
equality.  The
women’s  liberation
movement  as  well,
was temporarily re-
moved from being a
threat  for the  bour-
geois order, as a re-
sult  of  pulling  a
number  of  women
to  the  ranks  of  the
bourgeois class and politics,  as well
as doing some legislative regulations
concerning their rights. 

The crisis of 1975, which shook capi-
talism and push it  for a new capital
accumulation  model,  was  also  not
enough to  drag the  bourgeois  hege-
mony  into  a  crisis  again.  Yet,  The
Pentagon-Wall  Street  hegemony  got
hurt by the defeat of the gigantic US
military power in Vietnam and by the
collapse  of  the  Bretton  Woods  Sys-
tem  which  was  symbolizing  the
power of the US dollar. Nevertheless,
as being the driving force of the tran-
sition  to  the  period  of  imperialist
globalization  and  the  actor  of  the
counter-revolutionary  triumph  that
gave an end to the Soviet  Bloc, the

USA managed to keep its ideological
leadership  position  until  the  2000's.
Since the gate of the imperialist glob-
alization was opened in the period of
the  universal  American  hegemony
and since the world monopolies had
been intensified at most in the USA,
the leadership of developing political
strategy and financial  model  for the
interest  of  the  international  capital
also belonged to the USA. 

The collapse and dissolve of the So-
viet Union and the Warsaw Pact led
to a new impetus for the existing ide-
ological  illusion  of  the  laborers.  In
the eyes of an average person, capi-
talism  was  eternal  and  without  any
alternative.  The  fall  of  the  Soviet
Union together  with  the  East  Euro-
pean states  on  its  orbit  and  the  de-

struction of the majority of the West-
ern Communist Parties led to a break
in the belief and sympathy for social-
ism among laborers and intellectuals.
The ideals of world revolution and of
socialism were defeated even in the
consciousness  of  the  majority  of
those  who  were  once  fighting  for
these ideals.  On the eve of  the  21st

century,  bourgeois  hegemony  was
much like enjoying its strongest days
in  the  organizational  sense.  Well
then,  why  does  today's  hegemony
crisis, which has been fired only ten
years after those happy days, carry an
existential character unlike the previ-
ous ones? 

Where Is the Difference?

The  essential  difference  of  today's

bourgeois  hegemony crisis  from the
the past is not related with the inten-
sity of these ideological quakes but of
their qualities. There is no indication
that today's bourgeois hegemony cri-
sis, which has not yet reached to its
peak, can be overcome. On the basis
of  the  success of  the bourgeoisie to
overcome yesterday's hegemony cri-
sis, there lays the fact that the dynam-
ics of capitalist development was not
at the stage of reaching its own limits
and  capital's  ability  of  developing
productive  forces  has  not  exhausted
yet. For the serious congestions in the
social  production  relations,  there
were still some existing remedies that
would clean the way of the produc-
tion  of  capital  again.  Correspond-
ingly, the ruling class, which had not

lost  its  capacity  to
make  concessions
and  to  maneuver
yet,  was  able  to
head  towards  for
some  reforms  that
would  serve  to  re-
gain the consent  of
the  oppressed
classes.  The  differ-
ence is exactly right
here!  

Yesterday,  the
working class of the
capitalist  countries
was  able  to  benefit
from  the  surplus
profit  flowing from

the colonies into the capitalist states
and this was creating the basis for the
ideological illusion that the interests
of  the  working  class  and  the  bour-
geoisie could be common. In the case
of  the  dependent  countries  on  the
other hand, the national capitalist de-
velopment path was able to respond
the expectancy of the working class
and the  laborers.  It  was  possible  to
pack the  bourgeois  state,  which  de-
pended  on  parliamentarian  democ-
racy,  carried out  social  services and
formed the compound of the bureau-
cracy  from  the  whole  society,  as  a
common  organism  that  protects  the
interests  of  the  whole  nation.  The
“welfare state” phenomenon was pro-
viding  material  opportunity  for  the
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inoculation of the bourgeois ideology
which was dazzling the eyes  of  the
whole world's oppressed classes with
fake glow of  the  capitalist  develop-
ment.  Again,  the  atmosphere  of  the
“social  consensus”  spreading  from
the middle  class  was giving a  fresh
breath  to  the  dominant  class.  Thus,
on this social basis, it was possible to
repair  the  disrupted  apparatuses  of
the bourgeois ideology and by substi-
tuting  their  overdue  discourses  with
the new ones,  the ideologists  of  the
capital  were  succeeding  in  convinc-
ing the majority of the society.

The  20th  century  had  witnessed  all
these  happening.  Some  part  of  the
profits  obtained  from  the  colonies
were distributed to the workers of the
imperialist  countries.  There  also ex-
isted  post-colonial
countries  which  man-
aged  to  maintain  their
capitalist  development
based  on  an  internal
market  relatively  inde-
pendent from imperial-
ism.  The  “welfare
state”  did  actually
bring  considerable  im-
provements  in  the  liv-
ing  conditions  of  the
working  class.  How-
ever  today,  at  an  in-
creasing pace, factories
are moving from capi-
talist  metropolises  to
the markets of cheap labor and social
services  are  becoming  marketable.
The imperialist financial oligarchy is
now having an eye on the last  left-
overs of the “welfare state”, the do-
mestic  market  of  a  country  has  be-
come a free field for the movement
of the world monopolies and the de-
pendent/subordinated  countries  have
become  the  financial-economic
colonies.  Rather  than  being  conse-
quences of subjective choices of the
ruling class, these changes are being
experienced  as  the  consequences  of
capital's  objective  laws  of  motion.
And the same objectivity is echoing
on the fact that the bourgeois thought
is no longer able to create an essen-
tial cure for the existing general de-
pression,  neither  to  put  forward  a

new Keynes anymore. 

The faith to the US capitalism, which
was once freshened up with the fall
of  the  Soviet  Union and the rise of
neoliberalism, is  now gone with the
wind.  In 2008, when the millions of
workers  and  the  middle  class  from
USA were facing with the risk of los-
ing  their  jobs,  retirements  and
houses,  the  so  called  “American
Dream”, which used to promise them
to climb up the social ladder, did col-
lapse upfront. USA is no more a role
model  of  the  imperialist  globaliza-
tion, of the whole capitalist world. If
it  still  seems to  preserve its  leader-
ship over the capitalist world, it is be-
cause there is no chance for any other
country or a unity to reconstruct capi-
talism  with  an  alternative  and  re-

demptive model,  so that they would
embody the creation of the bourgeois
ideological  hegemony  in  their  exis-
tence, and in parallel, the anti-capital-
ist  alternative  has  not  been  formed
yet  as  a  socialist  model  in  the con-
sciousness of laboring humanity. 

Today, even though the political orga-
nization of the capital still presents it-
self as separate bourgeois states, the
production and the trade have com-
pletely  been  globalized  along  with
the formation of the integrated world
factory  and  world  market.  This
deadly corrosion in the social mate-
rial base of the bourgeois nation-state
does not  allow one state to create a
global  hegemony  anymore;  neither
for the US hegemony to maintain it-
self as used to be nor for another im-

perialist  state  to  take  that  overdue
role alone. 

When the bourgeoisie reaches to the
limits  of  the  economic  and  social
possibilities that allows to absorb the
demands of  other  classes,  the  hege-
mony's pillars start to crack. Consum-
ing  those  maneuvering  possibilities,
indeed, does not mean that you can-
not  make  any  actual  maneuvers  in
terms of ideological, political or eco-
nomical sense. Bu it means that you
no longer have a chance to respond
the basic social-economical demands
of  the  oppressed  classes  enough  to
hold them in balance with the social
consensus.  For  this  very  reason,  all
those  ideological  compliments  for
capitalism have already become his-
tory;  the  concept  of  “New  World

Order”  failed  to  keep
up, the rhetoric that im-
perialist  globalizaton
will bring more wealth
and  freedom  has  al-
ready  become  implau-
sible. Because the capi-
tal  and  the  state  have
essentially lost their ca-
pacities  to  produce
minimum  solutions
within  the  borders  of
the order  for  the  basic
problems and demands,
to  do  maneuvers  of
making  concessions  in
order  to  gain  at  least

some part  of  the  working class  and
the oppressed, as a result, to hold the
contradictions  between  capital  and
labor,  and between state and people
within a manageable context in terms
of  soothing  and  dissolving  various
social  struggles  by  pulling them in-
side the order. 

It is ironic that Fukuyama's prophecy,
"the end of history",  which puts for-
ward capitalism as an eternal system,
is now manifesting itself as the end
of the capitalist history, by the dialec-
tic law of turning into the opposite. 

The Pangs of Counter-Hege-
mony 

Engels  warned:  “According  to  the
materialistic  conception  of  history,
the  production  and  reproduction  of
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real  life  constitutes  in  the  last  in-
stance the determining factor of his-
tory… The economic situation is the
basis  but  the  various factors  of  the
superstructure  –  the  political  forms
of the class struggles and its results –
constitutions, etc., established by vic-
torious classes after hard-won battles
– legal forms, and even the reflexes
of all these real struggles in the brain
of  the  participants,  political,  juridi-
cal, philosophical theories, religious
conceptions  and their  further  devel-
opment into systematic dogmas – all
these exercise an influence upon the
course of historical struggles, and in
many  cases  determine  for  the  most
part their form.”6

As much as thought follows practice,
ideology reflects economy. But,  just
as how the matter does not determine
the  idea  exactly
same,  the  economy
does  not  determine
the  ideology as  the
same.  Since  those
who  create  and
spread the ideologi-
cal  hegemony  are
the  individuals  and
institutions  produc-
ing ideas, the hege-
mony is a phenome-
non  that  exist
within  the  domain
of social and politi-
cal  subjects,  that  is
to  say,  it  is  about  subjectivity.  And
since it is about subjectivity, it is not
a  passive  replica  of  the  changes  or
transformations  taking  place  in  the
social  material  basis.  In  that  sense,
the  hegemony's  role  differs;  some-
times  progressively  realizes  the  op-
portunities that the objective material
reality  has  for  a  change,  whereas
sometimes cuts them back in a reac-
tionary  way.  Ideological  efficiency
may accelerate or decelerate the de-
velopment of the social events. In or-
der not to fall into a mechanistic de-
terministic  approach  and  a  pure  re-
ductionism, it has to be taken into ac-

6Letter from Friedrich Engels to Joseph
Bloch  on  September  21-22,  1890;
Marx-Engels, Selected Works, Vol.3, Sol
Publications, 1979

count  that  the  ideological  field  is
shaped by subjective interactions and
struggles, by frictions among various
wrong, defective, twisted or relevant
perceptions  of  the  material  reality
arising  from  both  realistic  but  also
absurd thoughts and interpretations as
well. 

On the basis of a hegemonic ideolog-
ical system, there exists the dialectic
unity of the consent and the dissent.
As much as to keep the consent, the
struggle of ideological hegemony, is
a struggle also for convincing those
who oppose. However, this nature of
the  hegemony  struggle  includes  the
approval  that  each  hegemony  could
only exist together with the possibili-
ties  of  the  counter-hegemony.  Be-
cause  creating  hegemony,  is  a  goal
that is given in the ideological strug-

gle which constitutes one of the lay-
ers of the class struggle. Just as the
hegemony,  the  counter-hegemony  is
produced and spread in various fields
such as family, education, press, art,
religion,  culture,  ethics,  daily  life,
parliament  and  parties,  unions  and
associations, sport clubs, etc...

The bourgeoisie, of course, continue
to use its  ideological  apparatuses  in
order to keep laboring humanity de-
prived  of  the  envision  of  future.
However, the capital-labor and state-
people  contradictions  all  over  the
world, are immensely intensifying in
objective terms. And the laborers and
the oppressed are turning towards in-
creasingly radicalizing quests.

It  is true that,  the proletariat is  also
experiencing a deep pang of the cre-

ation  of  the  counter-hegemony.  Re-
sistances of the working class, social
movements of the oppressed, interna-
tional  struggles  against  imperialist
globalization,  the  Latin  American
popular left  wave, “Indignados” and
“Occupy”  movements,  the  revolu-
tionary  process  of  the  Middle  East
and the North Africa, the search for
“another  world  is  possible”  are  all
stood  not  enough  yet  to  create  a
counter-hegemony. Because those so-
cial  movements  and  people's  upris-
ings  do  not  meet  directly  with  the
goal of socialism. For the expanding
ranks  of  the  working  class  and  the
oppressed to be united under a pro-
gramme and thus to have the clear-
ness  of  goal,  is  still  not  the  case.
However, even though the hegemony
crisis of the bourgeoisie stands as an

unsurmountable ob-
jectivity  arising
from  the  material
conditions,  the pro-
letariat's  pang  for
creating  counter-
hegemony is a mat-
ter  of  a  subjective
insufficiency  deriv-
ing from the confu-
sion  in  conscious-
ness  which  can  be
overcome by the so-
lution  of  the  ques-
tion of organization
and  political  pro-

gram. 

This  is  a  symptom  of  an  interlude
where  a  society  form  has  actually
been  expired  and  experiencing  the
pang of the transition to a new soci-
ety  form,  whereas  the  question  of
how that new form would be has not
been  explicitly  fallen  into  place.
While  the  capacity  of  the  capitalist
society to keep all classes together on
the  basis  of  capital  production  is
vanishing, its reflection on the social
consciousness occurs primarily as an
ideological  confusion.  The  working
class and the oppressed are tried to be
separated  by  being  pushed  to  the
ranks  of  racism and nationalism,  as
well  as  to the reactionary religious
movements. Workers are losing their
jobs to the cheap labor of the immi-
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grants,  the  middle  class  has  already
been  wrecked,  small  peasantry  are
losing  their  lands,  medium  sized
shareholders are facing bankruptcies,
but  all  the  reactions  arising  from
these cases can be easily flowed into
the racist-fascist channels, with an il-
lusion  as  if  they  would  manage  to
defend their position through protect-
ing  the  national  state  and  national
economy. However, at  a time where
the social material basis of the bour-
geois states are fading, the racist and
nationalist forms of consciousness, as
the reactionary responses against im-
perialist globalization, can only func-
tion  as  a  temporary  ideological  at-
traction.

When  the  social  basis  turns  upside
down, then it is inevitable for the tra-
ditional forms of ideas, which owe its
existence to that social basis, to turn
upside down as well.  The weakness
of the hegemony in crisis allows the
counter-hegemonic  undercurrents  to
leak from each cracks and finally rise
for a counterattack.

Under an existential hegemony crisis,
an  average  person's  consciousness
starts  stirring  and  mobilizing.  As  it
starts  breaking  off  the  dominant
forms of consciousness, the spread of
the  revolutionary  consciousness  ac-
celerates by leaps. Developing social
movements  within  the  international
struggles  against  imperialist  global-
ization,  extending  from  “Occupy”
and “Indignados” movements  to  the
Arabic uprisings and even to Turkey's
Gezi  uprising,  are  constituting  of
signs of a rupture from the dominant
form  of  the  consciousness,  even
though they have still not managed to
own  a  unity  of  goal  and  direction.
New  conditions  are  providing  a
source  for  the  creation  of  the  idea
among  the  laborers  that  the  social
revolution is nothing but a necessity,
and this process will  be accelerated.
Because any quest that is not aiming
to  end  the  capital  relations,  has  no
chance  to  bring  any solution  to  the
fundamental problems of the workers
and  the  oppressed  and  day  by  day
this fact becomes much more clear. 

The  class  contradictions  sharpening
in an antagonist manner, are bringing

about new class struggles. Class con-
tradictions  and  class  struggles,  also
reflect the battles in the field of ideo-
logical  hegemony.  And  developing
class struggles step by step fills  the
pool of the class consciousness  for-
mation with the drops of conscious-
ness.  The  objective  ground  for  the
working class, whose intellectual ca-
pacity has notably much more devel-
oped than yesterday,  to gain the so-
cialist  class  consciousness  is  much
more strengthened, in today’s condi-
tions  where  capital  relations  are
pushing  the  layer  of  intellectuals
more and more towards proletarian-
ization, the high educated youth, de-
prived of  the  opportunities  to climb
up the social ladder through the edu-
cation, are joining the working class,
and the share of the intellectual labor
in  the  ranks  of  working  class  has
been  immensely  expanded.  More-
over, the disastrous level of the com-
modification of the women's sexual-
ity and of the plunder of natural and
historical  environment,  make  both
the women’s liberation and ecologist
struggle  a  direct  compound  of  the
struggle  for  socialism  in  objective
terms.  In  the  conditions  of  capital-
ism's existential ideological crisis, all
of these quests of liberation are mov-
ing day by day outside the realm of
the  order.  The  counter-ideological
currents  rooted in  the  class,  gender,
national or racial basis, are squeezing
bourgeois  ideological  hegemony  in
crisis.

There's no social movement law such
as having the consciousness first and
get into action afterwards. Rather, the
social rupture from the capitalist  or-
der  are  pushing the  masses  towards
the  action, and the action creates its
own consciousness. For the masses to
transform  an  essential  revolutionary
perspective into a form of conscious-
ness can only be possible within the
action.  The  masses  can  change  its
consciousness  only  through  the  ac-
tion. In a place where solution possi-
bilities  within  the  order  are  wiped
out, it is inevitable for the actuality to
deepen the questioning the order and
derive  solution  perspectives  outside
the  order,  just  as  how these  move-

ments  create  their  own new revolu-
tionary  leaderships  within  them-
selves.  But  the  counter-hegemony
can be established by depending on
an  ideological  and  political  leader-
ship practice,  which possess the ac-
tual  essential  consciousness  of  con-
tradictions  and antagonisms existing
both  in  the  economic  and  political
grounds, as well as be able to illumi-
nate the necessity of a totally new so-
cial consolidation of a new structure
and  the  superstructure.  The  will
struggle of such a leadership,  is  the
element itself that accelerates the col-
lapse of the bourgeois hegemony, as
well as the founder and the center for
the counter-hegemony.   

If  the  existential  crisis  of  the  bour-
geois  production  relations  means  to
the crisis of the whole bourgeois so-
ciety, then the emancipation of a class
is identical with the emancipation of
the whole society from this weight of
the  crisis.  While  ending  the  capital
relation, the proletariat will also abol-
ish  its  own  existence  but  together
with  itself,  it  will  emancipate  the
whole society. 

Yes,  Marx  was  very  right.  And  he
also  wrote  this:  “Mankind  thus  in-
evitably sets itself only such tasks as
it is able to solve, since closer exami-
nation  will  always  show  that  the
problem itself  arises  only  when  the
material  conditions  for  its  solution
are already present or at least in the
course  of  formation.”7 The  question
of establishing the socialist  counter-
hegemony,  together  with  the  condi-
tions that will solve this question, is
at the current agenda of the struggle
against capitalism.

7Contribution to the Critique of Political 
Economy, Foreword, Karl Marx, 
Marx-Engels, Selected Works, Vol.1, Sol 
Publications, 1976
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4.Theoretical Premises of Regional Revolution

In the twentieth century,  revolution-
ary communists had the foresight to
realize  revolutions  by  shattering the
chain of imperialism in its individual
links.  This revolutionary theory was
based on the idea that the imperialist
world system, which concatenates the
individual economies of the countries
due to  the  contradictions  and strug-
gles between the imperialists and the
law of uneven development of capi-
talism, can be shattered in its weakest
link.  The  October  Revolution,  the
revolutions  of  the
20th century  con-
firmed  Lenin.  This
doctrine continues to
be  valid  under  the
conditions of imperi-
alist globalization.

In  today's  phase  of
imperialist  global-
ization,  capitalism
has  expanded  and
deepened  so  that
capital,  trade  and
technology have be-
come highly interna-
tionalized.  Interna-
tionalization  is  so
advanced that it is no
longer  just  a  world
market made up of the individual in-
terconnected  economies.  There  is
now an integrated world market. This
new  phase  in  the  imperialist  world
system has brought about  some sig-
nificant  changes  and  new  qualities.
The high degree of  internationaliza-
tion means that in addition to the in-
creasing possibility of revolutions in
individual  countries,  revolutionary
developments  influence  each  other
even more and trigger new develop-
ments on a regional scale.

Our  party,  the  MLKP,  in  the  early
2000's, in line with the revolutionary
experiences  and  gains  of  the  20th

century,  as  well  as  the  materialist
analysis of the fundamental develop-
ments of the world,  emphasized the

increasing  possibilities  of  the  re-
gional revolutions.

“Today's realities bring forth the in-
ternational  actions  and unity  of  the
revolutionary  proletariat,  peoples
and their communist vanguards much
more needed for the victories of revo-
lutions.  Due  to  both  these  reasons
and  against  the imperialists  and lo-
cal  bourgeoisies  dragging   peoples
into chauvinist clashes, regional fed-
erations  gain  a  special  significance

as a form of fraternity  of  peoples  .
This is much more necessary for the
Middle  East-Balkans-Caucasian  re-
gions  where  the  imperialist  aggres-
sion and wars are intensified today.
Our party, defends our peoples' revo-
lutionary  federations  to  be  built  in
our  region.  Despite  the  increase  in
the conditions for united and interna-
tional  action,  revolutions  will  de-
velop  unevenly.  However,  our  party
puts  the  federative  unity  of  peoples
as programme for the revolutions of
peoples  of  the  region  which  prevail
simultaneously  or  non-simultane-
ously and it will work in order to ma-
terialize this achievable goal.” (Doc-
uments  of  3rd Party  Congress  of
MLKP)

Our understanding of revolution and
our revolutionary program have been
further  developed  theoretically
through  the  perspective  of  the  re-
gional  revolution.  The  goal  of  a
world revolution was thereby empha-
sized again. This line of defense of a
world revolution is all too often for-
gotten  by  communists  or  neglected
because of ideological fears (for ex-
ample, the fear of Trotskyism!). Our
claim of world revolution,  however,
is  a strengthening of the revolution-

ary  quality  of  the
communists.

The Concept of 
Regional Revo-
lution

The  concept  of  the
regional  revolution
is  not  new.  Already
the  Third  Interna-
tional  had  the  per-
spective  of  regional
revolutions. The pro-
posal  of  a  Balkan
Federation  was  a
product  of  this  ap-
proach.  These  re-
gional  federations
were  linked  to  the

communist program with the goal of
"the   dictatorship of  the  world  pro-
letariat". 

Starting with Che, the revolutionaries
from Latin America also had the con-
cept  and perspective of the regional
and continental revolution. The con-
cept of "continuity of the revolution"
of  Marx  and Engels,  as  well  as  the
"world revolution" of the Second In-
ternational, were based on the experi-
ences  of  the  revolution  of  1848  in
Europe. The perspective of the world
revolution of the socialist movement
in the late 19th and early 20th centuries
involved a kind of regional or conti-
nental  revolution,  the  revolution  of
Europe.
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Our  understanding  of  the  regional
revolution came at  the beginning of
the 21st century, based on the  discus-
sions  on  "contemporary  imperial-
ism", as well as on the conditions and
possibilities  of  today's  revolutions.
The perspective of the regional revo-
lution has led us to the approach and
endeavor  to  concretize  the  general
anti-imperialist struggle on a regional
level. Following to this, with the par-
ticipation of revolutionary and com-
munist  organizations,  the  Balkans
and  the  Middle  East  conferences
were  organized.  From these  confer-
ences there has emerged the initiative
for the establishment of regional anti-
imperialist struggle coordinations, in
order to put forth concrete efforts. Al-
though these structures have not been
filled  with  life  and
made  functional,  we
have  gained  experi-
ence.

The Regions are
not Indefinite

The concept of the re-
gional  revolution
seems vague and con-
fused at first sight. But
of course,  regions are
specific  places.  There
is  no  doubt  that  re-
gions  are  based  on
their geographic basis,
but  most  of  all,  they
are  localizations  that
lean  on  the  historically  developed
economic,  social,  cultural  and  even
political characteristics.

But it is not a political, cultural and
socio-economic  location,  like  a  na-
tion state or a regional federation or a
confederation. A region is in relation
with  other  regions.  They  influence
each other and there are smooth tran-
sitions among them. Their limits are
not determined and they are change-
able. We see this reality in the most
diverse countries and nations, each of
which  has  different  languages,  cul-
tures and religious communities.

Despite  some  socio-economic  and
political similarities, they are not ho-
mogeneous.  Nevertheless,  in  each
region, there are certain characteristic

lines  and peculiarities  that  have  de-
veloped historically and that charac-
terize a region.

The Law of Uneven Develop-
ment

The  deepest  roots  of  the  "regional-
ization”  lie  in the  uneven  develop-
mental  reality  and  law  that  spread
over the entire history of human exis-
tence.

Human communities have developed
in extreme dependence on the natural
conditions  in  different  regions.  The
extreme  dependency  on  the  condi-
tions of nature meant that geographi-
cally "distant" communities were less
interacted with each other. Through-
out  the  history,  experience  of  pro-

duction, of knowledge, of labor pro-
ductivity, of science and technologi-
cal development has reduced depen-
dence on natural conditions. At vari-
ous  stages  of  history,  the  regions
have  expanded  and  changed  "struc-
turally". But the uneven development
and the trend of regionalization have
been preserved. Uneven development
is a fundamental reality of the entire
history of human existence.

Depending on the possibilities on ge-
ographies and depending on the diffi-
culties that had to be overcome, cer-
tain  large  locations  were  created  in
which  people  could  come  together
more.  Throughout  the  centuries  and
millenniums,  countless  waves  of
migration,  uprisings  and  population

flows, wars, conquests,  the develop-
ment  of  commodity  economy  and
trade,  as  well  as  cultural  influences
have  taken  place  in  these  historical
places,  which  have  crystallized  the
“regional lines”.

The Uneven Development in 
Capitalism

The law and the reality of uneven de-
velopment  is  not  limited  to  capital-
ism.  Even  before  capitalism,  there
was never a single and bodily devel-
opment. The world folk communities
had been in different phases of devel-
opment  before  capitalism  has
emerged, so that capitalism was built
upon this uneven reality. 

Capitalism  created  a  world  market
and it integrated, sub-
jected  and  appropri-
ated all existing struc-
tures  into  the  world
market  and  the  capi-
talist  system.  Capital-
ism  "conquered"  the
world  and  became  a
world  system that  re-
produced  the  uneven
development.  But  un-
like  before,  the  un-
equal  development
has gained a combined
quality.

Colonialism  has  both
developed the capital-
ist mode of production
and  made  the uneven

development  even  more  violent.
From the transition of  capitalism of
free  competition  to  monopoly  capi-
talism,  the  world  was  divided  be-
tween a few major imperialist coun-
tries,  with  which  the  imperialist
world system emerged. This imperi-
alist world system has linked the na-
tion states and the individual national
markets like a chain. The uneven  de-
velopment  that  has  taken  off  after
two  imperialist  world  wars  and  the
revolutions  of  the  twentieth  century
has gained a tremendous and leaping
quality.

The Uneven Development in 
Imperialist Globalization
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The competition between monopolies
and monopoly groups, as well as the
tendency  towards  internationaliza-
tion, are among the pushing forces of
capitalism. Internationalization is de-
veloping both locally at the regional
level  and  generally  at  the  global
level.  It  runs  on  two  sides.  In  the
phase of the imperialist globalization,
this  two-sidedness  becomes  even
clearer.

The world market, composed of indi-
vidual  national  markets,  no  longer
exists in this form. Under the rule of
the  world  monopoly  bourgeoisie,  a
unified, integrated world market has
emerged.  The  competition  between
the monopolies is widening between
a few world monopolies. The world
monopolies  are  leaning  against  the
economic  and  political  power  of  a
particular nation-state and increasing
economic  integration,  thereby
strengthening  and  developing  their
influence over the unified world mar-
ket.

The competition between the monop-
olies and the imperialist states has in-
tensified.  Regional integrations have
become characteristic of this compe-
tition. As the national states were re-
structured,  the  imperialist  global  or-
der  ensured that  the obstacles  to its
unfolding had been removed. Thus, it
gave a push to the economic integra-
tion  of  the  “regional  localizations”.
At this stage, the law of uneven com-
bined development is all the more er-
ratic in its “leaping” character.

The Locality of International-
ization

In the phase of imperialist globaliza-
tion, the local scale of international-
ization at the regional level  is gain-
ing importance. Competition through
regional  integration,  for  example
through  NAFTA,  the  EU,  or  the
Shanghai  Agreement,  is  becoming
characteristic.  The  countries  where
capitalism developed in the twentieth
century,  accumulating  noteworthy
capital, may not compete on a global
scale, but rather they do regionally .
These  countries  seek  their  place  in
the global imperialist order and find
themselves  forced  to  become active

in their  region.  The tendency of  re-
gionalization is strengthened by these
countries as they try to become active
in their region through leaning on in-
ternational alliances, on certain impe-
rialist  countries,  on  monopolies  and
monopoly groups.

Of course, the place of each individ-
ual region is not equal in the imperi-
alist  global  order.  For  example,  the
place of Europe in this order is very
different  from  that  of  the  Middle
East.  Europe is  at  the  center  of  the
global  imperialist  order,  while  the
Middle East is exploited and robbed
by this center. The differences among
the regions show antagonistic contra-
dictions.  The  historically  originated
Middle East has been under the rule
of  capitalist  imperialism  for  100
years. The "inner borders" that subdi-
vide  the  area  into  political  areas  or
countries were largely determined by

the  imperialists  at  the  beginning  of
the 20th century and during and after
the First  World War.  This order im-
posed by the region's imperialist rob-
bers  leaned  on  the  collaboration  of
the local ruling class, in this case the
modern feudal aristocracy and collab-
orative  bourgeoisie.  These  modern,
despotic  states  of  the  Middle  East
keep remain standing with the help of
the imperialist world order. They owe
their  existence  to  the  imperialists.
This is reciprocal; the same modern,
militaristic,  bureaucratic  despots  are
the fundamental pillars and means for
imperialism to hold the region under
its  hegemony  and  continue  its  ex-
ploitative order.

The imperialists and reactionary rul-
ing classes of the region have com-
mon interests, such as the distribution
of  gigantic  oil  and  gas  resources.
Controlling  these  natural  resources,

along  with  their  transport  routes,  is
the basis for cooperation. But there is
an  even  deeper  and  inclusive  prob-
lem.  In  the  veins  of  the  economic
gears of the imperialist  world order,
flow oil and gas. The oil and gas re-
serves are the focus of the imperial-
ists. For this reason, the Middle East
is one of the centers for the struggle
for  world  domination  between  the
imperialists. When you talk about the
"question"  of  Middle  East,  the  sur-
vival of the imperialist  globalization
order is the issue at sake.

Saudi Arabia, Kuwait and Jordan are
typical  examples  of  modern,  milita-
rized  and  bureaucratic  despots.  The
dominant Arab Islamic nationalism is
the legitimacy pillar  of  the despotic
regimes. Even in Egypt, whose mili-
tarily  bureaucratic  quality  and reac-
tionary Arab nationalism are distinc-
tive,  a  similar  despotic  state  form
prevails. From time to time, the mili-
tary or  even semi-military  character
comes to the fore, as it is the case for
today. Syria has a similar structure.

Even  racist  Israeli  Zionism,  which
preserves  the  appearance  of  bour-
geois  democracy,  and  the  mullah
regime in Iran, which rules upon the
Shiite Sharia, are very similar in their
state structure, characterized by mili-
tarism,  bureaucracy,  despotism  and
so on, despite their very different ide-
ologies. The militaristic, bureaucratic
and despotic states have made it one
of  their  existential  reasons  of  exis-
tence to prevent the development of a
democratic consciousness and culture
inside  the  society.  Even  more,  the
dictators see the peoples of the region
as  the  most  prominent  and  closest
danger to themselves. They are anti-
people and collaborate as henchmen
of the imperialists.

The  imperialist  rulers  of  the  world
and  the  local  ruling  classes  know
very well that the existence and con-
tinuation of the imperialist world or-
der is tied to the control of the peo-
ples  of  the  region.  Strategic  ap-
proaches  such  as  the  Great  Middle
East  Project  was  an  expression  of
colonial  imperialist  consciousness.
Because of its central position in to-
day's  global  imperialist  world order,
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the struggles in the Middle East have
the potential to determine the future
of the world and humanity.

Revolutionary Situation in the 
Middle East and the Issue of 
Regional Revolution

The Middle East makes all the con-
tradictions of the phase of imperialist
globalization very  clear.  As  if  these
were  not  enough,  the  consequences
of  the  100-years-old,  protectionist
hegemony of imperialist  colonialism
are  felt  with  all  force.  Through  the
local, collaborative ruling classes, an-
cient  contradictions  between  reli-
gions, sects, nations, and genders, as
sediment  of  history,  have  been
blended, mixed, and got complicated.

This condition leads to a dialectic of
the  revolution  and
decay in  our region.
The  contradictions
between  the  world
monopoly  and  mo-
nopoly groups are in
full focus. The same
is true for the contra-
dictions between im-
perialist  and imperi-
alist  groups.  The
world  monopolies
and  monopoly
groups are in a simi-
lar  competition with
the international mo-
nopolies and monop-
oly groups around the regional mar-
kets,  as well as the rich oil  and gas
sources. On the one hand there is an
handful of bourgeois, modern aristo-
crats, modern usurer money barons of
the region with their  henchmen, the
ruling classes sitting on the big fossil
fuels of the world, on the other side is
the  poor  people.  On  the  one  hand,
imperialism,  world  monopolies  and
international  monopolies  plundering
natural resources, on the other, there
are tens of millions of poor. On the
one hand,  the most  luxurious hotels
and the vilest  bourgeois life;  on the
other  hand,  chaos,  war and destruc-
tion,  poverty and misery.  The abyss
between  the  rich  and  the  poor  has
reached incredible proportions in the
region.

It  is  noteworthy  to  consider  and
record  contradictions  between  the
rulers  of  this  world,  imperialists,
world monopolies  with international
monopolies and reactionary, national-
ist  collaborators.  Again  on  the  one
side, the production of world capital-
ism whose veins are fed by oil  and
natural gas in the region has reached
an extreme level.  The industrial and
agricultural development of the Mid-
dle East, on the other hand, is not at
all  well-developed.  The  economy is
based on oil revenues and trade, it is
a  kind  of  rentier  economy.  It  has  a
structure  in  which  the  contradiction
between labor and capital is blended
by  the  locally  underdeveloped  form
and the most developed forms. In this
region, the contradiction between the
colonialism of the phase of imperial-

ist  globalization  and  the  peoples  is
very  much  sharpened.  The  wars  of
the region are not only internal con-
tradictions  affecting  the  region,  but
they  are  also  consequences  of  ex-
tremely knotted contradictions of the
phase of  imperialist  globalization in
the  region  and are  consequences  of
the struggle of the imperialist robbers
for world hegemony.

In many situations, the old contradic-
tions  and  struggles  between  three
great  monotheistic  religions  of  Ju-
daism, Christianity and Islam, which
gather  different  languages,  peoples,
nations, and national communities, as
well as the inner struggles, conflicts
and  the  historical  division  of  Islam
between  Shiites  and  Sunnis,   influ-
ence all other contradictions in the re-

gion. The contradictions within Sunni
Islam itself including various jihadist
radical  structures  inspired  by  Sunni
Islam, complete the picture.

The contradictions and enmities  un-
folded  from the region's  historically
evolved social  realities,  such  as  the
tribes, national communities, nations
and  countries  are  strong  and  wide-
spread. As we see it from the regional
international  policies  based  on  the
Shiite-Sunni  axis,  they  are  quite
sharp. In Egypt, there is the polariza-
tion between Muslims and Christians,
in Palestine between Jews and Mus-
lims.  Although  these  are  extensions
of the ancient history, they are at the
same time current problems, interests
and contradictions  going along with
it.

The  social  gender
conflict and division
in the region and the
patriarchy are imple-
mented in the  coars-
est and  most  primi-
tive, so even equality
in front of the law is
not  accepted..  The
Saudi dynasty is not
only the center of the
Islamic  reactionism
with  its  most reac-
tionary interpretation
and  application  of
Islamic sharia, but
also of the woman's

slavery. As wealth, money and luxury
accumulates  in  the  hands  of  mas-
culinity, what is left to the women as
their destiny is ignorance and misery,
circumcision of any human rights and
slavery to the same men.

All these contradictions have intensi-
fied in the form of contradiction be-
tween people and state in almost all
the countries of the region. As much
as  for  the  Saudi  kingdom  of  the
Sunni sharia, this is valid also for the
Islamic Republic of Iran based on the
Shiite sharia, as well as for the Zion-
ist Israel. Of course, the degree of the
depth and severity  of  the  contradic-
tions between people and state varies
depending on the country.

So, this means that it was no coinci-
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dence  when  Mohamed  Bouazizi's
protest in December 2010 in Tunisia,
in  which  he  set  himself  on  fire,
turned into a wildfire throughout the
Middle  East.  If  his  flames  had  not
been, another fire would have pulled
the trigger of the regional revolution.

Undoubtedly,  the  Palestinian  resis-
tance, and especially the national lib-
eration  struggle  in  Kurdistan,  were
preserving their position as the lead-
ing  revolutionary  centers  of  the  re-
gion, but this was now implying to a
new historical  phase;  it  was the the
regional  revolution  that  has  begun.
Rojava became a tangible reality, at-
tracted the revolutionary Kurdistan to
its magnetic sphere and thus tied it-
self firmly to the regional revolution.
Kurdish  people  stepped  up  to  the
leading  position  of
the peoples of the re-
gion.

The fire of Bouazizi
have inflamed in the
Mediterranean Africa
and the Middle East.
Including  Libya,
Egypt,  Jordan,
Bahrain,  Saudi  Ara-
bia,  Iraq,  Yemen,
Syria,  it  has  spread
throughout  the  Arab
territory.  It  has  ex-
tended all the way to
Kurdistan  and  Tur-
key.  Its  influence
was also seen in Iran.
These    popular  uprisings  was  the
outcome  of  a  maturity  that  the  re-
gional  revolutionary  situation  had
reached. 

The  regional  revolution  has  over-
thrown  some  despots  but  has  not
achieved its goal. Its most advanced
gain  as  a  popular-revolutionary
power has been achieved in Rojava,
Kurdistan.  Bouazizi's  fire  converted
the faulted lines of the Middle East
imminent to crack down. Conditions
of chaos, war and revolution are de-
facto  abolishing  the  borders  of  the
first imperialist war of division.

What is questioned and what can no
longer stand on its feet is the imperi-
alist  order  that  has  ruled the region
for 100 years. The imperialist world
order is in crisis in the region. It can
no longer control the region and can
not  reign with old means.  Even the
collaborative  bureaucratic  and
despotic regimes charged by imperi-
alist colonialism to get the consent of
the people can not fulfill their func-
tion. The collaborating ruling classes
can  no  longer  reign  with  the  old
forms of administration.

The imperialist colonialists and their
regional  pillars,  the  collaborating
classes,  can  not  provide  any  other
way  out  than  chaos  and  war.  What
the historical reality of Bouazizi's ac-
tion has been, that the peoples of the

region  no  longer  bow  and  do  not
want to live as they did before. The
peoples of the region have gone into
insurrection,  destroying  the  collabo-
rative despots and calling the will of
a  free,  honorable  new  life  into  the
world.

After  the  imperialist  Ottoman  Em-
pire, the Middle East was re-designed
and Kurdistan was divided into four.
Today's borders over divided Kurdis-
tan have become a great revolution-
ary volcano, threatening the imperial-
ist  order  in  the  region  and  the
despotic, reactionary, nationalist dic-
tatorships. In the last decades of the

twentieth  century,  there  were  major
struggles in the south, east and north
of the Kurdistan. The most advanced
level and the most wonderful work of
the regional revolution and the Kur-
distan revolution became the revolu-
tion  of  Rojava,  Western  Kurdistan.
As  being  a  direct  popular  organiza-
tion  itself  standing  for  the  equality
women and having not a predominant
but pluralistic and democratically co-
herent approach towards the issues of
language  and  national  communities,
the  Rojava  revolution  builds  up  a
popular democratic power.  The im-
perialists  and  their  supports  have
nothing  to  offer  the  region  but  war
and  chaos,  whereas  Rojava  has
proved to be the revolutionary choice
of  the  people.  The  Kurdish  people,

who  were  expelled
from  the  history  at
the  beginning of  the
last century, are now
breaking the colonial
yoke and fighting for
their self-realization.

They are in this bat-
tle in a time of chaos
and wars in the Mid-
dle East,  history has
thrown them forward
and put them in a po-
sition  to  march  be-
fore  the  peoples  of
the  region  and  the
world.  One does not
know  how  long  our

Kurdish people will be able to walk
in  this  position.  The  law of  uneven
development persists. In a revolution-
ary way, the revolution of Kurdistan
carries  its  unresolved  problems  to
Turkey,  and  a  second  revolutionary
front in the west part of Turkey is in-
creasingly coming into focus.

The revolutionary push in Turkey, the
building  of  a  second  revolutionary
front, the great success of the Kurdis-
tan Revolution, the united revolution
of  the  peoples  of  Anatolia  and
Mesopotamia will open the door to a
unified revolution for humanity.
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5.Democratic Regional Federations

Engels Understanding of Fed-
erations And Local Govern-
ments

In  the  Erfurt  program,  Engels  has
stated that, with the exception of two
forms, federal republics or confedera-
tions  were wrong.  One of these ex-
ceptions is the following:
“In  the  gigantic  territory  of  the
United States, the federal republic is
still,  on  the  whole,  a  necessity,  al-
though in the Eastern states it  is al-
ready becoming a hindrance.”8

Switzerland is also
a  federal  republic,
but  according  to
Engels, this quality
does not stem from
a  necessity  or  a
progress, but rather
because  "Switzer-
land  is  content  to
be a purely passive
member of the Eu-
ropean  state  sys-
tem."9,  this  situa-
tion of it was con-
doned.
Thus,  according to
Engels,  a  federal  republic;  a)  might
be a compulsion for a state covering
large  lands,  b)  could  be  a  useful
method in solving national questions.
Other than the exceptions above, En-
gels saw the bourgeois state as a his-
torical  progress.  He  considers  the
federal  state  as  a  sub-level  of  the
transition to the bourgeois state.  He
pointed  out  that  different  criminal
laws and civil structures of each can-
ton of each federal state are not pro-
gresses, but a remnant of the feudal
past. For this reason, he stated that a
federal  solution for  Germany would

8“Critique of the 1891 Social Democrat 
Programme Proposal”, Engels, Progress 
Publishers, Marxists Internet Archive 
(marxists.org)
9Age

be  “an  enormous  step  backward".10

Germany  was  neither  too  large  to
govern centrally, nor was there more
than one nation, unlike in England. A
bourgeois revolution from above es-
tablished the central bourgeois state.
Therefore, Germany should not be di-
vided again into small feudal states,
but  the  bourgeoisie  must  be  over-
thrown  to  democratize  the  state.
That's  exactly  what  Engels  meant
with his words, “in my view, the pro-
letariat can only use the form of the
one and indivisible republic.”11

Moving  on  from  Engels'  regarding
the  bourgeois  centralist  state  as  a
progress compared to feudal disinte-
gration,  claiming  that  Marxists  de-
fend a bourgeois centralist state sys-
tem, and are on the side of "the one
and  indivisible  republic"  is  just
ridiculous. Engels did not defend the
one and indivisible bourgeois repub-
lic.  He  discussed  in  what  form  the
proletariat  can  benefit  from this  re-
public. Instead of regressing "the rev-
olution from above" like in Germany
to feudal disintegration, he proposed
to  complete  it  with  “a  movement
from below” with a democratic revo-
lution.  He  formulates  this  proposal
clearly:  “Complete  self-government
in  the  provinces,  districts  and com-

10Age
11Age 

munes  through  officials  elected  by
universal  suffrage.  The  abolition  of
all  local  and  provincial  authorities
appointed by the state.”12 In Engels'
central republic, all local and provin-
cial authorities appointed by the state
are  abolished  and  replaced  by  the
elected attendants from below. This is
the central unity of the communes or
cantons, which are formed on the ba-
sis  of  democratic  self-government.
This  is  what  Engels  meant  by  “the
movement  from  below”.  When  he
was saying “from 1792 to 1799 each

French  depart-
ment,  each  com-
mune,  enjoyed
complete  self-gov-
ernment  on  the
American  model,
and this is what we
too  must  have.”13,
he  put  the  issue
very  clearly,  leav-
ing  no  space  for
discussion.

Lenin's Ap-
proach

Lenin  draws  the
following  conclusion  from  Engels
views:
“It  is  extremely  important  to  note
that  Engels,  armed  with  facts,  dis-
proved by a most precise example the
prejudice which is  very widespread,
particularly  among petty-  bourgeois
democrats,  that  a  federal  republic
necessarily means a greater amount
of freedom than a centralized repub-
lic. This is wrong. It is disproved by
the  facts  cited  by  Engels  regarding
the  centralized  French  Republic  of
1792-98  and  the  federal  Swiss  Re-
public.  The  really  democratic  cen-
tralized republic gave more freedom
that  the  federal  republic.  In  other
words, the greatest amount of local,

12Age 
13Age 
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regional,  and  other  freedom known
in history was accorded by a central-
ized and not a federal republic.”14

As you can see, the discussion here is
about  which  form  is  more  demo-
cratic. Like Engels, Lenin also puts to
the  fore  a  democratic  centralized
state form based on local self-govern-
ment of communes.
In the end, Lenin considers the fed-
eral republic as an exception, a form
of "transition from monarchy to cen-
tralized republic".
“Approaching  the  matter  from  the
standpoint of the proletariat and the
proletarian  revolution,  Engels,  like
Marx, upheld democratic centralism,
the republic—one and indivisible. He
regarded the federal  republic  either
as an exception and a hindrance to
development, or as a transition from
a monarchy to a centralized republic,
as  a  “step  forward”  under  certain
special conditions. And among these
special  conditions,  he  puts  the  na-
tional question to the fore. ”15

Later,  Lenin  changes  this  view,  be-
cause he had not taken into account
the new conditions of the period of
imperialism while discussing the is-
sue in The State and Revolution. The
era of capitalism of free competition,
in which Marx and Engels lived, was
over, and in its place came the stage
of  imperialism.  New  conditions  re-
quire new types of solutions. The so-
lution forms of the conditions of yes-
terday, are not valid in the new condi-
tions. Lenin acts exactly according to
this reality.
Along  with  imperialism,  two  major
changes have occurred in connection
with our subject:
1)  As  capitalist  imperialist  colonial-
ism has become a world system, na-
tional questions have become not an
exception,  but  a  generalized  issue.
From the Balkans to India, from the
Middle  East  to  Africa  and  Latin
America,  federations  have  been
brought to agenda as a solution to na-
tional  questions.  Instead  of  small
bourgeois  states  strangling  each
other,  a  voluntary  and  equal  unity

14V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 25, 
p.454, Progress Publishers, (marx2-
mao.com)
15Age, p.451

with  a  federation  model  was  repre-
senting a real step forward not only
for  the  oppressed  peoples,  but  also
for the proletariat.  For example,  the
Bulgarian Communists had expressed
this view even in 1910's. In the age of
imperialism,  a  "one  and  indivisible
bourgeois"  republic  alone no longer
meant a historical progress. On con-
trary, under the conditions where na-
tional  questions  have  become  a
worldwide phenomenon due to impe-
rialist  colonialism,  a  "one  and indi-
visible  republic"  results  in  nothing
but the oppression of other nations by
the dominant nation.
Lenin corrects his previous view tak-
ing into account the imperialism age
as follows:
“Federation is a transitional form to
the  complete  unity  of  the  working
people of different nations. The feasi-
bility of federation has already been
demonstrated in practice both by the
relations between the R.S.F.S.R. and
other Soviet Republics (the Hungar-
ian, Finnish 52 and Latvian 53 in the
past, and the Azerbaijan and Ukrain-
ian at present), and by the relations
within the R.S.F.S.R. in respect of na-
tionalities  which  formerly  enjoyed
neither statehood nor autonomy (i.e.,
the  Bashkir  and  Tatar  autonomous
republics  in  the  R.S.F.S.R.,  founded
in 1919 and 1920 respectively). ”16

As can  be seen,  federation have no
longer  been  a  “transition  from
monarchy  to  centralized  republic”,
but turned into a “transitional form to
the  complete  unity  of  the  working
people of different nations”. In other
words, it has extended beyond being
a  bourgeois  solution  to  the  national
questions and become a real laboring
solution.
2) Capitalist imperialism has created
a world market that has merged into
one  another.  This  was  also  a  new
phenomenon.  The  proletariat  had  to
take  this  phenomenon  into  account.
The proletariat had to put forth feder-
ative units based on a voluntary equal
unity as a transition form against the
national  economies,  which  were

16V. I. Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 31, 
p.146-147, Progress Publishers, 
(marx2mao.com)

linked by imperialism from the weak-
est to the strongest. This should be an
intermediate  form  of  the  goal  of  a
single world economy under the lead-
ership  of  the  proletariat.  Lenin  de-
scribes this new reality in this way:
“In recognizing that  federation is  a
transitional form to complete unity, it
is necessary to strive for ever closer
federal unity, bearing in mind, first,
that the Soviet republics, surrounded
as they are by the imperialist powers
of the whole world—which from the
military  standpoint  are  immeasur-
ably  stronger—cannot  possibly  con-
tinue to exist  without the closest al-
liance; second, that a close economic
alliance between the Soviet republics
is  necessary,  otherwise  the  produc-
tive forces which have been ruined by
imperialism cannot  be  restored  and
the well-being of the working people
cannot be ensured; third, that there is
a tendency towards the creation of a
single  world  economy,  regulated  by
the proletariat of all nations as an in-
tegral whole and according to a com-
mon plan. This tendency has already
revealed  itself  quite  clearly  under
capitalism and is bound to be further
developed  and  consummated  under
socialism.”17

The Balkan Federation At-
tempt

At the beginning of the 20th century,
“The Balkan socialist parties raised
the slogan for  a democratic Balkan
federation against the growing impe-
rialist aggression. In a strong united
federation,  Balkan  peoples  could
have more easily defended their free-
dom and  independence  against  any
aggressive  moves  from  imperialist
powers.  Also,  federation,  including
Macedonia, could have solved all the
existing national questions.”18

After the October Revolution and the
founding of the Communist  Interna-
tional, the goal of a democratic Bal-
kan  federation  has  gained  a  firmer
basis.

17Age, p.147
18Central Committee Political Report 
delivered at the 5th Congress of Bulgaria 
Worker's Party (Communist), Georgi 
Dimitrov
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After  the  Second  Re-division  War,
people's republics were formed in the
Balkans,  which allowed the Bulgar-
ian  Communists  a  step  towards  a
Balkan federation  that  they  had  ex-
pressed at the beginning of the cen-
tury.  Yugoslavia  and  Bulgaria  have
made a preliminary arrangement for
the  establishment  of  a  South  Slavic
Federation. Two years after the nec-
essary steps have taken for the infra-
structure required for the federation,
Yugoslavia,  first,  postponed  the  ar-
rangement  of  founding  the  federa-
tion, then laid it on the egg and in the
end,  they completely abandoned the
project.
The  South  Slavic  Federation  could
have become a Balkan federation and
its closest target would have been ex-
actly that. The bour-
geois  nationalist
path  taken  by  Yu-
goslavia  under
Tito's leadership has
left  the efforts  of  a
Balkan  Federation
in vain.
Dimitrov  said:
“South  Slavs,  sure
of  the  support  of
USSR,  people's
democracies  and
world  democracy
forces, will  be able
to break the opposi-
tion  of  imperialists
and materialize the
necessary vital unity. Today, the real
barrier  against  the  South  Slavic
Federation...is  those  who  betray
Marxism-Leninism...  Slavs'  unifica-
tion  cause,  including  Macedonia,
will be victorious.”19

We know that this cause didn't reach
victory. The efforts of the imperialists
to  counter  this  and  those  who  be-
trayed Marxism-Leninism had a great
deal on them. But is this enough for
an explanation?
First of all, we must ask why the goal
of  a  Balkan  federation,  which  was
raised  since  the  beginning  of  the
century, was limited to a South Slavic
federation.  Secondly,  we  must  ask
why, with the other Balkan states that

19Age 

have embarked on the path of social-
ist construction, a unity of federal re-
publics  has  not  been  established,
even though Yugoslavia has commit-
ted treason.
It is obvious that not enough efforts
were made for the federal units for-
mulated by Lenin and adopted by the
Communist  International  as  one  of
the  fundamental  views,  which  were
presented as an intermediate form for
the  transition  of  the  socialist  world
republic. Although there were appro-
priate conditions after the Second Re-
division War, there was no inclination
in this direction. It would have taken
steps to create federal units covering
areas as vast as Eastern Europe and
China.  The  socialist  construction
could be realized both in individual

countries, and as formulated by Lenin
through federative units, these coun-
tries would have a minimal basis for
a  common economic sector  consist-
ing of the various parts of the social-
ist bloc, and form a minimum ground
for common planning of production.
More importantly, the socialists have
not  been  able  to  form  strong  units
against the capitalists who have gath-
ered behind and around US imperial-
ism  to  limit  the  impact  of  socialist
construction on ideological, political,
and social issues.  As a result  of  the
unity of the capitalists, the social pro-
ductive  force  of  labor  increased  in
these countries, but the countries on
the path of socialist construction have
attempted to oppose the capitalist im-
perialist encirclement, either isolated

or through weak units. It was obvious
that no success could be achieved in
this  way.  Ultimately,  the  already
weak socialist bloc broke away with
the revisionist deviation.
Lenin's  two basic theses on the im-
portance  of  federations  have  found
appropriate  opportunities  in  the  age
of  imperialism,  but  they  have  not
been  materialized,  and  although  a
federative  unity  of  all  countries  on
the path of socialist construction was
not formed on the first blow, just like
the attempt of a South Slavic federa-
tion, inability to utilize the opportuni-
ties for regional federations, and the
fact that it was not discussed enough
about the issue must be recorded as a
weakness of the communists.

Yesterday's Ob-
jective Obstacles
And Today's 
Objective Possi-
bilities 

One can say that the
weakness  of  the
proletariat  and  the
preponderance  of
peasants  in  the
countries where the
revolution  is  real-
ized  has  led  to  the
tendency  that  na-
tional  development
has  outweighed the
federation  idea.

Likewise, the revolutions of some na-
tions for independence have inspired
them to start socialist construction on
a national state basis and this situa-
tion was even declared to be an ideo-
logical  stance  which  "roasts  in  its
own  oil  and  paves  its  own  way".
Undoubtedly,  this  objective  reality
has a part in not paying enough atten-
tion to building federations and con-
federative  units.  But  that  does  not
mean that the communists must sur-
render to this objectivity. Federation-
type units are intermediate forms for
the transition of a united,  single so-
cialist  construction state,  which cor-
responds  to  that  objective  realities
exactly.  Regional  federations  were
well possible.   As a result,  different
nations would have their own state as
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well as the possibility of unified de-
velopment, which would allow them
to lift capitalist blockade and attacks.
The objective obstacles of that  time
are nearly abolished today. The petty
bourgeoisie  and  the  working  peas-
ants,  the  social  mainstay  of  the  na-
tionalist  idea  within  the  working
people, are subject to a large expro-
priation attack and are dissolving day
by day. Even if the proletariat objec-
tively  has  an  international  class
character,  it  was  under  pressure  of
national  development  before  the
stage of imperialist globalization. Be-
cause the level of capitalist develop-
ment  had  not  yet  exhausted  all  the
opportunities of the national state. We
can  say  that  this  is  completed  with
imperialist  globalization.  The  exis-
tence of a integrated world market is
the main proof of this.
The nation state is not
an economic but a po-
litical necessity for the
bourgeoisie.  The  na-
tion  state  is  a  neces-
sary  means  to  secure
benefits over the world
market and to keep the
working class trapped.
For  this  reason,  there
were  earlier  objective
conditions for the pro-
letariat,  under  the  in-
fluence  of  nation-
statism, to be the rem-
nant of bourgeois ideology. Today we
can not speak of such objectivity.
On the other hand, a very large part
of  the  world  nations  have  gathered
the  experience  of  an  independent
state in capitalism. At the stage of im-
perialist  globalization,  it  became
clear that this independence, regard-
less of its point of view, is not in the
interests of the working people. The
working class in the imperialist coun-
tries  was  formerly  able  to  take  its
share of the plundering of the imperi-
alist bourgeoisie. This is the most im-
portant  reason  why  the  proletariat
there  clung  to  the  bourgeois  nation
and  nation-state.  This  reason  is  no
longer present.  Instead of the "pros-
perity  society" of yesterday,  the  un-
employment and impoverishment has
come.  The  "welfare  state"  was  re-

placed  by  economic  and  political
laws of attack. The working class of
countries  dependent  on  imperialism
has  also  set  itself  one  of  its  main
goals, to throw imperialist capital out
of the country and start a national de-
velopment. In the state of imperialist
globalization,  the  dependent  coun-
tries  became  financial-economic
colonies.  Production,  trade  and  fi-
nance  are  largely  under  the  control
and  direction  of  world  monopolies.
National markets are tied to the world
market. At such a stage, there are no
conditions  for  national  development
on  the  bourgeois  road.  In  addition,
these countries can be exposed to an
economic  disaster  if  these  monopo-
lies  are  thrown  out.  The  definitive
only way out is the beginning of so-
cialist  construction,  but  in  the  long

run that can’t succeed, if these coun-
tries stay alone on their own. Only by
establishing  regional  units,  one  can
raise  the  productivity  of  social  pro-
duction of labor to a higher level than
in  capitalism  and  increase  the  war
against imperialist globalization.
In the light  of  these objective reali-
ties,  we  can  once  again  look  at
Lenin's theses in this regard. 

The Importance of Federative 
Units in the Stage of Imperial-
ist Globalization 

Are the two distinctive features, that
Lenin  has  mentioned  in  connection
with the imperialist stage,  still valid
today? 
1) Lenin said, "Federation is a tran-
sitional form to the complete unity of
the  working  people  of  different  na-

tions." Here,  what  is  actually  men-
tioned is the unity of different nations
based on complete equality of rights
within a certain state boundaries.  In
states where national questions have
not yet been resolved, this solution is
still  valid.  The  Kurdish  question  in
Turkey or the Tamil  question in Sri
Lanka  can  be  solved  through  this
path.
In the world of imperialist globaliza-
tion, the need for democratic federa-
tions  goes  beyond  that.  The  op-
pressed must form opposite units, re-
gional  federations  as  a  transitional
form against the hegemony of the im-
perialist  world monopolies and their
political representatives, the imperial-
ist  states  and their  native collabora-
tors.
In the stage of imperialist globaliza-

tion,  the  contradiction
between  labor  and
capital,  as  well  as  be-
tween state and people
all over the world, has
a  decisive  position.
The places where these
two  contradictions  are
most sharpened are the
regions  where  imperi-
alist  plundering  and
hegemony  are  intensi-
fied.  These  contradic-
tions spark revolution-
ary  explosions.  These
explosions  are  rapidly

gaining regional  quality.  Democratic
popular powers that arise from these
revolutionary  explosions  quickly
have to form regional units to crush
imperialist interference and blockade.
On  the  other  hand,  the  imperialists
and their  collaborators are widening
religious,  confessional,  denomina-
tional, tribal  and  national  divisions
and conflicts in order to avoid the up-
heavals  that  have  arisen  due  to  the
deep  inequalities  and  repressions  of
reactionary  fascist  states  caused  by
imperialist  globalization  to  regain
control. Democratic federations on a
regional  scale  represent  a  real
progress  in  overcoming  these  divi-
sions  and  conflicts.  In  the  Middle
East, the Caucasus, the Balkans, Sa-
haran  Africa  and  Latin  America,  as
well  as  some  regions  of  Asia,  re-
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gional democratic federations can be
a transitional stage for even more ad-
vanced units.
2) Lenin explained that the tendency
of a single world economy is clearly
manifesting  itself  in  the  imperialist
stage of capitalism. The proletariat as
a whole must also be in the "tendency
to create a single world economy or-
ganized according to a common plan
and as a whole composed of parts."
He saw the federation as an interme-
diate on the way to a complete unity.
In the former case, the need for a fed-
eration  is  political.  In  this  second
case,  the  federation  is  an  economic
necessity. The proletariat is opposed
to the tendency of capitalism to cre-
ate a world market made up of parts,
but  stands out  with the tendency of
creating a world market
that  is  again  divided
into parts, but this time
according to a common
plan.
At the imperialist glob-
alization  stage  of  im-
perialism,  the  tendency
of  a  world  economy
consisting  of  parts  has
replaced  with  the  ten-
dency  of  an  integrated
world  economy.  An-
other main tendency of
imperialist  globaliza-
tion is the increasing vi-
olent  competition  for
regional  hegemony.
Against  an  integrated  world  market
on the one hand, and the tendency of
creating regional hegemonies on the
other,  the  proletariat  can  compete
with  the  goal  of  a  socialist  world
economy and regional economic and
political  hegemonies.  It  is  obvious
that  it  can  only  be  succeeded  by
smashing bourgeois political  powers
in the individual countries. Nonethe-
less, in comparison to units of states,

broader regional units are needed for
the revolutionary democratic regimes
to withstand, and to advance to a so-
cialist  world  economy  throughout
this process. Democratic or socialist
regional  federations  as  transitional
forms  may  be  appropriate  political
forms for regional units.
Today,  from  the  beginning,  the  re-
gional  revolution must find room in
the program of the proletariat and its
political strategy. It is a current issue
to be solved, to lead revolutions in in-
dividual countries quickly to regional
revolutions and from there to the goal
of  a  world  revolution.  While  in  the
Arab territories  alone the overthrow
of some despotic dictators had the ef-
fect  of  a  sudden  earthquake  in  the
region, these events inspired the up-

risings of indignants against capital-
ism from Greece via Spain to Amer-
ica.  Of  course,  the  revolutionary
phase in the region, which started in
Tunisia, reached Syria and, with the
Gezi-June  uprising,  also  harnessed
Turkey,  would  have  been  crowned
with revolutionary powers. In such a
situation a Democratic Federation of
the  Middle  East  could  have  been
founded.  It  is  not  hard  to  imagine
how strongly  a  revolutionary-demo-

cratic  Middle  East  federation would
have shaken imperialist globalization,
the  international  financial  oligarchy.
It should also not be hard to imagine
how such a revolutionary-democratic
regional federation would inspire the
oppressed people of the world for the
construction  of  revolutionary-demo-
cratic  regional  federations  all  over
the world.
Since  there  is  an  integrated  world
market and the world is divided into
regional hegemonic areas on this ba-
sis,  riots  in  one  place  can  quickly
spread to other places and regional-
ize, after which they lead the waves
of  a  world  revolution,  which  is  the
meaning of the matter.  This founda-
tion was created by the capital with
own hand. This foundation is its own

grave.
Nobody  should  think
that  the  world  bour-
geoisie  is  unaware  of
this.  While  the  horizon
of  the  bourgeoisie  has
long  since  overcome
national boundaries and
become on a worldwide
scale,  the  bourgeoisie
tries to confine the hori-
zons of the workers and
the  oppressed  to  the
narrowest  limits.  Civil-
societism, as a means to
turn away from the goal
of  political  power,  and
nation-statism  which

leads to the inability to seize the pos-
sibilities of  regional  revolutions and
the  world  revolution  are  two  phe-
nomena  of  this  narrowed,  in  other
words, restraint horizon. This is a di-
rect  ideological  attack  of  the  bour-
geoisie. For this reason, the struggle
for regional democratic and socialist
federations  is  also  an  ideological
counter-offensive  of  the  working
class and the oppressed.
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6.Working with A Plan and A Goal

You are  always in  bustle,  you have
hardly have time to breathe, you are
in a situation like burning the candle
at  both  ends.  Yet,  despite  all  this
hustle  and  nonstop  work,  you  can't
get  the  success  you  want  and  can't
achieve the productivity you expect.
You can't  catch up with the pace of
the  political  developments,  you  are
confused about how to react to which
developments  and
you  are  exhausted
running  from  one
action to another! Is
that so?

Like a ship lost her
route,  are  you
heading  wherever
the  tides  and  wind
brandish  you,  do
you  find  yourself
dealing  with
whatever  the  issue
knocks your door?

Do  you  find
yourself  struggling
with an unexpected
technical  problem
instead  of  being
prepared  for  a
meeting which will
play  an  important
role in political and
organizational
work?

Do you catch  yourself  dealing  with
daily  chores  suddenly  instead  of
participating  an  important
educational work?

Is  the  feeling  of  failure,
unproductiveness  and  dissatisfaction
not  letting you go even though you
are always on the move and you put
an intense effort?

If you don't stick to a goal and you
are lack of a plan, then working hard,
being in a constant bustle don't give
any  revolutionary  results.  It  is  very
normal  that  an  aimless,  horizonless,
visionless  praxis  would  create  such

that  feelings  and thoughts.  There  is
no doubt that you act completely with
revolutionary  intentions.  The
revolutionary character of the content
of  your  actions  is  crystal  clear.
However,  like  any  other  unplanned
action  and  tendency  which  do  not
stick to  a  goal,  your  praxis  as  well
becomes  doomed  to  affect  as  a
narrow practitioner. 

Because  it  is  like  this,  it  is  an
energy-wasting mode which develops
neither the individual nor the action.
The deadlock resulted by this narrow
practitioner mode  awakes a feeling
of  repetition  in  the  cadres  and
generates  an  image  of  'failure'  and
'incapability'. 

Although  the  narrow  practitioner
mode  of  working  is  actually  a
projection  of  the  individual  and
his/her action, it all starts in the mind.
Despite  the  dimensions  regarding
changing  the  external  conditions
surrounding  the  individual  and  the
organization,  essentially,  a mentality
change is a must for a radical rupture.

Without creating a transformation in
the  essence  of  the  viewpoint,  no
matter  how  deeply  the  external
conditions  and  the  basis  producing
the  narrow  practitioners  constantly
are  changed,  the  same  horizonless
bustle  continues.  As  long  as  the
narrow  practitioner  mode  is  not
defeated  in  the  mind,  even  if  the
conditions  are  changed,  the

individual
continues  to  carry
the  same  mentality
to  every  field
he/she goes.

Working with A 
Plan and Goal 
is the Antidote 
of the Mode of 
Narrow 
Practitioner

Working  with  a
plan and goal is one
of  the main factors
conditioning  the
revolutionary
productivity  and
success.  The
success  of  the
organizational
leadership  and  of
each  cadres  is
directly  dependent

on settling and developing the mode
of working with a plan and goal.

Working with a plan and goal is the
claim  of  winning  the  future  on
contrary  to  the  narrow  practitioner
mode  which  actually  focuses  on
saving the day.

What  should  we  understand  from
working  with  a  plan  and  goal  and
what should we be careful about?

Above all, it is needed to believe the
necessity and benefit of working with
a plan and goal. As the mental clarity
brings  the  self-control  of  the
individual,  an  opposite  situation
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brings the surrendering the conditions
quickly. We can put our central point
as this: 'the worst plan is better than
no  plan'.  Without  considering
whether it is good or bad, if you have
a  plan,  this  means  you  know  what
you  want  and  where  you  want  to
reach. Yet, if you don't have any kind
of  plan,  if  you  are  lack  of  clarity
about goals, you either join the plans
of  others  or  flow towards  wherever
the life drags you. Like a tiny branch
dropped on the river, you keep rolling
tied to the direction of the water and
the speed of the wind.

Being  dragged,  as  a  matter  of  fact,
conditions  quiting  from  being  a
subject and becoming an object.

You  have  to  have  a  plan  no  matter
what.  This  plan  may  carry  some
holes,  some  missing  points,  etc.
Holes  and  missing  points  can  be
recovered  in  the  movement  of  the
political work and in the richness of
life and the organizational  work.  As
long as we have a plan we believe to
get results.

We must have daily, weekly, monthly,
six-monthly plans.

From where to where do we want to
reach  in  six  months,  what  goals  do
we want to achieve?

How  many  books  do  you  plan  to
read?

What  do  we  put  ahead  of  us  to
develop  our  writing  skills?  How
many writings do we plan to write in
a month?

In  which  educational  works  are  we
going to participate in a week? In our
organizational  unit,  how  many
meetings  will we  realize  in  fifteen
days? With which  comrades  are  we
going to make bilateral meetings in a
one-week time and what will be the
content of these meetings?

Do we have a concrete idea how we
spend  one  day?  Starting  from  the
time  we  wake  up,  to  the  hours  we
read,  including  the  time  of  each  of
our  rendezvous,  technical  practical
works, etc., do we have concrete plan
for all of these? 

More  questions  can  be  enumerated
depending on the tasks we undertake

or  the  genuineness  of  the  field  we
work or our experiences, etc. What is
important  here  is  having  daily,
weekly, monthly, six-monthly, yearly
plans  in  the  context  of  our
revolutionary tasks.

We  need  to  have  a  mechanism,  a
method of a self-control for our plans
in  order  not  to  let  any  kind  of
spontaneity.  This  is  necessary  to
check the harmony of our praxis with
our  plans  and to  see  the  results  we
reach.  Such  a  control  activity  lays
bare  the  harmony  and  the  conflicts
between our plans and praxis, and is
important in terms of consistency and
a continuity of will.

Order of Priorities

Another  necessity  as  important  as
making  plans  and  the  quality  of
planned  working,  is  defining  the
priorities  correctly.  Ordering
priorities  is  a  sign  of  the  clarity  of
goals. And clarity of goals conditions
locking on the target. Do we have to
solve  an  organizational  problem  in
this week? Then, that organizational
problem is our first priority in weekly
planning.  Is  some  organizational
issue not tolerable with the time? It
must get the value it deserves in our
priority order.

Order  of  the  priorities  ensures  to
separate what is essential and what is

subsidiary, what is time-tolerant and
what is urgent, and provides us to use
our energy efficiently.

While making a plan, we must keep a
good  balance  between  realism  and
the  claim.  Those  plans  detached  of
the reality of cadres and organization,
exaggerated,  claiming  to  be  perfect
are not only fail to be carried out, but
at  the  same  time,  they  cause
demoralization  and  loss  of
motivation.  For  this  reason,  the
correctness  is  not  rated  with  its
perfection,  but  its  applicability.  Of
course,  it  has  nothing  to  do  with
legitimizing the claimlessness in the
name  of  'realist'  plans.  The  plans
must  be  in  a  mode  which  is
appropriate  to  the  realities  of  the
cadre  and  organization  and  also
challenges  this  reality.  The  path  for
development  opens  as  much as  this
balance is held.

Making daily, weekly, monthly plans
is important as they show a claim and
tendency,  but  clearly,  what  has  the
main importance is the determination
of  realizing  the  declared  plans.
Because  making  plans  and  defining
goals  are  not  so  difficult.  What  is
difficult  is  developing  a  will  to
realize the plans. Revolutionary will
and  determination  put  forth  in
bringing plans to life is the insurance
of the success of them. For instance,
it  is  not  that  much  rare  among  us,
coming up with 'perfect' plans almost
every  week  or  every  month  with  a
claim saying “This time, I will realize
them all” but then forget all those at
one side. 

 Even,  it  is  known the existence of
those who spend incredible times on
writing  what  they  will  do  hour  by
hour,  day  by  day,  yet  leaving  there
instantly  without  even ink drys  out.
Clearly, it is nothing but the loss of
credibility of words. And it does not
result  in  anything  but  revolutionary
verbalism.

We may have a clear mindset in both
making plans and being loyal to these
plans and may perform a serious will
of  their  application.  But,  despite  all
these,  the  speed  and  the  course  of
political  developments  or  other
emerging  organizational  problems
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may  cause  us  to  make  compulsory
changes  in  our  plans.  Certainly,  we
will  not  think  mechanically  but
quickly  organize  ourselves  or  the
organizational  unit  that  we  belong
according  to  the  developments.
Giving  quick  reflexes  to  the  new
developments, responding to the need
of the processes are as important as
the  uninterruptedness  of  the  plans.
Our  main  criteria  here  is  not
deviating  from our  main  target  and
not detaching from the goal. If we are
clear  on  this  issue,  momentary
disruptions  in  our  plans  or  changes
will not be decisive and we will not
fall  into  any kind  of  spontaneity  in
the process management.

We are not Discussing A 
Technical-Practical Issue, No!

Both  the  narrow  practitioner  mode
and working with a plan and goal fall
onto  an  ideological  stance.  As  the
cadres of a party which are depicting
the actuality of the revolution all the
time and organize their existence and
opportunities  according  to  this
reality,  we  are  talking  about  a
completely ideological field.

Defined with the different tones and
types  of  horizonlesness  and
aimlessness,  the  narrow  practitioner
mode  cannot  go  beyond  saving  the
moment, saving the day and it creates
a cadre type who cannot escape from
the  claws  of  revolutionary
spontaneity.

Working with a plan and goal, on the
other  hand,  ensures  the  strategical
viewpoint  and non-detachment  from

the goal and creates cadres who adapt
their  actions  and  mode  of  thinking
according to this viewpoint.

The question is this; will we let our
energy or even our revolutionariness
be consumed inside the gears of the
narrow practitioner mode of working
or will we show a will to manage our
individual  development  or  the
development  of  the organizational
unit  we take place in a revolutionary
mode by insisting on working with a
plan and goal?

As a revolutionary cadre, it should be
clear  which  way  must  be  followed.
Beyond that? What is beyond is the
richness of the revolutionary activity
and  the  experience  we  get  in  the
struggle.
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