Appendix A: Formal Model
In this section we introduce a short and highly stylized model to formalize the intuition as to why size, scope
and apparent leaderlessness are protest characteristics that are likely to trigger cascades of mobilization.
The model is intended merely to supplement the main paper; the reader should feel free to skip it if they
feel comfortable with the theory of the paper as presented in the main text.
Suppose that the population consists of n citizens indexed by i, and | G | groups of equal size indexed by
g. Let k(i ) ∈ G denote the group individual i identifies with. Starting from the observation that previous
anti-government protests in Egypt where the leaders were clear (e.g. independent unions, the Muslim
Brotherhood) did not trigger protest cascades, we claim that fence sitters care not only about overthrowing
the government, but also about what might replace it should the revolution succeed. Whoever leads a
successful revolution will have a much stronger chance of also leading the new regime. If there is no clear
leader, however, then each group may feel that they have a greater chance of claiming power afterwards than
if the revolution was led by some other group.
To capture this intuition, we assume that the protests can either be led by one of the groups, in which
case we denote it by Pg with g ∈ G, or it may have no apparent leader in which case we denote it by P∅ .
We denote by { R1 , R2 , . . . , R|G| , SQ} = R the set of all possible regimes, where Rk refers to rule in favor
of group k, and SQ refers to the status quo. We use r to refer to a generic element of R. In line with
the previous discussion, we assume that for all i, Pr( Rk(i) | Pk(i) ) > Pr( Rk(i) | P∅ ). That is, protests are more
likely to result in a regime favorable to group k (i ) if group k(i ) leads the protests than when the protests
have no apparent leaders. Since groups are identical and regimes are mutually exclusive, this implies that
a regime in favor of i is more likely under leaderless protests than when protests are led by another group,
Pr( Rk(i) | P∅ ) > Pr( Rk(i) | Pj̸=k(i) ). Thus, each citizen prefers a successful revolution led by her own group to
a leaderless revolution, but she prefers a leaderless revolution to the status quo (SQ) or a revolution led by
another group.1
Further denote by ν the number of protesters, by β the breadth of support the protests in terms of
demographics including locations, and by L ∈ {∅} ∪ G the group leading the protests. The expected utility
of a fence sitter i is then given by:
E [Ui ( L, ν, β)] = Pr(success|ν, β)

∑ [Pr(r| PL )(ui (r) − ui (SQ))] − c(ν, β)

(1)

r ∈R

1 We believe that this probabilistic approach is particularly reasonable in the Egyptian context. For instance, some protesters
might have chosen to sit these protests out if they had known a priori that they would lead to the election of a Muslim
Brotherhood-led parliament and a Muslim Brotherhood president in 2012.
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Our assumptions imply the following:
1. Pr(success|ν, β) is increasing in ν and β. That is, the probability of having a successful revolution is
increasing in both the number of protesters, and the breadth of support.
2. Pr( Rk(i) | P∅ ) > Pr( Rk(i) | Pj̸=k(i) ). That is, for any given level of support, the probability that the
revolution will lead to a regime favorable to i is higher when there is no apparent leader than when
there is a clear leader who is not from i’s group. Since groups are of equal size, as long as there are at
least two groups it follows that a seemingly leaderless revolution will be more attractive to the average
fence sitter.
3. c(ν, β) is decreasing in ν and β. That is, costs of participation are decreasing in the number of protesters
and breadth of support.

Appendix B: Survey Analysis of Media Usage among Egyptians
and Revolutionaries
As a complement to the analysis in the main paper, in this section we leverage two surveys to analyze
differences in media usage patterns among first movers, Egyptians who joined the revolution on later days,
and those who did not participate at all. The first survey we examine is the Egyptian component of Wave
II of the Arab Barometer project. The survey was fielded in Egypt in June 2011, and although it was not
explicitly focused on the revolution, it did include a battery of questions asking respondents about whether
and when they participated in the revolution and their attitudes towards it. It also asks questions about
media usage both in general and during the revolution. The number of respondents was 1,219; 98 (8%) of
these respondents claimed to have participated in protests during the revolution, and 34 (2.8%) claimed to
have participated on January 25, 2011 (Beissinger et al., 2015). The second survey we analyze is Zeynep
Tufekci’s and Chris Wilson’s (2012) survey on media usage patterns during the Egyptian revolution. This
survey (which we refer to as TDS) was fielded less than a month after Mubarak stepped down and its
sample only includes Egyptians who participated in the revolution (n = 1,048), providing an opportunity
to explore more thoroughly variation within this subset of the Egyptian population. A downside to the
survey is that the respondents were identified using a snowball sampling technique, in which the surveyors
asked respondents for referrals to other revolutionaries. As we discuss further below, we conduct a number
of additional analyses and robustness checks to correct for this potential sampling bias.2
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There is a risk in both of these surveys that respondents’ answers were shaped by the political context in which the surveys
were fielded; in the post-revolution euphoria of 2011 respondents may have been more likely to claim participation in the
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Together these two surveys demonstrate the following two important insights, which add additional weight
to our claim that social media use enabled first mover mobilization. 1) active social media use was higher
among first movers than among Egyptians who participated in later days of protest, who, in turn, used social
media more than those who did not participate in the revolution at all. And 2) social media usage during
the revolution was the strongest predictor of participation in the first day of protests when compared against
use of all other media and information sources.
The first pattern can be discerned in the Arab Barometer data. The Arab Barometer includes several
questions regarding Internet and social media usage. First, it asks respondents in general whether they
use the Internet, Facebook, and Twitter.3 Second, in the module on the Egyptian revolution, it asks a
much more pointed question about active social media usage during the revolution: “Did you support the
protests against Mubarak through the internet, such as Facebook, Twitter or YouTube?” Table 1 shows
the distribution of responses to these questions across three mutually exclusive groups: 1) first movers (i.e.,
respondents who participated in the January 25 protests), 2) fence sitters (i.e., respondents who “sat on
the fence” during the first day of protest but joined the revolution on subsequent days), and 3) Egyptians
who did not participate in the revolution. As the table indicates, revolutionaries in general (i.e., both early
movers and fence-sitters) were considerably more likely to be Internet, Facebook, and Twitter users than
Egyptians who did not participate in the revolution. However, there is no meaningful difference between first
movers and fence-sitters. Yet when we compare the distribution of responses to the more specific question,
which asks about active social media use during the revolution, we find a different result. The proportion of
first movers who used Internet-based platforms, like Facebook and Twitter, to actively support the protests
was twice as large as the proportion of fence-sitters.4 The takeaway, then, is that, although first movers and
fence-sitters in the revolution were equally likely to be social media users in general, first movers were far
more active on social media during the revolution than fence-sitters.5
revolution’s protests (or, in the case of the TDS survey, the first day of protest). However, we believe the risks to our inferences
from any such biases are minimal. In the case of the TDS survey, the questions were fielded very shortly after the revolution,
leading to less risk of respondent distortions, and there is also less incentive for respondents to falsify their answers regarding
when they may have joined the protests (i.e., joining on day one is not significantly more socially desirable than joining on
day two). In the Arab Barometer there is some risk that respondents in the summer of 2011 claimed to have participated in
the revolution when they did not. But as Beissinger et al. (2015) point out, the Arab Barometer statistics regarding protester
participation align with those produced in other surveys, lending them additional credibility. Moreover, there is similarly little
reason to believe that respondents in the Arab Barometer who claimed to have protested had a strong incentive to distort when
they joined the revolution. Finally, by triangulating our survey findings with other data sources, particularly interviews with
protesters and activists, we believe we can limit the risk to our inferences from potential respondent biases.
3 The question on Internet use asks about the frequency of Internet use (i.e., daily or almost daily, at least once a week, at
least once a month, a few times a year, non-use). For the purposes of our analysis anyone who uses the Internet, regardless of
frequency, is coded as an Internet user.
4 The differences between the proportion of revolutionaries (i.e., first movers and fence-sitters) and the proportion of nonrevolutionaries using the Internet, Facebook, and Twitter are all statistically significant at a 95% confidence level using a
standard difference of means test. Similarly the difference between the proportion of first movers and the proportion of fencesitters who used social media to support the protests is statistically significant at a 95% confidence level .
5 The results show that Internet use, social media use (i.e., either Twitter or Facebook use), and active social media use
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Table 1: Internet & Social Media Use Among Egyptians
Internet use
Facebook use
Twitter use
Social media use to
support protests

First Movers
50%
38%
9%

Fence-Sitters
52%
33%
8%

Non-Revolutionaries
16%
7%
1%

41%
n=34

19%
n=64

3%
n=1,121

Source: Arab Barometer
The difference in social media use between first movers and fence-sitters can also be identified in the
TDS data, which asks several more specific questions about how respondents used various media sources
during the protests. For example, the data show that first movers were more likely than fence-sitters to
send or receive information during the revolution both on Facebook (81% vs. 67%) and on Twitter (19% vs.
9%).6 The data also show that respondents who were first movers were more likely than fence-sitters to cite
Facebook as their most important information source during the protests (40% vs. 29%) and one of their
top three information sources (72% vs. 61%).
We can use the Arab Barometer data to further examine the statistical effect of social media use on the
likelihood of participation in the first day of protest, and in the revolution in general. Below we include the
results of four regressions: the first two are run only on the subset of respondents who claim to have participated in the revolution and use as the dependent variable whether a respondent claims to have participated
in the January 25 protests; the second two are run on the full sample and use as the dependent variable
whether a respondent claims to have participated in protests during the revolution. All four regressions
control for age, gender, college education, and urban location. The key independent variables, which are
derived from the same questions used to produce Table 1 in the main paper, are 1) Internet use, 2) social
media use in general (i.e., use of either Facebook or Twitter), and 3) social media use to support protests
during the revolution. The results of the regressions appear in the table below.
The models demonstrate that Internet, general social media use, and social media use to support the
protests are all strong predictors of participation in the revolution among the full sample of respondents.
More importantly, the only variable included in the two models predicting first mover mobilization among
(i.e., a positive response to the question about supporting the protests through social media) are strong and statistically
significant predictors of participation in the revolution, controlling for age, gender, college education, and urban vs. rural. More
importantly, the only variable predicting participation in the January 25 protests among the smaller subset of revolutionaries,
controlling for the same factors, is the active social media use question.
6 The differences between these proportions and those noted above from the Arab Barometer survey are likely driven by the
significant differences in the two surveys’ samples, with the TDS sample being drawn entirely from Cairo and over-representing
younger, better educated, and more Internet-connected members of the revolutionary coalition.
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Table 2: Effect of Internet and Social Media Use on Protest Participation
Dependent variable:
Jan 25 Protest

Rev Protest

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Age

−0.024
(0.019)

−0.023
(0.019)

−0.005
(0.009)

−0.006
(0.009)

Female

−0.112
(0.537)

−0.135
(0.564)

−1.065∗∗∗
(0.258)

−1.108∗∗∗
(0.261)

College

−0.372
(0.478)

−0.399
(0.502)

0.688∗∗∗
(0.256)

0.643∗∗
(0.261)

Urban

−0.056
(0.500)

−0.107
(0.522)

0.640∗∗∗
(0.245)

0.791∗∗∗
(0.245)

Internet use

−0.287
(0.699)

−0.780
(0.621)

0.618∗
(0.333)

0.507∗
(0.300)

SM use (general)

0.432
(0.700)

0.708∗∗
(0.356)
1.632∗∗∗
(0.622)

SM to support protests

1.517∗∗∗
(0.348)

Constant

0.476
(0.837)

0.416
(0.862)

−2.708∗∗∗
(0.410)

−2.743∗∗∗
(0.411)

Observations
Log Likelihood
Akaike Inf. Crit.

98
−61.731
137.462

98
−58.091
130.182

1,219
−290.942
595.884

1,219
−283.595
581.189

∗ p<0.1; ∗∗ p<0.05; ∗∗∗ p<0.01

Note:

the sub-set of revolutionaries that has a statistically significant effect is social media use to support the
protests.
We can further explore the statistical relationship between social media use and first-mover mobilization
using The TDS survey. Moreover, this survey helpfully allows us to directly compare the effect of social
media use against use of other media sources. The analysis is important because, as noted in the main
paper, protesters during the revolution relied on multiple information sources, making it challenging to
parse the independent effect of any one. A regression analyzing how the use of each information source
affected the probability of day one protest participation, while holding the use of all others constant, offers
one way of testing these independent effects.
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The results of this analysis are presented in Figure 4. The regression’s dependent variable is a binary
outcome variable for participation in day one protest. We test the effect of six different information sources
on the probability of protesting on day one: Facebook, Twitter, satellite TV, text messaging, phone, and
face-to-face interactions, while also controlling for age, gender, and Internet access.7 The question in the
survey does more than ask about general use; it explicitly asks whether a respondent used an information
source to “send or receive information about the January 25 protests.” Throughout the TDS survey the term
“January 25 protests” is used to refer to the eighteen days of protest that toppled the Mubarak regime, not
to protests on January 25, 2011 specifically. To Egyptians, who commonly refer to the 2011 revolution as
the “January 25 Revolution,” denoting the eighteen day protests in this way would be relatively natural and
clear. The figure shows the difference in average predicted probability of participation in day one protests
for a protester who used a given media source versus a protester who did not (holding all other variables
at their mean). As it indicates, Facebook and Twitter are the only two media sources whose use during
the revolution predicts participation in the January 25 protests. The average revolutionary who used either
Facebook or Twitter during the protests was significantly more likely to be a first mover than one who did
not use social media. In contrast, satellite TV usage negatively predicts early participation, and there is no
statistically significant effect for phone use, SMS use, or reliance on face-to-face interactions.8

Bias Correction in TDS Survey Analysis
There is, of course, always a concern that a survey collected through snowball sampling will produce unrepresentative data and therefore biased results (Biernacki and Waldorf, 1981; Salganik and Heckathorn, 2004).
In order to assess the representativeness of the “snowballed” sample in the TDS survey, we compare it to the
results of the nationally representative Arab Barometer survey. Figure 5 compares the results of the TDS
sample across a variety of characteristics to two sub-groups within the Arab Barometer survey: Egyptians
who live in urban settings, and urban Egyptians who participated in the January 25 uprising. There are 520
respondents in the first group, and 65 respondents in the second group.
As the figure indicates, the TDS sample is indeed biased compared to the reference group of urban
7 We selected these six sources, because they were the ones that interviewees most mentioned as being important during the
revolution. However, the survey also asked about the use of radio, print media, blogs, and email. We also run the analysis with
these variables included, and the results do not change.
8 This is not to deny the importance of older, more traditional source of information during the revolution. As noted
above, during later stages of the uprising, particularly after Internet platforms were interrupted or shut down, more traditional
forms of communication became far more important (Hassanpour, 2014). Even during the the first protest, other methods
of communication were certainly used, including mobile phones, face-to-face communication, and emailing. But often these
communication forms were used in interaction with social media - for example, as discussed further below, activists’ mobile
phone numbers were posted on Facebook pages, and protesters discussed the protest plans with their friends after learning about
them on Facebook. In this sense social media seems to have complemented and enhanced the usefulness of other platforms
during this early stage of mobilization.
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Figure 4: Effect of Key Information Sources on Probability of Day 1 Protest Participation
among All Protesters
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protesters. The sample tends to be younger, better educated, and more connected to the Internet than the
average urban protester.
In order to ensure that the conclusions we draw in the paper are not being skewed by this biased sample,
we use a variety of weighting techniques to “fix” the bias in the TDS sample and then re-analyze it. We
employ five different weighting techniques and assess which technique does the best job of matching the TDS
sample to the subset of urban protesters in the Arab Barometer.
The first technique entails a straightforward logistic regression model. We combine the Arab Barometer
sub-sample with the TDS sample, and run a model predicting the probability of being an AB observation
given this combined sample i.e.:
Pr ( AB| AB + TDS)
We run this model using the following covariates: age, female, internet, college. We also use pre-developed
weights for the Arab Barometer observations, to ensure that these observations are themselves representative
of the true national sample. We then use this model to predict the probability that each TDS observation
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Figure 5: TDS Sample vs. Arab Barometer
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is in the AB sample (π). Our weights are constructed as

π
1− π

for each observation.

The second through fifth techniques employ common matching methods designed to develop propensity
scores in causal inference analyses. We use propensity score matching, covariate balancing propensity score
(CBPS) matching, entropy balancing, and a matching method using support vector machines (SVM).
We develop weight vectors using all five methods and then recalculate the means in the TDS sample,
this time using the weights. The results of this exercise are displayed in Figure 6, where we compare the
rescaled means to the original TDS mean and to the AB’s urban protesters across the four covariates of age,
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Figure 6: Adjusted TDS Sample vs. Arab Barometer
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female, internet, and college.9 As the figure suggests, entropy balancing does the best job of fixing the bias
in the TDS sample, with the new means almost exactly in line with those of the AB sample.10 We therefore
proceed with our analysis using the weights developed through entropy balancing.11
The original analysis presented in Figure 4 showed that, in the unweighted sample, Facebook and Twitter
9

The means of “charity” and “union” do not change meaningfully after these weights are applied.
Entropy balancing has an additional advantage over propensity score, CBPS, and SVM matching. Whereas each of these
three approaches gives weighs of 0 to a majority of observations, the entropy weights are greater than 0 across all observations,
allowing us to leverage information from all observations in the sample in our analysis (rather than a small subset thereof).
11 As robustness checks, we also run the analysis using the predicted probably weights and the SVM weights. In the former
Facebook, Twitter, and phone use predict day one participation, and in the latter only Facebook does (standard errors in this
model are much higher due to the high number of 0 weights). When we conduct the analysis using the CBPS and Propensity
score weights the models produce multicollinearity.
10
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Figure 7: Effect of Various Information Sources on Predicted Probability of Day 1 Protest
(Weighted Model)

Facebook

●

Twitter

●

Satellite TV

●

Text Msg

●

Phone

●

Face−to−Face

●

−30

−20

−10

0

10

20

30

Effect on Prob of Day 1 Protest

use were the only significant predictors of day one protest. Here we produce the comparable figure using a
model that relies on the entropy balance weights (Figure 7). As with Figure 4, the figure shows the difference
in average predicted probability of day one protest for a protester who used a given media source versus
a protester who did not. The results do not differ markedly from those in the unweighted model. In the
unweighted model satellite TV had a strong negative effect on likelihood of day one protest, whereas both
Twitter and Facebook had a positive effect. Phone use also seemed to have a positive effect, although the
statistical significance was not as strong.
In the weighted model both Facebook and Twitter continue to be strong predictors of day one protest,
though now the effect of Facebook is slightly stronger than Twitter. Phone use also emerges as a strong and
statistically significant predictor of day one protest, and satellite TV, though still a negative predictor, is
now no longer statistically significant. By and large, “fixing” the bias in the sample does not meaningfully
change the overarching finding that using social media during the uprising was a strong predictor of early
10

participation in protests.

Full Results of TDS Regressions
In the table below we include the full regression results for both the original unweighted and weighted versions
of the TDS analysis discussed above. Both models used the same sets of covariates, and controlled for age,
gender, and Internet use.

Table 3: Effect of Media Usage on Jan 25 Protest Participation
Dependent variable: Jan 25 Protest
Original Model

Weighted Model

(1)

(2)

0.019∗∗
(0.008)

0.007
(0.006)

Female

−0.294∗
(0.166)

−0.548∗∗∗
(0.168)

Internet access

0.153
(0.218)

0.096
(0.193)

Phone use

0.355∗
(0.191)

0.695∗∗∗
(0.195)

TV use

−0.634∗∗
(0.259)

−0.434
(0.280)

SMS use

0.221
(0.139)

0.027
(0.151)

Twitter use

0.678∗∗∗
(0.196)

0.539∗∗
(0.239)

Facebook use

0.762∗∗∗
(0.195)

0.814∗∗∗
(0.200)

Face-to-face

−0.006
(0.282)

−0.369
(0.329)

Constant

−1.796∗∗∗
(0.485)

−1.383∗∗∗
(0.487)

Observations
Log Likelihood
Akaike Inf. Crit.

1,039
−629.220
1,278.440

1,039
−551.523
1,123.046

Age

Note:

∗ p<0.1; ∗∗ p<0.05; ∗∗∗ p<0.01
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Appendix C: Details for January 25 Protest from “We Are All
Khaled Said” Facebook Page

To help personalize content, tailor and measure ads, and provide a safer experience, we use cookies. By clicking or navigating the site, you agree to allow our collection of
information on and off Facebook through cookies. Learn more, including about available controls: Cookies Policy.
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ﺗﻔﺎﺻﯿﻞ ﯾﻮم  25ﯾﻨﺎﯾﺮ 25 January -

ﻛﻠﻨﺎ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺳﻌﯿﺪ

January 24, 2011 at 5:53am

ﻋﺸﺎن ﺗﺸﻮف اﻟﺼﻔﺤﺔ دي ﻛﻮﻳﺲ
ﻳﺎ رﻳﺖ ﺗﺪﺧﻞ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﻠﻴﻨﻚ ده أﻓﻀﻞ
ﻛﻠﻨﺎ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺳﻌﯿ ﺪ Notes by
All Notes

Embed Post

http://bit.ly/Egypt25
ﻟﻮ اﻟﻠﻴﻨﻚ ﻣﺸﺘﻐﻠﺶ اﻗﺮاﻫﺎ ﻣﻦ ﻫﻨﺎ
ﻣﻦ ﻧﺤﻦ
ﺑﺪأت اﻟﺪﻋﻮة ﻟﻠﺘﻈﺎﻫﺮ ﻳﻮم  25ﻳﻨﺎﻳﺮ ﻣﻦ ﺻﻔﺤﺔ ﻛﻠﻨﺎ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ وﻫﻲ ﺻﻔﺤﺔ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﻔﻴﺴﺒﻮك اﺗﻌﻤﻠﺖ
ﻋﺸﺎن ﻗﻀﻴﺔ اﻟﺸﻬﻴﺪ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ اﻟﻠﻲ اﺗﻘﺘﻞ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺘﻌﺬﻳﺐ واﻟﻀﺮب ﻓﻲ اﻟﺸﺎرع ﻓﻲ إﺳﻜﻨﺪرﻳﺔ ﻳﻮﻧﻴﻮ
 .2010اﻟﺪﻋﻮة ﻛﺎﻧﺖ ﻋﻔﻮﻳﺔ وﻟﻢ ﻳﻜﻦ ﻣﺨﻄﻄﺎ ﻟﻬﺎ ﻣﻦ أي ﻗﻮى ﺳﻴﺎﺳﻴﺔ أو ﺷﻌﺒﻴﺔ .وﺑﻌﺪ ﻣﺎ ﻧﺸﺮت
اﻟﺪﻋﻮة وﺑﺴﺒﺐ أﺣﺪاث ﺗﻮﻧﺲ ﺗﺸﺠﻊ ﻛﻞ اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﻴﻦ ﻟﻠﻤﻄﺎﻟﺒﺔ ﺑﺎﻟﻤﺸﺎرﻛﺔ وﻧﺸﺮ اﻟﻔﻜﺮة .اﻟﺼﻔﺤﺔ ﻻ ﺗﺘﺒﻊ
أي ﺣﺰب أو ﺟﻤﺎﻋﺔ أو ﺣﺮﻛﺔ أو ﺟﻤﻌﻴﺔ ﻓﺎﻟﺼﻔﺤﺔ ﻣﺴﺘﻘﻠﺔ ﺑﺬاﺗﻬﺎ وﻫﻲ ﻻ ﺗﺆﻳﺪ ﺷﺨﺼﺎ أو ﻓﻜﺮة ﻫﻲ ﻟﻜﻞ
اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﻴﻦ اﻟﺬﻳﻦ ﻳﺮﻳﺪون اﻟﺪﻓﺎع ﻋﻦ ﺣﻘﻮﻗﻬﻢ .واﻟﺼﻔﺤﺔ ﻗﺎﺋﻤﺔ ﻋﻠﻰ ﺟﻬﻮد ذاﺗﻴﺔ ﻣﻦ اﻷﻋﻀﺎء ﻓﻲ
اﻟﺼﻔﺤﺔ وده ﻛﺎن ﺳﺮ ﻧﺠﺎﺣﻬﺎ.
ﻟﻤﺎذا ﻧﺘﻈﺎﻫﺮ؟
ﺗﻤﺮ ﻣﺼﺮ ﺑﻮاﺣﺪة ﻣﻦ أﺳﻮأ ﻣﺮاﺣﻠﻬﺎ اﻟﺘﺎرﻳﺨﻴﺔ ﻓﻲ ﻛﻞ اﻟﻨﻮاﺣﻲ .ﻓﺒﺮﻏﻢ اﻟﺘﻘﺎرﻳﺮ اﻟﺘﻲ ﺗﺬﻛﺮﻫﺎ اﻟﺤﻜﻮﻣﺔ
اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﺔ ﻟﺘﺠﻤﻴﻞ اﻟﺼﻮرة إﻻ أﻧﻪ وﻟﻸﺳﻒ اﻟﺤﻘﻴﻘﺔ ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ ﻋﻦ ﺗﻠﻚ اﻟﺘﻘﺎرﻳﺮ .وﻧﺰﻟﻮﻧﺎ ﺟﻤﻴﻌﺎ ﻳﻮم  25ﻫﻮ
ﺑﺪاﻳﺔ ﻟﻠﻨﻬﺎﻳﺔ ،ﻧﻬﺎﻳﺔ ﻛﻞ اﻟﺼﻤﺖ واﻟﺮﺿﺎ واﻟﺨﻨﻮع ﻟﻤﺎ ﻳﺤﺪث ﻓﻲ ﺑﻼدﻧﺎ وﺑﺪاﻳﺔ ﻟﺼﻔﺤﺔ ﺟﺪﻳﺪة ﻣﻦ اﻹﻳﺠﺎﺑﻴﺔ
واﻟﻤﻄﺎﻟﺒﺔ ﺑﺎﻟﺤﻘﻮق .ﻳﻮم  25ﻳﻨﺎﻳﺮ ﻫﻮ ﻣﺶ ﺛﻮرة ﺑﻤﻌﻨﻰ إﻧﻘﻼب ﻟﻜﻦ ﻫﻮ ﺛﻮرة ﺿﺪ اﻟﺤﻜﻮﻣﺔ ﻟﻨﻘﻮل ﻟﻬﺎ
أﻧﻨﺎ ﺑﺪأﻧﺎ اﻻﻫﺘﻤﺎم ﺑﺸﺆون ﺑﻌﻀﻨﺎ اﻟﺒﻌﺾ وﺳﻨﺄﺧﺬ ﻛﻞ ﺣﻘﻮﻗﻨﺎ وﻟﻦ ﻧﺴﻜﺖ ﺑﻌﺪ اﻟﻴﻮم.
ﻓﻬﻨﺎك  30ﻣﻠﻴﻮن ﻣﺼﺮي ﻣﺮﻳﺾ ﺑﺎﻻﻛﺘﺌﺎب ﻣﻨﻬﻢ ﻣﻠﻴﻮن وﻧﺺ ﻣﺮﺿﻰ ﺑﺎﻻﻛﺘﺌﺎب اﻟﺠﺴﻴﻢ وأﻛﺜﺮ ﻣﻦ ﻣﺎﺋﺔ
أﻟﻒ ﻣﺤﺎوﻟﺔ اﻧﺘﺤﺎر ﺧﻼل ﻋﺎم  2009ﺗﺴﺒﺒﺖ ﻓﻲ وﻓﺎة  5000ﺷﺨﺺ .ﻟﺪﻳﻨﺎ  48ﻣﻠﻴﻮن ﻓﻘﻴﺮ ﻣﻨﻬﻢ
ﻣﻠﻴﻮﻧﺎن وﻧﺼﻒ اﻟﻤﻠﻴﻮن ﻳﻌﻴﺸﻮن ﻓﻲ ﻓﻘﺮ ﻣﺪﻗﻊ .ﻟﺪﻳﻨﺎ  12ﻣﻠﻴﻮن ﻣﺼﺮي ﺑﺪون أي ﻣﺄوى وﻣﻨﻬﻢ ﻣﻠﻴﻮن
وﻧﺼﻒ ﻳﻌﻴﺸﻮن ﻓﻲ اﻟﻤﻘﺎﺑﺮ.
ﻫﻨﺎك ﻓﺴﺎد ﻣﻨﻬﺠﻲ أدى إﻟﻰ وﺟﻮد ﻗﻀﺎﻳﺎ ﻓﺴﺎد ﺗﺰﻳﺪ ﻗﻴﻤﺘﻬﺎ ﺟﻤﻴﻌﺎ ﺑﺄﻛﺜﺮ ﻣﻦ  39ﻣﻠﻴﺎر ﺟﻨﻴﻪ ﺧﻼل ﻋﺎم
واﺣﺪ ﻓﻘﻂ .وﻣﺼﺮ ﺗﺤﺘﻞ
اﻟﻤﺮﻛﺰ  115ﺑﻴﻦ  139دوﻟﺔ ﻓﻲ ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺮ اﻟﺘﻨﺎﻓﺴﻴﺔ اﻟﻌﺎﻟﻤﻴﻦ ﻣﻦ ﺣﻴﺚ اﻟﻔﺴﺎد اﻟﺤﻜﻮﻣﻲ.
ﻫﻨﺎك أﻛﺜﺮ ﻣﻦ  3ﻣﻠﻴﻮن ﺷﺎب ﻋﺎﻃﻞ وﻧﺴﺒﺔ اﻟﺒﻄﺎﻟﺔ ﺑﻴﻦ اﻟﺸﺒﺎب ﺗﺠﺎوزت  %30وﻣﺼﺮ ﺗﺤﺘﻞ اﻟﻤﺮﻛﺰ
اﻷﺧﻴﺮ ﺑﻴﻦ  139دوﻟﺔ ﻓﻲ ﻣﻌﺪل اﻟﺸﻔﺎﻓﻴﺔ ﻓﻲ اﻟﺘﻮﻇﻴﻒ.
ﻟﺪﻳﻨﺎ أﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﻌﺪل ﻟﻮﻓﻴﺎت اﻷﻃﻔﺎل ﻓﻲ اﻟﻌﺎﻟﻢ ﺑﻮاﻗﻊ ﺧﻤﺴﻴﻦ ﻃﻔﻼ ﻛﻞ  1000وﻻدة .وﻧﺼﻒ أﻃﻔﺎل ﻣﺼﺮ
ﺗﻘﺮﻳﺒﺎ ﻣﺼﺎﺑﻮن ﺑﺄﻧﻴﻤﻴﺎ و 8ﻣﻼﻳﻴﻦ ﺷﺨﺺ ﻣﺼﺎب ﺑﻔﻴﺮوس ﺳﻲ .وﻟﺪﻳﻨﺎ أﻛﺜﺮ ﻣﻦ  100أﻟﻒ ﻣﺼﺎب
ﺑﺎﻟﺴﺮﻃﺎن ﺳﻨﻮﻳﺎ ﺑﺴﺒﺐ ﺗﻠﻮث اﻟﻤﻴﺎه  .وﻟﺪﻳﺘﺎ ﺳﻴﺎرة إﺳﻌﺎف ﻟﻜﻞ  35أﻟﻒ ﻣﻮاﻃﻦ.
ﻓﻲ ﻣﺼﺮ ﻗﺎﻧﻮن ﻟﻠﻄﻮارئ ﺗﺴﺒﺐ ﻓﻲ وﻓﺎة ﻋﺸﺮات اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﻴﻦ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺘﻌﺬﻳﺐ واﻟﻘﺒﺾ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻵﻻف ﻣﻨﻬﻢ
دون وﺟﻮد أي ﺳﻨﺪ ﻗﺎﻧﻮﻧﻲ ﻟﻌﻤﻠﻴﺎت اﻟﻘﺒﺾ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﻢ .وﺑﺴﺒﺐ اﺳﺘﺨﺪام اﻷﻣﻦ ﻟﻤﺮاﻗﺒﺔ اﻟﺴﻴﺎﺳﻴﻴﻦ
وإﺟﻬﺎض ﻧﺸﺎﻃﻬﻢ ﻓﻘﺪ ﻧﺘﺞ ﻋﻦ ذﻟﻚ ﺗﺰوﻳﺮ ﻓﺎﺿﺢ ﻓﻲ اﻧﺘﺨﺎﺑﺎت ﻣﺠﻠﺲ اﻟﺸﻌﺐ أدت إﻟﻰ أن اﻟﺤﺰب
اﻟﺤﺎﻛﻢ ﻳﺤﺼﻞ ﻋﻠﻰ أﻛﺜﺮ ﻣﻦ ﺗﺴﻌﻴﻦ ﺑﺎﻟﻤﺎﺋﺔ ﻣﻦ ﻣﻘﺎﻋﺪ اﻟﻤﺠﻠﺲ.
ﻟﻤﻌﺮﻓﺔ اﻟﻤﺰﻳﺪ وﻣﺼﺎدر ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت ﻳﺮﺟﻰ ﻣﺸﺎﻫﺪة ﻫﺬا اﻟﻔﻴﺪﻳﻮ.
ﻟﻤﺎذا ﻳﻮم  25ﻳﻨﺎﻳﺮ؟
ﻓﻲ ﻋﺎم  1952ﻗﺎوم أﺟﺪادﻧﺎ ﻓﻲ ﺟﻬﺎز اﻟﺸﺮﻃﺔ ﺑﺒﻨﺎدﻗﻬﻢ اﻟﻌﺎدﻳﺔ اﻟﺠﻴﺶ اﻟﺒﺮﻳﻄﺎﻧﻲ ﺑﺪﺑﺎﺑﺎﺗﻪ وﺟﻴﻮﺷﻪ
ﻓﺎﺳﺘﺸﻬﺪ ﻣﻨﻬﻢ  50وأﺳﺮ أﻛﺜﺮ ﻣﻦ  100وﺿﺮﺑﻮا أروع اﻷﻣﺜﻠﺔ ﻓﻲ اﻟﺘﻀﺤﻴﺔ ﻣﻦ أﺟﻞ اﻟﻮﻃﻦ .وﻧﺤﻦ ﺑﻌﺪ
أﻛﺜﺮ ﻣﻦ ﺧﻤﺴﻴﻦ ﺳﻨﺔ ﻧﻌﺎﻧﻲ اﻵن ﻣﻦ ﻣﻤﺎرﺳﺎت ﺟﻬﺎز اﻟﺸﺮﻃﺔ اﻟﺬي أﺻﺒﺢ أداة ﻟﺘﻌﺬﻳﺐ اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﻴﻦ
وإﻫﺎﻧﺘﻬﻢ .وﻗﺪ اﺧﺘﺮﻧﺎ ﻫﺬا اﻟﻴﻮم ﺑﺎﻟﺬات ﻷﻧﻪ ﻳﺮﻣﺰ إﻟﻰ اﻟﺘﺤﺎم اﻟﺸﺮﻃﺔ ﻣﻊ اﻟﺸﻌﺐ وﻫﺬا ﻣﺎ ﻧﺮﺟﻮ ﻳﻮم
اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮة أن ﻳﻠﺘﺤﻢ ﻣﻌﻨﺎ اﻟﻀﺒﺎط اﻟﻤﺤﺘﺮﻣﻮن ﻷن ﻗﻀﻴﺘﻨﺎ واﺣﺪة .ﻳﻮم  25ﻳﻨﺎﻳﺮ ﻫﻮ إﺟﺎزة رﺳﻤﻴﺔ ﻣﻤﺎ
ﻳﻤﻨﺢ ﻟﻜﻞ اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﻴﻦ اﻟﻤﺸﺎرﻛﺔ دون ﺗﻌﻄﻴﻞ أﻋﻤﺎﻟﻬﻢ.
ﻣﺎ ﻫﻲ ﻣﻄﺎﻟﺒﻨﺎ؟
اﻟﻤﻄﻠﺐ اﻷول :ﻣﻮاﺟﻬﺔ ﻣﺸﻜﻠﺔ اﻟﻔﻘﺮ ﻗﺒﻞ أن ﺗﻨﻔﺠﺮ وذﻟﻚ ﺑﺎﺣﺘﺮام ﺣﻜﻢ اﻟﻘﻀﺎء اﻟﻤﺼﺮي ﺑﺰﻳﺎدة اﻟﺤﺪ
اﻷدﻧﻰ ﻟﻸﺟﻮر زﻳﺎدة ﻋﺎدﻟﺔ ﺧﺎﺻﺔ ﻓﻲ ﻣﺠﺎﻻت اﻟﺼﺤﺔ واﻟﺘﻌﻠﻴﻢ ﻟﺘﺤﺴﻴﻦ اﻟﺨﺪﻣﺎت اﻟﻤﻘﺪﻣﺔ ﻟﻠﺸﻌﺐ.
واﻟﻌﻤﻞ ﻋﻠﻰ ﺻﺮف إﻋﺎﻧﺎت ﺗﺼﻞ إﻟﻰ  500ﺟﻨﻴﻪ ﻣﺼﺮي ﻟﻜﻞ ﺷﺎب ﺧﺮﻳﺞ ﺟﺎﻣﻌﻲ ﻻ ﻳﺴﺘﻄﻴﻊ اﻟﺤﺼﻮل
ﻋﻠﻰ وﻇﻴﻔﺔ وذﻟﻚ ﻟﻔﺘﺮة ﻣﺤﺪدة.
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اﻟﻤﻄﻠﺐ اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻲ :إﻟﻐﺎء ﺣﺎﻟﺔ اﻟﻄﻮارئ واﻟﺘﻲ ﺗﺴﺒﺒﺖ ﻓﻲ ﺳﻴﻄﺮة اﻟﺠﻬﺎز اﻷﻣﻨﻲ ﻋﻠﻰ ﻣﺼﺮ واﻟﻘﺒﺾ ﻋﻠﻰ
اﻟﻤﻌﺎرﺿﻴﻦ ﻟﺴﻴﺎﺳﺎت اﻟﺤﻜﻮﻣﺔ ووﺿﻌﻬﻢ ﻓﻲ اﻟﻤﻌﺘﻘﻼت دون أي ذﻧﺐ .وﻧﺤﻦ ﻧﻄﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﻔﺮض ﺳﻴﻄﺮة
اﻟﻨﻴﺎﺑﺔ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻷﻗﺴﺎم ﻟﻮﻗﻒ ﻋﻤﻠﻴﺎت اﻟﺘﻌﺬﻳﺐ اﻟﻤﻨﻬﺠﻴﺔ اﻟﺘﻲ ﻳﺘﻢ ﻣﻤﺎرﺳﺘﻬﺎ ﻓﻲ أﻗﺴﺎم اﻟﺸﺮﻃﺔ .وﺗﻨﻔﻴﺬ
أﺣﻜﺎم اﻟﻘﻀﺎء واﺣﺘﺮاﻣﻬﺎ ﻣﻦ ﻗﺒﻞ اﻟﺤﻜﻮﻣﺔ اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﺔ.
اﻟﻤﻄﻠﺐ اﻟﺜﺎﻟﺚ :إﻗﺎﻟﺔ وزﻳﺮ اﻟﺪاﺧﻠﻴﺔ ﺣﺒﻴﺐ اﻟﻌﺎدﻟﻲ ﺑﺴﺒﺐ اﻻﻧﻔﻼت اﻷﻣﻨﻲ اﻟﺬي ﺗﻮاﺟﻬﻪ ﻣﺼﺮ ﻣﺘﻤﺜﻼ ﻓﻲ
اﻟﺤﻮادث اﻹرﻫﺎﺑﻴﺔ واﻧﺘﺸﺎر اﻟﺠﺮاﺋﻢ اﻟﺘﻲ ﺣﺪﺛﺖ ﻋﻠﻰ ﻳﺪ ﺿﺒﺎط أو ﻋﻨﺎﺻﺮ ﻣﻦ وزارة اﻟﺪاﺧﻠﻴﺔ دون وﺟﻮد
اﻟﺮادع اﻟﻘﻮي.
اﻟﻤﻄﻠﺐ اﻟﺮاﺑﻊ :ﺗﺤﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﺪة اﻟﺮﺋﺎﺳﺔ ﺑﺤﻴﺚ ﻻ ﺗﺘﺠﺎوز ﻓﺘﺮﺗﻴﻦ ﻣﺘﺘﺎﻟﻴﺘﻴﻦ ﻷن اﻟﺴﻠﻄﺔ اﻟﻤﻄﻠﻘﺔ ﻣﻔﺴﺪة
وﻷﻧﻪ ﻻ ﺗﻮﺟﺪ دوﻟﺔ ﻣﺘﻘﺪﻣﺔ ﺗﺴﻤﺢ ﻟﺮﺋﻴﺲ اﻟﺠﻤﻬﻮرﻳﺔ اﻟﺒﻘﺎء ﻋﺸﺮات اﻟﺴﻨﻴﻦ ﻓﻲ ﻣﻨﺼﺒﻪ .ﻣﻦ ﺣﻘﻨﺎ أن
ﻧﺨﺘﺎر رﺋﻴﺴﻨﺎ وﻣﻦ ﺣﻘﻨﺎ أﻻ ﻳﺴﺘﺒﺪ أﺣﺪ ﺑﺎﻟﺴﻠﻄﺔ ﻓﻴﺤﻜﻢ اﻟﺒﻼد ﺣﺘﻰ ﻳﻤﻮت.
ﻃﺒﻌﺎ ﻫﻨﺎك ﻣﻄﺎﻟﺐ ﻛﺜﻴﺮة ﻟﻜﻞ اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﻴﻦ ﻓﻲ ﻣﺠﺎﻻت زي اﻟﺼﺤﺔ واﻟﺘﻌﻠﻴﻢ واﻟﺒﺪاﻳﺔ ﻫﻲ إﻧﻨﺎ ﻧﺘﺤﺮك ﻣﻊ
ﺑﻌﺾ وﻧﺤﻘﻖ ﻣﻄﻠﺐ ﻣﻄﻠﺐ ﻋﻦ ﻃﺮﻳﻖ اﻟﻀﻐﻂ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﺤﻜﻮﻣﺔ وده دورﻧﺎ ﻛﺸﻌﺐ إﻧﻨﺎ ﻧﻮﺟﻪ اﻟﺤﻜﻮﻣﺔ
وﻧﺤﺎﺳﺒﻬﺎ ﻋﻠﻰ أداءﻫﺎ وﻧﺤﺪد أوﻟﻮﻳﺎﺗﻬﺎ ﻣﺶ اﻟﻌﻜﺲ.
أﻣﺎﻛﻦ وﺗﻮﻗﻴﺖ اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮات
ﻣﻬﻢ ﺟﺪا إﻧﻨﺎ ﻧﻔﻬﻢ إن ﻫﺪف اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮة ﻫﻮ إﻧﻨﺎ ﻧﺤﺸﺪ ﻛﻞ اﻟﻨﺎس ﻣﻌﺎﻧﺎ .اﻟﻨﺎس ﻛﻠﻬﺎ ﻣﺘﻀﺎﻳﻘﺔ وﻣﻈﻠﻮﻣﺔ
وﻣﺶ راﺿﻴﺔ ﻋﻦ ﺣﺎل اﻟﺒﻠﺪ ﻳﺒﻘﻰ ﻻزم ﻧﺸﺠﻌﻬﻢ ﻳﺸﺎرﻛﻮا وﻋﺸﺎن ﻛﺪه ﻋﺎﻳﺰﻳﻦ ﻧﻌﻤﻞ ﻣﺴﻴﺮات ﻓﻲ ﻛﻞ
اﻟﻤﻨﺎﻃﻖ اﻟﺸﻌﺒﻴﺔ واﻟﻨﺎس ﺗﻨﺰل ﻣﻊ ﺑﻌﺾ ﻓﻲ ﻣﺴﻴﺮات أﻛﺘﺮ ﻣﻦ ﻋﺸﺮ أﺷﺨﺎص ﻟﺤﺪ ﻣﻜﺎن اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮة ده
ﻣﻬﻢ ﺟﺪا .وﻋﻠﻰ ﻓﻜﺮة أﻣﺎﻛﻦ اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮات ﻣﺶ ﻣﻘﺼﻮرة ﻋﻠﻰ اﻷﻣﺎﻛﻦ اﻟﻤﺬﻛﻮرة ﻫﻨﺎ ﻷن ﻓﻴﻪ ﻣﻈﺎﻫﺮات
ﻓﻲ أﻣﺎﻛﻦ ﺗﺎﻧﻴﺔ ﻟﻢ ﻳﻌﻠﻦ ﻋﻨﻬﺎ وﻫﻴﺘﻨﻈﻢ ﻓﻴﻬﺎ ﻣﻈﺎﻫﺮات ﻓﻲ ﻣﺤﺎﻓﻈﺎت ﻣﺨﺘﻠﻔﺔ .اﻟﻤﻬﻢ إﻧﻚ ﺗﻨﺰل وﺗﻌﺒﺮ
ﻋﻦ رأﻳﻚ وﻏﻀﺒﻚ ﺑﺎﻟﻄﺮﻳﻘﺔ اﻟﻠﻲ ﺗﻘﺪر ﻋﻠﻴﻬﺎ.
اﻟﻘﺎﻫﺮة اﻟﻜﺒﺮى
دوران ﺷﺒﺮا
دوران اﻟﻤﻄﺮﻳﺔ
أﻣﺎم ﺟﺎﻣﻌﺔ اﻟﻘﺎﻫﺮة
ﺷﺎرع ﺟﺎﻣﻌﺔ اﻟﺪول اﻟﻌﺮﺑﻴﺔ
ﻣﻼﺣﻈﺎت ﻣﻬﻤﺔ :ﻓﻴﻪ ﺟﻬﺎت أﺧﺮى ﻣﻨﻈﻤﺔ ﻣﻈﺎﻫﺮات وﻣﺴﻴﺮات ﻓﻲ أﺣﻴﺎء ﺷﻌﺒﻴﺔ ﻓﻲ ﻛﻞ أﻧﺤﺎء اﻟﻘﺎﻫﺮة
واﻟﺠﻴﺰة وﺣﻠﻮان ﻟﻮ ﻛﻨﺖ ﻓﻲ ﻣﻨﻄﻘﺔ ﺷﻌﺒﻴﺔ اﻧﺰل ﻳﻮم  25ﻳﻨﺎﻳﺮ واﻧﻀﻢ ﻟﻴﻬﻢ.
اﻹﺳﻜﻨﺪرﻳﺔ :ﺗﻢ ﺗﺤﺪﻳﺪ ﻣﻜﺎﻧﻴﻦ ﻟﻠﻮﻗﻔﺔ :اﻟﻤﻜﺎن اﻷول ﻫﻮ ﻣﻴﺪان ﻣﺤﻄﺔ ﻣﺼﺮ واﻟﻤﻜﺎن اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻲ ﻫﻮ ﻣﻴﺪان
اﻟﻤﻨﺸﻴﺔ .ﻋﻠﻰ أن ﺗﺘﺤﺮك ﻣﺴﻴﺮات ﻣﻦ ﻛﻞ ﻣﻦ ﻛﻞ ﻣﻨﺎﻃﻖ اﻻﺳﻜﻨﺪرﻳﺔ ﺗﺴﻴﺮ ﻋﺒﺮ اﻟﻜﻮرﻧﻴﺶ أو اﻟﺸﻮارع
اﻟﺠﺎﻧﺒﻴﺔ وذﻟﻚ ﻟﻠﻮﺻﻮل إﻟﻰ ﻧﻘﺎط اﻟﺘﺠﻤﻊ ﻓﻲ ﺗﻮﻗﻴﺖ اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮة ﺑﺎﻟﻀﺒﻂ .ﻓﻴﻪ ﻣﻈﺎﻫﺮات أﺧﺮى ﺳﺘﺨﺮج
ﻣﻦ أﻣﺎﻛﻦ ﻏﻴﺮ ﻣﻌﻠﻦ ﻋﻨﻬﺎ وﻟﻤﻌﺮﻓﺔ اﻟﺘﻔﺎﺻﻴﻞ اﺗﺼﻠﻮا ﻳﻮم اﻟﺘﻼت ﺑﻌﺪ  9ﺻﺒﺎﺣﺎ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﺘﻠﻴﻔﻮن:
01521543978
اﻹﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻠﻴﺔ :ﺷﺎرع اﻟﺜﻼﺛﻴﻨﻲ وﺷﺎرع اﻟﺴﻜﺔ اﻟﺤﺪﻳﺪ ﺑﺠﻮار ﺣﻤﺰاوي  -راﺑﻂ اﻟﺪﻋﻮة ﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﻔﻴﺴﺒﻮك ﻓﻲ
اﻹﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻠﻴﺔ
اﻟﻔﻴﻮم :ﻣﺴﻴﺮة ﻛﺒﻴﺮة ﺳﻴﻘﻮم ﺑﻬﺎ أﻫﺎﻟﻲ اﻟﻔﻴﻮم ﺗﺒﺪأ ﻣﻦ ﻣﻴﺪان اﻟﺤﻮاﺗﻢ ﺑﺒﻨﺪر اﻟﻔﻴﻮم ﺗﻤﺎم اﻟﺴﺎﻋﺔ اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻴﺔ
ﻇﻬﺮا
اﻟﻤﺤﻠﺔ اﻟﻜﺒﺮى :ﻣﻴﺪان اﻟﺒﻨﺪر وﻣﻴﺪان اﻟﺸﻮن وﻣﻨﻄﻘﺔ اﻟﺸﻌﺒﻴﺔ واﻟﺠﻤﻬﻮرﻳﺔ وﺳﻴﺘﻢ اﻟﺘﺠﻤﻊ ﻓﻲ ﻣﻜﺎن
ﺧﺎﻣﺲ ﺳﻴﺘﻢ اﻹﻋﻼن ﻋﻨﻪ ﻓﻲ اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮة
ﻃﻨﻄﺎ :أﻣﺎم ﻣﺒﻨﻰ اﻟﻤﺤﺎﻓﻈﺔ ﺑﻤﺪﻳﻨﺔ ﻃﻨﻄﺎ واﻟﺘﺠﻤﻊ اﻟﺴﺎﻋﺔ اﻟﺜﺎﻧﻴﺔ ﺑﺎﻟﻀﺒﻂ
ﺳﻮﻫﺎج :ﺳﻴﺘﻢ ﺗﺤﺪﻳﺪ اﻟﻤﻜﺎن ﻳﻮم اﻻﺗﻨﻴﻦ اﻟﻤﻮاﻓﻖ  24ﻳﻨﺎﻳﺮ وﻟﻠﻤﻌﻠﻮﻣﺎت ﻣﺘﺎﺑﻌﺔ راﺑﻂ اﻟﺪﻋﻮة ﻋﻠﻰ
اﻟﻔﻴﺴﺒﻮك ﻓﻲ ﺳﻮﻫﺎج
ﺑﺎﻗﻲ اﻷﻣﺎﻛﻦ :ﻳﺮﺟﻰ اﻟﻨﺰول ﻷﺳﻔﻞ اﻟﺼﻔﺤﺔ واﻟﻮﺻﻮل ﻟﻔﻘﺮة أرﻗﺎم ﺗﻬﻤﻚ ﻟﻠﺤﺼﻮل ﻋﻠﻰ أرﻗﺎم ﻣﻨﺴﻘﻲ
اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮات ﻓﻲ ﻣﺤﺎﻓﻈﺘﻚ.
إرﺷﺎدات اﻟﺘﻈﺎﻫﺮ
 (١اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮة ﺳﻠﻤﻴﺔ .ﻧﺤﻦ دﻋﺎة ﺳﻼم وﻟﺴﻨﺎ دﻋﺎة ﻋﻨﻒ .ﻧﺤﻦ ﻧﻄﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﺤﻘﻮﻗﻨﺎ وﻣﻦ اﻷوﻟﻰ أن ﻧﺤﺎﻓﻆ
ﻋﻠﻰ ﺣﻘﻮق اﻵﺧﺮﻳﻦ .ﻟﻦ ﻧﺴﺘﺠﻴﺐ ﻷي ﻣﺤﺎوﻻت اﺳﺘﻔﺰاز ﻣﻦ اﻷﻣﻦ ﻋﺸﺎن ﻳﺨﺮﺟﻨﺎ ﻣﻦ ﺷﻌﻮرﻧﺎ وﻳﺤﺼﻞ
اﻟﻠﻲ ﻫﻤﺎ ﺑﻴﺨﻄﻄﻮا ﻟﻴﻪ .ﻫﺪف رﺋﻴﺴﻲ ﻣﻦ أﻫﺪاف اﻷﻣﻦ ﻫﻮ ﺗﺼﻮﻳﺮ اﻟﻤﺘﻈﺎﻫﺮﻳﻦ ﻋﻠﻰ إﻧﻬﻢ ﺷﻮﻳﺔ ﺑﻠﻄﺠﻴﺔ
ﻋﺎﻳﺰﻳﻦ ﻳﺨﺮﺑﻮا اﻟﺒﻠﺪ .ﻳﺠﺐ ﺿﺒﻂ اﻟﻨﻔﺲ وﻋﺪم اﻟﺘﻬﻮر وﻋﻤﻞ أي ﺷﻲء ﻳﺨﺎﻟﻒ اﻟﻘﺎﻧﻮن أو ﻳﻌﺮض ﺣﻴﺎة
أي ﺷﺨﺺ ﻟﺨﻄﺮ أو ﻳﺘﺴﺒﺐ ﻓﻲ اﻹﺿﺮار ﺑﺄي ﻣﻤﺘﻠﻜﺎت ﻋﺎﻣﺔ أو ﺧﺎﺻﺔ .وﻓﻲ ﺣﺎﻟﺔ ﺗﻮاﺟﺪ أي أﻓﺮاد
ﺑﻴﻘﻮﻣﻮا ﺑﺄي ﻋﻤﻞ ﻋﻨﻴﻒ ﻳﺮﺟﻰ اﻟﺘﻜﺘﻞ ﺣﻮل اﻟﺸﺨﺺ واﺳﺘﺒﻌﺎده اﻟﻔﻮري ﻣﻦ داﺧﻞ اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮة وإﺑﻼغ
اﻷﻣﻦ ﻋﻨﻪ.
 (٢ﻳﺮﺟﻰ اﻟﺘﻮاﺟﺪ ﻓﻲ ﻣﻜﺎن اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮة ﻓﻲ اﻟﻮﻗﺖ اﻟﻤﺤﺪد ﺑﺎﻟﺪﻗﻴﻘﺔ .اﻟﺘﺄﺧﻴﺮ ﻳﺘﺴﺒﺐ ﻓﻲ ﺗﺸﺘﻴﺖ اﻟﺠﻬﻮد
واﺣﺘﻤﺎل ﻓﺸﻞ اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮة .اﻟﺘﻮاﺟﺪ ﻓﻲ ﻧﻔﺲ اﻟﻮﻗﺖ ﻳﺠﻌﻞ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺴﻬﻞ ﺑﺪأ اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮة وﻳﺼﻌﺐ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻷﻣﻦ
ﻓﺮﺻﺔ ﻣﻨﻌﻬﺎ.
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 (٣ﻋﻨﺪ اﻟﻨﺰول ﻣﻦ اﻟﺒﻴﺖ ﻻ ﺗﺤﻤﻞ أي ﺷﻲء ﻻ ﺗﺤﺘﺎﺟﻪ ﻣﺜﻞ ﻛﺎرﻧﻴﻬﺎت أو اﻟﺮﺧﺺ
اﺣﻤﻞ ﺑﻄﺎﻗﺘﻚ اﻟﺸﺨﺼﻴﺔ وﻣﺒﻠﻎ ﻛﺎﻓﻲ ﻷي ﻃﻮارئ .وﻳﺎ رﻳﺖ ﻣﺘﺠﻴﺒﺶ ﺳﺎﻋﺘﻚ أو
ﺑﺴﻬﻮﻟﺔ .اﻟﺰي اﻷﻓﻀﻞ ﻳﻜﻮن رﻳﺎﺿﻲ أو ﺟﻴﻨﺰ ﻣﻊ وﺟﻮد ﺟﺎﻛﻴﺖ ﻟﻠﺤﻤﺎﻳﺔ ﻣﻦ اﻟﺒﺮد
اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮة أو اﻻﻋﺘﺼﺎم ﻟﻮﻗﺖ ﻃﻮﻳﻞ .ﻳﺎ رﻳﺖ ﻛﻞ ﺷﺨﺺ ﻳﺠﻴﺐ ﻣﻌﺎه ﻗﺰازة ﻣﻴﺎه
اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮة ﺑﻴﻜﻮن داﻳﻤﺎ ﻓﻲ ﻋﺠﺰ ﻓﻲ اﻟﻤﻴﺎه.

أو ﺑﻄﺎﻗﺎت اﻟﺒﻨﻮك.
أي ﺣﺎﺟﺔ ﺗﺘﻜﺴﺮ
ﻓﻲ ﺣﺎﻟﺔ اﺳﺘﻤﺮار
ﻛﺒﻴﺮة ﻷﻧﻪ داﺧﻞ

 (٤ﻳﺮﺟﻰ إﺣﻀﺎر ﻋﻠﻢ ﻣﺼﺮ وﻋﺪم إﺣﻀﺎر أي ﺷﻌﺎرات أو ﻻﻓﺘﺎت ﺧﺎﺻﺔ ﺑﺄي ﺣﺰب أو ﺣﺮﻛﺔ أو ﺟﻤﺎﻋﺔ
أو ﺟﻤﻌﻴﺔ أو ﻃﺎﺋﻔﺔ دﻳﻨﻴﺔ .اﻟﻴﻮم ﻟﻜﻞ اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﻴﻦ ﻷﻧﻨﺎ ﺟﻤﻴﻌﺎ ﻧﻄﺎﻟﺐ ﺑﺎﻟﻤﺴﺎواة ﻓﻲ اﻟﺤﻘﻮق واﻟﻌﺪاﻟﺔ
اﻻﺟﺘﻤﺎﻋﻴﺔ وﻣﺶ ﻋﺎﻳﺰﻳﻦ ﻧﺘﻔﺮق.
 (٥ﻓﻲ ﺣﺎﻟﺔ ﻋﺪم ﻧﺰوﻟﻚ ﻷي ﻣﻈﺎﻫﺮات ﻻ ﺗﻜﻦ ﻓﻲ اﻟﺼﻔﻮف اﻷﻣﺎﻣﻴﺔ واﺗﺮك اﻟﺼﻔﻮف اﻷﻣﺎﻣﻴﺔ ﻟﻤﻦ ﻫﻢ
أﻛﺜﺮ ﺧﺒﺮة ﻋﻠﻰ ﻗﻴﺎدة اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮة أو اﻟﻤﺴﻴﺮة ﻋﺸﺎن ﻣﻴﺤﺼﻠﺶ ﻟﺨﺒﻄﺔ ﻓﻲ اﺗﺨﺎذ اﻟﻘﺮارات.
 (٦اﻟﻬﺘﺎﻓﺎت ﻣﻮﺣﺪة وﻣﺘﻔﻖ ﻋﻠﻴﻬﺎ .ﻳﺮﺟﻰ ﻋﺪم اﺳﺘﺨﺪام أي أﻟﻔﺎظ ﺑﺬﻳﺌﺔ أو اﻟﺪﺧﻮل ﻓﻲ ﻣﻌﺎرك ﺟﺎﻧﺒﻴﺔ
ﻣﻊ أﻓﺮاد اﻷﻣﻦ .اﻷﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺮﻛﺰي ﻣﺶ ﻫﻮ ﻋﺪوك .ﻫﻮ ﻣﺠﻨﺪ ﺗﻢ إﺟﺒﺎره أﺛﻨﺎء ﺧﺪﻣﺘﻪ ﻓﻲ اﻟﺠﻴﺶ ﻋﻠﻰ
اﻟﻘﻴﺎم ﺑﻬﺬا اﻟﺪور وﻓﻲ ﺣﺎﻟﺔ ﻋﺪم ﻃﺎﻋﺘﻪ ﻟﻸواﻣﺮ ﻳﺘﻢ ﻣﻌﺎﻗﺒﺘﻪ ﺑﺄﻗﺼﻰ اﻟﻌﻘﻮﺑﺎت .ﺣﺎول ﺑﻘﺪر اﻹﻣﻜﺎن ﺗﺮﻛﺰ
ﻣﺸﺎﻋﺮ ﻏﻀﺒﻚ ﻧﺤﻮ ﻋﺪوك اﻟﺤﻘﻴﻘﻲ.
 (٧اﻟﻤﺤﺎوﻟﺔ ﻗﺪر اﻹﻣﻜﺎن ﻟﻌﺪم ﺗﻌﻄﻴﻞ اﻟﻤﺮور ﻓﻲ اﻟﺸﻮارع .ﻧﺤﻦ ﻻ ﻧﻌﺎﻗﺐ اﻟﻤﻮاﻃﻨﻴﻦ ﻧﺤﻦ ﻧﻄﺎﻟﺐ
ﺑﺤﻘﻮﻗﻨﺎ .ﻃﺒﻌﺎ ﺑﺎﺗﻜﻠﻢ ﻋﻦ اﻟﺘﻌﻄﻴﻞ اﻟﻤﺘﻌﻤﺪ ﻟﻠﻤﺮور .ﻷﻧﻪ ﻓﻲ ﺣﺎﻟﺔ ﻧﺰول ﻋﺸﺮات اﻵﻻف ﻓﻲ أي ﺷﻮارع
ﺳﻴﺘﻢ ﺗﻌﻄﻴﻞ اﻟﻤﺮور وﻣﺶ ده اﻟﻠﻲ ﺑﻨﺘﻜﻠﻢ ﻋﻠﻴﻪ.
 (٨ﻣﺘﻨﺰﻟﺶ ﻟﻮﺣﺪك  ..أﻛﺮر ﻣﻬﻢ ﺟﺪا ﻣﺘﻨﺰﻟﺶ ﻟﻮﺣﺪك ﻷن اﻷﺻﺤﺎب ﺑﻴﻔﻴﺪوا ﻓﻲ اﻟﻈﺮوف دي .ﻳﺎ رﻳﺖ
ﺗﻜﻮن ﻣﻊ ﺣﺪ واﻗﻨﻊ ﺣﺪ ﺻﺎﺣﺒﻚ ﺗﻨﺰﻟﻮا ﻣﻊ ﺑﻌﺾ .زي ﻣﺎ ﺑﻨﻨﺰل اﻻﺳﺘﺎدات وﻗﺖ اﻟﻤﺎﺗﺸﺎت.

اﻟﻬﺘﺎﻓﺎت اﻟﻤﻮﺣﺪة
ﻓﻜﺮة اﻟﻬﺘﺎﻓﺎت اﻟﻤﻮﺣﺪة ﻫﻲ ﻣﻦ أﻫﻢ أﻓﻜﺎر اﻟﺘﻈﺎﻫﺮ .ﻛﻠﻨﺎ ﻧﺎزﻟﻴﻦ ﻟﻤﺼﺮ وﻻزم ﻧﻮﺣﺪ ﺻﻔﻮﻓﻨﺎ وﻧﻜﻮن إﻳﺪ
واﺣﺪة .ﻫﻨﻠﺘﺰم ﺑﺎﻟﻬﺘﺎﻓﺎت ﻣﻊ ﺑﻌﺾ ﻛﻠﻨﺎ وﻫﻨﺮﻛﺰ ﻋﻠﻰ ﻗﻀﺎﻳﺎ اﻟﺒﻄﺎﻟﺔ واﻟﻔﻘﺮ ﻷن دي اﻟﻘﻀﺎﻳﺎ اﻟﻠﻲ ﺑﺘﻬﻢ
اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﻴﻦ ﻛﻠﻬﻢ ،ودي اﻟﻬﺘﺎﻓﺎت اﻟﻠﻲ ﺗﻢ اﻻﺗﻔﺎق ﻋﻠﻴﻬﺎ:
ﺗﺤﻴﺎ ﻣﺼﺮ  ..ﺗﺤﻴﺎ ﻣﺼﺮ
ﻋﻴﺶ  ..ﺣﺮﻳﺔ  ..ﻛﺮاﻣﺔ إﻧﺴﺎﻧﻴﺔ
ﺣﺮﻳﺔ  ..ﺣﺮﻳﺔ  ..ﺣﺮﻳﺔ  ..ﺣﺮﻳﺔ
ﻳﺎ ﺣﺮﻳﺔ ﻓﻴﻨﻚ ﻓﻴﻨﻚ  ..اﻟﻄﻮارئ ﺑﻴﻨﻨﺎ وﺑﻴﻨﻚ
ﻣﺶ ﻫﻨﺨﺎف ﻣﺶ ﻫﻨﻄﺎﻃﻲ  ..إﺣﻨﺎ ﻛﺮﻫﻨﺎ اﻟﺼﻮت اﻟﻮاﻃﻲ
ﺷﻌﺐ ﺗﻮﻧﺲ ﻳﺎ ﺣﺒﻴﺐ  ..ﺷﻤﺲ اﻟﺜﻮرة ﻣﺶ ﻫﺘﻐﻴﺐ
ﺑﺎﻟﺮوح ﺑﺎﻟﺪم  ..ﻧﻔﺪﻳﻚ ﻳﺎ وﻃﻦ
ارﻓﻊ ﺻﻮﺗﻚ ﻗﻮل ﻟﻠﻨﺎس  ..اﺣﻨﺎ ﻛﺮﻫﻨﺎ اﻟﻈﻠﻢ ﺧﻼص
واﺣﺪ اﺗﻨﻴﻦ  ..اﺣﻨﺎ اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﻴﻦ
ﺻﺤﻲ اﻟﺨﻠﻖ وﻫﺰ اﻟﻜﻮن  ..ﻣﺼﺮ ﺑﻠﺪﻧﺎ ﻣﺶ ﻫﺘﻬﻮن
ﻟﻤﺎ ﺷﻌﺐ ﺗﻮﻧﺲ ﻗﺎم  ..ﻫﺮب اﻟﻠﺺ واﻟﻤﺪام
ﺣﺪ أدﻧﻰ ﻟﻸﺟﻮر  ..ﻗﺒﻞ اﻟﺸﻌﺐ ﻣﺎ ﻛﻠﻪ ﻳﺜﻮر
ﺣﻘﻲ أﻻﻗﻲ ﺷﻐﻞ وأﻋﻴﺶ  ..واﻟﻤﻼﻟﻴﻢ ﻣﺎ ﺑﺘﻜﻔﻴﺶ
ﻳﻼ ﻳﺎ ﻣﺼﺮي ﺻﺤﻲ اﻟﺮوح  ..اﻟﺤﺮﻳﺔ ﺑﺎب ﻣﻔﺘﻮح
ﻳﻠﻼ ﻳﺎ ﺷﻌﺐ ﻋﺪ ّي اﻟﺨﻮف  ..ﺧﻠﻲ اﻟﺪﻧﻴﺎ ﺗﺼﺤﻰ ﺗﺸﻮف
ﺷﻌﺐ ﺣﻀﺎرة وﻣﺠﺪ ﺳﻨﻴﻦ  ..ﻣﺶ ﻫﻴﻄﺎﻃﻲ ﻟﻴﻮم اﻟﺪﻳﻦ
ﺗﻠﻴﻔﻮﻧﺎت ﻣﻬﻤﺔ
اﻟﺘﻮاﺻﻞ ﻣﻊ اﻟﻤﺤﺎﻣﻴﻴﻦ
أرﻗﺎم ﺟﺒﻬﺔ اﻟﺪﻓﺎع ﻋﻦ ﻣﺘﻈﺎﻫﺮي ﻣﺼﺮ وﻫﻢ ﻣﺠﻤﻮﻋﺔ ﻣﻦ اﻟﻤﺤﺎﻣﻴﻴﻦ اﻟﻤﺘﺨﺼﺼﻴﻦ ﻓﻲ دﻋﻢ اﻟﻤﺘﻈﺎﻫﺮﻳﻦ
واﻟﺤﻔﺎظ ﻋﻠﻰ ﺣﻘﻮﻗﻬﻢ:
0120624003 - 0129295510 - 0106701470
اﻟﺘﻮاﺻﻞ ﻣﻊ ﻣﻨﺴﻘﻲ اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮات
اﻟﻘﺎﻫﺮة اﻟﻜﺒﺮى0123077912 - 0105805657 - 01521543977 - 0102864919 :
اﻹﺳﻜﻨﺪرﻳﺔ01521543978 - 0144584545 - 0182011578 :
اﻟﺪﻗﻬﻠﻴﺔ01521543976 - 0172320006 - 01504665931 :
أﺳﻮان01521543979 :
اﻟﻐﺮﺑﻴﺔ01521543982 - 0187606131 - 0119268243 :
اﻹﺳﻤﺎﻋﻴﻠﻴﺔ01521543984 - 0103977677 :
ﺑﻮرﺳﻌﻴﺪ01521921386 - 0104496590 :
أﺳﻴﻮط0144373186 :
ﺳﻮﻫﺎج0177740064 & 0187627090 :
ﺑﻨﻲ ﺳﻮﻳﻒ01521543983 :
اﻟﺴﻮﻳﺲ01521921385 :
اﻟﺒﺤﺮ اﻷﺣﻤﺮ01512934066 :
اﻟﻘﻠﻴﻮﺑﻴﺔ01521921380 :
اﻟﺸﺮﻗﻴﺔ01521543981 :
ﻗﻨﺎ واﻷﻗﺼﺮ01521543980 :

14

ﻟﻴﻨﻜﺎت ﺗﻬﻤﻚ
ﺻﻔﺤﺔ ﻛﻠﻨﺎ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ ﻋﻠﻰ اﻹﻧﺘﺮﻧﺖ
اﻟﺼﻔﺤﺔ اﻟﺮﺋﻴﺴﻴﺔ ﻟﻠﺪﻋﻮة ﻟﻴﻮم اﻟﺜﻮرة ﻋﻠﻰ اﻟﻔﺴﺎد واﻟﺒﻄﺎﻟﺔ واﻟﻈﻠﻢ واﻟﺘﻌﺬﻳﺐ
اﻟﺪﻋﻮة اﻟﺨﺎﺻﺔ ﺑﻮﻗﻔﺔ ﻣﺤﺎﻣﻴﻴﻦ ﻣﺼﺮ ﻟﺤﻤﺎﻳﺔ اﻟﻤﺸﺎرﻛﻴﻦ ﻓﻲ اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮات
ﺟﺒﻬﺔ اﻟﺪﻓﺎع ﻋﻦ ﻣﺘﻈﺎﻫﺮي ﻣﺼﺮ
ﻳﺸﺎرﻛﻮن ﻓﻲ اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮات
ﻳﺠﺐ اﻹﺷﺎرة إﻟﻰ أن اﻟﻤﺸﺎرﻛﺔ اﻷﻛﺒﺮ ﻓﻲ ﻫﺬه اﻟﻤﻈﺎﻫﺮات ﺳﺘﻜﻮن ﻣﻦ اﻟﺠﻤﺎﻫﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﺔ ﻏﻴﺮ اﻟﻤﻬﺘﻤﺔ
ﺑﺎﻟﺴﻴﺎﺳﺔ .ﻷن اﻟﺪﻋﻮة وﺻﻠﺘﻬﻢ وﻟﻤﺴﺖ ﻣﺸﺎﻛﻠﻬﻢ وﻣﺂﺳﻴﻬﻢ .وﻟﻬﺬا ﻓﺈن اﻟﺪﻋﻮة ﻣﻦ اﻷﺳﺎس ﺧﺮﺟﺖ
ﻏﻴﺮ ﻣﺴﻴﺴﺔ وﺧﺮﺟﺖ ﻣﻦ ﺻﻔﺤﺔ "ﻛﻠﻨﺎ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ" واﻟﺘﻲ ﻻ ﺗﺘﺒﻊ أي أﺣﺰاب أو ﺣﺮﻛﺎت ذات ﻫﺪف
ﺳﻴﺎﺳﻲ .وﻗﺪ اﺳﺘﺠﺎﺑﺖ ﻟﻠﺪﻋﻮة ﺟﻤﻴﻊ اﻟﻘﻮى اﻟﺴﻴﺎﺳﻴﺔ ﻷن اﻟﻤﻄﺎﻟﺐ واﺣﺪة وﻷن ﻫﺬه اﻟﻘﻮى اﻟﺴﻴﺎﺳﻴﺔ
ﻗﺎﻣﺖ ﺑﺎﻷﺳﺎس ﻟﻠﺪﻓﺎع ﻋﻦ ﺣﻘﻮق اﻟﻤﺼﺮﻳﻴﻦ.
ﺣﺮﻛﺔ ﺷﺒﺎب  6أﺑﺮﻳﻞ
اﻟﺤﻤﻠﺔ اﻟﺸﻌﺒﻴﺔ ﻟﺪﻋﻢ ﻣﻄﺎﻟﺐ اﻟﺘﻐﻴﻴﺮ
ﺣﺰب اﻟﻐﺪ
ﺷﺒﺎب ﻣﻦ أﺟﻞ اﻟﻌﺪاﻟﺔ واﻟﺤﺮﻳﺔ
ﺟﻤﺎﻋﺔ اﻹﺧﻮان اﻟﻤﺴﻠﻤﻴﻦ
ﺣﺰب اﻟﻮﻓﺪ
ﺣﺮﻛﺔ ﺣﺸﺪ
ﺣﺰب اﻟﺠﺒﻬﺔ اﻟﺪﻳﻤﻮﻗﺮاﻃﻴﺔ
راﺑﻄﺔ اﻟﺒﺮادﻋﻲ ﻟﺪﻋﻢ ﻣﻄﺎﻟﺐ اﻟﺘﻐﻴﻴﺮ
ﺣﺰب اﻟﻜﺮاﻣﺔ
ﺣﻤﻠﺔ دﻋﻢ ﺣﻤﺪﻳﻦ ﺻﺒﺎﺣﻲ
اﻻﺷﺘﺮاﻛﻴﻮن اﻟﺜﻮرﻳﻮن
اﻟﺪﻛﺘﻮر ﻣﺤﻤﺪ اﻟﺒﻠﺘﺎﺟﻲ
اﻷﺳﺘﺎذ ﻋﻼء اﻷﺳﻮاﻧﻲ
واﻟﺪة اﻟﺸﻬﻴﺪ ﺧﺎﻟﺪ ﺳﻌﻴﺪ
اﻟﻜﺎﺗﺐ اﻟﺴﺎﺧﺮ ﺑﻼل ﻓﻀﻞ
اﻟﻤﺴﺘﺸﺎر ﻣﺤﻤﻮد اﻟﺨﻀﻴﺮي
اﻟﻔﻨﺎن ﻋﻤﺮو واﻛﺪ
اﻟﻤﺨﺮج ﻣﺤﻤﺪ دﻳﺎب
اﻟﻔﻨﺎن ﺧﺎﻟﺪ أﺑﻮ اﻟﻨﺠﺎ
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Appendix D: Twitter Topic Modeling
To conduct the topic modeling analysis of Egypt-based tweets we first divided the time frame around the
protests into six distinct periods. We ran topic modeling with five topics for each period, and manually
categorized these topics according to our evaluation of the types of information being communicated. There
was a degree of subjectivity to these evaluations, which is why we reproduce all 30 of the topics below. We
code a topic “opinions and slogans” if it seems to be articulating a set of prescriptive or diagnostic frames
about the state of Egypt and its capacity to change. Often these topics explicitly reflect the discourse used
during the revolution (like non-violence and a civil state) and make reference to themes that were central in
the protesters’ demands (like policy brutality). They also tend to reference important symbols (both positive
and negative) of the revolution, including the example of Tunisia, the killing of Khaled Said (a metaphor
for police violence), Hosni Mubarak and his close ally Omar Suleiman, and the influential activists Wael
Ghoneim. We code a topic “coordination” if its content refers to protest planning and logistics, including
the direct enumeration of event details (like protest locations, or dates and times) or the identification of
sources where event details could be found (like key phone numbers, Facebook pages, or Twitter handles).
We code a topic “news and updates” when its content includes information about events happening in realtime, like dynamics of protesting or the actions of security forces. We code a topic “documentation” if its
content appears to be directly providing documentation of or linking to content providing documentation
of violence or brutality during the protests. We code a topic “referrals” if its content seems to be directing
protesters to another media outlet, usually a print or TV news source that was providing coverage of the
protests. “Other” is used for topics that do not fit well into any of these categories.
The first two periods, January 22-23 and January 24 are the preparations for January 25. Most topics in
this period, as can be seen are sharing of opinions and slogans, as well as coordination about the upcoming
protests. On January 25, news and updates dominates the discourse on Twitter. Opinions and slogans are
still widely discussed. Between January 26 and 28 Twitter is blocked in Egypt, however the few tweets that
appear in that period reflect similar patterns to January 25; users share news and updates and document
violence (particularly in Suez). Between February 2-10, during the sit-in in Tahrir Square, most discussions
revolve around opinions about the political situation, and the future of the protests. On February 11 Mubarak
steps down, and there is a huge spike in Twitter activity. The discourse on Twitter again mostly revolves
around political opinions and slogans.
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Date:

January 22 - January 23
Topic 1
jan25
egypt

Topic 2
egypt
 عjan25
protest
ال

elshahee
sidibouzid

Category:
Date:

tunisia
 تو سegyptian
 عvia
الش اب
 العربramyraoof
Opinions & slogans
Coordination
January 24
Topic 1
jan25

jan25

Coordination

Date:

January 25
Topic 1
jan25
أمام
دار
jan25
gamaleid
ال طة
اﻵن
25egypt
الشعب
أمن

Category:

News & updates

Date:

January 26 - January 28
Topic 1
egypt
jan25
الس س
ع
jan25
tahrir
عد
م
mubarak
المتظاه ن
News & updates

Category:
Date:

Category:
Date:

Category:

 عشانwael
الشعب

للمش ك

Topic 3
jan25
ع
انا

وﻻ
الثورة
alyaagad
عل ه
اﻷمن
الغاز
م ارك
ع

عشان
 المpeopl
Opinions & slogans

Topic 3
jan25

Topic 2
jan25
egypt
egyptian

Topic 3
egypt

Opinions & slogans

Topic 2

Topic 5

Topic 4

Topic 5
egypt
jan25

leeh
 ح اةjarelkamar
محمد
Other

يوم
يناير
egypt
غدا
الغضب
jan25
اﻻمن
أول
jan
ال طة
Coordination

اﻷمن
المتظاه ن
م دان
التح ر
شارع
ع
جامعة
الدول
متظاهر
اﻻن

Topic 4
alaa
م ارك
له
ﻻزم
تتظاهر
 لحدasadx
monasosh
م ؟
ﻷنك

February 2 - February 10
Topic 1
Topic 2
Topic 3
jan25
 مmubarak
egypt
 عrevolut
tahrir
 الشعبprotest
3arabawi
jan25
peopl
new
 الثورةwill
alarabiyaar
 عدsquar
alarabiya
 الج شtoday
أحمد
 النظامjust
almasryalyouma
 الarmi
هذا
 غن مnow
Referrals
Opinions & slogans
Opinions & slogans
February 11
Topic 1
25-Jan
egypt
mubarak
tahrir
ghonim
now
cairo
presid
aljazeera

Topic 4
egypt
jan25
protest
will
tomorrow
mubarak
carloslatuff
ramyraoof
egyptian
support
Opinions & slogans

ع
ال
اﻻمن
م ارك
ع
الناس
اليوم
عاجل
المنصورة
Opinions & slogans
News & updates

ﻼش

Other

واحد
م ارك

اﻻم
 ضغطاshmpongo
وع د
Opinions & slogans
Coordination

Topic 2
protest
polic
cairo
jan25
now
tahrir
egyptian
peopl
street
today
News & updates

compani
minazekri
take

Topic 5
يناير
م
 يومjan25
عد
ال
2011
ثورة
الم ة
مظاهرات
أول
وﻻ
الحكومة
الناس
ا ام
احنا
mubarak
الثﻼثاء
سع د
Opinions & slogans

jan25

لنا
واحد
 ثورةelshahee
اه
 خالدwael
نازل
Other

Topic 4
عد
ال طة

Topic 2
jan25
كرة
م
 الegypt

Category:

Topic 3
jan25

Topic 3
 م25-Jan
25-Jan
egypt
 عrevolut
التح ر
 الثورةday
 عthank
 قcelebr
ال
سل مان
 النظامfreedom
وائل
 م دانlive
Opinions & slogans
Opinions & slogans

News & updates

ال
الشعب
عاجل
مظاهرات

egypt
25-Jan
alarabiya
alarabiyaar
25-Jan
freeegypt
Other

يوم
مظاهرات
الج رة
sidibouzid
Referrals

Topic 5
jan25
suez
protest
ianinegypt
street
ال اد

fire
 وقاmalek
 المحمولvideo
خدمات
Documentation

Topic 4
jan25
egypt
tahrir
ghonim
egyptian
now
via
wael
dear
pleas
Opinions & slogans

Topic 4
tahrir

م
egyrevolt
shorouknew
freeegypt

خ

Topic 5
jan25
م ارك
التح ر
jan25
cairo
م دان
egypt
freeegypt
سل مان
الرئ س
Opinions & slogans

Topic 5
egyptian
 م اركwill
peopl
protest
armi
palac
 الج شnow
back
say
 عدworld
Opinions & slogans

