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CACIM and CCS @ WSF Nairobi

Revisiting the Bamako Appeal
Issues of Democracy and Substance
In the Global Justice Movements

January 21 2007

Following the announcement of the &Porto Alegre Manifestobat the World Social Forumin Porto Alegre in January
2005, signed by 19 eminent intellectuals period of the polycentric Forum in January 2006 saw the enunciation
of amajor new document, the Bamako Appeald With the initiative led by Samir Amin (economist and Director,

Third World Forum, located in Dakar, Senegal, and Chair, World Forum for Alternatives, Cairo, Egypt, and
Louvain, Belgium) and Frangois Houtart (sociologist and President, World Horuiiternatives, Louvain,
Belgium), the Bamako Appeal is a major document that calls for a redoubling of resistance to imperialism and
proposes measures and a programme by which this might be done.

Many have questioned the somewhat closed and opaquentanwhich the Appeal was drafted and
announced however, which raised issues of internal democracy within the world movement and the question of
whose voices are heard. As a result, the process as well as the content of the Bamako Appeal have come to be
widely commented on and criticised.

For an archive of articles on the Appeal as well as initiatives taken by CACIM (New Delhi) and the Centre for
Civil Society (Durban) towards promoting public debate,lgg®//www.openspaceforum.net/twiki/tiki
index.php?page=Bamakoappeatid http://www.ukzn.ac.za/ccs

We at CACIM and CCS believe that the Bamako Appeal is an important document. Aside from the inspiration
that the orgaisers themselves drew from the Bandung Conference, others have compared it to the Communist
Manifesto. Both the document and the process by which it emerged demand our close and critical attention. And this
also needs to happen in public, and within gdahistorical and political perspective.

With the world scenario having substantially changed in recent years, the World Social Forum at Nairobi offers a
significant opportunity to debate the Bamako Appeal and ask the larger question of whether tke&8&§for a
political programme. Some of us believe it is not, while others argue that a programme is overdue, but that it should
arise from activists and movements committed to generalising their existing struggles.

Join us at this important meeting! It promises to be a strong debate. We will have with us the authors of the
Bamako Appeal, some of its signatories, some of its critics, and also some independent commentators. It will be a
strongly participative WORKSHOP, organised in a botiggrmannervith maximum time for floor debate.

Confirmed speakers:Chico Whitaker (Brazil), Dorothea Haerlin (Germany), Francine Mestrum (Belgium),
Francois Houtart (Belgium), Geoffrey Pleyers (Belgium), Immanuel Wallerstein (USA), Jai Sen (India), Lee Cormie
(Canala), Linus Jayathilake (MONLAR, Sri Lanka), Peter Custers (The Netherlands), Peter Waterman (UK / The
Netherlands), Prishani Naidoo (South Africa), Teivo Teivainen (Finland / Peru), Tony Tujan Jr (The Philippines),
Trevor Ngwane (South Africa)/ittorio Agnoletto (Italyi probable)

For a wide collection of articles on and around the issue of open spacheck out the OpenSpaceForum @
www.openspaceforum.net

And : Subscribe to WSFDiscussan open and unmoderatiedum on the World Social Forum and on related social
and political movements and issues. Simply send an empty emaitidsocialforumdiscuss

subscribe @openspaceforum.net
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CACIM and CCS @ WSF Nairobi
In Defence of Open Space

January 23 2007

One of the defining features of the World Social Forumisthat it is struggling to be an Gopen spacedi a space for
relatively free association and for the free and creative exchange oaittagperiences. This, and the attempt to
sustain this openness, is a very special culture of politics. In our understanding, this effort is especially important
given the current juncture in world history, post 9/11, wliewaeder the regime of exceptialismi a wide range of
steps have been taken and are being taken, both in the North and the South, to curb and to suspend civil liberties and
to radically invade privacy, community, and culture, in particular through the articulation of a dhomeland security

state§ with all its ramifications; and worse, since these steps have been widely internalised in and by civil societies

across the world. At this level, the WSF and its-geffned concept of dopen spacebis a significant and radical

polemical challege to empire and to hegemonic politics. It is also of no small historical interest that thissealdd
@open spacebwas initiated in the very same year as 9/11 and the war on and of terror i and the beginning of the
contemporary closing of spaces.

At another level however, there have been several calls arising within the World Social Forum itself over the
past several yearsto Geformdthe Forum 1 but the common implication of all these calls (the Call of Social
Movements, the Group of 19 Statement, Blaenako Appeal) seems likely to also transform the Forum from a
relatively open space into a more unified and delineated movéntiems threatening to delimit, if not actually
close, the open space that it so far has been, but of course under a comtiffeteht logic than the threat from the
discourse of a thomeland security stated

In addition, we believe that it is necessary to be sanguine and ask the question : Although coming from very
different directions, can these two dynamics also intertwirghjsajuncture of world politics, as has happened at
earlier points in history ?

Following earlier meetings that it has called or has been associated with (at the Asia Social Forum, Hyderabad,
January 2003; the World Social Forum in Mumbai, January 20@AVSF in Porto Alegre in January 2005; the
Workshop on the WSF at CCS in July 2006), CACIM (India Institute for Critical Action : Centre in Movement),
New Delhi, India, in association with CCS (Centre for Civil Society), Durban, South Africa, are ngenig a
major seminar at the Nairobi Forum on January 23 2006, on the proposition d n Defence of Open Spaced

Using the WSF as an important instance of the struggle for open space (but not being limited to it alone),
this will be an experimental, exploatory, and strongly participatory workshop, to explore and share
understandings of cultures of politics and of the concept of dopen spaced We want to look at several key conceptual
and political questions : Why an open space ? What does the concepttandlityeof an open space do, and mean,
for notions of é&social movementdand our struggles ? And for éorganisationéand democracyémore generally ? What
is the relationship between open space and autonomous space, and between open space and HbHzomtality
does the model of open space (orcdatred networking logics more broadly) help us build networks of other worlds
? Does open space represent amodel for geinventing the political6?

We want to make the encounter itself an open space. We hepgdge critically with the actions, thoughts and
beliefs of all those present, in the belief that we all sometimes need differentilartkes perspectiveisto
challenge and transform our own views.

Towards the proposed exploration of open spao®ultd be especially fruitful to focus discussion and analysis
the following four broad areas :

1 Interrogating the WSF& sel f-defined culture of politics : The concept of Gopen spaced
1 Exploring the relationship between Open Space and marginality in theaBiR our movements
1 Thinking through the possibilities for open space in world politics;-and
1 The Future of Our Struggles : Networking Open Space.
Confirmed speakers :Antonio Martins (Brazil), Bernard Cassen (France), Boaventura de Sousa Santos
(Porugal), Chico Whitaker (Brazil), David Karlsson (Sweden), Demba Moussa Dembele (Sepessble),
Dorothea Haerlin (Germany), Jai Sen (India), Janet Conway (Canada), Lee Cormie (Canada), Marco Berlinguer
(Italy), Molefi Ndlovu (South Africa), Teivo Teivaen (Finland / Peru)
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1.1

The Bamako Appeal Dialogue
An Introduction

Peter Waterman, Janaury 2007

The Bamako Appeal (BA) was launched at the session oPdiycentric World Social Forum
held in Bamako, Mali, in early 2006. Although this was done in the name of a number efatiiskor
nortgovernmental organizations (NGOSs), it was primarily connected in the public mind with the name of
the Thirdworldist Maxist thinker and activist, Samir Amin. Amin, himself connected with these various
NGOs, of Egyptian origin, longased in Dakar, Senegal, but with bases also in Cairo and Paris. He was
one of the three or four great names of Dependency or World SysteemyTtothers including
Theotonio dos Santos, Andre Gunder Frank, and Immanuel Wallerstein. He is, perhaps, the most
politically-minded of these. And whilst Wallerstein (and others of this tradition) have been associated
with the WSF, Amin has been a membéits International Council and has most publicly and forcefully
tried to transform the process.

Samir Amin, and his close associates such as the Belgian Catholic Thirdworldist, Frangois
Houtart, were here making a second attempt to move the Worldl $moum from being primarily a
place of dialogue amongst opponents of-tieeral globalisation to a base for coordinated-amperialist
and presocialist action. Their previous attempt, at the World Social Forum, Porto Alegre, Brazil, in
January 2005was with the &Charter of 196 or &Porto Alegre Manifesto§ which had crashed and burned
(or burned first and then crashed?). The Bamako Appeal, on the other hand, took off successfully, in so
far as it was immediately reproduced, approvingly, in left magszand websites worldwide.

Within and around the World Social Forum however, and in the more general global justice and
solidarity movement (GJ&SM), the Appeal met with a more critical reception, and a more ambiguous
complexi response. The genertndency, amongst those longest associated with or most centrally
located within the Forum, was either short dismissal or disapproving silence. Amin was considered a
maverick, a vanguardist, an elitist, who was endangering the very purpose of the Fsaemd to have
been hoped that his second attempt to take over the Forum, or transform it into a 5th International, with a
single programme and policy, would disappear into the Malian sands.

It will be evident from the contributions to this collectithmat its editors belong to the second
tendency. They believe that the Bamako Appeal is more of a challenge phavolatsiya(a standard
Soviet pejorative), and that this challenge should be met in the open and dialogical spirit that the Forum
has promatd. Conceived in the last couple of weeks before the World Social Forum, Nairobi, Kenya, in
January 2007, they have clearly considered thquite regardless of what either the sponsors or the
detractors of the BA feel or db this Reader will contributéo the kind of selransformation of the
Forum that is necessary if it is not to become institutionalized, ritualized and conservative. They have
also, however, taken their writ rather more broadly than strictly necessary, providing also background
textsto situate the BA historically.

| would like to add two or three points to what might or might not be said in this invaluable
compilation (still being edited as | write).

The first is that we really still needpaiblic accountingby the authors of thBamako Appeal, for
the funding of their extensive exercise. On the one hand we have rumours that considerable amounts of



money came from President Hugo Chaieéaz other words from a radical Third World, and thirdworldist,
state(sman). On the other hand ave a bunch of critics of the BA who have so far not dared ask where
the money came from and on what it has been spent. And, on the third hand (or first foot) there is the fact
that the WSF has not only regularly provided such public accounts butlyemeblished an exemplary
commission report on its complex funding pattern and the political implications of such (Lopez, van
Koolwijk, and Shah. 2006).

The second is that we really need to understanthdwetical/ideological backgrountd the BA,
which clearly was not borne onto land on a seashell like some-dayeNenus. Obtaining such
background does not necessarily require research into all the writings and itinerary of Samir Amin and his
associates. It can be found, | think, within Samir&s recent writings, or online. Here | would indicate two
significant pieces, one on the necessity for a Fifth International (Amin 2006a, b), the other on the legacy
of Mao Tse Tung (Amin 2006b).

The third point is to recognize the implicationsifbrmatisationfor this exchange on the BA. |
am not sure to what extent any of the parties involved is conscious, or, rathesflsetive, about the
extent to which this whole process has been facilitated and is being developed in Cyberia. Before the web
and withou the web, any awareness of the BAot to speak of dialogue about suclvould have been
confined to specific places, ot@many publications, and to persons with privileged access to such. Such
an oligopoly is today inconceivable. But there are algoificant implications for any surpassing of the
BA production model. Thgossibility of involving many (to avoid the word dnultituded, globally, in
developing charters, appeals, platforms, and programmes becomes nbligation Those who fail to
use sich means are going to be open to the charge of, at leastamgoardism. Those, however, who
limit themselves to the immensely broader plains of Cyberia, are going to be themselves charged with
neoelitism if they do not translate Cyberian, using appetp media and local languages (in all senses of
this word).

Finally, this. Debate means the carrying out of warfare by verbal means, discussion means
listening to the other, dialogue is an exchange in which each party takes on board argumemither the
or in which they collectively surpass the original terms. Debate is clearly better than warfare, discussion
better than debate, but it is to be hoped that the collection will rather stimulate a dialogue, and that this
will go wider and reach deepdran its original terms.

Peter Waterman

The Hague
p.waterman@inter.nl.net
January 10, 2007
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1.2

A Political Programme for the World Social Forum ?
Democracy, Substance, and Debate in the Bamako Appeal and Global Justice
Movements

A Reader
Fragments of an Introduction : A Background to this Reader

Jai Sen, CACIM, Janugr2007

The immediate purpose of this Readeis tofacilitate critical engagement with the content and the

process of adocument called @he Bamako Appeal § at an workshop being organised at the World Social

Forum at Nairobi, Kenyatitled &Revisiting the Bamako Appeal : Issues of Democracy and Substance in
world movement&@ on January 21 2007. It attemptsto do so by bringing together not only the debate that

has taken place around the Appeal over this past year since it was announced (at Bamako, Mali, on
January 19 2006, just before the inauguration of the polycentric World Social Forum held there from
January 123 2006) but also several key documents in history and some discussion around them, in order
to locate the Bamako Appeal in history.

The docurants we have chosen to feature areGbmmunist Manifesto in 1848, the Bandung Final
Communiqué in 1955, two key documents authored by the Zapatistas (1996 and 2006), the Charter of
Principles of the World Social Forum (2001), and also theaBed dPorto Alegre Manifestobthat was

announced at the end of the World Social Forum in Porto Alegre in January 2005 and two of the &allsd

made the Assembly of Social Movements that have come to be held and/or in relation to during the WSF
(20@2 and 20@3) and sumrary of another major meeting in 2008/e had also wanted to include the

Havana Declaration from the Tricontinental Meeting held there in 1966, but sadly were unable to find a
soft copy of that in time for inclusion here.

As we see it, the Bamako Appeas well as the latter two documents, is aimed at articulating a political
programme for the emerging world movement at the present juncture in world histoayby

implication for the World Social Forum. We have felt that as we meet to critically dbbat@peal, it

would be useful to not only focus on this one document but to see it relative to what else is being said and
also to similar things that have been said in history. We do this by bringing together in one place all these
proposals, thus aleing us to compare the Appeal and the other contemporary proposals with other
proposals in history and where the authors of the Bamako Appeal themselves of course acknowledge

the inspiration they have drawn from the Bandung Declaration and even tiflechébting Conference

of the Peoples of BanduiigA reconstruction of alliances of the Southd

For those less familiar with the Bamako Appeal, it is a document that calls for a redoubling of resistance
again imperialism, and lays out a programme fondahis. The initiative to prepare this document was
taken by the World Forum for Alternatives, based in Dakar, Senegal, headed by Egyptian economist
Samir Amin and Belgian sociologist Francgois Houtart. This document was tabled at a major meeting
calledby the WFA and local Malian organisations on January 18 2006 in Bamako, Mali (spilling over

onto the 19), discussed there, and finalised by the meeting. To the best of our knowledge it was not
presented anywhere at the Bamako Forum but was preseritsd@bghors, in its finalised form, at the

Social Movements Assembly at the Caracas Social Forum held in Caracas, Venezuela, soon after, during
January 24€9 2006. We do not know why it was not presented at the Bamako Forum. The present



English version bthe Appeal, as published here, was then circulated by Samir Amin on the NIGD
(Network Institute for Global Democratisation) listserve on February 7 2006, and it also appeared on
several websites around that time, in particular that of the Third WorlarFor
(http://thirdworldforum.net/fren/index.hiimfor further signatures. The full text of the Appeal as well as
the list of signatories as of a certain date are included in this Reader.

More detdis on the history of the Appeal appear in several of the texts included in this Reader (in
particular, in Geoffrey Pleyersdbackground piece 6The World Social Forum landsin Africad and adsoin
his more analytical essay d~rom the &Conference of the Peoples of Bandung6to the Bamako Appeal§, so
let this presentation suffice here.

This Reader and the event for which it is preparedire a continuation of the debate that we at CACIM

have tried to generate around the Bamako Appeal since March 2006. Anthabur opiniori

developed in the course of conversation with Peter Waterman, labour specialist and internationalist based
in The Hague, The Netherlandsvas that the preparation and articulation of the Appeal was a very
significant intervention in worldhovement but that both timannerin which it was developed and

announced and thstyleof the documerit in short, the language it spokemnplicitly (though not

declaredly) also had major implications for the future of the World Social Forum and waaOAEIM

see as the culture of dpendand horizontal politics that it has come to represent.

The big question however, is whether either the world movement or the WSF need a defined political
programmé and even if so, what the nature of such a progra would be and how it should be

defined. Given that we have been and continue to be intensely engaged with the WSF and the world
movement (through the listserve we administer, WSFDiscuss, and the webspace we run on behalf of the
EIOS- Explorations in/6Open Spacé Collective, OpenSpaceForunww.openspaceforum.neds well

as several seminars we have organised, books CACIM members have been involved in producing, and
research that some of us are doing) twezefore felt that it was necessary for us to also similarly and
directly engage with the Bamako Appeal. Not only on a direct basis but also by doing what we at
CACIM are set up to do to create spaces for critical engagement and action.

Our initial processrelated reading was that the one day that the Appeal had been debated (at the meeting
in Bamako where it was announced) was for too limited for such an ambitious and significant document,
and that the limitations that we felt that it suffered imi&of content were in some part at least, a
conseguence of this very limited debate. We therefore approached the organisers of the Appeal in March
2006 to request that they open the document for debate and offering our help in doing so. Their response
however was that both the Appeal and the debate around it had been brought to a close (though it was
open for further signatures), and that they were by then already moving ahead to implement the proposals
contained in the document, through working groupsipdor the purpose. We enquired about the

working groups, but did not receive any details.

While respecting the autonomy of the organisers to do this, our reading remained that both the content
and political idea and implications of the Appeal wereglamsve, far too wideeaching for it to have been
debated just for one day at one meeting in one part of the world (and then too, a meeting by invitation
only), and since it was by then already in the public domain, we from CACIM, in consultation with Pete
Waterman, decided to open it for debate, in the public interest.

We took several steps towards this. We posted the Appeal on OpenSpaceForum; we also posted it on
WSFDiscuss and invited debate and comment; we sent the document out to several prominent
publications (journals, magazines, newspapers) and organisations who run public websites, in India and
across the world, to publish and publicise it; and we also specially wrote to over a hundred individuals
across the world inviting them to comment andically engage with it.


http://thirdworldforum.net/fren/index.htm
http://www.openspaceforum.net/

Several people responded, in some cases attempting to engage with the authors of the Appeal and in
others engaging with each otherés arguments, as did quite afew journals and websites. Otherstook it up

for discussion within thenstitutions and/or movements they work in. For an archive of articles on the
Appeal as well as initiatives taken by CACIM towards promoting public debate, see
http://www.openspaceforum.net/twiki/tkndex.php?page=Bamakoappeéhll this material is

reproduced in this Reader.)

We also planned to organise a public debate of the Appeal at the polycentric WSF that was held in
Karachi, Pakistan, in late March 2006, butartunately had to cancel that event because most of the
CACIM team did not get visas to go to Pakistan.

Several important developments have taken place at the world level in the year since the articulation of
the Appeal. Most notably perhaps, a perd@ptiurning of the tide in the war that the US and its allies
have been waging on Iraqg, and also a perceptible, and related, flagging of spirit in their related war on
Afghanistan; not yet an end to empire but perhaps a beginning, a turning point. oBbheaksmarkable
events in Latin America, ranging from the defiance of the hegemony of the US by the leadership in
Venezuela; the historic election of an indigenous person as president in Bolivia and his articulation of a
vision of national and world poits that is extraordinary in relation to conventional world kstete

politics; the successive election (anektection) of what appear to be ldaning presidents in country

after countryi signalling not only the rise of new, more generalised consaiess in that part of the

world but also the impotence of the major imperial world power (and where Latin America has of course
been its happy hunting ground, literally, for the past century); and last but by no means least, the
sustained resistance aadiculation of an alternative by the people of Chiapas, the Zapatistas, to the
neoliberal vision that has blinded so much of the world. As well as the rising struggles and militancy of
so-called Gmmigrant communitiesdacross the North; most crucialy during this period, in France.

In these emerging conditions, we at CACIM, in collaboration with CCS (the University of KwaZulu

Natal Centre for Civil Society, Durban) and in consultation with Peter Waterman, have decided to use the
opportunity afforded byhte Nairobi Forum to convene a major meeting around the Bamako Appeal, to
critically debate questions of democracy and substance in the Bamako Appeal and more generally in the
global justice movements. Let me take the privilege of this introduction tdhatldié at CACIM feel

very honoured indeed to have had the chance of this collaboration, and the critical spirit in which CCS
and Peter have joined us in this venture.

We also feel honoured by the very positive response that we have so far got botiatiomsvive have

sent out to people to take part in this meeting, and more generally in terms of endorsement of our
initiative to organise this event at the Nairobi Forum and also a related meeting we are organising there,
again together with CCS, dn Defence of Open Spaced

In all these actionsand in others we have taken, we attempt to do our work by as an open a process as
possible, and in the course of what we do, to create open spaces for frank and open debate. In our
understanding, this is an essahprerequisite, and even organising principle, of the world we today live
in, and of the new politics that are emerging; and so we have also attempted to do this inthésidase
even as we continue to critically interrogate the concept and practpeofspace.

By convening with CCS the event around the Bamako Appeal at the Nairobi Forum, and by taking the
initiative of publishing this Reader and of including all the debate that we have been able to find, and
most particularly by inviting the authgrsignatories, and critics of the Bamako Appeal to the Nairobi
meeting, as well as critical but independent commentators, we are in our own way attempting to follow


http://www.openspaceforum.net/twiki/tiki-index.php?page=Bamakoappeal

and practice and give life to this principle; and where we see this practice as a yevabsaen
essential culture of politics in the world movement.

Jai Sen

CACIM, New Delhi
jai.sen@cacim.net
January 10 2007

List of expected speakersfor the session on Revisiting the Bamako Appeal 6:

(as of &nuary 14 2006)

Bernard Cassen (ATTAC Franteonfirmed, but has dropped out because of inability to come to

Nairobi by the date of the meeting), Chico Whitaker (WSF International Office, Brazil), Dorothea Haerlin
(ATTAC Berlin, Germany), Francine MestrufATTAC Belgium), Frangois Houtart (WFA and Centre
Tricontinentale, Belgium), Geoffrey Pleyers (Belgium), Immanuel Wallerstein (UBBABen (CACIM,

India), Lee Cormie (Canadd)inus Jayathilake (MONLAR, Sri Lanka), Peter Custers (The Netherlands),
PeterWaterman (UK / The Netherlands), Prishani Naidoo (CCS, South Africa), Teivo Teivainen (NIGD,
Finland / Peru), Tony Tujan Jr (IBON, The Philippines), Trevor Ngwane (South Africa), Vittorio
Agnoletto (Italyi probable)
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1.3

A Political Programme for the WSF?

Patrick Bond, January 2007

Is it time for the World Social Forum to adopt a political programme? This-tishuted question
deserves consideration from all involved in the WSF, given that we are now in the seventh year of the
phenomenon.

Like mog, | am influenced by personal experience, based in South Africats Gndependent |eftd
movements. Although at present they are in a state of unprecedented internal conflict and disrepair due to
avariety of minor factorsthat needn@ detain us, these movements have establishatlirable and relatively
democratic masbased activitieSBy and large, they are informed Iternationalisnf combined with
demands upon the natiorsahite todock capital downa ® The spirit entails what Walden Bello has called
ddeglobalisationd(of capital). * This has entailed three bouts of important protest activity, with more than 10
000 people marchinggainstthe UN& World Conference Against Racism (in Durban, September 2001) for
failing to put reparations and Zionism on #genda; more than 25 000 demonstrating against the UN
World Summit on Sustainable Development (Johannesburg, August 2002) for embracing neoliberal
environmental and social strategies; and more tens of thousands protesting the war against Iraq
(countrywide 200304). South African activists have also been instrumental in tryirgnove the boot of
the Bretton Woods Institutionsom Third World necks, h&ing back to antapartheid analysis, strategy
and tactics. Asarevival of divestmentéto fight apartheid, the World Bank Bonds Boycott has had
remarkable success in defunding the institution that is most often at the coalface of neoliberal repression
across the Third World. In addition, South Africans and allied activists have won dramatic victories in
deglobalising the Trade Related Intellectual Property Rights regime, by demanding genestoomtal
medicines instead of branded, monopadyented drugs. Similar struggles are underway to deglobalise
food, especially given the Genetically Modifiedg@nisms threat from transnational corporations, to halt
biopiracy, and to kick out the water and energy privatisers. These are typically donreformist reformsd
insofar as they achieve concrete goals and simultaneously link movements, enhance conscieusiogss
the issues, and build democratic organisational forms and momentum.

Of course, this is a matter for nuanced scale politics: determining whether local community,
subnational, national or regional strategies can best mitigate and reverseagiobatie tyranny for
particular issues. Buhé main reason to deglobalise is to gain space to fight neoliberal commaodification.
To illustrate, the South African decommodification agenda entails struggles to turn basic needs into genuine
human rights includg: free antiretroviral medicines to fight AIDS (hence disempowering Big Pharma); 50
litres of free water per person per day (hence ridding Africa of Suez and other water privatisers); 1 kiloWatt
hour of free electricity for each individual every daynéereorienting energy resources from export
oriented mining and smelting, to basieeds consumption); extensive land reform (henengghasising
cash cropping and expartiented plantations); prohibitions on service disconnections and evictions; free
education (hence halting the General Agreement on Trade in Services); and the like. A free Basic Income

! Many of these are surveyed in Richard Ballard, Adam Habib and Imraan Valoodia {26166} of Protest,
Pietermaritzburg, University of KwaZulNatal Press.

2, A discussion will be published in Bond, P. and A. Desai (2a8ateign Policy Baibm-Up, Geneva, United
Nations Research Institute for Social Development.

3 Bond, P. (2003)Against Global Apartheid,ondon, Zed Books.

* Bello, W. (2002) DeglobalisationLondon, Zed Books.



Grant6allowance of $15/month is even advocated by churches, NGOs and trade unions. All such services

should be universal (open to all, no matter incéewels), and to the extent feasible, financed through

higher prices that penalise luxury consumption. This potentially unifying agenda could serve as a basis for
widescale social change, in the manner that Gosta E8pitgrsen has discussed with respect

Scandinavian social policy.

In what ways would this sort of background contribute to the debate over whether the WSF needs a
political programme? To generalize the decommodification and destratification agendas, requires something
more analytically nifying, strategically coherent and tactically formidable than what the global justice
movements have accomplished to date. Finding something equivalent to a political programme for what
Samir Amin terms a difth international 6has not been easy, given theglobal movementés divergent
tendencies between socialism and autonomism. For example, in early 2005 at the World Social Forum
(WSF) in Porto Alegre, 19 weknown movement intellectuals and activists gathered to produce a draft of
6Twelve proposals for another possible worlda® My own sense is that these efforts risked the ¢top-downd
danger of imposing programmatic ideas upon fluid movements and campaigns. Reflecting the same
tendency, a much longer effort along these lines was made by Samir Amin arod-Fimdart in
January 2006 the Bamako Appea 6- at the polycentric WSF.

It was in the spirit of searching and debating that the Centre for Civil Society in Durban hosted a
major Workshop on the World Social Forum in July 2006, the proceedings i at@ available on the
DVD setCIVIL SOCIETY WIRERavailable free frontccs@ukzn.ac.2aWith Amin himself giving a
keynote address and the Bamako Appeal as the centerpiece, CCS associates Franco Barchiesi, Heinrich
Bohmke, Prishani Naidoo and Ahmed Veriava critically dissected reasbttsadopt a political
programme with some of the characteristics above. Many others contributed their perspectives from the
floor, invoking autonomism, anarchism, feminism and saxial The latter ideology has enormous
traction in South Africa, given how badly capitalism has supplied the masses with jobs and affordable
vital services. As a result, some of the more substantive indepdattestcial movements especially in
Johannesurg- have adopted &ocialismbas their constitutional objective. The advanced proletarian-based
consciousness and intensely exploitative situation in Johannesburg does not prevail everywhere, of
course, and it would be unreasonable to expect a &socialistdmovement to develop from the national Social
Movements Indaba (which collects several dozen such local left movements), or especially from
continental efforts such as the Africa Social Forum.

Still, the foundational critiques of neoliberalism are therbe be found in the documents of
various transnational sectoral forums, of which there are roughly three dozen examples. We can divide
these...

POLITICAL MOVEMENTS FOR SOCIAL CHANGE
1) Political movements/parties representing values/ideas of sopiakdgcy, nationalism,
socialism, autonomism, anarchism
TRADITIONAL AND CROSSSECTORAL CIVIL SOCIETY MOVEMENTS
2) Labour mvts (including unemployed movements, migration and workplace health/safety)
3) Womends mvts (including a variety of gender issues)
4) Youth mvts (including children)
5) Anti-war mvts (including arms sales, nuclear weapons, landmines)
6) Anti-racism mvts (dating to abolition)

> EspingAndersen, G. (1991%he Three Worlds of Welfa@apitalism Princeton, Princeton University Press.
®. Group of Nineteen (February 2005), ¢Porto Alegre Manifestod dated February 20 2005. Accessed 041006 @
http://www.zmag.org/sustainers/content/2008&/20group_of nineteen.cfm



mailto:ccs@ukzn.ac.za
http://www.zmag.org/sustainers/content/2005-02/20group_of_nineteen.cfm

7) Minority rights and ethnic mvts
8) Civil rights mvts
9) Democracy mvts (including transparency/corrpyi
10) Consumer mvts
11) Indigenous rights mvts
12) Human rights mvts
13) Sexual identity mvts
14) Disability rights mvts
15) Cultural mvts (art/music/literature/crafts/video)
16) Religious mvts
17) Solidarity mvts
18) Elder rights mvts
ISSUEBASED CIVIL SOCIETY MOVEMENTS
19) Finance/debt/aid/investment
20) Trade
21) Economic subsectors (including recuperated factories)
22) Corporate disempowerment and @ansumerism
23) Land/agriculture/forestry/fisheries
24) Housing/urban access rights
25) Water (including irrigation, groundwater, dams and rivers, household access, sanitation)
26) Energy (including global warming, pollution, household access)
27) Health (including treatment)
28) Food/nutrition
29) Social security
30) Education
31) Other environmental (including toxics, nuclear, mining, marine)
32) Media
33) Policing/prisons
34) Information/ICT

In my opinion, the heavy lifting required to analyse the movement of moveremstheir analyses,
strategies, tactics and alliancdsas not even properly begun. If intellectuals are six months or more

behind the times, perhaps we must await the increasing coherence of these transnational movements at
sites such as the 2007 World Social Forum in Nairobi, to drive the research fan@amthnner that tells

us more about the world than any other method, naprakis. This, however, is for us to learn more

about, and in this open spirit we join CACIM to promote further debate on the politics of the WSF and the
global progressive movement

Patrick Bond
Centre for Civil Society, Durban
10 January 2007
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MANIFESTO OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY

[From the English edition of 1888, edited by Friedrich Engels]

A spectre $ haunting Europethe spectre of Communism. All the Powers of old Europe have entered into
a holy alliance to exorcise this spectre: Pope and Czar, Metternich and Guizot, French Radicals and
German policespies.

Where is the party in opposition that et been decried as Communistic by its opponents in power?
Where is the Opposition that has not hurled back the branding reproach of Communism, against the more
advanced opposition parties, as well as against its reactionary adversaries?

Two things resulfrom this fact.

I. Communism is already acknowledged by all European Powers to be itself a Power.

II. It is high time that Communists should openly, in the face of the whole world, publish their views,

their aims, their tendencies, and meet this myrsde of the Spectre of Communism with a Manifesto of
the party itself.
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To this end, Communists of various nationalities have assembled in London, and sketched the following
Manifesto, to be published in the English, French, German, Italian, Flemidbeaigh languages.

I. BOURGEOIS AND PROLETARIANS
The history of all hitherto existing societies is the history of class struggles.

Freeman and slave, patrician and plebeian, lord and serf;rgagter and journeyman, in a word,
oppressor and oppressetood in constant opposition to one another, carried on an uninterrupted, now
hidden, now open fight, a fight that each time ended, either in a revolutioreoysttution of society at
large, or in the common ruin of the contending classes.

In the arlier epochs of history, we find almost everywhere a complicated arrangement of society into
various orders, a manifold gradation of social rank. In ancient Rome we have patricians, knights,
plebeians, slaves; in the Middle Ages, feudal lords, vasaald;masters, journeymen, apprentices, serfs;
in almost all of these classes, again, subordinate gradations.

The modern bourgeois society that has sprouted from the ruins of feudal society has not done away with
class antagonisms. It has but establigiea classes, new conditions of oppression, new forms of

struggle in place of the old ones. Our epoch, the epoch of the bourgeoisie, possesses, however, this
distinctive feature: it has simplified the class antagonisms. Society as a whole is more aglittinge

up into two great hostile camps, into two great classes, directly facing each other: Bourgeoisie and
Proletariat.

From the serfs of the Middle Ages sprang the chartered burghers of the earliest towns. From these
burgesses the first elementglog bourgeoisie were developed.

The discovery of America, the rounding of the Cape, opened up fresh ground for the rising bourgeoisie.
The Eastindian and Chinese markets, the colonisation of America, trade with the colonies, the increase in
the means oéxchange and in commodities generally, gave to commerce, to navigation, to industry, an
impulse never before known, and thereby, to the revolutionary element in the tottering feudal society, a
rapid development.

The feudal system of industry, under whintustrial production was monopolised by closed guilds, now

no longer sufficed for the growing wants of the new markets. The manufacturing system took its place.
The guildmasters were pushed on one side by the manufacturing middle class; divisiayuof lab

between the different corporate guilds vanished in the face of division of labour in each single workshop.

Meantime the markets kept ever growing, the demand ever rising. Even manufacture no longer sufficed.
Thereupon, steam and machinery revolusediindustrial production. The place of manufacture was

taken by the giant, Modern Industry, the place of the industrial middle class, by industrial millionaires,
the leaders of whole industrial armies, the modern bourgeois.

Modern industry has establisththe worldmarket, for which the discovery of America paved the way.

This market has given an immense development to commerce, to navigation, to communication by land.
This development has, in its time, reacted on the extension of industry; andartiprops industry,

commerce, navigation, railways extended, in the same proportion the bourgeoisie developed, increased its
capital, and pushed into the background every class handed down from the Middle Ages.

We see, therefore, how the modern bourdeassitself the product of a long course of development, of a
series of revolutions in the modes of production and of exchange. Each step in the development of the



bourgeoisie was accompanied by a corresponding political advance of that class. Asedppiess

under the sway of the feudal nobility, an armed andga®ierning association in the mediaeval

commune; here independent urban republic (as in Italy and Germany), there taxable "third estate" of the
monarchy (as in France), afterwards, in thexiqm of manufacture proper, serving either the sfennilal

or the absolute monarchy as a counterpoise against the nobility, and, in factstameesf the great
monarchies in general, the bourgeoisie has at last, since the establishment of Modasnanduws the
world-market, conquered for itself, in the modern representative State, exclusive political sway. The
executive of the modern State is but a committee for managing the common affairs of the whole
bourgeoisie.

The bourgeoisie, historicalliyas played a most revolutionary patrt.

The bourgeoisie, wherever it has got the upper hand, has put an end to all feudal, patriarchal, idyllic
relations. It has pitilessly torn asunder the motley feudal ties that bound man to his "natural superiors,"
andhas left remaining no other nexus between man and man than nakietesedt, than callous "cash
payment." It has drowned the most heavenly ecstasies of religious fervour, of chivalrous enthusiasm, of
philistine sentimentalism, in the icy water of d@gtital calculation. It has resolved personal worth into
exchange value, and in place of the numberless and feasible chartered freedoms, has set up that single,
unconscionable freedonrfrree Trade. In one word, for exploitation, veiled by religious afitigad

illusions, naked, shameless, direct, brutal exploitation.

The bourgeoisie has stripped of its halo every occupation hitherto honoured and looked up to with
reverent awe. It has converted the physician, the lawyer, the priest, the poet, thesamamcef into its
paid wage labourers.

The bourgeoisie has torn away from the family its sentimental veil, and has reduced the family relation to
a mere money relation.

The bourgeoisie has disclosed how it came to pass that the brutal display ofrvifpeuriddle Ages,

which Reactionists so much admire, found its fitting complement in the most slothful indolence. It has
been the first to show what man's activity can bring about. It has accomplished wonders far surpassing
Egyptian pyramids, Roman aegucts, and Gothic cathedrals; it has conducted expeditions that put in the
shade all former Exoduses of nations and crusades.

The bourgeoisie cannot exist without constantly revolutionizing the instruments of production, and
thereby the relations of pradtion, and with them the whole relations of society. Conservation of the old
modes of production in unaltered form, was, on the contrary, the first condition of existence for all earlier
industrial classes. Constant revolutionising of production, unimitd disturbance of all social

conditions, everlasting uncertainty and agitation distinguish the bourgeois epoch from all earlier ones. All
fixed, fastfrozen relations, with their train of ancient and venerable prejudices and opinions, are swept
away, al new-formed ones become antiquated before they can ossify. All that is solid melts into air, all
that is holy is profaned, and man is at last compelled to face with sober senses, his real conditions of life,
and his relations with his kind.

The need of aonstantly expanding market for its products chases the bourgeoisie over the whole surface
of the globe. It must nestle everywhere, settle everywhere, establish connexions everywhere.

The bourgeoisie has through its exploitation of the worédket givera cosmopolitan character to
production and consumption in every country. To the great chagrin of Reactionists, it has drawn from
under the feet of industry the national ground on which it stood. Afstablished national industries
have been destrogieor are daily being destroyed. They are dislodged by new industries, whose



introduction becomes a life and death question for all civilised nations, by industries that no longer work
up indigenous raw material, but raw material drawn from the remotess$ zmdustries whose products

are consumed, not only at home, but in every quarter of the globe. In place of the old wants, satisfied by
the productions of the country, we find new wants, requiring for their satisfaction the products of distant
lands anctlimes. In place of the old local and national seclusion andsgi€iency, we have

intercourse in every direction, universal intlgpendence of nations. And as in material, so also in
intellectual production. The intellectual creations of indigiduations become common property.

National onesidedness and narremtindedness become more and more impossible, and from the
numerous national and local literatures, there arises a world literature.

The bourgeoisie, by the rapid improvement of all inskents of production, by the immensely facilitated
means of communication, draws all, even the most barbarian, nations into civilisation. The cheap prices
of its commaodities are the heavy artillery with which it batters down all Chinese walls, with which i

forces the barbarians' intensely obstinate hatred of foreigners to capitulate. It compels all nations, on pain
of extinction, to adopt the bourgeois mode of production; it compels them to introduce what it calls
civilisation into their midst, i.e., todzome bourgeois themselves. In one word, it creates a world after its
own image.

The bourgeoisie has subjected the country to the rule of the towns. It has created enormous cities, has
greatly increased the urban population as compared with the notdiaa thus rescued a considerable

part of the population from the idiocy of rural life. Just as it has made the country dependent on the
towns, so it has made barbarian and deanbarian countries dependent on the civilised ones, nations of
peasants onations of bourgeois, the East on the West.

The bourgeoisie keeps more and more doing away with the scattered state of the population, of the means
of production, and of property. It has agglomerated production, and has concentrated property in a few
hards. The necessary consequence of this was political centralisation. Independent, or but loosely
connected provinces, with separate interests, laws, governments and systems of taxation, became lumped
together into one nation, with one government, one obtievs, one national classterest, one frontier

and one custor=riff. The bourgeoisie, during its rule of scarce one hundred years, has created more
massive and more colossal productive forces than have all preceding generations together. nSifbjectio
Nature's forces to man, machinery, application of chemistry to industry and agriculturenategation,

railways, electric telegraphs, clearing of whole continents for cultivation, canalisation of rivers, whole
populations conjured out of the graldnwhat earlier century had even a presentiment that such

productive forces slumbered in the lap of social labour?

We see then: the means of production and of exchange, on whose foundation the bourgeoisie built itself
up, were generated in feudal sociefpt. a certain stage in the development of these means of production

and of exchange, the conditions under which feudal society produced and exchanged, the feudal
organisation of agriculture and manufacturing industry, in one word, the feudal relatfpoperty

became no longer compatible with the already developed productive forces; they became so many fetters.
They had to be burst asunder; they were burst asunder.

Into their place stepped free competition, accompanied by a social and politicalitionstitiapted to it,
and by the economical and political sway of the bourgeois class.

A similar movement is going on before our own eyes. Modern bourgeois society with its relations of
production, of exchange and of property, a society that has comjpr®ath gigantic means of production

and of exchange, is like the sorcerer, who is no longer able to control the powers of the nether world
whom he has called up by his spells. For many a decade past the history of industry and commerce is but
the historyof the revolt of modern productive forces against modern conditions of production, against the



property relations that are the conditions for the existence of the bourgeoisie and of its rule. It is enough
to mention the commercial crises that by theniquical return put on its trial, each time more

threateningly, the existence of the entire bourgeois society. In these crises a great part not only of the
existing products, but also of the previously created productive forces, are periodically dedimoyed

these crises there breaks out an epidemic that, in all earlier epochs, would have seemed ar-thigsurdity
epidemic of oveproduction. Society suddenly finds itself put back into a state of momentary barbarism;
it appears as if a famine, a universalr of devastation had cut off the supply of every means of
subsistence; industry and commerce seem to be destroyed; and why? Because there is too much
civilisation, too much means of subsistence, too much industry, too much commerce. The productive
forces at the disposal of society no longer tend to further the development of the conditions of bourgeois
property; on the contrary, they have become too powerful for these conditions, by which they are fettered,
and so soon as they overcome these fetteey,liring disorder into the whole of bourgeois society,
endanger the existence of bourgeois property. The conditions of bourgeois society are too narrow to
comprise the wealth created by them. And how does the bourgeoisie get over these crises? eOn the on
hand inforced destruction of a mass of productive forces; on the other, by the conquest of new markets,
and by the more thorough exploitation of the old ones. That is to say, by paving the way for more
extensive and more destructive crises, and by dsimimg the means whereby crises are prevented.

The weapons with which the bourgeoisie felled feudalism to the ground are now turned against the
bourgeaoisie itself.

But not only has the bourgeoisie forged the weapons that bring death to itself; ibhealats into
existence the men who are to wield those weapitiesmodern working classhe proletarians.

In proportion as the bourgeoisie, i.e., capital, is develdpdtie same proportion is the proletariat, the
modern workingclass, developeeh class of labourers, who live only so loag they find work, and who
find work only so long as their laboincreases capital. These labourers, who must sell themselves
piecemeal, are a commodity, like every other articleaimerce, and are consequemtiposed to all
the vicissitudes ofompetition, to all the fluctuations of the market.

Owing to the extensive use of machinery and to divisidatwdur, the work of the proletarians has lost all
individual character, and consequently, all charm for tbekman. Hebecomes an appendage of the
machine, and it is only the madmple, most monotonous, and most easily acquired knack, that is
required of him. Hence, the cost of production of a workmagsisicted, almost entirely, to the means

of subsistece that heequires for his maintenance, and for the propagation eabé But the price of a
commodity, and therefore alsolabour, is equal to its cost of production. In proportizerefore, as the
repulsiveness of the work increases, the wigecases. Nay more, in proportion as the use of machinery
anddivision of labour increases, in the same proportion the bwfieil also increases, whether by
prolongation of the workingours, by increase of the work exacted in a given time ardrgased speed

of the machinery, etc.

Modern industry has converted the little workshop ofghtiarchal master into the great factory of the
industrialcapitalist. Masses of labourers, crowded into the factorygrgemised like soldiers. As
privates ofthe industrial army thegre placed under the command of a perfect hierarchy of officers
and sergeants. Not only are they slaves of the bourgeoisartasst the bourgeois State; they are daily
and hourly enslaved lihe machine, by the owéwoker, aml, above all, by thandividual bourgeois
manufacturer himself. The more openly tthspotism proclaims gain to be its end and aim, the more
petty,the more hateful and the more embittering it is.



The less the skill and exertion of strength implied anoellabour, in other words, the more modern
industry becomedeveloped, the more is the labour of men superseded by twatra#n. Differences of
age and sex have no longer any distincsioeial validity for the working class. All are instruments of
labour, more or less expensive to use, according to themradjsex.

No sooner is the exploitation of the labourer by the manufaceodar at an end, that he receives his
wages in cash, than hesiet upon by the other portions of the bourgeoisielathdiord,the shopkeeper,
the pawnbroker, etc.

The lower strata of the middle claghe small tradespeoplshopkeepers, retired tradesmen generally, the
handicraftsmen anpeasantsall these sink gradually into the proletariat, paltbcause their dimutive
capital does not suffice for the scada which Modern Industry is carried on, and is swamped in the
competition with the large capitalists, partly because smécialized skill is rendered worthless by the
new methods gbroduction. Thus the pletariat is recruited from all classefthe population.

The proletariat goes through various stages of developMétit.its birth begins its struggle with the
bourgeoisie. Affirst the contest is carried on by individual labourers, thertheyworkpeple of a
factory, then by the operatives of one tradeyne locality, against the individual bourgeois who directly
exploits them. They direct their attacks not againstbtingrgeois conditions of production, but against
the instrument®f production hemselves; they destroy imported wares ttahpete with their labour,
they smash to pieces machinery, teeyfactories ablaze, they seek to restore by force the vanished
status of the workman of the Middle Ages.

At this stage the labourers still form mcoherent mass scattered over the whole country, and broken up

by their mutual competition. If anywhere they unite to form more compact bodies, this is not yet the
consequence of their own active union, but of the union of the bourgeoisie, whiclnotedsy to attain

its own political ends, is compelled to set the whole proletariat in motion, and is moreover yet, for a time,
able to do so. At this stage, therefore, the proletarians do not fight their enemies, but the enemies of their
enemies, theemnants of absolute monarchy, the landowners, theénuustrial bourgeois, the petty
bourgeoisie. Thus the whole historical movement is concentrated in the hands of the bourgeoisie; every
victory so obtained is a victory for the bourgeoisie.

But with the development of industry the proletariat not only increases in number; it becomes
concentrated in greater masses, its strength grows, and it feels that strength more. The various interests
and conditions of life within the ranks of the proletariat areenamd more equalised, in proportion as
machinery obliterates all distinctions of labour, and nearly everywhere reduces wages to the same low
level. The growing competition among the bourgeois, and the resulting commercial crises, make the
wages of the wikers ever more fluctuating. The unceasing improvement of machinery, ever more
rapidly developing, makes their livelihood more and more precarious; the collisions between individual
workmen and individual bourgeois take more and more the characterisibosllbetween two classes.
Thereupon the workers begin to form combinations (Trades Unions) against the bourgeois; they club
together in order to keep up the rate of wages; they found permanent associations in order to make
provision beforehand for thesecasional revolts. Here and there the contest breaks out into riots.

Now and then the workers are victorious, but only for a time. The real fruit of their battles lies, not in the
immediate result, but in the evexpanding union of the workers. Thision is helped on by the

improved means of communication that are created by modern industry and that place the workers of
different localities in contact with one another. It was just this contact that was needed to centralise the
numerous local struges, all of the same character, into one national struggle between classes. But every
class struggle is a political struggle. And that union, to attain which the burghers of the Middle Ages,



with their miserable highways, required centuries, the modetatarians, thanks to railways, achieve in
a few years.

This organisation of the proletarians into a class,camdequently into a political party, is continually
being upset again by the competition between the workers themselves. But it ever aipais up
stronger, firmer, mightier. It compels legislative recognition of particular interests of the workers, by
taking advantage of the divisions among the bourgeoisie itself. Thus theuesibill in England was
carried.

Altogether collisions betvan the classes of the old society further, in many ways, the course of
development of the proletariat. The bourgeoisie finds itself involved in a constant battle. At first with the
aristocracy; later on, with those portions of the bourgeoisie itself, whiesests have become

antagonistic to the progress of industry; at all times, with the bourgeoisie of foreign countries. In all these
battles it sees itself compelled to appeal to the proletariat, to ask for its help, and thus, to drag it into the
political arena. The bourgeoisie itself, therefore, supplies the proletariat with its own instruments of
political and general education, in other words, it furnishes the proletariat with weapons for fighting the
bourgeoisie.

Further, as we have already seertirersections of the ruling classes are, by the advance of industry,
precipitated into the proletariat, or are at least threatened in their conditions of existence. These also
supply the proletariat with fresh elements

of enlightenment and progress.

Findly, in times when the class struggle nears the decisive hour, the process of dissolution going on
within the ruling class, in fact within the whole range of society, assumes such a violent, glaring
character, that a small section of the ruling classitsgl adrift, and joins the revolutionary class, the
class that holds the future in its hands. Just as, therefore, at an earlier period, a section of the nobility
went over to the bourgeoisie, so how a portion of the bourgeoisie goes over to theigtcdeidin
particular, a portion of the bourgeois ideologists, who have raised themselves to the level of
comprehending theoretically the historical movement as a whole.

Of all the classes that stand face to face with the bourgeoisie today, the @todddae is a really

revolutionary class. The other classes decay and finally disappear in the face of Modern Industry; the
proletariat is its special and essential product. The lower middle class, the small manufacturer, the
shopkeeper, the artisan, theasant, all these fight against the bourgeoisie, to save from extinction their
existence as fractions of the middle class. They are therefore not revolutionary, but conservative. Nay
more, they are reactionary, for they try to roll back the wheel adryis If by chance they are

revolutionary, they are so only in view of their impending transfer into the proletariat, they thus defend
not their present, but their future interests, they desert their own standpoint to place themselves at that of
the proldariat.

The "dangerous class," the social scum, that passively rotting mass thrown off by the lowest layers of old
society, may, here and there, be swept into the movement by a proletarian revolution; its conditions of
life, however, prepare it far morerfthe part of a bribed tool of reactionary intrigue.

In the conditions of the proletariat, those of old society at large are already virtually swamped. The
proletarian is without property; his relation to his wife and children has no longer anytlcmgrmon

with the bourgeois familyelations; modern industrial labour, modern subjection to capital, the same in
England as in France, in America as in Germany, has stripped him of every trace of national character.
Law, morality, religion, are to him soany bourgeois prejudices, behind which lurk in ambush just as
many bourgeois interests.



All the preceding classes that got the upper hand, sought to fortify their already acquired status by
subjecting society at large to their conditions of appropriatidre proletarians cannot become masters

of the productive forces of society, except by abolishing their own previous mode of appropriation, and
thereby also every other previous mode of appropriation. They have nothing of their own to secure and to
fortify; their mission is to destroy all previous securities for, and insurances of, individual property.

All previous historical movements were movements of minorities, or in the interests of minorities. The
proletarian movement is the selbnscious, indepelent movement of the immense majority, in the

interests of the immense majority. The proletariat, the lowest stratum of our present society, cannot stir,
cannot raise itself up, without the whole superincumbent strata of official society being spouthe int

air.

Though not in substance, yet in form, the struggle of the proletariat with the bourgeoisie is at first a
national struggle. The proletariat of each country must, of course, first of all
settle matters with its own bourgeoisie.

In depicting themost general phases of the development of the proletariat, we traced the more or less
veiled civil war, raging within existing society, up to the point where that war breaks out into open
revolution, and where the violent overthrow of the

bourgeoisie laythe foundation for the sway of the proletariat.

Hitherto, every form of society has been based, as we have already seen, on the antagonism of oppressing
and oppressed classes. Butin order to oppress a class, certain conditions must be assured to it und
which it can, at least, continue its slavish existence. The serf, in the period of serfdom, raised himself to
membership in the commune, just as the petty bourgeois, under the yoke of feudal absolutism, managed
to develop into a bourgeois. The modktmorer, on the contrary, instead of rising with the progress of
industry, sinks deeper and deeper below the conditions of existence of his own class. He becomes a
pauper, and pauperism develops more rapidly than population and wealth. And here islmdoent,

that the bourgeoisie is unfit any longer to be the ruling class in society, and to impose its conditions of
existence upon society as an oxding law. It is unfit to rule because it is incompetent to assure an
existence to its slave withiridhslavery, because it cannot help letting him sink into such a state, that it

has to feed him, instead of being fed by him. Society can no longer live under this bourgeoisie, in other
words, its existence is no longer compatible with society.

The essendil condition for the existence, and for the sway of the bourgeois class, is the formation and
augmentation of capital; the condition for capital is whdmur. Wagdabour rests exclusively on

competition between the laborers. The advance of industigsevinvoluntary promoter is the

bourgeoisie, replaces the isolation of the labourers, due to competition, by their revolutionary
combination, due to association. The development of Modern Industry, therefore, cuts from under its feet
the very foundatiomn which the bourgeoisie produces and appropriates products. What the bourgeoisie,
therefore, produces, above all, is its own grdiggjers. Its fall and the victory of the proletariat are

equally inevitable.

II. PROLETARIANS AND COMMUNISTS
In what reéation do the Communists stand to the proletarians\ab@e?
The Communists do not form a separate party opposed to other wolkesgparties.

They have no interests separate and apart from those of the proletariat as a whole.



They do not set up grsectarian principles of their own, by which to shape and mould the proletarian
movement.

The Communists are distinguished from the other worklags parties by this only: (1) In the national
struggles of the proletarians of the different countriesy goint out and bring to the front the common
interests of the entire proletariat, independently of all nationality. (2) In the various stages of
development which the struggle of the working class against the bourgeoisie has to pass through, they
alwaysand everywhere represent the interests of the movement as a whole.

The Communists, therefore, are on the one hand, practically, the most advanced and resolute section of
the workingclass parties of every country, that section which pushes forwardhetspon the other

hand, theoretically, they have over the great mass of the proletariat the advantage of clearly understanding
the line of march, the conditions, and the ultimate general results of the proletarian movement.

The immediate aim of the Commigt is the same as that of @ik other proletarian parties: formation of
the proletariat int@ class, overthrow of the bourgeois supremacy, conquestiti€al power by the
proletariat.

The theoretical conclusions of the Communists are in nabassd on ideas or principles that have been
invented, odiscovered, by this or that woulte universal reformer. Thegyerely express, in general
terms, actual relations springing fr@n existing class struggle, from a historical movement going on
under ouwery eyes. The abolition of existing propemyations is not at all a distinctive feature of
Communism.

All property relations in the past have continually been subjduistorical change consequent upon the
change in historicatonditions.

The Freach Revolution, for example, abolished feudal properfawour of bourgeois property.

The distinguishing feature of Communism is not the abolitigoraperty generally, but the abolition of
bourgeois property. Buhodern bourgeois private property lietfinal and most completxpression of
the system of producing and appropriating produltd,is based on class antagonisms, on the
exploitation of themany by the few.

In this sense, the theory of the Communists may be summedhgsingle senterc Abolition of
private property.

We Communists have been reproached with the desire of abolibkinight of personally acquiring
property as the fruit of mman's own labour, which property is alleged to be the groundeiak personal
freedom, actiity and independence.

Hardwon, selfacquired, selearned property! Do you mean tmperty of the petty artisan and of the
small peasant, a form pfoperty that preceded the bourgeois form? There is no neddlish that; the
development of indust has to a great extealready destroyed it, and is still destroying it daily.

Or do you mean modern bourgeois private property?

But does wagéabour create any property for the labourer? &bit. It creates capital, i.e., that kind of
property whch exploits wagdabour, and which cannot increase except umdition of begetting a
new supply of wagdabour for frestexploitation. Property, in its present form, is based on the
antagonism of capital and watgbour. Let us examine both sides



of this antagonism.

To be a capitalist, is to have not only a purely personal, sotial status in production. Capital is a
collective productand only by the united action of many members, nay, in thedsait, only by the
united action of all memberf society,can it be set in motion.

Capital is, therefore, not a personal, it is a social power.

When, therefore, capital is converted into common propertythetproperty of all members of society,
personal property is nthereby transformed intocial property. It is only the societharacter of the
property that is changed. It losesdtasscharacter.

Let us now take wagkabour.

The average price of waggbour is the minimum wage, i.¢hat quantum of the means of subsistence,
which is alsolutelyrequisite in bare existence as a labourer. What, thereforeatiedabourer

appropriates by means of his labour, mesgiffices to prolong and reproduce a bare existence. We by no
means intend to abolish this personal appropriation gbrbdiucts of labour, an appropriation that is

made for themaintenance and reproduction of human life, and that leavesrplus wherewith to

command the labour of others. All that want to do away with, is the miserable character of this
appropriation, uder which the labourer lives merely to increaapital, and is allowed to live only in so

far as the interest @he ruling class requires it.

In bourgeois society, living labour is but a means to incraasemulated labour. In Communist society,
accunulated labouis but a means to widen, to enrich, to promote the existdrtbe labourer.

In bourgeois society, therefore, the past dominates the pres@uimmunist society, the present
dominates the past. bourgeois society capital is independandl has individualitywhile the living
person is dependent and has no individuality.

And the abolition of this state of things is called byhbargeois, abolition of individuality and freedom!
And rightly so. The abolition of bourgeois individualitypurgeoisndependence, and bourgeois freedom
is undoubtedly aimed at.

By freedom is meant, under the present bourgeois conditigreddiction, free trade, free selling and
buying.

But if selling and buying disappears, free selling and buglisgppeas also. This talk about free selling
and buying, andll the other "brave words" of our bourgeoisie about freedogetieral, have a meaning,
if any, only in contrast with restrictexlling and buying, with the fettered traders of the Middle Alget,
have no meaning when opposed to the Communistic abolitiboyhg and selling, of the bourgeois
conditions of productiorand of the bourgeoisie itself.

You are horrified at our intending to do away with privateperty. But in your existing society,iyate
property isalready done away with for nistenths of the population; iexistence for the few is solely
due to its norexistence in thb@ands of those nirtenths. You reproach us, therefore, vittending to
do away with a form of property, tleecessargondition for whose existence is the naxistence of any
property for the immense majority of society.

In one word, you reproach us with intending to do away with pooperty. Precisely so; that is just
what we intend.



From the moment whelabour can no longer be converted inépital, money, or rent, into a social
power capable of beingonopolised, i.e., from the moment when individual propertyncalonger be
transformed into bourgeois property, into capitalm that moment, you sapdividuality vanishes.

You must, therefore, confess that by "individual' you meaanther person than the bourgeois, than the
middle-class owner oproperty. This person must, indeed, be swept out of the waynadel
impossible.

Communism deprives noan of the power to appropriate g@ducts of society; all that it does is to
deprive him of thgpower to subjugate the labour of others by means of agfopriation.

It has been objected that upon the abolition of private propknyork will ceasgand universal laziness
will overtake us.

According to this, bourgeois society ought long ago to have gotie dogs through sheer idleness; for
those of its members wheork, acquire nothing, and those who acquire anything, dovodt The

whole of his objection is but another expressionhd tautology: that there can no longer be any wage
labour wherthere is no longer any capital.

All objections urged against the Communistic mode of produaiayappropriating material products,

have, in the sammway,been urged against the Communistic modes of producing@rdpriating

intellectual products. Just as, to the bourgdbesdisappearance of class property is the disappearance of
production itself, so the disappearance of class culturenisntaentical with the disappearance of all
culture.

That culture, the loss of which he laments, is, for the enormaicrity, a mere training to act as a
machine.

But don't wrangle with us so long as you apply, to our inteatbetition of bourgeois prapty, the
standard of your bourgeaitions of freedom, culture, law, etc. Your very ideas aréheubutgrowth of
the conditions of your bourgeois production dadirgeois property, just as your jurisprudence is but the
will of your class made into aw for all, a will, whose essentigharacter and direction are determined
by the economicatonditions of existence of your class.

The selfish misconception that induces you to transformetgimal laws of nature and of reason, the
social formsspringing from your present mode of production and forrprajperty-historical relations

that rise and disappear in thegress of productierthis misconception you share with evenjing class
that has preceded you. What you see clearly icdbe of ancig property, what you admit in the case of
feudalproperty, you are of course forbidden to admit in the cagewfown bourgeois form of property.

Abolition of the family! Even the most radical flare up at thfemous proposal of the Communists.
Onwhat foundation is the present family, the bourgeois farbdged? On capital, on private gain. In its
completely developefibrm this family exists only among the bourgeoisie. Butshase of things finds

its complement in the practical absencé¢heffamily among the proletarians, and in public prostitution.

The bourgeois family will vanish as a matter of course wheasoitgplement vanishes, and both will
vanish with the vanishing afapital.



Do you charge us with wanting to stop the exploitatibohildren by their parents? To this crime we
plead guilty.

But, you will say, we destroy the most hallowed of relatizrteen we replace home education by social.

And your education! Is not that also social, and determined tgottial conditions uret which you
educate, by the interventiodirect or indirect, of society, by means of schools, etc.? Cidmemunists
have not invented the intervention of societgdlucation; they do but seek to alter the character of that
intervention, and to rescuetezhtion from the influence of thaling class.

The bourgeois clafrap about the family and education, abth hallowed caelation of parent and
child, becomes all themore disgusting, the more, by the action of Modern Industrjamily ties among
the proletarians are torn asunder, and ttigidren transformed into simple articles of commerce and
instruments of labour.

But you Communists would introduce community of women, screaenghole bourgeoisie in chorus.

The bourgeois sees in his wiferere instrument of productiokle hears that the instruments of
production are to be exploitéa common, and, naturally, can come to no other conclusiorthiathe
lot of being common to all will likewise fall to theomen.

He has not even a suspigithat the real point is to do awagth the status of women as mere instruments
of production.

For the rest, nothing is more ridiculous thanwhmous indignation of our bourgeois at the community
of womenwhich, they pretend, is to be openly andafily establishedhy the Communists. The
Communists have no need to introdgoenmunity of women; it has existed almost from time
immemorial.

Our bourgeois, not content with having the wives and daughit¢neir proletarians at their disposal, not
to speak of commoprostitutes, take the greatest pleasure in seducing each wilvess

Bourgeois marriage is in reality a system of wives in comarahthus, at the most, what the
Communists might possiblye reproached with, is that they desire to mhiie®, insubstitution for a
hypocritically concealed, an openly legalismsnmunity of women. For the rest, it is selfident that the
abolition of the present system of production must bring witheitabolition of the community of women
springing fromthatsystem, i.e., of prostitution both public and private.

The Communists are further reproached with desiring to abmdishtries and nationality.

The working men have no country. We cannot take from them thiegthave not got. Since the
proletarat must first of alacquire political supremacy, must rise to be the leading clabke ofation,
must constitute itself the nation, it is, so f&self national, though not in the bourgeois sense of the word.

National differences and antagonisms betwpeoples are daimore and more vanishing, owing to the
development of thbourgeoisie, to freedom of commerce, to the wanktket, touniformity in the mode
of production and in the conditions|dé corresponding thereto.

The supremacy of the pradeiat will cause them to vanish stifster. United action, of the leading
civilised countries deast, is one of the first conditions for the emancipatiah@fproletariat.



In proportion as the exploitation of one individual by anoth@ut an endo, the exploitation of one
nation by another wilhlso be put an end to. In proportion as the antagonism betlesses within the
nation vanishes, the hostility of one nattoranother will come to an end.

The charges against Communism made frogligious, aphilosophical, and, generally, from an
ideological standpoingre not deserving of serious examination.

Does it require deep intuition to comprehend that man's idiesgs and conceptions, in one word, man's
consciousness, changeih everychange in the conditions of his material existencjsrsocial
relations and in his social life?

What else does the history of ideas prove, thannkeitectual production changes its character in
proportion asnaterial production is changed? Thémg ideas of each adeve ever been the ideas of its
ruling class.

When people speak of ideas that revolutionise society, thbutdexpress the fact, that within the old
society, the elements a new one have been created, and that the dissolutibealtl ideas keeps even
pace with the dissolution of the atdnditions of existence.

When the ancient world was in its last throes, the anoédigions were overcome by Christianity. When
Christian ideasuccumbed in the 18th century to rationdtisias, feudasociety fought its death battle
with the then revolutionargourgeoisie. The ideas of religious liberty and freedogoakcience merely
gave expression to the sway of free competitwithin the domain of knowledge.

"Undoubtedly," it willbe said, "religious, moral, philosophicaid juridical ideas have been modified in
the course ohistorical development. But religion, morality philosoppglitical science, and law,
constantly survived this change."

"There are, besides, eternal trythigsch as Freedom, Justiets. that are common to all states of society.
But Communisnabolishes eternal truths, it abolishes all religion, anthafility, instead of constituting
them on a new basis;therefore acts in contradiction to all past tistal experience."

What does this accusation reduce itself to? The histaai} pést society has consisted in the
development of clasantagonisms, antagonisms that assumed different fordieaent epochs.

But whatever form they may have takenedact is common to gllast ages, viz., the exploitation of one
part of society by thether. No wonder, then, that the social consciousness cdgast despite all the
multiplicity and variety it displayanoves within certain common forms, or genédabs, whicttannot
completely vanish except with the total disappearanctasé antagonisms.

The Communist revolution is the most radical rupture tvdHitional property relations; no wonder that
its developmeninvolves the most radical rupture Wwitraditional ideas.

But let us have done with the bourgeois objections to Communism.

We have seen above, that the first step in the revolution bydhéng class, is to raise the proletariat to
the position ofuling as to win the battle of democracy.

The proletariat will use its political supremacy to wrestgdbgrees, all capital from the bourgeoisie, to
centralise allnstruments of production in the hands of the State, i.e., qirtietariat organised as the
ruling class; and to increase tlogal of productive forces as rapidly as possible.



Of course, in the beginning, this cannot be effected excepielys of despotic inroads on the rights of
property, and othe conditions of bourgeois production; by means of meagterefore, which ap@e
economically insufficient and untenablgjt which, in the course of the movement, outstrip themselves,
necessitate further inroads upon the old social order, anchaweidable as a means of entirely
revolutionising the mode gfroduction.

These meases will of course be different in differecuntries.

Nevertheless in the most advanced countries, the followindp®vifiretty generally applicable.

1. Abolition of property in land and application of all reatdand to public purposes.

2. A heay progressive or graduated income tax.

3. Abolition of all right of inheritance.

4. Confiscation of the property of all emigrants and rebels.

5. Centralisation of credit in the hands of the State, by n@ansational bank with State capital amd a
exclusivemonopoly.

6. Centralisation of the means of communication and transpdine hands of the State.

7. Extension of factories and instruments of production ownekebgtate; the bringing into cultivation
of wastelands, andhe inprovement of the soil generally in accordance with a common plan.

8. Equal liability of all to labour. Establishmentinflustrial armies, especially for agriculture.

9. Combination of agriculture with manufacturing industrggadual abolition oftte distinction between
town andcountry, by a more equable distribution of the populatiogr the country.

10. Free education for all children in public schoglsolition of children's factory labour in its present
form. Combination of education with dlustrial production, &c., &c.

When, in the course of development, class distinctions diaeppeared, and all production has been
concentrated in thieands of a vast association of the whole nation, the public peldsse its political
character. Huical power, properly sealled, is merely the organised power of one class for oppressing
another. If the proletariat during its contest with tbergeoisie is compelled, by the force of
circumstances, torganise itself as a class, if, by means mhalution, itmakes itself the ruling class,

and, as such, sweeps away by fdheeold conditions of production, then it will, along with these
conditions, have swept away the conditions for the existendass antagonisms and of classes
generally, ad will thereby havebolished its own supremacy as a class.

In place of the old bourgeois society, with its classeschss antagonisms, we shall have an association,
in which the free development of each is the condition for thedeselopment of &l

Ill. SOCIALIST AND COMMUNIST LITERATURE

1. REACTIONARY SOCIALISM



A. Feudal Socialism

Owing to their historical position, it became the vocation oftietocracies of France and England to
write pamphlets againstodern bourgeois society. In tReench revolution of July 183and in the
English reform agitation, these aristocracies agagtumbed to the hateful upstart. Thenceforth, a
serious politicatontest was altogether out of the question. A literary balttlee remained possible. But
even in the domain of literatutiee old cries of the restoration period had become impossible.

In order to arouse sympathy, the aristocracy were obligkEséosight, apparently, of their own interests,
and to formulateheir indictment against the bagoisie in the interest of tlexploited working class

alone. Thus the aristocracy took threivenge by singing lampoons on their new master, and whispering
in his ears sinister prophecies of coming catastrophe.

In this way arose Feudal Socialism: Halhentation, halfampoon; half echo of the past, half menace of
the future; atimes, by its bitter, witty and incisive criticism, striking theurgeoisie to the very heart's
core; but always ludicrous its effect, through total incapacity to compreti¢he march omodern
history.

The aristocracy, in order to rally the people to them, wavegrtiietarian almdag in front for a banner.
But the people, soften as it joined them, saw on their hindquarters the old fewddés of arms, and
deserted Vth loud and irreverent laughter.

One section of the French Legitimists and "Young Englaxtiibited this spectacle.

In pointing out that their mode of exploitation was differerthit of the bourgeoisie, the feudalists forget
that theyexploited undecircumstances and conditions that were ggifterent, and that are now
antiquated. In showing that, undkeir rule, the modern proletariat never existed, they fdahgethe
modern bourgeoisie is the necessary offspring of thveir form of society

For the rest, so little do they conceal the reactionhayacter of their criticism that their chief accusation
againsthe bourgeoisie amounts to this, that under the bourgeois ragiftass is being developed, which
is destined to cut up root abdanch the old order of society.

What they upbraid the bourgeoisie with is not so much tliag#ites a proletariat, as that it creates a
revolutionaryproletariat.

In political practice, therefore, they join in all coercimeasures against the workirlgss; and in
ordinary life,despite their high falutin phrases, they stoop to pick ugadtden apples dropped from the
tree of industry, and to barteuth, love, and honour for traffic in wool, beetrenigar, angbotato spirits.

As the parson has avgone hand in hand with the landlost, has Clerical Socialism with Feudal
Socialism.

Nothing is easier than to give Christian asceticism a Sodialgg. Has not Christianity declaimed
against private propertggainst marriage, against the State® iHaot preached in th@ace of these,
charity and poverty, celibacy and mortificatiohthe flesh, monastic life and Mother Church? Christian
Socialism is but the holy, water with which the priest consectlagelsearournings of the aristocrat.

B. Petty-Bourgeois Socialism



The feudal aristocracy was not the only class that was ruindtklyourgeoisie, not the only class whose
conditions of existencpined and perished in the atmosphere of modern bourgeois sdtietgnediaeval
burgesses and thenall peasant proprietors weltee precursors of the modern bourgeoisie. In those
countrieswhich are but little developed, industrially and commercidligse two classes still vegetate
side by side with the risingourgeoisie.

In countries where modenivilisation has become fullgeveloped, a new class of petty bourgeois has
been formedfluctuating between proletariat and bourgeoisie and ever renéaitigas a supplementary
part of bourgeois society. Thmdividual members of this class, howevae being constantlyurled

down into the proletariat by the action of competitimng, as modern industry develops, they even see
the momenapproaching when they will completely disappear as an indepesmiitn of modern

society, to be replaced, manufacturesagriculture and commerce, by overlookers, bailiffs and shopmen.

In countries like France, where the peasants constitute farthasrdalf of the population, it was natural
that writers whasided with the proletariat against the bourgeosieuld usein their criticism of the
bourgeois regime, the standard of geasant and petty bourgeois, and from the standpoint of these
intermediate classes should take up the cudgels for the wallkisgy Thus arose pettpurgeois
Socialism. Sismai was thehead of this school, not only in France but also in England.

This school of Socialism dissected with great acutenestiteadictions in the conditions of modern
production. It laidbare the hypocritical apologies of economists. It prowemhntrovertibly, the

disastrous effects of machinery agtidision of labour; the concentration of capital and landfieva

hands; overproduction and crises; it pointed outribeitable ruin of the petty bourgeois and peasant, the
miseryof the proletaat, the anarchy in production, the cryimgqualities in the distribution of wealth,

the industrial war oéxtermination between nations, the dissolution of old nmwwats, of the old family
relations, of the old nationalities.

In its positive aims, heever, this form of Socialism aspireigher to restoring the old means of
production and of exchangand with them the old property relations, and the old society, @amping
the modern means of production and of exchawghin the framework of theld property relations that
havebeen, and were bound to be, exploded by those means. Inceisieeit is both reactionary and
Utopian.

Its last words are: corporate guilds for manufactpadriarchal relations in agriculture.

Ultimately, when stubdrn historical facts had dispersediatbxicating effects of selfleception, this
form of Socialismended in a miserable fit of the blues.

C. German, or "True," Socialism

The Socialist and Communist literature of France, a literaateoriginated uder the pressure of a
bourgeoisie in power, artiat was the expression of the struggle against this poweminaguced into
Germany at a time when the bourgeoisie, in toantry, had just begun its contest with feudal
absolutism.

German philosophersvould-be philosophers, and beaux espetgerly seized on this literature, only
forgetting, that whetthese writings immigrated from France into Germany, French samialitions had
not immigrated along with them. In contact widlerman social condans, this French literature lost all
its immediate practical significance, and assumed a purely litasggct. Thus, to the German
philosophers of the eighteentantury, the demands of the first French Revolution were notharg
than the demands BPractical Reason" in general, and tliterance of the will of the revolutionary



French bourgeoisisignified in their eyes the law of pure Will, of Will as it wasund to be, of true
human Will generally.

The world of the German literate consisted lyaile bringingthe new French ideas into harmony with
their ancient philosophicabnscience, or rather, in annexing the French ideas witlesetrting their own
philosophic point of view.

This annexation took place in the same way in which a foteigguage is appropriated, namely, by
translation.

It is well known how the monks wrote silly lives of Cathdliaints over the manuscripts on which the
classical works o&ncient heathendom had been written. The German litenagesed this process with
theprofane French literature. Theyote their philosophical nonsense beneath the French origioral.
instance, beneath the French criticism of the econfimittions of money, they wrote "Alienation of
Humanity," andbeneath the French criticism of theubgeois State they wrotdethronement of the
Category of the General," and so forth.

The introduction of these philosophical phrases at the battle &french historical criticisms they dubbed
"Philosophy ofAction," "True Socialism," "German Science®dcialism,"Philosophical Foundation of
Socialism," and so on.

The French Socialist and Communist literature was thus compéatelgculated. And, since it ceased in
the hands of the German to expraesstruggle of one class with the other, he faliscmus of having
overcome "French orgidedness" and of representing, not neguirements, but the requirements of
truth; not the interests of thwoletariat, but the interests of Human Nature, of Man in general, who
belongs to no class, has no realit§no exists only in the misty realof philosophical fantasy.

This German Socialism, which took its schoolboy task so serianslysolemnly, and extolled its poor
stockin-trade in sucimountebank fashion, meanwhile gradually lost its pedamtimcence

The fight of the German, and especially, of the Prussian bourgemmsiast feudal aristocracy and
absolute monarchy, in other words, tilberal movement, became more earnest.

By this, the long wishetbr opportunity was offered to "Truéocialismof confronting the political
movement with th&ocialist demands, of hurling the traditional anatheaggénst liberalism, against
representative government, agaimstirgeois competition, bourgeois freedom of the press, bourgeois
legislation, bourgeoishierty and equality, and of preachinghe masses that they had nothing to gain,
and everything to loséy this bourgeois movement. German Socialism forgot, in theofiicke, that
the French criticism, whose silly echo it wasgsupposed the existanof modern bourgeois society,
with its corresponding economic conditions of existence, and the pottoatitution adapted thereto,
the very things whose attainmemds the object of the pending struggle in Germany.

To the absolute governments, wikteir following of parsongprofessors, country squires and officials, it
served as a welconsearecrow against the threatening bourgeoisie.

It was a sweet finish after the bitter pills of floggings andets with which these same governments, just
at that time,dosed the German workirgiass risings.

While this "True" Socialism thus served the governmentsngesagon for fighting the German
bourgeoisie, it, at the same ting#ectly represented a reactionary interest, the interest @dhman



Philistines. In Germany the petbpurgeois class, relic of the sixteenth century, and since then
constantlycropping up again under various forms, is the real social bbsie existing state of things.

To preserve this class is to preserve the existatg sfthings in Germany. The industrial and political
supremacy of thbourgeoisie threatens it with certain destruction; on thehand, from the
concentration of capital; on the other, from tise of a revolutionary proletariat. "True" Socialism
appeared till these two birds with one stone. It spread like an epidemic.

The robe of speculative cobwebs, embroidered with floakrisetoric, steeped in the dew of sickly
sentiment, thisranscendental robe in which the German Socialists wrappeddthne "eternal truths," all
skin and bone, served to wonderfiligrease the sale of their goods amongst such a public. Ait&l on
part, German Socialism recognised, more and more, itxailing as the bombastic representative of the
petty-bourgeoigPhilistine.

It proclaimed the German nation to be the model nation, an@ehman petty Philistine to be the typical
man. To everyillainous meanness of this model man it gave a hidden, hi§beialistic interpretation,
the exact contrary of its reeharacter. It went to the extreme length of directly oppasiegbrutally
destructive" tendency of Communism, angadclaiming its supreme and impartial contempt of all class
struggles. With very few exceptions, all thecadled Socialisand Commnist publications that now
(1847) circulate in Germartyelong to the domain of this foul and enervating literature.

2. CONSERVATIVE, OR BOURGEOIS, SOCIALISM

A part of the bourgeoisie is desirous of redressing sgagyances, in order to secure thatioued
existence obourgeois society.

To this section belong economists, philanthroplaisnanitarians, improvers of the condition of the
working classprganisers of charity, members of societies for the preventioruelty to animals,
temperance faatics, holeandcornerreformers of every imaginable kind. This form of Socialism has,
moreover, been worked out into complete systems.

We may cite Proudhon's Philosophie de la Misere as an exanthie fifrm.

The Socialistic bourgeois want all thevantages of modesocial conditions without the struggles and
dangers necessaritgsulting therefrom. They desire the existing state of sogigtys its revolutionary
and disintegrating elements. They wisha bourgeoisie without a proletariat. erhourgeoisi@aturally
conceives the world in which it is supreme to belidst; and bourgeois Socialism develops this
comfortableconception into various more or less complete systemseglriring the proletariat to carry
out such a system, and theyeb march straightway into the social New Jerusalem, itdquires in
reality, that the proletariat should remain witkile bounds of existing society, but should cast away all
its hateful ideas concerning the bourgeoisie.

A second and more practichljt less systematic, form of tHiocialism sought to depreciate every
revolutionary movement ithe eyes of the working class, by showing that no mere poligéaim, but

only a change in the material conditionsegfstence, in economic relations, tthbe of any advantage to
them. By changes in the material conditions of existencefaimsof Socialism, however, by no means
understands abolition tfie bourgeois relations of production, an abolition that casffbeted only by a
revolution, but adhinistrative reforms, baseath the continued existence of these relations; reforms,
therefore, that in no respect affect the relations betwapital and labour, but, at the best, lessen the cost,
andsimplify the administrative work, of bourgeois goveenh



Bourgeois Socialism attains adequate expression, when, and'loery it becomes a mere figure of
speech.

Free trade: for the benefit of the working class. Protediiies: for the benefit of the working class.
Prison Reform: fothe benefit othe working class. This is the last word anddhby seriously meant
word of bourgeois Socialism.

It is summed up in the phrase: the bourgeois is a boufjéoighe benefit of the working class.
3. CRITICAL -UTOPIAN SOCIALISM AND COMMUNISM

We do nothere refer to that literature which, in every gmaatlern revolution, has always given voice to
the demands of theroletariat, such as the writings of Babeuf and others.

The first direct attempts of the proletariat to attain its ewds, made in timesf universal excitement,
when feudal societwas being overthrown, these attempts necessarily failed, dovihg then
undeveloped state of the proletariat, as well dsa@bsence of the economic conditions for its
emancipation¢onditions that had y¢b be produced, and could be produbgdhe impending bourgeois
epoch alone. The revolutionditerature that accompanied these first movements gfritietariat had
necessarily a reactionary charactemdulcated universal asceticism and sociatliwg in itscrudest
form.

The Socialist and Communist systems properly so called, th&argfSimon, Fourier, Owen and
others, spring into existencetime early undeveloped period, described above, of the striogiyleen
proletariat and bourgeoesisee Section 1. Bourge@isd Proletarians).

The founders of these systems see, indeed, the class antagoniseibaashe action of the
decomposing elements, in the prevailing fahsociety. But the proletariat, as yet in its infancy, offers to
themthe spectacle of a class without any historical initiative oriragpendent political movement.

Since the development of class antagonism keeps even padthenildvelopment of industry, the
economic situation, as they fititcidoes not as yet offéo them the material conditions for the
emancipation of the proletariat. They therefore search aftewasocial science, after new social laws,
that are to creatiese conditions.

Historical action is to yield to their personal inventaation, hisbrically created conditions of
emancipation tdantastic ones, and the gradual, spontaneousatgasisatiorof the proletariat to the
organisation of society specialtpntrived by these inventors. Future history resolves itsdkligin eyes,
into the propaganda and the practical carrying odheir social plans.

In the formation of their plans they are conscious of caringfly for the interests of the working class,
as being the mosuffering class. Only from the point of view of being thestsoffering class does the
proletariat exist for them.

The undeveloped state of the class struggle, as well astheisurroundings, causes Socialists of this
kind to considethemselves far superior to all class antagonisms. They wanptove thecondition of
every member of society, even thatloé most favoured. Hence, they habitually appeal to society at
large, without distinction of class; nay, by preference, taulveg class. For how can people, when once
they understantheir system, dil to see in it the best possible plan of lest possible state of society?



Hence, they reject all political, and especiallyrallolutionary, action; they wish to attain their ends by
peaceful means, and endeavour, by small experiments, necedsanigd to failure, and by the force of
example, to pave the wagr the new social Gospel.

Such fantastic pictures of future society, painted at awihen the proletariat is still in a very
undeveloped state and Hag a fantastic conception of its oywnsition correspond witthe first
instinctive yearnings of that class for a genezabnstruction of society.

But these Socialist and Communist publications contain atsitiGal element. They attack every
principle of existing societyHdence they ar&ll of the most valuable materials for tealightenment of
the working class. The practical measypesposed in thersuch as the abolition of the distinction
between town and country, of the family, of the carrying oimadstries for the account pfivate
individuals, and of the wagegystem, the proclamation of social harmony, the conversion @finicgons
of the State into a mere superintendence of produglbtiese proposals, point solely to the
disappearance of claastagonisms which werat that time, only just cropping up, awthich, in these
publications, are recognised in their earligsljstinct and undefined forms only. These proposals,
thereforeare of a purely Utopian character.

The significance of CriticaUtopian Socialism athCommunisnbears an inverse relation to historical
development. lproportion as the modern class struggle develops anddakage shape, this fantastic
standing apart from the contettese fantastic attacks on it, lose all practical value andeatetical
justification. Therefore, although the originatofghese systems were, in many respects, revolutionary,
theirdisciples have, in every case, formed mere reactionary $&etg hold fast by the original views of
their masters, imppositionto the progressive historical development ofgihaletariat. They, therefore,
endeavour, and that consistenttydeaden the class struggle and to reconcile the class antagdriiems.
still dream of experimental realisation of their sotigbpias, offounding isolated "phalansteres," of
establishingHome Colonies," of setting up a "Little Icarieduodecimaeditions of the New Jerusalem
and to realise all these castieghe air, they are compelled to appeal to the feelingparses of the
bourgeois. By degrees they sink into the categiirihe reactionary conservative Socialists depicted
above differing from these only by more systematic pedantry,tantheir fanatical and superstitious
belief in the miraculousffects of their social scieac

They, therefore, violently oppose all political action ongihé of the working class; such action,
according to them, camnly result from blind unbelief in the new Gospel.

The Owenites in England, and the Fourierists in Franespectively, oppasthe Chartists and the
Reformistes.

IV. POSITION OF THE COMMUNISTS IN RELATION TO THE
VARIOUS EXISTING OPPOSITION PARTIES

Section Il has made clear the relations of the Communists &xibteng workingclass parties, such as
the Chartists in Englarahd the Agrarian Reformers in America.

The Communists fight for the attainment of the immediate donghe enforcement of the momentary
interests of the workinglass; but in the movement of the present, they also repreasetake care of the
future of that movement. In France tB®@mmunists ally themselves with the Sodamocrats, against
theconservative and radical bourgeoisie, reserving, howeverigtiteto take up a critical position in
regard to phrases aitlisions traditionally handed dm from the great Revolution.



In Switzerland they support the Radicals, without losing sifttie fact that this party consists of
antagonistic elementpartly of Democratic Socialists, in the French sense, partigdi€al bourgeois.

In Poland theyupport the party that insists on an agraremlution as the prime condition for national
emancipation, thatarty which fomented the insurrection of Cracow in 1846.

In Germany they fight with the bourgeoisie whenever it actga@valutionary way, aginst the absolute
monarchy, the feudalquirearchy, and the petty bourgeoisie.

But they never cease, for a single instant, to instil intavitrking class the clearest possible recognition
of the hostileantagonism between bourgeoisie and proletariairder that th&erman workers may
straightaway use, as so many weapons agdiesdiourgeoisie, the social and political conditions that the
bourgeoisie must necessarily introduce along with its supreraadyin order that, after the fall of the
reacticmary classes iermany, the fight against the bourgeoisie itself may immedibegjin.

The Communists turn their attention chiefly to Germany, bedhaseountry is on the eve of a bourgeois
revolution thais bound to be carried out under more adeanmondition®©f European civilisation, and
with a much more developguloletariat, than that of England was in the seventeenth, dfraunde in the
eighteenth century, and because the bourgewidution in Germany will be but the prelude to an
immediatly following proletarian revolution.

In short, the Communists everywhere support every revolutionawement against the existing social
and political order othings.

In all these movements they bring to the front, as the leayliagtion in each, theroperty question, no
matter what itglegree of development at the time.

Finally, they labour everywhere for the union and agreemehealemocratic parties of all countries.

The Communists disdain to conceal their views and diimsy openly declarthat their ends can be

attained only byhe forcible overthrow of all existing social conditiohst the ruling classes tremble at a

Communistic revolutionThe proletarians have nothing to lose but their chdingy have a world to win.
WORKING MEN OF ALL COUNTRIES, UNITE!
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3.1

FINAL COMMUNIQUE OF THE ASIAN -AFRICAN CONFERENCE

Bandung, 24 April 1955

@ http://www.issafricaorg/AF/RegOrg/unity _to_union/pdfs/asiaafrica/lbandung55.pdf

The AsianAfrican Conference, convened upon the invitation of the Prime Ministers of Burma,
Ceylon, India, Indonesia and Pakistan, met in Bandung from the 18th to the 24th April, 1955. In
addition to the sponsoring countries the following 24 countries participated in the Conference:
1. Afghanistan
2. Cambodia
3. People's Republic of China
4. Egypt
5. Ethiopia
6. Gold Coast

7. Iran

8. Iraq

9. Japan

10. Jordan

11. Laos

12. Lebanon

13. Liberia

14. Libya

15. Nepal

16. Philippines

17. Saudi Arabia

18. Sudan

19. Syria

20. Thailand

21. Turkey

22. Democratic Republic of Vietnam
23. State of Vietnam

24. Yemen

The AsianAfrican Conference considered problems of common interest and concern to countses of A
and Africa and discussed ways and means by which their people could achieve fuller economic, cultural
and political ceoperation.

A. ECONOMIC COOPERATION

1. The Asian African Conference recognized the urgency of promoting economic development in the
AsianAfrican region. There was general desire for economic cooperation among the participating
countries on the basis of mutual interest and respect for national sovereignty. The proposals with regard to
economic cooperation within the participating coigstido not preclude either the desirability or the need

for cooperation with countries outside the region, including the investment of foreign capital. It was

further recognized that the assistance being received by certain participating countriesdrdentioait

region, through international or under bilateral arrangements, had made a valuable contribution to the
implementation of their development programmes.


http://www.issafrica.org/AF/RegOrg/unity_to_union/pdfs/asiaafrica/bandung55.pdf

2. The participating countries agreed to provide technical assistance to one another, xinthenma

extent practicable, in the form of: experts, trainees, pilot projects and equipment for demonstration
purposes; exchange of kndww and establishment of national, and where possible, regional training and
research institutes for imparting technikabwledge and skills in cooperation with the existing
international agencies.

3. The AsiaprAfrican Conference recommended: the early establishment of the Special United Nations
Fund for Economic Development; the allocation by the International Bank tmnReuction and
Development of a greater part of its resources to A&facan countries; the early establishment of the
International Finance Cooperation which should include in its activities the undertaking of equity
investment; and encouragementhe promotion of joint ventures among Asiafrican countries in so

far as this will promote their common interest.

4. The AsiarAfrican Conference recognized the vital need for stabilizing commaodity trade in the region.
The principle of enlarging the so®pf multilateral trade and payments was accepted. However, it was
recognized that some countries would have to take recourse to bilateral trade arrangements in view of
their prevailing economic conditions.

5. The AsiarAfrican Conference recommended thatlective action be taken by participating countries

for stabilizing the international prices of and demand for primary commodities through bilateral and
multilateral arrangements and that as far as practicable and desirable they should adopt @pruiéied a

on the subject in the United Nations Permanent Advisory Commission on International Commodity Trade
and other international forums.

6. The AsiaprAfrican Conference further recommended that: AgMwican countries should diversify

their export trde by processing their raw material, wherever economically feasible, before export; intra
regional trade fairs should be promoted and encouragement given to the exchange of trade delegations
and groups of businessmen; exchange of information and of sashpldsl be encouraged with a view to
promoting intraregional trade; and normal facilities should be provided for transit trade cldekedl
countries.

7. The AsiapAfrican Conference attached considerable importance to Shipping and expressed concern
that shipping lines reviewed from time to time their freight rates, often to the detriment of participating
countries. It recommended a study of this problem, and collective action thereafter, to induce the shipping
lines to adopt a more reasonable attitubeas suggested that a study of

railway freight of transit trade might be made.

8. The AsiarAfrican Conference agreed that encouragement should be given to the establishment of
national and regional banks and insurance companies.

9. The AsiapAfrican Conference felt that exchange of information on matters relating to oil, such as
remittance of profits and taxation, might eventually lead to the formulation of common policies.

10. The AsiarAfrican Conference emphasized the particular significancleeofievelopment of nuclear
energy for peaceful purposes, for the Asidrican countries. The Conference welcomed the initiative of
the Powers principally concerned in offering to make available information regarding the use of atomic
energy for peaceful pposes; urged the speedy establishment of the

International Atomic Energy Agency which should provide for adequate representation of the Asian
African countries on the executive authority of the Agency; and recommended to the Asian and African



Governmentso take full advantage of the training and other facilities in the peaceful uses of atomic
energy offered by the countries sponsoring such programmes.

11. The AsiarAfrican Conference agreed to the appointment of Liaison Officers in participating

countries, to be nominated by their respective national Governments, for the exchange of information and
ideas on matters of mutual interest. It recommended that fuller use should be made of the existing
international organizations, and participating countries\iese not members of such international
organizations, but were eligible, should secure membership.

12. The AsiarAfrican Conference recommended that there should be prior consultation of participating
countries in international forums with a view, as d&s possible, to furthering their mutual economic
interest. It is, however, not intended to form a regional bloc.

B. CULTURAL COOPERATION

1. The AsiarAfrican Conference was convinced that among the most powerful means of promoting
understanding amongations is the development of cultural cooperation. Asia and Africa have been the
cradle of great religions and civilizations, which have enriched other cultures, and civilizations while
themselves being enriched in the process. Thus the cultures of Asidraa are based on spiritual and
universal foundations. Unfortunately contacts among

Asian and African countries were interrupted during the past centuries. The peoples of Asia and Africa
are now animated by a keen and sincere desire to renew theirtolcil contacts and develop new ones

in the context of the modern world. All participating Governments at the Conference reiterated their
determination to work for closer cultural cooperation.

2. The AsiaprAfrican Conference took note of the fact tHa existence of colonialism in many parts of

Asia and Africa, in whatever form it may be, not only prevents cultural cooperation but also suppresses
the national cultures of the people. Some colonial powers have denied to their dependent people's basic
rights in the sphere of education and culture, which hampers the development of their personality and also
prevents cultural intercourse with other Asian and African peoples. This is particularly true in the case of
Tunisia, Algeria and Morocco, where the ioagght of the people to study their own language and culture
has been suppressed. Similar discrimination has been practiced against African and coloured people in
some parts of the Continent of Africa. The Conference felt that these policies amodenhtal @f the
fundamental rights of man, impede cultural advancement in this region and also hamper cultural
cooperation on the wider international plane. The Conference condemned such a denial of fundamental
rights in the sphere of education and cultaredme parts of Asia and Africa by this and other forms of
cultural suppression. In particular, the Conference condemned racialism as a means of cultural
suppression.

3. It was not from any sense of exclusiveness or rivalry with other groups of natibothan

civilizations and cultures that the Conference viewed the development of cultural cooperation among
Asian and African countries. True to the aije tradition of tolerance and universality, the Conference
believed that Asian and African culturaloperation should be developed in the larger context of world
cooperation.

Side by side with the development of Asi&frican cultural cooperation the countries of Asia and Africa
desire to develop cultural contacts with others. This would enrich theicoiture and would also help in
the promotion of world peace and understanding.

4. There are many countries in Asia and Africa, which have not yet been able to develop their
educational, scientific and technical institutions. The Conference recommdatieduntries in Asia and
Africa, which are more fortunately placed in this respect, should give facilities for the admission of



students and trainees from such countries to their institutions. Such facilities should also be made
available to the Asian arifrican people in Africa to whom pportunities for acquiring higher education
are at present denied.

5. The AsiaprAfrican Conference felt that the promotion of cultural cooperation among countries of Asia
and Africa should be directed towards:

a. The aquisition of knowledge of each other's country;

b. Mutual cultural exchange, and

c. Exchange of information.

6. The AsiapAfrican Conference was of the opinion that at this stage the best results in cultural
cooperation would be achieved by pursuing bildtarrangements to implement its recommendations and
by each country taking action on its own, wherever possible and feasible.

C. HUMAN RIGHTS AND SELF -DETERMINATION

1. The AsiarAfrican Conference declared its full support of the fundamental prinayplldsman Rights

as set forth in the Charter of the United Nations and took note of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights as a common standard of achievement for all peoples and all nations. The Conference declared its
full support of the principle ofedf-determination of peoples and nations as set forth in the Charter of the
United Nations and took note of the United Nations resolutions on the rights of peoples and nations to
selfdetermination, which is a prequisite of the full enjoyment of ail fdamental Human Rights.

2. The AsiapAfrican Conference deplored the policies and practices of racial segregation and
discrimination, which form the basis of government and human relations in large regions of Africa and in
other parts of the world. Suchrduct is not only a gross violation of human rights, but also a denial of

the dignity of man. The Conference extended its warm sympathy and support for the courageous stand
taken by the victims of racial discrimination, especially by the peoples of Afedmndian and

Pakistani origin in South Africa; applauded all those who sustain their cause; reaffirmed the determination
of AsianAfrican peoples to eradicate every trace of racialism that might exist in their own countries; and
pledged to use its futhoral influence to guard against the danger of failing victims the same evil in their
struggle to eradicate it.

D. PROBLEMS OF DEPENDENT PEOPLES

1. The AsiarAfrican Conference discussed the problems of dependent peoples and colonialism and the
evils arisng from the subjection of peoples to alien subjugation and exploitation. The Conference is
agreed:

a. In declaring that colonialism in ail its manifestations is an evil which should speedily be brought to an
end

b. In affirming that the subjection of pdep to alien subjugation, domination and exploitation constitutes
a denial of fundamental human rights, is contrary to the Charter of the United Nations and is an
impediment to the promotion of world peace and co operation;

c. In declaring its support di¢ cause of freedom and independence for all such peoples, and

d. In calling upon the powers concerned to grant freedom and independence to such peoples.

2. In view of the unsettled situation in North Africa and of the persisting denial to the peoNlashof
Africa of their right to seldetermination, the AsiaAfrican Conference declared its support of the rights
of the people of Algeria, Morocco and Tunisia to-slfermination and independence and urged the
French Government to bring about a peakséttlement of the

issue without delay.



E. OTHER PROBLEMS

1. In view of the existing tension in the Middle East, caused by the situation in Palestine and of the danger
of that tension to world peace, the Asiaftican Conference declared its suppdrttee rights of the Arab
people of Palestine and called for the implementation of the United Nations Resolutions on Palestine and
the achievement of the peaceful settlement of the Palestine question.

2. The AsiapAfrican Conference, in the context of itspeessed attitude on the abolition of colonialism,
supported the position of Indonesia in the case of West Irian based on the relevant agreements between
Indonesia and the Netherlands.

3. The AsiaprAfrican Conference urged the Netherlands Government ferenegotiations as soon as
possible, to implement their obligations under the aboeationed agreements and expressed the earnest
hope that the United Nations would assist the parties concerned in finding a peaceful solution to the
dispute.

4. The AsiaprAfrican Conference supported the position of Yemen in the case of Aden and the Southern
parts of Yemen known as the Protectorates and urged the parties concerned to arrive at a peaceful
settlement of the dispute.

F. PROMOTION OF WORLD PEACE AND COOPERATIO N

1. The AsiarAfrican Conference, taking note of the fact that several States have still not been admitted to
the United Nations, considered that for effective cooperation for world peace, membership in the United
Nations should be universal, called oe Becurity Council to support the admission of all those States,
which are qualified for membership in terms of the Charter. In the opinion of the-Afsiean

Conference, the following among participating countries:

Cambodia, Ceylon, Japan, Jordan, lapMepal, a unified Vietham were so qualified.

The Conference considered that the representation of the countries of théfisiam region on the

Security Council, in relation to the principle of equitable geographical distribution, was inadequate. It
expressed the view that as regards the distribution of thep@onanent seats, the AsiAfrican

countries which, under the arrangement arrived at in London in 1946, are precluded from being elected,
should be enabled to serve on the Security Councihadhey might make a more effective contribution

to the maintenance of international peace and security.

2. The AsiapAfrican Conference having considered the dangerous situation of international tension
existing and the risks confronting the whole humeaae from the outbreak of global war in which the
destructive power of all types of armaments, including nuclear and theralear weapons, would be
employed, invited the attention of all nations to the terrible consequences that would follow if such a wa
were to break out. The Conference considered that disarmament and the prohibition of the production,
experimentation and use of nuclear and thenmcear weapons of war imperative to save mankind and
civilization from the fear and prospect of wholesa@éstruction. It considered that the nations of Asia and
Africa assembled here have a duty towards humanity and civilization to proclaim their support for
disarmament and for the prohibition of these weapons and to appeal to nations principally conderned an
to world opinion, to bring about such disarmament and prohibition.

The Conference considered that effective international control should be established and maintained to
implement such disarmament and prohibition and those speedy and determinedneffikdtbe made to

this end.

Pending the total prohibition of the manufacture of nuclear and theuatiear weapons, this Conference
appealed to all the powers concerned to reach agreement to suspend experiments with such weapons.
The Conference declared uarsal disarmament is an absolute necessity for the preservation of peace and
requested the United Nations to continue its efforts and appealed to all concerned speedily to bring about
the regulation, limitation, control and reduction of all armed foroelssamaments, including the

prohibition of the production, experimentation and use of all weapons of mass destruction, and to
establish effective international control to this end.



G. DECLARATION ON THE PROMOTION OF WORLD PEACE AND COOPERATION

The AsianAfrican Conference gave anxious thought to the question of world peace and cooperation. It
viewed with deep concern the present state of international tension with its danger of an atomic world
war. The problem of peace is correlative with the problemtefmational security. In this connection, all
States should cooperate, especially through the United Nations, in bringing about the reduction, of
armaments and the elimination of nuclear weapons under effective international control. In this way,
internatonal peace can be promoted and nuclear energy may be used exclusively for peaceful purposes.
This would help answer the needs particularly of Asia and Africa, for what they urgently require are
social progress and better standards of life in large freeBmadom and peace are interdependent.

The right of seidetermination must be enjoyed by all peoples, and freedom and independence must be
granted, with the least possible delay, to those who are still dependent peoples. Indeed, all nations should
havethe right freely to choose their own political and economic systems and their own way of life, in
conformity with the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations. Free from mistrust and
fear, and with confidence and goodwill towards edblep nations should practice tolerance and live

together in peace with one another as good neighbors and develop friendly cooperation on the basis of the
following principles:

1. RESPECT FOR FUNDAMENTAL HUMAN RIGHTS AND FOR THE PURPOSES AND
PRINCIPLES OFTHE CHARTER OF THE UNITED NATIONS.

2. RESPECT FOR THE SOVEREIGNTY AND TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY OF ALL NATIONS.

3. RECOGNITION OF THE EQUALITY OF ALL RACES AND OF THE EQUALITY OF ALL
NATIONS LARGE AND SMALL

4. ABSTENTION FROM INTERVENTION OR INTERFERENCE INHE INTERNAL AFFAIRS

OF ANOTHER COUNTRY.

5. RESPECT FOR THE RIGHT OF EACH NATION TO DEFEND ITSELF SINGLY OR
COLLECTIVELY, IN CONFORMITY WITH THE CHARTER OF THE UNITED NATIONS.

6. (&) ABSTENTION FROM THE USE OF ARRANGEMENTS OF

COLLECTIVE DEFENCE TO SERVE ANYARTICULAR INTERESTS OF THE BIG POWERS.

(b) ABSTENTION BY ANY COUNTRY FROM EXERTING PRESSURES ON OTHER

COUNTRIES.

7. REFRAINING FROM ACTS OR THREATS OF AGGRESSION OR THE USE OF FORCE
AGAINST THE TERRITORIAL INTEGRITY OR POLITICAL INDEPENDENCE OF ANY

COUNTRY.

8. SETTLEMENT OF ALL INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES BY PEACEFUL MEANS, SUCH AS
NEGOTIATION, CONCILIATION, ARBITRATION OR JUDICIAL SETTLEMENT AS WELL AS
OTHER PEACEFUL MEANS OF THE PARTIES OWN CHOICE, IN CONFORMITY WITH THE
CHARTER OF THE UNITED NATIONS.

9. PROMOTION OF MUTUAL INTERESTS AND COOPERATION.

10. RESPECT FOR JUSTICE AND INTERNATIONAL OBLIGATIONS.

The Asian and African Conference declares its conviction that friendly cooperation in accordance with
these principles would effectively contribute to thantenance and promotion of international peace and
security, while cooperation in the economic, social and cultural fields would help bring about the
common prosperity and wdbleing of all. The Asia\frican Conference recommended that the Five
SponsoringCountries consider the convening of the next meeting of the Conference, in consultation with
the participating countries.

Bandung, 24 April, 1955



3.2

Outcomes of the AsiarAfrican Summit, April 2005

@ http://www.sarpn.org.za/documents/d0001219/P¥&dung_April2005.pdf

1. DECLARATION ON THE NEW ASIAN -AFRICAN STRATEGIC PARTNERSHIP

We, the Leaders of Asian and African countries, have gathered in Jakarta, Indorgsg8akpril 2005

for the AsianrAfrican Summit to reinvigorate the Spirit of Bandung as enshrined in the Final
Communiqué of the 1955 Asigkfrican Conference and to chart the future cooperation between our two
continents towards a New Asiafifrican Straegic Partnership (NAASP).

We reiterate our conviction that the Spirit of Bandung, the core principles of which are solidarity,
friendship and cooperation, continues to be a solid, relevant and effective foundation for fostering better
relations among Asiaand African countries and resolving global issues of common concern. The 1955
Bandung Conference remains as a beacon in guiding the future progress of Asia and Africa.

We note with satisfaction that since the 1955 Conference, Asian and African couateesttained
significant political advances. We have successfully combated the scourge of colonialism and consistently
fought racism.

In particular, the abolishment of apartheid represents a milestone in/fsiean cooperation and we
reaffirm our conihued determination to eradicate racism and all forms of discrimination. As a result of
our efforts over the last fifty years, we are all independent, sovereign and equal nations striving for the
promotion of human rights, democracy, and the rule of laawé¥er, having made these political gains,
we are concerned that we have not yet attained commensurate progress in the social and economic
spheres. We recognize the need to continuously strengthen the process of nation-anilditateas

well as socialntegration.

We remain committed to the principle of sdétermination as set forth in the Final Communiqué of the
1955 Bandung Conference and in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations. In particular, we
express our abhorrence that, fifty y@aince the 1955 Bandung Conference, the Palestinian people
remain deprived of their right to independence. We remain steadfast in our support for the Palestinian
people and the creation of a viable and sovereign Palestinian state, in accordancevaithWeliéed

Nations resolutions. We emphasize the importance of multil