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Letter from the Secretary-General 

Most distinguished participants, 

If you are reading this letter, I am more than happy to announce that the Şahinkaya MUN 

team has achieved every single objective that it had put forward when founding this society in 

2012. On behalf of the most honorable Deputy Secretary-General Mr. Eren Mermer, Director-

General Ms. Bilge Derin and Deputy Director-General Ms. Derin Aydın, it is an 

overwhelming honor for me to welcome you to the Şahinkaya Model United Nations 2019. 

As the Secretary-General of the sixth edition of the Şahinkaya Model United Nations 

conference, I have been endowed with the honor of this position in order to serve you and 

create the most esteemed Academic Team, so that you the participants will leave with an 

unforgettable experience. With my friends and colleagues, we have always looked for 

greatness and academic sufficiency. Our main purpose in Model United Nations is to guide 

you in your journey to acquire a diplomatic perspective in your future careers, all while 

experiencing an entertaining conference. 

In this edition of Şahinkaya MUN 2019, Non-Aligned Movement will simulate an important 

topic being imperialism and the formation of power blocks. Şahinkaya Model United Nations 

2019 offers you a new diplomatic perspective to current and historical global issues with 

challenging events and instant crises. Agenda items range from the chronic issues that the 

world has been fighting for decades. As a consequence of the agenda items being so important 

and relevant, the Secretariat expects all of the participants to read this document intensively, 

prepare thoroughly in advance, and understand their given countries’ point of view. 

In the end, I would like to thank my Academic team, Organization Team, PR and Press Teams 

for their cooperation and their relentless support in making this conference unforgettable for 

delegates, committee directors, and observers alike. 

With respects and regards, 

Gökhan Şeheri 

Secretary-General of Şahinkaya Model United Nations 2019 
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Letter from the Under-Secretary-General 

Dear delegates, 

I sincerely welcome you to the sixth annual session of Şahinkaya Model United Nations 

Conference 2019. My name is Arif Emre Alptekin. I am a student at Boğaziçi University. 

As is known, people had encountered many problems in their period, in short the past. Now, 

it is up to you, dear delegate, to restore order, to fight for justice, for peace. Keep in mind 

that you will be properly equipped with all of the tools you may find necessary when the 

time has come to tackle these kinds of issues. As the Under-Secretary-General of this 

substantial conference, I would like to emphasize that you have full authority to rise to the 

challenge of finding a solution to these conflicts! 

During the sessions, I, along with my committee directors will be here to guide and support 

you in the occurrence of unprecedented events and procedures including action plans, maps, 

press releases, strictly confidential documents etc. I believe that, if focused and capable of 

individualistic improvement throughout experimentation and experience, our delegates will 

be able to progress in a state of significantly increased efficiency. I reckon it is worth 

reminding that you are free to do whatever you want in accordance to the rules of 

procedure. 

I am hopeful that the excellent delegates of Cairo Conference of Non-Aligned Nations will 

be responsible and fully prepared to deal with all issues to be addressed in this study guide. 

I wish to welcome you once more, to ŞahinkayaMUN. 

Best Regards, 

Arif Emre Alptekin 

Under-Secretary-General of Non-Aligned Movement 
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I) Introduction to the Committee: Non-Aligned Movement 

The second Conference of Non-aligned Nations, following the Belgrade Conference of 

September 1961, took place in Cairo on October 5–10, 1964. During the preparatory 

meeting held in Colombo, Ceylon, on March 23, 1964, the participants agreed that the 

Conference should be convened in Cairo in the first week of October and that the countries 

to be invited should be: 

1) the 25 which had taken part in the Belgrade Conference; 

2) all those which subscribed to the Charter of the Organization of African Unity 

(OAU); 

3) all Arab countries which had taken part in the January 1964 meeting of the 

Arab League in Cairo; 

4) Malawi, Laos, Jamaica, Trinidad and Tobago, Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, 

Chile, Mexico, Uruguay, Venezuela, Austria, Finland, and Sweden; 

5) Zambia and British Guiana if their independence was proclaimed before 

October 1964; and 

6) Holden Roberto's provisional government of Angola and any other provisional 

government formed in Africa between March and October 1964 and recognized 

by the OAU. It was also decided that the Cairo Conference should be preceded by 

a foreign ministers' meeting in Cairo. 

The preparatory meeting recommended that the following items be included in 

the Conference's agenda: 

1) General discussion of the international situation; 

2) The safeguarding and strengthening of world peace and security and the 

promotion of positive trends and new emerging nationalist forces in international 

affairs; 

3) Peaceful coexistence and the codification of its principles by the United Nations; 

!5



4) respect for the sovereignty of states and their territorial integrity; 

5) Problems of divided nations; 

6) Colonialism, neo-colonialism, and imperialism; 

7) Racial discrimination and the policy of apartheid; 

8) Settlement of disputes without the threat or use of force in accordance with the 

principles of the United Nations Charter and the right of self-determination; 

9) General and complete disarmament, prohibition of all nuclear weapons tests, 

establishment of nuclear-free zones, prevention of the dissemination ol: nuclear 

weapons, and the abolition of all nuclear weapons; 

10) the United Nations, its role in international affairs, the implementation of its 

resolutions, and approval of proposed amendments to the Charter; and n) 

economic development and cooperation, the effects of disarmament on world 

economic development, and the UN Conference on Trade and Development 

(UNCTAD).1  1

A. World War II and the Cold War 

1. Evaluation of World War II and Cold War on the World 

That great events have great effects seems a truism and it would follow that the Second 

World War, a conflict which caused a colossal loss of life, saw a continent divided as 

mighty armies strove for supremacy, and ended with much of Europe in ruins and the 

rest impoverished, must have had a transforming effect. Few would deny that the great 

context for the development of Europe, politically, socially and economically, in the 

immediate post-war years was the war, but did it really transform Europe and, if so, for how 

long? 

Among the problems in assessing the changes to Europe, its nations, societies, economies 

and cultures, that may or may not be seen as consequent upon the war is the perennial 

 Cairo Conference of Nonaligned Nations. (1965). International Organization, 19(4), 1065-1070. doi:1

10.1017/S0020818300012765
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historian's dilemma in distinguishing between short and long term developments. Many of 

the changes that seem at first sight to have been due to the conflict and its aftermath may 

well have been simply the further effects of salient developments evident before the war. 

Then, of course, the impact of the war varied considerably as between the defeated and the 

victorious states, and indeed between combatants and neutrals, the latter providing a 

"control" for any assessment of the war's effects. Post-war Germany and Poland looked 

very different in, say, 1950 to what they had been in 1939, but can the same be said for 

Sweden or, for that matter, Spain? 

An essay on this subject written in, shall we say, 1950, 1970 or 1992, would have a very 

different perspective, for many of changes made by the war were far from permanent and, 

arguably, post-war developments had a greater effect. This is most obviously the case when 

we consider the redrawing of the map of Europe in the immediate post war period. The war 

ended with what in historical terms was an odd peace, for there was no peace treaty with 

Germany, in part because the unconditional surrender of the Axis powers had left no 

authority to conclude peace with, and also because of the disintegration of the alliance of 

the victorious powers shortly after the moment of victory. Nevertheless, states (Estonia, 

Latvia and Lithuania) disappeared, frontiers were changed, and, most importantly, the 

division of Germany into occupied zones provided the blueprint for the emergence of two 

German states. In general, East Central Europe moved west, in terms of frontier changes, 

seen most evidently in those of Poland, which lost territory to the Soviet Union and gained 

it at the expense of what had been Germany, and because of the movement of millions of 

people, expelled from their homes and moving west in search of security. There was also a 

movement in the opposite direction as Latvians and other Baltic people and numerous other 

ethnic groups, such as Crimean Tartars, were forcibly moved eastwards by the Soviet 

authorities. 

A feature of the post-1945 settlement was thus, if settlement is not an inappropriate term, 

the brutal displacement of populations. Whereas the Versailles Settlement had  attempted to 

make frontiers coincide with national or ethnic divisions, the aftermath of the Second World 

War saw peoples made to fit frontiers. In particular, millions of Germans were expelled 

from East Prussia and other German territory ceded to Poland, and from the Sudetenland, 
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while there were parallel movements of Poles from the territories ceded to the Soviet Union 

into that gained from Germany. Although the fate of Eastern and Central Europe was 

largely decided at Yalta in February 1944, the future political shape of the continent was 

formally agreed at Potsdam, 17 July to 2 August 1945, where the Allied leaders decided that 

there should be an inter-allied council to co-ordinate the four occupied zones of Germany 

and agreed that Austria should be independent, France be returned Alsace-Lorraine, and 

Czechoslovakia the Sudetenland, and that Poland's western frontier should be the Oder-

Neisse Line (previously the Curzon and then the Molotov-Ribbentrop Line). 

The palimpsest of the 1945 arrangements was distinct in 1950 and discernible in 1970 or 

even the late 1980s, when troops of the wartime allies still garrisoned Berlin, but by 1992, 

after the implosion of the Soviet Union, the "velvet" revolutions in the satrap people's 

republics, and the reunification of Germany, the map of Europe resembled that in the wake 

of the Treaty of Brest-Litovsk of March 1918, rather more than that of 1945-92, though the 

end of Yugoslavia and recent events in the Ukrainian Republic remind us that political 

geography is rarely permanent; a hundred-year-old inhabitant of Lviv will have been an 

Austro- Hungarian, a Polish, a Soviet, and a Ukrainian national during his or her lifetime. 

We must also consider the view that the two World Wars should not necessarily be treated 

as autonomous but perhaps be seen as parts of a single conflict, a "Thirty Years War" of 

the twentieth century, a conflict that arose from the long-term political and economic 

rivalries of great powers and Europe's fault lines which led these rivalries to ignite into 

warfare. It is, indeed, possible to argue that the Cold War period can be seen as at least a 

sequel to it. Such an interpretation of the dark history of Europe in the twentieth century 

does, of course, downgrade the importance of ideology and of the "great dictators" and 

has been attacked on the grounds that the coming to power of Adolf Hitler (1889–1945) 

was, not only the major cause of World War II, but that his hysterical and paranoid 

agenda gave that war its own unique and horrific nature. Acceptance of the "long war" 

thesis would tend to shift enquiry from the particularity of World War II as an engine of 

change to longer term European developments, problems and rivalries. 

Nevertheless, the outcome of the Second World War and the nature of the fracturing 

alliance that triumphed was clearly the major factor in determining, in political-
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geographic respects, the map of post-war Europe. Its impact was clearly discernible for 

nearly half a century, although we can debate whether it was the position of the armies of 

the western powers vis-a-vis the Red Army in 1945 or the subsequent announcement of 

the Truman Doctrine and Marshall Plan in 1947, the formation of NATO in 1948, or the 

entry of West Germany into the alliance in 1954 that decisively made for a divided 

Europe. In that the division was also an ideological one, it determined the nature of 

economies and societies. It is, however, when we come to the economic and social effects 

of the war upon Europe, that determining the degrees and the ways in which the 

experience of the war as well as its outcome shaped the post-war world becomes 

difficult. The major problem is that of distinguishing between pre-war influences, the 

experience of the war, its result, and the Cold War, which followed so swiftly. 

2. Impacts of World War II and Cold War on the World 

The Cold War had many effects on society, both today and in the past. In Russia, military 

spending was cut dramatically and quickly. The effects of this were very large, seeing as the 

military-industrial sector had previously employed one of every five Soviet adults and its 

dismantling left hundreds of millions throughout the former Soviet Union unemployed. 

After Russia embarked on capitalist economic reforms in the 1990s, it suffered a 

financial crisis and a recession more severe than the United States and Germany had 

experienced during the Great Depression. Russian living standards have worsened overall 

in the post–Cold War years, although the economy has resumed growth since 1995. 

The legacy of the Cold War continues to influence world affairs. After the dissolution of 

the Soviet Union, the post–Cold War world is widely considered as unipolar, with the 

United States the sole remaining superpower. The Cold War defined the political role of 

the United States in the post–World War II world: by 1989 the United States held military 

alliances with 50 countries, and had 1.5 million troops posted abroad in 117 countries. 

The Cold War also institutionalized a global commitment to huge, permanent peacetime 

military- industrial complexes and large-scale military funding of science. 

Military expenditures by the US during the Cold War years were estimated to have been 

$8 trillion, while nearly 100,000 Americans lost their lives in the Korean War and 
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Vietnam War. Although the loss of life among Soviet soldiers is difficult to estimate, as a 

share of their gross national product the financial cost for the Soviet Union was far higher 

than that of the United States. 

In addition to the loss of life by uniformed soldiers, millions died in the superpowers' 

proxy wars around the globe, most notably in Southeast Asia. Most of the proxy wars and 

subsidies for local conflicts ended along with the Cold War; the incidence of interstate 

wars, ethnic wars, revolutionary wars, as well as refugee and displaced persons crises has 

declined sharply in the post–Cold War years. 

The legacy of Cold War conflict, however, is not always easily erased, as many of the 

economic and social tensions that were exploited to fuel Cold War competition in parts of 

the Third World remain acute. The breakdown of state control in a number of areas 

formerly ruled by Communist governments has produced new civil and ethnic conflicts, 

particularly in the former Yugoslavia. In Eastern Europe, the end of the Cold War has 

ushered in an era of economic growth and a large increase in the number of liberal 

democracies, while in other parts of the world, such as Afghanistan, independence was 

accompanied by state failure. 

Many nuclear legacies can be identified from the Cold War, such as the availability of 

new technologies for nuclear power and energy, and the use of radiation for improving 

medical treatment and health. Environmental remediation, industrial production, research 

science, and technology development have all benefited from the carefully managed 

application of radiation and other nuclear processes. 

On the other hand, despite the end of the Cold War, military development and spending 

has continued, particularly in the deployment of nuclear-armed ballistic missiles and 

defensive systems. 

Because there was no formalized treaty ending the Cold War, the former superpowers 

have continued to various degrees to maintain and even improve or modify existing 

nuclear weapons and delivery systems. Moreover, other nations not previously 

acknowledged as nuclear-weapons states have developed and tested nuclear-explosive 

devices. 
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The risk of nuclear and radiological terrorism by possible sub-national organizations or 

individuals is now a concern. 

The international non-proliferation regime inherited from the Cold War still provides 

disincentives and safeguards against national or sub-national access to nuclear materials 

and facilities. Formal and informal measures and processes have effectively slowed 

national incentives and the tempo of international nuclear-weapons proliferation. 

Numerous and beneficial uses of nuclear energy have evolved such as the use of nuclear 

energy to create electricity. Commercial nuclear-reactor operation and construction have 

persisted, with some notable increase in worldwide energy production. The management 

of nuclear waste remains somewhat unresolved, depending very much on government 

policies. However, the quantity of waste produced from nuclear power plants is relatively 

small, as well, nuclear waste can be recycled. Several countries, such as France, Japan, 

and Finland, currently reprocess nuclear waste. 

As nuclear weapons are becoming surplus to national military interests, they are slowly 

being dismantled, and in some cases their fissile material is being recycled to fuel 

civilian nuclear-reactors. 

3. Description of the Term “Neutralism” during the Cold War 

The word neutralism conversed itself during the Cold War by meaning not to actively 

involve or be aligned with the two major blocs of the conflict; Soviet Union and the United 

States of America. 

In a world divided into two sides by mainly ideologies, staying neutral and not being a 

certain part of any group was the internal affairs policy of a great number of countries 

mostly due to their economic and social strategies. States who embraced neutralism in the 

Cold War remained uncertain with their ideologies and did not support both of the sides 

openly. 

Even though the terms ―neutralismǁ and ―neutralityǁ might seem quite similar at first, it is 

important to be able to tell the difference between the two terms. While neutralism can be a 

!11



policy of peace or war, neutrality refers to an international legislation in times of war for 

those countries who are not a part of the war. Furthermore, it is also crucial to acknowledge 

the small difference between the Non-Aligned Movement and neutralism; neutralism is a 

policy when non-alignment movement actually is an official union in the Cold War Era 

consisting the countries who decided to remain neutral. 

B. Description of Non-Aligned Movement, Its Historical Background And 

Importance 

Non-Aligned Movement (NAM) is a group of countries that are not formally aligned 

with or against any major power bloc. 

International politics following the World War II was characterized by the Cold War, 

which divided the world between two major, nuclear armed blocs, being the Eastern 

bloc (led by the Soviet Union and its allies in the Warsaw Pact) and the Western bloc 

(led by the United States and its allies in North Atlantic Treaty Organisation). During 

the Cold War Era, the world also witnessed the decolonization of former colonial 

empires, and the appearance of newly independent states in Africa, Asia, Latin America 

and the Middle East. Emerging from colonial enslavement, these countries aimed to 

create a worldwide order that is based on sovereign freedom, equality, political and 

economic self-determination and justice. The states sought an alternative to the 

paradigm of alignment with bloc politics, according to the principles of Non-

Alignment. 

The organisation was founded during the Cold War, largely on the initiative of the then-

President of Yugoslavia, Josip Broz Tito, as an organization of states that did not sought 

to formally align themselves with either the Soviet Union or the United States, but 

sought to remain independent or neutral. The concept for the group was introduced 

during discussions that took place at the Asia-Africa Bandung Conference held in 

Indonesia in 1955. This conference was held between April 18-24 with the intentions of 

gathering twenty nine Heads of States belonging to the first post-colonial generation of 

leaders from the two continents with the aim of analysing and determining world issues 

at the time and pursuing out joint policies in international relations. 
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Although many of the Non-Aligned Movement's members were actually aligned with 

one or another of the superpowers, the movement still managed to maintain cohesion 

throughout the Cold War. Some members were involved in serious conflicts with other 

member states (India and Pakistan, Iran and Iraq). 

During the first NAM Summit in Belgrade, participants declared: "The existing military 

blocs...necessarily provoke periodical aggravations of international relations". In the 

same summit they expressed their conviction that "all nations have the right of unity, 

self- determination, and independence by virtue of which right they can determine their 

political status and freely pursue their economic, social and cultural development 

without intimidation or hindrance". 

C. Description and outcomes of Bandung Conference which is taken place in 

Indonesia, April 18th -24th 1955 

History witnessed that the greater part of Asia and Africa was being under foreign 

domination, their positions in their overseas territories were increasingly under threat; 

therefore, the countries in the area did not have control over their internal affairs. Here 

is the first major attempt; The Bandung Conference. 

On April 18 to 24, 1955, twenty-nine representatives of nations from Africa and Asia 

gathered in Bandung, Indonesia. The Bandung Conference also known as African-

Asian Conference was a landmark assembly hosted by Ruslan Abdulgani, former 

Prime Minister of Indonesia. Beside the host nation, governments of Burma, India, 

Pakistan and Sri Lanka co- sponsored the gathering which was the largest one of the 

kind held on the soil of Africa and Asia. Therefore, there was no official western 

presence. 

The idea of having a summit conference of Asian and African countries was put 

forward by the then President of Indonesia, Sukamo in 1953. In 1955, prior to 

Bandung Conference representatives of fourteen Asian countries met at Delhi and 

decided to unite themselves with some African states, despite their difference in social 

and political systems. 

The Conference grew out of an increasing sense of frustration and alienation among 
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the  so-called  ―non-alignedǁ  nations  of  Africa,  Asia,  and  the  Middle  East.  The  

essential principles of the assembly were self-determination, aspiration of independence 

from colonial rule, mutual respect for sovereignty, non-interference in internal affairs. 

The members of the convening were likely to become the building block of the 

movement. Beside the principles, they rallied to express their reservations about the 

growing Cold War between the United States and the Soviet Union and to demand the 

decolonisation and emancipation of the peoples of Africa and Asia. 

Participants of the conference belong to 23 Asian and 6 African countries. The 

participant governments were represented by their prime ministers or leading 

statesmen. 

The final document of The Bandung Conference was the declaration on promotion of 

world peace and unity. It was unanimously declared the absolute right of all nations to 

choose a political and economic position and a process in keeping with the UN charter 

principles. 

The participant governments traced the core principles of inter-state relations and non-

alliance which were called ―The Ten Principles of Bandungǁ. These principles; 

1. Respect of fundamental human rights and of the objectives and principles of the 

Charter of the United Nations. 

2. Respect of the sovereignty and territorial integrity of all nations. 

3. Recognition of the equality among all races and of the equality among all nations, 

both large and small. 

4. Non-intervention or non-interference into the internal affairs of another country. 

5. Respect of the right of every nation to defend itself, either individually or collectively, 

in conformity with the Charter of the United Nations. 

6. A. Non-use of collective defence pacts to benefit the specific interests of any of the 

great powers. 

B. Non-use of pressures by any country against other countries. 
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7. Refraining from carrying out or threatening to carry out aggression, or from using 

force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any country. 

8. Peaceful solution of all international conflicts in conformity with the Charter of the 

United Nations. 

9. Promotion of mutual interests and of cooperation. 

10. Respect of justice and of international obligations. 

In the course of time, it became clear which countries were frank supporters of the  idea of 

Non-alignment and which ones aimed at compromising the idea of an independent 

development. The participants represented mainly the people of young states, which had been 

set up as a result of the new balance of forces of democracy and freedom on one hand and of 

colonialism and oppression on the other established after the World War II. 

All in all, the main deliberation revolved comity of the nations, condemnation of colonialism 

and racialism, the draft of the shared future. However, it was crucial to attain the main aim of 

the convention because the participant governments had different purposes which were not 

cross to foster the future. 

D. Description and Outcomes of Belgrade Conference of Non-Aligned Nations, 

1961 

After the Bandung Conference 1955, the members of the community reunited for the 

Non-Aligned Conference in Belgrade from September 1 to 6, 1961. It was the first 

official summit of the Non-Aligned Movement. 

In 1960, in the light of the results achieved in Bandung, the creation of the Non- Aligned 

Movement was given a decisive boost during the Fifteenth Ordinary Session of the 

United Nations General Assembly, during which 17 new African and Asian countries 

were admitted. There were five major players; Gamal Abdel Nasser, the Head of State 

and Government of Egypt; Josip Broz Tito, the President of Yugoslavia; Kwame 

Nkrumah, the president of Ghana; Shri Jawaharlal Nehru, the first prime minister of 

India and Ahmed Sukarno, the president of Indonesia who later became the founding 

fathers of the movement and its emblematic leaders. Beside the key figures, the 
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Conference was attended by 26 countries: Afghanistan, Algeria, Yemen, Myanmar, 

Cambodia, Sri Lanka, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Egypt, Ethiopia, Ghana, Guinea, India, 

Indonesia, Iraq, Lebanon, Mali, Morocco, Nepal, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, Sudan, Syria, 

Tunisia, and Yugoslavia. 

The founders of NAM declared the community as a movement but not an organization 

in order to indicate their radical approach. The participant governments focused on the 

reinforcement of self-determination, opposition to apartheid, the independence of the 

participant countries from great power and block influences, the struggle against 

imperialism in all its forms, the struggle against colonialism, neo-colonialism, racism, 

foreign occupation and domination, rejection of the use or threat of use of force in 

international relations; the strengthening of the United Nations. 

The Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries noted that there were 

crises that lead towards a world conflict in the transition from an old order based on 

domination to a new order based on cooperation between nations, founded on freedom, 

equality and social justice for the promotion of prosperity; considering that the dynamic 

processes and forms of social change often result in or represent a conflict between the 

old established and the new emerging nationalist forces; considering that a lasting peace 

can be achieved only if this confrontation leads to a world where the domination of 

colonialism, imperialism and neo-colonialism in all their manifestations is radically 

eliminated. 

Moreover, the formation of the Non-Aligned Movement was closely interconnected with 

the evolution of Yugoslavia‘s relations with different Non-Aligned Countries during the 

first two decades of the Cold War. Non-aligned countries were keen to impose ban on 

nuclear weapons, they called a special session of the United Nations General Assembly 

on disarmament. The participants of the conference urged upon both the United States of 

America and Union of Soviet Socialist Republics to put a check on their war 

preparation. Naturally, the conference was viewed with displeasure by the Great Powers. 

All in all, the movement played a consequential role to in the support of nations which 

were struggling then for their independence in the non-alliance and showed great 

solidarity with the most just aspirations of humanity. This approach was given various 
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expressions like, non-commitment, non-involvement, neutrality or neutralism therefore 

does not mean passiveness. 

The participants of the Belgrade Conference declared a document called ―The Danger 

of War and Appeal for Peaceǁ which officially stated non-alliance. Ultimately, the Non- 

Aligned movement took shape and the Non-Aligned countries added two more 

principles to their shared future. One of them gave a name to the whole movement non-

alignment with military blocs. The second principle defined aid to liberation movements 

as one of the chief targets of Non-aligned movement. 

E. Description of Key Terms 

1. Brief Description of the Term “Imperialism” 

Imperialism is a word derived from the Latin word "imperium", meaning to rule over. 

While there is no accepted definition of imperialism, you may consider it as an advocacy 

for building an empire. 

Hence, imperialism is advocating dominance and attempts to centralize power (economic, 

political, and cultural) over large and diverse groups of land and people. Empires usually do 

not have a prior or present legal sovereignty over the lands and people it wishes to rule 

over, hence to build an empire, integration is often forceful. 

Empires can be built by acquiring colonies (e.g. The British, The French, Spanish, Portugal 

etc) and/or enforcing allegiance from the local subjects(The Persians, The Mauryans, The 

Mughals, Feudal Europe, Feudal Japan etc). Since the definitions for empires and 

imperialism is so vague, they have been applied to describe almost any country that tries to 

dominate in politics or is trying to create a hegemony. 

2. Brief Description of the Terms “Colonialism” and “Neo- Colonialism”  

The term colony comes from the Latin word colonus, meaning farmer. This root reminds us 

that the practice of colonialism usually involved the transfer of population to a new 

territory, where the arrivals lived as permanent settlers while maintaining political 

allegiance to their country of origin. 
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Colonialism is a practice of domination, which involves the subjugation of one people to 

another. One of the difficulties in defining colonialism is that it is not easy to distinguish it 

from neocolonialism. Frequently the two concepts are treated as synonyms. Like 

colonialism, neocolonialism also involves political and economic control over a dependent 

territory. The etymology of the two terms, however, provides some clues about how they 

differ.  

According to Longman Contemporary English Dictionary 'colonialism' is when a powerful 

country rules a weaker one and establishes its own trade and society there. 

Before the abolition of the slave trade by Denmark in 1802 and Britain in 1807. The entire 

West African Coast witnessed trade in slaves which were need for the plantations of the 

then Industrialized new world. The nations involved were France, Britain, Denmark, 

Portugal and Germany. 

About forty years later the trade changed to that of colonialism - conquest and occupation 

by Europeans. The Berlin West African Conference of 1884 - 1885 gave international 

recognition to a situation that was already in existence. 1945 - 1960 witnessed a reversal of 

the process of colonization - decolonization while 1960 till date is witnessing a 

reincarnation and a resurrection of colonialism - neocolonialism. 

Below shows a chronology of dates and the sequence of events from colonialism to 

neocolonialism and the present day ongoing process of neocolonialism. 

1880 - 1885 - Proto-Colonial period 

1885 - 1945 - Colonial Era Subdivision 

1884 - 1885 - Berlin Conference (the scramble for Africa)  

1885 - 1900 - Period of Conquest and occupation 

1900 - 1919 - Period of Penetration  

1919 - 1939 - Period of Colonial Rule  

1939 - 1945 - Decline of colonial rule  
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1945 - 1960 - Period of decolonization 

1960 - Till date - Period of Neocolonialism. 

3. Meaning of “Neocolonialism”  

The term "neocolonialism" was first coined by Kwame Nkrumah, the first post- 

independence president of Ghana, and has been discussed by a number of twentieth century 

scholars and philosophers, including Jean-Paul Sartre and Noam Chomsky. 

Neocolonialism is the practice of using capitalism, globalization, and cultural forces to 

control a country (usually former European colonies in Africa or Asia) in lieu of direct 

military or political control. Such control can be economic, cultural, or linguistic, by 

promoting one's own culture, language or media in the colony, corporations embedded in 

that culture can then make greater headway in opening the markets in those countries. Thus, 

neocolonialism would be the result of business interests leading to deleterious cultural 

effects. Neocolonialism as defined by Longman's contemporary English Dictionary is 

"when a powerful country uses its economic and political influence to control another 

country". 

4. Differences between Colonialism and Neocolonialism  

Though colonialism and neocolonialism are two sides of a coin. There are a number of 

differences that distinguishes the two: 

v It is not modern (between 1880 - 1960s) 

v It involves physical or territorial occupation by the colonizers 

v It has ended 

v It is the early stage of capitalism or imperialism 

v It varies according to country e.g. Indirect Rule, (British) and policy of assimilation 

association by the French. 

v It was led by France and Britain. 
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v It is a modern phenomenon 

v It is not involve direct or physical presence of the colonizer any more 

v It is ongoing i.e it is a continuous process 

v It is the highest stage of Imperialism 

v Neo-colonialism uses one methodology - agents of Globalization 

Probably nothing has become as controversial a subject as the impact of Colonialism on 

Africa among scholars of history and political science. Scholars such as Gann, Duignan, 

Perham and PC Lloyd see colonialism and neocolonialism as a blessing rather than a curse 

while other scholars such as Kwame Nkrumah, Che Guevara, Walter Rodney, MHY Kaniki. 

A.E. Afigbo, A. Adu, Boahen, Ali Mazrai etc. sees it as a curse rather than a blessing. 

F. Issues Related to Neo-Colonialism 

1. Reaction against Neo-Colonialist Movements after WWII  

There was no one process of decolonization. In some areas, it was peaceful, and orderly. In 

many others, independence was achieved only after a protracted revolution. A few newly 

independent countries acquired stable governments almost immediately; others were ruled 

by dictators or military juntas for decades, or endured long civil wars. Some European 

governments welcomed a new relationship with their former colonies; others contested 

decolonization militarily. The process of decolonization coincided with the new Cold War 

between the Soviet Union and the United States, and with the early development of the new 

United Nations. Decolonization was often affected by superpower competition, and had a 

definite impact on the evolution of that competition. It also significantly changed the 

pattern of international relations in a more general sense. 

The creation of so many new countries, some of which occupied strategic locations, others 

of which possessed significant natural resources, and most of which were desperately poor, 

altered the composition of the United Nations and political complexity of every region of 

the globe. In the mid to late 19th century, the European powers colonized much of Africa 

and Southeast Asia. During the decades of imperialism, the industrializing powers of 
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Europe viewed the African and Asian continents as reservoirs of raw materials, labour, and 

territory for future settlement. In most cases, however, significant development and 

European settlement in these colonies was sporadic. However, the colonies were exploited, 

sometimes brutally, for natural and labour resources, and sometimes even for military 

conscripts. In addition, the introduction of colonial rule drew arbitrary natural boundaries 

where none had existed before, dividing ethnic and linguistic groups and natural features, 

and laying the foundation for the creation of numerous states lacking geographic, linguistic, 

ethnic, or political affinity. 

During World War II Japan, itself a significant imperial power, drove the European powers 

out of Asia. After the Japanese surrender in 1945, local nationalist movements in the former 

Asian colonies campaigned for independence rather than a return to European colonial rule. 

In many cases, as in Indonesia and French Indochina, these nationalists had been guerrillas 

fighting the Japanese after European surrenders, or were former members of colonial 

military establishments. These independence movements often appealed to the United 

States Government for support. 

While the United States generally supported the concept of national self- determination, it 

also had strong ties to its European allies, who had imperial claims on their former colonies. 

The Cold War only served to complicate the U.S. position, as U.S. support for 

decolonization was offset by American concern over communist expansion and Soviet 

strategic ambitions in Europe. Several of the NATO allies asserted that their colonial 

possessions provided them with economic and military strength that would otherwise be 

lost to the alliance. Nearly all of the United States‘ European allies believed that after their 

recovery from World War II their colonies would finally provide the combination of raw 

materials and protected markets for finished goods that would cement the colonies to 

Europe. Whether or not this was the case, the alternative of allowing the colonies to slip 

away, perhaps into the United States‘ economic sphere or that of another power, was 

unappealing to every European government interested in post-war stability. Although the 

U.S. Government did not force the issue, it encouraged the European imperial powers to 

negotiate an early withdrawal from their overseas colonies. The United States granted 

independence to the Philippines in 1946. 
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However, as the Cold War competition with the Soviet Union came to dominate U.S. 

foreign policy concerns in the late 1940s and 1950s, the Truman and Eisenhower 

Administrations grew increasingly concerned that as the European powers lost their 

colonies or granted them independence, Soviet-supported communist parties might achieve 

power in the new states. This might serve to shift the international balance of power in 

favour of the Soviet Union and remove access to economic resources from U.S. allies. 

Events such as the Indonesian struggle for independence from the Netherlands (1945–50), 

the Vietnamese war against France (1945–54), and the nationalist and professed socialist 

takeovers of Egypt (1952) and Iran (1951) served to reinforce such fears, even if new 

governments did not directly link themselves to the Soviet Union. Thus, the United States 

used aid packages, technical assistance and sometimes even military intervention to 

encourage newly independent nations in the Third World to adopt governments that aligned 

with the West. The Soviet Union deployed similar tactics in an effort to encourage new 

nations to join the communist bloc, and attempted to convince newly decolonized countries 

that communism was an intrinsically non-imperialist economic and political ideology. 

Many of the new nations resisted the pressure to be drawn into the Cold War, joined in 

the ―nonaligned movement,ǁ which formed after the Bandung conference of 1955, and 

focused on internal development. 

The newly independent nations that emerged in the 1950s and the 1960s became an 

important factor in changing the balance of power within the United Nations. In 1946, there 

were 35 member states in the United Nations; as the newly independent nations of the 

―third worldǁ joined the organization, by 1970 membership had swelled to 127. These new 

member states had a few characteristics in common; they were non-white, with developing 

economies, facing internal problems that were the result of their colonial past, which 

sometimes put them at odds with European countries and made them suspicious of 

European-style governmental structures, political ideas, and economic institutions. These 

countries also became vocal advocates of continuing decolonization, with the result that the 

UN Assembly was often ahead of the Security Council on issues of self-governance and 

decolonization. The new nations pushed the UN toward accepting resolutions for 

independence for colonial states and creating a special committee on colonialism, 

demonstrating that even though some nations continued to struggle for independence, in the 
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eyes of the international community, the colonial era was ending. 

2. Function of the committee against to the Neo-Colonialism - Precedents of 

the agenda item on the Cairo Declaration of Non- Aligned Countries  

The essence of neo-colonialism is that the State which is subject to it is, in theory, 

independent and has all the outward trappings of international sovereignty. In reality 

its economic system and thus its political policy is directed from outside. 

The methods and form of this direction can take various shapes. For example, in an 

extreme case the troops of the imperial power may garrison the territory of the neo-

colonial state and control the government of it. More often, however, neo-colonialist 

control is exercised through economic or monetary means. The neo-colonial State 

may be obliged to take the manufactured products of the imperialist power to the 

exclusion of competing products from elsewhere. Control over government policy in 

the neo-colonial State may be secured by payments towards the cost of running the 

State, by the provision of civil servants in positions where they can dictate policy, 

and by monetary control over foreign exchange through the imposition of a banking 

system controlled by the imperial power. 

Where neo-colonialism exists the power exercising control is often the state which 

formerly ruled the territory in question, but this is not necessarily so. For example, 

in the case of South Vietnam the former imperial power was France, but neo-

colonial control of the State has now gone to the United States. It is possible that 

neo-colonial control may be exercised by a consortium of financial interests which 

are not specifically identifiable with any particular state. The control of the Congo 

by great international financial concerns is a case in point. 

The result of neo-colonialism is that foreign capital is used for the exploitation rather 

than for the development of the less developed parts of the World. Investment under Neo-

Colonialism increases rather than decreases the gap between the rich and the poor 

countries of the world. 

The struggle against neo-colonialism is not aimed at excluding the capital of the 

developed world from operating in less developed countries. It is aimed at preventing the 
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financial power of the developed countries being used in such a way as to impoverish the 

less developed. 

Non-alignment, as practiced by Ghana and many other countries, is based on co- 

operation with all States whether they are capitalist, socialist or have a mixed economy. 

Such a policy, therefore, involves foreign investment from capitalist countries, but it must 

be invested in accordance with a national plan drawn up by the government of the Non-

Aligned State with its own interests in mind. The issue is not what return the foreign 

investor receives on his investments. He may, in fact, do better for himself if he invests in 

a non-aligned country than if he invests in a neo-colonial one. The question is one of 

power. A State in the grip of neo-colonialism is not master of its own destiny. It is this 

factor which makes Neo- Colonialism such a serious threat to world peace. The growth 

of nuclear weapons has made out of date the old-fashioned balance of power which 

rested upon the ultimate sanction of a major war. Certainty of mutual mass destruction 

effectively prevents either of the great power blocs from threatening the other with the 

possibility of a world-wide war, and military conflict has thus become confined to 

‗limited wars‘. For these Neo-Colonialism is the breeding ground. 

Such wars can, of course, take place in countries which are not neo-colonialist controlled. 

Indeed their object may be to establish in a small but independent country a neo- 

colonialist regime. The evil of Neo-Colonialism is that it prevents the formation of those 

large units which would make impossible ‗limited war‘. To give one example: if Africa 

was united, no major power bloc would attempt to subdue it by limited war because from 

the very nature of limited war, what can be achieved by it is itself limited. It is, only 

where small States exist that it is possible, by landing a few thousand marines or by 

financing a mercenary force, to secure a decisive result. 

The restriction of military action of ‗limited wars‘ is, however, no guarantee of world 

peace and is likely to be the factor which will ultimately involve the great power blocs in 

a world war, however much both are determined to avoid it. 

Limited war, once embarked upon, achieves a momentum of its own. Of this, the war in 

South Vietnam is only one example. It escalates despite the desire of the great power 

blocs to keep it limited. While this particular war may be prevented from leading to a 
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world conflict, the multiplication of similar limited wars can only have one end-world 

war and the terrible consequences of nuclear conflict. 

Neo-colonialism, like colonialism, is an attempt to export the social conflicts of the 

capitalist countries. The temporary success of this policy can be seen in the ever 

widening gap between the richer and the poorer nations of the World. But the internal 

contradictions and conflicts of neo-colonialism make it certain that it cannot endure as a 

permanent world policy. How it should be brought to an end is a problem that should be 

studied, above all, by the developed nations of the world, because it is they who will feel 

the full impact of the ultimate failure. The longer it continues the more certain it is that 

its inevitable collapse will destroy the social system of which they have made it a 

foundation. 

The reason for its development in the post-war period can be briefly summarised. The 

problem which faced the wealthy nations of the world at the end of the Second World 

War was the impossibility of returning to the pre-war situation in which there was a great 

gulf between the few rich and the many poor. Irrespective of what particular political 

party was in power, the internal pressures in the rich countries of the world were such 

that no post-war capitalist country could survive unless it became a ‗Welfare State‘. 

There might be differences in degree in the extent of the social benefits given to the 

industrial and agricultural workers, but what was everywhere impossible was a return to 

the mass unemployment and to the low level of living of the pre-war years. 

From the end of the nineteenth century onwards, colonies had been regarded as a source 

of wealth which could be used to mitigate the class conflicts in the capitalist States and, 

as will be explained later, this policy had some success. But it failed in ‗its ultimate 

object because the pre-war capitalist States were so organised internally that the bulk of 

the profit made from colonial possessions found its way into the pockets of the capitalist 

class and not into those of the workers. Far from achieving the object intended, the 

working-class parties at times tended to identify their interests with those of the colonial 

peoples and the imperialist powers found themselves engaged upon a conflict on two 

fronts, at home with their own workers and abroad against the growing forces of colonial 

liberation. 
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The post-war period inaugurated a very different colonial policy. A deliberate attempt 

was made to divert colonial earnings from the wealthy class and use them instead 

generally to finance the ‗Welfare State‘. As will be seen from the examples given later, 

this was the method consciously adopted even by those working-class leaders who had 

before the war regarded the colonial peoples as their natural allies against their capitalist 

enemies at home. 

At first it was presumed that this object could be achieved by maintaining the pre-war 

colonial system. Experience soon proved that attempts to do so would be disastrous and 

would only provoke colonial wars, thus dissipating the anticipated gains from the 

continuance of the colonial regime. Britain, in particular, realised this at an early stage 

and the correctness of the British judgement at the time has subsequently been 

demonstrated by the defeat of French colonialism in the Far East and Algeria and the 

failure of the Dutch to retain any of their former colonial empire. 

The system of neo-colonialism was therefore instituted and in the short run it has served 

the developed powers admirably. It is in the long run that its consequences are likely to 

be catastrophic for them. 

Neo-Colonialism is based upon the principle of breaking up former large united colonial 

territories into a number of small Non-Viable States which are incapable of independent 

development and must rely upon the former imperial power for defence and even internal 

security. Their economic and financial systems are linked, as in colonial days, with those 

of the former colonial ruler. 

At first sight the scheme would appear to have many advantages for the developed 

countries of the world. All the profits of neo-colonialism can be secured if, in any given 

area, a reasonable proportion of the States have a neo-colonialist system. It is not 

necessary that they all should have one. Unless small States can combine they must be 

compelled to sell their primary products at prices dictated by the developed nations and 

buy their manufactured goods at the prices fixed by them. So long as neo-colonialism can 

prevent political and economic conditions for optimum development, the developing 

countries, whether they are under neo-colonialist control or not, will be unable to create a 

large enough market to support industrialisation. In the same way they will lack the 
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financial strength to force the developed countries to accept their primary products at a 

fair price. 

In the neo-colonialist territories, since the former colonial power has in theory 

relinquished political control, if the social conditions occasioned by neo-colonialism 

cause a revolt the local neo-colonialist government can be sacrificed and another equally 

subservient one substituted in its place. On the other hand, in any continent where neo-

colonialism exists on a wide scale the same social pressures which can produce revolts in 

neo-colonial territories will also affect those States which have refused to accept the 

system and therefore neo- colonialist nations have a ready-made weapon with which they 

can threaten their opponents if they appear successfully to be challenging the system. 

These advantages, which seem at first sight so obvious, are, however, on examination, 

illusory because they fail to take into consideration the facts of the world today. 

The introduction of neo-colonialism increases the rivalry between the great powers which 

was provoked by the old-style colonialism. However little real power the government of 

a neo- colonialist State may possess, it must have, from the very fact of its nominal 

independence, a certain area of manoeuvre. It may not be able to exist without a neo-

colonialist master but it may still have the ability to change masters. 

The ideal neo-colonialist State would be one which was wholly subservient to neo- 

colonialist interests but the existence of the socialist nations makes it impossible to 

enforce the full rigour of the neo-colonialist system. The existence of an alternative 

system is itself a challenge to the neo-colonialist regime. Warnings about ‗the dangers of 

Communist subversion are likely to be two-edged since they bring to the notice of those 

living under a neo-colonialist system the possibility of a change of regime. In fact neo-

colonialism is the victim of its own contradictions. In order to make it attractive to those 

upon whom it is practised it must be shown as capable of raising their living standards, 

but the economic object of neo-colonialism is to keep those standards depressed in the 

interest of the developed countries. It is only when this contradiction is understood that 

the failure of innumerable ‗aid‘ programmes, many of them well intentioned, can be 

explained. 
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In the first place, the rulers of Neo-Colonial States derive their authority to govern, not 

from the will of the people, but from the support which they obtain from their neo-

colonialist masters. They have therefore little interest in developing education, 

strengthening the bargaining power of their workers employed by expatriate firms, or 

indeed of taking any step which would challenge the colonial pattern of commerce and 

industry, which it is the object of neo-colonialism to preserve. ‗Aid‘, therefore, to a neo-

colonial State is merely a revolving credit, paid by the neo-colonial master, passing 

through the neo-colonial State and returning to the neo-colonial master in the form of 

increased profits. 

Secondly, it is in the field of ‗aid‘ that the rivalry of individual developed States first 

manifests itself. So long as neo-colonialism persists so long will spheres of interest 

persist, and this makes multilateral aid — which is in fact the only effective form of aid 

— impossible. 

Once multilateral aid begins the neo-colonialist masters are f aced by the hostility of the 

vested interests in their own country. Their manufacturers naturally object to any attempt 

to raise the price of the raw materials which they obtain from the neo-colonialist territory 

in question, or to the establishment there of manufacturing industries which might 

compete directly or indirectly with their own exports to the territory. Even education is 

suspect as likely to produce a student movement and it is, of course, true those in many 

less developed countries the students have been in the vanguard of the fight against neo-

colonialism. 

In the end the situation arises that the only type of aid which the neo-colonialist 

masters consider as safe is “military aid.” 

Once a neo-colonialist territory is brought to such a state of economic chaos and 

misery that revolt actually breaks out then, and only then, is there no limit to the 

generosity of the neo-colonial overlord, provided, of course, that the funds supplied 

are utilised exclusively for military purposes. 

Military aid in fact marks the last stage of neo-colonialism and its effect is self- 

destructive. Sooner or later the weapons supplied pass into the hands of the 
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opponents of the neo-colonialist regime and the war itself increases the social 

misery which originally provoked it. 

Neo-colonialism is a mill-stone around the necks of the developed countries which 

practise it. Unless they can rid themselves of it, it will drown them. Previously the 

developed powers could escape from the contradictions of neo-colonialism by 

substituting for it direct colonialism. Such a solution is no longer possible and the 

reasons for it have been well explained by Mr Owen Lattimore, the United States 

Far Eastern expert and adviser to Chiang Kai-shek in the immediate post-war 

period. He wrote: 

“Asia, which was so easily and swiftly subjugated by conquerors in the eighteenth and 

nineteenth centuries, displayed an amazing ability stubbornly to resist modern armies 

equipped with aeroplanes, tanks, motor vehicles and mobile artillery.” 

“Formerly big territories were conquered in Asia with small forces. Income, first of all 

from plunders, then from direct taxes and lastly from trade, capital investments and long-

term exploitation covered with incredible speed the expenditure for military operations. 

This arithmetic represented a great temptation to strong countries. Now they have run up 

against arithmetic, and it discourages them.” 

The same arithmetic is likely to apply throughout the less developed world. 

This book is therefore an attempt to examine neo-colonialism not only in its African 

context and its relation to African unity, but in world perspective. Neo-colonialism is by 

no means exclusively an African question. Long before it was practised on any large 

scale in Africa it was an established system in other parts of the world. Nowhere has it 

proved successful, either in raising living standards or in ultimately benefiting countries 

which have indulged in it. 

Marx predicted that the growing gap between the wealth of the possessing classes and the 

workers it employs would ultimately produce a conflict fatal to capitalism in each 

individual capitalist State. 

This conflict between the rich and the poor has now been transferred on to the 
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international scene, but for proof of what is acknowledged to be happening it is no longer 

necessary to consult the classical Marxist writers. The situation is set out with the utmost 

clarity in the leading organs of capitalist opinion. Take for example the following extracts 

from The Wall Street Journal, the newspaper which perhaps best reflects United States 

capitalist thinking. 

In its issue of 12 May 1965, under the headline of   ―Poor Nations‘ Plightǁ, the paper 

first  analyses  ―which  countries  are  considered  industrial  and  which  backwardǁ.  There  

is,  it explains, ―no rigid method of classificationǁ. Nevertheless, it points out: 

―A  generally  used  breakdown,  however,  has  recently  been  maintained  by  the  

International Monetary Fund because, in the words of an  IMF official, ―the economic 

demarcation in the world  is  getting  increasingly  apparent.ǁ‘  The  break-down,  the  

official  says,  ―is  based  on simple common sense.ǁ 

In the IMF‘s view, the industrial countries are the United States, the United Kingdom, 

most West European nations, Canada and Japan. A special category called ―other 

developed areasǁ includes such other European lands as Finland, Greece and Ireland, plus 

Australia, New Zealand and South Africa. The IMF‘s ―less developedǁ category 

embraces all of Latin America and nearly all of the Middle East, non-Communist Asia 

and Africa. 

In other words the ‗backward‘ countries are those situated in the neo-colonial areas. 

After quoting figures to support its argument, The Wall Street Journal comments on this 

situation: 

“The industrial nations have added nearly $2 billion to their reserves, which now 

approximate $52 billion. At the same time, the reserves of the less-developed group not 

only have stopped rising, but have declined some $200 million. To analysts such as 

Britain’s Miss Ward, the significance of such statistics is clear: the economic gap is 

rapidly widening “between a white, complacent, highly bourgeois, very wealthy, very 

small North Atlantic elite and everybody else, and this is not a very comfortable heritage 

to leave to one’s children.” 
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“Everybody else” includes approximately two-thirds of the population of the earth, 

spread through about 100 nations.” 

In the opening paragraph of his book, The War on World Poverty, written in 1953, the 

present British Labour leader, Mr Harold Wilson, summarised the major problem of the 

world as he then saw it: 

“For the vast majority of mankind the most urgent problem is not war, or Communism, or 

the cost of living, or taxation. It is hunger. Over 1,500,000,000 people, some-thing like 

two-thirds of the world’s population, are living in conditions of acute hunger, defined in 

terms of identifiable nutritional disease. This hunger is at the same time the effect and the 

cause of the poverty, squalor and misery in which they live.” 

Its consequences are likewise understood. The correspondent of The Wall Street Journal 

previously quoted, underlines them: 

“... many diplomats and economists view the implications as overwhelmingly — and 

dangerously — political. Unless the present decline can be reversed, these analysts fear, 

the United States and other wealthy industrial powers of the West face the distinct 

possibility, in the words of British economist Barbara Ward, “of a sort of international 

class war.” 

What are lacking are any positive proposals for dealing with the situation. All that The 

Wall Street Journal‘s correspondent can do is to point out that the traditional methods 

recommended for curing the evils are only likely to make the situation worse. 

It has been argued that the developed nations should effectively assist the poorer parts of 

the world, and that the whole world should be turned into a Welfare State. However, there 

seems little prospect that anything of this sort could be achieved. The so-called ‗aid‘ 

programmes to help backward economies represent, according to a rough U.N. estimate, 

only one half of one per cent of the total income of industrial countries. But when it 

comes to the prospect of increasing such aid the mood is one of pessimism: 

“A large school of thought holds that expanded share-the-wealth schemes are idealistic 

and impractical. This school contends climate, undeveloped human skills, lack of natural 
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resources and other factors — not just lack of money — retard economic progress in 

many of these lands, and that the countries lack personnel with the training or will to use 

vastly expanded aid effectively. Share-the-wealth schemes, according to this view, would 

be like pouring money down a bottomless well, weakening the donor nations without 

effectively curing the ills of the recipients.” 

The absurdity of this argument is demonstrated by the fact that every one of the reasons 

quoted to prove why the less developed parts of the world cannot be developed applied 

equally strongly to the present developed countries in the period prior to their 

development. The argument is only true in this sense. The less developed world will not 

become developed through the goodwill or generosity of the developed powers. It can 

only become developed through a struggle against the external forces which have a 

vested interest in keeping it undeveloped. 

G. Economic Aspects 

1. Economic Effects on the countries of World War II and Cold War 

The 1950s onwards saw the beginning of the reconstruction of a new global economy. 

Between 1950 and 1962, the annual real gross domestic product (GDP) growth of 

developed market economies averaged around 5%. This growth was smooth, with none of 

the major reduction in business activity been in the interwar years. World War II left the 

United States in a powerful position. While countries in Europe and Asia had faced mass 

destruction and death. The United States dollar (USD) became the world's dominant reserve 

currency. Corporations of the US had leading positions in many industries. Europe and 

Japan had to spend the immediate ten years of post-war undergoing a massive 

reconstruction, heavily dependent on official aid from the United States, yet over time 

Europe and Japan closed the technological and productivity gap with the United States. 

Many restrictions on the flow of capital, trade and people across borders remained. Foreign 

companies were entirely excluded from the Communist world. After the Second World War, 

international community witnessed the European colonial empires collapse. In some cases, 

decolonization was followed by aggressive reactions against the businesses of the former 

colonial power and sometimes all foreign investment. The relatively small number of 
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expropriations without compensation until the late 1960s (which is when a period of large- 

scale expropriation began) reflected the power and determination of the United States to 

protect foreign investments, but Western countries were unable to re-establish an 

international legal regime that guaranteed the property rights of international investors. 

Even in the developed countries, receptivity towards multinationals fell. The Japanese 

economy grew so fast that it was predicted that the country would be the world's second-

largest capitalist economy by 1970s, but its governments systematically discouraged wholly 

owned foreign direct investment (FDI) and restricted it to a rather low level. 

During the 1940s and early 1950s only the USD was available as a major convertible 

currency. Elsewhere exchange controls regulated capital movements. They were often the 

instruments used by governments to screen or monitor FDI flows. The world-wide controls 

over capital movements were related to balance of payments concerns and the system of 

fixed exchange rates established at Bretton Woods. It was not until 1958 that most 

European countries adopted non-resident convertibility, which permitted foreigners to move 

funds for current account purposes freely from one country to another. This was the key 

development in the establishment of a liberal and open international economy. It had an 

immediate effect on FDI flows, with an increase of US foreign direct investment into 

Europe. However, most of the developing countries continued to exercise strict control over 

capital movements while even the most developed countries retained some exchange 

controls. 

World trade barriers were reduced under the advocacy of the General Agreement on 

Tariffs and Trade (GATT) signed in 1947. This process peaked in the 1960s, when the 

Kennedy Administration in the United States made massive efforts to secure radical 

reductions in tariff rates. During the middle of this decade there was a comprehensive 

reduction of barriers to trade in manufactured goods.  

By the end of the 1960s, however, the United States-inspired drive for trade liberalization 

showed a loss of momentum, as US balance of payment deficit began to cause concern 

about the scale of foreign imports. Non-tariff barriers spread in the following decade. 

Most developing countries in Latin America, Asia, and Africa became progressively 

closed to international trade in the 1950s. Even the richest and most developed countries 
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maintained extremely high levels of protection for agricultural products, far higher than 

before 1913. 

2.  Economic Situations of Non-Aligned Countries 

- Cuba 

The biggest source of income in Cuba has been the production of sugar for very long years, 

as it is a country with an economy mostly relying on agriculture. However, the export and 

import of sugar had been decreasing rapidly as a result of the ―industrialization driveǁ in 

1962. 

Moreover, the US had placed a financial and economic embargo towards Cuba starting 

from 1958 and continuing until 1964 with the content differing time to time. At first, the 

embargo was only for the arm sales but in 1960, the United States imposed an embargo 

almost for all exports by excluding medicine and goods as the result of nationalisation of oil 

refineries by Cuba, which were formerly owned by the United States, with no recompense. 

Two years later the embargo expanded and covered the most of the exceptions either. These 

restrictions also harmed the Cuban production sugar since US machinery was not available 

for the benefit of the sector. Furthermore, all these negative impacts on the Cuban economy 

prevented the country from making innovations due to financial struggle. 

As a conclusion, the Soviet Union became the number one country of the sugar exports. 

Both sides benefited from this cooperation as Soviet Union is in need of cheaper sugar 

products and is able to trade the necessities of Cuba. 

- Egypt 

Egyptian economy can be perceived as a successful usage of neutrality by some, especially 

focusing on its useful relations with the two major blocs of Cold War and all the help 

received by them as means of financial, military and technical aid in times of Nasser 

Government. Under the Nasser‘s rule; mining and industrial production improved and as an 

indirect result of the Yemen War in 1962, the governmental support for private investments 

increased. 
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Between 1956 and 1964, the economic growth lost its speed but, as the outcome of the 

efforts had been made, economic growth increased rapidly in the period of 1963 and the 

following year. In 1963 the base of the economic system and policy also the Arab socialism 

was declared by a national charter. The country‘s relationship with Soviet Union improved 

along with the Suez Crisis. 

On the other hand, the aids received by Western part did not end. After some time, the 

independence, capability and non-alignment of Egypt was being questioned. In order to free 

itself from such accusations, the President made a speech stating the United States was 

trying to dominate Egypt by providing financial aid. 

- Iraq 

Independent Republic of Iraq was founded with a coup d‘etat in 1958, which caused 

country to suspend its relations with the Western world and directed their approach to the 

Soviet Union. As the two countries got closer, there had been some changes in the Iraq‘s 

policies. The topics of land possession and the re-usage of Iraqi Dihar instead of British 

Pound can be given as examples. 

Furthermore, one of the most important elements of Iraq‘s economy has been oil since the 

its discover in 1927. 

After the next coup in 1963, led by two Generals aiming to find solutions to the unstable 

atmosphere, country‘s foreign relations have changed slightly by again moving towards 

West, but this time without breaking the relation with the Soviet Union. 

- Cyprus 

The economy of Cyprus is not very advanced since the beginning of the Cyprus conflict in 

1955. Just like the most of the member states of the Non-Aligned Movement, Cyprus is 

facing the difficulties as a newly formed and independent state. Especially when a war is 

considered, the country is in a highly challenging position. 

- Syria 
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Syria gained its independence in the year 1946 and since then, there had been various 

changes in the policies of the country. Thus the created union between Syria and Egypt, 

United Arab Republic (U.A.R.) in 1958, the structure of economy had changed once again. 

In 1961, the Union was terminated and throughout that process in the 1960s, the country 

witnessed military coup attempts, uprisings, uncontrollable violent protests and further 

damages to its economy. 

In the past few years in terms of economic nationalisation was adopted by the country, since 

socialism was declared the Syria‘s official economic policy in 1958. This policy is shown 

as the suspect of hindering the speed of the economic growth by the most of the economists 

studied the basics of Syria. In 1963 again with a coup d‘etat, Arab Socialist Baath Party 

came into power. 

- Yugoslavia 

Yugoslavia, by being an outstanding non-aligned country, has close economic relations with 

both of the sides of the conflict; United States and Soviet Union. Companies in the country 

have efficient trade investments and exportations to these countries, as well as many 

different countries all around the world. 

One of the biggest concerns of the Yugoslavian economy is the high unemployment rates. 

H. Related Conferences and Organizations  

- The Group of 77 

The Group of 77 (G77) was established on 15 June 1964 by seventy-seven developing 

countries signatories of the ―Joint Declaration of the Seventy-Seven Developing 

Countriesǁ issued at the end of the first session of the United Nations Conference on Trade 

and Development (UNCTAD) held in Geneva. A permanent institutional structure gradually 

developed which led to the creation of Chapters of the Group of 77 with Liaison offices in 

Geneva (UNCTAD), Nairobi (UNEP) and Paris (UNESCO). 

The G77 is the largest intergovernmental organisation consisting developing countries in 

the United Nations, which provides the means for the countries of the South to articulate 

and promote their common economic interests and enhance their joint negotiating capacity 
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on all major international economic issues within the UN system while improving South-

South cooperation for development. 

- The Bretton Woods Conference 

The Bretton Woods Conference, officially known as the United Nations Monetary and 

Financial Conference, was a gathering of delegates from 44 countries that met from July 1 

to 22, 1944 in Bretton Woods, New Hampshire, in order to agree upon a series of new rules 

for the post-World War II international monetary system. The two major accomplishments 

of the conference were the creation of the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the 

International Bank for Reconstruction and Development (IBRD). 

The lessons taken by American policymakers from the interwar period informed the 

institutions created at the conference. Officials were adherents of the belief that free trade 

not only promoted international prosperity, but also international peace. The experience of 

the 1930s certainly suggested as much. The policies adopted by governments to combat the 

Great Depression - high tariff barriers, competitive currency devaluations, discriminatory 

trading blocs - had contributed to creating an unstable international environment without 

improving the economic situation. This experience led international leaders to conclude that 

economic cooperation was the only way to achieve both peace and prosperity, at home and 

abroad. 

The first articulation of this vision was included in the Atlantic Charter issued by Roosevelt 

and British Prime Minister Winston Churchill at the Atlantic Conference of August 1941. 

The Charter's fourth point committed the United States and Great Britain "to further the 

enjoyment by all States of access, on equal terms, to the trade and to the raw materials of 

the world which are needed for their economic prosperity." The fifth point expressed a 

commitment to "the fullest collaboration between all nations in the economic field with the 

object of securing, for all, improved labour standards, economic advancement and social 

security." Great Britain and the United States elaborated on these principles the following 

year during the negotiations concerning the terms under which the United Kingdom would 

receive lend-lease assistance from the United States. Britain agreed to join in 

promoting international cooperation that would expand "production, employment, and the 

exchange and consumption of goods" and would reduce tariffs and other trade barriers. 
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Washington and London also agreed to begin talks aimed at achieving these international 

economic goals. 

By February 1942, officials in both countries had already begun laying more concrete plans 

for international economic stability in the postwar world. Plans were drafted for 

organizations that would provide financial assistance to countries experiencing short-term 

deficits in their balance of payments. This assistance would help ensure that such countries 

would not adopt protectionist or predatory trade and monetary policies to improve their 

balance of payments position. Both plans envisioned a world of fixed exchange rates, 

believed to be more conducive to the expansion of world trade than floating exchange rates. 

Although similar in purpose, the organizations proposed differed in size, philosophy, and 

function. From 1942 until the spring of 1944, numerous meetings of allied financial experts 

were held in an effort to agree upon a common approach. Finally, on April 21, 1944, allied 

leaders released a "Joint Statement by Experts on the Establishment of an International 

Monetary Fund." This statement provided the basis for the negotiations at Bretton Woods. 

After a preliminary conference in Atlantic City in mid-June 1944, the Bretton Woods 

Conference convened on July 1. Three weeks of discussion later, the delegates signed the 

Final Act of the United Nations Monetary and Financial Conference, which included 

charters outlining the aims and mechanisms of both the International Monetary Fund (IMF) 

and International Bank for Reconstruction and Development (IBRD). 

In July 1945, Congress passed the Bretton Woods Agreements Act, authorizing US entry 

into the IBRD and IMF. The two organizations officially came into existence on December 

27, 1945. 

- International Monetary Fund & International Bank for Reconstruction and 

Development 

The IMF was charged with the maintenance of a system of fixed exchange rates centred on 

the US dollar and gold. A forum for consultation and cooperation, the organization would 

contribute to orderly international monetary relations and the expansion of world trade by 

providing short-term financial assistance to countries experiencing temporary deficits in 

their balance of payments; balance of payments deficits attributable to more long-term 
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structural factors could be addressed through modification of a country's exchange rate. 

The IBRD, meanwhile, was responsible for providing financial assistance for the 

reconstruction of war-ravaged nations and the economic development of less developed 

countries. 

I. Precedents of the agenda item on the Cairo Declaration of Non- Aligned 

Countries 

―Call  upon  the  members  of  the  "Seventy-Seven"  developing  countries,  who  

worked closely together at the United Nations Conference on Trade and Development of 

1964 in Geneva to consult together during the next session of the General Assembly of 

the United Nations in order to consolidate their e orts and harmonize their policies in me 

for the next Conference on Trade and Development in 1966.ǁ 

―Convinced  that  progress  towards  disarmament  increase  the  resources  

available  for economic development;ǁ 

―Support proposals for the diversion of resources now employed on armaments 

to the development of underdeveloped parts of the world and to the promo on of the 

prosperity of mankind. 

―Affirm that the practice of the inhuman policy of apartheid or racial 

discrimination in any part of the world should be eliminated by every possible means, 

including economic sanctions. 

J.  International Relations of Non-Aligned Countries 

- Relations with the United States of America 

After the World War II, one of the main goals of American foreign policy was to suppress 

the national liberation struggle and to preserve the system of dependence of Asian and 

African countries on capitalist powers. American imperialism updated that goal depending 

on a concrete situation and changes in the alignment of forces between the two opposite 

systems; imperialism and socialism. The constant element of the general strategy was the 
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desire to keep the emergent states dependent on imperialism by using all sorts of pressure 

such as political, economic and ideological, subversive activities and direct interference in 

their internal affairs, in the military strategic field the attention was focussed on the 

conclusion of military pacts with the widest possible participation of newly free states. That 

is the main reason that newly free countries refused to join aggressive military blocks. 

In the course of time, the imperialist powers put pressure bear on Indonesia, India, Ceylon 

(Sri Lanka), Burma who are the pioneers of the Non-Aligned Movement that successfully 

conducted the Bandung Conference and then the Belgrade Conference. 

As the non-aligned movement developed and its ranks grew, along with its prestige and 

influence on international affairs, the United States realised that its former tactics was 

unpromising. In the early 1960s, it renounced patently hostile pronouncements with respect 

to the Non-Aligned movement and used different tactics. Under the new circumstances, the 

imperialist powers could no longer hope to see the policy from strength succeed which, 

however, is not to say that imperialism renounced its former goals. It updated, course 

was based on the idea of directing the newly free countries social and economic 

development along capitalist lines. 

In conclusion, it is frankly that, the Non-Aligned Countries irked the United States but it 

was not the only consideration which governed its bilateral relations with countries ratified 

the non-alliance. 

- Relations with the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 

The relationship between the Non-Aligned Movement and the Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republic has been a subject of debate right from the inception of the movement and it is the 

first big power to come out in support of the Non-Aligned Movement and has always been. 

The Soviet Union and other Socialist countries regard the non-alignment as the policy of a 

large group of developing countries and the Non-Aligned Movement as a crucial force in 

the world. They welcomed and have always considered the community a positive factor in 
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the international affairs. The socialist countries that are not members of the Non-Aligned 

Movement build their relations with the Non-Aligned Countries on the basis of equality, 

non- interference in the domestic affairs, mutual respect and with due account for their 

common goals the struggle for peace, peaceful co-existence and against imperialism and 

colonialism. The USSR messages to the Non-Aligned Conferences, from the Belgrade 

Conference 1961 on, have indicated highly of the movement and wished it success in 

fighting for peace, independence and freedom. The economic, political and military 

potential of the USSR and other socialist countries forced the imperialist states to make 

concessions to the young developing nations and to refrain from direct acts of aggression 

and use of force. 

- Relations with the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) 

Countries 

North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), military alliance established by the  

North Atlantic Treaty also called the Washington Treaty of April 4, 1949, which 

sought to create a counterbalance to Soviet armies stationed in central and Eastern 

Europe after World War 2. The collapse of colonial empires, the emergence of a 

bipolar world and the formation of two military blocks; The North Atlantic Treaty 

Organization (NATO) and the Warsaw Pact which brought about a new 

international context that led to the necessity of multilateral coordination fore 

between the countries of the South. Its original members were France, Canada, 

Iceland, Italy, Belgium, Netherlands, Luxembourg, Norway, Portugal, Denmark, 

the United Kingdom and the United States. 

In the course of time, no one would have hesitated to say that, the mission of 

NATO was to oppose the Warsaw Pact, therefore, the Warsaw Pact obviously did 

not see eye to eye with NATO, too. Naturally, the Non-Aligned Movement opted 

out of the Cold War to the extent possible. 

- Relations with the Warsaw Pact Countries 

Warsaw Pact (May 14, 1955–July 1, 1991), formally Warsaw Treaty of Friendship, 

Cooperation, and Mutual Assistance is a treaty establishing a mutual-defence 
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organization also called as Warsaw Treaty Organization composed originally of the 

Soviet Union, Albania, Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, East Germany, Hungary, Poland, and 

Romania. The Soviet Union formed this alliance as a counterbalance to the North 

Atlantic Treaty Organization. Beside the peaceful approaches of the USSR, since the 

Non-Aligned Countries have always refused to describe themselves as Pro- West or Pro-

East, they have never belonged to this treaty organization. Furthermore, as ―The Ten 

Principles of Bandungǁ states: ―Non-use of collective defence pacts to benefit the 

specific interests of any of the Great Powers.ǁ It is required that not to join a defence pact 

that aims the goods of the Great Powers. 

K. People who had become a symbol of Non-Aligned Movement 

- Josip Broz Tito, the President of Yugoslavia 

President Tito, who grew up to be a respected revolutionary organizer and leader was the 

founding father and the most know key figure of the Non-Aligned Movement. In 1941, the 

German and Italian forces invaded Yugoslavia. The Yugoslav army immediately collapsed, 

and the dominant powers set up puppet governments and introduced a reign of terror but Tito 

and the Communist Party of Yugoslavia (CPY) led the peoples of Yugoslavia in a national war 

of resistance and liberation. They fought a tenacious guerrilla war which spread throughout 

the whole country. In only a year, 80,000 partisans tied down over 510,000 troops and another 

150,000 Yugoslav puppet troops. By 1945, the partisans had liberated two-thirds of 

Yugoslavia, and their army numbered 800,000. This resistance literally shows that he was a 

gifted politician and leader who believed that a country can‘t stand without its self- 

determination and sovereignty. He became one of the most influential roadmaps of the 

movement and played a major role in strengthening the community. Tito and other leaders of 

the NAM stated in Belgrade declaration that "peace and stability in the world depend, to a 

considerable extent, on the mutual relations of the Great Powers.ǁ 

- Gamal Abdel Nasser, the President of Egypt 

Egypt played a pioneering role in reinforcing the NAM in the leadership of President Nasser. 

He was the first to link Egypt's international policy with non-alignment. At the Bandung 

Conference 1955, he headed the Egyptian delegation and earned a reputation for diplomatic 
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negotiation. For his logical points, of the Ten Bandung principles, two of the Egyptian 

principles were included in 6A and 6B, and a third clause in respect of international 

obligation. (You can find out in the section of Bandung Conference.) We can frankly say that, 

President Nasser had taken intense assurance with him to Bandung. The Bandung consensus, 

in Nasser's view, had produced practical policy to minimise the risks of a world war. After 

Bandung, a new element was added to Egyptian neutralism. Accordingly, the Bandung 

Conference widened the Egyptian foreign policy horizon from the narrow Arab angle to a 

wider African-Asian environment and subsequently to the NAM itself. So, Nasser could feel 

that his forecasts about Egypt's potential role in the world were coming true. 

Here is a speech that he delivered at the Belgrade Conference due to explain the objectives in 

the following terms: 

―There is no power to serve peace like the community of states following the policy of non-

alignment. These states which live with the problems of their world, and do not isolate 

themselves therefore, and which do not submit in their stand these problems to the pressure of 

one of the blocs dictating a certain attitude or a line of action, these states, inspired by the 

urge of peace based on justice, irrespective of any other consideration, are more able to place 

at the service of peace - justly and without bias - all their material and moral potentialities. In 

this way, we are in a better position to act freely, with integrity, and without bias, between the 

two blocs to shorten the gap separating them and consolidate the possibilities of 

understanding, particularly that the policy of non-alignment has earned the respect of all 

world powers, including the states within the spheres of the great blocs. We should secure our 

full liberty whether in reviewing the problems, in analysing their details or in finding logical 

solution to them.ǁ 

- Jawaharlal Nehru, the First Prime Minister of India 

He was the first Prime Minister of India, initiator of the policy of non-alignment which has 

since found universal acceptance. He became the virtual director of India‘s foreign policy. 

Additionally, under his guidance India became the first state to have pursued the Non-Aligned 

Movement policy. He was ably supported by President Nasser, President Sukarno and 

President Tito. 
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Jawaharlal Nehru was against creating positions of strength or playing the game of power 

politics. The doctrine of balance of power did not find favour with him. An essential feature 

of the policy of non-alignment was the emphasis on peace, universal disarmament, and 

elimination of the element of fear. Nehru‘s views were full of idealism.  

- Raden Soekemi Sosrodihardjo as known as Sukarno, The President of Indonesia 

Since the first convening of the Non-Aligned Countries was located in Bandung in 1955, 

Sukarno also had a notable role to play at the early stage of evolution of the Non- Aligned 

Movement. He actively participated in the preparations for and the holding of the first 

Conference of Heads of State of Government in Belgrade. Here is a speech delivered by 

President Sukarno in the Belgrade Conference, 1961: 

"There was no prior consultation agreement between us before we adopted our respective 

policies of non-alignment. We each reached at this policy inspired by commonideals 

promoted by similar circumstances upturned on by like experiences. There were no attempts 

at compromise to make our policies identical. But not one of us, I think, will deny that we did 

inspire each other. The experiences of one country in discovering that a policy of non-

alignment is the best guarantee for safeguarding our national and international. 

However, already at that time, considerable differences became manifest in the positions of 

Indonesia and India. During the 1962 Sino-Indian conflict Indonesia adopted a neutral stand. 

President Sukarno did not support the initiative made by Tito and Nasser to  hold the second 

Conference of the Non-Aligned Countries and insisted on holding another Conference of the 

Bandung type , that is with the participants restricted only to the African - Asian region and in 

disregarded of the non-alignment principles. 

- Kwame Nkrumah, the President of Ghana 

President Nkrumah was the first President of Ghana, a leading member of the Non- Aligned 

Movement and one of the pioneer figures in the history of African solidarity and also that in 

the struggle against colonialism. He is supported by Ghana‘s proggessivist youth and became 

the founder and leader of the Convention People‘s Party (CPP). This party was the first 

African party and President Nkrumah was the first Head of State that actively led African 

communities to independence from European colonial rule. Under his leadership, Ghana‘s 
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foreign policy was based on dignity and non-alignment. Here is one of his quotes about the 

Non-Aligned Movement: ―We face neither easy nor west, we face forwardǁ. All in all, he 

was the permanent representative of Africa its policy of non-alignment. 
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IV) ANNEX I: Sample Declaration and Declaration Clauses 

The Declaration of the 2nd Summit of the Heads of State or Government of the 

Member Countries of the Non-Aligned Movement Issued on 5-10 October 1964. 

The Second Conference of Heads of State or Government of the following Non- 

Aligned Countries: 

Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Burma, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Central 

African Republic, Ceylon, Chad, Congo (Brazzaville), Cuba, Cyprus, Dahomey, 

Ethiopia, Ghana, Guinea, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Islamic Republic of Mauritania, Jordan, 

Kenya, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon, Libya, Malawi, Mali, Morocco, Nepal, Nigeria, Saudi 

Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sudan, Syria, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, United 

Arab Republic, United Republic of Tanganyika and Zanzibar, Yemen, Yugoslavia and 

Zambia was held in Cairo from 5 October to 10 October 1964. 

V) ANNEX II: Committee Rules 

1) Electronic devices are strictly prohibited due to historical committee, included 

committee board and committee secretariat. 

2) Dress code will be strict. We would like delegates to put on their formal uniform 

during the sessions due to diplomatic courtesy. Otherwise it will directly affect to the 

award procedure. 

3) If there will be any delegate who won‘t obey the rules, bearing in mind that, it will 

directly affect award procedure and it may direct secretariat to start discipline procedure. 

4) Delegates will present head of states or government. Yet it is not a cause to get rid of 

diplomatic courtesy. 
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