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FOREWORD

The past two decades, which have witnessed the
collapse of European Imperialism and the progressive
elimination of Western Colonialism from Asia and Africa,
have witnessed also the introduction of a new form of
Colonialism into the point-of-intersection of those two
continents. Thus, the fading-out of a cruel and shameful
period of world history has coincided with the emergence,
at the land-bridge between Asia and Africa, of a new
offshoot of European Imperialism and a new variety of
racist Colonialism.

The fate of Palestine thus represents an anomaly, a
radical departure from the trend of contemporary world
history. Scores of nations and peoples have come to enjoy
their right to self-determination, at the very time when
the Arab people of Palestine was finding itself helpless to
prevent the culmination of a process of systematic coloni-
zation to which Palestine had been subjected for decades.
This climactic development took the combined form of
forcible dispossession of the indigenous population, their
expulsion from their own country, the inplantation of an
alien sovereignty on their soil, and the speedy importation
of hordes of aliens to occupy the land thus emptied of its
rightful inhabitants.

The people of Palestine has lost not only political
control over its country, but pyhsical occupation of its
country as well : it has been deprived not only of its in-
alienable right to self-determination, but also of its ele-
mental right to exist on its own land !
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This dual tragedy, which befell the Arab people of
Palestine in the middle of the twentieh century, symbolizes
the dual nature of the Zionist program which had begun
to unfold itself in Palestine in the late nineteenth century.
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THE HISTORICAL SETTING
OF ZIONIST COLONIALISM

The frenzied “Scramble for Africa” of the 1880's
stimulated the beginnings of Zionist colonization in
Palestine. As European fortune-hunters, prospective set-
tlers, and empire-builders raced for Africa. Zionist settlers
and would-be state-builders rushed for Palsstine.

Under the influence of the credo of Nationalism then
sweeping across Europe, some Jews had come to believe
that the religious and alleged racial bonds among Jews
constituted a Jewish “nationality” and endowed the
so-called “Jewish nation” with normal national rights—
including the right to separate existence in a territory of
its own, and the right to create a Jewish stute. If other
European nations had successfully extended themselves
into Asia and Africa, and had annexed to their imperial
domains vast portions of those two continents, the “Jewish
nation” — it was argued — was entitled and able to do the
same thing for itself. By imitating the colonial ventures
of the “Centile nations” among whom Jews lived, the
“Jewish nation” could send its own colonists into a piece
of Afro-Asian territory, establish a settler-community,
and, in due course, set up its own state — not, indeed, as
an imperial outpost of a metropolitan home-base, but as
a home-base in its own right, upon which the entire
“Jewish nation” would sooner or later converge from all
over the world. “Jewish nationalism” would thus fulfil
itself through the process of colonization, which other
European nations had utilized for empire-building. For
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Zionism, then, colonization would be the instrument
of nation-building, not the by-product of an
already-fulfilled nationalism.

The improvised process of Jewish colonization in
Palestine which ensued was hardly a spectacular success
if‘ spite of lavish financial subsidies from European Jewisl';
financiers. By and large, Jews were more attracted by the
new opportunities for migration to the United States or
Argentina, than by the call for racial self-segragation as
a prelude to state-building in Palestine. The objective of
escape from anti-Jewish practices prevailing in some Euro-
pean societies could be attained just as well by emigration
to America; the objective of nation-building — which
alone could make the alternative solution of large-scale
colonization in Palestine more attractive — was still far
from widespread among European Jews in the late nine-
teenth century.

‘ Thc failure of the first sporadic effort to implant a
Z.lomst settler-community in Palestine during the first
flft.EEﬂ years of Zionist colonization (1882-1897) prompted
serious reappraisal and radical revision of strategy. This
was accomplished by the First Zionist Congress, held at

:-?:Iasle1 in August 1897 under the leadership of Theodor
erzl.

Haphazard colonization of Palestine, supported by
w-ea]thy Jewish financiers as a mixed philanthropic-colo-
nial veniure, was from then on to be eschewed. It was to
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be supplanted by a purely nationalistic program of or-
ganized colonization, with clear political goals and mass
support. Hence the over-all objective of Zionism formul-
ated by the Basle Congress : “The aim of Zionism is to
create for the Jewish people a home in Palestine secured

by public iaw”™.

It is worth noting that, from the Basle Program of
1897 until the Biltmore Program of 1942, Zionists prefer-
red the euphmism “home” to the clear term “state” which
would have been certain to arouse opposition in many
quarters. But in spite of public assurances to the con-
trary, Zionists were aiming from the outset at the creation
of a settler-state in Palestine. At the conclusion of the
Basle Congress, Herzl wrote in his diary: “1f 1 were to
sum up the Basle Congress in one word — which 1 shall
not do openly — it would be this: at Basle I founded the
Jewish State. If 1 were to say this to-day, 1 would be met
by universal laughter. In five years, perhaps, and certain-
ly in fifty, every one vill see | igho

4t 3 e

In addition to defining the ultimate objective of
Zionism, the Basle Congress made a diagnosis of the

1. Cohen, Israel, A4 Short History of Zionism, London, Frederick
Muller Co., 1951, p. 47.

2. Herzl, Theodor, Tage Biicher, Vol. I, p. 24; quoted in Co-
hen, Israel, A short History of Zionism, op. cit., PP. 11
and 47-48.
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special character and circumstances of Zionist colonization
in Palestine, and formulated a practical program suited to
those special conditions. Three essential features in
particular differentiated Zionist colonization in Palestine
from European colonization elsewhere in Asia and Africa,
and called for Zionist innovations:

(1) Other European settlers who had gone (or were
then going) to other parts of Africa and Asia had been
animated either by economic or by politico-imperialist
motives: they had gone either in order to accumulate
fortunes by means of privileged and protected exploitation
of immense natural resources, or in order to prepare the
ground for (or else aid and abet) the annexation of
those coveted territories by imperial European govern-
ments. The Zionist colonists, on the other hand, were
animated by neither impulse. They were driven to the
colonization of Palestine by the desire to attain nation-
hood for themselves, and to establish a Jewish state which
would be independent of any existing government and
subordinate to none, and which would in due course
attract to its territories the Jews of the world.

(2) Other European settlers could coexist with the
indigenous populations — whom they would exploit and
dominate, but whose services they would nevertheless
require, and whose continued existence in the coveted
territory they would therefore tolerate. But the Zionist
settlers could not countenance indefinite coexistence with
the inhabitants of Palestine. For Palestine was fully
populated by Arabs, whose national consciousness had
already been awakened, and who had already begun to
nurse aspirations of independence and national fulfillment.
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Zionist colonization could not possibily assume the
physical proportions envisaged by Zionism while the Arab
people of Palestine continued to inhabit its homeland; nor
could the Zionist political aspirations of racial self-seg-
regation and statehood be accomplished while the
nationally-conscious Arab people of Palestine continued to
exist in that country. Unlike European colonization

. elsewhere, therefore, Zionist colonization of Pa-

lestine was essentially incompatible with the con-
tinued existence of the “native population” in the
coveted country.

(3) Other European settlers could, without much
difficulty, overcome the obstacles obstructing their settle-
ment in their chosen target-territories: they could count
lon receiving adequate protection from their imperial
sponsors. But the prospective Zionist colonizers of
| Palestine could count on no such facilities. For, in ad-
dition to the Arab people of Palestine, certain to resist
any large-scale influx of settlers loudly proclaiming their
- objective of dispossessing the “natives”, the Zionists were
likely to encounter also the resistance of the Ottoman
" authorities, who could not view with favor the establish-
' ment, on an important segment of their Empire, of an
alien community harboring political designs of indepen-
} dent statehood.

#* 3t 3

It was in order to counteract these peculiar factors
of its situation that the Zionist Movement, while defining
its ultimate objective at the First Zionist Congress, pro-

|
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more consciously nationalistic in impulse, more militantly
segregationist in its attitude towards the Palestinian Arabs,
and more concerned with strategic and political consider-
ations in its selection of locations for its new settlements.
But, for all its enhanced dynamism and sharpened ideolo-
gical consciousness, the second wave of Zionist coloniza-
tion was not appreciably more successful than the first,
as far as its magnitude was concerned.

By the outbreak of the first World War, therefore,
the Zionist colonization of Palestine had met with only
modest success in over thirty years of action. In the first
place, Zionists were still an infinitesimal minority of about
19, of the Jews of the world. Their activities had aroused
the fear and opposition of other Jews, who sought the
solution of the “Jewish Problem” in ”assimilation” in
Western Europe and the United States, not in “self-segre-
gation” in Palestine. In the second place, Zionist coloni-
zation had proceeded very slowly. After thirty years of
immigration to Palestine, Jews were still under 8%/ of the
total population of the country, in possession of no more
than 2 1/29, of the land. And, in the third place,
Zionism had failed to obtain political endorsement from
the Ottoman authorities controlling Palestine, or from any
European Power,

The War, however, created new circumstances which
were destined to improve considerably the fortunes of
Zionist colonization in Palestine. For the War set the

stage for an alliance — concluded in 1917 — between
British Imperialism and Zionist Colonialism, which, during
the following thirty years, opened the gates of Palestine
to Zionist colonizers, facilitated the establishment of a

e
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Zionist settler-community, and paved the way for the
dispossession and expulsion of the Arab people of Pales-
tine and the creation of the Zionist settler-state in 1948.

Whereas unilateral Zionist colonization failed, in the
thirty years preceding the First World War, to make much
headway, the alliance of Zionist Colonialism and British
Imperialism succeeded, during the thirty years following
the First World War, in accomplishing the objectives of
both parties. -
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THE ALLIANCE OF BRITISH IMPERIALISM
AND ZIONIST COLONIALISM

Until the First World War, Britain’s policy in the
Middle East had revolved around the maintenance of the
integrity of the Ottoman Empire in Asia. The European
domains of the Empire had been emancipated from Ot-
toman domination, and the North African domains had
been annexed by various European Powers, long before
the War; but the Asian domains had been insulated in
the meantime from the imperial rivalries of the European
Powers. Britain’s imperial interests in the area — namely,

| control over the Suez Canal, and immunization of the
region from rival European domination over the “overland
" route” to India — were better served by a tractable Ot-
toman Empire than they would have been by a European
) “Scramble for the Middle East”, which might have
brought one or another of Britain's European rivals to the
vicinity of the Canal or athwart the “overland route”.

When Turkey joined the Central Powers in the War,
however, the premises of Britain’s imperial policy for the
Middle East were shattered overnight. Alternative policies
for the post-War period had to be made.

At first, Britain envisaged a new order for the
Middle East, in which Arab autonomy would supplant
Ottoman imperial rule in South-West Asia. Anglo-Arab
agreements to that effect, concluded in the fall of 1915,
led to the Arab Revolt against Turkey in 1916.

But the pressures of other European Powers — then
[ 11

_A |
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wartime allies of Britain — precluded sole British over-
lordship. Secret agreements were therefore reached in
the spring of 1916 between Britain, France, and Tsarist
Russia, for division of the Ottoman spoils.

These agreements, however, soon proved irksome to
the more empire-minded among Britain’s policy-makers.
For they threatened to bring France perilously close to the
eastern approaches to the Suez Canal. And as British
feelings of security (predicated on the belief in the im-
penetrability of the Sinai Peninsula) had been destroyed
by recent wartime experiences, it came to be felt that not
only Sinai, but also Palestine, must be made safe in order
that the Canal might be rendered secure. The 1916 Anglo-
French agreement, providing for the internationalization
of most of Palestine, came therefore to be viewed with
alarm by empire-minded British statesmen; and the staking
of French claims to the entirety of Palestine could hardly
have served to allay the aroused apprehensions of British
imperialists.

By early 1917, a new British cabinet was actively
searching for ways and means for extricating itself from
the agreements which its predecessor had reached with
France for the post-War division of the spoils of war in
the Arab domains of the Ottoman Empire. It was at that
point that formerly abortive Zionist attempts to secure
British support for a Zionist-dominated Palestine were
re-activated, at Britain’s instigation.

Reciprocal interests had thus come to bind British
Imperialism and Zionist Colonialism. On the one hand,
Britain, by utilizing Zionist influence in the United States
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and in France, would avert international rule in Palestine,
on the pretext that a British-sponsored program of Zionist
colonization required British rule in Palestine. On the
other hand, by playing a catalytic role in bringing about
the designation of Britain as the ruling Power in Palestine,
Zionism would at last be able to embark upon the long-
awaited program of large-scale colonization in the coveted
territory under the auspices and protection of a Great
Power. Britain would have the assurance that an embat-
tled Zionist settler-community would remain indefinitely
dependent upon Britain’s protection, and would continue
to require (and justify) British presence in Palestine;
while, for its part, Zionism would also have the assurance
that Britain, bound internationally by its wartime com-
mitment to facilitate Zionist colonization, would provide
the Zionist settler-community with the protection it
needed, during the formative stages of its establishment,
against expected Arab opposition. The alliance of con-
venience and mutual need, binding British Imperialism
and Zionist Colonialism, was complete.

Preliminary Zionist efforts in Washington to secure
America’s approval were not unsuccessful — notwithstand-
ing President Wilson’s emphasis on the principle of self-

etermination, with which the Zionist colonization of
alestine despite Arab opposition would clash headlong.
or were simultaneous Zionist efforts in Paris, to secure
rench approval of the revision of earlier Anglo-French
greements on the future of Palestine, entirely discourag-
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THE CHARACTER OF THE ZIONIST
SETTLER-STATE

Apart from its vital link with Imperialism and its
inescapable status as a total stranger to the Middle East,
in the heart of which it has chosen to plant itself, the
political embodiment of Zionist Colonialism (namely, the
Zionist settler-state of Israel) is characterized chiefly by
three features : (1) its racial complexion and racist con-
duct pattern ; (2) its addiction to violence ; and (3) its
expansionist stance.

A. Racism

Racism is not an acquired trait of the Zionist settler-
state, Nor is it an accidental, passing feature of the Israeli
scene. It is congenital, essential, and permanent. For
it is inherent in the very ideology of Zionism and in the
basic motivation for Zionist colonization and statehood.

Zionism is the belief in the national oneness of all
Jews — who are identified as such in terms of their sup-
posedly common ancestry. Neither religion nor language
comprises the alleged “national bond” of Jews, according
to the Zionist creed: for relatively few Zionists are in fact
believing or practicing Jews; and the Hebrew language
was resuscitated only after the birth of Zionism. Recent
legislation and precedent-making court decisions in the
Zionist state, as well as the political literature of the
Zionist Movement since its inception, would appear to
indicate that it is ancestry — the sheer biological fact of
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Nations, and/or in the Arab states — chose at last to seize
the initiative. In 1964, it reasserted its corporate per-
sonality by creating the Palestine Liberation Organization,

Only in the liberation of Palestine, spearheaded by
Palestinians prepared to pay the price, can the supreme
sacrifices of past generations of Palestinians be vindicated,
and the visions and hopes of living Palestinians be trans-

formed into reality.

EPILOGUE
THE LIBERATION OF PALESTINE

The right to national liberation is an extension of
the right to national self-defense, which the Charter of the
United Nations not only upholds but also declares to be
“inherent” and beyond “impairment” by the provisions
of the Charter itself. " If continued acquisition of the
fruits of an attack is tantamount to continuation of the
attack itself, the liberation of territories seized by aggres-
sion is an extension of the inherent right to resist the
original aggression. Liberation and self-defense are two
facets of the same inalienable right.

The right to national liberation has come to be all
but universally recognized. Only die-hard imperial and
colonial regimes still invoke the mythical principle of the

| inviolability of dominion acquired by past and continuing

aggression, in the hope that they might arrest the process
of decolonization before the rising tide of national libera-
tion engulfs their anachronistic regimes.

Exercise of the right to national liberation is not
confined to situations in which alien domination subjects
2 people to the control of another, or in which the re-
sources of one people are selfishly exploited by another.

Exercise of the right to national liberation extends also —
D ———

17) United Nations Charter, Article 51.

49
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And — as a racist system animated by doctrines of
racial self-segregation, racial exclusiveness, and racial
supremacy, and methodically translating these doctrines
into ruthless practices of racial discrimination and op-
pression — the political systems erected by Zionist colo-
nists in Palestine cannot fail to be recognized as a menace
by all civilized men dedicated to the safeguarding and
enhancement of the dignity of man. For whenever
and wherever the dignity of but one single human
being is violated, in pursuance of the creed of
racism, a heinous sin is committed against the
dignity of all men, everywhere.
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1. Bandung:

THE FIRST ASIAN-AFRICAN CONFERENCE
held at Bandung, Indonesia,
from April 18 to April 24, 1955,

by reprsentatives of 29 Asian and African countries.
(See CHART).

Paragraph 1 of Section E of the Final Communique of the
Conference reads as follows :

“In view of the existing tension in the Middle
East caused by the situation in Palestine and of the
danger of that tension to world peace, the Asian-
African Conference declared its support of the rights
of the Arab people of Palestine, and called for the
implementation of the United Nations resolutions on
Palestine and the achievment of the peaceful settle-
ment of the Palestine question.”
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2. Accra:

THE FIRST CONFERENCE OF INDEPENDENT AFRI-
CAN STATES

held at Accra, Ghana,
from April 15 to April 22, 1958,
by representatives of 8 African countries. (See CHART).

Paragraph 9 of Resolution 10 of the Conference reads as
follows :

“Expresses its deep concern over the question
of Palestine, which is a disturbing factor of World
Peace and Security, and urges a just solution of the
Palestine question.”
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3. Casablanca:

THE CASABLANCA CONFERENCE OF THE HEADS
OF AFRICAN STATES

held at Casablanca, Morocco,
from January 3 to January 7, 1961,

by representatives of 8 African and Asian countries. (See
CHART).

The first of the Resolutions announced by the Conference
reads as follows:

“The Conference at Casablanca,

“Having examined the important problem of
Palestine, and deeply concerned about the situation
created in Palestine by depriving the Arabs of Pales-
tine of their legitimate rights:

“1. Warns against the menace which this situa-
tion presents to the peace and security of the Middle
East and the international tension which results
therefrom.

“2. Insists on the necessity to have a just solu-
tion to this problem in conformity with the United
Nations resolutions and the Asian-African resolution
of Bandung to restore to the Arabs of Palestine all
their legitimate rights.

“3. Notes with indignation that Israel has
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always taken the side of the imperialists each time an
important position had to be taken concerning vital
problems about Africa, notably Algeria, the Congo
and the nuclear tests in Africa, and the Conference,
therefore, denounces Israel as an instrument in the
service of Imperialism and neo-colonialism not only
in the Middle East but also in Africa and Asia.

“4. Calls upon all the States of Africa and Asia
to oppose this new policy which imperialism is carry-
ing out to create bases for itself”.

T
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4. Cairo:

CONFERENCE OF THE MINISTERS OF FOREIGN
AFFAIRS OF THE STATES OF THE AFRICAN CHAR-
TER OF CASABLANCA,

held in Cairo, the United Arab Republic,
from April 13 to May 5, 1961,
by representatives of 6 African countries. (See CHART).

The Statement issued at the end of the Conference con-
tained the following paragraphs:

“The Ministers of Foreign Affairs examined
African and international problems which have pre-
occupied Africa and the world. There was complete
identity of views on all these problems. ..

i

“They reiterated their support for the legitimate
rights of the Arab people of Palestine and their desi-

re to implement the resolutions on Palestine adopted
at Casablanca.”
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5. Belgrade:

THE (FIRST) CONFERENCE OF THE HEADS OF STATE
OR GOVERNMENT OF NON-ALIGNED COUNTRIES,

held at Belgrade, Yugoslavia,
from September 1 to September 6, 1961,

by representatives of 28 African, Asian, European, and
Latin American countries. (See CHART).

Paragraph 10 of Section III of the Declaration of the
Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries
reads as follows:

“The participants in the Conference condemn
the imperialist policies pursued in the Middle East,
and declare their support for the full restoration of
all the rights of the Arab people of Palestine in con-
formity with the Charter and resolutions of the
United Nations.”
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6. Djakarta:

MEETING OF MINISTERS TO PREPARE FOR A SE-
COND AFRICAN-ASIAN CONFERENCE,

held at Djakarta, Indonesia,
from April 10 to April 15, 1964,

by representétives of 22 African and Asian countries.
(See CHART).

Paragraph B of Section V of the Final Communique reads
as follows :

“Representatives of all Nationalist Movements
from non-self-governing territories recognised by the
Organisation of-African Unity in Africa and from
Asia, which have not yet attained independence, may
come to the Conference with the right to be heard
and the host country is requested to provide facilities
for their attendance. This provision should also
apply to South Africa, Southern Rhodesia, Oman,
Aden and Palestine.”

e —
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7. Cairo:

THE SECOND CONFERENCE OF THE HEADS OF
STATE OR GOVERNMENT OF NON-ALIGNED
COUNTRIES,

held at Cairo, the United Arab Republic,
from October 5 to October 10, 1964,

by representatives of 57 African, Asian, European, and
Latin American countries. (See CHART).

Sub-Section 5 of Section I of the Final Communique reads
as follows:

“The Conference condemns the imperialistic
policy, pursued in the Middle East and, in conformity
with the Charter of the United Nations, decides to:

“1. Endorse the full restoration of all the
rights of the Arab people of Palestine to their home-
land, and their inalienableright to self-determination ;

“2. Declare its full support to the Arab people
of Palastine in their struggle for liberation from
Colonialism and racism.”

(o M
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56. Tog;: . i _7" N R Y 2 .48
57. Trinidad & Tobag(; i = S y LR i
L - | x =1 -1o%p-1 =
59, Turkey X - e > A 3 i
60. Uganda L — | = TS Y P
61. United ArabRep.” | x e llen.d X k. 1 =
CHART (Cont'd)
1 g0 L) 4 5 6 7
Country dBan- Accra | tflia.sa— Cairo Beh— Eia- Cairo
ung anca " grade arta
N 1955 ) 1958 u...1961 1961 1961 1964 ‘ 1964
62. Uruguay —_ v T s - — = 4
63. Venezuela = - = - — |f b}
64. Vietnam (North) Irx s i == = = i ‘E -
65. Vietnam (South) | x S S B _ e
66.  Yemen - <0l = - - x| - x
67. Yugoslavia i - i N T %
68. Zambia s a — — = - "
Footnotes :

1. Algeria was represented at Casablanca, Cairo, and Belgrade (1961), by representatives of the Provisional

Government of Algeria

2. At the time of the Bandung Conference, Ghana was the Gold Coast.
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Syria participated in the Conferences held at Accra (1958), Casablanca, Cairo and Belgrade (1961) as part
of the United Arab Republic.

The Djakarta Conference was held prior to the unification of Tanganyika and Zanzibar and the forma-
tion of Tanzania; and it was Tanganyika, not the Federal Republic of Tanzania, that participated in it.

The United Arab Republic participated in the Bandung Conference as Egypt.
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