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World Bank and the International Monetary Fund.
ny significant changesare taking place in these in-
utions; but they are not sufficient to meet the re-

wlt^sts of some developing countries. By giving too
d a mandate to the UN global negotiations confer-
in New York, where the majoritycontrol is in the

lïai ds of the Group of 77, these countries including
cularly the United States are worried that

11^, , ges will be dictated to the financial institutions
titt will be detrimental to their interests. For them,
}i'e best way to prevent such development is to make

c

certain that the mandate given to the global negotia-
fïâ 1- conference does not allow it to interfere in the af-
1'ai^r= of the financial institutions.

-Pr^^cedures
When the Assembly Chairman" opened the Special

lia rci to produce a paper on the procedures to be fol-

G^-oup of 77 had to convene a meeting of his group to
obtain a mandate for the points under discussion. As
thé interests of thé countries"ôf this group are often
"ûite divergent, itis generally very difficult for them

hilnegotiating mandate, it will be a long process to ob-

(^itite different. Some countries and particularly

i6 d and that each sovereign country should have the

Sél,sion, he established an Ad Hoc Committee under
t}^é chairmanship of the Canadian Ambassador to the-
tir>> iad Nations, Michel Dupuy. In turn, Ambassador
mi uy set up two working groups, one responsible for
fh( ,lobal negotiations and the other for the Interna-
i ir ; al Development strategy.

i'ihe global negotiations working group tried very

liiï,., d during the global negotiations, but when it ap-
tu"r-d the group was no longer able to make further,
tir( i•ess, Ambassador Dupuy convened meetings of a
iT^,^ : small group composed of representatives of the
Gr,,up of 77 and of industrialized countries. Before
t1^É sc meetings could take place, the spokesman for the

iüjreach agreement. For that reason, their spokesman
isforced to be very rigid in presenting the Group of 77's
hüqint of view, as he knows that if agreement with the
ot,her groups is not possible within the parameters of

t_^^n new instructions.

For the industrialized countries, the process is

l'Jance maintain that the New York UN forum is polit-

ri ;ht to speak with-its own, distinct voice. This princi-
P1é was adapted to meet the requirements of political
c4r sultations amongst the countries of the European

rnmunity where these countries seek a common po--.^

V
, ion and speak throûghâ single spokesman. This de-
lopment adds an interesting dimension to the con-
Rations amongst themselves to establish a common

Therefore when the industrialized countries meet with

tries of the Group of 77 made it clear that their main

t?. sition.

Once they have reached one, they then meet with
,ire other Western industrialized countries but with a

certain rigidity in their approach as they try not to de-
viate from their already established common position.
Within the group of industrialized countries, no at-
tempt is made to reach a common position as the
French and a few others do not want this process of
consultations to go further than an exchange of viéws.

the Group of 77, they speak with many voices (i.e. one
for the Europëan Community and one for each of the
other countries) while the Group of 77-speaks with only
one voicé. This system enables the Group of 77 to profit
from it and allows them to play on the apparent differ-
ences in the group of industrialized countries.

This was often eviftnt in the restricted meetings
called by Ambassador Dupuy, where on the one hand
the spokesman for the Group of 77 adhered to a very
strict line, while the representatives of the Western in-
dustrialized countries spoke with many voices.

At the very beginning of the Special Session, coun-

objective was a firm commitment on the part of the in-
dustrialized countries to spend 0.7 percent of their
Gross National Product (GNP) on official development
assistance (ODA) by 1984. This presented a major diffi-
culty for the Canadian delegation, becau4e Ottawa had
not yet decided on its level of expenditures in that field.
In his address to the Session on August 26, 1980 the
Secretary of State for External Affairs, Dr. Mark
MacGuigan, was therefore not in a position to indicate
what commitment the Canadian government would be
prepared to accept.

from 1984 to 1990. The extension gave enough time to

Overseas Development Assistance
In the negotiations that followed, the Canadiari

delegation had .to ask for special understanding. The
Group of 77 countries acknowledged our problem, but
just barely as they did not want to let us off the hook
and thereby weaken their negotiating strategy. Fortu-
nately for Canada, the Session mas extended and the
deadline for meeting the commitment was changed

the government to take a decision on ODA and at the
closing session on September 15, Dr. MacGuigan was
able to announce that the government had decided to
reverse the trend of the last few years under which Ca-
nadian ODA was declining as a proportion of GNP: He
stated that ODA would once again move upwards and
would reach a level of 0.5 percent of GNP by the middle
of the decade. Thereafter, the Canadian intention was
to accept the need to reach an ODA level of 0.7 percent
of GNP by the end of the decade and to employ its best
efforts to reach that objective.

,Other points of contention related to international
and financial issues and to energy. On the first issues,
the Group of 77 countries wanted to pur'sue in the in-
ternational development strategy the same aims they
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