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was called in the aftermath of the
1973 war and the subsequent oil
go and major oil price increases, the

h was convened shortly after a

disengagement accord between

d Egypt and a period of relative

the area. The atmosphere at the
so often in the past reflected the
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d, the air had been cleared and
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ed deliberations on economic issues
developed and developing coun-
thout the intrusion of the Middle
other purely political issues into

mmer summit in Kampala of the
aa’cion for African Unity played a
e in this process. African coun-
;d not reach agreement on an Arab

initiative to expel Israel from the UN.
Such a move, had it taken place at the
seventh special session, would have de-
stroyed all hope of progress on the
economic issues before the session. The
African countries had been willing in the
past to go along with Arab political de-
mands (e.g., the severing of diplomatic re-
lations with Israel) in the hope that they
would gain substantially through aid from
the newly-rich oil-producers. Their ex-
pectations of major aid flows from OPEC
were not met and many saw their devel-
opment problems exacerbated by high oil
prices. Several of the African leaders were
unwilling to accept the consequences of
an attempt to expel Israel from the UN,
in view both of their relations with the
United States and of the survival of the
UN as an institution that could bring
them important political and economic
benefits.

A third reason for the change in atmo-
sphere was the world economic situation
and the awareness by developing coun-
tries that continued inflation and reces-
sion in the Western industrialized world
would have a damaging impact on them.
Their exports to Western markets were
in jeopardy, and there was danger of a
reduced capacity of aid donors to provide
development assistance. A general deterior-
ation of the international trade and
payments system, it was seen, was cer-
tainly not the straightest path towards
the reform of that system, even though
such reform was badly needed. While the
radicals among the Group of 77 continued
to press for a revolution in the interna-
tional economic system, the moderates saw
the danger of straining the system too
much in its present fragile state.

Awareness of interests

There was, too, during the 18 months
between the two special sessions, a re-
thinking of national interests on the part
of many members of the Group of 77.
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