merged from one form of bondage to escape
hand of submlssweness to. the momentum of

into- cornmon use as 4 symbol in global shorthand to
e psulate COIldltIOIlS of backwardness — as opposed to
“the  comfort and overall superiority of the “First

orld”. The “comparison is implied and inescapable,

hough rarely acknowledged. The widely prevalent '

onnotation of “third rate” or “thn*d class” should not
apply to the “Thlrd World”

r'I"h,e extent to Whlch{ the countries of Asia, and
ther countries described as belonging to the “Third
“World”, have struggled in the post-colonial period to
..overcome the effects and after-effects of colonialism, is
not to be denigrated either. Robert McNamara said
countries now described as developed required a much
Jlonger time, at:a comparable phase in their ewn devel-
opment, to achieve the same rate of social and eco-
. nomic growth as developing countries did in the past
30 years: “It is a very impressive record. Indeed, histor-

cally; it is without precedent Never has so large a

roup of human beings — two billion people —
chieved so much economic growth in so short a time.”
- The achievement is all the greater when it is seen
that the foundation for prosperity in the North was
-laid in the “heyday of colonialism” from 1850 to about
- 1950. During that time, per. capital income in the
“North grew at an annual average of almost two per-
“cent. In the South, it grew at an annual rate of approxi-
mately 0 1 percent
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’ equlhbrlum thus isnot a matter of v v1s1onary zeal

a workaday issue: w1th 1mportant implications for

- manwelfare and progress in our countries. Current

‘rangements ensure that we. “have to produce mor
‘buy less from abroad for what i is vital to our dome,

: »development efforts ‘They ensure-that. however h

we run, we stay: thm the same circle. Today, ina
text where the terms of trade are agamst us, we h
to export 20,000 lbs. of tea to pay for the’ same b
dozer which we bought by exporting “a. thou
pounds, 20 years ago.-So we: are 1mport1ng mﬂatmn

. gether with bulldozers SRt

) Transformatlon

‘As with pohtlcal parlty, the transformatlon fron]
dependence to- true economic 1nterdependence canl
brought about either through violent change or negoft

_ation. To delay or stall the negotlatmg process is toin

vite turbulence and dislocation. It can be claimed, ur
doubtedly, that despite the failures in the North-Sout!
negotiations, some successes have beenchalked u
The Conference on Iuternational Economic Coopers
tion (CIEC) focussed attention on debt relief and ledt
debt-forgiveness in some $5 billion. UNCTAD IV s
cured agreement on the establishment of a Commn
Fund, whose Articles of Agreement have since bee
adopted. UNCTAD V alerted the world to the plightd
smaller, - resource-sparse -countries.. The recently
concluded 11th Special Session of the UN General As
sembly produced a framework for development strat
egy in the 80s and a renewed pledge of enhanced re
source transfers. The question then is not whethe
progress has been made in negotiation, but how fastil
can and must be made’'if the world is to escape the per
ils of confrontation.

A time frame for negotlatlon‘can be set in relatio
to objective political and economic conditions in bott
the South and the North. Any time frame, howeve!
methodically it is calculated, will be destined to r¢
main notional until the most appropriate form .0
global negotiation has been found. The selective-grouf
of the CIEC has shown up as many ﬂaws as the mege




