ountrles countrles However those kcountrles SN
pr pared to concede anythmg Aﬂ:er much o

Jo There ‘was, however a very nnportant differ-
encv While most of the crucial meetings in the global
tions were restncted toa very small number of

part1c1pants the meetmgs for the international devel- -

opment strategy were opened to all countries. Since the
ints of contention in éach set of negotiations were
ite different, it is diffictilt to say whether the negoti-
ing method used was a factor in the results achieved.
The fact' remains that for the international develop-

ment strategy, the spokesman for the Group of 77 was

rrounded by many representatives of his group who
_ generously gave him him advice. This enabled him to
‘obtain-continuous support from this group in the evolv-
ing discussions. In the restricted meetings of the global
negotiations, the Group of 77 spokesman was very of-
~ ten the only one of his group that was present and this
may have led him to take more rigid positions that
would have otherwise been the case.

“Therole played by the countries of Eastern Europe
and the Soviet Union at the Special Session was virtu-
. ally nil. They maintained the position they have devel-
oped over the years for their lack of involvement in the

: j'-‘1\_3I(')11‘t1r'1-’S,oud:h dialogue and for the extremely low per-

jt:ehtage of ‘GNP going to ODA which they explain
~ along the followmg lines: The main responsibility for

" the provision of ODA lies with the Western industrial-

,- ""_ﬁ’zlzed countries as colonial powers; (b) they continue to
S ‘exploit them through the brain drain, the repatriation
- of profits accruing to companies investing there, etc; (¢)
. .they are their main trading partners and profit from it.
These arguments no longer impress the developing
7 ‘countries and they try, albeit to no-avail, to have the

- socialist countries change their posture. As the North-

South dlalogue goes on, it can be expected that devel-
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mlttee Prospects for an 1mproved performance are

promising. This is unfortunate as the consequence
*. that record -affect not only the United States but

Western world generally Even with a IOW percent

- of its GNP going to Ofﬁmal Development Assista
the United States. remains the main’ aid donor in 3
Tute terms and thlS coupled Wlth its superpower st

givesit a very important 3 rol mongst the Western

o \_dustnahzed countries:. 7

- Thisrole is not, however as posﬂ;we as it could
Many 1ndustr1ahzed cou:atrles would like “to m
faster in the North-South dia ogue: and “for insta

~ would accept more meanmgful changes in the inte

tional financial institutions. The United States h
ever, has a vu'tual veto power on what ’rhese coun
would like to do. In using that veto and in takmg a
erally hard line in the North- South dialogue,
United States has become one of the least respon
countries of the Western World to the demands o
developing countries. By the same token, ‘they do
provide the type of leadershlp that other Westem ¢
tries would hke 1t to play 1 t

Stagnant econormes

The Special Session proved that rapld progre
the North-South dialogue cannot be expected.
time of stagnant economic activity in the countri
the Western world it is very difficult for these ¢
tries to make the extra efforts required to solve p
lems that are nevertheless enormous in their m
tude. However, even when economic conditions
improving, the process of change will continue t
slow because the methods used to negotiate are i
conducive to rapid results. New methods are req
and the forthcoming North-South mini-Summit, due
take place early this summer, may provide the begt
ning of a solution. Much goodwill shall be: Tequi
from all sides, though, to make any meanmgful bres

- through.

 As will have been noted the difficulties enco
tered at the Special Session-were mostly of a pr
dural nature. When the substance of the subjects is?
dressed and important interests are at stake,
discussions promise to be very long and arduous
deed. » S




