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Unchanged preliminary materials


NAM Membership “114 countries (those listed in AR 1995, p. 386, plus Belarus and the Dominican Republic, minus Yugoslavia)”.


Change the preliminary materials as follows:


G77 Membership (end-’02) 133 developing countries, not including China, (those listed in AR 1996, p. 385, minus South Korea, plus Eritrea, Palau and Turkmenistan)”.


G-77 Chairman “President Hugo Chávez Frías (Venezuela)”. 


Change to the text below:


Where there is a reference to p. xxx, add in a cross reference to Bush’s State of the Union speech in the current AR volume 


Similarly, for the reference to p. yyy, cross reference discussion of Security Council Resolution 1441.





A Ministerial Meeting of the Co-ordinating Bureau of the Non-Aligned Movement was held on 29 April in Durban, South Africa, to prepare for the forthcoming thirteenth summit conference. Because the Jordanian government withdrew their offer to act as the host, the summit had to be postponed. However, an alternative offer from Malaysia for February 2003 was accepted. As a result, South Africa continued to hold the Chair of the Movement throughout 2002, beyond the normal three-year term.


	The predominant concern of the Bureau meeting was the deteriorating situation in the Middle East. They issued a special Declaration on Palestine expressing outrage at the Israeli military assault on Palestinian cities, particularly Jenin, and the siege of the Bethlehem church. As the conflict continued to wreck havoc on civilians on both sides, the Declaration called for “an end to the application of double standards”, with respect to “an Israeli culture of acting with impunity”. In response to the siege on President Arafat’s headquarters, the Bureau decided to send a delegation to visit him in Ramallah. Later, on 2 June, the South African foreign minister, Dr. Zuma, led a visit with five other ministers, who were flown in from Amman by helicopter, as an unusual and dramatic affirmation of solidarity with the Palestinians.


	The NAM collaborated with the Arab League at the UN, to mobilise support for the Palestinians. On 30 March, they obtained a Security Council resolution, which called for a cease-fire and the withdrawal of Israeli troops from Ramallah. When the Israeli government refused to collaborate with a UN fact-finding team to investigate events in Jenin, the Non-Aligned reconvened the UN General Assembly’s emergency special session on Palestine. On 7 May, it requested the Secretary-General to prepare a report on the events and convened again on 5 August, to receive the report. The Israelis emphasised there had been no systematic massacre of civilians in Jenin, while the Palestinians emphasised the documentation of Israeli violations of the Fourth Geneva Convention. A resolution tabled by the Non-Aligned was passed by a majority of 114 to 4. It demanded both immediate Israeli withdrawal from Palestinian towns and access for medical and humanitarian organisations. Terrorism by Palestinian groups was condemned indirectly by a general appeal for the safety of civilians and a demand for an end to violence and terror. The most positive development for the NAM was a surprise initiative by the United States. On 12 March, the Security Council affirmed “a vision of a region where two States, Israel and Palestine, live side by side”.


	In April, the term “axis of evil”, used by President Bush, was described by the Bureau as “a form of psychological and political terrorism” against the three NAM members (see p. xxx). They reviewed the “threats of aggression” and “affirmed their categorical rejection of assaulting Iraq”. In September, the NAM ministers in New York welcomed Iraq’s decision to allow the return of UN weapons inspectors. On 10 October, the South African’s requested a Security Council meeting to discuss their return. The NAM were concerned that elected members of the Council were being excluded from consultations by the permanent members. The resulting debate was an important contribution to the resolution in November (see p. yyy).


	The Bureau looked forward to the entry into force of the Rome Statute for the International Criminal Court. They were concerned to push forward the work on defining the crime of aggression, to bring it under the Court’s jurisdiction. The conviction in the Netherlands of a Libyan citizen for the destruction of the US airliner over Lockerbie, was rejected on the grounds that it was politically motivated, “without any valid legal grounds”. Extraordinary support was given to President Mugabe, in describing his re-election, as “the will of the people of Zimbabwe” and the land redistribution as “social justice”. This contradicted the endorsement of the New Partnership for Africa’s Development (NEPAD), which included African governments working with “with African civil society and people as a whole”. The previous year’s misgivings about the war in Afghanistan changed to acceptance of the political result and a desire to contribute to the reconstruction. The outcome of the Monterrey Financing for Development conference was welcomed, with great scepticism over the promises for increased aid. An appeal was made to ensure the entry into force of the Kyoto Protocol in 2002.


	The Group of 77 followed up one of the decisions of the South Summit (see AR 2000, p. 394), by holding a Conference on Science and Technology, in the United Arab Emirates in October. The priority questions were water and sanitation, biotechnology, and narrowing the digital divide. However, it seemed unlikely the decisions would be implemented, as no commitment of any financial or institutional resources was made to the ideas for joint ventures and information exchanges in the three key fields.


	The Non-Aligned Movement and the Group of 77 held their twenty-sixth annual meetings in New York on 18 and 19 September respectively. Both welcomed the endorsement of the NEPAD by a special meeting of the UN, earlier the same week. The NAM were encouraged by the positive developments in Africa, with the peace agreements covering the Congo, Rwanda and Angola. The G77 welcomed the decision of the World Summit for Sustainable Development to establish the World Solidarity Fund to contribute to the eradication  of poverty, but doubted the ability of the UN to fund its activities. The institutional weakness of the G77 was exposed by the absence of sustained follow-up to the South Summit and by the failure of 80% of its members to pay their contributions in full to their joint office in New York (see AR 2000, p. 394).  


	At the end of 2002, the Venezuelans handed the Chair of the Group of 77 to Morocco for 2003. During the year, the size of the G77 increased to 134 members, when Palau was admitted at the New York meeting. The strong relations between the developing countries and the Group of 8 industrialised countries that had been developed in Tokyo in 2000 were not repeated in 2001 or 2002 (see AR 2000, pp. 394-5).
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