A Consolidated File of the Annual Reviews of Events Concerning the Non-Aligned and �the Group of Seventy Seven, covering the Years 2006-2011.


The Non-Aligned Movement and 	 �Developing Countries in 2006


Prepared by Peter Willetts for the Annual Register, Vol. 248.


Change the preliminary materials as follows:


NAM Membership 118 countries .


NAM Acting Chair from September 2006, Raúl Castro


G77 Membership (end 2006) 130 countries, not including China and excluding Palau.


G-77 Chair for 2006 South Africa.


The fourteenth Conference of Heads of State or Government of the Non-Aligned Movement (NAM) was held in Havana, Cuba. It opened on 11 September 2006 at the level of Senior Officials, moved to the level of foreign ministers after two days and to the summit level on 15-16 September. It had been assumed that President Fidel Castro would chair the summit, but he was too weak after surgery in July and his brother Raúl Castro took the chair. Much of the work of the summit was prepared by a Ministerial Meeting of the Co-ordinating Bureau in Putrajaya, Malaysia, on 27-30 May 2006. The membership of the NAM increased from the previous summit in February 2003, with the addition of Antigua and Barbuda, and Dominica at the Bureau meeting and St Kitts and Nevis, and Haiti at the Havana summit. Because Cyprus and Malta had left the NAM on joining the EU, in May 2004, the net increase was from a total of 116 to 118 countries.


	The recent hostilities in the Lebanon (see p. xxx) were of major concern at the summit. The Movement clearly took sides with “strong condemnation of the relentless Israeli aggression” and support for the “heroic resistance” of the people of Lebanon, but Hezbollah was not directly mentioned. The NAM “rejected the collective punishment of the Palestinian people” for the election of Hamas in January 2006 and there was intense anger at Israeli military action in Gaza in mid-2006. Nevertheless, both the Bureau meeting and the summit endorsed “the establishment of the independent state of Palestine in all of the Palestinian Territory occupied by Israel in 1967”. This was their most significant support for a “two-state solution”, because the Non-Aligned had never before accepted Israel’s borders.


  Despite the deep hostility to the US-led invasion of Iraq in 2003, the summit expressed strong support for the new government of Iraq, resulting from the December 2005 elections. There was no suggestion of any willingness to condone the attacks on Coalition forces in Iraq. Instead, all acts of terrorism and “sectarian sedition” in Iraq were condemned and there was an appeal to Iran and Syria to assist the Iraqi government to defeat terrorism. Equally the absence of sympathy for Islamic fundamentalist movements showed in the absence of any mention of Ethiopian intervention in Somalia and full support for the beleaguered Somali government (see p. yyy). Furthermore, in the section on Afghanistan, the former Taliban cadres were described as “terrorist groups” and Pakistan was implicitly criticised for the “protection and shelter” that the Taliban receive. 


	Many points in the summit’s declaration expressed implied hostility towards the United States and this became explicit in support for the governments of Syria, Cuba and Venezuela, in resisting US pressure upon them. However, a special statement on “Iran’s Nuclear Issue” was notable for the absence of any direct criticisms of US policy towards Iran and for failure to support the Iranian government, except to warn against “any attack”. In addition, the NAM insisted that all safeguards and verification questions should be resolved within the IAEA framework, a position that could be interpreted as being equally critical of both the US and Iran.


	The Havana summit was the first summit of the Non-Aligned not to issue a detailed analysis of the problems of globalisation, development, international finance and the burden of debt. None of the specific proposals from the Cuban government for co-operation on illiteracy, on training health personnel or on a project planning agency were endorsed. There was “serious concern” over the breakdown in the WTO negotiations in July 2006 and developed countries were blamed for failing to demonstrate “flexibility and political will”. Tensions arose within the NAM between oil producing and oil importing countries over the steady increase in the price of oil from early 2004, but this was papered over by agreement on the need for “greater stability and predictability” in the market. The publication of the World Investment Report 2006 showed that South-South co-operation was beginning to bear fruit in a significant manner in the private sector, with transnational corporations being based in 87 developing countries and their cross-border activities being primarily in the local region.


	The developing countries, operating through the G77 caucus at the United Nations came into an unprecedented high level of conflict with both the developed countries and the Secretary-General over the question of management reform for the UN Secretariat. In May 2006, they forced through a General Assembly resolution, using their voting majority to insist that all budgetary, procurement, personnel and management policy decisions of the Secretary-General were subject to approval by the General Assembly. Three weeks later, a Special Ministerial Meeting of the G77 in Malaysia, devoted solely to this subject, reviewed the outcome and rededicated themselves to the UN as an effective development institution. The NAM summit in September also endorsed a wide-ranging critique of the UN reform process. While the Movement met with success in their call for a successor to Kofi Annan, as UN Secretary-General, to be from an Asian country, they failed in their argument that the General Assembly rather than the Security Council should take the lead in the selection process.


	The NAM summit agreed that the next summit in 2009 would be hosted by Egypt. Radio Havana reported it had been agreed to set up a Support Unit in New York, aimed at overcoming the lack of a Secretariat, but they were over optimistic on this perennial question, as the question had only been referred forward for further discussion. In June 2006, the NAM News Network, an Internet news service was formally launched in Malaysia, with news organisations from 35 Non-Aligned countries as the initial contributors. The leaders of the land-locked developing countries took the opportunity of their meeting in Havana to hold their first summit meeting on the day before the NAM summit started. At the end of 2006, South Africa handed the Chair of the Group of 77 to Pakistan for 2007.
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The Non-Aligned Movement and 	 �Developing Countries, in 2007


Prepared by Peter Willetts for the Annual Register, Vol. 249.


NAM Membership 118 countries – no change.


NAM Acting Chair from September 2006, Raúl Castro  –  no change.


G77 Membership (end 2007) 129 developing countries, not including China,  �– definite loss of Romania January 2007 and probably Palau circa June 2006.


G77 Chair for 2007 Pakistan and for 2008 Antigua and Barbuda.


As is standard practice in the triennial cycle of activities of the Non-Aligned Movement, there were no high-level conferences in the first year following the Movement’s summit in Havana (see AR Vol. 248, pp. 396-8). Nevertheless, the Cubans took a vigorous approach to their leadership role as the new Chair of the NAM and significantly increased the level of activities within the UN system. The main events during the year were the annual ministerial meetings of the NAM and of the Group of 77 in New York and a special NAM Ministerial Meeting on Human Rights and Cultural Diversity held in Tehran on 3-4 September 2007.


	The Co�ordinating Bureau of the NAM met more frequently under Cuban leadership not just in New York, but also in Geneva, Vienna, The Hague and Paris. At the UN headquarters in New York, they were mainly concerned with the deteriorating situation in Palestine, condemning the impact of the Israeli “network of hundreds of checkpoints” some of which had become “similar to permanent border crossings”  in the middle of the West Bank. However, in June, they were hesitant in deciding how to respond to the fighting between Hamas and Fatah supporters in Gaza. Eventually, on 14 July, they called for a “dialogue among Palestinians to achieve national reconciliation”. Later, on 25 September, the NAM Committee on Palestine came down in favour of President Abbas and “condemned the criminal actions” of Hamas in June. Israeli action in blockading Gaza was described as a “cruel decision” that amounted to “collective punishment”. 


	The Bureau started to work in Geneva and initially concentrated on defining the procedures for the Human Rights Council. They were pleased to establish that the new Universal Periodic Review Mechanism would be bound by a standard process for reviewing the human rights record of all countries in the form of an interactive dialogue rather than selective processes of condemnation of particular countries. As some of the NAM and other members of the Council were motivated by a desire to prevent criticism of their human rights record, it remained unclear whether the UPRs would be too constrained to be effective or would be such an example of due process that critical reports would have high legitimacy. The Bureau also succeeded in placing human rights violations in Palestine as the only specific situation to become a permanent item on the agenda of the Council. 


	The curious nature of the relationship between the NAM as a forum for political initiatives and the G77 as a caucus within the UN was highlighted by the switch from use of the G77 in 2006 to use of the Joint Co�ordinating Committee of the G77 and the NAM in 2007, as the platform for expressing developing country views on UN reform. Overall, during the prolonged UN consultations on the report of the Panel on System-Wide Coherence (AR Vol. 248, pp. 363-4), the JCC expressed hostility to recommendations for merging UN bodies, intense suspicion of vaguely worded proposals and fears that UN One-Country Programmes would challenge the sovereignty of developing countries. In particular, moves to integrate environment and human rights questions in development work might introduce new IMF-type conditionalities. The key proposal at the centre of the Panel’s report was that a new Sustainable Development Board should have been established by September 2007, but the JCC successfully blocked any more than requesting the UN Secretariat to produce a “concept paper” on governance reform.


	The Tehran meeting endorsed the Iranian government’s desire to attack the “clash of civilisations” thesis and implicitly rejected the identification of Islam with terrorism. It emphasised the importance of universal human rights, promotion of tolerance, prevention of cultural homogenisation and respect for cultural diversity. There were calls for this agenda to be promoted in each country’s educational system, through the media, via tourism and by global inter-cultural dialogue. However, there was little mention of religious intolerance and no direct mention of Islamophobia, anti-semitism or doctrines of apostasy. The ministers decided to establish a NAM Centre for Human Rights and Cultural Diversity in Tehran to enhance dialogue among the Non-Aligned member countries. The opening session provided a curious juxtaposition of President Ahmadinejad’s speech being followed by speeches from Louise Arbour, the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, and Pierre Sané, who had served as Amnesty International’s Secretary-General in the 1990s. Despite meeting in such an anti-Western country, there was an assertion of the universality of human rights that would have been unacceptable to the Movement in the early 1990s.


	The annual meeting of the NAM foreign ministers was downgraded in status to a meeting of the Bureau. It abandoned the practice of producing a general political declaration and focused on “concrete measures” to reinforce joint action. However, the weakness of the Movement’s institutions was shown by the continuing failure of the NAM Caucus in the Security Council to co-ordinate with or report to the Bureau. The 31st annual meeting of the G77 foreign ministers repeated long-standing positions on development diplomacy. Despite the range of UN activities on climate change in 2007, they gave minimal attention to the subject and treated it solely as an additional basis to claim aid rather than as an impending development crisis. The G77 ministers attempted to revive moribund UN activity on South-South co�operation by asking for UNDP to provide more staffing for its Special Unit and by pushing for a special UN conference on the topic.


	At the end of 2007, Pakistan handed the Chair of the Group of 77 to Antigua and Barbuda for 2008. The number of members of the G77 (not counting China, which regularly endorses G77 positions) went down from 131 to 130, because Romania left the Group upon accession to the European Union in January 2007. The membership of the NAM did not change in 2007. It was agreed that the next inter-summit Conference of Foreign Ministers of the NAM would be held in Tehran, Iran, in 2008 and the fifteenth summit would be held in Sharm El-Sheikh, Egypt, in September 2009.
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The Non-Aligned Movement and 	 �Developing Countries, in 2008


Prepared by Peter Willetts for the Annual Register, Vol. 250.


NAM Membership 118 countries – no change in 2008.


NAM Acting Chair from September 2006, Raúl Castro  –  no change in 2008.


G77 Membership 129 developing countries, not including China  –  no change in 2008.


G77 Chair for 2008 Antigua and Barbuda and for 2009 it is Sudan.


The triennial Conference of Foreign Ministers of the Non-Aligned Movement met in Tehran, on 29-30 July 2008, to review the international situation and to prepare for the fifteenth summit conference due in 2009. The thirty-second annual meeting of the Group of 77 in New York was held on 26 September 2008, at the start of the UN General Assembly session. There was also a series of more specialist NAM ministerial meetings during the year. For the first time for 32 years the NAM did not hold its annual foreign ministers meeting at the UN. However, various NAM working groups did continue to sponsor draft resolutions in the Assembly on a wide range of topics.


	In July, at the NAM conference there was, surprisingly, no sense of a global financial crisis which would affect developing countries. The over-riding concern was with dramatic increases in food prices, particularly wheat and maize, which had reached record highs. By the September G-77 meeting, when the US sub-prime crisis was at its most dramatic, consideration of development was dominated by the challenge of “multiple inter-related and mutually reinforcing crises, including a global food crisis, a financial crisis, an energy crisis, a climate crisis and environment crisis as well as a crisis of confidence in some international institutions”. However, it was not until the end of the year, when wheat and maize prices had sharply declined, that the developing countries were significantly engaged with the financial crisis. At the Doha conference, organised by the UN in December to follow-up the implementation of the March 2002 Monterrey Consensus on Financing for Development, the G-77 chair spoke of “clear and present dangers”. [The G-77 were pleased to obtain an agreement for the UN to convene [in contrast to a call at Tehran for a special meeting of the General Assembly on poverty eradication (para. 50.5)] a “conference on the world financial and economic crisis and its impact on development” in 2009.] The economic upheavals radicalised the developing countries and the G-77 ended the year by pushing through the UN a re-affirmation of the 1970s “New International Economic Order”. Only the USA voted against the resolution, but virtually all Northern countries abstained (a vote of 123 in favour to 1 against, with 52 abstentions, 19 December 2008, A/RES/63/224). The G-77 also for the first time tabled a resolution on “middle-income developing countries”, recognising they still faced challenges in the area of poverty eradication. There was a significant change in NAM and G-77 attitudes to climate change: fears were expressed of the risks for developing countries.


	At the NAM conference in Tehran, at the G-77 meeting New York and again in Doha, strong emphasis was placed on the desire to reform the international financial institutions, to give a greater voice to developing countries. Neither the changes in the membership and votes in Executive Board of the IMF adopted in April nor the increased role given to the G-20 rather than the G-8 were regarded as more than “modest efforts” or as the G-77 chair put it a “a nod in the right direction”


	The NAM were pleased by their ability to take much of the sting out of the assessment of each country’s human rights record under the Universal Periodic Review mechanism of the Human Rights Council, by the adoption of a standard bland formal conclusion for each of the first batch of reports in 2008. At Tehran, their next target was to end the Assembly’s continued practice of adopting resolutions criticising the record of individual countries. There was also an implied threat to the work of human rights NGOs in the call to “review modalities, in order to streamline their activities”. On 10 December, the Co�ordinating Bureau of the NAM operating in New York issued a declaration to commemorate the sixtieth anniversary of the adoption of the Universal Declaration on Human Rights. They expressed a strong commitment to human rights, emphasising the right to development, but negated this by asserting respect for sovereignty.


	The question of Palestine continued to be a priority for the NAM, but they were frustrated when in September the UN Security Council refused to allow the Cuban representative to speak on behalf of the Movement, during a debate on Israel settlements in Palestine. [They protested at the Council’s “lack of transparency” and confirmed the NAM’s calls for “an urgent, thorough reform of that body, including its methods of work”.] At the end of November, the Bureau expressed great concern at the situation in Gaza, well before the war had started. They referred to “the deteriorating situation on the ground”, “Israel’s continued use of force against the Palestinian civilian population” and the humanitarian crisis caused by the “inhumane closure and siege of Gaza”. They showed prescience in saying “the current transitional period is a fragile period”. In December, as soon as the Israeli bombing of Gaza started, the Bureau met again to condemn Israeli military aggression and to call upon the Security Council to act urgently.


	The Seventh Conference of Ministers of Information of the Non-Aligned Countries (COMINAC-VII) was held in Venezuela, 2-4 July 2008, but only 64 of the 188 governments were represented. There was much rhetoric, challenging the “lopsided information”, “media terrorism” and “orchestrated smear campaigns” in the Western media and asserting the need to redress imbalances in information flows. However, endorsement of pluralistic and professional media was negated by agreement to “encourage private practitioners to complement the information and communication efforts of government agencies within the context of social responsibility”. Responsibility for co�operation on these questions for the following three years was handed over from the Malaysians, the host of the previous conference in 2005, to the Venezuelans. Despite this, it was agreed the Non-Aligned News Network would continue to be based in Kuala Lumpur. The Venezuelans were tasked with preparing a list of all developing country institutions that might contribute to South-South flows of information. As a contribution to lessening the disparities between different countries, the Malaysians offered to provide training in media studies.


	During the year there were also NAM ministerial meetings in Geneva on health in May and on labour questions in June and a Co-ordination Committee on Economic Co�operation in June in Côte d’Ivoire. There was preliminary discussion on holding a Third South Summit in Africa in 2010. At the end of 2008, Antigua and Barbuda handed the Chair of the Group of 77 to Sudan for 2009. There was no change in the membership of either the G-77 or the NAM in 2008.
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The Non-Aligned Movement and 	 �Developing Countries, in 2009


Prepared by Peter Willetts for the Annual Register, Vol. 251.


NAM Membership 118 countries, the same as in 2006.


NAM Acting Chair from September 2006 until July 2009, Raúl Castro


NAM Chair from July 2009, President Mohamed Hosni Mubarak.


G77 Membership 129 developing countries, not including China  –  no change in 2009.


G77 Chair for 2009 Sudan and for 2010 it is Yemen.


The fifteenth Conference of Heads of State or Government of the Non-Aligned Movement (NAM) was held in Sharm El-Sheikh, Egypt. It opened on 11 July 2009 at the level of Senior Officials, moved to the level of foreign ministers after two days and to the summit level on 15-16 July. Much of the work of the summit was prepared by a Ministerial Meeting of the Co-ordinating Bureau in Havana, Cuba, on 27-30 April. A total of 108 countries attended the summit, while ten of the smaller members of the Movement were unrepresented. The thirty-third annual meeting of the Group of 77 ministers was held in New York on 25 September 2009.


	Having been late in responding to the global financial crisis (see Vol. 250, p. 421), the developing countries were highly concerned with its effects throughout 2009. They obtained agreement to hold a high-level UN conference in June, to focus on measures to mitigate the impact of the dramatic reductions in trade and investment on development. Prior to this the NAM Bureau had adopted a “Special Declaration”, which asserted that policy-making “should not be geared at preserving the serious flaws of the present international economic architecture”. However, in June they only obtain more modest commitments on “reforming and strengthening the international financial and economic system and architecture”. The G77 in September argued for the UN rather than the Group of 20 or the Bretton Woods institutions to assume a “central and pro-active role” on international economic issues. They expressed their disappointment “over the lack of concrete measures or time-bound commitments to meet specific needs” relating to development, adopted by the UN conference.


	When the UN Security Council delayed reacting to the Israeli attack upon Gaza (see p.***), some of the more radical members of the NAM responded on 7 January by requesting the resumption of the General Assembly’s Tenth Emergency Special Session. Because the Security Council, on the next day, called for an immediate cease-fire, the Assembly session was postponed for a week. The Movement was deeply split with a small group insisting there must be language to condemn Israel’s “massive use of military force” and refusing to agree that “Palestinian and Israeli civilian populations must be protected”. The Palestinians and the Egyptians successfully negotiated a compromise text with the European Union. However, the radicals refused to join the consensus, despite an emotional speech by the Palestinian delegate “to isolate Israel and not give it the gift of splitting the General Assembly over issues of who is more devoted to the Palestinian people and who is not”. The Cubans, conscious of their role of promoting the unity of the Non-Aligned, voted with the radicals on a procedural question, but with the Palestinians on the resolution. Such a split on this issue was totally unprecedented for the Movement. A long Declaration on Palestine, which was more radical in tone, was adopted by the Bureau in Havana and endorsed by the summit.


	Support was expressed, in Havana, for the new alignment of nationalist reforming governments in Latin America, by welcoming the constitutional changes in Bolivia, Ecuador and Venezuela and endorsing the development of the radical Bolivarian Alliance for the People of America (ALBA). There were inter-regional summits of these Latin American regimes with Arab countries in Qatar in March and with twenty African countries in Venezuela in September. During the latter summit, Venezuela also signed agreements on creating joint mining ventures with Sierra Leone, Mali, Namibia, Niger, and Mauritania. The NAM summit condemned the overthrow of President Zelaya of Honduras and threats to the life of President Chavez of Venezuela. In September 2009, the presidents of seven South American governments (Argentina, Brazil, Bolivia, Ecuador, Paraguay, Uruguay and Venezuela) ended more than two years of negotiations and formally signed the Articles of Agreement of the Bank of the South. They pledged seven billion dollars as its initial capital. This Bank had first been proposed by President Chavez in 2006, in order to have an international financial institution free from IMF and World Bank conditionalities.


	Kenya hosted the UN Conference on South-South Co-operation in December. The conference did not generate any new practical ideas. Its main purpose was for the developing countries to ensure the continued existence and funding of the Special Unit for South-South Co-operation, hosted by the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP). This was achieved when the General Assembly endorsed the conference Outcome Document.


	The NAM summit issued a special declaration requesting the UN to designate 18 July as Nelson Mandela International Day, in recognition of Mandela’s contribution to democracy, race relations, protection of human rights and conflict resolution. In December, the General Assembly responded by inviting all UN bodies, governments and NGOs to observe the day each year.


	Following standard practice, President Hosni Mubarak took over the chair of the NAM from President Raúl Castro of Cuba at the end of the summit and the Egyptian Foreign Ministry assumed responsibility for organising all NAM meetings until the next summit, due in 2012. A NAM Ministerial Meeting on the Advancement of Women was held in Guatemala, in January; the Ministers of Health met in May; the Ministers of Labour met in June; and the NAM group in New York pushed in May for an action plan to combat trafficking in people.  The G77 held a Ministerial Forum on Water in Oman, in February.


	The G77 showed greatly increased concern with environmental questions. They welcomed the Indonesian initiative to protect the Coral Triangle in the South-West Pacific; supported the plan for South-South co�operation on biodiversity and made a marked shift towards recognition of the need for forest conservation. While the G77 as a whole called for strengthening of the UN Convention against Corruption, some key developing countries joined China and Russia in blocking progress during a review of the convention at Doha in November. Following the abolition in 2008 of the annual meetings of the NAM in New York, the G77 in 2009 started to deal with a wider range of questions, including the Middle East conflicts, landmines, UN financial assessments, UN peace-keeping and management of the UN Secretariat. At the end of 2009, Sudan handed the Chair of the Group of 77 to Yemen for 2010.


File Home  –  C:\ANNREG\PASTTEXT\AR09FULL.DOC,  3 March 2010





The Non-Aligned Movement and 	 �Developing Countries, in 2010


Prepared by Peter Willetts for the Annual Register, Vol. 252.


NAM Membership 118 countries, the same as in 2006.


NAM Chair from July 2009, President Mohamed Hosni Mubarak – no change.


G77 Membership 130 developing countries – Tajikistan joined.	�You should now delete Palau from the membership list. 	�[Non-authoritative websites variously describe Palau as leaving in 2004 or 2006. The official site for a G77 meeting in 2005, includes Palau in its list of members. An Indonesian government site specifically mentions Palau as a member in 2010. On balance, I now believe Palau withdrew in 2006, but have used more cautious wording at the end.]


G77 Chair for 2010 was Yemen and for 2011 it is Argentina.


In accordance with the triennial cycle of meetings, no summits or conferences of foreign ministers of either the Non-Aligned Movement or the Group of 77 occurred in 2010, but the two groups remained highly active in the United Nations system. A special ministerial meeting of the NAM on “Interfaith Dialogue and Co-operation for Peace and Development” had originally been planned for December 2009, in Manila. At the request of the Philippine government it was postponed until 16-18 March 2010, because of severe flooding in September 2009.


	The Philippine government had long taken the lead in both the UN and the NAM to promote interfaith dialogue. This was a reflection of the importance of such dialogue within their domestic politics, notably through the Bishops-Ulama Conference. The outcome of the Manila meeting was highly influenced by their role in the chair. It was notable for rejection of the “Asian values” argument against the universality of human rights. The appeal for mutual respect, tolerance and dialogue between religions was firmly located within support for democratic values. The most significant practical point was the assertion of the rights of migrants to be free from discrimination, hostility and xenophobia. Only limited indirect references were made to Islamophobia and lack of respect for Islam within Western societies, in the form of calls to “combat defamation of religions”. No position was taken about the rise of fundamentalism within all the global religions. However, fundamentalism was implicitly rejected in the calls for “respect for freedom of religion or belief”. Both Islamophobia and fundamentalism would be addressed by the proposed international human rights convention on the elimination of religious intolerance.


	The Group of 77 held their thirty-fourth annual meeting of foreign ministers in New York on 29 September 2010. Now that most of the goals of developing countries have been endorsed in a declaratory format by the UN, the main focus was on establishing follow-up mechanisms to monitor and review the implementation of commitments. In response to the financial crisis, the G77 asserted the need for global standards for regulation and supervision of financial markets, so that companies could not move to the countries with the weakest controls. At the UN Summit on the Millennium Development Goals, in the previous week, the emphasis was on Goal 8, the strengthening of a “Global Partnership”, especially by reform of the trading and financial systems and reducing developing country debt.


	At the end of 2009, divisions had become public between G77 members from the major economies and oil-producing countries and G77 members vulnerable to climate change, (small island states and Africa countries subject to desertification), (see AR 2010, pp. 458-61). The larger countries dominated the smaller countries at the G77 annual meeting by laying the main responsibility for addressing climate change on the developed countries. Nevertheless, Qatar was denied endorsement of its offer to host the UN’s eighteenth session of the conference of the parties to the Climate Change Convention, due in 2012. The campaign to have the Caribbean Sea designated as a “special area” for conservation was endorsed, but made limited progress in the UN, due to the problems in defining the legal meaning of a “special area”.


	A forum on South-South co-operation on biodiversity was convened at Nagoya, Japan, in October 2010, by the G77 in co-operation with the Secretariat of the Convention on Biodiversity (CBD), immediately prior to the tenth session of the parties to the convention. For the first time, the G77 met as a daily caucus at this session. They achieved endorsement of an action plan, with administrative support from the CBD and financial support from the Global Environment Facility, to promote a South-South programme on biodiversity, especially exchange of scientific knowledge, collaborative research and joint projects to sustain cross-border ecosystems. The importance of this work was highlighted by research establishing that the poorest people in developing countries depended for 57% of their income on the “ecosystem services provided for free by biodiversity”.


	The G77 argued during UN consultations in March 2010 about the future of the Internet Governance Forum that the UN should have a stronger policy-making role and that “enhanced co-operation” should result in a greater voice for developing country governments. However, minimal progress towards this goal was achieved in the Economic and Social Council in July 2010 and the matter was not addressed, as the G77 had suggested, by the General Assembly. 


	The Group of 24, the financial sub-group of the G77, on 22 April 2010, welcomed the push that the economic crisis had given to the reform of the IMF and the World Bank and called for shift of 7% in quota shares from developed to developing countries. Despite a move in this direction being approved in both institutions in the April meetings, the G24 regarded the change as insufficient. At the end of the year, another prime goal, the allocation of  three seats to Africa on the IMF’s Executive Board had still not been achieved.


	The number of countries in the NAM remained at 118 in 2010. However, following the suspension of Fiji from the Commonwealth in September 2009, the government changed its foreign policy orientation, by deciding in February 2010 to seek membership of the NAM. The Egyptians announced, in late December, that the Co-ordinating Bureau had recommended the next ministerial meeting, due in May 2011 in Indonesia, to approve Fiji’s application. Despite the fact that Serbia is not a member of the Movement, the Co-ordinating Bureau agreed to hold a meeting in Belgrade in September 2011, to celebrate the fiftieth anniversary of the first conference of Non-Aligned countries.


	At the end of 2010, Yemen handed the Chair of the Group of 77 to Argentina for 2011. At the September annual meeting, Tajikistan joined the G-77, increasing the size of the group to 130 members, excluding China and not counting Palau, which had ceased to be an active member for several years. It was agreed that a third South Summit would be held in Libya, in September 2011.





On 7 May 2010, Chile joined the OECD, but remained a member of the G-77 – Keesings, Dec 2010, p. 50212 – not reported in Ann Reg covering 2010 – still a member on the G77 website in 2012.
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The Non-Aligned Movement and 	 �Developing Countries, in 2011


Prepared by Peter Willetts for the Annual Register, Vol. 253.


NAM Membership 120 countries, the 118 countries listed for 2010, plus Azerbaijan and Fiji.


NAM Chair from July 2009 was President Mohamed Hosni Mubarak – since February 2011, the Acting President of Egypt, Mohamed Hussein Tantawi, has nominally held the role of the NAM Chair, but has not been active. 


G77 Membership 131 developing countries, the 130 countries listed for 2010, plus Nauru.


G77 Chair for 2011 was Argentina and for 2012 it is Algeria.


The regular triennial conference of foreign ministers of the Non-Aligned Movement took place in Bali, Indonesia, 23-27 May 2011. Events were held during the year in Bali, Belgrade and New York to commemorate the fiftieth anniversary of the first NAM summit in September 1961 (AR Vol. 203, Penguin Edition, pp. 136-7). The Group of 77 held their thirty-fifth annual ministerial meeting at the UN on 23 September 2011.


	In general, the NAM were silent on the “Arab Spring”. However, at the Bali conference, they did take the unusual step of making negative comments about the internal politics of a member country. They expressed “deep concern” about the situation in  Libya, calling for “a complete end to violence and all attacks against, and abuses of, civilians”.


	The Palestinians were in a much stronger political position than in previous years. They had recently re-established unity with the signing by all Palestinian political factions of a reconciliation agreement in Cairo on 4 May. In addition, due to a campaign launched in August 2009, there had been an expansion of the number of countries recognising the Palestinian Authority as a state. At Bali, in a special “Declaration on Palestine”, the Non-Aligned endorsed the goal of the admission of Palestine as a member of the United Nations “as soon as possible”.  Nevertheless, on 31 October, when UNESCO decided to admit Palestine, only 81 of the 119 NAM members voted in favour.


	Anti-colonialism still continued as a current issue on the agenda of the Non-Aligned, albeit for small territories. The Bali conference objected to the British decision to suspend the constitution of the Turks and Caicos Islands and to postpone elections. In addition, after Mayotte had changed its status on 31 March to that of a French Overseas Department, the NAM ministers insisted the island remained under the sovereignty of Comoros. Argentina was able to exploit its position as Chair of the G77 to gain their endorsement of a call for Britain to “resume negotiations … to find … a peaceful solution to the sovereignty dispute” relating to the “Malvinas Islands”.


	The developing countries were pleased that the theme chosen for the UN General Assembly’s 65th Session was reinstating the Assembly “at the centre of global governance”. While larger developing countries had been incorporated in the Group of 20 (G20) global economic policy forum, smaller countries felt excluded. Both the NAM and the G77 ministerial meetings affirmed the role of the UN in global economic governance, because it was the “only global body with universal membership and unquestioned legitimacy”. The Non-Aligned also had a range of more specific proposals. They pressed for better staffing and more office space to strengthen the role of the President of the Assembly. They argued for the Assembly to have greater authority over the Secretariat, especially on budgetary questions, on “the development of concepts, policies and strategies” for peace-keeping operations and on the election of the Secretary-General. On the review of the first five year’s work of the Human Rights Council, the approach was very different. The NAM did not want a strengthened Council. They defended the weak processes for considering each country’s human rights record under the Universal Periodic Review and objected to the Assembly having its own country-specific resolutions. They rejected discussion of “issues related to the reform of the Council such as its composition, geographical distribution of its membership, and membership criteria”.


	The Group of 77 in New York focused on denying the prevailing optimism in the media that the worst of the global financial crisis was over. While growth had been resilient in some developing countries, the majority still faced “numerous shared and common problems”. They were worried that the continuing crisis, in its “second wave”, would result in past commitments on development and climate change not being met. Indeed, in order to “bridge the gap between policy-making and implementation of commitments”, the G77 proposed the establishment within the UN of a Financing for Development Commission.  Similarly, both the NAM and the G77 rejected moves to reduce payments from developed countries to the UN’s budget by increasing developing country contributions: “the core elements of the current methodology” for the scale of assessments were “not negotiable”.


	Shifts in emphasis within the G77 over concerns about climate change continued to occur. In 2011, the G77 showed significantly greater concern about the multiple threats presented to developing countries by climate change (compare AR Vol. 249, p. 404; Vol. 251, p. 421; Vol. 252, p. 413). Even some of the major oil producers were concerned about the increased impact of sand storms in the Middle East. There was increased concern for loss of marine biodiversity and the G77 called for the creation of a legal regime to cover conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity in the high seas, beyond national jurisdictions.


	In September 2010, an offer by Libya to host a third South Summit had been accepted, but in mid-2011 the summit was officially postponed. Problems over the third summit and domestic political upheavals in Egypt, the NAM chair, reduced the number of South-South initiatives in 2010-2011. Nevertheless, the Consortium on Science, Technology and Innovation for the South (COSTIS) was launched by the G77, in order to pool expertise on science-based economic development. A meeting of the NAM Ministers of Health did go ahead in May on the margins of the World Health Assembly and a South-South Development Expo focusing on food security was held in Rome in December. However, a Ministerial Meeting on the Advancement of Women due to be held in Qatar in November was postponed until February 2012. 


	The number of countries in the NAM increased in 2011 from 118 to 120 (including Palestine), when Azerbaijan and Fiji (see AR 2011, p. 414) were admitted as full members in Bali. At the September annual meeting of the Group of 77, Nauru joined the Group, increasing its size to 131 members, excluding China. At the end of 2011, Argentina handed the Chair of the Group to Algeria for 2011.
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