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Change the preliminary materials as follows:


NAM Membership “116 countries (those listed in AR 1995, p. 386, plus Belarus, the Dominican Republic, St Vincent and the Grenadines, and Timor Leste, minus Yugoslavia)”.


G77 Membership (end-’03) 133 developing countries, not including China, (those listed in AR 1996, p. 385, minus South Korea and Yugoslavia, plus Eritrea, Palau, Timor Leste and Turkmenistan).


G-77 Chairman for 2003 King Mohammed VI (Morocco).





The thirteenth Conference of Heads of State or Government of the Non-Aligned Movement that had been due in 2001 was finally held in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia, on 24-25 February 2003, preceded by preparatory meetings of officials on 20-21 February and of ministers on 22 February. A total of 105 countries were represented, while eleven members of the Movement (five from the Caribbean, two from Latin America and four from Africa) were unable to attend. On 26 September, the annual meeting of Foreign Ministers took place at the UN in New York. The membership of the NAM continued to grow, with Timor Leste and St Vincent and the Grenadines joining at the summit, bringing the total to 116 countries.


	The summit was dominated by the Iraq crisis and it issued a special statement, to express “grave concern” about “the precarious and rapidly deteriorating situation arising from the looming threat of war against Iraq”. In light of the global demonstrations on 15 February, they recognised “the concerns expressed by millions in our countries, as well as in other parts of the world, who reject war and believe, like we do, that war against Iraq will be a destabilising factor for the whole region”. While the summit was taking place, there were intense consultations at the UN in New York, on the US-UK proposal for a “second resolution” of the Security Council, to authorise the invasion of Iraq. This made the summit’s reiteration of the Movement’s “firm condemnation of all unilateral military actions including those made without proper authorisation from the United Nations Security Council” highly topical. A week later, five of the Non-Aligned members of the Council, along with Mexico, were trying to negotiate a compromise, consensus resolution. When this was blocked, the six joined France, Germany and Syria, in refusing to support the US. In effect, for the first time in the history of the UN, the developing countries united in casting a collective veto, alongside France, against a resolution being pushed determinedly by a so-called superpower.


	The related question of the deteriorating situation in Palestine also evoked stronger language than before, in another special statement. Israeli actions in the occupied territories, such as executions and destruction of homes, were condemned as war crimes and Israel’s policy was described as “settler colonialism”. It was suggested there might be a role for the International Criminal Court. Israeli restrictions on President Arafat’s ability to move were evident, through his absence from Kuala Lumpur, but he was able to address the summit by a video message. In September and again in October, the Arab Group and the Non-Aligned convened meetings of the UN Security Council to support the Palestinians. When their draft resolutions were vetoed by the USA, they were transferred to emergency sessions of the General Assembly and passed by an overwhelming majorities. On the first occasion, this was to protest against suggestions that Arafat might be deported and on the second occasion to demand Israel’s wall across the Palestinian occupied territory be dismantled. The UN Secretary-General was asked to report on Israel’s compliance within one month. As a result, the emergency session met for a third time and in December requested the International Court of Justice to provide an advisory opinion on “the legal consequences arising from the construction of the wall”.


	The perennial issue of how to increase their influence was addressed at the summit in a Declaration on the Revitalisation of the NAM. This brought together a list of the questions that need to be addressed, but contained no new proposals for  joint action, other than for the Co-ordinating Bureau to provide stronger leadership. The summit requested the Bureau to present a Plan of Action to the ministers meeting at the UN in September, but its Working Group made little progress.


	The Non-Aligned strengthened their calls for reform of the international financial system, “to ensure the effective and full participation of the developing countries in the norm setting and decision-making processes”. They also broaden their concerns about debt, emphasising problems of debt management, the need to focus on debt servicing rather than debt stocks and the unsustainability of debt for countries outside the Highly Indebted Poor Countries group. The replenishment of the funding for the Global Environment Facility in late 2002 was welcomed, as was the achievement of a long-standing demand for the GEF to extend its work to a new focal area of land degradation, desertification and deforestation.


	The Chair of the Non-Aligned Movement was formally transferred from President Mbeki of South Africa to Prime Minister Mahathir of Malaysia at the Kuala Lumpur summit. When Mahathir resigned at the end of October, Abdullah Badawi took over for the remainder of the three-year term. It was agreed that the next summit, due in 2006, would be hosted by Cuba. Later in the year, it was agreed the next ministerial conference would be held in Sudan, in 2004.


	At the end of 2003, Morocco handed the Chair of the Group of 77 to Qatar for 2004. The G77 admitted Timor Leste to membership at the annual meeting in September at the UN. The total membership remained at 134 countries, because Yugoslavia ceased to be regarded as a member during the year. The main concern of the developing countries in 2003 was the Cancun ministerial conference of the World Trade Organisation. Although many of the G77 are not able to operate in the WTO, the G77 met in August to adopt a joint declaration, “A call for a multilateral trading system which is responsive to the needs of developing countries”. A new group of the larger members of the G77, led by Brazil and India, formed the Group of 21 to operate in these negotiations and shocked the rich industrialised countries, by refusing to accede to their demands. During the year, efforts were made to promote South-South co-operation with a conference of African and Asian regional organisations at Bandung in July and a more general conference in Marrakech in December. Neither did more than promote extra information exchange within the South.
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