
- 4-

the loss-of-vote sanction should flot be~ applied with regard te UNEF and ONUCV
an~d that the fiJnancial difficultios of the organization should lie solved
throu~gJ volwitary contributions by uiember states. Before this decision, Canada
aiinounced on June 21, 1965, that it would donate $4 million (U.S.) as an
uflcQJIitional voluntary contribution to a special fund te restoro the United
Nations to solvency. However, the Soviet Union and France have still flot
arnnounced voluntary contributions and, ta date, a mere 23 countries have
contribIjted a total of about $23.3 million (U.S.) to the UN solvency fund.
Thus, the Uinited Nations romains faced with a serious deficit. This deficit
was estimated by a special UiN Ad Hloc Committee of 14 Pinancial Experts to be,
as of Septouiber 30, 1965, $52 ill1ion (French-Soviet vie,.) or $73.4 million
<US. -British-CaMadian viow), the difforent figures reflecting varying po litical
views on the financing of peacekeeping operations. After subtraeting the $23«.3
million in voluntary contributions, the deficit remains significant.

Witli the resumption of normal UN procpedtnga at the twentieth session
in 1.965, UNEF continued to b. financed on. an ad hoc basis, p.nding agreement in
the tComuitteeo0f 33 on guide-lines for the. authÎoriztion andç financing of
fu~ture peaekeeping oprstio>a. Througii a Canadt>an initiative, the. General
»Asembly in 1965 adopt4d a. n.w sysitem for assessMng miembers for the oosts of

UNF t appropriated $18.9 mifllion '(U.S.) tê finance UINEF for 1965 and $15
m*illion (U .S.) to ime 'et,16 expen*es, using a uetho* wh.rey t'he 96 developing
tountriea wotiid psy about 5 per cent of the coste and the. developed countdies

the emaider(wkth e.cii develope4 country paying an additina 25 per~ cent of
its apportionmen>t to a u up for the. sIi.rtfall caused by~ the refusal of certain
cqwtries to <pay their share. The spme system was used~ et the. twmnty-first
session to apopriate $14 milIlion (UY..) to iac UNEF ini 1967. In June
1967, UNEF wae vwtthdraw, at the requesit of the United Arab Repbic. The~
financing of UNFICXP has. ?b.en accomplished <w1thout open controversy~ sincê,
unlike the financing of UNEF and ONUC, it has neyer been by assessment. The
Security~ Co il resolutions which~ established UNFICYP in March 1~964,' and
whkch conitinuea i~t <wtil December 26, 1967, provide for its fi'nncig by
voluntary conitributors. ReJ.iance upon vol.ùntary <contributions, however, has
proved to b. an undependale means of financing. Deficits hava plagued UNFICYP
froui the start and the Secretary-General has been Eorced to aiake frequent appeals
for voluntary~ contributors. As of Augupt 28, 1967,~ about $70.4 umillion (U.S.)
has been collected from 49 countries (no contributions having been received from
France or the Comnst countries) ta meet the. Secretary4General l1 costs of about
$. muillioni (U1.S.) up ta December 2Z6, 1967. These coste do not include the.

costs that troop contri.butors, aucli as Canada~, hiave agreed to~ absorb at their
ow e,çpeine withoit~ seek1ing roeiubursement froum the. United Nations. During 1966,
Canada êbsorbed a.bout $29 mnillion (Cdu) over and above iwhat it woeuld normally
h*ave pai4 to mainti4n its cotingent> in Canada.

WYhile, it has Ielped to crystailize differences between the great poweros
the ommttee of~ 33 has not yet sianaged to reacli agreemnt upon guide,-lines for

th inancing of future peacekeeping operations. In the aftermti of the.
Artil 19 dispute, the Couuuitte<p las tried to *i&ke progress b' conisensus but,
giyou thea strngyield positions of principleoaf the great pevers, no consensus


