
oit a long-tera basis and we hope that as many other gover.nents as are able will give contsideration to-doing the-àaIn my-own countryp it is necesàary for the govreximen1t to-Ësedure yearly approval of ±'inancial. measures from iPairIia-menàt0 But the fact that Canada has coritributed usefulamouts t~o each of the three fici.al perio.ls a1zeadypas sed and has made prompt and f'ull payment of oui' pledgecontributions, is, we hope, adequate ev'idence of' oui'continued interest and support.

My delegation was glad to note that thespeakers in the general debate almost without exceptionurged the maintenance of' the programme at least at thelevel planned L'or, 1953., Ilost.,. especially welcome was theannouncement of the Netherlands Delegation that in sp iteof the disastrous floods which earlier this year dev#statmuch of the Netherlands countryside, their government ha$decided tc, increase its contribution to 1!ochnjcal .Assistaby 50 per cent, raising it, that is, £rom $400,00 to$600, 000. It was the essence of the Economic and SocialCouncil recommendation that the programme f'or 1951+ should~bemaintained at no less that. the amount earmarked byThe Teihiical'Assistance Board foi' the approved 1953pro~grammes anld we L'ully support ttais recommendation. We
iioud go further and urge that al1. governments,, 1xcludirthe larger ýcontributors, make every efort :td-moitain
only to-avod the necessty of abandoningiivalae andneeded projects, but ini order to keep the programme aswlea t a ee 1which wll ensure its most economicalan


