
(3) Small reductions would be made in the assessments of

Argentina, Brazil, Egypt, India, Iran, Pakistan, the Union of South

Africa, and the United Kingdom;

(4) Small increas-s would be mrade in the assessinents of

B3elgium, Colombia, El Salvador, Greece, Guatemala, Luxembourg,

Mexico, the Philippines and Venezuela;

(5) The assessments of ail other countries would remain the

same, Canada's remaining at 3.3 per cent.

These recommendations were approved by the Assembly although

strong objections had been raised by the Soviet Union and other

Eastern European countries. They objected to the reduction ini the

assessments of the United States, the Ulnited Kingdom, and the

Union of South Africa, and maintained that post-war reconstruction

in their countries was stili demanding enormous expenditureS.

Many delegationS, including the United Kingdom, Belgium,

France, and Norway' made strong replies to the U.S.S.R.'s stand,

pointing out the inconsistency of obj ecting to increases in assessments

on the grounds of econornic incapacity while at the same time claiming

in other connections substantial improvement of their economies.

The Canadian Delegation, while acknowledgiflg that the recom-

mendationS represented important improvements in previous scales,

nevertheless reiterated the stand that further improvements toward

the development of more equitable assessments were possible f or the

future. The Canadian Representative expressed approval of the fact

that the scale was .proposed f or one year only. Hie repeated the

importance which Canada attaches to the per capita principle of
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