
the accelerating recovery of many coun-
tries from war damage and devastatiofi.
In other words, the rule ties the scale
of contributions much too permanently
to compensatory arrangements designed
to meet a situation which was recognize~d
to be a special and tensporary one.

Secondly, it will not be possible for
the Contributions Committee to give
adequate effect to some truly amazing
improvemelit in productivity and national
income which have been claimed by cer-
tain member states.

An y permanent situation of this kind
would, of course, be entirely inconsistent
with the best interests of the organ-
ization. The Canadian Delegation has
always insisted that, unless the burdens
of the United Nations are equitably and
justly sbared by ail its members the
effect on the public at large and upon
national legialatures in particular can
only be unfavourable and detrimental
to the ion g-range interest of this or gan-
ization. W e cannot permit the Coin-
niittee on Contributions to continue to
be gulded by a rule which perpetuates
the present inequities in the scale.

The Canadian Government has always
been most sympathetic te the problems
of those countries which have been faced
with the problemn of repairing war
damage. We have to the greatest pos-
sible extant given assistance wherever
this was required. But we cannot
acePt a situation in which the difficulties
0f the past are accepted as justification
for the unlimitad avoidance of current
and future responsibilities.

However naïve or flot that may be, we,
in Canada, f eel inost strongly that it is
'only reasonable to expect that the con-
tributijOns of these states should refiect
in full measure this increase in their
basic capacity to pay. In this connec-
tion, I do not think it is up to us to
make any judgmeut on the reliabihfty of
dlaims of the nature to which I have
referred. It is sufficieht to Say that
they have been seriously advanced bef ore
committees of this Assembly in support
of positions assumed by these countries
themselves.

We have selected these examples be-
cause in these cases the conclusions
seem to us unavoidable. These are coun-
tries whose contributions were set at an
arbitrarily kow figure in order to give
them an opportunity to limit their finan-
cial burdens during the difficuit period
of post-war reconstruction. Now that
their reconstruction is well advanced,
we must insist that they begin to pay
their fair share of the load. We can-
not accept the continuation of any work-
ing rule which *will prevent this fromn
being achieved. However, once an
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