
.Appendix 18
Excerpts "front Canadian Statement,
Administrative and Budgetary Commit-

tee, November 29, 1950: Scale of
Assessments

.. Last year the Canadian Delegation
expressed its belief that the scale of con-

tutions then recommended to the
General Assembly did not adequately
refleet the rapid and substantial im-
provement in their basic economic
situation that certain member states
claied to have achieved. As a resuit,
we felt that our own contribution was
relatively higher than it should be on
a purely objective basis. We did accept
the scale for one more year, but only on
the understanding that the Committee
on Contributions, with the full co-opera-
tion of ail member states, would be ini
a position to mnake definitive recom-
mendations and te propose a scale for
1951 which would be more in keeping
with the factual situation which the
countries to which I refer are attempt-
ing to establish. We regret that this
has not been possible...

You will recaîl the circumstances
under which the first United Nations
scale was established. The nations of
a shattered world, just emerging from
the most devastating war in history, had
sent their representatives to Ban Fran-
cisco to establish the basis for a new
world organization which would help
avoid any recurrence of the catastrophes
through which we had se recently passed.
Recognizing the great differences in size
and wealth of the various member
states, it was agreed, quite logically, that
the financial support for the organiza-
tion qhnuild ho. based on "relative

made in niany member states, botbl in
their economic situation and in the
qualîty and quantity of the statistical
material available to measure that !i-
provement. Many countries have achieved
substantial recovery from the ravages
of war and have, to a large extent, re-
established more normal conditions.

We regret that there has been no
comparable improvement in the scale
of contributions for the United Nations.

In case my observations may be con-
strued in any way as a direct criticism
of the Comn:ittee on Contributions, 1
must firmly correct any such interpre-
tation. In the first instance, it lias not
been our Committee on Contributions
which failed the General Asse-mbly. It
has been rather that some member
states, by their inability or unwilling-
ness to provide adequate statistical data,
have made the development of a new
scale an exceedingly difficult, if not an
impossible, task. Because of these diffi-
culties, the committee found itself in a
position where it had to proceed very
cautiously. With inadequate and in-
accurate data on which to base its cal-
culations, the. comni4ttee decided, some
years ago, that, in the circumstances
then existing, it had to avoid precipitate
actions which might, in the long run,
prove to be unwarranted. In practice,
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