
the immediate application of the per capita principle would shif t part of the
financial burden from countries with higher per capita income to those less
able to pay. The Canadian Representative therefore gave assurances that the
Canadian Governmnent would be satisfied to, have the per capita principle ap-
plied as improvements occurred ini the economic condition of other member
states, or when new members were admitted. At the same time, the Canadian
Delegation stated it to be their understanding that the Committee on Contri-
butions would f reeze the percentage rates of contributions of those member
states whose per capita contributions were in excess of the per capita contribu-
tion of the United States.

The scales of assessment continued to be set on this basis until the ninth
session in 1954, when, ini submitting the scale for 1955, the Committee on
Contributions expressed doubt as to the correct interpretation of the per capita
ceiling principle and reinterpreted the decision of the seventh -session. The
Committee then took the position that "Since the per capita ceiling principle
relates to the per capita contribution and not to the rate of assesament, the
proper implementation of the directive would be to recommend assessments
which would maintain the per capita contribution of members subject to the
per capita ceiling principle at approxixnately the level of 1953 when the direc-
tive became effective, provided that their capacity to pay, assessed on the
basis of prescribed criteria, would not warrant lower rates of contributions".
The Coinmittee also expressed the view that since the rate of assessment of


