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. i: ; · (To be read in conjunction with the Chart on the Suggested 
Provisional Scale of Contributions to the Operatibnal 

. Budget for the First · _Filwlcial Year of the IRO) 

Note 1 

The UNRRA adnl:iiti:~tr~t:ive actUa.l scale was adjusted to ~nform 
· r r 1 )< 1 • • 

vr.i.th the UNRRA official lidrirl.nistrative scale as described. 1n· 'UNRRA 

Reaol-qtion -No·. 43 of 1944, vm:i.ch gave· 4.9C% unallocated. 

-. .: 

Note 2 

The UNRRA of':f'icial administrative soale -was adjusted to conforro.. 

with United Nations membership by allocating 4.90% + .05% from 

Iceland, giving 4. 95%, which vvas allocated as follows:-

' -

Argentina 
Turkey 
Syria 

·· Saudi Arabia 
Lebanon 

3.6_7% 
1.0c% 

.11)Jb . 

.1~ . 

.1 0% 

The basis for assessing Argentina at 3.65% was: 

(a) no direct participation in the conduct of the war; ;. 

(b) no war devastation; 

( o) Arg~ntina has the highest per capita inoome of . the 

South American St~tes. 

Turkgy vvas assessed at 1.00% for the fo~lovung reasons: 

(a) assessment of Turkey and Egypt in the Working Capital 

Fund of the United Nations are the ~ame; 

(b) the national income and per oapi ta income of Turkey and 

Egypt. are near :cy- the same. 
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Lebanon, .§z!'ia a nd Saudi Arabia ·;;mre assessed on the same 

basis as Iral{ and Iran at l.oo;6. . __ :_;~; __ _ --.- --- . . . . . . 

. --- - --~~~l~~ss;ia and :~~:~ine. Because· of the .absence of adequate 

- ;-~~:.'aa.ta. ·;~-' :i;·h~ - iVorking Group faund itself unable to suggest a proper 

·. .• · . ..l. ; f · . ., . . 

a ssessmeht for Byelon~ssia a nd the _ Ukraine, and assumed tha t pending 

furthe; ~inf6nna tion thi~ ~ssessment night be included as part of' the 

asse ssment of the USSR, as in the case of the official .ill'mRA scale. 

Note 3 

'Hhilst it was decided to _aceE!pt • 05~b as the minimum 
.:i ' · 

contribution, in 'ma:idng a djustmen t s at this :Ptage , those- ·cciuntries 
. ..· , . ·; 

;vhich. were a lready assks~~d at .05~~ were left unchanged. 

On account of t he excep~ionally low per capit~ income of 

China and India ~ . the assessment aga inst th~se t wo countries ··1HO.S 

reduced by 50 :::; of the UNP.RA official scale. 

Note 4 

Adjustments vrere mack: in the assessments of c ountries who are 

in exceptionally dif'fic~l t financial situation owing to enenv 

occupation. The Vvorki~g Group v;as not · in p ossession of factual 

information Which YiOUld p8ril1it . :!::t to assess . t his fac tor. I::Iowever' 

the Secretariat kindly supplied certain pr eliminary figures which 

are being cons i der e d by the United Nations Ccrronittee on Contributions 

on a somevvhat different :frame of reference. The figures of the 

United Nations Corruni ttee provided for a 40/~ red~~tion f or the 

following cruntries: 



Greece, 
Yugoslavia, 
Poland, 
Byelorussia , 
Ukrain.::; . 

30% rvduction for 

China, 
Philippines. 

25% reduction for 

USSR 

20;;s reduction for 

France , 
B0lgiwn1 · 

Lux~mbourg , 
Netherlands, 
Norway, 
Unit .:::.:d Kingdom, 
India, 
Gzechoslovakir, •. 

· i. 
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Luxembourg and the Philippines w:eru omi. ttecl following the 

principl8 accepted abov-.: in that th<:::y wero .already assessed on a 

miriimum scale ••. · : ! 

India and the Unit Gd Kingdom scales were not adjusted as these 

two countries· .a;r:e; not iilcluded within thG terms of ~efer0nce which apply 
.. j j 

oilly to · the · ''situation of countries formerly un<:Ier enemy occupation". 

i It was dE::cided to: .a ssess the USSR on the higher percentage 

of reduction because of the fact ' that Byelor).lssia and the Ukra ine 

assessments were included in tha t of the USSR. · 
I. .' 

These figur~s ' .were .usud by the group only as a basis for a 

·pr-ovisional ·assessment, and .on the .ground that no more satisfactory 

figures were available. 

It is suggested that the governments of the formerly . occupied 

countries should be asked to give up to date information about 

their financial situation as a result of the war, and that these 

scales be reconsider0cl in the light of such informa tion received. 


