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Introduction 

1. In accordance with the terms of reference of the Conrr,tittee on Contributions, 

'"hich were established in the rules of procedure of the General /,ssembly, the 

expenses of the United Nations should be apportioned "broadly according to 

capa ci'ty to pay. ,JJ Corapar '-1 t i ve eGtima tes of net na tional product for the period 

under revie-:r hn.ve been used as a basic suicle for the r.;easurement of such 

capacity. In order to prevent anomalous assessments resulting fror:l the use of 

cotTiparative estimat es of tota l net na tional product, it is required that 

comparative estimates of per capita net national product and other economic 

factors also be taken into ·account. The attached tables of estimates of net 

national procl.uct, population and per capite. net national product of Nember 

States have been prepared by the Statistical Office of the United Nations for 

consideration by the Committee on Contributions at the session to be held in 

April 1970. In addition, tables have been included sho\ring estimates of net 

national product, population and per capita net national product of States, 

~..rhich are not l·iem'uers of the United Nations but which participate in certain 

of its activities. 

1/ A/520/Rev. 8, Rule 160. 
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2. It has been the practice of the Committee since its session in AU3Ust 1952 

to base the computations on average national incomes fo~ a series of years 

rather than on estimates for a sin3le year, so as to reduce the effect of short

run fluctuations in economic conditions, and of movements in exchanee rates. 

It used, therefore, in 1952, a 2-year average of national income esti~ates for 

each country. De~inning with the 195) session, the Conmittee used, wherever 

practicable, an average of national income estimates for three years. At its 

session held in September 1964, however, the Committee used a )-year average of 

net national product. 

3~ The attached tables shmr net national and per capita net national product 

estimates for each country expressed in United States dollars, together with 

population figures. The net national product estimates refer to an annual 

average of the three years 1966, 1967 and 1968, an<l the popu1atio~ es,timates 

generally refe:..· to Llid-1967. 

Sources and nature of available net national product estimates 

4. For detailed information regarding the definitions and nature of net 

n::1tion::1l product statistics for each of the countries for vhich such tl<A.terial 

is available, as uell as for the st2.ndard definitions of net nn.tional prod.uct 

at marl;:et prices adopted by the Statistical O:Lfice of the United f·Jations and 

the adjustments needed for reconciliation of conceptual discrepancies, reference 

is made to Yearbook of National 1~ccounts Statistics. 1968, published by the 

Statistical Office. For a more detailed explanation of concepts, reference is 

made to A Systen of National I.e counts and Supoortin,": Tables (Studies in Nethods, 

Series 2, No. 2, Tiev. 2 '), gj prepared by a c;roup of experts appointed by the 

Secretary-General in July 1952 and subsequently revised by the Statistical 

Office. The stanCard definitions given in the two aforementioned repoTts have 

been used, to the extent possible, as the basis for the national product tables 
' 

prepared fm.· the Comni ttee. The significant exceptions to the use of these 

standard definitions are noted in paragraphs 8-15 belmr. 

gj United nations publication, Sales No. 64.XVII.5. 
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5. At the ·end of last ·yea.r the Statistical O,ffice re~ested··au l~mber · states 
to Ru"b~it data en net national product e.t n;arket prices ·ror · the year3 .- 1966, 

1967 ani 1968 I The COtm.tries may be classified ·into tWo . groups de?Cr~lins on' 

whether they submitted net national produd estimates 'rcr all .. the -tr..i:7:e :;·ears 
1966, 1967 and. 1968 or uhether net na t:tonal product eB tima tes · fcl" · oi'.e 1)~ mo~e 

years he.d to be made for them by ext!'o.polations us1r.g available ec~no:·.~.i c · 

statistics. ~~tries for which net national product . estimates '!or one or more · 

years had to be made by extrapolations are indicated by a foc•tncite in th~ · "tables. 

6. · Dur!11<3 recent years, a. number of' cour.tr1es l".ave been a!>J.e to . ~:;:r.=-cva t~e 

quality a:ld caveraae of their estimates of national proeiuct anl! ._ to xriibl:!.sh 
. . -

revised estimates of national product based on ~ore adequate ~te~1al. ~om 

naticnal sources ·or economic eta tis tics, f'rom regional e:::onomic S'.ll:"i:C:ys prepared 
. . ! .. 

by the re;s1onal economic COD'II:lissions and also fran repcrts ~f sta'tist:!.Cl..";-

expcrta provided under the technical co-OJ:IC~-mt:lon progracme, va.t~~'tl~ ill!orr.JJat~on 
I ' • 0 • 

has been obtained enabling the Statistical O!'fice to improve the met.'lodJ cf 

estimation for countries for which recent official figures arc not yet ~vailable. 
This applies particularly u, ce:-tain developing countries in Af1'":'.ca., tsia a:.d · 

!atin Ar.le:-1ca.. In those cases where extrapolations from previc .. ,.w years l:ere 

:t:"ound necessary, the publication of more detailed· basic econcm:f.c an1 f:tnr.ndal 

statistics has enabled the Statistical Office to arrive·at gcneral;.y bc~ter 

estimates than in previous years.. Nevertheless, it nrust be emph'i.sizccl that·' .. 

some of the estirJates and extrapolations e.re still to· be re,38.rded as tentative · 

and subject to a significant margin of · error. · 

1. The application of the nationau. product concept to economies of the de~elpp

ing countries involves certain pi-obiems"~ Pa.rti~arly W1 th reference to tht7 

inclusicn of the "subsiste~ce in~rue" of the rural population. . ~ 1hile th!s 

sector is of relatively minor importance in the developed countries, it is often 

an important element of national product of the developing countries. The 

subsistence production and consunption are usually difficult to measure 

statistically, and, as subsistence· ~oduct 1~ ~~t ~~on markets, it i~ even 

more difficult to determine the prices at ·vhich -the production should be valued. · 

FUrthermore, in the developing countries various services are often performed 

v1 thin household~ which would have to be paid for in industrialized countries. 
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Therefore, . it is usually necessar,y 1n these cases to include in national 

product .tigures estiJ:Dates of· non-monetary output in the ecor.orny. Hor.-rever, in 
• 

view ot the t'act that :national produet -statist1cs in a large number of cases 

are not· sufficiently detailed to permit a .reasonably reliable exami:~tion, 

it is not. always possible to make .an adequate .estimate of non-monetary output 

and . consequently it is believed- that ·national ,product·· estimates for thJ.s group 

of countries are somewhat· underestimated. On the other hand, if nat! ::'lfi~. 

product estimates are to be used as one ot the mec.sures of capacity to pay 

contributions to international organizations, care should be -tak~n not. to over

estimate national product by including too many items to whic.."'' no monetary 

income corresponds. The report • A System of National Accounts and S'l~n~rting 

Tables, referred to in paragraph 4, provides a standard procedure for defining 

product in the subsistence sector of developing countries .which appears 

suitable also for the work of the Committee, because 1n principle, it excludes 

tram the national product concept many activities performed by members of the 

family for consumption within the household. 

8. The concept of net national product used 1n the centra.l.ly pJ.anned economies 

refers mainly to net ~terial product, which excludes the value of services 

not ccntributing directly to material production, such as passenser transportatio~ 

communication services rendered to the population; public baths, laundries, 

housing, recreation and entertainment; sanitation services a.~d barber shops; 

services of teachers~ physicians, nurses, etc.; administration and_ defence; 

science and research; and banking and insurance. Direct comparison ot product 

aggregates (and components) in the two systems (the United Nations systec ot 

national accounts designated SNA and the material product systetl desicnated 

!~) is not possible because of basic d1fterences in th~ a.rea of ecoL~~ic 

activity covered by the tvo systems ot mt1onal accounts. In the SUP., 

production is defined as the total value of goo<ls and services produced; in the 

t1PS, it is restricted to goods and includes only those services which are 

directly connected with the process of producing goods. 

9. Differences in the scope ot economic activity included in the two systems 

can, however, be appreciably reduced vhen the respective accounts as distinct 

from the respective aggregates (and components) are examined. In the ~IPS. the 
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provision of services, although considered non-productive, affects the 

distribution of the aggregate product, Ser-lices thus appear in the widened 

fraillzwork of its national accounts !n much the same way as t1-a:-~fer payments 
. 

appear in the SNP.. As a result, it is pt:)ssible to recast the NPS accounts, 

with certain deviat!.ons, in the form of SUA. 

10. The problem involved is to estimate the value of "non-material" prcduct 

in l-IPS countries as this area of economic activity is included in tht:l rutiona.l 

product of SNA countries, but is by definition excluded from ~ateria1 product 

in the UPS countries. Since, hwever, non-c.::.terial p!'od.uct is rJo":. a conventio~ 

component of the national accounts, the statistical systems of the ( :-,:n":.ries 

concerned do not provide for it to be calculated ar.d it conseqrJ.ently lJBs to 

be derived · from ·a variety of data prepared for other purposes and differir~ 

from country to country~ 

11. The task of estimating non-material product may be regardE--d in simplified 

te~s as consisting of an estimate of ~o quantities. The first cf these is 

the sum of the incomes arising in the activities classified as non-~~terial 

and comprising vages, · salaries, pro!i ts, interest and taxas. The second is 

the amount of non-mat'erial product already embodied in the material product. 

The difference beween these tvo quantities constitutes the e.mount of non

materifl.l product which has to be added to the materi:ll product to ac.1.~.eve 

identity o~ coverage with the SNA. 

12. The amount of the difference between the t11o systems arising from 

differences 1n coverage varies greatly tram country to count~y a~d cannot 

the:-efore be taken as a uniform percentage. The amount of the difference 

depends not only on stage of economic development but also on economic policy . 

{e.g., the allocation of labour to the vurious sectors of the econ~ and 

price policy as betw-een services and commodities)-. F\lrther progress in this 

area would therefore require tho.t ra>s countries proviue the :basic data 

necessary to estimate quantities involved. In this cminexion, it may be noted 

that five liPS countries have computed estimates of the quanti ties in question. 
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13. The reconciliation which is discussed ab~;e relates solely to the 

diffC'!rences in the coverage of the t;.to systems. A second major scur~e of 

incc·mparabili ty arises from differences in the concepts and ~tetl~o1s ~--hi~h 

govern the valuation of the goods and s~:rvices produced. Th:l3 is a L'I'I.J.~h more 

intra•: table problert, but it should :not be regarded as one l-Thi.~h ·;itiat~:i 

com!"..arisons between MrS countries mld those with r.ta.rket econo::1iM 'l'u·~ rc..th•:!r 

as a mere general problem affecting all international compa~isons. 

14. Or.e aspect of the valuation problem, hmrever, is pa.rticua.rl.v iUI!'c:-:-tant 

in compa:-lsons between the two systems, since it relates to a conc.qytl~":llly 

recoznizable difference between an aggregate at factor cost, and a..., a.:-:· ... ~.,.l~gate 

at marke"; prices. The difference between the~e two aggregatc.J ill S~i' .. :=·~ ... .mtries 

is made up of indirect taxes net of subsidies. The aggregate cf IJr.~io:lal 

income in the SNA countries has no unequivocal counterpart in the MP:3 cou..'ltries. 

\Then the net material product has been ineree.sed by the amcunt o:l:' :r.cn-raaterial 

product (without duplication) the resulting aggre6ate is at market prices and 

not at factor cost. 

15. For the reason explained in the above paragraph, in mak:!.;1.r, the change at 

its 1964 session from net national income to net national product, the Committee 

felt that it had eliminated an i.n:portant elem~:nt of' 1nca:~po.::a:'.J·.j.i~.._y 1a ·t.he 

statistical cata. of M~ber States. The use of net national p1Y<l·.:.~t {~:~:~ r..i!l.I'ket 

prict'3} v"'.Jv~~at~ the need for the Comn:ittee to undertake t:1e 'JJ.~f~.~.t taek of 

estinv~ting the national income (at factor cost) of the HPS Cvt.:ntries B.!l1. hy 

using an evaluation at market prices for all Hember States achievtd a 5Teater 

eql11";y among them. 

Conversi~n into a common currency unit 

16. For purposes of comparison the net national product estimates expressed 

in national currencies must be converted into a common currency unit, for which 

the United States dollar has been chosen. In preparing the net national 

prod~ct estimates in United States dollars attached to this memorandum, the 

Statistical Office used the following procedures. First, for those countries 

which, in the period under review had a single official rate of exchange 
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(par or fluctuating) and reasonable price stabilit~the net national product 

estimates 1n current prices were directly converted into United States dollars 

by the prevailing official exchange rates. In the case of those countries 

which devalued durir13 any one year of th~ period urxler review, '!or the year . 

of devaluation use was rnde of a rate which was an averac;e of the pre- arid 
. I 

post-devaluation rates -weighted by the n~ber of pre- and poat-de-.rahlElt.lor. 

days. Second, within the group of countries employing multiple exchar~e rate 

systems, some countries experienced reasonable price stability in their 

domestic ec:onanies during the period. The national estimates of the latter 

countries were converted into United States dollars by one of the ex :!.."lange 

rat~s t.."'len in force. 'lbe choice of the partiCUlar rate vas ma::le a:r.t.tr ... · due 

consideration of various relevant factors such as the relative inrortance of 

the rate in the external transactions of the cowitry. Some cou.."ltries in this 

category, on the other hand, experienced sharp price rises. It was found, 

however, that the adjustment in exchange .rates 1n these countries kept pace 

in a general way with changes in internal prices. It was, thus, fc~sinle 

to sele~t from the existing exchan3e rates for each year a sir.g).e r~~.c ·that 

appeared appropriate for converting the national estimates L~ current p~ices 

into United States dollars. For still other"countries in this category, where 

no or..e individual rate 1n the nr..ll.tiple system seemed suitable fc.·r conversion 

of national estimates of a given year, an average {lreigh·t;ed or simple) was taken 

of seYeral individual rates \rhich prevailed uuring the year; one variant of 

the weighted average rate was the ratio of value estimates of 1nternat1oral 

trade for a given country in national currencies ~d 1n United States dollars. 

Finally, for all the remaining countries, where prices during the period did 

not bear a reasonable relationship to their respective exchange rates, either 

of the following two procedures was used: (1) Net national product estimates 

for the period under review were _ converted at "adjusted exchange rates", 

the latter being obtained by adjusting some selected year•s exchange rate, 

2f 'In measuring internal price movements of particular countries "implicit" 
price indices were used. They were obtained by dividing the aggregates 
measured in current prices by the aggregate measured in constant prices. 
Hhere such data vere not available other indicators such as indices of retail 
and wholesale prices, cost of living, and foreign trade were examined. 
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believed to represent a reasonable approximation to the purchasing p~er ratio 

of th~ tvo coun!ries, by the ratio of relative price changes of the ~•o countries 

sin:~c the base year; (2) t·lhen a net national product series was a.,a.:!.ls.b1.e in 

constar.t prices of a year during which a reasonable exchange ~&te r~~v~~le~, 

e3t:i.r.:.!·ces in constil.nt prices for· the period under revietoT were cc:rr·rcrtcci at 

the CAC!'lange l'd.te t>f the base year S.!ld were then adjusted to t.he C\a"!"Cl"i.t r:'i.Ce 

basis by applying the change in the purchasi-ng prnrer of the United States C..ollar. 

~!h£.<L2f_ c~apl,!tation. of ccale (based on "t~ble procuct.s'')!!/ 

17. In cc:n~ting the scale (based on "taxable product:;") t."le Coc::tttee, at its 

tven·~y-third session, used the follmr:tng method: 

(a) A set of net national product figures, expresced in Unit~d States 

dollc.rs '\ras establishe-d for all Member States; 

(b) For those countries for which the average per t"e..r~ t'3. n·~t iJ.a.tiona.l 

products were belov $1,000 E_er ann,l!Q_, the figt:r::~s unde!" (a) were 

reduced in proportion to the difterence between tr..e ac·:t~.l ~"!;: 

.£_apita net national products and the figure o1' $1/.AJ') :'cnt::.cncd. 

The difi'erence vas expressed as a ratio of $1,000 a!A 5<1 per cent 

of t:-.is ratio was the percentage reduction applied to the n~ t 

national product figure established under (a) .2/ 
(c) T'ne set of fig..n-es thus obta:f.ned, called "taxable proC:uct", was 

conv~ted . into percentages by setting the total e~al to 100 per 

cent. vlhen at a later stage 11 ceil:tllti" and 11floors 11 ve:.·e 1r~t.:oduced, 

the re~ul ting set of percentages vas adjusted to yield a. total 

again equal to 100 per cent. 

!lJ ~-itera (b) of paragraph 17. 

i/ Alternatively, t•taxable productn T for a given country may be expressed 
in terms of the net national product P ot the country by the fo~ula: 

per capita 
net national product 

< 1 + 1.ooo ) when per capita net national product 

~ $1,000 

T = P when per capita net national product;~$1,000. 
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18._ In general the system used fo:- nou-:-Iem'ber Statea was the same as for 

Hem'ber States subject only to the ccndition that the assessme~ts of t:be fermer 

s!1.ould not cha.n.:;e the assessments of the latter. The "t..'!Jeo~:et:tc-.al :~~:--ch:1o1~ 

per~e·;jt-J.ges" :.."or n"~::-1-Member Bt.1. tes u~re o~ta.ined by rPl.a.til'lg tl"LC t~cablr: 

pro1uctr. e;f these countries to the . cot:lbined ta."(able productn o!' t!1c Ht·m~~r 

States '\or·hich were not subject to the ceilin~ or floors, to nO!U!n:Ll am:;cssmcnts 

or to the ceiling on zr capita contributions, provided al-....'n~s th:.\t the 

resulti!'S assessments did not contravene the pri::1ciples of the floor a."l·i 

~~~1~ ceiling. 

19. 'I'he attached tables 1 and 2 show estima.tes of avera(;e 1966-1?68 n.J+. 

national product (at market I_:: rices), mid-1967 por,uJ.a tion, and ave::~gc 1966-

1968 :E~r capi ts. net national prr.lduct for r:embe:!' and non-liembe:o:" Stat'!"a. 

Table;:; 3 and 4 shO\l avera,3e net national product estirJates for th~ period 

1963-1965 and for the period 1966-1968 and percentage cl'..e..Ilu~s betlrc~ them. 

Tables 5 and 6 show silililarly averaze pe:- capita net national pr::rl1.:.ct e~Uru.e.tes 

for th~ ~~o periods and percentcGe chan3es. 
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TABLE 1 

NEr NATIONAL PRODUCT, POPUL!.TION AND PER C.t\PITA NET UATIO!'UL PRODUCT 

Hember-State 

AFGP.ft~f.CSTAN * 
ii· 

ALMNIA 

ALGERIA* 
' 

AFGL"NTINA 

AUSTRALIA 

AUS'l"3IA 
* BARD ADOS 

lELGIUli 

OOLIVL\ 

l30TffiTAUA * 

mAZIL* 

IJULGARIA 

BUmiA 

:wRlTh'"DI * 
CAUOODIA * 

CPJiERCCU * 
C.AlU~A 

Net national product, 
average 1966-1968 
(~1111cn US do!la_~) 

1,271~ 

613 
3,155 

18,~95 

24,727 

9,552 
108 

17,653 
691 

56 

25,686 
4,2'56 
1,702 

152 
8'(5 

l303 
53,994 

CENTRAL A...:XUCPll REPUDLIC* 172 
CEYI.ON 1,709 
CHA!)* 21.9 

CHILE 4,802 
CHINA* 120,273 
COIDH!3IA* 5,690 
CONGO, D.Fl··i. Rr:P. Qli' 1,292 
CONGO, PEOP. rJ:P. OF * 214 

* For footnotes see page 14. 

Pet" ~<;~ .p:J. ta 
l~d-1967 net i;.it:~c:;.C.l ~-ro1uct 
population av~:tasc 1960.-1968 
(thousands) (US do~ier3) 

15;751 8~-

1,965 3:l2 
12,540 2;2 

23,255 791 
u,s:w ? ~.,4 ""' ..... 
7,323 , " ... ,, _,_,\/'·or 

249 432 
9,581 1,84; 
4,561 'l - . ... ').1. 

593 94 

85,655 300 
8,310 5:0:.3 

25,811 69 
3,34o 1~ 

6,415 l;i6 

5,470 1!~7 

20,441 2,641 
1,459 118 

11,703 146 
3,430 64 

9,137 526 
733,145 164 
19,191 296 
16,354 79 

860 249 
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TADLE 1 (continued) 
NET NATIONAL PRODUCT, POPULATION AND PER CAPITA NET N.ATIONAL PnOOOCT 

OF !lEHBC:R STATES 
Pe-r ('!ipi ta 

Net national product Mid-1967 net na tio:18.1 product 
Member-State average 1966-1968 population e.vera6e 19€'.5.·1968 

(million US dollars) (thousands) (US C. :iD .8:l4 o) 

CO~'fJ~ RICA pl{.l 1,590 4o3 
~,· 

3,481 1;.;.9 CUBA 7,937 
CYPRUS 422 614 687 
Cl'.ECHOSLOV AiaA 15,363 14,305 1,'Y(~ 

* OAHOUEY 195 2,505 78 

OOIDVU1K 10,947 4,839 2,?.h2 
DOUINICAN nEP •. 1,0}2 3,889 255 
ECUAOOR 1,187 5,5<13 :.~ 15 

EL SALVAOOR 832 3,151 264 
.... 

EClYA'::JF.IAL GUINI?.I\ 58 m 211 

* 1,459 23,667 62 ETHIOPIA 

FINLJ\IID 7,676 4,666 l,-5.';.5 
FRANCE 104,287 49,548 2,105 

* 473 531 GABON 251 
.I 

* GAHDIA 31 343 90 

GHANA 2,019 8,139 248 
GRE:OCE 6,623 8,716 760 
GUATEHALA 1,378 4,717 292 

* 631 3,702 170 GUINEA 

GUYANA 205 698 2');5 

HAITI 395 4,5i1 86 
HONOORAS 556 2,333 238 
HUNGARY 8,856 10,217 067 
ICEIAND 451 199 2,266 
INDIA* 40,353 511,125 79 
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TABLE 1 (continued) 
NET NATIONAL PRODUCT, POPULATION AND PER CAPITA NL"'' NATIONAL PROOOCT 

OF HElmER STATES 
~!:~IJ.!&. 

Net national produ~t Hid-1967 net :.E'.'tic!".al ";~roduc:t 
Member-State average 1966-1968 population av~~P.ge 1966-1968 

(million US dollars) (thousands) (US dolJ.a..!";; ) 

INDONl.!ZIA 9,~66 110,079 85 
IRAN 6,8~4 26,284 260 
IRAQ * 2,(1)7 8,440 2:o~s 

IRELAND 2,823 2,899 97!~ 

ISRAEL 3,578 2,669 1,~41 

ITAI,Y 63,619 52,~54 1, ;:.,__5 

IVOnY COAST 1,o67 1~,c:to 25.5 
JAl·lAICA 905 1,876 482 
JAPAN 105,352 99,918 1,054 
JORDAN 529 2,040 259 

KENYA 1,125 9,928 113 
* KU\TAIT 1,845 520 3,548 

* LAOS 188 2,759 68 
* 1,204 2J.73 LEB/N~N 2,520 

LESarHO * '75 885 85 

LIEEH!A 197 1,110 177 
LIBYA 1,826 1,7~8 1,051 
wmanURo 601 ~~5 1/(94 
~IADAGASCAil * 70~ 6,~50 lll 

HALAUI 244 4,150 59 

lfALAYSIA 3,o6o 10,034 305 
HALDIVE ISIANDS * 5 1o4 45 
UALI* ~10 4,697 66 
MALTA 176 319 552 

* 165 HAURITANIA 1,100 150 
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NET NATIONAL PROOOCT, FORILATION AN'J .fV:~ C.".E!T~ l\1L'T 1rATICNAL · !?R~:>:Jcr 
0~ NEHjJgR Sl'ATES 

~:~~1~ 
N~t naticm.l prc:xlu··::·:~ llid·-1967 l!~"lt n~t~.onal procl,lct 

! !~.1 '\~:·· .. c._~ ; ·.t::• r..v~:age lS.C-,5....::: .96-3 pcp1.tlatic-n e.v~:;·,;.~~ 1?66--1968 
( ",.1 t-·· do.!.};.~r:o~ :: (thousands) ~us t1ollars) l!J. ..... .!. on .... 

UAURITIUR :i.79 .., ., ... t. 
2:~·~-I ~ ·.• 

HKGCC ~~~ 9' !5 45. ')'{.l ~-
, . I .. _ 

HONGOLIA * 2?.4 1,174 191 
NOROCCO 2.(,8}. 11~ ,14C 190 
NEPAL-~:- a··-;.., ·f· i·t.:} 

-· J t'" .... 
~-

NE'l'HERLP.J\'D3 :-:1: CIC.:. ~.i:~ ',btd 1,66'( / 

NE\-1 ZEALz\ND 1;. ~ - r,,.) 
1 'J· . .. . 2,726 .1.g784 

NICARAG1:A (.; .<~ ·.· 
., 71') ... .•. ~ ·-· .. · )53 

'k 34 NIGER 
1 r ~ 1 ... ; ..... - .. 1 ~ I '" ",: 

~- . 

4 ';·):;.() 6 .. ··.rn '":6 NIGEtUA ..L' 1 ·' .. 

Nom;~'\Y 7 ·-... . ;~ ,JC.';~ ~- J$1)0 I ~I ' . ... 

" 
PAKIS'J.IA!I ., r) · r;l.·) ..... ,. ..... ..,. .. ,o~ 2L·3 

... I ~ -' 117 

PANAHA r:...-J 1,329 529 
PAF.f...GJAY l~5J. 2,161 209 

PERU 3 ?.0.': , ., J . J.2 ~ ::2:5 266 

PHrr":rr·.L':m"i.s 8 ~ 91i-B )' , • - ~ 
<~-_.o:;..:> 258 

POLAND 29,1'(5 31,9h4 882 

PORI'UGAL 4,361 9,382 465 

* 19;~0~ 472 ROUANIA 9,097 

RUANDA * l4l~ 3,306 q.~. 

SAUDI ARIJJ'i.f. 
-~~ 

2,J~7 6,990 ' 303 

SENEGAL 759 3,620 210 

* 338 2,439 139 SIERF.A. LEONZ 
SING.APOP.E 1,230 1,956 629 

* 213 2,660 80 SOf1ALIA 



A/CN.2/R.'Zr5 
English 
Page 14 

Tn~i~ 1 (~ont!nuea) 

NET NATIO!-!A!. FROUJ(,"T, PORJLATrnN AND ~ CAPITA ~!ET NATIO!'tU. PROWc:l.' 
OF J.~ .sTATES 

-rer ca. pita 
Net national product Uid-1967 net national product 

tiet:iber-S"!".'l te avera~e 1966-1968 population avera~e 1966-1968 
(million US dollars) (thousands) (U~ dollars) 

SOOI'H AF'i\ICA 11,631 18,733 621 
·X 

SOU'.L'HERN YEr.'·ili;•-4 183 1,170 157 
SPAm 23,813 32,291 737 
SUDAN* 1,496 14,355 lo4 
STAZIW;D* 67 385 173 

Sl!EDEN 22,135 7,868 2,813 
SYRIA 1,189 5,570 213 
THAIUAND 4,70:) 32,680 141~ 

* TOGO ~, ... . :i..,"(21~ ll6 e..~ ·J . 

TRINIDAD AND TOnA.GO 601 1,010 671~o 

'IUNIBIA 949 4,560 208 

TURKEY 11,029 32,724 337 
UGANDA 722 7,934 91 
u.s.s.R. ** 281,917 235,520 1,197 

* UNITED AP.AD RERIBLIC 5,595 30,907 181 .. 
UNITED KU:GOOH 98,360 55,c68 1,786 
UNT. REP. OF Tl\NZJ\NIA 808 12,261 66 

UNITED ST taif:3 738,303 199,114 3,708 
UPPER VOLTA* 236 5,054 47 
URUGUAY 1,750 2,783 629 

VENEZUELA 7,667 9,352 820 
YEllEN* 534 5,000 107 
YUGOSLAVIA 8,052 19,949 444 
ZAMBIA* 1,078 3,945 273 

* . Countries for which product estimates f'or one or more years had to be made 
by extrapolation 

** Including the Bye1orussian Soviet Socialist Republic and the Ukrainian Soviet 
Socialist Republic. · 
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·NET NATIONAL PRODUCT, POPULATION 1\ND J~R CAPITA NDI' NATXON.AT~ PRODUCT 
OF NON-NEMB8R STA'L'ES 

Non-Hemb~r St.f>.te 

GEru2t\N l, FED. I':ZP. 

HOLY SEE 

KOREA, REP. Oli' 

LIECIITl:NSTnr.l 

IDN!~CO 

SIN llARINO 

SHITZERU.TiD 

VIET··Nili!1 !'.!!:?. OF 

OF 

Net. na ti~m.l TJ"{)~'.l::.: i; 
Ewers.g~ 1966-1968 
(uilli~n US dcll~rs) 

ll2,515 
l 

,;,;423 

26 

48 

22 

lh~. :'l..68 

. "'11 ,_ .u 

Hid-1967 
. populati~n 

(tl..,,,\·•a.,.,,.:j,..' J.:. ....... ~~-'"'"""""1 

59,872 

,l 

L9 ·,784 

20 

23 

lB 
6 ,071 

:.6 ,~1"(3 

. ;'fer capita 
.::l~~t national product 
av~rage 1966-1968 

(US ci.ollars) 

1,879 

1,215 

149 

1,3o4 
2,105 

1,215 

2,334 

166 
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TABLE 3 

NET NATIONAL PRODUCT 1963-1965 AND 1966-1968 AND ~'1CEM'AGE CHANGES 
FOR MEMBER STATES 

Net national product Net national prod.uct Percentage 
Mcmb~ro-.St.s.te average 196}-1965 average 1966-1968 change 

{million US dollurn) {million US doUF.r~) 

AFGHANISTAN 995 l,2'jl.j. 28.04 
ALBAlliA ~2 6:L3 32.68 
ALGERIA 2,685 3,155 17.50 
ARGENTINA 14,793 18,395 24.35 
AUSTRAl .I A 19,669 24,7ZT 25.72 

AUSTRIA 7,Coo 9,552 25.68 
BARB.AOOS 95 108 13.68 
mLGIUM 11~,057 17,653 25.58 
OOLIVIA )1!~ (~:)1 3]4-.44 
BOTS'WANA !;.5 56 21~.44 

BRAZIL 18~0(18 25 ~686 42.64 
llJLGARIA 3,305 L! .~65 29.08 
rum. !A 1,605 1,782 11.03 
llJRUNDI 139 152 . 9.35 
CAHOODIA 753 875 16.20 

OO:!EROON 621 803 29.31 
CAN AD. I\ 40,508 53,994 33.29 
CENTRAL AFRICAN REP. 143 172 20.28 
CEn.ON 1,542 1,709 10.8} 
CHAD ~01 219 8.96 

CHILE 3,298 4,802 45.60 
CHINA 102,171 120,273 17.72 
COLOHBIJI. 4,460 5,690 27.58 . 
CONGO, DEM. REP. OF 1,587 1,292 -18.59 
' CONGO, PEOP. REP. OF 158 214 35.44 
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NET NATION.4.L PROOO~ 196>-:1965 JOO> 1966-1968 /JID PERCENI't.GE Ci.WTGeS
FOR NEt-IDI·~ STATES 

ll~t mtional r:rodu-=t Nee r.atiorJ\.l p::::"r..duc~ Percr:mtage 
H~be:r··· ~:-~t~ EI.VP.!"P.ge J.~:t:3-19f~; avera~e 1966-:968 cL.-:-.nge 

(wJJ.ion us doJ.; ~.-r.) (million US doDr-'t"F. 1 

CC3TA RICA 1}15 6'~:: .. 2-',.iq 

COBA. ~.j12 3,481 5.10 
CYPR"JS 346 422 21.97 
CZECHOS!.OV I J'J..'\. 11 ,,;,;.9 -·;;1. - '" ,_6, 

· ..... ,._, '"" 28 .. 57 

DAHOMEY l67 195 16.77 

DENMAEK 8!0~·~-~-; 10 ~.h7 ' . 31..61 
DOMINlC/.N REP. 9'~8 1,032 8.86 

ECUAD')R ! .... . · •. · .. ,. !...,J.3·r 21~ .• 42 

EL Sl,:f/tfNX.·~~ ')~;· ,· B32 2.9.37 
EQUA'l~RIAL GVI&V-. 4} 58 34.88 

ETHIO?I.A 1 ., •, .. 
~-:>.-:.. 1,'+59 25.56 

F1W.~'ID 6 ~-~J-6 ~ ".)·· 7,676 17.26 
FRANCE 82,660 104,287 26.16 

GABON 197 251 27.41 
GAltBIA 26 31 1.9.23 

GHANA 1,.:'91 2,019 12.73
GREECE 4,984 6,623  32.89

GUATElfALA 1,225 1;378 12.49

GUINEA 546 631 15.57
GUYANA 169 205 21.30

HAITI 3~ 395 17.56

HONDURAS 447 5?6 24.38

HUNG/Jrl 7,802 8,856 13.51. 

ICELA.-ID 357 451  26.33 

INDIA 44,254 40,353 -8.82 
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Tf112 3 (continued) 

Nm' NATION/'.L PROOOCT 1963-1965 AND 1966-1968 AND PERCENTAGC CHANGES 
FOR 11EMIER STATES 

tlet national product Net national produ~t Percentage 
Member-~~~te ~verage 1963-1965 average 1966-1968 Chane,"'f! 

(milli~n US dollar~) (mi.llion US dolJ.e.r:.;; ) 

INtONESIA 8,0?.5 9,366 16.71 
IRAN 5,122 6,834 33.42 
IRAQ 1,796 2,(y)7 16.76 . 
IImLAND 2,3~ 2,&13 17.67 
ISnAEL 2,TT9 3,578 28.75 

IT!UJY 49~938 63,619 27.40 
IVORY COAST 8li3 1,067 26.57 
JPJ.I!J.CA ;6:; 90;. 18.30 
J!U'.m 69 , .·:}. :-... · .. 105 ,y:~;; 52~32 

JORD.AJ'; 4::o 529 23.02 

KENYA 88::; 1,~25 2'( .12 

KU!·TAIT 1 3'"' J -r.·. 1,n·~5 37-58 
LAOS 160 188 17.50 
LEllANO:N 1,023 1,204 17.69 
LESOTHO 55 75 36.36 

LIBERIA 17'~ 197 13.22 
LIBYA es5 1,826 113.57 
LUXIDtlDURG 524 601 14.69 
l1/l.I1\GASC:.n 611 . 703 15.o5 
UALAHI 207 244 17.87 

liALAYSIA 2,509 3,060 21.96 
lL-'\LDIVE ISUNDS 4 5 25.00 
HJ\LI 335 310 -7.46 
HALTA 147 176 19.73 
UAURITANIA 111 165 48.65 
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NET NATIONAL PRODUCT 196~1965 AND 1966-1968 AND PimCEHTA~ CHANGES 
. FOR t.a!:tiBER S'l'ATES 

MP:...: . .:.l'!'!T.!B 

MEXICO 

U)NGOLIA 

l:ORCCCO 

NEPAL 

NETHERIA.\'DS 

NE\1 ZEALAND 

NICARAG.~A 

NIGGR 

NIGEPJ:l\. 

NOR\! A~{ 

PAKISTAN 
PANI\HA. 

PARAGU/if 

PEP.U 

PHILIPPINES 

POLAND 

PORTUGAL 

RCIWIT/1. 

mrANDA 

SAUDI ARADIA 

SENEGAL 

SIERRA LEO~

SIN GAronE 

SOHAL! A 

Net national product 
.e,vero.c;e 196}·J.965 
(in1111:-:n US d·:ll~:-~) 

16,65~ 

165 
?.,4::.6 

625 

:t5 ,liS? 
4,~.8& 

4,0')1 

9,~\? 

545 

382 
2,636 

7,355 
22,825 
3,232 
6,952 

103 

1,6oo 
698 
306 

934 

161 

rlet nA tiona1 product. 
avera.se 1966-1968 

(ci111on US ~.c)"lt.<.L'S) 

, ... ,.., 
~·';I 

22,925 
224 

2,6el 

875 

21,001 

4,862 
~-~::9 

:u 
1~,6~6 

7,3'::..4 
12,542 

703 
451 

3,296 

8,91:8 
28,173 
4,361 
9,09·r 

144 

2,ll7 
759 
338 

1,230 
213. 

Percentage 
change 

-4\.28 

37.61 
35.76 
10.97 
4o.oo 

35.78 
8.}3 

26.31 
19~16 

13.57 

31.15 
37 .(1:} 

28.99 
18.o6 
25.()1,. 

21.66 
23.43 
34.93 

30.85 
39.81 

32.31 
8.74 

J:0.46 
31.69 

32.30 



A/CN.2/R.~5 
English 
Page 20 

TABU: 3 {continued) 

NET NATIONAL PROOOCI' 1963-1965 AND 1966-1968 AND PEnCENTAGE CHJ\NGES 
FOR HEt113!"3 fnATES 

Net na t1ona1 product Net na tiona1 prod.uct Percentage 
Uember-·Sta te average 1963-1965 average 1966-1958 change 

(mill:!. on US ;.~.Jl.!:;: • .,_·~) (million US d~Llar~) 

SOUTH AFP.I~A 8 01]~ ... - 11,631 :50.48 

SCUTI::L.~ YEIIEN 182 183 0.55 

SPAIN 17,407 23,613 36.80 

SIJDAN 1,339 1,496 11.73 

SH AZILA. ?.ffi 60 67 11.67 

S\lEDEN 17,100 22,135 29.44 

SYRIA 945 ::!.,189 25.42 

THAI LAl\TD •. -:~f..'· .1 J.) . .; ~ h,700 39.71 

TOGO ::) .. ~~ 201 1~1.55 

TRINIDAD A-::-.:D TOMC..V ';TI 68J. 18.02 

'l'UN"li> IA 9.2-;~ s~~9 2.9; 

'IDRKEY 7,l.74 :.1,029 40.07 

UGM'DA 556 722 29.86 
u.s.s.R. 224,144 281,917 25.77 

UNITED A..~ REP. 4,588 5,595 21.95 

UNITED IaNGOOH 86,363 98,;-.co 13.89 

UNT. REP. OF Tf.NZANIA 673 808 20.~ 

UNITED STATES 582,677 738,303 26.71 

UPPER VOLTII. 214 2;.6 10.28 

URUGUM 1,620 1,750 8.02 

VENE2l.JELA 6,327 7,667 21.18 

YEiiEN 360 534 48.33 

YUGOSLAVIA 7,780 8,852 13.78 

ZAIIDIA 614 1,078 75.57 
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NET NATIONJ\L PRODUCT 196~1965 . A_~ ~-~':-6-1968 Al'ID PF..R6~'l'.1.1.'H;:.;; ;.CILANGE:S 
OF NON-l·!E.H~~-'. b7A~ES 

. GE'"~iA..~!, FED, REP. Cli' 

HOLY SEI: 

KcnEA., PEP. OF . . . 
LIECim:NSTEI~ 

UONACO 

SAN' UARll'{O 

S\liTZE1EJ~~ID 

VIET--i:Ad 2 :'11!f'. Oli' 

.. . 
. Net . natic,i..tr..·l :r:r·:- .-:.~. :. •:!; 
aYe:o:-R~e J.9-.5J-l.765 

(mllJ.ion US dollar.s) 

• I • 

~~!;.,)9:> 

l 

20 

Net !'.at!on~ :p1·:-.1.: .. (:t 
1-vera~ l96r-;-J.96R 

(:ilill:lon us dollar~) 

112,515 
1 

!J.,l~3 

~6 

::.a 
22 

1 1• -:f."3 •!<-• j 

,.. ,.· "":. ... 
._ ~ -~-... 

Pei·~~tage 

C4'1ange 

19.20 

o.oo 
!:.~.26 

;o~oo 

23.o8 

29.41 
21,..29 

60.52 
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T.~""U: 5 

PER CAPITA NET NATIONAL PRODUCT 1963-1965 AND 1966-1968 AND PERCENTAGE 
CHANGES ror ~OO!BER STATES 

Per ~!l!.~ f>~~E.!~ 
r..et na tior..A 1. J'.'l'..,,luct net n'3.tiona1 pr;.)dact Percentage 

Hembe:r-£t.ll. t2 a>erage 1~6}-l~G; average 1966. ·l~ change 
(U~ da:U.a.:L·s) (US do~~1 .a"C"s) 

AFGHA!·!:::STAN 67 81 20.90 . 
ALPANIA 255 }12 22.35 
ALGERIA 230 252 9-57 
ARGZNTTiit\ 666 791 18.77 
AUSTRALIA ~-l)·r51 ~ o~J~ -· - ~8.91 

AUSTRIA 1, '.J5j . !,301~ 23.84 
BARBI\DOS . 3 ·~~~- ~ -32 9.64 
.m:LGI" ... .'U :; ~ .\:,;7 

• .. ~ 11 .. . 

.• . , .j.;._:~ 22.95 
DOLrv!A :!22 151 2;i .. 77 
OOTS~TANA Qj 9'+ 13.25 

BRAZIL ~30 30::> 30.43 
:BULGARIA !p)6 513 26.35 
B.JRlL\ 66 69 4.55 
ruRUNDI 4i.;. h6 4.55 
CAN.OOiiiA 123 136 8.80 

CAHEROON 122 147 20.49 
CANADA 2,102 2,641 25.64 
CENTRAL AFRICA.L"i lW. 107 118 . 10.28 
CEYLON 11~1 146 3.55 
CHAD 62 64 3.23 

cmLE 388 526 35.57 
CHINA 146 164 12.33 
COLOHBIA 255 296 16.08 
CONGO, DEH. REP. OF 104 79 -24.04 
CONGO, PEOP. REP. OF 191 249 30.37 
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PER .CAPITA NET. NATIONAL PRODUCT 196}-1965 AND 19(56-1968 AND PERCE:m'AG!!! 

COSTA :-tiCA 

qJBA 

C}7R"uS 

~ZECHCZl:.OVAlCIA 

' DAHOJ!IX 

PENlfARIC 

: ECUA!).jH 

EL SA~.v~.rx;;r;_ 

. l;QUA'roRL~. GUil'& 

-- I~THICnA 

· ~INLA!-l'!.l . 

: GA:OON 

GAliDIA 

GHANA 

: GREE:CZ 

WATEIWJ\ 

GUINEA 

CIDYANA 

HAITI 
HONOORAS 

HUNGARY 

ICELAND 

INDIA 

CiiANG!-~3 FOR .:·.f"'.l 1Bb-:R STATES . 

·Per CS.P~.ta 
net oouone.l !T'~:~.·.~~-::; 
av:-, ... ~g,., J 95-:t . lOS·~ .. (:~~~ ~~o:i::_::::).. .. 

850 • 
''(3 

,-r .• • 
C t . '· 

- ~· \ J ... _._ 

16) 

1,'~-29 

1,711 
429 

80 

238 

586 
285 
160 

265 

78 
212 

771 
1,889 

94 

Per capita 
net nation~ ~-"-:::::,-'i::.d 
average l96b-i?66 

!t7:-;: rlo~..:·~·.:.:.~) 

403 

4}9 
63T 

1~0~(4 

78 

2,262 
;("\) 

~-15 

62 
1,645 

2,105 

531 
90 

248 

760 

29~ 

170 

293 

86 

238 
867 

2,266 

79 

P~~:-centage 

-::ha.nge 

~ 12.57 
-1.57 
:~5.44 

26.}5 
6 .. 85 

28.38 

-2 .. 21 

JJ .. 98 
6.88 

29.45 

~9.23 

15.12 

23.03 
23.78 
12.50 

4.20 
29.69 

2.46 
6.25 

10.57 

10.26 
12.26 
12.45 
19.96 

-15.96 
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TI.:LE 5 (continued) 

PER CAPITA NET NATIONAL PRODUCT 196}-1965 AND 1966-1968 ANJ) I~GENTAGE 
CHANGeS FJR l:ri!!WER STATES 

J.Iember-StA.tc-

INOONE.SIA 
IRAN 

IRAQ 
IRELAND 

ISRAEL 

ITALY 
IVORYCOA.C!T 

JAHAICJ'. 

JA!lM-r 

JORD!.!'' 

KENYA 
KUtTAIT 

LAOS 

LEBANO~ 

LESO'IH'J 

LIBERIA 

LIBYA 

LUXEl!IDURG 

lfADAGASCA F: 

l-iALAlTI 

l·tAIAYSIA 

UALDIVE ISLANDS 

HALI 

MALTA 
MAURITANIA 

Per cani~.:. 
net r..'lttcna.l :;::'. ·o:!·.~-~~ 
e.ve-:-:a~~ 196~·196:; 

(U8 6...:..Uart.;) 

78 

214 

221 

838 

l,i-::·~ 

9T7 
-- ·· ......... 
:- • -· .. -· 

'714. 
2-;-:-... , .. 

97 
3,11~ 

62 

436 
67 

167 
548 

1,598 
103 

54 

274 
45 

75 

454 
107 

Per c~.r.1 t.a 
!l.et na tiona1 :p~r~:·.t!t. 

a·.rerage 19:Y>-:!.95R 
(US •.~.nll.:t.~o"->) 

85 
260 

2~8 

974 
1,34J. 

1~21? 

2(~; 

1,054 

113 

3,548 
68 

478 

177 
1,051 

1,794 
lll 

59 . 

305 

45 
66 

552 
150 

Percentage 
cha.n8e 

8.97 
21.50 

9.25 
16.23 

19.52 

24.36 
18.22 

9 .. 79 

47.62 
11.64 

16.49 
12.71 

9-68 
9.63 

26.87 

5.99 
91.79 

12.27 
7.77 
9.26 

11.31 
o.oo 

-12.00 

21.59 
4o.19 
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TABLE 5 {continued) 

PER CAPITA NET NATIONAL PRODUCT 196}-1965 AND 1966-1968 AND PERCENrAGE 
CHAncr...s FOR ! ·Qmt:R STATES 

Per canita Per capita. 
net national ~~uct net national prod•1ct Percentage 

Hember-St ..... t•~ : average 1963-196) ·average 1966--1~8 cha.nse 
· (us ~ol:'.a..-:' s ) · (US dollD.T·.:!) 

1-!AURITIUS 259 2,1 -10.81 
llr«<CO 4o4 502 24.26 
l()NGOLIA • .. ~"? 19:. :::t.66 -.·. 
ffJROCCO 186 190 2.15 
NZPAL 6' 84 . .3.3 .;; 

. l'€l'HEBLANDS 1,275 1,667 .30.75 
,NEI·l ZEA ':'.ANI) 1_.735 ~ r-rgt. 

.L :; ' .•. 2.76 
NICARAGUA 3:~2 35.3 13.14 

.NIGER '(6 "84 10.5.3 
NI~!A T~ 76 -4.11 

·NOffiTAY 1.508 1.9.30 zr.98 
PAKISTAN 91 ll7 28.57 

- ~ANAHA ~ 452 529 17.04 
PARAJJ'JAY 194 209 7.73 
PERU 233 266 14.16 

· PHILIPPDlES 2.35 258 9.79 
POtAND 7.32 882 20.49 
PORTUGAL 355 465 .30.99 
ROliANIA .367 472 28.61 
RUANDA ;4 44 .29.41 

· SAUDI ARAIIIA 241 303  25.73 
.SENEGAL 205 210 2.44 
SIERRA LEONE 1.31 1.39 6.11 
SINGAPORE 51.3 629 22.61 

SOliALIA 67 so 19.40 



A/CN.2/R.275 
English 
Pa.~e 26 

TAB~ 5 (continued) 

PER CAPITA NEI' NATIONAL PRODUGI' 1963-1965 Al-ID 19€6-1968 A .. "'D PERCENTAGE 
. . CHANGES FO:i liEI-UER S'~!'.TES 

Per ce~i t1. ~~r CE:})_i.~ - -· ..... --. n.et ~ation~~:.. J::t"c;.!t•.::i; net na.tiona::.. ~o:i·Jct 
He'll 'ber-Stat...-~ avr::o:-f\g~ 196:3-i..~·~~::J average J 956-l~q 

(l:S . , .. ' ( .. S dcJ" ~--c·) a.u ....... ...e:::-SJ U ~ .-. '..1t.. .;,~.I 

SOUTH AFRit:A 5~U 62.1 

SOUTHERN YEI mN 166 157 
SP.UN 555 737 

·suDAN 102 101~ 

STAZILAND 1~ '0 ~.i'S 

SllEDEN 2,2~2 2,813 
SYRIA ~.r:,) ;~13 

THAILLND 1).3 lh:~ 

TOGO 89 lJ.6 

· TRINIDAD Ai'fD TO:r.AGO 60; 6'74 

TUNISIA 216 208 

'I'lJRim 259 337 
UGANDA 75 91 

. u·.s.s .. R. 98'~ 1,197 
'UNITED ARAl3 REP. 160 181 

UNITED raNGOOU 1,597 1,786 
UNT. REP. OF TANZANIA 59 66 
UNITED STATES 3.033 3.7.)8 
UPPER VOLTA 45 47 
URUOOM 604 629 

VENEZUELA 751 820 
YEllEN 72 107 
YUGOSLAVIA 404 444 

ZAtiDIA 171 273 

Percentage 
change 

21.53 
-5.42 

32.79 
1.96 
1.76 

26.03 
15.14 
2'[ .43 

30.34 
1l.o4 

-3.70 
30.12 
21.33 
21.65 

13.12 

ll.83 
ll.86 
22.26 
4.44 
~.14 

9.19 
48.61 

9.90 
59.65 



TABLE 6 
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PER CAPIT:;. Nl~ NATIONAL PRODUCT 1963-1965 AIID 1966-1.968 AND PZR~"'WAGE 
CIWfGES FOR l'TO!I-HEUBE:R STATES 

f.~-:...~J?:t.t~ 
net n.a':.;·.ona.~ .. r>:t'oiuct 
a.~'leJ·,., ty~· 1 ce:;3-· · ., o;~5 

.P•f;'• •. :J\• ... ..,.v 

(u.S doll~rr~) 

GEPl:PJr:, FED. PEP. OF 1,619
HOLY SID:: 977
K0..'1EA, REP. OF l.'t3 
LIECH'l'Ei'lSTEr.r 1.053
HONACO 1. 7il
SIIN HARINO ~77

SHITZERJ:..."..~ 1.,941

VIET-NIH! I 1\E'.P.. 0~ lo6

PeT ca;IJi~ 
net natlo:-:•:\::. r::-oduct 
avera.ge 1966··1968 

(US d.ol.'!.arfj) 

1.879 
1,215 

11;.9 
1.304 
2,1C5 
1,215 
2,334 

-r~ J., 

Percentage 
change 

16.o6 
24.36 
31.86 
23.84 
23.03 
24.36 
20.25 
56.6o 




