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SCALl: or ASS:RSS!'lffiIJT;; FOR THE APPORTIO~TI·iENT OF THE K~EJlTSLS OF
THE UNITED HATIONS: REPO[\T OF THE C0HMITTEE Cl! CONTRIBUTIons

Draft resolution prepared f-llmring infor!!'.3.~. consultations :md
submi tted by the O:r.irr:f..n to the Ccr-r.i tte:c fG:':"~ ccnsideration

The General A~sembly,

f'ecallin~ its r~solutions 582 (VI) of 21 December 1951~ 665 (VII) of
5 DeceMber 1952, 1~27 (~TIII) of 11 December 1963, 2118 (XX) of 21 Decenber
2961 C (XXVII) of 13 DeceT'1ber 1972 j 31/95 P. and B of 14 December 1976:

the lJotin[" a sir:nificant increase in the assessment of sane -'!e:-lber i'tates In tte
proposed scale for the period 1980-1982 in relation to the prpvious scale;

Bearing in mind the continuinG disparity between the economies of developed
and developinG countries;

1. ;:;eaffirrr:s that the capacity of Nember States to contribute to,;·rards the
j.~8ymer:t 'J f' the budr;etary expencli ture of the Unj ced Ul1tions is the fu~:dar-:ent2.1

:'1~ terli_:!,~ Of) 1··;1ich scales of assessment are ba3ed;

2. '.eo'-.'C'sts the Co:,rr~1ittee on Cont~cibutions to study in depth a"1d report to
the (~cn"-:-al j\sserbl- r at its thirty-fifth session on ways and Pleans of increasinl--~

the :'airn-ss an~ eq~ity of the scale of assess~ents, bea~inr in rnin0 the deb~te

under agenda i ter'i 10"3 in tht: 'F'ifth COmJ'li ttee durinr t'ne thirty-fourth sessior: of
the Gener'il AsseI"loly, and in particular:

(a) ~1ethods which -vlOU}r.:!. avoid excessive variatiGnp of individual rates of
assessment bet\-leen t\-lO successi ve scales inclucHnt,: "vlays of settinr'" a ne:::-centa:":c
lini t or a percentac;e points limit or 3. cOJ"'l,binatio:1 of the tuo;

(b) T-Jays of taldn[; into account conditions or CirClL"T1staric'?s \·-llicll '1.dversely
affect the capacity to pa:,: of ;·Iembcr f,tates and \-lays of sett in:,,: ob,jecti vc criteria
b~r \-Thich these conditions or circumstances can be tai~e"1 into account in the'
e1~~oration of the scale of assessments;
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(c) l.;a~rs of takinr; into account the particular si tURtion of ~1ember States
phose earninl;s depeI".c1 heavily on one or a fe 1,l products;

(d) Pays of updatinG the values of the per capita allowance formula and their
effects on the scale of assessments;

(e) Hays of tal:inr, in-:'o account the di fferent methods of national accounting
of the ~~ember Ste.tes includinr: the level of different inflation rates and their
effects on the comparability of national income statistic3'

(r) Hays of t~kinf into account the concept of accumulated wealth and the
'lays by which criteria could be developed to enable it to be applied as a factor
In setting the scale of assessments:

(r;) f.:ethods to ensure that all cOlmtries are assessed on data coverlnc; the
sane perioc of time so that data used are comparable~

(h) .:11e effects of alterinG the statistical base neriod :'n the scale of
assessment.




