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I . ORGANIZATION AND ATTENDANCE

1, The forty-ninth sess ion of  the  Committee  on Contr ibut ion8 was held  at  United
Nations  Headquarters  flom 5  t o  28 June 1989. The following members were present!

Mr. Kerahiro AKIMOTO
Syed Amjad Al81
Mr. BAGBENI ADESTO  Naengeya
Mr, Ernest0  BATTISTI
Mr. Carlo8 Antonio BIVERO GARCIA
M r .  Alain CATTA
M r .  Yuri A .  CHULKOV
Mr..John D. FOX
Mr. Ion GORITZA
Mr. Peter GREGG
M r .  Elias  M. C, KAZEMBE
M r . Vanu 0. MENON
Mr. Atilio  N. MOLTEN1
Mr. Carlo8 MOREIRA GARCIA
Mr, Dimitri  RALLIS
Mr. Omar SIRRY
Mr, WANG Liansheng
Mr, Assen ZLATANOV

2. T h e  C o m m i t t e e  e l e c t e d  Syed  Amjad Ali as  Cha i rman  and  M r .  Atiilio N .  Molteni  a s
Vice-Chairman.
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I I , CONSIDERATION OF QENERAL  ASSEMBLY RESOLUTIOKJ  431223 A, B AND C

3 . A t  i t s  f o r t y - t h i r d  s e s s i o n , t h e  G e n e r a l  Assembly a d o p t e d  resolutions 43/223 A ,

B and C of 21 December 1988, which in part read as follows!

“A

“v rule 160 of  the  rules  of  procedure of  the  General
Assembly,

“1 * Raanlyap  t h a t  t h e  s c a l e  o f  6ssessmentr  f o r  t h e  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  o f
Member States  to  the  regular  budget  of  the  United Nat ions  f o r  1989 and 1990,
and also  1991 unless  a  new scale  i s  approved earl ier  by  the  General  Assembly
on th’e recommendation of the Committee on Contributions in response to
resolut ion B below, s h a l l  b e  a s  f o l l o w s r

“ 2  * &~B&&R the Committee  on Contr ibut ions,  in  accordance with  ita
manda te  and  the  ru l e s  o f  p r o c e d u r e  o f  t h e  G e n e r a l  A s s e m b l y ,  t o  c o n s i d e r
representat ions  made by Member States  during the  forty-third sess ion on their
respect ive  assessments  and to  adviae  the  Assembly  of  i t s  recommendat ions  for
p o s s i b l e  a d j u s t m e n t s  t o  all~r  t h e  A s s e m b l y  t o  t a k e  a  daciaion  a t  i t s
farty-fourth  s e s s i o n )

“B

“Rm a l l  i t s  p r e v i o u s  r e s o l u t i o n s  o n  t h e  s c a l e  o f  a s s e s s m e n t s ,  i n
p a r t i c u l a r  r e s o l u t i o n s  39/247  B  o f  1 2  A p r i l  1 9 8 5  a n d  421208  o f
11 December 1987,

“&&&I  cow t h e  r e p o r t  o f  t h e  C o m m i t t e e  o n  Contritut?.ons 11 and
no t ing  w i th  apprec i a t i on  the  e f fo r t s  o f  t he  Commi t t ee ,

“.munM t h e  e v o l u t i o n  o f  t h e  w o r l d  economic  s i t u a t i o n  a n d  i t s
impact on the capacity to pay of Member States,

"~~.,i&~-.~~~1; t h e  v i e w s  e x p r e s s e d  i n  t he  F i f th  Commi t t ee  dur ing
the  fo r ty - th i rd  s e s s i on  o f  t he  Genera l  As sembly , a/ i n  par t i cu l a r  on  the  need

“2/ S e e  A/C.5/43/SR.9-12, 14-18,  21 and 51,  and corrigendum.
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for  a  sub s t an t i a l  improvemen t  o f  t he  ex i s t i ng  me thodo logy  and  c r i t e r i a  for  t h e
d e t e r m i n a t i o n  o f  t h e  s c a l e  o f  assesamentr, and the need for  information on the
s t e p s  t a k e n  in  t he  prepara t ion  o f  t h e  s c a l e  o f  as se s sment s ,

“Alao- the  v iews expressed in  the  Fi f th  Committee
d u r i n g  t h e  f o r t y - t h i r d  s e s s i o n  o n  t h e  c e i l i n g  a n d  f l o o r  l e v e l s ,  21

“1. R&m t h a t  t h e  c a p a c i t y  t o  p a y  o f  M e m b e r  S t a t e s  i s  t h e
fundamenta l  c r i t e r ion  fo r  de t e rmin ing  the  s ca l e  o f  aajessmentst

1, 2. Recr\aeata  t h e  C o m m i t t e e  on  Contr ibu t ions ,  i n  o rder  to  ewure fa i rne s s
and equi ty  in  the  scale and to  make the  methodology transparent ,  eas i ly
under s t andab le ,  at-‘Jh  o v e r  t ime  and  a s  rimple  a s  p o s s i b l e ,  t o  u n d e r t a k e  a
c o m p r e h e n s i v e  r e v i e w  o f  a l l  a s p e c t s  o f  t h e  e x i s t i n g  m e t h o d o l o g y ,  a n d  t o  t h i s
end r

“(a) To cont inue to  monitor  the  improvement8 in  the  area  of  the
a v a i l a b i l i t y  a n d  c o m p a r a b i l i t y  o f  nations: i ncome  da ta ,  and  to  con t inue  i t s
work on the  pr ice-adjusted rates  of  exchange methodologyt

“(b) To seek :nore comprehensive  and rystematic information on external
d e b t  w i t h  a v i e w  t o  ensuring  t h a t  t h i s  f a c t o r  i s  a d e q u a t e l y  t a k e n  i n t o  a c c o u n t
i n  t h e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  f o r  d e t e r m i n i n g  t h e  c a p a c i t y  t o  pay)

“(c) To undertake a  comprehens ive  rev iew of  the  upper  l imit  of  the  low
per capita  income al lowance formula  and the  appl icat ion of  the  formular

l’(d) T o  r e v i e w ,  i n  t he  l i gh t  o f  t he  p roposa l s  made  in  t h e  F i f t h  C o m m i t t e e !

“(i) T h e  s t a t i s t i c a l  b a s e  p e r i o d  a n d  i t s  applicationr

“ ( i i )  T h e  s c h e m e  t o  a v o i d  e x c e s s i v e  v a r i a t i o n s  o f  i n d i v i d u a l  r a t e s  b e t w e e n
s u c c e s s i v e  s c a l e s )

“ ( i i i )  T h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  e x c l u d i n g  allocatic;n  o f  a n y  a d d i t i o n a l  p o i n t s  a s
a  r e s u l t  o f  t he  app l i ca t i on  o f  t he  s cheme  o f  l i m i t s  t o  t h o s e  M e m b e r
S t a t e s  w i t h  a  v e r y  l o w  p e r  c a p i t a  income]

a n d  t o  i n c l u d e  i n  i t s  r e p o r t  t h e  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  t h e  v a r i o u s  optCons
consideredr

“ ( e )  T o  l i m i t  t h e  u s e  o f  .gS-.hp_c;  ad ju s tmen t s  i n  the  prepara t ion  o f  t he
scale  to  the  minimum poss ible , keeping in  mind that  in  case  such a.d..JL~.c
ad ju s tmen t s  a r e  necessary, they should  be  made on the basis  of  object ive ,
ra t i ona l  and  t ransparen t  cons idera t ions ,  app l i ed  un i formly ,  and  to  i nc lude  in
i t s  r e p o r t s  o n  t h e  p r e p a r a t i o n  o f  f u t u r e  s c a l e s  o f  a s s e s s m e n t s  e x p l i c i t
information on the basis  of  which such ad..h.oc adjustments  were  made;

“3 l R.e.gues.t.;s  the  Committee  on Contr ibut ions  to  examine,  ~a a  means  of
improving the current methodology, t h e  p o s s i b l e  u s e  o f  o t h e r  f a c t o r s ,
i nc lud ing  the  s i t ua t i on  o f  t ho se  coun t r i e s ;

“(a)  Whose economies depend on one or a few products or income sourcest
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“(b) Which  suffered  a  rea l  l o s s  o f  i ncome  a8 a  r e s u l t  of  d e t e r i o r a t i n g
terms of  trade)

“(c) Which experience ser ious  balance-of-paymente  ( trade)  problems or  a
n e g a t i v e  n e t  f l o w  o f  resources1

“(d) Which have l imited capaci ty  to  acquire  convert ible  currencies ;

“4 , A&o raqm t h e  C o m m i t t e e  o n  Contr ibu t ions  t o  con t inue  i t s  studv
on the  concept  of  nat ional  income, as  i nd i ca ted  in  paragraph  47  o f  i t s
report1 A/

“5, -a t h e  C o m m i t t e e  on  Contr ibu t ions ,  i n  conduc t ing  the
studies  and reviews indicated in  paragraphs  2  and 3  above,  to  examine also  the
in t e r re l a t i on sh ip  o f  e a c h  o f  t h e  e l e m e n t s as  part  of  the  overal l  methodology,
bearing in  mind the need to  avoid  dupl icat ion and negat ive  impact  of  each
i n d i v i d u a l  e l e m e n t  o n  t h e  o t h e r s  in  o r d e r  t o  r e f l e c t  c a p a c i t y  t o  payt

“6, mh the Committee  on Contr ibut ions  to  submit  a  report  on the
a b o v e - m e n t i o n e d  r e v i e w s  a n d  t h e i r  imp l i ca t i on s  fo r  f u ture  s ca l e s  o f
assessments, w i t h  i l l u s t r a t i v e  e x a m p l e s , to the General Assembly at. its
f o r t y - f o u r t h  s e s s i o n ;

“7 . Rrcruesta  the  Secretary-General  to  provide  the  Committee  on
C o n t r i b u t i o n s  w i t h  t h e  f a c i l i t i e s  i t  r e q u i r e s  t o  c a r r y  o u t  i t s  w o r k ,  i n c l u d i n g
supplementary  arsirtance if  necessary ,

“C

“I]Cbw o f  the  proposa l  con ta ined  in  paragraph  64  o f  t he  r epor t  o f
the  Committee  on Contributionn  J,/ concerning the  procedures  for  the  col lect ion
of  contr ibut ions  from non-member States ,”

4. The Committee  careful ly  cons idered the  resolut ion and discussed i t  on the
basis  o f  the  re levant  summary records  of  the  Fif th  Committee  (A/C.5/43/SR.P-12,
14-18, 21 and 51, and corrigendum), t h e  r e p o r t  o f  t he  F i f th  Commi t t ee  ( A / 4 3 / 9 8 1 )
a n d  s e v e r a l  n o t e s  b y  t h e  S e c r e t a r i a t  d e a l i n g  w i t h  d i f f e r e n t  a s p e c t s  o f  t h e
methodology. The C mmittee  also  considered the  representat ions  of  three  Member
S t a t e s .

5. Given the  wide scope of  the  requests  to  the  Committee  contained in  Genera l
Assembly  resolut ion 43/223  B, i t  bagan  i t s  c o m p r e h e n s i v e  r e v i e w  o f  a l l  a s p e c t s  o f
t h e  e x i s t i n g  methoUology  for  t he  de t e rmina t ion  o f  t he  s ca l e  o f  a s s e s smen t s  on  the
bas i s  o f  t he  da ta  b a s r  used  in  the  prepara t ion  o f  t he  s ca l e  o f  a s s e s smen t s  for  t h e
period 1989-1991. Thus, t h e  C o m m i t t e e  w a s  a b l e  t o  r e l a t e  t h e  q u a n t i f i c a t i o n  o f  i t s
concep tua l  cons idera t i on s  t o  the  p re sen t  o f f i c i a l  s ca l e  w i thou t  concern  abou t  t he
poss ible  impact  of  changes  in  the  data  base. In this manner, the Committee
ident i f ied a number of poss ible  areas  for  adjustments  to  the  exis t ing methodology.
In order to study them more thoroughly, i t  p l a n s  t o  r e c o n s i d e r  t h e m  a t  i t s  f i f t i e t h
s e s s i o n  i n  t he  l i gh t  o f  bo th  fu r ther  gu idance  by  the  F i f th  Commjttee  and  a  da ta
base  that  i s  updated from 1986 to  1988.
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III. SCALE METHODOLOGY

A. Evolution and aDDlication  of the current methodology

6. In order to address tne need for greater transparency expressed by the General
Assembly, the Committee considered a note by the Secretariat on the evolution of
the methodology and its current application. 1/ That note provided both background
information and perspective for the mandated review of all aspects of the
methodology. A summary of the evolution of the elements in the methodology is
shown in table 1 and a description of the application of the current methodology is
provided below,

7. The national income data in United States dollars are prepared by the United
Nations Statistical Office for all Member States. For countries with market
economies, the figures are derived as follows:

Gross domestic Droduct

Plus: Net factor incame from the rest of the world
Equals: Gross national product
Minus: Consumption of fixed capital
Equals: National income in national currency

ADDlicatioa of exchanse rate g/

Equals: National income in United States dollars

8. For countries with centrally planned economies, the derivation of national
income involves these steps:

Net material product

Plus:

Plus:

Plus:
Plus:
Minus:
Minus:
Minus:

Minus:

Plus:
Equals:

Wages and salaries paid by units of the non-material
sphere (excluding allowances for business trips)

Contributions to social insurance paid by units of the
non-material sphere

Insurance compensation received by the material sphere
Profit in the non-material sphere
Losses in reserves in the material sphere
Insurance premiums paid from the material sphere
Expenditures on social and cultural services furnished

by enterprises of the material sphere to their employees
Imputed gross output of financial institutions (banks

and insurance companies) destined for enterprises in
the material and non-material spheres

Net factor income received from abroad
National income at market prices in national currency

ADDlication of exchanse rate 21

Equals: National income in United States dollars

-5-



TABLE 1

Sumnary of the evolution of the elements in the methodolog: us,.?.  to prepare the scale of assessments

Scale of
assessments

No increase
Lou per capita income allowance for least

Statistical Per capita incorn< developed Debt Scheme of
base period limit Gradient Ceiling Floor countries relief limits

1946-1947 1938-1940 Individual allowances made on the 3n.99 0.04
basis of per capita income levels

(US dollars) (Percentage)

1948 1945, 1946
or 1947

single year
statistics

1 000 40 39-99 0.04

i949 I w

1950
(same as 1949
except for minor
adjustment)

I I

1951

1952

195'

L954

1955

1956-1957

1958

I

I

Average of
1950-1951

Average of
1950-1952

Average  of
1951-1953

Average of
1952-1954

I

I

(I

I

I

39.89 0*04

39.79 0.04

38.92 0.04

36.90 0.04

35.12 0.04

33.33 0.04

33.33 0.04

33.33 0.04

32.51 0.04



TAGLE 1 (continued)

Scale of
assesslonts

Ko increase
Low per capita income allowance for least

Statistical Per capita income developed Debt Schene of
kase period limit Gradient Ceiling E'loOr countries relief limits

i959-1961

1 9 6 2 - 1 9 6 4

1965-1967

1965-1476

i971-1973

19?4-i976

1977

1978-1575

1982-1982

i983-i485

1986-1988

Average of
1955-1957

Average of
1957-1959

Average of
1360-1962

hver a2@ of
1963-1965

Average of
1966-1968

Average of
1969-1971

Average of
1972-1974

Average of
1369-1975

Average of
1971-1977

hverage of
1971-1980

Average of
1974-1933

4verage of
1977-1986

.

1 500 60 25.00

1 300 70 25.00

1 5Ob 70 25.00

1 8LI 75 25.00

2 100

2 200

2 200

85 25.00

85

85

25.00

25.@p

n 32.51

32.02

31.91

31.57

31.52

0.04

0.04

0.04

3.04

0.04

0.02

0.02

0.01

0.r:

0.01 X

0.01 X X X

0.01 X X X



9. The methodology tranaforma nat ional  income in  United States  dol lars  into
assessable  incrlmr fo r  the  de te rmina t ion  o f  i nd i v idua l  a s s e s s m e n t  ra t e s ,  wh ich  a re
then  adjurted through  the  app l i ca t i on  o f  t h e  v a r i o u s  l i m i t s . In annex IA, the
a tep -by -a top  ad ju s tmer t s  t o  the  na t i ona l  i n c o m e  a v e r a g e s  for  t h e  y e a r s  1977-1986
through the appl icat ion of the  current  methodology are  shown for al l  Me:,rber  States
for the  1989-1991 scale  of  assessmenta. Annex IB ahowe the number of  points  that
are redistributed among Member States by each of the steps. T h e  e n d  r e s u l t  i s
r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  t h e  m a c h i n e  s c a l e  w h o s e  c a l c u l a t i o n  r e q u i r e s  t h e  f o l l o w i n g
ad ju s tmen t  atepat

( a )  T h e  n a t i o n a l  i n c o m e  o f  c o u n t r i e s  i d e n t i f i e d  f o r  d e b t  r e l i e f  i s  reduced  b y
an amount  baaed on an agreed debt-service  rat io . B y  r e d u c i n g  t h e  sum t o t a l  o f
nat ional  incomes, th i s  ad ju s tmen t  i nc rea se s  no t  t he  ab so lu t e  bu t  t he  p ropor t i ona te
nat ional  income of  those  Member States  which received no debt  re l ief  or  whose
r e l a t i v e  d e b t  r e l i e f  reduction  i n  l o w e r  t h a n  t h e  a m o u n t  o f  t o t a l  d e b t  r e l i e f  a s  a
percentage of tota l  nat ion.31 income (see  annex IA,  cola.  1  and 2,  for the
percentage dis tr ibut ion and annex IB,  col . 1 ,  f o r  t h e  p o i n t  differ@nCeS)J

(b: T h e  n a t i o n a l  i n c o m e  f i g u r e s  r e s u l t i n g  f r o m  s t ep  ( a )  a re  f u r ther  ad ju s t ed
for  low per  capita  nat ional  income. The nat ional  income of  countr ies  whose
per  capi ta  nat ional  income is  below the  per  capita  income l imit  is  reduced in
accordance with the low per capita income formula. T h e  t o t a l  a m o u n t  o f  r e l i e f
qralted is  then added to  the  nat ional  income of the  countries not  af fected by the
f o r m u l a  i n  propor t i on  to  the i r  r e spec t i v e  share  (pro  ra ta )  o f  thei c o l l e c t i v e
nat ional  income, T h e  n a t i o n a l  i n c o m e  f i gure s  t hu s  ad ju s t ed  cons t i t u t e  the
a s se s sab l e  i ncome  ( s e e  annex  IA, c o l .  3 ,  and  a n n e x  I B ,  c o l .  2)~

(c) T h e  c e i l i n g  and  f l o o r  r s t e s  a re  app l i ed  and  the  a s s e s smen t  ra t e s  of  t h e
least  developed countr ies  are  rev iewed to  ensure  that  they do not  increase. The
p o i n t s  t h a t  r e m a i n  u n a l l o c a t e d  ( t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  b e t w e e n  t h e  s u m  o f  t h e  a d j u s t e d
a s se s smen t  r a t e s  and  100 .00  per  cen t )  a s  a  re su l t  o f  t h i s  s t ep  a re  d i s t r ibu ted ,  o n
a  pro  ra ta  ba s i s , among the  countr ies  with  assessment  rates  below the  ceiling and
a b o v e  t h e  f l o o r  t h a t  arti n o t  l e a s t  d e v e l o p e d  c o u n t r i e s  ( s e e  annex IA ,  cola. 4  and
5,  and annex IB,  cola .  3  and 4)~

(d) T h e  s c h e m e  o f  l i m i t s  i s  a p p l i e d . The points  remaining unal located
fo l l ow ing  i t s  app l i ca t i on  a re  d i s t r ibu ted ,  on  a  p ro  ra ta  ba s i s ,  among  those
coun t r i e s  whose  aaYeasment  ra t e  i nc rea se s  o r  decrea se s  a re  w i th in  t h e  c o n s t r a i n t s
established by the  scheme of  l imits  ( see  annex IA,  col .  6 ,  and annex IB,  col .  5) .

10. The assessment  rates  for  non-member  States  are determined on the  bas is  of
assessment  ra tes  of Member States  wi th  comparable  levels  of assessable  income,  and
t h e  s c h e m e  o f  l i m i t s  i s  app l i ed  to  them.

11.  On the bas is  of the  above informat ion,  the  Committee  examined the  impact  of
each of  the  methodology’s  provis ions  on the  approximat ion of  each Member State ’s
c a p a c i t y  t o  p a y  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p  of  e a c h  o f  t h e  e l e m e n t s . The
observations made by the Committee members in that connection are noted in
paragraphs  15 -35  in  the  con tex t  o f  t he  d i s cu s s ion  o f  t he  d i f f e ren t  e l emen t s  o f  t he
methodology.
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12, In response to  paragraphs  2  (a)  and (b), 3 and 4 of Qeneral  Assembly
r e s o l u t i o n  43/223  8, t h e  C o m m i t t e e  c o n s i d e r e d  t h e  p o s a i b l o  u s e  of  a l t e r n a t i v e
inccma concep t s  t o  r e p l a c e  na t i ona l  i n c o m e ,  a s  c u r r e n t l y  d e f i n e d ,  a s  a  basin f o r
future  assessment  sca les  on tho baris  of a  note  prepared by the  United  Nationa
Sta t i s t i ca l  Off ice . This  approach was  also  ruqgeated by  the  Stat i s t ical  Office as
a n  a l t e r n a t i v e  rneaA&  of  t ak ing  i n t o  accoun t  o ther  soc i a l  and  economic  i nd i ca tor s
that had been proposed in the past by the General Assembly and considered by the
Commi ttee. The f ive  a l ternat ive  income concepts  suggested in  the  note  area
nation&l dispoaable  income,  debt-adjusted income,  monetary income,  susta inable
income for  economic development  and income adjusted for price-adjusted rates  of
exchange (PARE). Each of  the  concepts  is  derived from nat ional  income by making
fur ther  ad ju s tmen t s  f o r  expense s  r e l a t ed  to  spec i f i c  c o n c e r n s  expresr-d  b y  t h e
Assembly and by the  Commit tee  on Contribut ions  during i ts  past  sess ions,  as  fo l lowsr

(a)  Compared to  nat ional  income, nat ional  d isposable  income makes  addit ional
deduct ions  for  net  transfers  abroad made by migrant  workers  and holders  of  fore ign
currency accounts . T h i s  c o n c e p t  m i g h t  a l s o  r e f l e c t  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  c a p i t a l  f l i g h t .
Nat ional  d isposable  income thus  would take bet ter  into  account  the  adverse  effects
t ha t  ba l ance -o f -payment  de f i c i t s  have  on  the  fo re ign  cur rency  r e se rve s  of  a
country. The concept  is  widely  used in  nat ional  account ing,  and data  would,
t h e r e f o r e , be  general ly  ava i lable  for a  large  number  of countr ies . As the  nat ional
income f igures  of rome Member States  a lready include t ransfers  that  are  not
separtltely  i d e n t i f i a b l e , t h e  u s e  o f  t h i s  a l t e r n a t i v e  i n c o m e  concep t  m igh t  r e n d e r
income data more comparable than at present)

( b )  D e b t - a d j u s t e d  i n c o m e  i s  a  c o n c e p t  a l r e a d y  i m p l i c i t l y  u s e d  b y  t h e
Committee. I t  i s  derived from nat ional  income by making addit ional  deduct ions  for
the  r epayment s  o f  t he  fo re ign  deb t  p r inc ipa l  irr add i t i on  to  the  deduc t ion  o f
in t e re s t  payment s ,  wh i ch  a r e  alread;  r e f l e c t e d  i n  national  i ncome . In  add i t i on  to
the General Assembly’* concern regarding external  indebtedness ,  the  concept
ciddresses t h e  concernr. of  f o r e i g n  c u r r e n c y  r e s e r v e s  a n d  g o v e r n m e n t  d e f i c i t s .
However, as  explained in  paragraph 21, da ta  o n  f o r e i g n  d e b t  a r e  n o t  readil,
available and, where  avai lable , c u r r e n t l y  l a c k i n g iA!ternational  comparaailityt

(c) Monetary  income excludes  imputed income, which constitutes  income
imp l i c i t l y  ea rned  a s  a  r e su l t  o f  sub s i s t ence  f a rming  and  s i m i l a r  n o n - m a r k e t
t r a n s a c t i o n s . It  has  been argued in  the  past  that  such imputat ions  should be
excluded from the  income f igures  used by the Committee as the imputed income could
no t  be  cotlsidered  a s  a n  e l e m e n t  o f  t h e  c a p a c i t y  t o  p n y  o f  coun t r i e s . No foreign
currency would become avai lable  as  a  resul t  of  non-market  product ion. A couuter
argument  might  be that  product ion of  farming products  or  some household serv ices ,
by the  same household us ing these  products  or  services, would free  uy a  part  of
income for  other  purposes , i nc lud ing  payment s  t o  i n t e rna t iona l  organizations. From
t h e  p o i n t  o f  v i e w  o f  d a t a  a v a i l a b i l i t y ,  m o n e t a r y  i n c o m e  w o u l d  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  b e
eaoior to  compile  than nat ional  income, as  the  va lue  of imputed income included in
n a t i o n a l  i n c o m e  w a s  o f t e n  d i f f i c u l t  t o  i d e n t i f y  aeparatelyl

(d)  Susta inable  income for  economic  development  makes deduct ions  for
government  expenses  a imed at  securing a l ternat ive  income f lows for  those countr ies
whose national income depends on one or a few products or which generate most of
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t he i r  i ncome  a s  a  r e su l t  o f  u s ing  the  proceeds  o f  d e p l e t a b l e  r e s o u r c e s . While  th is
concept  addresses  very  important .  concerns including that  of  government  def ic i ts ,  i t
p re sen t s  cons iderab le  problena  o f  defirl ition;

(e) P A R E - a d j u s t e d  incoine  i s  an a l t e r n a t i v e  c o n c e p t  that has  b e e n  s tud i ed  by
the Committee  in  the  past , even though i t  has not  been incorporated into  the
assessment  scale  methodology. PARE-adjusted income is baaed on a conversion of
nat ional  and per  capita  income f rom local  currency to  United States  dol lars ,  which
takes  into  account  the  discrepancies  between the  mo!emente  of  exchange rates  and
i n t e r n a l  i n f l a t i o n . The discrepancy between the PARE convetsion and the actual
exchange rate  has  been used by the  Committee  in  the  past  in  order  to  ident i fy
coun t r i e s  r e q u i r i n g  c o r r e c t i o n s  o f  n a t i o n a l  i n c o m e  for  i n f l a t i on . The PARE
convers ion is based on nat ional  income data in  prices of  a  base  year,  which is
readi ly  ava i lable  in format ion for a large number of  countr ies . However, i t  ir
d i f f i c u l t  t o  t a k e  in to  accoun t  the  ad ju s tmen t s  for  t e rms -o f - t rade  l o s se s , They
form an integral  part  of  the  PARE methodology but  cannot  eas i ly  be  incorpotated for
l a c k  of  da ta .

13, T h e  n o t e  b e f o r e  t he  Commi t t ee  a l so  addre s sed  the  da ta  l im i t a t i ona  o f  t h e  f i v e
al ternat ive  income measures . For  nat ional  disposablr  income,  monetary income and
susta inable  income for  economic de~~elopment concepts ,  requi ted data  are
p o t e n t i a l l y , i f  n o t  a c t u a l l y , available for many countries; for the PARE-adjusted
income concept, data  are avai lable  for  a  modest  number of  countriesj and for the
debt-adjusted income concept ,  for  only very  few. However , w i t h  t h e  e x c e p t i o n  o f
debt-adjusted  income, t h e  a c t u a l  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  d a t a  c o u l d  b e  i m p r o v e d  i f  s p e c i a l
c o l l e c t i o n  efforts  were made  a s  par t  o f  t h e  ongo ing  na t iona l  a c c o u n t s  a c t i v i t i e s  of
t h e  S t a t i s t i c a l  O f f i c e . The indicator  approach, on  the  o ther  hand ,  i n  add i t i on  to
i t s  i n h e r e n t  c o n c e p t u a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s , is dependent on data developed by other
in t e rna t i ona l  agenc i e s , Th i s  c i r c u m s t a n c e  c a u s e s  d e l a y s  i n  a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  s u c h
da ta  and  preven t s  a n y  con t ro l  by  the  S ta t i s t i ca l  Of f i ce .

14. The Committee  cons idered the  note  and fe l t  that  the  a l ternat ive  income
concepts  were  not  suf f ic ient ly  developed conceptually  and lacked an adequate  date
base, While the Committee did not make any final decision on any of the
a l t e r n a t i v e s  p r o p o s e d , i t  f e l t ,  n o n e  t h e  l e s s , tha t  add i t i ona l  s tud i e s  w e r e  n e e d e d
in  o rder  t o  a r r i v e  a t  c o n c l u s i o n s  a b o u t  t h e  u t i l i t y  o f  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e  i n c o m e
approach in  general  and those  speci f ic  a l ternat ive  income concepts  which might  be
u s e d  e i t h e r  s e p a r a t e l y  or in  combina t ion , Tn p a r t i c u l a r , add i t i ona l  s t ud i e s  were
merited  regarding nat ional  d isposable  income,  debt-adjusted income and
PARE-ad jua ted income. Concern ing  the  l a t t e r  concep t ,  i t  wa s  no ted  tha t  i t s
appl icat ion for  countr ies  with  central ly  planned economies would hove  to  be v iewed
from a  long-range perspect ive . T h e  S t a t i s t i c a l  O f f i c e  w a s  r e q u e s t e d  t o  i m p r o v e  t h e
d a t a  f o r  t h o s e  a l t e r n a t i v e  i n c o m e  concep t s , The Committee  a lso  noted that  the
al ternat ive  income approach, in  the  fo rm  o f  t he  th ree  concep t s  j u s t  men t ioned ,  was
potent ia l ly  more promis ing than the indicator  approach considered in  the  past  owing
t o  t h e  u s e  i n  tl.7 fo rmer  o f  a c t u a l  e x p e n d i t u r e s  ds op,?osed t o  t h e  r e l i a n c e  o n
i m p u t e d  p o t e n t i a l  e x p e n d i t u r e s  i n  ie l a t t e r .
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C. El-thacurrrnt

1. Q

15. The Committee  had before i t  a  note  by the  Secretar iat  that  summarised the
d i s cu s s ion  on  the  s t a t i s t i ca l  ba&e per iod  d u r i n g  t he  deba te  and  the in forma l
consul tat ions  of  the  Fifth Committee  on the  scale  of  assessments  dur ing the
forty-third sess ion of  the  General  Assembly. In  par t i cu l a r , i t  r e f e r r e d  t o
spec i f i c  p roposa l s  made  for  the  mod i f i ca t ion  o f  t h e  l o - y e a r  b a r e  per iod . They
included reduct ion6 to  7 ,  5  or  3  years , extensions to  12 or  15 years  and rover81
different  weight ing schemes, The Committee  discussed the  tapir:  at  length on the
bas i s  o f  a  number  o f  t ab l e s  and  i n  the  fu l l  awarene s s  t ha t ,  in  add i t i on  t o  t h e
actual national income of Member States, t h e  s t a t i s t i c a l  b a s e  p e r i o d  w a s  a
s ign i f i can t  f ac tor  i n  the  me thodo logy ,

16. F o r  i l l u s t r a t i v e  p u r p o s e s , a n n e x  I I  s h o w s  t h e  e f f e c t  o f  v a r y i n g  s t a t i s t i c a l
base  periods  on the machine scale and the resul t ing point  di f ferences between the
l o - y e a r  p e r i o d  an4 e a c h  o f  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e s .

17. The extended discuss ion did  not ,  however,  lead to  a  c lear  conclus ion.  While
many Committee  mrmbora advocated the  retent ion of  the  IO-year  bare period,  othorr
a r g u e d  for  i t s  r educ t ion . There was  not  much support  for  increasing i t ,  and
weight ing was  general ly  v iewed as too controvers ia l .

18. T h o s e  i n  f a v o u r  o f  retaininq t h e  l o - y e a r  b a s e  p e r i o d  s t r e s s e d  t h e  n e e d  f o r
s t a b i l i t y  a n d  c o n t i n u i t y . They held  that ,  over  t ime, it resulted  ia more r e a l i s t i c
assessment  rates  for  the  vast  major i ty  of  Member State8  by evening out  the  impact
of  abrupt  or  short- l ived economic changes  and by approximating  capaci ty  to  pay in
t e rms  o f  c a p i t a l  a c c u m u l a t i o n  o r  o f  wea l th  be t t e r  than  shor t -ba se  per iods . The
proponen t s  a l so  f e l t  t ha t  a  r educ t ion  o f  t h e  b a s e  per iod  m igh t  soon  re su l t  in
requests  for  a further  adjustment  according to  changing economic c ircumstances ,  and
tha t  the  d i f f e ren t  i n t e re s t s  o f  M e m b e r  S t a t e s  c o u l d  be t aken  in to  accoun t  th rough
the exis t ing adjustment  mechanisms of  the  methodology. T h e y  f u r t h e r  obae#ved tha t
rate  decreasea  for  some Member States  would  resul t  in  rate  incteares  for  others ,
affecting both developed and developing countr ies . Some proponents noted that the
scheme of  l imits  would  reduce or even el iminate  the  impact  of  a three-  or  f ive-year
base  period, Other  proponents  noted that  the  cei l ing or other  exist ing adjustment
mechanisms would also  have a  s imi lar  impact .

19. The Committee members advocating a shorter base period argued that it  would
better  approximate  a  country’s  capaci ty  to  pay at  the  t ime at  which the  United
Nations  contr ibut ion was  due. They  emphasized that  a  long base  period produced
effects  that  were  not  corrected by  other  e lements  of  the  methodology, While a
three- o r  f i v e - y e a r  b a s e  p e r i o d  a p p e a r e d  t o  b e  p r e f e r a b l e  t o  t h a t  g r o u p ,  a
seven-year  period was  a lso  considered as a  means of  preserv ing some degree  of
con t inu i t y .

2. Adjustments for.. high. 1ewl.s...af ..ax.t.srn.al  .indab.tadnaacr

20. The Committee  recal led the  manner  in  which i t  had taken into  account  high
l e v e l s  o f  ex te rna l  i ndeb tednes s  i n  t he  p repara t i on  o f  t he  1986-1988  and  the
1989-1991 scales  of  assessment. As mentioned in  paragraph 17 of  the  report  on its
f o r t y - e i g h t h  s e s s i o n , 3/ the  Internat ional  Monetary  Fund (IMF) had suggested that
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the  methodology be  ref ined on the  barir of  a  s tudy of  the  length  of  repayment
periods,  which would distinguish between di f ferent  groups  of  cour.triea  with
d i f f e r e n t  t y p e s  o f  l o a n s .

21. T h e  Secre ta r i a t  war  no t  i n  a  po s i t i on  to  prepare  such  n s t u d y  as a  r e s u l t  o f
t h e  u n a v a i l a b i l i t y  o f  r e l i a b l e  da ta  on  l o a n  s tocks  tha t  i t  had  hoped  to  ob ta in  f rom
a s tudy undertaken by a  jo int  working group including representat ives  of  IMF,  the
World Bank, the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) and
the Bank for  Internat ional  Set t lements  (BIS). This  s tudy was  discont inued when the
working group concluded that  the  reconci l iat ion of  internat ional  data  banks on
outstanding debt  was  imposs ible  beyond the reconci l iat ion of  IMF and BIS data.  As
a  r e s u l t ,  t h e  w o r k i n g  g r o u p  h a s  sh i f t ed  its a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  s t u d y  o f  a c t u a l
payment  f lows for  external  debt  cover ing both interest  and amort isat ion payments ,
During the  fourth  quarter  of  1989, the  working group plans  to  execute  a  atudy,  in
close  co-operat ion with  those  in  IMF responsible  for  compil ing balance-of-payment
da ta ,  wh ich  i s  a imed  a t  r econc i l i ng  cap i t a l  a ccoun t  da ta  o f  t h e  b a l a n c e  o f  payment s
of  indiv idual  countr ies  so  that  data  on new debt  and repayment  of  debt  would
ul t imately  ‘be  cons is tent  among countr ies . F o r  t h i s  r e c o n c i l i a t i o n  p r o c e s s ,
complete  and detai led information on external  debt  payments  is required. When
a v a i l a b l e ,  t h e  C o m m i t t e e  w i l l  c o n s i d e r  t h e  u t i l i t y  o f  t h i s  i n f o r m a t i o n  f o r  i t s  w o r k
on  deb t  r e l i e f  ad ju s tmen t s .

22, Some members  noted that  debt  adjustments  should not  only  take into  account
repayment  of  debt  but  should a lso  include adjustments  for  new debt . In  other
words, the  deb t  ad ju s tmen t s  shou ld  be  baaed  on  the  ne t  f l ow  o f  deb t ,  i . e . ,  a f t e r
consol idat ion of  new debt  and debt  repayment. T h e  S t a t i s t i c a l  O f f i c e  w a s ,
t h e r e f o r e , requested to  reek  closer  contact  with  IMF in  order  to  secure  an  improved
da ta  bank  on  deb t  s t a t i s t i c s , including information on repayments  of  debt  and new
debt,  which could help  the  Committee  in  making its adjustments  for  debt  in  the
derivat ion of  the  next  assessment  scale .

23, T h e  C o m m i t t e e  r e c a l l e d  t h e  use o f  1 2  p e r  c e n t  as t h e  r a t i o  o f  d e b t - s e r v i c e  t o
t o t a l  e x t e r n a l  d e b t  as a  b a s i s  f o r  its d e b t  r e l i e f  c a l c u l a t i o n s  f o r  t h e  1 9 8 9 - 1 9 9 1
s c a l e , A 12 per  cent  rat io  impl ies  an average debt  repayment  per iod of  8.5  years .
Even in  the  absence of  more recent  and complete  data ,  the  Committee  decided to
r e v i e w  t h e  e f f e c t  o n  t h e  m a c h i n e  s c a l e  o f  a l t e r n a t i v e  d e b t - s e r v i c e  r a t i o s  using t h e
same data  avai lable  in  1988. This  rev iew was  conducted sole ly  for  the  purpose of
ga in ing  a  be t t e r  under s t and ing  o f  t h e  m e c h a n i c s  o f  a p p l y i n g  a l t e r n a t i v e
d e b t - s e r v i c e  r a t i o s . Some members emphasised that this review should in no way
p r e j u d g e  t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  add i t i ona l  s t ud i e s  t o  be  under taken  concern ing  bo th
appropr i a t e  deb t  r e l i e f  f a c tor s  and  the i r  i n t e r re l a t i on sh ip  w i th  the  o ther  e l emen t s
o f  t h e  m e t h o d o l o g y ,  i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  t h e  s c h e m e  o f  l im i t s . The Committee also
recognized  t h a t  t h e  r e v i e w  w a s  o n l y  a  v e r y  prelimir “y r e sponse  t o  the  manda te
con ta ined  in  paragraph  2  (b )  o f  G e n e r a l  A s s e m b l y  re,dlution  431223 B ,  as a  r e s u l t
of  the  absence of  new data, With these  reservat ions  in  mind,  the  Committee
examined debt-service  rat ios  of  15 and 20 per  cent , which ref lect  average  repayment
p e r i o d s  f o r  t h e  d e b t  p r i n c i p a l  o f  6 . 5  a n d  5  y e a r s ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  T h e  r e s u l t i n g
machine scales  are  shown in  annex IV in  relat ion to  the  12 per  cent  rat io  for
i l l u s t r a t i v e  p u r p o s e s .

24, T h e  C o m m i t t e e  a l s o  conaldered  the  que s t i on  o f  ad ju s tmen t s  f o r  e x t e r n a l  d e b t  i n
t h e  c o n t e x t  o f  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  o n  a l t e r n a t i v e  i n c o m e  concep t s  a s  r e f l e c t ed  i n
paragraph 12 above. A  d e c i s i o n  o n  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  u t i l i t y  o f  t h i s  a p p r o a c h  f o r
incorporat ion in  the  scale  methodology wi l l  depend on the  outcome of  the  further
work to  be undertaken in  this  regard.
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25. F o r  i t s  e x t e n s i v e  d i s cu s s ion  on  th i s  i t em,  the  Commi t t ee  lad b e f o r e  i t  a  n o t e
b y  t h e  S t a t i s t i c a l  O f f i c e  t h a t  d e s c r i b e d  t h e  e v o l u t i o n  o f  t h v  f o r m u l a  f r o m  Pta
introduct ion in  1946 with  an upper per  capita  income l imit  05 $1,000 and a gradient
o f  4 0  par c e n t  t o  t h e  p r e s e n t  l i m i t  o f  $ 2 , 2 0 0  w i t h  a  g r a d i e n t  o f  8 5  p e r  c e n t . I t
a l s o  i n c l u d e d  t a b l e s  w i t h  t h e  q u a n t i t a t i v e  affects o f  a l t e r n a t i v e  u p p e r  p e r  cap i t a
income limit8 and in format ion on the  United States  QNP  def lator  and world nat ional
income qrowth to enable the Committee to decide on a possible upward adjustment of
the  upper income l imit . The  d i s cu s s ion  focu sed  on  the  ra t i ona l e  una<rlyinq  t h e
parameters  and the ef fec ts  on the  assessment  scale  of  changes  in  the  upper
per  cap i t a  i ncome  l im i t .

26. The Committee  agreed that  the  consumer price  index (CPIj  of  the  United States
shou ld  n o t  b e  t h e  o n l y  f ac tor  fo r  dec id ing  o n  c h a n g e s  i n  t h e  l e v e l  o f  t h e  u p p e r
per  cap i t a  i ncome  l im i t  a s  i n f l a t i on  in the  Un i t ed  S ta t e s  canno t  b e  t h e  s o l e
cr i t e r ion  for  such  changes . In f l a t i on  ra t e s  f o r  a l l  c o u n t r i e s  a n d  e x c h a n g e  r a t e
movements  ref lect ing the  changes  of  exchange rates  for  al l  currencies  a lso  should
be considered,

27. Qiven that  the  las t  change in  the  per  capi ta  income limit had taken place  when
decis ions  were  taken about  the  1986-1988 assessment  scale ,  which was  based on the
1 9 7 4 - 1 9 8 3  s t a t i s t i c a l  b a s e  p e r i o d , i t  was  noted that  any further  c l  ange in  the
upper  income l imit  would need to  take into  account  changes  in  the  average
per capita income between the 1974-1983  and 1977-1986 base periods. Between those
periods  average per  capi ta  income changed from $1,840 to  $2,176,  i .e .  by
18.3 p e r  c e n t . App l i ca t i on  o f  t h i s  percen tage  to  the  ex i s t i ng  upper  per  cap i t a
i n c o m e  l i m i t  o f  $ 2 , 2 0 0  w o u l d  r e s u l t  i n  a  l i m i t  o f  $ 2 , 6 0 0 .

25. The Commit tee  decided to  defer  i t s  decis ion on a  speci f ic  recommendat ion in
this  regard unt i l  nat ional  income data  beyond 1986 were  avai lable  in  v iew of  the
economic changes that had taken place in a number of Member States since then and
thus  a  change in  the  movlnq  average. Using t h e  d a t a  f o r  t h e  1 9 7 7 - 1 9 8 6  s t a t i s t i c a l
base  period, the Committee did, however, r e v i e w  t h e  e f f e c t  o n  t h e  m a c h i n e  s c a l e  o f
a l t e r n a t i v e  u p p e r  p e r  c a p i t a  i ncome  l im i t s  o f  $ 2 , 3 0 0 ,  $ 2 , 4 0 0 ,  $ 2 , 5 0 0 ,  $ 2 , 6 0 0  a n d
$2,500. F o r  i l l u s t r a t i v e  p u r p o s e s , the  resul t ing machine scales are shown in
annex  V  in  r e l a t i on  to  the  ra t e s  cor re spond ing  to  the  $2 ,200  l im i t . The Committee
emphasized t h a t , whi le  there  was a disposi t ion to  recommend nn upward adjustment  of
the  upper  per  capi ta  income l imit , the information in annex V in no way prejudged
the  outcome of  the  rev iew based on more up-to-date  data  that  would be  evaluated in
the  con tex t  o f  po s s ib l e  add i t i ona l  mod i f i ca t i on s  o f  t he  scnle m e t h o d o l o g y .

29. With regard to  the  gradient , t h e r e  wad a  genera l  d i spo s i t i on  i n  the  Commi t t ee
t o  m a i n t a i n  i t  a t  i t s  preeent l e v e l  o f  8 5  p e r  c e n t . At  the  same t ime,  the
Secretar iat  was  requested to  conduct  a  s tudy on the  postiibility  of  applying
d i f f e r e n t  g r a d i e n t s  t o  d i f f e r e n t  l e v e l s  o f  a v e r a g e  p e r  capit& na t iona l  i ncome .

4. ‘hi1.i.W  U-Jd..flQQr...rBf.US

30. Cei l ing and f loor  rates  were  discussed by the  Committea  in  the  context  of  the
red i s t r ibu t ion  o f  percen tage  po in t s  r e su l t i ng  f rom the  app l i ca t i on  o f  t he  d i f f e ren t
elements of the methodology. Some members of t?;= Committee drew attention to the
f a c t  t h a t  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  c e i l i n g  r a t e  required  t h e  rtidistrlbutiun  o f
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568 point8 and tha t  of  the f loor crate 47  in the  1989-1991 scale, and noted tha t  the
app l i ca t i on  o f  t h e  ceilinq ra te  c rea ted  a  s i gn i f i can t  impac t  ( annex  IB). Other
mombera  no ted  tha t  co lumn  1  o f  annex  IA i nd i ca t ed  tha t  t he  ac tua l  d i f f e rence
between the  cei l ing and the  hiqhast  percentage dis tr ibut ion of  raw nat ional  income
levels  amounted to  278 pointa. I n  t h i s  c!,>ntext, the Committee analysed the
relative burden that each Member Gtate’a  aaaeaaed United Nation8 contribution
represented  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  ita a v e r a g e  n a t i o n a l  i n c o m e  f o r  t h e  p e r i o d  1977-1986.
Annex III  rank8 Member Statea f rom highest  to  low&at  in  respect of  their  United
Nationa  con t r ibu t ion  aa a  percentage o f  t h e i r  1 9 7 7 - 1 9 8 6  a v e r a g e  n a t i o n a l  i ncome ,
I t  alao prov ider  i n format ion  o n  avaraqe  per  cap i t a  na t i ona l  i ncomes  for  t h e  asme
period.

31. The Commit tee  did not diacuao poaaible  adjustment8 of  e i ther  the  ce i l ing or
f l o o r  r a t e  i n  v i e w  o f  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  r a t h e r  t h a n  t e c h n i c a l  n a t u r e  o f  t h i s  t o p i c .

32. The Committee  considered  a note  by  the  Cecretariat  on the  ef fect8  of  the
scheme of  l imit8  on the  scale  of  aaaeaamenta, which alao aummariaed the  discuaaion
on  th i a  top ic  i n  the  i n forma l  conau l t a t i ona  o f  the  F i f th  Commicter  dur ing  the
f o r t y - t h i r d  aeaaion o f  t h e  General  Aaasmbly. T h e  S e c r e t a r i a t  n o t e  alao r e f l e c t e d
t h e  proposa l s  m a d e  b y  delegationa  for  t he  poaa ib l e  mod i f i ca t i on  o f  t h e  acheme  o f
l i m i t 8  a n d  i t s  a p p l i c a t i o n , T h e y  i n c l u d e a ,  i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  ths p r e v i o u s l y  requested
ahorteninq of  the  acheme’a  bracketat  the  proqreaaive  appl icat ion of  the  scheme
during the three-year  scale period)  and the exclusion of  Member Statea  with
per  c a p i t a  i n c o m e 8  b e l o w  a  cert-ain  l e v e l  f rom sharing the  burden  o f  r e l i e f .  On a
more qeneral  leve l , i t  w a s  alao a u q q e a t e d  t h a t  t h e  acheme  o f  limita migh t  b e
c o n s i d e r e d  a  t r a n a i t i o n a l  m e a s u r e  i n  v i e w  o f  i t s  c l o s e  l i n k  w i t h  t h e  s t a t i s t i c a l
baae period.

33. T h e  C o m m i t t e e  e x a m i n e d  several  t a b l e s  i l l u a t r a t i n q  t h e  e f f e c t  o f  t h e  acheme  o f
limits on both the 1986-1988 and 1939-1991 acalea. T h e  e f f e c t  on  t h e  l a t t e r  s c a l e
is  shown in annexea IA and 8. The Committeti  no ted  tha t  t he  number  o f  po in t s
redistributed  aa a  r e a u l t  o f  t h e  applfication  o f  t h e  s c h e m e  o f  l i m i t s  h a d  increased
f rom 179 to  354 percentage  pointa  f rom one scale  to  the  next .  The Committee  noted
t h a t  i n  annexed  I A  a n d  B ,  t h e r e  was n o  i n d i c a t i o n  o f  a  significant  redistribution
o f  pointa  t o  countries  w i t h  l o w  p e r  c a p i t a  incomea  aa a  result o f  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n
o f  t h e  acheme o f  limita,

34. W i t h  r e g a r d  t o  t h e  e f f e c t  of  t h e  s c h e m e  of  l im i t s  on  deb t - re l i e f  a d j u s t m e n t s ,
the  Committee  noted that  for  the  1986-1988 machine scale, the  assessment  rates  of
18 M e m b e r  Stat.8 decreased aa a  roau?t o f  d e b t  r e l i e f  adjustmenta,  a n d  f o r  t h e
1989-1991 rnr ‘re scale the rrteu of 38 Member State8 were reduced. While the
scheme of 11, i m a y  or  m a y  n o t  h a v e  a n  e f f e c t  o n  t h e  d e b t  r e l i e f  a d j u s t m e n t s ,  i t
alao a f f e c t s  a l l  o t h e r  adjuatm&nta. I t  wan n o t  p o s s i b l e  t o  e s t a b l i s h  d i r e c t  l i n k s
b e t w e e n  t h e  e f f ec t s  of :he separate  adjustment  mechanisms and those  of  the  scheme
o f  l i m i t s . Given the  interrelatedness  of  al l  elements  of  the  methodology and the
acheme’a  funct ion of  keeping the  rate increases  and decreases  resul t ing from the
other  e lements  within  def ined and predictable  l imits ,  the Committee  fult that  i t
waa premature  to  make recommendat ions  concerning the poss ible  modif icat ion or
re f inemen t  o f  t h e  s c h e m e  o f  l im i t s .
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35. T h e  Secretariat  war rrquerted  t o  conduc t  a  f u r ther  examina t ion  of  the rcheme’r
cumul?Ativa effectr, i n  p a r t i c u l a r  through a  scheme o f  prograrriva a p p l i c a t i o n  o v e r
t h e  t h r e e - y e a r  rcalo  per iod  of  each s c a l e , and  to davelop alternative propoaa l r  i n
thir r e g a r d  togather  w i t h  illustrative  exampler, The Srcrotariat war allro
roquertrd  t o  oxamino  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  t h e  rrchsme o f  limita b a r e d  on ahortrr
bracketa.
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IV. AD HOC ADJUSTMENTS (MITIGATION)

36. In its discussion on paragraph 2 (e) of General Assembly resolution 43/223 B,
the members of the Committee analysed in detail the function of and difficulties in
the application of ad hoc adjustments to the machine scale, which, while not part
of the scale methodology, are a part of the preparation of assessment scales. The
Committee recalled that under its terms of reference, it is given discretion to
consider all data relevant to capacity to pay and all other pertinent factors in
arriving at its recommendations. Committee members stressed their objective to
minimize the use of ad hoc adjustments through further refinement of the
methodology. The complete elimination of such adjustments was, however, not
considered likely or desirable, in particular for developing countries, in view of
the difficulty of devising a perfect methodology and the need to take into account
anomalies and circumstances not adequately reflected in the data used in the
preparation of the scale.

37. With regard to the guidelines to be followed in the mitigation process, the
Committee considered some general criteri . and took note of the contradiction
between the flexibility required for ad hoc adjustments and the constraints imposed
by definitive guidelines. In this context, some members observed that it was not
possible to devise a definitive list of criteria.

38. Among the general criteria considered by the Committee were anomalies in the
available statistical information, methodological imperfections and large-scale
losses caused by natural and man-made disasters. It was noted that only
substantial changes in economic circumstances would need to be taken into account
in ad hoc adjustments. It was also noted that only as many points are
redistributed as are voluntarily offered by the donor countries. The %ailable
points are distributed among the beneficiaries as equitably as possible on the
basis of the Committee's best collective judgement.

39. As already noted in paragraph 36, the Committee was mindful of the need to
minimize the scope of the mitigation process. Taking into account the voluntary
nature of the ad hoc adjustment process, the Committee considered it inappropriate
to set specific limits or targets on the total number of percentage points which
may be redistributed through it. Committee members felt that the imposition of a
reasonable limit on the maximum number of points given to any one country might
contribute to limiting the overall volume.

40. The Committee also decided to include in its reports on the preparation of
future scales explicit information or the ad hoc adjustments.
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V. REPRESENTATIONS BY MEMBER STATES

41. The Commit tee  had before  i t  representat ions  in  wri t ing from India,  the  Is lamic
Republ ic  of  I ran and the L ibyan Arab Jamahir iya, The Commlttae  analysed them in
t h e  l i g h t  o f  paragraph  2  o f  G e n e r a l  Aseembly r e s o l u t i o n  431223 A,

42, In the  repraaentat ion f rom India, a t t en t ion  was  d rawn  to  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  it w a s
the  only  developing country  whose rate  of  aasesament  had increaaad from the
1986-1988 scale  to the 1969-1991 scale and which had not received full or partial
m i t i g a t i o n . Ind ia ’ s  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  m a d e  r e f e r e n c e  t o  a d v e r s e  effecta  on  i t s
economy through droughts and flood8  during the period 1985-1987. The Committee
examined the  accompanying data  and observed that  the  affects  of  the  damagee
suffered during 1965 and 1986 were a lready ref lected  in  the  nat ional  income data
u sed  for  t he  prepara t ion  o f  t he  cur ren t  scale  and  tha t  those sufferad  dur ing  1 9 8 7
w o u l d  b e  reflectmd  i n  t h e  in:ome  d a t a  f o r  the n e x t  scalo. I t  alao j u d g e d  t h e
c a p i t a l  d a m a g e  s m a l l  i n  r e l a t i on  to  Ind ia ’ s  na t i ona l  i n c o m e  a n d  e x p e c t e d  t h e  a f f e c t
on India’8  1987 nat ional  income to  be  minimal  in  re lat ion to  the  re lat ive  income
changea of other Member States. I n  t h a t  c o n t e x t , the  Committee  noted that  tha
M e m b e r  Ststo wan t h e  b e n e f i c i a r y  o f  siaetablo r e l i e f  ( 1 1 6  p o i n t s )  t h r o u g h  t h e  l o w
per capita  incomv al lowance formula  (annexes IA and 8).

43, The Islamic  R e p u b l i c  o f  I ran ,  i n  its  repre sen ta t i on s ,  requerted  downward
a d j u s t m e n t  of  .its c u r r e n t  aasevsment  r a t e  o n  t h e  baai o f  t h e  country’8 p r o e e n t
c i r cums tance s  and ,  in  par t i cu l a r , t h e  n e e d  for  i t s  r econs t ruc t ion . The
r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  d r e w  a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  af fec t  on  i t s  na t iona l  incomo  o f  bar te r ing ,  t o
i ts  war expenses  and reconstruct ion efforta  and to  a  change in  the  populat ion
f i g u r e s  f o r  1980-1906, A  r e c a l c u l a t i o n  of  the  mach ine  scale on  t h e  basis o f  t h e
n e w  d a t a  s u p p l i e d  b y  t h e  I s l a m i c  R e p u b l i c  o f  I ran  re su l t ed  i n  a  r educ t i on  o f  thr
rata b y  o n e  p o i n t . However , the  Committee  noted that  the  Irlamic Republ ic  of  Iran
h a d  r e c e i v e d  an  sd..h9.r ad ju s tmen t  o f  f our  po in t s ,  t h u s  addr s sa ing  the  adverne
circumstances  affacting  the  economy of  the  country. The Committoe also noted that
the popu la t i on  f i g u r e s  provided f o r  1 9 8 7  a n d  1 9 6 8  c o u l d  n o t  bo t a k e n  i n t o  a c c o u n t ,
for  t h e  statistical b a s e  per iod  1977-1986  on  wh ich  the  cur ren t  s ca l e  was ba sed ,

44. 7.n i t s  representation, the  Libyan Arab Jamahir iya  provided a  revised estimate
of  ita gross  domestic product  (GDP) for  1986 (8  per  cent  lower) ,  au wvll as  GDP
est imates  for  1987 and 1988. It a l s o  p r o v i d e d  revirssd popu la t i on  f i gure s  f o r  the
y e a r s  1980-1986, aa w e l l  aa f i g u r e s  for 1 9 8 7  a n d  1 9 8 8 . The Committee noted that
t h e  d a t a  f o r  1 9 6 7  a n d  1 9 8 8  c o u l d  n o t  b e  cons idered  for  t he  s t a t i s t i ca l  base per iod
1977-1986 underly ing the  proasnt acole. The populat ion f igures  submit ted ahowed
b o t h  p o s i t i v e  a n d  n e g a t i v e  g r o w t h  ratea  f r o m  year  t o  y e a r  t h a t  e x c e e d e d  t h e  l im i t s
of  the  populat ion qrowth rat.e estimates that  had baen eatablinhed by the
dumographere  o f  t h e  P o p u l a t i o n  D i v i s i o n  ot t h e  U n i t e d  Nat.iona  Soc.retariBt.  f o r  a l l
Member States. The Cornmittee also determined that the reduced  GDP estimate tar
‘I9Rb  would  not .  lower  the Libyan Arab Jarnahiriya’s  per  capita  nst ionnl  income
s u f f i c i e n t l y  t o  r e d u c e  its eharo o f  t h e  scale.
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VI. OTHER MATTERS CONSIDERED BY THE COMMITTEE

45. The Commit tee  took note of the  report  of  the  Secretary-General  that  indicated
tha t ,  a t  t he  conc lu s ion  of  t he  cur ren t  s e s s i on , the following five Member States
were in arreaxa  in the payment of their assessed contributions to the expenses of
the United Nat ions  under  the  terms of  Art ic le  19 of  the  Charterr Dominican
Republic, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Romania and South Africa. I n  t h i s
regard, the Committee reaffirmed its previous decision to authorize its Chairman to
issue an addendum to the current report if necessary.

B. P-of contr&&&z#  in- currencrh
than  Un i t ed  SW> ciollarg

46. Under the provisions of paragraph 3 (b) of its resolution.  431223 A, the
General Assembly empowered the Secretary-General to accept, at his discretion and
after consultation with the Chairman of the Committee on Contributions, a portion
of the contributions of Member States for the calendar years 1989, 1990 and 1991 in
currencies other than United States dollars.

47. The Committee considered a report of the Secretary-General on arrangements
made folr payments by Member States of their 1989 contributions in currencies other
than United States dollars. The Committee noted that an estimated seven Member
States were planning to avail themselves of the opportunity of paying the estimated
equivalent of $8.9 million in seven non-United States dollar currencies acceptable
to the Organization.

C .  Assesamenuf non-rnem.XXL&~

48. At  i t s  f o r ty -e ighth  sassion, the Committee on Contributions considered a
proposal for the simplification of the existing procedures for the assessment of
non-member States for the United Nations activities in which they participate, .!I
The proposal involved the replacement of the QJL.QQ~~~~-w..Q  assessment of non-member
States based on the activities in which they participated with voting rights and on
the cost of these activities with a flat annual fee based on the regular budget net
assessment base. While non-member States had expressed their basic support for
simpler and more timely assessment, they had reservations about the proposed
modalities.

49, In the l ight  of  these reservations, the Committee on Contributions proposed to
examine the questions raised for further consideration at its forty-ninth session.
It also proposed an interim assessment procedure by which non-member States would
pay at the beginning of the calendar year an amount equivalent to their average
annual contribution during the past 10 years with subsequent adjustmtrnt  on the
bdSiS  of the actual level of participation during the year. The General Assembly
endorsed both proposals in its resolution 431223 C.

50. The Committee had before it a note by the SecrLLariat  containing a proposed
flat annuzi fee schedule  based on the levels of participation and assessmont of
non-member States during the period  1978-1987. It also considered representations
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by the Holy See, Liechtenrtein, the Republ ic  of  Korea  and Switrerland. On the
basis  of  this  information,  i t  decided to  recommend to  the Qenural  Assembly  to
ent¶orse t h e  f o l l o w i n g  s l i d i n g  s c a l e  of  f l a t  annua l  fee  ra te s  and  per iod i c  rev iew
procedure8 I

Flat  annual  fee
ba propb;*tion
of  a p p l i c a b l e

( Percentage)

Nauru 1

Monaco, San Marina, Tonga 5

Democratic People’s Republic of Korea,
Holy See, Liechtenstein 10

Republic of Korea 15

Switzerland 30

51. At  t h e  beyinning  o f  e a c h  c a l e n d a r  year* the percentages  shown above wi l l  be
appl ied to  the respect ive  effective assessment  rates  and the  appl icable  regular
budget  net  assessment  base ,  adjusted for  tax refunds,  in  order  to  arr ive  at  the
act.ual amounts  to  be assessbd for  a  g iven year . For example, Liechtenste in  would
h a v e  b e e n  a s s e s s e d  $ 7 2 5  i n  1987  on  the  ba s i s  o f  i t s  f l a t  annua l  f e e  propor t ion  o f
10  per  cen t ,  i t s  a s s e s smen t  r a t e  o f  0 . 0 1  a n d  t h e  n e t  a s s e s s m e n t  f o r  t h e  r e g u l a r
budget of $724,536,742.

52. In  o r d e r  t o  e n s u r e  t h e  c o n t i n u e d  o b j e c t i v i t y  o f  t h e  a s s e s a m e n t  b a a e ,
part ic ipat ion levels  of  non-member  States  wil l  be  rev iewed every  f ive  years  on the
basis of self-reporting by non-member States in response to a survey by the United
Nations  Secretar iat . The sl iding scale  of  f lat  annual  fee  rates  wi l l  be adjusted
as  required.

53. The Committee decided to hold its fiftieth session in New York from 11 to
29 June 1990,

11 The full text of the note is available, upon request, from the Secretary
of Lhe Committee  on Contr ibut ions .

2./ I M F  e x c h a n g e  r a t e s  a r e  u s e d  f o r  a l l  i t s  m e m b e r s  a n d  t h e  U n i t e d  N a t i o n s
operational rate for the remaining countries.

41 J..b.id.. ,  paras.  5 9 - 6 4 .
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ANNEX 1A

STEP-BY-STEP ADJUSTMENTS TO NATIONAL INCOME ON THE BASIS OF THE CURRENT METHODOLOGY
FOR TH-E DETERMINATION OF THE SCALE OF ASSESSMENTS FOR 1989-1991

Member State

AFGHANISTAN 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01
ALBANIA 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01
ALGERIA 0.39 0.38 0.32 0.32 0.35
ANGOLA 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01
ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01
ARGENTINA 0.78 0.72 0.79 0.78 0.85
AUSTRALIA 1.25 1.27 1.39 1.39 1.50
AUSTRIA 0.60 0.61 0.67 0.67 0.72
BAHAMAS 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02
BAHRAIN 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03
BANGLADESH 0.13 0.12 0.02 0.02 0.03
BARBADOS 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
BELGIUM 0.95 0.96 Ii6 1.05 1.14
BELIZE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01
BENIN 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01
BHUTAN 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01
BOLIVIA 0.05 0.05 0.02 0.02 0.02
BOTSWANA 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01
BRAZIL 2.13 2.03 1.47 1.47 1.59
BRUNEI DARUSSALAM 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
BULGARIA 0.16 0.16 0.13 0.13 0.14
BURKINA FASO 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01

r

National

(1)

(percentage)

I N C O M E A D J U S T E I
IcDebt and

low per
:a@ income

)ebt,
IW per
apita income,
nd floor

(3) (41

1 F O R :
Pbebt,

IW per
apita  income,
loor  and
eiling

(5)

0.01
0.01
0.16
0.01
0.01
0.71
1.53
0.73
0.02
0.03
0.03
0.01
1.16
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.02
0.01
1.54
0.03
0.14
0.01



Member State

BURMA 0.05 0.05 0.01 0.01
BURUNDI 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01
CAMEROON 0.07 0.07 0.03 0.03
CANADA 2.52 2.55 2.81 2.79
CAPE VERDE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01
CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01
CHAD 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01
CHILE 0.17 0.15 0.09 0.09
CHINA 2.89 2.91 0.72 0.72
COLOMBIA 0.29 0.28 0.15 0.15
COMOROS 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01
CONGO 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01
COSTA RICA 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02
COTE D’IVOIRE 0.07 0.06 0.02 0.02
CUBA 0.16 0.15 0.10 0.10
CYPRUS 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 0.46 0.46 0.51 0.50
DEMOCRATIC KAMPUCHEA 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01
DEMOCRATIC YEMEN 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01
DENMARK 0.54 0.55 0.60 0.60
DJIBOUTI 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01
DOMINICA 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01

r

National
income

(1)

I N C O M E ADJUSTEI
II.Debt Debt and

low per
capita income

)ebt,
DW lXX

apita  income,
nd floor

(2) (3) (4)

3w per
apita income,
loor and
eiling

(5)

0.01
0.01
0.03
3.02
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.10
0.77
0.16
0.01
0.01
0.02
0.02
0.11
0.02
0.55
0.01
0.01
0.65
0.01
0.01

kbt,
3w per
apita income,
lwr, ceiling
nd scheme
f hits

(6)- -

0.01
0.01
0.02
3.07
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.08
0.78
0.15
0.01
0.01
0.02
0.02
0.11
0.02
0.61
0.01
0.01
0.66
0.01
0.01

Micial  Scale
1989-1991
idlldkg

m
djustments
digation))

(71

0.01
0.01
0.01
3.09
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.08
0.79
0.14
0.01
0.01
0.02
0.02
0.09
O.??
0.66
0.01
0.01
0.69
0.01
0.01



1
I INCOME ADJUSTED  FOR:

‘j DOMINICAN REPL’BLIC
I i ECUADOR
EI jiGYPT

:EL SALVADOR
EQK4TORIAL  GUISE.4

.ETHIOPI \
‘FIJI
; FINLAND
FR=ZNCE
G.4BON
iG.MBI.4
,GERM.4N  DE%fOCR4TIC  REPL’BLIC
GERXIASY.  FEDER.4L  REPCBLIC OF
GH.4N.4
GREECE
:GRESAD.4
GC-ATE>lALA
.G(iISE.4
GUISEA-BISS.4U
GUYAS.

HAITI
HOSDUR4S

0.06
0. JO
0.34
0.01
0.00
0.01
0.01
0.42
4.99

0.03
0.00
0.99 i 1.00
6.20 i 6.27
0.05 : 0.05
0 . 3 4 0.33,
0.00 j 0.00
0.08 : 0.08
0.01 : 0.01
0.00 : 0.00
0 .00  i 0.00
0.01 0.01
0 . 0 3 0.02

0.06
i

0.03
0-W 0.05
0.32 0.13
0.01 0.01
osm j 0.00
0.04 / 0.31
0.01 j 0.01
0.42 ; 0.46
5.05 i 5.55

0.03 : 0.03

1.11 : 1.10
6.89 j 6.87
0 .01  ) O-01

0 . 3 6 0.35
0.00 0.01
0.01 0.04
0.00 0.01
0.00 0.01
0.00 O.CJl
0.00 0.01
0.01 0.01

I

0.03  i 0.03
0.04
0.08
0.02
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.51
6.17

0.38 :
0.01
0.04
0.01 I
0.01 1
0.01 i
0.01 i
0.01 :

1.22
7.98
0.02
0.39
0.01
0.03
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01

0 .03  :
0.03 :
O-07 /
0 .01  i
0.01
0.01 I
0.01 j
0.51
6.25
0.03
0.01
1.28
8.08
O-01
0.46
0.01

0.02
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01

-.



I

Member State

HUNGARY
ICELAND
INDIA
INDONESIA
IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF)

IRAQ
IRELAND
ISRAEL
ITALY
JAMAICA
JAPAN
JORDAN
KENYA
KUWAIT
LAO PEOPLE’S DEMOCRATIC REPUBLlC
LEBANON
LESOTHO
LIBERIA
LIBYAN ARAB JAMAHlRlYA
LUXEMBOURG
MADAGASCAR
MALAWI

National

(1) (2) (3) (4)
- - -

(6) (7)

0.17 0.16 0.11 0.11 0.12 0.21 0.21

0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03

1.53 1.51 0.33 0.33 0.36 0.37 0.37
0.68 0.65 0.19 0.19 0.21 0.16 0.15
1.17 1.17 1.29 1.29 1.39 0.73 0.69
0.36 0.35 0.39 0.39 0.42 0.14 0.12
0.15 0.15 0.17 0.17 0.18 0.18 0.18
0.19 0.17 0.18 0.18 0.20 0.21 0.21
3.67 3.71 4.08 4.07 4.40 4.06 3.99
0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

10.36 10.47 11.51 11.47 12.42 11.38 11.38
0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01
0.05 0.05 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.25 0.24 0.27 0.27 0.29 0.30 0.29
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.25 0.25 0.27 0.27 0.29 0.30 0.28
0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.06 0.06
0.03 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

I N C O M E A D J U S T E D  F  O R :
Debt and
‘,WpX

,.4pita  income

>ebt,
ow per
:apita income,
md floor

Debt,
.ow per
:apita  income,
Roar  and
:eiling

3ebt,
ow per
:apita kome,
loor, ceiling
md scheme
d limits

)fficial  Scale
1989-1991
including
Id hoc
adjustments
mitigation))



Member State

MALAYSIA
MALDIVES

+ M A L I
MALTA
MAURITANIA
MAURITIUS
I\ IEXICO
MONGOLIA
MOROCCO
MOZAMBIQUE
NEPAL
NETHERLANDS
NEW ZEALAND
NICARAGUA
NIGER
NIGERIA
NORWAY
OMAN
PAKISTAN
PANAMA
PAPUA NEW GUINEA
PARAGUAY

--
National
income

(1)

0.23 0.21 0.15 0.14 0.15 0.12 0.11
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
1.39 1.29 1.01 1.01 1.09 1.00 0.94
0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.13 0.11 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04
0.02 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.02 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
1.30 1.32 1.45 1.45 1.57 1.60 1.65
0.19 0.20 0.22 0.21 0.23 0.24 0.24
0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.02 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.67 0.65 0.27 0.27 0.29 0.21 0.20
0.15 0.45 0.50 0.50 0.54 0.55 0.55
0.05 0.05 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.03 0.02
0.28 0.27 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.06
0.04 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.04 0.04 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03

INCl
Debt

)JUSTED F O R :
1 Debt, IDebt, 11

(2)

M E  A D
Debt and
low per
capita income

(3)

DW per
apita  income,
nd floor

(4)

ow per
:apita  income,
loor and
:eiling

(5)

)ebt,
ow per
:apita income,
loor, ceiling
Ind  scheme
rf limits

(6)

)fficial  Scale
1989-1991
including
w

mitigation))

(7)
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Member State

PERU

I PHILIPPINES

2: POLAND
I PORTUGAL

QATAR
ROMANIA
RWANDA
SAINT KITTS  AND NEVIS
SAINT LUCIA
SAINT VINCENT AND THE GRENADINES
SAMOA
SAO TOME AND PRINCIPE
SAUDI ARABIA
SENEGAL
SEYCHELLES
SIERRA LEONE
SINGAPORE
SOLOMON ISLANDS
SOMALIA
SOUTH AFRICA
SPAIN
SRI LANKA

National
income

INC(
Debt

M E  A L
Debt and
low per
capita income

IUSTEI
Debt,
low per
:apita income,
md floor

F  O R :
Debt, Debt,
low per low per
:apita  income, apita income,
floor and floor, ceiling
:eiIing md scheme

,f Iimits

3fficial  Scale
1989-1991
including
*
ldjustmenta
mitigation))

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

0.15 0.14 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06
0.29 0.26 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.09
0.63 0.59 0.44 0.43 0.47 0.55 0.56
0.20 0.19 0.15 0.15 0.17 0.18 0.18
0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.05 0.05
0.38 0.37 0.28 0.28 0.30 0.21 0.19
0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.99 0.98 1.08 1.07 1.16 1.08 1.02
0.03 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.12 0.12 0.13 0.13 0.14 0.12 0.11
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.52 0.52 0.41 0.41 0.44 0.45 0.45
1.57 1.59 1.74 1.74 1.88 1.91 1.95
0.04 0.04 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

1



I

:
I

Member State

SUDAN
SURINAME
SWAZILAND
SWEDEN
SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC
THAILAND
TOGO
TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO
TUNISIA
TURKEY
UGANDA
UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS
UNITED ARAB EMIRATES
UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN

AND NORTHERN IRELAND
UNITED REPUBLIC OF TANZANIA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
URUGUAY
VANUATU
VENEZUELA
VIET NAM
YEMEN

National
income

(1) (21 (3) (4) (5)

0.08 0.07 0.02 0.02 0.02
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01
0.93 0.93 1.03 1.02 1.11
0.15 0.15 0.11 0.11 0.12
0.31 0.30 0.11 0.11 0.12
0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.01
0.06 0.05 0.06 0.06 0.06
0.07 0.07 0.03 0.03 0.04
0.54 0.51 0.28 0.28 0.30
0.04 0.04 0.01 0.01 0.01
7.75 7.84 8.61 8.58 9.29
0.22 0.21 0.23 0.23 0.25

- - - - - z -- -

0.02
0.01
0.01
1.15
0.05
0.11
0.01
0.05
0.04
0.31
0.01

11.42
0.20

(7)

0.01
0.01
0.01
1.21
0.04
0.10
0.01
0.05
0.03
0.32
0.01

11.57
0.19

3.99 4.03 4.43 4.41 4.78 4.86 4.86
0.05 0.05 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

27.78 28.08 30.87 30.68 25.00 25.00 25.00
0.07 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.05 0.04
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.50 0.46 0.51 0.50 0.55 0.56 0.57
0.06 0.05 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.04 0.04 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

I I N C O M E A D J U S T E D  F O R : I
Debt Debt and

low per
capita  income

>ebt,
ow per
:apita income,
md floor

i)ebt,
ow per
:apita income,
kmr and
:eiIing

)ebt,
ow per
:apita income,
loor,  ceiling
md scheme
d limits

>fficial  Scale
19s9-1991
idUdil.lg

Id hoc
djustments
mitigation))
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Member State

I N C O M E ADJUSTEI
National Debt Debt and Debt, -
income low per low per

capita income capita income,
and floor

F  O R :
Debt, Debt, Official Scale

low per low per 1989-1991
capita income, capita income, (including
floor and f l o o r ,  c e i l i n gad hoc
ceiling and scheme adjustments

of limits (mitigation))

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

YUGOSLAVIA 0.54 0.52 0.57 0.57

$ ZAIRE ZAMBIA 0.05 0.03 0.04 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
ZIMBABWE 0.05 0.05 0.02 0.02

TOTAL 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00

0.61 0.52 0.46
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.02 0.02 0.02

100.00 100.00 100.00



ANNEX 1B

POINT DIFFERENCES RESULTING FROM THE STEP-BY-STEP ADJUSTMENTS
TO NATIONAL MCOME ON THE BASIS OF THE CURRENT METHODOLOGY
FOR THE DETERMINATION OF THE SCALE OF ASSESSMENTS FOR 1989-1991

Member State

AFGHANISTAN
ALBANIA
ALGERIA
ANGOLA
ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA
ARGENTINA
AUSTRALIA
AUSTRIA
BAHAMAS
BAHRAIN
BANGLADESH
BARBADOS
BELGIUM
BELIZE
BENIN
3HUTAN
30LIVIA
30TSWANA
3RAZIL
3RUNEI  DARUSSALAM
3ULGARIA
3URKINA FASO

D e b t

Cols.(2)-(  1)
of annex 1A

t-1 (+I

(1)

-0.01

-0.06

-0.01

-0.10

0.02
0.01

0.01

Low per capita
income

CoIs.(3)-(2)
of annex LA

t-1 (+I

(2)

-0.02
-0.01
-0.06
-0.02

0.07
0.12
0.06

0.01
-0.10

0.10

-0.01

-0.03
-0.01
-0.56

-0.03
-0.01

F l o o r

CoIs.(4)-(3)
of annex 1A
t-1 (+I

-0.01

-0.01

0.01

0.01
0.01
0.01

0.01

0.01

C e i l i n g

Cols.(5)-(4)
of annex 1A

t-1 (+I

(4)

0.03

0.07
0.11
0.05
0.01

0.01

0.09

0.12

0.01

Scheme of limit

Cols.(6)-(5)
of annex 1A

t-1 (+I

Ad hoc
adjustments

(mitigation)

Cols.(7)-(6)
of annex IA

t-1 (+I

(5) (6)

-0.19

-0.14

-0.05

0.03
0.01

0.02

-0.01

-0.05

-0.01
-0.02

-0.01

-0.09

0.04
0.01

0.01

0.01
0.01



Member State

BURMA
BURUNDI
CAMbROON
CANADA
CAPE VERDE
CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC
CHAD
CHILE
CHINA
COLOMBIA
COMOROS
CONGO
COSTA RICA
COTE D’IVOIRE
CUBA
CYPRUS
CZECHOSLOVAKIA
DEMOCRATIC KAMPUCHEA
‘DEMOCRATIC YEMEN
DENMARK
DJIBOUTI
DOMINICA
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC

D e b t

Cols.(2)-(I) Cols.(3)-(2) Cols.(4)-(3) Cols.(5)-(4)
of annex 1A of annex 1A of annex 1A of annex 1A

t-1 (+I C-1 (+I t-1 (+I C-1 (+I

--bols.(6)-(5)
of annex 1A

t-1 (+I

h o cAd
adjustments
(mitigation)

Cols.(7)-(6)
of annex 1A

t-1 (+I

(1) (2) (3) W (5) (6)

-0.02

-0.01

-0.01
-0.01

0.03

0.02

0.01

Low per ciipita
income

-0.04
-0.01
-0.04

-0.01
-0.01
-0.06
-2.19
-0.13

-0.01
-0.01
-0.04
-0.05

-0.01
-0.01

-0.03

0.26 -0.02

0.05

0.05

-0.01

F l o o r C e i l i n g Scheme of limih

0.01

0.01
0.01
0.01

0.01
0.01

0.01
0.01

0.01
0.01

0.23

0.01
0.05
0.01

0.01

0.05

0.05

-0.01

-0.02

-0.01

0.05

0.01

0.06

0.01

1

-0.01
0.02

0.01
-0.01

-0.02

0.05

0.03
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Member State

INDIA
INDONESIA
IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF)
IRAQ
IRELAND
ISRAEL
ITALY
JAMAICA
JAPAN
JORDAN
KENYA
KUWAm
LAO PEOPLE’S DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC
LEBANON
LESOTHO
LIBERIA
LIBYAN ARAB JAMAHIRIYA
LUXEMBOURG
MADAGASCAR
MALAWl
MALAYSIA
MALDIVES
MALI

D e b t ) F l o o r C e i l i n g Scheme of limit

Cols.(2)-(  1)
of annex 1A

(-) (+)

(1)

-0.02
-0.03

-0.01

-0.02

-0.01

-0.01

-0.02

0.04

0. I 1

Low per capita
income

Cols.(3)-(2)
of annex IA

(-) t+:

(2)

-1.18
-0.46

-0.01

-0.01
-0.04

-0.02
-0.01
-0.01

-0.01
-0.01
-0.06

-0.01

0.12
0.04
0.02
0.01
0.37

1.04

0.03

0.02

Cols.(4)-(3)
of annex 1A

t-1 (+)

-0.01

-0.04

-0.0 1

0.01

0.01
0.01

0.01

0.01
0.01

of annex 1A

f-1 (+I

0.03
0.02
0.10
0.03
0.01
0.02
0.33

0.95

0.02

0.02
0.01

0.01

CoIs.(6)-(5)
of annex IA

C-1 (+)

(5) (6)

-0.05
-0.66
-0.28

-0.34

-1.04

-0.03

-0.01
-0.04
-0.02

-0.07

-0.01



Member State

MALTA
~~AURITANIA

I
ifi

MAURITIUS
I MEXICO

MONGOLIA
MOROCCO
MOZAMBIQUE
NEPAL
NETHERLANDS
NEW ZEALAND
NICARAGUA
NIGER
NIGERIA
NORWAY
OMAN
PAKISTAN
PANAMA
PAPUA NEW GUINEA
PARAGUAY
PERU
PHILIPPINES
POLAND
~P~RTUGAL

D e b t

Cols.(2)-(  1)
of annex IA

(-1 (+I

(1)

-0.10

-0.02

0.02
0.01

-0.02

-0.01
-0.01

-0.01
-0.03
-0.04
-0.01

Low per capita
income

Cols.(3)-(2)
of annex 1A

(-) (+I

(2)

-0.01
-0.01
-0.28
-0.01
-0.07
-0.02
-0.02

0.13
0.02

-0.02
-0.02
-0.38

0.05
0.01

-0.20
-0.01
-0.01

-0.02
-0.08
-0.17
-0.15
-0.04

F l o o r C e i l i n g Scheme of limits Ad hoc

Cols.(4)-(3) Cols.(5)-(4)
of annex 1A of annex 1A

C-1  ($1 C-1 (+I

(3) (4)

Cols.(6)-(5)
of annex 1A

C-1 (+I

adjustments
(mitigation)

Cols.(7)-(6)
of annex 1A

C-1 (+I

(5) (6)

0.01
0.01

0.01

0.01
0.01

-0.01

0.01

-0.01

0.08 -0.09 -0.06

0.03
0.01

0.05

-0.08
0.01

-0.03

-0.01

-0.01
-0.01

-0.01 0.08
0.01

0.01



Member State Cols.  (2)-( 1)

QATAR
ROMANIA
RWANDA
SAINT KITTS AND NEVIS
SAINT LUCIA
SAINT VINCENT AND THE GRENADINE
SAMOA
SAO TOME AND PRINCIPE
SAUDI ARABIA
SENEGAL
SEYCHELLES
SIERRA LEONE
SINGAPORE
SOLOMON ISLANDS
SOMALIA
SOUTH AFRICA
SPAIN
SRI LANKA
SUDAN
SURINAME
SWAZILAND
SWEDEN
SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC

D e b t

of annex 1A

C-1 (+I

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 051

-0.01

-0.01
-0.01

-0.0

0.02

Low per capita
income

Cols.(3)-(2) Cols.(4)-(3) Cols.(S)-(4)
of annex 1A of annex  1A of annex 1A

f-1 (+) C-1  (+) (-) (+I

-0.09
-0.01

-0.01

-0.01

-0.01
-0.11

-0.03
-0.05

-0.04

0.10

0.01

0.15

0.10

F l o o r C e i l i n g Scheme of limiti

-0.01

-0.01

0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01

0.01
0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01
0.02

0.09 -0.08 -0.06

0.01

0.03
0.14

0.09
0.01

Cols.(6)-(5)
of annex 1A

C-1 (+I

-0.01
-0.09

-0.02

-0.07

0.01
0.03

0.04

Ad hoc
adjustments

(mitigation)

Cols.(7)-(6)
of mex 1A

t-1 (+I

-0.02

-0.01

0.04

-0.01

0.06
-0.01



Member State

THAILAND
roG0
l-RINIDAD  AND TOBAGO
I-UNISlA
TURKEY
JGANDA
JNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIl
JNITED ARAB EMIRATES
JNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN

AND NORTHERN IRELAND
JNITED REPUBLIC OF TANZANlA
JNITED STATES OF AMERICA
JRUGUAY
JANUATU
iENEZUELA
dIET NAM
fEMEN
YUGOSLAVIA
[AIRE
EAMBIA
SIMBABWE

TOTAL

D e b t

Cols.(‘L)-(  1)
of annex 1A

(3 (+I

(1)

-0.01

-0.01

-0.03

/
-0.01

-0.01

-0.04
-0.01

-0.02
-0.01
-0.01

0.09

0.04

0.30

F -.-

-0.87 6,87___-.._ .

Low per capita
income

CoIs.(3)-(2)
of annex 1A

c-1 (+I

(2)

-0.19
-0.01

-0.04
-0.23
-0.03

-0.04

-0.04
-0.03

-0.03
-0.01
-0.03

0.01

0.77
0.02

0.40

2.79

0.05

0.05

Cols.(4)-(3) cols.(5)-(4)
of annex 1A of annex 1A

t-1 (+I (-1 (+I

Cols.(6)-(5)
of annex 1A

t-1 (+I

(mitigation)
C4W7l-W

of annex 1A

t-1 (+I

(3) (4) (5) (6)

0.01

0.01

-5.68

0.01

0.01
0.02

0.71
0.02

0.37

0.05

0.04

Scheme  of limits Ad hoc

-0.01

-0.01

-0.05

-0.01

-0.09

0.01

2.13

0.08

0.01

-0.01

-0.01
0.01

0.15
-0.01

-0.01

0.01

-0.06



ANNEXII

ALTERNATIVE MACm SCALES BASED ON VARYING STATISTICAL BASE PERIODS
AND POINT DIFFERENCES COMPARED TO THE CURRENT IO-YEAR BASE PERIOD

MEMBER STATE

AFGHANISTAN
ALBANIA
ALGERIA

I
isi

ANGOLA
I ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA

ARGENTINA
AUSTRALIA
AUSTRIA
BAHAMAS
BAHRAIN
BANGLADESH
BARBADOS
BELGIUM

BELIZE
BENIN
BHUTAN

BOLIVIA
BOTSWANA

BRAZIL
BRUNEI  DARUSSALAM
BULGARIA
BURKINA  FASO
BURMA
BURUNDI

TDebt, lo\;IV per capita income ($2,200,85%), fh

IO-year ll-year 7-year S-year 3-year

period period Jnxiod period period
(1977- (1975- (1980- (1982- (1984-
1986) 1986) 1986) 1986) 1986)

IJ> (2) (31 (4) (5)

O.Ql 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.71 0.71 0.71 0.54 0.55
1.53 J S.5 1.54 1.57 1.55
0.73 0.74 0.72 0.73 0.75
0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
1.16 1.18 1.08 1.09 1.10
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
1.54 1.54 1.54 1.50 1.45
0.03 0.03 0.04 0.03 0.03
0.14 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.14
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

r (0.01 %),  ceiling (W %) and scheme of limits
i

PC NT DIF:

Cols.(2)-(1) Cols.(3)-(1)

t-1 (+I l-1 (+I

(6) (7) (8) tg>

0.02
0.01

0.02

0.01
-0.01

-0.08

0.01

3RENCES

Cols.(4)-(1)

t-1 (+I

WY (11)

-0.17

-0.07

-0.04

0.04

Cols.(S)-(1)

(3 (+)

02) (13)

-0.16

-0.06

-0.09

0.02
0.02



MEMBER STATE

CAMEROON
CANADA
CAPE VERDE

i CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC
I CHAD

CHILE
CHINA
COLOMBIA
COMOROS
CONGO
COSTA RICA
COTE D’IVOIRE
CUBA
CYPRUS
CZECHOSLOVAKIA
DEMOCRATIC KAMPUCHEA
WMOCRATIC  YEMEN
DENMARK
DJIBOUTI
DOMINICA
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC
ECUADOR
EGYPT
EL SALVADOR

kbt, low per capita income ($2,200, 85%), floor
I

IO-year

period
1977-
1986)

K&year

period
(197%
1986)

‘I-year S-year 3-year

period period period
(1980- (1982- (1984-
1986) 1986) 1986)

(1) I (2) I (3) I (4) I (5)

0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
3.07 3.12 3.15 3.29 3.29

0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.06
0.78 0.76 0.82 0.84 0.84

0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.02
0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11
0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
0.61 0.61 0.61 0.61 0.62
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

0.66 0.67 0.63 0.63 0.65
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.03
0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04
0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08
0.02 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02

. (0.01 %),  ceiling (25%) and scheme of limits

I-) (+I

(6) (7) (8) (9)

-0.02

-0.01

0.05

0.01

P O I N T  DIFI

Zols.(2)-( 1) Cols.(3)-(1)

0.08

0.04

-0.03

‘E
=F

:RENCES

Eels.(4)-(1)

t-1 (4

(10)  (11)

-0.01

-0.03

0.22

0.06

0.01

-0.02

-0.01

0.22

0.06

0.01



MEMBER STATE

I

EQUATORIAL  GUINEA
ETHIOPIA
FIJI

I FINLAND
T FRANCE

GABON
GAMBIA
GERMAN DEMOCRATIC  REPUBLIC
GERMANY,  FEDERAL REPUBLIC  OF
GHANA
GREECE
GRENADA
GUATEMALA
GUINEA
GUINEA-BISSAU

GUYANA
HAITI
HONDURAS

HUNGARY
ICELAND
INDIA
INDONESIA
IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLIC  OF)
1RAQ

-I-
t

Debt, low per capita income ($2.200. 85%).  floor (0.01 %l. ceiline (25%)  and scheme of limits. II v. I

IO-year 12-year ‘I-year

period period period

(1977- (1975- (1980--L-L1986) 1986) 1986)

(1) (2) (3)

0.01 0.01 0.01

0.01 0.01 0.01

0.01 0.01 0.01
0.51 0.51 0.52

6.17 6.16 6.14
0.03 0.03 0.03
0.01 0.01 0.01
1.22 1.24 1.21
7.98 7.96 7.96
0.02 0.02 0.02
0.39 0.40 0.39
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.03 0.03 0.03
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.21 0.20 0.20
0.03 0.03 0.03
0.37 0.36 0.39
0.16 0.16 0.16
0.73 0.72 1 0.72
0.14 0.14 0.14

0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.54 0.56
6.18 6.26
0.03 0.02
0.01 0.01
1.22 1.24
8.02 8.12
0.02 0.02
0.39 0.39
0.01 0.01
0.03 0.03
0.01 0.01

0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.20 0.21
0.03 0.03
0.41 0.41
0.16 0.16
0.72 0.72
0.14 0.14

P< NT DIFI

Cols.(2)-(1) Cols.(3)-(1)

t-1 (+I t-1 (+I

(6) (7) (8) @I

-0.01

0.02
-0.02

0.01

-0.01

-0.01

-0.01

0.01

-0.03

-0.01
-0.02

-0.01

0.02

-0.01

71-
I

3RENCES

Cols.(4)-(  1)

t-1 (+I

(10) (11)

-0.01

-0.01

0.03
0.01

0.04

0.04

-0.01

-0.01



MEMBER STATE

Debt, low per capita income ($2,200,85%), floor (O.Ol%L ceiliw (25%) and scheme of limits I

lo-year 12-year 7-year S-year 3-year

period period period period period
(1977- (1975- (1980- (1982- (1984-
1986) 1986) 1986) 1986) 1986)

I

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)I
P<: N T  DIP1

Cols.(2)-(1) Cols.(3)-(1)

(-1 (+I t-1 (+I

(6) (7) (8) (9)

-0.01 -0.01

0.02 0.02

E R E N C E S

Cols.(4)-(1)

t-1 (+I

(10)  (11)

1

0.18 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.19
0.21 0.20 0.20 0.21 0.21
4.06 4.08 4.08 4.08 4.08
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

11.38 11.38 11.38 11.38 11.38
0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.30 0.30 0.29 0.28 0.26
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0,Ol 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.30 0.30 0.29 0.28 0.26
0.06 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.06
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
‘0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
1.00 1.00 1.00 0.97 0.94
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

0.02

-0.01

-0.01
-0.01

-0.02

-0.02

-0.03

CoJs.(S)-( 1)

t-1 (+I

(12) (13)

0.01

0.02

-0.04

-0.04

IRELAND
ISRAEL
1TALY
JAMAICA
JAPAN
JORDAN
KENYA

KUWAIT
LAO PEOPLE’S DEMOCRATIC  REPUBLIC
LEBANON
LESOTHO

LIBERIA
LIBYAN ARAB JAMAHIRIYA
LUXEMBOURG
MADAGASCAR
MALAWI
MALAYSIA

MALDIVES
MALI

MALTA
MAURITANIA
MAURITIUS
MEXICO
MONGOLIA

-0.06



MEMBER STATE

MOROCCO
MOZAMBIQUE
NEPAL
NETHERLANDS
NEW ZEALAND,
NICARAGUA
NIGER
NIGERIA
NORWAY
3MAN
PAKISTAN
?ANAMA
?APUA  NEW GUINEA
?ARAGUAY
?ERU
?HILIPPINES
‘OLAND
‘GRTUGAL
;)ATAR
tOMANIA
<WANDA
SAINT  KITTS  AND NEVIS
SAINT  LUCJA
SAINT VJNCENT AND THE GRENADINES

Debt. low rxr caDita  income ($2.200. 85%). floor (0.01%).  ceiling (25%)  and scheme of limits

lo-year

period
(1977-
1986)

(1)

0.04 0.04 0.04
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01
1.60 1.61 1.59
0.24 0.24 0.23
0.01 0.01 0.02
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.21 0.21 0.21
0.55 0.55 0.56
0.03 0.03 0.03
0.07 0.07 0.07
0.02 0.02 0.03
0.01 0.01 0 01
0.03 0.02 0.03
0.06 0.07 0.07
0.09 0.09 0.10
0.55 0.55 0.55
0.18 0.16 0.17
0.05 0.05 0.05
0.21 0.21 0.21
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01

12-year 7-year S-year 3-year

pericd period period period
(1975- (1980- (1982- (1984-
1986) 1986) 1986) 1986)

(2) (3) (4) (5)

0.04 0.04
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
1.60 1.62
0.25 0.24
0.02 0.02
0.01 0.01
0.21 0.21
0.57 0.59
0.03 0.03
0.07 0.07
0.03 0.03
0.01 0.01
0.03 0.03
0.07 0.06
0.09 0.08
0.56 0.56
0.16 0.17
0.05 0.05
0.21 0.21
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01

P O I N T  D I F F E R E N C E S

Cols.(;?)-(1) Cols.(3)-(  1) Cols.(4)-(  1) cols.(S)-(1)

C-1 (+I t-1 (+I t-1 (+I C-1 (+I

(6) (7) (81 (9) (10) (11) (12) (13)

0.01

-0.01
0.01

-0.02

-0.01
-0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01
0.01

-0.01 -0.02

0.01
0.01

0.02

0.01

0.01

0.01
-0.01

-0.01

0.02

0.01

0.04

0.01

0.01



MEMBER STATE

SAMOA
SAO TOME AND PRINCIPE
SAUDI ARABIA

’ SENEGAL

7 SEYCHELLES
SIERRA LEONE
SINGAPORE
SOLOMON ISLANDS
SOMALIA
SOUTH AFRICA
SPAIN
SRI LANKA
SUDAN
SURINAME
SWAZILAND
SWEDEN
SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC
THAILAND
TOGO
TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO
TUNISIA
TURKEY
UGANDA
UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS

TDebt. low ner caoita  income ($2.200. 85%). floor 10.01%).  ceiling (25%) aud scheme of limits 1

IO-year

period
(1977-
1986)

(1)

I--- -r---- \- , --, .~,,

la-year 7-year 5-year 3-year

period period period JJeriod
(197% (1980- (1982- (1984-
1986) 1986) 1986) 1986)

(2) (3) (4) (5)

0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
1.08 1.08 1.08 1.07 0.89
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.45 0.43 0.50 0.44 0.39
1.91 1.94 1.86 1.87 1.89
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
1.15 1.17 1.14 1.15 1.17
0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
0.04 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.04
0.31 0.30 0.28 0.29 0.29
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

11.42 11.40 11.38 11.47 11.62

PC

c&.(2)-( 1)

t-1 (+I

(6) (7)

-0.02
0.03

0.02

-0.01
-0.01

-0.02

N T  DIFI SRENCES

C&.(3)-(  1) c&.(4)-( 1)

t-1 (+I C-1 (+)

(8) (9) (10) (11)

0.05
-0.05

-0.01

-0.03

-0.04

-0.01

-0.01
-0.04

-0.02

0.05

chls.(S)-(1)

t-1 (+)

(12) (131

-0.19

-0.06
-0.02

-0.01

-0.02

0.02

0.20

1

,, ,,,,,” ,/ ,,,,,,, , ,,,, II ,,.“, b ,I ,,,,,,, ,“3/,, ,,,.,,,, ,,*,,  ,,,,,,, ,,,,,,,, 11118,  /,/ ,,,,, ,,,



MEMBER STATE

JNITED  ARAB EMIRATES
JNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN
AND NORTHERN IRELAND

JNITED  REPUBLIC OF TANZANIA
JNITED STATES OF AMERICA
JRUGUAY
U’ANUATU
iENEZUELA
4IET NAM
(EMEN
(UGOSLAVIA
!AJRE
!AMBIA
!IMBABWE

TOTAL 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 -0.23 0.23 -0.42 0.42 -0.65 0.65 -1.02 1.02

T Debt. low oer caDita income ($2.200. 85%). floor (O.Ol%),  ceiling (25%) and scheme of limits
. 1 . . _ .-

!
IO-year 12-year 7-year 5-year 3-y-r

period period period period period
(1977- (1975- (1980- (1982- (1984-
1986) 1986) 1986) 1986) 1986)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)

0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20

4.86 4.82 4.98 4.91 4.82
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

25.00 25.00 25.00 25.00 25.00
0.05 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.03
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.56 0.56 0.56 0.54 0.53
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02
0.52 0.52 0.50 0.41 0.41
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02

P O I N T  D I F F E R E N C E S

Cols.(2)-(1) Cols.(3)-(I) Cols .(4)-( 1) Cols.(S)~(l)

C-1 (+I C-1 (+I C-1 (+I C-1 (+I

(6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13)

-0.04 0.12

0.01
-0.02

-0.01

-0.02

-0.11

0.05

0.01

-0.04

-0.02

-0.03

-0.11
0.01



ANNEXIII

CONTREHJTIONS  TO THE T.RWTED NATIONS IN 1989 AS A PERCENTAGE OF AVERAGJ
1977-1986  NATIONAL INCOME RANKED FROM HKXEST TO LOWEST

Member State

I

SAO  TOME AND PRlNCIPE
MALDIVES

I

SAINT  KlTTS AND NEVIS

EQUATORlAL  GUINEA
DOMINICA
SAINT VINCENT AND THE GRENADINES
GRENADA
SAMOA

VANUATU
CAPE  VERDE
COMOROS
SOLOMON ISLANDS
SALNT  LUCIA

BHUTAN
ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA

I

SEYCHELLES

BELIZE
IGUINEA-BISSAU

IGAMBL4
DJIBOUTI
/LAO PEOPLE’S DEMOCRATIC  REPUBLIC
SWAZILAND

GUYANA
LESOTHO
DEMOCRATIC  KAMPUCHEA

CHAD
IUNION  OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS
BAHAMAS

MAURITANIA
CZECHOSLOVAKIA
CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC
BOTSWANA

BRUNEI  DARUSSALAM
TOGO
SWEDEN

Present
official
scale

i’er  capita
national

income

(1989-1991)

Cnntributions
to the U.N.

as percentage of
national income

(1977-1986) (1977-1986)

(1) (2) (3)

0.01 0.211 418
0.01 0.176 271

0.01 0.163 919

0.01 0.127 169

0.01 0.120 876

0.01 0.113 651

0.01 0.112 637

0.01 0.090 553

0.01 0.084 738

0.01 0.083 308

0.01 0.081 240

0.01 0.069 476

0.01 0.067 942

0.01 0.064 92

0.01 0.062 1 617

0.01 0.062 1 851

0.01 0.053 970

0.01 0.052 179

0.01 0.045 289

0.01 0.030 787

0.01 0.029 * 70

0.01 0.019 690

0.01 0.018 475

0.01 0.014 389

0.01 0.014 * 83

0.01 0.012 137

11.57 0.012 2 816

0.02 0.012 6 20.5

0.01 0.012 392

0.66 0.012 2 898

0.01 0.011 289

0.01 0.011 714

0.04 0.011 13 599

0.01 0.010 219

1.21 0.010 10 853
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Member State

RMANY, FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF
XEMBOURG
lERIA
RMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC
MOCRATIC YEMEN
NMARK
THERLANDS
STRALIA
ANCE
W ZEALAND

4IN
LGIUM
ISTRIA

:LAND
4LAND
,NADA
)RWAY
llTED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN
\ND NORTHERN IRELAND
ELAND
JNGARY
‘KINAME

!EECE

LRBADOS
JWAIT

:NEZUELA
4BON
BYAN ARAB JAMAHIRIYA
RAEL
PAN

ALY
JRUNDI

iUD1  ARABIA
4TAR
fPRUS

Present
official
scale

Contributions
to the U.N.

as percentage of
national income

(1977-1986)

Per  capita
MtiOXl%l

income

1989-1991) (1977-1986)

(1) (2) (3)

8.08 0.010 9 827

0.06 0.010 12 337

0.01 0.010 386

1.28 0.010 5 810

0.01 0.010 394

0.69 0.010 10 306

1.65 0.010 8 929

1.57 0.010 8 134

6.25 0.010 8 976

0.24 0.010 5 878

1.95 0.010 4 058

1.17 0.010 9 430

0.74 0.010 7 770

0.03 0.010 10 272

0.51 0.010 8 439

3.09 0.010 10 OM3

0.55 0.010 10 690

4.8t 0.010 6 928

0.18 0.010 4 191

0.21 0.010 1 583

0.01 0.009 2 294

0.4(: 0.009 3 381

0.01 0.009 3 37t

0.25 0.009 16 415

0.5; 0.009 3 08s
0.0: 0.009 2 358
0.21 0.009 7 641

0.2: 0.009 4 62~

11.31 0.009 8 57(

3.9! 0.009 6 21:

0.0 0.008 21t
1.0: 0.008 9 62(
0.0: 0.008 19 071

0.0: 0.008 2 961

-43-



Member State

BENIN 0.01 0.008
MALAWI 0.01 0.008
BURKINA FASO 0.01 0.008
FIJI 0.01 0.008
SIERRA  LEONE 0.01 0.008
MAURITIUS 0.01 0.008
MALTA 0.01 0.007
BULGARL$ 0.15 0.007
MALI 0.01 0.007
TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO 0.05 0.007
UNITED  STATES OF AMERICA 25.00 0.007
POLAND 0.56 0.007
SINGAPORE 0.11 0.007
PORTUGAL 0.18 0.007
UNITED  ARAB  EMIRATES 0.19 0.007
SOUTH  AFRICA 0.45 0.007
YUGOSLAVIA 0.46 0.007
ARGENTINA 0.66 0,007
BAHRAIN 0.02 0.006
MONGOLIA 0.01 0.006
RWANDA 0.01 0.006
CONGO 0.01 0.006
PARAGUAY 0.03 0.006
GUINEA 0.01 0.006
BRAZIL 1.45 0.005
MEXICO 0.94 0.005
HAITI 0.01 0.005
COSTA RICP. 0.02 0.005
URUGUAY 0.04 0.005
TURKEY 0.32 0.005
IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLIC  OF) 0.69 0.005
NIGER 0.01 0.005
CUBA 0.09 0.005
PANAMA 0.02 0.004
SOMALIA 0.01 0.004

Present
official
scale

(1989-1991)

(1)

Contributions
to the U.N.

as percentage of
national income

(1977-1986)

(2)

Per capita
national

income

(1977-1986)

(3)

261

160
156

1 542

300

1 033
2 861
1 746

145
4 814

11750
1 695
4 899
1 991

19 340
1 707

2 336
2 638
6 489

* 720

235

817
1 243

247
1 660
1 881

241

1 344
2 196

1 146

2 829
302

I 544
1 708

434
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Member State

ROMANIA

DOMINICAN REPUBLIC
MALAYSIA
PAPUA NEW  GUINEA

COLOMBIA
CHILE

NEPAL
ALBANIA
TUNISIA
JAMAICA

ZIMBABWE
MOZAMBIQUE
HONDURAS
PERU
OMAN

ZAMBIA
SENEGAL

ALGERIA

LEBANON
MADAGASCAR
AFGHANISTAN
IRAQ
THAILAND

NICARAGUA
MOROCCO
JORDAN
PHILIPPINES

ANGOLA
ECUADOR
NIGERIA

COT-E  D’IVQIRE
CHINA
EL SALVADOR
SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC

YEMEN

!?resent
official
scale

(1989-1991)

(1)

0.19

0.03
0.11
0.01

0.14
0.08

0.01
0.01
0.03
0.01

0.02
0.01
0.01
0.06
0.02

0.01
0.01

0.15

0.01
0.01
0.01
0.12
0.10

0.01
0.04
0.01
0.09

0.01
0.03
0.20

0.02
0.79
0.01
0.04

0.01

Contributions
to the U.N.

as percentage of
national income

(1977-1986)

(2)

0.004

0.004
0.004
0.004

0.004
0.004

0.004
0.003
0.003
0.003

0.003
0.003
0.003
0.003
0.003

0.003
0.003

0.003

0.003
0.003
0.003
0.003
0.003

0.003
0.003
0.002
0.002

0.002
0.002
0.002

0.002
0.002
0.002
0.002

0.002

Per capita
national

income

(1977-1986)

(3)

1649
1 036
1 559

632

1 080
1468

141
* 831
1046
1 053

615
189
641
836

4731

426
427

1 957

968
283
176

2 484
629

1 041
614

1 343
564

1 148
768

782
277
722

1 633

608
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Member State

F
Present Contributions Per capita
official
scale

national
income

(1989-1991)

to the U.N.
as percentage of

nations1 income
(1977-1986) (1977-1986)

c

II
E
z
s

L
2
F

E
E
C
T
E

E
\

C

I
E

L

iUATEMALA 0.02
NDIA 0.37
iTHIOPIA 0.01
JGANDA 0.01
RI LANKA 0.01
NDONESIA 0.15
:AIRE 0.01
‘AKISTAN 0.06
:GYPT 0.07
iOLIVIA 0.01
WANA 0.01
JNITED REPUBLIC  OF TANZANIA 0.01
KIRMA 0.01
LENYA 0.01
[IET NAM 0.01
:AMEROON 0.01
XJDAN 0.01
SANGLADESH 0.01

TOTAL 100.00

(1) (2)

0.002
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.002
0.001

0.001
0.001
0.001

0.001
0.001
0.001

(3)

1 071

210
107
313
285
425
164
306
760
864
416
263
151
301

99
744
379
136

* Based exclusively on national home estimates prepared by the U. N. SMistical Office.
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ANNEXIV

SCALES INCORPORATING ALTERNATIVE DEBT RELIEF DEDUCTIONS
BASED ON TOTAL EXTERNAL DEBT

(percentage)

MEMBER STATE official

scale

(1989-
1991)

scale with debt
adjustment only

Machine scales based on
income adiustment for:

Debt, low per capita income,
‘loor,  ceiling and scheme of limits

Debt service/debt  ratio
12% 15% 20%

(1)

Debt service/debt ratio
12% 15% 20%

m (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

AFGHANISTAN 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01
ALBANIA 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01
ALGERIA 0.15 0.38 0.38 0.37 0.16 0.16 0.16
ANGOLA 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01
ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 c.01 0.01
ARGENTINA 0.66 0.72 0.70 0.67 0.71 0.71 0.71
AUSTRALIA 1.57 1.27 1.27 1.28 1.53 1.54 1.55
AUSTRIA 0.74 0.61 0.61 0.61 0.73 0.74 0.74
BAHAMAS 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02
BAHRAIN 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03
BANGLADESH 0.01 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.03 0.03 0.02
BARBADOS 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
BELGIUM 1.17 0.96 0.96 0.97 1.16 1.17 1.17
BELIZE 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01
BENIN 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
BHUTAN 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01
BOLIVIA 0.01 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.02 0.02 0.02
BOTSWANA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
BRAZIL 1.45 2.03 2.00 1.96 1.54 1.54 1.52
BRUNEI  DARUSSALAM 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
BULGARIA 0.15 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.14 0.14 0.14

., 1, .“,” ,1”,“,



I

z
I

Machiue~tBasedal
I

income adjustment for:

.Reseat  i scakwithdebt j I.kbt&wp~~laiocome,  I
MEMBER STATE official j adjustment only ifloor,ceilingasdschemeoflimi~

;slde
(19&g- j Debt service/debt  ratio

l!J91)  I 12% 15% 20%

rkbtseirvidde!btratio I
12% 15% 20% i

BURKIS.4  FASO
BURMA

.BURVXDI

‘CAMEROON
C.4N.qD.4
jCAPE  VERDE
:CEXTRAL  AFRICMS  REPUBLIC
‘CHAD

CHILE
CHIS.4
‘COLO.MBIA
I COMOROS
CC’SGO
COST.4 RX.4
CO-I-E  D‘I\‘OIRE
CL-B.4
CYPRUS
CZECHOSLOV’.\KIA
DEMOCRATIC KMiPUCHE.4
DE.\lOCR.L\TIC  YEMES
DES’MARK

0.01 i
0.01 ;

0.01 f
3.09 /
0.01 i
0.01 :
0.01 i
0.08 !
0.79 i
0.14 ;
0.01 !
0.01 I
0.02 j
0.02
0.09 I
0.0’
0.66
0.01 :
0.01
0.69

0.01 0.01
0.05 0.05
0.01 0.01

0.07 0.07
2.55 2.56
0.00 0.00
0.01 O.OI
3.01 0.01
0. I5 0.14
2.91 2.31
0.28 0.28
0.00 0.00
0.01 O.C!

0.03 0.03
0.06 0.05
0.15 0.15
0.03 0.02
0.46 0.46
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.55 0.55

I
0.01 i 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.05 / 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 I 0.01 0.01 O-01
0.06 f
2.57 /

0.02 0.02 0.02
3.07 3.09 3.11

0.00 I 0.01 0.01 O-01
0.01 ; 0.01 0.01 0.01
O-01
0.13
2.92
0.28
ale
0.01
0.02
0.05
0.14
0.02
0.46
0.01
0.01
0.55

I
0.01 0.01 0.01 !
0.08 0.08 0.03 i
0.78 0.79 0.79 1
0.15 0.15 0.15 i
0.01 0.01 0.01 i

I0.01 0.01 0.01
0.02 0.02 OS?1
0.02 c-02 0.02
0.11 o-11 0.11
0.02 0.02 0.02
0.61 0.61 O-61
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01 !
0.66 0.66 0.66 :



I MEMBER STATE

DJIBOUTI
DOMINICA
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC
ECUADOR
EGYPT
EL SALVADOR
EQUATORIAL GUINEA
ETHIOPIA
FIJI
FINLAND
FRANCE
GABON
GAMBIA
GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC
GERMANY, FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF
GHANA
GREECE
GRENADA
GUATEMALA
GUINEA
GUINEA-BISSAU

‘resent

official
scale

(1989-
1991)

(1)

0.01
0.01
0.03
0.03
0.07
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.51
6.25
0.03
0.01
1.28
8.08
0.01
0.40
0.01
0.02
0.01
0.01

Scale with debt
adjustment only

Debt service/debt ratio
12% 15% 20%

(2) (3) (4)

0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
0.06 0.06 0.06
0.09 0.09 0.09
0.32 0.31 0.30
0.04 0.04 0.03
0.00 0.00 0.00
0.04 0.04 0.04
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.42 0.42 0.42
5.05 5.06 5.08
0.03 0.02 0.02
0.00 0.00 0.00
1.00 1.01 1.01
6.27 6.29 6.32
0.05 0.05 0.05
0.32 0.32 0.31
0.00 0.00 0.00
0.08 0.08 0.08
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.00 0.00 0.00

Machine scales based on
income adjustment for:

Debt, low per capita income,
loor, ceiling and scheme of limits

Debt service/debt ratio
12% 15% 20%

(5) 05) (7)

0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.03 0.03 0.03
0.04 0.04 0.04
0.08 0.08 0.08
0.02 0.02 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.51 0.51 0.51
6.17 6.15 6.16
0.03 0.03 0.03
0.01 0.01 0.01
1.22 1.22 1.23
7.98 7.98 7.98
0.02 0.02 0.02
0.39 0.39 0.39
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.03 0.03 0.03
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01



MEMBER STATE

GUYANA 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01
HAITI 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
HONDURAS 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01
HUNGARY 0.21 0.16 0.16 0.15 0.21 0.20 0.20
ICELAND 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03
INDIA 0.37 1.51 1.50 1.50 0.37 0.37 0.37
INDONESIA 0.15 0.65 0.64 0.63 0.16 0.16 0.16
IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLlC  OF) 0.69 1.17 1.18 1.18 0.73 0.72 0.72

IRAQ 0.12 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.14 0.14 0.14
IRELAND 0.18 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.18 0.18 0.18
ISRAEL 0.21 0.17 0.16 0.15 0.21 0.20 0.20
ITALY 3.99 3.71 3.72 3.74 4.06 4.08 4.08
JAMAICA 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01
JAPAN 11.38 10.47 10.50 10.55 11.38 11.38 11.38
JORDAN 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02
KENYA 0.01 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.01 0.01 0.01
KUWAIT 0.29 0.24 0.24 0.24 0.30 0.30 0.29
LAO PEOPLE’S DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01
LEBANON 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01
LESOTHO 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
LIBERIA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

‘resent

bfficisl
scale

(1989-
1991)

(1)

Scale with debt
adjustment only

Debt service/debt ratio
12% 15% 20%

(2) (3) (4)

Machine scales based  on
income adjustment for:

Debt, low per capita income,
loor, ceiling and scheme of limits

Debt service/debt ratio
12% 15% 20%

(5) (61 (7)



MEMBER STATE

LIBYAN ARAB JAMAHIRIYA 0.28 0.25 0.25 0.24
LUXEMBOURG 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.05
MADAGASCAR 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02
MALAWI 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MALAYSIA 0.11 0.21 0.21 0.20
MALDIVES 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
MALI 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MALTA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MAURITANIA 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00
MAURITIUS 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MEXICO 0.94 1.29 1.26 1.22
MONGOLIA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MOROCCO 0.04 0.11 0.10 0.10
MOZAMBIQUE 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02
NEPAL 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02
NETHERLANDS 1.65 1.32 1.32 1.33
NEW %BALAND 0.24 0.20 0.20 0.20
NICARAGUA 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.02
NIGER 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02
NIGERIA 0.20 0.65 0.65 0.64
NORWAY 0.55 0.45 0.46 0.46

Present

official
scale

(1989-
1991)

(1)

Scale with debt
adjustment only

Debt service/debt ratio
12% 15% 20%

(2) (3) (4)

Machine scales based on
income adjustment for:

Debt, low per capita income,
floor, ceiling and scheme of limits

Debt service/debt ratio
12% 15% 20%

(5) (6) (7)

0.30 0.30
0.06 0.06
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.12 0.12
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
1.00 1.00
0.01 0.01
0.04 0.04
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
1.60 1.60
0.24 0.23
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.21 0.21
0.55 0.55

0.30
0.06
0.01
0.01
0.12
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
1.00
0.01
0.04
0.01
0.01
1.61
0.23
0.01
0.01
0.21
0.56



MEMBER STATE

C)MAN
F‘AKISTAN
F‘ANAMA
F‘APUA NEW GUINEA
P‘ARAGUAY
F‘ERU
F‘HILIPPINES
F‘OLAND
F‘ORTUGAL

C>ATAR
li:OMANIA
P:WANDA
S;AINT KITTS AND NEVIS
StAINT  LUCIA
S;AINT VINCENT AND THE GRENADINES
SSAMOA
S‘A0 TOME AND PRINCIPE
SAUDI ARABIA
SENEGAL
SEYCHELLES
SSIERRA LEONE

.“.

‘resent

official
scale

(1989-
1991)

(1)

0.02
0.06
0.02
0.01
0.03
0.06
0.09
0.56
0.18
0.05
0.19
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
1.02
0.01
0.01
0.01

Scale with debt
adiustment only

Debt service/debt ratio
12% 15% 20%

(2) 9) (4)

0.05 0.05
0.27 0.27
0.03 0.03
0.02 0.02
0.04 0.04
0.14 0.14
0.26 0.26
0.59 0.58
0.19 0.18
0.05 0.05
0.37 0.37
0.01 0.01
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.98 0.98
0.02 0.02
0.00 0.00
0.01 0.01

0.05
0.27
0.03
0.02
0.04
0.13
0.24
0.57
0.18
0.05
0.37
0.01
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.97
0.02
0.00
0.01

0.03
0.07
0.02
0.01
0.03
0.06
0.09
0.55
0.18
0.05
0.21
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
0.01
1.08
0.01
0.01
0.01

Machine scales based on
income adjustment for:

Debt, low per capita income,
loor,  ceiling and scheme of limits

Debt service/debt ratio
12% 15% 20%

(5) (6) (7)

0.03 0.03
0.07 0.07
0.02 0.02
0.01 0.01
0.03 0.03
0.06 0.06
0.09 0.08
0.55 0.55
0.16 0.16
0.05 0.05
0.21 0.21
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.01 :.31
0.01 0.01
1.08 1.08
0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01
0.31 0.01

. .“.



-scalesbasedon
, (
I iIxmme  adjustment for: 1’

IPresent  ’ !kalewith&
I
1 Debt,~perw-, j

MEMBER STATE IofFicial  / adjustment only (floor,cdingamfs&meoflimits j
i scale 1 i

I

i (1989- I kbtservice/debtratio i
I 1991)  ] 12% 15% 2x6 i

m!btsTemicd&lltfatio  j
12% 15% 20% ;

(I) / (2) (3) (4) j (5) (6) 0

b
W
I

SIkiAPORE
SOLOMOS  ISLXSDS
SOMALIA
SOUTH AFRICA
SPAIX

;SRI  LANKA
iSUDA.?i’

iSURINAME
jSWAZIL.4ND
iSWEDEN
I SYRIAN  ARAB REPUBLIC
/THAILAND
iTOG
iTRINIDAD  AND TOBAGO
:TL-SISIA
TURKEY

i UGANbA
L:NIO.\I’ OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS

: CXITED  ARAB EMIRATES

j UNITED KINGDOM OF GRE.4T  BRITAIN
: AND SORTHERK IRELAND

..“. .“” ,.. “_, “_ “, .

,

0.12
0.00
0.02
0.52
1.59
0.04
0.07
0.01
0.00
0.93
0.15
0.30
0.01
0.05
0.07
0.51
0-W
7.84
0.21

4.03

0.12
-J.oo
0.02
0.53
1.59
0.04
0.06
0.01
0.00
0.94
0.15
0.29
0.01
0.05
0.96
0.51
0.04
7.86
0.21

4.04

.”

0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12
0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.53 0.45 0.45 0.45
1.60 1.91 1.92 1.93
0.04 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.06 0.02 0.02 0.02
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.94 I.:5 1.15 1.14
0.15 0.05 0.05 0.05
0.29 0.11 0.11 0.11
0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
0.06 O.oQ 0.03 0.03
0.50 0.31 0.30 0-w
O.oQ 0.01 0.01 0.01
7.89 11.42 11.42 11.42
020 020 0 . 2 0 0.20

4.06 4.86 4.88 4.91 ;

...” ., _. .” .I



I I Presealt
i
i

MEMBER STATE i Ofid

t
!
I
I
i
1 UNlTED  2EPUBLIC OF TANZANIA
I UNITED  STATES GF AMERICA
$JRUGUAY
1 VANUATU
I VENEZUELA

I VIE-I’  NAM
IYEMEN
YUGOSLAVIA
ZAIRE

; ZAMBlA
1 ZIMBABWE

‘TOTAL

(198s
1991)

(1)

0.01
25.00
0.04
0.01
0.57
0.01
0.01
0.46
0.01
0.01
0.02

100.00

scakwithdew
ad-t only

lkbtSZSViCd&btratiO

12% 15% 20%

(2) (3) (4)

0.05 0.05 0.05
28.08 28.16 28.29

0.06 0.06 0.06
0.00 oal 0.00
0.46 0.45 0.44
0.05 0.05 0.05
0.04 0.04 0.04
0.52 0.51 0.50
0.04 0.04 0.03
0.02 0.02 0.02
0.05 0.05 0.05

100.00 100.00 100.00

Debtservice/debtratio
12% 15% 2.0%

(5) (6) 0

0.01 0.01 0.01
25.00 25.00 25.00
0.05 0.05 0.05
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.56 0.55 O-53
0.01 O-01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.52 0.52 O-52
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.01 0.01 0.01
0.02 0.02 0.02

100.00 100.00 100.00



ANNEX V

Effsct of altepative  uppx per cadta income lim..&
on the machine ecalq

-

Member State

Per capita
income Debt, low per capita income ($2,200, 85%),  floor (0.019))

(1977-1986 ceilins (25%) a echeme of limits
average) $2 200 $2 300 $2 400 $2 500 $2 600 $2 BOO

. (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

UNITED ARAB EMIRATES
QATAR
KUWAIT
BRUNEI DARUSSALAM
LUXEMBOURG
UNiTED STATES OF AMERICA
SWEDEN
NORWAY
DENMARK
ICELAND
CANADA

GERMANY,
FEDERAL REPUBLIC Ok'

SAUDI ARABIA
BELGIUM
FHANCE
NETHERLANDS
JAPAN
FINLAND
AUSTRALIA
AUSTRIA
LIBYAN ARAB JAMAHIRIYA
UNITED KINGDOM
BAHRAIN
ITALY
BAHAMAS
NEW ZEALAND
GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC
SINGAPORE
TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO
OMAN

ISRAEL
IRELAND
SPAIN
GRISRCE
BARBADOS
VENEZUELA
CYPRUS
CZECHOSLOVAKIA
MALTA
IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF)
USSR
AHCXNTNA
rwiy
GAHON
YUGOSLAVIA
SURINAM

19 340 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20
19 078 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
16 415 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.31
13 599 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04
12 337 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06
11 750 25.00 25.00 25.00 25.00 25.00 25.00
10 853 1.15 1.15 1.15 1.15 1.15 1.16
10 690 0.55 0.55 0.55 0.56 0.56 0.56
10 306 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.67 0.67 0.68
10 272 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
10 060 3.07 3.10 3.11 3.12 3.15 3.17

9 827 7.89 7.99 7.99 7.98 7.99 8.00
9 620 1.08 I..08 1.08 1.08' 1.08 1.08
9 430 1.16 1.17 1.17 1.18 1.18 1.19
8 976 6.17 6.16 6.16 6.18 6.22 6.27
8 929 1.60 1.60 1.61 1.62 1.63 1.64
8 570 11.38 11.38 11.38 11.38 11.38 11.38
8 439 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.52 0.52 0.52
8 134 1.53 1.54 1.55 1.56 1.56 1.57
7 770 0.73 0.74 0.74 0.74 0.75 0.76
7 641 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.31 0.31 0.31
S 9'8 4.86 4.89 4.92 4.93 4.96 5.00
6 489 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
6 273 4.06 4.08 4.08 4.08 4.08 4.08
6 205 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
5 878 0.24 0.2.1 0.24 0.24 0.24 0.25
5 810 1.22 1.22 1.23 1.23 1.24 1.24
4 899 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12
4 814 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
4 731 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
4 625 0.21 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20
4 191 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.18
4 058 1.91 1.92 1.93 1.94 1.95 1.97
3 381 0.39 0.39 0.40 0.40 0.40 0.40
3 376 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
3 089 0.56 0.56 0.56 0.57 0.57 0.57
2 965 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
2 898 0.61 0.61 0.61 0.61 0.61 0.61
2 861 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
2 82Y 0.73 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72
2 816 11.42 11.43 11.43 11.42 11.43 11.44
2 638 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.70 0.66
2 484 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.14
2 358 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
2 336 0.52 0.52 0.51 0.49 0.48 0.45
2 294 0.U.l 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
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Member State

Per capita
income Debt, low per capita income ($2,200, 85%), floor (O.Ol%),

(1977-1986 -- scheme 03, lim.its
average) $2 000 $2 300 $2 400 $2 500 $2 600 $2 800

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

URUGUAY
PORTUGAL
ALGERIA
MEXICO
SEYCHELLES
BULGARIA
PANAMA
SOUTH AFRICA
POLAND
BRAZIL
ROMANIA
SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC
ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA
HUNGARY
MALAYSIA
CUBA
FIJI
CHILE
COSTA -<ICA
JORDAN
PARAGUAY
ECUADOR
TURKEY
COLOMBIA
GUATEMALA
JAMAICA
TUNISIA
NICARAGUA
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC
MAURITIUS
BELIZE
LEBANON
SAINT LUCIA
SAINT KITl’S  AND NEVIS
DOMINICA
BOLIVIA
PERU
ALBANIA
CONGO
DJIBOUTI
COTE D'IVOIRE
NIGERIA
EGYPT
CAMEROON
VANUATU
EL SALVADOR
MONGOLIA
BOTSWANA
SWAZILAND
SAINT VINCENT AND THE
GRENADINES

HONDURAS

2 196 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
1 991 0.18 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16
1 957 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16
1 881 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.97 0.92
1 851 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 * 0.01 0.01
1 746 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.14
1 708 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
1 707 0.45 0.43 0.42 0.41 0.39 0.39
1 695 0.55 0.55 0.55 0.55 0.55 0.56
1 660 1.54 1.54 1.51 1.46 1.41 1.35
1 649 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21
1 633 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
1 617 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
1 583 0.21 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20
1 559 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12
1 544 0.11 0.11 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.09
1 542 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
1 468 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08
1 344 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01
1 343 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
1 243 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
1 148 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04
1 146 0.31 0.30 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29
1 080 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.14 0.14
1 071 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
1 053 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
1 046 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
1 041 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
1 036 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
1 033 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

970 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
968 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
942 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
919 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
876 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
864 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
836 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06
831g/ 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
817 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
787 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
782 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
768 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21
760 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08
744 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
738 0.01 0.01 c.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
722 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
720 ci/ 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
714 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
690 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

681 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
641 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
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Member State

Per capita
income Debt, low per capita income ($2,200, 85%), floor (O.Ol%),

(1977-1986 ceilinq  _(25%)  and scheme of limits
average) $2 200 $2 300 $2 400 $2 500 $2 600 $2 800

(1) 62) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

GRENADA 637 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
PAPUA NEW GUINBA 632 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
THAILAND 629 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.10
ZIMBABWE 615 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
MOROCCO 614 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.04
YEMEN 608 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
PHILIPPINES 564 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.08
SAMOA 553 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
SOLOMON ISLANDS 476 -‘: 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
GUYANA 47s 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
SOMALIA 434 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
SENEGAL 427 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
ZAMBIA 426 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
INDONESIA 425 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.16
SAO TOME AND PRINCIPE 418 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
GHANA 416 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01
ANGOLA 395 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
DEMOCRATIC YEMEN 394 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MAURI2ANIA 392 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
LESOTHO 389 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
LIBERIA 386 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.0; 0.01
SUDAN 379 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
UGANDA 313 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
CAPE VERDE 308 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
PAKISTAN 306 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07
NIGER 302 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
KENYA 301 0.01 0.01 o.r1 0.01 0.01 0.01
SIERRA LEONE 300 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
GAMBIA 289 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
CENTRAL AFRICAN REPCBLIC 289 0.01 0.01 0.01 0,Ol 0.01 0.01
SRI LANKA 285 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MADAGASCAR 283 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
TOGO 279 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
CHINA 277 0.78 0.77 0.76 0.75 0.73 0.71
MALDIVES 271 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
UNITED REPUBLIC OF TANZANIA 263 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.0x 0.01
BENIN 261 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
GUINEA 247 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
HAITI 241 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
COMOROS 240 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
RWANDA 235 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
BURUNDI 216 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
INDIA 210 0.37 0.36 0.36 0.35 0.35 0.34
MOZAMBIQUE 189 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
GUINEA-BISSAU 179 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
AFGHANISTAN 176 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
EQUATORIAL GUINEA 169 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
ZAIRE 164 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 O.l-tl 0.01
MALAWI 160 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
BURKINA FASO 156 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
BURMA 151 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MALI 145 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
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Per capita
income Debt, low per capita income ($2,200, 85%), floor (O.Ol%),

(1977-1986 ceilinq .(25a and scheme of limits
average) $2 200 $2 300 $2 400 $2 500 $2 600 $2 800

Xember  State (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

NEPAL 141 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
137 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

BANGLADESH 136 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
ETHIOPIA 107 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
VIET NAM 99 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
BHUTAN 92 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
DEMOCRATIC KAMPUCHEA 83 aJ 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
LAO PEOPLE'S DEMOCRATIC

REPUBLIC 70 $J 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

TOTAL 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00

d Based exclusively on national income estimates prepared by the United Nations
Statistical Office.
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