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|.  ORGANIZATION AND ATTENDANCE

1. The fiftieth session of the Conmttee on Contributions was held atUnited
Nations Headquarters from 11 to 29 June 1990. The followi ng nenbers were present:

Hr. Kenshiro AKIMOTG

Syed Anjad ALX

M . BAGBENI Adeit 0 Nzengeya
Mr. BErnesto BATTISTI

. Elias M, C. KAZEMBE
. Vanu G. MENON

M . Alain CATTA

M. Sergi O CHAPARRO Ruiz
M. Yuri A CHULKOV

M. John D. Fox

M. | on GORITZA

M. Peter GREGG

M

M

Mr. Atilio N MOLTENI

M. pimitri RALLIS

Mr. WANG Liansheng

Mr. Assen ZLATAROV
M. Carlos Mreira Garcia and M. Mohamed Mahmoud Qul d Chei kh El . Chaouth were not
able to attend. The text of the letter £rom M. Ould Chei kh El CGhaouth to the

Committee iN this regard is contained im annex I to the present report at his
request.

2. The Conmittee el ected Sped Anmjad Ali as Chairman and M. Atilio N Moltemi as
Vi ce- Chai r man.
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I1'1. CONSI DERATI ON OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTIONS 44/197 A AND C

3. At its forty-fourth session, the General Assenbly adopted resol utions 44/197 A
and C of 21 Decenber 1989, which read npart as follows:

13 A

"The Gepaeral Assembly.

"Recalling all its previous resolutiona mthe scal e of assessments, in
particular resolutions 39/247 B of 12 April 1985 42/208 of 11 Decenber 1987
and 437223 B of 22 Decenber 1988,

"Having considered the report ofthe Commttee on Contributions, 1/ and
noting the efforts of the Conmttee, particularly in the context of the
difficulties it encoiratered in perfornming its tasks

"Taking dnto account the views expressed in the Fifth Commttee during
the forty-fourth session, 2/

"1, Reaffirms that:

"(8) The capacity to pay is the fundamental criterion for determning the
scale of assessnents;

"(b) The scale of assessnents should be determnmined on the basis of
reliable, verifiable and conparabl e data;

"(g) The met hodol ogy for determning the scale of assessnents shoul d be
simplified as far as possible With aview to makingit nore transparent and
stable over tine;

"2. Takes note of the possible aroas foradjustments to the existing
met hodol ogy identified inthe report of the Commttee onContributions; 1/

“3, Raguests the Committee on Contributions;

"(a) To continue its work onthe follow ng el enents of the existing
met hodol ogy;

"(1) The statistical base period;
"(ii) The debt adjustment factor;

v"(i1ii) The per capita incone limit;

"1/ f ficial Becords of the General Assembly. Forty-fourth Sessi~u.,
Supplement No. 11 and addendum and corri gendum (A/44/11 and Add. 1 and
Add.1/Corr.l).

"2/ See A/C.5/44/SR.13, 17, 18, 20-23, 25 and 59, and corrigendum



"(iv) The schenme to avoi d excessive variations of individual rates of
assessment between successive scal es;

"(k) Asa neans further to inprove the current methodologys

“(i) To examine fully the use of other factors, including the situation
of countries haviag the econom ¢ characteristics outlined in
resol ution 437223 B, paragraph 3:

"{ii) To continue its work on the price-adjusted rates of exchange
net hodol ogy;

“{g) To continue, in confornty with the mandate set out in resolution
437223 B, paragraph 2 (e)., its consideration of ad hoC adjustments t0 the
machi ne scal e. which should be unifornly applied, based on broad, objective
rational and transparent criteria, including those nentioned in paragraph 38
of the report ofthe Committee oa Contributions, and which should be Iimted
in scope and made on a voluntary and nultilateral basis;

‘4. also reguests the Committee on Contributions to subnit to the
General Assenmbly, at its fc-ty-fifth session, recommendations on adjustments,
i f necessary and whre app opriate, t0 the elenments and factors referred to in
paragraph 3 of the present resol ution

"5. Invites the committee 0a Contributions, in conducting the work
mentioned in paragraph 3 of the present resolution, to continue to exanine the

interrelationship of each £ the elenents and factors as a part of the overall
methcdology:

"6. Requests t he Committee On Contributions to proceed with the further

exploration of alternative income concepts and to report thereon to the
Ceneral Assenbly at its forty-fifth session:

"7. ALsO reguests the Committee on Contributions to consider excluding
the al |l ocation of any additional points, as a result of the applications of
the scheme of limts, to those Menmber States having a very |ow per capita

incone, and to report thereon to the General Assenbly at its forty-fifth
session

“g. Eurther requests the Cormittee on Contributions to include inits
report to the CGeneral Assenbly at its forty-fifth session illustrative
exanpl es, consistent with the statistical annexes to its report to the
Assenbly at its forty-fourth session, of the inplications of using the
el ements and factors meationed in the present resolution, iacluding different
alternatives for ceiling and floor amounts

"
L

"e
"The Geperal Assembly.,

“___ 11ing rule 160 of the rules of procedure of the General Assenbly,
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1. Regquests the Committee on Contributions to exam ne the question of
provi ding access of Menber States to information on how the Committee, bei ng
an expert body, arrives at its decisions on the scale of assessments, and to
submt specific recomendations to the General Assenbly at its forty-fifth
session on how to establish an effective nechani smeg conmunication between
Menber States and the Committee, in particular by holding information meetings
at its regular sessions before the preparation of a new scale and during the
consideration of ad hoe adjustnents, to enable interested Menber States to
convey their views and request the Commttee to take those views into account
in the preparation of the newscale

“ 2. Pegidesto continue at its forty-fifth session its consideration of
the functioning ofthe Committee on Contributions on the basis of the views te
be expressed by that Conmittee inits report.”

4. The Comittee carefully considered the resolution and discussed it on the
basis of the relevant summary records of the Fifth Commttee (AsC.5/44/SR.13, 17,
18, 20-23, 25 and 39), the report of the Fifth Commttee (A/44/896) and severa
notes by the Secretariat dealing with different aspect6 of the nethodol ogy,
including the updated data base. The Committee al so considered representations by
two Member St at es,

5. During its forty-ninth session, the Conmittee on Contributions began the
conprehensi ve review of all aspects of the existing nethodol ogy for the
determnation of the scale ofassessnents, called for in General Assenbly
resolution 437223 B, on the basis of the data used in the preparation ofthe scale
of assessments for the period 1989-1991 and identified possible areas for

adj ustments.  The review was conpleted during the current session on the basis of
the farther QUi dance received fromthe Fifth Conmttee in Assenbly resolution
447197 A and a data base updated from 1986 to 1988. The Conmittee's
reconmendat i ons concerning the different aspects ofthe nethodol ogy zad the ad hoc
adj ustment process can be found in the body of the present report. In analysing
the information contained in the annexes to the report, it should be borne in mnd
that the data base to be used for the preparation of the 1992-1994 scal e of
assessments will rupdated by an additional year.

6. The Committee al so addressed CGeneral Assenbly resol ution 44/197 C
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I1r. SCALE METHODOLOGY

A. Low per caplita income allowance formula

7. In accordance with its own decision 17 and the request contained in Genera
Assenbly resol ution 447197 A, the Committee on Contributions again reviewed the
possi bl e upward adjustnment of the upper per capita incone limt, After some

di scussion, the Committee decided to recommend to the CGeneral Assenbly an increase
of the upper per capita incone limt to$2,606. The inpact ofthis change is
iliustrated in annex Il to the present report,

8.  The Committee noted that the upper per capita income |evel woul d have to be
adjur~=d whea it becane possible to use price-adjusted rates ofexchange (PARE) in
t he scal e methodolo ry, as PARL had to be applied to both national and per capita
incone (see paras. 22-39 of the present report),

9. The Committee al so conducted a furtuer review of the effects ofalternative
gradients, but it decided to maintain it at its present level or' 85 per cent

B. Statistical base period

10. In response to the reg.est contained i n paragraph 3 (a) (i) of Ceneral
Assenbly resol ution 447197 A, trke Conmittee exanmined a nunmber of statistical tables
showi ng the effects of varying statistical base periods using a data base updated
to and including the year 1988. The Commttee alro re-examned the effects of a

wei ghted |o-year statistical base period. Annex Il to the present report
illustrates the effect of giving equal weight to the earlier six and last four
years of the lo-year statistical base period. Annex IIl also illustrates the

effects of reducing the statistical base period to seven, five or three years
Based on its analysis of the data, the Committee decided to recommend to the
General Assenbly the retention of the |o0-year base period for the preparation of
the next scale of assessnents.

11. The Committee arrived at its decision primarily in an effort to be responsive
to the General Assenbly's request for nmethodol ogical stability over time, which is
reflected in paragraph 2 of its resolution 43/223 B. In view ofthe cyclica
nature Of the relative econom c circunmstances of countries, the Committee menbers
were of the opinion that the |o-year base period ever tinme provided the best basis
for fairness and equity in the scale forthe largest nunber of Menber States.
while the Committee recognized that there woul d al ways be some countries forwhich
a shorter statistical base period could result in rates ofassessment which better
reflected their capacity to pay during a given scale period, it recalled tnat the
adj ustment of the upper per capita incone limt, theschemeoflimts and ad hoc
adj ustnents generally served to address such concerns

C. ceiling and floor rates

12.  In response tothe request contained in paragraph 8 of General Assenbly

resolution 44/197 A annexes |V A and B to the present report provide alternative
machi ne rates based on varying ceiling and €loor rates forillustrative purposes.
It should be noted that the alternative machine scales were prepared wthout the



application of the scheme oflimts and adjustmentsfox| east devel oped countri es.
The Conmittee observed *hat any changein ceiling and floorrates would require a
political decision.

D. Scheme of limits

13. For the consideration of the requests contained in paragraphs 3 (a) (iv) and 7
of General Assenbly resolution 447197 A the Conmittee had before it a note by the
secretariat, |a response to theconcerns ofsomeMenber States about distortions
in the capacity to pay resulting fomt he application ofthe scheme of |imts, the
not e examined the cumul ative effects of the scheme of limits since its introduction
inthe 1986-1988 scal e, the effectsof nodified rate brackets and constraints and
of its progressive applicetioa

14. The scheme of |inmits was incorporated into the scale nethodology as a neans to
avoi d excessive variations ofindividual rates of assessment between successive

scales. Its conponents are reproduced bel ow
I1fche present official The percentage change in the new nachine scal e
scale is r of:
Percentage ljmit Index point limit
S.55 pet cent and above 5.0 75 points
2.50 - 4.99 per cent 7.5 30 points
1.00 - 2.49 per cent 10.5 20 points
0.76 - 0.99 per cent 12.5 11 points
5.51 - 5.75 per cent 15.0 15 points
5.25 - 0.50 per cent 17.5 6 points
0.05 - 0.24 per cent 20.0 2 points
0.01 - 0.04 per cent 1 point

15. The scheme oflimts has been applied twice so far. The nunber of Menber
States Whose assessnent rate was increased or decreased by the schene oflimts
invol ved 42 in the 1986-1988 scal e and 57 in the 1989- 1991 scal-. In evaluating
these nunbers, it should be noted that Menber States subject to floot and ceiling
rates and |east devel oped countries are excluded from application of the schene of
1imits. This group conprised 51 Menber States for thetwo scal es of assessmentsin
question. Annexes v.a and 8 to the present report provide an overview ofthe gross
and net effects of the schene oflinmts on the machine scale.

16. As shown in annexes v.Aand B, the cunulative gross effect of the scheme of
limts was examned in terms of the reduction of the relief er the burden resulting
fromthe provisions of the existing nethodol ogy (colums 5 and 9) and in terms of
the level of deviation of the final machine scale fromthe machine scale w thout
the scheme of linits (colums 6, 7, 8 and 10). The raw rates (di Stribution of
national incomes - colums 4) were conpared to the machine rates before ana after
the application of the schene of 1imits and the differences between the machine
rates before and after the application ofthe scheme of limts were expressed as
proportions othe machine rates beforethe application of the schene oflimts,
respectively. The total number of points redistributed anong Menber States as a
result of the two applicatiors ofthe scheme of limts anounted to 179 ~ross for
the 1986-1988 scale and to 354 gross forthe 1989- 1991 scal e.
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17. Since the previous official scale serves as the base for the application of
the scheme of |imts in the preparation of a new scale, the net effect ofthe
schene of limts was determned by merely neglecting the ad hoe adjustments which
were Made in arriving at that scale (colums 1, 2, :'. Ad hec adj ustnents madet o
t he 1983-1985 and 1986-1988 final machine scales involved the redistribution of63
and 69 poi nts, respectively., Colums 11 ofannexes v.aand B indicate that the net
effect of the schene of limts anounts to 138 and 309 points, respectively, forthe
1986-1988 and 1989-1991 scal es of assessnents. Colums 12 show the proportiona

net effects corresponding to the absolute figures in colums 11. For instance
country x received an ad heec adjustment of minus 2 points in the deternination of
its 1983-1985 official rate of 0.13; its 1986-1988 raw scale is 0.35, rts nmachine
scale without the scheme of limts is 0.26 and with it 0.15 the schene's
proportional effect on the machine rate without the scheme is mnus 42 per cent
Wthout the ad ho; adjustment to the 1983-1985 machine rate, the proportiona

effect of the scheme of limts on the 1986-1988 rate woul d have been reduced to
mnus 35 per cent. Itshould be noted that this calculation neglects the effect of
ad _hoc adjustments which may have been nade to country X s assessnent rates in
earlier scale periods

18. Reference was made also to the effect of the redistribution of points
resulting fromthe application of the ceiling (56%points in the 1988-1991

scale). 27 Wthout its additional inpact on the gross effects resulting fromthe
application of the scheme of limts, these effects would have been further reduced
Or eliminated for some countries.

19. The Conmittee concluded that, with a few exceptions, the net effect of the
schene of limts was within an acceptable range in view of the i npact of the
ceiling and the ad noc adjustments. Therefore, it decided to recommend to the
General Assenbly the retention of the scheme of limts inits present form It
also decided to address the needs of countries suffering excessive adverse effects
throvgh the ad ho¢ adj ustment process. Consideration wll be given to such
countries unless they contributed points for redistribution through the ad hoc

adj ustment process (see sect. |V below).

2c. wWith regard to the possible introduction of alternative rate brackets, the
Committee Noted their nodest inpact. Concerning alternative percentage or index
point limts, Conmttee nmenbers observed that they raduced the rates ofa

consi derabl e nunber of devel oped countries. The Conmittee al so observed that
progressive application of the scheme oflimts would cause significant rate

I ncreases for many developing countries and mght also affect the availability of
points for redistribution inthe ad hoc adjustment process

Menber States with verv | ow per capita incomes

z1. The Commttee also considered the related but separate request contained in
paragraph 7 of General Assenbly resolution 447197 A nanely, to exenpt fromthe
absorption of additional points, as a result of the application ofthe scheme of
1imits, those Member States with very |ow per capita incomes. The Committee
observed that such a provision would duplicate the effect of the |ow per capita
allowance formula. It noted that the recommended increase in the upper per capita
income [imt would provide further benefits to countries with very |ow pes capita
incomes (see annex 11). Attention was also drawn to the existing special provision
for | east devel oping countries not to increase their rates of asssssment beyond the



present level. It was pointed out that such a provision woul d complicatet et her
than sinplify the nethodology. It was also feltthat the criteria governing the
ad hoc adjustment process provided sufficient flexibility fortempering extremnme
adverse effects.

E. AL tive i 3 . l
1. Materjals preseated

22.  In response to paragraphs 3 (a) (ii), 3 (b) (i) and (ii) and 6 of Genera
Assembly r esol ution 447197 A, the Comrmittee continued its exploration of
alternative inconme concepts and conversion rates. It had before it a report by the
Statistical Of .ice with further elaborations of the different income concepts,
conparisons of alternative conversion rates and descriptions of the inprovenents
made in the related data base since last year. Data are available for al
alternative concepts covering all countries and years, some based on estimtes from
a number of sources. The report also provided an orientation for addressing the
General Assenbl y's search for a sinple, transparent and stabl e scale net hodol ogy
and its request forconsideration of the situation of countries with the economc
characteristics outlined in resolution 437223 B, paragraph 3.

23. The report argued that significant progress towards both of these objectives
coul d be made by redefining two ofthe basic conponents of the scale nethodol ogy,
r.e., national income and its conversion into United States dollars without

di sturbing the »asic structure of the scal e methodol ogy. The overriding objective
was inprovement in measuring the capacity to pay. The report also reiterated the
inherent flexibility of the income concept, which allows foreasy incorporation of
future concerns. Recent developrments in the field of national accounting are also
opening up nev possibilities in this regard.

{a) Alternative income concepts

24.  The concept of inconme was described as the difference between receipts and a
sel ected group of expenditures, i.e., cost and current transfers of income. Not
deduct ed are expenditures for consunption and those representing changes in capital
or wealth. Inconme is thus defined as the amount that its recipients - individuals
or countries - have available for consunption or changes in wealth. The cost
includes al|l exwenditures that keep intact national wealth or capital. Nationa
incone as currently used in the scale nethodology only reflects the deduction of
cost to maintain intact produced capital such as depreciation of fixed assets and
the cost involved in drawing down inventories of products such as raw materials

lot included is the cost to maintain intact non-produced capital, such as the cost
<o replace depletable resources or the cost that is needo +- maintain human
capital. Mny of the concerns of the Ceneral Assenbly are directly related to
capital itenms that are not maintained intact in the systemof National Accounts
(sua). Moreover, the national incone concept presently used by the Committee
reflects cost to keep capital intact, but does nottake into account the need to
devel op national wealth or capital further

25. The report stated that the second el ement deducted to arrive at incone is
current i nconme transfers. Current transfers if received add to income and if paid
reduce it. At present, the only transfers taken into account in the concept of
national incone as used in the methodol ogy are factor income paynments and receipts
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of interest, dividends and royalties, payments andreceipts of wages andsalaries
to mgrant workers who only stay in the host country for a limted period of tine
and therefore are not residents of the host country. Not taken into account are
income transfers made out of [abour income between the host and homecountries of
those mgrant workers who are staying in the host country for over one year and
therefore are considered to be residents of the host country.

26. 1t was also nentioned in the report that expenditures not considered costor
current transfers should not be deducted in the derivation of incone as they
constituted eztpeaditures for consunption which were nmade fromincome and
expenditures connected with the transfer of national wealth between individuals or
countries. The latter expenditures include, for exanple, the purchase or sale of
produced, non-produced and financial assets as well as the repaynent of |oans and
the incurrence of liabilities. Conpensation for capital |osses due to inflation,
which mght be reflected in the Ievel of interest and simlar property incone
paynments and receipts, should not be considered as incone and, therefore, should be
deducted. In circunstances where capital gains result in lower income |evels than
the levels of income corresponding to the absence ofcapital gains, capital gains
should be added to income. 1Ia the present SNA, the latter adjustnments are not nade
and, therefore, national income as used in the SNA nethodol ogy may be distorted by
the effects of inflation on incone.

27.  Based on the above principles, the report presented inproved versions of the
four income concepts introduced in 1989, namely, net disposabl e income,
debt - adj usted income, incone adjusted for sustainable devel opment and income

adj usted for net changes in wealth. The concepts can be used separately or in
con&nati on.

Net disposable income

28. Net disposable incone conpletes the transfer flows that are now inconpletely
reflected in national income as defined in the methodol ogy by adding and deducting
all current income transfers that are not factor income receipts and payments
referred to in paragraph 25,

- adi |

29. In the preparation of the 1986-1988 and X989-1991 scal es, debt repayment
deductions were assuned to be a percentage of total outstanding debt. By applying
such percentage for deduction of total debt fromnational incone, it was assumed
that debt would be repaid in a fixed nunber ofyears. For instance, when the
Commttee applied a 12 per cent deduction of total debt from national income for
the current scale, it assuned that all debt, on the average, is repaid in

8.5 years. This fixed percentage deduction did not take into account that
countries have different debt portfolios with varying repayment periods and follow
varying repaynent patterns.

30. Debt-adjusted income is derived fromnational incone by deducting the
repayment of debt. These deductions are based on the actual repaynments of externa
debt reported by countries in their balance-of-paynents statistics. It was
emphasized that a conceptual |y correct income concept cannot be obtained by
deducting fromreceipts el ements other than cost and current income transfers. For
instance, repaynment of debt is notan income transfer but is a transfer of capita
whi ch should not be taken into account in the calculation of incone. The only



manner in which this concept could be justified would be to argue tha* repaynent of
debt is only feasible through the Iiquidation of assets that do not provide
sufficient incone streans to allow repaynent fromincome, Therefore, in order to
avoid the reduction of capital , one of the principles ofinconme neasurenent,

nanely, repayment of debt which would result in liquidation of capital, could be
avoi ded through additional loans, which require additional interest paynments. S« ch
interest payments would have to be inputed as cost to avoid the l|iquidation of
assets. As the repaynment of debt is neasured on an annual basis, each year not
only interest would have to be included on loans replacing the repaid debt of that
year, but also interest on leams replacing the previous year's debt repaynents.
Thus, total interest deductions woul d be assuned to approximate total debt
repayment.

31.  The main source of data for debt-adjusted income is the Balance of Payments
Statistics prepared and published by the International Mnetary Fund {(IMF). Were
those statistics were not conplete, other sources were consulted, including debt
repaynents data published by the Wrld Bank in its Wrld Debt Tables, the
C}ganisation for Econom c Co-operation and Devel opment (OEcD) in Statistics on

1 Debt ", and the Bank for Internationa
Sett|eﬁentS(BIS)lr1QuéIIﬁilz_ﬂﬁgklng_ﬁkﬂtlitlgi Conpi | ation of debt repayment
data from bal ance- of - payments statistics as the main source is conpatible with the
orientation of a study in progress by the four organizations mentioned that will
ultimately lead to reconciliation of bal ance-of - payments data regarding debt and
other capital flows between recipient countries and countries of payments and will
also lead to reconciliation of the debt flow data ofthe organizatioms. 3/ Using
the bal ance-of - paynents data on paynents of external debt as a central source has
the advantage that any inprovement resulting fromthe study will be reflected
automatically in the debt data used by the Committee in the future

Income adjusted Ol sustainable devel omment

32.  Incone adjusted for sustainable development was introduced as an alternative
to national incone adjusted by the |ow per capita incone formula. The |ow per
capita incone deduction could be interpreted as taking account of expenditures
required to advance a country froma low to an acceptable level of economc

devel opment.  Incone adjusted for sustainable devel opment provides for the
deduction of expenditures related to concerns repeatedly expressed in the Ceneral
Assenbly such as governnent expenses on education, health, housing and support of
econom ¢ activities that addressed specific concerns of the Conmmttee. Covernnent
expenses for education, health, comunity services and econonic services address
concerns such aslack of health and education of the population, the dependence of
countries' exports on a few products generally related to natural resources and the
lack of infrastructure in the country.

lncone adjusted for net changes an wealth

33. Losses due to national energencies are generally |osses in nationz1 wealth
that can.st be deducted as such fromnational incone. The report by the
Statistical Ofice suggested that such | osses can beapproximated through deduction
of interest costs estimated to be required to obtain the necessary funds for
reconstruction
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(b) Conversion rates

34, The Statistical Ofice also presented to the Conmttee for the first time a
conpl ete conparison of all conversion rates that are available as alternatives to
the presently used market exchange rates. They include conversion rates
purchasing power parities and Wrld Bank conversion rates. These rates are either
derived directly from available sources or estimated by the Statistical Ofice

35 A newfeature was introduced into the nethodol ogy for PARE, nanely, the
incorporation of terms of trade. This incorporation would inprove the estimation
of the inplicit price deflator that is used to project the exchange rates into the
future. Gains or losses in ternms of trade are actually incone (positive or
negative) that countries use in the same manner as they use other income. By not
including the terms-of-trade effect, incone fromternms of trade is treated as
changes in prices. Price changes would be overstated in cases of large terns of
trade gains and understated in cases of large terns-of-trade |osses, thus
distorting the PARE rates which are derived with the help of the price indices

2. DLscussion

36. Noting that the application of net disposable income would increase the
assessnent rates of some developing countries and that income adjusted for
sust ai nabl e devel opnent needs to be devel oped further in conceptual terns, the
Commttee's discussion focused almost entirely on debt-adjusted income and PARE

37.  The Committee noted the observations made in paragraph 30 and recognized the
utility of using total debt repayment as a proxy for interest costs

38. Wth regard to the various alternative conversion rates, Conmttee nenbers
expressed their support for the PARE nethodol ogy which would elimnate manyof the
exchange rate anonmalies. Some Commttee menbers expressed doubt about the
appropriateness of incorporating terms of trade in the new PARE net hodol ogy. The
Committee al SO noted that somecountries are not yet ready to accept PARE. The
Commttee considered alternative conversion rates such as purchasing power parities
and Werld skconversion rates |ess convenient than PARE

3. Decisions

39. Wiile recognizing the |imtations of the concept of debt-adjusted incone, the
Committee (ecided to recommend its use inthe preparation of the next scale of
assessnents as it represents a considerable inprovement over the estimated debt

adj ustment factors used in the 1989-1991 scale. In spite of its strong theoretica
support of PARE, the Committee decided to use 1M market exchange rates for the
next scale in view of the remaining difficulties in somecountries to apply PARE
The Conmittee also requested the Statistical Ofice to continue inproving its data
bank with regard to alternative incone concepts so as to permt their further
conceptual and quantitative exploration in future sessions

=11~




IV. AD_HOC ADJUSTMENTS (W TI QATI ON)

40. The Conmittee onContribution had before it a note bythe Secretari at
summarising t he debate in the Fifth Commttee onad heg¢ adjustnments to the machine
scale, In response to the Ceneral Assenbly’s desire for transparency and
uniformty in the ad hog adjustment process, the Commttee indicated inthe report
on its forty-ninth session 4/ several general criteria for decisions on ad heg
adjustments to the machine scale andits decision to include inits reports onthe
preparation offuture scales inplicit information on the ad_hogc adjustnments. It

al so stressed its objective tominimigethe scope of the process through further
refinenments of the nethodology. In this connection, the Conmittee noted at its
current segsion that its recommendation to increase the |ow per capita incone
limts te $2,600 woul d reduce the need for ad hogc adjustnents. Wthout the
repeated application of ad hocadjustments, the distortions attributed to the
application of the scheme of limits woul d have been significantly reduced.

41, Gven the related requests contained in paragraph 3 (c) of General Assenbly
resolution 447197 A,and with a view to narrow ng the perceived communication gap
between the Conmittee and Menber States, the Committee has established a more

' detailed andspecific list of criteria. It affirmed that ad heg adjustments are
f' decided by the Conmittee as awhole. Itwas also m ndful of the need to preserve
' some degree of theflexibility inherently required for the process. The Committee
further stressed the ad hognature of the adjustnent process, which depends
entirely on the availability of points provided voluntarily by Member States. At
the sametime, the Conmittee reaffirnmed the need to reduce the overall size of
afl_heg adj ust nents.

42. The main criteria to be taken into accountaret

. T VP S Py

(a) Factors that mayhave an effect onthe capacity to pay but that are not
adequately reflected inthe present nethodol ogy and criteria and hence the final
machine scale. These include shortconmings of the definition of debt-adjusted
income, such as the non-reflection of capital gans, or substantial changes in
economic circumstances that have occurred since the |ast year of the statistical
base period, especially those relating to |arge-scale |osses caused by natural ana
man-made di sasters, exchange rate or foreign currency reserve probl ens;

X (b) Arfar as possible, the maxi mum nunber of points givento any one country
should be limted to two, wth possible variations to achi eve someproportional. ity
Wi th respect to the level of the machine rate;

: (¢) Exclusion £xom consi deration of Menber States whose new machine rates are
equal to or lower than the last official rate;

(d) The effects of the schene of limitswill be taken into accountby
excluding from consi derati on Menber States whose new nmachine rate, atter
application of the scheme of limts, is equal to or lower then their last of fici al

rate. Consideration will, however, be given to Menber States suffering excessive
adverse effects from the application Of the scheme of |imts, with ths exception of
Member St ates contributing points for redistribution through the adheg adjustment
process;
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(e) Exclusion of Commttee nenbers from discussious con.erning downward
adjustnments of the machine rates of countries of which they arenationals.

43. It should benoted that exchange rats, probl ens should badel eted from the
first criterion whenit becomes possible to u.e PARE instead of narket rates for
the translation of debt-adjusted incomein national currenciea into United States

dol | ars.
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v. COWUN CATI ON MECHANI SM BETWEEN MEMBER STATEG
AND THE COMMITTEE ON CONTRIBUTIONS

44.  The Committee di scussed at groat |ength the General Assenbly’s requeot to
submt wit specific recommendations ohow to establish an effective nmechani sm of
conmmuni cation between Menber States adthe Commttee, which is contained i
Assenbly resolution 447197 C, paragraph 1. The Comnittee felt that the specific
requests contained in paragraph 1 coul d create nore problens thanthey woul d solve

and m ght conmprom se the Committee's status as an expert body and its advisory
capacity to the Fifth Conmttee.

4%. The Committee, therefore, reaffirmed the appropriateness of the existing means
of communication, nanely, the subm ssion of witten representations prior to the
Conmi ttee’ s sessions and informal contact with the Chairnman during the Committee's

sessions and, to the extent possinle, during the regul ar sesesionscothe General
Assenbl y.
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VI. ASSESSMENT OF NEWMEMBER STATES FOR1990 AND 1991

A. Namibia

46. According to rule 160 of therules of procedure of the General Assenbly, the
Committee is called upon to advise the Assenbly on assessnents to be fixed for new
Members. Regulation 5.8 of the Financial Regulations of the United Nations

provi des that "new Menbers shall berequired to make a contribution for the year in
whi ch they becone Menbers and to provide their proportion of the total advances to
the Wrking Capital Fund at rates to be determined by the General Assenbly".

27. During the eighteenth special session of the General Assenbly, on 23 April
1990, Nami bia was admtted to nenbership in the Organisation (General Assenbly
resol ution S-180).

48.  Under the terms of General Assenbly resolution 60 (1) of 14 Decenmber 1946, new
Members are required to contribute to the annual budget of 'the year in which they
are first admtted, at |east 33.33 per cent of their percentage of assessnent
determned for the following year, applied to the budget of the year of adm ssion.
However, by a subsequent deci sion of the Assenbly, exceptions have been madeto the
one-third rule. Since 1955, the prescribed mninmumhas been reduced to one ninth
for alnost all States admtted during the last four nonths of the year and to
varying proportions for Member States admitted during the early part of the year.

49. The United Nations scale of assessnents for the period 1989-1991, as adopted
by General Assenbly resolution 437223 A of 21 Decenber 1988, was based on national
and per capita incone data for the years 1977-1986. om that basis, the Comittee
recommends that Nam bia shoul d be assessed at the rate of 0.01 per cent for 1991
and at the rate of one quarter of 0.01 per cent for its year of admssion in 1990.

50. The Committee further recommends that for 1990, the contributions of the new
Member should be applied on the same basis of assessment as for other Member
States, except that in the case of appropriations or apportionnents approved by the
Ceneral Assembly for the financing ofthe United Nations peace-keeping operations,
the contributions of the new Menmber should be calculated in proportion tothe

cal endar year.

B. XYemen

52. On 22 May 1990, the People's Dermocratic Republic of Yenmen and the Yenen arab
Republic were united under the name Republic of Yemen. In ajoint communication
dated 19 May 1990 (A/44/946),the M nisters for Foreign Affairs of the two separate
States informed the Secretary-General of the United Nations that "the Republic of
Yemen will have single nmenbership in the United Nations and be bound by the
provisions of the Charter".

52.  In this context, the Conmittee considered a representation by the Republic of
Yemen i n Which it informed the Commiteee "that, as one of the |east devel oped
countries, the Republic of Yemen will renmt to the United Nations contributions
fund, beginning this year, the sane percentage allotted to a single State. The
Permanent Mission understands that this change may throw of f the expected budget
funds but there are other new Menber nations to make up for it, forinstance,
Ramibia”.
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53. Wile synpathetic to the needs of | east developed countriea,the Committee
none the less recomends that, inaccordance With past practice, a State aucceeding
two previous Menber States should be assessed at their conbined rates for the

remai nder of the scale period. Forthe noxt scale of assessments,the rate of the
Republic of Yemen will be reviewed in relation to all other Menber States,




VII. REPRESENTATIONS BY MEMBER STATES

54, The Committee had before it representation6 in writing from the Republic of
Hungary and the Republic of Yemen.

A. Hungary

55. In the witten representation fremthe Republic of Hungary, attention is drawn
to the aderseeffects suffered by that Menber State from theapplication ofthe
scheme of | i M t S and three recommendations are nade for adjustnents in the schene
of linmts, The recommendations involve the increase of the scheme's existing
percentage and index point [imts by a factor of 1.5 or 2, correction through
gcemoC adj ust ment of Adistortioms of 20 per t or moreresulting fromthe
application of the schene of 1imits, andthe full correction through ad hec
adjustment Of cases i-which the relative inpact of the schene exceeds the
percentage limt of the corresponding rate bracket.

56. | n considering thi S representation, the Committee noted thatthe appropriate
channel for the submission ofSUCh recommendatioms i S through the General

Assembly. |t was, however, opea to the ideas underlying the recommendations aad
had, in fact, taken theminto account in its detailed discussion on the effects of
the scheme Of |imts (see paras. 13-21). The Committee al SO referred to the

deci sion caken for inclusion of adverse effectsoft he application of the scheme of
limits in the criteria governing the ad hoc adj ustnent process (see paras. 40-43
above).

B. Xemen
57. The witten representati on £rom the Republic of Yenmen concerned its rate of

assessment, which has been addressed in chapter VI above dealing with the
assessnent of new Member States for 1990 and 1991.
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Vill. OTHER MATTERS

A. Collection of coptributions

58. The Committee took note of the report of the Secretary-Ceneral that indicated
that, atthe conclusion of the current session, the follow ng eight Member States
were in arrearsin the paynent of their assessed contributions tothe expenses of
the United Nations underthe termsof Article 19 of the Charterr Dominican
Republic, Equatorial Guinea, Guatemal a, Liberia, Nicaragua, Sao Tome and Principe,
Sierra Leone and Sout h Afri ca. In thisregard, the Conmttee reaffirmedits
previous decision toauthorise its Charrman to issuean addendumto the present
report, if necessary.

B. Payment of contxibutions in currencies other than
United States dellars

59. Under the provisions of paragraph 3 (b) ofits resolution 43/223 A the

General Assenbly enpowered the Secretary-Ceneral to accept, at his discretion and
after consulvation with the Chairman of the Conmttee on Contributions, a portion
of the contributions of MemberStates fo-the cal endar years 1989, 1990 and 1991 in
currencies other than Uaited States dollars.

60. The Commttee considered a report of the Secretary-Ceneral on arrangements
made for paynents by Member States of their 1990 contributions in currencies other
t han United States dollars. The Commttee noted that an estinated six Member
States were planning to avail thenselves of the opportunity of paying the estimated
equivalent of $2.9 mllion in six non-United States dollar currencies acceptable to
t he Organisation.

C. Communication from the Food anrd Agriculture Organization
of the United Nations

61. The Committee took note of the communication inwriting fromthe Food and
Agriculture Organieation of the United Nations (FAO). It instructed its Secretary

to keep FAO inforned of the work it had carried out atits current session,in
particular, with regard to the data hase and the statistical baseperiod.

D. Date of next session
62. The Committee decided to hold its fifty-first session in New York from 3 to
22 June 1991.

Notes

1/ Qff icial Records ofthe General Assembly. Forty-fourth Session.
Supplement No, .. 11 (A 44/11), para. 28.

2/ Ibid., annex IB.
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Notes (continued)

37 The joint study was originally scheduled for conpletion early this year,
butafter some reorientation is now expected to beconpl eted in1993.

4/ Qfficial Records of the Ceneral Assembly. Forty-fourth Sesiien,
Supplament Na. il (A/44/11), pares. 36-40.
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ANNEX |

Letter dated 23 May 1990 from Mr,.. Mohamed Mahmoud Quld Cheldkh El Ghaouth
to the Chaixman and membexrs.of the Committee un Contributions

| rave the honour to informyou that | have been instructed by ny Government
torepresent it to the thirty-seventh sesuion of the Governing Council of the
United Nations Devel opnent progranme, Which will take place at Geneva, framthe
28th of May to the 22nd ofJune 1990,

| therefore regret that | will not. be abla to take part in the next session of
t he Commi ttee,

Havi ng not received the documentation, 1Will refrain from addressing
substantial issues before the Commttee, except to hope sincerely that the members
ofthe Committee will resist the growirng trend to politicise the work of the
Comm ttoe adthereby endeavour to preserve its expert character.

In this regard, it should be stated that the General Aasenbly is sovereign to
adopt, change or reject any technical recommendaticn by its subsidiary expert
organs.,

In view of the inportance | attach to the Committee, | W || appre:iate ha ing
the present letter issued as an official document of the Committee.

(Signed) Mohamed Muhmoud OULD EL GHAQUTH
Menber of the Committee on Contri butions
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ANNEX N

ALTERNATIVE MACHINE SCALE BASED ON A LOW PER CAPITA LIMIT OF $2603 AND POINT

DIFFERENCES COMPARED TO THE CURRENT LOW PER CAPITA INCOME LIMIT OF § 2200

Basepeniod (1979-88), gradieot (85%), floor (0.01 %), ceiliog (25%)
Delx adjusted income (DAI), scheme of himits, without adjmstmest for LDC's.

1

LOW PER CAPITA INCOME LIMIT POINT DIFFERENCES
MEMBER STATE
Cols.(2)(1)
2200 2600
Us-s us-s ) '
0} | @ 3) @

AFGHANISTAN 0.01 0.01
ALBANIA 0.01 0.01
ALGERIA 0.17 0.17
ANGOLA 0.01 0.01
ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA 0.0 0.01
ARGENTINA 0.76 0.76
AUSTRALIA 1.43 1.44 0.01
AUSTRIA 0.73 0.76 0.03
BAHAMAS 0.02 0.02 :
BAHRAIN 0.03 0.03 §
BANGLADESH 0.02 0.02 K
BARBADOS 0.01 0.01 ;
BELGIUM 1.07 1.08 0.01 !
BELIZE 0.01 0.01 |
BENIN 0.01 0.01 1
'BHUTAN .01 0.01
BOLIVIA 0.02 0.02
BOTSWANA 0.01 0.01 |
BRAZIL 1.60 1.46 -0.14 g
BRUNEI DARUSSALAM 0.03 0.03 !
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Basepeniod (1979-88), gradient (85 %), floor (0.01 %), ceiling (25 %)

Dedt adjusted income (DALl), scheme of lumits, without adjusiment far LDC"s.

LOW PER CAPITA INCOME LIMIT

POINT DIFFERENCES

MEMBER STATE
Cols. (2)(1)
2200 2600
us-$ Us-S ) )

(1) (03] 3 (C)) i
BULGARIA 0.16 0.14 -0.02 i
BURKINA FASO 0.01 0.01 '
BURUNDI 6.01 0.0%
CAMBODIA 0.01 0.01
CAMEROON 382 0.02 !
CANADA ' 3.10 0.07
CAPE VERDE 0.01 6.01
CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC
CHAD g:l 0.01
CHILE K 6.63 -0.01
‘CHINA 0.83 0.78 -0.05
COLOMBIA 0.16 0.15 | -C.01
COMOROS 0.01 0.01
CONGO 0.01 0.01 |
‘COSTA RICA 0.02 0.02 |
COTE D'IVOIRE 0.03 .02 -0.01 i
CUBA 0.11 0.10 -0.01
CYPRUS 0.02 0.02
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 0.57 0.57
DENMARK 0.61 0.62 0.01,
DJIBOUTI 0.01 0.01 f
DOMINICA 0.01 0.01
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC 0.03 502 -0.01
ECUADOR 0.04 0.04
EGYPT 0.08 0.08
| EL SALVADOR 0.02 0.01 -0.01
EQUATORIAL GUINEA 0.01 0.01
ETHIOPIA 0.01 0.01
FSN] 0.01 0.01
{ FINLAND 6.51 0.52 _ 0 01

T
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i::pu-iud (1979-88), gradicnt (5% ), floce (0.01 %), ceiting (25%)
adjusted incoeme (DAL), scheme of fimits, withou adjustment for LDC's.

Hmw PER CAPITA INCOME LIMIT POINT DIFFERENRCES
MEMBER STATE
Cols ()N
2200 2600
uUs-§ uUs-§ ) ¢)
m (¢4) 8)) (G)
FRANCE 6.02 6.06 0.04
GABON 0.02 0.02
GAMBIA 0.01 0.01
GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC 1.19 1.21 0.02
[GERMANY, FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF 7.78 7.83 0.05
GHANA 0.01 0.01
GREECE 0.38 0.38
GRENADA 0.01 0.01
GUATEMALA 0.03 0.03
GUINEA 0.01 0.01
GUINEA-BISSAU 0.01 0.01
GUYANA 0.01 0.01
HAIT] 0.01 0.01
HONDURAS 0.01 0.61
HUNGARY 0.19 0.19
ICELAND 0.03 0.03
INOIA 0.41 0.39 -0.02
INDONESIA 0.17 0.17
IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF) 0.79 0.79
IRAQ 0.14 0.14
IRELAND 0.16 0.17 0.01
ISRAEL 0.22 0.23 0.01
ITALY 4.29 4.29
JAMAICA 0.01 C.01
JAPAN 11.95 11.95
JORDAN 0.01 0.01
KENYA 0.01 0.01
KUWAIT 0.27 0.28 0.31
LAC PEOPLE’S DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC 0.01 0.01
LEBANON 0.01 0.01




_,z-—

E S i bl

[ Baseperiod (1979-88), gradient (85%), floor (0.01%), ceifing 25%)
Debt adiusted income (DAI), scheme of limits, without adjustment for LDC's.
LOW PER CAPITA INCOME LIMIT : POINT DIFFERENCES
MEMBER STATE
Cols (2)H1)
2200 2600
uUs-$ us-§ «) 144
m (03] (&) (3]
ESCTHO 0.01 0.01
IBERIA 0.01 0.31
IBYAN ARAB JAMAHIRIYA 0.25 0.26 0.01
UXEMBOURG 0.06 006
AADAGASCAR 0.01 0.01
AALAWI 0.0t 0.01
AALAYSIA 0.13 0.33
AALDIVES 0.01 0.01
AALI 0.01 0.01
AALTA 0.01 0.01
AAURITANIA 0.01 0.01
AAURITIUS 0.01 0.01
IMEXICO 1.05 0.94 -0.11
AONGOUIA 0.01 0.0
AOROCCO 0.05 0.05
AOZAMBIQUE 0.01 0.01
AYANMAR 0.01 0.01
IEPAL 0.01 0.01
IETHERLANDS 1.51 1.53 0.02 ;
IEW ZEALAND 0.22 0.23 0.01
HCARAGUA 0.01 0.01
HGER 0.01 0.01
HGERIA 0.22 0.22
NORWAY 0.53 0.53
OMAN 0.03 0.03
'AKISTAN 0.07 0.07
'ANAMA 0.03 0.02 -0.01
'APUA NEW GUINEA 0.01 0.01
'ARAGUAY 0.03 0.02 -0.01
'ERU 0.07 0.07
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Bascperiod (1979-88), gradicat (85 %), floor (01 %), ceiling ¢ 5%)
Debt adjusted income (DAI), scheme of limits, withont adjustn.. . for LDC's.

LOW PER CAPITA INCOME LIMIT POINT DIFFERENCES
MEMBER STATE
Cobs.(2)«1)
2200 2600
us-s us-§ ) +)
(43) @ (6)] &)

PHILIPPINES 0.10 0.09 -0.01
POLAND 0.48 0.49 0.01
PORTUGAL 0.20 0.18 -0.02
QATAR 0.05 0.05
ROMANIA 0.21 0.21
RWANDA 0.01 0.01
SAINT KITTS AND NEVIS 0.01 0.01
SAINT LUCIA 0.01 0.01
SAINT VINCENT AND THE GRENADINES 0.01 0.01
SAMOA 0.01 0.01
SAO TCME AND PRINCIPE 0.01 0.01
SAUDI ARABIA 1.02 1.05 0.03
SENEGAL 0.01 0.01
SEYCHELLES 0.01 0.01
SIERRA LEONE 0.01 0.01
SINGAPORE 0.13 0.13
SOLOMON ISLANDS 0.01 c.01
SOMALIA 0.01 0.01
SOUTH AFRICA 0.48 0.42 -0.06
SPAIN 1.90 1.94 0.04
SRI LANKA 0.01 0.01
SUDAN 0.02 0.02
SURINAME 0.01 0.01
SWAZILAND 0.01 0.01
SWEDEN 1.10 1.11 0.01
SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC 0.05 0.05
THAILAND 0.12 0.12
TOGO 0.01 0.01
TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO 0.06 0.06
TUNISIA 0.04 003 -0.01
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Baseperiod (1979-88), gradient (85 %), floor (0.01%), ceiting (25%)

Debt adjusted income (DAI), scheme of limits, without adjustment for LDC's.

LOW PER CAPITA INCOME LIMIT POINT DIFFERENCES

MEMBER STATE
Cols-(2)«(1)
2200 2600
us-$ uUs-$ ) )
48] @ (£)) 4

'TURKEY 0.29 0.27 ! -0.02 i
{UGANDA 0.01 0.01 j
UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS 11.15 1122 0.07 |
UNITED ARAB EMIRATES 0.21 0.21 ! |
| UNITED IGNGDOM GF GREAT BRITAIN | 1
I AND NOKTHERN IRELAND 4.93 5.05 ! 0.12
- UNITED REPUBLIC OF TANZANIA 0.01 6.01 é
{UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 25.00 25.00 -
'URUGUAY 0.05 0.05:
IVANUATU 0.01 0.01 | |
VENEZUELA .61 062 _ G0t
VIET NAM 0.01 0.01 " T B
'YEMEN, REPUBLIC OF 0.03 0.03
{YUGOSLAVIA 0.52 0.45 | -0.07
'ZAIRE 0.01 0.01 |
|ZAMBIA 0.01 0.01 |
|ZIMBABWE 0.02 0.02+
| TOTAL 100.00 100.00 | -0.61 0.61 ;
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Low per capita income ($2,600), gradient (85 %), floor (0.01%), ceiling (25%)
Debt adpasted income (DAI), scheme of limits, without sdjustieent for LDC's.

i

MEMBER STATE 10-year | 7-year | S-year | 3-year | 10-year POINT DIFFERENCES ;
period | period | period | period | period | Cols.2)-(Id | Cols.(3)-(1) | Cols.(d){1) [Cols.(S)(1) :
(1979~ | (1982- | (1984~ | (1986~ | (1979
1988) 1938) 1988) 1988) 1988) O ) | O ) { () ) ] ) )
meweigh- | unweigh- | uoweigh~ | coweigh-| weigh-
ted ted ted ted ted 1) {
() 03] (€)] ol ®»|le® ol® ®la. ala 03
BULGARIA 0.14 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.14 0.02 0.02 0.02
BURKINA FASO 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
BURUNDI 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.61
;AMBODIA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
CAMEROON 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 i
CANADA 3.10 3.28 3.26 3.04 3.12 0.18 0.16 [ -0.06 0.02 |
CAPE VERDE 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 :
CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
CHAD 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 |
CHILE 0.08 0.07 0.07 0.07 0 08 2 -0.02 -0.02 -Dmh !
CHINA 0.78 0.80 0.80 0.77 0.78 0.02 0.02 | -0.01 |
COLOMBIA 0.15 0.14 0.12 0.12 0.14 | -0.01 -0.03 -9.93 - OT ‘
COMOROS 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 ;
CONGO 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 ’
COSTA RICA 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02 | -0.01
COTE D'IVOIRE 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 ;
CuBA 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.09 0.10 -0.01 :
CYPRUS 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 0.57 0.58 0S8 0.58 0.58 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
DENMARK 0.62 0.62 0.63 0. 66 0. 64 0.01 0.04 0.02 ;
DJIBOUTI 0.01 0.0t 0.01 0.01 0.01 i
DOMINICA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 i
DOMINICAN REPUBLIC 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.c2 ’
ECUADOR 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.04 | -0.01 0.01 -3.02
EGYPT 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08
EL SALVADOR 0.01 0.02 c.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 D 01
ECUATORIAL GUINEA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 :
F.THIOPIA 001 0061 001 0.01 0.01
P 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 i
FINLAND 0.52 0.54 0.55 0.54 0.52 0.02 0.03 0.02 |
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| Low per capita mncome ($2,600), gradwent (85 %), floov (0.01%), ceiling (25%)
Det zdpsted income (DAI), scheme of hmits, withoat sdpstment for LDC’s.

MEMBER STATE 10-year | T-year | S-year | 3-year | 10-year POINT DIFFERENCES
peniod penad peniod period | period | Cols (2)(1) | Cols.(3)-(I) i Cols.(3)-(1} i Cols.(S(1)
(1979- | (1982- | (19%4- | (1986 | (157~
1958) | 1988) | 198%) | 1988) | 1988) | () ) (¢} WO M) @
ted ted ted ted ed ) A
M () [6) @ G l® Dle ®ian anjay a3’
FRANCE 6.06 6.13 6.16 6.17 6.09 0.07 0.10 0.11 | 0.C3
GABON 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 ]
GAMBIA 0.0t .01 0.01 0.01 0.01
GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC 1.21 1.22 1.24 1.26 1.23 0.01 0.03 ; 0.05 0.02 .
GERMANY, FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF 7.63 783 7.97 7.98 7.88 0.10 | 0.14 ; 0.15 : £cs
GHANA 0.01 v.01 0.01 0.0t 0.01 )
GREECE 038 037 035 035  037!-001 -0.03 -0.03 - TN
GRENADA : s
GUATEMALA 6o 38y g8y 002 g} | -0.01 %
GUINEA Q1 0.01 0.01 8 1 0.01 i
GUINEA_BISSAU 88 0.01 88 8 0.0 :
GUYANA 0.01 ;
HAITI 88 o001 861 601 8861
HONDURAS ©.01 0.01 0.01 6.01 0.01 i
HUNGARY 0.19 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.01 0 61 .01 0.01 !
{ICELAND |
INDIA 0.39 0.41 0.41 0.40 033! 0.02 0.02 0.01 i
INDONES!A 8% 6817 697 87 837 -0.03
IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF) 873 0-79 0.79 0.79 0.1
IRAQ ) 0.14 0.14 0.14 0 4‘
IRELAND 017 617 017  0.17 017 : *
. 48 28 iB 218 1% | |
ITALY . . . ) 'S
SAMAICA | 0.01 e.01 6.0 3.01 0.01 ‘
JAPAN 1185 1185 1185 1195 1185
JORDAN i 0.0% 0.01 0.01 c.01 6.0t !
KENYA | 00t ¢cOt 060t C€C1 001
KUWAIT | 028 €25 025 025 0.27 | -0.03 -5.03 | -5.03 | -0.01
LAO PEOPLE'S DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC E 0.01 0.01 6.01 0.01 0.01 | t !
{LEBANON L 0.61 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 |
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Low per capita income ($2,600), gradicnt (85 %), floor (*.01%), ceiling (25%)

Debt sdjusted ircome (DAI), scheme of limits, without adjustmeat for LDC's.
{ MEMBER STATE "ryzar | T-year | S5-year | 3-year | 10-year POINT DIFFEIRENCES

period | period | pesiod | seniod | period | Cols.(2)-(1) | Cols.(3)(1) | Cols.(4)-(1) | Cols.(S)-(1)
1919- | (1982- | (1984- | (1986~ | (1975
i988) 1988) 1988) 1988) 1988) “) ) | () &) | ) ™) | O )
unweigh- | unweigh- | umweigh- | anweigh-| weigh-
ted ted ted ted ted )
¢)) @ (&) 4) ) ®) @ ® @0 an| a4 @3

LESOTHO 0.01 0.01 0.01 6.01 0.01
LIBERIA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.c1
LIBYAN ARAB JAMAHIRIYA 0.26 0.24 0.24 0.24 0.25| -0.02 -0.02 -0.02 -0.01
LUXEMBOURG 0.C6 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06
MADAGASCAR 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MALAWI 0.0t 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MALAYSIA 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.13
MALDIVES 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MALI 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MAL A 0.01 001 0.01 0.01 0.01
MAURITANIA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MAURITIUS 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MEXICO 0.94 0.86 0.86 0.86 0.88 | -0.08 -0.08 -0.08 -0.06
MONGOLIA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MOROCCO 0.0 0.04 0.04 0.05 0.05 | -0.01 -0.01
MOZAMBIQUE 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 .01
MYARNMAR 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
NEPAL 0.01 ¢.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
NETHERLANDS 1.53 1.53 1.54 1.54 1.53 0.01 0.01
NEW ZEALAND 0.23 0.23 0.23 0.23 0.23
NiCARAGUA 6.0t 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
NIGER 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
NIGERIA 0.22 0.19 0.13 0.19 0.21 | -0.03 -0.03 -0.03 -0.01
NORWAY 0.53 0.56 0.56 0.55 0.54 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.01
OMAN 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
IPAKISTAN 0.07 0c? 0.07 0.07 0.07
PANAMA 0.02 0.33 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.31
PAPUA NEW GUINEA 0.01 o™ 0.01 0.01 0.01
PARAGUAY 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
IPERU 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07




”

Low per capita iscome ($2,600), gradiont (85 %), floor (0.01 %), ceiling (25%)
[ =t adjusted income (DAI), scheme of limits, without adiustment for LDC's.

MEMBER STATE 10-year | 7-year | S-year | 3-year ; 10-year POINT DIFFERENCES i
penod penod period penod | period | Cols. (2)-(1) | Cols.(3)-(1) | Cols.(4)-(1) | Cols.(5)-(I)
(1979- | (1982- | (198%4- | (1986~ | (1979-
1988) 1988) 1988) 1988) | 1988) | () () [} (| ¢ ]|oO +)
unweigh- | unweigh- | eoweigh- | ooweigh- | weigh-
ted ted ted ied ted 1)
m @ 3 1G] 3 6) A ® ) %) (A1 12y (@3)
iPHILIPPINES 3.09 0.08 0.07 0.08 009 i -0.01 -n.02 -0.mM
' POLAND 0.49 0.49 0.49 0.50 0.49 0.01 :
IPORTUGAL 0.18 0.19 0.19 0.20 0.19 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01
|QATAR 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.04 0.35 -9.01 -0.01
{ROMANIA 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21
{AWANDA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
ISAINT KITTS AND NEVIS 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
_SAINT LUCIA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
ISAINT VINCENT AND THe GRENADINES 0.01 .01 0.01 0.01 0.01
ISAMOA 0.01 0.01 8.01 0.01 0.01 l
SAO TOME AND PRINCIPE 0.0t 0.0t 0.01 0.01 0.01 1
SAUDI ARABIA 1.05 0.95 0.95 0.95 0.99 | -0.10 -0.10 -0.10 -0.08
SENEGAL 0.0t 0.01 0.0t 0.0t 0.01 :
SEYCHELLES 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 i
SIERRA LEONE 0.01 G.01 0.0t 0.01 0.01 {
SINGAPORE 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.13 3.13
SOLOMON ISLANDS 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
SOHAUA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 i
SOUTH AFRICA 0.42 0.40 0.41 0.41 0.41 |-0.02 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01 '
SPAIN 1.94 1.92 1.96 2.06 1.96 | -0.02 0.02 0.12 0.02
SRI LANKA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
SUDAN 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
SURINAME 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
SWAZILAND 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
SWEDEN 1.11 1.13 1.13 1.13 1.12 0.92 0.02 0.02 0.01
SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 .
THAILAND 0.12 0.12 0.12 G.12 0.12 ;
TOGO 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 !
TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.04 0.05 | -0.01 -0.02 -0.02 -0.01
TUNISIA 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
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Low per capita iocome ($2,600), gradicnt (85%), floor (0.01%), ceiling 25%)
Debt adjusted income (DAI), scheme of limits, without &t for 1.DC's.

MEMBER STATE 10-year | T-year | S-year | 3-year | 10-year POINT DIFFFRENCES
period peniod period period | period | Cols.()-(1) | Cols.! (i) | Cols.(@)-(1) | Cols () |
Q97T | (1982- | (1984- | (1986~ | (1579- ‘
1988) 1988) 1938) 1988) 1988) -} (S0 I G ) | () ) { O (+)
! ted ted ted ted ted )
) @ 3 ) &) (6) RN $) 1 0 (AN (12) (a3
ITURKEY 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.27
LIGANDA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
UNION OF SGVIET SOCIALIST REPUIBUCS 11.22 11.35 11.41 11.43 11.28 0.13 0.19 0.21 0.06 i
UNITED ARAB EMIRATES G.21 0.21 0.20 0.18 0.21 -0.01 1-0.03
UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN
AND NORTHERN IRZLAND 5.05 5.07 5.01 4.99 5.06 0.02 | -9.04 | .0.06 0.01 |
{UNITED REPUBLIC Of TANZANIA 0.01 0.C1 0.01 0.01 0.01
[UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 25.00 25.00 25.00 25.00 25.00
URUGUAY 0.05 0.04 .0 0.04 0.5 -0.01 0.0 -0.01 |
VANUATU 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 g
VENEZUELA 0.62 0.58 0.50 0.50 0.60 | -0.04 -0.12 -0.12 +0.02
VIET NAM 0.0 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 i
YEMEN, REPUBLIC OF 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.03 -Don l
YUGOSLAVIA 0.45 0.41 0.42 0.42 0.43 | -0.04 -0.03 -0.03 ~0.02
ZARE 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 i
ZAMBIA 0.0t 0.01 0.01 0.G1 0.01 :
ZIMBABWE 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.02 ~-0.01 -0.01
TOTAL 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 | -0.72 0.72 {--0.91 0.91 { -1.01 1.01 {--0.31 0.31 ]

i

1) The average is based on 50% wetght tor the years 1979-1384.

and 50% weight for the years 1385-1988.
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ANNEX IV.A

ALTERNATIVE MACHINE SCALES BASED ON VARYING CEILING RATES AND POINT

DIFFERENCES COMPARED TO THE CURRENT CEILING RATE OF 25 PER CENT

| Baseperiod (1579-88), low per capita mcome (32600), gradicat (85%), fix - (0.01%)

Debt adpnsted income (DAI), without scheme of limits, without adiustesest for LCE’s.

CEILING POINT DIFFERENCES
MEMBER STATE
Cols.(2)~(1) Cols.(3)~(1) Cols.{4)(1)
25 20 15 10
(%) (%) (%) (%) ) ) ) ) ) ()
1) 2) ) ) ) ) (0] 8 . (8] (10)

AFGHANISTAN 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
ALBANIA 0.01 0.0 0.01 0.01
ALGERIA 0.3¢ 0.32 0.35 0.40 0.02 0.05 0.10
ANGCLA 6.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
ARGENTINA .83 0.88 0.95 1.12 0.05 0.1z 0.22
AUSTRALIA 1.22 1.30 1.40 1.65 0.08 0.18 0.43
AUSTRIA 0.74 0.79 0.84 1.00 0.05 0.10 0.26
BAHAMAS 0.02 0.062 0.02 0.62
BAHRAIN 0.03 .03 0.03 0.04 _0.01
BANGLADESH 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03 i
BARBADOS 0.01 0.0 0.01 0.02 0.01 :
BELGIUM 1.01 1.08 1.16 1.37 0.67 0.15 | 0.36
BELIZE 0.01 G.01 0.01 0.01 !
BENIN 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 i *
BHUTAN 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 :
BOLIVIA 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 §
BOTSWANA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 §
BRAZIL 1.43 1.53 1.64 1.88 0.10 0.21 0.45
BRUNE! DARUSSALAM 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.01 0.01 3
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radcnt (85 %), floor (0.01%)

. Praceni 11007
s o

debt adjnsted income (DAI), without scheme of Limits, without edjustment for LCD’s.

E CEILING POINT DIFFERENCES
MEMBER STATE ) |
Cols.)(1) Cals.G)HD) Cos.(() |
25 20 15 10
(%) (%) (%) (%) ¢ ™) ) ™) ) )
) @ (&)} @ O © Mm@ ©® a9 |
BULGARIA 0.14 0.15 0.16 0.19 0.01 0.02 0.05
BURKINA FASO G.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
BURUNDI 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
CAMBODIA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
CAMEROON 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 i 001 0.01
CANADA 3.04 3.24 3.48 4.12 0.20 ’ 044 1.03
CAPE VERDE 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.0%
CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLE 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
CHAD 0.01 0.C1 0.01 0.01
CHILE 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.11 | 0.01 0.02
CHINA 0.76 0.81 0.87 1.00 0.05 0.11 0.24
lsoLomsia .15 0.16 0.17 0.19 0.01 0.02 0.04
COMOROS 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
ZONGO 0.01 0.01 0.01 001
:COSTA RICA 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
COTE D'IVOIRE 0.02 0.02 .03 0.03 0.01 0.01 |
CUBA 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.63 0.02 0.03
JCYPRUS 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.C1
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 0.52 0.56 0.60 c.71 0.04 0.08 0.1
DENMARK 0.61 0.65 0.70 0.83 0.04 0.09 0.22
DJIBOUTI 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
DOMINICA 0.01 0.01 0.01 .01
/DOMINICAN REPUBLIC 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01
{ECUADOR 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.05 | 0.01
EGYPT 0.17 0.19 0.20 0.23 0.02 0.03 0.06
, EL SALVADOR 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.61 0.01 0.01
IEQUATORIAL GUINEA 0.01 0.01 0.0t 0.01 |
|ETHIOPIA ]
-~ 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
LFINLAND 881 8.8 885 8.8 003 0.07 0.18

o TR T

.



kaseperiod (1979-88), low per capita income ($2600), gradicat (85%), floor (0.01 %)
debt adjusted income (DAI), withoot scheme of limits, withoat adjustment for LCD’s.
CEILING POINT DIFFERENCES *
MEMBER STATE !
Cols.2)(1) Cols.3)(1) Cols.(Ai(1) t
25 20 15 10 }
o ® | ® (%) ® [0 & [0 & 0
(3]
0 ) @ (&) @ S ® ; O ©® $) (10)
H : FRANCE 5.91 6.31 6.78 8.02 ! 0.40 0.87 211 |
< :GABON 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.01 ,
E :GAMBIA 0.01 0.5t 0.01 0.01 |
b :GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC 1.19 1.27 1.37 1.62 . 0.93 018 0.43
b 'GERMANY. FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF 7.44 =93 8.53 19.00 ! G.49 1.09 2.56
%I :GHANA 0.01 0.0’ 0.02 0.02 0.01 c.01 |
' {GREECE 0.37 0.40 0.43 0.51 0.03 0.96 0.14
GRENADA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
GUATEMALA 0.03 0.94 0.04 0.05 0.c1 0.01 0.02 |
GUINEA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 | i
GUINEA-BISSAU 0.0 0.01 0.01 0.01 :
& |GUYANA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 !
T HAITI 0.01 G.01 0.01 0.01 [
HONDURAS 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 ;
/HUNGARY 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.14 0.01 0.02 ! 0.03 :
NICELAND 0.03 0.93 0.04 0.04 0.01 | .01 |
{INDIA 0.38 0.40 0.43 0.49 0.02 0.05 0.11
INDONESIA 0.18 0.19 0.21 C 24 0.01 5.03 0.06
IRAN {ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF) i 1.43 1.52 1.64 1.4 0.09 0.21 05, |
'IRAQ | 0.43 0.46 0.49 0.58 - 0.03 0.06 : 0.15
[IRELAND g 0.17 9.18 0.19 023 0.01 002 i c06
| ISRAEL } 0.23 0.24 0.26 0.31 6.0 0.03 | 6.08
JAMAICA 0.0% 2.0v 8.01 0.01 0.32 0.69 | 1.66
IJAPAN [ 13.89 14.83 15.90 10.00 | 0.94 111, -3.69
» JORDAN | 0.01 0.01 c.01 0.02 | a 9.01 |
| KENYA 001 0.01 0.02 0.02 | 0.01 | 0.01 |
KUWAIT | 0.27 0.29 .3 0.37 0.02 0.04 0.10
-LAQ PEOPLE’S DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC | 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 :
LEBANGM | 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 | a 001
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Bascperiod (1979-88), low por capita income ($2600), gradsent (85 %), floor (0.07 %)
Debt adjusted incom: (DAI), without sche e of limits, withast adjistment for LCD’s.
CEILING POINT DIFFERENCES
MEMBER STATE
Cols.2H{1) Cols.(3)H1) Cols. (1)
25 20 15 10
%) (%) (%) (%) -) ) ) ) ) )
1) (03] ) ) 8] ) )] ® (4] (10

LESOTHO 0.01 6.01 0.01 0.01
LIBERIA 0.0t 0.01 0.01 0.01
LIBYAN ARAB JAMAHIRIYA 0.25 0.27 0.29 0.34 0.02 0.04 0.09
LUXEMBOURG 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.08 0.02
MADAGASCAR 0.01 0.91 0.01 0.01
MALAWI 0.01 0.01 0.01 5.01
MALAYSIA 0.16 0.17 0.18 G.21 0.01 0.02 0.05
MALDIVES 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MALI 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MALTA 0.01 0.01 0.92 0.02 0.91 0.01
MAURITANIA 0.0’ 0.01 0.01 0.01
MAURITIUS 0.01 0.01 3.01 0.01
MEXICO 0.92 0.98 1.05 1.20 0.06 6.13 0.28
MONGOLIA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
MOROCCO 0.05 0.05 0.95 0.96 0.01
MOZAMBIQUE 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.31
MYANMAR 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01
NEPAL 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
NETHERLANDS 1.50 1.60 1.72 2.03 0.10 0.22 0.53
NEW ZEALAND 0.22 0.24 0.26 0.30 ! 0.02 0.94 0.08
NICARAGUA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 |
INIGER 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
INIGERIA 0.23 0.24 0.26 0.30 0.01 €03 | v.u. 007 :
INORWAY 0.52 0.56 0.6C 0.71 0.04 0.08 | 0.19
OMAN 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.01 | 0.02
IPAKISTAN 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.10 0.01 0.01 ' 0.03 |
‘PANAMA 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01 |
| PAPUA NEW GUINEA 0.01 0.01 0.0t 0.01 |
| PARAGUAY 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.61 ¢
{PERU 0.11 0.11 -2 0.14 0.01 0.93

2
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Bascpesiod (1979-88), low per capits income ($2600), gradicat (85 %), foor (0.01%)
Dex sdjusted income (DAI), withoot scheme of limits, without adpstment for LCD's.
CEILING POINT DIFFERENCES
MEMBER STATE
Cals.2)(1) Cols3)(1) Cols.{45-(1)
25 2 15 10
(%) (%) (%) (%) ) ) ©) ) 4] )
! @) @2 3) @ _: 0O) ©) @ & ®) {19
IPHILIPPINES ; 0.99 c.10 0.10 012 0.01 0.01 0.03
iPOLAND 0.33 0.36 0.38 0.44 0.03 0.05 0.11
| PORTUGAL f 018 0.19 0.20 0.23 | 0.91 0.02 0.05
'QATAR I 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.07 . 0.01 0.02 |
' ROMANIA | 0.39 0.32 0.34 039 i 0.02 .04 6.09 |
‘RWANDA % TR i
|SAINT KITTS AND NEVIS P88 &8t & 811 |
'SAINT LUCIA « ; :
|SAMOA/INCENT AND THE GRENADINES | B8] 8.8 & 8:81 :
0.01 i
SAO TOME AND PRINCIPE .
iSAUD{ARABIA ! 1.03 110 18 330 0.07 0.15 | .57
> |SEYCHELLES i gt a1 o1 om | |
!SIERRA LEONE l 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 g f
| SINGAPORE I n.1s 0.16 0.17 0.20 0.01 co2| 0.65 !
/SOLOMON ISLANDS [ 001 0.0t 0.0t 0.01 ‘ ;
| SOMALIA | o001 0.01 0.01 0.01
ISOUTH AFRICA j 0.41 0.44 0.47 0.54 0.03 C.06 | 0.13
ISPAIN { 1.80 2.03 218 2.58 0.13 | 0.28 | 0.58 :
iSRi LANKA ; 0.01 0.01 c.01 0.0t | i ;
:SUDAN 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.03 0ot
ISURINAME 9.01 ¢.0t G.01 0.01 ;
'SWAZILAND 0.01 0.1 0.01 0.0t { i
' SWEDEN 1.04 1.11 1.29 1.41 - 6.07 0.16 | 0.37 |
'SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC 012 0.13 0.14 c.16° 0.01 ; 0.02 0.0¢
THAILAND ; 0.12 9.13 G114 0.18 C.61 0.62 | 0.0¢
TOGO GO? G 01 0.0 0.01 .
TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO ' 008 0.06 0.06 cos . 0.02 |
TUNISIA . 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 . [EREEE I - Ge
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Bascperiod (1979-88), low por capila icome ($2600), gadicnt (85 %), fowr (0.01%)
Debt adjsied income (DA, withoot scheme of Emits, without adjustment for LCD's.
CEILING POINT DIFFERENCES
MEMBER STATE
Cols.2)(1) Cols.0)-() Cols.(9)(1)
25 2 15 10
%) (%) (%) (%) ) ) O & ¢ 7]

@ o o) @l o |lo ® |® a9
TURKEY 0.25 0.27 0.29 0.33 0.02 0.04 0.08
UGANDA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 i
UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS 9.02 963 1035  10.00 0.61 1.33 0.98 ,!
UNITED ARAB EMIRATES 0.24 0.25 0.27 0.32 0.01 0.03 0.08 %
UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN

AND NORTHEHN IRELAND 4.95 5.28 5.67 6.71 0.33 0.72 1.76 |
UNITED REPUBLIC OF TANZANIA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 ;
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 2500 2000 1500  10.03| -5.00 -10.00 ~15.00
URUGUAY 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.01 0.02
VANUATU 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 l
VENEZUELA 0.61 0.65 0.69 0.82 0.04 0.08 0.21 |
VIET NAM 0.01 .01 0.01 0.01
YEMEN, REPUBLIC OF 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.03
YUGOSLAVIA 0.44 0.46 0.50 0.57 0.02 0.06 0.13
ZAIRE 0.01 0.01 0.01 c.01
ZAMBIA : 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
ZIMBABWE I 0.02 0.02 ¢ 02 0.02
“TOTAL E 100.00 10000 100.00 10000 | -5.08 500 |-1000 1000;_ 1889 18.89]
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ANNEX {V.B

ALTERNATIVE MACHINE SCALES BASED ON VARYING FLOOR RATES AND POINT

DIFFEREMCES COMPARED TO THE CURRENT FLOOR RATE OF 0.01 PER CENT

Baseperiod (1979-88), low per capita income ($2600), gradieat (85 %), ceiling (25%) !
Dedt adpzsted income (DA, withont scheme of Limits, without adjustmest for LCD’s ,
MEMBER STATE FLOOR POINT DIFFERENCES
Cols.(2)1) Cols (1) Cols (4)(1)
0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04
%) (%) (®) %) O ) &) ) ) 183
m ® o @ _ | & ® o ® | & a9
AFGHANISTAN 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
ALBANIA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
ALGERIA 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.29 -0.01
ANGOLA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03 |
ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 003
ARGENTINA 0-83 0.82 0.81 0.80 ' -0.01 -0.02 -0.03
AUSTRAUIA 1.22 1.20 1.19 1.17 -0.02 -0.03 -0.05
AUSTRIA 0.74 0.73 0.72 0.71| -0.01 -0.02 -0.03
BAHAMAS 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02
BAHRAIN 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.01
BANGLADESH 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.01
BARBADOS 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03 |
BELGIUM 1.01 1.00 0.99 0.98 -0.01 -0.02 -0.03 §
BELIZE 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.02 ;
BENIN 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 ; 0.01 0.02 0.03 |
BHUTAN 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 i 0.01 0.02 0.03 !
BOLIVIA 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.041, 0.01 0.02 j
i BOTSWANA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 ‘ 0.01 0.02 003
BRAZIL 1.43 1.42 1.40 1.38 | -0.01 -0.03 -0.05
| BRUNEI DARUSSALAM 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 | 0.01 .
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Bascperiod {1979-88), low per capita incoms * . .20), gradicat (85%), ceiling (25%) ]L
Debt adjusted income (DAI), withoe scheme of Jnits, without adjostment for LCD's
MEMBER STATE FLOOR POINT DIFFERENCES
Cols (1) {Cols 3)(1) | Cols(0)-(1)
0.01 0.02 0.03 204
(%) (%) (%) (%) O ™) O &) (o] (¢
) [ ¢4) 3 “ (&) {5 (¢]) (%) M {19
BULGARIA 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.14
BURKINA FASO 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.0? 0.02 0.03
BURUNDI 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.c4 0.01 0.02 0.03
CAMBODIA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
CAMEROON 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.01
CANADA 3.04 3.01 2.97 2.93 -0.03 -0.07 -0.31
CAPE VERDE 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
CHAD 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
CHILE 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.08 -0.01
CHINA 0.76 0.75 0.74 0.74 -0.01 -0.02 -0.02
COLOMBIA 0.15 0.14 0.14 0.14 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01
COMOROS 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
CONGO 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
COSTA RICA 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02
COTE D'\WWVOIRE 0.02 0 02 .03 0.04 0.01 0.02
CUBA 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10
CYPRUS 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 0.52 0.52 0.51 0.50 -0.01 -0.02
DENMARK 0.61 0.61 0.80 0.59 -0.01 -0.02
DJIBOUT] 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
DOMINICA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
'DOMINICAN REPUBLIC 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02
| ECUADOR 0.04 0. 04 0.04 0.04
{ EGYPT 0.17 0.17 0.17 0.17
§ EL SALVADOR 0.01 0.02 003 0. 04 0.01 0.02 0.03
! EQUATORIAL GUINEA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
IETHIOPIA 0.1 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
FIJ 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
FINLAND 0.51 0.50 049 ¢.49 -0.01 -0.02 -0.02
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Bascperiod (1979-88), Jow per capita incoms ($2600), gradicnt (85 %), ceilizg (25%)
Debt adjosted income (DAIT), without scheme of limits, without adjostmeat for LCD's
MEMBER STATE FLOOR POIMNT DIFFERENCES
Cols ()«(1) |[Cots3)(1) {Cols(0)(1)
0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04
(%) (%) (%) (%) ) ) o I {5 ) ®
(LF) _@ [£)) @ &) (5) (G & y {10)

FRANCE 5.91 5.85 5.78 s7t| -0.06 -0.13 -0.20
GABON 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02
GAMBIA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC 1.19 1.18 1.17 1.15; -0.01 -0.02 -0.04
GERMANY, FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF 7.44 738 7.20 7181 -0.08 -0.16 -0.26 -
GHANA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
GREECE 0.37 0.37 0.36 0.36 -0.01 -0.01
GRENADA 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
GUATEMALA 8.83 0.03 0.03 0.04 ! 0.01
GUINEA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 | 0.01 0.02! 0.03
GUINEA-BISSAU 5.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 ! 0.03
GUYANA 0.01 002 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
HAITI 0.61 9.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
HONDURAS 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 .03
HUNGARY 0.11 0.11 011 0.11 |
ICELAND 0.03 0.03 6.03 0.04 0.01 |
INDIA 0.38 0.37 0.37 036 | -0.01 001 -0.02
INDONESIA 0.t8 0.18 0.18 0.17 -0.01
IRAN (ISLAMIC REPUBLIC OF) 143 1.41 1.40 138 | -0.02 -0.03 -0.05
IRAQ C.43 0.42 0.42 041 ] -0.01 -6.01 -0.02
IRELAND 0.7 0.17 0.16 0.16 -0.01 -0.01
ISRAEL nz3 0.22 0.22 022] -0.01 -0.01 -0.01
ITALY 4.65 4.61 455 450! -0.04 -0.10 -0.15
JAMAICA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 n.01 0.02 0.03
JAPAN 13.89 1376  13.60 1342) -013 -0.29 -0.47 é
JORDAN 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.0: 0.02 0.03 ;
KENYA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 {001 0.02 0.03
IKUWAIT 0.27 0.27 0-26 0.26 , i -0.01
{ LAO PEOPLE'S DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC 0.01 0.02 .03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03 |
:LEBANON i 001 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03 |

el



Bascperiod (1979-78), low per capita income {$2610), gradient (85 %), ceiling (25%)
Debt adjusted income (DAT}, without scheme of limrits, without adjustment for L.CD's
MEMBER STATE FLOOR POiINT DIFFERFNCES
Zols()-(1} | Cole 3)1) | Cols(4)(1)
.61 0.02 0.03 0.04 .
(%) (%) (%) (%) (o) (+) o) ) O 145
14} @ E)) 15)) {5) (6) & & U9
LESOTHC 0.01 0.62 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
LIBERIA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
LIBYAN ARAB JAMAHIRIYA v.25 0.25 0.25 0.25
LUXEMBOVURG 0.06 0.06 0.05 0.05 -0.01 -6.01
MADAGASCAR 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
MALAWI 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
MALAYSIA 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.15 -0.51
MALDIVES 0.01 0.02 0.03 004 0.01 0.02 0.03
MALI 0.31 012 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.062 0.03
MALTA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
MAURITANIA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
. |[MAURTIUS 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
& IMEXICO 0.92 0.91 c.90 0.89 -0.01 -0.02 -0.03
' MONGOLIA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
MOROCCO 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
MOZAMBIQUE 0.01 0.02 .03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
MYANMAR 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
NEPAL 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
NETHERLANDS 1.50 1.48 1.47 1.45 -0.32 -0.03 -0.05
NEW ZEALAND 0.22 0.22 c.22 0.22 !
NICARAGUA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 ! 0.03
MIGER 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.c2 0.03
N!GERIA 0.23 0.22 0.22 0.22 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01
NORWAY 0.52 0.52 0.51 0.51 -0.01 -0.01
OMAN 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.06
PAKISTAN 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07
PANAMA 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 n.02
{PAPUA NEW GUINEA 2.0t 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
|PARAGUAY £.02 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02
‘PERU 0.11 0.11 0.13 010 -0.61 -0.01

ﬁk“v’\!“‘" I
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Baseperiod (1979-88), low per capita income ($2600), grodient (85 %), ceiling (25 %)
Debt sdjusted income (DAIT), without scheeae of limits, without adjastment for LCD’s ]
MEMBER STATE FLOOR POINT DIFFERENC:S i
| Cols(2)-(1) | Cols.(3)(1) | Cols(4)-(1)
0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04
(%) (%) (%) (%) O ™ (@] (] o) ®
. L) ) (€)] 0)) ) 6) L) 3) [t4) (¢Y]

PHILIPPINES 0.09 0.09 0.u9 0.09
POLAND 9.33 0.33 0.33 0.32 -0.01
PORTUGAL 0.18 0.17 0.17 0.17 -0.01 -0.01 -0.01
QATAR 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.35
ROMANIA 0.30 0.30 0.29 0.29 -0.01 -0.01
RWANCA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 €.02 0.02
SAINT KITTS AND NEVIS 0.0’ 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
SANT LUCIA 0.01 0.02 0.3 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
SAINT VINCENT AND THE GRENADINES 0.01 0.02 003 0.04 0.31 0.02 0.03
S/ MOA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
SAO TOME AND PRINCIPE 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
SAUDI ARABIA 1.03 1.02 1.01 1.00 -0.01 -0.02 -5.03
SENEGAL 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 n.0% 0.02 0.03
SEYCHELLES 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
SIERRA LEONE 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
SINGAPORE 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.14 -0.01 '
SOLOMON ISLANDS 0.91 6.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
SUMALIA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
SOUTH AFRICA 0.41 0.41 0.40 0.40 -0.01 -0.01
SPAIN 1.80 1.88 1.86 1.84 -3.02 - 3.04 -0.06  _
SRI LANKA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
SUDAN 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02
SURINAME 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
SWAZILAND 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.c2 0.03
SWEDEN 1.04 1.03 1.02 1.01 -0.01 -0.02 -0 03
SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC 0.12 0.12 012 0.12
THAILAND 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12
' TOGO 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
iTRINIDAD AND TOBAGO 0.06 0.06 0.05 0.05 -0.01 -0.01
/TUNISIA 0.03 G 03 0.03 0.04 0 01




AN

Baseperiod (1979-88), Jow per capita income ($2600), gradicat (8S %), ceiiing (25%)
Debt adjusted income (DAT), withoui scheme of limits, without adjustessat for 1.CD's
MEMBER STATE FLOOR POINT DIFFERE'NCES
Cols-(2)-(1) | Cols(3)(}) | Cols(4)-(})
0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04
(%) (%) (%) (%) O O |0 6 [0 O
- (L)) @ (€] “@ (8] ® | ® o (9
TURKEY 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.24 -0.01
UGANDA 0.01 .02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS 9.02 8.93 8.83 8711 -0.09 4.19 -0.31
UMNITED ARAB EMIRATES 0.24 0.24 06.23 0.23 -£.01 -0.01
WNEERSBERN HEBRRAT BRITAIN 4.95 4.90 4.84 478 -0.05 0.11 -0.17 ;
UNITED REPUBLIC OF TANZANIA 0.0t 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03 ;
UNITED STATES OF AMER!CA 25.00 25.00 25.60 25.00
|URUGUAY 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.06
VANUATU 0.01 202 0063 0ud 0.01 0.02 0.03
VENEZUELA 0.61 060 059 058 | -0.01 0.02 —0.03
VIET NAM 0.0t 002 003 004 | 0.03 0.02 0.03
YEMEN. REPUBLIC OF 0.03 3.04 .06 0.08 0.01 .03 0.05
YUGCSLAVIA 0.44 0.43 0.43 0.42 -0.01 -0.01 -0.02
ZAIRE 0.01 .02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
ZAMBIA 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.03
ZIMBABWE 0.02 0.02 .03 0.04 601 0.02 ;
TOTAL 10000  100.00 100.00  100.0C ' -0.74 074 |-160 160{-253 253




ANNEX V.A
Effectn Of the acheme of limits on the 1986-1988 acals of sgsespmunts
198G-~1988
ogs_effect of @ —tttt affect of gchems
Maching Effect of Effect Of rroportionsl
acale scheama on  scheme on difference Bffect of
1981-198% scale wth machine relief of between machine 1983-1985
{Base fur 1986-1988 acale) aahome scale burden - scale with and ad hoc Col. i1
National Total Machine (using without cot. a as without scheme - adjustments au a
d hot incomo reliet acale col, 3 schame - 8 per=~ col. B as a fusing percentage
Member Machine adjust- Official {raw or without a8 col. 7 - cantage of percentage of col. 1 of
State scale ment scale scale) burden  scheme base) col. 6 col. % col. 6 as base) col. 6
18} ) ) ) (5) 6) N [{}] [L]] {10} 111) {12}

AFGHANISTAN 0.01 - 0.03 a. 03 -0.02 0.01 0.41 - - - -
ALBANIA 0.01 - 0.01 0.02 =-0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
aUGERIA 0.15 -0.02 0.13 0.18 -0.09 0. 26 0.15 -0.11 N/A ~42 -0.09 -~35
ANGOLA 0.01 - 0.01 0.03 -0.02 0.01 0.01 - - - - -
ANTIGUA AND

BARBUDA 0.01 - 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - - -
ARGENT INA 0.70 +0.01 0.71 0. 69 -0.14 0.%% n.61 +0.06 -43 11 +0.05 9
AUSTRALIAN 1.53 +0.04 1.57 1.42 +0.26 1.60 1.68 - - - -
i USTRIA 0.75 - 0.75 0.63 0 011 0.74 0.74 - - - - -
HAMAMAS 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - - -
BARRAIN 0.02 ~0.01 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.02 -0.01 N/A -33 - -
BANGLATESH 0.03 - 0.03 0.18 -0.11 0.03 0.03 -
BARBADOS 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - - -
BELGIUM 1.20 - 1.28 0.97 +0.17 1.14 1.15 +0.01 N/A 1 +0.01 +1
BELIZE 0.01 - 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - ~
BENIN 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - -
BHUTAN 0.01 - 0.01 a. 00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - - -
BOLIVIA 0.01 - 0.01 0.05 -0.03 0.02 0.02 - - -
BOISKANA 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - -
BRAZLL 1.67 =-0,0R 1.39 2.30 -0.69 1.69 1.53 -0.16 N/A -9 -0.07 -4
BFURE!

DARUSSALAM 0.03 - 0.03 0.03 +0,01 0.04 0.04
BULGARTA 0.10 - 0.19 0.19 -0.04 0.15 0.16 +0.01 -25 -7 +0.01 37
BURKINA FASO 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 -
BURUNDI 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 -
BYELOPUSSTAN

SOVIET

SOCI ALI ST

REPUBLIC a8/ - - - - - - - - -
CAMBODIA 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - - - - -

o

N




986~1988 of nke
Grosg 8ffect of scheme Net effect of scheme
Machine Effect of Effact of Proportional
scale scheme on  scheme on difterence gffector
1983-1985 scale with machine relieaf Of between machine 1983~198%
(Base for 1986-1988 scale) schema scale burden - scale with and ad hoc col. 11
National Total Machine (using withou t col, B as without scheme - adjustrents as a
Ad hoc Income | X R scale 001. 3 scheme ~ 3 per- col. B as a {using percentage
Member Machine adjust- Official (raw or without as 001. 7 = centage of percentag of col. 1 of
State ncale Rant acale scale) burden  scheme base) col, 6 col. 5 cot. 6 a8 base) ¢ol. 6
() ) ) [CY] (5) {6) {7) (8) 9) {10} {11) 12)
CANEROON 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.06 -0.04 0.02 0.02 - -
CANADA 3.01 -0.07 3.08 2.85 +0.47 3.02 3.03 40.01 WA b/ -
CAPE VERDE 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0,01 0.01 0.01 - - -
CENTRAL
AFRICAN
REPUBLIC 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 -
CHAD 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 -
CHILE 0.08 -0.01 0.07 0.17 -0.08 0.09 0.08 -0.01 N/A -11
CRINA 0.81 40.0'1 0.88 2.98 -2.25 0.73 0.77 +0.04 -2 +5
COLOMBIA 0.11 0.11 0.30 -0.19 0.15 0.13 -0.02 N/B -13 -0.02 -13
CONOROS 0.01 0.01 0.00 to.01 I1.01 0.01 - -
CONGO 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - '
COSTA RICA 0.02 0.02 0.03 -0.01 0.02 0.02 -
5 COTE D*IVOIRE  0.03 0.03 0.08 -0.05 0.03 0.03 -
@  cuBa 0.09 0.09 0.17 -0.05 0.12 0.11 -0.01 N/A -8 -0.01 -8 |
CYPRUS 0.01 ~ 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02 -
CZECHOSLOVAKIA 0.74 +0.02 0.76 0.52 +0.10 0.52 0.66 +0.04 WA +6 +0.02 +3
DENMARK 0.75 0.75 0.59 +0.11 0.70 0.70 - -
O IBOUTI 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - ]
DOMINICA 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 b - - 4
DCMINICAN
REPUBLIC 0.03 0.03 0.06 -0.03 0.03 0.03 : - i
ECUADOR 0.03 -0.01 0.02 0.10 -0.05 0.05 0.03 -0.02 N/A -40 ~0.01 -20 ]
EGYPT 0.08 -0.01 0.07 0.23 -0.16 0.07 0.07 - - -
Et SALVADOR o o 0.01 0.04 -0.03 0.01 0.01 - -
EQUATORIAL
GUINEA 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0,01 - -
ETHIOPIA 0.01 0.01 0.04 -0.03 0.01 0.01 - - -
FI JI 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - - =
FINLAND 0.48 0.48 0.42 +0.08 0.50 0.50 - -
FRANCE 6.51 6.51 5.31 +0.98 6.29 6.30 +0.01 N/A b/ -0.01 b/
GABON 0.03 -0.01 0.02 0.03 6.03 0.03 = -
GAMBIA 0.01 0.01 0.00 to.01 0.01 0.01 - - -
GERMAN
DEMOCRATIC
REPUBLIC 1.39 1.39 1.09 +0.20 1.29 1.29 - - -




1%

1906~1988 acale of assessments

Lo fiact of achem Net effect of scheme
Machihe EEfect of Pffect of Proportional
scale echeme an  rcheme on difference Effect of
1983-198% scal e with machine relief or between machine 1983-1985
(Sase tor 1986-1988 scal e) scheme scale burden = oscale with and ad hoe cot. 11
Nat lonal Total Machine (using without col. 8 as without scheme - adjustments a8 a
Ad hoc income relief scale col. ) scheme - & par~ col. Blusing percentage
Member Wchine adjust- Official (raw or without as col, 7 - centage O f percentacol 4fl of
state scale ment scale scale) hurdrn  scheme base) col. & col. % col. 6 as base) col. 6
) 2) K} 4) (s} (6) M (8) 9) (10) (113 (12)
GERMANY ,
FEDERAL
REPUBLI C OF 8.54 - 8.5%4 6.74 +1.26 8.00 8,12 #0.12 N/A +1 +0.11 +1
GHANA 0.02 - 0.02 0. 05 -0.04 0.01 0.01 - -
GREECE 0.40 0.40 0.37 +0.07 0.44 0.44 - -
GRENADA 0.01 - 0.01 0.00 to. 01 0.01 0.01 - - - ~
GUATEMALA 0.02 0.02 0.08 -0.04 0.04 0.03 -0.01 N/A «25 ~-0,01 -25
GUINEA 0.01 - 0.01 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01 - - -
GUINEA-BISSAL 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
GUYANA 0.01 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - - - -
HAITI 0.01 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - - - -
HORDURAS 0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01 - - -~
HUNGARY 0.20 40. 03 0.23 0.21 -0.05 0.16 0.21 to. 05 -100 +31 +0.02 +12
ICELAND 0.03 - 0.03 0.02 0 0.0 0.03 0.03 - -
INDEA 0.32 +0.04 0. 36 1.53 -1.19 0.34 0.34 - -
INDONESIA 0.13 0.13 0.F% -0.46 0.19 0.15 -0.04 N/A -21 -0.04 -21
IRAN (ISLAMIC
REPUBLIC OF) 0.58 - 0.58 0.95 -0.04 0.91 0.67 -0.24 N/A -26 -0.24 -26
IRAD 0.1% -0.03 0.12 0.29 -0.03 0.26 0.14 -0.12 N/A -46 -0.09 -35
IRELAND 0.18 0.18 0.1% to.03 0.18 0.16
| SRAEL 0.23 - 0.23 0.20 to.02 0.22 0.22 -
ITALY 3.75 -0.01 3.74 3.20 +0.60 3.80 3.81 +0.01 N/A b/ -0.01 |-¥4
JAMAICA 0.02 0.02 0.03 -0.01 0.02 0.02 -
JAPAN 10. 33 -0.01 10. 32 9.41 +1.75 11.16 10. 84 -0.32 ~-18 -3 -0.31 -3
JORDAN 0.01 0.01 0.03 -0.01 0.02 0.02
KENYA 0.01 0.01 0.06 -0.0% 0.01 0.01 -
KUWHAIT 0.28 -0.03 0.25 0.27 to.03 0.30 0.29 -0.01 -33 -3 -
LAOQ PEOPLE'S
OEMOCRATIC
REPUBLIC 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 n.01 - - - -
LEBAHON 0.02 0.02 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01 - - -
LESOTHC 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - - -
LIBERIA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - - -
LIBYAN ARAB
JAVAHIRIYA 0.20 -0.02 0. 26 0.26 t0.03 0.29 0.29 - -
LUXEMBOURG 0.06 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.05 - -




1986=)988 ucale Of ppsgspments

Srosg sfiget of schoms Net mffact of scheme
Bachine EEfeGt of Eﬂcct of Propoctional

scale echeme on  schema on diffscence Effect of
=1 with maching reliaf oC between machine 1903~-1985
(Base for 1985-1988 scale) acheme scale burden = scale with and 2d _hoc Col. 11
National Total Machine {uging without col, B as wlthout scheme = adjustments as a
Ad_hoc income reliaf scale 001. 3  acheme - a per~ col. Bau a (using percentage
Nember Machine adjust- Official {zaw 213 without as col, 7 - centage of percentage of col. 1 of
State scale munt scale scale) burdan  scheme base) col, 6 col. 5 col, 6 as base) col. 6
{1) (2) h {4) t5) (6) (n {9) (9 {10} {11) {12}
NADAGASCAR 0.01 - 0.0L 0.03 -0.02 0.01 0.01 - e
MALAWL 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - -
MALAYSIA 0.09 0.08 0.21 -0.07 0.14 0.11 -0.03 N/A -21 ~-0.03 -21
MALDIVES 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0,01 0.01 0.01 - - -
MALL 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - -
NALTA 0.01 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - -
MAURITANIA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - - -
MAURLTIUS 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - -
MEXIQO 0.97 -0.09 0.88 1.51 -0.31 1.20 0.99 -0.21 N/A ~17 -0,12 -10
MONGOLIA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - -
MOROCCO 0.06 -0.01 0. 05 0.15 -0.10 0.05 0. 05 - - -
MOTMMBICGUE 0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01 - -
MYARMAR 0.01 0.01 0.05 -0.04 0.01 0.01 - -
NEPAL 0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01 - -
f: NETHERLANDS 1.18 1.78 1.43 +0,28 1.71 1.72 +0.01 N/A +1 - -
¥

NEW ZEALAND 0.26 0.26 0.22 +0.02 0.24 0.24 - -
NICARAGUA 0.01 0.01 0.03 -0.02 0.01 0.01
NI GER 0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01
NI GERI A 0.22 -0.03 a.19 0.70 -0.39 0.31 0.21 -0.10 N/A -32 -0.07 -23
NORWAY 0.51 0.51 0.45 +0.09 0.54 0.64
OMAN 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.05 0.05 0.02 -0.03 N/A -60 -0.02 -30
PAKISTAN 0.06 0.06 0.27 -0.20 0.07 0.07 - - -
PANAMA 0.02 0.02 0.03 -0.01 0.02 0.02 - - -
PAPUA HEN

GUINEA 0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
PARAGUAY 0.01 0.01 0.04 -0.02 0.02 0.02 - - - - -
PERU 0.09 -0.02 0.07 8,19 -0.10 0.09 0.08 -0.01 N/A ~11 -
PHI LI PPI NES 0.09 0.09 0.31 -0.20 0.11 0.11 - - - -
POLAND 0.62 +0,10 0.72 0.76 -0.18 0.58 0.62 +0.04 -22 +7 - -
BORTUGAL 0.18 0.16 0.23 -0.05 0.18 0.18 - - = -
QATAR 0.04 +0.01 0.03 0.05 0.05 0.04 -0.01 R/p ~-20 - -
ROMANIA 0.19 - 0.19 0.16 -0.13 0.23 0.21 -0.02 N/A -9 ~0.02 -9
RWANDA 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
SAINT KITTS

AND NEVIS 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
SaINT LUCI A 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
SAINT VINCENT

AND THE

GRENADINES 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - - -




=69

1966-1968 _sople Of psvspsments

Net effect of scheme

Machine Effact of Effect of Proportional
scala ascheme an  scheme on ditfference Effect of
- c with machine relief or between machine 1983-1985
{Base tor 1986-1988 scala) scheme scale burden = scsle with and a d cot. 11
National Total Machine (using without cot. 0 as without scheme = adjustments a9 a
Ad_hoc income relief scale c¢ol. 3  mchemy - a per- col. 8 ana {using percentage
Nember Nachine adjust- Official (raw or without ag col, 7 = centage O percentage of col, 1 of
State scale ment scale acale) burden  schame basge} col, & aol, 8 col. 6 as base) col. 6
th {(2) 3 (]} {S) (6) N (8) (¢} (10} (11) (12
SAMOA 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0,01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
SAQ TOME AND
PRINCIPE 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0,01 0.01 0.0} - - -
SAUDI ARABIA 0.91 ~0.05 0.86 0.91 to. 16 1.07 0.97 -0.10 -63 -9 ~0.05 -5
SENEGAL 0.01 - 0.01 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - - -
SEYCHELLES 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0,01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
SIERRA LEONE 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - - -
5 INGAPORE 0.10 -0.01 0.09 0.10 to.01 0.11 0.11 - - -
SOLOMON
ISLANDS 0.01 - 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
SOMALIA 0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
SOUTH AFRICA 0.36 +0.0% 0.41 0. 57 -0.13 0.44 0.44 - - ~0.02 -5
SPAIN 1.95 -0.02 1.93 1.72 to.33 2.05 2.06 to.01 N/A b/ - -
SRI LARKA 0.01 0.01 0.05 -0.04 0.01 0.01 - - -
SUDAN 0.01 0.01 0.08 -0.06 0.02 0.01 -0.01 N/A -50 - -
SURINAME 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - - -
SWAZILAND 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - - -
SHEDEN 1.32 1.32 1.03 +0,19 1.22 1.22 - - -
SYRIAN ARAB
REPUBLI C 0.04 -0.01 0.03 0.14 -0.05 0.09 0.04 -0.05 N/A -56 ~0.048 ~44
THRAILAND 0.08 0.08 0.30 -0.19 0.11 0.10 -0.01 N/A -9 -0.01 -g
TOGO 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.0 - - -
TRI NI DAD AND
TOBAGOD 0.04 -0.01 0.03 0.05 +0.01 0.06 0.04 -0.02 -200 -33 =-0.01 -17
TUNISIA 0.03 0.03 0.08 -0.04 0.04 0.04 - - -
TURKEY 0.33 -0.01 0.32 0.61 -0.27 0.34 0.34 - - -
UGANDA 0.01 0.01 0.06 -0.05 0.01 0.01
UKRAINIAN
SOVIET
SOCIALIST
REPUBLI C a7 -
410N OF
SOVIET
SOCIALIST
REPUBLICS 12.02 0,20 12.22 8.65 +1.61 10. 26 11.62 +1.36 N/A +13 +1.16 +11




-osd

1904-1968 scsly OFf ssnessmente
grgE! gffgct of scheme Net affect of scheme
Machine Effsot o Effect of Proportional
scale scheme on  schems on differance Effact of
1983~1985 scale with machine relief or betwesen machine 1893~1985
(Bage for 1986-1988 scale) stheme scale burden - scale with and a d col. 11
National Total Machine  (using without col, & as without pschame - adj ust nent s a5 a
Ad hoc income reliel acale col. 3 scheme = a por= col. B as a {using percentage
Member Nachine adjust- Officlal (raw or without ag col, 7 ~ centags of parcentage of col. 1 of
State scale mrnt scale scale) burden  scheme base) col, 4 col, § col, as base) col. 6
8] 2) ) %) 5) i) 17) (8) (9} (10} ¢11) 12}
UNITED ARAB
EMIRATES 0.19 -0.03 0.16 0.22 +0.08 0.27 0.10 -0.09 -~180 -33 -0.06 -22
UNITED KINGDON
OF GREAT
BRITAIN AND
NORTHERN
I RELAND 4.67 - 4,67 4.09 0,77 4.86 4.87 +0.01 R/A b/ -0.01 b/
UNI TED
REPUBLIC
OF TANZANIA 0.01 - 0.01 0.0% -0.04 0.01 0.01 - - - - -
UNITED STATES
OF ANERICA 25.00 25.00 26.00 -1.00 25.00 25.00 - - - - -
URUGUAY Q.05 -0.01 0.04 0.08 -0.01 0.07 0.05 -0.02 N/A -29 ~0.01 -14
VANUATY n.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.0} 0.0s - - - - -
VENEZUELA 0.58 -0.03 0.55 0.55 +0.08 0.60 0.60 - - - - -
VIET NAM 0.02 0.02 0.06 =0.05 0.01 0.01 - - - - -
YEMEN ¢/ 0.02 0.02 0.04 -0.02 0.02 0.02 - - ~ - -
YUGOSLAVIA 0.48 -0.62 0.46 0.57 -0.05 0.52 0.52 - - - - -
ZAIRE 0.01 0.01 0. 06 -0.05 0.01 0.01 - - -~ - -
ZANBIA 0.01 0.0} 0.03 -0.02 0.01 0.01 - - - - -
ZINBABWE 0.02 0.02 0.05 -0.03 0.02 0.02 - - - - -
TOTAL 100.04 ¢7 #0.63 100.04 g/ 99.9s 4/ +10.08 100. 00 100. 00 +1.79 +1.38

-10.03 47

N/A Mot applicable as schema Of 1imits doer not counteract the other provisions of thb net hodol ogy.

a/ Subsumed under Unfom of Soviet Scclalist Republics for the purposes of this table.

b/ Less than 1 per

¢/ Total

cent.

exceeds 160.00 due to subsequent addi ti on of Brunei Darussalam and Saint Kitts and Nevis as8 new Member States.

4/ The totalin column 4 was not forced to 100.00 when prepared in 1985y thia circumstance al so affects the total in column S.

e/ The figures shown are an artifact of the ner ger

on 22 May 1990 of

ths People's Democratic Republic of Yemen and the Yemen Arab Republic.
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ANNEX V.B

Etfect O

_1989-1991 soale of sssessments

!!! "Ll:-r‘s. og sgm

Machine Effect of Propoctionsl
ucale soheme on  scheme on diffeseance Effact Of
- with machine relief or between sachine 1986-1988
{Base cot 1983-1391 scale) schame s3ale burden = scale with and 29 _hoe
Hational Total Machine {using without col. 6 a8 &  without schewme =~ adjustments - Col. i
gﬁ hoe intone relief scale aol. 3 scheme - percantage col. 8 ama {using as a
Henber Machine adjust- Official (raw or without as cal. 7 = of psrcentage of col. 1 pezcentage
State scale sent scale scale) burden schame base} col, 6 eol. 5 col. 6 a8 base) of eol. 6
) 2 ()] 4 (5 (6} (7 (8) (9 (10} {11} (123

AFGHANISTAN 0.01 - 0.01 0.03 -0.02 0.01 0.01 - - - - -
ALBANIA a. 01 0.01 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
ALGERIA 0.15 0.01 0.14 0.39 -0.04 0.35 0.16 0.19 N/A =54 ~0.18 =51
ANGOLA 0.01 0.01 0.03 -0.02 0.01 0.01 - - - -
ANTIGUA AND

BARBUDA 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - - -
ARGENTINA 0.61 +0.0L 0.62 0.70 +0.07 0.85 6.71 -0.14 =200 -16 ~D.15 -18
AUSTRALIA 1.68 -0.02 1.66 1.25 +0.25 1.50 1.53 +0,03 N/A 2 +0.04 +3
AUSTRIA 0.74 0.74 0. 60 +0.12 0.72 0.73 +0.01 N/A ] +0.01 +1
BAHAMAS 0.01 0,01 0.01 +0.01 0.02 0.02 - - - -
BAERAIN 0.02 0,02 0.02 +0.01 0.03 0.03 - - -
BANGLADESH 0.03 -0.01 0.02 0.13 -D,10 0.03 0.03 - - -
BARBADOS a. 01 - 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
BELGIUM 1.15 +0.0) 1.15 0.95 +0.19 1l.14 1.16 +0.02 N/A +a +0.02 +2
BELIZE 0.01. 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
BENIN 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - - -
BHUTAN 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0,01 0.91 0.01 - -
BOLIVIA 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.05% -0.03 0.02 0.02 - - - -
BOTSHANA 0.01 0.01 0.01 ~- 0.01 0.01 - - - -
BRAZIL 1.53 -0.13 1. 40 2.13 -0.54 1.59 1.54 -0.05 N/A -3 +0.03 +2
BRUNEL

0.04 0.04 0.03 - 0.03 0.03 - - - - -

BULGARIA 0.16 0.16 0.16 «0.02 0.14 0.14 - - - -
BURKINA PASO 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - - -
BURUNDI 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.01 - - - - -
BYELORUSSIAN

BOVIET

SOCIALIST

REPUBLIC a/ - - - - - -
CAMBODIA 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - - -




4209-109) ackle OF aseensnents

ot O SEARC OE SChOme . L Net sffocy of scheme
Machine Effect of Eflect of Propottional
scale acheme On  schams ON difterence Blfect of
- with machina relief or betwaen machine 1986-1988
{Bage for 1989~19%) ucale) schema soale burden =~ scale with and 24 hoe
National Total Machine (using without col. 8 e S ¢ without schess - adjustaents ~ Col., 11
Agsm income calief scalae wol. 3 scheme -~ parcantags aol. & asa {using u c
Nenber Machine adjust~ Official {caw or without an col, 7 ~ ot petcentage Of! col. } percentage
State scals mant acale acale) burden saheme bass) 001. & cols a col. 6 u base) of eoi. 6
(8} ] {3) (49 {5) (6) N (8} (8} (104 (11} {12)
CAMBROON 0.02 -0.01 0.01 Q.07 -0,04 0.0 g.02 ~0.01 N/A -33 - -
CANADA 3.03 +0.03 3. 08 .92 +0.50 3,02 3.07 +0.05 N/A *2 +0,05 *7
CAPE VERDE 0.0 - 0.0l 0,00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - ~ - -
CENTRAL AFRICAN
RERUBLIC 9.01 - 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - - -
CHAD 0.01 0.01 a.0L - 0.01 0.01 - - - -
CHILE 0.08 -0.,01 0.07 0.17 0.10 0,06 -0.02 N/A -20 - -
CHIRA 0.7 +0.02 0.79 2.89 0.77 0,78 to.01 14 +1 +0.01 *1
COLONSIA 0.13 - 0.13 .19 0.186 0,18 -0.01 N/A -6 ~0.0% -6
COMDROS 0,01 0.01 Q.00 0.0l 0.01 - - - -
CONGOD 0.01 0.0 9.01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
‘COSTA RICA 0.02 - 0.02 0.03 -0.01 0.02 0.02 - - - - -
COTE D' IVOIRE 0.03 noat 0.02 0.07 -0.0% 06.02 0.02 - - - - -

., CuBAa 9.11 ~0.02 0.09 0,16 -0.05 0.11 0.11 - - - -

& CYPRUS 0.02 0.02 0.02 - 0.02 0.02 - - - - -

1 CLECHOSLOVAKIA 0.66 to. 04 0.70 0.46 t0.09 0.5% 0.61 +0.06 H/A +11 +0.02 +4
DENARK a.70 +0.42 0.72 0.54 to.11 0.65 0.66 to.01 N/A +2 +3.01 +2
0J160UTL ¢.01 9.0} 0,00 +0.01 0.01 0.0% - - - - -
DOMIRICA a.01 0.0% G.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 . - - - -
OOMINICAN

REPUBLIC 0.03 0.0} 0.06 -0.03 0.01 0.03 - - - -
EBCUADOR 0.03 0.03 4.10 -0.05 0.05 0.04 -0.01 N/R -20 -0.01 ~20
EGYPT 0,07 0.07 g.34 -0,20 0,4 0.08 ~0,06 N/A -43 -0.06 ~-43
EL SALVADOR 0.01L 0.01 0.04 «0,02 0.02 0.02 ~ -

EQUATORIAL

GUINEA 0.03 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.0) - - -
BTHIGPIA 0.01 0.01 0.04 ~0.03 0.01 0.0} - - - -
FIII 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.0} - - - - -
PINLAND 0.50 - 0,30 0.42 +0.08 0.50 0.51 +0,01 N/A *2 +0.m +2
FRAICE 6.3 +0.07 6.37 4.99 +1.00 5.99 6.17 to. 18 N/A +3 +0.11 +2
GABON 0.03 - 0.03 0.02 0.03 0.m - - - - -
GAMBIA 0.01 0,01 0.00 +0.01 a.01 0.01 - - - -
GERMAN

DEMOCRATIC

REPUBLIC 1.29 +0.04 1.33 Q.99 +0. a0 1.19% 1.22 +0,03 N/A +3 +0. 02 *2




]
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1999~199) ggale of sespasments

~Net sffect of scheme
Machine Bffeot of Effect o Proportional
scale acheme on  scheme on diffecence Effect of
1986-1988 scale wlth machinae ralief or betwesn machine 1386~13886
(Base Lot 1989=1991 scals) acheme scale burden « scale with and a d
National Total Machine (using without col. 6 as a  without scheme = adjustaants ~ Col., L1
Ag_fm income reliet scale col. 3 scheme = percentage col. 6 as a {using as a
Nember Machine adjust- Official (caw or without as col. 7 = of percentage of col. 1 percentage
state acale ment acale scale) burden schema bage) @ol. b gol. 5 gol. b as base) of col. B
{1 (2) &)} (4) {5) (6} (7N {8) 9 {10} (11) (12)
GERMANY, FEDERAL
RESUBLIC QF 8.12 +0.14 8.26 6.20 +1.24 7.64 7.98 t0.94 N/A +7 +0.41 +5
GHANA 0.01 0.01 0.05 -0.03 0.02 0.02 - -
GREECE 0.44 0.44 0.34 +0.04 0.38 0.39 t0.01 N/A 43 +0.01 +3
GRENADA 0.01 - 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - - -
GUATEMALA 0.03 -0.01 0.02 0.08 -0.04 0.04 0.03 -0.01 N/A -25
GUINEA 0.01 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - - -
GUINEA-BISSAU 0.01 0.01 0.00 ' D 0.01 0.01 - - - -
GUYARA 0.01 0.01 0.00 to. 01 0.01 0.01 - - -
HAITIL 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 il.01 - - -
HONDURAS 0.01 0.01 0.03 -0.02 0.01 0.01 - - - -
HUNGARY 0.21 +0.01 0.22 0.17 -0. 05 0.12 0.21 t0.09 -180 +75 ta.07 +58
' ICELAND 0.03 0.03 0.02 to.01 0.03 0.03
2 INDIA 0.34 +0.01 0.35 1.53 -1.17 0.36 0.37 +0.01 -1 +3 to.01 +3
' INDONESIA 0.15 -0.01 0.14 0.68 -0.47 0.21 0.16 -0.05 N/K =24 -0.04 -19
IRAN (ISLAMIC 0.67 -0.04 0.63 1.17 to.22 1.39 0.73 -0.66 -300 -47 -0.62 -4s
REPUBLIC OF)
IRAQ 0.14 -0.02 0.12 0.36 +0.06 0.42 0.14 ~0.28 -467 -67 -0.26 -62
IRELAND 0.18 0.18 0.15 +0.03 0.18 0.18
| SRAEL 0.22 - 0.22 0,13 to.01 0.20 0.21 +0,01 N/A +5 -
ITALY 3.81 -0.02 3.79 3.67 to.73 4.40 6.06 -0.34 -47 -8 -0.30 -7
JAMAICA 0.02 .02 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01 -
JAPAN 10. 84 10. 84 10. 36 +2.06 12. 42 11.38 -1.04 -50 -8 -1.04 -8
JORDAN 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.03 -0.01 0.02 0.02 -
KENYA 0.01 0.02 0.0s -0.04 0.01 0.01 -
KUWAIT 0.29 0.29 0.28 to. 04 0.29 0.30 to.01 N/A +) +0.01 +3
LAD PEOPLE'S
DEMOCRATIC
REPUBLIC 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0,01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
LEBANON 0.01 0.01 0.03 -0.02 0.01 0.01 - -
LESOTHO 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 . - -
LIBERIA 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - -
LIBYAN ARAB
JAMAHIRIYA 0.29 -0.03 0.26 0.25 +0.04 0.29 0.30 +0.01 N/A +3 +0.01 +3
LUXEMBOURG 0.05 0.09 0.05 (oot 0.06 0.06 - - -

siqejjeay Adod ma’
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83-1331 gcals of ssgonamants
£

a fface
Maching Effect of Effect of Proportional
reals scheme on  scheme on difference Effect Of
- __gcale with machine relief or between machine 19861989
{Base for 1989- 1991 sacale) achame gcale burden = scale with and 24 hoc
National Total Maohlne (using  without col. 8 as a  wlthout acheme =~ adjustments - Coi. 11
A incom celief scala col. 3 scheme - percentage col. 8 es d {using as &
Nember Machine adjust= OQfficial {raw or without as cols 7 = of percentage of col, 1 pecrcentage
State scale nent scale scale) burden scheme basa, eol. 6 col. 5 col. 6 as base) of col. 6
[¢Y] (2) {3 t4) (5) 1] N 8} (9 (10) {11) (12)
MADAGASCAR 0.01 - 0.01 0.03 -0.02 0.01 0.01 hd - - -
MALAWI 0.01 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - - - -
MALAXSIA 0.11 -0.01 0.10 0.23 -0.08 0.15 0.12 -0.03 N/A =20 -0.02 ~13
MALDIVES 0.01 - 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - - -
MALL 0.01 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - - - -
MALTA 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 -
MAURITANIR 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - -
MAURITIUS 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 - -
MERICO 0.99 -0.10 0.89 1.39 ~0.30 1.09 1.00 -0.09 N/K -8 +0.01 +1
MONGOLIA 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 -
MOROCCO 0.05 0.05 0.13 -0.09 0.04 0.04 - -
NOZAMBIQUE 0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01 -
MYANMAR 0.01 0.01 0. 05 -0.04 0.01 0.01 -
NEPAL 0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01 - -
NETHERLANDS 1.72 40. 02 1.74 1.30 to. 27 1.57 1.60 to.03 N/A +2 +0.03 42
NEW ZEALAND 0.24 0.24 0.19 to. 04 0.23 0.24 to.01 N/A +4
NICARAGUA 0.01 0.01 0.03 -0.02 0.01 0.01 -
NI GER 0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01 -
RICERIA 0.21 -0.02 0.19 0.67 -0.38 0.29 0.21 -0.08 N/A -28 -0.06 -21
RORWAY 0.54 0.54 0.45 10.09 0.54 0.55 to.01 N/A 42 +0.01 42
OMAN 0.02 0.02 0.05 +0.01 0.06 0.03 -0.03 =300 -50 -0.03 ~50
PAKISTAN 0.07 -0.01 0.06 0.28 -0.21 0.07 0.07 - .
PANAMA 0.02 0.02 0.04 ~0,02 0.02 0.02 -
PAPUA
NEW GUINEA 0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
PARAGUAY 0.02 0.02 0.04 -0.01 0.03 0.03 - - -
PERU 0.08 -0.01 0.07 0.15 -0.09 0. 06 0. 06 - 40.01 +17
PHI LI PPI NES 0.11 -0.01 0.10 0.29 -0.20 0.09 0.09
POLAND 0.62 to.02 0.64 0.63 -0.16 0.47 0. 95 +0.08 -50 417 40. 07 +15
PORTUGAL 0.16 0.18 0.20 -0.03 0.17 0.18 to.01 -33 +6
QATAR 0.04 0.04 0.05 +0.01 0.06 0. 05 -0.01 -100 -17 -0.01 -17




-GG~

1989-1991 gcale of aspepsmente

Net effect of acheme

Machine Effect of Bffact et Proportional
scale w#chame on echeme on differerce gffect of
1986-1988 scale with machine reliaf or betwaen machine 1986~1988
{Base for 1989«1991 scale) acheme scale burden = scal e with and ad hoc
National Total Machine (using without ccl. 8 as & without scheme - adj ustnents - col. 11
d_hoc income relief scale col. 1 scheme - percentsge col. 8 ae a tusing as &
Member Machine adjust- O f c i a | (raw or without as c¢ol, 7 = of percentage of col. Lt percentage
State scale ment scale gcale) burden Bchame base) col. 6 col. § col. 6 as base) of cd. 6
() (2) (3) 4) 5) {6) (7) a) 99 t10) (11) 12)

ROMANIA 0.21 -0.02 0.19 0.38 -0.08 0.30 0.21 -0.09 N/A ~30 -0.07 -23
RWANDA 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - -
SAINT KITTS

AND NEVIS 0.01 . 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - -
SAINT LUCIA 0.01 - 0.01 0.00 40,01 0.01 0.01 - -
SAINT VINCENT

AND THE

GRENADINES 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - -
SAMOA 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 - - -
SAO TOME AND

PRI NCI PE 0.01 - 0.01 0.00 +0,01 0.01 0.01 - - - -
SAUDI ARABIA 0.97 0.97 0.99 to.17 1.16 1.08 -0,08 -47 -7 ~0.08 -7
SENEGAL .01 0.01 0.03 -0.02 0.01 0.01 - - -
SEYCHELLES 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01 -
SI1ERRA LEONE 0.01 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 -
SINGAPORE 0.11 -0.01 0.10 0.12 to.02 0.14 0.12 0.02 =100 -14 0.01 -7
SOLOMON ISLANDS ©.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01
SOMALIA 0.01 0.01 0.02 -0.01 0.01 0.01
south AFRI CA 0.44 0.44 0.52 -0.08 0.44 0.45 to.01 -12 +2 +0.01 +2
SPAI'N 2.06 -0.03 2.03 1.57 t0.31 1.88 1.91 +0.03 N/A +2 o 0.03 +2
SRl LANKA 0.01 0.01 0.04 -0.03 0.01 0.01 -
SUDAN 0.01 0.01 0.08 -0.06 0.02 0.02 -
SURINAME 0.01 0.01 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 - -
SWAZ 1LAND 0.01 0.01 0.00 to.01 0.01 0.01 -
SWEDEN L.22 +0.03 1.25 0.93 +0.18 1.11 1.15 to. 04 N/A +4 o 0.0 +2
SYRIAN ARAB

REPUBLIC 0.04 0.04 0.15 -0.03 0.12 0.05 -0.07 N/A -58 0.07 -58
THAILAND 0.10 0.01 0.09 0.31 -0.19 0.12 0.11 -0.01 N/A -8
TOGO 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 -
TRI NI DAD AND

TOBAGO 0.04 0.04 0.06 0.06 0. 05 0.01 N/A -17 0.01 -17
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E 1089~199) scale of assessments
" Net effect of scheme
E Machine Effect ol Bflect of Proportional
scale Bcheme on  schaeme on ditference effect of
W 1986-1988 scale with machine relief or between maching 1986-1988
? {Bage for 1989-1991 scale) acheme scale burden - scale with and ad _hoc
L National Total Machine {using without col, 8§ a3 a without scheme ~ adjustments ~ Col. 11
& Ad hoc incom relief scale col. 3 scheme = percentage col, 8 a8 a (using as a
~ Nember Mach ine adjust=  Official (eaw or wi thout as col, 7 = of percentage of col. 1 percentage
State scale ment scale scale) burden schame baga) col. 6 Cca. s col. 6 as basal of ecl. 6
8] (2) 3) (4) (5} [CP] (7) ) (9) {10) {11) 112}
TUNISIA 0.04 -0.01 0.03 0.07 -0.03 0.04 0.04 -
TURKEY 0.34 0.34 0.54 -0.24 0.30 0.31 +0.01 -4 t3 to.01 (]
UGANDA 0.01 0.01 0.04 -0.03 0.01 0.01 -
UKRAINIAN SOVI ET
SQOCI ALI ST
REPUBLI C a/ - - - . - - - -
UNION oF SOVI ET
SQOCI ALI ST
REPUBLICS 11. 62 +0.20 11.62 7.75 t1.54 9.29 11.42 +2,13 N/A +23 +l .94 £21
UNI TED ARAB
EMIRATES 0.18 D.18 0.22 to.03 0.25 0.20 -0.05 -167 -20 -0.05 -20
UNI TED
KXNGDOM OF
GREAT BRITAIN
w AND NORTHERN
T I RELAND 4.07 -0.01 4.86 3.99 +0.79 4.78 4.86 +0,08 N/A 42 +0.09 +2
UNITED
REPUBLI C
op TANZANI A 0.01 0.01 0. 05 -0.04 0.01 0.01 - - - -
UNI TED STATES
OF AMERICA 25.00 25.00 27.70 ~2.78 25.00 25.00 - - -
URUGUAY 0.0S -0.01 0.04 0.07 -0.01 0.06 0. 05 -0.01 N/A -17 - -
VANUATU 0.01 0.01 0.00 +0.01 0.01 0.01
VENEZUELA 0.60 0.60 0.50 +0.05 0.55 0.56 to.01 N/A +2 +0.01 +2
VIET NAM 0.01 0.01 0.06 -0.05 0.01 0.01 -
YEMEN c/ 0.02 0.02 0.05 -0.03 0.02 0.02 -
YUGOSLAVIA 0.52 -0.06 0.46 0.54 +0.07 0.61 0.52 -0.08 -129 -15 -0.01 -2
ZAIRE 0.01 0.01 0. 05 -0.04 0.01 0.01 - -
ZAMBIA 0.01 0.01 0.03 -0.02 0.01 0.01 - -
ZIMBAEWE 0.02 0.02 0. 05 -0.03 0.02 0.02 - -
TOTAL 100.00 +0.69 100.00 100,00 210.93 100. 00 100. 00 +3.54 3.09

N/Aa  Not applicable as scheme oflimits does not counteract the other provisions of the net hodol ogy.
a/ Subsumed under Union of Sowiet Socialist Republic6 for the purpose6 of this table.
b/ Lesathan 1 pet cent.

€/ The figures shown are an artifact of the mergeron 22 May 1990 of the People's Denocratic Republic of Yenen and the Yemen Arab Republic.
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