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I. DRAFT RESOLUTION ON SCALE OF ASSESSMENTS 

The Executive Board； 

Having considered the study carried out and the material submitted by the 

Director-General oil the scale of assessments； 

SUBMITS for the consideration of the Seventh World Health Assembly alternative 
1 

methods of adjusting the present scale of assessments； 

2. Noting resolutions WHA^.39 and WHA紅•红7 regarding the assessments of Korea and 

Austria； 

RECOMMENDS to the Seventh World Health Assembly: 

(1) that th© assessment of Korea Ъе continued at 5 units, subject to 

review in future years； 

(2) that the assessment of Austria Ъе continued at 17 units^ to Ъе adjusted 

to the revised number of units in the year following the one during vhich the 

occupation of that country is ended； 

3
#
 Noting-a communication from the Government of Nepal which gives information 

on that country's population and economic situation and asks that the assessment of 

Nepal Ъе fixed at 5 units for 1955 and future years； 

Further noting that the assessment for Nepal recommended Ъу the United Nations 

Committee on Contributions corresponds to 5 units； 

EECOMMENDS to the Seventh World Health Assembly that the assessment of Nepal 

be fixed at 5 units for 1955 and future years. 

1 To Ъе annexed. 
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II. DRAFT BEPOET ON SCALE OF ASSESSMENTS 

1• General С ons iderat ions 

At the Fifth World Healtii Assembly certain Member States requested a review 

of the scale of assessments。 This matter was referred by that Assembly to the Executive 

1 

Board, The Board at its eleventh session made a study of the subject and recommended 

to the Sixth World Health Assembly that the review should Ъе postponed until the first 

session of the Board to Ъе held in 195紅，and that meanwhile the matter be submitted to 2 
the United Nations Comiittee on Contributions for its advice and recommendations. The 

Sixth World Health Assembly in its resolution WHA6.10 concurred in this decision and • 

requested the Executive Board to study this matter and report to the Seventh World Health 

Assembly。〉 

1,2 The Board had before it a study made by the Director-General including the 

recommendations and advice of the United Nations Committee on Contributions. The Board 

felt that it was important for it to consider this problem in relation to a scale of 

assessments for all Members
y
 and that consideration of any adjustment should be related 

• 

to the following questions : 

(1) whether the scale was in accordance vith the general policy and interests 

of WHO; 

(2) whether the scale was fair to all Member States,, 

1，5 In 19^9， 1950 and 1951> several Member States notified the Director-General 

that they no longer considered themselves Members of the Organization^ The policy 

established Ъу resolutions of the Health Assembly has been to consider these States as 

inactive Members aad at the same time provide that their return to "full co-operation 

would Ъе welcome〜 Thus there are no obstacles existing which would prevent them from 

resuming full participation when the reasons that prompted their notification cease to 

apply。 The Board feels that it is most important that this same policy should be continuée 

resolution WEA5-57 
resolution EB11,E30 

1 Off, Kec. Wld Hlth Org. 42, 56, 
2

 Off. EeCo Wld Hlth Org. 10j 
5

 Off. Весе Wld Hlth Org, k8, 20 
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1Д In accordance with that policy, it has Ъееп the practice to assess these Members 

as well as the active Members of the Organization. The sums for which they have been 

assessed have not been paid, but they are an element in the total financial situation of 

WHO and are shown in the annual appropriation resolutions and the annual financial reports 

as "undistributed reserve"• The Board noted that in the present WHO scale the 

undistributed reserve was approximately Ik per cent of the total budget. Should the 

scale be adjusted to conform to the United Nations scale， the undistributed reserve would 

be approximately 21 per cent. This vould necessitate an increase in the undistributed 

reserve as w e l l as in the.total gross assessments and in the total budget. 

‘1,5 On the second point) as to whether the scale was fair to all Member States， it 

appeared from the material available to the Board that any adjustment in the present scale 

to make it conform to the United Nations scale would require some change in the assessment 

of almost all Members
9
 including the inactive Members. It is important to note that, 

while the WHO scale of assessments has not been revised since it was adopted Ъу the First 

World Health Assembly, the United Nations scale has been revised each year by the United 

Nations General Assembly^ which accounts for the suggested changes being in some instances 

larger than would have occurred in any one year had WHO also raade annual changes in its 

scale. 

1
#
6 The Board noted that on the re с ornmendat ions of the United Nations Committee on 

Contributions； the United Nations General Assembly has established minimum assessments 

and a maximum assessment on the highest contributor of one-third of the total, which now 

corresponds to the present practice in the WHO scale. It also noted that the United 

Nations has not yet put into effect the per capita provision； although it has adopted this 

as a matter of principle, deferring its application until a later date. 

1.7 The Board felt that special consideration should be given to the effect of any-

proposed changes on the assessments of Korea and Austria, The Fourth World Health 

Assembly in its resolution WHA4.59 fixed the assessment of Korea at 5 units, following a 

recommendation made by the Executive Board at its seventh session which had taken into 

account the war devastation of that country. The Board recommends that the assessment 

be maintained at 5 units as long as Korea is undergoing a period of reconstruction and 
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rehabilitation
e
 In resolution WHA^AÎ the Assembly fixed the assessment of Austria at 

17 units, subject to review at the end of the occupation period of that country. The 

Board recommends that this decision be continued and that the assessment of Austria shoulâ 

remain at 1了 units, to be adjusted to the revised number of units in the year following 

the year during which the occupation of that country is ended 

l
e
8 The Board had before it a communication from the Government of Nepal furnishing 

information on that country's population and economic situation and requesting that the 

assessment of Nepal be fi:xed at 5 imits for 1955 and future years
0
 The Board noted that 

che assessment of Nepal recommended by the United Nations Committee on Contributions 

corresponded to 5 units of the WHO scale
ü
 Therefore the Board recommends to the Assembly 

that the assessment of Nepal be fixed at 5 units for 1955 and future years. 

1.9 The Board also noted paragraph l6 of the Eeport of the United Nations Committee 

on Contributions (General Assembly Official Records : Eighth. Session； Supplement No,10 

(A/2^61) )
}
 which, stated as follows ？ 

H

Although the Committee envisaged in its 1952 report that it might be possible 

to remove the remaining major divergencies as from 195紅 and to propose the establish-

ment of a more permanent scale^ the reviev at tlie present session has shown that this 

is not yet practicable
л
 In the circumstances, the Committee considers that a 

further review of the scale should be undertaken in 195紅 and that a decision on the 

adoption of a three-year scale as envisaged by rule 159 of the rules of procedure of 

the General Assembly； should be deferred
e
 The Committee therefore recommends that 

the revised scale of assessments now to be adopted should apply for one year only.“ 

(Underscoring supplied) 

l
n
1 0 The Board had before it several suggestions on the method of assessment and on 

the adjustnents in the present scale of assessments. After considering alternative 

courses of action, and recognizing that the question of the scale of assessments vas 

clearly a matter for decision by the Member Governments, the Board decided to submit to 

the Assembly a summary of the material which it had before it, inviting the attention of 

ihe Assembly to the fact that tbe United Nations was contemplating further changes. 

Recognizing that, in view of this fact, the Assembly might wish to postpone any change 

for another year, the Board nevertheless decided to furnish to the Assembly for its 

consideration alternative methods of adjusting the scale of assessments
y
 as well as 

alternative methods of assessing Member States,, 
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1.11 There is attached as Exhibit I a letter from the Chairman, of the United Nations 

Committee on Contributions transmitting the recommendations and advice of that Committee. 

In an appendix to this Exhibit excerpts are given from the resolution of the General 

Assembly of the United Nations fixing the scale of assessments of that organization for 

195诈 and fixing the scale of assessments of Hon-Member States of that organization which 

are signatories of international instruments relating to the control of narcotic drugs, 

2• Alternative Scales of Assessment 

2.1 Exhibit II presents a tabulation of all the States (Members, Associate Members, 

and one Non-Member) in the present WHO scale, applying to these Members the percentage 

recommended Ъу the United Nations Committee on Contributions (Exhibit 工工，column 1). 

These recommended percentages total 114.29 per cento These percentages have then been 

adJusted to a total of 100 per cent (Exhibit II, column 2) with the minimum assessment 

maintained at 。0扛 per cent and the maximum at 35У5 per cent» 

2.2 Maintaining the present total number of units in the WHO scale (13
Í
006 units) 

a new unit scale has then been computed on the basis of these percentages (Scale A , 

Exhibit .IIj column 5). For purposes of comparison there is shown in Exhibit II, column 

I4. the unit assessments in the present WHO scale. In Exhibit II, column are shown the 

differences between the present scale and scale A . 

2.3 Eeference has already been made to the fact that if a scale were adopted based 

on the recommendations of the United Nations Committee on Contributions, the assessments 

of those Members which are placed in the undistributed reserve would be greatly increased» 

A comparison between columns 3 and 扛 of Exhibit II would show that this increase would 

amount to 885 units, 

2Л An alternative method would be to assess the active Members of the Organization 

in accordance with the number of units contained in Scale A , and to assess the inactive 

Members in accordance with the present WHO scale. Such a scale is shown in Exhibit II， 

column 6, Scale B„ 
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3, Alternative Methods of Assessment 

The Board considered two alternative methods of applying the above scales to the 

assessment of contributions to the annual budgets of the Organization. 

3.1 Method 工 

5.1.1 This method is the same as now employed, A gross budget consisting 

of the effective working budget and the undistributed reserve is voted by the 

Assembly. The gross budget is financed by assessments on all Members plus 

the casual income available. The amount to be assessed on all Member States 

is called the gross assessment, each Member's contribution being calculated in 

accordance with the number.of units assigned to that Member. 

3.1.2 For purposes of comparison Exhibit III shows the effect of using 

Method 工 anà the assessments on Member States for 1955 based on the programme 

. a n d budget estimates prepared by the Director-General (Official Records No. 50) 

after taking into account the increased amount of casual income recommended by 

the Board. The assessments were calculated by using (a) the present. WHO Scale 

(column 1); (b) Scale A , (column 2), and (c) Scale B , (column 3〉. Attention 

is invited to the fact that the total gross assessment and the amount of the 

undistributed reserve woulâ be considerably reduced by the use of Scale B , 

while maintaining the same effective working budget. 

3.2 Method II 

3.2.1 An alternative method of assessment would be to assess only the active 

Members for the amount of the effective budget, the assessments of the Members 

included in the undistributed reserve being over and above this amount. This 

method would eliminate the use of a total gross assessment. The assessments 

of the Members included in the undistributed reserve would be calculated by 

taking the unit value of the assessments on active Members and multiplying it 

by the number of units assigned t.o the Members included in the undiBtributed 

reserve. Under this method the assessments of the Members included in the 

undistributed reserve would have no effect on the assessments of the active 

Members• 
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3,2O2 For the purpose of comparison there is shown in Exhibit IV the effect 

of using Method II and the assessments for 1955 based on the Director-General's 

programme and budget estimates (Official Becords No„ 50) after taking into 

account the increased amount of casual income recommended by the Board. 

Column 1 shows the resulting assessments under the present WHO scale； column 

2 the assessments using Scale A, and column 3 the assessments which would 

result from using Scale B» 

5。3 Considerations affecting both Method 工 and Method II 

5
0
3

0
1 The Board invites the attention of the Assembly to the repercussions 

vhich the use of either method would have on the contribution of the largest 

contributor whose assessment is limited to one-third of the total, and on 

certain other Members whose contributions are at present protected by the per 

capita provisions which limit their per capita contribution to an amount not 

exceeding the per capita contribution of the Member making the largest 

contribution. 

W Appendices I and II to Exhibit T7, which show the calculations of the 

contributions under the present WHO scale and under Scale A and Scale B , 

clearly illustrate the effect of the per capita provisions b y showing the 

déductions which certain Members would get under this method of assessment 

and the increases which are therefore necessary in the assessments of other 

Members, 

红. Further Considerations 

i^l In paragraph 1<Л reference has been made to the effect that the adoption of 

a scale based on the United Nations scale (Scale A) would have in increasing the 

undistributed reserve and the total gross assessment» In paragraph 1»3 the Board has 

also stated that it was considered important to continue the policy of assessing the 

inactive Members» Consideration has also been given to the possibility of these Members 

resuming active participation in the Organisation and the necessity of making provision 

in the scale of assessments to cover this possibility。 
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l
k 2
 The Board s u g g e s t s that or.o v a y to provide for this, and at the same time to 

take a c c o s t of the problem of the size of the total gross assessment, would be to adopt 

a scale of assessments cimilar to Scale A , but provide that the inactive Members continue 

t 0 b e
 assessed at the number of units assigned to them in the present scale of assessments 

until such time as they resume active participation, after which time they would be 

assessed at the number of units fixed in Scale A . 

1+.5 The recommendations of the Board contained in paragraph 1.6 regarding the 

assessments of Austria and Korea could also Ъе easily dealt with by fixing their assessment 

at the number of units corresponding to the United Nations scale, but providing that they 

continue to Ъе assessed at IT and 5 units respectively until the special conditions 

applying to these countries have been eliminated. 

The adoption of such a proposal vould have these advantages : 

(a) the assessments of all Members of WHO would be based on the criteria and 

principles on which, the contï ibutions of the Members of the United Nations are 

based； 

(b) it would make it unnecessary to revise the scale at the time any one of the 

present inactive Members resumes active participation； 

(c) it would provide a means whereby the assessment of Austria and Korea would 

re灼rt to a normal basis when the special conditions applying to those countries 

have been eliminated. 

The above proposal could be impleoanted under assessment Method I referred to 

in Part 3 of this document. 

The following are draft resolutions covering both assessment Method I and II for 

the consideration of the Assembly: 

METHOD I 

Tàe SBveatb ШгМ 3ealtb Assembly, 

Having considered the study carried out and the report submitted by the 

Executive Board on the scale of assessments； 
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I . (Method of Assessment) 

Noting that the report by the Board contains alternative methods of assessing 

the Members of the Organization； 

DECIDES to continue the present method of assessment under which the Assembly 

would vote a gross budget consisting of the effective working budget and the 

undistributed reserve, resulting in a total gross assessment on all Member States. 

II. (Scale of Assessments) 

Having considered the recommendations of the United Nations Committee on 

Contributions, whose advice and recommendations were sought in accordance with 

resolution WHA6.10； 

Considering that previous Health Assemblies have on several occasions stated, 

and that the Sixth World Health Assembly reaffirmed the principle that the scale of 

assessments of the World Health Organization should be based as far as possible on 

the criteria used by the United Nations, and should be in accordance with principles 

similar to those on which the contributions of the Members of the United Nations 

are based; 

Believing that tbe scale adopted should take into account the full membership 

of the Organization and that adjustments to provide for special conditions can be 

met by appropriate references in the annual resolutions on the scale of assessments； 

Alternative 1 

Considering that the application of such a scale would, because of the increased 

assessment of the inactive Members, make it necessary to provide for an increased 

total gross budget and a correspondingly larger undistributed reserve, in order to 

maintain the effective working budget at the same level； 

1 . BELIEVES that it would be desirable to maintain the assessments of the inactive 

Members at their present scale until they resume active participation, provided that, 

when they do so， they would be assessed in accordance with the revised scale; 
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2 . EECinES： ……:'..： . 

(1) that the official scale of assessments adopted for the Organization 

shotild be the scale attached to this resolution (Scale A); 

(2) that for 1955 and future years the assessments of contributions of the 

inactive Members to the regular budget of the Organization shall, however, 

continue to be fixed at the same number of units as in the present scale; 

(5) that when the present inactive Members resume active participation in 

the Organization, they shall be assessed in accordance with Scale A； 

Alternative 2 

DECIDES that the official scale of assessments adopted for the Organization 

should Ъе the scale attached to this resolution (Scale A or B)； 
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

III. Taking into account resolutions WHA^.39 and 

ПЕСIDES: 

(1) that the assessment of Korea shall be maintained at 5 units while Korea 

is undergoing a period of reconstruction and rehabilitation, subject to review 

in future years； 

(2) that the assessment of Austria shall be maintained at 17 units until the 

end of the occupation period of that country, at vhich time Austria shall be 

assessed in accordance with Scale A or Б. 

METHOD II 

The Seventh World Health. Assembly, 

Having considered the study carried out and the report submitted by the 

Executive Board on the scale of assessments； 
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I. (Method of Assessment) 

Noting that the report by the Board contains alternative methods of assessing 

the Members of the Organization, 

Believing that it would be desirable to assess only the active Members, 

excluding China, for the effective budget of the Organization, 

Considering that it would， however, be desirable to continue the present policy 

of assessing the inactive Members, 

DECIDES: 

(1) that for 1955 and future years the assessments for the effective budget 

shall be imposed on only the active Members excluding China； 

(2) that the assessments of China and the inactive Members shall be placed 

in the undistributed reserve of the annual budget； 

⑶ that the assessments of the Members included in the undistributed 

reserve shall be calculated by applying the same unit value as is used in 

assessing the active Members. 

II. (Scale of Assessments) 

Having considered the recommendations of the United Nations Coinmittee on 

Contributions
;
 whose advice and recommendations were sought in accordance with 

resolution WHAÔ.10; 

Considering that previous Health Assemblies have on several occasions stated, 

and that the Sixth World Health Assembly reaffirmed, the principle that the scale 

of assessments of the World Health Organization should be based as far as possible on 

the criteria used by the United Nations, and in accordance with principles similar 

to those on which the contributions of the Members of the United Nations are based； 

Believing that the scale adopted should take into account the full membership 

of the Organization and that adjustments to provide for special conditions can be 

met by appropriate references in the annual resolutions on the scale of assessments； 
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DECIDES that the official scale of assessments adopted for the Organization 

should Ъе the scale attached to this resolution (Scale A or B ) . 

III. Taking into account resolutions WHA4.39 anâ 

DECIDES: 

(1) that the assessment of Korea shall be maintained at 5 units while Korea 

is undergoing a period of reconstruction and rehabilitation, subject to review 

in future years； 

(2) that the assessment of Austria shall be maintained at 17 units until the 

end of the occupation period of that country, at which time Austria shall Ъе 

assessed in accordance with Scale A or B . 
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EXHIBIT I 

UNITED HATIONS HATIOIC UNIES 

I » YORK 

AFS 351/2/03 (1) .
 8

 September 1953 

S i r , 

The Committee on Contributions has just concluded its annual session during which 

it considered the request contained in your communication of 29 July 1953 for its 

recommendations and advice in connexion with a review of the scale of assessment of 

the World Health Organization. 

In deciding on the extent of the advice that could be given to your Organization, 

the Committee took into account that, as stated in paragraph 22 of its report for 

1950 (A/1330), it could not, "even in an indirect way, assume responsibility for the 

scale of contributions of a specialized agency
1 1

. Nor did the Committee believe "that 

it should on behalf of any specialized agency, attempt to apply principles which were 

not similar to those on which the contributions of Members of the United Nations are 

based"• 

The Committee made a thorough study of the documentation and information that was 

submitted with your request. Considering that the World Health Organization had 

resolved that the contributions to the World Health Organization should be assessed 

according to the United Hâtions criteria^ the Coramittee decided that the following 

lofprmation might be of assistance to your Organization in formulating a scale of 

assessment: 

(1) The scale of assessment for the apportionment of the e^>enses of the United 

Nations among its Meiriber States as recommended b y the Committee for 1954; 

(2) The rates established by the Committee at which States that are not Members 

of the United Nations but parties to international instruments relating to the 

control of narcotic drugs may be called upon to contribute towards the United 

Nations expenses resulting from such instruments. (In establishing these rates, 

which are In addition to the scale of 100 per cent for Member States, bhe 
Coiranitteo applied in general the same principles as with t h e rates of assessment 

for Member States)• 

The Director-General 
W o r l d Health Organization 
c/o United Nations 
Palais des Nations 
Geneva 
Switzerland 
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Exhibit I 

(3) The following theoretical probable percentages in the United Nations 
scale for the three Members of Ш 0 for which no rates of assessment had been 

established under (1) and (2) above; 

Korea 0.12 

Libya 0,04 

Nepal 0,04 

A s -tjie documentation received from you indicated that the W o r l d Health Assembly-

had fixed the assessment for Associate Members at three units, it was understood that 

n o
 consideration of the assessment far those Members of the World Health Organization 

was required b y the Committee• 

It was also mentioned in the documentation received that it would be useful if the 

Committees were to assume an assessment of 3 3 - V 3 per cent for the United States of 

America. In this connexion, I can inform you that the Committee in framing its 

recommendations applied the decision of the General Assembly "that from 1 January 1954 

the assessment of the largest contributor shall not exceed one-third of total assess-

ments against Members," (Resolution 665 (VII) of 5 December 1952) 

The scale of assessment for Member States will be found in paragraph 18 of the 

Committee's report to the General Assembly, and the rates for non-meniber States that 

are parties to international instruments relating to the control of narcotic drugs 

in paragraph 2 3 . It is expected that the report will be available for distribution 

to Member States a t an early date and I have arranged for a copy to be sent to you as 

soon as i t is issued. 

I should also like to bring to your attention that the Committee's recommendations 

as contained in its report are svbject to approval b y the General Assembly. 

I trust that the information given w i l l be useful in connexion with the proposed 

review of the scale of assessment of the World Health Organization. 

Accept, Sir, the assurances of m y high consideration, 

(Signed) 

Arthur S . Lall 
* 

Chairman 

Committee on Contributions 
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APPENDIX TO EXHIBIT 工 

SCALE OF ASSESSMENT FOR THE APPORTIONMENT OF THE 

EXPENSES OF THE UNITED NATIONS 

The General Assembly, 

Resolves . 

1 . That the scale of assessment for the 1954 budget shall be as follows: 

SGillE OF ASSESSMENT FOR 1954 

Member State Per Cent 

Afghanistan 0.08 

Argentina 1.40 

Australia 1.75 

Belgium 1.38 

Bolivia 0.06 

Brazil 1.40 

Burma . О.13 
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic 0.50 

Canada , З.ЗО 

Chile . 0.33 
China 5.62 

Coloirbia 0.41 
Costa Rica 0.04 

Cuba О.34 

Czechoslovakia . 1.05 

Denmark 0.78 

Dominican Republic 0.05 

Ecuador 0.04 

Egypt 0.47 

E l Salvador 0.06 

Ethiopia 0.Ю 

France 5.75 

Greece 0.21 
Guatemala 0.07 

Haiti 0.04 

Honduras 0.04 

Iceland 0.04 

India 3.40 

Indonesia O.6O 
Iran 0k28 
Iraq 0.12 
Israel 0.17 
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100.00 

Appendix to Exhibit I 

Lebanon 

Liberia 

Luxembourg 

Mexico 

Netherlands 

New Zealand 

Nicaragua 

Norway 

Pakistan 

Panama 

Paraguay-

Peru 

Philippines 

Poland 

Saudi Arabia 

Sweden 

Syria : 

Thailand 

Turkey-

Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic 

Union of South Africa 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republic 

United'Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 

United'States of America 

Uruguay-

Venezuela 

Yemen 

Yugoslavia 

2# That， notwithstanding the provision of rule 159 of the rules of procedure of 

the General"Assembly, the scale of assessment for the apportionment of the expenses 

of the United Nations shall be reviewed by the Committee on Contributions in 1954 

and a report submitted for the consideration of the General Assembly at its next 

regular session] 

5. That non-member States which are signatories of international instruments 

relating to‘the control of narcotic drugs shall be called upon to make contributions 
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towards the annual expenses, commencing with the year 1953, resulting from obligations 
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Albania 

Austria 

Bulgaria 

Cambodia 

Ceylon 

Federal Republic of Germany-

Finland 

Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan 

Hungary 

Ireland 

Italy 

Japan 

Laos 

Liechtenstein 

Monaco 

Portugal 

Roumania 

San Marino 

Switzerland 

Viet-Nam 

Appendix to Exhibit I 

plaôed on the United Nations by those instruments, in accordance with the following 

ratesi 

Country Per Cent 

0
3
1
0
1
3
4
0
4
I
3
Í
2
9
0
0
0
3
6
0
2
1
 

•
•
•
•
 
•
•
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•
•
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•
•
•
•
參
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等

》
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V . 

ADDENDUM 

Proposal by the Director-General 

The Board may wish to add the following summary to document EB13/8lî 

Summary 

The Seventh World Health Assembly will wish to give consideration to 

following items: the 

5 . 1 

5 . 2 

Should there be any change made in the scale of assessments at the 

present time? 

If the Assembly decides to make a change: 

5.2.1 Would it wish to adopt Scale A or Scale B? 

5.2.2 Should the per capita provisions continue to be applied in 

fixing the contributions to the annual budgets, taking into 

consideration the fact that these provisions have not been 

fully implemented in the United Nations Scale of Assessments? 

5.2.3 Which method of assessment should be adopted, i.e. Method I 

or Method II? 

5,2•斗 If Scale A were adopted, should the inactive Members be assessed 

in accordance with the new scale of assessments or should they 

continue to be assessed in accordance with the .present WHO scale 

until they resume active participation, taking into account the 

effect of these assessments on the gross assessment budget and 

the undistributed reserve? 
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5•；5 If the Assembly decides not to make a change Д.П the scale of assessments 

at this time, consideration should be given to the request of Nepal and 

the recommendation of the Board that the assessment of this country be 

reduced to 5 units• 

5•斗 If a change is made in the scale of assessments, consideration should be 

given to the recommendations of the Board that, taking into account 

resolutions WIÎA4»39 and WHA斗,47, Ihe assessment of Korea be maintained 

at 5 units, and the assessment of Austria be maintained at 17 units. 


