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Aid in the Commonwealth

The Commonwealth contains nearly 800 million people, a
quarter of the population of the world. Because it is made up
of both rich and poor countries, it occupies a potentially strategic
position in international co-operation to raise living standards.

Aid in the Commonwealth is a concise analysis of the role of the
Commonwealth in international aid. It shows how the composi-
tion of the Commonwealth — with almost 909, of the population
living in poor countries —means that much of the aid needed
for Commonwealth development must come from outside.
The biggest single donor of aid to Commonwealth countries
is in fact the United States.

This survey examines the aid given and received by Common-
wealth countries. While the programmes of Australia, Britain,
Canada and New Zealand are described in the greatest detail,
the point is also made that nearly all the developing countries
of the Commonwealth, notably India and Pakistan, are also
giving valuable help to others through financial and technical
assistance.

Commonwealth countries also play their full part in multi-
lateral aid. It emerges as a surprising fact that, although the
great majority of Commonwealth countries are poor, the Com-~
monwealth provides more experts and training facilities to
the rest of the world through UN programmes than it receives
from them.

The author of this study, which was originally prepared for the
Eleventh Commonwealth Parliamentary Conference in Welling-
ton in November/December 1965, is Peter Williams, a Research
Officer of the Overseas Development Institute.
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1—Introduction

The Commonwealth, consisting of 22 independent states and their
dependencies, accounts for almost exactly a quarter of the world’s
population—according to 1963 UN estimates 785 million out of
3,160 million. Australia, Britain, Canada and New Zealand are
normally regarded as developed countries, and all other parts of the
Commonwealth as developing countries. The proportion of Common-
wealth to world population in differing categories in 1963 then appears
as follows:—

Table |
Commonwealth and World Population
Commonwealth
as proportion
Commonwealth m.  World m. of world %,
Developed 86 999 8-6
Developing 699 2,161 32-3
Total ... 785 3,160 24-8

Source: UN Demographic Yearbook 1964.

Statistics of aid to and from Communist countries are difficult to
obtain. Since most of the available data on international aid exclude
Communist countries, it is useful to bear in mind the relationship of
the Commonwealth to the non-Communist world, as shown in Table 2.

Table 2

Commonwealth and the Non-Communist World:
Comparative Populations

Commonwealth
as proportion of
Non-C st non-C ist
Commonwealth m.  world m. world %,
Developed 86 674 12.8
Developing 699 1,479 47-3
Total ... 785 2,153 36-5

Source: UN Demographic Yearbook 1964.



Perhaps the most distinctive feature of the Commonwealth is the
fact that its membership includes countries from both the rich developed
world and the poor developing world, and that it therefore constitutes
a bridge between the two groups. Nevertheless, one should not overlook
the basic fact that the Commonwealth is predominantly a group of
developing countries. Of total Commonwealth population, only 119,
live in developed countries, whilst the proportion for the non-Communist
world is 31-39%, and for the whole world 31-6%,. It is therefore not
surprising that the Commonwealth should on balance be a net
recipient of aid from other parts of the world. This is borne out by the
data in Table 3 showing the approximate flows of bilateral aid in the
non-Communist world over the four-year period 1960-63. The Table
indicated that over this period Commonwealth countries put in
£708m. and drew out £2,068m. of the bilateral aid pool. In other
words, the Commonwea'th drew almost £3 for every £1 it put in.

Table 3
Net Bilateral Aid 1960-63 {excluding Communist Countries)

£ million
Developing Countries —_—

Commonwealth Other
Recipients Recipients Total Percentages

Developed Countries:

Commonwealth Donors 615 93 708 ( 9:5)

Other Donors ... 1,453 5,300 6,753 ( 90-5)
Total 2,068 5,393 7,461 (100-0)
Percentages (27-7) (72-3) (100)

Source: OECD “The Flow of Financial Resources to Less Developed Countries
1956-63" and supplementary data.

It can also be deduced from Table 3 that the four Commonwealth
developed countries contributed 309, of the bhilateral aid allocated by
developed countries to Commonwealth developing countries, but only
29, of the aid directed to non-Commonwealth countries. These four—
Australia, Britain, Canada and New Zealand—gave 9-59, of
total bilateral aid, even though they contained 1289 of the population
of the developed non-Communist world. In other words, they were
slightly less generous than the average rich country over this period.
But by 1965 the Commonwealth donors have probably improved their
share of world bilateral aid; for whilst, according to OECD, the
overall level of official aid programmes slightly declined between
1961 and 1964, Australian aid has grown by about 509, over this
period, British aid by nearly 209,, Canadian aid increased by 1379,
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between 1962 and 1964 alone, and New Zealand aid is up by over
70%, since 1961/2.

One may also note from Table 3 that Commonwealth developing
countries, whilst representing 479, of the population of the non-
Communist world, received only 289%, of the bilateral aid from non-
Comimunist sources.

It has been implied above that developed Commonwealth countries
are exclusively donors of development aid and that developing
Commonwealth countries are exclusively recipients. This is not strictly
true. The poorer independent countries of the Commonwealth have,
almost without exception, contributed to multilateral aid programmes
like the World Bank, the UN Special Fund, UN Expanded Programme
of Technical Assistance, and the World Food Programme. In the case
of India particularly, these contributions have been substantial (as
Tables El-6 show). Moreover, many developing Commonwealth
countries also give aid on a small scale under bilateral programmes,
like the Colombo Plan and Special Commonwealth African Assistance
Plan.

Conversely, developed Commonwealth countries have on occasion
been recipients. Britain, for example, received gifts from Australia
after the Second World War amounting to some £36m., and during
the War itself many British dependencies came forward with financial
help for Britain. Table E6 shows that in 1964 Australia, Britain,
Canada and New Zealand all received Fellowships under the UN
programmes of technical assistance; and Australia and New Zecaland
have received training help from India under the Colombo Plan.
Developed countries have also benefited from Commonwealth
Scholarships offered in developing Commonwealth countries.

There is also some cross-flow of assistance between developing
Commonwealth countries. Thus, up to 30th June, 1964, under the
Colombo Plan, Ceylon had provided 27 new training places to other
Commonwealth developing countries in the region; India had pro-
vided 420 such places, Malaysia 55, and Pakistan 51. Likewise under
the Colombo Plan, Ceylon had provided 3, India 41, and Pakistan
2 experts to advise other Commonwealth developing countries in the
region. Similarly, the latest report of the Special Commonwealth
African Assistance Plan (SCAAP) shows that donors of aid to develop-
ing Commonwealth countries in Africa included Ghana, India,
Jamaica, Nigeria, Pakistan, and (in Federal days) Rhodesia and
Nyasaland.

Obviously, and as might be expected, the great bulk of intra-
Commonwealth aid flows from the developed Commonwealth to the
developing Commonwealth; and the statistical importance of these
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other links should not be exaggerated. Nevertheless, the contributions
being made by developing Commonwealth countries are of the greatest
significance for the development of future co-operation. They should
not, therefore, be overlooked in any survey of aid in the Common-
wealth.



2—The Role of the Common-
wealth in International Aid

The Commonwealth as a collective entity is not at present a significant
grouping in the international aid field. In the Commonwealth there is
no common aid fund or programme to which all contribute and which
is controlled on an international basis, like for instance the Develop-
ment Fund of the European Economic Community, the United
Nations institutions, and so on. Moreover, apart from general reviews
of problems of economic co-operation at Commonwealth Prime
Ministers’ and Finance Ministers’ meetings, there is no regular inter-
governmental consultation and discussion of aid problems on a
Commonwealth basis, except in the special fields of Education and
Medicine. Among the wealthier countries, Britain and Canada (but
not Australia and New Zealand) belong to the Organisation for
Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) and discuss aid
programmes with other countries through the OECD’s Development
Assistance Committee.

True, the four developed Commonwealth countries direct 859, of
their bilateral aid to Commonwealth developing countries (see Table
Bl). Some of them also have named aid programmes and institutions
specially for the Commonwealth such as Britain’s Commonwealth
Assistance Loans and the Commonwealth Development Corporation.
But here the world “Commonwealth” merely indicates the direction
of the aid, not its source.

The nearest approaches to Commonwealth multilateralism in aid
so far are:—

(1) the existence of consultative, research and information bodies
like the Commonwealth Economic Committee, the Common-
wealth Education Liaison Committee and Unit, the Common-
wealth Agricultural Bureaux; and now the new Common-
wealth Secretariat. These organisations are jointly financed
by Commonwealth countries and are intimately concerned
with Commonwealth development. But they are not entrusted
with resources to re-allocate amongst Commonwealth members.
They can hardly be described, therefore, as aid organisations;

(ii) The Commonwealth Scholarship and Fellowship Plan is an
example of an exclusively Commonwealth scheme in which
all Commonwealth countries participate. It does however
operate on a strictly bilateral basis, with the Commonwealth
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Education Liaison Committee and Unit merely having general
supervisory and reporting functions. Awards are made bilaterally,
each country being entirely free to determine and control
scholarship offers to such other Commonwealth countries as it
pleases;

(iii) Joint Commonwealth Projects were proposed at the Common-
wealth Prime Ministers’ Conference of 1964. It seems that
what was intended was bilateral co-operation rather than any
independent multilateral Commonwealth agency to execute
these projects. No apparent progress has been made in the past
15 months on starting joint Commonwealth projects and
the initiative on this now appears to lie with the new Common-
wealth Secretariat;

(iv) The proposed Commonwealth Foundation may in a genuine
sense become an aid agency. But it is apparently intended that
it will re-distribute such funds as it has to independent organisa-
tions and individuals. It will not therefore be an inter-
governmental aid agency;

(v) The Special Commonwealth African Assistance Plan (SCAAP)
has no collective manifestations apart from the Annual Report
published by the Commonwealth Economic Committee, and
an annual review of assistance to Commonwealth Africa made
by Commonwealth Ministers at meetings of the Commonwealth
Economic Consultative Council. All aid is on a bilateral basis.
It was once observed of the Holy Roman Empire that it was
neither Holy, nor Roman, nor an Empire. It might be unkind,
but certainly not unjust, to observe of SCAAP that it is not very
Special, and is certainly not a Plan;

(vi) The Colombo Plan has non-Commonwealth as well as Com-
monwealth members. It was however started on an entirely
Commonwealth basis in 1950 by all the then independent
Commonwealth countries (except South Africa) and the
Colombo Plan probably represents the greatest joint Common-
wealth contribution so far made to international economic and
technical co-operation. All Commonwealth countries in South
and South-East Asia belong, as well as Australia, Britain,
Canada and New Zealand. Colombo Plan aid is however on a
purely bilateral basis.

From the above it should be clear that whilst Commonwealth
countries’ aid is largely to other Commonwealth members, and
although the Commonwealth has various institutions for consultation
and study of aid and development problems, it cannot at present be
meaningfully described as an organisation for channelling aid.
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3—Commonwealth Aid Givers

Since the Second World War, Commonwealth countries have provided
in the region of £2,400m. in economic aid to developing countries.
The major components in this total are Britain £1,700m., Australia
and Canada about £300m. each (excluding post-war gifts to Britain),
New Zealand about £25m., and other Commonwealth countries—
mostly in contributions to multilateral institutions like the World
Bank and the International Development Association (see Table E1)—
about £100m. Britain still provides about two-thirds of the total
provided by the wealthier Commonwealth countries. However,
Britain’s share of the Commonwealth total has recently declined a
little, for in the last two or three years the aid programmes of Australia,
Canada and New Zealand have been growing at a faster rate than
Britain’s.

The “burden” of development aid on the richer Commonwealth
countries is shown in Table 4.

Table 4
Burden of Aid on Rich Commonwealth Countries

Aid latest year  Aid per head Aid as 9%,
Pop. 1963 (see Table Bl)  per annum of national

’000 £ sterling 000 sterling income

£ s d
Australia ... 10,916 38,324 310 0 0-62
Britain .. ... 53970 189,860 310 6 0-67
Canada e .. 18928 46,596 2 9 0 0-40
New Zealand ... 2,538 4,290 114 0 0-29

Source:
Column 1—UN Demographic Yearbook 1964;
Columns 2 and 4—Governments of Australia, Britain, Canada and New Zcaland;
Column 3—Derived from Columns 1 and 2.

The general picture emerging from Table 4 is that Commonwecalth
developed countries spent some £279m. on aid (in the latest ycar for
which statistics are available for each country) at an average figure
of £3 2s. per head of the populations of Australia, Britain, Canada and
New Zealand.

Out of the total of £279m., some £218m. was allocated on a bilateral
basis to Commonwealth developing countries (sce Table 5). Averaged
out among the 700 million inhabitants of the developing Common-
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wealth this is equivalent to just over six shillings per head per annum.
This figure is gross and not net—it does not take account of repayments
of capital and interest on loans.

Table 5 shows how the great bulk of aid from rich Commonwealth
countries goes to Commonwealth developing countries, the proportion
being 859%, of bilateral aid by value, 959, of technical assistance
personnel and 709, of training facilities.

To a great extent, this concentration of Commonwealth donors’
aid on poorer Commonwealth countries is quite natural, even though
it is sometimes a matter which excites the criticism of outsiders. It
must be remembered that developing Commonwealth countries
account for a high proportion of the population of the poorer countries
of the world and that many of the Commonwealth developing countries
are amongst the very poorest (the Commonwealth is ‘under-
represented’ amongst Middle Eastern and Latin American developing

Table 5
Distribution of Commonwealth Developed Countries’
Bilateral Aid between Commonwealth and Foreign Recipients

Commonwealth Foreign
Recipients Recipients Total
(a) Value of Bilateral Aid*

Amount Amouny Amount
£°000 % £°000 % 47000 %
Australia ... 32,995 91-2 3,210 88 36,205 100
Britain ... 155,016 88-5 20,197 11-5 175,213 100
Canada ... 26,551 64-8 14,424 35-2 40,975 100
New Zealand 3,285 86-4 452 13-6 3,737 100
Total .. 217,847 85-0 38,283 15-0 256,130 100

(b) Experts
Numbers % Numbers % Numbers %
Australia ... 48 62-3 29 377 77 100
Britain .. 12,527 95-6 573 44 13,100 100
Canada 332 81-2 77 18-8 409 100
New Zealand 327 96-2 13 3-8 340 100
Total .. 13,234 95-0 692 50 13,926 100
(c) Training Awards

Numbers % Numbers % Numbers %
Australia ... 1,004 61-9 618 38-1 1,622 100
Britain .. 2586 - 713 1,043 28-7 3,629 100
Canada 883 74-3 305 25-7 1,188 100
New Zealand 759 772 224 22-8 983 100
Total .. 5,232 705 2,190 29-5 7,422 100

* Excluding aid unallocated to individual countrics.
Source: See Tables Bl and B2.
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countries, which on the whole are rather more affluent than those in
Africa and South Asia). It is also true that the flow of technical assis-
tance is very much easier between countries having a common
language and common institutional forms, so that it is, in fact, easier
for developed Commonwealth countries to give effective technical
assistance within the Commonwealth than outside it.

The seeming paradox that Australia gives the highest proportion of
financial aid to other Commonwealth countries, but the lowest
proportion of technical assistance to them, is more apparent than real.
The explanation is that the Australian financial figures include New
Guinea and Papua, but the only Australian figures available for
experts and trainees unfortunately exclude these territories.

Within the Commonwealth, this aid is widely spread amongst
recipients. The spread is not particularly even, however, when in-
dividual donors’ aid programmes are examined (Table Bl and B2)
nor if one considers aid on the basis of the per capita receipts by
individual countries (Table Al). Thus, Australia gave 739, of her
bilateral aid to New Guinea and Papua, which contain 0-19, of the
population of the developing world. New Zealand gave 629, of her
bilateral aid to Western Samoa, Cook Island and Niue, which contain
00069, of the population of the developing world. These allocations
do of course reflect the close ties, and in most cases, the continuing
political responsibility of the donor for the recipient areas—just as the
fact that Britain gives aid to nearly all Commonwealth developing
countries reflects the close political relationship she has traditionally
enjoyed with them.

It is very noticeable from Table Al how much more assistance per
head Commonwealth dependencies receive than independent Com-
monwealth countries. Those parts of the Commonwealth which were
dependent in mid-1965 were receiving in the region of £5 per head per
annum, against only 15s. per annum for the inhabitants of inde-
pendent Commonwealth countries (from all non-Communist sources
including non-Commonwealth donors).

The four largest Asian Commonwealth countries—India, Pakistan,
Malaysia and Ceylon—are in a fairly central position as recipients in
the sense that they receive financial aid in substantial quantities from
all four wealthy Commonwealth donors. Partly this is a reflection of
the sheer size of India and Pakistan, partly it stems from the geo-
graphical importance of South and South-East Asia to Australia and
New Zealand, and it is also due in large measure perhaps to the
historical initiative taken by the Commonwealth in launching the
Colombo Plan in 1950. The Commonwealth Asian countries are also
major recipients of Commonwealth technical assistance (Table B2) in
the form of training places; though, apart from Malaysia, they do not
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figure prominently amongst those receiving help in the form of
personnel, which perhaps reflects the more advanced stage of their
educational and general development.

Outside Asia, however, Australia and New Zealand’s development
aid to the Commonwealth is almost entirely confined to Oceania, and
Canada’s to Ghana, Nigeria and the Caribbean. Britain is the only
substantial Commonwealth contributor of help to Commonwealth
African countries and is also the prime source of assistance for Com-
monwealth Caribbean countries, Mediterranean countries and Aden.

Outside the Commonwealth, the small volume of Commonwealth
aid follows directions one would expect (on grounds of geography)
with concentration by Canada on Latin American countries and by
Australia and New Zealand on South-East Asia.

A study of the terms of Commonwealth aid reveals that 56-7%, of
the total bilateral aid of Australia, Britain, Canada and New Zealand
is in grant form. Australia gives all her aid in grant form. New Zealand
has given much the greater part of her aid in grants and the two loans
totalling £1-25m. to Western Samoa and India in 1964/65 are rather
exceptional in this respect. Britain gave rather more of her bilateral
aid in 1964 in loan form than in grants; but it should be noted that
some of her loans are on very soft terms, particularly since the recent
introduction of interest-free loans in 1965. Canada has also started
giving some very soft loans recently. They are repayable over 50 years
with a ten year grace period, and have interest charged at £9.
These loans are the most liberal of any OECD member’s aid
programine.

The individual country programmes of Commonwealth donors are
described in the following paragraphs.

(a) Australia

Since the War, Australia has spent about £342m. sterling (£,A428m.)
on international economic development and relief. This includes
post-war gifts to Britain of some £36m. (£A45m.).

The Australian Government spent ,534— -3m. sterling (£A42-8m. ) on
economic aid to developing countries in its financial year 1963/4, and
£38-3m. sterling (£A47-9m.) in 1964/5. Australian economic aid is
entirely in the form of grants. It amounted to 0-6079%, of national
income in 1963/4, and 0-6249%, in 1964/5. Expressed as percentages of
total federal budget expenditures, Australia’s aid amounted to 1-953%,
in 1963/4 and 2-0029%, in 1964/5.

Of the total of £38-3m. in 1964/5, £36-3m. was bilateral aid and
£2m. (about 59%) in multilateral aid. The bilateral aid was con-
centrated predominantly on Papua and New Guinea, which accounted
for £26-6m., or some 739, of the bilateral total: much of the assistance
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to Papua and New Guinea is grants in aid of the administration.
Virtually the whole of the remainder goes to South and South East
Asia under the Colombo Plan, SEATO, the Indus Basin Development
Fund and the Wheat for India Programme.

Tables Bl and B2 show the country distribution for Australian aid
to Commonwealth Asia and Africa, and Table Cl gives the overall
structure of Australian Government aid.

There were 258 Australian experts in the field at 30th June, 1965,
excluding Papua and New Guinea. Of these, 181 were under UN
programmes (58 in Commonwealth countries and 123 in foreign
countries); and there were 77 under Australian Government pro-
grammes amongst whom 58 were under the Colombo Plan, 1 under
SCAAP, and 18 under Commonwealth Co-operation in Education.
Of the 77, 48 were in Commonwealth countries. Malaysia (26) and
Thailand (16) were the individual countries with most Australian
Government experts.

963 overseas trainees were in Australia under Government aid
programmes on 30th June, 1965, and a further 50 under UN pro-
grammes. These figures exclude Papua and New Guinea. Of the 963,
there were 635 (66%) from Commonwealth countries. The largest
single recipient countries of these training awards were Malaysia 209,
India 96 and Thailand 88.

(b) Britain

Whilst Britain has been making grants in aid to her colonies when
necessary since 1878, the first programme of British overseas develop-
ment ajd, providing up to £1lm. a year for the colonies began in 1929
with the Colonial Development Act. Since the Second World War
Britain has made available a total of £1,700m. for the overseas
development of the poorer countries of the world.

The British Government spent £189m. on economic aid to develop-
ing countries in 1964 more than twice as much as in 1958. Of this
total, £176m. was bilateral aid (£59m. financial grants and £25m.
technical assistance grants, £92m. loans); the remaining £13m. was
in multilateral contributions. The terms of British loans vary from
being interest free in certain cases—an innovation starting in 1965—
to 6 or 7%, according to the level of British Bank Rate. At present aid
accounts for 0-67%, of Britain’s Gross National Product and about 239,
of Central Government expenditure (or 1-6%, of Central and Local
Government expenditure combined).

In 1964 the Commonwealth received 869, of British bilateral grants
allocated by country and 909, of bilateral loans. The largest recipients
of British aid in 1964 were India with £35m., Kenya £15m., Malawi
£11m. and Pakistan £10m. But as Tables Bl and B2 show, British aid
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was distributed very widely and over 50 Commonwealth developing
countries and territories received help in 1964, in addition to foreign
countries. The structure of British aid is shown in Table C2.

British bilateral technical assistance in 1964 amounted to £25m.;
of this £17m. was spent on experts, predominantly under the Overseas
Service Aid Scheme but also under other programmes such as the
Colombo Plan and SCAAP; nearly £4m. on training and scholarships;
£2m. on research; £lm. on mapping and geological surveys; and
L1lm. on training and research equipment.

On December 3lst, 1964, there were 13,100 British technical
assistance personnel (including volunteers) serving in developing
countries under aid programmes. Of these 10,611 were under the
Overseas Service Aid Scheme, 536 under the British Council, 456
under the Colombo Plan, SCAAP and other regional programmes of
technical assistance, and 203 under Commonwealth Educational
Co-operation, 893 were volunteers and 501 were under other pro-
grammes. The Commonwealth accounted for 12,527 of these British
personnel, and foreign countries for 573. Main recipients were Kenya
1,841, Zambia 1,758, East African Common Services Organisation
1,304, Uganda 1,266, Tanzania 1,210.

Students and trainees from developing countries under British
Government programmes numbered 3,629* at December 31st, 1964.
Of these, 2,315 were under Regional Programmes of Technical
Assistance (e.g. Colombo Plan, SCAAP, etc.), 795 were Common-
wealth Scholars and Bursars, and 519 were under British Council
programmes. 719%, of the students and trainees under Government
programmes were from the Commonwealth. As Table B2 shows Nigeria
with 347, Pakistan 323, and India 299 were the countries with most
students and trainees under British Government Programmes.

British private voluntary assistance to overseas development and
relief takes many forms and flows through a large number of different
institutions. Apart from the Churches and missionary societies which
have traditionally been important sources of money and personnel,
there are well known fund-raising organisations like Christian Aid,
the UK Committee of the Freedom from Hunger Campaign, Oxfam,
Save the Children Fund and War on Want and a number of private
foundations and trusts. There are also a number of volunteer-sending
bodies, of which the largest is Voluntary Service Overseas. The cost of
sending volunteers to developing countries is borne 759, by the British
Government and 25%, by the sponsoring voluntary bodies, and there
will be about 1,300 in total serving abroad during 1965/6. Whilst no

* Those under British Government programmes do, of course, form only a small
minority of students in Britain from developing countries. The total is over 50,000.
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firm figure can be given for British voluntary assistance to developing
countries it probably totals between £10m. and £20m. per year.

British private investment in developing countries has markedly
declined in recent years and is now running at something less than
£60m. per year (excluding oil investment). Most of the investment in
developing countries goes to the Commonwealth.

(c) Canada

Since 1950, Canada has spent over £290m. on economic aid to
developing countries (up to the end of 1964). The Canadian Govern-
ment spent the equivalent of £46-6m. sterling on aid in the calendar
year 1964. Of this £23m. was in bilateral grants, £18m. in bilateral
loans and £5-6m. in multilateral aid. About a quarter of Canada’s
loans in 1964 were soft loans and the rest were at 69, interest. The
total of £46-6m. was equivalent to approximately 0-49, of Canada’s
estimated national income in 1964 and 2%, of Federal Government
expenditure (aid as a proportion of total expenditure by public
authorities including Provincial Governments and municipal authori-
ties would be about 1-19%,).

Canada’s bilateral aid—amounting to some (£4lm.—went pre-
dominantly (65%) to the Commonwealth. This was particularly true
of grants, of which 969, were allocated to Commonwealth countries:
less so of loans, of which the Commonwealth (India, Pakistan and
Ceylon exclusively) received only a quarter. India with £13-9m. was
the biggest single recipient of Canadian aid, and Pakistan received
L£7-5m. (taking Canadian official bilateral grant aid alone, India and
Pakistan between them have, over the years, received 879,). Canadian
technical assistance and other grants were distributed quite widely
(though on a relatively small scale in money terms) in Commonwealth
Africa and the West Indies.

Table Bl and B2 show the country distribution of Canadian aid to
the Commonwealth and Table C3 gives the structure of Canadian
Government aid.

Technical assistance accounted for about £3m., or 79, of bilateral
aid in 1964. Under bilateral programmes Canada had 409 technical
assistance personnel abroad, 92 of whom were advisers or operational
personnel and 317 teachers. Of the former category 88 (959%,) were
in Commonwealth countries, and 244 (77%,) of the teachers were in
Commonwealth countries. Ghana and Nigeria were the largest
individual recipient countries of Canadian personnel with 62 and 55
respectively. Under multilateral programmes there were a further
131 Canadians serving abroad (on Ist January, 1965) as Table E5
shows.

There were 1,188 students and trainees from developing countries
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in Canada under Canadian Government programmes on 31st Decem-
ber, 1964. Of these 883 (749,) were from Commonwealth countries.
The individual recipient countries benefiting most from this form of
aid were Malaysia (183), Vietnam (129), India (110}, Pakistan (104),
Ghana (56), and Nigeria (52).

(d) India

Whilst India is much the largest recipient of aid in the Common-
wealth, she is also a substantial donor of international aid as well.
After Britain, India is the largest Commonwealth donor to several
international aid programmes, for example paying more than either
Australia, Canada or New Zealand to the World Bank and Inter-
national Development Association, and being one of the world’s
major suppliers of experts and training places under UN Technical
Assistance programmes,

On a bilateral basis most of India’s aid goes to Colombo Plan
countries, and particularly to Nepal. In 1963/4 India provided 248
Colombo Plan training places, 54 of them to Commonwealth countries,
149 to Nepal, and 45 to other countries. Out of 106 Indian new
Colombo Plan experts in 1963/4, 3 were in Ceylon, 102 in Nepal and
1 in Cambodia. India spent a total of about £3m. on financial and
technical aid to Nepal in 1963/4.

India’s contribution to Commonwealth Africa in 1963/4 included
206 training awards and scholarships held by nationals of 10 Common-
wealth African countries or British colonies. There were also 5 Indian
experts serving in Ghana, Nigeria and Malawi (then Nyasaland) in
the same year.

(e) New Zealand

The New Zealand Government made available £2-9m. in 1963/4
(April-March) and £4-3m. in 1964/5 for overseas development. The
1963/4 total was all grants and the 1964/5 total included £1-25m. of
loans. In 1963/4, public aid was in the region of 0-219, of the New
Zealand national income and 0-599, of the national budget. In 1964/5,
the official aid figure rose nearly 509, to £4-3m., which represented
about 0:299, of national income.

Of the total of £4-3m. in 1964/5, £3-9m., or 909, was in bilateral
aid. The bilateral aid was heavily concentrated in the South Pacific
(£2-4m.) of which Cook Islands and Western Samoa shared £2m.
About £1-1m. was for South and South East Asia under the Colombo
Plan and £65,000 for Africa.

Tables Bl and B2 contain a breakdown of New Zealand bilateral
aid by recipient, and Table C4 shows the structure of New Zealand
Government aid.

18



Under technical assistance schemes, there were some 405 New
Zealanders serving overseas on lst January, 1965, 247 of them under
New Zealand Government programmes, 65 under UN programmes,
and 93 recruited as teachers by the New Zealand Government for
service with the administrations of the Pacific Island Territories. Of
those under New Zealand programmes, Cook Islands (103), Western
Samoa (66) and Niue (41) account for the vast majority. Only 13
(5%, are in foreign countries,

983 trainees from developing countries were in New Zealand under
New Zealand Government programmes on 30th June, 1965, and a
further 13 were under UN programmes. Under New Zealand pro-
grammes, 759 (779%,) were from the Commonwealth and 224 (239%,)
from foreign countries. Of the 759, Malaysia with 285, Cook Islands
115, Western Samoa 88, and Niue 55, accounted for the biggest
contingents.

In addition to official development aid, private help for international
relief and refugees was estimated at £170,000 and £302,000 re-
spectively in 1963/4 and 1964/5.

New Zealand overseas private investment in the Commonwealth,
valued at £22m. in 1964, is almost entirely in Australia and Britain.
Very little is in the developing countries of the Commonwealth.

(f) Pakistan

Pakistan was a founder member of the Colombo Plan and has
provided 164 new training places and 2 experts to other Colombo
Plan countries since 1950. In 1963/4 she provided 27 Colombo Plan
training places, 7 of them to Commonwealth countries. For SCAAP
Pakistan has an annual budgetary allocation of nearly £20,000 per
year. In 1963/4 Pakistan gave ten scholarships to Ghana and Nigeria
and supplied an expert to Ghana. Pakistan is also a fairly large con-
tributor to multilateral assistance programines.

(g) Other Commonwealth Countries

Nearly all independent Commonwealth countries contribute to inter-
national aid programmes. Many of them also give bilateral help to other
countries under schemes like the Colombo Plan and SCAAP. Thus
apart from the countries mentioned separately above, Ceylon and
Malaysia have also provided training places and experts under the
Colombo Plan. In Africa, Nigeria was helping Tanzania in 1963/4
with the services of resident magistrates and Ghana has helped Gambia
with veterinary training,

Many developing Commonwealth countries also make places
available to nationals of other countries at their universities and other
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institutions of higher education. Even where these places are not being
provided. under official scholarship schemes like the Commonwealth
Scholarship and Fellowship Plan, the overseas students occupying them
may be benefiting from the fact that such places are subsidised by the
host country.
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4—Commonwealth Recipients
of Aid

Aid to Commonwealth developing countries from all non-Communist
donors, including multilateral programmes*, amounted to some
£2,220m. over the four-year period 1960-63, or £555m. per year.
These figures are for net aid after repayments of capital and interest on
past loans had been made by the developing countries. The sum of
£555m. represents about sixteen shillings aid received per head per
annum by the developing Commonwealth.

Taking bilateral aid alone, the Commonwealth received some
£2,068m. from non-Communist sources over the period 1960-63.
This was only about 289, of the bilateral aid given by non-Communist
countries, even though the Commonwealth contains 47%, of the
non-Communist developing world. Aid from bilateral sources amounted
to about fifteen shillings per head per year: 309, of this (four shillings
and sixpence per head per year) came from Commonwealth donors
and 709, (ten shillings and sixpence per head per year) from non-
Communist donors.

It is clear from the small size of these annual per capita amounts of
aid that aid is not at all substantial in relation to total economic output
in the developing Commonwealth. This conclusion can be confirmed
by comparing in Table Al the amounts for annual Gross Domestic
Product (GDP), where they are available, with amounts of aid received
(though it should be noted that aid might be more important for some
of the smaller countries and territories whose GDP is not shown in
Table Al). This does not mean that aid is not significant to the
countries receiving it however: it is a valuable source of both foreign
exchange and public savings and for some countries it provides the
basic underpinning of public services and of the administration itself.

There are wide differences between the amounts of aid received by
individual Commonwealth countries in both per capita terms and in
absolute terms. The larger countries, and particularly Nigeria and
India, received far less per capita over the period 1960-3 than did
some of the smaller countries in the Caribbean and Oceania, as is
clear from Table Al. In absolute terms, however, the larger countries
—India, Pakistan, and Nigeria—are at or near the top of the list as
Table 6 shows.

* Multilateral aid is excluded from Table 3.
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Table 6
Commonwealth Reuplents Shares of Ald from Bilateral Sources
1960-63 (excluding Communist countries, Australia and
New Zealand)

Amount of
Bilateral Aid Share of
Reccived 1960-63 Commonwealth

Country ( four-year total) Total
Lm. %
India ... oo e e e e . 1,0464 53
Pakistan 405-7 20-5
Indus Basin DF 85-6 4
Kenya ... 56-4 3
Nigeria ... 40-0 2
Tanzania 38-8 2
Uganda... 27-2 125
Cyprus 25-2 1-25
Malaysia . e 23-7 1-25
British West Indles* 22-5 1
EACSOft 21-2 1
Malawi 17-8 1
Malta ... 17-1 1
Ceylon ... 16:5 0-75
S. Arabia 15-3 075
Sierra Leone 13-8 0-75
Swaziland 10-9 05 .
British Guiana 10-7 05
Ghana ... 10-2 05
Others ... 779 4
Total Commonwealth .. 19829 100

* Commonwealth Caribbean, excluding Bahamas, British Honduras, Jamaica,
Trinidad and Tobago.

1 East African Common Services Organisation.

Source: As for Table 3.

The dominance of India as a recipient shows up strikingly in
Table 6. She received 539%, of bilateral aid from non-Communist
countries to the Commonwealth in 1960--3, and the proportion rises
to at least 559 if India’s share of the Indus Basin Development Fund
is included. But these figures are put into proper proportion by the
consideration that India contains 669%, of the population of the
developing Commonwealth. In fact India and Pakistan together
contain 809, of the population of the developing Commonwealth and,
including Indus Basin aid, receive 7759, of the aid from non-
Communist bilateral sources (excluding Australia and New Zealand)
to Commonwealth countries.

Thus in terms of aid per head received, India and Pakistan taken
together are not too far from the Commonwealth average. But they
do contrast markedly with other Commonwealth developing countries
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with .regard to the bilateral sources of their aid. Table 7 below
demonstrates this clearly. Taking bilateral aid sources—other than
Communist countries, Australia and New Zealand—Commonwealth
developing countries receive 63-59%, of their aid from the United States
and only 23-5%, from Britain. But if Commonwealth recipients are
sub-divided into India and Pakistan on the one hand, and- other
countries on the other, it becomes clear that Britain is only a relatively
minor donor to the former group, but provides nearly all the aid to
the latter group.

Table 7

Sources of Bilateral Aid to the Commonwealth (excluding
Communist countries, Australia and New Zealand)

0

India, Pakistan Other - Total

& Indus Basin DF G lth C lth

United States 775 14 635
Britain 7-5 80 23-5
West Germany 9 2 7:5
Canada 3 2 3
Japan 3 2 2:5
Others - . e neg. neg. neg.

100 100 100

neg=neligible.
Source: As for Table 3.

These figures would need to be modified slightly if data were available
on a comparable basis for Communist countries, Australia and New
Zealand. (These countries do not belong to the Organization for
Economic Co-operation and Development and so are not covered by
OECD data.) The only country for which it has been possible to
obtain figures of aid from all donors is India and these are reproduced
in Table D1. This shows that of all aid authorisations made to India
up to the end of 1963, Communist countries accounted for about
15%,, and Australia and New Zealand for under 19%,.

It has already been remarked above that Commonwealth donors
give about 859, of their bilateral aid to Commonwealth recipients.
Naturally enough non-Commonwealth donors give a much lesser
proportion of their aid to the Commonwealth. Over the period 1960-3
about 289, of US bilateral aid went to the developing Commonwealth
309% of German aid and 219, of Japanese aid (though in 1964 about
47% of Japanese net bilateral aid went to the Commonwealth).
France, which is the largest donor (after the United States) of de-
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velopment aid overall, has given a very small proportion of its aid to
the Commonwealth, no more than about 19%,.

. Nearly all Commonwealth developing countries drew some aid
from the United States, which is indeed the largest donor for a number
of them. India and Pakistan drew aid from many other non-
Commonwealth countries, apart from the United States. The only
other significant flows of aid from major non-Commonwealth donors to
Commonwealth countries have been assistance from Japan to Malaysia
and from West Germany to Kenya and Tanzania.
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5—The Commonwealth and
Multilateral Aid |

Although Commonwealth countries are not major contributors of
bilateral aid to non-Commonwealth countries, they do play a very
full share in multilateral programmes. This is shown in Table 8.

Table 8
The Commonwealth and Multilateral Organisations
Total Total
Commonwealth Commonwealth
Contribution Receipts
Table* % of total % of total
Reference Amount  contributions Amount  receipts
($m.) ($m.)
World Bank ... .. El 554 255 1,083 28-3
International Development .

Association ... ... El 258 25-9 328 79-2
UN EPTA 1950-64 ... .. E2 80 17-9 70 18-5
UN Special Fund ... E3 141 16-91 106} 22-2%
World Food Programme (up to

1964)... E4 14 12-3 7 13-3

(No. of (No. of
persons) persons)
UN EPTA Experts 1950-64 . E4 8,743 28-5 5,627 17-9
All UN Programme Experts

1965 . E5 1,308 29-5 976 22:0
UN EPTA trammg places

1950-64 ... E2 7,891 27-6 5,007 15-8
All UN Programme 1965

Training Places ... ... E6 1,799 19-9 1,606 19-3
* Refers to Table in Appendix giving further details.

1 1964 only.
I 1959-65.

Source: See Tables E1-6 of Appendix.

In interpreting the figures in Table 8 it must be borne in mind that
the Commonwealth contains only 869, of the population of the world’s
developed countries, but 47-7%, of the population of developing countries
belonging to international organisations (China, North Korea and North
Vietnam do not belong at present). Yet Table 8 records that only in
the case of the International Development Association has the Common-
wealth received a substantially greater share of the benefits (in percentage
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terms) than the share it has contributed. The comparative generosity
of Commonwealth countries is ‘even more striking if one bears in mind
that a very high proportion of non-Commonwealth contributions come
from a single country, the United States, which has given substantially
to, for example, EPTA, the UN Special Fund and the World Food
Programme (Tables E2, E3 and E4).

Another remarkable feature of the Commonwealth’s role in inter-
national aid is that the Commonwealth, predominantly a group of
developing countries, is a net contributor of personnel and training
facilities to international aid programmes. Governmental contributions
to UN aid programmes are made on a voluntary basis and are in monetary
form. They are not generally ‘tied’ to the use of experts or training facilities
of the donor country. It is up to the UN independently to select the
experts and to find the training places it needs. If, say, British experts
or Indian training facilities are used, this does not involve Britain or
India in any additional financial contribution. Britain is in fact the
largest single contributor in the world of experts and training places to
international programmes. More remarkable, perhaps, at first sight
is the fact that India was supplying more experts than she received at
the beginning of 1965 (Table E5); while in 1964 Nigeria and Jamaica
both provided more training facilities in their countries than they
received for their nationals abroad under international programmes,
and India provided only slightly fewer than she received.



6—Conclusion

'It is very apparent that the Commonwealth is not, and could not
conceivably become, a self-contained unit from the aid point of view.
It is inherent in the composition of the Commonwealth, with its great
preponderance of developing countries, that it should be primarily
a receiving group which looks outside its membership for the bulk of
the economic aid it needs. This is not an argument for or against the
development of some specifically Commonwealth aid institutions. It
does suggest, however, that the Commonwealth’s interests as a whole
are best served by an outward-looking approach to aid rather than by
any narrow or exclusive one. The full part played by the Common-
wealth in international aid institutions perhaps indicates that this
point is already well taken.



7T—Summary of Main Points

. The Commonwealth is basically a group ofdeveloping countries,
with only 119, of its population living in the four developed
countries—Australia, Britain, Canada and New Zealand.
Whilst the Commonwealth contains a quarter of the world’s
population, it has only about 9%, of the population of developed
countries and 329, of those in developing countries. If Com-
munist countries are left out of account, the Commonwealth
proportions rise to 139, of the developed countries and as much
" as 479, of developing countries.

. Over the years 1960-3 the Commonwealth developed countries
nevertheless gave only 109, of the total bilateral aid given by
wealthier non-Communist countries, and Commonwealth
developing countries received only 289, of the total obtained
by poorer non-Communist countries. More recently, however,
Commonwealth aid donors have been increasing their aid
programmes faster than the United States and most European
countries.

. The four Commonwealth developed countries allocate 859,
of their bilateral aid to other Commonwealth countries. This
amount was nevertheless only about 309, of the aid obtained
by Commonwealth recipients from non-Communist sources
over the years 1960-63. Taking the total ‘pool’ of bilateral
aid the Commonwealth drew out almost £3 over these four
years for every £1 it put in.

. The Commonwealth as a collective group does not play a
major role in the aid field. Aid passing between Commonwealth
countries is bilateral and there is no common jointly-controlled
Commonwealth aid fund.

. To a greater or lesser extent virtually all Commonwealth
countries contribute to international economic development,
some solely through aid contributions to international organisa-
tions, but others via bilateral programmes as well.

. The main Commonwealth donors of aid are Australia, Britain,
Canada and New Zealand. Between them these countries give
about -£280m. per year at present, of which Britain is re-
sponsible for two-thirds (£190m.). Over the last three or four
years, the aid programmes of Canada, New Zealand and
Australia have all increased faster than Britain’s.

. At present the contributions of Australia, Britain, Canada and



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

New Zealand amount to 0-62%, 0:67%, 0-40% and 0-299%,
respectively of their national incomes. This aid averages out
at £3 2s. 0d. per annum per head of their population.

But when the share of those four countries’ aid programmes
which went in bilateral aid to the Commonwealth—£218m.
in 1964/5—is averaged out amongst Commonwealth developing
countries, they receive only 6s. per head per annum in aid
from Commonwealth sources. Over the years 1960-63 they
received on average only 4s. 6d. per annum per head from
Commonwealth sources.

The four developed Commonwealth countries were contributing
a total of £256m. of bilateral aid in money terms, 13,926
experts, and 7,422 training places to developing countries in
1964/5. The developing Commonwealth’s share of these was
85%, 95%, and 70%, respectively.

Rather over half (579,) Commonwealth donors’ bilateral aid
is in grant form. But whereas at one extreme Australia gives
all its bilateral aid in grants, at the other more than half of
Britain’s is in loan form.

Aid from the developed to developing Commonwealth is
distributed unevenly from the point of view both of geography
and of aid per head of population. Australia and New Zealand
concentrate heavily on Oceania. Canada concentrates on India
and Pakistan, which do however receive sizeable amounts from
other Commonwealth donors too. Britain is responsible for the
great bulk of Commonwealth aid going to Africa and the
Caribbean, in addition to her large commitments in Asia.
Taking all non-Communist countries’ aid to the Common-
wealth, India and Pakistan—with 809, of the population—
receive 77-59%,. But there is a wide variation in receipts per
capita of aid among countries, ranging from £63 per annum
for Niue (a New Zealand dependency with 5,000 inhabitants)
to 12s. 6d. for India and 4s. for Nigeria.

The United States gave 63-5%, of bilateral aid from non-
Communist countries to the developing Commonwealth
between 1960 and 1963. Britain gave 23-:59%,. However, the
American percentage was compounded of 77-59%, of the bilateral
aid received by India and Pakistan, and 149, of the bilateral
aid given to other Commonwealth countries. Britain gave only
7-5% of the bilateral aid received by India and Pakistan but
809% of the combined total received by other developing
Commonwealth countries.

The Commonwealth is a net beneficiary of multilateral aid.
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15.

Nevertheless bearing in mind its basic nature as a group of
poor countries, it contributes rather more than one would
expect to, and receives less than might be expected from,
international aid organizations.

Since the composition of the Commonwealth is such that poor
countries are in an overwhelming majority, the Commonwealth
as a whole will benefit most by adopting an outward-looking
approach to international aid rather than an exclusively
Commonwealth approach.



Statistical Appendix

(a)

(b)

(c)

(4)

()

Population Income and Aid Received in Commonwealth
Countries.

Table Al Population, income per head and aid received per
head in Commonwealth countries.

Aid from the Developed Commonwealth to the Developing
Commonwealth.

Table Bl Aid expenditures.
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Aid Programmes of Developed Commonwealth Countries.
Table Cl1  Australia.

Table C2 Britain.

Table C3 Canada.

Table C4 New Zealand.

Aid Received by Commonwealth Countries.
Table D1 India.

The Commonwealth and Multilateral Aid: Contributions
and Receipts.

Table E1 The World Bank and the International Development
Association.

Table E2 UN Expanded Programme of Technical Assistance.
Table E3 UN Special Fund.
Table E4 The World Food Programme.

Table E5 Experts under International Technical Assistance
Programmes.

Table E6 Fellowships under International Technical Assistance
Programmes.
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Table Al

Population, Income and Aid Received in Commonwealth

Countries

Est’d
Per
Capita

Nes Aid? Received
196063 (4 years)

GDp? £ million sterling Average
in L’s Aid per
per Head per
annum Annum?®
L s d
Australia 600 — — — —
Britain ... 535 —_— _ _ —
Canada 704 — —_ — —
New Zealand ... 687 — — . —
Sub-Total — — — —
Ceylon ... 750 16-5 54 21-9 19 6
Cyprus ... n.a. 252 0-7 259 11 0 0O
Gambia n.a. 34 0-0 34 214 0
Ghana ... 73 10-2 3-2 13-4 9 0
India 26%* 10464 786 11,1250 12 6°
Jamaica 139 93 0-0 93 1 7 6
Kenya ... 31 56-4 2-8 592 116 67
Malaysia® T9** 23-7 7-1 308 117 6
Malta ... n.a. 17-1 0-1 172 13 2 0
Nigeria ... 36%* 40-0 2-8 42-8 4 0
Pakistan 28** 4057 185 4242 1 3 6°
Sierra Leone n.a. 13-8 0-1 139 111 6
Singapore® 115* 1-0 0-8 1-8 5 6
Tanzania 28 38-8 1-3 401 1 2 6
Trinidad 232 % 4-3 33 76 2 0 6
Uganda 27 27-2 29 301 1 5 07
Zambia 80 7-2 15-2 19 0
Malawi 63 17-8 8-7 265 115 6
Rhodesia 72 6-4 13-6 17 0
Cook Is. n.a. n.a. n.a. na. (4518 0)
Maldives n.a. 0-3 0-0 0-3 16 0
Western Samoa? n.a. — 0-1 01 (911 0
Sub-Total 150-0  1,922:3 ( 15 0)°
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Table Al (contd.)

Est’d
Per Net Aid* Received
Esd Capita 196063 (4 years)
1963 GDP £ million sterling Average
Popula-  in £’s Aid per
tion per Moulti- Head per
000 annum  Bilateral lateral  Total Annum?
£ s d.
Bahamas 131 n.a. 0-0 1-3 113 2 9 6
Basutoland ... 727 n.a. 60 02 62 2 2 6
Bechuanaland ... 540 n.a. 69 00 69 3 4 0
British Guiana 611 106 10-7 08 11-5 414 0
British Honduras 100 n.a. 50 0-1 51 1215 0
British West Indies
(n.e.s.) 777 n.a. 22:5 04 229 7 7 6
Brunei ... 93 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
Falkland Is. ... 2 na. 01 — 01 1210 0
Fiji 434 na 6-2 0-0 62 311 6
Gibraltar . 24 n.a. 06 — 06 6 4 0
Gilbert & Ellice Is 49 n.a. 0-4 — 04 2 1 0
Hong Kong ... .. 3,592 45 83 01 84 11 6
Mauritius 701 96 55 0-2 57 2 0 6
New Hebrides .. 64 na. 0-5 — 05 119 0
Niue ... 5 na. n.a. n.a. na. (63 12 0)
Papua & New Guinea 2,059 n.a. n.a. 0-0 na. (1219 0)
Pitcairn Is. ... 01 n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
St. Helena 5 n.a. 07 —_ 07 35 0 0
Seychelles 45 n.a. 1-1 0-0 1.1 6 2 0
Solomon Is. ... 130 n.a. 32 0-1 33 6 7 0
South Arabia (mcl
Aden) . 1,225  n.a. 15-3 01 154 3 3 0
Swaziland 278 n.a. 109 1-3 1222 1019 6
Tokelau 2 na. 0-0 0-0 0-08 18 08
Tonga ... 69 n.a. 0-0 01 0-1 70
Tnstan da Cunha 0 na. —01 —_ —0-1 —
11,663 n.a. 103-8 4.7 108:5 (4 19 0)1°
East African Common
Services . — — 21.2 —48 16-4 —7
IndusBasin Developmcnt
Fund . — — 856 2-2 87-8 —6
Total Commonwealth 785,104 —_ 1,982:9 1521 2,135-0 15 6
Add approximate aid to
Commonwealth from
Australia and New
Zealand over 4 year
period . 85-0 — 85-0
Grand Total ... ... 785,104 — 2,0679 1521 2,2200 16 0
Notes to Table Al
* 1958 estimates. ** 1962 estimates.
n.a. = not available. n.c.s. = not elsewhere specified. — = nil.

0-0 indicates a small amount of aid given, amounting to less than £50,000.
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Minus quantities (—)—when these are shown, it indicates that for.the year in question
repayments (of interest, loan capital, etc.) exceeded new aid received.

1.

10.

GDP = Gross Domestic Product, given here at factor cost. Since GDP makes
no allowance for depreciation it tends to exceed National Income (in the
case of most developing countries by between 5% and 20%). To convert
Gross Domestic Product into National Income, one should deduct depreciation
from GDP and add in Net Factor Income from Abroad.

These net aid figures are net of repayments. The bilateral aid column refers
to bilateral aid from all countries except Communist countries, Australia and
New Zealand: but in the last line of the Table an estimate for total Australian
and New Zealand bilateral aid over the period has been added in.

Average aid per head per annum figures have been calculated by dividing by
four total aid received by each country over the 1960-63 period and then
dividing the resultant total by 1963 population. Where countries have very
small populations, the fact that the figures are rounded off to nearest thousands
may cause quite a large margin of error in aid per head received.

Figures for certain places in Oceania have been calculated on a different
basis and are given in brackets. Here the bilateral aid given by Australia and
New Zealand for the latest year (see Table B1), is divided by total population.
Western Samoa is treated by New Zealand as a member of the Commonwealth.
Any aid to Malaysia as a whole over the 1960-63 period has been subdivided
in accordance with the population of present-day Malaysia and Singapore—
i.e. five-sixths for Malaysia, one-sixth for Singapore.

In arriving at aid per head for India and Pakistan, Indus Basin aid has been
divided equally between the two countries.

In arriving at aid per head for Kenya, Tanzania and Uganda, aid to the East
African Common Services Organization has been divided equally between
the three countries.

Tokelau Is. In fact Tokelau received about £7,000 over the period which
explains why it is shown as having £0-0m. aid, but aid per head of £0 18s. 0d.
per annum,

In arriving at average aid per head per annum for this sub-group, £2m. has
been allowed for New Zealand aid to Cook Is. and W. Samoa.

In arriving at average aid per head per annum for this sub-group, £27m. has
been allowed for aid to New Guinea/Papua and to Niue from Australia and
New Zealand.

Sources:
Population—UN Demographic Yearbook 1964.
GDP per capita—UN Yearbook of National Accounts Statistics 1964 (Table 6B).
Net Aid Received 1960-63—“The Flow of Financial Resources to Less Developed
Countries 1956-63” OECD Paris. Table V3 was used for major countries, and
supplementary information for minor countries.
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Table CI

Australia’s Economic Aid to Developing Countries
£ Sterling (converted at rate of £A1-25 = £1-00 sterling)

1963/64 196465
Papua and New Guinea 24,439,200 26,639,200
Bilateral Aid.
Colombo Plan 3,985,600 4,173,600
Commonwealth Programmcs
Special Commonwealth African Assistance
Plan ... 144,800 131,200
Commonwealth Co- opcratxon in Education 214,400 259,200
Australian International Awards . 23,200 25,600
South-East Asia Treaty Orgamsatlon 755,200 1,016,000
Laos Stabilization Fund 86,400 86,400
Wheat for India ... — 3,040,800
Disaster Relief 53,600 128,000
Indus Basin Dcvelopment Fund 388,000 843,200
Total Bilateral Aid 5,651,200 9,704,000
Multilateral Aid.
Financial Institutions
International Development Association 1,090,400 1,018,400
World Bank 2,137,600 —
United Nations Programmes.
Special Fund ... 300,000 200,000
UN Expanded Programmc "of Technical
Assistance ... 268,000 268,000
UN Relief & Works Agency . 72,000 72,000
UN High Commission for Refugecs 60,000 40,000
UN Children’s Fund . e 192,000 192,000
FAO World Food Programmc 64,800 184,000
Red Cross . 6,400 6,400
Total Multilateral Aid 4,191,200 1,980,800
Total Economic Aid ... 34,281,600 38,324,000

Note: All Australian Government aid is in grant form.

Source: Australian Government.
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Table C2
British Government Aid to Developing Countries in 1964

I. Bilateral Aid.

(a) Grants.
Financial Assistance to Commonwealth Countries (including
Indus Basin) . . .
Financial assistance to Forelgn Countnes

Total Bilateral Financial Grants

Technical Assistance:
Overseas Service Aid Scheme
Colombo Plan
Special Commonwealth Afrlcan Ass:stance Plan
Commonwealth Carribean
South-East Asia Treaty Organisation
Central Treaty Organisation
Non-Commonwealth Africa
Other Countries
Commonwealth Educational Co- operatlon
Colonial Development and Welfare
Other Technical Assistance

Total Bilateral Technical Assistance
Total Bilateral Grants

(b) Loans.

Colonial Development and Welfare: Section I ...

CD & W: Section 2 (Exchequer Loans for the Colomes)

Export Credit Guarantees Department: Section 3—
Commonwealth Assistance Loans
Loans to Foreign Countries .

Exchequer Advances to Commonwealth Development Corp

Other Loans—Commonwealth . .-

Other Loans—Foreign

Total Bilateral Loans
Total Bilateral Aid

II. Multilateral Aid.
UN Technical Assistance (Expanded Programme and Specxal Fund)
UN Children’s Fund ... .
UN High Commissioner for Refugees
UN Civil Assistance to the Congo
UN Relief and Works Agency ...
World Food Programme. . .
International Dcvelopment Assoc1at10n
Other e .

Total Multilateral Aid

Total British Government Economic Aid to Developmg
Countries

£°000
Sterling

50,063
9,054

59,117

13,676
2,373
2,392

244
51
803
143
546
1,124
540
3,086

24,978

- 84,095

1.863
5,341

55,024
5,977
6,415

14,157
3,583

92,360
176,455

3,572
335
10
338
1,928
583
6,597
22

. 13,405

189,860

Source: British Government
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Table C3

Canadian Development Aid in 1964

£ million
sterling*®
I. Bilateral Aid.

(a) Grants.
Colombo Plan 18-9
Indus Basin Development ... . 1-2
Commonwealth Carribean Assistance Programmc 0-8
Special Commonwealth African Assistance Plan ... 1-5
Francophone Africa Programme 0-3
Other Commonwealth Countries ... 0-0
Commonwealth Scholarshlp Plan ... 0-3
Emergency Relief 0-0
Total (of which Technical Assistance £3m.) 23.0

(b) Loans.
Loans with 5 to 10 years maturity 79
Loans with 10 to 20 years maturity 10-1
Total 18-0
. Multilateral Aid

International Development Association Subscription 2-0
UN Expanded Programme of Technical Assistance ... 0-8
UN Special Fund 1-6
UN Children’s Fund (UNICEF) . 0-2
UN Works and Relief Agency (UNR\VA) 0-2
UN High Commissioner for Refugces (UNHCR) 0-1
World Food Programme... 0-7
Total 56
Total Canadian Development Aid Expenditure 1964 46-6

* Converted from U.S. Dollars at rate of $2:80 = £1 Sterling; and from Canadian
Dollars at rate of $3:00 = £1 Sterling.

Source: Canadian Government .
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Table C4

New,Zealand Contributions for Development and Relief

Overseas
Year ended Year ended
31st March  31st March
1964 1965
£ Sterling £ Sterling
( £ Sterling = NZL1)
1. Bilateral Aid.
(a) Grants.
South Pacific
Cook Islands 818,723 870,669
Niue ... 317,800 318,000
Tokelau Is. 42,732 29,931
Western Samoa 145,372 135,043
Miscellaneous 59,184 58,129
1,383,811 1,411,772
South and South-East Asia
Colombo Plan ... . 1,044,015 1,097,590
South-East Asia Treaty Orgamsatlon 14,805 4,776
Volunteer Service Abroad . 3,936 11,058
1,062,756 1,113,424
Commonwealth
Special Commonwealth African Assistance
Plan e 58,517 65,503
Commonwealth Educational Co-operatlon 48,975 60,686
107,492 126,189
Refugees and Relief
Disaster Relief ... 15,242 15,000
Red Cross 2,000 3,000
17,242 18,000
Total Bilateral Grants 2,571,301 2,669,385
(b) Bilateral Loans.
Government Loan to India for Purchase of Wool — 250,000
Public loan to Western Samoa for Harbour
Development, guaranteed by New Zealand
Government . e e — 1,000,000
Total Bilateral Loans ... — 1,250,000
Total Bilateral Aid 2,571,301 3,919,385




Table C4 (contd.)

Year ended Year ended
31st March  31st March
1964 1965
£ Sterling £ Sterling

II. Multilateral Aid.*

UN Children’s Fund . e 75,000 75,000
UN Expanded Programme of Technical Assistance 100,000 100,000
UN Special Fund 50,000 49,980
World Food Programme . 9,014 75,818
UN Relief and Works Agency . 50,000 50,000
UN High Commissioner for Refugccs 20,000 20,000
Total Multilateral ... ... 304,014 370,798
Total Official Aid and Relief ... 2,875,315 4,290,183
Note: In addition private Donations were as follows:
1962/3 1963/4

Council of Organisations for Relief Service Overseas

(CORSO) ... ... 157,480 280,138
Red Cross 9,107 18,041
Other ... 3,842 3,882

170,429 302,061

* New Zealand Government contributions to overseas development through the
regular budgets of UN and Specialised Agencies were calculated at an additional
£136,824 in 1962/3 and £145,500 in 1963 /4.

Source: New Zealand Government.

45



*aouEur] JO ANSTUIJA] JUSUILIDAOL) URIPUT °, £9G] DOUBISISSY [RUINXY,, :20IN0G

0-001 £-8LE8T 6-60L°TE €681 232882 0-6£2 L-181°¢

9:0 &-¥l G061 ¢¥l G061 — — o eaepEodng
JRYA | 9-20¢ 0-#60% 9-20¢ 0760 — — "t jueq PHOM
a1 L-882 9-6¥8°¢ 8:48% 1-8£8°¢ 60 GI1 AR (N
0 0-G 1-99 — — 0S 1-99 puny [ewadg NN
¥E 1-%18 895801 6-L0L G-86%°6 2-901 ¢9I¥1T A ¥INe |
60 11 G761 P11 G761 — — Tt puB[RZIIMG
00 10 ol v e 10 o1 . - UIpOMG
0 a4 6-S6 a4 6:GS — — BluBINY
60 A 0-86% 20 0-86¢ — — " puelog
1-0 1€ 8- 1% — — 1-g 8-1¥ ** KemaoN
1-0 JRYA €-9¢ — — Le £-9¢ - pue[eaz maN
0 66 G161 66 G181 — — SPUE[IaIaN
9:¢ 948 L-821°1 8-08 9-LL0°T 8¢ 1-16 o uedef
G-I £-GE 0Ly £-6¢ »0L¥ — — S L0
o4 1-£01 ¥8eb'1 1-201 8T 1 — — uoneRossy Juswdo[Aa(] [euoEUIRUY
P11 G-1L% c-619°¢ 669 9-865°¢ 91 602 (oriqndoy [e1apay) Aurunidg
1 9-8¢ 6-08¢ 9-82 6-08¢ — — : Tt ooueRlL]
9-0 gl 6'8L1 — — €1 6-8LT o uonepunoy piog
00 8-0 €01 80 01 — — R srewuacy
L0 9Ll 0-G€% €Ll 0162 €0 0¥ EE{BAO[SOYIIZ)
8-¥ +El1 61161 [£74 rAIA49 268 L6817 T epeue)
L8 9:60% 0-1%L°C S0z G-92L°C 11 SHI e urelug
€0 I-L 766 1L %66 - — wnispg
1-0 € Crad € 1-2¥ — — eLsny
G0 9-11 1-GS1 — — 911 1-6G1 i LAY
% 5T s 5T sy s.F s

NEQ uN. w:uc,N .&:EU
suorpi Am>_ud_=E:uV £96| Jo pus ay3 o3 dn uoizeziioyny |e3o

e|pu| 03 pPly JO Sa2IN0§
laelqel ¢



'G-$961 1odoy [enuuy’ (I puk yueg plog\ :ddanog
'Y 01 10U INgQ Jueqg P[IOAA Y} 0] Suo[aq PEPIULL], Puk pue[edz MO\ ‘eorewef §
*SOLIOJLLIO) {RIUO[0D J2wLio) pue Juasaad oy A[oS1e[ Opew UL O) SUROT
‘3] SIY}) WIOJJ PIPN[OX9 OSfE 21k SWINS Yons pue ‘wayl juads 394 Jou sary INg SIPIID PUE SUBO| PIAIIAL JABY SIIQ) ‘PIpnIXd due
swins 353y} :sueof Ised predal pue PaaToenal 9arY S$OLIIUNOD Jwog predal jou pue pasn Apeaife §Ipald judwdo(aadp pue sueo| 03 L[uo sy |

69-¥1¥ 00-001 L.566 1-628°¢ 00-001 ¥6-991°C Tt [0, pusay
£6-98 P1-¥L [-8¢L 9-9%L°C 9L L6:219°T saLunoy) LYo
9¢-83¢ 98-63 9-LS3 G.280°1 $6.S¢ L6-£8S - 1830], Y3 eamuouIiuo))
- N..—.o N..ﬁ —_— mﬁ-o mm.m san s cee e sen ﬁﬂvc.ﬂm:
— — — — ¢l-0 L9C o joBeqog, ¥ peplun],
L¢'C L1-0 JA | — S1-0 €66 eiuezue],
082 e e . e e pue[izess
il 80-0 8-0 £z £0-0 051 50T LLIIG
¢l1-6¢ 10-1 I-01 ¥-0v1 60 00-0¢ ueistyeq
- 60 g G-Ll 160 L99 BLIDBIN
_ — — g8l 110 £9-91 .ee ‘es P . HGG&—dUN MON
- G20 S¢ §GE 190 g6l eisAee[y
mo.o N.ﬁ.o B-ﬁ —_ mﬂ.o mmm e s en van .o cen N%:OVM
- —_— — — Nﬁ.o N.@.N e en ten “en “es H.Nnvmﬁﬂ:ﬁh.
36-L8¢C S0y 0¥ 9-G2G 69-¢ 00-08 Ttoelpuj
iy %20 »z 9-€¢ 120 19% - puEyn
— wo.o m.O .v.m N.O.O om.~ es cen cen “en ses wshﬁrﬁo
- 0€-0 06 918 820 009 uofhop
ad 08¢ 8-LE — 9¥-€ 00-6L epeuen)
- L1-61 [-1¢1 %566 00-¢1 00-09¢ ureing
L1-0 — — — — — puejeuBnyRIg
— €02 ¢02 L:9L1 9%-¢ 0¢-6S elensny
oz § mior fo % uorpus § oy § 1L f° % uoypu §
paarasaL Lsppainy suoygrasqng paaraszy uongusqng
yuawdoganaq gn ping Lsuvoy gn piog

var

(@ydr) yuweg prom

$961 ‘P4E dunf 3e uo1}ISOy
Y3[esmuowiwo) ay3 pue uoljeldossy juswdopaaq Jeuoneualu| Y3 Hueg PIOM YL

13 3iqelL

47



867 8I¢ 86+°006°S 9L Z 00L°G1¢ BLRSIN

L - — 61 9%€ 006°1sL'c " Tt pUe[EdZ MIN
wN .v.v OO* hO* w R — e vee e cen “re e Nuﬂdz
444 855 65€°G9L°C yI1 g ooo‘o9r vt geiskepey
@m m mO\VM.Vﬁﬁ mN —_ —_ s ove cee cee .o v«gﬂ—ﬂz
m@ w N.mO mh NO~ U — es “ee es are w@ﬁd—mm ﬁherOUxH
381 L8 €65°012°1 €¥1 & — *++ eAudy
961 01 0%0°9¢6 61 01 — vorewre[
965°1 9891 5¥9'L80°SE L91° 98E°1 000‘0gs’, ottt EIpUf
mm N.~ hmhn*\vﬁ mm — — vee ven ves “ee e MGOIN wr—om
& L SLo 11 = - = Tt Tt SpUEIS] 30N %R MeqnD
691 0L% 1£0°686°C oll L 002855 o " - BURY)
61 (¥4 hmﬁnmow _— — - “es see e rIqUIED)
WN m. wmm.Nw mm — — .“ee e vee s mﬁﬁd—mH :.Jm
9 68 ¥H9°18¥ 1 — — AOwU<mv vV 1seq
16 69 92¥¥86 6¢ g1 00,88 stud4ny
[ — mmmnm~ — - — vee ces e e *** spue[s] YooD)
L2 6.5 919°10%9 6L L9 00099 uokany

— — - 519 hmﬁn— OOA.NNN\mN .o ves “en e epeue))
4 g 000'6¥% — — — " psuoOIIWED) YSHLIG
[ 8 mﬁonmw I — — ave ses .o eee . ** rourug
el 61 mwhnmm~ — —_— — “es vee oas .... SRINPUOR] YSHIIG
44 6L GLE'BT9 6 — —_ BUBING YSOLIE
g9 8¢ mhhhhmﬁ — —_— — vee oee pueeUENYISg
8¢ [2¥4 womnwmw I — — vee oo “on “ee ven puejoinsegq
44 18 mo\v.mmﬁ — — — aer ves eee sopeqleg
N.m —_— — wwmﬁm ﬁ—w..v OO&.@O&&«»M ces cen Cmdum,—m
m~ N nl &m* mow oomamﬁwnh e e e oo e .Nmﬂﬂkums‘{
9 a1 mON. mm— — — —_ ces wee = uapy

squysmopnay Stagxsg s sfuawaIn] g 2 1SHAgXTT s s
mpp, dauopy Guysmonag o, dauopyy
AAATHIAY HIONVLSISSV SNOILLNETd LN OO

$9-0561 YI|EISMUOWWIOD) AY) PUE IDUEISISSY [EIIUYDII] Jo awweadoad papuedxy NN
do|qel ¢



1G6L°IE 4t A ¢4 01906°6L9°9LE ¥8582 u269°0¢ 010TS L6298 : 't TROL VI
$2LSE 089°12 £L6'865°€5Z ILI 886°L1 000°469°091 *** N B R
4 - — 62+'e 996°¢ 002962917 * - [e10], Ss1er§ pajuny
650°1 SHIY 09%'58E €S 0L — — : sSourwrerdory reuordoy
L00°S L29°s ELVIVL 69 1682 £L's ore‘Los’6L " : Y TEI0], JIfsemuountao;)
44 g LSHBLY — — — " . e gleqizuez,
61 44 *Ohnwm — Z —_ . oes ‘e “ee seIqueZ
97 (154 Omm.ﬁwm 81 1 — cen see ‘e *** SOIPUJ 1SN
g 1 00023 — — — - o : : fmv spue[s] widnp
L01 €9 .vwﬂwnw LII1 4 004 ) - ) epuedn)
9¢ 08 92 899 91 8 000°0% - owmno,ﬁ pue pepiuLLy,
¥ Z1 .vownmmﬁ _— — . e .o “ee oo .. QMGOH;
8¢ Ly LTT9LS — — — - vluezuey,
S6 0% E11°L56°] o1 — 006°G . : e e cepdueSue]
8 97 MNwa.vON —_ p— e e e e e puezEmg
¥ L 01568 — — — : e : (1) pue[rjewog
g L LIg'6¥1 ! — — : Spue[s] UOWO[0g
£9 40! 0878 86 - - © e agodeulg
€9 98 BLEBITT 4 I 000°0g " Tttt BUOYT BARIG
[ [ hm._ﬂnm.v _— — — . wen . cer “es mo:USu%ow
qg 8s *hc.hﬂw I —_ —_— ees o vee “es see Jfemereg
¢l — 18681 14 —_ — . . vOWEG WIS

— —_— mﬁﬁﬁﬁ — — —_— ses .o .. LY see mnusq .“m
—_— — Nwm —_— — J— v e . X NCU~UHAH Jw
£01 Ly P16°L29 9 174 — - - vcm_mwgz pue eIsopoyy
01 Z1 Nﬁm.hoﬁ 9 1 _ ves ces . wee “ee yEISOPOINY
44 - 169°C 8 — — - . BoUMY MON pue endeg
898 1501 966°L0L°T1 8Ll %1 018205 . ueisnyedq
LS 6% m.vwn*h\v L — — . .es .es eee *++ 0dWIOg ION
squysmona] 1SHagxg s 8 SuawaIv] g ¢ 1SHagxTT s 3
) Loy quysmopa.y g Cuopy
qQIAITOTY HONVLSISSY SNOILNEIYINOD

("pauod) 73 9|qe L

49



*9DURISISSY [RITUYD3 T, JO dwwei3ol] papuedxy SUCIIEN] PIIIU[) U3 JO MIIAIY ATESIOAIUUY UY :S[[INS 000°0G] PUE SIEaX G[ :39anog

*A1unod suo uey) 0w ut Sururer; SulARdal 3S0YY Aq 10§ PaIUNOIDE SALNUNOD Surpuas pue SUTAIEdaI UPamIdq satouedarosy]
*UOTJRIJSIUIIPE JO §1500 Aq 10J pajunodde A[p8re[ soanpuadxs PuE SUOHNLIIUOD UIIMIIC IDUIIYLT

*S2LIIUNOD I[EIMUOLIWIOT) IPN[OUL SILIBIDYoUIg

‘“BIUBZUEJ, JO UOTJBULIOJ O] IOLIJ

‘elfgulog jo 1red moN

‘eIsAB[R]A] JO UOIJBULIOJ O} JOLI

“e1sAe[R\ JO UOIIBULIOJ A1) IDUIG

‘pueleseAN pue ei1sopoyy jo uoneispag 2y jo dn yesuq ayy sourg

21181\ pue uoozswre)) jo yred moN

"UWIN[OD SIY) Ul 90U0 AJU0 Pajunod are 1eak sp8uts B Sulnp s3LNUNOD [eIaAds ul Sutares spradxy

*30UO0 UBY) 2I0W PIjuUNO0? Ik Ieak 2uo uey} 210wl 1oj A1junod e ur Surales spradxy

1
01
‘6

1S330N

(‘p3uod) 73 ?|qeL

o
wn



«.’G96] 2un{ oourisissy Jo sisA[euy pun, [emadg (euoiday v :310doyg ssarSo1g puny re1oadg suonen paitu),,—poadddy] 2dUurIsissy

«PO'CI'IE 3B SE $961 ek I3 10j pred pue vaﬁuuﬁm pung ﬁdmoumw Iy 0} suonnqLiyuUo’ jo HEOEbuﬁuw.‘lmOm—vwrﬁ

$S3%anog

*S3LIIUNOD )[B2MUCILION)-UON PUE yi[eamuowuoy) yioq Sunyaudq s)aaford peuotSoy-1o1uy pue feuotSay sopnpur JnpQ,, ¢
‘sepeuey) 10 31dooxs ‘49 7' 1§ Aq pred uaaq PeY SSLUROD Ifeamuowuo]) Aq $9g] JoJ suonnqrnuod paspord 11y |
YIeamuowauIo)) a3 pue puny jeradg NN

1SQON

00LV88°0ST‘Y 005°909°3L9 002°8LS 8LY 738 21 LR [eloy, puny peroads
001°491°9L8 00Z° 191506 006°00°CLE $0b LTH665°FS (e
— — — — 005 16798 - e soleg pauny
009°03LVLT 00E°STI 891 00£°SLT 901 811 LZT09V VI et [EI0], qIsdsmuUOUIUIO))
001°6LE‘1 000685 001°98L I - vlquiey,
00%°8%5°6 000°009°S 00%'876°€ g 00%°1 - e vpuesn
00£°688 000°16¢ 008 ‘$6% I 000°0% oeqo], pue pepruL],
00869611 000°¥25‘9 008'669°G L 006% ottt wuezue],
006758 000°2LE 006°29% I — ettt pueZEMG
00¥$25°1 000905 00¥‘810°T 1 - (Jo uoneIdpay) viqRIY YINog
001°222'% 000°088°% 001°2%6°1 Z 000°01 Ot Tttt DUODT RlALg
001‘$02°5€ 00569%'81 009'PEL°91 b1 000°08¢ ) ueistyeq
00€°£58bE 00640012 00%°258°¢1 G1 000481 BLLSIN
R f— - —_— OOOaO.vﬁ e e #v:d—GoN MIN
009°%69 000°9¢1 009865 I — - e e snnune]y
00¥858°Z 000°9%5°1 00¥%TIE'1 g — D 21425
008°%2L'6 0059619 00£°826°C S 000°01 e esdepepy
006°6L2°6 000°G69°¢ 006'869°G L — et e e phuay
0056161 000752, 006°651°1 A — eorewef
005918601 000°0L6°5L 005°9t8°1¢ g8 000°0S1°C e coeIpup
006°806°€3 000°£92'ST 005 1%0°8 6 000°2¥ N eueys
006°0¥1°9 006°3LZ°E 000'898°Z € 00Z'T1 snaddn
00%°95L°6 000°19%'S 00%°S6Z°% ¥ 00002 uofda)p
. ||In nl n[ — mmNnmmwn.V ser ces s ese Nﬁd:ﬂo
008 0LS 1 000 98¢ 008 ¥86 I - SPUE[S] uowo[og ysnug
006'9%5°¢ 005%8%°1 007291 ¥ - euRIND ysnug
J— JU— —_— —_ OOOaOWan s o s ves ﬂm.&uwhm
-— —_— R — WNMnNmm ves er e e .-N:.N.:m%—/ﬂ
sns sns SN sn$
51500 suoynqLuoY) sSuryiouisy spoalosg
walosg oo 1vdiaunory JuawuLIa0s) pun.g (o134 S0 aaqunpr 7961
€961 unf~66T GW qAAIADTY HON'V.LSISSY S490qd1d
yj|eamuowwoy) 3yj pue pund jerads NN €3 a|qel

51



"SH0B/H yudwmdeq

[IOUNCY) [B1I0§ PUE JIWOUody N[) Y} JO UOISSIS YIGE 93 01 J0302I1(] SAUN0aXY 2yl £q swwerSord poo PHOM Y} uo 1lodayy :adanog

‘$3[qE)} I2INO0S Y] UT PIsn SILUNOD IsAY} 10§ Comudﬂmmmvﬁ Tenide oy3 St SIYJ 4

00L°99L°2S 802°9L8°16 L25°968°61 299°¢Sh°s vro‘9zs’es - IR L TN AP £ 7.7

001°19L°G¥ 80°¢01°83 09z°618°8 L99'ET6 Igglo9g’gr v ot tPmQ
— 000°000°0G 000°000°9 000°000¥ 000°000°0% ottt sojelg poanu)

009°G00°L 006°CLLET L9Z°LLOS 000°08¢ ££9°991‘8 tt [EI0], qI[eaMuOuUITIO))

oomﬂva -— —_— —— .nl s ene o X .Nmn—EﬁN

006°86€ 000°%1 — — 000°%1 sElAuedue],
—_— O$n~ OO.Vnﬁ —_— —_— sen aea ven "ae U:OU‘.H Nhuvmw
— 008‘% 008°C — — o ypuefesedN pue eisspoyy
— 000°0€S — 000°0§S — uestieg
— 000°00S 000°GZ — 000°6%H * pue[EdZ, MON
—_— OO@nmw Oomnm —_— Oomnm e e sea aes *N%Nﬁdz

005°9%0°T 000°¢ 000°¢ — — eorewef

000°665°C 000005 £99°991 - £66°6EE * eIpuf

Oownﬁm\Vnﬁ ooo m ooonm —_— — .o sae wee X Xy N:Nﬂo
.nl OOM OOM — nnl. oee ten wes sen WZM&O

000829 000°01 = — 000°01 RSP uo[4ap
— 000°000°G 000°089°1 — 000°02¢°S epeue)

001°1%9 — — — — BUBIND Ysnug
— 000°00%°S 000°0%9°Z — 000°090°¢ ureylg
— 000°005‘1 000°00S — 000°000°1 elensny
(s1s0D

NEEEMEN %eeu& EN‘S \S v ~S° 1H {EU .q».o.:twm. h».&.ﬁeEEcU
agA0dddV aaoqTTd SNOLLAGIYINOD
HINLIANTIXT
sns

$961 “49QUIDAON S| IE SE uol3isog
Yijeamuowior) ayy pue {d4AA) swweaSoad pooq PlAOAA ¥3 ?lqel

[
wn



<+
—
7o)
(=]
[Te}
o«
—
o
<
—

8¢% 861°1 SI 00¥ €63 06+ o T plemaoq patuen)

SOPLIGIL] MON
snLIney

- eepy

SPUB[S] SAID[BIN

ree e cee ngﬂ—ﬁw\é
wMeery
eAuay

eorewe(

. eipuy
Spue[s] NI pue MRqLD
euLys)
elquen

oy

snad4An)

uofha))

epeue)

Runig

SEANPUOH Ysnuig

ruemy) ysnlg

1 142 ureig
BN e pueeuenydOg

**+ puejoinseg
+s  sopeqJieq
-+ seureyeg
g - erensny
s uspy

2 ¥
I\ICQNN
o«

RN

—

l

—
o~

ONO) —
D
=

~
©
|

00— — O
—

[N}
o]

~
=
“ge-limlge i

A
Pi=rtrrrrrri=t=rii=ss=rri
P

st
LTI o jge~ 2] avas—]
=t rrrrerelrtrerrd
ISt Igiitee=rrie=rriin
f2rrrigtriigerti—iger il

[
!

e

—

pun,g  Sauupi3osJ pung  sauwpiosg
WL WXAdO  <Iv0S  quuotdny  (WLdH  IPIOL  XHdO  oPWS  ouoissy (V. IdH

PomaIzy S1aqgxsy panddng spiagxg

5961 ‘A1enuer 3s] je pjaid ay3 ui s3aadxg
YijeaMmuowiwion) ay) pue sawwes3oad 95UL)SISSY [ED1UYD3 | [BUOIIBULIIUY p——

53



‘SUONIEN] Patiuf) :3dJamog

'suaadxy jeuoneradQ suonepN paun  Cp

‘punj [eradg suoneN pantun g

*soroualy poziperdadg pue suoneN paup jo sswwesfory oy g
*30UBISISSY [BOIUYD3 ], Jo dwweiSolrg papuedxy suone)N pajun) |

LTV 5 862°1 £82°1 I88°F LTV 4] 8821 £92°T 1881 S[e)0], pureIn)
16%°g ov cG6 966 09%1 8YLT £ 699 €68 §12°1 SANUNOY YO

— — — — — 148 L 0%l 86 9zl sajelg paupy
9.6 41 €82 182 | 4 2 8081 44 (744 %28 rd 24 (B30, YIfeIMUOTIUIO))
A4 — a1 g L 1 — — — I eiquez
»1 — 1 4 I — — - — — SITPU] 1SIM
N— —_— — m m —_— —_— — —_— —_ NOENm G.—oamug
9 — 11 ¢l 1 — — — — — epues()
Sl — — 1 2! 4 — — - 4 03eqoJ, pue pepluL],
I — — —_ 1 —_ —_ — — —_ .. spue[s] B3uo]J,
8S rd 4 gl IA3 — — — — — BIUBZUB],
6 — — I 8 — — — — —  puefizemg
.v -_— —_— m ~ —_ —_— _ —_— —_ mﬁcm?H COEomow
4 — — 01 Bl I — — 1 — SU0dT BLIAIG
6 — b 1 ¥ € — — 1 4 eisapoy
86 — 1€ 9z 167 $¢ — L €1 ¥l uelspieq
0S1 ¥ LL e cg 4 - I 1 — BLLBIN

— — — — — L9 — 12 gl ¢ pue[esz MaN
4ty 6 Gg1 44! 86¢ 861°1 Sl 00¥ £62 06¥ piemioy 1ydnoig

E::n& H»EEQ&M&.&. NE:'»N .GEEU&MEAN
WoL  WXAdO ey gouardsy  p Ldd WI0L  SXHdO  s[P0dS  guuosay W IdH
PaaIay] S1AaGRT E:Qd.:% spaagxsy

(‘pauod) 53 9|qeL

<
w



oLz SLE 0LY 6LE ” o 't pIemioq patuep
. 8 1 G m_.m,m
~N w~ NN. *N .. e e vee e COTADO
-2 el = ¢ . - e
81 ¢l 4 6 " N o ellensny  3SeY Jug pue siey
— - — 1 T SIIPULISOM BYIO
. . _ £ --spuesy Ew.—m\/
01 - 8 L N o T oSeqo], pue pepluny,
— 1 — b . . SPUB[S] PIEMPUIAA PUEB PIEMIDT]
m ww .vﬁ Om . ven oo en NOMNENH-
9% ¢ hid o1 . epeuen
- hd _ L SEINPUOEY Yysnug
— - 61 ¢ : o ” - BURING ysnLg
— 1€ g o1 - sopeqaeg
_ i i I . e . e seureyeg wopoury
. _ 61 b . . eiquIez
_ 09 86 1z . . euezUE],
19 g e 0l : : epued[)
e 1 £z ¥l .- “+ 2u0aT BIING
— 1 01 a1 : o ” o BISSPOUY
61 601 99 09 : eLOBIN
74 — 91 L ” B : : meeN
M* m N.m ON . .o wee . e .&%:UVH
¥z 3 I o% .- . .- -+ guRy
- — 01 S - o : erquiey)
— — I3 g . .- pue[euEnNyISg
_ — % ¥ .- - . - -+ puejoinseg wopyy
STUUDLE0LT SUUDLBOLT
vrda Nn » Oy vrda Nn +40nETY
papraodd Saiovg
Junii I [4pmis pamagay squysmonay SL4IUNOY) YIDIMUOWILOY)

Y3[EaMUOLLILUGY) 3Y3 PuE SIWWELS04d SDUEB)SISSY [EIIUYID] [EuOIIeuldlu]

p961 ui sdiysmojje4

93 @[qelL

55



*$961 J0j dan1IIoD)

20Ue)SISSY [eOIUYDI T, Y3 0] PIEO OULISISSY Teduys2], 313 Jo 1ioday] renuuy : ([Z0F/T IUPWIND0() [IDUNOY) [BI0G PUER JIUIOUCDT N() 93Inog

*20URJSISSY [E21UYO3 ], Jo swrwreaSory papuedxy suoneN pajun) L

‘saruady poaziferoadg pue N() Jo sewwreidosy 1emaay,

acﬁam gaan anaaq 8”5 .. . s .. .. oo .. oo MSOH Mugc
LTV 786'C 820% $69°C N - - : o smunen o
LE8 <96 116 <69 " N [BI0L [Ea3MmuouIor)y
— - 1 I ” ” : ” uspy seq AIPPIN
[ _ 9 L . e - wEN
—_— *ﬁ \VM . . see s W—JH&O
90% Glg S 63 o " o ureig adoxnyg
¥ — Z 0z . - BOWES UINSIA
— — P 6 . " SPUEIS] JYIOTJ Jo SILOILLIDY, ISTAL,
_ _ 1 G . . ~eSuoy.
— — — Z : - Spue[s] Uowo[OS
— — € ¥ . - . BIUMY MIN pue endeg
9 0t La1 ¥4 i N : o uelsed
il el =2 1 . . - e amIN
g o 9 9 . . . “+ pueeaz maN
i e - < . -+ SOPLIQOE] MON
o - - 1 - - - SPUE[S] SAIP[CJA
9z ¥L 8¢ €9 N o esAepEpy
811 eS1 102 @6 : : 't EIpuj
ﬁ ON ﬁﬁ m .o oo aes vee sen MGOM wﬁuom
- — 4 14 : 't SPUB[S] TY pUe 1AqID
1444 GLE 0Ly £LE  pIemlof jydnoag
sawnupidosg sauuL5os
WIda NN AT LT N1 TSR]
papaoid SapIng
Junawa | [dpms pemasay sqrysmoqia.y $213UN0T) Y1 LINMUOWUO,)

(‘p3uod) 93 ajqe L

A. Quick & Co. (Printers) Ltd., Oxford Road, Clacton-on-Sea




Overseas Development Institute

The Overseas Development Institute is an independent
non-government body aiming to ensure wise action in the field
of overseas development. It was set up in 1960 and it is financed
by grants from the Ford Foundation and British foundations
and by donations from British industrial and commercial enter-
prises. Its policies are determined by its Council under the
Chairmanship of Sir Leslie Rowan. The Director is William
Clark.

The functions of the Institute are:

1 To provide a centre for the co-ordination of studies on
development problems;

2 to direct studies of its own;

3 to be a forum where those directly concerned with develop-
ment can meet others and discuss their problems and share
ideas;

4 to spread the information collected as widely as possible
amongst those working on development problems;

5 to keep the urgency of the problems before the public and
the responsible authorities.

The Overseas Development Institute Ltd
160 Piccadilly London W1
England
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Publlcatlons e

Volunteers in Development . RSP

. A survey of the contribution of volunteers to economic and = -

social development,,thls stidy describes , the present structure ™ |

and size of volunteer schemes and the ways in which their .
. costs are distributed between the donor and the host countriés. . *’w{j

C It goes “on to suggest ways in which volunteer programmes can ";:;A N

' be more closely geared to-the requirements of the countries in Ci

- which they operate. R

Volunteers in- Development by Adrian Moyes will be pubhshed—‘- Ty
by the Overseas Development Institute in January 1966.. ° - . p

d P

Ald to Uganda - .
Aid to Uganda is a three part study in detml of the development SRR

experience of a recipiént country and the contribution of external . .. . ¥
assistance. Using specific examples drawn from the experience . =~ -
.of Uganda, the study illustrates many: of the practical problems - -% ’
in successﬁllly transferring resources, for development from rich 3

&, countries to poor. v
’ Part I deals first with the post-war background to development, g 3
“and then goes on to describe the existing structure of the aid- : ;
‘programmes in the country. Part II discusses the difficult. %’1
5 educational choices faced by a developing country and examines . '..;nﬁif
. the actual and potential impact of external education aid to T &
Uganda Part III" looks-at the agrarian base and the methods e

open to a developing country for building. up. the agricultural

" sector. Yo LR o )
-+ Aid to Uganda—l’rogrammes and Poliaes o o ;
5 Aid to Uganda—Education _ ! s %
. - Aid to Uganda—Agriculture e S
X T A . R

i1 % The study is. the work of Ralph Clark, Ha.l Mettnck Tom =
-~ Soper, and Peter Williams' of .the Instxtute s research staff. The Co
first and second parts are to be published in December 1965 R

and the third part in the summer of 1966. .

-~z These pubhcatlons will be available from:~  * ’:' e i
= =" ODI Publicatios; T %
. 98 Kingston Road,-Merton Park, : . "%

, London, S.:W.19, England.




