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AND SUBSEQUENT YEARS
PERMANENT MISSION OF MEXICO
OEA02037
The Permanent Mission of Mexico presents its compliments to the General Secretariat of the Organization of American States and refers to the meeting of experts to establish a methodology for determining a scale of quota assessments for 2009 and subsequent years.
In response to the consultations now under way, the Government of Mexico has the following comments:
1. During the recent meeting of experts there was agreement among the delegations on:  (a) Discarding the idea of bringing the UN scale to the OAS; and (b) Designing an OAS methodology.
2. In general, the main requests by delegations are reflected in the tables and the draft scale of quotas circulated by the Secretariat, on which the delegations were to comment before the next meeting of experts so that the OAS Secretariat might continue to fine-tune the tables and the draft scale.
3. In the tables circulated by the OAS Secretariat, we noted as follows:
In item 1 of the “elements of a draft,” the adjustment measures proposed thus far by delegations are positive.  They fall short, however, in regard to two principles:  more up-to-date figures and greater equity with respect to the countries’ levels of development.
Item 2 of the “elements of a draft” does not reflect the proposal offered by Mexico that calculations presented in Annex A to the Draft Scale of Quota Assessments take into account the statistical periods 2001-2006 and 2004-2006, so as to reflect more accurately in the sample the present state of the region’s economies and apply that information to the methodology and the resulting quota scale.
Mexico would be grateful if the General Secretariat would kindly prepare and circulate a new draft taking into account those statistical periods.
4. Item 3.a of the “Elements of a Draft” provides that Canada’s 2009 quota would remain at the 2008 level.
5. In response to item 3.b of the “Elements of a Draft,” Mexico considers 30% a very high percentage, in terms of variations in the size of economies.  Mexico would appreciate receiving from the OAS Secretariat a calculation with a 20% ceiling for increases or decreases in quotas, which would be more realistic.
6. Column VI of Annex A, “Draft Scale of Quota Assessments,” shows the quota that results when the maximum rate is prorated.  Mexico had proposed that the General Secretariat distribute the points by maximum rate (ceiling) among groups of countries with similar levels of development.  In other words, instead of simple prorating, points would be distributed among groups of countries; within each group, points would be averaged, so that all members of a given group would assume equal commitments.
7. In Annex 1, “Adjustment for Low Per Capita Income,” it is not clear what the table is intended to show.  We would appreciate it if the Secretariat would kindly specify the purpose of the table and indicate whether the United States is being considered therein for the distribution of the per capita adjustment.  If so, Mexico believes that, because that country has a fixed quota, it should not be included.
In addition, we would be most grateful to have First Secretary Alicia Kerber Palma (akerber@sre.gob.mx) listed as Mexico’s contact for consultations in this process.
The Permanent Mission of Mexico avails itself of the opportunity to renew to the General Secretariat the assurances of its highest consideration.
Washington, D.C., August 10, 2007
General Secretariat
Organization of American States
Secretariat for Administration and Finance
Washington, D.C.
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The General Secretariat is pleased to respond to the queries posed by the Permanent Mission of Mexico in the note cited and is distributing that note, together with these replies and clarifications, anticipating that they will be useful in the discussions of the working group at its meeting scheduled for August 27 and 28.
First remark, item 3:
The note states that “the adjustment measures proposed thus far by delegations are positive.  They fall short, however, in regard to two principles:  more up-to-date figures and greater equity with respect to the countries’ levels of development.”  Specifically, the delegation of Mexico requests that the statistical periods 2001-2006 and 2004-2006 be taken into account.
The General Secretariat’s comments:
The figures distributed by the General Secretariat in the note of July 2 were based primarily on the most recent data available on the Website of the UN statistical service.  They cover the period 2000-2005.  Additional data on the foreign debt of certain countries (Antigua and Barbuda, Cuba, Dominica, Grenada, Suriname, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, and Saint Vincent and the Grenadines) were compiled from the statistical yearbook published by ECLAC, so as to round out the data.  Although partial data for 2006 are available, overall these do not constitute a sufficiently viable data set for inclusion in the base period of six and three years, as agreed at the meeting of experts held on March 26 and 27 of this year.
Although the General Secretariat has endeavored to secure statistical information pertaining to 2006, the figures collected are from other sources, not all from the United Nations, as was agreed by the group of experts in March.  The figures already circulated were based on UN data and supplemented with ECLAC data.  Data collection for 2006 has been expanded to include other sources, such as the World Bank, the Monetary Fund, other regional organizations, and the central banks of member state governments. However, the preliminary data obtained have proven widely variable, because the collection criteria vary from source to source.  This lowers the quality of comparisons between periods and reduces the reliability of the final results.  We are attempting to avoid this by using, to the extent possible, a uniform and consistent source of data.
Second remark, item 5:
Item 5 requests that the General Secretariat provide a calculation with a 20% ceiling for increases or decreases in quotas, supplementing the original request for 30%, already circulated.
The General Secretariat’s comments:
The General Secretariat has prepared the attached table in response to that request, which supplements the material circulated in July.  The tables are attached to this document and named A1 and B1.
Third remark, item 6:
Item 6 of the note states: “Mexico had proposed that the General Secretariat distribute the points by maximum rate (ceiling) among groups of countries with similar levels of development … so that all members of a given group would assume equal commitments.”
The General Secretariat’s comments:
Although the possibility of grouping countries with similar levels of development was discussed, the panel of experts meeting in March did not indicate who the members of such groups would be.  The General Secretariat has no specific instructions on this matter and respectfully recommends that, if there is still interest in discussing this particular option, it should be included in the working agenda for the next meeting.
Fourth remark, item 7:
Item 7 requests that the Secretariat specify “the purpose of the table and indicate whether the United States is being considered therein for the distribution of the per capita adjustment.”
The General Secretariat’s comments:
Annex I is part of the set of tables illustrating the application of the methodology.  The annex shows a distribution of the adjustment that includes the United States.  As soon as possible, the General Secretariat will produce a new table excluding the United States from the distribution of the per capital adjustment.
The General Secretariat thanks the Permanent Mission of Mexico for the comments provided in its note and for the continual support provided by its experts in this area.
http://scm.oas.org/pdfs/2007/CP18822E ANI.pdf
(ANNEX I)
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