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Article 3(1)

“The Advisory Centre shall operate in a manner that is effective, affordable, accessible and
financially sustainable.”

A/80/17, para. 204:

“The Commission agreed that the preparatory work should... focus on the following issues: ...
mechanisms to ensure sustainable operations, with an anticipated notional budget

of approximately $4.5 million; ... modalities for determining the amount of

contributions by members based on the scale of assessments of the United Nations,

and methods of payment...”
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Modalities for budget allocation
2 3 Models based on the following assumptions:

» Membership contributions should cover the entirety of the Centre’s budget (A/CN.9/1218,
paras. 29 and 31)

» A maximum cap should be introduced for all Members

» The UN scale of assessment could be used to categorize UN Member States into different
groups (A/CN.9/1218, paras. 34-37)

» Membership contributions should decrease as additional Members join
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Model A

3 groups each
assigned a fixed unit

UM
assessment Units Contribution Units Contribution Units Contribution

State 1 6.000| 10 $ 450,000 10 $ 428,571 10 % 310,345
State 2 3.000| - Notamember - Nota member 10 3 310,345
Group Il |State 3 2,000 - Notamember - Nota member 10 3 310,345
State 4 1.200| - Notamember - Not a member 10 5 310,345
State b 1.000] 10 $ 450,000 10 $ 428,571 10 $ 310,345
State 6 0.900| - Notamember - Nota member 5 $ 155,172
State 7 0.800] 5 $ 225,000 5 $ 214,286 5 § 155,172
State 8 0.700) 5 $ 235,000 5 $ 214,286 5 $ 155,172
State 9 0.500) 5 $ 225,000 5 $ 214,286 5 $ 155,172
State 10 0.400| - Nota member - Nat a member 5 $ 155,172
State 11 0.210] 5 % 225,000 5 % 214,286 5 $ 155,172
State 12 0.150) 5 $ 225,000 5 $ 214,286 5 $ 155,172
State 13 0.180] 5 $ 225,000 5 $ 214,286 5 $ 155,172
Group I |State 14 0.080] 5 $ 225,000 5 $ 214,286 5 $ 155,172
State 15 0.050 5 $ 225,000 5 $ 214,286 5 $ 155,172
State 16 0.0:30) 5 $ 225,000 5 $ 214,286 5 $ 155,172
State 17 0.035) - Notamember 5 3 214,286 5 3 155,172
State 18 0.021] 5 $ 225,000 5 $ 214,286 5 $ 155,172
State 19 0.020] 5 $ 225,000 5 $ 214,286 5 $ 155,172
State 20 0.014 5 $ 225,000 5 $ 214,286 5 $ 155,172
State 21 0.010] 5 $ 225,000 5 $ 214,286 5 $ 155,172
State 22 0.003 5 $ 225,000 5 $ 214,286 5 $ 155,172
State 23 0.010] 1 5 45,000 1 $ 42 857 1 $ 31,034
State 24 0.010] 1 5 45,000 1 $ 42 857 1 $ 31,034
State 25 0.008] 1 5 45,000 1 $ 42,857 1 § 31,034
State 26 0.007] 1 5 45,000 1 $ 42,857 1 $ 31,034
Group | State 27 0.008§] 1 5 45,000 1 $ 42 857 1 $ 31,034
State 28 0.005] 1 5 45,000 1 $ 42,857 1 § 31,034
State 29 0.003] 1 § 45,000 1 $ 42,857 1 $ 31,034
State 30 0.002 1 $ 45,000 1 $ 42,857 1 $ 31,034
State 31 0.001] 1 5 45,000 1 $ 42,857 1 § 31,034
State 32 0.001] 1 § 45,000 1 $ 42,857 1 $ 31,034
17.396 100 $ 4,500,000 105 $ 4,500,000 145 $ 4,500,000
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Model B

5 groups each
assigned a fixed unit

UN
assessment Units Contribution Units Contribution Units Contribution

State 1 6.000 10 5 450,000 10 £ 428,571 10 £ 300,000

State 2 3.000 Not a member Nota member 10 % 300,000

Group V' |State3 2.000 Not a member Nota member 10 $ 300,000
Stated 1.200 Nota member Nota member 10 $ 300,000

States 1.000 10 $ 450,000 10 § 428571 10 § 300,000

State 0.200 Nota member Nota member 7.5 % 225,000

State7 0.800 7.5 ] 337,500 7.5 £ 321,429 7.5 & 225,000

Gropu IV State 8 0.700 7.5 $ 337,500 7.5 § 321,429 7.5 § 225,000
Stated 0.500 7.5 5 337,500 7.5 % 321,429 7.5 % 225,000

State 10 0.400 Nota member Nota member 7.5 % 225,000

State 11 0.210 7.5 5 337,500 7.5 & 321,429 7.5 $ 225,000

State 12 0.190 5 & 225,000 5 5 214,286 5 6] 150,000

State 13 0.180 5 b 225,000 5 & 214,286 5 & 150,000

State 14 0.080 5 $ 225,000 5 § 214,286 5 § 150,000

Group Ill |State 15 0.060 5 5 225,000 5 $ 214,286 5 5 150,000
State 16 0.080 5 & 225,000 5 $ 214,286 5 % 150,000

State 17 0.035 Nota member 5 $ 214,286 5 % 150,000

State 18 0.021 5 b 226,000 5 $ 214,286 5 $ 150,000

State 19 0.020 2.5 § 112,500 2.5 $ 107,143 2.5 5 75,000

Gropu Il State 20 0.014 25 & 112,500 25 $ 107,143 25 & 75,000
State 21 0.010 2.5 5 112,500 2.5 $ 107,143 2.5 5 75,000

State 22 0.003 2.5 5 112,500 2.5 b3 107,143 2.5 5 75,000

State 23 0.010 1 $ 45,000 1 b 42,857 1 & 30,000

State 24 0.010 1 3 45,000 1 5 42,857 1 $ 30,000

State 25 0.008 1 & 45,000 1 ] 42,857 1 5 30,000

State 26 0.007 1 £ 45,000 1 $ 42,857 1 5 30,000

Group| State 27 0.006 1 $ 45,000 1 5 42,857 1 $ 30,000
State 28 0.005 1 ] 45,000 1 b 42,857 1 5 30,000

State 29 0.003 1 & 45,000 1 ] 42,857 1 5 30,000

State 30 0.002 1 § 45,000 1 $ 42,857 1 5 30,000

State 31 0.001 1 % 45,000 1 5 42,857 1 5 30,000

State 32 0.001 1 ] 45,000 1 $ 42,857 1 $ 30,000

17.396 100 ] 4,500,000 105 $ 4,500,000 150 $ 4,500,000
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Model C

5 groups each with a
maximum % of
contribution

UN assessed | Assessment/ Assessment/ Assessment/ % of the
contribution total sum Maximum % total sum Maxi mum % total sum Maximum % budget Contribution (USD)
State 1 5.000 34.49% 10.00% 10.00%| $ 450, 000
State 2 3.000 17.25% 10.00% 10.00%| $ 450, 000
GroupV [State3 2,000 11.50% 10.00% 10.00%| $ 450, 000
State 4 1.200 5.90% 10.00% 13.13% 10.00% 10.00%| $ 450, 000
State s 1.000 5.75% 10. 00% 10.94% 10.00% 10.00%| $ 450, 000
State 6 0.900 517% 7.50% 9.85% 7.50% 7.50%| $ 337,500
State 7 0.800 4.60% 7.50% B.76% 7.50% 7.50%| $ 337,500
Gropu IV State 8 0.700 4.02% 7.50% 7.66% 7.50% 7.50%| $ 337,500
Stated 0.500 2.87% 7.50% 547% 7.50% 7.66% 7.50% 7.50%| $ 337,500
State 10 0.400 2.30% 7.50% 4.38% 7.50% 6.12% 7.50% 6.17% B.17%| § ;7B
State 11 0210 1.21% 7.50% 2.30% 7.50% 3.22% 7.50%| 3.24% 3.24%| $ 145,833
State 12 0.190 1.09% 5.00% 2.08% 5.00% 291% 5. 00%| 2.93% 293%| $ 131,844
State 13 0.180 1.03% 5.00% 1.97% 5.00% 2.76% 5. 00%| 2.78% 2.78%| § 125,000
State 14 0.080 0.46% 5.00% 0.88% 5.00% 1.22% 5. 00%| 1.23% 1.23%| § 55,556
Group Il |State 15 0.050 0.29% 5.00% 0.55% 5.00% 0.77% 5. 00%| 0.77% 0.77%| 34,72
State 16 0.030 0.17% 5.00% 0.33% 5.00% 0.45% 5.00%| 0.46% 0.45%)| $ 20,833
State 17 0.035 0.20% 5.00% 0.38% 5.00% 0.54% 5. 00%| 0.54% 0.54%| $ 24,305
State 18 0.021 0.12% 5.00% 0.23% 5.00% 0.32% 5. 00%| 0.32% 0.32%| § 14,583
State 19 0.020 0.11% 2. 50 0.22%, 2.50% 0.31% 2.50% 0.31% 0.31%)| $ 13,889
Gropu I State 20 0.014 0.08% 2.50% 0.15% 2.50% 0.21% 2.50%| 0.22% 0.22%| § 8,72
State 21 0.010 0.06% 2.50% 0.11% 2.50% 0.15% 2.50%| 0.15% 0.15%| § 6,944
State 22 0.003 0.02% 2.50% 0.03% 2.50% 0.05% 2.50%| 0.05% 0.05%| § 2,083
State 23 0.010 0.06% 1.00% 0.11% 1.00% 0.15% 1. 00%| 0.15% 0.15%| § 6,944
State 24 0.010 0.06% 1.00% 0.11% 1.00% 0.15% 1. 00% 0.15% 0.15%| § 6,944
State 25 0.008 0.05% 1.00% 0.09% 1.00% 0.12% 1. 00%| 0.12% 0.12%| § 5,556
State 26 0.007 0.04% 1.00% 0.08% 1.00% 0.11% 1. 00%| 0.11% 0.11%| $§ 4,861
Group | State 27 0.006 0.03% 1.00% 0.07% 1.00% 0.094% 1. 00% 0.09% 0.09%| $ 4,167
State 28 0.005 0.03% 1.00% 0.05% 1.00% 0.08% 1. 00%| 0.08% 0.08%| § 3,472
State 29 0.003 0.02% 1.00% 0.03% 1.00% 0.05% 1. 00%| 0.05% 0.05%| § 2,083
State 30 0.002 0.01% 1.00¢%% 0.02% 1.00% 0.03% 1. 00% 0.03% 0.03%| $ 1,388
State 31 0.001 0.01% 1.00% 0.01% 1.00% 0.02% 1. 00% 0.02% 0.02%| § 654
State 32 0.001 0.01% 1.00% 0.01% 1.00% 0.02% 1. 00% 0.02% 0.02%| § 654
17.396 100.00% 150,008 70.00% 27.50% 20.00% 100.00%| $ 4,489 956
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Contributions by REIOs

2 Different approaches for calculation: setting fixed amount; based on average or median
assessment rate of REIO MSs; putting REIO into a specific Group depending on model
chosen; or other approaches based on sum of the UN assessment rate of REIO MSs
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Budget cycle and methods of payment

O Annual or multi-year membership dues: would provide consistent income stream but
would require continuous administrative management.

O Multi-year contributions (e.g. five to ten years): would ensure stability and long-term
planning, and could introduce reduced or fixed rates in contributions to encourage such
commitments.

O One-time lump-sum contributions: would generate significant upfront funding and reduce
administrative burdens, but may raise concerns about long-term sustainability of
operations and fairness between Members.

> Hybrid approach?
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Way forward

2 The Meeting may wish to consider how best to reflect the appropriate financing structure in
the Statute, including in article 8(2) which refers to Annex IV (Scale of Minimum
Contributions). Alternative may be to suggest a financing structure, which would eventually
be embodied in the regulations to be adopted by the Governing Committee.
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