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Resumo

As organizagoes intergovernamentais (OIGs) existem hd muitos anos e ndo parecem vir
a ser uma realidade rara num futuro proximo. Estas organizagoes tém muitos beneficios
que as mantém atrativas para os estados membros e respectivas populacoes. Por outro
lado, mesmo que raro, nao é inédito que os estados saiam das mesmas. Enquanto muitos
investigadores se tém debrugado sobre a entrada e saida das nagoes das OIGs, este trabalho
foca-se num terceiro aspeto, nomeadamente nas diferentes condicoes que afetam a recusa
de afiliacao de paises as OIGs. Foi adoptada uma abordagem de pesquisa quantitativa
para encontrar a correlagdo entre o Produto Interno Bruto (PIB) e a opgao de um pais
nao se juntar a uma OIG. Os resultados apresentam uma baixa correlagao entre o PIB
e a auseéncia de filiacao de paises a OIGs. Essa constatacao é importante para entender

que nem sempre o PIB é o motivo da decisao de um pais, apesar das taxas de adesao das
OIGs.

Palavras chave: Organizagoes Intergovernamentais, Membros, Produto Interno Bruto
Classificagao JEL: F53, 019
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Abstract

Intergovernmental organizations (IGOs) have been around for many years and they do
not seem to be a rare commodity in the foreseeable future. 1GOs have many benefits
that keep them attractive to states and their people. On the other hand, however rare,
it is not unheard of for states to withdraw from IGOs. As many researchers delve into
joining and leaving IGOs, the empirical method of the current work focuses on a third
aspect that looks into how different variables affect the withholding of membership of
IGO. To find the answer to this question, the approach of quantitative research is taken
to find the correlation between Gross Domestic Product (GDP) and the withholding of a
country from IGO membership. The results explain that GDP has a low correlation with
the withholding of IGO membership. This finding is important to understand that GDP

is not always the reason for the decision of a country, despite the IGOs membership fees.

Keywords: Intergovernmental Organizations, Membership, Gross Domestic Product
JEL Classification: F53, O19
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

International Organizations (IOs) have been around since the late 19*" century. After the
constitution of the first 10, the International Telecommunication Union, many other orga-
nizations have been created so that countries from all over the world could come together
for a common cause and goal. 10s and Intergovernmental Organizations (IGOs) are very
similar, but I0s encompass any institution that draws membership from three or more
states that are held together by an agreement (Eilstrup-Sangiovanni, 2020). IGOs are
similar, but rather, it needs to have at least an internationally recognized treaty and they
have a permanent secretariat or headquarters for the institution (Eilstrup-Sangiovanni,
2020; Pevehouse et al., 2004).

The current work focuses on IGOs, which can be considered a subset of IOs. Therefore
reference to IO0s can be interchangeably considered as IGOs, when mentioning a govern-
mental based I0. The main goal of this research is to determine what makes a country
abstain from an IGO. In order to justify the interest of the topic, the dissertation will
explore the themes of trust and motivation: what makes states want to join or leave these
organizations. There are many International Relations (IR) scholars who have written
and researched about 1Os, but there has been no research done on the topic of countries
purposefully holding back their membership from [Os, and IGOs. There are studies ex-
plaining the decision of a country to leave and what makes 10s attractive enough to join
(Rey and Barkdull, 2005, (1, 7,22); Eilstrup-Sangiovanni, 2020; Gray, 2018; Miller et al.,
2018; von Borzyskowski and Vabulas, 2019); however, the reasons to not be a part of an
IGO or an 10 is unknown. This research would contribute for IGOs understanding on how
they could establish rapport with a certain country that might be joining. More specifi-
cally, in the empirical analysis, the scope will focus on the relation between withholding
and Gross Domestic Product (GDP). Furthermore, 10s could understand commonalities
of the states that have joined. Lastly, the contribution of this paper will give an insight
to the states considering being part of an international structure.

The work is divided into six parts. The first part establishes the structure of the disser-
tation. The second part reviews academic literature that helps establish the relationship
between countries and 10s: what makes them trustworthy, why states want to join and
how international institutions fail to deliver, pushing states to leave. The third aspect of
this dissertation is its empirical work that will explore how the GDP of a country affects
its membership based on the framework that the literature presented in the previous part.

This leads into the results, followed by the analysis. Lastly, the conclusion will point out



how this work can contribute to IO research, while also establishing a point of premise

that can be looked into, for future retention of state membership.



CHAPTER 2

Literature Review

By understanding the factors that make IOs attractive to join while also exploring the
reasons why some states leave, this paper will explain why some states might be reluctant
to join. We will associate trust with legitimacy, since without trust, there is no legitimacy;,
in general and vice versa. In this context, we assume the notion of trust and legitimacy

is rooted in the same foundation (Torgler, 2007).

2.1. Trust

The concept of trust and legitimacy in an IO can be summed up in four parts, as to why its
members believe in them. The first idea is that IOs in general are very big organizations:
the reason they have become their size is due in part to its members believing in what
they have to offer. The second idea revolves around the understanding that 10s are not
controlled by the government, rather IOs help them as third parties. The third idea
relates to the second point, but focuses on the fact that they are separated entities from
the government. Consequently, they have the luxury of having the reputation of unbiased
views. Lastly, comradeship instills a sense of trust that can only exist when there is a

common interest for everyone (Baccini et al., 2013).

2.1.1. Size
International Organizations emerged in the 19th century, but the fact that they are still

present, and thriving, may indicate that they will be here for a while longer. Size in this
context refers to the importance of an 10 and how they add value to society. The fact
that states have not abandoned them is a testimony to their grandeur. It also shows that
they are a value to society that they have a great potential (Abbott and Snidal, 1998).
Exploring trust that states have for 1Os indicates that there is a sense of loyalty and,
across the board, a sense of duty to uphold what IOs represent.

In this particular context, the term size refers to the notoriety of the entity. Most
people know and understand the basic functions and purpose of international organiza-
tions. People know them by their acronyms better than their full name: WHO, UNICEF,
UN, just to name a few. They have been constant, important explanatory and dependent
variables over the past fifty years in international relations (Pevehouse et al., 2004). Many
have been created as a result of wars. However, some of the oldest 1Os, like the Universal
Postal Union (UPU), laid the functions for how mail is delivered in this particular case
(Universal Post Union, n.d.-b). This constant in the public and international eye is a

testament to their existence: they represent trust and legitimacy.



Like any legal entity, IOs are held to a standard of legal obligations, and in their
cases, international laws (Campbell et al., 2018). The notion that IOs are held at such a
standard, on an international level, that “duty of due diligence has emerged as a principle
of customary international law” can be agreed by Campbell et al. (2018, p. 565). In other
words, due diligence refers to the guarantee that a state will protect other member states
from alien nations that are “within its territory and operate as an affirmative defense
to liability for harms that nonetheless occur” (Campbell et al., 2018, p. 565). Simple
example of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), where its member states
will come to the aid of one another if an attack occurs on their respective lands from
non-member states.

IOs benefit from the view of the public for their trustworthiness, they can exert more
power when states see the legitimacy in their actions (Stephen, 2018). For example, the
International Criminal Police Organization (INTERPOL), is seen as the police force for
the international community and are efficient to pursue their cause, their Red Notices have
a sense of worth to them when in reality, Red Notices are just a formality of a wanted
criminal- there is no enforcement action of Red Notices (Calcara, 2020). Furthermore,
better informed citizens may be better aware of 10 efforts, which makes them trust the
organizations even more (Torgler, 2007).

The use of expansive media coverage makes the presence of 10s trustworthy. When
people see and hear about these organizations on a regular basis, they deem them im-
portant enough to be credible (Dingwerth et al., 2020). The media, for 10s, serves the
audience a heuristic approach that indirectly assesses the authority of the organization
(Dingwerth et al., 2020). When an IO is the source of an information, it increases a
person’s perceptions of the truth of reported achievement, and increases perceived high
performance compared to national government reporting identical information (James
and Petersen, 2017). In other words, a source will be more valid coming from an 10
than a government agency, even if they report the same information to its citizens. There
are case studies that suggest I0s are seen by citizens as having more “credibility than
national governments in reporting on relative national performance, even when they are
providing the same information” (Broome et al., 2017; James and Petersen, 2017). This
point is highlighted in the next part of IO dependability that people and member states

see them as partners working towards the same goals.

2.1.2. Not government

International organizations would not be able to have their credibility and ability to
exert power on the world stage if governments did not do their parts on solving mutual
issues. The important fact is that they work in partnership with them, and not for the
government. There is a fine line that they walk: 10s need to have the legitimacy from
government officials, while also having that separation that differentiates them from being
the government.
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The concept of having these entities connected to political systems is an advantage
to them and to us as a society. The paper by Dingwerth et al. (2020), proves that
politicization is linked to IO legitimization and therefore are independent of objective
institutional features. IOs getting the seal of approval by a government gives them the
additional legitimacy that others would not have otherwise. Political trust in IOs is a
proxy to a certain trust in the government (Torgler, 2007). In other words, political trust
might influence a perceived notion of trust in IOs but also the perceived institutional
quality of a country (Torgler, 2007). If a problem or scandal, in terms of policies, arises
in an organization, it will not be the IO itself that is responsible for the bad outcome, but
rather the states in these organizations; member states choose between themselves what
passes and what gets rejected (Barnett and Finnemore, 1999). For example, if a particular
10 is trying to pass a policy that would allow a third world country to get additional funds
but it does not pass, the IOs would not be at fault, but rather Country X that rejected the
policy would be blamed for the decision. Formal IO0s are prominent participants in many
critical episodes in international politics; the UN and its peacekeeping efforts in Sudan
(AfricaNews, 2022), the International Monetary Fund (IMF) loaning Greece money from
its sovereign default (Thomsen, 2019), and the WHO who set standards on how to deal
with COVID 19, just to name a few instances (Abbott and Snidal, 1998).

IOs are an important alternative, in influence, to national governments as they are
institutionally mandated and endowed with resources to, for instance, help bailouts for
distressed economies, coordinate crisis management policies or development financing,
while also differing from national governments in their source credibility (Broome et al.,
2017; James and Petersen, 2017). Intergovernmental organizations, as the name indi-
cates, perform many of the same functions as IOs but without the coercive powers that
a government agency might have (Rey and Barkdull, 2005). IGO and its administrative
secretariats have their benefits for depoliticizing their activity, or at least, for avoiding
visible political squabbles and keeping political tension low; for example, trusting them
can be seen as a subcategory of international trust (Petiteville, 2017). The IOs baseline is
to spread the benefits of their expertise while also acting as conveyor belts for the trans-
mission of norms and models of "good” political behavior, their use of expertise seems
unavoidable and legitimate (Barnett and Finnemore, 1999). But the dependence of an 10
on expertise, is particularly important as it is a palliative source of legitimacy for insti-
tutions which cannot claim the same democratic legitimacy as states (Petiteville, 2017).
They work with governments to get the information, while also having the databases to
be able to compile data from everywhere, and still being a separate entity from govern-
ments not to have any biases. 10s also have the resources to find their information, when
governments might not be able to allocate funding for such research. These institutional
sources may be discerned as having greater honesty than national governments reporting
on themselves, since they do not have a need to misrepresent information in their favor

(James and Petersen, 2017). James and Petersen (2017) continue to add that citizens



are more skeptical about government agencies if they self-reported high performance, in
contrast to the same information from an independent, non-governmental, source. Any
IO will wholeheartedly share statistical data about each country for the benefit of the
truth, rather than what would look good for a certain country.

IO0s have the benefit of having both feet on both sides of the camp: working with
governments while also having the ability of not being considered them. Of course the
government plays a vital role on their legitimacy and whether they are worth the trust
of people, but in the end, IOs are for the benefit of the people of each of the respective

member states.

2.1.3. Neutral Policies

Relating to the previous Subsection 2.1.2, the presumption of separation from the govern-
ment gives [Os the legitimacy of unbiased status. Being neutral in this context is having
the simple idea of not having coercion into decision making. In general, people gravitate
towards facts and data that are seen as neutral and backed. 1Os present themselves as the
neutral option for producing a reliable unbiased consensus in what they publish because
they are free of national biases (Rey and Barkdull, 2005; Abbott and Snidal, 1998). The
legitimacy of 1Os is therefore greatly dependent on their ability to maintain a perception
that they abide by their neutrality and impartiality when delivering tasks, thus making
themselves depoliticize their initiatives as much as possible (Petiteville, 2017).

IOs are created to make sure that governments work for the people rather than gov-
ernments making their own decisions for their personal gains. Most articles agree that a
trustworthy and legitimate 1O is the whole reason why people still believe in them and
that their impartiality makes them credible (Petiteville, 2017; Abbott and Snidal, 1998).
Namely, democratic constituencies have an incentive to pay specific attention to the trans-
parency and accountability of 10s (Dingwerth et al., 2020). 1O0s act as representatives
of the international community; it allows them to generate information on policy conse-
quences that is regarded as disinterested and thus credible (Thompson, 2006). There is
no need for them to blemish facts when their practices reflect a sense for symbolic legit-
imacy rather than efficiency (Barnett and Finnemore, 1999). These organizations have
everything to justify that there is nothing other than truthfulness in their actions, which

people grasp and appreciate enough to trust them.

2.1.4. Idea of comradeship

The drive that makes an IO trustworthy is the comradeship that is needed from each
country. This comradeship is built on the insistence that part of their mission is to
spread, ingrain, and enforce global values and norms; in other words, they are seen as the
missionaries of our time (Barnett and Finnemore, 1999). They have a sense of credibility
that, as a society, people believe in.

Working together makes it easier to trust the other parties as there is a sense of
similarity that two countries have in being a member in an organization. Rey and Barkdull
6



(2005, p. 388) backs this idea: “joint membership in IGOs reduces the likelihood of conflict
between the two states”. Torgler (2007, p. 69) adds that “a safe environment guarantees
that the international network is maintained [and that] such conditions may foster trust
in I0s.” Abbott and Snidal (1998) agrees that if the approval of an IO is high, it limits
the needs of a state and the duration to retaliate when disadvantageous decisions are
made. When an IO has the credibility about them, states will take a step back and
realize that disrupting beneficial international relationships is not worth getting worked
up for when everyone wants to maintain the peace (Rey and Barkdull, 2005). As much
as IOs are collective organizations, states also act in their own interest ”of [continuing]
to align [their]behavior with normative expectations in order to be seen as legitimate
member[s] and continue deriving gains from membership” (Miller et al., 2018, p. 119). It
is a win-win situation when an organization is reputable enough that their own members
want to entrust themselves in this organization for their own benefits.

Many academics collectively agree to say that this confidence leads to a cohesion that
is not present in other global partnerships (Erciyes, 2018; Miller et al., 2018; Rey and
Barkdull, 2005). IOs can bring the worst of enemy states together to fight injustices in
other parts of the world that they mutually agree to help. IOs have been created and
dissolved, but their concept of unity, trust and cooperation is ever present, as long as

states find common goals to achieve for the common good.

2.2. Why states join

There are many reasons to join an organization, reasons which can be divided into three
subsections. The first delves into the simple idea of states wanting a part on the world
stage. They want to have a voice in matters that they can contribute to and can use to
their benefit. The second looks into states that want to change their image. It is more
likely that democratic states join these organizations and as mentioned before, the notion
of belonging attracts states who want a sense of belonging to a cause. The last brushes on
the geopolitics and how joining IOs gives states an image of contributing to global issues

rather than uncommitted states that only have their interest at heart

2.2.1. Political Voice and Personal Gain

As Malala Youssef once perfectly said, “When the whole world is silent, even one voice
becomes powerful;” she encompassed what an IO means to states that do not have the
same political presence as the U.S. or China (ME, 2021). One can consider weaker states,
states that do not represent 0.50 percent of world GDP shares from the chart in Annex
A. The particular data was extracted from Worldometers (2017). However, all the other
countries not found on the list were found in these respective sources: “Djibouti GDP
1985-20207, 2020, “Federated States of Micronesia GDP - Gross Domestic Product 20177,
2017, “GDP (current US$) - Nauru — Data”, 2017, “Kosovo GDP 2008-2022”, n.d.,
“Liechtenstein GDP - Gross Domestic Product 20177, 2020, “Monaco GDP 1970-2022",
2022, “North Korea GDP - Gross Domestic Product 2017”7, 2017, O’Neill, 2014, O’Neill,
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2022a, O’Neill, 2022b, “Syria GDP - Gross Domestic Product 2017”7, 2019, “Vatican
City Country facts PopulationData.net”, 2019, and “Venezuela Real GDP Growth —
Economic Indicators — CEIC”, 2021. All of the given GDPs are for the year 2017.

From the 195 sovereign nations in the world listed in the UN, 26 of them represent
more than 0.50 percent of the world GDP. In other words, 13.3 percent of the countries in
the world represent 83.07 percent of the GDP. For weaker states, becoming a member of an
IO is an opportunity to increase their political clout and bargaining power (Thompson,
2006). Balik (2008) brings forth the fact that small states, if they have the incentive,
will be able to succeed in an issue of international concern, while also contributing to
the credibility and effectiveness of the particular 1O that gives them the opportunity for
discussion. 10s give states an autonomous and powerful voice in global politics (Barnett
and Finnemore, 1999).

While very intriguing for smaller states, IOs attract the powerful ones as well. These
bigger states join IOs for the same reasons that the smaller ones do: self-gain. States, in
general, join I0s who represent what they want to convey but the bigger one joins in order
to push their political agendas and to ”boost their propaganda machines” (Calcara, 2020,
131; Gray, 2018). Petiteville (2017) agrees that states use these organizations to promote
their national interest. For example, Italy and China are tied for the most UNESCO world
heritage sites (Buchholz, 2021) - the benefits of being inscribed in the World Heritage
List is raising awareness for the sites, while also receiving ”financial assistance and expert
advice” (Buchholz, 2021). These countries do have a rich history with many important
cultural significance; nevertheless, the list of the top five countries that are on the list are
all above the 0.50 percent of world GDP representation. Dingwerth et al. (2020) rationalize
how, in a nutshell, these powerful countries justify their presence among weaker states
by using their "democratic narrative strategically to disguise the unequal distribution of
power, and influence among member states or to legitimize this inequality to themselves
and their populations” (Dingwerth et al., 2020, 719).

International organizations are a means to an end, for both sides of the spectrum.
Even the most powerful of states use these organizations for their benefits, as stated

previously.

2.2.2. Democracy and Cooperation

Connections created through joining international organizations are a way for states to
establish a status and to change the way they are perceived on the world stage. Like
mentioned in the previous Subsection 2.1.4, comradeship amongst states, in 1Os, is highly
sought after since they are commonplace that states can gather to discuss particular issues
and make interactions more efficient, including reducing transaction costs and increasing
information sharing (Miller et al., 2018). This information sharing is vital to IOs for
facilitating the negotiation and implementation and implementing agreements, resolving
disputes, managing conflicts, carrying out operational activities like technical assistance,
elaborating norms that Abbott and Snidal (1998) discuss thoroughly. The partnerships
8



created through these organizations allow states to exchange and develop strong rela-
tions that lead development of complementary practices among other actors and thereby
increasing joining benefits within an institutional system (Eilstrup-Sangiovanni, 2020).

I0s can simply be defined as collaboration between member states that join when
they are motivated either either to respond to others like them, or overcoming global
failures, or simply to be part of a group that have similar characteristics (Baccini et al.,
2013; Barnett and Finnemore, 1999). AsRey and Barkdull (2005) explains, joining IOs,
specifically IGOs, reflects a general orientation towards seeking a broad agreement among
all affected parties on a course action; it is the best means of getting a consensus agreement
to a solution (Rey and Barkdull, 2005).

The concept of reached consensus agreements translates to a democratic due process
working, which IOs are able to guarantee (Abbott and Snidal, 1998). The advantage of
I0s, being centralized and independent, allows states to accomplish goals much more eas-
ily than from a decentralized organization (Pevehouse et al., 2004). They are free to make
their own decisions without being held back by third parties. It is a known notion that
free and democratic states are more likely to join these organizations. Rey and Barkdull
(2005) emphasizes that states that have a higher responsiveness to popular demands are
more likely to join IGOs. Younger democracies see IGOs as a way to be able to support
democratic transitions in other countries while also enhancing their global status by sepa-
rating themselves from being a previously more restrictive state (Kim and Heo, 2017). For
instance, when the Ivory Coast gained its independence in 1960 (RIM, 2012), they joined
many international organizations like The International Maritime Organization (IMO) in
1960 (International Maritime Organization, 2019), World Organization for animal health
(OIE) in 1962 (Russia et al., 2017) the International Bank for Reconstruction and De-
velopment (IBRD) in 1963 and the IMF that same year (World Bank, n.d.; International
Monetary Fund, 2017), just to name a few. Even if it is not the first country to come to
mind to represent the definition of a democracy, Ivory Coast is an example of opening itself
up to 10s once they gained their independence from France in 1960 (RIM, 2012). States
also join these 10s seeking better rank themselves, in comparison with other countries.
These international rankings have a role in showing people the relative performance that
their government is doing (James and Petersen, 2017). This transparency helps citizens
of member states develop a better understanding of their government actions. It is also a

reason why more democratic states seek 10s aid.

2.2.3. Geopolitical reasons

The above Subsection 2.2.2, Democracy and Comradeship, stipulates how democratic
countries are more likely to be attracted to joining 10s. Additionally, there is also incen-
tives that attracts democratic states to join: the appeal of the international trade and the
geopolitical policies. International trade, not only, trade in terms of finance, but also in
terms of conversations. Geopolitics relates more precisely in this thesis, as the geography

of a state in relation to its politics/ relationship with another country.



IOs can be seen as a big mixer because they allow countries to get to know one another.
As mentioned previously, IOs are a vehicle for ideas to pass through each member state.
They do so by legitimizing or delegitimizing ideas that certain members might have by,
in the narrow sense, reducing transaction cost (Abbott and Snidal, 1998). This diffusion
of information can be discussed without having the stigma that it might be implemented.
The network of 10s allows conversation to occur as it implements a common standard
of transparency which lowers this ”transaction cost” allowing this ease of interaction
between members (Baccini et al., 2013). Another benefit that I0s bring to the table
is the facilitate the democratic development of its members by indirectly and directly
enhancing the international trade of the states: additionally, the empirical analysis of
Kim and Heo (2017) supports the statement that proves that IOs play a big role in
enhancing economic openness and facilitating economic integration.

The importance of geopolitics in IGOs are evident with organizations that have a
specific group of member states like the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), the
Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), and the North American Free Trade
Agreement (NAFTA) that only deal with regional goals. 1GOs, more specifically, are
instrumental in keeping a sense of peace in geopolitics. IGOs are different from the reg-
ular IOs as they are subject to international laws and they are formed by treaties. This
holds each member state accountable for its actions and allows it to create alliances when
deemed necessary. IGOs like the Organization of Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC)
or even the European Union (EU) come together to effectively coordinate policies in the
presence of similar geostrategic and regional interests (Baccini et al., 2013). Governments
will react, in terms of joining or going to another, to IGOs whether or not a main com-
petitor is thinking of joining a certain IGO. Recently, the process has been observed with
the application of Sweden and Finland joining NATO (Deni, 2022). With the threats that
the Russian government is posing in that region of the world, it has made nonmember
countries rethink about joining certain IGOs. This alliance that brings countries together

nurtures a desire for peace, cooperation and good will.

2.3. Why states leave
In the piece by Eilstrup-Sangiovanni (2020), the author observed that the act of termi-

nating and leaving an organization is very rare. However, it still happens.

This part of the dissertation will focus on the two main reasons why members decide
to leave 10s. The first reason can be attributed to internal conflicts that can arise from
dissatisfaction with the organizations or the domination of powerful states versus weaker
ones. The second reason is more related to domestic issues: a change of government that
does not see a value in being part of an 10, for instance.

10



2.3.1. They do not agree

This subsection will explore two main themes of states not agreeing with 10s. The first
relates to internal conflicts that arise, therefore resulting in the exodus of states. Secondly,

the power struggle that some states experience is too much for them to handle.

2.3.1.1. Internal conflict

Internal conflicts are often the spark that just make a country leave. Like in any entity,
change is inevitable and part of the evolution process. At the beginning, 1Os are created
by original members and they establish their mission statement (Barnett and Finnemore,
1999). Overtime, these organizations will change according to the times: and in that
process, organizationally, dysfunctionally and inefficiency will be more prevalent (Barnett
and Finnemore, 1999). If an IO cannot perform to the standards its members have set
for it, it will trigger member states to leave (von Borzyskowski and Vabulas, 2019). Not
only if organizations change drastically to the point of dysfunctionality, but also if they
change in terms of taking stances in polarizing ideals. The exodus of Israel and the United
States (U.S.) from the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization
(UNESCO) in 2011 was (Kramer, 2019), in simple terms, triggered by the acceptance of
the Palestinian State as a member (Petiteville, 2017).

As I0s lack the authority to effectively enforce norms and laws, there is a sense of
invalidity to their authority as a global voice (Rey and Barkdull, 2005). On the other
hand, there is a legitimacy drift that occurs when organizations lack the ability to change
and thus fail to adapt to changing times: therefore, members that do not see a benefit
in refractory organizations will cause them to leave (Stephen, 2018). Moreover, these
institutions that no longer can provide efficacious benefits, e.g., information, centraliza-
tion, and independence drive states away as there are no more benefits to gain from (von
Borzyskowski and Vabulas, 2019). von Borzyskowski and Vabulas (2019, p. 337) demon-
strated that the members that do leave at a higher rate, are democratic states. These
democratic states are stable on a political and economic level that non- democratic states

cannot afford to not be a part of IGOs.

2.3.1.2. Strong vs. Weak

Let us consider that there are two groups of members that join IOs; there are the members
that join in order to dictate and reap the benefits, and on the latter, there is the group
of members that share and work to benefit all its confreres, they shall be known as the
stronger and weaker states respectively. It is pertinent to say that these stronger and
weaker states contribute to IOs and 1GOs in different manners. We will delve into the
reasons why weaker states leave 10s.

To abridge previously mentioned in the Section 2.2, Why states join, states join in
order to grow their international standings and gain respect on the global stage; however,
if stronger countries abuse their power, developing countries might be implicitly coerced
into accepting unjust or unethical international agreements or financial arrangements
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(Temkin, 2004). As many of these IOs function on membership size and contribution, it
is easier for weaker states to be left behind or ignored when it comes to making impactful
decisions.

On the other hand, stronger states use IGOs to bargain, for such matters like geopo-
litical factors, democracy levels of countries and other issues that pertain to globalization
(von Borzyskowski and Vabulas, 2019; Copelovitch and Pevehouse, 2019). Weaker states
can see through their tactics of stronger states bargaining for their benefit and therefore
causing withdrawal as they can attest to the unwarranted bargain by their fellow peer
(von Borzyskowski and Vabulas, 2019). Free from interference from third parties, IGOs
independence is constrained by their powerful member states, especially, since they can
limit their autonomy while also interfering in operations according to (Abbott and Snidal,
1998). The most common states to withdraw according to von Borzyskowski and Vabulas
(2019, p. 340) research, Indonesia, Poland, Panama, and Thailand are in the group of
frequent withdrawers that are not considered strong states per se. The power balance is
not at an equilibrium: not all states can be certain that their voices will be heard during

important deliberations

2.3.2. Change in government

Governments play an active role in the image of how other countries perceive them.
More often, stable democratic countries will remain in an IGO they see as doing its job
and helping its respective members. However, interior affairs may bring a change of
government that is less liberal and more authoritarian, or a government more inclined to
push a nationalistic agenda on its people.

Being part of an IO is like being part of a community and when a member leaves,
it is leaving its community. Many leave as a way to represent a nationalistic agenda
of putting their country first. Authoritarian leaders, accustomed to unilateral action,
find the consultation process of IGOs tedious and unnecessary (Rey and Barkdull, 2005).
Once a country joins an 10, it cooperates with others in order to obtain the best outcome
for all. On the contrary, authoritarian regimes want a unilateral type of government
and having outsiders interfere makes it harder for them to achieve their purpose. As
Kim and Heo (2017, p. 424) reiterates, organizations could cause economic difficulties
by suspending trade or other financial benefits, which could weaken the legitimacy of
nationalistic governments.

Moreover, the rise of right-wing populism questioning the legitimacy of international
authority in general is a clear indication that withdrawal is imminent (Dingwerth et al.,
2020). One of the most recent and public withdrawals of the United Kingdoms vote
to leave from the European Union (EU) in 2016 (“Brexit - UK’s withdrawal from the
EU - EUR-Lex”, 2018). Even though the prime minister at the time was against the
withdrawal, and thus resigned once it was voted, the rise of its right wing populace made
the withdrawal to occur (Stewart et al., 2016). Withdrawals can indicate an important
phenomenon as they may have implications for the policy of the country and international
12



cooperation (von Borzyskowski and Vabulas, 2019). During his presidency, Donald Trump
withdrew from 11 organizations ranging from the United Nations Human Rights Council
(NHRC) to the World Health Organization (WHO) (Shukla, 2020). These withdrawals
were not as random as one might think. The termination of these 10s was the desire
to push the ”America first” agenda. As von Borzyskowski and Vabulas (2019, p. 247)
supports, nationalistic parties in power have a tendency to push for withdrawals from 1Os
and IGOs.

As much as one can blame the rise of right wing and nationalist views being the
catalyst of retreating from IOs, one factor to take into consideration is that many IGOs
require a certain fee to become a member and some countries, over time, are not able to
provide the funds to be part of the club. Low economic growth rates may trigger IGO
withdrawal, in part, due to budget cuts or decreasing state power (von Borzyskowski and
Vabulas, 2019). von Borzyskowski and Vabulas (2019, p. 354) claimed that a change in
government orientation increased the baseline risk of withdrawal by 74 percent and that
economic recessions may make states more inclined to leave 10s. In other words, the
drastic shift in government power, especially in times of economic difficulty, will see a rise
in member states throwing in the towel and leaving organizations that do not adhere to

what they want.

2.3.3. Effects of withdrawing

The physical act of leaving an IGO is very rare and it is a full process. It takes a lot of
time and resources to make the exit occur (Eilstrup-Sangiovanni, 2020). Once they have
withdrawn, past members will lose out on the benefits, and the organization themselves
will lose out on funding. The act of leaving an 10O does not happen often and there are
consequences when members decide to part ways. On the one hand, the withdrawal of a
country can affect the funding IOs receive from the withdrawn member (von Borzyskowski
and Vabulas, 2019). As more countries withdraw from 10s, 10s lose credibility in their
authority and effectiveness as an organization that brings countries together to solve
problems (Copelovitch and Pevehouse, 2019).

Leaving IO0s and IGOs is a rare event, it will question as to the reasoning of the
withdrawal and states will question whether or not the leaving was warranted. On the
other hand, states that withdraw, do not have access to the social bond that was shared
when being a member; their exit reduces the social incentives to comply with community
norms and rules (Miller et al., 2018). All the benefits of being in an 10 will be gone and
the ease of communication between countries will have added challenges as they do not
have the common ground of the organization any more.

Being part of and IO is being part of a club on a global scale with many factors
and consequences. Just the mere certitude of not having to deal with such downsides of
the global organizations can deter countries from even joining. In the next part of the

dissertation, it will determine certain reasons that make a state withhold memberships
from IGOs.
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CHAPTER 3

Methodology

Based on the articles mentioned in the literature review, it can be established that there is
a benefit and a drawback to being in IGOs. The focus of the current work is to investigate
the reasons for a state to make a decision to join an IGO or to withhold from it. To date,
these reasons have not yet been the target of extensive research. The current work will
focus on one of the possible reasons. The idea that the finances of a country can play a
role in the exodus of the members is introduced by von Borzyskowski and Vabulas (2019).
In order to analyze that concept, one angle can be drawn up in order to find a possible
answer to such a question. The idea that the GDP of a state plays a role in whether the
state can afford the membership fee associated with the IGO. In other words, the poorer
the country, the more likely they will withhold membership. In an effort to explain the
theory, the current work gathers data of countries GDP and withholding from a selected

IGO sample, and then attempts to model the effects of GDP on membership.

3.1. Data acquisition

This section walks through the various methods done for data acquisition, and also refers

to the reason for the selection of the dependent and independent variables.

3.1.1. Selection of Intergovernmental Organization

In order to analyze these theories, the methods described by Given (2008), codes and
coding were created as a result of the raw data method that was gathered. To establish
a starting point to collect the data, the decision was to select 24 IGOs that were not
restrained by membership geography or exclusivity, i.e., any state could become a member.
The list includes IGOs that belong to the UN and IGOs that are not related to them.
The sample had to be picked out of convenience based on the fact that information of the
organization must have been transparent. Anyone would be able to find the data on the
respective IGOs website.

Additionally to incorporating these organizations, all the chosen IGOs have a mem-
bership fee associated with being a member. In each of the organizational constitutions,
there is a clause that states how budgets will be disbursed each year. All the IGOs have
a form of a fee, ranging from a minimum payment all the way to a member state paying
a fee in accordance to their wealth. The assumption is that all IGOs have a membership
fee in order to be able to function. In order to find the each IGOs membership fee, each
constitution was read through the following sources: Food and Agriculture Organization,
n.d.-b, International Atomic Energy Agency, 2016a, World Bank, 2021, International
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Centre for Settlement of Investment Disputes, 2022, International Civil Aviation Organi-
zation, 2009, INTERPOL, 2021, International Finance Corporation, 2020, International
Fund for Agricultural Development, n.d.-b, International Labour Organization, 2021, In-
ternational Maritime Organization, 1958, International Monetary Fund, 2020, Interna-
tional Telecommunication Union, 2021, Multilateral Investment Guarantee Agency, 2021,
Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons, n.d.-a, U.N. Educational, Scien-
tific, and Cultural Organization, 1945, U.N. Children’s Fund, 1989, U.N. Conference on
Trade and Development, 1964, Universal Post Union, 2018, World Health Organization,
2005, World Intellectual Property Organization, 1979, World Meteorological Organiza-
tion, 2015, World Organisation for Animal Health, 2022, and World Trade Organization,
1944.

TABLE 3.1. Selected sample of twenty-four IGOs

\ Name \ Established
Food and Agricultural Organization (FOA) 1945
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) 1957
International Bank for Reconstruction and Development | 1944
(IBRD)

International Center for Settlement of Investment Dis- | 1957
pute (ICSID)

* | International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO) 1947
International Criminal Police Organization (INTER- | 1923
POL)

*| International Finance Corporation (IFC) 1956

* | International Fund for Agricultural Development | 1977
(IFAD)

* | International labour Organization (ILO) 1919

* | International Maritime Organization (IMO) 1948

* | International Monetary Fund (IMF) 1945

* | International Telecommunication Union (ITU) 1865
Multilateral Invesment Guarantee Agency (MIGA) 1988
Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons | 1997
(OPCW)

* | The United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural | 1945
Organization (UNESCO)

* 1 UN Children’s Fund (UNICEF) 1946
* 1 UN Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD) | 1964
* 1 UN Industrial Development Organization (UNIDO) 1966
* | Universal Postal Union (UPU) 1874
* 1 World Health Organization (WHO) 1948
* | World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) 1967
* 1 World Meteorological Organization (WMO) 1950

World Organization for Animal Health (OIE) 1924
* 1 World Trade Organization (WTO) 1995

Table 3.1 has the list of the twenty-four selected IGOs. The ones marked with an as-
terisks (*) fall under the umbrella of UN organizations. To give a wide range of samples,
16



the IGOs chosen range from the Food and Agricultural Organization (FOA) to World
Organization for Animal Health (OIE) to The World Trade Organization (WTO). All the
information for each respective IGOs was found on their respective sites which included
their name and establishment, Food and Agriculture Organization, n.d.-a, International
Atomic Energy Agency, 2016b, World Bank, 2016, International Centre for Settlement
of Investment Disputes, n.d., International Civil Aviation Organization, n.d., INTER-
POL, 2017b, International Finance Corporation, 2019, International Fund for Agricul-
tural Development, n.d.-a, International Labour Organization, 2019, International Mar-
itime Organization, 2021, International Monetary Fund, 2012, International Telecommu-
nication Union, 2019, Multilateral Investment Guarantee Agency, n.d., Organisation for
the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons, 2019, U.N. Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Organization, 2021, U.N. Children’s Fund, 2022, U.N. Conference on Trade and Devel-
opment, n.d.-a, U.N. Industrial Development Organization, n.d., Universal Post Union,
n.d.-b, World Health Organization, 2019, World Intellectual Property Organization, 2019,
World Meteorological Organization, 2016, World Organisation for Animal Health, n.d.,
and World Trade Organization, 2019.

3.1.2. Creation of the list of countries

With the IGO list established, it was necessary to determine the list of countries to
analyze. Based on the U.S. Department of States Independent States in the World -
United States Department of State (2019), there are 196 countries including the State of
Palestine and the Vatican City State. The list of countries was gathered and grouped
together by regions: Africa, Asia, Europe, Americas, Oceania. The list of countries can

be seen below.

3.1.3. Creation of the dependent variable

The purpose is to determine the relation between withholding and financial state of a
country, which makes it the dependent variable. The next step was to determine from
the 24 IGOs, which country was missing from each organization. It was not determined
whether a country had once been a member once, but rather if the country was not a mem-
ber. For example, when Israel and the United States withdrew from The United Nations
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) as described by Petiteville
(2017) in her article, the fact that they are not members of the IGO would be counted as
an abstinence of membership. On the websites of each individual IGO, the list of members
could easily be found: Food and Agriculture Organization, 2019, World Bank, n.d., Inter-
national Civil Aviation Organization, 2019, INTERPOL, 2017a, International Fund for
Agricultural Development, 2018, International Labour Organization, n.d., International
Maritime Organization, 2019, International Monetary Fund, 2017, International Telecom-
munication Union, n.d., Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons, n.d.-b,
U.N. Conference on Trade and Development, n.d.-b, U.N. Educational, Scientific, and
Cultural Organization, n.d., U.N. Children’s Fund, 2019, U.N. Industrial Development
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TABLE 3.2. List of countries defined by regions

Region \ Countries

Africa

Algeria, Angola, Benin, Botswana, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cabo Verde,
Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Comoros, Democratic Re-
public of the Congo, Congo, Cote d’Ivoire, Djibouti, Egypt, Equatorial
Guinea, Eritrea, Eswatini, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Kenya, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya , Madagascar , Malawi,
Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Morocco, Mozambique, Namibia, Niger,
Nigeria, Rwanda, Sao Tomé and Principe, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra
Leone, Somalia, South Africa, South Sudan, Sudan, Tanzania, Togo,
Tonga, Tunisia, Uganda, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Asia

Afghanistan, Azerbaijan, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Brunei Darus-
salam, Cambodia, China, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Islamic Republic of
Iran, Israel, Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Democratic People’s Repub-
lic of (North) Korea, Republic of (South) Korea, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan,
Laos People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Malaysia, Maldives, Mon-
golia, Myanmar, Nepal, Oman, Pakistan, Philippines, Qatar, Saudi Ara-
bia, Singapore, Sri Lanka, State of Palestine, Syrian Arab Republic,
Tajikistan, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Turkmenistan, United Arab Emi-
rates, Uzbekistan, Viet Nam, Yemen.

Europe

Armenia, Albania, Andorra, Austria, Belarus, Belgium, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Es-
tonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland,
Ireland, Italy, Kosovo, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
Malta, Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, North Macedonia,
Norway, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Russian Federation, San Marino,
Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, Ukraine,
United Kingdom, Vatican City State.

America

Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Bolivia,
Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Dominica, Do-
minican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Grenada, Guatemala, Guyana,
Haiti, Honduras, Jamaica, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru,
Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines,
Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago, United States United States of Amer-
ica, Uruguay, Venezuela Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela

Oceania

Organization, 2019, Universal Post Union, n.d.-a, World Health Organization, n.d., World
Intellectual Property Organization, 2019, World Meteorological Organization, 2015, Rus-
sia et al., 2017, and World Trade Organization, 2021. Based on the process of elimination,
given the list of members it was determined which country was absent from the organi-
zation. The process was repeated for each of the 24 selected IGOs to obtain the sample
data. To organize the raw data, a system of codes and coding were initially applied to

categorize if a state was a member of an IGO. At the end, each country was tallied with
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Australia, Federated States of Micronesia, Fiji, Kiribati, Marshall Is-
lands, Micronesia, Nauru, New Zealand, Palau, Papua New Guinea,
Samoa, Solomon Islands, Tuvalu, Vanuatu.



the IGOs they are not members of. To simplify the process, multiple excel sheets were

created.

TABLE 3.3. Sample of the taken process of elimination for the dependent variable

Country ‘ GDP (nominal, 2017) ‘ Withholding ‘ FAO ‘ IAEA ‘ IBRD ‘ ICAO ‘ ICSD
Australia 1,323,421,072,479.00 |2

Fiji 5,061,202,767.00 0

Kiribati 185,572,502.00 5 X X
Micronesia 336,427,500.00 7 X

Nauru 336,427,500.00 8 X X
New Zealand | 204,139,049,909.00 1

Palau 289,823,500.00 4

Samoa 840,927,997.00 2 X

Tuvalu 39,731,317.00 6 X X
Vanuatu 862,879,789.00 0 X X

The Table 3.3 demonstrates a sample of the form of gathering the data for the with-
holding. A complete table can be found in the Annex B with the 24 IGOs and the 196

countries.

3.1.4. Definition of the independent variable

To relate withholding of membership with the finance of a country, it is necessary to
define an independent variable associated with that: the GDP of each country. GDP is a
metric that can represent a country’s economic standing. To find the information, it was
essential that the GDPs were from the same year to make the results consistent. As all
the GDPs were imputed within their respective country, it allowed for all the countries
to be uniform. Once all the data had been gathered, the data points could be presented

and shown on a graph.

3.2. Model and metrics

Given the purpose to relate the two defined variables, it is necessary to decide a model to

fit, and metrics to define how well it represents the relationship between the variables.

3.2.1. Model

Given a first analysis to the raw data, the chosen model to explain the relation between

withholding from an IGO membership and the GDP was the quadratic regression.

f(z) =azx2+br+c (3.1)

The quadratic Equation 3.1 represents the quadratic regression model to be used,
where f(x) being the dependent variable is the number of IGOs a state is not a member
(withholding), and x the independent variable is logarithmic of base ten of the GDP.

In the Chapter 4, the Results of the empirical method, the least square method will
be put into practice in order to find the optimal fit to the model f(z) into the data, i.e.,
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the fit that reduces the sum of the offsets of the raw data point from the modeled curve.
As Wolberg (2006) describes the least squares method, the results of the raw data will
generate a quadratic regression that can be used to predict how countries will react to
joining IGOs in relation to their GDP.

3.2.2. Metrics

The coefficient of determination, R?, will be used to analyze how correlated the variables

are to each other. The coefficient of determination can be calculated given the equation:

. Ssres
SStot

Where in the Equation 3.2, SS,.s is the residual sum of squares, also known as the

R2=1

(3.2)

unexplained variation, and 5SS, is the total sum of squares, directly related with the

total variation. These values are calculated by the given equations:

SSres =Y (i — f(x:))’ (3.3)

SStot = Z(yZ - g>2 (34)

Where, in Equation 3.3, y; is the observed withholding, and f(z;) is the modeled

withholding given the observer independent variable. And where, in Equation 3.4, y; is
the observed withholding and ¢ the average of the observed withholding.

3.3. Tools

All the raw data was imputed into an excel spreadsheet to simplify graphing and calcu-
lating the variables. Additionally a programming language, Python 3.10, was used as an
auxiliary to compute the least squares method, fit the model to the data, and generate

the presented figures.
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CHAPTER 4

Results

The empirical results can be analyzed for the relationship between GDP and the number
of withholdings. These results will be present in a graphical format described as follows.
The horizontal axis, for the independent variable, represents the GDP of the countries.
The logarithmic scale of base 10 of the GDP is used, for example, a value of 6 is equivalent
to one million and a value of 8 is equivalent to one hundred million, since there is such
a disparity between countries that this scale can better represent the relation between
the different wealth level of the countries. The vertical axis, for the dependent variable,
represents the number of IGOs a country is withholding. Then on the top right of the
graph, the key is present with the values for the quadratic equation of the particular graph
and the coefficient of determination, i.e., an indicator to how correlated the dependent

variable is to the independent variable.

Relationship between GDP (2017) and Withholding

—— linear fit: m=-0.886, b=10.572, r2=0.097
——=- quadratic fit: a=0.363, b=-8.520, c=50.302, r2=0.128
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FIGURE 4.1. Graphic representation of the correlation between GDP
(2017) and withholding

In Figure 4.1 the relationship between the GDP of a state and the withholding from
IGOs can be observed. This particular graph represents all the countries put together.
Visually, one can see that there seems to be a weak negative correlation. The wealthier
the country, the less likely they will withhold from IGOs. To model this correlation,
Figure 4.1 has two fits, the linear fit and the quadratic fit. Both of the models have
a low coefficient of determination, i.e., the correlation between the variables is not well
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explained by the models, but the quadratic regression presents better results. Therefore,
only the quadratic fit will be used in the subsequent results. As the graph in Figure 4.1
does not represent a good correlation between withholding and GDP, a next logical step

is to analyze this correlation at a regional level.

Africa
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FIGURE 4.2. Graphic representation of the correlation between GDP
(2017) and withholding in Africa

Compared to Figure 4.1, Figure 4.2 focuses on African countries. The list of African
countries included in this graph can be found in Table 3.2 of Chapter 3. The scales on
both the horizontal and vertical axis have been reduced as, on average, the continent is
not as wealthy as their counterpart neighbors. The correlation between the variables in
Africa is 11.2 percent based on the variation calculation.

It can be concluded that African countries tend to withhold less as most of them
withhold between 1 and 0. The quadratic equation does not represent the data points
accurately as only three countries withhold more than 1 IGO. However, like the Figure
4.1, wealthier countries have the tendency of withholding less.

Looking at the Figure 4.2 graph, on the horizontal axis, around 10.5 log;o GDP and
below, there are only three countries that withhold more than 1 IGO. At 11 and above,
two countries withhold one, and the others are members of all the sampled IGO are at
zZero.

Figure 4.3 includes the Asian countries and the Middle East. Compared to the African
graph, the Asian graph has a bigger scale. The obvious outliers State of Palestine, point
(10.16, 18), that is withholding from 18 IGOs and North Korea (10.24, 10), withholding
from 10 IGOs. If the two outliers were taken out of consideration, the scale would be
much more condensed in terms of withholding and GDP.
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Asia
—==- quadratic fit: a=0.304, b=-7.795, c=49.783, r2=0.089
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FiGURE 4.3. Graphic representation of the correlation between GDP
(2017) and withholding in Asia

The curve is much more flat, almost a line, compared to other countries and it does
not seem to curve at the end. Figure 4.3 is the only graph that does not curve up at
the end. There is a big disparity between these countries in this continent as there are a
couple countries above withholding 5, when most are close to zero. This all be confirmed
with the R? being 0.089.
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FIGURE 4.4. Graphic representation of the correlation between GDP
(2017) and withholding in America

Like Figure 4.2, Figure 4.4 has a smaller vertical axis scale but this graph includes the
wealthiest country in the world. Like the other countries, the less wealthy nations tend
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to withhold more. The only reason the curve goes up at the end is because of the United
States (13.29, 2). If it was not for the outlier, the curve would not go up, but rather it
would be a line that has a slight negative slope. The curve gives the most average distance
between each data point, therefore curving up for the United States.

Most of the countries are in the range of one and zero withholdings and the ones
that are above them are withholding for reasons that will be brought up in the analysis.
Looking at the correlation, it can be considered weak as the data shows that the confidence

is 13 percent.
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FiGURE 4.5. Graphic representation of the correlation between GDP
(2017) and withholding in Europe

Europe clearly expresses the theme that less wealthy countries withhold more than
the wealthy. Europe has the smallest countries, on average size, but these countries are
not necessarily poor. The smallest country in the world has a higher GDP than four
other countries (Annex A). Compared to the figures, European countries have a more
concentrated GDP. Most of the countries fall within log;y GDP 10 to 12 on the horizontal
axis.

Based on the graph in Figure 4.5, it can be agreed that most of the countries with a
logip GDP less than 10 tend to withhold more than 6 IGOs. Then from 10 to 11, there
are four countries that withhold from two and three IGOs. Lastly, above 11 GDP, all
the countries stay in the range of one to zero withholding. Regarding the correlation, the
graph has the strongest correlation between the GDP and the withholding compared to
the other regions at an R? being 0.583.

As observer in Figure 4.6, Oceania has the least amount of data points with 14 coun-
tries versus Africa with 55 countries. Like all the other regions, the less well-off countries
abstain more than the four wealthiest countries in the graph, until the wealthiest ones
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Oceania
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FIGURE 4.6. Graphic representation of the correlation between GDP

(2017) and withholding in Oceania

start to withhold more. There is a slight curve present, however, the correlation is weak

with R? being 0.248.
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FI1GURE 4.7. Graphic representation of the correlation between GDP

(2017) and withholding per continent

Figure 4.7 represents the same data as Figure 4.1, however, this one differs in terms

of curve fits, as each region is differentiated by colors. With each region broken down

individually, there are apparent commonalities all across the graphs. It was also important

to see each region differed from one another.
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With the average data of all points having an R? of 0.128, it can be observed that
the correlation between GDP and withholding is weak. There is a pattern of less wealthy
states withholding membership, however it depends where. Africa, at log;g GDP of 10,
their curve is already flat-lining as their more wealthy countries withholding at 1 or less.
However in the same area for Europe, all the countries below 10 are still withholding
seven or more IGOs; their curve is going down at that point, and it will not flat-line for
another interval until GDP 11.

The next chapter will analyze the data points and look into the outliers of the regions

to try and understand the reasons for their anomaly.
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CHAPTER 5
Analysis

From the results, it can be concluded that GDP is a weak factor to the decision of a
country to withhold membership. The findings can be used as a guide to predict that up
until a certain GDP, states will tend to withhold membership less than poorer countries

in each region.

5.1. Outliers

As mentioned above, the reason that the data points were separated into regions was to
give an insight as to whether correlation is stronger in some regions rather than other;
or if it is across the board that there is no correlation. Outliers are value points that
differ considerably compared to other points whether it is an error on the data collection
or the representation of a real value (Wolberg, 2006). In this case, all outliers represent
the true value for each variable. For each region, there are evident outliers that affect
the calculation of the correlation. This section will be analyzing how much of a difference
outliers have on R? and whether these affect the correlation between the variables, GDP
and withholding.

In Africa, South Sudan (9.54, 4) would be considered the outlier of the region, as they

are withholding two times more than the second highest withholder.
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FiGure 5.1. Graphic representation of the correlation between GDP
(2017) and withholding in Africa without outliers
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In Figure 5.1, with the point of South Sudan was taken out, it can be observed the
R? slightly increases from 0.112 to 0.123.

From the results in Figure 4.3 present in Chapter 4, it can be observed the R? is
0.089, the lowest between all continents. Two obvious outliers are Palestine and North
Korea that have reasons beyond their financial status, which will be presented in the next

section.
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FiGUurRE 5.2. Graphic representation of the correlation between GDP
(2017) and withholding in Asia without outliers

If the points of Palestine (10.16, 18) and North Korea (10.23, 10) are removed from
the graph, as represented in Figure 5.2, R? increases to 0.151. R? increases almost 90
percent as much by taking these two outliers. The curve flattens as it is not making up
for the outlier points.

From Figure 4.4 in Chapter 4, it can be considered that the U.S. (13.29, 2) is an outlier
with its big logio GDP being passed 13. Additionally, Cuba (10.98, 5) is another outlier
with a withholding of 5, not entirely explained by its log;o GDP.

Figure 5.3 represents the removal of the aforementioned outliers in America. Once the
U.S. and Cuba are not represented in the data, R? increases almost three folds. As Cuba
is no longer part of the equation, the least squares method does not need to compensate
for Cuba withholding from 5 IGOs, therefore the curve goes slightly downwards.

Europe will also have the same effect if taking the outlier out of the equation. The
identified outliers in Figure 4.5 from Chapter 4 are the three countries that GDP and
withholding do not follow the curve trend. The Vatican City State (8.49, 20), Kosovo
(9.85, 17) and Liechtenstein (9.81, 15) are small nations that withhold at a higher rate
than that of the average country. For example, if the Vatican was not present, R? would
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FiGure 5.3. Graphic representation of the correlation between GDP
(2017) and withholding in America without outliers

fall from its current state of 0.58 to 0.37; however, if the Vatican was kept in the graph

and Kosovo and Liechtenstein were removed, R? would increase to 0.73.
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FI1GURE 5.4. Graphic representation of the correlation between GDP
(2017) and withholding in Europe without outliers

Figure 5.4 assumes the three nations are considered outliers, and have been removed
for the quadratic fit; what is left is a weaker correlation than before. The curve went down,

and flattened out since the scale would need to be at 10 instead of 20 on the horizontal

axis, and the vertical axis scale would start at 9 instead of 8.
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Analyzing Figure 4.6 from Chapter 4, where the graph for Oceania is present, it can
be considered the outliers in this group are all the countries that withhold more than 7

1GOs.
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FiGURE 5.5. Graphic representation of the correlation between GDP
(2017) and withholding in Oceania without outliers

Figure 5.5 represents the Oceania continent with the two countries that withhold 7
or more are omitted from the quadratic fit computation. It can be observed that the R?
increases from 0.248 to 0.365. Despite their sample size, its correlation is just as weak as
the other regions.

In a analogous process of outlier removal from each continent, all outliers are removed
from the visual representation of the entire data set. The new graph also includes the
quadratic regression that fits with the region outliers being omitted.

Figure 5.6 represents a situation with all the outliers of each region were taken out of
the graph with all the data points. It can be observed that the R? would increase from
0.128 to 0.178, when taking 10 countries out of the 196 countries. Compared to Figure
4.1 in Chapter 4, Figure 5.6 has a flatter curve as the least squares method does not
compensate as much for the outlier points. Even as the outliers have been taken out of
the equations, R? still remains ambiguous and the correlation is still weak.

However, outliers play a role in the results as they draw reasons as to why GDP may
not be a factor in joining IGOs. Most of these outliers have one thing in common, the
reason as to their point difference is not because of the GDP relationship, but rather
external reasons. Going through each individual graph, there is an explanation as to their
outliers.

Another conclusion that can be taken from observing the graphs, is there might be
an upwards curve after a certain point, yet, it does not model the relationship between
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(2017) and withholding without outliers

GDP and withholding correctly. It can be assumed that this model can only represent
this relationship on the left of the horizontal axis of GDP.

5.2. Explanation for the outlier classification

One of the drawbacks to this research is that it does not take into consideration

whether some of the nations were once part of the IGO and then left the organization.

The outlier countries in this particular research can be grouped into two separate the-

ories: political regimes and size. Political regime in this instance relates to the established

government body of the country; and size is in relation to the land size.

Countries can be classified in five groups in terms of regimes as defined in the Global
Report 2017 (Marshall, 2017).

TABLE 5.1. All outliers with GDP, Regime and Withholding

Country Regime | logig GDP | Withholding
South Sudan SF 9.54 4
Korea, Democratic People’s Republic | AUT 10.24 10
of (North)

State of Palestine AUT 10.16 18
Kosovo DEM 9.86 17
Liechtenstein DEM 9.81 15
Vatican City State AUT 8.5 20
United States DEM 13.29 2
Cuba AUT 10.99 5
Federated States of Micronesia DEM 8.56 7
Nauru DEM 8.53 8
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The countries that have been considered outliers, and omitted from the quadratic fit
computations, are presented with their regime status, their GDP and Withholding, in
Table 5.1. Simply, “SF” represents a state failure, “AUT” indicates that a country is
governed by an institutionalized regime and “DEM?” refers to an institutionalized democ-
racy that can be labeled in the Global Report 2017 (Marshall, 2017). The ten countries
above stick out from their neighboring states due to political affiliation, foreign policies,
and country size.

North Korea is cut off from the rest of the world and will try to limit themselves
to Western influence, in a nutshell. Cuba has recently started opening its borders after
being sanctioned from the U.S. since the Cuban Missile Crisis. As much as these two
countries are considered to be very closed off to the world, they are not the countries
with the highest withholdings. For the African region, South Sudan sticks out since the
region hovers around the area of zero to one withholdings; however, South Sudan has been
experiencing a collapse of central authority which can be seen with its high withholding
in the area (Marshall, 2017). The State of Palestine has a complicated government and
relationship with its neighbors. Some countries do not define Palestine as a state under
international law: although, according to the United Nations (UN), out of the 138 of
the 193 UN members, Palestine is considered a sovereign state (Shveitser, 2019). Out
of majority, Palestine is considered a state in this research. Kosovo has recently gained
its independence from Serbia and is slowly getting adapted to the world of IGOs. Like
Palestine, a majority of countries accept its sovereignty as it has only been a country since
2008. The fact that not all countries have accepted its independent state status, does not
discredit the IGOs they belong to. The U.S. is subjugated to being an outlier, not for
its financial status, but rather the withholding of two IGOs in relation to its GDP. As
mentioned in the Chapter 2, the Literature Review, the U.S. withdrew from UNESCO as
a result of political reasons that supported Israel.

The last countries not discussed do not fall in the category of political reasoning
but rather that their land size is very small and they do not have the resources to be
able to qualify for memberships. The Federated States of Micronesia, Nauru, and the
Vatican City State are excluded from the International Labor Organization (ILO), and
the World Trade Organization (WTO) (International Labour Organization, n.d., World
Trade Organization, 2021). Already from the IGOs they are excluded from, they do not
have the necessary business to be able to contribute to them. The Federated States of
Micronesia, and Nauru as island nations do not necessarily have the infrastructure to be
able to oversee “multilateral trade relations” as stated in the WTO constitution (World
Trade Organization, 1944). Lastly, Liechtenstein and the Vatican City State are a very
small yet wealthy nations: to put it into perspective, the GDP of Liechtenstein in 2017
was 6.7 billion USD with a land density of 160 km? and the Federated States of Micronesia
and Nauru combined have a GDP of 640 million USD with a combined land of 730 km? in
the same year (Worldometer, 2022). If they wanted to, they could afford to participate in

32



IGOs but as small states, they are limited in what they can participate in. For example,
Liechtenstein and the Vatican City State cannot join the International Civil Aviation
Organization (ICAO) as they do not have the space for an airport located inside their
lands.

Of course each country might have their own concerns as to joining an IGO, but the
claim that GDP has a considerable impact in the decision of joining an IGO is not viable

even if taking outliers out as a consideration.
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CHAPTER 6

Conclusions

IO0s have a duty to its members and to the world. They have a positive reputation of
setting goals and following through with their intentions. In this dissertation, the benefits
have been highlighted to being a member state of IOs and IGOs. Ranging from political
benefits to its unbiased positions, states and people have a positive view about these orga-
nizations. Reasons to withdraw have been attributed to internal conflicts and a change of
times. As the two sides of IGOs were presented, it was imperative to recognize the third
side that relates to the thesis question as to the reason states withhold membership. To
explore the reasons why states withhold memberships, the approach of the current work
was to analyze how the financial state affects the membership of a country. The metric
chosen to represent this was GDP.

The results from the research concluded that the GDP of a country does not strongly
correlate to its withholding, but present a weak correlation that cannot be completely
dismissed. However, it is important to acknowledge that there are other factors that
might make a country hesitant to join IGOs.

Understanding the hesitancy of a state to join IGOs will let organizations know how
to reach for those states that tend to withhold. Future research should continue with
investigating different variables that can affect these states withholding. As mentioned
in the analysis, the outliers are outliers for many reasons; ranging from regimes to the
size of the country. Additionally, instead of looking into 24 different IGOs, one could
sample a larger number of IGOs to have a wider range to compare data, as there are a
myriad of other IGOs and IOs that can be worth investigating. Although this research
was approached as a quantitative method, it would be worthwhile to qualify this topic to
get a deeper understanding of each country to come up with common denominators as to
their withholding.

Even though this paper found that GDP is not very strongly correlated, from the
data, it is observed that lower GDPs yield higher withholding of membership. This paper
will be able to contribute to the elimination of GDP as the determinant variable to states
joining IGOs.

IGOs are strong intuitions that will be able to continue on for many more decades to
come; however, if they can pinpoint what changes a country from withholding to joining,

they might be able to market themselves in a way to attract the missing member.

35






Bibliography

Abbott, K. W., & Snidal, D. (1998). Why states act through formal international orga-
nizations. Journal of Conflict Resolution, 42, 3-32.

AfricaNews. (2022). Un peacekeeping mission in south sudan extended. Africanews. https:
/ /www.africanews.com /2022 /03 /16 / un- peacekeeping- mission-in-south-sudan-
extended//

Baccini, L., Lenzi, V., & Thurner, P. W. (2013). Global energy governance: Trade, in-
frastructure, and the diffusion of international organizations. International Inter-
actions, 39, 192-216. https://doi.org/10.1080,/03050629.2013.768512

Balik, P. (2008). Role of small states in international organizations: The case of slovakia
in the united nations security council.

Barnett, M. N.; & Finnemore, M. (1999). The politics, power, and pathologies of inter-
national organizations. International Organization, 53, 699-732. https://doi.org/
10.1162,/002081899551048

Brexit - uk’s withdrawal from the eu - eur-lex. (2018). Europa.eu. https://eur-lex.europa.
eu/content /news/Brexit- UK-withdrawal-from-the-eu.html

Broome, A., Homolar, A., & Kranke, M. (2017). Bad science: International organizations
and the indirect power of global benchmarking. Furopean Journal of International
Relations, 24, 514-539. https://doi.org/10.1177/1354066117719320

Buchholz, K. (2021). Which countries have the most unesco world heritage sites? World
Economic Forum. https://www.weforum.org/agenda /2021 /08 /which-countries-
have-the-most-unesco-world-heritage-sites/

Calcara, G. (2020). Balancing international police cooperation: Interpol and the unde-
sirable trade-off between rights of individuals and global security. Liverpool Law
Review, 42, 111-142. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10991-020-09266-9

Campbell, E., Dominic, E., Stadnik, S., & Wu, Y. (2018). Due diligence obligations of
international organizations under international law. Retrieved October 15, 2022,
from https://www.nyujilp.org/wp-content /uploads/2018,/07/NYI1204.pdf

Copelovitch, M., & Pevehouse, J. C. W. (2019). International organizations in a new era
of populist nationalism. The Review of International Organizations, 14, 169-186.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11558-019-09353-1

Deni, J. R. (2022). Sweden and finland are on their way to nato membership. here’s what
needs to happen next. Atlantic Council. https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/in-
depth-research-reports /issue-brief /finland- and-sweden- in-nato-looking-beyond-

madrid/

37



Dingwerth, K., Schmidtke, H., & Weise, T. (2020). The rise of democratic legitimation:
Why international organizations speak the language of democracy. Journal of In-
ternational RelationsDingwerth et al, 26. https://doi.org/714-741882488EJT0010.
1177/1354066119882488 European

Djibouti gdp 1985-2020. (2020). www.macrotrends.net. Retrieved October 6, 2022, from
https:/ /www.macrotrends.net / countries / DJI / djibouti / gdp- gross- domestic-
product

Eilstrup-Sangiovanni, M. (2020). What kills international organisations? when and why in-
ternational organisations terminate. European Journal of International Relations,
27, 281-310. https://doi.org/10.1177/1354066120932976

Erciyes, E. (2018). The fusion of national culture and organizational culture in interna-
tional settings. METU Studies in Development; 45, 1-24. https://www.proquest.
com/scholarly-journals/fusion-national-culture-organizational /docview /2057243368 /
se-2

Federated states of micronesia gdp - gross domestic product 2017. (2017). countryecon-
omy.com. Retrieved October 6, 2022, from https://countryeconomy.com /gdp /
micronesia

Food and Agriculture Organization. (n.d.-a). About fao. Food Agriculture Organization of
the United Nations. https://www.fao.org/about/en/

Food and Agriculture Organization. (n.d.-b). D. constitution of the food and agriculture
organization of the united nations. www.fao.orq. Retrieved October 22, 2022, from
https://www.fao.org/3/x5584¢e/x5584e0i.htm

Food and Agriculture Organization. (2019). Country profile. Food Agriculture Organization
of the United Nations. Retrieved August 11, 2021, from http://www.fao.org/
countryprofiles/en/

Gdp (current us$) - nauru — data. (2017). data.worldbank.org. Retrieved October 6, 2022,
from https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/NY.GDP.MKTP.CD?locations=NR

Given, L. M. (2008). The sage encyclopedia of qualitative research methods. Sage Publi-
cations.

Gray, J. (2018). Life, death, or zombie? the vitality of international organizations. Inter-
national Studies Quarterly, 62, 1-13. https://doi.org/10.1093/isq/sqx086
International Atomic Energy Agency. (2016a). Budget. www.iaea.org. https://www.iaea.

org/about/overview /budget

International Atomic Energy Agency. (2016b). Statute. www.iaea.org. https://www.iaea.
org/about /overview /statute

International Centre for Settlement of Investment Disputes. (n.d.). About icsid — icsid.
icsid.worldbank.org. https://icsid.worldbank.org/about

International Centre for Settlement of Investment Disputes. (2022). Convention, regula-
tions and rules icsid. Retrieved October 22, 2022, from https://icsid.worldbank.
org/sites/default/files/documents/ICSID_Convention.pdf

38



International Civil Aviation Organization. (n.d.). Assembly 41st session. www.icao.int.
Retrieved October 22, 2022, from https://www.icao.int /Meetings /a4l /Pages/
default.aspx

International Civil Aviation Organization. (2009). Convention on international civil avi-
ation. ICAO. https://www.icao.int/publications/Documents/7300_9ed.pdf

International Civil Aviation Organization. (2019). Member states. Icao.int. Retrieved Au-
gust 13, 2021, from https://www.icao.int/MemberStates/Member%5C%20States.
English.pdf

International Finance Corporation. (2019). Overview. Ifc.org. https://www.ifc.org/wps/
wem /connect /corp_ext_content /ifc_external _corporate_site/about-+ifc_new

International Finance Corporation. (2020). Article ii - membership and capital. www.ifc.org.
Retrieved October 22, 2022, from https://www .ifc.org /wps/wem / connect /
corp_ext_content / ifc_external _corporate_site / about + ifc_new / ifc + governance /
articles/about-+ifc+-+ifc+articles+of+agreement+--+article+ii

International Fund for Agricultural Development. (n.d.-a). About ifad. IFAD. Retrieved
October 22, 2022, from https://www.ifad.org/en/web/guest/about

International Fund for Agricultural Development. (n.d.-b). Finance. IFAD. Retrieved Oc-
tober 22, 2022, from https://www.ifad.org/en/web/guest /finance

International Fund for Agricultural Development. (2018). Member states — ifad members
platform. webapps.ifad.org. Retrieved June 21, 2021, from https: //webapps.ifad.
org/members/member-states

International Labour Organization. (n.d.). Member states. wwuw.ilo.org. Retrieved July 27,
2021, from https://www.ilo.org/global /about-the-ilo/how-the-ilo-works/member-
states/lang--en /index.htm

International Labour Organization. (2019). History of the ilo. Ilo.org. https://www.ilo.
org/global /about-the-ilo/history /lang--en /index.htm

International Labour Organization. (2021). Ilo constitution. Retrieved October 22, 2022,
from https://www.ilo.org/wcmspb /groups/public/---asia/---ro-bangkok/---ilo-
hanoi/documents/publication/wcms_818973.pdf

International Maritime Organization. (1958). Convention on the international maritime
organization. IMO. https://www.imo.org /en / About / Conventions / Pages /
Convention-on-the-International-Maritime-Organization.aspx

International Maritime Organization. (2019). Member states. www.imo.org. Retrieved
November 12, 2021, from https://www.imo.org/en/OurWork / ERO / Pages /
MemberStates.aspx

International Maritime Organization. (2021). Brief history of imo. www.imo.org. https:
//www.imo.org/en/About/HistoryOfIMO /Pages/Default.aspx

International Monetary Fund. (2012). About the imf. IMF. https://www.imf.org/en/
About

39



International Monetary Fund. (2017). List of members’ date of entry. Imf.org. Retrieved
November 12, 2021, from https://www.imf.org /external / np /sec / memdir /
memdate.htm

International Monetary Fund. (2020). Articles of agreement of the international monetary
fund — 2016 edition. www.imf.org. https://www.imf.org /external /pubs/ft /aa/
index.htm

International Telecommunication Union. (n.d.). Members directory. ITU Hub. Retrieved
August 22, 2021, from https://www.itu.int /hub /membership / our- members /
directory /?myitu-members-states=true%5C&request=countries

International Telecommunication Union. (2019). About itu. [tu.int. https://www.itu.int/
en/about/Pages/default.aspx

International Telecommunication Union. (2021). How is itu funded? IT'U. Retrieved Oc-
tober 22, 2022, from https://www.itu.int /en/mediacentre /backgrounders/Pages/
how-is-itu-funded.aspx

INTERPOL. (2017a). Interpol member countries. Interpol.int. Retrieved July 24, 2021,
from https://www.interpol.int /en/Who-we-are/Member-countries

INTERPOL. (2017b). What is interpol? Interpol.int. https://www.interpol.int/en/Who-
we-are/ What-is-INTERPOL

INTERPOL. (2021). Constitution of the icpo-interpol. Retrieved October 22, 2022, from
https: / /www.interpol.int /en /content /download /590 /file / 01 % 5C %20E % 5C %
20CONSTITUTION%5C%2011%5C%202021.pdf

James, O., & Petersen, C. (2017). International rankings of government performance and
source credibility for citizens: Experiments about e-government rankings in the uk
and the netherlands. Public Management Review, 20, 469-484. https://doi.org/
10.1080/14719037.2017.1296965

Kim, H., & Heo, U. (2017). International organizations and democracy development: The
indirect link. Social Science Quarterly, 99, 423-438. https://doi.org/10.1111/ssqu.
12407

Kosovo gdp 2008-2022. (n.d.). www.macrotrends.net. Retrieved October 6, 2022, from
https:/ /www.macrotrends. net / countries / XKX / kosovo / gdp- gross- domestic-
product

Kramer, T. (2019). Goodbye, unesco: Israel and us quit un heritage agency — dw —
01.01.2019. DW.COM. https://www.dw.com/en/goodbye-unesco-israel-and-us-
quit-un-heritage-agency /a-46910385

Liechtenstein gdp - gross domestic product 2017. (2020). countryeconomy.com. Retrieved
October 6, 2022, from https://countryeconomy.com/gdp/liechtenstein

Marshall, M. (2017). Global report 2017 conflict, governance, and state fragility (G.
Elzinga-Marshall, Ed.). www.systemicpeace.org. http: / /www.systemicpeace.org/
vlibrary /GlobalReport2017.pdf

40



ME, L. ¢. T.-T. (2021). ”"when the whole world is silent, even one voice becomes powerful”.
- english news. Enews. Retrieved October 12, 2022, from https://englishnews.eu/
when-the-whole-world-is-silent-even-one-voice-become-powerful /

Miller, G. L., Welch, R. M., & Vonasch, A. J. (2018). The psychological effects of state
socialization: Igo membership loss and respect for human rights. International
Interactions, 45, 113-143. https://doi.org/10.1080,/03050629.2019.1522308

Monaco gdp 1970-2022. (2022). www.macrotrends.net. Retrieved October 6, 2022, from
https: / /www.macrotrends.net / countries / MCO / monaco / gdp- gross- domestic-
product

Multilateral Investment Guarantee Agency. (n.d.). About us — multilateral investment
guarantee agency — world bank group. www.miga.org. https://www.miga.org/
about-us

Multilateral Investment Guarantee Agency. (2021). Multilateral investment guarantee
agency. Retrieved October 22, 2022, from https://www.miga.org/sites/default/
files/2021-05/MIGA-By-Laws%5C%202021.pdf

North korea gdp - gross domestic product 2017. (2017). countryeconomy.com. Retrieved
October 6, 2022, from https://countryeconomy.com/gdp/north-korea

O’Neill, A. (2014). Somalia - gross domestic product (gdp) 2014-2024 — statista. Statista.
Retrieved October 6, 2022, from https://www.statista.com /statistics /863078 /
gross-domestic-product-gdp-in-somalia/

O’Neill, A. (2022a). Eritrea - gross domestic product (gdp) 1996-2026. Statista. Retrieved
October 6, 2022, from https:// www . statista . com / statistics / 510484 / gross -
domestic-product-gdp-in-eritrea/

O’Neill, A. (2022b). South sudan - gross domestic product (gdp) 2011-2021. Statista.
Retrieved October 6, 2022, from https://www.statista.com /statistics /727342 /
gross-domestic-product-gdp-in-south-sudan/

Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons. (n.d.-a). Articles. OPCW. https:
//www.opcw.org/chemical-weapons-convention /articles

Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons. (n.d.-b). Member states. OPCW.
Retrieved July 27, 2021, from https://www.opcw.org/about-us/member-states

Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons. (2019). History. OPCW. https:
//www.opcw.org/about-us/history

Petiteville, F. (2017). International organizations beyond depoliticized governance. Glob-
alizations, 15, 301-313. https://doi.org/10.1080/14747731.2017.1370850

Pevehouse, J., Nordstrom, T., & Warnke, K. (2004). The correlates of war 2 international
governmental organizations data version 2.0. Conflict Management and Peace Sci-
ence, 21, 101-119. https://doi.org/10.1080/07388940490463933

Rey, D., & Barkdull, J. (2005). Why do some democratic countries join more intergovern-
mental organizations than others?*. Social Science Quarterly, 86, 386-402. https:
//doi.org/10.1111/j.0038-4941.2005.00309.x

41



RIM, Y. (2012). Two governments and one legitimacy: International responses to the
post-election crisis in cote d’ivoire. Leiden Journal of International Law, 25, 683~
705. https://doi.org/10.1017/s0922156512000349

Russia, Rwanda, S., Marino, S., Tome, Principe, S., Arabia, S., & Leone. (2017). World
organisation for animal health (oie). https://doi.org/10.1787,/9789264244047-en

Shukla, S. (2020). Paris deal to who, the 11 organisations donald trump’s us has pulled
out of, weakened. ThePrint. https://theprint.in/world/paris-deal-to-who-the-11-
organisations-donald-trumps-us-has-pulled-out-of-weakened /432486 /

Shveitser, V. (2019). History of the question of palestine. Question of Palestine. https:
//www.un.org/unispal /history/

Stephen, M. D. (2018). Legitimacy deficits of international organizations: Design, drift,
and decoupling at the un security council. Cambridge Review of International Af-
fairs, 31, 96-121. https://doi.org/10.1080,/09557571.2018.1476463

Stewart, H., Mason, R., & Syal, R. (2016). David cameron resigns after uk votes to leave
european union. the Guardian. https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2016/jun/
24 /david-cameron-resigns-after-uk-votes-to-leave-european-union

Syria gdp - gross domestic product 2017. (2019). countryeconomy.com. Retrieved October
6, 2022, from https://countryeconomy.com/gdp/syria

Temkin, L. S. (2004). Thinking about the needy, justice, and international organizations.
The Journal of Ethics, 8, 349-395. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10892-004-4894-2

Thompson, A. (2006). Coercion through ios: The security council and the logic of infor-
mation transmission. International Organization, 60. https://doi.org/10.1017/
s0020818306060012

Thomsen, P. (2019). The imf and the greek crisis: Myths and realities. IMF. https://
www.imf.org/en/News/Articles/2019/10/01/sp093019-The-IMF-and-the- Greek-
Crisis-Myths-and-Realities

Torgler, B. (2007). Trust in international organizations: An empirical investigation focus-
ing on the united nations. The Review of International Organizations, 3, 65-93.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11558-007-9022-1

U.N. Children’s Fund. (1989). Convention on the rights of the child. Unicef. https://www.
unicef.org/child-rights-convention /convention-text

U.N. Children’s Fund. (2019). Where we work. Unicef.org. Retrieved July 21, 2021, from
https://www.unicef.org/where-we-work

U.N. Children’s Fund. (2022). What we do. Unicef.org. https://www.unicef.org/what-
we-do

U.N. Conference on Trade and Development. (n.d.-a). About unctad — unctad. unc-
tad.org. https://unctad.org/about

U.N. Conference on Trade and Development. (n.d.-b). Membership of unctad and of the
trade and development board. UNCTAD. Retrieved June 28, 2021, from https:
//unctad.org/about/membership

42



U.N. Conference on Trade and Development. (1964). Proceedings of the united nations
conference on trade and development. https://unctad.org/system /files / official-
document /econf46d141voll_en.pdf

U.N. Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization. (n.d.). Countries. UNESCO. Re-
trieved October 15, 2022, from https://en.unesco.org/countries/a

U.N. Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization. (1945). Text of the constitution
— unesco. www.unesco.orq. https://www.unesco.org/en/legal-affairs/constitution

U.N. Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization. (2021). 75 years of history in the
service of peace — unesco. www.unesco.org. https://www.unesco.org/en/75th-
anniversary

U.N. Industrial Development Organization. (n.d.). Unido in brief — unido. www.unido.org.
https://www.unido.org/who-we-are/unido-brief

U.N. Industrial Development Organization. (2019). Member states list — unido. www.unido.org.
Retrieved July 28, 2021, from https://www.unido.org/member_states

Universal Post Union. (n.d.-a). Member countries. www.upu.int. Retrieved August 13,
2021, from https://www.upu.int /en / Universal - Postal- Union / About- UPU /
Member-Countries

Universal Post Union. (n.d.-b). Universal postal union. www.upu.int. Retrieved October
12, 2022, from https://www.upu.int/en/Universal-Postal-Union

Universal Post Union. (2018). Constitution and general regulations manual. https://
www.upu.int /UPU /media/upu/files /aboutUpu /acts /manualsIn ThreeVolumes /
actInThreeVolumes-%20Constitution AndGeneralRegulationsEn.pdf

Vatican city country facts populationdata.net. (2019). PopulationData.net. Retrieved Oc-
tober 6, 2022, from https://en.populationdata.net/countries/vatican-city/

Venezuela real gdp growth — economic indicators — ceic. (2021). www. ceicdata.com. Re-
trieved October 6, 2022, from https://www.ceicdata.com/en/indicator/venezuela/
real-gdp-growth

von Borzyskowski, 1., & Vabulas, F. (2019). Hello, goodbye: When do states withdraw
from international organizations? The Review of International Organizations, 14,
335-366. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11558-019-09352-2

Wolberg, J. (2006). Data analysis using the method of least squares. Springer Science &
Business Media.

World Bank. (n.d.). Member countries. www.worldbank.org. Retrieved June 26, 2021, from
https://www.worldbank.org/en/about /leadership/members

World Bank. (2016). International bank for reconstruction and development. World Bank.
https://www.worldbank.org/en/who-we-are/ibrd

World Bank. (2021). By-laws of the international bank for reconstruction and develop-
ment. World Bank. Retrieved October 22, 2022, from https://www.worldbank.
org/en/about/leadership/directors/by-laws

43



World Health Organization. (n.d.). Countries overview — world health organization.
www.who.int. Retrieved June 21, 2021, from https://www.who.int/countries

World Health Organization. (2005). Constitution of the world health organization 1. https:
//apps.who.int/gbh/bd/PDF /bd47/EN/constitution-en.pdf

World Health Organization. (2019). Who we are. Who.int. https://www.who.int/about/
who-we-are

World Intellectual Property Organization. (1979). Wipo lex. wipolex.wipo.int. https://
wipolex.wipo.int/en/text /283854

World Intellectual Property Organization. (2019). Inside wipo. Wipo.int. https://www.
wipo.int/about-wipo/en/

World Meteorological Organization. (2015). V.a.1 constitution of the world meteorological
organisation (wmo) (as amended). International Law & World Order: Weston’s €
Carlson’s Basic Documents, 1, 1, 208. https://doi.org/10.1163/2211-4394 rwilwo_
sim_032680

World Meteorological Organization. (2016). What we do. https://public.wmo.int/en/our-
mandate/what-we-do

World Organisation for Animal Health. (n.d.). Who we are. WOAH - World Organisation
for Animal Health. https://www.woah.org/en/who-we-are/

World Organisation for Animal Health. (2022). Veterinary legislation. https://www.
woah . org / fileadmin / Home / eng / Health_standards / tahc / current / chapitre_vet_
legislation.pdf

World Trade Organization. (1944). Agreement establishing the world trade organization.
https://www.wto.org/english/docs_e/legal _e/04-wto.pdf

World Trade Organization. (2019). Wto — what is the wto? - who we are. Wto.ory.
https://www.wto.org/english /thewto_e/whatis_e/who_we_are_e.htm

World Trade Organization. (2021). Wto members and observers. wto.org. https://www.
wto.org/english /thewto_e/whatis_e/tif _e/org6_e.htm

Worldometer. (2022). Population by country (2019) - worldometers. Worldometers.info.
https://www.worldometers.info/world-population/population-by-country/

Worldometers. (2017). Gdp by country. Worldometers.info. Retrieved June 22, 2021, from
https://www.worldometers.info/gdp/gdp-by-country/

44



APPENDIX A

Gross Domestic Product 2017

45



HED'D
®ED'D
]
®aL'0
HO00
%000
#o0'o
w900
WLOO
®B0YT
HIT'E
WLV'D
E ]
®ED'D
#o0'o
W00
®50'T
%500
WED'D
®Oo'o
®IDO0
%000
#95°0
WLOO
®ID0
%000
Hya'0
%990
®0o0'0
®ST'0
#oo'o
®IT'D
®I'T
%000
HEE'T
WEV'D
®ID0
%000
#9000
®IT'D
®ov'o
%000
®0o0'o
w00
®EDD
%580
®O0'o
409 PHOM
0 BuEys

DOE'ZOBOFD'ZTS amgequiz
ELO'ZYTRIRISTS ejquiez
9TZ'SL9292"1ES [TETETY
STE'S98'6LLEITS weuaiy
BST'Z/6'95T'95 ejanzauapy
DOD'000'STE aqess Ay ueapey
68L'6LBTI8S menuepy
PILZLT LY EYS uBsagen
BST'ZL6'951'95% Aendnin
DOD'ODD'YEE'SBY BIS sajels pajun
FEV'OFE'938'LEIZS wopdury pairun
Z60'SBO0'SLS TRES SajelUs qery pagiun
TZ1/SBT'pST 2118 auEnn
058 TED'SBE'SZS epuedn
LTETEL'BES npeany
¥IL'SBT'IT6 LES uBIS[UBUBNL
SEY'GEZ BYS TSBS Aaspny
195'S60'Z56'6ES Bisjuny
[T LT0ELOETS ofieqo) pue pepiuLL
SBL'659 LTS efuol
SAY'9LL IS YS ofol
DOD'EZY'YSE'ZS 2)saT-Jowy|
986'Z89'Z0E 55YS puBjRYL
656'ST9'0ZE'ESS BjuEzZUR)
EBS BYY arT LS uespy ey
DD0'00D OYE'ST ephs
ZZE'EIY'S96'8L95 puepIT MG
905'58E"L09'SESS uapamg
T06'LT8'S6E'ZS Bweuuns
EVT 5B By LTTS uepng
BOS'ZTTSBLS SBUIPEUAID 1 IUBIUIA IS
EZ6'SDTLSELBS ey LS
ZOr'YIT YIEVIE TS upeds
DOD'000'D0S'E uepns ginos
6YT'ETH'05L'DESTS B2y YInos
096" LPI TLEBYES BN yanog
Do0‘000'0TS'S L
E0V' LOD'TEE SPUBPS} UDLWID 05
BLV'SS96IL BYS LUTEL T
097'0£9£ 19565 EEAD|S
TIV'VET LOB'ETES auodeduig
VEE'LPO'SLLES Buoa|eLRS
695'656'L6Y'TS sajjayhas
10889 TEY TIPS Bjqag
SEL'STTOLO'TLS |efauag
DOD'ODYBEL GRS BlqelY [pres
EGT'DLSTBES adpupd g swoy oeg

(£T0E ‘pupuou) Anunag

409

A1punos Aq 2107 19NPOIJ d13SoWO(] SSOIY) “T°T HUNDI]

HOO'D
w000
w000
OO0
HIOD
%56'T
®HAT'D
WHITD
HLTD
#a30
WBE'D
®HIT'0
HE0'0
HEDD
HEBO'D
OO0
HBE'D
HEOD
HEWD
HIOD
HIWD
®IOD
WHIOD
WHET0
HED'T
HEDD
w000
HIDD
HIOD
WEOD
WIOD
HET'D
HIOD
WIOD
WHIOD
HIOD
HOO'D
WHIWT
®HIOD
®HIOD
HOO'D
WIOD
®HIOD
®HIOD
HEE'D
®BIOD
®I0D
HBOD
00
409 PHOM
0 BIEYS

Tr0'098°ZES' TS
LE6'LTE'OYES
96T'F0S LEL'TS
EOY'LODZEES
TEPFSE'SET'ES

LEG'TIZ'LIV'BLS TS

¥OS'EZE"ERBTIZS
GBIV TLS'BTE'99TS
LBB'BTT'BOE'ETTS
EOD'GER'SIV'ILSS
LEL'BOT'SEL'ETES
YT TLTBBETITS
918’00V L99'BES
T09'FIE"SES 0TS
¥BS'9SLEBT TS
DOS'EZRERES
YEV'BI8 TSE'YOES
EIT'SLRERLDLS
¥¥B'L68"BBY'6EES
YIO'60SBLTTLS
1Z5'98Y"SYLISLES
9ZE'0TL'6TL'8S
9ESTITYIR'ETS
BOG'6V0'BEL VDTS
058°'B19°7L5'DERS
S06'992'088FIS
DOS LIV IEES
STO'8E9'EST'ELS
0O0'000'SIE LT
TZ5'SYL'8I0°L95
¥EI'BOS SYITTS
BYR'8ZL'B0L 6015
L90°TES YRS
9¢8'SEIEEV'TTS
CoD'000'DEY'S
TEV'EEY'BITES
DOS'LZVIEES

¥OP'EZ8'LBR0ST 1S

LEF LTV IIT'ETS
959'80L"FE0'SS
DEY'ELTYOTS
GIE'FET'BIS'TIS
YYT9EEVEE'STS
LI0"9YS'598YS
TIS'65Z'DILYIES
¥IT T6T EDE"DS
LOB'EDBBEY'TTS
YZR'ESEITE'TIS
BSE'ESYYYS LYS

{10z ‘Eupuou)]
409

oupep ues
eowes

B3N] JuEs

SIEN 7 S Jues
EpUEMYy

epssny

BjuELLOY

EED

ejqueN
B3IOH N
sewuehpy
anbjquezopy
0II0IOR
ouauajuop
ejjoduopy
oJeuop
EACPION
BSAUCINN
oaxap
snpmeRy
EjuElLnERy
SpuE|s| |[RUsIEIN
R

]
saRIpIEN
eisheepy
RN
Jedsefepepy
Smoquuaxn
BuenR
Aunoy

HID'D
%S00
%000
%000
%LO'D
HED'D
%00
HIOD
HST'D
KID'D
%000
%OT'D
%0T'0
%S00
%Z09
HZOD
%ov'T
HEYD
HIYD
®¥T'D
%350
HST'T
HEBTE
KEDD
%LTD
HED'D
%100
%000
%000
KIDD
%600
%000
%ST'D
HLO'D
%95y
HIOD
%000
HIO'D
HET'E
KIED
HIO'D
HOT'D
%100
REDD
%000
HID'D
HEOD
%ET'D
HET'D
409 PHOM
J0 2ueys

DOD'000"FLE" ugsuayRan
EBO'BTL LOT'BES ekqr
DOD'SSY¥'SBZ'ES euagn
BSE'SITRLS'TS oyosa
£B9'SHE"9LS ESS uoueqay
YIF'Z0E €IV DES eie
S8y LB0'ESR'ITS soe]
9ER'BEL YIS LS ueyszATuAy
EI9'LLT"9ZT02TS emny
SSE'SEY'YRL'L oADsSoy
Z0S'ZL5'5BTS nequpy
BYL'SL0'EIT'BLS ehuay
7E8'£98'988'7915 uelsLperey
15%'20E"290°00S uepiof
STE'YOT'STY 2L8'yS uedep
728’401 18L YIS Edewef
TYE'ILE'SER'EYETS Ay
GIG'TIF'BIT ESES |aes|
EOD'YID'DEY TEES pueja
118'018'090°Z61% bey
YZL B TI0 YSKS el
ST LS 0IF'STIOTS ejSaU0pU|
YOE'SEE'SZL'DS'ZS ejpu|
DTD'L9% BEBYVZS pue|a|
EOT'BET'T9L'6ETS RueSuny
LGB'TES'BLG'TES sEINpUOY
BIS'0ST'BO¥'8S By
S00'9¥0'TZ9'ES euedng
L6 TVB IVE'LS nessig-eaung
SIS'PIS'TLFOIS eaumng
BES'SED'DZY'SLS ejewageny
96Z°788"IZT TS ]
BZF'I55'SBO'E0TS CEEEY:]
BET'9/L'966'85S eueyg
DEZ'ZEE'YOZ'EBIES Auewuag
TE0'REE'THOSTS efioan
8L YI¥ EBY'TS ejguen
¥E6'0S6'ETO'STS uoqes
91Z'LOE'TOS I8S'ZS BJUELY
EL5'LER'TOETSTS PRI
£9£°707°190'55 =]
PET'96¢ 195085 eidonpa
PIEYIEEPYS upemsy
665'TS9'TE9'92S Eju0sy
0oD‘000 D06'E eanuy
ELT'BLSEBT'TTS esung [euoenhy
D09'6EY'SDE'YES Jopenjes §
BEE'BET BIE'SELS Jdidy
00D‘Z98'S6Z YOS Jopenay

{L10Z ‘Eupuou) Anunog

409

#50°0
%600
%000
%00'T
®i¥'0
®LTO
®ED'D
®IT'D
®L0°0
*®50°0
E A
®10'0
000
HEE'D
%LL'ST
WYE'D
®I0'0
%000
0L
w00
HED'D
%000
%000
®I0'0
®L0°0
®I0'0
ST
®I0'0
®I0'0
*®50°0
%000
®10'0
%000
%19'0
%®L00
®10'0
®IE'D
*®¥0'0
%®I00
*®50°0
®IS'0
%YL
w100
®6L'0
%000
®5T'0
%000
®IL'0
®I0'0
®I0'0

409 PHOM
40 BIEYS

795 Z8Y T LES
STR'9S3TEE'SLS
000’ £TL/96YS
DOD'000DTE'Z
ERT'LES 598 6TES
BED'SKS'ETE'STZS
878577 ¥S07TS
DO0'000'TS8 965
TLT'LB0ETT'SSS
BSO'9LTESE'LES
BYY YRGBT LSS
DO'FEE'TOL'ES
DEE'FZI'290'TS
098109 LSY'PTES
SLE'BLYODLLET'TTS
OV YYE'SL0'LLTS
ZELIVT'TLR RS
BS9'TTFEPE'TS
B¥Y'SLT0ZT va'TS
TTE'Z8LTT6'VES
E0S'60Z'8ST TS
ISF'90L'ELLTS
IPTITHF ZLTES
SYZ'YIBZIE TS
EQL'EL6'0TT'RSS
ZO0'6RO'BTT TS
ETO/LLB'PES'ESD'TS
£Z8'595'90F L15
6EL'YSE YSO'RTS
ETT'Z¥9'805'LES
TI6'£00'8Z5'TS
¥Z6'969 9T 65
0DE'FI9'298'TS
168155 E9L PEYS
ELY SOF 95K bSS
000005 EL3'FS
L' 798 EZL'BYES
DLT'98F'ZEV'SES
0O0'00E‘ZIT'TTS
BEL'ZEL 0L OVS
798'5L6'SER'ITYS
BLY TLOTTIVETE'TS
9£9°'065 9ES'TTS
BLV TEE'DEY'LETS
15L'P800TS'TS
PEE'ZTR'ETT'TTES
TEL'PIG'ZTOES
ETT'082'555'£915
DOE'BES'BED'ETS
S68'9L6 EPS BT

(£T0E “jEupwou)
4a9

o3uooug

qnday uedjupog
eaupog

nnoqila

ewuag

(eryaz3) anqnday yoazy
snudhsy

eqn)

epeony

2100 p 2300

B B3500

ofuoy

S0I0WOY)

e|quo|o)

BUD

LlN]

Py

gnday ueatyy [eaua)
epeue)

uooJ ey

euoSaziay pue ejusog
ejog
ueinyg
ujuag
azjjag
windjeg
sniejag
sopegeq
ysapejdueg
ujesyeq
seweyeqg
uefieqiazy
Bsny
Bjensny
BjuBLUY
eupuadng
epngieq pue endpuy
ejoduy
ELOpUY
euadjy
ejueqy
uejsiueyBy
Anunoy

46



APPENDIX B

Process of elimination for country withholding

47



(T gred) Surpjoyyjm oY) I0J UOTJRUIII JO SS9D0IJ "T°g HUNDIA

X

oo 8o Ho0 o NOOHNHOOHAHOOMOOO0O0OUHHANOORNHRHHSDOoOOASH

OLM | OWM | OdiM | OHM | NdN | OQINN | OJ53NN | OYIONN | 430INN | MOdO | 310 | VDIW | NI | TOdUILNT | OWNI | 41 | OT | 241 | a4l | 0501 | OWDI | QWEl | Vavi | Ovd gﬁ&,ﬂg

Bt ¥B6'SBT LS
008'VEE'TOLS
OEE'VZT'BI0T
098'T09'LSHFIE
SLE'GLY00L LET'TT
ZO¥ PG SLO0'LLT
TEL'LYT'TLR'S
659 TTH'606'T
BEFSLTOCT LV
TIE'ZBLTE6'VE
E0S'60T'8ST'TT
TSP90LTLLT
IFTITHTLTE
STFIBTLETT
EBL'ELGOET'ES
Z00'6B0'BET'TT
ETO'L{B'F6S ESD'T
EZB'S9590V'LT
68L PS8 PSO'BT
ETT'T¥a'805 LE
TT6'L00'8TS'T
¥Z6'969'WT'6
008'¥T9'798'T
168 TS5 EIL BV
ELF'SIVASH'FS
000005€£9'Y
LBV TIBELL'BYT
0LT'989TEV'SE
000°00T'T9T'TT
BET'THLLL 'OV
798'SL6'SER ITY
BLY TLOTTY'ECE'T
9E9'065"9ES TT
BLF TEE'OEY'LET
TSL¥B00TS'T
VEETZR'ELTTLT
TEL'FIG'TTOE
ETT'0BT'S55'£9T
O0E'8ES'BEO'ET
S6B'9L6EVS BT
{c10z) 40D

B[y e350)
oduo)

SOJOWID)

L= ]

BUND

L]

PeYD

JNgnday eI [BIUDD
EpEUE)

UDOJIWED
E[pOquE)

apiap, oqed

JpunIng

osej euppng
epeding

WE|ESSNIEQ [PuUnIg
|1zeig

BUBMSIOH
BujA0FaTIaH puE Bjusog
E|njj0g

uenyg

uag

az)jag

wn3jag

SNUEjaE

sopeqeq
ysapejueg

ujenjeg

SEWEYEY
uefieqiazy

epasnY

efjeasIY

LR TTEN

BUUIEY

EpngJeg pue endpuy
ejoduy

ELIOpUY

euady

BJUEG]Y

uelsiuey )y



(g 11ed) Surp[oyyiim o1} 10J UOIYRUIWId JO $$0001d ‘7' @UNDI]

0 YTL'BOLTTOYEY by

0 SHZ'{BS0TY'STOT E|Saucpu|

0 ¥OE'SEE'STL059T E|pu

X 1 OT0'LI'BEY'FT puejad]

0 EOT'BET T9L '6ET hieduny

0 L6B'TES BLE'TT SENPUOYH

0 BTS'0ST'B0F'E eH

0 S00'9¥0'TT9'E eueAng

X 1 L68'THE'IVE'T nEss|g-eaung

X 1 STS'PISTLROT Baung

] 1 BES'SE0'079'5L EjEWaEND

X 1 96Z'Z88'9TT'T EPELBID
X 1 6TF'T55'S80'E0T E=rhh]

0 BEZ'0LL'066'85 EUBYE

0 OEZ'ZEE'FOT'EGTE Aueuuag

0 T60'BEETHD'ST efi0ag

X 1 BBL'¥IV'EEY'T ElqWeD

0 ¥B6'056'ET0'ST uoqen

X 1 9TZ'{OE'TOS T8ST FELS

0 ELS'LERTOE TST PUBUL

X X X X X H {9700 T90'S [IF]
0 00'000000'L9€ B|SBUOLDN JO SIIEYS palesapad

0 YET'O961 19508 eidola

x 1 YOEPOSEEY'Y upEMS3

X X z 665159 TT9'97 E[U0353

X 1 000'000'006'T BT
X 1 ELT'6LSEGTTT B3UIND [eHolENb]
0 009'6EY'S08'FT Jopenes 3

X 1 BEE'GTT'B9E'SEL WAy

0 000'798'S6Z F0T Jopenaa

0 STR'9SY'TER'SL 2jqnday ueaujwog

X 1 000'LZL'968 =T

0 000°000'0T6'2 fnoglg

X 1 EBT'LES 598 6TE WEwuag

0 795 T8Y T 'LE ©8un] 3 Jo J|gnday IneIIoWag

X 1 BEO'SES'ETE'STE JNgnday yiary

X 1 BTR'SITYE0TT studhy

X e X X % g 000'000'T58'96 Eqn3

0 TLTLB0ETT'SS Ejec.)

X 1 650'9LT'ESE'LE 4100],p :9D

X 1 BFY'YEG'SET LS B3y EI50]

| OLM | OWM | OdIM | OHM | NdN | OOINN | ODSINN | GVIINN | 30INN | MO0 | 310 | VOIN | NI | TOHILNI | OWI | NI | 0TI D41 | a4l | OSDI | OVDI | GHEI | ViVl | OV | Buipjoyyum | (c10Z) daD Asunay

49



(¢ 1red) Surp[oyyIIm o3 I0J UOIJRUIWI[d JO SS8001d '€'g TYNDI

0 688 "80L 60T 03I010W

0 L90'T65 B ouBauaquoy

0 9LB'SEIEEY'TT eyjoduow

X X X [ %[%x] x X X 8 000000°0E %9 O3EUCN
0 TEVEGLBIL'S BAOPIOW

X X » X x| x X X 8 005" £TF'IEE B[SIUOIIN
0 VOV'EC8'LBROST'T oopapy

X 1 £69"LTH'IITET | snpEnEN

X 1 95980 #20'S BIUEILNEW

X X x X x X X L OEV'ELTWOT SPUE|S| ||EYSIEN
X T BIE'VET'BISZT ENEW

n 1 b1 9EE VEE'ST new

X 1 £Z09¥5'S98Y SIAPIEN

0 T15'652'0TL PIE ejshejeyy

o ¥9ZT6T EDE'S IMEEW

0 £0B'E0B 66K TT jeasedepe

0 ¥ZB'ESEITEZY ‘Aunogquiaxn

X X z 6565V TYS LY E{UENYI]

X X L X % X u X[ x|x| x X A X X s1 000'000FLF'S u[EFISUANIA

x 1 EB0'8CL'LOT'BE ehqn

0 000°SSH'SBT'E ELaq)

x T BSE'S9T'BLST oyI0537

0 £B9'SBE'ILSES UouEqaT

X X X £ FI#'ZOE'EIH OE Epe]

0 S8%'LBO'ESE'IT Jqnday Jpenowsq s adoag soe]

x 1 GE8"BEL PIS'L ueyszABuky

0 ET9'LLTITTOLT yemny

X X X X x X X X u % X n X X A X | x o SG6'SHE FET L OADSOY
0 GYT'EZ6'0SL0ES'T (anos) jo Jjgnday ‘eaioy

% X X X X | x| x X X X o1 000'D00"S9E LT | [ymou) o oygnday 5,8idoad IpeDOWRQ ‘ERiOYy
X X ® o X X 9 Z05'TLE'SBT REqLIy
0 6¥L'SLO'EIT 6L ehuay

0 ZERL98°9BE TIT UBISLHETEY

o TSE'BOE'B90°0F uepJor

0 STEVOT'STFZL8T ueder

0 ZTRLOT'IBL YT | e3jewef

0 TYE'OLE'SER'EVE'T | Ajey

X X T GIGTIV'BITESE eS|

0 TT8'018'090 26T ued] Jo 3qqnday Jjwels|

0 EO0'YTO'0EY TEE puefal|

0 VTL'BILTTOVSY bey)

OLM [ OWM [ OdIM |OHM [ NdN | OGINN | OSINN | OVLONN | 433INN | MO | 310 | VOIA | NI [TOGYILNI | OWI | NI | OT [241 | GVl | OSI | OVDI [ Qe | vavi [ ovd | Buspiouum | (croz} aas Ao



(¥ 11ed) Surpjoyyiim o1} 10J UOIYRUIWID JO $$0001d ‘' @UNDI]

X 1 BLF'S59'69LBY EUBADIS

X z 09T'0L9LTI'SE EP{EAD]S

X X 13 LIV VET LO6'ELE aodeduls
0 VEE'LVO'SLLE BUDD] BLIBIS

X 1 695656 L6F'T safjaakas
X 1 TOB'BFITER T E|qias

0 SEL'STL'0L0'TE |edauag

o 000'00%"'8EL 989 E|GELY [PNES.

1 E6Z'0L5'T6E adjaupd pue Jwo| 0Fs

X x| x L THO'098'2EI'T OUEW UES
z £66°LT6'0VE EOWeES

n X 13 B0S'TTTSBL SHIPEUDID) Syl PUE WA WIES

0 962 WOSLEL'T BN JfES

M z EOF'L00'T66 SIABN PUB SUIY WIES

x 1 TrEYSE'SEL'S epuemy

X 1 LEBTITLTBLST UopEIBPIY UR|SSNY
0 YOS ECE'EBRTTT BJUBWOY

0 6ZH'TLG'BT699T IR3ED

1 {BE'BTTBOE'BTT rednuog

0 ED0'6ER'SITITS PpuEfod

0 LEL'BOT'SRSETE sauddy|iyd

0 TP TLTRBETIT nuagd

0 9T8'00F"£99'6E Aendesed

u [4 TO9WIE'IES DL BAUIND MaN ended

1] FBS'OSL EBT' T BLUBUEY

0 005EZ8 68T nejed

0 FEF'BT8 156 VOE uEIsPjEd

[] E9T'S{BERLOL UBWO

0 8 L68'88Y 5HE Aemion

1 ¥IO'605'6LZ'TT BJUOPaIEW YHON

0 TZS'9BY SPL GLE euadiN

u 1 STTOTL'GIT'E @8N

0 9ESTITWIB'ET endeJea|N

x v 606'6¥06ET FOT PuE|RIZ MAN

0 05881924 5'0E8 SPUElIAN

0 S06'997 088 VT |edan

1 005'LTH"IEE nnen

0 ST0'869'EST'ET BIqIWEN

0 TZS'SKL'BI0'LY Jewuehy

0 FEQ'B0G'SHA'ET anbjquiezow

0 BYE'BTL B0L 60T 0330J0N

OLM | OWM | OdiM | OHM | Ndn | OTINN | 0JSINN | QVIONA | S3DINA | MDdO | 310 | VOIW | NLI | TOHILNI | OWI | SW1 | O | D41 | V4l | 051 | OVDI | QHEl | V3V | OV | SEployyim (£102) dOD Anunoy

51



(G gred) Surpjoyyjm oY) I0J UOIJRUIII JO SS9D0IJ "G’ HUNDIA

X

MMM erooYorMocorMoormoooorduowWorwnooo R ooeooa

DOE'Z06'0V0'TT
ELO'THT'BI8'ST
9TZ'SL9L9T TE
ST8'S98'6LLELT
BST'TL6'95T'95
000°000°STE
69L'6L8'798

PIL LT LL9'EY
BST'ZL6'95T'95
000000 F6E SBY 6T
VEV'OVE'I98'LED'T
T60'SB0'SLS THE
TTT'SBT VAT ZIT
0SBTE0"S66'SE
LTE'TEL'BE
VLSBT 976 LE
SE9'66Z 6FS TS
T95°560'256'6E
LT9"LT0'6L0TT
SBY'9LLISLY
000'TZ9WS6'T
986'T89'T0E SSY
696'SZI'0CE'ES
EBSBYRONT'L
000'0000FE 9T
TZE'ETH'SU6'BLT
905'SBE L09'SES
T06'LTB'566'T
EVT'LSBLBY LTT
000°00T '86¢ FT
ET6'SOT LSE'L
TOFPITWIEFTET
000000005 €
096'LVI TLE BYE
000'000°0T9'S
EOF'L00'T66
BLF'S59'6ILBY

IMEGIT
ElQWEZ

[TETITET

WEN 9|0,

B[INZaUAA JO 3(|qnday UBLEA|OE B[INTIUIA,
eys A ueapen

NIENUER,

uelsNagqIn

Aendnan

BIIY JO SIRIS PAIUN SHEIS PN
wopduly paun

SR WF GEIY AN

auenn

epuedn

njeany
UBISUAUDENY
Aayny,

BysjunL

ofeqo) pue pepuliL
odo]

NsaT-Jow]
puEjlRYL

BUEZUEL

uesspiifer

JEnday qedy uelAS
pUELATHMS
uapams
SWBUNG

uepng

upsajed jo NEIS
ENUE] US

ujeds

uepng yinog
EIJY yInos,
EfjEWwos

SPUE|S] UOWO|OS
BUBAD(S

OLM | OWM | OdiM | OHM | NdN | OTINN | 0J53NN | QVIONA | 430INN | MOdO | 310 | WOIW | NI | TOdUILNI | OWI | 4Wi | OT1 | D41 | avdl | @501 | OVDI | QHEl | Vv | OV | Sulployyim

_h.__..-‘ﬂ__ 409

52



