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The CHAIRMAN reminded delegates that it had been agreed at the previous 

meeting that speeches should be limited to a maximum of five minutes each, 

except where a proposal for a resolution or an amendment to a resolution was 

being submitted. 

1, SECOND REPORT 0F THE LEGAL sUB- COMMITTEE (Document A6 /AFL /26) 

Mr. RUEDI, Rapporteur of the Legal Sub- Committee, said that the Sub -Committee 

had examined the text of amendments to Rules 51, 60, 79, 81, 82 and 106 of' the 

Rules of Procedure of the World Health Assembly and approved them, in one case 

with drafting changes. The Sub -Committee consequently recommended that the 

Committee an Аdministration, Finance and Legal Matters propose to the Health 

Assembly the adoption of the resolution contained in document А6 /AFL /26. 

Decision: The (committee adopted the report of the Legal Sub -Committee 

(Document А6 /AFL /26). 

2. REPORT ON SITIТATI01' WITH REGARD TO MEETINGS OF THE REGIONAL COMMITTEE 

FOR THE EАSTERN MEDITERRANEAN: item 7.3.5 of the Agenda (Official 

Records N. 42, resolution WHА5.45; Official Records No. 3+6, 

resolution ЕВ11.R8, and document А6/37) 

Dr. HAYEK (Lebanon), referring to document x6/37, asked whether any further 

communications on the situation had been received by the Director -General. He 

was surprised that no comments by the Secretariat or the Executive Board had been 

appended to the document, since he had assumed that the provision of such comments 

was implicit under the terms of resolution WHА5.45 and resolution ЕВ11.R8. The 
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Secretariat should, at least, have indicated its attitude towards the situation in 

the Eastern Mediterranean Region and should, preferably, have suggested possible 

solutions on which the committee could base its deliberations. The situation in 

the Eastern Mediterranean Region was extremely difficult; the proper functioning 

of the regional organization was seriously impaired by the fact that the regional 

committee had not been able to meet. The reason why the regional committee could 

not convene was well known; for political reasons, eight countries with a total 

population of about 50 million persons could not agree to sit on the committee with 

a certain other country having a much smaller population. He reaffirmed that 

these eight countries, which had common interests and common health problems, 

wished to co- operate within the framework of WHO. He reserved the right to make 

a further statement later in the discussion. 

Mr. ZARE, Chief, Legal Office, said that no communications regarding this 

matter had been received by the Director -General beyond those included in document 

A6í37. 

Dr. SHOUSHA, Regional Director, Eastern Mediterranean, regretted that he had 

to report that it was unlikely that the Regional Committee for the Eastern 

Mediterranean would be able to convene in 1953; thus the same situation existed 

as in 1951 and 1952. The reasons which prevented the meeting of the committee 

were of a political, not a technical, nature. The regional office had done its 

best to help all the countries in the region - in the first quarter of 1953, 43 

projects were in operation, 66 were planned and four were completed - but obviously 

it was desirable that the regional office should have the guidance of a regional 

committee. 
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Dr. КАНАNY (Israel) said that the attitude of Israel to the situation in 

the Eastern Mediterranean Region had.been clearly defined in the statement made 

recently by the dеlеgatе of Israel to the Health Assembly in plenary session. 

That attitude had not been adopted for reasons of prestige but purely on 

geographical and technical grounds. Israel had been admitted as an active 

Member of the Organization in 1949 and had been attached to the Eastern 

Mediterranean Region; no objections had been rased to that procedure although, 

at the time, the existence of Israel was recognized neither de facto nor de jure 

by the Arab States. Israel had similarly been admitted without objection to 

active membership of the United Nation:, which was a political organization. 

Meetings of the regional committee had been held in 19!+9 and in 1950 in Geneva 

and Istanbul respectively; no objections to the presence of Israel had been 

raised at either of those meetings. It was only in 1951. that the Arab Stаtes 

had decided that they could no longer participate in the regional committee with 

Israel; the consequential effect on the health of the region was the matter of 

which the Arab States were now complaining. 

At this point the CHAItIMAN indicated that the time limit and the allowance of 

one minute extra had expired. 

Dr. PACHACAI (Iraq) said that exhaustive discцssions on the situation in the 

Eastern Mediterranean Region had not produced any solution; it was essential that 

immediate measures be taken by the Health Assembly to remedy the situation. The 

attitude of the Government of Iraq was clearly stated 2ы document А6/37; the reasons 

for that attitude were admittedly political but so long as the world was divided into 

Sovereign States, any organization, even of a non -political nature, must be prepared 
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to take into account political considerations; WHO was not a supra- national health 

agency but a vehicle for international co- operation. Consequently, since his 

Government was, and would continue to be, firm in its refusal to participate in a 

regional committee with Israel it was useless to hope that the present situation 

could be solved by postponement or requests for co- operation; another solution 

must be found. 

The СHAIRMAN said that the time limit had expired but permitted the delegate 

of Iraq to continue his statement when the latter explained that he intended to 

propose a resolution. 

Dr, PAC14CHI (Iraq) said that his Government believed in the pattern of 

regionalization esta lished by WHO but the essential basis for any regional 

organization was mutual confidence among its members. It had been hoped that 

Israel would agree voluntarily to withdraw from the Eastern Mediterranean Region; 

since that hope had not been realized he proposed that the committee recommend to 

the Sixth Health Assembly the adoption of the following resolution: 

The Sixth World Health Assembly 

Takes note of resolution EB11.R8 adopted by the Executive Board at 

its eleventh session; 

Regrets that the Eastern Mediterranean Regional Committee hag been 

unable to meet in 1951 and 1952; 

Considers that the continuation of the present situation is injuriouз 

to the health interests of the region; 

Is co1Ateйd that it is impossible to convene a meeting of the Eastern 

Med�.terrаnеan Regional Co maittee under present conditions; 
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DECIDES to revise the delineation of the Eastern Мed terranean Area as 
follows: 

The Eastern Mediterranean Area shall comprise the following countries: 
Egypt, Saudi Аrabia, Syria, Lebanon, Iraq, íiаshеmitе Kingdom of the Jordan, Iran, 

Yemen, Pakistan, Ethiopia, United Kingdom of Libya, British Somaliland, French 
Somaliland, Aden and Cyprus. 

In view of the comments of the Executive Board on Article 44 of the Constitution 

(Official Records No. 46, page 160), he believed that there could be no question of 

the right of the Health Assembly to re-assign Israel to another region, and a precedent 

already adopted in the case of Indonesia. Since the establish:ent of a regional 

organization within a geographical area defined by the Health Assembly was dependent 

on the consent of the majority of the Members situated within the area, the solution 

which he proposed seemed to be the only method by which the proper fчnctioning,of 

the regional organization in the Eastern Mediterranean could be assured. 

Мr. 1HV'ЮUD (Egypt) said that the view a.1' his government was that the regional 

cопmittеe was unable to meet owing to its present comтosition; it was essential 

that the Health Аssеm l find an imмedгate solution to the problem in order to enable 

the regional- co ittee to carry out its functions in accordance with Article 50 of 

the Constitution; the intransigence of one Rember State in the region should not be 

permitted to impair the functioning of the entire regional organization in the area. 

As far as that Member State _ im " , fehee �iee, �s facilities provided by the regional 

office in Geneva would be equal to those provided by the regional office in 

Alexandria; in addition, the State in question had already accepted assignment to 

the European regional organizations of both UNESCO and FAO; consequently the attitude 
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of that State in respect of its regional assignment under VHO could not be justified 

on technical or administrative grounds. The present population of Palestine bore 

no resemblance, from the social, economic or cultural point of view, to the other 

populations of the Eastern Mediterranean. The reasons for which Palestine had been 

assigned to the Eastern Mediterranean Region in 1948 were no longer valid, because 

the persons who constituted the population of Palestine in 1948 were now dispersed 

in other countries and had been replaced by a population which was foreign to the 

region. His delegation believed that the Health Assembly, in accordance with the 

recommendation of the Executive Board in resolution EB11.R8, should face its 

responsibilities and put an end to the present situation by adopting the only 

solution which would permit the Regional Committee for the Eastern Mediterranean to 

resume its functions. 

г. KHANACH T (Saudi Arabia) said that the matter under discussion could be 

termed a chronic problem. The fact that the proper functioning of one of the 

regional organizations of 'CO had been impaired was detrimental to the entire 

Organization. Hitherto the Health Assembly had failed to find a satisfactory solution 

to the problem because it had lacked the courage to face its responsibilities and 

had postponed decision under the pretext that the problem had political implications 

which were no concern of the Organization. Since the «гаb States had stated categ- 

orically that they would notco- operate with Israel in the regional organization, there 

were only two alternatives open to the Health Assembly; either it must declare 

itself defeated by the problem or it must cons in.er the redelineation on a realistic 

basis of tлe geographical area of the Eastern Mediterranean. 
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At this point, the С � IRIА! said that the time limit had expired but he would 

permit the delegate of Saudi . rabia to speak for one more minute. 

Mr. КНйNACHET (Saudi Arabia) reminded the committee that under the terms of 

Article 44 of the Constitution, the two criteria on which the establishment of a 

regional organization depended were the geographic delineation of the area and the 

consent of the Member States of the area; ,he hoped that the Health Assembly woulд 

bear in mind the second criterion when taking its decision on this problem. 

Dr. KAHANY (Israel) said that he noted that the Chairman had allowed extra 

time to other speakers which amounted to a total five times as great as the extra 

time allowed to himself; however, he believed that the curtailment of his speech 

had been in his favour because the intervening speakers had made clearly evident the 

reasons which motivated the proposed resolution. They had affirmed that the desire 

of a group of ember States to exclude another Member State from a regional committee 

was constitutionally acceptable and that such a desire by a majority group should 

be one of the criteria governing assignment to regions. The acceptance of such an 

interpretation of Article 44 of the Constitution would mean the end of international 

co- operation in the field of health; he begged the committee to consider carefully 

before taking a decision which would so obviously be unconstitutional. 

Israel was prepared to co- operate with its neighbours but, since it was not his 

country that had created the deadlock which now existed, Israel was unable to remedy 

the situation; the solution lay in the hands of the iirab States. A draft resolution, 

which had been discussed at the Fifth ".:orld I ealth Assembly, proposing that Israel 

be excluded from the regional committee for two years, had been subsequently withdrawn 



Аб/AFL/Лdin/13 

page 9 

by its author on the grounds that it was unconstitutional (Official Records No. 42, 

page 289); the comlittee would undoubtedly recognize that the resolution now before 

it violated the Constitution to an even greater extent. He would make no reference 

to the insults to which his country had been subjected or to the lack of respect 

for the dignity of the Assembly. 

A point of order was raised by Ir. KHAN CHEТ (Saudi Arabia) who said that 

there had been no lack of respect for the dignity. of the Assembly and no insults 

in the speeches hitherto. 

Dr. KAHANY (Israel) said that he was not referring to insults in speeches at 

the present meeting but to the tenor of the written communications addressed to the 

Director- General and contained in document Ab /37. 

The CHAIRP'N said he could not leave unchallenged the charge made by the delegate 

of Israel that more latitude had been given to other speakers. The alarm system had 

been operated strictly in accordance with the decision of the committee: an extra 

allowance of one minute had been given both to the delegate of Israel and the delegate 

of Saudi Arabia; and the only other speaker to whom the system had been applied in 

the present debate - the delegate of Iraq - had been allowed to continue in view of 

the fact that he intended to make a proposal. 

Dr,. KAHANY (Israel) said that the Chairman had misinterpreted his remarks; he 

had meant only to say that, in view of the number of speakers holding opposing views 

to those of his delegation, the total length of time permitted for their statements 

was greater than that permitted for his own statement. 
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The CH Ri1Р.N accepted this explanation and requested that speakers should not 

be interrupted unnecessarily by the raising of points of order. 

Iv!r. KHАNАС1ЕТ (Saudi Arabia) said that he would like to explain the reason 

for his interruption. During a debate at the Fifth World Health Assembly, the 

delegate of Israel had made certain allegations against the Arab States which 

required a reply; no interruption had been made by any of the delegations concerned 

but, subsequently, when the delegation of Iraq had started to reply to those 

allegations, a point of order had been raised and the delegate of Iraq had not been 

allowed to continue 

The СHAIRМAN noted the explanation given by the dеlеbаtе of Saudi Arabia 

Dr. РАСыЛСНI (Iraq) said that the delegate of Israel had questioned whether 

the resolution proposed by the delegation of Iraq was in accordance with the 

Constitution; it had clearly been demonstrated that, under Article 44 of the 

Constitution, the Health Assembly had the right to delineate a geographical area 

at any time for the purpose of establishing a regional organization. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the committee should consider whether the resolution 

proposed by the delegation of Iraq affected the decision taken at a previous meeting 

regarding the rules and criteria for assignment to regions; particular consideration 

should be given to paragraph 3 of that decision. 

Dr. PACHACHI (Iraq) said that paragraph 3 of the decision to which the Chairman 

had referred requested the Director-General to continue to study the possible 
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delineation of geographical areas; such a request did not impair the constitutional 

right of the Health Assembly to decide on a redelineation of a geographical area at 

any time should such a measure become necessary. He stressed the necessity for 

immediate action in the matter. 

The СН IR1AN said that he did not question the constitutional right of the 

Health Assembly to delineate a geographical area; however, in the decision adopted 

by the committee on document Aб /33, the territory of British Somaliland had 

provisionally been assigned to the African area, where-as in the resolution proposed 

by the delegate of Iraq, that territory would be assigned to the Eastern 

Mediterranean Region. 

Dr. РАОНАСНI (Iraq) said that he was prepared to amend his draft resolution 

by the deletion, from the last paragraph, of the words "British Somaliland". He 

wished it to be clearly understood that the last paragraph of his resolution 

contained only the names of countries which had been definitely assigned to the 

Eastern Mediterranean Region and did not include countries provisionally assigned 

to that region. 

Dr. КАнРNУ (Israel), said that the Health Assembly had delineated a geographical 

area of the Eastern Mediterranean and had established a regional organization in that 

area with the consent of the majority of the Member States in the area;. under those 

circumstances, he did not see that the Health Assembly, having requested the 

Director- General to make further studies on the delineation of geographical areas, 

could decide to redelineate an existing geographical area until such time as the 

result of those studies had been reported to it. 
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Dr. PACHACHI (Iraq) said that the interpretation of Article 44 (b) of the 

Constitution given by the Executive Вeard (Official Records No. 46, page 160) 

made it clear that the present six regions with their regional committees and 

offices were not necessarily permanent. It was, consequently, evident that the 

Health Assembly had a constitutional right to change the composition of the regions. 

Dr. ENGLER (Panama) asked for a ruling from the Chairman as to whether continued 

discussion of the resolution proposed by the delegate of Iraq would imply the re- 

opening of the debate on the rules and criteria for assignment to regions. 

The CHAIRMAN said that he was not prepared to rule that the proposal of the 

delegation of Iraq was out of order on the ground that it implied the reopening of 

a subject already debated; he would, however, draw the attention of the delegate 

of Iraq to the fact that in the decision taken on document Аб /33, certain territories 

had been provisionally assigned to the Eastern Mediterranean Region and that no 

mention of those territories was included in the list of countries in the last 

paragraph of the resolution proposed by his delegation. 

Dr. PЛCHАCHI (Iraq) said that he had already given the reason for the omission 

of the territories provisionally assigned to the Eastern Mediterranean Region. 

Dr. LARSSON (Sweden) considered that, in a discussion of such great importance, 

the time -limit of five minutes should not be enforced. 
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The CHAIRMAN said that the decision to enforce a time -limit on speeches 

had been taken at a previous meeting of the committee and must be maintained 

unless the committee agreed to xescind its previous. decision. 

Dr. JAFAR (Pakistan) expressed satisfaction with the ruling of the Chairman 

that the resolution proposed by the delegate of Iraq was in order. He recalled 

that at a previous meeting, the legal adviser had said that the terms of Article 44 

of the Constitution did not imply any necessity for the redelineation of a 

geographical area when an additional country was assigned to that area; he assumed 

that, in consequence, there would be no necessity for the redelineation of an 

area if a country previously assigned to that area were subsequently assigned to 

another area. He believed that the solution proposed by the delegate of Iraq was 

the only satisfactory remedy to the present situation. 

�Ir. SOLE (Union of South Africa) said that the committee was faced with one 

of the gravest decisions in the history of the Organization. In view of the 

importance and delicacy of the matter, he proposed that delegates be given an 

opportunity to consider the constitutional aspects of the question at their 

leisure; he therefore moved the adjournment of the debate. 

Decision: On a vote being taken by show of hands on the motion for 
adjournment; the motion was carried by 2S votes to 9, with 5 abstentions. 

TvUr. GEERАERTS (Belgium) , Vice- Chairman, took the Chair. 
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3. FREQUENCY OF SESSIONS OF THE HEALTH ASSE иВLY: CONSIDERАTION OF Йti`ENDLNTS TO 

ТНЕ CONSTITUTION, Item 7.3.7 of the Agenda (Official Records Nos. 42, WHA5.22; 

43, ЕВ10.R17; 46, EВ11.R69; Documents A6/29 and 46 /AFL /7 Rev.1, page 2) 

The CНAIR.1N drew the committee's attention to the fact that the Legal Bub- 

Committee, in its first report (document А6 /AFL /7 Rev.1, page 2), had declared the 

proposals submitted by the Governments of France and the Republic of the Philippines 

admissible. The representative of Yugoslavia had stated that he withdrew from dis - 

cession the letter of 6 December 1952 addressed by his Government to the Director - 

General, the contents of that letter contained no formal amendment but being able 

to serve later for the discussion to be held on the amendments to the Constitution. 

Professor CАNLPERIA, representative of the Executive Board, introducinL. the 

discussion, reminded the committee that the question of biennial assemblies had first 

been raised at the Third World Health Assembly by the Governments of Denmark, Norway 

and Sweden, who had then put forward drafts of consequential amendments to Articles 

13, 14, 15, 16, 34 and 55 of the Constitution. Having approved the plan in 

principle, that Assembly had requested the Director -General and the Executive Board 

to study carefully the arrangements necessary for implementing that decision and to 

submit to the Fourth World Health Assembly a report on the necessary amendments 

and transitional arrangements (Т1HA3.96). In view of the complexity of the subject, 

the Executive Board had been unable to submit the results of its study to the Fourth 

World Health Assembly and decided to recommend that the study be continued at the 

Board's ninth session and a report made to the Fifth World Health Assembly (V1I4.55). 

The outcome of Iihe prolonged study was contained in resolution ЕВ9•R53 which had 

been discussed by the Fifth World Health Assembly. He reminded the committee that, 

after consideration by the Legal Sub -Committee and by the Committee on Administra-й. 

tier_, Fiпence and Legal :utters itse ?.f, the resolution had gone to the Assembly 
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which, in its resolution WНA5.22, had decided that, as it was not in a position to 

examine the question, the Director -General should be requested to submit the text of the 

said amendments and any others to each Member State prior to examination at the Sixth 

World Health Assembly. 

That had been done, and Executive Board resolution EBl7.R69 contained not only • 

the Board's suggestions concerning amendment of the Constitution but also suggestions 

regarding transitional arrangements, the attribution of certain new powers to the 

Executive Board and the financial and administrative changes implied. The Board had not 

touched on the question of whether or not Assemblies should be biennial in the future, 

but had complied strictly with its mandate, which was to propose the changes which would 

be necessary if the principle were adopted. 

Dr. van den BERG (Netherlands) expressed general agreement with the amendments pro- 

posed except the suggestion in connexion with Article 26 that the Board should meet "at 

least once a year" instead of twice as in the past. He considered that if the Health 

Assembly were to meet only once in two years, it would be more than ever necessary for 

the Board to meet at least twice each year. He drew attention to the fact that while 

the adoption of biennial assemblies would carry with it certain advantages, it also 

carried with it the danger that the Secretariat would be left very much to itself аnd 

deprived of the guidance and supervision which it required. WHO was an organization of 

Member States and the Assembly in which they were represented should be able to exert its 

influence in the years in which it did not meet. In those years it would have to be 

represented by the Executive Board. He therefore suggested that there should be no 

change in Article 26. 
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Dr. НURTADO (Cuba) said that his delegation would oppose any constitutional change 

in the Organization. If the Health Assembly were to meet only every two years Member 

States would not be able to control the Organization's affairs as closely as in the past. 

Consequently, the work of WHO would take on a remoteness likely to endanger its success. 

The change from annual to biennial Assemblies also implied a fundamental change in the 

character of the Organization which, from being inter -governmental, would become a mere 

health agency. Some would argue that biennial Assemblies might carry with them certain 

economic advantages, but he /feared that the sense of geographical and moral remoteness 

from the Organization's affairs, and the fact that the Assembly was to meet only every 

other year, might engender among Member States a sense of the remoteness of their 

economic responsibility extremely detrimental to the Organization's finances. He agreed 

with the previous speaker but considered that even if the Board were to meet two or three 

times, it would be unable to overcome the objections to which he had just referred. True, 

the Board was a body of 18 experts intended to represent the Health Assembly; but it did 

not and could not represent the governments. He considered that every argument 

militated against the principle of biennial Assemblies and urged the committee to bear in 

mind that to vote for biennial Health Assemblies was to vote for a change which would 

imperil the success of the Organization. 

Dr. FABINI (Uruguay) said that not oily did the governments need assistance from WHO, 

but WHO needed guidance and encouragement from governments. Member States were far from 

one another and the possibility of meeting once a year gave them an opportunity of re- 

newing their contact with the Organization - a contact which promoted a better knowledge 

of WHO and its work. He stressed the fact that the Organization was responsible for the 
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health of the whole world. So far it had borne its responsibility with success but 

future success should not be jeopardized by the adoption of the proposal. 

There was the added difficulty that if Assemblies were called only every other year, 

it might prove impossible for the same delegates to attend on each occasion, with the 

result that the work of the Health Assembly would be done by persons less familiar with 

the work of the Organization than had been the cace in the past. 

He had wondered to what extent economic considerations, such as travel expenses, 

had inspired the proposal. In that connexion he fully endorsed the view3 expressed by 

the delegate of Cuba, feeling that the annual meeting cf the .4,esemblу was a powerful 

stimulus to governments to fulfil their financial obligations. 

His delegation was therefore in favour of the continuation of the present system. 

Dr. GJURGJEVIC (Yugoslavia) said that a large number of the prograгmзes planned by 

the Fifth World Health Assembly had had to be altered at the session in progress owing to 

changes in external conditions during the intervening year. Delegates could easily 

imagine the inconvenience which would have been entailed if no session had been due Lnt ?_ 

1954. He submitted that the same might be true of the coming year, during which more 

Technical Assistance funds might become available - to cite only one example of the type 

which had been to the fibre at the current session. 

Annual assemblies, were, in h4.s opinion; 1 1е1у to do much to promote the spirit 

of international understanding, without which no international problem could be 

approached with hope of success, and that consideration alone would justify the ехpе�se 

involved in annual meetings. Moreover, the present system enabled Member States to keep 

abreast of health problems in all parts of the world and of the extrгmely rapid devе_oi- 

rents in the methods of dealing with them. 
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For those reasons his delegation would vote against the principle of holding 

biennial Assemblies. 

The CHAIRМAN recalled the operative clauses of resolution WHA3.96 (1) to remind 

the meeting that the Third World Health Assembly had agreed in principle to certain 

amendments of the Constitution and had instructed the Director -General, with the 

help of the Executive Board, to submit drafts of the said amendments; the Director- 

General and the Board had done no more than perform the task entrusted to them by the 

Third World Health Assembly. 

Mr. CORKERY (Australia) appreciated the complexity of the problem and its 

important implications both for the governments concerned, in that they might tond 

to become moro remote from the Organization's affairs, and for the Organization 

itself, the Secretariat and the Director -General. 

In principle, his delegation was of the opinion that as an international 

organization developed, the time came when it was desirable to plan for less 

frequent meetings. The determination of when that time had come depended on two 

considerations: the frequency of policy decisions and the structural development 

of the Organization; for when an organization began with a given structure 

depending upon given time- limits, a change in the latter might seriously disrupt 

the former. 

As regards the point last mentioned, his delegation considered that the 

proposed amendments were such as might avert the danger to which he had referred, 

but it did not feel that the first point had boon met for, far from noting any 

diminution in the work of the Assembly, it had seen an increase of about thirty per 
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cent, including such important aspects as the recent expansion of work under 

Technical Assistance. 

To the arguments raised by the delegate of Yugoslavia, he would add that the 

Sixth World Health Assembly had been called upon to take marw decisions and had 

had to leave others to the Executive Board. The decision to hold biennial 

Assemblies would mean that still more would have to be left to the Bóard, which 

might become seriously overloaded with decisions rightfully pertaining to the 

governments of Member States. 

For the above reasons, his delegation would oppose the proposed amendments. 

It would be unable to vote in favour of biennial Assemblies until such time as 

structural changes had been made in the Organization. Such changes should precede 

the dhange to biennial sessions. 

The meeting rose at 11 p.m. 


