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1. CONSIDERATION OF AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES OF PROCEDURE OF THE HEALTH 
ASSEMBLY: Item 7.7 of the Agenda (Official Records No. 52, Resolution 
EB13.R57; Document A7/AFL/2) (continued) 

The Sub-Committee resumed discussion of the revised Rules of Procedure 

(document A7/AFL/2). 

Rule 92 

Mr. SOLE (Union of South Africa) suggested that the General Committee, 

in drawing up a list of Members entitled to designate a person to serve on 

the Executive Board, should bear in mind the provisions of Article 7 of the 

Constitution concerning the financial standing of Member :States. He asked 

whether a reference to that provision in Rule 92. would be in conflict with 

the provisions of the Constitution. 

Mr. ZARB (Chief, Legal Office), Secretary, in reply, said that Chapter VI 

of the Constitution concerned only the geographical distribution of Member 

States elected to designate a person to serve on the Board. 

On the question of financial standing of Member States, it would appear 

that unless the Health Assembly had taken action for the suspension of voting 

privileges and services under Article 7 of the Constitution, the status of 

Members under Rule 92 would not appear to be affected by their financial 

standing. 

Mr. GEERAERTS (Belgium) said that the question of deciding whether a 

Member which had not paid its contributions might or might not be included in 

the list referred to in Rule 92 was a matter for decision by the Health 



Assembly - a decision which could not be pre-judged. It was therefore 

unnecessary to include a reference to the matter in Rule 92. 

Mr. SOLE (Union of South Africa) expressed satisfaction with the replies 

given to his question. 

Rule 93 

Mr.. CALDERWOOD (United States of America) suggested that a clause be 

added to the sentence: "Those candidates obtaining the majority required 

shall be elected", in order to make it quite clear that only six Members 

could be elected to serve on the Board, 

The CHAIRMAN thought that the point was covered in the opening sentence 

of Rule 93, He suggested that the point should be borne in mind during the 

revision of the Rules of Procedure at the Eighth World Health Assembly. 

It was so agreed. 

Rule 94 to Rule 110 inclusive 

No comments. 

Rule 111 

Mr. GEERAERTS (Belgium), referring to Rule 111 (formerly 108) concerning 

the procedure for the submission of amendments to the Constitution, recalled 

the divergence of opinion expressed at the present Health Assembly in regard 



to the procedure for submitting amendments to proposed amendments to the 

Constitution. He wished to put forward the suggestion that the Secretariat 

should study the possibility of including some provision in Article 111, 

clearly indicating what was meant by an amendment to- the Constitution, 

together with an indication of the conditions in which an amendment to such an 

amendment to the Constitution was acceptable. While his suggestion might 

seem superfluous, it was inspired by a sincere desire to avoid further bad 

precedents contestable from the legal point of view. He instanced the case 

in which, an amendment to the Constitution not having been submitted within 

the statutory time limit, an attempt had been made to introduce the matter as 

an.amendment to an amendment by another delegation. 

He was not prepared to put forward any specific proposal but merely to 

suggest that the matter be given some thought by the Secretariat
e 

The CHAIRMAN doubted whether the point raised could be covered by any 

provision in the Rules of Procedure, or, indeed, whether an amendment to 

Article 73 of the Constitution would not be required. A fine dividing-line 

had to be drawn between amendments of substance and of form. While Article 73 

could not be applied to an amendment to an amendment concerning very minor 

matters of drafting, he agreed that a point might be reached where an 

amendment to an amendment would become one of substance. 

It might be useful for the Secretariat to study the provisions of 

Article 73 and, in the light of its advice, any Member wishing to do so could 

move an amendment to Article 73 within the time-limit prescribed. 



Mr. GEERAERTS (Belgium) said that what he had in mind was that any amend-

ment submitted to an original amendment (introduced in conformity with the 

provisions of Article 73 of the Constitution) should be submitted in writing 

before the opening of the session at which it was to be discussed and clearly 

refer to the terms of the original amendment. Observance of the time-limit 

prescribed under Article 73 was of the utmost importance in order to enable 

the circulation of amendments to amendments to Member States for their 

comments well in advance of the Health Assembly. What was important was 

strictly to respect the principles underlying the Constitution. No loophole 

should be allowed to exist which would enable an amendment to be rejected, for 

any special reason, at the last moment. 

The SECRETARY said that the Secretariat was quite prepared to examine 

the Rules of Procedure in conjunction with the articles of the Constitution 

dealing with amendments. 

Rule 112 to Rule 114 

No comments. 

Decision; The Sub-Committee agreed that the Secretariat should be 
requested to study the point raised by the delegate of Belgium 
concerning Rule 111, which would be referred, together with the 
observations on other rules, to Member States for consideration. 

2. PROCEDURE IN REGARD TO THE FINAL REPORT OF THE SUB-COMMITTEE 

Mr. SOLE (Union of South Africa) asked whether the draft report would 

inter alia require the reprinting of the Rules of Procedure including the 



revised rules as adopted as well as those on which a decision had not yet 

been reached. 

The SECRETARY said that the Rules of Procedure as revised would be . 

reprinted and would include comments on the two amended provisions which had 

not yet been accepted, i.e., the right of participation of representatives on 

the Executive Board and the provision for election by acclamation, 

Mr. OSMAN (Egypt) asked whether, if the revised Rules -of- Procedure .were 

adopted by the present Health Assembly, they would again be revised at the 

Eighth World Health Assembly in the light, of new suggestions submitted by 

governments * 

He suggested that it might be simpler to refer the revised Rules of 

Procedure to the Eighth World Health Assembly, together with the suggestions 

of governments instead of submitting.two- successive.revisions. He did not 

however wish to press the point, 

Mr. CALDERWOOD (United States of America) suggested that, instead of 

reproducing an incomplete set of Rules, it might be better to print a 

supplement covering the section dealing with conduct of business, 

Mr. SOLE (Union of South Africa) said that the question of whether the 

revised Rules relating to the conduct of business or all the approved revised 

Rules should be printed was a matter for the main committee and not a legal 

point, 



The CHAIRMAN pointed out the difficulty of reproducing one particular 

section of the Rules of Procedure because of its repercussion' on other Rules. 

Mr. CALDERWOOL (United States of America) took the opposite view. The 

section on conduct of business formed a single whole, while action In regard to 

other Rules had been deferred pending suggestions by governments. 

The SECRETARY said that it was difficult to establish a clear-cut line 

between Rules of Procedure concerning voting, for instance, and those relating tc 

the conduct of business. He suggested, in the interest of time, that rather 

than reproduce only one section of the Rules of Procedure, it would be better to 

defer the matter pending the final revision of all the Rules of Procedure. 

Mr. SOLE (Union of South Africa) supported that proposal. 

Decision: The proposal to defer adoption of the Rules of Procedure, 
pending their final revision was accepted. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the draft report of the Legal Sub-Committee would 

need considerable revision in the light of the discussion and would be 

submitted to a later meeting for approval, 

Mr. SOLE (Union of South Africa) suggested that the Chairman, the Vice-

Chairman and the Rapporteur should be entrusted with the final wording of the 

draft report to be submitted to the Main Committee. 

It was so agreed. 
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3. CLOSURE OF THE SESSION 

The CHAIRMAN expressed, his sincere appreciation of the spirit of 

collaboration shown by all members. He thanked the Vice-Chairman, the 

Rapporteur and the legal staff of the Secretariat for their help. He 

then declared the session closed. 

The meeting rose at 9«30 a.m, 


