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1. PROGRAMME ACTIVI^lIES IN TIE HEALTH ASPEC TS OF WORLD POPULATION WHICH МIGHT 
BE DEVELOPED BY WHO: Item 2.15 of the Agenda (Resolution WHA18.1F9; 
Document А19 /P&R /19) (continued) 

The CHAIRМAN reminded the Committee that twenty -nine delegates had spoken 

on the item the day before and several speakers had still to be heard, Two 

draft resolutions had been submitted. The delegations of Ceylon, China, Denmark, 

Finland, India, Iceland, Jamaica, Malaysia, Mauritius, Norway, Pakistan, Netherlands, 

Singapore, Sweden, Tunisia, United Arab Republic and the United States of America 

had proposed the following draft resolution (A19 /Р& /Cоnf. Doc. No. 25): 

The Nineteenth World Health Assembly, 

Having considered the report of the Director-General on programme 
activities in the health aspects of world population which might be 
developed by WHO; 

Bearing in mind Article 2(Q.) of the Constitution; 

Noting the, discussion on the Second World Population Conference, 
September 1965, where high importance was attached to the population 
development and its repercussions on the individual and society; 

Noting the United Nations activities on a long -range programme on 
population problems; 

Noting with great satisfaction the possible activity of UNICEF in 
this field; 

Noting with satisfaction that WHO has decided to enter into official 

relationship with the International Planned Parenthood Federation; 

Noting that the activities of WHO and its scientific groups already 
have played their part in collecting and distributing information on 
many aspects of human reproduction; 

Recognizing that the scientific knowledge with regard to human 
reproduction still is insufficient; 

Noting that several governments are embarking on nation -wide schemes 
ón family planning;' and . 
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Realizing the importance of including information on the health 
aspects of'- population problems in the education of medical students, 
nurses, midwives and other members of the health team, 

1. APPROVES the report of the Director- General on programme activities 

in the health aspects of world population which might be developed by WHO; 

2. REQUESTS the Director -General to continue and develop the programme 

already established; 

3. REQUESTS the Director- General to advise UNICr and other United Nations 
agencies on the health aspects of population including assistance to 
Мember countries; 

4. AUTHORIZES the Director -General to extend, on request, WHO's services 

• in this field to Member countries through such means as expert advice on 
programme planning and execution, training of personnel, and programme 
evaluation; 

5. REQUESTS the Director -General to study how family planning services 
could be integx'ated in the over -all health planning - particularly in the 

• maternal and child health services - of those countries which feel the 
need thereof; and 

6. REQUESTS the Director -General to report to the Twentieth World Health 
Assеiнb y on the programme of WHO in the field of human reproduction. 

The second draft resolution was presented by the delegations of Argentina, 

Austria, Bélium, Brazil, France and Mexico (A19 /Pw /Conf. Doc. No. 26): 

The Nineteenth World Health Assembly, . 

Having considered the report presented by the Director- General in 
accordance with resolution WHA18.49; 

Bearing in, mind Article 2(L) of the. Constitution; 

Noting resolution 1034 ( XXXI() of the Economic and Social Council, 

the discussions at the Second World Population Conference and the subsequent 

discussion during the twentieth session of the United Nations General 
Assembly; 
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Noting that the activities of WHO and its scientific groups have 
already played their part in collecting and making available information 
on many aspects of human reproduction; 

Recognizing that the scientific knowledge. with regard to human 
reproduction is still insufficient; 

Noting that several governments are embarking on nation -wide schemes 
on family planning; and 

Realizing the importance of including information on the health 
aspects of population problems in the education of medical students, nurses, 
midwives and other members of the health team, 

1. NOTES with satisfaction the report presented by the Director -General; 

2. RГAFFIRI'íS the policy statements contained in the consideranda of 
resolution WНА13.49; 

3. APPROVES the programme outlined in Part'III of the Director- General's 
renort;l 

. 

1 

К. СONFIRМS that the role of WHO is to advise Members, upon request, 
in the development of activities in family planning, as part of an organized 
health service, without impairing its normal preventive and curative 
functions; and 

. 

5. СONFI МS further that said action of WHO in the field of family planning 
should include the medical aspects both of sterility and of family planning 
as part of the over -all functions of the local health services, particularly 
of the maternal and child health services, and that special attention should 
be paid to the training of professional and non -professional staff. 

An amendment had been proposed to the second draft resolution by the 

delegations of Dahomey, Ivory Coast, Мa1i and Senegal (A19 /Р в /Conf. Doc. No. 27). 

The amendment involved four changes: ' 

1 Document А19/Рсв/19. 
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(1) The sixth paragraph of the preamble to be placed before the fourth paragraph 

of the preamble; 

(2) the words "in pursuance of the operative part of resolution WEAA18.1F9" 

to be added at the end of operative paragraph 3; 

(3) in operative paragraph 4, the words "to give Members technical advice" to 

be substituted for the words "to advise Members "; 

(4) operative paragraph 5 to be replaced by the following paragraph; 

"5. REQUESTS the Director -General to report to the Twentieth World Health 
Assembly on the work of WHO in the field of human reproduction ". 

A further amendment had been proposed verbally by the delegation of the Union 

of Soviet Socialist Republics; and would become available in writing during the 

course of the meeting. 

There was also a proposal by the delegation of India that a working party be 

set up to reconcile the various draft resolutions and amendments in a single text. 

Hе proposed, on the closure of the debate on the item, to ask the Committee to 

decide on the proposal of the Indian delegation; if it were decided that there 

should be no working party, he would conduct a vote on the various resolutions and 

amendments. 

Hё invited the Committee to continue the debate on the item. 

Dr МARTINEZ (Mexico) said that of the countries in Latin America, which was 

the area of the world where the population explosion was most formidable, Mexico 

had one of the highest population growth rates; the annual population increase was 

3.2 per cent. Yet Mexico offered an example of how demographic problems should be 

overcome by increasing economic production; the economic growth rate was 6 per cent. 
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per annum, and more than enough food was being produced to supply the increasing 

population. Taking into account cultural, economic and social circumstances, the 

best measure ío limit population was education, and the best programme to harmonize 

population growth with economic and social development was one of social justice. 

His delegation was anxious that WHO should not adopt decisions dictated by fear; 

the time was past when men formed bands to protect themselves against others. 

The Organization existed for reciprocal aid. 

Population igçrease was one expression of the progress of human life. He 

recognized that conditions were not similar throughout the world; there were, 

indeed, often differing demographic situations in a single country, as in Mexico. 

In some places the population growth was so rapid that it prevented adequate 

attention being given to needs of the rising generations. In others human 

cultural groups were threatened with extinction. WHO should also pay attention 

to that aspect of the problem. 

No civilization had so far introduced birth- control measures in order to 

assist cultural progress; such measures had in the past been introduced only to 

preserve the existing cultural situation. 

Birth- control measures could at best only be a supplement to basic measures. 

Information on birth -control should be disseminated only as a part of maternal and 

child health programmes. The principle that a woman should never have a child that 

she did not want was complicated by the fact that the wishes of the poor and 

Uneducated were conditioned by their circumstances. It would be absurd to teach 

women how not to have children before they had learnt how to bring up with due 

dignity the children thèy might have. 
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He congratulated the Director -General on his report, which followed so faith- 

fully the directives of the Eighteenth World Health Assembly, giving the Organization 

the role of assisting countries with information on demographic problems as a whole, 

not only on birth-c ontrol. The Organization could exert great influence on 

countries through its decisions. It must be remembered that demographic problems 

were problems of a national character. At the international level measures of a 

• general nature should be prescribed that could be applied to the situation in 

individual countries. Success in harmonizing population policies would never be 

achieved by the mere spreading of contraceptive measures, which might be abused as 

a means of removing the biological threat that the "have -note constituted for 

the more privileged. 

Professor SCORZLLI (Brazil) noted that well -oriented birth -control was 

presented as a solution to the economic problem in developing countries, where a 

fall: in mortality rate brought about by progress in the health field was not offset 

by a reduced birth -rate, so that there was an increase in the non -productive younger 

population. The contrary could also be argued: a solution to the population 

problem could be found in economic development, taking advantage of the increasingly 

rapid advance of technology and science. Brazil believed in the latter solution. 

However, some countries needed family planning measures as an immediate 

solution to urgent economic, educational and health questions. It was their right 

to employ such measures, and that right could not be denied on moral or economic 

grounds. One could only appeal for the use of the most humane means, and those 

least prejudicial to health. 
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Brazil had a population density of 9.5 per 1еа, and birth- control as a policy 

was not necessary. If the present population growth rate continued to apply, there 

would be a density of 22 por km 
2 
by the end of the century. Even taking into account 

regional variations, the population would still not present a problem. 

One favourable aspect of birth -control was that it would reduce abortions. 

But that could hardly be a decisivo aspect of demographic policy. Governments 

should provide a choice in the matter of birth _control, through education. Research 

should continue in order to find perfect birth-control methods, but health programmes 

should not be prejudiced by exaggerated attention to birth -control. Family planning 

services should be integrated in the maternal and child health services horizontally, 

not as a separate, vertical type of service, which would create a danger that funds 

intended for activities in preventive medicine might be reduced. In the long -term 

view it might even lead to a reduction in population growth through higher mortality, 

not through reduced birth-rate. Those who desired a demographic solution to economic 

problems would naturally prefer a vertical type of family planning service. They 

would further require that WHO, instead of playing a co- operative role in the 

è1aboraticn of standards and rules, should become operative in the field. The 

Brazilian delegation preferred to see the Organization in a technical role as a 

consultative body assisting governments at their request. 
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Professor GOOSSLI� ?S (Belgium) said that previous speakers had stressed that 

demographic problems were essentially national problems dependent on social, 

economic and ethical conditions in individual countries. That was the reason for 

the difficulty encountered in trying to find a resolution to suit all delegations. 

He recalled the long discussions in the Eighteenth World Health Assembly on the 

same issue. His delegation would like to have avoided a repetition of that debate. 

It hа.л for that reason co- sponsored a resolution based on the one adopted by the 

Eighteenth World Health Assembly, which had enabled the Director -General to do the 

excellent work described in his report. The draft resolution co- sponsored by the 

Belgian delegation encouraged the Director - General to continue in the way that had 

already given satisfaction. One could not ask for more; such a resolution should be 

acceptable to all, as it did not prejudge the future or run contrary to the wishes of 

the various countries. 

The Belgian delegation would accept the amendment proposed by some African 

countries. If other co- sponsors of the same resolution would take the same view, 

there would be one less amendment for discussion. 

Dr IONTALVAN CO1NEJO (Ecuador). agreed with previous speakers that population 

policy depended on differing economic conditions in different countries. His 

delegation would support the draft resolution proposed by the delegation of Argentina 

and others., with the addition of the amendment to operative paragraph 5 contained in 

the proposal of some African countries, since it wished the activities in the health 

aspects of world population started by the Director -General to be continued. 
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The DIRDCTOR- GЕIJЕRAL said that he 

to clarify the situation as he saw it. 

approved by the Committee and he must, 

between the resolutions and as to what 

felt it his duty, as Director -General, to try 

He would have to implement any resolution 

therefore, be clear as to the differences 

lay behind each phrase. Nany delegates did 

not see any difference between the two draft resolutions. One resolution authorized 

the Director -General, on the basis of the report he had submitted on the question, 

to develop demonstration programmes in countries, to assist in training personnel, 

to help countries to organize family planning, as an integral part of the health 

services of the country. That was being done in many of the countries represented 

in the Committee, as delegates had described. That was no more than was suggested 

the Organization should do in the draft resolution based on his report. Some 

delegates had asked why there was such difficulty if the two resolutions were so 

similar. He had listened with great attention to all the comments which had been 

made, and especially to the delegates of Sweden, the United Kingdom and the United 

States of America as some of the co- sponsors of one of the draft resolutions. 

The delegate of the United States of America had said clearly that family planning 

could be the spearhead for the development of the health service. The Director - 

General doubted very much whether that was technically sound and corresponded to 

reality. It was true that in the United States of America, maternal and child health 

had been the spearhead in the development of the health service but the two things 

were not at all similar. 
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'dhat was haаnening in the world today? Countries were diverting funds 

from public health in order to establish fer;1y planning programmes. They had 

their own needs which made that r..ecess ary, but health authorities must be extremely 

careful in the matter. Sore countries had already diverted some 25 

per cent. of the funds from their health services, and their m la.ri.a and 

tuberculosis services had suffered accordingly. The Committee had heard that it 

would be iю гcssïble- for some countries to carry on i.e. aria or сho era: eradication, I 

• the,g had to give highзr priority to family planning. e realizед that those 

1, countries were facinE a very grave problem, but should the ^olicy which they had 

been forced to ado.. 't be trсnsferrad to an international forum and adopted as the 

пΡvlicу of an international organization? In his view, the ;:orld :iе,lth 

Orgpnizatiozi should continue to fight for the imprcveшant of health services and 

not for the deviation of funds to other ty:as cf activity. :.e recognized that 

nurber of countries would unfortunately have to do that. оwеvеr, _ гomoters iaere 

going round the world visiting ng al 1 the regions trying to convince юо:2:' e that 

family.: planning should be liven hi-he= priority, regardlеss. of the size of the 

populati оi�.. In Latin iвеrјсa and l frica __'amiïy .;21 aхЛinс. had been greatly promoted 

without regard being . ï�ai.d to the real s_? tuationi.- o.' the countries'. 

�Ls Director- General of 11б, he was suggesting that they started before it was 

too late in the great maj�ri tу of countries to make family plain -n part of the 

111)7 с health services. That was the su_gesti on in the draft resolution based 

on his report. One delegate had sa . d that no time should be lost, but what could 

IBC roallу do? Where were its funds to hell the countries most concerned? 

10 -one had asked the Director -General what resources he had and what the 
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Organization was going to do. WHO was being asked to give moral support to any 

type of programme. He did not wish to be misundвrstood. Every country had the 

right to take its own decision, but it should not be forgotten that an international 

•organization could not be involved in these highly political decisions. If it was 

decided that what was necessary was not really just family planning but a reduction 

in the population, that at the moment the rate of population growth must be reduced 

and that later on it must be maintained at a stable level, it was very difficult 

for an international organization to be party to such a decisicn. 

He had a great respect for those countries facing the problem in all its 

seriousness; but the Committee should realize that what they were talking of 

involved the use of methods of birth -control which were irreversible in countries 

where the health service was poor. He referred not only to sterilization which, 

it had been said, was not irreversible. Certainly, it was not irreversible in developed 

countries where an operation could be performed to re- establish the function, but it 

was irreversible in the developing countries with less advanced medical facilitie,. 

loreover, in those countries, the effect of even an intra -uterine device could become 

irreversible if inserted by a mobile unit, for when the unit moved from the area 

no help was available to remove the device, if such removal became necessary or 

was desired. Reversibility depended on the degree of development of the medical 

services. 
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An international organization could not take u -on itself the responsibility for 

such programmes; that responsibility could only be assumed by governments 

individually. The Committee knew that certain governments were faced by very 

serious problems indeed and had had to come to an extremely difficult decision, but 

that was no reason for urgent action in this respect by WHO. `.that WHO could do was 

to prevent others from finding themselves in the same situation. 

One year ago a great movement had started in the world - the reversal of 

priorities. Till then the priority had been economic development. Today it was 

said that a few dollars spent on birth -control gave better returns than hundreds 

spent on economic development. It was that reversal of priorities that was creating 

pressures all over the world. le would submit that the World Health Organization 

had a long programme to develop in family planning. It could, however, do no more 

than a ̀ limited amount in the solution of the tragic problems of today; but it could 

do much to prevent the problems of tomorrow. j To promote family planning at the 

expense of the health services was not a decision for an international organization 

working in the health field. In the resolution presented by Sweden, the United 

States of America, the United Kingdom and others it was clearly stated that family 

planning need not depend on the development of the health services: that was the 

interpretation given by the delegate of the United States of America. Не would 

submit that that was undesirable from a technical point of view and that an international 

organization such as WHO must be clear as to the position it took. 
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Dr KEITH (Guinea) welcomed the Director -General's courageous statement of his 

position, and endorsed his views. The Committee would never achieve unanimity on the 

problem. Countries differed, as did their problems and needs; highly developed and 

densely populated countries, with governments which could carry out family planning 

programmes, and under -populated countries were free to apply their own solutions to 

their own problems. The only possible course for the Organization was to plan a 

programme which would develop by stages and would take into account resolution WHA18.49. . 

The draft resolution presented by the delegation of Argentina and others, with the 

amendments proposed by the delegations of Dahomey, Ivory Coast, Mali and Senegal, would 

be in accordance with the spirit of the resolution adopted by the Eighteenth World 

Health Assembly. He did not feel that it was possible to go further. 

Dr г'Т� EЛΡ7 (Norway) recalled that the operative paragraphs of resolution WHA13.49 

had been carefully drafted by a working party which had weighed every word in c:der to 

make the meaning clear, especially in regard to the phrase "should not involve 

operational activities" in paragraph 2(b). The Director -General had been asked 

whether that would mean that WHO, on request from Member countries could, for example, 

provide expert advice on programme planning and execution. The answer had been in 

the affirmative, as it had been to the question of whether WHO, again on request from 

Members, could provide expert advice on the training of personnel. The resolution 

was therefore interpreted to mean that WHO, on request, could assist in the evalur_tion 

of such programmes and could advise on other health aspects of human reproduction. 
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The phrase "should not involve operational activities" would only prevent WHO from 

establishing in a Member country a WHO family planning unit or other institution. 

It was understood that it would be the responsibility of the government and the public 

health service of the country concerned to run the programmes. 

In the opinion of his delegation, therefore, there was nothing new in the draft 

resolution which it co- sponsored, nor did it go beyond the decision taken by the 

Eighteenth World Health Assembly. The only reason for proposing a new text was to 

1, clarify the position and to underline the important health aspects involved. It went 

without question that it was for the individual country to decide whether or not it 

would ask for assistance through WHO. Moreover, it was ultimately for the individual 

woman and her family to decide what number of children she should have. 

His delegation welcomed the rapid progress which, with the assistance of WHO, was 

being made in research on the various aspects of human reproduction. It also noted 

with satisfaction the establishment of a documentation centre. 

The draft resolution did not change the role of WHO but it had the great 

advantage of removing any doubts and misunderstandings which might still exist among 

Member States. 

Dr AUJOULAТ (France) said that his delegation accepted the amendments proposed by 

the delegations of Dahomey, Ivory Coast, Mali and Senegal and by the Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republics to the draft resolution which it had co- sponsored. 
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Dr BENGHEZAL (Algeria) stressed how vast the requirements of a country with 

100 million inhabitants would be in contraceptive devices and pills. The problem had 

been clearly stated by the Director - General. If WH0 was to embark on such a course 

it must be given the necessary means. It was perhaps possible to solve the problem 

in countries like Denmark, the United States of America, Finland and Sweden, but not 

all countries had highly developed health services. A considerable number of medical 

and paramedical staff would be needed to carry out the kind of programme envisaged. 

His delegation therefore supported the draft resolution presented by the delegations 

of Argentina, Austria, Belgium, Brazil, France and Mexico, together with the proposed 

amendments. 

Professor VA NUGLI (Italy) also supported that resolution and the amendments 

thereto, and welcomed the Director- General's statement. 

Dr CHATTY (Syria) said that the Director-General's statement had clarified the 

situation. His country was not considering family planning and was somewhat concerned 

at the decision which might be taken in the Organization. The morality of care for 

mothers and children was unquestioned but when it came to contraceptive measures, 

whether or not there was an economic need, the morality had not been established. 

WHO should not therefore be asked to interfere. It was appropriate for it to carry 

out studies but it was going too far to give help in carrying out family planning 

programmes to those countries which might ask for it. 
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Dr SCHINDL (Austria), as a co- sponsor of one of the draft resolutions, accepted 

all the amendments which had been submitted to it. The delegation of Belgium had 

asked him to express its acceptance of those amendments. 

Dr LISICYN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his delegation had 

presented an amendment to the draft resolution which it found most acceptable as best 

reflecting the role of WHO and the interests of the majority of its Members. The 

amendment was to insert between the second and third paragraphs of the preamble of the 

draft resolution presented by the delegations of Argentina, Austria, Belgium, Brazil, 

France and Mexico the following paragraph: 

"Noting the part played by economic, social and cultural conditions 

in solving population problems and emphasizing the importance of health 
aspects of this problem;" 

His delegation also supported the amendments proposed by Dahomey, Ivory Coast, 

Mali and Senegal. The amended text reflected the view that the medical aspects of 

family planning should be part of the work of the health services but should not take 

precedence over the development of those services; that WHO should not interfere in 

the population policy in a country, which was the prerogative of the government and 

of the family, and that it should confine itself to the medical aspects of the problem. 

Finally, it took account of the financial position of the Organization - of the need 

not to curtail the resources devoted to other important problems, including smallpox 

and malaria eradication. 

Dr MERRILL (United States of America) said that his delegation fully recognized 

that the implementation of any resolution would depend on the Director -General and 

his staff. It was therefore important that there should be no misunderstanding of 
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the intention in the draft resolution 

previously, his delegation's view was 

integral part of the health services. 

which it co-sponsored. As he had stated 

that family planning activities should be an 

There was no intention that such activities 

should replace any existing health services, but it was important not to lose sight of 

the possibility that family planning activities might stimulate and reinforce other 

health services, and particularly maternal and child health services. . 

Dr MUDALIAR (India) wondered how the discussion would have gone if the majority , 

of the Committee's members had been mothers and wives. Family planning had two 

aspects, the first related to the family and the second related to the whole nation. 

From the point of view of the family, the subject was not a new one. It had long 

been, and would continue to be, one of the most important duties of a doctor caring 

for mothers and children to give advice on family planning when it was medically 

indicated for the sake of the health of the mother and family concerned. 

In regard to the national aspect of family planning, it was true that not all 

countries had the same problem. The Director -General, however, was only requested, 

in the draft resolution of which his delegation was a co- sponsor, to assist 

countries which felt the need of help. In some countries with an acute public 

health problem, a diversion of funds to family planning from other branches of 

the health services would mitigate, and not increase, suffering. Would the problem 

of tuberculosis ever be solved if family planning were not adopted? Would it be 

possible to control many diseases, for example to eradicate smallpox, if the 
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population bulge continued to increase? Although Members of WHO were members 

of a great family, they tended to put their own needs first. Under -populated 

countries were concerned by their lack of manpower. Over -populated countries were 

concerned by their surplus population who might emigrate and thus cause problems 

in other countries. It was an international and not a national problem and more 

mutual understanding was needed. 

He welcomed the experiments which were being carried out by WHO, but they must 

have a purpose in view, to show the countries which so desired how to put the 

findings into practice. He respected the feelings of those who could not support 

the draft resolution of which his delegation was a co- sponsor, but should it be 

rejected his country would continue in the way it thought right for it. He would 

welcome the establishment of a working party if agreement could be reached in that 

way. 

Dr. OLGUIN (Argentina) fully agreed with the ideas that had been expressed 

by the Director-General and said that they had in fact been recognized in the 

draft resolution presented by the delegations of Argentina, Austria, Belgium, Brazil 

France and Mexico. 

His delegation would accept the addition to the preamble as proposed by the 

delegation of the USSR, and also the addition to operative paragraph : proposed 

by the delegations of Dahomey, Ivory Coast, Mali and Senegal. With regard to the 

proposed new paragraph 5, he considered that it would be preferable to add it as a 

new paragraph 6, retaining the existing paragraph 5, which clearly defined WHO's 

position with regard to the problem. 
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Although he had always been in favour of the setting up of working groups 

to seek acceptable solutions, on the present occasion he considered that the points 

of difference were too wide for a working group to be able to bring them together. 

In fact, the constitution of such a group would only serve to prolong the debate. 

Dr DOLO (Mali) proposed the closure of the debate to enable the draft 

resolutions to be studied. He supported the remarks of the delegate of Argentina 

concerning the proposed setting up of a working group. 

Dr BNARDDAssistant Director -General, Secretary, reminded the Committee that 

Rule 61 of the Rules of Procedure laid down that, in such a case, if request was 

made for permission to speak against closure, it could be accorded to not more 

than two speakers, after which the motion should be immediately put to the vote. 

Adoption of the motion for closure would mean that the debate on that item of the 

agenda would be closed and that the Committee would have to vote first on the 

proposal submitted by the Indian delegation for the setting up of a working party. 

If that proposal was not accepted by the Committee, it would then have to vote 

without debate on the draft resolutions and amendments before it. 
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Dr AL WAHBI (Iraq) said that the Health Assembly had always in the past taken 

time and patience in an attempt to conciliate opposing vieWs. When dealing with 

the same problem at the Eighteenth World Health Assembly, the Committee had set up 

a working party which, after working until late into the evening, had produced an 

excellent draft resolution which had subsequently been adopted as resolution WHA18.k9. 

He thought a working party on the present occasion could similarly prepare the ground 

for an understanding, and would therefore support the proposal of the delegate of 

India. 

Professor VANNUGLI (Italy) asked whether he had understood correctly that it 

was proposed to bring together the different points of view in order to avoid having 

to vote on them separately, and that if the Committee were to vote for closure of the 

debate, the vote would have to be taken immediately. He would propose a brief 

adjournment of the debate. 

The SECRETARY drew the Committee's attentioг to Rule 62 of the Rules of 

Procedure, which read as follows: 

"The following motions shall have precedence in the following order 

over all other proposals or motions before the meeting, except a point 

of order: 

(d) 

to suspend the -meeting; 

to adjourn the meeting; 

to adjourn the debate on the item under discussion; and 

for the closure of the debate on the item under discussion." 

If therefore the Committee had before it a motion to adjourn the meеtin6 or the 

debate, such motion had precedence over the motion for closure of the debate, and 

should be voted upon first. 
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Dr AUJOULAT (France) asked for a definition of the terms "suspend the meeting ", 

"adjourn the meeting ", "adjourn the debate ", and "closure of the debate'. 

Mr VIGNES, Legal Office, said that the definitions of the first two terms 

were given in Rule 59 cf the Rules of Procedure, which stated that "suspension of 

the meeting" meant the temporary postponement of the business of the meeting and 

"adjournment of the meeting" the termination of all business until another meeting 

was called. The words "to adjourn the debate" in Article 62 should be interpreted 

as to postpone the debate on the particular point, the Committee being free to 

continue its work on the other items of the agenda; and "closure of the debate" 

meant that the debate on the agenda item was closed and that the proposals before 

the Committee had to be voted upon withcut any other dis ̂.ussion. 

The CHAIRMAN asked the delegate of Italy whether it had been his intention 

to proр-,e the closure or the adjournment of the debate. 

Professor VANNUGLI (Italy) said that he had thought that the recess could 

perhaps have been brought forward to that point for practical reasons, but in order 

not to complicate matters he would withdraw his proposal. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the Committee the proposal for closure of the debate. 

Decision: The proposal was adopted by 78 votes to none, with 5. 
abstentions. 
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The DIRECTOR - GENERAL said that the Secretariat was in a difficult position 

since it had realized that it had given mistaken advice. As he understood the 

situation -,-the delegate of India had formally proposed that á working party should 

be established. Two proposals had since been made: one for the adjournment of 

the debate and subsequently one for closure of the debate. Before closure, the 

Secretariat had failed to advise the Chairman to put to the vote the proposal for 

setting up a working party. In order to keep the record clear, the only legal 

suggestion he .could make was that the Committee agree by a two - thirds majority 

to reopen the debate in order to vote on that proposal. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the Committee the proposal to reopen the debate. 

The result of the vote was as follows: 

Number of Members present and voting: 67 

Number required for a two- thirds majority: 45 

In favour: К3 

Against: 24 

Abstentions: 23 

Decision: The proposal was rejected. 

Dr BERNARD, Assistant Director -General, Secretary, said that the proposals 

on which the Committee had to vote were as follows: the draft resolution proposed 

by the delegations of Ceylon, China, Denmark, Finland, India, Iceland, Jamaica, 
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Malaysia, Mauritius, Norway, Pakistan, Netherlands, Singapore, Sweden, Tunisia, 

the United Arab Republic and the United States of America; the draft resolution 

presented by the delegations of Argentina, Austria, Belgium, Brazil, France and 

Mexico; the amendment to that draft resolution proposed by the delegations of 

Dahomey, Ivory Coast, Mali and Senegal; and the other amendment to it proposed 

by the delegation of the USSR. 

The delegate of Argentina had accepted the amendments contained in the first 

three paragraphs of the proposal by the delegations of Dahomey, Ivory Coast, Mali 

and Senegal, but had suggested that the text proposed to replace paragraph 5 

of the draft resolution presented by the delegations of Argentina, Austria, 

Belgium, Brazil, France and Mexico be considered instead as a new paragraph 6. 

It was for the Chairman to determine the order in which those proposals 

should be voted upon. 

Dr KEITA (Guinea) suggested that instead of voting successively on the three 

amendments, it would save time if the delegate of Argentina would agree to with- 

draw the existing paragraph 5, so that they could all be voted on together. 

Dr OLGUfN (Argentina) agreed with that proposal. 

The SECRETARY saidthat it remained for the Committee to decide on the order 

in which the draft resolutions and proposed amendments were put to the vote, and 

he read out Rule 660f the Rules of Procedure. The proposal first presented was 
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the draft resolution proposed by Ceylon and sixteen other delegations. In the 

opinion of the Chairman, the draft resolution submitted by Argentina and five 

other delegations should be voted on first. In addition, there were two 

amendments, one proposed by four African countries and one proposed by the USSR. 

He read out Rule 65 of the Rules of Procedure and said that both the proposed 

amendments related to the draft resolution submitted by Argentine and five other 

delegations. The order in which those amendments were to be voted on had to be 

decided. In the opinion of the Chairman, the amendment proposed by the four 

African countries was furthest removed in substance from the original proposal 

and should therefore be voted on first. The Committee would thus vote first 

on the amendment proposed by the four African countries, then on the amendment 

proposed by the USSR, then on the draft resolution submitted by Argentina and 

five other delegations, bearing in mind the decisions taken in the vote on the 

amendments, and finally on the draft resolution submitted by Ceylon and sixteen 

other delegations 

Dr MONTALVAN (Ecuador), speaking on a point of order, said that, as the 

delegations sponsoring the draft resolution submitted by Argentina and five 

other countries seemed to accept the amendments proposed by the four African 

countries and the USSR, the fifth sentence of Rule 65 of the Rules of Procedure, 

reading "If an amendment to a proposal has been accepted by the original proposer, 
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such an amendment shall be deemed to be an integral part of the original proposal 

and no separate vote shall be required thereon ", should be applied. He proposed 

therefore that the vote should be on the draft resolution submitted by Argentina 

and five other delegations as amended by the proposals made by the four African 

countries and the USSR. 

The sECRETARY pointed out that although, during the debate, the delegations 

of Argentina, Austria, Belgium and France had signified their acceptance of the 

amendments proposed by the four African countries and the USSR, the delegations 

of Brazil and Mexico had not. 

Professor SCORZRТ,Т,I (Brazil) said his delegation supported the view expressed 

during the debate by Argentina. 

г 

Dr MARTINEZ (Mexico) said that his delegation supported the view expressed 

during the debate by Argentina. 

Dr KRUISINGA (Netherlands) asked if it was in order for the delegates of 

Brazil and Mexico to express support of the amendments after the closure of the 

debate. 

Dr FERREIRA (Brazil) said that Brazil had been inscribed on the list of 

speakers before the motion to close the debate had been moved. The adoption of 

that motion had prevented it in speaking in favour of the proposed amendments. 
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The DIRECTOR- GENERAL said that the delegate of the Netherlands had raised 

a very important question. One of the amendments deleted a paragraph of the 

original proposal thus completely modifying the situation. не suggested., 

therefore, that the Committee should vote first on each of the amendments and 

then on the draft resolutions. 

It was :so agreed. 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to vote on the amendment proposed by 

the four African Countries. 

Decision:_.: The amendment was approved by 64 votés to 11, with 13 
abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to vote on the amendment proposed by 

the delegation of the USSR. 

Decision: The amendment was approved by 78 votes to none, with 12 
abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to vote on the draft resolution 

submitted by Argentina, Austria, Belgium, Brazil, France and Mexico. 

Dr MERRILL (United States of America), invoking Rule 72 of the Rules of 

Procedure, requested that the vote be taken by roll -call. 

A vote was taken by roll -call, the names of the Member States being called 

in the French alphabetical order, starting with Afghanistan, the letter A having 

been determined by lot. 
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The result of the vote was as follows: 

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Austria, 

Belgium, Brazil, Bulgaria, Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, 

Chile, Colombia, Congo (Brazzaville), Congo (Democratic Republic of), Cuba, 

Czechoslovakia, Dahomey, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Ethiopia, Federal 

Republic of Germany, France, Gabon, Ghana, Guinea, Honduras, Hungary, Iran, 

Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Lebanon, Libya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, 

Malawi, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nigeria, Paraguay, 

Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, 

Spain, Sudan, Syria, Thailand, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Upper Volta, 

Venezuela, Zambia. 

Against: Ceylon, China, Denmark, Finland, Iceland, India, Jamaica, Japan, 

Korea (Republic of), Nepal, New Zealand, Norway, Pakistan, Singapore, Sweden, 

Tunisia, United Arab Republic, United Kingdom, United States of America. 

Abstaining: Cambodia, Greece, Indonesia, Iraq, Kuwait, Laos, Malaysia, 

Netherlands, Switzerland, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Viet -Nam, Yugoslavia. 

Absent: Burma, Bolivia, Burundi, Costa Rica, Cyprus, El Salvador, Guatemala, 

Jordan, Liberia, Monaco, Nicaragua, Niger, Panama, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Tanzania 

(United Republic of), Togo, Uganda, Uraguay, Yemen. 

Decision: The draft resolution was therefore approved by 64 votes to 19, 
with 13 abstentions. 

The meeting rose at 12.15 p.m. 


