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1. PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO ARTICLES 13, 14, 15, 16, 26, 34, 55 AND 29 OF THE CONSTITUTION 
(PROPOSALS BY ARGENTINA, AUSTRALIA, BRAZIL, CANADA, FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY, FRANCE, 
ITALY, MEXICO, NEW ZEALAND, NIGERIA, PANAMA, PHILIPPINES, UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN 
AND NORTHERN IRELAND AND UNITED STATES OF AMERICA): Item 3.4 of the Agenda (document 
A21 /AFL /8 and Add.1, 2 and 3) (continued) 

Mr SIEGEL, Assistant Director -General, Secretary, replying to a question raised by the 
delegate of Czechoslovakia at the previous meeting, said that, while it was difficult to make 

exact comparisons, he had obtained the following information on the bodies in the other 

specialized agencies which corresponded to the WHO Executive Board, 

The Executive Board of UNESCO was composed of thirty members. Under the Constitution of 
that agency it was provided that, although the members of the Executive Board were represen- 

tatives of their respective governments, they exercised the powers delegated to them by the 

General Conference on behalf of the Conference as a whole. The FAO Council consisted of 
thirty -four members who were government representatives and an independent chairman chosen by 
the Conference. The Governing Body of ILO was composed of forty -eight members: twenty -four 

government representatives, twelve employers' representatives and twelve workers represen- 

tatives. The Executive Council of WMO was composed of. twenty -four members serving in their 

personal capacities. The Administrative Council of ITU comprised twenty -nine government 
representatives. There was also an International Radio Frequency Board composed of five 

individuals acting in their personal capacities. The ICAO Council was composed of twenty - 
seven government representatives in permanent session. The Board of Governors of IAEA 
comprised twenty -five government representatives permanently available at the Agency's 
headquarters. The Executive Council of UPU consisted of twenty -seven members serving in their 
personal capacities. 

Dr PLEVA (Czechoslovakia) thanked the Secretary for his comprehensive information. 

Dr NOVGORODCEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the proposed amendment 
of the Constitution needed very careful consideration. It was not just a procedural matter: 
as the delegates of India and Norway had rightly said, it affected the very foundation of WHO 
because the Health Assembly was the focus of the Organization's problems and activities. 

At first sight the proposed amendments might seem attractive, Biennial Assemblies would 
result in some economy and would also facilitate the organization of the Secretariat's work. 
Those considerations, however, were less important than others militating in favour of keeping 
annual Assemblies and the present character of the Executive Board. 

The Health Assembly had become the place for detailed analysis of medical achievements, to 

enable them to be used as rapidly as possible for the solution of countries' health problems. 
The WHO Secretariat, as the counsellor of Member States, and particularly the developing 
countries, required regular information regarding health needs and priorities, which the annual 
Assemblies were of inestimable value in providing. 

The Assembly was of tremendous importance in enabling countries' senior health officials 
to meet together and exchange information, The comments of the delegate of the United States 
of America were rather perplexing: delegates came to Geneva not for pleasure but for the 
benefit they derived from contacts with health representatives from all over the world, which 
were a prerequisite for success in dealing with health problems and a powerful instrument of 
international co- operation. 

In considering the proposed amendments it had to be remembered that WHO's work differed 
from that of the other specialized agencies; it had to take speedier and more co- ordinated 
decisions, for example, in connexion with the control of epidemics. Moreover, as the delegate 
of Norway had pointed out, adoption of the amendments would not bring WHO into line with the 
other specialized agencies. It was not by chance that the representatives of those organi- 
zations had been obliged to admit to difficulties arising from the absence of a yearly 
conference of Member States. In addition, the other specialized agencies did not have 
regional offices, and therefore organized their work in a different manner from WHO. 
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The Ad Hoc Committee of Experts had merely made recommendations which each organization 
could consider in the light of its own circumstances: although they merited consideration they 
should not affect WHO's autonomy. 

As pointed out by a number of delegates, the matter had already been discussed at several 
Assemblies, starting with the Third, and the idea of biennial Assemblies had always been 
rejected. The sponsors of the present proposals had added nothing new to the arguments 
produced on previous occasions. The argument that biennial Assemblies would save money was 
not convincing, because the savings would be small. Moreover, biennial Assemblies would last 
longer than annual ones, the agenda would be longer, and there would be more documentation - 

all of which would increase costs. And there would be matters requiring urgent decision, 
perhaps requiring special sessions for which no funds would exist. 

As regards the Executive Board, his delegation shared the view that it was the most 
important technical directing organ of the Organization, the tool of the Health Assembly. 
The proposed change in its character, what would be a smaller version of the Health Assembly, 
would be contrary to the idea underlying the organization of WHO's work and to the spirit of 

the Constitution. Moreover, the Board would not be able to carry out the work of the Assembly 
during the two -year period between sessions, His delegation was therefore opposed to the 

proposed amendment. 

On the occasion of WHO's twentieth anniversary, everyone had paid tribute to the great 

usefulness of the Organization and its various organs. There was no valid reason now for 
changing traditions founded on rich experience and principles that had proved their worth. 

The promoters of previous proposals to introduce biennial Assemblies had, he thought, 

realized that there was no need to amend the Constitution, for they were not among the sponsors 

or supporters of the present proposals. The argument concerning long -term planning advanced 

by the delegate of France and others was not convincing, since biennial Assemblies would have 
no effect on the budget cycle. On the contrary, annual Assemblies enabled more systematic 
control of its operation. Neither would biennial Assemblies enable the general programme of 
work covering a five -year period to be implemented more effectively. 

He fully agreed with the delegate of Norway's arguments against adoption of the proposed 
amendments, and emphasized that his own country, the USSR, did not share the view of the other 

great powers on those amendments. 

In the interests of WHO, and of the countries of the world - and especially the developing 
countries - his delegation would vote against the proposals. It supported the proposal for a 

secret ballot. 

Sir George GODBER (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) said that his 

delegation had been represented on the committee which had produced the report on which the 

amendment was based, and was also a sponsor of the draft resolution. The purpose of the report 

and the proposals was economy and efficiency in work. The changes proposed were not new in the 
organizations of the United Nations systems: FAO and UNESCO, for example, had already adopted 
the arrangement proposed. The anticipated saving of $ 300 000 resulting from biennial Assem- 
blies was not, as the delegate of Norway suggested, negligible. There would also be a very 

real saving in time and work for delegates. Despite all the tributes that had been paid, he 

did not think anyone would assert that the Assembly had made the most of its time during the 

past two weeks. 

It was true that the delegate of Norway had made a valid point in the need for contact: 

he personally derived great benefit from meeting colleagues from other countries. It would 

still be possible, however, to have shorter meetings in the intervening years as suggested by 
the delegate of Czechoslovakia, without absorbing all the potential saving of $ 300 000. 
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The sequel to biennial Assemblies would be increased responsibility for the Executive 
Board. It would not be illogical for the Board to be composed of representatives of 
governments: its members would still be experts, as in the past. There was no reason why 
the authority of members nominated to serve on the Executive Board should not be made clearer 
without detriment to their professional quality: he could not see how that could lead to 

the predomination of the big powers. He would vote in favour of the amendments, but would not 
support the proposal for a secret ballot. 

In defence of the United States delegate, to whom he felt unfair motives had been 
imputed, he recalled that the United States of America had been the principal supporter of the 
Voluntary Fund for Health Promotion. 

Dr HAPPI (Cameroon) said that the problem was not a new one: it had already been raised 
at the Third, Eleventh and Twelfth World Health Assemblies, but had always been rejected. 
What he wished to know was whether any new factors in favour of the amendments had emerged 
since the Twelfth World Health Assembly. He had observed that some of the delegates today 
supporting the amendments were the ones who had opposed them in the Executive Board in 1959. 
The only change he could see since the Twelfth World Health Assembly was that at that time 

those people had only attended ten or eleven Assemblies, whereas most of them had now attended 
nineteen or twenty; and since those delegates were ones who came most frequently to the 

Executive Board, it followed that they came very often to Geneva on health matters. Perhaps 
they were getting tired of coming to Geneva every January and May, and wanted to make their 
visits less frequent. There were, however, some who were attending their first Health 
Assembly, others who had attended only five or six, and others, again, who looked on the 

Assemblies as schools where they could meet with greater minds and learn about more modern 
methods. Perhaps the adoption of a system of biennial Assemblies would close the door to 
those schools for some States. 

Two kinds of argument had been advanced in support of biennial Assemblies: saving of 

time and money; and conformity with other organizations. His delegation was in favour of 
economy, particularly since the budget had increased by 9 per cent., which was higher than 
the rate of increase of national budgets, and would support any proposal for stabilizing 
the rate of increase of the budget. He could not, however, see exactly where the economies 

lay. With regard to saving time, delegates were all workers for health, and came, not for 

pleasure, but to pursue their work; they left enriched by documents which helped them to 
organize their health services. To the many delegates who worked in their national health 

services, it could not be said two or three weeks at the Assembly were a waste of time. 

Adoption of the proposed amendments would close the school door to young delegates who came 
to learn from the more experienced ones. 

With regard to the references to conformity with other organizations, as the delegate 

of India had pointed out, the agencies each had their own character; he did not think that 

WHO should automatically follow the practice of the other agencies, particularly when that 
would run counter to WHO's development. The Health Assembly should rather adopt the 

system which would enable it to achieve the aim pursued by all. 

One of the most serious effects of the proposed amendments would be the delegation of 
the Health Assembly's powers to the Executive Board. The disadvantages had already been 
adequately expounded. He would merely draw attention to the fact that the Executive Board 
was not an exact reflection of the Health Assembly; some regions had not the number of 

seats on the Executive Board to which they were entitled. Consequently, if the Executive 
Board were given the power to take decisions committing Member States, those regions would 
undoubtedly often be at a disadvantage, particularly as the Board would be entitled to make 
decisions and would not be merely an executive body. 

• 
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Hе hoped that the foregoing arguments would be borne in mind. He recalled Professor 

Aujaleu's remark to the Executive Board on 28 January 1959 that, although the system of 

biennial Assemblies would involve savings, those savings would be insignificant compared with 

the disadvantages of the system. He agreed with other delegates the amendments were premature. 

Mr JUDD (New Zealand) said that his delegation was one of the first sponsors of the 

proposed amendments. The arguments in favour of them had been clearly and convincingly 

stated. New Zealand was strongly in favour of the biennial system for the programme and 

budget and for the Health Assembly. He did not think the system implied any loss of interest 

in the Assembly's work or any failure to recognize, the urgency of WHO's tasks. On the 

contrary, it reflected confidence in the Director- General and a desire to see the Organization's 

resources put to the best possible use. 

He was opposed to the proposal made by the delegate of Iraq for a secret ballot. 

Dr ROUHANI (Iran) said that his delegation would vote against both the amendments, since 

in both cases their adoption would constitute a retrograde step. It had become increasingly 

increasingly clear since the creation of the United Nations that progress towards world unity 

and peace depended on international understanding and co- operation. That condition had 
proved extremely difficult to achieve on the political plane, and in spite of efforts over 

the past twenty years the nations of the world were as far apart politically as ever. An 
unprecedented advance, however, had been made towards understanding and co- operation at the 

level of technical, social and cultural services to humanity, as was evident from the work 
of the specialized agencies. It was increasingly evident that the path towards the ultimate 
achievement of a world community lay through the steady advancement of technical services 

to benefit the entire world population. In the past, WHO had fulfilled its vital functions 

on the basis of technical competence alone, without being influenced by politics, ideology or 
government intervention. Those who served its cause were independent technicians, influenced 

only by science, technique and the idea of service to humanity. To make them agents of their 
governments would convert them from independent specialists to dependent spokesmen of state 
and political interests, whose points of view might not coincide with planning and action 
dictated solely by considerations of technical and practical service to the world community. 

Adoption of the amendment to Article 29 would nullify the valuable progress achieved, 
by allowing considerations of purely technical co- operation to degenerate into the political 
considerations which had impeded progress towards international understanding for more than a 
century. 

As regards the proposed amendment to Article 13, the advantage of annual Assemblies was 
so great that it would be disastrous to allow it to be eliminated by comparatively insignificant 

savings. Progress in medicine and health was so rapid and continuous that the people working 
in these important fields should meet as frequently as possible. Such meetings offered an 

invaluable opportunity for the exchange of information and views on problems and their solution. 
They also fulfilled the vital need for close human contact between the people of the whole 
world, which was important not only for health but for international peace. The adoption 
of the proposed amendments would to a large extent undo the painstaking efforts of those who 
in past decades had tried to lay the foundations for universal co- operation by divorcing 
technical and practical plans for service to humanity from considerations of state policy and 
ideology. His delegation firmly believed that such amendments were retrograde and contrary 
to the interests of WHO's Member countries. 
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Dr CASTILLO (Venezuela) said that his Government's approval of the proposed amendments 
was based on a very careful study of the advantages and disadvantages. The arguments had 
been comprehensively and clearly stated in the documents and during the discussion. He 
merely wished to draw attention to an important point which had not been given sufficient 
attention: namely, that a biennial system would allow senior staff to give adequate and 
continuous time to the development and execution of programmes. 

With regard to the financial aspects, the savings would certainly not be negligible. 
Everyone was aware of the problems of funds and how often programmes had to be limited 
through lack of resources. 

The argument had been frequently raised that the biennial system would reduce 

opportunities for contact between representatives of different nations. The delegate of 
Switzerland had suggested that there were other ways of providing those contacts. With 
regard to the argument that the educational opportunities would be greatly reduced, 
particularly for the developing countries, there was no reason why part of the savings 
should not be used for the training of personnel in those countries. 

As regards the amendments relating to the Executive Board, there was no guarantee under 

the existing system that a government would not designate a member to represent its views. 

He suggested that when the amendment was approved the Executive Board should be urged to 
implement Article 24 of the Constitution which provided that the persons appointed by 
Member Governments to serve on the Board should be technically qualified in the field of 

health. That was the only way of ensuring that the Board was composed of fully qualified 
persons. 

He opposed the proposal for a secret ballot. 

Mr URQUIOLO (Philippines) said that the objects of the amendments, of which his 
delegation was a co- sponsor, were, first, to introduce a system of biennial Health Assemblies 
and biennial programmes and budgets and, secondly, to provide that members of the Executive 
Board should represent the Governments that had designated them. 

Arguments in support of the amendments included the reduction in cost to WHO and to 
Member States; the reduction in time spent away from normal duties both for members of the 
Secretariat and for member of delegations; greater efficiency in the programme activities 
of the Organization. The longer period between Assembly sessions would help the Director - 
General to draw up the programme in the light of experience gained; too frequent meetings 

tended to make the Health Assembly a routine affair. 

For a developing country like the Philippines, the reduction in expense both for WHO 
and its Member States and the reduction in time spent away from duty would be of great 
benefit. A system of biennial Assemblies and budgets would entail long -term planning of 
programmes and programme priorities and ensure the best use of available resources. Long- 
term planning, particularly in the technical assistance field, would help the developing 

countries in planning their long -term development programmes and would ensure more efficient 
use of human and financial resources. The savings might be used for the Organization's 
operational work. 

With regard to the proposed amendment concerning the Executive Board, matters dealt 

with by the Board were of direct concern to governments, because they involved budgetary, 

administrative and political issues. Of particular importance was the Board's responsibility 
for reviewing the Director -General's proposed programme and budget. Since the WHO budget 

level was among the highest in the specialized agencies, it was reasonable to expect that 
members of the Board reviewing it should be instructed by their governments. Moreover, 
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since the Board was responsible for important functions between Health Assemblies, which 
would increase under a biennial Assembly and budget cycle, it was reasonable that the members 
of the Board should represent the governments that had designated them. 

He hoped that Member States would consider the proposals in the light of the arguments 

advanced by the sponsors. . 

Dr TOGBA (Liberia) said that it was interesting to note that among the countries which 

were co- sponsoring the draft resolution were some which, in 1959 - the last time on which the 

question had been discussed - had opposed the idea of changing the Constitution. Previous 

speakers had drawn attention to the defects in the statements of those in favour of the 

proposed amendments. At the time the Constitution had been signed, emphasis had been 
placed on the principle of democracy, and it had therefore been decided that each country, 

however big or small, would have one vote. It was adherence to the principle of democracy, 

too, that had led delegates to insist that the members of the Executive Board were to 
represent WHO as a whole, not merely the countries which nominated them. Again, it had been 

stated in 1959 that only when the world had been rid of such scourges as smallpox and 

malaria should the possibility of biennial Assemblies be entertained. Since smallpox and 

malaria were still prevalent in many parts of the world there seemed little reason why the 

practice of holding annual Assemblies should be discontinued. It was possible that, as some 

speakers had asserted, a system of biennial AssemЫies would result in savings for the 

Organization. It should be remembered, however, that the benefits delegates gained from 

attending the Assemblies far outweighed those possible savings. It was interesting to note 

in that connexion that no country - and many countries had been in existence longer than WHO - 

considered the idea that its parliament should meet only once every two or three years. 
Another point to note was that many governments spent considerable sums on items which were 
more costly and less valuable than health. 

As to the proposal that the members of the Executive Board should represent the 
countries which nominated them, it would be unfair to all those Members - the large majority - 

which were not represented on the Board. That consideration had been borne in mind at the 

time the Constitution had been drafted, and it had been specified that members of the Board 
should not represent the countries which had designated them. In any case, would there be 
any guarantee that the twenty -four members of the Board would have at heart the interests of 

all the Member States not represented, or that they would execute the orders of the Assembly? 

All in all, it seemed as if the sponsors of the draft resolution had given the matter 

insufficient thought. Indeed, the smaller countries should remember that the larger 

countries always preferred bilateral to multilateral aid and that bilateral aid was rarely, 
if ever, granted unconditionally. 

Mr AMОGHO (Gabon) said that any reduction in expenditure was desirable provided it did 
not upset the smooth operation of the Organization or compromise the achievement of its 
objectives. It was for reasons of economy that Gabon has associated itself with the sponsors 
of the draft resolution. It seemed, however, that many countries, particularly African 

countries, were opposed to the amendments because they feared that a lengthening of the period 
between Assemblies might prejudice the necessary adjustment of current programmes or the 

preparation of new ones. Those countries had also adduced good arguments against the 

proposal that the members of the Executive Board should represent the governments that 
designated them. Recognizing the validity of those arguments, the delegation of Gabon 
wished to withdraw the name of its Government from the list of sponsors of the draft 
resolution. (Applause). 
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Dr BREW (Ghana) said that the Constitution of WHO was very rigid and not easily amended. 
To be successful, any proposed amendment would have to respond to a real need. The amendments 
under discussion raised fundamental issues which would have far -reaching effects. They could 
greatly improve the working of WHO but they could also result in the Organization taking a 
step which could only be regarded as retrograde. It had been stated that the amendments had 
been recommended by the Ad Hoc Committee of Experts to examine the Finances of the United 
Nations and the Specialized Agencies. It had also been stated that the purpose of the amend- 
ments was to bring WHO's working procedures into line with those of other specialized agencies. 
Undoubtedly, change was sometimes desirable, but to change merely for the sake of changing was 
not to be recommended. The arguments in favour of any proposed change should be irrefutable, 
but the arguments so far adduced in favour of the proposed amendments were not sufficiently 
cogent to warrant adoption of those amendments. His delegation proposed, therefore, that 
the current system of annual Assemblies be left unchanged. There was a need for annual 
Assemblies at which the many and varied problems confronting those striving to improve the 
world's health could be discussed. It should also be remembered that all, but particularly 
the developing, countries derived considerable benefits from the annual exchange of ideas 
during the Assembly. In any case, if the periodicity of Assemblies were extended the length 
of the Assemblies, and therefore their costs, would have to be increased because, obviously, 
the agendas would be longer. 

The deliberations of the Executive Board were mox'e likely to be dispassionate and objec- 
tive if the members of that Board served as individual experts rather than as government 
representatives. Indeed, if the Board were composed of government representatives and if 
its powers were increased, it might end up by being the master rather than the servant of the 
Assembly. His delegation, therefore, could not support the proposal that the members of the 
Executive Board should represent the Governments that designated them. 

Dr N'DIAYE (Senegal) said that his Government welcomed, as fruitful and instructive, 
frequent contacts with other countries whatever their race, religion, ideology or political 
system. For Senegal, institutions like WHO were excellent training schools. The younger 
countries needed to be able to call on the experience of the older countries, and it was at 
the annual meetings of the Assembly that they were afforded the opportunity of doing so. 

His delegation shared the views expressed by the delegates of India and Norway, and would 
vote against the proposed amendments. 

Dr KRUISINGA (Netherlands) said that his delegation had spoken on the subject of changing 
the Constitution during the plenary session on 14 May. At that session, his delegation had 
stated that in its experience WHO was a very efficient organization and could serve as a model • 
for other bodies active in international co- operation. The Constitution should not be 
changed unless there were very valid reasons for a change. At the plenary session he had 
asked: if the change would really result in savings, since under a system of biennial 

Assemblies the membership of the Board would be enlarged and its meetings lengthened; if the 

larger nations would be prepared to give up their permanent seats on the Board if the amend- 
ments were accepted; if there would really be any savings at all, since the introduction of 
a system of biennial Assemblies would reduce the efficiency of the Organization. To none 

of those questions had he received an answer. Furthermore, the Member States parties to the 

Constitution of the World Health Organization had adopted a'set of principles which were basic 
to the health, harmonious relations and security of all peoples. In adopting those principles, 

the contracting parties had agreed to the existing Constitution, thereby establishing the 

World Health Organization as a specialized agency within the terms of Article 57 of the Charter 

of the United Nations. The most important aspect of the matter under consideration was 

whether the proposed amendments would facilitate the achievement of the Organization's objective. 
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The functions of the Organization which were directed towards the achievement of that objective 
were described explicitly in Chapter II of the Constitution. In the twenty years since its 
establishment the Organization had made a major contribution to the health of mankind. rat 
success had been achieved through a machinery based on the existing Constitution. The Com- 
mittee's overriding concern should be to ensure that the proposals served the interests of 
the developing countries. The delegate of India had made it abundantly clear that they did 
not. Until answers were received to the questions raised concerning the amendments and their 
consequences the proposal would not be acceptable to the Netherlands delegation, which proposed 
that the sponsors of the draft resolution should reconsider the matter. 

Sir George GODBER (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) said that all 
those sponsors of the draft resolution present at the meeting were agreed that in view of what 
had been said in the discussion the full proposals included in the draft resolution did not 
have the measure of support that had been hoped for. They therefore wished to withdraw the 
draft resolution in its existing form. The co- sponsors felt, however, that there were points 
in the report of the Ad Hoc Committee of Experts which, although they might not have been 
presented in the draft resolution in a form currently acceptable to the Committee, had substance 
and a large measure of support. They also felt that there was a possibility of economy in 
time within a framework of annual meetings which might make it practicable to have a full - 
length Assembly every alternate year and shorter ones in the other years. They hoped, there- 
fore, that the matter would be reconsidered at a later stage. It might be that the Executive 
Board would find it convenient immediately after the Assembly to consider the discussion that 
had taken place. The co- sponsors hoped that they would be able to formulate a different form 
of resolution which would win general acceptance for consideration at a future Assembly. 

Dr AUJOULAT (France) supported the proposal made by the delegates of the Netherlands and 
the United Kingdom. The discussion had been useful because it had made it possible to clarify 
the substance of the question by bringing to light the divergent views of delegations. The 
discussion had also served to show that the fact of introducing into the same resolution 
elements which were really very different from each other could not but lead to confusion. 

His delegation agreed therefore that the resolution should be withdrawn and that delegations 
should have the right to raise the matter again at a future Assembly. 

Dr SТEWART (United States of America) said that his delegation associated itself with 
the suggestion made by the delegates of the Netherlands and the United Kingdom. It was 
apparent that the Committee as a whole was unwilling to adopt the amendments in their present 
form. His delegation had noted with interest the statements of various delegations and • reserved the right to re- submit the proposals in a more appropriate form at a future Assembly. 

Dr FOFANA (Mali) said that his delegation supported the remarks made at the previous 

meeting by the delegates of India and Norway. It would not, therefore, vote in favour of 

the proposed amendments. 

Mr BUCETA (Argentina) said that his delegation, although convinced of the value of the 
proposed amendments, would nevertheless, out of solidarity with the other sponsors, agree to 
the withdrawal of the proposals. 
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Mrs KANNANGARA (Ceylon) said that Ceylon should no longer be regarded as a sponsor of the 

draft resolution. She endorsed the view that the matter should be taken up at a future 

Assembly when the opinions of the developing countries had been carefully studied. 

Dr DEMBEREL (Mongolia) said that he had prepared a statement on the proposed amendments 

to the Constitution which he would now not deliver. He requested, however, that it be 

included in the record of the meeting. 

The CHAIRMAN asked if he might consider that the draft resolution had been withdrawn. 

He explained that as verbatim records of the Committee's meetings were not taken, the 

request of the delegate of Mongolia could not be met. 

Dr EVANG (Norway) said that as not all the sponsors had indicated their willingness to 

withdraw it, the draft resolution was still before the Committee. He therefore requested 

the Chairman to ascertain the views of each of the co- sponsors. 

As to the request of the delegate of Mongolia, it might be possible for a summary of his 

statement to be included in the record of the meeting. It was essential that the Assembly 
and the Executive Board should know the opinions on the matter of as many countries as possible, 

including those which had not made their statement before the draft resolution was withdrawn. 

Professor VANNUGLI (Italy) supported the proposal made by the delegate of the United 

Kingdom. The Committee should note that the question of the periodicity of sessions was so 

important that it merited a section (4.1.2) in the Handbook of Resolutions and Decisions. 

In that connexion, it was interesting to note that the proposal contained in resolution 

EB11.R69 had been supported by countries which were currently opposed to the amendments 

contained in the draft resolution under discussion. That was understandable because the 
situation had changed. His delegation agreed with those speakers who had stressed the 

usefulness of the discussion. 

The SECRETARY said that it was essential to know precisely which of the co- sponsors had 
agreed that the draft resolution should be withdrawn. If some of the co- sponsors were absent, 
it would not be possible to regard the proposal as having been completely withdrawn until they 
either stated that fact to the meeting or sent a written indication of their willingness that 
the draft resolution should be withdrawn. 

As to the request of the delegate of Mongolia, there was no procedure which provided for 
the insertion in the summary record of a statement which had not been made. Any country, 
therefore, which wanted its views reflected in the summary record would have to make a 
statement. 

The CHAIRMAN invited each of the sponsors in turn to indicate by answering "yes" whether 
they agreed to the withdrawal of the proposed resolution. 

The delegates of the following countries answered "yes ": Argentina, Australia, Brazil, 
Canada, Ceylon, Chile, Cyprus, Federal Republic of Germany, France, Gabon, Honduras, Italy, 
Mexico, New Zealand, Nigeria, Philippines, Trinidad and Tobago, United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America, and Venezuela. 

The CHAIRMAN asked that the Secretariat contact the délégations of the remaining nine 
sponsors (Bolivia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Guyana, Lebanon, Nepal, Panama 
and Thailand) who were absent, before the next meeting when the subject would be discussed 
further. 

The meeting rose at 5.30 p.m. 


