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•1.. ADOPTION OF REVISED AGENDA 

The CHAIRMAN explained that the agenda before the Committee: 
had been altered. Two items on the provisional agenda formerly-
assigned to the Committee on Programme had now been assigned to the 
Committee on Constitutional Matters; -items 8.19,1.5 (Regional 
Offices - Africa) and 8.19.1.6 (Yfestern Pacific). 

Decision: The agenda as amended Tías adopted. 

2. ADOPTION OF DRAFT FIFTH REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON CONSTITUTIONAL 
MATTERS (A2/CM/9) 

J Decision: The draft report was adopted. 

3. ADOPTION OF DRAFT REPORT AND RESOLUTION SUBMITTED BY THE 
, WORKING PARTY-ON THE ADMISSION OF NEW MEMBERS (А2/СМ/Ю) 

V' 
The CHAIRMAN asked Dr. van den Berg, Chairman of the working 

party, to deal separately with the two questions raised in the report 
so that each could be discussed. 

Dr. . van den BERG explained that the working party had studied 
the applications of San Marino and of South Korea for admission to 
membership of WHO. This study had proved the necessity of careful 
examinatipn of all requests for membership and of all the documents 
concerned. 

The report made it clear that there, existed two problems; 

(a) that of the international status of San Marino and 
(b) the question of the reservation with regard to the financial 
obligation to be undertaken by San Marino. The conclusion at which 
the working party had arrived was that San Marino had in fact made 
a reservation in respect of its financial contribution and that this 
reservation not being withdrawn, the working party was not in a 
position to recommend the acceptance of the application of San Marino. 

Decision: It was agreed that the recommendation contained 
in paragraph 1 of A2/CM/10 should be submitted to the Health 
Assembly. 



i Dr. van den BERG, referring to paragraph 2 of document A2/CM/10, 
said that the study of the request of the Republic of Korea (South) 
for membership of WHO had raised a very important question with 
regard to the actual international position of the Republic. The 
working party had been informed that only a few states had recognized 
until now the State of South Korea and for this reason it had 
decided not to propose acceptance of the application. He had to 
add, however, that he had that morning received information to the 
effect that an error existed on this point and that Korea (South) 
had been recognized by a large number of Members of the United 
Nations. 

f Dr. CHOI, Observer, South Korea, stated that his Government 
wished to be admitted as a Member of WHO and to be informed of the 
obstacles to admission. 

+ The CHAIRMAN referred to the report of the working party, which 
he thought indicated the reasons for non-admission. The Republic 
of South Korea was not sufficiently recognized on an international 
basis and many States had no diplomatic relations with it. 

/ Dr. AVERY (Iran) expressed dissatisfaction with the report of 
the working party on the admission of South Korea. He was not 
aware of the number of States which recognized Korea, but he 
suggested that the. report should not be adopted until that point 
had been clarified. 

/с M. ZARB, Legal Secretary, explained that in order to obtain 
the necessary information to help the working party in its deliber-
ations, the Secretariat had telegraphed to the Secretary-General 
of United Nations.for information of the number of countries 
recognizing Korea. The reply received by cable three or four days 
ago was as follows: 
"SECOND PART REPORT UNITED NATIONS COMMISSION ON KOREA CONTAINING 
PAGE 23 CONSTITUTION OF REPUBLIC OF KOREA BEING AIRMAILED. ACCORDING 
INFORMATION IN SECRETARIAT FOLLOWING GOVERNMENTS RECOGNIZE REPUBLIC 
KOREA UNITED STATES CHINA PHILIPPINES UNITED KINGDOM FRANCE CHILE BRAZIL" 

Dr. HALSTEAD (Canada) thought that, in considering the question, 
the working party had failed to take account of the action and 



discussions in the United Nations on the subject. The overwhelming 
majority of the Security Council, which had considered the matter 
first - since the.General Assembly could not deal with it without 
the assent of the Security Council - had, been in favour of the admis-
sion of this State to the United Nations, and implementation had only 
been prevented by the use of the veto in the Security Council. 

His delegation wished to support the admission of South Korea 
for two reasons: (a) Canada had already supported the membership of 
South Korea in the United Nations and (b) it was generally desirable 
that from a world health point of view as many States as possible 
should belong to WHO. 

Dr. STAMPAR (Yugoslavia) said that whilst he also thought that 
it was desirable that as many countries as possible should be admitted 
to membership of WHO, the question of Korea was difficult. 

The point at issue seemed to be whether the request for admission 
to membership of the United Nations had or had not been refused. Only 
seven governments out of sixty-four Members had established diplomatic 
relations with the Government of the Republic of South Korea and as 
he deemed this recognition to be insufficient, he thought that the 
working party was justified in deferring the application. 

The international and political nature of the question was compli-
cated. The Allies had promised, to liberate Korea and now there was one 
government in South Korea and another in North Korea; consequently, it 
might be advisable to wait until the whole question of the recognition 
of Korea had been considered on an international scale. 

Miss SWITZER (United States of America) supported the view of the 
delegate of Canada and urged that the report be not accepted. She thought 
that the resolution of the General Assembly held in December 1948 
indicated clearly that South Korea was an independent nation having 
effective control and jurisdiction over its area. The matter of the 
admission of North Korea was not relevant. 

Mr. PLIMSOLL' (Australia) was in favour of the admission of the 
Republic of Korea. He stressed that the resolution of the General 
Assembly, quoted by the delegate for the United States, had been ádopted 
by fifty votes to six and was in itself sufficient justification for the 
admission of South Korea to WHO. 

Dr-. ELICANO (Philippines) was also in favour of the admission of 
Korea, and his delegation was of the opinion that the'admission of Korea 
formed an important part of the committee's programme. He did not think 
that it was necessary that a certain number of nations should recognize 
a State before admission, but that it was desirable that a nation making 
application'for membership of WHO shouH be recognized by as many States 
as possible. 



^ Dr, MARTINEZ (Chile) expressed the support of his delegation for 
the views expressed by Canada, the Philippines, the United States of 
America and Australia} and said that he was in favour of the admission 
of South Korea„ 

Dr» TOGBA (Lioeria) also .agreed with the delegate for Canada, 
Disease knew no national boundaries and membership should not be refused 
cn political grounds,. 

Dr 7 SIOÏANOFF (Bulgaria) was in agreement with the report of the 
working party for the following reasons: 

(a) Korea and its people were divided in two; 
(u) the Security-Council had not recognized South Korea; 
(c) if South Korea were admitted as a Member of TOO, it would be 

tantamount, to making a political decision before the United Nations had 
taken up a position on the matter, He felt that TOO could not take 
this' lire of action and therefore he was in favour of the report, 

Drf DAVT5 (líew Zealand) said that, in his Government's opinion, 
South Korea should be admitted. 

Dr. AVERY (Iran) pointed out that TOO was a strictly non-political 
organisation whose aira should be to bring heal^hto all parts of the 
world. He requested the admission of a country which had been 
recognized by an overwhelming majority in the United Nations as being 
capable of administering its own affairs, and he moved that the first 
pari, of the report be approved, but that the second part be refused and 
South Korea's.admission accepted, 

The LEGAL SECRETARY pointed out that the Jommittee had already 
unanimously adopted the report with reference to San Marino, The 
committee now. was considering the admission of South Korea, 

Dr, GONDA (CzechoSlovakia) supported for th^ views put forward by 
the delegates of Bulgaria and Yugoslavia and thought that it would be 
better not to create a precedent by accepting Korea until that country 
was recognized as a Member of the United Nations, 

Dr, AOtY (Iran) moved, and Dr, TOGBA (Liberia) seconded the 
closure of the debate 

The motion for closure was adopted. 
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The LEGAL SECRETARY explained that there were two proposals for 
consideration by the committee: (a) the rejection or the adoption of 
the working party's report concerning the admission of South Korea to 
membership of WHO, and (b) the following proposal by the delegate of 
Iran:-

"The Committee on Constitutional Matters having considered 
the report of the working party conterning the request, 
of admission to the World Health Organization of South 
Korea decides not to accept the resolution set forth there-
in and recommends to the Second World Health Assembly that 
the request for admission presented by the government of 
South Korea be accepted by the Assembly." 

Decision: Proposal (b) being considered first, the 
resolution as moved by the delegation of Iran was adopted 
by 20 votes to 3, with 7 abstentions, 

X 

У 

The LEGAL SECRETARY stated that the Secretariat would work with 
the Rapporteur of the working party in the elaboration of a new 
resolution for submission to the Assembly, 

4, INTER-ORGANIZATION AGREEMENTS: CORRECTION OF FRENCH TEXT 
(OR.17 page 17, Item 7.1, page 48; A2/80; A2/80 Add.l) 

V 
The LEGAL SECRETARY explained that the committee had to pronounce 

on an amendment for a formal regularization. In the preceding year the 
First Viorld .Health Assembly had approved draft agreements concluded 
between WHO on the one part and UN, ILO and UNESCO on the other part. 
The English text conformed with the original agreements but unfortunately 
the French texts had been translated separately with the result that 
there were two different French versions. 

Decision: It was agreed that the original French texts of 
the agreements between WHO and the United Nations, WHO and 
ILO, and WHO %id UNESCO be approved. 

AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE INTERNATIONAL L.BOUR ORGANIZATION AND WHO, 
AMENDMENT TO ARTICLE 7, (Official Records 13, page 322; 14, 
page 13; document A2/20; A2/20, Add, 1) 

The LEGAL SECRETARY said that last year when the Assembly had 
voted the Agreement with ILO it had been agreed that a slight amendment 
in the text of Article VII desirable, this amendment affecting the form 
but not the substance of the article. The reply of ILO was contained 
in document A2/20 Add.l-

У 



f Dr, GRUT (Observer, ILO) summarizing the reply of his organization, 
said that if the original text were to be changed there was a possibility 
that similar changes would have to be made in the case of agreements 
already concluded with several other international organizations. 
His organization did not consider that there would be any advantage 
in modifying the text of the Agreement and it suggested that the 
Assembly should not stress the amendment but should adopt the original 
Agreement. 

Mrs, MIGHT (United States) was in agreement with the point of view 
expressed by ILO, The additional clarification of the text was not 
commensurate with the complications that might ensue therefrom, 

Decision; The committee decided in favour of the original 
text being retained without any modification, by 21 votes to 
nil, with 7 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the committee might wish to postpone 
discussion of items 8,19.1с5 and 8.19,1.6 of the agenda until after 
the discussion on items 9«5Д and 9,11,1 

Decision; The proposed amendments to the agenda were agreed. 

6. AMENDMENTS TO RULES OF PROCEDURE OF THE WORLD HEALTH ASSEMBLY 
CONCERNING THE STATUS OF ASSOCIATE MEMBERS; ITEM 9.5.1 OF 
THE AGENDA (Official Records 13, 337; 14, 29, 65). 

The LEGAL SECRETARY introduced the item and the proposal was 
adopted for transmission to the Assembly without amendment. 

7. ADOPTION OF DRAFT REPORT AND RESOLUTION SUBMITTED BY THE WORKING 
PARTY ON THE RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS OF ASSOCIATE MEMBERS AND OTHER 
TERRITORIES IN REGIONAL ORGANIZATIONS: ITEM 9.11.1 OF THE AGENDA 
(Official Records 13, 337; 14, 26, 54; 17, 17, item 6,8; A2/47, 
A2^47 Add,1, 2, 3; A2/CM/11, A2/CM/12), 

Sir Dhiren MITRA (india) introduced the report of the working party 
(A2/CM/11) which he said was consistent with both interpretations of 
the words "Member States", He drew attention to footnotes 2 and 3, the 
first suggested by the delegation of Liberia concerning agreement by other 
Member States having their seat of government in the region, and the 
second an amendment proposed by the delegation of the United Kingdom, 
which had not been accepted by the delegations of Bulgaria and Liberia, 
emphasizing the difference in status between States Members on the one 
hand and State Members of other territories or groups of territories 
not responsible for the conduct of their international relations on 
the other. 
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Regarding A2/CM/12, he said that that proposal by the 
delegation of the United States was based entirely on the 
interpretation that Member States in the region meant only 
Member States having their capitals in the region. 

Dr. van den BERG (Netherlands) while recognizing that 
any solution adopted by the Second Health Assembly must 
necessarily be a compromise solution, proposed the 
adoption of the report.of the working party as this would 
ensure that areas such as Africa, were not left without 
regional organization for a further year. 

Dr. AVERY (Iran) seconded the proposal. 

Dr. VAUCEL (France) requested that discussion ori L 

that item be adjourned/until the French translation of 
A2/CM/12 was available. • 

* 

Mr. PEREIRA (Portugal) seconded the proposal. . 

It was accordingly decided to adjourn the discussion 
on item 7 until,the meeting at 3.30 p.m. 

The meeting rose at 11.55 a.m. 


