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1. ADMISSION OF INDONESIA AS NEV J IViEMBER

The PRESIDENT:: The first item on the agenda is the admission of á new

Member. On behalf of us all I would like to extend a very hearty welcome

to Indonesia. I am sure we are all very glad to have additions to our

Organization. I will ask the chief delegate of Indonesia to come to the

rostrum.

Dr. DJOHRN (Indonesia): With regard to the acceptance of the Republic

of the United States of Indonesia as a full Member of WHO, I have the honour

to express our gratitude on behalf of my Government. I take this opportunity

to thank also the delegates who have supported us.

It is with great admiration that in the recent days of this Assembly I

have sensed the spirit of international co- operation that exists among all

of you. It is with even greater admiration that I have observed your great

interest and your concern in under -developed countries, of which my country

is one. I can give you the assurance of my Government's eagerness to join

you in your endeavours for international co- operation and to do our share

to the full extent of our ability for the general well -being of mankind.

The high ideals of WHO are a source of inspiration for my Government in its

efforts to meet the needs of our people in medical care and public health.

In the fight against disease, poor health, unhygienic conditions, misery and

ignorance we face a powerful enemy, but the assurance that we do not stand

alone in this fight gives us strength and hope for the future, even if now

we have a severe shortage of medical personnel-and material.
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C:r.cern.n: our co- operation with our neighbour countries, it is with great

sa.tisfectior: that I see my Government's decision to join the South -East Asia

he,_;ioral Organization realized through the adoption by the Assembly of a

rbsolution to that effect. I trust that in the near future we will be able

tb co- operate with the countries concerned in the most cordial way.

2. FOURTH, FIFTH, SIXTH AND SEVENTH REPORTS OF THE COL'2I ITTFE ON PROGRai+4&E

Fourth report of the Committee on Programme

The PRESIDENT: I will now ask the Rapporteur of the Committee on Programme

to present its fourth report, document A3/108.

Dr. OREN (Israel), Rapporteur of the Committee on Programme: I have

the honour to submit the fourth report of the Committee on Programme, which

held its meetings on 17 and 18 May.

You have the report before you and it contains such items as Expert

Committee on Rabies, Poliomyelitis, Trachoma, Hydatdosis, Typhus and other

rickettsioses, . Fever, Bilharziasis, prevention of re- importation of anophe,

lines, bovine tuberculosis, rheumatic diseases, Epidemic and Serum Hepatitis,

íiygicne of Seafarers, Physical Training and, finally, Dental Hygiene.

Trie PRESIDENT: Are there any comments on this report?

In the absence of any objections, I take it that the report is adopted.

?if th r_oort of the Committee on Programme

The PRESIDENT: I will now ask the Rapporteur of the same committee to

present the fifth report, document A3/113.
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Dr. OREN (Israel), Rapporteur of the Committee on Programme: The fifth

report of the Committee on Programme contained in the document A3/113 is the

report of the meetings that the committee held on 19 and 20 May. It deals

with the rehabilitation pf the disabled, including the blind, the Expert

Committee on Environmental Sanitation, pestilential diseases, the Expert

Committee on Venereal Infections, the Expert Committee on Nursing, the Expert

Group on Prematurity, the Joint FAO/WHO Expert Committee on Nutrition, the

Expert Committee on Mental Health, supplies for governmental programmes, the

labelling and distribution of insecticides and, finally, the freer flow of

medical supplies.

The PRESIDENT: Are there any comments on this report?

In the absence of any objections I take it that the report is adopted.

Sixth report of the Committee on Programme

The PRESIDENT: I will now ask the Rapporteur of the same committee to

present the sixth report, document A3/118.

Dr, OREN (Israel), Rapporteur of the Committee on Programme: The sixth

report is about the meetings the Committee on Programme held on 22 and 23 May

on the production of synthetic vitamins in under-developed countries, the joint

activities of WHO and UNICEF, regulations for expert advisory panels and com-

mittees, the problem of the proliferation and overlapping of programmes of the

United Nations and of specialized a;encies, the establishment of national WHO

Committees, the continuing needs of children, national nutrition committees

and, finally, on the Leon Bernard Foundation prize.

The PRESIDENT: Are there any comments on this report?
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Dr. GREGORIC (Yugoslavia): The Yugoslav delegation proposes the following

amendment to replade paragraph 1 on page 8 of document A3/118. The amendment

is as follows:

WHO expresses the wish that UNICEF should maintain all its present
activities until the Fourth World Health Assembly adopt a final
solution, with the understanding that the already existing collabo-
ration with WHO shall become even closer.

That is our propósal. We made this proposal for many reasons. First,

the great aid provided by UNICEF to many war -devastated countries in the field

of medical protection of children has enabled governments to carry out large -

scale action against tuberculosis, malaria, endemic syphilis and many other

diseases. Certain countries have engaged large medical staffs and appre-

ciable financial means in the carrying out of such action and have already

achieved important results. Moreover, without further aid by UNICEF the

countries concerned could not continue and complete successfully the existing

projects. Finally, the reason for this amendment is that many members of

the Committee on Programme declared their agreement with the ideas which I

have just mentioned and which are included in our proposed amendment.

Colonel JAFAR (Pakistan): I have already drawn the attention of the

Committee on Programme to the work which UNICEF has done in the health field

and I do not think I will repeat that here. The resolution passed by that

' committee proposes that the activities of this organization should come to an

end and be taken over by WHO. Members of this Assembly are well aware of the

needs and of the emergency to meet which UNICEF came into existence. Their

first mission went out to the East to survey the needs of the war -devastated

areas in 1948. During the year 1949 in consultation with the national govern-

ments, they made plans for the promotion of child health and tuberculosis con-

trol work. National governments have carefully watched their activities and
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are now convinced of their interest in the field of child health aid welfare

of the people in general.

We have nothing against WHO's taking charge of the health field in principle,

but when we see that WHO is only two years old and is trying to organize itself,

it does not seem desirable for it to undertake further responsibilities We

are young and we have already created a family of regions, but have not yet

given proof that we can support this family either with money or with trained

personnel. Is it fair, therefore, that we should take over more responsi-

bility at this stage? Why can we not wait till we have learnt to stand on

our own feet first? I would like members of this Assembly to realize that

UNICEF has been doing great work, and you are wanting them to get out of this

field and leave their programmes more or less half -implemented, They have

started their programmes in some countries whereas for others they have

approved them. I, therefore, feel very strongly against this policy of

changing horses in midstream. WHO is no doubt a permanent specialized agency

of the United Nations for health work and there are no two opinions about it,

but then I cannot understand why we should be in such a great hurry to relieve

another organization of this type of work which they have undertaken in the

interests of child health. This will only mean changing horses in midstream

and will not be in the interests of WHO, UNICEF, the national governments or

the people themselves.

I fully support the resolution which has been put up by my colleague from

Yugoslavia, but I feel that I can make an amendment or make an addition to it

and I would therefore propose that we resolve that the activities of UNICEF in

the field of medical protection of children should be maintained on the same

scale and in close co- operation with WHO, as heretofore, till they finish the

health activities already started or to be started by them by the end of 1950.
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The PRESIDENT: The delegate of France.

Dr. DUJARRIC de la RIVIERE (France) (interpretation from the French) No

a work can be of greater moral value or practical importance than that which is

to protect the health and the minds of children. We are bound to recognize

that the work of UNICEF has been a glorious success. UNICEF has been one of

the most successful achievements of the United Nations; it has given evidence

of remarkable international solidarity in the first place and, secondly, it has

succeeeded in saving millions of children.

Would it therefore be proper or expedient to cut short such activities or

to change them radically? We do not think so for several reasons. Firstly,

can one really say that the immediate needs of children have now been met?

We would like to think so but unfortunately we know that it does not happen to

be true. As others have said before me, should not those who have collected

considerable funds be allowed to go on with their work a little further? Is

it not necessary here as elsewhere to provide for a transition period?

We are absolutely convinced that one day WHO will be able to take over

all the activities of UNICEF. We must be quite clear on this point. We

are certain that WHO will one day be able to take over all these activities

and carry them out remarkably well. But we think that a transition period

is still necessary and should go on a little longer; for that reason, we

agree with the delegation of Yugoslavia that things might go on as they are

until the next Assembly.

I think we should be rendering a service both to UNICEF and to WFO if we

decided here that UNICEF is to continue until the next World Health Assembly.
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The PRESIDENTe Are there any other speakers on this subject?

We have before us an amendment by the delegate of Yugoslavia and a proposed

amendment to it by the delegate cf Pakistan, I propose to put to the vote first

the amendment.to the amendment by the delegate of Pakistan

The amendment reads as fellows s

RESOLVES that the activities of UNICEF in the field of medical
-

protection of children. should be maintained on the same scale and in close

co- operation with WHO as heretofore, till they finish the health activities
already started or to be started by the end of 1950

Will those in favour of this amendment please raise their cards? Those

against? Abstentions?

In favour of the amendment 21, against 17, 9 abstentions, The amendment

is carried.

Are there any other c ~nîrents on the sixth report, document Á3 /118?

Dr, GALE (Union of South Afrioa) ç Merely as a point of order, I understood

that we were voting first on an amendment to an amendment, and that subsequently

we would vote on the amendment to the main resolution, that being the amendment

of the delegate of Yugoslavia,

The DlREGTOR- .GENEPALg The amendment that was put first was that farthest

removed in substance from the original resolution in the document, It would

appear that, that amendment having been carried, it takes the place of the

appropriate paragraph in the ,_,':.,,,y._, tion in the main. dy~;;abent,
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Dr. van den BERG (Netherlands); I think the delegate of the Union of

South Africa is quite right, The delegate of Pakistan has formally proposed

this supplementary amendement on the amendment of Yugoslavia. We have only

voted on the supplement; the supplement is carried and now we have to vote on the

amendment cf Yugoslavia.

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL; The question would seem to be as to whether the

a lea mi ent proposed by the delegate of Yugoslavia was to replace the proposal

made in the document or whether it was an addition to that . If this amendment

was to replace paragraph 1 on page 8 of document A3 /118, then it would appear

that the amend ent proposed by Pnlaistan has n.ow, by decision of the Assembly,

.taken the place of paragraph 1. If the proposal of the delegate from Yugoslavia

was ;n addition to that, then it is still to be voted on.

Dr. GRECO I.0 (Yugoslavia): The delegation of Yugoslavia withdtays its

amendrient

Dr, GALE (Union of South Africa): You will allow me to remind you with

respect that before you put the matter to the vote you explained from the Chair

that there was an amendment to an amendment, and I for one voted in favour of the

amendment to the amendment; but I would not have voted in favour of the anend,r:k

itself. The difference as I understood it was that the delegate of Pakistan

proposed that there should be a definite tine- limit, as it were, to the independent

existen;3 of UNICEF, whereas the proposal of the delegate of Yugoslavia left no

time -limit. That seemed to me the clear distinction, and as far as I am fcncerned

I would like to withdraw my vote in favour of the pros: ca.l from Fah:'_atan if

that now baconer3 the substantive resolution.
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The PRESIDENT: As the amendment put forward by Yugoslavia has been

withdrawn, would the Assembly like to vote on the amendment from Pakistan as

an amendment?

Dr. TABA (Iran): I think the position as it stands now undoubtedly calls

for another vote, because we voted for an amendment to an amendment. As far as

T can make out, the original amendment has been withdrawn. Therefore this

amendment to the amendment will take its place and we will have to vote again.

The PRESIDENT: Is it the wish of the Assembly, then, to vote on the amendment

put forward by, the delegate of Pakistan?

Dr. CANAPERIA (Italy): I think the situation is not very clear. We thought

to vote on an amendment to an amendment. Now the first amendment has been withdrawn.

This new amendment, is it a substitution for the first paragraph or an addition?

I understood that the proposition of the delegate,of Pakistan was to put a time -

limit to the activity of UNICEF. In that case it should be in addition to the

first paragraph of the resolution on page 8 of the document. I should like

some clarification.

The PRESIDENT: Will the chief delegate of Pakistan please come up and

explain his position?

Colonel JAFAR (Pakistan); The wording of the amendment, along with the

resolution, seems to me to be quite clear. However, if the members are desirous

of having further c7Rr2.fica`,_on of it, I will read the resolution again.



A3 /VR /7

page 1.1

The resolution reads as follows:

hESOLVES that the activities of UNICEF in the field of medical

protection of children should be maintained on the same scale and in

close cooperation with WHO as heretofore, till they finish the health

activites already started or to be started by the end of 1950:

This obviously means a time limit.

The PRESIDE T: The Director- General will speak.

The DIREC QR- GENERAL: According to Rule 53 of the Rules of Procedure,

after the amendment proposed by Yugoslavia had been amended by Fakistan it

was not still open to Yugoslavia to withdraw their amendment.

A motion may be withdrawn by its proposer at any time before voting on
it has commenced, provided that the motion has not been amended.

Therefore, it follows that, the amendment of Pakistan having been adopted, the

amendment proposed by Yugoslavia has been replaced by that proposed by Pakistan.

It is now open to the Assembly, if it so desires to vote on this amendment to

amend the original proposal.

The PRESIDENT: Will those in favour of the amendment please raise

their cards?

Dr. CANAPERIA (Italy): There is a point which is not very clear to me.

Is this proposed amendment of the Pakistan delegate a substitution or an

addition to the 'first paragraph of our resoluion?

The PRESIDENT: It is a substitution for paragraph 1. Will those now

in favour of the amendment proposed by Pakistan please raise their cards.
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Dr. BJORNSSON (Norway): I submit that this proposal is out of order, because

it is not up to us to resolve What another United Nations agency should do or not

do.. So I think that the text of the amendment to the amendment will have to be

changed before we proceed to a vote.

The PRESIDENT: The Director- General will explain.

The DIRECTOR -GENERAL: I think that the position is quite clear: that it is

not open to this Assembly to vote on the Pakistan amendment to the resolution

proposed by the Committee on Programme. The whole background of this resolution

has not been discussed in this Assembly; it was discussed extensively in the

Committee on Programme and after very careful consideration this proposal was

arrived at.

The Committee on Programme considered the relationship with the other

specialized agencies and the fact that other specialized agencies have committed

themselves very strongly in favour of the responsibilities of the specialized

agencies being carried out by those specialized agencies. The impression has been

given that this proposal would stop the work of UNICEF. It would, of çourse, have

no such effect at all. It would only mean that the specialized agencies would

carry the technical responsibility for those aspects of the work that are within

their fields. It is, as you will note, in the future development of international

programmes. There is no intention, nor would this proposal that has been approved

by the Committee on Programme have the effect of stopping the work of UNICEF in the

least or in any way limiting their ability to provide services.

I think there has been a considerable amount of misunderstanding on this

point: The effect of the new proposal that ha not been presented in time

to be given adëqùate consideration of all its implications - would be to let
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down the other specialized agencies which have taken a stand up to now along

with the World Health Organization and presented a quite united front against

the encroachment on specialized agenciesl fields in technical matters. I

would suggest that careful consideration be given to this matter and that the

delegates vote with full appreciation of what they are proposing under this

amendment.

The PRESIDENT: Will those now in favour of the amendment as proposed by

the delegate of Pakistan,, please raise their cards. The delegate of Pakistan.

Colonel JAFAR (Pakistan): I am sorry I have to refer to a matter of

procedure. This resolution had been fully discussed in the Committee on

Programme and the Director- General1s representative had ample opportunity to

tell us what it meant - what the intentions were. I have the greatest regard

for the Secretariat, but I feel that it is not correct for them to explain the

'merits or otherwise of the resolutions put before this Assembly. If, as the

Secretariat has maintained, the resolution is not very clear to the members

present, or if this is a matter which has not received proper consideration,

I would suggest that it be postponed to the next session of the Assembly.

Dr. DUJARRIC de la RIVIERE (Prance) (interpretation from the French):

I must say that I share-the point of view of the representative of Pakistan, and

I endorse what he has just said. The situation must be-made perfectly clear,

as we must know what we are voting on. During meetings of the Committee on

Programme, the Secretarit has had ample opportunity of explaining to us what

the situation was. I must say that I entirely agree with the representative

of Pakistan.
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The PRESIDENT: The proposal has been made to postpone discussion on this

question until the next session of the Assembly. Those in favour of that

proposal, please raise their cards. Those against postponement? Abstentions?

There is a tie in the vote: ig for, 18 against and 9 abstentions.

According to the Rules of Procedure the proposal is lost - unless the Assembly

would like to vote again on it? ',le will then proceed to a vote on the amendment

as put forward by the delegate of Pakistan.

The PRESIDENT: The delegate of the Union of South Africa.

Dr. GALE (Union of South Africa): I think some of us would like to be ^clear

exactly what we are now doing. As I understand it, we have taken one vote en

the amendment to the amendment and now we are voting on the amendment itself.

Am I correct?

The PRESIDENT: That is the position. The original amendment having been

withdrawn, this amendment proposes to substitute the resolution as ptit forward by

Pakistan for the resolution as it stands in the report.

Dr. GALE (Union of South Africa): That being the case, I would like to

suggest -- or rather I would like to put forward my views - that there should be

a debate, or rather there should be room for debate now upon the amendment.

When the proposal of the delegate of Pakistan was an amendment to an amendment,

I personally voted in favour of it, because I would rather debate his amendment

than the one put forward by the delegate of Yugoslavia. But now that it has
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become the first amendment, which if carried will replace the substantive

resolution brought forward by the Committee on Programme, I feel it is very

important that there should be a discussion on the principles involved. I do

not know whether I am out of order in claiming the right, as I would like to do,

to speak on the matter itself now that it becomes a straight issue between the

primary amendment and the resolution.

The PRESIDENT: The matter is open to discussion. The delegate of

South Africa.

Dr. GALE (Union of South Africa): I think that we should consider very

seriously the essential difference between the amendment now before us, that is

the amendment of the delegate of Pakistan, and the resolution presented to us by

our own Committee on Programme. The Committee on Programme, of which I was a

member, came to this resolution after a very lengthy discussion indeed, though I

do not propose to recapitulate all the arguments that were used then, but I do

want to emphasise this point. It is that the resolution as presented to us by

the Committee on Programme merely asserts a principle. It makes no mention of a

time factor. It says that the principle should be adopted of utilizing to the

maximum the services of the appropriate permanent specialized agencies - and so

forth. The amendment, as I understand it, merely modifies that to the extent

of proposing that there should be, as it were, a delay in the time in which this

principle should be put into operation.
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I submit that it would be much wiser for the Assembly to assert the principle

and to leave to those who are responsible - and the responsibility ultimately does

not rest with this Assembly - the choice of the exact time when this principle

should be put into practice - we should leave that, I say, to those who aro

responsible. The proposal I quite understand; there is a good deal to be said

in favour of it. The arguments which were put forward by the delegate of

Pakistan were very aptly summarized in his phrase "It is not wise, perhaps, to

change horses in midstream". But I say once again that I think we can very safely

leave that to those who are responsible and I do wish to assert again what was

said repeatedly in the Committee on Programme - and the Director -General merely

repeated what had been said thoro; he did not advance any argument of his own nor

any new argument - namely that it is a question of a principle which is really

vital to this Assembly, and to this Organization. The Organization was brought

into being by the will of the nations themselves as an instrument to achieve a

certain purpose, and it is drawing a red herring across the trail to suggest, even

remotely, that if this resolution is carried, that would put an end to the

excellent work that has been carried out by UNICEF. The effect of the

resolution would be merely. to transfer the executive responsibility for

implementing the programmes of UNICEF to the Organization to which, in my opinion,

and in the opinion of my Government, it properly belongs.

The DIRECTOR- GENERAL: It seems that the propriety of the Director- Generalts

making a statement on this subject has been questioned. May I call the attention

of the Assembly to Rule 45 of the ?ides of Procedure of the Health Assembly:
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The Director - General or a member of the Secretariat designated by

him as his represmtative may at any time make either oral or written
statements to the Health Assembly or to any subdivision thereof
concerning any question under consideration.

Dr" RAJA (India): In my view the proposed amendment by Pakistan cannot

in any way replace paragraph 1 of the resolution before the Assembly. That

paragraph only emphasizes a principle for adoption. The proposal embodied in

the amendment of Pakistan is only for the purpose of setting a limit, or setting

a date for the cessation of the activities of UNICEF Tborefore, to my mind,

the proposed amendment cannot in any way replace paragraph 1 of the resolution

before us.

Again, as pointed out by the representative of the Union of South Lfrica,

it is impossible for this body to deal with the question of the cessation of the

activities of an organization for the creation of which it is not responsible.

I would also point out that, as I understood it, the last vote taken was

with regard to the question as to whether we should proceed with the matter or

not, and I do not know what the decision was on that.

The PRESIDENT: The proposal to postpone discussion was lost, so we are

proceeding Are there any other speakers?

Dr DUJARRIC de la RIVIERE (France) (interpretation from the French): I take

the floor merely to ask the Director -General, whose right to an opinion we recognize,

to help us by explaining clearly if - and it is very important for the vote - as a

result of this vote, UNICEF will cease to exist in its present form or if there will

be a transformation - for example, that UNICEF will raise and receive funds, and WHO

will take over the activities. We ask the Director -General to have the kindness to

tell us exactly what is the exact position and what it would be after this vote is

"taken.
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The DIRECTOR GENERAL: The result of the resolution adopted by the Com-

mittee on Programme would be to send a recommendation from this Assembly which

will be considered by the Economic and Social Council of the United Nations

when it is considering the matter of co- ordination as between specialized

agencies and the United Nations, and is considering the future organization

and principles on which the Children's Fund will be developed, and to what

extent it will be changed in the future. The result of this resolution would

be to assuré the United Nations that the World Health Organization is ready,

willing and prepared to carry on the technical aspects of the work that will

continue to be undertaken by UNICEF. UNICEF would, or could, under this

resolution -- if it were accepted completely by the United Nations -- continue

gs a fund -raising, supply- distributing organization, and the technical aspects

of the programme which are in the field of health would become the responsi-

bility of the World Health Organization. All the work of UNICEF could continue

at just exactly as high a level as now, or higher, according to the amount of

funds available to UNICEF, wherever they might be able to collect them. There

would be simply a suggestion to the Economic and Social Council and eventually

to the General Assembly of the United Nations to the effect that the World

Health Organization is capable of carrying the responsibilities which are set

out in its Constitution.

Dr. OREN (Israel), Rapporteur of the Committee on Programme: It seems

to me that all those who voted for the suggestion made by the delegate of

Pakistan wanted to be sure that UNICEF activities for this year would not be

curtailed -- or any activities which they start this year. Perhaps it would "

be possible to put it into paragraph 2 of the new resolution, which would say:
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its U STS the Director- General to present this resolution to the Secretary

General of the United Nations for submission to the eleventh session of
the Economic and Social Council and at the same time to make sure that the
activities of UNICEF during this year, and the activities started, will not
be curtailed.

The PRESIDENT; There is a definite proposal b:foro. the Assembly. Has

everybody understood the proposal made by the Rapporteur of the Committee on

Programme?

Colonel JÂFAR (Pakistan): I have no objection to the addition proposed by

the delegate of Israel.

I agree that the resolution passed by the Committee on Programme may remain

as it is, and to that may be added the recommendation which I proposed, in the

fora suggested by the delegate of Israel.

Dr. GALE (Union of South Africa): I am sorry to'be here to often, but I

would like to be clear now as to which wording is to stand, if passed, as an

addition to the resolution of the Committee on Programme. Is it the wording

suggested by the delegate of Israel or is it the wording of the delegate of

Pakistan because, in my opinion, they are not the same - or rather they do not

convey the same thing?

May I go on to explain why I do not think they are the same? If I

understand the amendment proposed by the delegate of Pakistan, his proposal is

that activities commenced during 1950, or that may be commenced during 1950, shall

continue to be administered and carried out by UNICEF. Now, they may start

programmes this year which moy take four or five, or even ten years to work out.

So that means, to borrow his own metaphor, that in the near future, instead of

merely changing horses in midstream, we will be trying to ride two, or even

three or four horses at once, which would be even more difficult.
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The proposal of the delegate of Israel was really, as I understand it,

that until the end of the present year UNICEF should continue to administer

these activities. Perhaps I have not understood.

Dr. OREN (Israel), Rapporteur of the Committee on Programme: My

suggestion, which I understand the delegate of Pakistan agreed to, was to

add to paragraph 2 of the resolution on page $, after the words "Requests

the Director- General to present this resolution to the Secretary -General of

the United Nations for submission to the eleventh session of the Economic

and Social Council ", the words "and at the same time ensure that no action

be taken which will curtail to any extent the activities of UNICEF already

started, or to be started, during 1950'x.

Dr. GALE (Union of South.Afriça): I merely wish to say that, as

far as I am concerned, it is perfectly acceptable and I understand that the

delegate of Pakistan has waived his amendment in favour of this one.

The PRESIDENT: According to the Rules of Procedure it is not possible

for the delegate of Pakistan to withdraw his amendment, but I shall put now

to the vote the amendment of the Rapporteur, which has been read to you.

Will those in favour of this amendment please raise their cards? Those

against? Abstentions?

The result of the voting is 26'in favour of the amendment, 10 against

and 12 abstentions. The amendment is therefore carried.

We now go to the Pakistan amendment. There has to be a formal vote on

this for the record. Those in favour of the amendment originally put forward

by the delegate of Pakistan please raise their cards. Those against. Any

abstentions?
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The result of the voting is; none in favour, 26 against, 14 abstentions.

The resolution is lost.

Now I would ask the Assembly to vote on document A3/118 as a. whole, with

item 6 as amendede. Are there any objections? I take it then that the

report as amended .is adopted.

Seventh report of the Committee on Programme

The PRESIDENTS I will now ask tie Rapporteur. of. that committee to

present the seventh report of the Committee on Programme, document li3/120..

ar, OREN (Israel) Rapporteur of the Committee on Programme: The

Committee on Programme at its meetings on 23 and 24 Mak dealt with the following

items, on wh:'..ch you have resolution proposals in document A3 /120g programme

of epidemiological work to be carried out with OIHP funds; Western Pacific;

International Sanitary Regulations and Quarantine -d Mecca Pilgrimage;

technical assistance programme; plague, cholera, malaria; tuberculosis;

therapeutic substances; editorial 'and reference services (including principles

which should govern the expansion programme of publications); stimulation of

campaigns against communicable diseases; organization of public health.

services; health education of the public; nursing; general promotion of

health; professional and technical education; medical supplies; adjustment

of opera'5-ing programme for 195]. ,(epidemiological services, health statistics,

studies of communicable diseases, including immunization against communicable

diseases of childhood, leprosy, plague, cholera and. influenza); co- operation

with United. Nations Relief and Work Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near
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East; and finally the Appropriation Resolution which you will find on page 18

of document A3/120.

I would like to refer to this resolution to ask you to put the figures

which are mentioned in this document (A3/120) into document A3/117, the tenth

report of the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters. The

draft resolutions are put before the Assembly.

The PRESIDENT: Are there any comments on this report? No comments?

I would like to draw the attention of the Assembly to the fact that,

under Article 72 of the Constitution, item 1 of the report has to be adopted

by a two - thirds majority. Item 1 reads:

The Third World Health Assembly,

Considering the epidemiological work carried out jointly, from
1948 to 1950, by the World Health Organization and the Office
International d'Hygiène Publique,

AGREES to the continuation of this work by WHO during the
coming year, using the funds transferred from the OIHP for
the purpose.

Dr, TOGBA (Liberia): With reference to the seventh repert of the

Committee on Programme, document A3/120, I wish to call the attention of the

Assembly to item 2 - the Western Pacific. The World Health Organization's

functions and effectiveness would be appreciated by such continents as Africa

and Asia. I note here that much has been done for many of the other regi -ores,

but it seems that nearly every Assembly, when it comes to such places as

Africa, makes hardly any mention of it, the reason of course being that there

are so few Members from the African region.
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We know very well that Africa presents perhaps the greatest problems in

the world, and all our problems can be conquered by public -health measures.

It hardly seems as if an African regional office is going to be established in

the very near future, and for that reason I propose an amendment to item 2 of

the document which is before us, namely to have as (a) Western Pacific and

(b) Africa; and for Africa I propose that the Third World Health Assembly

approve the establishment of a supervisory office at the World Health

Organization's headquarters here in Geneva until such time as a regional

office can be established in Africa. I suppose you wonder if it will cost

the Organization too much; I doubt it, because in the budget which we have

passed there is a small amount appropriated for Africa, but of course there

is no regional office there. I am quite sure a supervisory office here in

Geneva would not cost the Organization any appreciable amount or bring about

any deficit.

The PRESIDENT: You have heard the proposal made by the delegate of

Liberia. Those in favour of his proposal will please raise their cards.

I may say that there is money in the budget for this purpose. Any against

the proposal? Abstentions? The proposal is carried; 4 in favour,

1 against and 9 abstentions.

I would now like, if the Assembly is agreeable, to have a two -thirds

majority vote, on item 1 of this report, the seventh report of the Committee

on Programme. All those in favour of item 1 please raise their cards?

Any against? Abstentions? The item is carried by 45 in favour, none

against, no abstentions.
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Dr. MACKENZIE (United Kingdom): We should like to take the present opportunity

of paying a sincere tribute to the Office International d'Hygiène Publique.

The Paris Office holds the unique distinction of being the first world -wide

inter -governmental body ever set up in health. During the last 1+0 years it has

made very great contributions to our knowledge of epidemiology. It established a

high reputation for the accuracy and reliability of the epidemiological information

which, through its postal, telegraphic and wireless net -work, it disseminated all

over the world.

In the World Health Organization we are realizing more and more how much we

are indebted to the work of the Office. Indeed the fact that we have modelled the

WHO Epidemiological Information Service on the system created by the Paris Office

is the highest possible compliment we could pay to our predecessor. New machinery

will carry on the work of the Office, but along the same lines. Remembering the

long and efficient work of the Office, we must not lose sight of the responsibility

which altered circumstances has put upon us. We wish to place on record our

realization and deep appreciation of the debt that epidemiology owes to the work of

the Office International d'Hygiène Publique.

Dr. VOLLENWEIDER (Switzerland) (interpretation from the'French): The Office

International d'Hygiène Publique was a very important organization, mainly because

of its permanent and fruitful activities carried out both in times of peace and of

war. Switzerland was one of the original members of the Office in 1907. In fact,

we were one of those who originally promoted international sanitary conventions,

,.and at the headquarters of the Office there were several well -known Swiss doctors.

The Office International is to disappear at the end of this year, but it will not

disappear completely, for we shall always think of it as the first international

health organization, and we shall always think of it with gratitude because of all
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it has dono for humanity. Switzerland, ever faithful to its ideals of co- operation

in the cause of public health, will now bring to the World Health Organization all

its respect and the co- operation which it always extended to the Office Inter-

national,

The PRESIDENT: May I take it that the seventh report of the Committee on

Programme, as amended, is adopted?

3. SECOND REPORT OF '1'm JOINT MEETING OF 11'tt. COMMITTEE ON PROGRAMME AND THE

COMMITTEE ON ADMINISTRATION, FINANCE AND T.FGAL MATTERS

The PRESIDENT: We now turn to the second report of the joint meeting of the

Committee on Programme and the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal

Matters, document A3/119. Are there any comments?

I take it then that the report is adopted.

4. ADDENDUM TO FOURTH REPORT, AND THE SIXTH, SEVENTH, EIGril'h, NINTH AND TENTH
REPORTS OF THE COMMITTEE ON ADMINï51'RATïON, FINANCE AND LEGAL MATTERS

Addendum to the fourth report of the Committee on Administration, Finance and
Legal Matters

The PRESIDENT: Item 4 of the day's agenda, the addendum to the fourth

report of tae Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters, document

A3 /100 Add.l. Will the Rapporteur of the committee please come up and present

this report?

Mr. TAIJAARD (Union of South Africa), Rapporteur of the Committee on Admini-

stration, Finance and Legal Matters: In the original reproduction of the fourth

report of the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters, item 2 (the

use of UNRRA funds during 1951), the preamble to the resolution which was adopted
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at the fourth meetinf of the committee was inadvertently not reproduced. The

committee therefore wishes to recommend to the Assembly that it add to the

resolution in question the preamble which is contained in this document.

The PRESIDENT: Are there any comments?

I take it that the report is then adopted.

Sixth Report of the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters

The PRESIDENT: I will now ask the Rapporteur of the Committee on Admini-

.stration, Finance and Legal Matters to present its sixth report, document A3/109.

Mr. TALJ'V,RD (Union of South Africa), Rapporteur of the Committee on

Administration, Finance and Legal Matters: I beg to submit the sixth report of

the Cor_aaittee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters.

It contains three' headings: (1) Conclusions and recommendations of the

fifth session of the Executive Board on the organizational structure of the

Secretariat; (2) Communications received from the Minister of Foreign Affairs

of the Republic of China, and from the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Central

Government of the People's Republic of China; (3) Scale of assessments for 1951

(the words in brackets after that item should be deleted because the full

resolution has been adopted by the committee).

The PRESIDENT: Are there are any comments on the sixth report?

In the absence of any objections, I take it that it is carried.

Seventh Report of the Committee on Administration, Finance and .Leal Matters

The PRESIDENT: The Rapporteur will now present the seventh report of this

committee, document A3 /111.
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:r. TALJAARD (Union of South Africa), Rapporteur of the Committee on

Administration, Finance and Legal Platters: The seventh report of the Committee

on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters contains four points: (1) a

resolution on the 1iorld Health Defence Fund; (2) Provisional Staff Regulations:

report by the Director -General; (3) Report on Staff Rules; and (4) Currency

of contributions.

The PRESIDENT: Are there any comments on this report? In the absence of

any objections, it is adopted..

Eighth Report of the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters

The PhESIDENT: The Fia. )porteur will now please present the eighth report,

document A3/114.

Yr. TALJAARD (Union of South Africa), Rapporteur of the Committee on

Administration, Finance and Legal Matters: In the eighth report will be found

the following: (1) The Constitution of the 1:.orld Health Organization paragraph

1.1, proposed amendment by the Governments of Denmark, Norway and Sweden;

paragraph 1.2.1, proposed amendment by the Government of Australia; paragraph

1.2.2, proposed amendment by the Government of Australia; (3) Issue of special

1orld Health stamps by Member States to raise funds for promoting international

health work by the World Health Organization; (4) The position as regards the

Office International d'Hygiène Publique; (5) The Fourth World Health Assembly;

(6) administrative and financial relations between WHO and the United Nations and

the other specialized agencies; (7) Convention on Privileges and Immunities of

the Specialized Agencies - amendments to Annex VII concerning Associate Members

and per o ns serving on expert advisory panels; (8) Staff Pension Committee --
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appointment of representative to replace a member whose period of membership is

only one year (9)' Conclusions and recommendations of the fifth session of the

Executive Board on organizaAonal structure of the Secretariat - confidential

report by the Director- General on the composition of the Secretariat.

Dra McCANN (Canada)r I should like to discuss briefly the proposed first two

amendments to the Constitution, as given in document A3/114.

The discussion surrounding the Australian and Scandinavian proposals to

amend the Constitution of the World Health Organization has evoked some of the

most forthright speeches heard in the comiiittees of this Assembly. At onepoint

the Director -General gave his view as to the train of events which would follow

upon the adoption of the Australian amendment, and he invited Members to state

very frankly their views on the way the Organization was now working, rather than

to seek to amend the Constitution. Some of these views we now wish to record.

At the International Health Conference in 1946, the Canadian delegation

(which had, fortunately, as its alternate delegate, the present Director- General

of WHO) was among the leading protagonists of Article 24 of the Constitution as

now written. Indeed, the delegation itself played a considerable part in

enshrining the principle that a group of technical experts should constitute the

Executive Board. This was a new approach to the field of international

organization.

The Canadian Government favoured, therefore, this new international

approach. It took this attitude because it felt that, of the three organs, the

Assembly was to be the depositary of the policy- making powers of this

organization of States. The Executive Board was to be the executive organ, that

is to say the organ which saw to it that the policies of the Assembly were put intr
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operation and would give the Director- General guidance. The Assembly and the

Executive Board were to be served by a secretariat whose chief officer would be

a technical and administrative offices`. Undoubtedly, there would betimes when,

the Assembly or the Executive Board not being in session, the Director -General

would have to take certain broad decisions of an executive or policy nature, but

these decisions would always be subject to the approval of the Executive Board

and of the Assembly.

What is the situation now in 1950, as we see it? Judging from what has

happened at the Third %orld Health Assembly, the Canadian delegation is of the

view that the Assemblyts power of decision on broad matters of policy has been

stultified because the policy problems were not presented simply and clearly.

This resulted in a large amount of unnecessary documentation which, together

with a confused presentation of the problems, have made it impossible for the

Assembly to arrive at clear policy decisions.

In the absence of clear Assembly decisions, the Canadian delegation feels

that the Director -General and the Executive Board will thus be forced to take

far more responsibility in fixing policy than is envisaged by the Constitution.

Indeed, the Executive Board and the Director- General, realizing that this would

undoubtedly increase the difficulties under which they now operate, have asked

repeatedly that the committee of this Assembly give a clear direction on policy

and programme but these committees have, in our view, apparently been unable to

give this guidance.

In the final analysis it now ap_x ars that the Executive Board and the

Director- General will have to make many important policy decisions which should
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have been made by the Assembly. The Canadian delegation fools that the

present turn of events has, in practice, altered the way in which the

Constitution was designed to function. Accordingly, this trend should be

studied and evaluated.

The Canadian delegation feels that at present, if the Assembly, with

policy- making powers reduced, is in future to meet only every two years, as now

proposed, it becomes important for the Members of the Assembly to trust these

powers to a smaller group of their own Members on the Executive Board,

If therefore this Assembly decides to 410.11.0 bi- ennial meetings of the

Assembly, the Canadian delegate will support the Australian amendments.

In point of fact, the Canadian delegation would prefer to see the

Constitution remain as it is, provided that action is taken to ensure that the

Constitution functions as it was designed to do originally, that is to say,

a strong policy - making Assembly, an Executive Board which is completely competent

in the professional and technical fields, to implement the policies of the

Assembly, both organs being served by a secretariat whose chief officer is the

Director -General.

It was with this in mind that the Canadian delegation proposed what has now

been accepted by the Assembly, that is, that the Executive Board examine the

procedure of this Assembly with a view to simplifying and clarifying the vast

volume of ideas and documents which has flooded and, I fear, somehow confused the

Assemblies. We believe that, if the documentation were thus simplified and if

staff levels are not unduly inflated, this promising organization, the World

Health Organization, will develop along sound lines. We believe that the

Secretariat, as partner in action of the Assembly and the Executive Board, will
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as time goes on, under the direction of its efficient Director -General, serve

this organization competently and loyally.

Mr. LINDSAY (United Kingdom): I should really have come in earlier, but I

was not quick enough, and therefore if I appear to break the line of thought

suggested by the delegate of Canad ?, I must apologise.

My delegation think that it would help the consideration of item 1.1 of

this report if the two parts of the resolution under item 1.1 were considered and

voted on separately.

The PRESIDENT: I think it would be a good plan. if delegates would, at

this stage, confine their remarks to item 1.1 of the report.

Are there any more speakers on that item? Then we will put item l,1 of

the report to the vote.

Is the Assembly of opinion that we should vote on paragraph 1 by a two -thirds

majority? Those in favour of a two- thirds majority, please raise their cards.

Those against? Any abstentions? 'The voting is: 14 in favour of a two- thirds

majority vote, 23 against and 2 abstentions. The fact that a two- thirdsmajority

vote has not been considered necessary for the adoption of this resolution is then

to be considered an interpretation, for the guidance of the Secretariat, that

for the moment, in the view of the Assembly, this resolution does not

constitute an amendment to the Constitution.

I now ask for a vote on the first paragraph of the resolution by a simple

majority. Will those in favour please raise their cards? Those against?

Abstentions? The result of the voting is 30 in favour, 10 against and 3

abstentions. The first paragraph is then adopted.

I now ask for a vote on the second paragraph. Those in favour of the

second paragraph will please raise their cards.
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Those against? Abstentions? The result of the voting is as follows: 31 in

favour, 4+ against and 3 abstentions. Paragraph 2 is adopted.

Now I have to put the whole of the paragraph to the vote. Those in favour of

adoption of the entire paragraph, please raise their cards. Those against?

Abstentions? The votes are 30 in favour, 9 against and 5 abstentions, so the

entire paragraph is adopted.

Now we go to paragraph 1.2.1

Dr. DOWLING (Australia): The Australian delegation noves that paragraph

1.2.1 of the eighth report of the Committee on Administratioh, Finance and Legal

Matters be not accepted, and that, in its place, the Assembly adopt a resolution

deciding that Article 24. of the Constitution of the World Health Organization shall

be amended to read as follows:

The Board shall consist of 18 Members of the Organization. The Health
Assembly, taking into account an equitable geographical distribution, shall
elect the Members entitled to be represented on the Board. Each of these

Members should be represented on the Board by a person technically qualified
in the field of health, who may be accompanied by alternates and advisers.

A resolution in these terms was earlier discussed in committee The

Australian delegation raises the natter in this Assembly net only because of its

intrinsic importance, calling for a decision at the highest level of the

Organization, but also because, when the natter was before the committee, only 25

delegations expressed their views by voting, and a more general expression of the

mind of the Assembly is called for.

I repeat here what was said in the committee, namely, that the Australian

Government, in proposing this amendment, has in view what it believes to be the

best interests of the World Health Organization as an effective international

organization.
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Certain central facts of the problem cannot be controverted. This

Organization is based on governments; it is governments that meet in its Assemblies,

approve its prograrT.les and provide its finance. The Assembly meets only annually

and for that reason the Constitution provides an executive organ charged with many

fi?nctions and responsibilities connected with the business of the Organization in

t:-_e interim period. It is the view of the Australian Government that this

continuing organ should reflect the characteristics of the Assembly itself as far

as the dazes of the two bodies permit and this is the heart of the proposal

before the Assembly.

Many advantages are seen to flow from such an arrangement. The experience of

international organizations in many fields shows that the decisions of inter-

national bodies\ are likely to commend themselves much more readily to the govern-

ments who are to carry them out, if those governments have been associated with

shaping them at all decisive stages. Further, it is not right that governments

who have made those decisions and adopted those policies, should abdicate their

responsibilities in the meantime, when conditions may not remain static, to a

. rntp of individuals, however devoted their service and however eminent their

technical qualifications. Conversely, governments who feel the desire to discharge

their responsibilities ih this way should not be excluded from doing so by any

uabiguous expressions in the Constitution of the Organization, which lend them-

selves to an interpretation which would place the governments in the position of

being interlopers in attempting to do so.

The Australian Government sees no reason why it would be impossible for a

Board, composed in the way'it suggests, to fulfil the duties laid upon it by the

Constitution - why it should become incapable of acting as the executive organ for

the Health Assembly, for instance. Nor is there any reason why it could not
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exercise, on behalf of the whole Assembly, the powers the Assembly delegates to it.

International experience in comparable fields points the other way, as is

seen by the Constitution of other specialized agencies, where only one - UNESCO -

has a council composed on a personal basis. It was objected that this comparison

was not valid because of the high aims and purposes of the World Health Organi-

zation. Lofty as are the objects of this Organization, it has by no means a

monopoly in the field of humanitarian endeavour. The Philadelphia Declaration,

included in the Constitution of ILO, with its call to war against want, is surely

on a similar plane. The raising of levels of nutrition and standards of living,

with which FAO is concerned - surely this too is an aim similar in kind to our own?

Yew in these organizations the inter -sessional business is transacted by inter-

governmental organs and, in connexion with their business, the charge is not made

that the decisions of their Boards are "arranged from diplomatic channels long

before the meeting of their Boards occur ", or that their decisions follow the

political interests of a few countries, as has been said here. To go further; it

will surely be agreed that the purposes of the United Nations Children's Emergency

Fund are akin to those of the World.Health Organization? Yet this Organization,

another specialized agency, is inter -governmental through and through.

If the argument I have been attacking means baldly .. that governments become

incapable of a humanitarian effort ,as :soon as they band themselves together to

seek it, I feel it will not commend itself to this Assembly for an instant. If,

on the other hand, it means that they are so capable in full Assembly, but that

governmental influence becomes baleful and is not to be trusted when it makes its

contribution to an executive organ, it must also be rejected.

If then the present tern of Article 24 of our Constitution lend themselves to

this construction (and declarations made during the debate in the committee show

that this is the case), the Australian Government feels that doubt on the matter
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should now be removed by a clear statement to the contrary,

The specialized agencies are many, because human social needs as a whole are

;teat and varied, and each agency has its own field. The specialized fields

WHO require a special competence in the field cf health, from the delegates to

its Assemblies and the members of its Board. The Constitution makes adetr ate

provision for this in Article ll (referring to the Assembly) and in Article 24

(referring to the Board},and it is n no way the desire of the Australian Government

that these requirements be modified. On the other hand, however, the business

-which the Assembly looks to the Board to transact between Assemblies is by no

meals confined to technical matters in the field of health. This being so; the

Australian Coveranent feels that it is more in accordance with principle that that

business should be entrusted to a body which would add to its technical health

qualifications the experience of governments generally in the other matters dealt

; i t h. the Board.

For these reasons I urge the Assembly to adept this amendment and would ask

that the vote be taken by roll-call.

Dr. HYDE (United States of America); ln the inr,eresT of the sound develope.ont

of the World Uoalth Organization, the United States gives its full support to the

resolution placed before us by the delegate of Australia, As you are aware, this

resolution uould have the effect of setting in train an amendment to our

Constitution. The effect of this amendment would be to change the
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character of the Executive Board from that of a personal body to that of an

inter -governmental body. The Ñorld Health Organization was brought into

being, for the high purpose to which it is dedicated, by governments. It

is composed of governments. whatever it is and whatever it may become, it

owes and will owe to governments. We can be proud that in our organization,

governments have joined hands in friendship for a great and good purpose.

'ive must provide every possible opportunity to them all to share fully,

actively and constructively in this great work.

sue can derive great satisfaction from the annual elections to fill

vacancies on the Board. This annual event at times appears disquieting,

ruffling to some extent the harmonious course of our Assemblies. Such

rtc'fling, however, is superficial - merely ripplt; on the surface of a stream

that runs deep and clear. It is evidence of the great interest that

governments have in the 'World Health Organization. Let us hope that there

will never come a time when we must urge and coax nations to do their part

to render service on the Board. Rather may we hope that the competition

to serve in this great work will become even more keen.

We of the United States delegation feel that the governments of which

our organization is composed should have an opportunity to.y;articipate more

fully in the work of the Board, and of the Organization. They should, during

the three-year term of service, study the problems facing the World health

Organization and join actively, and with a sense of deep responsibility, in

solving these problems. Participation by the - governments selected to the

Board should in our view be vigorous, continuous and alive; not ending with

the mere designation of the. person to serve on the Board. Our Member
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governments should contribute fully of their experience and knowledge and wisdom

at all stages of our work. Under the proposed constitutional change, governments

would serve on the Board, representing the assembly. They would not be on the

Board in their own interests but to render service to the Organization, interpreting

the will of the total membership and implementing the decisions taken by the

Assembly. The smaller inter -governmental body would then represent the larger

inter -governmental body. This is quite appropriate and common international

practice.

The Board at the present time is composed of persons serving in their

individual capacities. Under the Constitution it is required that they be

"technically qualified in the field of health ". In addition to technical matters

in the field of health, many other matters of a technical nature in other fields

come before the Board. I need not list them. Those of you who have served on

the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters here are fully aware

of the many recommendations in these fields that have been put before you in this

Assembly, recommendations from the Board. You have as well referred many

similar problems to the Board - administrative, financial and legal problems.

You are also aware that under a directive from the Second World Health Assembly,

the Board has established a Standing Committee on Administration and Finance.

In the view of my Government, the Board and the Standing Committee have done

excellent work. lihy has it been able to do this work so well? It is because

certain governments with a keen interest in the World Health Organization have

voluntarily assumed a responsibility not placed upon them by the Constitution.

These governments - and there are several of them - have sent alternates and adviser

as permitted under the Constitution, to assist the individual serving on the Board.

If I may be permitted a personal remark as a person who has the honour of serving
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on the Board, I wish now to express my gratitude to those governments for

providing -us, of their own volition, with technical guidance and help in fields

in which we can, as technical persons in the field of health, claim little

competence.

It is the belief of my delegation that it is right that election to the

Board should carry with it responsibility in regard to the work of the Board;

that the Organization should be in a position to expect of governments, as a

matter of constitutional obligation, what it now obtains in partial and informal

fashion.

The Government of Australia has wisely brought this matter to our attention

and seeks to improve our organization through an appropriate amendment. The

United States delegation hopes that this Assembly will approve the proposals made

by the Australian delegation, bringing into the deliberations and decisions of

our Executive Board the knowledge, wisdom and judgment which is so abundantly at

the disposal of the governments of the world.

Dr. DUJARLIC de la RIVIERE (France) (interpretation from the French):

The delegation of France supports the proposal of the delegation of Australia.

My delegation believes taat this proposal is fully in accordance and in harmony

with the general spirit of WHO, and further that it will do a great deal to

clarify the whole matter in a logical way. The countries which have the honour

of being represented on the Executive Board will know much better what it is

their task to do.

Dr. BORNSSON (Norway): ill of you will know from the discussions _a the

Committee on Administantion, Finance and Legal Matters that the Norwegian

delegation was strongly opposed to the .: ustralian proposal. Nothing has been
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said during the discussion or after the discussion that has changed our mind on

this point. Nothing has been said to re..uce the anxiety that was so well

expressed by several of the speakers in the committee. li,te sincerely believe

that the .proposed change in the Constitution will be detrimental to the cause for

which this organization was founded because it is going to change the
.

Organization from a specialized agency into a political body. Furthermore, we

think that if the resolution is carried, it will have, in particular, serious

repercussions for the small countries who will find it increasingly difficult to

become members of the Executive Board. In order to obtain complete control over

the Organization, the larger countries will see to it that they are re- elected and

in a short time very few scats indeed will be available for the principle of

rotation that we have advocated before.

In matters of health and other technical questions, the small^ r countries

should in this organization have the same rights to influence polici ;s as the

larger countries and this can only be brought about if we have the same chances

of serving on the governing bodies.

The delegates should keep these considerations in mind when we proceed to

vote on the Australian resolution. As the outcome of this vote is in our

opinion going to be of paramount importance to the whole future of the World

Health Organization, I formally move that the vote be taken by secret ballot.

Dr. TOGBA (Liberia): Those of you who were present in New York in 1946,

will remember how long it took us to decide upon the name which we now have,

the World Health Organization. Many of us - or should I say many of those

present - wanted it to be called the United Nations Health Organization, but many

of us from smaller countries, and even from some of the larger countries, felt

that that would be rather limiting and discriminatory, and for that reason we
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decided to call it the World Health Organization, so that all nations, whether

or not they were in the United Nations, could come in, because we felt that

disease knew no national boundaries. On that principle then, the

Constitution of our organization was written; and when it came to Article 24,

there was again much debate as to whether or not persons on the Board should

represent their governments or should simply be persons on the Board

representing the whole body. And, of course, you now seo in front of you, in

Article 24 of the present Constitution, that members of the Board should be

persons designated by countries not to represent their countries on the Board

but rather to represent the entire world. On that same basis the Interim

Commission - which existed before the World Health Organization came into being -

functioned, and those of us who were on the Interim Commission know just what

we did for the Organization. We did not speak about our different governments

or about our different regions, but rather we spoke in terms of the world.

The same has been going on since the World Health Organization came into being,

when we established an Executive Board. We, who voted for Members to be

elected to the Board, did not say then that we were voting for governments,

but rather that we ware voting for persons who would speak on our behalf during

our absence - not for their governments but for the entire Organization. Now

why do we at this early stage of the game want to change our Constitution and

say that this or that government should be on the Board and let members speak

on behalf of their governments and snot on behalf of the entire Organization?

If we were to do that, we would create chaos - that is, many of us will say:

"Well, that means I come from a small country, and having no this or that in my

country, would never get on the Board ".
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But certainly that would be the case and, speaking of countries giving

voluntary help to the Organization, I am quite sure that those particular

countries who were left out of the Board, if the Board representod governments,

certainly would not want to send voluntary help to the Organization, not at all.

In fact, they would refrain from sending help. They would say "As they did not

think enough of me to elect me to the Board, I will teach them a lesson and

send nobody at all to the Boards!. That is the situation that will be created

and, for that reason, I for one was among those who voted and also spoke against

adoption of thk: Australian proposal, and therefore I appeal to you, if there is

a secret ballot, that you voto for what is in document A3/114, and that the

Constitution stand as it is rather than be changed to that proposed by

Australia.

Dr. RAJA (India) z The delegation of India agrees with the view expressed

by the delegate of Norway: that the proposed amendment will have a profound

and adverse effect on the working of the World Health Organization. The

delegation of India therefore does not support the proposal made by the

Australian Government.

One of the reasons advanced for the change and expressed with great force

is that it is only in that way that govvrnmcnts would be able to give of their

best as regards wisdom, knowledge and experience towards the working of this

organization. I do not see why that should be so. If the person nominated

by the government concerned to be on the Board, on the lines on which the Board is

working at present, is a person with adequate knowledge, experience and wisdom,

he should, in the deliberations of that Board, be able to contribute all

those qualities and fashion the working of the Board accordingly.
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The Norwegian delegation rightly pointed out that the result of the proposed

change would be to make the persons concerned, while serving on the Board, bring

national and political ideas into the decisions that the Board would be called

upon to take. However muèh we may argue against it, there is no gainsaying

the fact that national interests will: =cess
, colott3.' to some extent the

decisions of the representatives of the governments in taking decisions on matters

which may be of international importance and on which a purely national outlook-

would not be justified at all.

The othr point raised was that smaller countries may find it difficult

to find a place on the Board. It is equally so, because when some of the more

powerful nations get their place on the Board; and if the body functions as

a sort of inter -- governmental organization to control the working of ÜlHO, it

may become increasingly them to

their seats away to the smaller nations, and the influence that they wield

would naturally be used for ensuring their continued existence on the Board.

It certainly is not in the interest of developing a young organization to work

on sound linos to give the chance, especially at this early stage, for such

developments to take place,

The Indian delegation therefore strongly supports the adoption of the

resolution as it stands in document L3/114.

Dr, STAMPM.R  (Yugoslavia) t I am really very sorry that the question of

the changing of our Constitution comes up in the Assembly, and I am siso sorry

that I have to repeat what I said in discussing the matter in the corresponding

committc But in order to prove that the present resolution is not a good
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one, I would like to recall the activities of the Interim Commission, set up

by the International Health Conference to act on behalf of all the nations who,

in New York, supported the establishment of the World Health Organization.

The Interim Commission of the World Health Organization functioned for two

years, and not a single member of the Interim Commission considered himself as

a representative of a government; and truly the spirit prevailing in the

Interim Commission at that time was a world health spirit and real internation-

alism. Ne did not vote on -iany issues, but in the majority of cases we

adopted resolutions unanimously,

Our Constitution has now been in force for only two years, and I would

like to say a few words about the activities of the Executive Board, established

as Article 24 of our Constitution prescribes. I attended all meetin 7s of

the Assembly and, .so far as I remember, the ¿sserobly was always praising the

activity of the Executive Board, and was very sotisfied with the decisions and

the results accomplished. Our 'Constitution has been in force for only

two years. Certainly we have not sufficient experience at present as to the

definite working of the Constitution e.s adopted in 1946. It is rather difficult

to understand why, after two years of our activities in the Yobrld Health Assem-

bly and the Executive Board,we should change cur Constitution now - which

change requires a two -thirds majority and. ratificPtion by two -thirds of all

the Members of our Organization, not only-of the Members present here and

voting. Any such procedure of changing the Constitution is a very difficult

one and it would certainly take at least three to five years to collect all

ratifications necessary for the changing of Article 24. So if, in time to

come, we really find certain difficulties about adapting our Constitution

to present -day needs, of course we should consider the question of changing the

Constitution, as every nation does.
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But I must also discuss the problems connected with the suggestion that the

Executive Board should be elected on the basis of the'representati'n of govern-

ments. Up to now we have worked in the Executive Board as individual experts,

and we were completely free in our deliberations in technical fields. So

far as I know my position in the Executive Board, and the position of many

other members, we were never under instructions of our governments, and I am

quite sure that this procedure helped us to make cortain d ecisions which we

could not have made if we had had to wait for the decision of our governments.

If we are comparing our organization with other specialized agencies or with

the United Nations and different bodies of the United Nations, we must say that

there is a great deal of difference. I've are really a purely technical organi-

sation. We see how the other organizations of the United Nations function,

evenUnited Nations political bodies, with the representatives of governments.

How active, how hopeful their activities are, you know very well, because at

the present day political activities and political deliberations make all kinds

of difficulties. Therefore I believe that we should stand aside from

political implications and we should stick to the basic idea that our

organization should be not political, but purely technical.

I agree with those who today spoke against the Lustralian resolution as

proposed, and they believe, as I do, that if the members of the Executive Board

were rebresentatives of governments, our organization would develop into certain

alliances or political groups with numerous instructions from governments which

would greatly impair our deliberations and our activities. Therefore I propose

that at present any change of Constitution should be rejected by this Assembly.

Vt.GEERAERTS (Belgium) (Interpretation from the French): I shall try to

be as brief as I always try to be. Vve have been told that we are an
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organization of governments;. That is tree enl e; proof of it lies in the fact

that the delegations present represent their governments, Here at the plenary

kssembly, therefore, the governments are met to make their intentions known.

These intentions become decisions ands as .such, are either adopted* as re'slütions

or rejected, When we adopt such a decision, we then ask the Executive Board

to. carry it out , The Executive Board; therefore,, is only an organ set up

in order to carry out the decisions of governments, I do not 'believe that we

inte7Jd t setup a situation whereby, a few governments would carry out the

decisions of all-the governments, Furthermore, I agree that governments can

take an interest in the work of the Executive Board, They can do so very well

b..cause. they .c ve every right to send, together with the person they nominate

to the Executive Board, an adviser or an expert, If any government, any

State Member, is called upon to nominate a person to sit on the Executive Board

and if that g :?rnment has at its disposal the services of a highly qualified

specialist in the field of science who is not in the service of the government,

would this mean that such a government could not send this scientist to the

Executive Board? I do not think so, If the scientist does not have full

knowledge of administrative procedure, for examples then the government in

question can send with him advisers on finance, administration and other such

matters. Therefore to my mind there is no need to amend the Constitution.

The Constitution is our basic law. It is the very foundation on which eur

housJ stands, and therefore I ask you to give the matter serious thought. Shall

we not run serious risks if we touch the very foundationsá Will the whole

edifice not crumble?
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The DIRECTOR -GENERAL: Following what I said at the meeting of the

Committee on Administration, Finance wad Legal Matters, when this point was being

discussed, I would like to state again that I believe that this is much the most

important matter facing this Assembly, or that has faced any Assembly of the

World Health Organization up to this time

The proposal that is facing you is to change the character of the Executive

Board, in effect to make the Organization itself a different kind of thing. When

this question was discussed, rand discussed at length, at the International Health

Conference in New York, the decision was taken that a step forward should be made,

that this should be a technical organization. It was recognized at that time

that nationalistic, political attitudes, did, invariably make difficulties in

executive bodies.

There are two functions which are the main functions of the Executive Board.

One is to carry out the wishes of the Assembly and to see that the Secretariat

'carries out those wishes. Nothing has been said here that would indicate that

that could be done bettEr by representatives of governments than by experts in

the field of public health and public -health administration. In fact, the same

people are available under either system. The difference would be that, if the

resolution proposed by Australia were accepted, the wishes of the Assembly would

be filtered through the desires of State Departments, Departments of External

affairs, Foreign Offices, and would reach the Secretariat as instructions under

those influences; and that, 'I submit, would be the inevitable result of the

adoption of such a proposal. How this could be of advan .,age to the World Health

Organization and its ability to raise the standards of health all over the world,

it is very difficult to see,
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Amongst the functions that are suggested, or set forth, in the iustrelian

dbg^.tioni s supporting paper (A3/45) it is said: "The Board should be composed

of rc.present itiv-s who have behind them the authority, the accumulated

experience, nd the administrative and financial knowledge of governments",

The only one of those things which is lacking now is authority. The members

of the Executive Board, as persons, are entitled to bring alternates end advisers

who can provide for them all the accumulated experience available in the country,

and the administrative and financial knowledge of all their government services

or from any other source in which it might be found. The difference is authority.

The paper presented by the delegation of Australia states the belief that these

representatives of governments should come to the Executive Board with the

authority of their governments, and this is the important factor in this

resolution. This obviously would change the character of the Executive Board

extensively.

The other main function of the Executive Board is to give advice to the

World Health Assembly. It is expected under present arrangements to give that

advice on a technical basis - technical, of course, including all the experience

of public -health administration, administrative and financial matters and all

other problems that are part of the work of the World Health Organization itself,

the Executive Board and the Secretariat. It has been admitted that the Executive

Board up till now has been able to fulfil that function successfully, But, under

the proposal which you have before you, there would be no way in which the World

Health Assembly could tell whether the advice it gets from its Executive Board is

based on political or technical grounds. There would be no way of differentiating,

of finding out why the Executive Board took particular decisions - because there

would inevitably be political factors and political aspects which would be given
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consideration, and inevitably also these would not be frankly expressed but

but would be put in without'the knowledge of the Assembly as to which part was

political snd which part was technically dictated,

It is clearly open tó any government, if it is not satisfied with the

activities of the person who has been designated as a member of the Executive

Board, to change that designation at any time. Any member "of the Executive Board

may be removed by his governrrient if he is found. to be unacceptable to that

government, and this point needs to be made quite clear. A designation is not

necessarily for the three years for which a country has been elected to designate

a person to the Executive Board. It has happened repeatedly that governments

have changed the person whom they designated to the Executive Board, ^nd the is

thing happened in the Interim Commission, and there was no difficulty produced by

that action

I think it is really significant that the countries which have strongly

supported and stated here their support of the Australian proposal to emend the

Constitution are the sane countries which have been re- elected for three -yeer

terms to the Executive Board, I believe this is extremely significant, that it

indicates a trend, under the possibility that faces you, that could really be

very dangerous indeed to the ideals that have been stated in the Constitution of

the World Health Organization, under which it has been accepted all over the

world as being in advance of other typas of organization, and under which you

Secretariat has accepted employment in this Organization,
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The PRESIDENT: As there are no mors speakers I will now ask the

Assembly to vote on the request for a secret ballot which has been made. "All

these in favour of a secret ballot please raise their cards?

Dr. van den BERG (Netherlands): I request a roll -call on the request for

the secret ballot.

The R: ;3ID3NT: - shall th,,refore have a roll -call on the secret ballot.

¡ïll the countries as they are called, answer nYes" or "NO in regard to the

secret abilot. nYesu, in favour of a secret ballot; INO, against it.

I think I had better explain again. I hope it is quite clear to the

delegates that as their names are called out they will say !Yesn if they want

a secret ballot, andnÑon if they do not want it. We shall begin again.

The names cf the Member States were called in turn in the English

alphabetical order

The result cf the vote is as follows:

In favour: Austria, Belgitán, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Cambodia, Ceylon,

Chile, Costa Rica, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt, Finland, Haiti, India, Iran, Iraq,

Israel, Italy, Korea, Laos, Labanon., Liberia, Luxemburg, Norway, Pakistan,

Philippines, Ll Salvador, Saudi :, rabia, Sweden, Switzerland, Seria, Thailand,

Viet -Nam, Yugoslavia.

gainst= Australia, Canada., Franco, Greece, Indonesia, Ireland, Netherlands,

New. Zealand, Portugal, Union of South Africa, United Kingdom, United States of

America, Uruguay, Venezuela.

. Absent* Cuba, Dominican Republic, Ethiopia, Iceland, Mexico, Monaco,

Paru, Turkey.
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The PRESIDENT The result of the vote is as follows: 35 in favour

of a secret vote, 14 against and S absent.

We will now proceed to the secret ballot. I would like to suggest

the names of two delegates, if they will be good enough to accept the office

of tellers - Dr. Khaum, chief delegate of Austria., and Dr. de Paula Souza,

delegate of Brazil. Will these two gentlemen please come to the platform;

The representatives of the countries will now come up as their names are

called and deposit their votes, 'Yes" is in favour of the Australian amendment,

"No" is against the amendment -, Is that quite clear now?

Dr. DOWLING (Australia). There are two types of ballot papers here..

The PRESIDENT: Please use the smaller one

Dr. DOWLING (Australia): Do we use the small one by crossing out the

word we do not want?

The PRESIDENT. Yes, you delete the word you do not want, On the small

card you have both "Yes" and "Nolte You will please delete .the word you do

not want "Yes" is in favour of the resolution, "No" is against it. I hope

that is quite clear

Dr. TOGBA (Liberia): Pardon me, but I think we are a little confused.

We already have a notation on the ballot paper which says we can mark with a

cross the word we desire. If we want "Yes ", we put "X "; if we want "No ", we

put "X ". So, if you do not mind, let us use this simple procedure that I think

we already understand,

The PRESIDENT: May we adopt the proposal made by the delegate of Liberia

that we put a .:.vos:; under what we want to say - if it is "Yes", we put a cross

under UYes "s if it is *No ", we put a cross under "No." Is that clear now?

The votes of the Member States were taken in -,;urn by secret ballot,
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The PRESIDENT: Now, while the votes are being counted, we might go on

with our work. Item 4 in the report under consideration has to be approved,

according to Article 72, by a two- thirds majority vote. The Director- General

will speak on it,

The DIRECTOR -GENERAL: Following the remarks made by i)r. t, "ackeneie of the

United Kingdom J should. glace on record, from the Secretariat's point of view,

the very fine co- operation that this organization has found in all its dealings

with the Office International d' {ygi ne Publique. On ev;ry occasion their atti-

tudes have been most helpful. They have been greetly concerned to facilitate

the work of this organization in acting as their agent and taking over certain

responsibilities from that organization. I want it to be clear on the record

that we are highly appreciative and that our difficult problems have been facili-

tated very greatly by the complete and consistent understanding and helpfulness

of all ranks and all peorle concerned with the Office International d'Hygiène

tublique.

The TR:SID:EíNT: I take it that that will be carried by acclamation. There

will be no objection to it. (Applalse).

According to the rules, we must have a show of hands; so will all who are

in favour of item 4 being Adopted raise their cards? my against? piny absten-

tions? Carried unanimously.

Ninth Report of the Committee on .dministration, Finance and Legal Matters

The PR SID;3NT: I will ask the Rapporteur to present the ninth report of

the Cona -ittee on dministration, Finance and Legal ^ atters, document .:3/115.
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Mr. TALJARD (Union of South Africa) ) Rapporteur of the Committee on

14ftministration, Finance and Legal Matters, The ninth report of the Committee

on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters contains the committee's recommen-

dations in regard to the working capital fund and related items. The recommen-

dations ara to be found under paragraph 8 on pages 6, 7, 8 and 19.

The PRESIDENT: Are there any comments on this report? In the absence of

any objections, I take it that the report is adopted.

Tenth R ?port of VI; Committee on Administration. Finance and Leal_ Matters

The PRESIDENT: I will now ask the Rapporteur kindly to present the tenth

report.

Mr. TALJAARD (Union of Seuth Africa), Rapporteur of the Committee on

Administration, Finance and Legal Matters, The tenth report of the Committee

on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters contains four items:

Item 1 - Programme and budget for 1951 and six related items. The rappor-

teur of the Committee on Programme has already indicated that the figures

which that eommittee adopted should be inserted on page 5 of this document.

Perhaps I should read these figures. Page 5 under item 4, Central Tech -

nboal Services - the figure is ,.1,653,829, Item 5, Advisory Services --

0,139,657; item 6, Regional Offices - 4809,126; item 7, Expert Committees

and Conferences - M285,866.

Item 2 .- is to be found on page 7 - Financial Regulations - Report of the

Director..General.

Item 3 - (page 8) - Principles governing admission into official relations

of non -governmental organizations.
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Item 4 - (page 8) - Principles to govern relations between '4HO and regional

and national non -governmental organizations.

Dr. HOJ.6R (Sweden): I am sorry not to be able to agree with the proposi-

tion in the tenth report of the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal

Matters as presented in document 113/117, paragraph 3, on page 8, about principles

governing admission into official relationship of non -governmental organizations.

You find these regulations in Official Records No. 25, page 65, Annex 14, Section

2, "Working Principles governing _admission of Non -Governmental Organizations

into Relations with WHOn.. Among the seven criteria to be fulfilled before a

non -governmental organization becomes eligible to be considered for relation-

ship with the World Health Organization under Article 71 of the Constitution

there is the last which reads as follows: "(VII) The organization shall not be

sectional ". It is now proposed to delete this point. There has been much

discussion of the point, as you may see in the Official Records, both at the

fourth and the fifth sessions of the Executive Board. I agree that may be a

better and more clear wording may be found, but none is proposed. I do not

think it wise only to delete it. One example only - doctors aro now in relation

ship with us through the .'áorld Medical Association; if we delete this paragraph

it will not be easy to refuse international associations of medical specialists

of all kinds, including such doubtful associations as osteopaths, homeopaths,

chiropractors and others; or, as an example of a different kind, associations of

Catholic doctors, Protestant doctors or any associations of doctors pertaining to

a special religion. The same applies to nurses. The Secretariat may be obliged

to send out more documents and there may be positive harm to our reputation. I

underline that we may co- operate with any useful association with or without rela-

tionship. I formally move that we do not delete paragraph (VII) and that we

take a vote by secret ballot on the subject. To the proposition of the Committee

on 2.dministration) Finance and Legal Matters, I propose that we vote "No ".
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Dr. van- den BERG--(Netherlands)-:------I am sorry,_ but ..x cannot agree with the

- remarks made by the delegate of Sweden. Several times this afternoon it has

been stated that we are a world health organization, that we ar: here in a veorld

Health :assembly and that we should act here not as political men but as health

people. Now, to my mind one point is quite clear. If we do not forget the

starting point, that we are here as health people in a health assembly, then we

have only to ask whether these non- governmental organizations ara in a position

to contribute to world health. If they are, than we should a ccept them and we

should not reject an organization that is in the position to contribute to world

health, because it is described as sectional. Nobody knows what "sectional"

really means, but it is quite clear to all that the sectional criterion has noth-

ing to do with public health. If it has to do with anything, then it has to do

with political affairs, and not with public health. Therefore, because we are a

health assembly, I should like to propose the adoption of the tenth report of the

Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters without any amendment.

M. GE:.RLERTS (Belgium) (interpretation from the French): I entirely support

the remarks made by my colleagues from the Netherlands, I do not agree with the

proposal which the representative of Sweden has just made; I consider it

inappropriate... The examples which he has quoted of associations with which we

might be connected do not seem to be pertinent. The standards which exist even

after suppressing paragraph (vii) of annex 14 are sufficient to avoid our entering

into relations with those bodies which do not have a serious basis at an inter-

national level. If we retain paragraph (vii) of :Annex 14, without giving the .

expression "non -governmental- organizatic of a sectional nature" the proper

interpretation, we shall give the world the inevitable impression that in our

organization there are people who have ulterior motives, because that is the way

in which it will be interpreted, and that will be in opposition to the aims of

our Constitution and the Charter of the United Nations. To decide in advance that
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we will exclude from relations an organization which we do not have the courage

to identify is to indicate that we are ready to become arbitrary, and such an

attitude i.s not exactly such as would assist us to obtain the consideration of

public opinion which we need. I therefore formally propose that we adopt the

proposal as it is found in paragraph 3 of the tenth report presented by the

Com,-dttee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters,

The PRESID7NT: I would like to ask the Assembly whether they want a secret

ballot as has been demanded.

Professor ImKIMOGLOU (Greece)e, Ïn my opinion, osteopaths, homeopaths

and chiropractors do not contribute to th a health of the people; hence I am

fully of the opinion expressed by the delegate of Sweden,

The PRTSIDENT: Are there any more speakers? Well then, I should like to

take a vote on whether the ^ssembly is in favour of a secret ballot on this

question, As has been proposed by the chief delegate of Sweden. Will those in

favour of a secret ballot please raise their cards? Those against? Abstentions?

The results are 9 in favour of a secret ballot, 28 against, abstentions, 4.

Therefore there will be no secret ballot.

Will those in favour of Dr. HQjer's amendment to item 3 as it stands in the

report please raise their cards? Those against? Abstentions?

Those in favour of the amendment, 15; those against it, 27; abstentions, 4.

The amendment is lost.

I will now pat the tenth report of the committee to the Assembly for

acceptance.

^s there are no objections, I take it that it is adopted.
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Eighth report of the Committee on, Administration, Finance and Legal Matters

(continuation)

The PRESIDENT: I will ask the Director -General to read the results- of--the

voting oh the ,amendment on the eighth report of the Committee .on Administration,

Finance and Legal Matters - the amendment of the. Government of Australia.

The DIRECTOR- GENERAL:

Number of Members entitled to vote 57

Absent 4 8

Abstentions 0

Papers null and void 1

Number of Members present 'and voting 48

Number required for two -thirds majority 32

Number of votes in favour 18

Number of votes against .. 30.

The result is that the proposal is rejected by a majority of 30 to 18.

The PRESIDENT: I will now put the entire eighth report of the Committee on

2.dministration, Finance and Legal Matters for adoption by the Assembly.

If there are no objections, I take it it is adopted.

5ç THIRD REPORT OF THE GENERAL COMMITTEE

The PRESIDENT: The third report of the General Committee, document A3/116,

is now before you. I will ask the Director- General to read out a small

amendment.

The DIRECTOR -- GENERAL: A corrigendum has been circulated which deletes some

four words in the middle of the first page, where it says "The General Committee

agreed to recommend to the Assembly, at its next session ". The words "at its

next session "' are deleted.
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The PRESIDENT: Any comments? Then I take it that the report is

adopted.

6. OTHER BUSINESS

Adoption of the Report of the Director -General and the Reports of the Executive

Board

The PRESIDENT: We proceed to item 6 under "Other Business ", I will ask

Dr. Dujarric de la Rivière, delegate of France, to come to the rostrum.

Dr. DUJARRIC de la RIVIERE (France) (interpretation from the French): The

French delegation has the honour to present the following resolution:

The Third World Health Assembly has received and approved the reports
and activities of the Executive Board and the Director -General, and
has taken the necessary decisions thereon.

The PRESIDENT: Are there any objections to the proposal made by the

delegate from France? In the absence of any objections it is adopted.

Withdrawal of document A3/23 by the French Delegation

The PRESIDENT: I have to inforrtt the Assembly that the French delegation has

withdrawn the paper A3/23, "Examination of Rules which should govern the Sending

of WHO Special Aid to Member States ": item 21 of the agenda.

Has any delegate any matter to raise under "Other business "?

Proposal of thanks for hospitality

Dr. TOGBA (Liberia): I do not know whether r not it is appropriate at this

time to say what I am going to say, but in case I will not be here on Saturday

(of course, I hope to be here) I hope that this Assembly will send a vote of thanks

to the French Government - or rather to the group that sent us the invitation for
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inviting us to Annecy and Chamonix on Sunday. Likewise, it would be nice if

this Assembly would also send a vote of thanks to the Swiss Government for the

nice time that they have given us during our sojourn in Geneva.

The PRESIDENT: I am sure we are very grateful to all those who have been

kind tough to show us hospitality, and we shall not forget anybody, I hope,

on Saturday.

The Assembly is now adjourned until 10 o'clock on Saturday morning.

The meeting rose at 6.30 p.m.


