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Pages 2 and 5: Amend the statement by М KAHANY (Israel) to read as follows: 

"М. KAHANY '(Israel), referring to two questions put by the delegate of 
Pakistan at the seventh meeting, said that (1) no complaint whatever 
had been made about services in the technical assistance field rendered 
to Israel by the Eastern Mediterranean Regional Office. On the contrary, 
the Regional Director did everything in his power to satisfy requests. 
Israel, however, could not regard the present situation as satisfactory 
owing to the complete impossibility of co- operating in the field of 
public health. Israel was excluded from all access to the regional 
office and to the conferences held in the region, no Israeli doctor was 
employed on the staff there, etc. Contrary to what the delegate of 
Pakistan had implied, the question with which his delegation was 
concerned was not one of services received but the impossibility to 
render services indispensable for the maintenance of public health within 
the whole region. The absence of any proper co- operation presented 
serious drawbacks even in normal times; it became a real catastrophe in 
the event of epidemics. The possibility of introducing preventive 
measures throughout the whole region before the outbreak of any epidemic 
and the need for concerted action as soon as the first sign of such a 
danger appeared,wÿo obvious. The present situation involved risks to 
public health which affected not only Israel but the whole region and, 
therefore, even the whole world. 

The second question put by the delegate of Pakistan, namely whether 
Israel was unable to face realities and really believed that the present 
Assembly could compel a number of States to change their attitude, 
reversed the whole situation. The political deadlock might indeed last 
for a considerable time, and it was that extremely realistic view which 
led Israel to the conviction that the maintenance of minimum co- operation 
in public health, a purely humanitarian and absolutely non -political 
field of human activities, was the more essential. For his part, he saw 
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no other practical solution. His country had no intention of asking WHO to 
compel any Member State to change its attitude, but. it thought that the Health 

Assembly would wish to de'ine its own attitude. Israel had not raised this 

question; it had been placed on the agenda of the Health Assembly by the 

Executive Board. His delegation had confined its comments to the resolution 

of the Executive Board, and had submitted a draft resolution which, far from 

being directed against anybody, confined itself to addressing a friendly appeal 

to all Member States within the region. The agenda item under discussion 

could be speedily disposed cf by its adoption." 

Page 4, third paragraph, and. Page 5, second. рaïab 'arh; For "Dr. SIDI " road 

Dr. NAZIF Веу . 

Page 12: Amend the statement by Mr. ВLAISDELL (United States of America) to read 
as follows: 

"Mr. ВLAISDEIТ, (United States of America) considered that Rule 79(e) did not 

preclude the communications from. the Republic of China contained in documents 

A5/49 and A5/49, Add.l and the proposal of the delegation of the Philippines 

contained in document A5 /AFL /22 from being considered at the present session. 

The Chinese Nationalist Government proposed to make a payment of $15,000 in 

respect of arrears, the balance to be open to negotiation between the Republic 

of China and the World.Health Organization. The United States delegation 

believed this offer should be accepted. The second part - for an assessment 

of China at $10,000 for the year 1953 - would be supported by his delegation, 

provided that that scale of assessment was not continued in subsequent years. 

He regarded the proposals as a request for an emergency concession in view of 

the present situation of the Republic of China. With regard to currency, 
contributions to the World Health Organization had to be paid in hard currency. 

He could not support the request for payment in soft currency. Nor could 

his delegation accept any readjustment in assessments which would have the 
effect of increasing the assessment against the United States of America to 
more than its present assessment of one -third of the budget," 

Page 16, second paragraph, Page 17, third paragraph, and Page 18, first paragraph: 

,or "Ir. EL NEHE:LмУ ' read `Dr . SIDКI" . 

Page 20, third paragraph: Delete the last two sentences in the statement of Dr, 
McMILLAN and replace by: "Although he had been Chairman of the Working Party, 
he was not able to support the draft resolution. His delegation was opposed 

to any changes being made in present policies." 
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1, REGIONAL •COT +�цΡTTЕЕ BDR THE ЕASТЕPN ЛΡ:ЕшТЕRRLNEAN, 1952.1+IEETING (continued): 

Item X7,13 of the Agenda (Official Records No. 40, page 8, Documents л5/лFL /l4 
and л5/ n /19) 

КАНАNУ (Israel) p referring to two questions put by the delegate of Pakistan 

at the seventh meeting, said that (1) no complaint whatever had been made about 

services in the technical assistance field rendered to Israel by the Eastern 

Mediterranean Regional Office. On the contrary, the Regional Director did everything 

in his power to satiзfy. requests. Israel, however, could not regard the present 

situation as satisfactory owing to the complete impossibility of co- operating in the 

field of public health. Israel was excluded from all access to the regional office, 

and no Israeli doctor was employed on the staff there. Contrary to what. the delegate 

of Pakistan had implied, the question with which his delegation was concerned was 

not one of services received but t o impossib5lity to render services far the 

maintenance of public health within the region The absence of any proper 

со operation always presented serious drawbacks and became a real catastrophe in the 

event of epidemics. The possъbilityaf:introducing preventive measures throughout 

the whole region at the outbreak of any epidemic and the need for concerted action 

were obvious, The present situation involved risks to public health which affected 

not only Israel but the whole region. 

The second question put by the delegate of Pakistan, namely.whether Israel 

really believed that the present Assembly could compel a number of States to change 

their attitude, reversed the whole situation, The present political deadlock might 

last for a considerable time. It was that extremely realistic view which led Israel 

to the conviction that the maintenance of тïnimúm ëo- operation in the public health 
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was essential. For his part he saw no other practical solution. His country had no 

intention of asking WHO to compel any T'еmber State to change their attitude. Israel 

had not raised this question; it had been placed on the agenda of the Health 

Assembly by the Executive Board. His delegation had confined its comments to the 

resolution of the Executive Board, and had submitted a resolution which was a 

friendly appeal to all Member States within the region. The agenda item under 

discussion could be speзdily cisposed. of o'i its adop ..on. 

Dr. JAFAR (Pakistan) observed that the Executive Board had referred the matter 

to the Health Assembly because it was no longer a technical question. The whole 

background was a political one and no one was prepared to believe that epidemiological 

and public health problems had anything to do with the matter. It would indeed be a 

good thing if a solution could be found by a response to the appeal set forth in the 

Israeli resolution. The fact remained, however, that the Regional Committee could 

not meet because other Member States refused to sit on that committee with another 

icmt,er, Little could be said on that issue, As far as co- operation was concerned, 

WH0 had no power to enforce its decisions on Member States, and unless a compromise 

solution cou.d be found, he himself had nothing else to say on the matter. 

The СНлIг и repeated that the cgaestion had already been debated at great 

length. It was the duty of all persons interested in WHO to see that the approach 

to the matter should be as realistic as possible and ultimately serve the 

Organizatiort s objectives. He personally felt that time was a great healer and that 

present difficulties would ultimately be overcome. 
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Hе pr\ poseд the f olloч�i ng draft resolutions 

Тю Fifth World Health Assembly 

Having noted with regret the resolution by which the Executive Board 
hns b:-ought to its attention the fact that the Regional Committee for the 

Eastern Tediterranean did not meet in 1951, and that the conditions which 
stood in the way of such a meeting still continue to exist, 

RESOLVES that the situation be kept under review by the Executive 

Board and that it be made the subject of a report to the Sixth World Health 
Assembly; 

REQUESTS the Director General, through the Regional Director, to continue 
to supply technical assistance and services to all Members of the regiono 

per. ТАВА (Iran) supрor- ed the resolution read out by the Chairman 

Er, S DКY (EGYPT) asked whether the request of the Turkish Government 

(document A5 /А !19) , which was based on the conditions at present prevailing 

in the Eastern Mediterranean Region., could be considered before any decision taken 

on the resolution proposed by the Chai�mаn,. 

Dr, кл лBUDA (Turkey) explained that while the iürКish request should be 

considered quite- separately from the problem of meetings • of the Regional Cormittee 

for the Eastern Mediterranean, he saw no objection to the request being examined 

under the saатΡie agenda item, Document л5 /АFI,/19 dealt with a question already 

raised at the Third Health Assembly, i0е,y whether one country could belong to more 

than one region«. The problem had been studied free a legal point of view and there 

would seem to be no constitutional objection to the request of his delegation, 

particularly as the _inin part of Turkish territory, with an area of 24,000 Е uаre 

kilometres and a population of tvo million, was in Europe 
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The CНAIRМAN suggested that the Turkish request should be considered after 

a decision had been taken on the draft resolution submitted by the delegation of 

Israel , 

Dr. SIDКY (EGYPT) felt that the Turkish request was based on the fact that 

present conditions prevented regular annual meetings of the Eastern Mediterranean 

Committee, and for that reason Turkey had asked to be assigned to the European 

Region, while still remaining a member of the Eastern Mediterranean Region.. If the 

request was acceptable under the Constitution, then the committee might recommend 

that the sama еticn be followed by another Ecmber, 

The CHAIВМАN felt that the two issues were entirely different. 

Dr. JAF!1R (Pakistan) disagreed. The opening lines of the request made a clear 

reference to present conditions in the Eastern Mediterranean regional Committee. 

The CHAIRНAN agreed that the implications were wider than he had at first 

thought, namely that a country which found itself unable to sit on the Eastern 

Mediterranean Regional Committee might seek temporary affiliation to a different 

regionэ pending a solution acceptable to all countries within the Region concerned. 

Dr. JAFAR (Pakistan) explained that he had merely wished to clarify the 

position, but agreed that the Chairman=s interpretation of his remarks was the 

correct one, 

г . IВплнТ d (Irak) said that his delegations s views had been clearly stated 
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at the seventh meeting of the committee. The draft resolution submitted by the 

Delegation of Israel neither solved the problem nor improved the position. 'he 

deadlock would continue unless a solution for the present abnormal situation 

could be found. Every country in the region was being placed at á disadvantage 

because the regional meetings could not take place. 

Dr. JAFAR (Pakistan) asked whether it was possible, under the Constitution 

of WHO, for one country to be assigned to two different regions. 

M. ZARB (Chief, Legal Office), Legal Secretary, in reply, referred to 

Article 47 of the Constitution, which he said should be read in conjunction with 

a resolution adopted by the Second Health Assembly concerning the rights and 

obligations of Associate Members and other territories (Handbook of Basic•Documen 

fourth edition, page 24). The texts showed certain states were members of more 

than one regional committee because their overseas territories, although far 

distant Prom the metropolitan territory, were considered to be part of that 

metropolitan country, 

Dr. BRA•.DY (Ireland) said that it was with much hesitation that he intervened 

in the debate. the Organization should seek solutions in harmony with 

constitutional principles and not be subordinated in action and policy to politica 

considerations. The problem at issue clearly required very careful handling 

and further study. Perhaps time might prove to be the healers and for that reason 

he supported the resolution put forward by the Chairman. He also agreed that the 
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request of the delegation of Turkey was a separate question although not unrelated 

to the general subject under discussion. Whatever decision was taken on the request 

of the delegation of Turkey, it was hardly likely to affect the 1952 meeting of the 

Eastern Mediterranean Region Committee. 

s 
While a similar resolution from another country might possibly help towards a 

solution, no proposal was as уat. before the meeting. It would be a most objectionable 

principle for the Health Assembly in any way to coerce a member State into or out of 

a given Region, For that reaspn, the resolution of the Chairman should be put to the 

vote in order to reach a speedy though perhaps temporary, solution of the difficult 

problem at iesuе. 

Dr. Ю R ВUfl (Turkey) maintained that it would be difficult to reach a solution 

which even the Executive Board had been unable to find after careful and prolonged 

study. 

Dr. KAHANY (Israel) had no objection to postponement of the discussion oñ his 

delegation1s resolution, although he too failed to see that further study would be of 

any use. He moved the adjoúrnment of the debate until the Sixth World Health Assembly. 

Decisions: (1) The proposal of the delegation of Israel for adjournment of the 
debate was immediately put to the vote (under Rule 49 of the Rules of Procedure) 
and rejected by 5 votes to 3, the majority of members abstaining. 

(2) The resolution read by the Chairman was put to the vote and 

adopted by 23 votes to 1 with 23 abstentions. 

Dr. KAHANY (Israel) asked whether his Government would have an opportunity of 

expressing its views when the matter came before the Board. 
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The CHAIRMAN said that no doubt Rule 8 of the Rules of Procedure of the 
0 

Executive Board would be observed. 

The CHAIRMAN then called for observations on the request of the Turkish 

Government (document A5 /AFL /190. 

In reply to a request by Dr. JAFAR (Pakistan) fur fuiauer clarification of 

his earlier question, the CHAIRMAN said that the matter should be referred to th 

Legal Sub -Committee, as it was not clear from the Constitution whether it was 

possible for a Member State to be assigned to more than one region at a time in 

respect of the same territory. 

Dr. van den BERG (Netherlands) supported the Chairman's suggestion. 

The LEGAL SECREТARY repeated his earlier explanation, namely that the 

Organization included a certain number of Member States which effectively belonged 

to two or more Regional Coпmittees. 

Mr. MASОN (New Zealand) asked whether the Legal Sub - Committee would consider'.. 

the Turkish request only, or the general issue as to whether s ; country could belong' 

simultaneously to two regions. 

The CHAIRMAN said that it'was difficult to reply to that point. The Legal 

Sub - Committee would have before it all the views expressed in the main committee 

Decision; The request svитnitted by the Turkish Delegation in document 
л5 /AFL /19 was referred to :.i�a Legal Sub- Comm�tt..е for cor.sideratioп. 
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2. RETORT OF THE DIRECTOR- GENERAL ON ACCOгmoDAТION FOR THE HEADQUАRTERS OFFICE 
AT GENEVA: Item 7.5 of the Agenda (Documents A5 /AFL /1б and А5 /AFL /17) 

Idr. SIEGEL (Assistant Director- General, Administration and Finance), Secretary, 

speaking at the invitation of the CHAIRMAN recalled that earlier in the session, 

the Health Assembly had been informed that the cost of building clearly exceeded 

the original estimates and that the Director -General would submit a detailed report 

to the Building Committee after the receipt of further information from the United 

Nations. Full details would be found in the lengthy report of the Building Committee 

(л5 /AFL /17) before the committee. 

М. TOUSSAINT (France), Rapporteur, Building Committee, said that the extension 

of the Palais des Nations was practically finished and the headquarters of the 

Organization was now provided with premises in which it could work efficiently. 

It was clear that the cost of the building would exceed the amount provided on 

the basis of the original estimates. The committee had examined the reason for 

that difference. The original estimates had been prepared rapidly to allow of 

their submission to the Third World Health Assembly. Certain additional 

indispensable work had to be carried out and difficulties were encountered in 

building reinforced foundations, capable of taking a tower of 20 floors. The 

steel shortage, following the outbreak of war in Korea had resulted in considerable 

delay in the supply of the metal framework, which in turn resulted in further 

delays so that the work was carried out in' the bad building season and at a time 

when prices of raw materials and wages were rising rapidly. Increase in labour 

costs was an important factor in the additional expenses incurred. For that 

reason, the Director -General requested that he be authorized to settle, from the 
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:952 budget, additional expenditure of Sw.fr.78,000 in addition to the Sw.fr.29,300 

for supplementary construction work already approved. Other items in excess of 

the original estimates included Sw.fr.263,500 in respect of additional work 

approved by the architect, and contractors' claims of Sw.fr.158,000, part of 

which were contested by the architect and which w ere still being checked. It 

would be desirable for WHO to keep more closely in touch with that process of 

examination. 

Since outstanding claims would be settled within the following months, the 

Building Committee recommended the adoption of the resolution at the end of their 

report. 

Lаѕtlу, the Building Committee had borne in Lind; (1) WHO could not elude 

its obligations under its agreement with the United Nations; (2) WHO must be 

in a position to exercise control over all accounts rendered in respect of work 

executed and to reduce such sums to the minimum3 The proposed resolution met 

those requirements and gave the Director -General and the Executive Board the 

necessary powers to settle all accounts and to exercise proper control. 

Decision; The draft,resolцtion proposed by the Building Committee in 
document А5 /AFL /17 was unanimously adopted. 

З. scALE F ASSESSMENT FOR 1953 FOR cuINA, JAPAN AND LTBYA (Items 7.20, 7.20.1, 
7.18,2, 7.21,,.of.the Agenda. Financial Regulations 5.1. Official Records 
No. 39, page 79. Document A5/49 and Add.l. WHA4.47, Official Records 

No. 35,. page 36. EB9.R59 EB9R60, Official Records No. 40 page 22. 
Document А5/3. Document A5 /AFL /22). 

.1r. HAMILTON (Union pf South Africa). in submitting á paper presented by his 

delegation (document A5 /AFL /10) requesting a reconsideration of the scale of 
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assessments and a re- assessment of the contribution for his country for 1953 in 

order to bring it more into line with its contribution to the United Nations, 

in accordance with resolution WHA3.91 of the Third V ?orld Health Assembly asked for 

an interpretation of Rule 79(e) óf the Rules of Procedure of the Неаlth-Assembly' 

which provided that a request for a review of the apportionment of contributions 

among Members and Associate ыеmbers must be transmitted tithe Dire'ctór- Geiîéral 

not less than 90 days before the opening of the session. 

The CHAIRIv1AN drew attention to document А5 /AFi/22 contai.niтzg a proposal by 

the delegation of the Philippines that Rule 79(e) be suspended in the case of 

China. 

Dr. ELICANO (Philippines) explained that the concession requested in the 

proposal of his delegation would only suspend the Rule in question for the year 

1953. In subsequent years, the established scale of assessment, i.e., 720 units, 

would be reverted to. The Republic of China was very arixioui tó participate with 

the other Lember States in the work of WHO. In addition to the reduced assêssineht 

for 1953, she also offered tó pay $15,000 as a token payment in respect of arrears 

of contributions. 
. 

ir. BOUCHER (United Kingdom) thought that the two рaymеnts suggested for the 
Republic of China were both in the nature of token payments, and should be 

considered jointly. 

ï;Sr. IЬЕТLцYE (Norway) considered that the various proposals with regard, to 

China were complex, both financially and constitutionally. He thought the information 

available was insufficient to form an opinion and proposed that the matter be referred 
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to the Executive Board to prepare a report for submission to the Sixth Tiorld Health 

Assembly. It would be within the terns of reference of the Executive Board to open 

negotiations with the Republic of China in order to reach a satisfactory conclusion 

for prësвntation to the Sixth World Health Assembly.. 

мг, ВLAISDELL (United States of America) considered that Rule 79(e) did not 

preclude the communications from the Republic of China contained in documents A5/49 

and A5/49 Add..l and the proposal of the delegation of the Philippines contained in 

document A5 /АFL/22 from being considered at the present ̀ session.; The proposal, seemed 

to him to be in two partsi the first part related to a token payment of $15,000 in 

respect of arrears, the balance to be open to negotiation between the Republic of 

China and the World Health' Organization.. The second part, relating to special 

assessment for China for the year 1953, would be supported by his delegation,, provided 

that this scale of assessment was not continued in subsequent years., He regarded the 

proposals as an emergency concession in view of the present situation of the Republic 

of China,. pith regard to currency, contributions to the World Health Organization had 

to be paid in hard currency.: He could not support the request for payment in soft 

currency,. Nor could his delegation accept any assessment which would reduce the 

contribution of any State below one -third of its established assessment.. 

Ur.,BOUCHER (United Kingdom) considered that Rule 79(e) was designed to protect 

the Assembly from making hasty decisions.. His delegation was opposed to token payment 

both ón principle and because they would create a bad precedent, not only in the World 

Health Organization but also in other United Nations agencies. A, similar line had bee 

taken by his delegation in regard to proposals concerning China which had been 

submitted last year at the UNESCO Assembly.. 
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мг. МASON (New Zealand) was unable to agree with the delegate of the United 

States of America with regard to his interpretation of Rüae 79(e). He agreed with 

the delegate of the United Kingdom that this Rule had been designed to give 

Governments time for study and consideration. While he welcomed the willingness of 

the Republic of China to participate actively in the work of the Organization, he 

made reservations with regard to the proposals for payment of arrears and contribution 

for 1953. Arrears were still due in respect of the years 1948 and 1949 when China 

had been a full Member of the Organization. Other aspects of the request would become 

apparent if time were available to study it. He could not agree to the token payment 

of 315,000 and supported the Norwegian proposal (document 45 /AFL/23). 

мr' SHАW (Australia) said that the proposal of the delegation of the Philippines 

referred to measures which would enable China to resume active participation in the 

Organization, This would be welcomed by his Government, but he was not aware that 

thе existing situation precluded such active participation. He asked the Legal 

Secretary for an opinion on this point. 

The LEGAL SЕCRETARY quoted the following resolution of the Third World Health 

Assembly: 

The Third World Health Assembly will welcome the resumption by China of full 
participation of the work of the Organization. 

It was for the committee to interpret that resolution. 

Dr. JAFAR (Pakistan) supported the proposal of the delegate of Norway to refer 

the matter to the Executive Board. 
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Dr. iIЕLBYЕ (Norway) accepted -the following modification (suggested by the 

SECRETARY) to the resolution proposed by his delegation; in the first paragraph, 

substitute for the words "a financial settlement with", the words "its financial 

contributions to ". 

Mr. HA 1LТON (Union of South Africa) said that, while his delegation would have 

wished for a consideration of the question of assessments during the present session; 

he would agree that, in the circumstances, the question should be submitted to the 

Executive Board for a report to the Sixth Iaorld Health Assembly. 

Decisions; (1) The committee agreed that the question should not be 
considered at the present Assembly and that Rule 79(е) of the Rules of Procedure 
of the Health Assembly should not be suspended. 

(2) The resolution proposed by the delegation of Norway was adopted 

3) The proposal with regard to the assessments of the Republic 
of China, and of the Union of South Africa were referred to the Executive Board 
for consideration at its session in January 1953 and for a report to the Sixth 
World Health Assembly. 

The CHA IRМAN then submitted to the consideration of the committee Executive 

Board resolution EB9.R59 (Official Records No. 40, page 22) with regard to the 

assessment of Japan. 

Nir. HOSHI (Japan) said that at its ninth session the Executive Board had 

considered the request of the Government of Japan that the assessment of Japan for 

the year 1952 should be 192 units instead of 214, because the Peace Treaty with 

Japan, sued at San Francisco in September 1951 had not come into force by 

1 January 1952. The Executive Board had given favourable consideration to that 

request. Conditions were now different, because the peace treaty had come into 
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force on 28 April 1952. His Government therefore was now prepared to accept the 

assessment for 1953 and future years at 214 units in accordance with resolution 

ü+1'4.39 of the Fourth World Health Assembly. 

Decisions Resolutions EВ9.R59 and R60 were accepted by the committee for 
submission to' the Fifth V'orld Health Assembly. 

The CHAIRMAN then submitted to the committee for its consideration document 

А5 /3 regarding the assessment of the United Kingdom of Libya establishing the minimum 

number of units, i.e. 5. He also submitted a draft resolution providing that the 

number of units to be assessed for the Associate Members, Tunisia and Morocco, be 

fixed at 3 units each. 

Mr. de ERICE'y O'SHEA (Spain) requested, in the name of the Spanish delegation, 

duly authorized and by special perm3sion of H.E. the Caliph of the Spanish 

Protectorate of Morocco, that in connexion with the matter under discussion where 

Morocco was mentioned, it should be followed by the words "French Zone" to distinguish 

it from Spanish Morocco. 

The CHAIRMAN said note had already been taken of the observations made by the 

delegate for Spain. 

Decision: The assessments proposed for the United Kingdom of Libya, for the 
?x'enah Zone of Morocco, and for Tunisia were adopted by the committee and 
for submission to the Fifth World Heealth Assembly for adoption. 

The meetin adpurnod at 4.45 р.т. and resumed at 5 p.m. 
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Р+. REQUEST OF LIBYA TO ВЕ FOR?�AI•LУ A ;i IG1q.iaD TO п'HE EА.SТј!RN MEDi',"Ж,RANEAN 

REGION. Item 7,1:i of the Ager..da. 

Dr. SICAULT (Morocco) said that. by а vote ±аып at a previous meotïng,, a 

similar request presented by his country fоr assignmentto a particular region 

had been rejected as requiring further study. He asked what criteria were applied 

in such cases • If it was admissible for one country to request assigвmеnt - to a 

particular area, why was it not admissible for another country to make a similar 

request. 

Mr. EL EEНELMY' (Egypt) said that the difference between the case of Libya 

and that of Tunisia and Мeroссa was that Libya had been assigned to the Eastern 

Mediterranean Region at the First World Health Assembly, 

The СНАfl и N said that the vote taken at the previous meeting, to which 

reference had been made, concerned the territories cf Ioroссо, T .?nsiаs Drench 

Departments of Algeria, Greenland and Soз alïа It did not concern Libya. 

Dr. EOIDE (France) was astonished at thie interpretation. Different criteria 

seemed to have been applied tо similar cases. Wh_:tee Tripolitania had been 

assigned to the Eаstern мediterгansan Region by the First World Health Assembly, 

no mention was made of the Fеzzаn_an . Cvrenaica now in Libya, He had no objection 

to the request made by the United. Kingdom of Libya, but he thought that a certain 

equity should be obser~yed. 

Dr,•TOGRA (Liberia) said that the differeпee was between fulx. Members and 

associate Members, In the case of Assocïatе Members it was a different Government 
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which made a request on their behalf. Libya, however, was an independent country 

and spoke for. herself. 

M. SICAULT (Morocco) did not think that the delegate of Liberia wished to 

question the powers delegated to the,speake.r by Н.Е. The Sultan of Morocco. 

Mr. EL 1чI1Y (Egypt) referred to a precedent at the Second World Health 

Assembly in 19+9 za'ien Israel was admitted to the Eastern Mediterranean Region 

because part of its territory, i.e. Palestine, had been assigned to that region the 

previous year. 

Dr. van den BERG (Netherlands) Said that where possible the wishes of countries 

should be taken into consideration in assigning them to regions, unless that was 

impossible on technical or other grounds. There were, however, two legal points to 

be decided. The first was in regard to the present position. The second was in 

regard to the position as it developed after the adoption of the resolution pro- 

posed by the delegate of Egypt. He proposed that the matter be referred for study 

to the Legal Sub -Committee, which had not yet been dissolved. 

Dr. GRAVES -MORRIS (Libya) said that the reasons which prompted the United 

Kingdom of Libya to request to be assigned to the Eastern Mediterranean Region 

were those of race, religion, language, etc.; and also the fact that health 

problems were similar to those of that Region, If legal questions were involved, he 

was prepared to see them referred to the Legal Sub -Committee. 

Dr. ТОGBA (Liberia) did not see the existence of any legal complication. The 

Chairman had given a ruling that Libya had not been included in the vote taken at 

the previous meeting. It would only delay the issue if it were referred to the 

Legal Sub -Committee. 



A5 /AFL/min /9 

page 18 

Mr. EL MEHELMY (Egypt) said that Libya was an independent country and had 

already been assigned to the Eastern Mediterranean Region. All that was now sought 

was confirmation of that assignment. 

Dr. JAFAR (Pakistan) thought that the request of the delegation of Libya did 

not raise questions of equity or legal questions, nor did it not concern the .pro - 

blew of the inclusion of Tunisia and Morocco in the European Region. Certain 

questions regarding Tunisia and Morocco needed further study, but this was not the 

case with Libya. 

M. GEERAERТS (Belgium) regretted to have to intervene in the debate, which he 

thought was degenerating. The committee was laying itself open to criticism. The 

same arguments were being repeated in favour or against assignment to the same 

region. He did not approve of the tone of the discussion and, as a measure of 

protest, he would leave the meeting. 

M. Geeraerts (Belgium) then withdrew. 

The CHAIRMAN regretted that the delegate of Belgium had withdrawn before a 

decision had been taken. 

Dr. HAYEK (Lebanon) asked for a vote to be taken on the request made by the 

United Kingdom of Libya. 

Dr. ТСНЕRNEТ (Ethiopia) thought that the matter had already been settled. 

Libya had. already been assigned to the Eastern Mediterranean Region, and it was the 

Eastern Mediterranean Regional Office which drew up its budgets and dealt with its 

correspondence. Ethiopia was a member of the Eastern Mediterranean Region, and as 

such was prepared to welcome the admission of Libya. . 
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Decision: The request of the United Kingdom of Libya to be formally t±aзigned 
to the Eastern Mediterranean Region was accepted by 27 votes in favour, none 
against, and 8 abstentions. 

5. PROGRESS IN CO- ORDINATION WITH THE UNITED NATIONS AND SPECIALIZED AGENCIES 
ON ADMINISTRATIVE AND FINANCIAL QUESTIONS: Item 7.6 of the Agenda 
(Documents А5/21, pp.21-25 and A5/9, paras. 30, 49 -5)4.) 

Decision: The reports were noted by the committee. 

6. APPOINTMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES ON THE WHO STAFF PENSION COMMITTEE TO REPLACE 
MEMBERS WHOSE PERIOD OF MEMBERSHIP EXPIRES: Item 7.16 of the Agenda 
(WHA.49, Official Records No. 21, 32 and 33; WHA2.64, Handbook, p.216) 

The СНАIRMAN asked for nominations to replace two retiring representatives 

on the Staff Pension Committee, who were Dr. H. Hyde and Dr. J.A. Wdjer. 

Dr. TOGBA (Liberia) proposed the delegates of New Zealand and Iran. 

Dr. JAFAR (Pakistan) supported the proposal of the delegate for Liberia. 

The SECRETARY, while he did not wish to take sides with regard to the 

appointment of representatives, said that it would be less expensive for the rep- 

resentatives to attend meetings if one of the representatives came from North 

America and one from Europe. Meetings held in New York could then be attended by 

the representative from North America, and in Geneva by the representative from 

Europe. 

Mr. MASON (New Zealand) said that he had no mandate from his Government to 

accept the nomination, and. asked for permission to withdraw. 
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The CIT.� IRМAN suggested the delegates from Canada and Iran. 

The proposal of the Chairman was approved. 

7. REРОRт OF Тн1 WORKING PARTY ON PARTICIPATION OF MEMBER STATES IN CERTAIN COSTS 
INCUR ED BY WHO: Item 7.28 of the Agenda (WHА.60, Official Records No. 35, 
1.l; EB9.R20 and АnnеX'12, Official Records No. 40; Documents А5753, 
A5 /ArFL /1l, A5iАFL/21) 

Dr, McMILLAN (Canada) presented the report and draft resolution on the part- 

icipation of Member States in certain costs incurred by WHO (document А5 /AFL /2l). 

Although he had been Chairman of the Working Party, he disagreed with its findings 

and could not support the report. His Government was opposed to any change being 

made in' present policy in this regard. 

Pr, NАSRAI1LАН (Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan) hoped that the committee would 

adopt the report and draft resolution. The States that would benefit by the . 

resolution more few, small, poor and under -developed, and the resolution would not 

entail extra expenditure for WHO. If the resolution were not adopted, projects 

would have to be curtailed in many instances. 

Dr. BRAVO, representative of the Executive Board, informed the committee that 

the problem had been brought to the attention of the Assembly by the Executive 

Board, in view of the numerous difficulties encountered by WHO in the execution of 

programmes of technical assistance. The draft resolution constituted an important 

step forward and would help to solve a great number of problems. For that reason, 

in the n_:ame of the Executive Board, he hoped that the committee would see its way 

to adopting the report of the working party and the draft. resolution. 
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Mr. MASON. (New Zealand) supported the draft resolution which constituted, in 

his opinion, the best compromise solution that could be reached. 

Mr. CALDERWOOD (United States of America) said that during the course of the 

meetings of the working party he had reserved the right to make an alternative. 

proposal. In Document А5/53 it was pointed out that the question of local costs 

was under consideration by the Technical Assistance Committee. He felt that WHO 

should act in conjunctioп with the other specialized agencies. The Fourth World 

Health Assembly had adopted. resolution WHA4.60 granting considerable latitude to 

the Director- General in the matter of asking local governments to meet, local costs. 

All that was needed was to direct the attention of the Technical Assistance 

Committee to the matter and authorize the Director -- General to apply to the regular 

programme the policy established by the Technical Assistance Committee pending 

its reconsideration by the Health Assembly. He therefore proposed the deletion of 

par г®hs 2 Ad 3 ofi :the draft resolution and that paragraphs 1 and 4 only bé 

retained. 

Dr. ТОGBA (Liberia) agreed with the observations of the delegate of New 

Zealand. The draft resolution constituted a good compromise between the two 

opinions which had divided the working party. He supported it. .. 

Mr. de SOUZE e SILVA (Brazil) associated himself with the observations made by 

the delegates of New Zealand and Liberia. He supported the draft resolution, with 

the deletion of paragraph 4• 
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The SECRETARY said that the issue involved was similar to the issue on the 

cost of living. It had been suggested that WНO should wait for the other specialized 

agencies to form their policy,. and then follow it. The Director -General, however, 

felt that the World Health Organization should make its own decisionson its own 

problems in its regular programmes. A number of projects planned by various 

organizations were not being implemented because of difficulties which had arisen 

in trying to carry out decisions laid down by the Technical Assistance Committee. 

The Director- General believed that paragraphs 2 and 3 of the draft resolution. would 

lend additional support to the recommendations contained in paragraph 1, and he 

hoped that the full report would be approved. 

Dr. HAYEK (Lebanon) was surprised to hear the report of the working party 

attacked in the committee by members of -that working party. He associated himself 

with the observations made by the representative of the Executive Board, and support -. 

ed the draft resolution as presented in the report. 

Mr. MELIS (United Kingdom) supported the policy laid down by the Fourth World 

Health Assembly. .If that policy were to be revised, changes should be kept to a 

minimum. If extra services were to be planned, other projects would have to be 

curtailed because of additional expenditure not provided for in the estimates. 

Mr. CALDERWOOD (United Stakes of America) said that if the restrictions laid 

upon the Director -General under the resolution of the Fourth World Health Assembly 

were too.gxéat, they should be modified. The Technical Assistance Committee had a 

question already inscribed on its agenda with regard to broadening its policy. Para- 

graphs 2 and 3 were designed in effect to take action in the World Health Organization 

without regard to the policy of the Technical Assistance Committee. 
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Cdr. BRADY (Ireland) asked what were the financial implications of thé proposed 

decision, in relation, say, to the programme for 1953. 

The SECRETARY replied that those financial implications would be difficult to 

ascertain at the moment. The guiding factor would be the budget ceiling estab- 

lished by the Fifth World Health Assembly. As the delegate for the Hashemite 

Kingdom of Jordan had said, should it be necessary in certain countries for the 

Director- General to waive the requirements of the resolution of the Fourth World 

Health Assembly, there might have to be fewer projects or they might have to be 

of shorter duration. 

A vote was taken on the draft resolution, paragraph by paragraph. 

Decisions: Paragraph 1 was adopted by 29 votes in favour, 1 against, and 

no abstentions. 

The amendment of the delegation of the United States of America, proposing 
the deletion of paragraphs 2 and 3 was defeated by 14 votes in favour, 
19 against, and 7 abstentions. 

Paragraphs 2 and 3 of the draft resolution as proposed by the working party 
were adopted by 23 votes in favour, 4 against and 5 abstentions. 

Paragraph 4 was adopted by 30 votes in favour, none against, and 1 abstention. 

The draft resolution as a whole was adopted. 

The meeting rose at 6.15 p.m. 


