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1, DRAFT THIRD REPORT OF THE СОIпIТTEE ON ADMINISTRATION, FINANCE AND 

LEGAL MATTERS (Document A5 /А1L /l8) 

The committee considered the resolutions proposed in its third draft 

report item by item. 

S'ctions 1 to б were confirmed without discussion. 

A vote was taken on section 7 - Agreement with the Government of the 

Philippines - which required for adoption a two -thirds majority in accordance 

with Rule 59 of the Rules of Procedure of the Health Assembly, and the proposed 

resolution was unanimously confirmed. 

Section 8 was confirmed without discussion. 

3é.ctie.�. Q �- AsFi.1.1�nt t. ?ions 

Mr. SIEGAL, (Assistant Director -General, Administration and Finance), 

Secretary, read the following statement: 

Since the adoption by this committee of this resolution dealing 
with the assignment to regions the Secretariat has had an opportunity 
to study the provisions of the resolution and believes it is desirable 
to invite the attention of the committee to certain aspects of the 
question which seem to stem from the provisions of the Constitution. 

In this regard I would respectfully invite the attention of the 
committee to Articles 8, 44 and 47 of the Constitution which deal with 
the admission as Associate Members of territories or groups of 
territories which are not responsible for the conduct of their 
international relations. 

Article 8 provides further that "the nature and extent of the 
rights and obligations of Associate Members shall be determined by 
the Health Assembly ". Article 44 provides that "the Health Assembly 
shall from time to time define the geographical areas in which it is 
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desirable to establish a regional organi zatior and Article 47 provides 

that "Regional Committees shall be composed o representatives of the 

Member States and Associate Members in the ref ion concerned". 

The Second World Health Assembly, in its, decision dealing with the 
rights and obligations of Associate Members in implementation of 

Article 8 of the Constitution, provided in paragraph 3(2) that "Associate 

Members shall have all rights and obligations in the regional 
organizations ". 

It would seem that the resolution which was approved by this 
Committee the other day would have the effect of deferring the 

possiblity of the two new Associate Members to enjoy the rights 
and assume the obligations provided to them pursuant to the 
provisions of the Constitution ard the resolution of the Second 
World Health Assembly to which I have referred.(. 

Dr, van den BERG (Netherlands), observing, that a region was a defined 

geographic area, suggested that the words "geographical region't at the end of 

paragraph 1 should be changed to "geographical area" in order to oonform with 

the wording of Article 44 of the Constitution just quoted by the Secretary. 

The drafting change was approved. 

Dr. ROIDE (France) wished to reserve the decision of his delegation with 

regard to the resolution, which it considered contrary to the Constitution. 

М. GEERAERТS (Belgium) asked that it should be recorded in the minutes that 

the Belgian delegation could not vote in favour of the resolution as drafted 

since it did not cover the whole question of the assignment to regions according 

to uniform standards. It was contrary to the spirit and provisions of the 

Constitution and was not in conformity with the international law. 

Dr. van den BERG (Netherlands) said that, when the matter was discussed 
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at an earlier meeting, he had requested the adjournment because the written 

text of the resolution was not available. He now found the text quite 

unacceptable because, as the Secretary had explained, it was not in conformity 

with the Constitution. 

Dr. JAPAR (Pakistan) asked for clarification of the point raised by the 

Secretary. Article 44 of the Constitution referred to the function of the 

Health Assembly to define the geographical areas in which it was desirable to est- 

ablish a regional organization. The Secretary had stated that certain Associate 

Members might, under the draft resolution, be deprived of the benefits which would 

normally have accrued to them under the resolution of the Second World 

Health Assembly. But the Health Assembly had not yet decided to establish 

a regional organization for those Associate Members nor to allocate them 

to an existing region, and until they were allocated to á region, services were 

to be provided for them under the title "Region Undesignated". 

The SECRETARY said his statement had been that it would seem that the 

resolution which had been approved by the committee would have the effect 

of deferring the possibility of the two new Associate Members enjoying the rights 

and assuming the obligations provided to them under the provisions of the 

Constitution and the resolution of the Second World Health Assembly. The 

Articles of the Constitution to which he had referred would be found on pages 

6 -14 of the Handbook of Basic Documents, fourth edition, and the resolution of 

the Second World Health Assembly on pages 24 and 25 of the same volume, 



А5 /АFL/Мin/lo 

page 5 

Dr. NAZI' Bey (Egypt) asked to what particular services the Secretary 

was referring. In the resolution before the committee, paragraph 4 had been 

included in order that Associate Members not yet assigned to a region should 

not be deprived of any services of the Organization. 

Dr. RAE (United Kingdom) said there was no suggestion that the 

territories in question would not receive assistance but they would not 

have the rights and obligations of Associate Members laid down in the 

Constitution. 

Dr. ТОGнА (Liberia) failëd-to see of what privileges the Associate Members 

in question would be deprived. They had not been assigned to any particular 

region but would receive assistance through the headquarters of the Organization. 

They would no doubt be represented by the country responsible for their inter- 

national affairs. 

Dr. van den BERG (Netherlands) felt that the arguments put forward by 

the delegate of Liberia were not in conformity with the intention of the World 

Health Assembly in adopting the principle of admission of Associate Members. 

That intention had surely been that such territories should have their 

own representatives in the Health Assembly and especially in the regional 

committee and that their health interests should be in their own hands. 

Dr. JAPAR (Pakistan) said the delegate of Liberia had raised a very 

important point. The privileges to which reference had been made were supposed to 

accrue to a territory after it had been assigned to a` region. The first 
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question to decide was thегеfсгё whether deferment of aSsignment to a region, 

which was the object of the resolution, was unconstitutional. 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the Secretary had not referred to any 

unconstitutional act but had drawn attention to two Articles of the 

Constitution which might have an effect on the position of the Associate 

Members in question. 

Dr, JAFAR (Pakistan) maintained that the question of the possible 

deprivation of certain benefits did not arise at that stage. 

Dr. ТОGнА (Liberia) said that from his experience of living in a 

region where the only territory at present an Associate Member of the 

Organization was situated, he could not see in what way an Associate 

Member would be deprived of benefits. An Associate Member could not in any 

case vote in a regional committee meeting, 

The SECREТARУ pointed out that he had not used the word "deprived ". Не 

had spoken of "deferring the possibility to enjoy ". 

The CHAIRMAN observed that three delegations had indicated the wish 

to make a reservation to the resolution and inquired whether any other 

delegations wished to do so, The following delegations indicated that they 

wished to make a reservation: - Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, 

Germany, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Laos, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, 

Portugal, Sweden, Turkey, Union of South Africa, United Kingdom, Viet Nam. 
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Dr. KAHANY (Israel) suggested that, in view of the grave doubts about the 

resolution, it might be advisable to apply Rule 57 of the Rules of Procedure 

of the Health Assembly and consult the committee as to whether it wished to 

request the Legal Sub- Committee to prepare a more comprehensive and better 

balanced text. 

In reply to a question by Dr. TOGBA (Liberia), the CHAIRMAN said he had 

understood that those delegations which had made a reservation were not 

prepared at that stage to commit themselves either for or against the 

resolution. 

M. GEERAERTS (Belgium) explained that the sense of his reservation 

was that he wished to vote against the resolution on the grounds that it 

was contrary to the Constitution and to the principle of international 1w9 

Paragraph 3 (2) of the resolution of the Second World Health Assembly on the 

rights and obligations of Associate Members and other territories stated that 

►Associate Members shall have all rights and obligations in the regional organiza- 

tions" but those rights had been denied to two Associate Members (for reasons which - 

did not appear to him convincing) which had expressed the wish to be attached to 

one of the existing regional organizations. Moreover he considered the resolution 

inopportune. The Executive Воarд had already been asked to study the same question 

and had recommended, for technical and administrative reasons, that the request 

for attachment to the Eurореan Region should be accepted. To adopt the draft 

resolution would be tantamount to expressing a doubt as to the efficiency of the 

study already made. 
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Mr. MASON (New Zealand) said that by making a reservation, he had intended to 

indicate his delegation's opposition to the substance of the resolution. It 

disagreed with the proposal to defer a decision on the assignment of territories 

to a region. 

Dr. КАRABUDA (Turkey) supported the views expressed by the delegate of 

Belgium. 

Dr. BRAVO, representative of the Executive Board, confirmed that 

after analysing the various commercial, geographical, health and. adxnird.sixative 

aspects of the question, the Board had reached the conclusion that French 

Morocco, Tunisia, and Algeria should, from the technical and administrative 

point of view, be attached to the European Region. He stressed that the 

Board, which was a technical and administrative organ, had not considered 

the matter from the political point of view, 

Dr. BRADY (Ireland) said that his reservation was in conformity 

with the attitude he had adopted at the previous discussion when he had 

abstained from voting on the resolution. 

Mr. de ERICE (Spain) said thát in supporting tze proposal under discussion, 

no Criticism of the Executive Board was implied. It was possible that the dele- 

gation of Spain had made a mistake in supporting it, as they had not taken into 

consideration the principles laid down in Article 8 of the Constitution. 

In the 'case of Morocco, where there were three zones, the Executive Board 

had not had the time to exam1ne the request made by the Spanish delegation 
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concerning the Spanish zone of Morocco. 

He therefore thought that it would be necessary to make a more complete 

study on the whole subject of Morocco, so that it might take part effectively 

in the work of the WHO. 

Dr. TOGBA (Liberia) explained, for the sake of those delegations which 

were not familiar with the activities of the Executive Board, that it 

functioned in a similar manner to the committee in the sense that its dвcisions 

were usually only majority decisions. Therefore no decision of the Executive 

Board could be taken as a definite expression of the opinion of the whole 

Organization. On the contrary the recommendations. of the Executive Board were 

sent to the Health Assembly for final decision. 

Dr. BRAVO, representative of the Executive Board, observed that he was only 

empowered to present the majority opinion of the Board. 

The СНAIRМAN pointed out that the proposed resolutions were before the 

committee for approval of the wording. If it was desired to re -open discussion 

on substance, Rule 57 of the Health Assembly Rules of Procedure requiring a 

two -t hirds majority would apply. 

A vote was taken. on the confirmation of the resolution as drafted. The 

vote was lost by 17 to 13, with 11 abstentions. 

Further discussion took place during which Dr. HAYEK (Lebanon) proposed 

referring the resolution to a working party and Dr. ROIDE (France) suggested that 
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the whole question should be examined at a plenary meeting of the Health Assembly. 

The CHAIRMAN, finding that some delegates had voted on the substance and some on 

the wording only, asked the committee to vote, under the provisions of Rule 57 

of the Rules of Procedure, on the question whether it wished to re -open discussion 

• on the substance of the resolution. 

Decisions: 1. The proposal to re -Open discussion on section 9 - 
Ass gnment to regions - was rejected by 14 votes to З, with 22 
abstentions. 

2. It was agreed that the text of the resolution as amended by 
the proposal of the delegate of the Netherlands, was in conformity 
with the resolution as previously adopted by the committee. 

Sect�ion 10 

A vote was taken on section 10 - World Meteorological Organization - which 

'would require a two- thirds majority in accordance with Rule 59 of the Rules of 

Procedure of the Health Assembly, and the proposed resolution was unanimously eon- 

firmede 

Sections 11 - 13 were cónfirmed without discussion. 

2. DRAFT Fo sH REPORT OF THE С0 f4ТТТEE ON А]M NISTRATION, FТNANСE AND 
LEGAL мАТТERS (Document А5 /АFL /24) 

The report was read -by Dr, CHATTY (Syria), Rapporteur, and each of the 

sections was considered individually, 

Int.roductior. 

On the proposal of D ., TOGBA (Liberia),. it was agreed to amend the first 
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paragraph to read "The Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters ' 

held its eighth and ninth meetings on Monday, 19 May 1952." 

Section 1: WHO Seals 

On the proposal of Dr, BRAVO, representative of the Executive Board, it was 

agreed to amend the French text of the first paragraph to conform with the English 

text. 

The resolutions as amended in the French text only, was approved. 

Section 2: Salary Differentials: Cost -of- living adjustments 

The resolution was approved. 

Section 3: Meetincóf the Regional Committee for the Eastern Mediterranean 

The resolution was approved. 

Section 4: Accommodation for the Headquarters Office 

The resolution was approved 

Section 5: Scale of Assessments for 1953 

The resolution was approved, 

Section 6: Scale of Assessments:" Union of South Africa 

On the proposal of Mrs HP.MILTON (Union of South Africa), it was agreed that the 

last paragraph of the resolution should be amended to read: "REQUESTS the 

Executive Board ta. consider the question of the scale: of. assessments and to 

report to the Sixth World Heаlth Assembly." . 

The resolution, as amended, was approved. 
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Section 7: Scale of Assessments: China 

The resolution was approved, 

Section 8: Assignment to Regions: Libya 

M. GEERАERТS (Belgium) asked that it should be recorded in the minutes that 

the Belgian delegation abstained from giving its approval to this section of 

the report;. his delegation in r_o way questioned the soundness of the resolution 

but considered that the whole question of assignment to regions had not been dealt 

тьΡ th according to the saine set of, standards 

Dr, BOIDE (France) wished to have a similar reseiгation recorded in the 

minutes; he assured the committee that this was simply a question of procedure. 

A point of procedure having been raised by the delegate of Pakistan, the 

CHAIRMAN ruled that there was no objection to acceding to the requests of the 

delegates of Belgium and Frаnсеc 

The resolution was approved, 

Section 9: Report of the Administrative Committee on Co- ordination 

The resolution' was approved, 

Section 10: Staff Pension Committee 

The resolution was approved° 

Section 11: Participation of. Member States in certain Costs 

The resolution was approved 

Decision: The committee adopted the draft fourth report; as amended. 
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3. THIRD REPORT OF THE LEGAL SUB- СОјvп!IIТТЕЕ (Document A5 /АFL /25) 

On the proposal of the CHAIRMAN, it was agreed that if the proposals contained 

in the report were accepted by the committee, they would be put forward as the 

proposals of the main committee. 

The report was read by Mrs, BIEMOND (Indonesia), Rapporteur, Legal 

Sub -Committee, and the sections were considered individually. 

Section 1: Legality of a draft resolution in respect of Article 31 of the 
Constitution (document А5/63) 

The attention of the committee was drawn by the delegate of Belgium to a 

discrepancy in the introductory paragraphs to the resolution between the French 

and English texts. It was agreed that this discrepancy would be rectified in the 

definitive texts. 

Dr, TOGBA (Liberia) proposed that paragraphs 3 and 5 of the resolution should 

be amended to avoid the possibility that the contract of the Director -General 

might be renewed for less than three years. 

Mr. MASON (New Zealand), Chairman of the Legal Sub -Committee, said that the 

resolution proposed in the report of the sub -committee was an amended version of 

the resolution proposed by 52 delegations and submitted in document А5/63; the 

paragraphs which the delegate of Liberia wished to amend reflected similar para- 

graphs in the original resolution which obviously implied that it was intended 

that the Director -General. should be free to nominate the period of his continued 

service if he accepted renewal of his contract. 
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Decision: The resolution proposed by the Legal Sub -Committee was approved 
and it was agreed to reсnlmend to.the Bёsembly that Rule б of the Rules of 
Procedure of the Health Assembly should be waived in respect of this item. 

Section 2: Participation of a Member State in two or more Regional 
Cammittees - Request by the Government of Turkey (document A5 /AFL 19) 

Dr, van den BERG (Netherlands) asked whether the decision of the Legal 

Sub -Committee recorded in the report had been unanimous and, if not, for a brief 

outline of the main objections. 

Мr. EASON (New Zealand), Chairman of the Legal Sub -Committee, said that the 

discussion on this matter had been extremely lengthÿ,•' "' the decision had not been 

unanimous but it would be difficult to resume dissenting opinions briefly; the full 

discussion could be read in the minutes of the meeting which would be circulated 

shorty. 

Dr. ТОGВA (Liberia) said that Article 44 (b) of the Constitution specified that 

there should not be more than one regional organization in each geographical area; 

he considered that, inversely, it would seem to imply that one country could not 

be a Member of more than one regional organization. Furthermore, Article 47 of 

the Constitution, s.s interpreted by-Resolution WHA2.103, specified that a Member 

State of a region must have its seat of government in the region. Under these 

circumstances and considering the fact that Turkey had accepted its original 

assignation to the Eastern Mediterranean Region, he did not see on what basis the 

Turkish request had been made nor the means by which it could be granted. 

Dr, MELLB!E (Norway) said that, on grounds of simple common sense, it seemed 
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obvious that one country should not be entitled to be a Member of two or more 

regions. 

Мr. CALDERWOOD (United States of America) said that a clear distinction 

must be maintained between the implications of the provisions of Article.44 of 

the Constitution and those of Article 47. It was his understanding that Turkey 

had requested'that it should remain a Member of the Eastern Mediterranean Region, 

but that it should be entitled to participate in the meetings of the Regional 

Committee for Europe in accordance with the provisions of Resolution WHA2.103. 

M. GEERAERTS (Belgium) said that, as he had remarked at previous sessions of 

the Health Assembly, it was unfortunate that discussions which had taken place in 

the Legal Sub -Committee, should be repeated in the main committee. Time would 

be saved if such questions were discussed in the main committee in which all dele- 

gations were represented. 

Dr. HIEK (Lebanon) said that he regretted that he could not vote in favour of 

the request made by the Turkish Government, which he considered would set a dangerous 

precedent. He did not.see how it would be possible for Turkey to take part 

in the programmes of two different regions. If the request of Turkey were 

granted, he would be-forced to have recorded in the minutes a reservation which 

would permit him to advise his Government to request assignation of Lebanon to 

the European region, in view of the close communications between his country and 

Europe, or to request the creation of a new regional office in the Middle East, 

to consist of Ethiopia, Pakistan, Iran, Irak, Syria, Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan, 
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Saudia Arabia, Egypt, Libya and the Lebanon. The latter proposal might be 

sumitted for discussion at a future date to the committee, but the matter would 

first have to be discussed by the Governments of the States which might comprise 

the new region. For the present he believed that permission should nót.be given 

to any State to be represented in two regional organizations. 

The meeting was adjourned аt 5.5 p.m. and resumed at 5.20 p.m. 

Dr. KARABUDA (Turkey) said that he had given at length the reasons fox' the 

request made by the Government of Turkey, at а' previous meeting, and would now 

only reiterate them briefly; a large part of metropolitan Turkey lay in the 

European Region and there were no constitutional reasons for not acceding to the 

request. The question . of close communications with Europe did not arise. The 

тanner n whјсh Тuricеу would participate in the regional organizations would be 

determined by them. He did not believe that the request could be deemed to lack 

a basis of common sense. 

M. El MEHEDAY (Egypt) said that turkey had been included in Eastern 

Mediterranean Area by the First World Health Assembly. On this ground, the 

request of the Turkish Government would appear to be premature; he ьеliеиéд 

that the correct procedure would be for Turkey to request the inclusion of part 

of its territory in the European Region and subsequently to claim representation 

in the Regional Organization for Europe, in accordance with the provisions of 

.resolution WHA2.l03, paragraph 2. He proposed 4 draft resolution on the followin 

lines:. 
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The •Fifth World Health Assembly, 

Having noted the request of the Government of Turkey to participate 

in the European Region, and at the same time continue to be a member 
of the Eastern Mediterranean Region; 

Taking into account the resolution of the First World Health Assembly 
which delineated the geographical areas and which provided that Turkey 
was included in the Eastern Mediterranean Region, 

1. BELIEVES that this request of Turkey to participate simultaneously 
in two regions cannot be considered unless the Assembly modifies the 
delineation of geographical areas established by the First Health Assembly; 

2, REQUESTS the Government of Turkey to submit a request that this 
redelineation of the geographical areas relating to its territories be 
considered; 

3. REQUESTS the Director -General and the Executive Board to study the 
request and report to the Sixth World Health Assembly. 

1. GEDRAERTS (Belgium) said that resolution of the First World Health 

Assembly specified at one and the same time that Turkey should be included in 

the Eastern't;editerrañean Area dr'd that the European Area should consist of the 

whole of Europe, It was unquestionable that a pa±t of Turkey lay in Europe.. 

He wondered what solution would have been found had 'the assignment to a, region of 

the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics been under discussion. He deplored the 

tendency on the part of main committees of the Health Assembly to refer to the 

Executive Board problems of policy which were difficult to solve, The Health 

Assembly, as the policy- making body of the Organization, should take responsibilities 

required of it. 

Dr. JAFAR (Pakistan) considered that the legal issue, complicated as it was 

by two apparently contradictory Health Assembly decisions, could be discussed 
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at great length without any positive result being achieved. The committee, however, 

had to deal with administrative issues as well; and it was important that the admiпi- 

strative implications of any decision adopted should be taken into account. He 

would therefore request the views of the Director -General and of the Regional 

Directors concerned on the administrative aspects of participation by Turkey in 

the: European and Eastern Mediterraneán regions,. . 

Dr. НАУЕK (Lebanon) supported the draft resolutions submitted by the delegation 

of Egypt. 

The SECRETARY said that the request submitted by the delegation of Turkey 

had to be considered first in the light of the resolution of the First World 

Health Assembly dealing with the delimitation of and assignment to, regions, 

. under the terms of which Turkey had been assigned tó the Eastern Mediterranean 

Region. It would thus appear to be a logical requirement that, if Turkey were to 

be considered as .belonging to another region, that decision Of the First Health 

Aseembly..should be suitably amended. Accession to the Turkish request would also 

bring into play the terms of resolution WНА2 ,103, under which Turkey would be 

deemed to be a Member of one region, by virtue of having its seat of Government 

therein, and to be a Member of another, on the basis of the fact that a certain 

portion of its territory lay ti :ithîn that region, 

With regard to the administrative considerations to which the delggate of 

Pakistan had called attention, the view of the Director- General was that admini- 

strative processes would be naturally facilitated if there was a clear under- 

standing that, whatever decision was taken regarding affiliation and assignment, 



A5 /AFL /Min /10 
page 19 

the services provided by the Director- General through the regional offices ohould 

be furnished by one office only. It would, of course, not be impossible to make 

other arrangements, but all the manifold considerations of administration, financing 

and planning involved clearly made dependence upon one regional office only highly 

desirable. 

Supplementary information on the administrative aspects of the problem could 

be furnished by the Directors of the regions concerned, 

Dr. KARABUDA (Turkey) expressed the hope that a decision would in fact be reached 

on the present occasion, and that the not infrequent tendency to refer difficult 

matters to the Executive Board would here be resisted. 

Dr. SHOUSHA Pasha, Regional Director, Eastern Mediterranean Region, stated 

that, for him to be in a position to offer constructive observations on the subject, 

he would require elucidation of a certain discrepancy between the request submitted 

by the delegation of Turkey (А5/АВъ /19) which referred to an "application to be 

admitted to the European Region ", and the resolution adopted by the Legal 

Sub -Committee (А5 /AFL /25), which spoke of Turkeyls "participation in the Regional 

Committee of the European Region ". Those were two dissimilar propositions, 

Under Article 46 of the Constitution each regional organization consisted of a 

committee and an office, and the implications of participation in the deliberations 

of a committee were not the same as those of affiliation to an office, which 

raised numerous financial, planning and administrative considerations. 

Dr. КАRАВUDР (Turkey) intimated that, as stated in its request, his Government 

desired full affiliation to the European Region and its Regional Committee, 
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Mr. MASON (New Zealand) spes.kэ_пg as Chairman of the Legal Sub -Committee, stated 

that that subcommittee, in the course of_its deliberations, had drawn no distinction 

between participation in the committee and 'affiliation, to the region, 

Dr, JAFAR (Pakistan) felt that the Legal Sub -Committee) in training its resolution, 

had based itself on considerations of participation in the regional committee rather 

• than of affiliation to the region, Since the resolution in question had been sub- 

mitted by the delegate of the United States of America, that representative might 

be in a position to offer further observations on the subject, 

Mr, CAT,DERf00D (United States, of America) confir ed the Pakistan representative i s 

impression. 

Dr. SHOUSНA Pasha, Regional Director, Eastern Mediterranean Region, considered 

that Turkey clearly had the right .to request affiliation, and the services теѕultјпg 

therefrom, from any quarter which. might be generally deemed appropriate. From the 

purely administrative point of view, however, any attempt to furЮЮish Turkey with 

services from more than one region would be bound to have very serious drawbacks. 

The proposal which had ' been earlier . put forward to the effect that European Turkey 

might be serviced by the European Regional Office and Asiatic Turkey b the Eastern 

Mediterranean Regional Office was highly impracticable, since it assumed the , 

possibility of dividing the country.intq water -tight compartments - which was in 

fact impossible In ̀ aсtиal. fact, .the activities proposed for Turkey in 1953 -assumed 

that the Country should be. treated. as an integral whole, and so did many other aspects 

of the work which the Organization was doing at the request of Turkey, such as, for 
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example, the awarding of fellowships. He would propose, as a practical solution 

to the difficulty, that Turkey might apply for temporary аffјtјо to the European 

Region, reverting to its assignment to the Eastern Mediterranean Region when the 

oituati.on in that area returned to normal, There existed precedents for such a 

procedure, such as, for example, the action taken with respect to Greece and 

to the Dodecanese Islands n 

Е-г'. ВEGG, Regional Director, European Region, fully agreed with the Assistant 

Diirector- General, Administration and Fцюuu4e, and with the Regional Director of 

the Eastern Mediterranean Region on the desirability of channelling services 

through one rogional office° Any arrangements to the contrary, although not out- 

side the bounds of possibility, would of necessity be cumbersome and costly. He 

would stress that his office was prepared to implement any decision which the 

Assembly might take on the matter° 

Dr.. НАУЕК (Lebanon) proposed that the request of the Government of Turkey 

and the draft resolution submitted by the delegate of Egypt be put to the vote. 

Dr, КАНАNШ (Israel) stressed that any decision should bear in the first place 

on the request of Turkey for admission to the European Region, questions of the 

administrative pro eras involved being of a separate order. 

Dr. КARAВUDA (Turkey) proposed an amended draft resolution for consideration 

by the committee on the following lines: 

The Fifth World Health Assa'ibly, 

Нaving consf_дereд the гerquе ; of tЖe del еgatioñ of Turkey that, , ontяCсоunt 
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of prevailing conditions in the Eastern Mediterranean Region which prevent 

the regular annual meetings of the Regional Committee, Turkey wishes to be 

admitted to the European Region, while suspending provisionally its activities 

in the Eastern Iilediterranean Region, 

DECIDES to ассеde to this request. 

Dr. JAFAR asked whether the Turkish representative would agree to amend the 

phrase "suspending provisionally its activities in the Eastern Mediterranean 

Region ",, to "suspending its membership of the Eastern Mediterranean Region". 

Dr. KARАВUIDА (Turkey) regretted that he could not accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN asked the delegate of Egypt whether, in view of the changed cir- 

cumstances resulting from the proposal of the delegate of Turkey, he wished to with- 

draw his draft resolution. 

Dr. NAZIF Bey (Egypt) withdrew his draft resolution. 

The СHAIRЛЛAN said that the committee had thus only one draft resolution before 

it, namely, that just proposed by the delegate of Turkey. 

Decision: The draft proposal orally submitted by the delegate of Turkey 
was adopted by 22 votes to none with 15 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN remindedthe committee that it remained for it to confirm the 

two resolutions adopted by the Legal Sub -Committee and submitted in its third 

report (document A5 /АFL /25). The second resolution, appearing on page 3 of the 

document in reference, would be amended to the form of the resolution which 
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the committee had just adopted. 

Decision: The committee confirmed the two resolutions. 

4. CIA SURE OF THE SESSION 0F THE СOMm1јТТEE 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the Committee on Administration, Finance and 

Legal Matters had disposed of its business, It only remained for him to thank the 

delegates, other officers of the committee, the committee members, the representative 

of the Executive Board and members of the Secretariat for their excellent work 

and kind co- operation. 

Dr, TOGBA (Liberia) expressed the committee's appreciation of the skilful 

guidance it had received from its Chairman. 

The meeting rose at 6.25 p.m. 


