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1. 001TION QЁ THIRD REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE (Document А6 /AFL /18) 

Decision: The: report was adopted without discussion.. 

2. RECONSIDERATION OF POLICY ON PARТICIPб1TI0N OF MEMBER STATES IN CERТ.i N COSTS 
INCURRED BY WHO= Item 7.6.8 of the Agenda 

Report of the Working Party (Document' А6/АFL/l6) 

Decision: The report was adopted with a minar correction. It was agreed 
that the resolution proposed by the working party should be incorporated 
in a future report of the committee. 

3• CONDUCT OF THE вusINESS OF THE COMMITTEE 

The CH &IRМAN said that the delegations of Switzerland, Australia and the Union 

of South Africa had proposed that for the remainder of the duration of the Sixth 

World Health Assembly statements by delegates in the Committee on Administration, 

Finance and Legal Matters should be limited to five minutes except where new 

resolutions or substantive amendments to resolutions already before the committee, 

were being proposed. 

Decision: The proposal was adopted unanimously. 

4. REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE BOARD ON STUDY CONCERNING RULES AND CRITERIA FOR 
АSSIGNMENТ TO REGIONS : APPLICATION OF THESE CRITERIA TO SPECIF IC TERRITORIES ј 
Item 7.3.4 of the Agenda (continuation) (Handbook of Resolutions and Decisions; 

Official Records Nов.42 and 46; Documents A6 /15, Аб /33, Aá %AFL /l1, л6 /1,FL/19, 

A6 /APL /20, Аб (AFL/21 and A6 /АFL /22 ) 

Rules and Criteria for Assignment to Regions 

The CHAIRмАN announced that the delegation of Greece wished to modify the draft 

resolution that it had submitted as an amendment to the two draft resolutions put 
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forward by the Executive Board (in its resolution EB11.R51) and the draft resolution 

put forward by the delegation of Spain (document A6 /AFL /11). The original intention 

of the Greek proposal - though it had not generally been so understood .- had been 

that where a territory, because of its geographical position, might be assigned to 

two or more different regions, then it could be assigned to more than one region if 

it wished. The intention was now that the territory must choose one only of the 

regions to which it might be assignned on geographical grounds. 

He drew attention to documents A6 /АFL /19, 116 /ЛFL /20, Aб /FL /21 and A6 /лFL /22,. 

containing various proposals that had been submitted the previous day. 

Dr. JAFAR (Pakistan) observed that after the First World Health Assembly, by 

adopting resolution /нл l.72% (Handbook of Resolutions and Decisions, page 153), had 

fulfilled the provisions of Article 44(а) of the Constitution, the regional 

organizations had come into existence in accordance with the provisions of Article 44(b). 

While Article 44 of the Constitution and the resolution he had cited remained 

operative, a country could join the region established in the geographical area in 

which it was situated, but to allow a country to leave one region and join another 

established in a different geographical area - which now appeared to be proposed - 

would require an amendment of the Constitution and a redelineation of geographical 

areas. If that was so, then all the resolutions that had been put before the 

committee were invalid. 

Dr. SULIANTI (Indonesia) said that her delegation was unable to support any of 

the proposals submitted the previous day for criteria for assignment of regions. 

The criterion of similarity of climate would not be valid for Europe and the Americas, 

with their wide variations in that respect, According to the criterion of 
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geographical position, her own country should not be in the South -East Asia Region 

nor Pakistan in the Eastern Mediterranean Region. As the World Health Organization 

consisted of governments, the requests of governments could not be neglected in 

assigning countries to regions. Health could not be separated from social, economic 

and cultural factors, but if they were accepted as a criterion the Health. Assembly 

might be faced with a request from Australia and New Zealand to be assigned to 

another region because from their points of view their conditions were very different 

from those of other countries of the 4estern Pacific. Finally, her delegation had 

carefully examined the replies from the United Nations and specialized agencies to 

the Director- Generál's circular letter (Official Records No. 46, pages 255 -8). 

None of those replies contained any suggested criteria that could be adopted by 

НO. .She had particularly noted the last paragraph but one of the reply from F0, 

in view of the discussions that had taken place the previous day in the committee, 

the fears expressed in that paragraph did not seem illusory. 

Her delegation therefore felt that it was too early for the adoption of 

definite criteria, until more experience had been gained, each case should continue 

to be decided on its merits. She therefore formally moved that the adoption of 

criteria be deferred until the Tenth 'гorld Health Assembly and that meanwhile the 

assignment of Member States or Associate Members to regions be decided by the Health 

Assembly on the lines hitherto followed. A resolution would later be circulated 

in writing. 

Мr. CALDERWOОD (United States of America) recalled that the previous day his 

delegation had expressed doubt as to the need for laying down criteria for 

assignment to regions. He had referred to the resolution already adopted by the 
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committee providing for consultation on the question of regionalization with the 

United Nations and the specialized agencies. Moreover, the representative of 

the Executive Board had referred to the general application of the criteria that 

the committee had been considering, and that application appeared to be much more 

general than some delegates had anticipated. 

He therefore proposed a resolution of which the first sub -paragraph was on 

the same lines as the proposal of the delegation of Indonesia, with which he found 

himself substantially in agreement: 

The Sixth World Health Assembly 

DECIDES 

(1) to defer the establishment of rules and criteria to be 

applied for the purpose of determining to what geographical, 

areas territories should be assigned until the result of 

the consultation with the United Nations and other specialized 

agencies is known; 

(2) to assign provisionally the several territories listed in 
document A6/33 in conformity with that list. 

The CHAIRtAAN noted that the delegation of Indonesia proposed that the 

consideration of criteria should be deferred, while the delegation of the United 

States of America referred to consultation with the United Nations and specialized 

agencies. Otherwise the proposals were substantially the same. He wondered 

whether they could be combined. 

Dr. SEGURA (Argentina) remarked that the question of assignment to regions 

involved political problems whose consideration it might be best to defer until 

decisions had been taken by political bodies. He therefore agreed with the 
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delegations of Indonesia and the United States of ,kmerica, but considered at the 

same time that the assignment of territories to regions should be suspended, and 

that no change should be made in the present assignments, till the criteria were 

finally established. 

Dr. van den BERG (Netherlands) said that his delegation had not yet intervened 

in the debate because its opinion was on record in Official Records No. 46. Now 

it found itself in favour of the two proposals submitted by the delegations of 

Indonesia and the United States of America, but it would like to see them combined, 

after which it could decide whether to give its definite support. 

Мr. КHiNAСHEт (Saudi Arabia) did not think the proposal of the delegation of 

Argentina acceptable since it required the suspension of a provision of an article 

of the Constitution: the provision in Article 44 that the Health Assembly should 

from time to time define the geographical areas in which it was itself to establish 

regional organizations. 

Dr. JAFAR (Pakistan) was prepared to support the proposal of the delegation of 

Indonesia, which seemed to embody the views he had himself expressed the previous day. 

However, he would like to see the addition of a paragraph providing that in the 

meantime the delineation of geographical areas should be reconsidered. 

Dr. de PINHO (Portugal) stated that in the opinion of his Government no rigid 

criteria should be established for the assignment of countries to regions but, in 

view of the cоmplеxity of the problems, each case should be considered separately 

in the light of the conditions prevailing in each territory and of the wishes and 

arguments put forward by the various governments. His Government saw no reason 

for changing the decisions that had already been taken on assignments to regions: 



А6 /ЛFL /Л iгi/11 
page 7, 

He found the proposal of the delegation of Indonesia, in principle at least, acceptable. 

Mr. ZARB, Representative of the Director -General, thought that he might throw 

some light on some points of a legal nature that had arisen during the discussion. 

In Article 44 of the Constitution, so often referred to, it was necessary to givé 

particular attention to the word '�geographical". It meant that the Health Assembly, 

bound by the Constitution to apply the principle of regionalization, determined on 

the map of the world the boundaries of the areas within which Member States were to 

be associated in regional organizations. The Constitution said nothing of the 

considerations on which the health Assembly must base its delineation of those 

boundaries. Before the problems that the committee was now considering had become 

apparent, the First World Health 'Assembly had adopted the resolution establishing 

the original boundaries of the six regions. The Eastern Mediterranean, Western 

Pacific and South -East Asia areas had been delineated by an enumeration of countries 

and territories, the European and American areas simply by naming those continents; 

only in the case of the African area had actual geographical data been given, with 

the mention of a parallel of latitude and of national frontiers. All that could be 

deduced from that resolution, therefore, was that the First World Health Assembly had 

acted empirically. 

The Health Assembly was also required from time' to time to define the 

geographical areas in which it was desirable to establish regional organizations. 

From pages 153-5 of the Handbook of Resolutions and Decisions, and from page 31 

of Official Records No. 42, it would be seen that every Health Assembly had so far 

done so; there was a constant redelineation of the geographical areas first 

defined by the First World Health Assembly. In every case, the determining factor 



А б/ ЛFi,/NI3.n/l1 
page Ѕ 

seemed to have been the desire expressed by the Stяte, or on behalf of the 

territory, to be assigned. Throughout the resolutions to which he had referred, 

there appeared the same formulas "Having considered the request of the government ". 

That did not mean that the Health Assembly had no other considerations in mind, but 

it did mean that the request of the government had been taken into consideration 

and found to be in conformity with a certain number of principles not yet clearly 

defined. To judge from the decision of the Fifth Health Assembly there seemed, at 

present, to be a wish that the assignment of territories to regions should be based 

on criteria more rational than those that had been so far applied. 

It was clear, then, that the right to establish geographical areas belonged to 

the Health Assembly. Once those areas were established, in one way or another, it 

must be possible for the ¡ Member States of the Organization to be assigned to one 

region or another, for if they were not they would be deprived of certain constitu- 

tional rights - notably under Article 50 - which could be suspended only as a sanction 

under Article 7. 

After these general remarks, he wished to make some observations on the 

constitutional validity of one of the individual proposals before the committee, 

namely that submitted by the delegatión of Iraq (document A6 /AFL /20). Under 

paragraph (1) of the draft resolution the constitutional rights of Member States 

would be considerably prejudiced. Not only would the sovereign right of a 
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Member State to request that it be attached to a particular region be subordinated 

to the views of the Members of that region, but at the same time na request could 

be put forward in respect of States whose metropolitan territory was not in that 

region. 

Dry МiLЕКј (Iran) supported the proposal of the delegation оf *Indonesia 

with the amendment proposed by the delegation of Pakistan. 

Mr. de ERICE y O'SНÉA (Spain) wished to replace the word f►DECTDESt1" in the 

draft resolution of lus 'delegation (document Aб/ L /11) by "REСOMMEЛIDS'�', siñcé 

after the éxplanatíons given by the Assistant Secretary it was cleаr that thé Health 

.,Assembly Could not decide how or on what considerations a sovereign State should 

e±pгess its wishes'. Не thought that the representative of the Exécutive Board 

would probably agree to a similar change in the` two draft résolutïóns'próposed by 

the Board in its resolution EB11.R51. 

The delegation of Argentina had proposed that the present situation touching 

assignments to regions should remain unchanged, and it had been answered that that 

would be unconstitutional. Strictly speaking, perhaps it was, but he thought that 

the intention of the proposal was merely that,the provisional assignments referred 

to in the second paragraph of the United States proposal should .not,,, e..дпódified until 

the results of the studies to be made were known. 

Dr. SÜLIANTI (I.ndonesia)'said that her delegation'would'accept the amendment 

proposed by the delegation of Pakistan to its draft resolution. 
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Mr. CALDERWOOD (United States of America) said that, as he had remarked before, 

his draft resolution was very similar to that submitted by the delegation of Indonesia. 

Therefore, in view of the suggestion made by the Chairman at an earlier meeting that 

the general and the particular aspects should be considered separately, he would 

withdraw his proposal on the understanding that it would be considered when the 

committee came to examine the question of the assignment to regions of particular 

territories. 

Dr. SIDKY (Egypt), referring to the proposal of the delegation of Indonesia, 

as amended by the delegation of Pakistan, noted that the Director -General had 

already consulted the United Nations and the other specialized agencies. However, 

in view of the inadequacy of their replies, as contained in Annex 14 to Official 

Records No. 46, he would support the proposal as it would permit further studies that 

might throw more light on the question. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the delegations of France, Pakistan, Iraq, Lebanon 

and India still wished to make statements. He proposed that after they had 

spoken he should endeavour to sum up the discussion and the committee should 

proceed to a vote. 

It was so agreed. 

Dr. AUJALEU (France) drew attention to an amendment submitted by his delegation 

to the draft resolution put forward by the delegation of Greece in document 

А6 /AFL /21.. That amendment, which was at present being circulated, was designed 
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to obviate the difficulties of interpretation that had arisen in the Greek 

proposal. 

Dr. JAFAR (Pakistan) said that the Assistant Secretary had implied that 

the assignment of countries to regions constituted a redelineation of geographical 

areas. He did not agree, for he considered that action under Article 44 (b) 

could not be said to satisfy the requirements of Article 44 (a). He would like 

the Legal Sub -Committee to consider that point at a future meeting. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the request of the delegate of Pakistan would be 

noted. 

Dr. PACHACHI (Iraq) regretted that the Assistant Secretary had given on 

his delegation's draft resolution an opinion that had not been asked for and 

that would no doubt be prejudicial to it. The proposal would in no way affect 

the right of the Health Assembly under Article 44 of the Constitution to define 

geographical areas; it merely provided criteria that the Health Assembly might 

take into consideration in so doing. 

The CHAIRMAN noted with some surprise the opening remarks of the delegate of 

Iraq concerning the statement of the representative of the Director -General and drew 

the attention if the committee to Rule 53 of the Rules of Procedure which provided 

that the Director -General might at any time make either written or oral statements to 

any committee of the Health Assembly concerning any question under consideration, and 

which made no restriction as to the nature of such statements. 

He added that the comments of Mr. Zarb had been made at the request of the Chair, 

the Chair deeming it necessary to ensure that any resolution submitted by the 

Committee to the Health Assembly should be in order from the constitutional and 



Aб /AFL /Min /11 
page 12 

legal point of view. 

Sir Arcot MUDALIAR (India) informed the Chairman that, in order to facilitate 

proceedings, his delegation would withdraw the resolution contained in document A6 /AFL /22 

in favour of that of the delegations of Indonesia and the United States of America. 

Mr. SIEGEL,(Assistant Director -General, Department of Administration and Finance), 

Secretary, raised a point regarding the amendment to the joint draft resolution of 

Indonesia and the United States of America submitted by the delegation of Pakistan which 

proposed that, in the meantime, the question of delineation of geographical areas be 

studied again, le presumed that this was related to a previous resolution contained in 

ЕВ11.R50, Organizational Study on Regionalization (Official. Records No, 46, page 20), 

paragraph 7 of which read: 

"Requests the Director -General to bring this problem to the attention of:the 
Secretary- General of the United Nations and provide the utmost со-оре1аtiоn of 
WHO in finding a solution." 

Should the amendment be interpreted, to mean that the study was one which would be under- 

taken between the United.. Nations and all the specialized agencies? 

Dr. JAFAR (Pakistan) replied that that was not his intention. 

His point was that, since a decision, /WНAi /727, already existed, and since Article 

44 of the Constitution stated that the Health Assembly should from time to time define 

the geographical areas in which it was desirable to establish a regional organ zation, it 

was desirable that while discussing revision of t e criteria, the questipn.of redeline. ,j. 

ation of geographical areas should also be studied with a view to making it easier to 

allocate countries to regions. 

The meeting 'was suspended at 10. 0 a.m, and was resumed at 11 a. 
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Upon resumption, the Chairman summed up the proposals before the committee, 

preparatory to voting. 

The following proposals had been withdrawn: the draft resolution proposed by the 

delegation of Spain (document A6 /AFL /11), the draft amendment of the delegation of 

Greece, as amended by the delegation of the United States of America, (document А6 /AFL /21), 

the delegation of Greece having accepted the amendment proposed by the delegation of 

France; the draft resolution proposed by the delegation of India (document A6 /AFL /22); 

the amendment proposed orally by the delegation of Argentina, the withdrawal of this 

amendment making it unnecessary for the Chair to deal with the point which had been 

raised by the delegation of Saudi -Arabia. 

The following proposals remained for consideration by the committee: 

(1) The first alternative draft resolution proposed by the Executive Board in EB11.R51 

(Official Records No. 46), to which the following amendments had been submitted: 

(a) The amendment proposed orally by the delegation of Spain, to delete the word 

"RESOLVES" and substitute the word "RECOММENDS "; 

(b) The amendment proposed by the delegation of France to the draft amendment of 

the delegation of Greece.as already amended by the delegation of the United 

States of America, and now submitted as a joint proposal of the delegations of 

France and of Greece, that the following paragraph be added: 

"STATES that in cases where a State or a territory, because of its 
geographical position, might well be assigned to one or other of the 
regions on which it borders, the desire expressed by the State or 
territory concerned will be met." 

(c) The amendment proposed by the delegation of Israel (document А6 /AFL /19), to 

delete from paragraph (2) items (c), (d) and (e). 
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(2) The second alternative draft resolution proposed by the Executive Board in EB11•R51 

(Official Records No. 46), to which the following amendments had been submitted: 

(a) The amendment proposed orally by the delegation of Spain to delete 

the word "RESOLVES" and substitute the word "REСOM ENDS "; 

(b) The joint amendment of the delegations of France and of Greece, which . 

was the same as that proposed under the first alternative; 

(c) The amendment proposed by the delegation of Iraq in document Ab /AFL /20. 

The Chairman had been advised that the constitutionality of subparagraph 

(1) of this amendment was questionable and, if adopted, such should be 

adopted provisionally, subject to the views of the Legal Sub -Committee. 

(3) The draft resolution proposed by the delegations of Indonesia and the United 

States of America, which read: 

The Sixth World Health Assembly 

DECIDES 

1. To defer the establishment of rules and criteria to be applied 

for the purpose of determining to which geographic area territories 

should be assigned until the result of the consultation with the 
United Nations and other specialized agencies is known; 

2. In the meantime, assignment of Member States, Associate Members 

or territories shall be decided upon by the World Health Assembly on 
the lines hitherto adopted. 

The delegation of Pakistan had proposed the addition of the following paragraph: 

3. and further REQUESTS that the Director- General continue to study the possible 

delineation of geographic areas bearing in mind the resolution if the First World 
Health Assembly WHA1.77. 

At the request of the delegation of Pakistan and with the concurrence of the 

delegations of Indonesia and of the United States of America, and the permission 
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of the co�зmittee, this amendment was incorporated in the joint draft resolution. 

With regard to the original joint draft resolution, the ChaзΡxm�n said that 

he had been informed that some delegations were in doubt as to its precise intention. 

Should it be interpreted as confining itself to dealing with future assignments? 

Dr. SULIANTI (Indonesia) explained that it was intended, by the second 

paragraph, that assignment of Member States, whether new Member States or those 

already allocated to regions, should be decided upon by the World Health Assembly 

at the request of the Government of the State concerned. This interpretation was 

approved by Mr. CALDERWOOD (United States of America). 

Dr. van den BERG (Netherlands) suggested that the addition submitted by 

the delegation of Pakistan contained nothing which was not already in the resolution 

an regionalization appearing in the third report of the committee, which had 

been adopted at the beginning 6f the morning's proceedings. 

Dr. JAFAR (Рa kistan)' agreed with that general interpretation but, since 

the committee was now dealing with a specific matter, he had incorporated a 

specific provision in his draft amendment. 

Mr. de ERICE y O'SHEA (Spain) submitted that it might be desirable to include 

in the joint draft resolution the provision which had been contained in the draft 

originally submitted by the delegation of the United States of America: "To assign 

provisionally the several territories listed in document А6/33 in conformity with 
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that list ", This would provide that those territories were temporarily assigned, 

subject to the rules which might be determined subsequently. 

The СI IRь N ruled that the proposal could not be accepted because of the 

decision to discuss first the general principle and then its application to 

specific territories. 

1n amendment of form, proposed by Dr. AUJ'.LEU (France), to paragraph 1 of the 

joint draft resolution, to substitute for the word. "consultation" the words "studies 

undertaken ", was accepted by the conmnittee, 

Мr. GEERt1ERTS (Belgium) pointed out a discrepancy between the French and the 

English texts, In paragraph з (i.e. the paragraph added by the delegation of 

Pakistan), the English text used the word "redelineation" whereas the French text 

used "redéfinition ", The two texts should be brought into agreement, 

The АSSISТANТ SЕСМТ RY agreed; the word in the French text should be 

"redвtermination ". 

The СНAIRЮN proposed to put to the vote the joint draft resolution proposed by 

the delegations of Indonesia and the United States of '.merica, incorporating the 

amendment submitted by the delegation of Pakistan and the drafting amendment in 

paragraph 1 already agreed. 

мr. "SOLE (Union of South 'frics) asked forr a separate vote on paragraph 2• as 

his delegation considered that the wording was not sufficiently precise, 
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Dr. ЮНР NY (Israel) asked for a separate vote on each paragraph., 

The CI-LURK\N put the draft resolution to the vote paragraph by paragraph. 

Paragraph 1 was adopted by 44 votes to 3, with 6 abstentions. 

Paragraph 2 was adopted by 41 votes to 4, with 10 abstentions. 

Paragraph 3 was adopted by 41 votes to 3, with 10 abstentions. 

Decision: The joint draft resolution proposed by the delegations of 
Indonesia and the United States of America., as amended by the delegation 

of Pakistan, was adopted by 47 votes to 3, with 6 abstentions. 

In view of the foregoing decision, no vote was taken on the remaining proposals. 

Application of Criteria to Specific Territories 

The CIAIREAN, introducing the discussion on the second part of the item, said 

that reference had already been made.to document A6 /33 (Assignment to Geographical 

Areas of Territories not responsible for the Conduct of their International Relations). 

The document contained a short introduction followed by a list of certain geographical. 

areas and -territories within those areas. 

He had some announcements to make in regard to that list. The first concerned 

Bahrein. The Chair had been requested to announce that the delegation of Iran had 

sent a letter to the Director- General requesting him to revise document .16/33 by the 

deletion of Bahrein from the list on page 2 and "to take all necessary measures to 

avoid the recurrence of such statements which were as unfortunate as they were 

inaccurate ". 
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Secondly, with regard to the Sudan, it was proposed that in order to make the 

list as exhaustive as possible the Sudan should be included in the Eastern Meditërranean 

Region as already stated in Official Records No. 40 page 122. 

Thirdly, a letter had been received from the delegate of Nepal, as follows: 

"Further to • the election of Nepal as a '.јember of NНO, I 

hereby request that Nepal be assigned to membership of the South - 
East Asia Region." 

Nhen considering document Aб/33, the committee should take into account..the 

decision which they had just taken by the adoption of the resolution deferring the 

establishment of rules and criteria for the purpose of determining to which geographic 

area territories should be assigned. 

Dr. S;GUR'i (Argentina) requested that the assignment of the Falkland Islands to 

a geographical region should be left in abeyance ._for ..the.. time . being. .in. .view of the 

political conflict existing with regard to the sovereignty of those territories. If 

the committee were not prepared to grant that request, the delegation of Argentina 

reserved its right to speak further on the subject. 

Dr. ЕI (Iran) said his delegation regretted to find the name of Bahrein in 
the list of territories to be assigned to the Eastern Mediterranean Region. Since 

Bahrein was an integral part of Iran, and Iran already formed part of Eastern 

Mediterranean Region, there was no reason for the inclusion of this one part of Iranian 

territory. The Iranian delegation had already addressed a letter of protest to the 



116/АFL/Miп/ц 

page 19 

Director -General on that subject1 and requested the committee to delete the name of 

Bahrein from the list on page 2 of document l,6 /Э3 in order that WHO should not embark 

on the discussion of political questions not within its competence. 

The delegation of Iran requested that its protest and the letter sent to the 

Director -General should be reproduced in full in the minutes. 

Sir Eric PRIDIE (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) submitted 

that the committee had no authority to express opinions or make recommendations 

regarding disputes over sovereignty, nor was it the proper forum in which to pursue 

them. Tо do so would be to act in a manner contrary to the purposes of the World 

Health Organization. The United Kingdom did not accept the statement of the dele- 

gation of Argentina insofar as it disputed the sovereignty of Her Majesty's Government 

over the Falkland Islands and the Falkland Island Dependencies. The Falkland 

Islands and Falkland Island Dependencies were, and remained, under British jurisdiction 

and that jurisdiction could not be regarded as qualified in any way. Her Majesty's 

Government in the United Kingdom were responsible for the conduct of international 

relations of the Falkland Islands and their dependencies. 

Her Majesty's Government regretted that the Iranian Government, in claiming in 

the present Assembly that Bahrein was under the sovereignty of Iran, should use an 

international technical forum to present a purely political argument. There was no 

foundation to the Iranian claim to Bahrein. Bahrein was a State under British 

1See annex 
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protection, and in accordance with the treaties entered on by the ruler in the exercise 

of his sovereign powers, Her Majesty's Government conducted the international relations 

of that State. The Iranian Government had no rights, by treaty with the ruler, and 

exercised no authority in Bahrein. The Iranian Government's claim to act on behalf 

of Bahrein could not therefore be recognized as valid. 

If the statement of the delegates of Argentina or of Iran were recзrдed in the 

minutDs, he requested that his present statement should so be recorded. 

In view of the heavy programme of work of the committee, the С1IR2гАН appealed 

to delegates to confine their remarks to administrative, financial and related 

questions concerning items on its agenda. Since document Аб /33 dealt with geographical 

areas and the assignment of certain territories to such areas, he felt a decision could 

be reached on that matter without reference to political_ considerations or questions of 

sovereignty. He suggested that the committee should take note of the various state- 

ments made by the delegates of Argentina, Iran and the United Kingdom of Great Britain 

and Northern Ireland, and that further discussion of political aspects be restricted to 

an absolute minimum. 

Dr. SEGUпА (Argentina) said he had not wished in his. previous intervention to 

enter into details on the question of the Falkland Islands and their Dependencies, but 

it was necessary for him carry out the instructions of his Government. Argentina. 

represented the Falkland Islands in the Region for the Americas and the nomination of any 

other delegate to speak in the name of those Islands would result in dual representation, 
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which his government could not admit. The delegation of Argentina thought that the 

question. should be postponed in order not to jeopardize the existing friendly 

relations which had always been maintained between the United Kingdom and Argentina. 

However, since the delegate of the United Kingdom had just stated that the sovereignty 

of his Government over the Falkland Islands could not be discussed or disputed, the 

delegation of Argentina was obliged to follow the instructions of their Government 

and request the reproduction in extenso in the minutes of the following statements 

In the reservations presented on the International Sanitary Regulations No.2 

concerning its overseas territories, the United Kingdom had included the Falkland 

Islands. The delegation of Argentina made a reservation on the instructions of its 

Government, the text of which could be found on page 2 of the report of the Working 

Party on consideration of Reservations to the International Sanitary Regulations 

dated 13 May 1953 (document Ab /48). 

As the Sixth World Health Assembly was at present considering the question of 

^.ssigning that territory to the Region for the Americas, the Government of Argentina 

wished to state to the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Natters, as 

well as to the Sixth World Health Assembly, that it did not recognize in America any 

colonies or possessions as being dependent on European countries, and particularly 

emphasized the fact that it retained its sovereign rights and titles over the Malvin 

Islands (called Falkland Islands), South Georgia, the Sandwich Islands and the 

territories in the Argentinian 'ntarctic Zone. 

The Republic of Argentina would riot accept that the so -caned Falkland Islands 

should be represented in the Pan American Sanitary Bureau by a delegate who was not 

a delegate of the Republic of Argentina. 
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The CHAIRMAN asked if the two proposals before the committee - that of the 

delegate of Argentina for the deletion from the geographical area of thé Americas 

of the territory described in Aб /33 as the Falkland Islands and Dependencies, and 

that of the delegate of Iran for the deletion of Bahrein from the Eastern Medit- 

erranean Area - should be considered as formal amendments to the document, 

Dr. М?ТКI (Iran) said that discussion of political matters would prejudice 

the integrity of the World Health Organization, but his Government had instructed 

him to present a formal protest against the inclusion in a geographical area of a 

territory which was an integral part of Iran, He therefore requested that Bahrein 

should be deleted from the list so that the matter might be discussed by those who 

were competent to take a decision. 

Dr. SEGURA (Argentina) supported the statement made by the delegate of Iran. 

The deletion of the two territories would avoid political difficulties on matters 

which should come up for discussion in a place other than the World Health Organ- 

ization. 

Mr. RUEDI (Switzerland) said that the Fifth World Health Assembly had taken 

a decision which applied to Morocco as a whole. Under those circumstances the 

whole of Morocco should be included in the European Area, 

The CHAIRMAN said that the position of the assignment of the Spanish and French 

Zones of Morocco was on the agenda of the committee for discussion at a later stage, 

without prejudice to any decision which might have been taken with regard to the 

admission of Morocco (Spanish Zone) as an Associate Member. The proposals for 

assignments of territories in document Aб/33 were based on the constitutional point 

of view regarding regionalization. 
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Sir Arcot MUDALIAR (India) said they were empowered to assign to regions: 

Member States, Associate Members and territories, whereas the list presented 

contained areas which did not fall into one of those three categories. He asked 

on what basis the Secretariat had prepared the list. 

Mr -ZARB said that in a desire to aid all territories forming part of the 

geographical regions established by the Health Assembly and in the absence of 

precise information regarding some territories (often because of their geograph- 

ical position on the border between regions) the Director- General had asked those 

governments which had been known to have certain responsibilities for the territories 

concerned, to indicate which territories had not yet been included in one of the 

regions, and to which region they could appropriately be attached. On the basis 

of the replies received, the Director- Gеnеeal had prepared the list, taking into 

consideration the views expressed by the governments who had replied to his letter, 

Dr.PAÇHAC$I (Iraq), in view of the statements made by the delegates of Iran 

and the United Kingdom, said he had been instructed by his Government that whenever 

the question of Bahrein arose he should state that the Iraqi Government did not 

acknowledge any foreign sovereignty over Bяt,rein and that they considered it an 

independent territory of the Eastern Mediterranean Region. 

Dr. SIDKY (Egypt ), •said that the territory of Sudan was de facto part of the 

Eastern Mediterranean Region. Both the delegations of Egypt and of the United 

Kingdom had represented it at the three meetings of the Regional Committee of that 

Region and he thought Sudan should be deleted from the list as it was already assгю 

The reply of the Egyptian Government to the enquiry of the Director -General had only 

been confirmatory. 
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Mr. ZARB referred to Official Records No. 40, p.122, paragraph 4(a), where 

under the heading "Eastern Mediterranean" there appeared: "France, the United 

Kingdom, and Egypt and the United Kingdom (jointly for the А glo- Egyptian Sudan) ". 

The Fifth World Health Assembly had noted that report, and it was proposed to 

include the name of Sudan on the list for purely administrative reasons so that 

no territories which should form part of a given region were omitted. 

Dr. S'AD NASRALIAH (Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan) asked for confirmation, in 

view of the resolution adopted earlier in the meeting, that all the assignments 

proposed were provisional. 

The CHAIRMAN read paragraph 2 of the resolution just adopted: 

"In the meantime, assignment of Member States, Associate Members or 

territories shall be decided upon by the World Health Assembly on the lines 
hitherto adopted ". 

Mr. de ERICE y 01SHEA (Spain) thought that in view of the resolution adopted 

by the committee, assignment could be provisional only, and he proposed the 

following resolution: 

"The Sixth World Health Assembly 

1. DECIDES to assign provisionally the various territories listed in 

document А6/33; 

2. REQUESTS the Director. General to examine any objections which might 

be raised before proposing their definitive assignment for the approval of 

the Assembly." 

The CHAIRMAN said in addition to the proposals to which he had already referred 

regarding the territories of Bahrein and the Falkland Islands and Dependencies, there 
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was now a proposal by the delegation of Spain that all such assignments should 

be regarded as provisional; objection had also been raised to the inclusion of 

Sudan in the list, and he had referred in au earlier statement to the request of 

Nepal for assignment to the South -East Asia Region 

Mr. MASON (New Zealand) called the attention of the committee to the fact 

that, as stated by the Assistant Secretary, document A6/33 had been prepared on the 

basis of replies received to a letter sent by the Director .General on 19 October 1951. 

It would appear, therefore, that the list was a statement of fact and no action by 

the committee could alter the fact that those were the replies received to the 

enquiry of the Director-General. Only if the list were considered in relation to 

any particular resolution would the committee have power to delete or modify the 

names therein. 

The CНAIВМAN said that, regardless of the logic and wisdom or otherwise of 

the proposals put before the committee, he :таs obliged to deal with them; it was 

not for him as Chairman to take a decision but 'е' the committee. He suggested 

that the committee should pronounce on the proposals for deletion or non -addition 

which had been expressed by delegates 

Decision: The proposal to delete the Falkland Islands and Dependencies 
was defeated by 13 votes to 10 with 27 abstentions. 

:Mr. de ERICE y O!SHEA (Spain) thought that a vote on his draft resolution 

would obviate the necessity to complicate relations between certain delegations 

which might occur if a series of votes were taken. 

That view was supported by Dr„ JAFAR (Pakistan). 
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The CНAIRМAN said that a vote on the proposal of the delegate of Spain would 

simplify procedure, but the question would then arise of how to deal with the 

reservations made by the delegations of Iran and Argentina. 

Dr, JAFAR (Pakistan) said that no decision had been reached after a very long 

discussion in the committee,: It was iииоgical to make permanent assignments before 

the criteria had been decided, 

The CHAIRMAN asked the delegates of Egypt, Iran and Argentina whether in view 

of the resolution presented by the delegate of Spain they would be prepared to 

withdraw their proposals in favour of tbьa,.Spanish draft resolution on the strict 

understanding that such decision was without prejudice to questions of political 

sovereignty. 

Dr. MAI2KI (Iran) said he could not agree that Dahrein remain in the net 

either provisionally or permnently, 

Dr. SEGURA (A�gentina) said he had received instructions from his Government 

to insist on the proposal which he had previously made regarding the Falkland Islands 

and Dependencies; 

Dr,, SIDKY (Egypt) said he was not in a position to make a statement. 

The CHAIRMAN said the discussion would be continued at the afternoon meeting, 

The meeting rose at 12.32 21m. 

; 
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ANNEX 

Geneva, g May 1953 

I have the honour to inform you that on studying document Aб /33 entitled 

"Assignment to Geographical Areas of Territories not Responsible for the Conduct of 

their International Relation ", I noticed that the name of Bahrein is mentioned among 

the regions which it is suggested should be assigned to the so- called_Eastern 

Мediterranean Area. 

However, since the Iranian Government has on several occasions made known to 

various organizations of the United Nations that Bahrein_ is ah integral part of Iran 

and since Iran already forms part of the Eastern Mediterranean Area, this assignment 

of part of our territory to the same Area appears to be without foundation. 

Consequently, I would ask you to note that since my country is included in the 

Eastern Mediterranean Area it can in no case accept that part of its territory be 

separately, on a second occasion, assigned to the same area, since this would 

reflect on the integrity of the national territory. 

I trust this will meet with your understanding and I would be grateful if you 

could take action to ensure, on the one hand, that the above -mentioned document is 

revised and, on the other, that all necessary measures are taken so as to avoid the 

recurrence of such statements, which are as unfortunate as they are inaccurate. 

Thanking you in advance, I have the honour to be 

Yours etc. 

(signed) Dr. I.A. Maleki 
Head of the Iranian Delegation 
to the Sixth World Health Assembly 

Dr. Brock Chisholm 
Director- General 

World Health Organization 
Palais des Nations 
Geneva 


