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1. CONSIDERATION OF AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES OF PROCEDURE OF THE HEALTH ASSEMBLY:
Item 8.5 of the Agenda (Resolutions WHA7.30 and EB15.R72; Documents A8 /AFL /1 and

A8 /L/WP.Paper 1) (continued)

Rules (29) 30 and (30) 31

The CHAIRMAN explained that at the end of the previous meeting it had been agreed

that he and the Israeli delegate should draft an ecplanatory note concerning Rules (29)

30 and (30) 31. The note read as follows: "The attendance of members of delegations

under Rule (30) 31 is limited to delegations not having one of their members serving

on the General Committee."

Decision: The Sub -Committee approved the draft statement for inclusion in
its report.

Rule 4

At the suggestion of the'CHAIRMkN, the Sub -Committee decided to examine the

proposed amendments to earlier rules which had been put aside for later consideration.

The delegation of Viet Nam proposed that the last sentence of Rule 4 should be

replaced by the following: "The provisional agenda shall be despatched together with

the notice of convocation mentioned in Rule 3."

The CHAIRMAN and Mr CALDERWOOD (United States of America) spoke in favour of the

proposed amendment, which was subsequently approved.

The CHAIRMAN introduced the proposal of the Australian Government that the provis-

ional agenda should be despatched in time to be received by Members within sixty days of

the opening of the Health Assembly. The Executive Board had rejected the proposal on

the grounds that the Organization could not guarantee the efficiency of the postal
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services. The Australian Governr.ant r ,tee --bis position but hoped that the

D3 would be prepared to make allowances for the differing lengths of time

that would be needed for the provisional agenda to reach the various Member States.

Mr CALDERWOOD (United States of America) the SECRETARY and Mr LIVERAN (Israel) all

expressed sympathy with the Australian Governmentts difficulties which arose from its

geographical position, but agreed that the Director -General could not guarantee the

arrival of the provisional agenda sixty days before the opening of each Health Assembly.

Mr ZARB (Chief, Legal Office), Secretary, pointed out that the period between the

end of the Executive Board's January -February session and the opening of the Health Assem-

bly early in May was short and allowed the Director -General little time for the prepara-

tion of the necessary documents. He assured the Australian delegation, however, that

every effort was made to despatch the provisional agenda and other documents to Member

States as soon as possible so that countries like Australia which were a long way from

Geneva had time to study in advance the questions to be discussed.

Mr LIVERAN (Israel) had no objection to the insertion of a few words to make clear

that efforts would be made not only to despatch the provisional agenda within sixty days

of the opening of each Health Assembly, but that as far as possible these documents would

be received within that time. He was sure that the Australian delegation had no wish to

impose a legal obligation on the Director -General in this matter.

In order to speed up the work of the Sub -Committee, the CHAIRMAN withdrew the

Australian Governmentts proposed amendment to Rule 4.
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Rule 6

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the proposal of the Viet Nam delegation to add after

the wordss "The Director -General shall'draw up the provisional agenda for any special

session of the Health Assembly and despatch it" the following words: "together with the

notice of convocation mentioned in Rule 3 ". This was the practice iri regard to ordinary

sessions.

Decision: The amendment to Rule 6, proposed by the Viet Nam delegation, was approved.

Rule 7

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to a proposal from the United States delegation that a

provision similar to Rule 17 of the Rules of Procedure of the United Nations General

Assembly might be added to Rule 7 to make clear that the provisional agenda for a special

session should consist only of those items proposed in the request for holding of the

special session. The rule might also provide that other items could be added by the

Health Assembly by a two- thirds majority vote. Rule 17 of the Rules of Procedure of the

General Assembly read: "The provisional agenda for a special session shall consist only

of those items proposed for consideration in the request for the holding of the session."

Mr LIVERA.N (Israel) pointed out that the proposal of the United States delegation

drew upon Rule 18 of the United Nations General Assembly as well as upon Rule 17. Under

the terms of the latter the provisional agenda of a special session would consist only

of those items for which the session had been called. Under the terms of Rule 18 items

could be added to the agenda by a two -thirds majority vote. In that case, the contents

of the final agenda would not be known before the actual meeting of the special session.

He was of the view that Rule 7 should include a reference to theterms of both Rule 17

and Rule 18 of the United Nations.
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The SECRETARY pointed out that the effective difference between Rule 7 of the WHO

Rules of Procedure and Rule 17 of the General Assembly was that the latter contained the

word "only ". Satisfaction, therefore, could perhaps be given to the United States dele-

gation if the word "only" were inserted in Rule 7. The United States delegation had

also suggested that supplementary items could be added to the agenda of a special session

by a two -thirds majority vote.

In the World Health Organization a two -thirds majority vote was required only for

important questions as set out in Article 60 of the Constitution. He wondered whether

it was appropriate to apply it to the case under discussion, particularly as it could

be covered by Rule (10) 12, which read:

"Subject to the provisions of Rule (9) 11 regarding new activities, supplementary
items may be added to the agenda during any session if the Health Assembly so
decides. ... and Liz such recommendation reaches the Health Assembly not later
than five days after the opening of a regular session or two days after the open-
ing of a special session."

Dr JAFAR (Pakistan) supported the United States proposal insofar as it recommended

that special sessions should consider only those items for which the sessions had been

called.

Mr CALDERWOOD (United States of America) felt that there might be occasions when

the Health Assembly, in special session, might want to add to its agenda. For example,

the Health Assembly itself might decide on the need for a special session and to cover

such a situation the agenda would include all items ordered by the Health Assembly at

its previous session together with those items proposed for the special session at the

special session.

Dr JAFAR (Pakistan) pointed out that Rule 7 was concerned with requests for special

sessions only; a session ordered by the Health Assembly was a different matter. In his
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view, the agenda for a special session should be restricted to the items proposed in the

request for the special session regardless of whether or not a two -thirds majority wished

to discuss additional items.

The CHAIRMAN thought th:.t Rule 7 envisaged the possibility of a special session

considering items other than those for which it had been called, but agreed that the

delegate of Pakistan had a point in asking for a restricted agenda for special sessions.

Mr LIVERAN (Israel) thought that the United States delegationts point of view could

be net if paragraph (a) were deleted, while the possibility of adding items to the agenda

of Hr,altr covered a1Gewhere in the Rules of Procedure.

Mr CALDERWOOD (United States of America) accepted the suggestion of the delegate of

Israel and proposed that the words: "only those" should replace the word "any" at the

beginning of paragraph (b) of Rule 7.

The SECRETARY drew attention to the fact that Rule 7 did not only envisage special

sessions to deal with exceptional circumstances. Article 19 of the Constitution gave the

Health Assembly authority to adopt conventions and agreements on health matters. If a

specfa). :session should be called to draw up a convention it might also be possible for

it to consider other outstanding items at the some time.

Mr CALDERWOOD (United States of America) saw no difficulty in the Executive Board's

deciding to call a special session to draw up a convention.

The CHAIRMAN proposed that Rule 7 should read as follows:

"The provisional agenda for each special session shall consist only of those items
proposed for consideration in the request for the holding of the session."

Decision: The proposal was approved.
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Rule (18) 19

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the proposal of the United States delegation that

the last paragraph of Rule (18) 19 as proposed by the Executive Board should be deleted

and the following words substituted: "In plenary meetings any delegate shall have the

right to speak and vote in the name of his delegation on any question. Moreover, upon

request, the President may allow an adviser to speak on any particular peint."

Mr CALDERWOOD (United States of America) explained that the purpose of the proposed

amendment was to make clear that any member of a delegation should be permitted to speak.

In reply to the delegate of Israel, he said that it was upon the request of a delegate

that an adviser of the same delegation should be allowed to speak.

Dr JAFAR (Pakistan) acknowledged the difficulties which could arise for large dele-

gations like that of thë United States of America but preferred that it should remain

the privilege of the chief delegate to arrange who should speak.

Mr GUNEWARDENE (Ceylon) supported the United States proposal: there might be

occasions when the chief delegate would not be present.

Dr TOGBA (Liberia) supported the proposal of the delegate of Pakistan that it

should be the chief delegate, or whatever delegate was replacing him in plenary meeting,

who should request permission for an adviser to.speak.

Dr BERNARD (France) also preferred the wording in the original text.

In reply to the French delegate, the SECRETARY explained that an alternate replaced

a delegate and therefore, unlike an adviser, had the same status.
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At the suggestion of Mr BERNARD (France) and the CHAIRMAN, Mr CALDERWOOD (United

States of America) withdrew his proposed amendment to Rule (18) 19.

Rule 18 1 was adoted as amended b the Executive Board at its thirteenth =s:on.

Rule (20) 21

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to a United States proposal to replace the words:

"The credentials of delegates" by "The credentials of delegations" in paragraph (b) of

Rule (20) 21.

In reply to Dr JAFAR (Pakistan), Mr GUTTERIDGE, Secretary of the Committee on

Credentials, stated that Associate Members sent representatives to the Health .Assembly

not delegates. However, the wording proposed by the delegate of the United States would

not imply that Associate Members had delegates in view of the reference, in sub -paragraph

(b) as proposed by the Board at its fifteenth session, to the "credentials of representa-

tives of Associate Members ".

Mr BOTHA (Union of South Africa) objected to the proposed change as, strictly

speaking, advisers did not need to submit credentials.

Mr GUTTERIDGE, Secretary of the Committee on Credentials, drew attention to Articles

11 and 12 of the Constitution of WHO in which it was made clear that the credentials

submitted by delegations were supposed to cover advisers as well as delegates. It had

never been the practice of delegations themselves to appoint their own advisers.

The CHAIRMAN asked delegates to remember that the Rules of Procedure had been care-

fully drafted and had been re- examined from time to time over the years.
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Dr JAFAR (Pakistan) disagreed with the Chairman, in the sense that no thorough

examination of the Rules had ever been carried out. It was for this reason that the

Rules of Procedure so frequently came up for consideration.

In reply to the delegate of the Philippines, Mr CALDERWOOD (United States of America)

said that his delegationts legal adviser claimed that it was the credentials of delega-

tions that were examined. If the name of an adviser appeared on a delegation list, his

credentials were examined together withthose of the delegates.

The SECRETARY said that in a technical organization like WHO the practice of sub-

mitting credentials varied from delegation to delegation; sometimes it was the chief of

state who signed the credentials, sometimes the foreign minister or the minister of

health.. There were no particular rules governing this matter. The capacity in which

the members of a delegation served was considered to be a domestic matter for the coun-

try concerned.

Mr CALDERWOOD (United States of America) withdrew the proposed amendments to

Rules (20) 21 and (21) 22.

Rules (20) 21 and (21) 22 were approved without change.

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to a proposal from the United States delegation to

delete the words: "from among the delegates" in both cases where they appeared in

Rule (23) 24. United States delegation was of the opinion that the wording of that

rule might be improved in order to make clear the instances in which a delegation is

elected and those in which an individual member of a delegation may be elected.
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Mr CALDERWOOD (United States of America) said that the object of the proposed

amendment was to clarify the situation as regards the election of individuals on the

one hand and States on the other. It was customary to choose the officers of committees

as individuals but the nine members of the General Committee were chosen as Member

States,

Dr TOGBA (Liberia) was unable to see the need for the proposed amendment.

Dr SALCEDO (Philippines) asked that the discussion on the seniority of the Vice-

Presidents of the Health Assembly which had taken place at the previous meeting should

be considered at the same time as the United States proposal.

The meeting rose at 6 p.m.


