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1. ADOPTION OF THE SECOND REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE (Document A9/AFL/21) 

Mr PIEIC (Yugoslavia), Rapporteur, read the draft second report of the 

Committee. 

Mr FOESSEL (France) suggested that in the French text of paragraph 1 of 

section 3 "Correction of French and Spanish texts of resolution WHA1.133", the 

word "rectifier" should be used instead of "corriger", in view of the fact that 

the title of the draft resolution, and its second paragraph, tefefred to 

"rectification". 

Dr DOROLLE, Deputy Director-General, confirmed that the change proposed would 

be logical and would in no way alter the sense. 

It was agreed to replace "corriger" in the paragraph 1 of the French text of 

the draft resolution by "rectifier". 

Dr HAYEK (Lebanon) referring to section "Special Fund for improving National 

Health Services", suggested that paragraph 5 of the draft resolution should read 

either "REQUESTS the Director-General to report to the nineteenth session of the 

Executive Board and t.o the tenth session of the World Health Assembly ...", or 

"... to the Executive Board and to the World Health Assembly". 

Dr LE-VAN KHAI (Viet Nam) reminded the Committee that there would be two 

sessions of the Executive Board before the Tenth World Health Assembly. 

In his opinion, therefore, the second alternative draft proposed by the 

delegate of Lebanon was inacceptable. 



The CHAIRMAN asked whether the addition of the words "at its nineteenth session" 

after the words "Executive Board" would meet the point. 

Mr BOTHA (Union of South Africa) said that he had no objection to the Director-

General's report being made to the nineteenth session of the Executive Board. He 

felt, however, that the text should remain as the Committee had approved it, since 

the text of a draft resolution already approved by the Committee could be amended 

only by the Health Assembly in plenary session, unless the Committee, by a two-

thirda majority vote, agreed to reopen the discussion. 

Mr LIVERAN (Israel) suggested that the difficulty could be overcome by adding 

an explanatory note to the report itself, saying that the report to the Executive 

Board referred to in paragraph 5 would be presented to the Board at its nineteenth 

session. 

The CHAIRMAN explained that he had only suggested an addition to the draft 

resolution because he considered that a matter of drafting, and not of eubstance, 

was involved. 

The Committee could, if.it so wished, decide by a two-thirds majority to reopen 

discussion on the draft resolution. 

Mr CALDERWOOD (United States of America) thought that acceptance of thé 

suggestion of thy- delegate of Israel would avoid reopening discussion. 

Mr BOTHA (Union of South Africa) also supported the suggestion made by the 

delegate of Israel, which would provide any explanation considered necessary. 



The object of a committee1s examination of its draft reports was to see whether 

or not they faithfully -and adequately reflected its decisions; that was the case in 

the present instance and the text, therefore, should not be altered. 

After an exchange of views between the CHAIRMAN and Mr BOTHA (Union of South 

Africa), Mr CALEERWOOD (United States of America) suggested that the Rapporteur 

should be asked to insert a suitable phrase, in the light of the discussion which 

had taken place, 

Mr PLEIC (Yugoslavia), Rapporteur, agreed with the interpretation of the nature 

of a committee's report given by the delegate of the Union of South Africa. Never-

theless, it was a practice in the United Nations that drafting changes could be made 

to reports and resolutions already agreed. 

If the Committee was agreed that the Director-General could only present his 

report to the Executive Board at its nineteenth session, it would be quite proper 

to insert the words "to the nineteenth session of" before the words "Executive 

Board" as this only involved a change in drafting. 
+ 

He emphasized, however, that a report constituted a record of decisions taken 

and that no alteration of substance was admissible. 

Mr BOTHA (Union of South Africa) was prepared to withdraw his objection to the 

proposed amendment. He had had in mind the difficulties encountered in the Legal 

Sub-Committee during its discussions on procedural problems related to constitutional 

amendments. Clearly, however, in the present instance, the proposed amendment did 

not change the underlying purpose of the draft resolution. 



Mr LIVERAN (Israel) had no definite views on the proposed change, since it would 

make no material difference. The Committee's discussion on the matter, however, had 

vast implications, not only for the way in which the Rules of Procedure were applied, 

but also for the Legal Sub-Committee's suggested addition to them to govern the con-

sideration of proposed amendments to the Constitution, If the views expressed in 

the Committee were to be taken as an indication of how the proposed new rule 

covering amendments to the Constitution would be interpreted, his delegation inclined 

to the opinion that no distinction between amendments of form and amendments of 

substance was practicable, 

Mr GEERAERTS (Belgium) proposed, in the light of preceding remarks, that the 

text of the draft resolution should remain as it was. 

It was obvious if the Director-General could not report tc the eighteenth 

session of the Executive Board, he would report to the nineteenth session, eia he 

was obliged to report to the Executive Committee before the Tenth World Health 

Assembly. 

Br HAYEK (Lebanon) said that he had not intended to make a formal proposal. 

As the number of the session of the World Health Assembly was mentioned in the draft 
N 

resolution, he had thought, for the sake of harmony, that the number of the session 

of the Executive Board might also be mentioned. 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL assured the Committee that the Director-General 

would report to the nineteenth session of the Executive Board, unless new material 

was available before its eighteenth session, in order that the Executive Board cou11 

make its recommendations to the Tenth World Health Assembly. 



Dr VANNUGLI (Italy) agreed with the delegate of Belgium that the text of the 

draft resolution should remain as it stood. He understood the reasons which had 

prompted the delegate of Lebanon to propose his amendment but, ав such amendment 

would involve procedural questions, and as the text was not ambiguous, he would 

support the suggestion to leave it unamended. 

The CHAIRMAN asked the delegate of Viet Nam whether he agreed to the withdrawl 

of the proposed amendment by the delegate of Lebanon. 

Dr LE-VAN KHAI (Viet Nam) agreed. 

Decision: The Committee approved its second report. 

2. REVIEW OF mOGRAMME AND BUDGET ESTIMATES FOR 1957 

The CHAIRMAN said that, as the Health Assembly had not yet decided upon the 

budget ceiling for 1957, discussion of this item by the Committee would have to be 

postponed. 

3. SELECTION OF THE COUNTRY OR REGION IN WHICH THE TENTH WORLD HEALTH 
ASSEMBLY SHALL BE HELD; Item 7.5 of the Agenda (Document A9/AFL/2) 

Decision: The draft resolution in document A9/ÁFL/2 was approved unanimously. 

k. FIRST REPORT OF THE LEGAL SUB-COMMITTEE (Document A9/AFL/20) 

Miss HESSLING (Netherlands), Rapporteur, Legal Sub-Committee, read the Sub-

Committee's first report, adding that, in the preamble, the name of the delegate 

of Viet Nam should be "Mr Nguyen Luong". 


