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1. HEADQUARTERS ACCOМYODATIOW: Item 7.24 of the Agenda (Documents Al2/ FL/11 
and Add.).; Al2 /AFL /23) (continued) 

The CHАIRмkN said that the Committee had before it, in addition to the 

United States draft resolution presented the previous day, and slightly amended 

(А12 /АFL /23), wщrking papers containing a draft resolution proposed by the 

delegations of Ceylon, France, India, Indonesia and Thailand (Appendix 1 to these 

minutes) and an amendment proposed by the United Kingdom delegаtion to it 

(Appendix 2); a new draft resolution proposed by the delegation of the United 

Arab Republic to replace that already issued in document А12 /AFL /22; a draft 

resolution proposed jointly by the delegations ff Turkey and the Union of South 

Africa (Appendix 4); and an amendment proposed by the United Kingdom delegation 

(Appendix 5) to the resolution proposed the previous day by the delegation of the 

United States of America. 

He thought that the subject had been amply discussed эу the Committee and he 

hoped the Committee was ready to vote forthwith on the texts before it. Не had 

carefully studied Rules 62 and 63 of the Roles of Procedure. He considered that 

the revised United Arab Republic draft resolution was the original proposal. 

The adoption of that proposal or the draft resolution proposed by the delegations 

of Turkey and the Union of South Africa would result in no definite action being 

taken before then; therefore the draft resolution proposed by the delegations of 

Turkey and the Union of South Africa was closer to the original proposal than the 

other two draft resolutions. Further, the draft resolution proposed by the five 

dеle ̂atиons was the same as that proposed by the United States dele-ation except for 

three pаra..raрhs, and could be therefore considered as an amendment to it. That 
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being so the Committee should vote first on the United Kingdom amendment to the 

draft resolution of the five delegations and then on that draft resolution; if 

that draft resolution were not adopted, it should next vote on the United Kingdom 

amendment to the United States draft resolution and then on that draft resolution, 

if that resolution were not adopted it should next vote on the draft resolution 

proposed 'у the delegations of Turkey and the Union of South Africa, and if that 

draft resolution were not adopted it should vote on the original proposal. 

Mr PUH'N (United States of America) said that the delegation had introduced 

its proposal largely to try to meet some of the points raised by various 

delegations, Since it had not attained that objective, he would withdraw it and 

vote for the five- delegation draft resolution. 

Miss LUNTSТNGЧ ьEТJER (Netherlands) said that the withdrawal of the United 

States draft resolution, for which she had intended to vote, had placed her 

delegation in an awkward position. The adoption of the draft resolution of the 

five delegations would commit Members to having to provide large sums of money, 

the exact extent of which could not be foreseen at present. Members should be 

able to supervise and control by means of a committee consisting of government 

representatives all activities which would entail expenditure by WHO in respect 

of a new headquarters building. The draft resolution proposed by the five 

delegations did not provide for such a committee, whereas the United States draft 

resolution had done so. None of the sponsors of the five -delegation draft 

resolution had as yet made any introductory statement on it. The Committee should 

not vote forthwith. She proposed the establishment of a working party to try to 

combine the four draft resolutions into a single new draft resolution which would 

provide for a committee of government representatives. 
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Sir Arcot MUDALIAR (India), on behalf of the five delegations, explained 

that their resolution was intended to enable certain measures to be taken with 

regard to accommodation for headquarters before the Thirteenth World Health 

Assembly. Erem the useful discussion in the Committee, he thought that the 

consensus of opinion was in favour of some action being taken without delay; 

although some delegates had considered that no final decision should be reached 

before the Thirteenth World Health ssembly. 

The five delegations accepted the amendments proposed by the United Kingdom 

delegation and agreed (in paragraph 2 of their draft resolution) that whatever 

plans were prepared should be strictly within the limit of Sw. fr. 40 000 000, 

and that the specifications and plans prepared for the Thirteenth World Health 

Assembly should be sufficiently detailed to allow of precise estimates of the 

building costs. He did not think any delegation could object to paragraph 3 

since the Swiss Government had made a most generous offer - its second 

contribution to WHO - for which all Members should be grateful. 

The Headquarters Building Fund should be set up without delay and be 

separate from the general accounts of the Organization, so that the financial 

position with regard to the building operations could be known at any time. 

The selection of an architect by international competition was an accepted 

procedure which had been used by UNESCO for its building. In making the 

arrangements for the competition the Board would take the advice of eminent 

architects, architects associations and other competent bodies. It should also 

determine the prizes to be awarded. In similar competitions three, four and 

five prizes had been offered for the best architectural designs. 
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Much discussion had taken place on the delegation of powers to the Executive 

Board. If any measures towards the construction of a new building were to be 

taken before the Thirteenth World Health Assembly, some limited powers must be 

delegated to the Executive Board for the years 1959 -1960. First, to approve a 

site. Land was becoming more costly. A delay of a year would lead to serious 

difficulties in the acquisition of a suitable site near the Palais. It would be 

a definite advantage to acquire the site as soon as possible. 

The need for contracts with the Swiss authorities was unlikely to be questioned 

and it was suggested that the Board should delegate such of this work as it wished 

to an ad hoc committee to meet between sessions of the Board, it being clearly 

understood that the Board itself retained final responsibility to the Health 

Assembly for all decisions taken. The members designated to serve on the ad hoc 

committee would be able to call on experts - architects, engineers or other 

competent persons - from their own countries to help the committee in its work. 

That possibility of setting up such technical advisory bodies might meet one of 

the points raised by the delegate of the Netherlands. 

The sponsoring delegations considered that the Director -General and the Board 

were most competent to study the question of the reimbursement by the United 

Nations. 

The final paragraph requested a full report to be made to the Health Assembly. 

At that time it would be possible to present clearly all the facts, so that the 

Thirteenth World Health Assembly would be in a position to reach definite decisions: 

to proceed with the plans prepared, or to modify them; and to judge and decide on 

the financial commitments involved. At the Thirteenth World Health Assembly it 

might be considered necessary to establish a committee to supervise the construction 
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of the new building, but there was no need for the Health Assembly to establish 

such a committee at the present time. 

He hoped he had made it clear that by adopting the draft proposed the Assembly 

would not be committing itself to anything unknown on the item under discussion. 

Mr IUNCEL (Turkey) said the item was in the first place one that involved 

financial responsibilities for Member governments. The minutes of the Executive 

Board showed that the Board had not considered the question as mainly a technical 

one with which it was competent to deal, and that was why the Boardts resolution was 

an expression of opinion and did not contain concrete proposals. The Board had 

acted entirely correctly; for, unlike the Health Assembly, it was not composed of 

government representatives. The final decision, which might entail committing 

governments to financial responsibilities for a period of at least 20 years, could 

be taken only by the Health Assembly. 

He did not agree that the five -delegation draft resolution represented the 

views of the majority of the Committee. Each of the three draft resolutions before 

the Committee was based on different principles and represented different views. 

A hurried decision should not be taken on the item, but an attempt should be made 

to reach a solution which would have general approval. The Committee was 

considering action which would entail heavy expenditure by all Member governments, 

not only those whose delegates voted for it. If such action were taken at the 

present time, the financial consequences of it would be considered the following 

year and those Members which were opposed to taking that action at the present 

time would then be in a very difficult position. 
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The Executive Board was nt the proper body to undertake the work which it 

was now proposed to entrust to it because the financial, architectural and the 

legal and the other matters involved were not within its competence. Many 

difficulties would be avoided and the decisions to be taken in the future would 

be facilitated if the task were assigned to a body of government representatives. 

He did not think that the present Health ssemьl y should accept the Swiss offere 

without further consideration, and thus exclude the possibility of negotiations 

for more favourable conditions. The minutes of the twenty -third session of the 

Board contained interesting examples of the assistance given to other international 

organizations in respect of new accommodation any. they might serve as a guide in 

the further consideration of the matter. _.`..committee consisting of government 

representatives might be able by negotiation to obtain better conditions than 

those offered. 

Mr KITTANI (Iraq) asked when WHO would have to start repaying the loans 

offered by the Swiss Confederation, and whether the adoption of the five 

delegations s draft resolution would mean the definite acceptance of the Swiss 

offer and exclude the possibility of negotiating with a view to obtaining a 

more generous offer, 

Professor AUJALEU (France) enumerated the questions to be answered: Did 

WHO require new accommodation? If so, should it be provided by extending its 

present premises or by a new building? If a new building was necessary, where 

should it be located - in Switzerland or in some other country? Should WHO 

accept the Swiss offer or should it attempt to bargain in spite of the fact that 
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that would be embarrassing ?. Should whatever construction work was necessary be 

carried out as quickly as possible or should the matter be allowed to drag? 

If it was agreed that an entirely new building should be constructed in Switzerland, 

should the task of taking the necessary action be entrusted to a committee of the 

Health Assembly consisting of individuals or one consisting of government 

representatives, or should it be entrusted to the Executive Board and an ad hoc 

committee of the Board established under Article 38 of the Constitution? A 

committee of government representatives from 10 to 20 Member countries would not 

be able to represent other Member :4overnments which were not asked to send 

representatives to meetings of the committee. The five- delegation draft 

resolution represented his delegations answers to those questions. He was 

sure that if every other delegation asked itself those questions, they would be 

able to decide, without a working party and without further long discussion by 

the Committee which of the draft resolutions should be adopted. 

Mr KAHANY (Israel) said that it was very important to governments to know 

to what they would be committed. 

Would the adoption of the five -delegation draft resolution mean a decision 

to construct a building or would it mean that plans should be drawn up to help 

the Organization decide whether or not it should construct a new building? 

Nothing had been said about that. The latter interpretation seemed to him 

the more reasonable. It would obviously be easier to present the matter to 

governments as something that was not final. He thought that the wording 

proposed by the United Kingdom delegation for paragraph 1 would be improved 
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by substituting the word "recognizes" for the word "decides". The question 

of whether the task of taking the necessary measures between the present 

Health Assembly and the next Health Assembly should be assigned to the Board 

or to a special committee was only a question of secondary importance. 

Mr SIEGEL, Assistant Director- General, said that the answer to the Iraqi 

representatives first question was contained in Annex A of document Al2 /AFL /ц, 

in which it was stated that the loans were to be "reimbursable" in twenty annual 

instalments of one million francs, the first to be payable on 31 December 1963' 

Dr Т0GBA (Liberia) said he was in favour of the Netherlands proposal for 

the establishment of a working party. 

The СHAIRмAN put that proposal to the vote. 

Decision: The proposal to set up a working party was rejected by 26 votes 
to 15, with 13 abstentions. 

Dr BERNHARDT (Federal Republic of Germany) requested that there should 

be a separate vote on paragraphs 6 and 7 of the five -delegation draft resolution 

if it was put to the vote. 

Niss LUNSIЛΡTGH- МEIJER (Netherlands), proposed that the five- delegation 

resolution be amended as follows: by inserting after paragraph 4 a passage 

reading: 
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"5. DECIDES to establish a Headquarters Accommodation Committee. This 
Committee shall, subject to the provisions of paragraph 2, have full powers 
to act on behalf of the World Health Assembly in all matters relating to the 
development of plans, specifications and estimates for the headquarters 
building,. and it should be convened at such time as necessary and on the call 
of the Director- General, thus ensuring that no unnecessary delays will inter - 
vene in the development of plans for a new headquarters building. 

6. DECIDES that this Committee shall be composed of the Chairman cf the 
Executive Board, a person appointed by the Government of Switzerland, and seven 
persons appointed by as many Member States, these States being designated by the 
Executive Board at its twenty -fourth session. In making their appointments the 
Governments should give due consideration to the need for those persons to have 
expert knowledge in the field of construction and financing of public building. 
The Committee shall elect its Chairman and other officers and shall conduct its 
business in accordance with the Rules of Procedure of the World Health Assembly 
in so far as appropriate."; 

by inserting in paragraph 5 of the five -delegation resolution after the words 

"Executive Board" the words "in consultation with the Headquarters Accommodation 

Committee "; by substituting in paragraph 6 the words " Headquarters Accommodation 

Committee" for the wards "Executive Board "; and by inserting the words "the 

Headquarters Accommodation Committee" before the words "the Executive Вбаrd" in 

paragraph 10; and by renumbering the six last paragraphs. 

The CHAmMAN suggested that the discussion should be suspended until that 

amendment was circulated in writing. 

The meeting was suspended at 3<.50 p.m, and resumed at 4.30 p.m. 

N!r PUHAN (United States of America) said that, in view of the introduction of 

the Netherlands draft resolution, he wished to clarify his delegation's position 

further. Although the Netherlands draft resolution contained several of the 

suggestions which had appeared in the United States draft resolution, there were two 
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important changes and his delegation would be obliged to abstain in a vote on the 

Netherlands resolution. A further reason f or abstaining was that his delegation, 

when withdrawing its awn resolution, had stated that it was prepared to support the 

resolution proposed by the delegations of Ceylon, France, India, Indonesia and 

Thailand. He thus felt that, if his delegation were to transfer its support to the 

Netherlands resolution, it would merely be returning to its original position. 

In general, the discussion which had taken place on the question of the new 

headquarters accommodation had been extremely valuable, since the Executive Board 

or any other committee which was made responsible for the development of plans would 

be conscious of the responsibility that was being placed on it and would act 

accordingly. 

Dr BERNHARDT (Federal Republic of Germany) said that, following the introduction 

of the Netherlands draft resolution, he withdrew his request for a separate vote cf 

the sixth and seventh operative paragraphs of the five -delegation resolution. 

The SECRETARY said that he wished to draw the attention cf the Committee to the 

seventh operative paragraph of the Netherlands proposal, in which it was stated that 

the architectural competition "shall be governed by rules to be established by the 

Executive Board in consultation with the Headquarters Accommodation Committee ". If 

that paragraph were approved, it would mean that there would be a considerable delay 

in the drawing -up of the plans, and would probably make it impossible for them to 

be presented to the Thirteenth World Health Assembly. 
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Dr ТОGBA (Liberia) said that he was unable to agree with the proposal in the 

Netherlands draft resolution that the Executive Board should appoint the States 

whose members were to serve on the proposed Headquarters Accommodation Committee. 

The members of the Executive Board did not represent their governments, but acted 

on behalf of the entire Health Assembly, and it would thus be invidious to place 

them in the position of having to choose seven States to serve on the proposed 

Committee. He was thus unable to support the Netherlands draft resolution. 

Не was prepared to support the draft resolution proposed by the delegates of 

Ceylon, France, India, Indonesia and Thailand, all of whom had served on the 

Executive Board and were familiar with the workings of the Organization, 

Miss LUМтSINGH МEIJER (Netherlands) said that, in order to meet the difficulty 

which had been mentioned by the delegate of Liberia, she was prepared to agree that 

the seven persons to serve an the Headquarters Accommodation Committee should be 

appointed by the President of the World Health Assembly in ccnsultatiсn with the 

Director- General. 

Mr КНANАСНЕТ (Saudi Arabia), speaking on a point cf order, said that he 

believed that the Netherlands draft resolution could not be considered as an 

amendment to the five -delegation resolution but was, in fact, a separate resolution 

in its own right. That was borne it by certain contradictions between the two 

resolutions. In the five -delegation resolution, for example, it was proposed that 

the Assembly make the Executive Board responsible f cr the development of plans for 

the construction of the Headquarters building, but the Board was not given unlimited 

powers. The Netherlands resolution, on the other hand, proposed to substitute a 

special committee for the Executive Board and to give that committee full powers. 
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The СHAIRЛΡAN said that the Netherlands resolution had been introduced as an 

amendment to the five -delegation resolution, and wc+uld thus be voted on in that 

form. 

Dr PETROVIC (Yugoslavia) said that his delegation appreciated the efforts which 

had been made by the Netherlands delegation, but felt that in the present 

preparatory phase the five -delegation resolution met all requirements so far as 

responsibility for the plans was concerned. He would therefore support the five- 

delegation resolution. 

Dr EVANG (Nor'тay) moved the closure of the debate on the item under discussion 

under Rule 59 of the Rules of Procedure of the Health Assembly. 

Decision: The motion of the delegate of Norway was approved by 48 votes to 

none, with 8 abstentions. 

The CHАIRМAN declared the debate closed, and put the resolution to the vote. 

Decision: The draft amendment proposed by the delegation of the Netherlands 
to the draft resolution presented by the delegations of Ceylon, France, India, 

Indonesia and Thailand was rejected by 34 votes to 6, with 20 abstentions. 

Мr CHENG (China) asked for a separate vote to be taken on the third operative 

paragraph of the five- delegation resolution when that resolution was put to the vote, 

It was so agreed. 

Decision: The third operative paragraph of the draft resolution proposed by 

the delegations of Ceylon, France, India, donesia and Thailand was approved 

by 47 votes to none, with 15 abstentions. 
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Mr KITTANI (Iraq) asked that a roll -call vote be taken on the draft resolution 

proposed by the delegations of Ceylon, France, India, Indonesia and Thailand as a 

whole. 

A vote was taken by roll -call, the names of the Member States being called in 

the English alphabetical order starting with Thailand, the letter T having been 

determined by lot. 

The result of the vote was as follows: 

In favour: Australia, Austria, Brazil, Cambodia, Canada, Ceylon, Colombia, 
Costa Rica, Denmark, Ecuador, Ethiopia, Finland, France, Federal 

Republic of Germany, Ghana, Greece, Honduras, Iceland, India, 
Indonesia, Iran, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Laos, Liberia, 

Luxembourg, Monaco, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Pakistan, 

Panama, Peru, Republic of the Philippines, Portugal, Saudi Arabia, 
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Thailand, United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ire�!and, the United States of America, 

Venezuela, Republic of Viet Nam and Yugoslavia. 

Against: Turkey, Union of South Africa and the United Arab Republic. 

Abstaining: Argentina, Belgium, Bulgaria, China, Czechoslovakia, Iraq, Republic 
of Korea, Lebanon, United Kingdom of Libya, Morocco, ?Gland, Sudan, 
Tunisia and Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. 

Absent: Afghanistan, Albania,. Burma, Chile, Cuba, Dominican Republic, El 
Salvador, Guate ala, Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan, Federation of 
Malaya, Mexico, Nepal, Nicarao a, Romania and Yemen. 

The draft resolution proposed by the delegations of Ceylon, France, India, 

Indonesia and Thailand and amended by the United Kingdom delegation was therеfоrв 

adopted by.47.votes to 3, with 14 abtentiоns, 
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Miss LUNSINGH- МEIJER (Netherlands) said, in explanation of her delegation1s 

vote, that it had been able to vote in favour of the five -delegation resolution due 

to the explanatory introduction which had been given by the delegate of India. 

The CHAIRМAN observed that, as a result of the adoption of the five -delegation 

resolution, all the other draft resolutions before the Committee were no longer to 

be considered. 

• He thanked, all delegates for the valuable contributions which they had made on 

the very important item of the agenda which had just been concluded. He was sure 

that both the Assembly and the Executive Board would bear the discussion which had 

taken place in minд. 

Mr COIDAN (United Nations), with reference to 9 of the draft resolution, 

repeated the statement that was made of bahµ Lf of. .she Uai ed Nattaus to the 

Executive Board when it considered the matter of possible reimbursement by the 

United Nations. Although the Secretary -General was not in a position for the moment 

to commit the United Nations he was ready to co-operate with any study that the 

Executive Board or the Director -General would wish to make on the subject and to 

search with them for any solution which could be satisfactory to Membe' States of 

both the United Nations and WHO. 

The meeting rose at 330 p.m. 
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Draft Resolution proposed by the Delegations of 

Ceylon, France, India, Indonesia and Thailand 

APPENDIX 1 

The Twelfth World Health Assembly, 

Having studied the report1 of the Director -General to the twenty -third 
session of the Executive Board and the report2 submitted to the present 
session of the Health Assembly; 

Considering resolution ЕВ23.R52 adopted by the Executive Board at its 
twenty -third session;3 

Considering that the present position regarding Headquarters accommodation 

is not conducive to an efficient functioning of Headquarters services, and 

therefore requires an urgent solution; 

Noting from the technical study1 made by the United Nations on the 
possibilities of extending the Palais des Nations that none of the several 
possible extensions could be considered as satisfactory; 

Noting the offers made by the authorities of the Swiss Confederation and 
cif the Canton and Republic of Geneva, subject to parliamentary approval, to 

provide a building site and to assist in the financing of a new building, by 
granting loans to á total of Sw. fr. 30 000 000 (US$ 6 976 744); 

Noting that the World Health Organization has made an investment in the 
Palais des Nations which includes a grant by the Swiss authorities intended 
to facilitate WHO's accommodation in Geneva, 

1. DECIDES that a Headquarters building for WHO shall be constructed as 

soon as possible; 

2. DECIDES provisionally that the cost of the new construction should not 
exceed Sw. fr. 40 000 000 (US$ 9 302 326), this amount to be confirmed or 
adjusted by the Thirteenth World Health AssemЫy, by which time it is 

expected that detailed plans and specifications will permit more precise 
cost estimates; 

1 
Off Rec. W1d 11th Org. 91, Annex 12 

2 Document Al2 /AFL /11 

3 
Off. Rec. Wld 11th Org, 91, 24 
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Appendix 1 

3. ACCEPTS the generous offer of the Government of the Swiss Confederation 

and the Government of the Canton and Republic of Geneva and expresses its 

warmest thanks for their generous offers; 

4. DECIDES to establish a special account entitled "Headquarters Building 

Fund" to which all sums appropriated, borrowed or contributed are to be 
credited and against which all costs for planning, construction and equipping 
of the Headquarters building are to be charged, the account to be maintained 
until the completion of the building project and, notwithstanding the 

provisions of the Financial Regulations, the balance of the account being 
carried forward from year to year; 

5: AGREES that the choice of a building plan and an architect should be 
made through international competition, which competition shall be governed 
by rules to be established by the Executive Board including the value of 
the prizes to be offered; 

6. DELEGATES to the Executive Board, subject to the provisions of paragraph 
2, the following powers to act on behalf of the Health Assembly with regard 
to the development of plans for the construction of the Headquarters building: 

(a) to approve the building site; 

(b) to approve the contractual arrangements with the authorities of 
the Swiss Confederation and of the Canton of Geneva for the credits 
offered; 

(c) to approve the contract with the architect to be selected as 
referred to in paragraph 5 above; 

7. AUTHORIZES the Executive Board to delegate such of the above powers as 

it may find necessary to an ad hoc committee of the Board, which committee 
could be convened between sessions of the Board at such time as it might be 
considered necessary, and on the call of the Director -General; 

8. AUTHORIZES the Executive Board to accept, for the Headquarters building, 
on behalf of the World Health Assembly, in conformity with Article 57 of 

the Constitution, voluntary contributions, gifts and bequests from governments, 
foundations, individuals and others; 

9. REQUESTS the Executive Board and the Director- General to study the 
question of a suitable reimbursement to the World Health Organization by the 
United Nations, to bring the matter to the attention of the United Nations, 
and to submit a report to the next Health Assembly; and 

10. REQUESTS the Executive Board and the Director -General to submit a full 
report to the Thirteenth World Health Assembly on the status of the plans for 
Headquarters accommodation and on the financing of the expenditure over 
the years. 
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Amendments suggested by the Delegation of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland to the Draft Resolution 

presented by the Delegations of Ceylon, France, India, 

Indonesia and Thailand 

page 2, delete paragraphs 1 and 2 and substitute the following: 

1. DECIDES that there is a need for a Headquarters building for WHO; 

2. DECIDES that plans and specifications, together with more precise 
cost estimates within a maximum limit of Sw. fr. 40 000 000 (us$ 9 302 326), 
shall be laid before the Thirteenth World Health Assembly; 

page 3, paragraph 6, third line: after "plans" insert "specifications and estimates ". 
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APPENDIX З 

Rewording proposed by the Delegation of the United Arab Republic 
for the Draft Resolution presented in Document А12 /AFL /22 

The Twelfth World Health Assembly, 

¡laving studied the report of the Director -General, to the twenty -third 
session of the Executive Board and the report submitted to the present 

session of the -Health Assembly; 

Noting the offers made by the authorities of the Swiss Cónfederatiln 
and of the Canton and Republic of Geneva; and 

Considering the advisability of giving all Member States the chance to 

study the problem of Headquarter$ accommodation for WNO, due to the short 
time which was available to them to study the above -mentioned reports and 
offers relating to such a major undertaking; 

1. DECIDES that a Headquarters building for WHO shall be constructed as 
soon as possible; 

2. REQUESTS the Director- General to transmit detailed information to all 
Member States, and further study the prtblem in the light of their comments; 
and 

З. REQUESТS the Director -General to report fully to the Thirteenth World 
Health Assembly the results of his study for its consideration. 
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Draft Resolution proposed by the Delegations of 
Turkey and the Union of South Africa 

The Twelfth World Health Assembly, 

Having considered the report of the Director - General to the twenty -third 
session of the Executive Doard and his report submitted to the present session 
of the Health Assembly, 

1. DECIDES that there is a need for additional Headquarters accommodation 
fgr WHO; 

2. APPOINTS a Headquarters Accommodation Committee of (21) Member States 
to carry nut all phases for the elaboration of suitable plans; 

З. REQUESTS the Headquarters Accommodation Committee to report to the 
Thirteenth Health Assembly; and 

4. REQUESTS the Director -General to assist the Headquarters Accommodation 
Committee. 
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APPENDIX 5 

Amendments suggested by the Delegation of the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland to the Draft Resolution 
presented by the Delegation of the United States of America 

in Document Al2 /АFL /23 

page 2, delete paragraphs 1 and 2 and substitute the following: 

1. DECIDES that there is a need for a Headquarters building for WHO; 

2. DECIDES that plans and specifications, together with more precise cost 
estimates within a maximum limit of Sw. fr. 40 000 000 shall 
be laid before the Thirteenth World Health Assembly; 

page 2, paragraph 5, fourth line: after "plans" insert "specifications and estimates ". 

page 2, paragraph 6, third and fourth lines: substitute "designated" for "appointed ". 


