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1. DEСI'SIC�TS OF THE UNITED NATI�JS, SРECIALIZED АGENСIES, AND IAEA 
јСТIiTG WHO's ACTIVITIES: Item 2,16 of the Agencia (Resolutions EВ25,R6l, 

ЕВ25.R62 and ЕВ25.R.68; Documents А13 /Р &В /3 and Corr.1 and Add.l, 
.Ál3 /Р &В /13 and Add,1, А13 /Р &В/27, Аl3 /P&В /32) 

The СHAIREAN recalled that.:at the morning meeting it had been said that 

item 2,16 of the agenda would be considered under three heads. The first head was 

general and concerned those matters in the report which it was only necessary to 

note, If there were nó comments on those questions he would put to the Committee 

the following resolution: 

The Thirteenth World Health Assembly 

NCТES with appreciation the report of the Director -General on decisions 
of the United Nations General Assembly at its fourteenth session, the 
Economic and Social Council at its twenty -eighth and twenty -ninth sessions, 
the specialized agencies, and IAEA, which relate to the work of the Organizatio2 

Decision: The draft resolution was approved, 
. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the second part of the item related to research on 

cancer. The relative papers were А13 /Р &В /13 and AdcI.2. and resolution EВ25.Rб6 of 

the Executive Board, which would be found on page 31 of Official Records No. 99. 

He invited the Deputy Director- General to introduce the matter. 

Dr DOROLLE, Deputy Director -General, said that, as the Chairman had pointed 

out, document A13 /Р &B /13 with its Addendum 1 formed the dociw'e;t submitted by the 

Directoz"General to the Assembly in accordance with the instructions given to him 

by the Executive Board in its resolution ЕВ25,R68. The annex to that document 

contained an extract from the text of the resolution 1398 (XIV) which was adopted 

by the General Assembly of the United Nations under the heading "International 

encouragement of scientific research into the control of cancerous diseases ". 
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There were also excerpts from the report of the Third Committee of the General 

Assembly at its fourteenth session on that resolution and an excerpt from the 

report of the Fifth Committee, on administrative and financial matters, which was 

shown at the end of the annex to document А13 /Р&B /13. The Executive Board had 

asked the Director- General to study with the Secretary- General of the United Nations 

the best procedure for awarding the prizes referred to in the resolution of the 

General Assembly. The result of those consultations, held at the Secretariat 

level between the United Nations and WHO, was given in document А13/Р&B/13 Add.1. 

In section 2 of the Addendum the Committee would find suggestions for financing 

the awards through the setting up by the United Nations of a foundation which would 

receive and manage the resources available for the award of the prizes. That 

proposal was based on the experience of WHO in dealing with such awards as the 

Léon Bernard prize and the Darling prize. The Secretary -General of the United 

Nations had personally no objection to such a suggestion but said that as it 

deviated from the resolution of the United Nations it would be necessary to refer 

it to the General Assembly. 

Section 3 of the same addendum dealt with the method of making nominations 

for the awards, which might be invited from governments of Member States; members 

of WHO expert advisory panels; medical research organizations or suitable academic 

institutions, selected in consultation with Member States; or from the International 

Union against Cancer. What was at present in mind was that the selection of 

candidates should be made by stages. Proposals made by Member States would be 

considered by a committee of experts, following a procedure similar to that used 
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for the Darling prize. The E cecutive Board, either in plenary session дr through 

a committee, would select candidates and then submit the list to the Health 

Assembly. It would then be forwarded to the Secretary- General of the United 

Nations. The General Assembly would have to consider in what way the awards 

should be presented. 

Mr le POOLE (Netherlands) said that all would agree that research into 

cancerous diseases was necessary and should be promoted in any reasonable way, but 

his delegation felt a strong reservation on the action of the General Assembly 

which had led to its resolution 1389 (XIV). It had been introduced by a Member 

State not familiar with the functions and authority of the World Health Organization 

and it took insufficient account of the different spheres of action of the United 

Nations and the specialized agencies. It would also have a destructive action 

on the excellent scheme under which Nobel prizes were awarded. The Director -General 

had done much to smooth over that anomaly but his delegation would not be able to 

support any resolution which did not express regret at the action of the United 

Nations. 

Mr HENDERSON (United States of America) said that he wished only to comment 

on the suggested method of presentation. The presentation of any award for 

research on cancer or cancerous diseases was obviously a matter of international 

health interest and his delegation therefore considered that the prizes might well 

be presented at a meeting of the World Health Assembly, 

The CHAIRMAN asked the Deputy Director -General to comment on the observations 

that had been made. 



нl3/Р&B/мin/18 

page 5 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR -GENERAL thought that as a representative of the 

Secretariat he could not properly express any opinion on what had been said by the 

delegate of the Netherlands. That was a question about action taken by an inter- 

governmental organization and was for the consideration of governments, 

On the question raised by the delegate of the United States of America, it was 

considered that it would be for the General Assembly of the United Nations to decide 

how and where it proposed to award prizes which it had provided. 

The CHAIRMAN said that what the Committee had to decide was whether it agreed 

to the procedure set out in sections 4 and 5 of document x.13 /Р &B /13 Аdd;1, 

As he heard no comment, he took it that those proposals were acceptable. A 

resolution would be provided by the Rapporteur and be presented to the Committee 

later. 

The DIRECTOR -GENERAL said he was sorry to intervene in the discussion, but it 

would not be possible for the Rapporteur to prepare such a resolution unless he 

knew clearly whether preference should be made to the reservation of the Netherlands 

delegation and to the comment made by the delegation of the Unite'1 States of America- 

The Committee would know from the wording of resolution EB250R68 that the Executive 

Board had itself felt some reservations similar to those raised by the delegate of 

the Netherlands, 

The CHAIRMAN said that he would he grateful for any expression of the 

Committee's opinion on the questions mentioned by the Director -General. 
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Dr BUTR .Uniоn--of Saviat Sосialiвt Republics) said that the delegation of 

the USSR thought it proper to approve the interest that the General Assembly of 

the United Nations had shown in research on cancer. They would support the 

resolution that had been prepared by the Executive Board. 

The CHAIRMAN said he understood that the consensus of the Committee was that 

the resolution proposed by the Executive Board was acceptable. 

It was so agreed. 

The CHAIRMAN then asked the delegate of the Netherlands whether his delegation 

wished to propose an amendment to the resolution of the Executive Board in the 

sense that he had indicated. 

Mr le POOLE (Netherlands) thought that his delegation could accept the method 

by which the Executive Board had expressed its reservation. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the position was now clear. The Rapporteur would 

prepare a resolution which would be later presented to the Committee. 

The Committee would now proceed to the third part of the item, concerned with 

general and complete disarmament. The references were documents А13/Р &В/27 and 

А13`Р &В/32 and Executive Board resolution ЕВ25.R62. 

Mr HENDERSON (United States of America), on a point of order, asked which of 

the two draft resolutions was to be discussed first. 

The CHAIRMAN said that he proposed to have, in the first place, a general 

discussion in which delegates might comment on, о' support, either resolution. 

After that general discussion the Committee would decide which resolution they 

wished to adopt. 
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Mr HENDERSON (United States of America) said that in that case he would speak 

on the draft resolution contained in document А13/Р&B/32. His delegation had 

submitted that resolution jointly with the seven other delegations listed in the 

heading to the document. The main point in the minds of those delegations was 

that they considered it premature to study the question at the present stage, as 

it would clearly be some time before the additional money became available. The 

delegation of the United States of America had noted with satisfaction that, so 

far, the proceedings of the present Assembly had been in general free from political 

discussion. Any resolution which had political implications should be sternly 

avoided and the Assembly should devote its energies to meeting the health needs 

of the world. For the same reason, his delegation opposed any intervention which 

had political Implications. 

General and complete disarmament was necessarily a political issue and, as 

such, was not proper to the World Health Organization. The place in which the 

matter should be discussed was the General Assembly of the United Nations, which 

had invited all its Member States to consider the question. It was clear that 

the Government of the United States of America had shown no lack of support for 

disarmament proposals. President Truman had raised the question many years ago 

and President Eisenhower had repeated it in his inaugural address in 1953. In 

fact, there was no possible doubt that every Member State represented on the 

General Аssembly of the United Nations would strongly support any proposal for 

effective disarmament. The record of the United States Government was clear, it 

had given very substantial support to the regular budget of the World Health 

Organization and to its several special funds. It had given that support because 
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it believed that the World Health Organization was the effective international 

authority for health and, because of its confidence in the reputation of WHO. 

The Director -General had confirmed that the programmes of the Organization were 

growing in proportion to the availability of expert staff. The proper function 

of the Assembly was to deal first with the pressing questions before it of action 

against world disease without concern for political ideas or ideologies. The real 

question before the present Assembly was not whether it should support a proposal 

for disarmament: that, as he had said, had its proper forum elsewhere. The 

question was what the Health Assembly must do today to carry out its functions. 

The resolution contained in document Аl3 /P &B/27 ha' political implications which 

should not be raised at any meeting of the World Health Organization. 

Dr BUTROV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the Committee had 

now started the discussion of one of the most important matters before any World 

Health Assembly - the question of general and complete disarmament. The Committee 

would recall that the Executive Board in resolution EB25.R62 had appealed to Member 

States of WHO, as soon as they had implemented resolution l378 (XIV) of the United 

Nations General Assembly, to devote part of the funds released to increasing their 

health budgets so as to improve the health of their populations and thus promote 

economic development. The Executive Board had, in the same resolution, asked the 

Director -General to be prepared to submit to the Executive Board, as soon as 

agreement had been reached on general and complete disarmament, proposals for the 

utilization of any resources so released to meet urgent world health needs. 
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It might be well for the Committee to take account also of decisions of 

executive bodies of other specialized agencies. For example, at the fifty -fifth 

session of the Executive Board of UNESCO, as well as at the Third General and at 

the Second Asian Regional Conference of National Committees for UNESCO, support had 

been given to the resolution of the General Assembly on general and complete 

disarmament. That resolution had been submitted at the fourteenth session of the 

General Assembly of the United Nations by Mr Krushohev and it had been цnanimоusly 

adopted by all delegations represented at that General Assembly. The present Health 

Assembly would recall that Mr Krushchev had said in his message to the Assembly that 

health workers in particular should appreciate the need for disarmament because they 

had a special knowledge of the sufferings caused by war and would realize that the 

best conditions for the work of WHO would be found only in durable peace for the 

world. He was therefore sure that the World Health Assembly would support the 

resolution of the General Assembly of the United Nations. 

In 1929 the world's expenditure on armaments had been $ 4200 million, and in 

1958 $ 100 000 million. Such sums, if they became available for peaceful purposes, 

could be used to build many thousands of houses, schools and hospitals for the 

improvement of human health and welfare. The action taken by governments on the 

resolution of the General Assembly would therefore determine the fate of mankind. 

The policy of the Government of the USSR was a policy of peace. On 16 January 

of the current year the Council of Ministers had taken the important decision to 

reduce the armed forces of their country by 1 200 000 - about one -third- and at the 

same time had appealed to all governments to respond to that initiative. The 

reduction of the armed forces would save 16 to 17 thousand million roubles and would 
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enable the Government to enlarge their Seven Year Plan. As a first step, on 

20 January the Government had decided to allocate for the period 1961 -1965 an 

additional amount of 18 000 million roubles for the development of public health 

institutions, medical research, hospitals, pharmaceutical production, etc. 

Complete and general disarmament would set free funds which could be used to 

solve many complex economic problems in many countries, and to present new 

possibilities of assistance to under- developed countries. 

In view of all those considerations the Soviet Union delegation considered 

that WHO could not stand aside from the problem. It would be a great forward step 

by the World Health Organization if it would appeal to governments to support the 

resolution of the General Assembly of the United Nations. For those reasons his 

delegation had submitted in document А13 /Р&В /27 a resolution which followed up the 

line laid down by the Executive Board in resolution ЕВ25.R62. 

Dr ALAN (Turkey) said his delegation felt that considerations other than health 

questions should not have any place in the discussions of the Health Assembly and 

found it regrettable that the Committee was now required to talk about weapons. 

The General Assembly of the United Nations had adopted a resolution calling for 

complete and general disarmament, That was a good and wise action. Since 

50 per cent, of Turkey's budget went on national defence he, as a health worker, 

would be very happy to see disarmament, but he feared it would be a long time before 

the objective of the General Assembly resolution was attained - unless perhaps the 

World Health Organization were to open a special fund for weapon eradication. It 
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would be wise for the Health Assembly not to make any pronouncement on the question 

of disarmament until more was known of what would come of the resolution of the 

General Assembly. For that reason his delegation would support the draft resolution 

set out in document А13 /Р &B/32. 

Dr KOLAROV (Bulgaria) congratulated the Executive Board on adopting its 

resolution recommending that the Health Assembly should consider the question of 

disarmament, which was in keeping with the purposes of the Organization. 

There could be no doubt that peace was one of the main factors in determining 

the health level existing in countries. Accordingly, all medical men should be 

in favour of peace and should work towards its achievement. He was sure that 

the medical world as a whole welcomed the resolution adopted by the United Nations 

General Assembly. His Government also welcomed it. Disarmament would result in 

almost incalculable sums becoming available for positive work, in the field of 

nutrition, for example, and would thus confer vast benefits on millions of people 

throughout the world, enabling them to attain the highest possible levels of health. 

It was with that in mind that his delegation supported the draft resolution submitted 

by the Soviet Union delegation, which was in line with the decisions taken by the 

United Nations General Assembly and the Executive Board. 

Dr VANNUGLI (Italy) said that his delegation, as one of the co- sponsors of 

the draft resolution contained in document А13/Р&В/32, was anxious that the 

development of WHO should at nc time be swayed by political considerations. His 

Government was strongly in favour of disarmament, as evidenced by its participation in 
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the Disarmament Conference, but felt, for purely practical masons, that a 

resolution along the lines of that presented by the Soviet Union was premature. 

Moreover, it was important that the spheres of competence of the United Nations 

and the various specialized agencies should remain distinct. 

Mr SNIDERS (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) said that 

his delegation warmly supported the statements made by the delegates of Turkey, 

the United States of America and Italy. 

He wished first of all to say how deeply Sir John Charles regretted that he 

had been prevented from being present at the discussion, particularly as it concerned 

a subject on which he, together with others of his delegation, felt very strongly. 

In fact, he knew it to be the view of Sir John Charles that it would be a pure 

waste of time for the Health Assembly at the present stage to consider how to 

utilize resources which would be released as a result of agreement on disarmament. 

He associated himself with the United States delegate in deploring the 

'introduction of political matters into the Health Assembly. Indeed, he regretted 

that a propagandist note had been struck by the delegate of the Soviet Union in 

his statement; the points made by the Soviet Union delegate could be readily 

answered but he did not wish to pursue them in the present forum where they had 

no place. 

Speaking as a co- sponsor of the draft resolution contained in document 

Ala /Р&B /32, he recalled that the United Kingdom Government was second to none in 

its efforts for disarmament. It was the fervent hope of all that the Disarmament 

Conference, now in recess, would lead to disarmament under effective measures of 
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eontro2. Consequently, the fact that his delegation was not in a position to 

accept the recommendations of the Executive Board, which was after all composed 

of individuals, did not in any way signify a lessening of interest in disarmament. 

His Government would pursue that aim with unremitting energy and hoped that the 

resources which would become available once that aim had been accomplished would 

be used for the betterment of the lot of mankind. In that connexion he quoted 

from a statement made by Mr Ormsby -Gore to the Disarmament Conference on 15 March, 

stressing the need to end the misuse of world talent and wealth, particularly in 

view of the needs of the under -developed countries. 

The reasons motivating his delegation's position had already been adequately 

stated by other sponsors of the joint draft resolution. Commenting on resolution 

EB25.R62, he considered that the content of sub -paragraph (1) seemed premature and 

unnecessary in view of the invitation already made by the United Nations General 

Assembly to States to consider the possibility of devoting, out of the funds made 

available as a result of disarmament, as and when sufficient progress was made, 

additional resources to the improvement of living conditions; sub -paragraph (2) 

was also premature since it would clearly be impossible for the Director -General 

to prepare any study until disarmament, and indeed the specific details of timing, 

etc., had been definitely agreed. 

His delegation accordingly urged the Committee, on the basis of simple 

practical reasons, to support the joint draft resolution. He was convinced that 

the belief affirmed in its operative paragraph 2 was shared by all present. 
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Dr STICH (Czechoslovakia) said that his delegation had noted with pleasure the 

proposal made by the Executive Board that the Health Assembly should appeal to 

Member States to devote part of the funds to be released through disarmament to 

increasing their health budgets. He welcomed the draft resolution submitted by 

the delegation of the Soviet Union, which reproduced the main points of the Executive 

Board resolution and expressed support for complete disarmament in the interests of 

greater understanding between the nation's and an improvement in living conditions 

throughout the world. That draft resolution was worthy of acceptance as it was 

fully in keeping with the main aim of the Orgаni аtиon, namely, the attainment of 

the highest possible level of health. The Organization could not stand aside in 

a matter of such importance and should set about taking concrete steps for planning 

ways of utilizing such funds, particularly with regard to newly independent countries. 

It had been said in the discussion that the matter concerned solely the 

United Nations and also that any action by WHO at the present stage was premature. 

However, peace and disarmament were the two main problems facing everyone and he 

was convinced that WHO, with its noble aims, could not afford to disregard them 

since they constituted the prerequisite for any complete achievement of those aims. 

To say that the present issue was tinged with politics could be but an excuse 

for failing to act in the matter. The draft resolution submitted by the Soviet 

Union was in keeping with the resolution adopted by the United Nations General 
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Assembly. Moreover, the Executive Вoard had studied the subject and had arrived 

at a resolution similar to resolutions adopted on the question by other specialized 

agencies. It was essential, therefore, that the Committee should nct hi_rk its 

responsibilities and should give its moral support and take a first step. The 

problems facing the Organization could be truly solved only on the basis of 

general disarmament, for which all peoples should strive. 

Dr GERM (Yugoslavia) said that the resolution adopted by the Executive Board 

and the draft resolution submitted by the Soviet Union delegation were in keeping 

with his own Government's view on disarmament. His delegation considered, as 

had been stated by his chief to the plenary session, that the resources released 

once disarmament had been achieved should be used, inter alia, for the promotion 

of health. Though that had not yet come about, he agreed that it was time for the 

Director -General to prepare plans for the utilization of such resources. There 

was always a considerable time -lag between the formulation of plans and the 

implementation of any programme. His delegation would therefore support the 

draft resolution contained in document А13 /Р&В /27. 

While his delegation was in agreement with the preamble and with the operative 

paragraph 2 of the joint draft resolution contained in document A13 /Р &B/32, it would 

be unable to give it its support since it did not concur with paragraph 1. 

Dr BERNARD (France) said that his delegation, as one of those presenting 

the joint draft resolution contained in document A13/P&В/32, fully associated 

itself with the statements made by the other co- sponsors. 
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Dr AKPnfUMI (Ghana) believed that it was only logical that, he, as a 

representative of developing countries with many problems including those in the 

health field, should support any action to promote an improvement i.n the health 

situation. 

It struck him that the resolutions were basically alike in their recognition 

of the need for intensifying health work. However, the General Assembly resolution 

specified "as and when sufficient progress is made ", whereas the Soviet Union 

draft resolution said "as soon as agreement has been achieved ". The mutual mistrust 

between East and West was sadly frustrating. He wondered whether medical men, 

whose opinion was generally respected, could not somehow break the deadlock and 

make men understand that the armaments race could only lead them to disaster. 

The remarks made by his Prime Minister, Dr Nkrumah, on Christmas Eve in 1957, on 

that subject were as true today as then. 

Arguments had been advanced, both in the present debate and in the discussion 

on radiation hazards, that there should be a clear distinction between the 

United Nations and its technical agencies. However, many delegations were not 

composed entirely of medical men and consisted probably of some of the same 

representatives as had voted in favour of the General Assembly resolution in the 

United Nations. He could not share the view that the Soviet Union draft resolution 

was merely propaganda. All resolutions before the Committee should be examined 

on their merits. It was of the utmost importance that adequate preparation should 

be made for the time when mankind would be free from that armaments race, as that 

day would surely come. 
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Mr BUU KIN' (Viet Nam) emphasized the sound reputation enjoyed by WHO, which 

had hitherto stood aside from all political issues. There could, of course, be no 

disagreement on the desirability of disarmament. The point at issue was the 

procedure to be followed in respect of its repercussions on health activities. It 

was his view that any request to the Director- General to draw up a plan would 

definitely be premature at the present time. He therefore fully supported the joint 

draft resolution contained in document Аlз /Р &В/32. 

Mr PISTOLI (Albania) supported the draft resolution submitted by the Soviet 

Union, which he considered to be in keeping with the purposes of the Organization. 

Dr de ACOSTA (Cuba) said that his delegation would clearly consider it an 

extremely important development if some of the resources at present being used for 

armaments were to be devoted to world health needs, particularly in the under- 

developed countries. He would therefore associate himself with the remarks made by 

the delegate of Ghana. He felt all the more strongly about that as Cuba at present 

had to devote to protecting itself from direct or indirect aggression resources which 

might well be used for combating health problems. . 

Professor KOSTRZEWSKI (Poland) wholeheartedly supported the Soviet Union 

proposal. He felt that it could not be set on one side as a proposal with 

political considerations but that the Organization was competent to take action of 

that type. 
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Dr BRANA (Argentina), whose delegation was one of the sponsors of the joint 

draft resolution, believed that, although his country, in common with others of 

Latin America, had a profound respect for peace, it would be damaging to the 

Organization if political problems, which already had their own forum, were introduced 

into an essentially technical body. The point at issue, therefore, was basically 

one of competence. Furthermore, it seemed to him that any plans to be made by the 

Director -General for the utilization of such resources could only be drawn up on the 

basis of exact information and not on probabilities. 

He urged the Committee to give the joint draft resolution its support. 

Dr SRINIVASAN (India) thought that the debate was proceeding on lines which were 

not strictly relevant. It seemed to him that the terms of the United Nations General 

Assembly resolution were almost mandatory on WHO; the Executive Board had therefore 

taken a correct course in keeping with that resolution. There was unanimous 

agreement that disarmament was desirable. Disagreement only existed regarding 

methods to provide for the utilization of funds which would become available. From 

his own experience, it seemed to him that health activities were often given low 

priority where national budgets were concerned. Consequently, any appeal by WHO 

stressing health needs was valuable. While the situation was clearly based on a 

series of hypotheses, such action would, in fact, merely endorse the resolution 

already adopted by the Executive Board. 
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Mr WERSHOF (Canada) believed that a measure of misunderstanding existed in 

respect of General Assembly resolution 1378 (XIV), which had been adopted unanimously. 

That resolution did not, in fact, invite any action by the specialized agencies. It 

had been under the terms of General Assembly resolution 1252 (XIII), which was 

quoted in the joint draft resolution of which Canada was co- sponsor, that States 

had been invited to consider the possibility of devoting, out of the funds made 

available as a result of disarmament, as and when sufficient progress was made, 

additional resources to the improvement of living conditions; that invitation was 

addressed to States and not to the specialized agencies. His delegation felt 

strongly that the United Nations General Assembly was the appropriate body for such 

considerations and that it was not necessarily desirable for every specialized 

agency, however noble its motives, to participate at the present juncture. One 

progress had been made - and he would recall, that his Government was working 

actively towards such progress - and once States had considered the possibility 

referred to, then it might be useful for WHO to' consider the part it specifically 

could play. 

Reference had been made to the fact that the Executive Board had recommended 

a course of action to the Thirteenth World Health Assembly. It should not be over- 

looked, however, that the Executive Board consisted of only eighteen members, who 

served as individuals, whereas the Health Assembly and the Committee itself were 

made up of government representatives. Accordingly, delegations had to take into 

account the position adopted by their respective governments in other bodies of the 

United Nations. Neither should it be forgotten that only six members of the 
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Executive Board had voted in favour of resolution EB25.R62, which had been carried 

with five dissensions. While he, of course, respected the right of opinion and the 

good intentions of members of the Board, he could not consider the Health Assembly 

bound by their decision. 

The delegate of the Soviet Union had mentioned that the Executive Board of 

UNESCO had taken a decision similar to the draft resolution contained in document 

А13 /P&B /27; that was, of course, correct. More recently, however, two other 

United Nations bodies, namely, the Economic and Social Council and the Economic 

Commission for Europe, had strongly opposed a similar proposal by the Soviet Union, 

which had then, in fact, withdrawn it. The attitude of governments which had been 

against the initiative taken by the Soviet Union was based not on any lack of 

enthusiasm for disarmament, but on the consideration that the time and place for 

such a proposal were inappropriate. The day might well come when it would be a 

sound procedure for the Health Assembly and the Executive Board to ask the 

Director -General to initiate concrete steps of the type proposed. For the time 

being, that would only engender false hopes and disillusionment in the under- 

developed countries, where it was hoped that more funds would eventually be made 

available for worthy social purposes. 

He expressed agreement with points made by the delegate of the United .States 

and others who had spoken in favour of the joint draft resolution. His delegation 

would be obliged to vote against the draft resolution submitted by the Soviet Union 

delegation. 
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Dr BUTROV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that he had not been at 

all convinced by the arguments of those who maintained that resolution EВ25.R62 of 

the Executive Board dealt with matters outside the competence of WHO. When he had 

said that his country was disarming unilaterally and devoting vast sums thereby 

saved to health development, he had been accused of making political propaganda. 

What was needed was more speeches in the Assembly telling of increased health budgets 

and consequent raising of health levels, for, it that was political, it was health 

politics and therefore the concern of the World Health Organization. The draft 

resolution submitted by his delegation opened up vistas of expansion for WHO's work 

and would not detract, as had been suggested, from the steady accomplishment of 

present tasks. 

Dr ALAN (Turkey) moved the closure of the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN, noting that nobody wished to speak against the motion, declared 

the debate closed. 

He ruled that the draft resolution contained in document Аl3 /Р&В /32 should be 

considered first and that, if it was approved, there would be no need for a further 

vote. 

Decision: Thé draft resolution in document А13 /Р &B/32 was approved 
by 37 votes to 11, with 11 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN observed that the Committee still had to take a decision on the 

question of international encouragement of research into the control of cancer. A 

draft resolution had been circulated in document А13 /Р&В/WР /7. He put it to the vote. 

Decision: The draft resolution was approved unanimously. 
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2. ADOPTION OF EIGHTH REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the draft eighth report of the Committee 

(document А1j /Р&B /1й), which recommended to the Health Assembly the adoption of two 

resolutions: "Intensified programme of medical research" and "World Health Year ". 

To save the Committee from holding a further meeting, he suggested that the report 

be adopted on the understanding that it would be completed by the addition of the 

three further draft resolutions that had been approved: the general resolution on 

item 2.16 of the agenda, the resolution on the disarmament question, and the 

resolution on cancer research. 

Decision: The report, as completed, was adopted. 

З. CLOSURE OF SESSION 

The CHAIRMAN said it had been a great pleasure and privilege to take part in 

the work of the Committee. He had greatly appreciated the courtesy and considera- 

tion he had received from all, while their confidence in him and their co- operative 

attitude had been a great source of strength to him in the discharge of his functions. 

To the Director -General and his assistants, not forgetting the interpreters, 

he expressed heartfelt gratitude. He also appreciated the help and support of the 

Vice- President and Rapporteur, as well as of the representative of the Executive 

Board, whose clear statements had been very valuable. 
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The pr _.a.. of ёb1 ene to live in. It was a period of 

-n,ar�euc s- advances in applied science, but it had also generated a variety of grave 

social problems which pressed inexorably from all sides. Never had there been 

greater need of a balanced and healthy outlook born of a sound mental and physical 

state. The deliberations of the Committee had been a step in that direction and 

its members could take some satisfaction in the thought that they had made a small 

contribution to the fund of endeavour that was necessary for safeguarding the future 

of mankind. 

The meeting rose at 6.x+5 p.m. 


