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PROBLEMS OF THE HUMAN ENVIRONMENT: Item 2.7 of the Agenda (A26/A/Conf.Doc. No.7 and Add.l, 
A26/A/Conf.Doc. No.11, A26/A/Conf.Doc. No.13, A26/A/Conf.Doc. No.15, A26/A/Conf.Doc. No.16, 
A26/A/Conf.Doc. No.17 and A26/A/Conf.Doc. No.18) (continued) 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee should consider the draft resolution on the 
urgent need for suspension of testing on nuclear weapons, which had been submitted at the 

eleventh meeting and which now had the amendment proposed by the United Kingdom delegate 
incorporated in the text. The United States delegate had withdrawn his amendment. The 

Committee had therefore to vote on the amendments proposed at its thirteenth meeting by the 
delegates of Argentina, Canada and Italy respectively and on the draft resolution as a whole. 

Mr ALZAMORA (Peru) pointed out that the General Assembly of the United Nations, the 
Conference on the Human Environment and ILO had condemned nuclear tests. It would be 

regrettable, indeed incomprehensible, that WHO, the organization that should be and was the 

most concerned with the problems of human health and safety, should confine itself merely to 

deploring them. It would be a serious backward step in the developing action against the 

hazards of nuclear explosions within the framework of the United Nations. He therefore 

appealed urgently to his fellow sponsors and to all peace -loving countries that supported the 

aims and principles of WHO to reject the amendment proposed by the delegate of Canada. 

Professor HALTER (Belgium) said that WHO had expressed its views on nuclear testing on 

a number of occasions, particularly in resolutions WНА13.56, WНA14.56 and WНА19.39. The 

word "condemn" had not appeared in any of those resolutions, although they had referred to a 

series of large -scale tests about which European nations had been gravely concerned owing to 

the widespread effects on the atmosphere. The use of the word "condemn" in the draft 

resolution would appear to be making a distinction between different countries and different 

situations. His Government was in favour of abolishing nuclear tests and, indeed, nuclear 

weapons. It would not however be appropriate to use a word which had not been employed in 

recent United Nations resolutions on the subject. He therefore supported the proposed 

Canadian amendment. 

Sir George GODBER (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) formally moved 

the closure of the debate on the draft resolution under discussion. 

Dr BUSТАМАNTE (Ecuador) opposed the motion to close the debate. The Peruvian delegate 

had stated that it would be a backward step merely to deplore what the United Nations had 

condemned. The Belgian delegate had stated that the General Assembly of the United Nations 

had not condemned but merely deplored nuclear tests. It seemed that some clarification was 

required. 

Decision: The motion to close the discussion on the draft resolution was carried by 

57 votes to 2, with 12 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the Canadian delegate's amendment to the draft resolution. 

Decision: The amendment was adopted by 40 votes to 22, with 11 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the Italian delegate's amendment to the draft resolution. 

Decision: The amendment was rejected by 45 votes to 4, with 23 abstensions. 

The CHAIRMAN put separately to the vote the Argentine delegate's amendments. 

Decision: The amendment to the second preambular paragraph was rejected by 52 votes 

to 3, with 20 abstentions. 

The amendment to the third preambular paragraph was rejected by 51 votes to 
3, with 22 abstentions. 

The first amendment to the seventh preambular paragraph was rejected by 58 
votes to 2, with 17 abstentions. 

The second amendment to the seventh preambular paragraph was rejected by 51 

votes to 3, with 23 abstentions. 
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The amendment to operative paragraph 1 was rejected by 55 votes to 1, with 
20 abstentions. 

The Argentine delegate's amendments were therefore rejected as a whole. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the draft resolution as amended. 

Decision: The draft resolution was adopted by 68 votes to 4, with 9 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN drew the Committee's attention to the draft resolution contained in 

document A26/А/Conf.Doc. No.7 with Addendum 1. 

Dr STUYT (Netherlands), introducing the draft resolution, said that the title "Problems 

of the human environment" - could lead to the misconception that the problem area of WHO was 
the environment and that other fields had no problems. On the other hand, the implementation 

of resolutions WHА24.47 and WHA25.58 had already resulted in a programme, the details of 

which had become more concrete after the Stockholm conference in 1972. The recommendations 
of that conference and the resolutions of the United Nations General Assembly had distinctly 

influenced the form and scope of the environmental health programme of WHO. Since WHO had 

started work in the environmental field, therefore, and was no longer discussing problems, . he suggested that the title of the resolution should be "WHO's programme for human health 

and environment ". 
In the Netherlands, health and the environment had for more than two years been under 

the undivided responsibility of a single cabinet minister, who had discovered that the 

various environmental issues were not confined to his own domain but affected all sectors of 

the community. However, the overriding importance of human health and well -being placed 
great responsibility in his hands and obliged him to institute effective mechanisms for 

coordination and collaboration. Human beings, like all other living organisms, were an 

inseparable part of their environment and it was clearly impossible to control environmental 

conditions without due regard to the protection of health. 

He therefore welcomed the initiative already taken by WHO in, inter alia, preparing the 

essential basic criteria in documents such as WHO Technical Report Series No. 506, on "Air 

quality criteria ". The results and recommendations of the preparatory meeting of experts 

in November 1972 had shown that that part of the programme was well under way. In Europe, 

other international organizations such as the Common Market, EСE, and OECD had urged 

collaboration with WHO and were awaiting the results of WHO's activities in that field. One 

forthcoming event that might have a direct impact on the further implementation of the 
environmental health programme of WHO was the first meeting of the Governing Council of the 
United Nations Environment Programme. He believed that WHO should not hesitate to proceed 

further with its tasks, as directed by the World Health Assembly and stimulated by the 

resolutions of the United Nations General Assembly. As many other international agencies 

also had important tasks in the environmental field, coordination with and within the United 
Nations Environment Programme was urgent so as to realize an effective division of labour. 

International cooperation on concrete environmental issues necessitated clearly defined 
objectives with emphasis on a multidisciplinary and multinational approach. By virtue of 

its constitutional responsibility for health, WHO had to make a substantial contribution 
towards coordinating national and international activities in that field. 

If the other sponsors of the draft resolution agreed, a few minor changes might be made 

to improve the clarity of the draft resolution: first, the insertion in preambular paragraph 
3(c) of the words "guides or" before "primary standards "; secondly, the substitution of the 
words "health hazards" for "hazards" in operative paragraph 3(ld); and thirdly, the insertion 
of the words "and other environmental factors" after "pollutants" in the first line of sub- 

paragraph (1)(c) and in the second line of subparagraph (4) of operative paragraph 3. 

Professor HALTER (Belgium) found the amendments acceptable. 
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Dr SAUTER (Switzerland) said that his Government, convinced that WHO's activities in the 

field of the environment were of fundamental importance for the future of mankind, fully sub- 
scribed to the principle and spirit of the draft resolution before the Committee and to that 
contained in A26/A/Conf.Doc. No.11. More than one institution in Switzerland could 
contribute at the international level to solving the problems concerned. 

The resolutions were somewhat negative in that they mentioned tasks consisting in merely 
observing the noxious effects of pollutants and preventing the hazards resulting from them. 
His delegation would have preferred the resolution under discussion to be more positive and 
constructive, and it proposed that some mention be made in it of the promotion of research 

aimed at replacing procedures that polluted the environment by others that caused less 
pollution, e.g., the replacement of chemical by biological means in insect control, with a 

mention of WHO's activities in that field so far. 

Dr CHAPMAN (Canada) said that WHO undoubtedly had an important role to play in dealing 
with the health aspects of the problems of the human environment, and his delegation supported 
the programme. However, as the field was extremely complex, it was essential to coordinate 
the whole United Nations programme on the environment in order to make progress and ensure the 
optimum utilization of resources. The words "within the United Nations Environment Programme" 
were therefore very important, and WHO should take full account of UNEP's coordinating 

responsibility. The development and extension of WHO's programme should take place within 
the framework of a coordinated worldwide programme, of which the health aspects formed an 
important part. 

The draft resolution also invited UNEP to provide additional resources to enable WHO to 

extend its programme. Canada supported that proposal, provided that the funds were not used 
to finance existing programmes. However, if UNDP and WHO agreed that a new project was 

desirable or that a project should be extended into a new field - e.g. the development of 

criteria and guides relating to specific environmental pollutants - it would be appropriate 
for WHO to utilize UNDP funds for that purpose. In the long run, however, WHO should have 
control of its own programmes within the framework of the coordination established, and so it 

should be recognized that those programmes should eventually be brought into the Organization's 

regular budget. 
The Canadian delegation considered the draft resolution very important and supported the 

amendments proposed by the delegate of the Netherlands. 

Dr STUYT (Netherlands) thought that the amendment proposed by Dr SAUTER extended the 

scope of the draft resolution beyond what was originally intended. However, if the Swiss 

delegate maintained his amendment, he would accept it. 

Dr TABIBZADEН (Iran) said that development projects such as dam building, irrigation, and 

agricultural improvement schemes might change the ecological characteristics of the human 

environment. Certain development projects had produced unfavourable changes in the ecological 

and epidemiological status of the areas in which they had been implemented, and so had harmed 

the environment. It was therefore necessary that the health aspects of those changes should 

also be taken into consideration before such projects were implemented. In Iran, a 

coordinating committee had been set up, with the participation of the ministries concerned, 

to consider those points before development projects were implemented. He therefore suggested 

the inclusion of an additional subparagraph under operative paragraph 2, reading: "(4) protect 

the human environment from any harmful effects due to the implementation of development 

projects ". 

Dr VENEDIKTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that he was somewhat concerned 

about the proposed amendment, the intention of which was not clear to him. Since the subject 

under discussion was so important, he thought that the Committee should have the proposed 

amendments to the draft resolution in writing or, alternatively, that the authors should agree 

on a revised draft resolution. 
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Professor AUJALEU (France) said that the French delegation, as cosponsor of the draft 
resolution, accepted all the amendments proposed and was particularly in sympathy with that 
proposed by the Swiss delegate. The Iranian delegate's proposed amendment was too 
restrictive in that it mentioned only the human environment, rather than the natural 
environment. He therefore wondered if it would not be better to refer to the natural 
environment and any effects dangerous for man. 

Professor HALTER (Belgium) thought that the various amendments proposed had changed the 
fundamental concept of the draft resolution. It was linked with two resolutions of previous 
Health Assemblies and the intention had been to confine it to a limited number of points with 
a view to strengthening the Director-General's position for the forthcoming discussions with 
the United Nations. The sponsors had wanted to avoid topics included in previous resolutions. 
The Swiss and Iranian delegates' amendments were covered by resolutions WHA24.47 and WHA25.58. 
The minor amendments proposed by the delegate of the Netherlands were reasonable and based on 
discussions at the present meetings. The introduction of new amendments might prolong the 
debate unduly. 

i 
Dr KLIVAROVA (Czechoslovakia) said that it was difficult to take a decision on amendments 

presented verbally and it would be better if they could be submitted in writing. She . therefore supported the proposal of the delegate of the USSR. 

Dr SAUTER (Switzerland) said that, although he had merely intended to show that WHO had 
more constructive tasks than appeared from the present wording, he was prepared to withdraw 
his amendment. 

Dr TABAIBZADEH (Iran) also withdrew his amendment. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that all the amendments proposed 

should be taken into account. He was not opposed to the draft resolution but would abstain 
from voting because among all the amendments suggested, he could not tell what he was supposed 
to be voting on. 

Professor REXED (Sweden) deplored the way in which technical, medical, and factual 

discussions were being curtailed instead of the necessary time being devoted to them. It 

seemed that there was good reason for reforming the working of the Assembly. 

Dr CHRISTENSEN, Secretary, said that the Swiss and Iranian delegates had proposed 

amendments and then withdrawn them. He read out the draft resolution as amended by the 
delegate of the Netherlands. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the draft resolution as amended. 

Decision: The draft resolution as amended was approved. 

Professor HALTER (Belgium) introduced the following draft resolution: 

The Twenty -sixth World Health Assembly, 

Recalling resolutions WHA21.20 and WHA23.35 concerning the training of health 
personnel and resolutions WHA24.47 and WHA25.58 concerning the human environment; 

Referring to Recommendation No. 7 of the United Nations Conference on the Human 
Environment held on Stockholm in June 1972, which stressed the need to institute 
specialized training programmes in regard to environmental matters; 

Considering that the prevention of the hazards resulting from harmful environmental 
factors requires the participation of very different types of personnel responsible for 

a large variety of tasks within the health services, other bodies, industry and research; 
Aware of the complexity, diversity and extent of the health problems that these 

hazards entail and which are frequently more than national in scope, in both developed 
and developing countries; 

Recognizing the need to provide the various categories of health and environmental 
manpower with common multidisciplinary knowledge, thus ensuring the unity of views that 
is indispensable for public health purposes, 
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1. RECOMMENDS that Member States: 

(1) introduce or strengthen teaching of the health sciences within training 
programmes for the various categories of environmental manpower; 
(2) give priority to the use of such manpower within the institutions responsible 
for planning and carrying out coordinated programmes to promote health and to 

improve the human environment as well as at all operational levels; 

2. REQUESTS the Director -General: 

(1) to assist Member States to determine their requirements for environmental 
manpower in connexion with health; 

(2) to provide assistance and means of coordination for the preparation and 
implementation of programmes at the regional and inter -regional levels for the 

training of specialists in health, human ecology and environmental sciences and 
technology; 

(3) to contribute to those training programmes in so far as budgetary resources 
permit, by providing fellowships and qualified teaching staff and by organizing 
long -term and short -term courses, seminars and other meetings in order to promote 
the acquisition of skills and the exchange of knowledge and information, on the 

basis of a systematic approach to the planning of training; 

(4) to continue to collaborate with other intergovernmental institutions and with 
the nongovernmental organizations concerned with a view to coordinating the various 
aspects of the training programmes; and 

3. ASKS governments and other sources for voluntary contributions with a view to the 

rapid establishment and development of programmes for training environmental manpower. 

He said that WHO had been active for many years in the field of health personnel training 

and in the dissemination of ecological knowledge. Nevertheless, many countries were faced 
with practical and legal problems in relation to the environment that needed special knowledge 

of the problems involved. Schools of sanitary engineering had existed for many years, but 

a more specific training in environmental health was now necessary, in relation to the 

application of standards, criteria and guides. The draft resolution was intended to request 

Member States and the Director -General to undertake activities that were more realistic in 

character, not only teaching the philosophy of the environment but also training engineers, 

physicists and others to appreciate the health problems of the environment and to act 

accordingly. Such training should be introduced or strengthened not only in the health 

services but also in the research departments responsible for the design and installation of 

equipment for controlling pollution. It was also necessary for research workers to be 

trained to look for ways of replacing certain techniques by others that caused less pollution 

or gave rise to less dangerous pollutants. 

Professor AUJALEU (France) referred to developments in the field in Europe, so 

effectively supported by the Regional Office for Europe. A number of European universities 

were now trying to develop a common course in ecology, and the project provided a model of 

international cooperation, the role of WHO being essentially that of coordinating the curricula 

and providing teaching staff. Those taking the first course at Geneva had included a 

factory manager, a number of architects, teachers (especially science teachers) from secondary 

schools, psychologists, factory medical officers, an engineer from CERN, factory inspectors, 

and works consultants. It was thus not a question of teaching students a profession, but 

rather of making people who already had a profession aware of the problems of ecology. 

Dr RACOVEANU (Romania) proposed that in operative paragraph 2(2) the words "to provide 

assistance" should be replaced by "to extend the assistance provided ", since WHO was already 

providing assistance, and at the end of operative paragraph 2(3) the words "and by studying 

the possibility of designating international and regional centres for the training of 

environmental manpower" should be added. 
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Dr VENEDIKTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that he failed to understand 

the amendment proposed by the delegate of Romania. What was meant by international and 

regional centres? Were they reference centres or teaching institutions? He also thought 

that the wording of operative paragraph 3 could be improved; in its present form it seemed 

unacceptable from the procedural point of view. 

Dr RACOVEANU (Romania) explained that the expression international and regional centres 

did mean reference centres, because such centres always provided training. 

Professor HALTER (Belgium) had no objection to the amendment proposed by the delegate of 

Romania. The words "other sources" in operative paragraph Э meant governments and nongovern- 

mental bodies. In western Europe, for example, the oil industry devoted certain resources 

to environmental research. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his previous comment had 

apparently been misunderstood. His point had been merely that governments, i.e., Member 

States of WHO, should not be placed in the draft resolution on the same footing as "other 

sources ". 

Professor FERREIRA (Brazil) supported the draft resolution. In Brazil, there were three 

or four schools of sanitary engineering and highly qualified personnel were available, but the 

infrastructure was inadequate. There had been no difficulty in obtaining finance from 

international banks for major construction works, but it was impossible for small villages to 

solve their sanitary problems since finance was not available for them. It was of fundamental 

importance to train medium -grade personnel to assist the university- trained specialists. 

Professor HALTER (Belgium) suggested that operative paragraph Э should be reworded as 

follows: "ASKS governments for voluntary contributions with a view to the rapid establishment 

and development of programmes for training environmental manpower, which could also benefit 

from contributions derived from private sources ". 

Dr VENEDIKTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) accepted the rewording but thought 

that the reference should be to "other sources" rather than "private sources ". 

Professor HALTER (Belgium) had no objection to "other sources ". 

Decision: The resolution, as amended, was approved. 

Dr WINE (Senegal) introduced the following draft resolution: 

The Twenty -sixth World Health Assembly, 

Considering the unprecedented drought that is affecting a number of African countries 

and is seriously endangering the conditions of the human environment in that part of the 

world; 

Considering the serious undernutrition that is already affecting the millions of 
inhabitants of the areas concerned as a result of the enormous losses of crops and 

livestock; 

Concerned by the threat of imminent famine in these countries in the coming weeks 

and months; 

Aware that the problems of undernutrition, morbidity and mortality arising from this 

natural disaster are directly within the field of concerns and activities of WHO, which 

has always been concerned with the protection of the human environment; 

Considering the serious budgetary limitations that will affect the States concerned 

on account of the very marked reduction in taxable goods and the virtual cessation of 

exports; 

1. REQUESTS the World Health Organization to use its moral standing and statutory 

powers to submit and support a request for immediate and substantial assistance in the 

way of food for the threatened countries from the appropriate bodies of the United Nations 

family (FAO, UNDP, WFP, etc.); 

2. URGES Member States to provide or continue to provide the African States affected 

with assistance in the way of food; and 

Э. REQUESTS the Director -General to implement any prophylactic and therapeutic measures 

that may be required if the situation becomes worse. 
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An unprecedented drought affected certain African countries in the region known as the 
Sahel. Certain aspects of the problem did not fall strictly within the scope of the agenda 
item now under discussion, but he hoped that such purely formal considerations would be 

overlooked in the light of the imminent threat of famine in the area concerned. It was 
necessary to provide help as quickly as possible to large numbers of people whose very existence 
was in danger. 

Dr CAMARA (Guinea) said that the ultimate objective in improving the environment was to 

safeguard human life at the highest possible level of health. In vast areas of Africa at 
present, the environment had become hostile and deadly to man, animals and all life. Without 
water, life could not exist, and millions of people were now finding out how true that was. 
If there was an outbreak of cattle disease or if 20 people died of cholera the alarm was 
sounded and WHO immediately sent epidemiologists and medical supplies to help the country 
concerned. In the same way, WHO had provided assistance after the earthquake in Chile. 

What should WHO do now in the face of a situation in which hundreds of people were starving, 
cattle dying, and crops failing? WHO could not leave to other organizations the initiative 

in taking action to save human lives. It had a role to play, and he was therefore convinced 
that the draft resolution would receive general approval. 

Dr SHRIVASTAV (India) supported the draft resolution, but thought that it should be made 
more comprehensive and not be confined to African countries. There were other parts of the 

world where drought was equally severe; in the western part of India, for example, the 

monsoons had failed for three years in succession and a near -famine situation prevailed, 

bringing in its wake the threat of cholera, smallpox, and parasitic infections. He suggested 

that in the first preambular paragraph the word "African" should be deleted and that "in that 

part of the world" should be amended to "in various parts of the world ". 

Dr WINE (Senegal) accepted those amendments. His delegation's concern was that aid 

should be sent wherever it was needed. 

Dr KIVITS (Belgium) supported the draft resolution. His own country had signed 

agreements with a number of the countries affected by the disaster and had shown its concern 
by concrete action. 

Dr AUJOULAT (France) was glad that the cosponsors of the resolution had called attention 
to the serious situation that had arisen in Africa. It resulted not from any damage to the 

environment caused by 
had become hostile to 

in that region. The 

human activity but from a change in the environment itself, so that it 

human life, and in the opinion of experts the desert was gaining ground 

situation was much more tragic than had been presented in the press; 
in fact, the draft resolution presented by the African countries understated it. Nutritionists 

had made a survey of the affected areas and had found that peasants were living on less than a 

tenth of the amount 

the population were 

many had lost up to 
He had visited 

the auspices of FAO 

contributed by some 

of food normally considered essential to support life. The majority of 
farmers and herdsmen and were entirely dependent on their livestock, but 

80% or 90% of their herds and with it their interest in life. 

the area and had seen at first hand the work being accomplished under 

and the World Food Programme, as well as the substantial amounts of aid 

of the more privileged countries. Unfortunately, such aid often arrived 

too late, because after it had arrived in the country there was often not enough transport to 

take it to the remote areas where it was most needed. There had also been a failure to 

estimate how much aid would be required, since it had not been foreseen that the drought 

would persist for so long; thus the supplies provided for Mauritania had only been sufficient 

to meet one quarter of the actual needs. It had also not been foreseen that foodstuffs with 

a high fat and protein content should have priority over other types of foodstuffs in order 

to combat malnutrition. 

Although the appeal launched by FAO was meeting with a generous response 

of the world, WHO should be aware that the famine was likely to have harmful effects 

both in the long and in the short term. The population would be left vulnerable to 

of diseases, and there would be an urgent need for vaccines and medical supplies. 

from all parts 

on health 

all kinds 

The 

resolution might be made more forceful by requesting the Director -General in operative 

paragraph 3 to take action immediately, as measures were urgently required. 
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Dr VENEDIKTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) also supported the draft resolution. 

It was clear that, owing to the serious ecological consequences of the drought, the situation 
in Africa was critical. He suggested that one concrete stepthe Health Assembly could take 
would be to request the Regional Director for Africa to prepare quickly a report on the 

situation in the area. The report would be of help to Member countries and to international 

organizations in determining what action they could take. 

With regard to the text of the resolution, he was not entirely clear about the implications 

of the phrase "taxable goods and the virtual cessation of exports" in the last preambular 

paragraph. 

Dr SHRIVASTAV (India) agreed with the delegate of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 

that the phrase in question was not entirely appropriate. He suggested that a better wording 
might be "in their economic and other resources ". 

Dr ARTEAGA (Honduras) supported the Indian delegate's amendment to the first preambular 
paragraph. There was a parallel drought situation in Central America, notably in Honduras. 

Dr WINE (Senegal) had no objection to the amendments proposed. He supported the 

proposal by the delegate of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics that the Regional Director 

should be requested to prepare a report on the situation for transmission to Member States and 

international organizations. 

The DIRECTOR -GENERAL said that both the Regional Office for Africa and the Regional Office 

for the Eastern Mediterranean - the latter because the situation was serious in the south of 

Sudan - were taking steps to help the affected countries and the Regional Directors had 

contacted the WHO representatives in those countries. WHO, which was working in full 

cooperation with the United Nations, had already received a contribution from the Government 

of Switzerland towards meeting any request that might be made by Sudan for equipment, vaccines, 

antibiotics, etc. 

The United Nations had set up a programme of assistance to the south of Sudan, with the 

Director -General of FAO as coordinator, and WHO was keeping in touch with FAO in order to 

provide any necessary assistance in the health field. 

The Organization's resources were, of course, limited, but he had no doubt that, if WHO 

could provide Member States with information on the situation, they would make available the 

funds required. In the meantime, WHO was providing assistance as part of some of the projects 

being implemented with funds from the regular budget in the two regions concerned. 

WHO had been providing assistance in the south of Sudan for more than a year already and 

there would be no difficulty in obtaining the necessary information on the situation and in 

taking whatever relief measures were possible. He did not believe, however, that the situation 

in all the countries concerned - which he feared was partly man -made - could be remedied easily. 

A long -term programme of coordinated assistance from the international organizations and all 

governments that could afford to help would be needed. 

Mr GONZALES (Panama) thought it would weaken the effect of the draft resolution if, as 

suggested by the delegates of India and Honduras, it were made applicable to all parts of the 

world. He proposed that the resolution should be left in its original form. 

Dr JADAMBA (Mongolia) supported the draft resolution. He suggested that the final 

operative paragraph should be amended to read "REQUESTS the Director -General to implement the 

essential prophylactic and therapeutic measures required ". 

Dr SHRIVASTAV (India) reiterated his view that, in keeping with the character of WHO as 

an international organization, the draft resolution should be broad enough in scope to cover 

all countries of the world affected by drought. The Organization, as it was already doing in 

many parts of the world, could help to alleviate the situation by supplying vitamins to 

especially vulnerable sectors of the population, such as pregnant mothers and young children, 

and by supplying vaccines and serum. He agreed that WHO could not of itself provide a 

complete solution; there had been a complete change of climatic conditions in India, in which 

deforestation had led to successive failures of the monsoon, and long -term measures such as 

reafforestation, improved irrigation facilities and the deepening of river -beds and wells 

were called for. 
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Dr CAMARA (Guinea) said that, although he had the fullest sympathy for those suffering 
from calamities in other parts of the world, it was the African countries who were appealing 
for help in the resolution under consideration, and it was to their needs that WHO was being 
invited to respond. He stressed that the situation was an extremely urgent one, and unless 
prompt action was taken many would die. 

Dr BAIDYA (Nepal) supported the amendment proposed by the delegate of India. There had 
been severe famine in western Nepal due to the failure of crops over the past two years, and 
mass migration from the mountains to the plains had led to a danger of epidemics. 

Dr SUMPAICO (Philippines) fully supported the draft resolution, but felt it should not 
be confined to the effects of drought. In order to take into account the wider sphere in 
which WHO could and did provide assistance, he suggested that in the first preambular 
paragraph the word "drought" should be replaced by "natural calamities ". 

Dr WINE (Senegal) feared that diluting the draft resolution to the extent proposed would 
eventually leave the Committee with a text that would satisfy no one. What was under dis- 
cussion was not an abstract philosophical question but an actual emergency affecting the lives 
of thousands of people. The Committee ought not to give the impression that it was hesitating 
to provide the aid that was needed, and he urged Members to give unanimous support to the 

draft resolution as amended by the delegates of France and India. 

Sir George GODBER (United Kingdom) agreed that if the resolution were made too general in 

scope the immediate situation that had prompted it might be lost sight of. He proposed that, 
in order to make clear that WHO was aware of the emergency situations existing in other 
countries, an additional preambular paragraph should be inserted, which would read "Remaining 
mindful of the desperate needs of other areas ". 

Dr ALAN (Turkey) supported that proposal. 

Dr FERREIRA (Brazil) said that the draft resolution rightly laid the chief emphasis on the 

plight of African countries. However, in order to cover the needs of other countries 

suffering from similar disasters, he suggested that the words "and other" should be added after 

"African" in the first preambular paragraph, and that in operative paragraph 2 the phrase 

"and other countries" should be added after "African States ". 

Dr KIVITS (Belgium) said that the Committee had already spent too much time on discussion 

of the resolution. He proposed that the debate should be closed and the resolution put to 

the vote. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that it would be better to 

circulate the text of the amended draft resolution so that it could be considered at the next 

meeting. He did not think it appropriate that a vote should be taken at the present stage. 

The DIRECTOR - GENERAL suggested that, since there was no time to vote on the proposed 

amendments to the draft resolution individually, a working group should be set up to prepare 

a revised text for later consideration by the Committee. He reminded delegates that the 

Committee still had to deal with the items concerning cancer research. 

The CHAIRMAN proposed that a working group should be established, consisting of the 

cosponsors of the draft resolution, with the addition of the delegates of India, France, 

Mongolia, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom, and any other interested 

delegates to prepare a revised text of the draft resolution. 

It was so agreed. 

The meeting rose at 12.45 p.m. 


