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TENTH MEETING 

Thursday. 12 May 1988. at 14h30 

Chairman: Dr T. MORK (Norway) 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya had accepted the nomination 
to serve on WHO's Staff Pension Committee； the resolution to that effect approved at the 
eighth meeting did not therefore need to be reconsidered. 

1. FORTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF THE WORLD HEALTH ORGANIZATION AND TENTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
DECLARATION OF ALMA-ATA (Consideration of a draft resolution): Item 12 of the 
Agenda (continued) 

The CHAIRMAN drew the Committee's attention to the revised text of the draft 
resolution on the role of epidemiology in attaining health for all which had been drawn 
up by the Working Group since the previous meeting, and which read as follows : 

The Forty-first World Health Assembly, 

Noting the importance of epidemiology as a tool for the formulation of rational 
health policy; 

Recognizing the essential role of epidemiology not only i tí studying the causes 
and means of prevention of disease but also in health systems research, information 
support, technology assessment, and the management and evaluation of health 
services； 

Recalling that the role of epidemiology in the work of WHO has for many years 
been emphasized by the World Health Assembly; 

Emphasizing the needs of Member States for relevant epidemiological input in 
preparing and updating their health-for-all strategies, defining related targets and 
monitoring and evaluating their attainment； 

Noting with concern the discrepancy between the content of training in 
epidemiology in schools of medicine, public health and other health sciences and the 
needs of Member States； 

Encouraged by the interest shown by epidemiologists and their Associations 
including the International Epidemiological Association in promoting the broader 
view of epidemiology encompassing consideration of economic, social, cultural and 
other factors relevant to contemporary health problems, and in promoting related 
training; 

1. URGES Member States to make greater use of epidemiological data, concepts and 
methods in preparing, updating, monitoring and evaluating their health-for-all 
strategies； 

2. APPEALS to schools of medicine, public health and other health sciences to 
ensure training in modern epidemiology that is relevant to countries' needs 
regarding their health-for-all strategies and, in particular, the needs of 
developing countries； 



3. WELCOMES the involvement and willingness of many epidemiologists around the 
world to collaborate with WHO in promoting new trends in epidemiology and related 
training; 

4. REQUESTS the Director-General: 

(1) to convene as soon as possible a group of experts including adequate 
representation from developing countries to define the desired nature and scope 
of epidemiology in support of health-for-all strategies and related training in 
the expanded role of epidemiology; 

(2) to report to the Eighty-third Executive Board in January 1989 and to the 
Forty-second World Health Assembly on the implementation of this resolution, 
including the conclusions of the above-mentioned group of experts. 

Dr GEZAIRY (Regional Director for the Eastern Mediterranean) suggested that, in the 
fifth preambular paragraph, which drew attention to the discrepancy between the content 
of training in epidemiology in schools and the needs of Member States, the world "some" 
or "most" should be inserted before the word "schools", since some schools were in fact 
doing well. 

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the word "most" be inserted before the word "schools" in 
the fifth preambular paragraph, and asked whether the Committee was prepared to approve 
the draft resolution with that minor amendment. 

The draft resolution, as thus amended. was approved. 

2. COLLABORATION WITHIN THE UNITED NATIONS SYSTEM: Item 34 of the Agenda (continued) 

General matters : Item 34.1 of the Agenda (continued) 

Draft resolution on the embargo of medical supplies and its effect on health care 
(continued) 

The CHAIRMAN drew the Committee's attention to the draft resolution on the embargo 
of medical supplies and its effect on health care (proposed by the delegations of 
Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Benin, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cuba, Democratic 
People's Republic of Korea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Ethiopia, Ghana, Guinea-Bissau, 
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, 
Mauritania, Morocco, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Panama, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, 
Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, Viet Nam and Yemen), which 
read: 

The Forty-first World Health Assembly, 

Mindful of the principle contained in the WHO Constitution stating that the 
health of all peoples is fundamental to the attainment of peace and security; 

Reaffirming that the United Nations General Assembly resolution 26/25 (D-25) 
concerning friendly and cooperative relations between countries is fully valid for 
the solution of the problems facing those countries； 

Recalling United Nations General Assembly resolution 39/210 reaffirming that 
developed countries should abstain from threatening or imposing economic 
restrictions or embargoes or other penalties； 



Recalling the note by the Director-General concerning the effects on people's 
health of withholding medical supplies and the Executive Board's decision on the 
subject; 

1. CONDEMNS the imposing of embargoes on medical supplies, which represents a 
threat to countries' health development, hinders health care programmes, contradicts 
the basic principles of WHO as well as its medical, ethical and humanitarian 
objectives, and is an obstacle to international health cooperation and the 
achievement of health for all by the year 2 0 0 0 ； 

2. REQUESTS Member States imposing embargoes on the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya or any 
other Member State to suspend them; 

3. REQUESTS the Director-General: 

(1) to take all necessary measures to assist all Member States affected by 
embargoes to obtain supplies according to their requirements； 

(2) to follow up the implementation of this resolution, taking the necessary 
steps to ensure the cooperation of Member States and prevent the consequences 
of embargoes imposed on medical supplies, and to report to the Forty-second 
World Health Assembly. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that at the previous meeting he had understood the 
Canadian delegate to have asked whether the Director-General had experienced difficulties 
since the Executive Board had taken its decision in January 1988, and whether he had 
received further notification by Member States of difficulties they had experienced in 
connection with "embargos". His answer had been no, and that was still the case. As the 
delegate from the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya knew, WHO had taken action on a number of issues 
on the basis of a request received from his country in 1987. Most of the requests for 
medical supplies and equipment had been or were being met. Regarding the list received, 
he observed that Siemens had been contacted directly by the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya on the 
question of spare parts, and there was thus no need for further action by WHO. Progress 
had also been made on heart valves and on X-ray films : the only question was that of 
funds, which he, the Director-General, could not mobilize. WHO could only identify 
suppliers of such equipment； it then had to find the funds, either from the country 
concerned or from extrabudgetary resources. There had been a small problem with some 
drugs, because certain suppliers would not quote, but WHO was approaching other suppliers 
of drugs having a similar impact. He assured the Committee that should there be any 
problems he would bring them to the attention of the Health Assembly as stipulated in the 
Executive Board's decision. Meantime the dialogue would continue with the Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya and he was confident that the results would be satisfactory to all concerned. 

Dr AL-ZAIDI (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) stressed that the draft resolution should not 
be taken as concerning his country alone. His delegation had raised the question as a 
matter of humanitarian principle； he recognized that WHO was unable to intervene when 
countries imposed an embargo on medical supplies to other countries. What he wanted the 
draft resolution to make clear on the fortieth anniversary of WHO was whether, as a 
matter of principle, it was possible to use an embargo on medical supplies to achieve 
political ends. His delegation was concerned to emphasize the humanitarian principles 
that were fundamental to WHO; as a humanitarian organization WHO must say that it would 
not allow medical supplies to be used as a means of political pressure on countries. 
That was the essence of the resolution, and it was for that reason that the 
Director-General‘s assistance was being requested. He and the со-sponsors of the draft 
resolution therefore accepted the amendment proposed by the Chilean delegation to remove 
the reference to the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya from the draft resolution To save time, he 
formally moved the closure of the debate on that matter. 



The CHAIRMAN asked whether any delegates wished to speak against the closure of the 
debate. 

The debate was closed. 

The CHAIRMAN said that he took it that the co-sponsors had accepted the amendment 
proposed by the delegation of Chile. The amendments proposed by the delegate of Sweden 
still remained, however, which read as follows : (1) in the second preambular paragraph 
the reference to the General Assembly resolution should be corrected to read 
"2625 (D XXV)"; (2) the third preambular paragraph should be deleted; (3) operative 
paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 should be deleted and replaced by a single new operative paragraph 
that read: "1. CONFIRMS the principles laid down by the Executive Board's decision 
EB81(3)11 In accordance with Rule 67 of the Rules of Procedure, he invited the Committee 
to vote on the proposed amendments. 

The amendments proposed by the delegate of Sweden were adopted by 37 votes to 36. 
with 11 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN asked the Legal Counsel to clarify the position of the Committee. 

Mr VIGNES (Legal Counsel) said that the legal situation was simple : the Committee 
had adopted an amendment, and in conformity with Rule 67 of the Rules of Procedure it now 
had to vote on the resolution as amended, unless it wished to approve the resolution by 
consensus. 

The CHAIRMAN asked if the Committee was prepared to approve the resolution as 
amended, by consensus. 

Dr HASSAN (Libyan Arab Jamáhiriya) said that his delegation would find it difficult 
to agree to a consensus decision. The resolution as it stood was quite different from 
the one introduced by the sponsoring states. The voting on the amendment had not been 
very clear and he did not know who had cast the 37 votes in favour and the 36 against. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the position was quite clear； the Committee must take a vote 
on the draft resolution as amended. The Committee had voted on the amendment and the 
amendment had been adopted. The delegate of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya had not been able 
to accept a consensus and the draft resolution, as amended, must therefore be put to the 
vote. 

Mr AL-KHATTABI (Saudi Arabia) said that the Committee had voted on an amendment 
which it had not seen. The amendment had not been circulated to it in writing; how 
could the Committee approve a text which it had not seen? 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Committee had agreed to proceed to a vote on the 
amendment and it was his view that it was too late to make such a reservation at the 
present stage； the Committee should therefore proceed immediately to a vote on the draft 
resolution as amended. 

Mr WAYARABI (Indonesia), on a point of order, said that his delegation had also not 
seen the text. The Committee did not know who had voted in favour of the amendment and 
who had voted against it. It was very important for all delegations to know the 
identities of those concerned. If the Committee was already in the process of voting on 
the draft resolution as amended, in accordance with the Rules of Procedure, his 
delegation would propose for the future that the contents of amendments should be made 
clear, preferably in writing, as well as the identities of those who had voted in favour 
of, and against them. 

The CHAIRMAN said that there had been no requests for a roll call on the vote which 
had just been taken. 

Mr ALEMAN (Nicaragua), on a point of order, asked what the Committee was currently 
being requested to vote on. The amendment had been so far-reaching that it had changed 



the meaning of the resolution. The text of the new draft resolution, on which the 
Committee was being asked to vote, should be read out. 

Mr LUETTGEN DE LECHUGA (Cuba) agreed that the amendment which had been introduced by 
the delegate of Sweden was far-reaching and changed the whole meaning of the resolution. 
She would therefore prefer, before the Committee proceeded to a vote, to have the text of 
the amendment so that members would know how to vote. It would be possible for members 
to examine the text of the amendment by the following day, when a vote could be taken. 

The CHAIRMAN said that he had not heard any objections when he had asked the 
Committee whether it would be prepared to proceed to a vote. At the request of the 
delegate of Nicaragua, he would read out, slowly, the text of the draft resolution, as 
amended, as it currently stood. 

Mr AL-KHATTABI (Saudi Arabia) asked for the text of the new draft resolution to be 
circulated before a vote was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN repeated that he had asked the Committee whether it was prepared to 
proceed to a vote and he had heard no objections before he had announced that the 
Committee was going to vote. The text of the draft resolution, as amended, read as 
follows : 

THE EMBARGO OF MEDICAL SUPPLIES AND ITS EFFECT ON HEALTH CARE 

The Forty-first World Health Assembly, 

Mindful of the principle contained in the WHO Constitution stating that the 
health of all peoples is fundamental to the attainment of peace and security; 

Reaffirming that the United Nations General Assembly resolution 2625 (DXXV) 
concerning friendly and cooperative relations between countries is fully valid for 
the solution of the problems facing those countries； 

Recalling the note by the Director-General concerning the effects on people's 
health of withholding medical supplies and the Executive Board's decision on the 
subject; 

1. CONFIRMS the principle laid down by the Executive Board's decision EB81(3). 

Dr HASSAN (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya), requested a roll call vote. 

The CHAIRMAN said that, in conformity with Rule 74 of the Rules of Procedure, a vote 
would be taken by roll call. 

Mrs LUETTGEN DE LECHUGA (Cuba), on a point of order proposed that, before the 
Committee proceeded to vote, it should see the text of the draft resolution, as amended, 
in writing. 

The CHAIRMAN said that he had ruled that the Committee should take a vote on the 
document as it currently stood and that it should not be circulated. He asked whether 
the intervention of the delegate of Cuba constituted a formal challenge against that 
decision. 

Mrs LUETTGEN DE LECHUGA (Cuba) said that she was not challenging the Chairman's 
decision. Before the Chairman had made that decision, however, she had requested that 
the Committee should be given the document in writing. If, however, the Chairman ruled 
that the Committee must proceed to a vote, she would not pursue the matter further. 

Mr WAYARABI (Indonesia), on a point of order, said that it was important that 
delegates should know exactly what were the terms of the Executive Board's decision 
EB81(3). 



The CHAIRMAN said that the text of the Executive Board's decision EB81(3) read as 
follows: 

Effects on people's health of withholding medical supplies 

The Executive Board concurred with the observations put forward in the note by 
the Director-General on the effects on people's health of withholding medical 
supplies. It requested the Director-General to take the necessary measures to 
ensure the provision of medical supplies to any Member State that has notified him 
that it is being deprived of such supplies by another Member State. If, in spite of 
his efforts, the Director-General cannot find a satisfactory solution, he should 
bring the matter to the attention of the Executive Board and the Health Assembly. 

The Committee would in accordance with Rule 74 of the Rules of Procedure, take a 
vote by roll call, the names of the Member States being called in the French alphabetical 
order, starting with Pakistan, the letter P having been determined by lot. 

Mrs AL-GHAZALI (Oman), on a point of clarification, asked whether Executive Board 
decision EB81(3) had been put to the vote in the Executive Board. 

The CHAIRMAN said that it was too late to raise such a question as the vote had 
already started. 

A vote vas taken by roll-call. the names of the Member States being called in the 
French alphabetical order, starting with Pakistan, the letter P having been determined by 
lot. 

The result of the vote was as follows : 

In favour: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, 
Finland, France, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic 
of, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, 
Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Maldives, Mongolia, Netherlands, 
New Zealand, Norway, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Samoa, Senegal, 
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Tonga, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of 
America, Uruguay. 

Against: Afghanistan, Algeria, Bangladesh, Burkina Faso, Chile, Cuba, Cyprus, 
Democratic People's Republic of Korea, Ghana, Iran (Islamic Republic 
of), Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Malaysia, 
Malta, Morocco, Nigeria, Oman, Panama, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, 
Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates, Venezuela, 
Zimbabwe. 

Abstaining: Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, China, Colombia, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, 
Guinea, India, Indonesia, Jamaica, Kenya, Liberia, Mali, Mexico, Nepal, 
Nicaragua, Niger, Pakistan, Peru, Rwanda, San Marino, Seychelles, 
Sri Lanka, Thailand, Yugoslavia, Zambia. 

Absent: Albania, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Bahamas, Bahrain, Barbados, 
Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Burma, Burundi, Cameroon, 
Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Comoros, Congo, Cook 
Islands, Costa Rica, Côte d'Ivoire, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic 
Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, 
Gabon, Gambia, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea Bissau, Haiti, Honduras, 
Kiribati, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lesotho, Mauritania, 
Mauritius, Monaco, Mozambique, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Republic of 



Korea, Romania, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and 
Principe, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Sudan, Suriname, 
Swaziland, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Uganda, United Republic 
of Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zaire. 

The draft resolution was therefore adopted by 39 votes to 29. with 28 abstentions. 

Mrs LUETTGEN DE LECHUGA (Cuba), Professor MAMMERI (Algeria) and Mr ALEMAN 
(Nicaragua) requested that the names of their countries be deleted from the list of 
со-sponsors of the resolution. 

Dr HASSAN (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) asked the Chairman to repeat the result of the 
voting on this resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN read out the result again. 

Mr HOSSEINI (Islamic Republic of Iran), Dr GRANT (Ghana) and Mr HALFAOUI (Morocco) 
also asked that their countries be deleted from the list of со-sponsors. 

Mr VIGNES (Legal Counsel) pointed out that, when the resolutions were printed, the 
names of the со-sponsors did not appear. 

Dr HASSAN (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) said 
was not what his delegation had had in mind; 
should therefore be removed from the list of 

that the spirit of the amended resolution 
the name of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 

co-sponsors. 

Mr AL-KHATTABI (Saudi Arabia) said that his delegation had voted against the 
resolution because its spirit was not in accordance with what was originally intended. 
Their name should also be removed from the list of со-sponsors. 

Dr MUCHEMWA (Zimbabwe) noted that the со-sponsors were withdrawing en masse. Was it 
possible to vote on a resolution that had not been sponsored? 

The CHAIRMAN said that at the time the vote had been taken, the draft resolution had 
had a large number of sponsors. The result of the vote stood according to the Rules of 
Procedure. 

Dr HASSAN (Afghanistan) and Dr AL-JABER (Qatar) both requested that the names of 
their countries be removed from the list of со-sponsors. 

Mrs LYNAM (Chile) said that her delegation had voted against the resolution because 
it was not in accordance with what had been presented by the со-sponsors. She was not 
surprised that they wished to withdraw their names. 

Mr SAKUHUKA (Zambia) said there had been a certain amount of confusion at the time 
the amendment had been approved. If it had been circulated, the members of the Committee 
would have been clear about the contents. Now that most of the со-sponsors had 
withdrawn, he wondered whether the resolution had indeed been legally approved. 

Mr VIGNES (Legal Counsel) cited Rule 69 of the Rules of Procedure of the World 
Health Assembly as follows : "A motion may be withdrawn by its proposer at any time 
before voting on it has commenced, provided that the motion has not been amended or, if 
amended, that the proposer of the amendment agrees to the withdrawal •••" He did not 
think that that had been the case. Therefore, legally, the resolution had been properly 
presented to the Committee. 

Mrs MARTINS GOMES (Portugal) pointed out that, although many of the со-sponsors had 
withdrawn, some of them had not been present and therefore could not withdraw. Portugal 
had adopted the same position as the Twelve and did not find the resolution essential; 
however, it had been approved. 



Professor ABDUL RAZAK (Kuwait), Dr WARSAME DUALE (Somalia), Mr BEZABIH (Ethiopia) 
and Mrs AMSOU (Niger) also asked that the names of their countries be removed from the 
list of со-sponsors. 

Dr TAPSOBA (Burkina Faso) said that he had voted against both the amendment and the 
proposed resolution since the spirit of the present resolution was completely different 
from that of the first draft. He requested that the name of Burkina Faso be withdrawn 
from the list of co-sponsors. 

Mr AL-MADFA (United Arab Emirates) wished to join the other co-sponsors in 
withdrawing support for the resolution. 

Mr VILLARREAL (Panama), Dr KIM (Democratic People's Republic of Korea) and 
Miss CHEHABI (Syrian Arab Republic) also requested that the names of their countries be 
removed from the list of со-sponsors. 

Draft resolution on the difficult health situation experienced by the people of 
Panama (continued) 

Mr LADSOUS (France) said that the draft resolution in question was of a moderate 
nature but drew attention to a serious humanitarian problem, and he therefore supported 
it. 

Dr SALCEDO (Venezuela) and Mr PEREZ DEL ARCO (Spain) expressed their support for the 
draft resolution. 

Mr VILLARREAL (Panama) said that the text of the draft resolution came within the 
terms of reference of WHO ; it called for humanitarian, moral support for the people of 
Panama and had no political overtones. 

Mr ALEMAN (Nicaragua) said that any economic measure that was used to exert 
political coercion was reprehensible, and even more so when it involved resources vital 
to the health of a population. Many resolutions had addressed that subject, such as 
resolution 39/210 of the United Nations General Assembly, one part of which stated that 
developed countries should abstain from imposing economic restrictions, embargoes or 
other sanctions, or threats to do so. His delegation supported the draft resolution, 
which addressed the difficult health situation of the Panamanian people. 

Dr MUCHEMWA (Zimbabwe) said that he could well appreciate the health situation in 
Panama, as he had seen it for himself. He considered that the draft resolution was 
useful. Speaking as a representative of the Health Ministers of the Non-aligned 
Movement, he felt that Panama needed help in the present situation. 

The draft resolution was approved. 

Mr BOYER (United States of America) said that his delegation had serious 
reservations about the resolution, the first operative paragraph of which appeared to 
confirm a decision of the Executive Board. The Director-General had said that no 
country, which presumably included Panama, had requested assistance in securing medical 
supplies, and therefore no country had been refused such help. His delegation considered 
that the resolution, like the previous one in its original form, was premature. If there 
was indeed a difficult situation in Panama, it was to be deplored, but it must be related 
to the policies of the present Government regarding the allocation of resources. The 
people of the United States strongly supported the people of Panama. The actions taken 
by the United States recently had been in response to requests from the duly elected 
Government of Panama. Despite their reservations, his delegation had not called for a 
vote, however, because he had taken note of the statement by the delegate of Panama that 
morning that no political confrontation with any state had been intended. 



Draft resolution on health assistance to Afghanistan 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the following revised draft resolution, proposed by 
the delegations of Afghanistan, Angola, Botswana, Cuba, the Democratic People's Republic 
of Korea, Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, India, Iraq, the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, 
Mozambique, the Syrian Arab Republic, Viet Nam and Yemen: 

The Forty-first World Health Assembly, 

Bearing in mind the principle set out in the WHO Constitution that health is 
fundamental to the attainment of peace and security; 

Welcoming the signing of the Agreements on the settlement of the situation 
relating to Afghanistan in Geneva in April 1988； 

Noting the appointment by the United Nations Secretary-General of a Special 
Coordinator of all activities of the United Nations system in respect of the 
emergency relief and rehabilitation needs relating to Afghanistan; 

Taking into account the numerous health problems of the people of Afghanistan 
that require an urgent solution; 

Being aware that the solution of these problems demands considerable logistic, 
financial, manpower and other resources； 

1. URGES Member States, intergovernmental and nongovernmental international 
organizations to provide on a continuous basis additional resources to satisfy the 
basic and most urgent health requirements of the people of Afghanistan in order to 
assist in the implementation of WHO's health for all strategy; 

2. REQUESTS the Director-General to cooperate with the United Nations 
Secretary-General‘s Special Coordinator by providing expanded health assistance to 
the people of Afghanistan and making appropriate funds available for this purpose. 

Mr MALHOTRA (India), introducing the draft resolution, said that the signing in 
Geneva in April 1988 of the agreements on resolving the situation relating to Afghanistan 
had been welcomed throughout the world. A number of delegations had sponsored a draft 
resolution on health assistance to Afghanistan, and the delegate of Pakistan had put 
forward a number of amendments. Extensive consultations among the delegations of 
Afghanistan, Pakistan, India and others had subsequently made it possible to present a 
consensus text, which was the version now before the Committee. India fully endorsed the 
draft and commended it for unanimous adoption by the Committee. 

Mr VON ALVENSLEBEN (Federal Republic of Germany), speaking on behalf of the members 
of the European Community, said that the Geneva agreements represented an important step 
towards the resolution of the situation in Afghanistan, and the Twelve were now anxious 
to help solve the many problems faced by the people of that country. But the agreements 
had only just been signed and would not become operative until 15 May 1988. Many issues 
still had to be settled, including the necessary involvement of all the relevant agencies 
within the coordinating framework envisaged by the Secretary-General of the United 
Nations. The Twelve were therefore not convinced that it was appropriate for WHO to 
address individual aspects of the problem at the present stage, when the overall strategy 
for aid had not yet been determined, and considered the submission of a draft resolution 
to be somewhat premature. When presented with the new text that had emerged from 
consultations, and which took into account the concerns he had just expressed, however, 
the Twelve had found that they could support it. 

Dr MUCHEMWA (Zimbabwe) said that, on the basis of its analysis of the situation in 
Afghanistan, the Government of Zimbabwe endorsed the draft resolution with no 
reservations whatsoever. On behalf of the health ministers of the members of the 
Non-aligned Movement, he expressed deep appreciation of, and support for it. 



Mr GILANI (Pakistan) said that his delegation was satisfied at the successful 
outcome of consultations on the draft resolution. The consensus text met all Pakistan's 
essential concerns, and he confirmed his delegation's full support for it. 

Mr CAO Yonglin (China) said that everyone knew that the foreign invasion of 
Afghanistan was directly responsible for the health problems there. Occupation by 
foreign forces had brought disaster to the Afghan people, millions of whom had had to 
seek refuge abroad, in direct conflict with the strategy of health for all by the year 
2000 promoted by WHO. 

China deeply sympathized with the Afghan people and was concerned about their 
present health situation, but for reasons connected with the situation now prevailing in 
that country, it deemed it inappropriate to talk about assistance in the field of 
health. Once the foreign occupation of the country was ended, it would be possible to 
solve the health problems of the Afghan people. The health situation was thus intimately 
linked to the fulfillment by the Soviet Union of its agreement to withdraw its forces and 
allow the Afghan people to regain its independence so that it could deal with its 
problems without foreign interference. To demand that foreign troops be withdrawn was 
the most effective assistance that could be rendered to the Afghan people. From the 
purely humanitarian point of view, however, China agreed that health assistance should be 
provided to the Afghan people, and that was why it supported the revised version of the 
draft, which took into account the concerns expressed by the delegation of Pakistan. 

Finally, China welcomed the Geneva agreements, which were the result of the long 
struggle undertaken by the Afghan people and of the pressure of the international 
community for the principles that governed international relations to be upheld. 

Mr SAKUHUKA (Zambia) endorsed the revised version of the draft resolution on behalf 
of the Zambian delegation, those of the front-line states, and the Organization of 
African Unity. 

Mr ALEMAN (Nicaragua) expressed full support for the draft resolution on health 
assistance to the Afghan people, which had suffered so dreadfully throughout its history. 

Mr KUDRYAVTSEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the draft resolution 
oñ the health situation in Afghanistan submitted by a number of non-aligned States was an 
extremely important one. The matter concerned one of the fundamental principles 
contained in the WHO Constitution: "The health of all peoples is fundamental to the 
attainment of peace and security and is dependent upon the fullest cooperation of 
individuals and States." 

In April 1988, the agreements on a political settlement of the situation relating to 
Afghanistan had been signed by the representatives of Afghanistan, Pakistan, the Soviet 
Union and the United States, and a Memorandum of Understanding outlining the ways in 
which the United Nations could assist in bringing the agreement to fruition had been 
adopted. The Soviet Government had stated on that occasion that an important 
breakthrough had been achieved in one of the contemporary world's most complex regional 
conflicts, and one which had had serious repercussions far beyond its own region. 

Those who saw the agreements as part of an expanding dialogue between East and West 
were undoubtedly correct: the agreements were the touchstone from the point of view of 
sincerity of intentions regarding Afghanistan and its people. Anyone who truly wanted 
peace for the Afghan people would assist it in binding up its wounds and in restoring and 
revitalizing its economy, science culture and, of course, its health care - a task which 
constituted one of Afghanistan's most urgent needs, and in which WHO had an important 
role to play. The Soviet Union hoped that it would successfully discharge that noble 
mission, and was prepared to participate actively to that end. It invited all other 
states to do likewise. 



The Soviet Union stood for concerted action in that matter and in all the other 
matters of concern to WHO, for the development of fruitful international dialogue and the 
broadest possible cooperation in health care, and for united efforts to implement the 
health-for-all strategy. 

The draft resolution was approved. 

Mr HOSSEINI (Islamic Republic of Iran) said that, although his delegation had voted 
in favour of the draft resolution, it wished to record certain reservations with regard 
to preambular paragraph 2. It believed that only genuine representatives of the Afghan 
Muslim people had the right to participate in negotiations or agreements relating to the 
problem of Afghanistan. 

While welcoming the decision to withdraw the Soviet forces from Afghanistan, the 
Islamic Republic of Iran wished to call attention to the fact that the efforts of other 
superpowers to replace those forces would not be acceptable. Afghanistan was part of the 
land of Islam; it should be independent and truly non-aligned, and all Afghan refugees 
should have the right to return to their homeland freely and voluntarily. 

The meeting rose at 17h00. 


