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1. ADOPTION OF DRAFT THIRD REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON CONSTITUTIONAL
MATTERS (A2 /CM/7)

Decision: The draft third report was adopted unanimously.

2. ADOPTION OF DRAFT FOURTH REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON CONSTITUTIONAL

MATTERS (A2 /CM /8)

Ite

Mr, CALDERWOOD (United States of America), Rapporteur, recalled the

decision on principle reached at the last meeting, and moved the

adoption of the resolution in document A2 /CM /8 which the Secretariat

had been authorized to_prepare on the basis of the text submitted by the

delegation o f......lhdia.

Mr`. GOUDSMIT (Netherlands) asked whether the words "these States"

II the third paragraph of the resolution referred to the Soviet Union,

the Ukrainian and Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republics or to all

members present at the First`Health Assembly,

Rajkumari AMRIT KAUR (India) stated that it was quite clear from

the text of paragraph 1 that reference was to those three States only

Mr. GOUDSMIT (Netherlands) said that, if there was no danger of

misinterpretation, he would not insist on revision of the text,

ñ Dr. STOYANOFF (Bulgaria),ask.ed for.the insertion of the words "by

35 votes with 5 abstentions" after the words "the committee decided"

in paragraph 1 of the' draft'Fourth Report.

Mr. CALDERWOOD, (Uxr.''.cd States of America) Rapporteur, asked the

Secretary whether it was customary to include a reference to the vote in

resolutions of that kind.

M, ZARB, Legal Secretary, replied that it was not usual to quote

voting figures unless the vote had been taken by roll call. A record

of the voting could alwayu be found in summary records,

Dr, STOYANOFF (Bulgaria) stated that he reserved his right to raise

the question again when the matter was discussed in the plenary meeting,-

Decision: The draft fourth report was adopted.
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3. AGREEMENT WITH THE PAN AMERICAN SANITARY ORGANIZATION: ITEM
9.9 OF THE AGENDA (document A2/45) (continuation)

Mr. HALSTEAD (Canada) stated that the agreement with the PASO

(A2/45) constituted an important step in the implementation of the

provisions of the charter concerning regional arrangements, His

government was confident that the agreement would stand the acid test of

day to day co- operation, and hoped that it would serve to promote the

widest possible co- operation in the :astern hemisphere. The provisions

of Article 2 whereby the Pan American Sanitary Conference, through the

Directing Council of the PASO and the PASB should serve respectively

as the Regional Committee and the Regional Office of WHO for.. the Western

Hemisphere within the provisions of the WHO Constitution, would be

acceptable if interpreted in such a way as to allow any member of WHO

from the Western Hemisphere who was not also a member` of the PASO to

participate in the work of the Western Hemisphere Regional Committee on

terms mutually agreeable to the Directing Council of FASO and the

interested member. It was still for his government to decide what action

it would take in the matter. His government also wished to endorse the

statement made in the Director -General's letter of 24 May 1949 to the

Director of the PASB stating that the adoption of the agreement, although

representing a further step in the implementation of Article 44 of, the

1THO Constitution did not yet constitute "integration" in accordance

with that Constitution. His government looked forward to the time

when representation in WHO of all the American nations would make that

integration possible.

Dr. SCHOBER {Czechoslovakia) asked whether PASO had other funds apart

from the appropriations from the WHO budget. He expressed the regret of

his government that regional offices. were being established on grounds of

geographical proximity rather than on those of common health problems.

All would agree that health problems of Canada and the United States were

quite different from those Of the-Latin- American countries.

The LEGAL SECRETARY, refered the delegate of Czechoslovakia to

Article 6 of the Agreement with the PASO and to Official Records 17,

page 47, and to the "Temporary Working Agreement" (reproduced in Official

Records 17, Annex 17, pace 47) âirned '.)y the tue or ^anizations and which

inclu. cd budgetary and financial_ provisions.
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Dr. SOPER, Director of the PASB, stated in reply to the delegate

of Canada that a résolution had been adopted at the twelfth meeting

of the PASB in 1947 recognizing Canada as a conference member. According

to the Constitution of PASO, all self -governing countries of the Western

Hemisphere were entitled to membership.

y The LEGAL SECRETARY stated that the two Organizations in question

had suggested 1 July 1949 for the date on which the Agreement would acre

into force.

It

ecision: The proposal to forward the text of the Agreement to

AND
.

the Assembly, inserting the date'1 July 1949, was adopted.

4. RATIFICATIONS OF THE GENERAL CONVENTION OF THE PRIVILEGES A
IMMUNITIES OF THE SPECIALIZED AGENCIES: ITEM 9.16.5 OF THE AGENDA
(Official Records 13, 364; document A2/43)

/ The LEGAL SECRETARY said the purpose of the document was to

emphasize to all States the urgency of their acceding to the Convention,

which had been approved at the first World Health Assembly.

Dr. PAOLINI (Italy) pointed out that it was not a question of

ratification as stated in the French text, but of accession to the

Convention.

The SECRETARY explained that that modification affected only the

French text, since the English text used the word "acceded" - the term

used in the convention itself.

M. GEERAERTS (Belgium) proposed that, in order to clarify the

intention of the Committee, governments should be invited to ratify the

Convention because of the internal legislative measures which would

result, and to notify the Dir. actor- General that they adhered to it.

After the LEGAL SECRETARY had explained that it was left to each

country to decide on its internal measures for ratification, M. GEERAERTS

(Belgium) said he agreed with this explanation.

Mr. GOUDSMIT (Netherlands) agreed with the remarks of the Legal

Secretary,

4

Decision: The resolution, with the amendmentto the French text
proposed by the delegate of Italy, was adopted.
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5, WHO REGULATIONS ON NOMENCLATURE, 1948: PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO

ARTICLE 20: ITEM 9.17 OF THE AGENDA (Official Records 13,

Annex 1, 349; (document A2/44)

A
Mr. GUTTERIDGE, Secretariat, said that after the Nomenclature

' egulations had been adopted a conflict had appeared between Article

20 of the Nomenclature Regulations and Article 22 of the Constitution,

since the latter provided that the Regulations should come into force

twelve months after due notice had been given of their adoption. It

was obviously impossible to provide, as laid down in the original

Article 20 of the Nomenclature Regulations, for a period of twelve months

during which a State which had not been a Member at the time of the

adoption of the Regulations could consider them, therefore it had been

felt necessary to amend Article 20 in accordance with Articles 21 and

22 of the Constitution. The second Article of the Supplementary

Regulations on Nomenclature provided a short period of notice of sixty

days, after which the Supplementary Regulations on Nomenclature would..

come into force if approved by the Assembly.

IVIr. JOLL (United Kingdom), while associating himself with the

general principle of the proposed Supplementary Regulations, observed

that those States which had joined the Organization after the First

Health Assembly but before the date of the adoption of the Supplementary

Regulations should be deemed to have had due notice from the date on

which they joined the Organization. It was reasonable to assume that

those Member States had had due notice of the Regulations, especially

having regard to the terms of the original Article 20.

He suggested the following proviso be added to Article I of the

Annex to document A2/44: ' "Provided that in the case of such of the

Stites aforesaid as shall have become Members before the date of the

adoption of these Supplementary Regulations the notification referred

to in Article 20 of the Nomenclature Regulations 1948 as amended by

these Supplementary Regulations shall be deemed to have been given cap

the date on which those States became Members."

Mr. GUTTERIDGE, Secretariat, pointed out that though that amendment
mmight be legally sound, a considerable correspondence had been exchanged
with States which were Members at the time of the adoption of the Regula-

tions, concerning the application and the technical aspects of the Regu-
lations, whereas this exchange.of correspondence had not been extended
to those States who might be covered by the provisions of the Supple -

mentary Regulations and that those States might thus find themselves
u; tto carry out the Nomenclature Regulations, although in law the
Regulations might be binding on them.
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`( Mr. JOLL (United Kingdom) withdrew his amendment following that

explanation, but asked if the Secretariat had been wise in omitting the

despatch of such information to those States. He felt'that'it could be

assumed that new Members would normally acquaint themselves with the

Regulations and with the obligations of -Members.

Decision: The proposed amendment to Article 20 of the Nomenclature
Regulations, together with the Annex (document A2/44) thereto, was
adopted for..: submission to the Assembly. '

6. AMENDMENTS TO RULES OF PROCEDURE OF THE WORLD HEALTH ASSEMBLY;

OTHER AMENDMENTS: Item 9.53 of the Agenda (Official Records 17,

section 8.3)

JC The LEGAL SECRETARY said that the amendments, which had been

accepted in principle at the first plenary meeting of the Second Health

Assembly, modified Rules 3, 6, 14, 25 and 33 of the Rules of Procedure..

It remained for the Committee on Constitutional Matters to report to.the

Second Health Assembly on the substance of Annex 23 to section 8.3 of

Official Records 17.

Mr. GOUDSMIT (Netherlands) suggested the deletion in the second

paragraph of Rule 25 of the words "provided that the vice-chairman shall

not have the right to vote if he is of the same delegation as another

member of the committee" since that point was covered in the first

paragraph of the rule by the words "provided that no delegation may have

more than one representative on the committee ".

y The SECRETARY pointed out that it was sometimes useful to have

reiteration of such a clause to avoid misinterpretation.

A Mr. DAVIN (New Zealand)agreed with the Secretary, adding that the

right deductions were not always made from given premises.

Mr. GOUDSMIT (Netherlands) withdrew his proposal in the light of

those explanations.

iDecision: The committee adopted the proposed amendments to the
Rules of Procedure for transmission to the Assembly.

7. ADDITIONAL AMENDMENTS TO RULES OF PROCEDURE OF THE PD RID HEALTH
if ASSEMBLY (ITEM PROPOSED BY THE GOVERNMENT OF BELGIUM): ITEM 9.5.4

OF THE AGENDA (Document A2 /CM /3)

1 Mr. GEERAERTS (Belgium) explained that he proposed the addition of

the words "for the posts of President of each of the principal committees"

to Article 19 since they were important enough to be entrusted to the

Nominations Committee. He thought the choice of rapporteurs, however,



A2 /CM /Min /9.

page 7

might be left to the Committees themselves as they were tasks of a more

technical nature. To give delegations time to examine the lists, he

proposed the.addition of a paragraph allowing for communication of the

proposals of the Committee on Nominations to the Assembly or the principal

committees two hours before the meeting during which the election would

take place. Should the amendment to Article 19 be accepted, he thought

it would be advisable to increase the number of Members of the Committee

on Nominations. (in Article 18) from 12 to 18, since the task of that

committee would consequently be greater.

The amendment to Article 27 was to add a phrase at the end of the

article to the effect that the Committee on Nominations would submit names

in the Assembly, which would then elect chairmen of committees.

The amendment to Article 29 was a consequential change if the

amendment to Article 19 were accepted.

After further consideration of the proposed amendment to Article 74

in document A2 /CM /3 to omit the words "If the Health Assembly so desires,

and ..." his delegation had decided to withdraw that'proposal as the

deletion might lead to difficulties for the Assembly.'

The new article proposed by his delegation was designed to cover

the needs of States with small delegations who required to know well in

advance the times and dates of meetings in order to dispose their

personnel to the best advantage, but it would also be of help.to other

delegations.

Jr Dr. VILIARANLA (Philippines) suggested a working party should be set

up to study the implications of the principles involved.

The LEGAL SECRETARY thought it would be possible to dispose of any

such difficulties by going through the document paragraph by paragraph.

/T Dr. VILLARANA (Philippines) said he could accept that proposal if

he could receive assurance that protracted debate on those amendments

would not take place in the Assembly. The formation of a working party

would obviate such debates.

The LEGAL SECRETARY pointed out that the amendments proposed did not

concern questions of principle. It was desirable for the committee to

finish its work as soon as possible, preferably by the following Monday,

and the creation of a working party would retard progress.

Mr. GEERAETTS (Belgium) stated he was ready to withdraw his amendment
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to Article 18 if that would facilitate the work of the committee.

f Mr. HALSTEAD (Canada) agreed with the delegate'of the Philippines

that unnecessary debates in the Assembly should be avoided, but in the

light of the proposal made by the delegate of Belgium to withdraw his

amendment to Article 18,'he seconded the suggestion of the Secretary

to discuss the document paragraph by paragraph.

It was agreed to adopt that procedure.

Concerning Article 19, Mr. HALSTEAD (Canada) suggested the future

tense might be employed throughout in the English text in accordance

with the other Rules of Procedure.

It was agreed that the wording of the amendments would be regulated

by the Rapporteur.

Shri DHIREN MITRA (India) did not see the necessity for amendment

to the first paragraph of Article 19, as that principle had already

been adopted. He also felt that fixing a time limit of two hours

before the meeting for submission of the proposals of the Committee

on Nominations might result later in the work of the Assembly being

held up on a point of order. He suggested the Article should be

left in its original form.

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the Executive Board be asked to

consider the suggestions of the Belgian delegation and report to. the

Third Health Assembly. In any case the amendments would not affect

the work of the present Assembly.

,( M. GEERAERTS (Belgium), to meet the point of the delegate of

India, said he was willing to change the wording of his amendment to

"... are communicated to the,Assembly or to the Main Committees respec-

tively, before the meeting ..." He did not object to the proposal of

the Chairman to submit the amendments to the Executive Board.

Decision: The proposal to submit the amendments of the Belgian
delegation to the Executive Board for consideration and a report

to the Third Health Assembly was adopted.

. REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF ASSIGNMENT TO GEOGRAPHICAL REGION
(GREECE): ITEM 9.13 OF THE AGENDA (Official Records 13, 81;
17, 17, 6.5.2)

The SECRETARY explained that that item concerned the request of

Greece to be included, not in the Eastern Mediterranean region, but in
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the European region. The Executive Board had framed a resolution

providing for the inclusión of Greece in Area (4), comprising countries

of the European continent.

Decision: The proposal was adopted without amendment.

9. ESTABLISHMENT OF A REGIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR THE WESTERN PACIFIC
REGION - PROPOSAL BY THE DELEGATION OF THE PHILIPPINE REPUBLIC:

ITEM 8.19.1.6.1 OF THE AGENDA (Official Records 13, 331;
document A2 /CM /2)

jC Mr. MOORE, Secretariat, said the normal procedure was for the

States concerned to consult informally with each other to see if the

majority was in.- favour of the establishment of a new regional orga-

nization. Until three of the four States in the Western Pacific

region consented to the establishment of such a regional organization,

no action could be taken by the Director- General.

Dr. VILLkRAMA (Philippines) said he had been privately informed

that New Zealand and Australia were not in favour of a new regional

organization; China was cccup ied in civil war; Japan, which would

normally come within that region, was still occupied territory,

' he did not know if Southern Korea had yet been admitted to the World

Health Organization. His purpose in submitting the document was to

sound the reaction of other countries in the region.

je Dr. STOYANOFF (Bulgaria) said that although the region contained

a large population whose needs should be considered, most of that popu-

lation lived in the three countries whose consent could not yet be

gained - Japan was an occupied territory; China was in a state. of

civil war, and in Indonesia, the internal situation was obscure. He

proposed that the question should be studied by the Director -General

and placed on the agenda of the Third Health Assembly.

A Mr. PLIMSOLL (Australia) said his government was prepared to co-

operate with the Philippine and other governments in any matter con-

cerning the common interests of health, although the form that co-

operation should take would have to be decided later. His country

was concerned not only with the Western Pacific, but with South -East

Asia and other countries further afield, and all such matters would

have to be discussed in detail.

Mr. DAVIN (New Zealand) said the remarks of the delegate of

Australia were applicable to his government. He supported the
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suggestion of the delegate of Bulgaria that the matter be referred to

the Director -General for study and that a report should be made to the

Third Health Assembly.

1k Dr. VILLARAMA (Philippines) was gratified to hear that he had

been misinformed about the unwillingness of Australia and New Zealand

to join his country in a new regional organization.

/ Mr. DAVIN (New Zealand) replied that his government was willing

to co- operate on problems of health, but he could give no undertaking

that they would participate in a regional organization for the Western

Pacific area.

lC Mr. PLIMSOLL (Australia) stated that his position was the same

as that of the delegate of New Zealand. He supported the proposal to

refer the matter to the Executive Board, and suggested that at the time

of discussion interested countries should have an opportunity to be

present.

Mr. MOORE, Secretariat, repeated that the Director- General and the

Executive Board could take no action until a majority of the States

concerned was in agreement. They could only consult Member States in

that area.

The CHAIRMAN said the document would be noted by the Director -

General and the Secretariat.

The meeting rose at 12.25 p.m.


