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1, STATUS OF,COLLECTION OF ANNUAL CONTRIBUTIONS AND OF ADVANCES TO THE WORKING CAPITAL
FUND: Item 7.18 of the Agenda (Official Records No. 52, Resolution EB13.,R30;

Document A7 /AFL /5)

Mr. SIEGEL (Assistant Director -General, Administration and Finance), Secretary,

drew attention to the report of the Director -General on the item (A7 /AFL /5), which showed

the status of collections of contributions in respect of the 1954 assessments and of ad-

vances to the Working Capital Fund, as well as containing information on arrears of con-

tributions.

Since 1 May 1954, several payments had been received in respect of contributions,

some of which were applicable to arrears. Bolivia had paid off its advance to the

Working Capital Fund and its contribution for 1950 -1951 ( *13,780); Paraguay had likewise

paid off its contribution for 1950 -1951 (6,593) and four other countries had made pay-

ments in respect of their assessments for 1954.

Decision: The "following draft resolution was unanimously adopted:

The Seventh World Health Assembly,

Having considered the report of the Director -General on arrears of
contributions;

Noting that certain Members did not make any payments on their arrears during
1953;

"1. DRAWS to the attention of those Members resolution WHA6.31 of the Sixth World
Health Assembly, inviting their particular attention to the decision which provides
'that, if a Member is in arrears in the payment of its financial contributions to
the Organization in an amount which equals or exceeds the amount of the contributions
due from it for the preceding two full years at the time of the convening of the
World Health Assembly in 1955, the Assembly may consider, in accordance with
Article 7 of the Constitution, whether or not the right of vote shall be granted to
such a Member';

"2. CALLS upon Members to take appropriate action to liquidate their arrears of
contributions during 1954; and

"3. REQUESTS all Members to provide regularly in their annual budgets for their
contributions to the World Health Organization and to pay such contributions as early
as possible after 1 January of the year in which they are due."
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Mr. CORKERY (Australia) stated that the delegation of Australia did not think that

the action just decided upon in respect of the payment of arrears of contributions was

sufficient. It did not, however, wish to propose any further action et the present stage.

2. WORKING CAPITAL FUND RESOLUTION FOR.1955: Item 7.21 of the Agenda (Official Records

No. 50, page 37; Official Records No. 53, page 14)

The SECRETARY drew attention to the proposed draft resolution on the Working Capital

Fund set out in Official Records No. 50, page .3.7 and to the revised wording suggested by

the Executive Board on page 14 of Official Records No. 53. The Committee would note that

the reference to the Executive Board Special Fund had been omitted, in accordance with

the Assembly's decision to establish that fund separately from the Working Capital Fund.

The footnote to the resolution indicated what the amount would have been as at 31 October

1953; since that time, Yemen had become a Member of the Organization and with the

addition of its assessed advance, the final figure for the establishment of the Working

Capital Fund was US ',3,385,369.

Decision: The proposed Working Capital Fund resolution for 1955 was approved
unanimously, with the revised wording of the last sentence suggested by the
Executive Board.

3. REPORT ON PUBLICATIONS REVOLVING FUND: Item 7.22 of the Agenda (Official Records
No. 48, Resolution WHA6.33; Official Records No. 52, Resolution EB13.R65 and
Annex 17)

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to resolution EB13.R65 adopted by the Executive Board

at its thirteenth session, in which it decided to defer until its fifteenth session
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cc nsideration of the purposes for which any accumulated sums in the Fund might be used

end requested the Director- General to make a further report.

Mr. SOLE (Union of South Africa) said his delegation had one small suggestion to

make in regard to the further statement on the status of the Fund to be submitted to the

next Health Assembly. It would be recalled that the Sixth World Health Assembly had

agreed to the creation of a post of distribution and sales officer; that was referred

to in the Director -General's report (Official Records No. 52, page 126). He wondered

NThether, for purposes of convenience, the additional cost involved by the creation of

that post could be,indicated in the Director -General's statement.

The SECRETARY said that that information would be included in the Director -- General's

report, to be submitted to the fifteenth session of the Executive Board. Presumably the

Board would transmit that report to the next Health Assembly, thus meeting the request

of the delegate of South Africa.

M. CORKERY (Australia) expressed appreciation, on behalf of his delegation of the

nigh quality of the technical documentation sent to governments by WHO. Some of the

other massive technical data forwarded, however, and such publications as the WHO News -

fetter, did not appear to be of any great value, and the delegation of Australia would

süg'gest that some economies might be effected in respect, of such publicat¡ons. He was

rot making any formal proposal to that effect.
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Decision: The Committee unanimously adopted the following draft resolution for

submission to the Health Assembly:

The Seventh World Health Assembly,

NOTES the report of the Executive Board on the Status of the Publications
Revolving Fund;

Noting that the Executive Board will consider the status of this fund at

its fifteenth session,

REQUESTS the Board to report on the status of the fund to the Eighth World
Health Assembly.

4 SPECIAL FUND FOR WORLD HEALTH SEALS: REPORT ON OPERATION OF THE FUND:
Item 7.23 of the Agenda (Official Records No. 48, Resolution WHA6.34;
Official Records No. 52, Resolution EB13.R32 and Annex 8)

The SECRETARY said that the report on the status of the Fund as at 31 December

1953 was contained in Official Records No. 52,.page 77: Since that date, there had

been some further transactions, so that the net balance in the Fund now stood at

$6,400.

The number of countries participating in the.scheme in 1954 was somewhat smaller

than in previous years; there were only five countries.

Mr. BRADY (Ireland), emphasizing that he did not wish to make any formal proposal,

thought it would be desirable, in view of the fact that the number of countries participa-

ting was so small, for either the Director -General or the Executive Board, or both, to con-

sider whether or not the continued existence of the scheme really served a useful purpose.
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So far as he could recall, it had been'hoped that a considerable amount of revenue for

countries and for WHO would accrue from the proposal when it was first promulgated,

but the extent of support from Member States did not appear to have come up to

expectations; it was, therefore, questionable whether it was worth while to continue

the scheme much longer.

Decision: The Committee.unanimously adopted the following resolution:

The Seventh World Health Assembly,

1. NOTES the reportl of the Executive Board on the sale of World Health
Seals and .the status of the Fund;

2. NOTES that several countries have not yet reported,th,eir sales for
1953 and prior years;

3. REQUESTS these governments to report their sales and remit the
'Organization's share of the proceeds of such sales;

AUTHORIZES, the Director- General to continue the sale of seals to such

countries as have requested them for 1955.

' RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS OF ASSOCIATE MEMBERS IN REGIONAL COMMITTEES: Item 7.13
of the Agenda (Official Records No. 46, Resolution EB11.R26: Official Records
No. 48, Resolution WHA6.38: Official Records No. 52, Resolution EB13.R29 and
Annex 6; Documents A7 /11FL /21, Rev. 1, A7 /AFL /27 and A7 /AFL /29)

Dr, TERRAB (Morocco (French Zone)), wished to explain before the opening_ of the

discussion that a draft resolution (document A7 /AFL /21) submitted by his delegation

and that of Tunisia had been distributed'in error in the names of the delegations of

Morocco and Tunisia. He apologized for the error that had been made; the original

draft resolution had been withdrawn and a revised version issued, with the mistake

rectified (document A7 /AFL /21 Rev.1).

1 Off. Rec. Wld Hlth Ore., 52, 12
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Mr. de ERICE (Spain), speaking also on behalf of the delegation of the Spanish

Protectorate Zone in Morocco, drew attention to the proposal submitted jointly by

the two delegations, requesting that the contribution of the Spanish Zone should be

fixed by the Executive Board (document A7 /AFL /27). The delegation of France had

submitted amendments to that proposal, set out in document A7 /AFL /30. He was

grateful to the previous speaker for clarifying the position in respect of the use

of the term "Morocco«, which was generally taken to signify the French Zone in

Morocco.

The amendment of the delegation of France, which was designed to have the

assessment for both Zones in Morocco fixed at three units and divided between the

governments concerned, was completely unacceptable to his delegation on a number of

grounds. First, the Spanish proposal related exclusively to the Spanish Protectorate

Zone in Morocco and the French amendment could only relate to the French Zone.

Secondly, it would be contrary to the provisions of the Franco- Spanish Convention of

27 November 1912, wherein it was stipulated in Article 11 that the Sherifian

Government would in no case be called upon to meet the expenses of the Spanish Zone.

In that connexion, he would like to ask whether it might justifiably be inferred from

the French attitude that the Government of France no longer regarded that treaty as

valid. The Government of Spain would certainly continue to abide by its terms.

Thirdly, the amendment was in direct contradiction to the attitude taken by the

delegate of France during the discussion at the Fifth World Health Assembly on the

admission of Morocco as an Associate Member. At that time, the delegate of France

had stated that France had no intention of assuming any responsibility beyond the

limits of the French Zone in Morocco.



A7 /AFL /Min /10

page g

The Spanish Protectorate Zone, on its admission to the Organization, had assumed

the obligations of an Associate Member and, despite its relative poverty, was anxious

and willing to fulfil them all, including the payment of its contribution. It was

for that reason that the joint proposal in document A7 /AFL/27 had been submitted.

It had been brought to his notice, however, that the question was already regulated

by the terms of resolution WHA3.86, which fixed the assessment of Associate Members

at three units. Accordingly, he would be glad to leave it to the Committee whether

to recommend the Health Assembly to take an immediate decision fixing the assessment

of the Spanish Protectorate Zone in Morocco at three units or whether to recommend

the original joint proposal to refer the matter to the Executive Board.

Mr. BOUHAJEB (Tunisia) had some observations to make on the joint draft

resolution submitted by Tunisia and the French Zone in Morocco (A7 /AFL/21 Rev.l).

He would take the liberty, in beginning his attempt to defend the elementary rights

of Associate Members, to recall the admirable description of the role of the medical

world in the evolution of the human race, given the previous day by the delegate of

Rhodesia on the occasion of the admission of the Federation of Rhodesia and Nyasaland

as an Associate Member. The medical world was one which soared above all rivalries

and hostilities and prejudices of race, nationality or religion.

The terms of the Constitution laid down that. all peoples, large and small, should

be admitted to the Organization on a footing of perfect equality. That principle had,

however, been altered in. its application. to territories that did not enjoy

responsibility for the conduct of their international relations. The resulting

inequalities had already been discussed at length' in earlier Assemblies and he would

not take up time by going over old ground. Suffice it to say that it was a,
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complete anachronism that Associate Members should be deprived of the normal right to

vote within the various bodies of the Organization, regional or otherwise. It was

indeed curious that, as the number of Associate Members increased, the Health Assembly

appeared to become less inclined to grant them normal rights.

The Executive Board recommendation that Associate Members be given voting right-

within the Regional Committees had been rejected by the previous Health Assembly, it

being decided to obtain the views of the Regional Committees on the proposal. The

replies received had been largely inconclusive and hence had given little guidance on

the matter. In that connexion, it should be noted that the Regional Committee for

the Americas, which had no Associate Members, had apparently been more concerned to

stress the position of the Pan American Sanitary Organization in its reply rather

than that of Associate Members, properly speaking.

In those circumstances, was it likely that the further study recommended by the

Executive Board would shed any new light cn the problem? Was it not enough that the

Regional Committee for Europe recommended the granting of the right to vote? Any

reconsideration of the relevant provisions of the Constitution surely came within the

competence of the Committee and it would accordingly be more desirable to reach a

specific decision now rather than to institute further delays.

At the previous Health Assembly, the delegate of the Netherlands had raised a

point that was worthy of serious consideration. It concerned the provisions of

paragraph 2 of resolution WHA2.103, the indirect result of which was to grant wider

rights to certain territories or groups of territories that did not enjoy responsibility

for the conduct of their international relations but which were not Associate Members

of WHO.
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In view of the shortness of their sessions the Regional Committees were apt

to conduct their business in plenary meeting, not in committees where Members and

Associate Members enjoyed equal rights. Thus the Associate Members were virtually

deprived of a fundamental right, as though their political inequality should also

deprive them of their rights in relation to health.

The proposal submitted by the delegation of the Union of South Africa (A7 /AFL /29)

would be tantamount to burying the question and he would urge the delegation of the

Union of South Africa to consider the responsibility it was assuming. If maintained,

it would result in depriving Associate Members of every hope for an improvement of

their present status.

In conclusion, he urged the Committee to endorse the draft resolution submitted

by his delegation and that of the French Zone, in Morocco. They were not asking for

the right to vote within the Health Assembly since that would be unconstitutional

but within the Regional Committees, in order the better to protect the health

interests of their territories.

Mr. HES5EL (France) apologized lest he should be confusing the course of the

debate, but thought it necessary that he should reply at once to some remarks that

had bean made by the delegate of Spain. The working paper A7 /AFL /30 which his

delegation had prepared was not, as the delegate of Spain appeared to suggest, in

any way in conflict with previous statements of the French delegation, nor with the

Franco -Spanish Convention on Morocco of 1912. The Government of France had no wish to

assume any'firiancial responsibility as totthe contribution of the Spanish Zone in Morocco

and the first "consideration's set out in the working paper was a mere statement of fact.

He felt that on the other hand the proposal submitted to the Committee by the
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delegations of Spain and of the Spanish Protectorate Zone in Morocco (document

A7 /AFL /27) was to some extent ambiguous, and appeared to reopen the question of the

scale of assessment for 1955. That matter was no longer on the agenda. It seemed

to him, therefore, that the only interpretation of the draft resolution put forward

by the two delegations was that it referred to the sharing between the two zones of

the amount for which Morocco had been assessed in the scale of assessment. The

delegation of France agreed with the delegation of Spain that that was a question which

must be settled as soon as possible between the governments concerned, but he would be

very glad if the Director -General had any relevant data available to him which might

help in the solution of the matter. He felt that he must add that it seemed to him

curious that that particular resolution should appear under the agenda item of the

rights and obligations of Associate Members in regional committees. If, therefore, the

delegation of Spain would agree not to press their resolution to a vote, his delegation

also would not press its amendments, on the ground that the question would be better

settled between the two governments. The principle of the extension to the Spanish

Zone of Morocco of the consequences of the admission to associate membership had been

determined by resolution WHA6.37 of the Sixth World Health Assembly. If the delegation

of Spain wished to raise that question his delegation would formally oppose it on the

grounds that it was not on the agenda, and if the delegation of Spain pressed for a vote

on the resolution_ included in document A7 /AFL /27, his delegation would likewise press

for a vote on its amendments, which could not be considered to conflict with the

obligations assumed by France under the Franco -Spanish Convention of 27 November 1912 -

particularly with Article 11 of the Convention of 1912 or with intergovernmental

agreements.
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Mr. CORKERY (Australia) said that the Committee was dealing with two questions.

He would prefer to discuss the general question of the rights and obligations of

Associate Members in regional committees and not refer to the question dealt with by

the last speaker. If the Chairman agreed he would therefore speak on the general

problem only.

The CHAIRMAN said that he had intended to suggest at the first opportunity that

the two questions should be dealt with separately. He agreed, therefore, with the

suggestion of the delegate of Australia. The second question would be dealt with at

a later stage.

Mr. CORKERY (Australia) said that the Executive Board at its eleventh session

included in its resolution EB11.R26 a recommendation that Associate Members should

have all rights and obligations in the regional organizations and that there should be

a consequent increase in the contributions of Associate Members to the Organization.

The Sixth World Health Assembly had a long discussion on that resolution of the

Executive Board and had come to the conclusion (with which the delegation of Australia

did not agree) that it was premature to give effect to that recommendation; in its

resolution WHA6.38 the Health Assembly had also resolved that the regional committees

of the Organization should be invited to comment on the advisability of any such

changes. The regional committees had accordingly been asked for their views, which

were summarized in Annex 6 of Official Records No. 52. Those views were considered

by the Executive Board at its thirteenth session and the Board in its resolution

EB13.R29 decided to recommend no change in the existing rights and obligations of

Associate Members pending further study of the subject, thereby annulling its previous

resolution.
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It might well be that in some regional committees there would be a majority of

Members in favour of no change of the present position and in others a majority of

Members in favour of some change. The delegation of Australia felt that there would

be no difficulty in proceeding independently; it was not essential that the same

procedure should be followed in all regional committees. He suggested, therefore,

that the Assembly should endorse the suggestion of the Regional Committee for Europe

that each regional committee be empowered to give its Associate Members full rights

of voting at its meetings. The resolution proposed by the delegations of Morocco

(French Zone) and Tunisia was in that sense, and the delegation of Australia would

support it, but possibly some re- wording might be agreed on the following lines:

"that sub -paragraph (2) of paragraph 3 of resolution WHA2.103 is amended to

read that Associate Members shall have all rights and obligations in the

regional organizations, including the right to vote where any regional

committee in which Associate Members are represented so decides ".

Dr. T ARAB (Morocco, French Zone) referring to Article 47 of the Constitution,

dealing with the rights and obligations of Associate Members, said that his delegation

asked that, now that regional committees and Member States had been consulted in

accordance with that Article the Health Assembly should adopt the procedure suggested

by the Regional Committee for Europe. Associate Members were found at present in the

European and African Regions only and the proposal of the Regional Committee for

Europe dealt with the existing problem and did not prejudice the future. He read to

the Committee the proposal submitted jointly by his delegation and that of Tunisia

and said that he would be prepared to accept in place of it the amendment proposed by

the delegate of Australia.
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In reply to the CHAIRMAN, Mr. BOUHAJEB (Tunisia) said that he also would

accept the amendment of the delegation of Australia.

Mr. BELTRAMINO (Argentina) said that the status of Associate Members in

regional committees was now governed by the resolution of the Second World

Health Assembly WHA2.103. The regional committees had been consulted and had

expressed divergent opinions. The Executive Board had therefore decided not

to recommend any change in the present position.

The views of his Government on the general question of dependent
i

territories would be clear from the fact that Argentina has consistentl, fought

on the Trusteeship Council for the complete freedom of such territories and the

complete elimination of colonialism from the American continent and had, at the

last conference at Caracas, submitted a proposal to that effect which had been

adopted without opposition. But on the specific question before the Committee,

he thought there was a danger if the principle of granting full voting rights

were accepted; the practical effect would be that some States would have more

than one vote in the regional committees on which both the dependent and the

metropolitan territories would have representatives. He was therefore opposed

to the general principle and would support the recommendation of the Executive

Board.

Mr. ZOHRAB (New Zealand) said that the Government of New Zealand had always

been in favour of the proposal that Associate Members should have full voting

rights and his delegation would, therefore, support the joint resolution of the
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delegations of Morocco (French Zone) and Tunisia, with the amendment suggested

by the delegate of Australia.

Dr. BOIDE (France) said the Committee was not concerned with political issues;

his remarks would be restricted to technical considerations only. His delegation

had already at previous meetings asked that Associate Members should have full

voting rights. That request was founded on their experience in the European

Region. It had been rejected on the grounds that further experience was desirable.

Since they had made that request they had acquired more experience. The opinions

of the several regional committees varied, but one of them, that for Europe, had

special experience and its views were known. In the view of his delegation what

had been found in Europe seemed to be conclusive. In the Regional Committee for

Europe, the Associate Members brought very valuable knowledge to help the Committee,

especially in relation to work in the field and their technical assistance was

of very great value. His delegation, therefore, warmly supported the resolution

set out in document A7 /AFL /21 Rev.1, with the amendment suggested by the delegate

of Australia.

Mr. GEERAERTS (Belgium) said that he did not propose to dwell on the

arguments for and against the proposal which had been sufficiently discussed,

his delegation would support the joint resolution mentioned by the previous

speaker.
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Mr. SOLE (Union of South Africa) said that he would like first to emphasize

that his Government had every sympathy with the views of Tunisia and Morocco (French

Zone), and that if the question could be resolved in isolation, if a decision on the

lines recommended by Europe would not have implications for other regions, his

'delegation would support a proposal to grant full voting rights to Associate Members

in Europe. But the delegation of South Africa thought that a decision which was

intended to apply to one region only would have long -term implications for other

'
regions and particularly for the African Region. At the discussion at the Sixth

World Health Assembly he had explained fully the motives for which the South African

Government opposed any change. He recalled also that the Executive Board had, at

its eleventh session, adopted by a very narrow majority a resolution recommending

the extension of full voting rights, and that in the light of later discussions the

Board had reversed that decision. The representative of Tunisia had said that

sub -paragraph (2) of paragraph 3 of resolution WHA2.103 withheld from Associate

Members the right to voting in plenary meetings, and that that was more restrictive

than appeared at first sight because in practice all meetings of regional committees

were plenary meetings. But it appeared to him that regional committees could make

their own rules of procedure and that therefore it would be open'to the Regional

Committee for Europe, sitting in plenary. session, to constitute itself a committee,

on which representatives of Associate Members would then have the right to vote.

Such a procedure might help the Associate Members in Europe without setting up a

precedent which might be awkward in other regions.
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Sir Arcot MUDALIAR said that that matter was important and was not to be

decided lightly:, Five regional committees had given their views in reply to

inquiries by the Director -General and the statement just heard from the delegate of

South Africa might perhaps be considered as representing the opinion of half of

the Members of the African Region The Regional Committee for the Americas had

recommended that there should be no change, that for South -East Asia had thought it

would be premature to make a change and it was natural therefore that the Executive

Board should have come to the conclusion it had reached.

His delegation agreed with that of South Africa as to the possible eventual

disadvantages of granting voting rights to Associate Members at the discretion of

each regional committee, The Government of India realized that the position of

Associate Members was different in different regions, but the very name connoted

some difference of status between them and full Members. It would be idle to ignore

the fact that some at least of the Associate Members would have to adopt in the

regional committee a policy not wholly of their own initiative, and his delegation

therefore did not think that full voting rights should be extended to them at this

stage. When such territories secured full sovereign rights they would be welcome

as full Members of the Organization

His delegation therefore supported the views expressed by the delegate of

South Africa on the suggestion made by the Regional Committee for Europe. The

problems in Europe were perhaps different, and if the Regional Committee for Europe

decided to act. on the suggestion thrown out by the delegate of South Africa, that

would not concern the World Health Assembly. His delegation would support resolution

EB13.R29 of the Executive Board and would oppose any amendment to it.
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Mr. El WAKIL (Egypt) said that his delegation considered it premature to alter

the present position. His delegation would support the recommendation of the

Executive Board.

Mr. PLEIC (Yugoslavia) said that his delegation agreed with the views of the

Regional Committee for Europe and thought that the Seventh World Health Assembly

should make its proposals of general application. Health work could only gain by

the inclusion of Associate Members, in spite of possible political difficulties

involved.

Mr. BRADY (Ireland) thought that it would be premature to make any change.

The procedure should be uniform in all regions and he thought that it would be

invidious if Associate Members had the right to vote in one region and not in others.

Mr. de ERICE (Spain) shared fully the point of view put forward by the delegation

of India and said that he would support the recommendation of the Executive Board and

the draft resolution submitted by the delegation of South Africa.

The CHAIRMAN said that the question had been thoroughly discussed and that the

Committee might now proceed to vote. There were before the Committee two proposals.

The first, the joint resolution submitted by the delegations of Morocco (French Zone)

and Tunisia, to which an amendment had been suggested by the delegate of Australia

and accepted by the sponsors of the resolution. The second was that proposed by the

delegation of the Union of South Africa and set out in document A7 /AFL /29.

The SECRETARY read to the Committee the joint resolution, as amended.
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Mr. CALDERWOOD (United States of America) suggested a small amendment to that

resolution but added that his suggestion did not necessarily mean that he supported

4 the substance of the resolution: his delegation considered it.premature to make any

change. He thought that the resolution should indicate that the power of decision

rested with the Health Assembly and that therefore the last word of the resolution

as amended, "decides", should read "recommends ".

The CHAIRMAN asked the delegate of Australia whether he agreed with Mr.

Calderwoodts suggestion,

-Mr. CORKERY (Australia) said that he did not accept the suggestion because it

would put an additional procedure in the way of giving,effect to the intention of the

Regional Committee. His delegation wanted the regional committees to be able to

proceed in the matter as they thought fit; the 7srorld Health Assembly would retain

the right to revise at any time a resolution which gave regional committees that

discretion.

Mr. CAIDERMOD (United States of America) said he was prepared to withdraw his

amendment.

Mr. BELTRA iINO (Argentina) asked that the resolutions before the Committee

should be read slowly before the vote was taken, and that there should be a roll -call

vote on the amendment proposed by the delegation of Australia.

The CHAIRMAN said that he considered that the original proposal was that of

Tunisia and Morocco (French Zone) as amended by the delegate of Australia. Voting
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would therefore begin with the draft resolution of the delegation of South Africa.

Mr. CORKERY (Australia) suggested that the true original resolution was that of

the Executive Board. In that event the joint resolution from Morocco (French Zone)

and Tunisia should be voted on first.

The CHAIRMAN agreed to put to the Committee first, on a roll -call vote, the

resolution proposed by the delegations of Morocco (French Zone) and Tunisia.

The draft resolution was read again to the Committee and a vote was taken by

roll-call.

In favour: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Cambodia, Canada, France, Haiti,

Indonesia, Japan, Laos, Monaco, Netherlands, New Zealand, Turkey, United

Kingdom ofGreat Britain and Northern Ireland, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia.

Against: Afghanistan, Argentina, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Egypt, Federal

Republic of Germany, Iceland, India, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Liberia, United

Kingdom of Libya, Nicaragua, Norway, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Philippines,

Portugal, Saudi Arabia, Spain, Syria, Thailand, Union of South Africa, United

States of America, Venezuela, Yemen.

Abstaining: Ceylon, Chile, China, Ethiopia, Israel, Italy, Sweden, Switzerland.

The resolution was therefore rejected by 28 to 17 with 8 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN then, put to the Committee the resolution proposed by the delegation

of South -Africa (document A7 /AFL /29).

The resolution was adopted by 36 votes to 12 with 7 abstentions.

The meeting rose at 12 noon


