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1.

CONSIDERATION OF AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES OF PROCEDURE OF THE HEALTH ASSEMBLY-.
Item 7.7 of the Agenda (Resolution EB13.R57; Document A7/AFL/2)
i

The CHAIRMAN invited, the Sub-Committee to bear in mind the fact that, when
considering the amendments to the Rules of Procedure of the Health Assembly, its
terms of reference were solely to judge the legal validity of those proposed
amendments.
Mr с CALDERWOOD (United States of America), Rapporteur, believed that it would
be useful if the Legal Adviser were to give the Committee an explanation of the
changes proposed and the basis for the amendments,,
Mr. ZARB (Chief, Legal Office), Secretary, recalled that amendments to the
Rules of Procedure of the Health Assembly had hitherto been adopted at almost every
session.

It was hoped now that the somewhat extensive changes would achieve a

measure of stability.

The draft Rules of Procedure at present before the Committee

for its consideration had been prepared by the Director-General and subsequently
studied and amended by a working party set up by the Executive Board at its
thirteenth session.

The most important amendments had been proposed either on the

basis of existing practice in the United Nations and in the other specialized
agencies, or with a view to giving legal force to established tradition in the
World Health Organization,,
The CHAIRMAN invited general comment.
Mr. SOLE (Union of South Africa) asked for clarification as to whether the
Legal Sub-Committee was competent to receive amendments' of a substantive nature,
or whether it was required merely to decide whether the amendments proposed were

legal and in good form,

Accordingly, his delegation would have to submit its

suggestions on certain points either in the full meeting of the Committee on
Administration, Finance and Legal Matters, or in the Legal Sub-Committee.
The CHAIRMAN said that the Legal Sub-Committee could submit amendments as it
saw fit to the full meeting of the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal
Matters, which would take a decision on them0
The SECRETARY agreed that any proposals made which would serve to increase the
efficiency of the Rules of Procedure were most welcome*
The CHAIRMAN invited the Sub-Committee to consider the proposed Rules of
Procedure, seriatim,,
Preamble
No commentо
Rule 1
No commentо
Rule 2
Mrс de ERICE (Spain) wondered whether the time-limit of ninety days referred
to in Rule 2 for convening a special session of the Health Assembly was not unduly
long in the event of an emergency»
The SECRETARY called attention to the fact that the time-limit of ninety days
was applicable only to sessions of the Health Assembly itself, which was naturally
the most cumbersome body to convenec.

On the basis of entirely practical considera-

tions, he did not consider that such a time-limit was excessive.

Mr. de ERICE (Spain) accepted that explanation.
Rule 3
No comment.
Rule 4
Mr. SOLE (Union of South Africa) requested the Sub-Committee to postpone
consideration of Rule 4 until a later meeting.

His delegation wished to comment

on that rule, but did not have its instructions available in view of the short
notice at which the present meeting had been called.
It was so agreed»
Rule 5
No comment.
Rule 6
Mr. CORKER! (Australia) said that because of the distance of certain countries
from Geneva and the possibility of delay in correspondence, Rule 6 might be
altered to provide that the provisional agenda reach Members and others at least
30 days before the opening day of the session.

A similar provision substituting

a receipt for a despatch date had been adopted by the Inter-Governmental Committee
for European 'Migration.
The SECRETARY pointed out that the Director-General could not be held
responsible for a delay in the postal services.

For that reason WHO had always

adopted rules fixing time-limits in terms of the date of despatch.

Mr. CORKERY (Australia), while being prepared net to prese the point if the
change was unacceptable to the Director-General, said that there were considerable
delays in the receipt of agendas, which could perhaps be overcome if the Dire^toa?»
General were able to send them sufficiently in advance.
The SECRETARY pointed out that the observations of the delegate of Australia
were applicable also to Rule 3.

It might perhaps be best to reserve Rules 3 and 6,

aleng with Rule 4, for consideration at a later meeting,
Mr. CALDERWOOD (United States of America) said that the records of the
Executive Board were sent out immediately after its adjournment, and could not be
sent out earlier, Consequently, there was a limit to the notice that could be
given of a provisional agenda.

That factor also required consideration by

delegations.
The CHAIRMAN proposed that Rules 3 and 6, along with Rule 4, be reserved for
consideration at a later meeting.
Decision:

The Chairman's proposal was approved.

Hule 7
No comment.
Rules 8 "and 9
)tr, de ERICE (Spain) said that there appeared to be a contradiction between the
provisions of the second paragraph of Rule 8 and Rule 9, in that the DirectorGeneral in Rule 8 was required to enter into consultation with representatives of
the United Nations or other specialized agencies attending a session only to the

extent possible, whereas in Rule 9 the Health Assembly was required to satisfy
itself that adequate consultations had taken place with the organizations concerned.

In other words, under Rule 8 the Director-General was allowed a degree

of latitude that did not appear to be given under Rule 9»
The SECRETARY said that Rules 6 to 10 had been inserted some years earlier
at the request of the United Nations in order to co-ordinate the practice of'the
specialized agencies and to prevent reduplication of work,

If the rules were

changed the complicated mechanism of reciprocal consultation might be jeopardized,,
He therefore suggested that the wording of the rules be preserved,,
Mr. de ERICE (Spain) wondered whether the words "as may be possible" could be
omitted from the second paragraph of Rule 8.
Mr. HESSEL (France) said that the second paragraph of Rule 8 concerned the
obligations of the Director-General during the course of a session, whereas under
Rule 9 the Health Assembly was required to satisfy itself that the consultations
that had taken place were adequate.

Moreover, Rule 9 specifically mentioned that

the consultations should have taken place in accordance with Rule 8.

In his view,

therefore, Rules 8 and 9 formed a balanced wholes
Mr. OSMAN (Egypt) added that whereas the first paragraph of Rule 8 required
the Director-General to enter into consultation with the United Nations or other
specialized agencies, during the course of a session he might not have the time to
consult fully with those bodies.
a certain amount of latitude.

Paragraph 2 was therefore intended to allow him

Agreeing with the delegate of Egypt, the SECRETARY said that the purpose of
Rule 9 was to prevent duplication of work.

The Health Assembly was required to

satisfy itself that adequate consultations had taken place, in case the new
activities proposed overlapped with the activities of other specialized agencies
or the United Nations.
Mr. de ERICE (Spain) withdrew his objection to the wording of Rule 8.
There was no other comment on Rules 8 and 9.
Rules 10-15
No comment.

The meeting rose at 5.30 p.m.

