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1, DRAFT FOURTH REPORT OF THE COMtí� ТTEE ON PROGRAMME AND BUDGET 
(Document А13 /Р &В/38) 

At the invitation of the CHAIRMAN, Dr VERA LAMPEREIN (Chile), Rapporteur, 

introduced the Committee's draft fourth report (document А13 /Р &В /38). 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to an error in the English text of the second 

paragraph on page 3. In the fourth line of that paragraph, the words 

"he recommended" should be replaced by "'be recommended" 

Decision: The draft fourth report was adopted without comment. 

2, DRAFT FIFTH REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON PROGRAMME AND BUDGET 
(Document Аl3 /Р &B /40) 

At the invitation of the CHAIRMAN, Dr VERA LAMPEREIN (Chile), Rapporteur, 

introduced the Committee &s draft fifth report (document A13 /Р&В /40). 

Decision: The draft fifth report was adopted without comment. 

3. RADIATION HEALTH, INCLUDING PROTECTION OF MANKIND FROM IONIZING RADIATION 
HAZARDS, WHATEVER THEIR SOURCE: Item 2.15 of the Agenda (Resolution 
ЕВ25.R63; Documents Аlз /Р &В /18, А13 /Р &В /26, А13 /Р &x/29 and А13 /Р &В/33) 
(continued from fourteenth meeting) 

Dr THOR PENG THONG (Cambodia) said that a study of the three draft resolutions 

before the Committee showed that, although the wording was different, there was a 

common basis. It was clear that they were all designed to afford effective 

protection for the health of the population of the world from ionizing radiation 
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hazards, whatever their source. He would personally prefer not to have to 

distinguish between the humanitarian and the political aspects of a subject and 

indeed he did not think it would be at all easy to do so. He therefore thought 

that, in order to maintain the high humanitarian nature of the Committee, it would 

be desirable to ask all the authors of the different draft resolutions to form a 

working party in order to try and produce a joint resolution, 

The CНAIНМAN said that he would come back to the suggestion made by the 

delegate of Cambodia at the end of the discussion. 

Professor NUNTENDAM (Netherlands) expressed his delegationfs gratitude for 

the full information given in the report (document A13 /Р &В /18). It was a further 

demonstration of the valuable guidance which WHO was able to give to the different 

public health authorities. 

As a public health official and a Professor of Hygiene at the University of 

Leiden, he could give several examples of daily occurrences which in themselves 

were of minor importance but which showed the value of the advice of bIO. He had 

recently delivered a lecture to students on the question of luminous watches and 

health protection, That had been the final lecture of a three months' series, 

during which he had followed in essence the technical report on teaching and 

training prepared by WHO. 

The aim of the draft resolution of which his delegation was one of the sponsors 

(document Аlз /Р &В/33) was to draw the attention of governments to their heavy 

responsibilities in the field of radiation health. Reference was also made to the 

responsibility of WHO to provide the necessary guidance and assistance for Member 
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States. In that connexion he drew particular attention to the last sentence on 

page 13 of document А13 /р &ВД8 which mentioned the type of information which was 

so badly needed for the development of soundly based radiation protection measures. 

Dr CHATTY (United Arab Republic) said that the discussion at the Committee's 

fourteenth meeting had been most interesting. He was very glad that the subject 

of radiation health, including protection of mankind from ionizing radiation 

hazards whatever their source, was now on the agenda and would remain on it for 

future Health Assemblies. 

He had four. points which he wished to make. In the first place, he fully 

agreed with the delegate of the United States of America that attention must be 

paid to radiation from all sources both natural and artificial, That was indeed 

the main purpose of his draft resolution (document A13 /Р &В/29). He asked the 

Committee to delete the word "atomic', from paragraph 1 of the draft resolution, 

which should now read: 

1. DECIDES to include in the programmes of WHO "The Protection of Mankind 

from Radiation Hazards, whatever their source." 

He hoped that with that amendment the draft resolution would be acceptable to all 

delegations, 

His second point concerned the statement made by the United States delegate 

to the effect that the role of the Organization would remain a limited one, since 

it was not an operating agency, but it did have the responsibility to co- ordinate 

and stimulate research. In reply to that point, he wished to quote two clear -cut 

statements from the Constitution of WHO. First there was Article 2, paragraph (n) 

which read: "Tо promote and conduct research in the field of health ". Secondly, 
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there was Article 18, paragraph (k), which read: "To promote and conduct research 

in the field of health by the personnel of the Organization, by the establishment 

of its own institutions or by co- operation with official or non -official 

institutions of any Member with the consent of its Government ". That was a very 

specific statement and it was quite clear that co- ordination and stimulation were 

only small parts of the functions of the World Health Assembly, Any resolution 

which contradicted the text of the Constitution would naturally be unconstitutional, 

Thirdly, he wished to express his full agreement with the United States 

delegate that the Secretariat was expected to direct its activities to the broad 

field and not just to peaceful uses, He hoped that the Secretariat would very soon 

be able to accomplish that task but they would need some directions on the subject. 

The discussion in the Committee would afford some guidance but was not in itself 

enough. There was a clear need for a resolution mentioning the protection of 

mankind from all kinds of radiation. Hе agreed with what was said in the draft 

resolution submitted by the twenty -one countries (document А1з /Р &В /33) but he 

considered that his awn draft resolution dealt more comprehensively with the 

protection of mankind from radiation hazards in general. With the amendment to 

paragraph 1 of the operative part, the resolution clearly included all radiation and 

not merely atomic radiation. The resolution of the twen;.y -,one countries added 

very little to what had already been approved in previous resolutions of the World 

Health Assembly. In view of the great importance of the subject, he was convinced 

that WHO must play an active part and he therefore hoped that the Committee would 

adopt his draft resolution. 
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With regard to document A13 /Р &B /18, he said that it was a very useful 

reference work but did not give the opinion of WHO or commit the Organization in 

any way. He therefore reserved the right to come back to that question when the 

decision on the draft r•� ѕоlut' ons had been taken. 

The fourth point he wished to make was in connexion with the summary records. 

It appeared that statements were not always abbreviated but that some were even 

elaborated and expanded. He hoped therefore that his statement would appear in 

the record without abbreviation or elaboration. 

Finally, he emphasized that his draft resolution was not intended in any way 

to be political. His aim was simply to request the Director-General to study the 

ways of protecting mankind from radiation hazards, whatever their source, and to 

report the results of his study to the Health Assembly. 

The CHAIRМAN informed the delegate of the United Arab Republic that the draft 

resolutions and the report (document А13 /P &B /18) were all under discussion together. 

The discussion would be closed when a vote had been taken on the draft resolutions. 

On the question of the records, he pointed out that the statements made in the 

Committee were recorded in accordance with Rule 85 of the Rules of Procedure. 

Professor ROWINSКI (Poland) was pleased to note the growing interest which had 

been demonstrated in the subject under discussion. Because of its terms of 

referrence and the composition of the delegations present, WHO was the most suitable 

organizátion г;o give advice about protection from radiation hazards. 

Previous speakers had mentioned three sources of radiation hazards, namely, 

medical uses of ionizing radiations, industrial uses, and fall -out from nuclear 
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tests, A considerable amount was already known about the first two sources and 

measures to control them were being constantly perfected. Research had been done 

on the subject in several countries and recommendations had been made by a number of 

international organizations. 

There was still insufficient knowledge about the extent of the danger presented 

by the third source; but it was clear that nuclear tests constituted a threat to 

present and future generations. In Poland, as in other countries, measurements 

were made of the intensity of ionizing radiations in the atmosphere, in the water, 

and on the surface of the earth. It had been noted that at certain periods the 

intensity was far above the normal and that would appear to be the result of nuclear 

tests. He would not repeat what had already been said by other speakers, in 

particular the delegate of the USSR, but he thought it was essential that WHO should 

take a definite stand on the subject. He would therefore favour any steps designed 

to eliminate the hazards arising from ionizing radiations. It was certainly 

essential to continue to study the subject and the programme should include the 

question of radiation resulting from nuclear tests. He wished to emphasize, 

however, that cessation of nuclear tests would eliminate one of the most important 

sources of harmful radiation, 

Dr GOOSSENS (Belgium) recalled that the Netherlands delegate, speaking at the 

fourteenth meeting, had explained the position of both the Netherlands and Belgian 

delegations on the subject under discussion, Since then, however, the debate had 

lengthened and he feared that the precise aims of his delegation might have been 

overlooked. 
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Because of the development of nuclear energy for economic purposes and the 

use of ionizing radiations in medicine, his Government had adopted legislation 

enabling the Minister of Health to take any necessary steps for the protection 

of the population. Full regulations on the subject would shortly be promulgated. 

In drawing up those regulations, the department concerned had based its decisions 

on the work of different international organizations which had studied the effects 

of ionizing radiations. The department concerned was also well aware of the need 

to keep the regulations up to date in a subject where there was still so much to be 

learned. 

His delegation therefore had special reason to wish that WHO should play an 

increasingly important part in the protection of mankind from ionizing radiation 

hazards, whatever their source. The excellent report before the Committee was a 

demonstration of the part which the Organization could play in promoting the 

training of qualified personnel and assisting governments to set up or equip the 

necessary laboratories and to develop the necessary services. Its medical research 

programme could also give the subject. the attention it deserved. Finally, WHO 

could collaborate with the other organizations concerned and particularly with the 

International Atomic Energy Agency. That was his delegation's sole purpose and 

he was convinced that it would be met by the draft resolution submitted by the 

twenty -one countries. That draft resolution kept strictly within the technical 

functions assigned to WHO and the Organization could not depart from those functions 

without losing its essential objectivity. 

Dr FAQUIRI (Afghanistan) said there could be no doubt that ionizing radiations 

were dangerous regardless of their source. In the interests of safety, nuclear 
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tests and the misuse of ionizing radiations should be prohibited. He hoped that 

WHO would play an active part in protecting mankind against radiation hazards. 

Dr BUTROV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the subject under 

discussion was of very great importance. The document submitted to the Committee 

was excellent and contained all the essential information. In the discussion, 

however, there appeared to have been different attitudes towards the different 

sources of radiation. The delegation of the United States of America, among others, 

appeared to draw no distinction between different sources of radiation, while other 

delegations did draw such a distinction. That perhaps was due to a misunderstanding. 

Although his delegation had emphasized the effects of radioactive fall -out on 

health, it was nevertheless in favour of a full and detailed study of the potential 

health hazards of radiation from all sources. 

A great deal had been done in his country to protect mankind from radiation 

hazards arising from both industrial and medical uses. Precise regulations had 

been drawn up and steps had been taken to limit unnecessary radioscopy and radio- 

graphy. His Government was aware of the need to extend the qualifications of 

doctors and to train specialists in radiation protection. But, speaking as a 

doctor, he felt bound to emphasize that the additional source of radiation 

represented by nuclear fall -out was dangerous and unjustified and should therefore 

be eliminated. That source cf radiation could not be controlled and was harmful 

to all mankind. 

It had been suggested that the long -range effect of small doses of radiation 

should be studied because knowledge of that subject was still inadequate. However, 

it could already be categorically stated that any increase in the background 

radiation was dangerous. 
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The delegate of Canada had stated that he was not a doctor but a diplomat and 

had supported the point of view put forward by the delegation of the United States 

of America that the source of radiation was of no importance and that radioactive 

fall -out was a political question. Some diplomats might regard it as a purely 

political question, but.for a doctor it was clear that any source of radiation which 

was dangerous to man should be eliminated. It was perfectly obvious that the way 

to avoid the dangerous effects of excessive exposure to radiation as a result of 

fail -out from nuclear tests was to put a stop to the tests. He was convinced 

that, as an assembly of doctors whose task it was to protect the health of mankind, 

the Committee must demand the prohibition of tests of atomic and hydrogen weapons. 

Dr SEIJO (Japan) reminded the Committee that his country was the one which had 

suffered most from the atomic bomb. The scientists who had studied the radioactive 

contamination of the atmosphere had issued a very serious warning. There was 

therefore a great deal of concern among the public in Japan and strong pressure 

for the earliest possible cessation of nuclear tests. His Government took the 

view, however, that the prohibition of nuclear weapons was a political question 

and was not suitable for discussion by WHO. In his view, WHO should deal with 

the technical and practical problems of protecting mankind against radiation 

hazards, whatever their source: 

Mr WERSHOF (Canada) wished to clear up any possible misunderstanding there 

might have been about his Government's position. His delegation agreed that WHO 

should concern itself with the health aspects of radiation from all sources. His 

only objection to the USSR draft resolution (document А13 /P&В /26) was that it was 
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more appropriate for adoption by the General Assembly of the United Nations than by 

the World Health Assembly. The United Nations Assembly had in fact approved a 

similar resolution with the full agreement of the Canadian delegation, It would 

not be appropriate for WHO to adopt a resolution of a political nature even if all 

delegations agreed with its substance. The same objection applied to the draft 

resolution submitted by the delegation of the United Arab Republic (document 

A1з /P &В/29). Paragraph 2 of the operative part expressed satisfaction with United 

Nations resolution 1402 (XIV); it was therefore in substance the same as the USSR 

draft resolution. 

He wished to give his delegation's interpretation of paragraph 2 of the 

operative part of the draft resolution submitted by the twenty -one countries. In 

his view, the reference to the "collection of representative samples" was merely 

intended as an example of one of the ways in which WHO could give assistance to 

Member States at their request. It was not intended that WHO itself should collect 

representative samples, since that could be done more appropriately by national 

governments and possibly by the International Atomic Energy Agency. Paragraph 1 of 

the draft resolution requested the Director- General to continue constructive 

co- operation of WHO and IAEA and other appropriate agencies. He was confident that 

such co- operation would continue in any case and he thought it would be especially 

necessary for the application of the last part of paragraph 2 of the draft resolution, 

Mr SТOYANOV (Bulgaria) observed that the Committee appeared to be unanimous 

that radiation, irrespective of its source, constituted a danger to the health of 

mankind. The discussion had now turned on nuclear tests. As some speakers had 

brought out, those tests were a primary source of earth surface and air contamination. 
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A distinction must be drawn between the various sources of contamination. 

The hazards to health arising out cf the peaceful uses of atomic energy - in 

medicine, agriculture and industry - could be assessed and plans made to protect 

mankind. But the position was different where radiation stemmed from tests of 

nuclear weapons; the hazards were immeasurably greater and, indeed, constituted 

a threat to the whole of mankind: Hence WHO, as the organization responsible for 

protecting and bettering the health of mankind, must inevitably be concerned and 

must take every possible step to bring such tests to an end. With all the weight 

of its moral authority, it could not stand aside and remain silent, but must urge 

the countries possessing atomic weapons to conclude an agreement for the cessation 

of tests. 

The Bulgarian delegation considered that the draft resolutions submitted by 

the USSR and the United Arab Republic reflected the views and wishes of all peace - 

loving nations, such as his own. 

The СHAIRMAN, noting that the item had already been thoroughly discussed, 

• proposed to close the list of speakers with the names already on it. 

Dr CHATTY (United Arab Republic) asked whether document A13 /Р &B /18 was the 

report of the Director -General called for under resolution ЕВ25.Rb3, operative 

paragraph 2. 

Secondly, with regard to the Committee's records, he earnestly hoped that the 

Chairman would himself comply with the ruling which had hitherto been accepted, 

since otherwise he might lay himself open to a charge of bias. T$us far, the 

Chairman had conducted the proceedings with exemplary fairness, and Dr Chatty was 

sure he would continue to do so, 
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The CHAIEМAN thanked Dr Chatty for his confidence. He would call upon the 

Deputy Director -General to answer the two peints raised. 

Dr DCRОLLE, Deputy Director -General, stated that the Director- General 

regarded the document in question as being the report requested in resolution 

ЕВ2S.R63, operative paragraph 2. 

With regard to the Committeеfs records, he could but refer the Committee to 

Rule 85 of the Health. Assembly's Rules of Procedure, which he quoted. 

The СHAIR3'АN asked the Deputy Director -General to rгasstrе the Committee that 

the provisions of litule 8, of the Rules of Procedure had been fully applied in so 

far as all speakers in the Committee were concerned. 

Dr D0Н0Тл, Deputy Director - General, said it was difficult to give such an 

assurance. There were cases of statements of such extreme brevity that they 

could not be summarized further. 

Mr PISTOLI (Albania) believed that the Health Assembly, as a universal health 

body, must make its views known on the subject of radiation hazards, whether they 

were caused by the peaceful or the military uses of atomic energy; the latter was 

infinitely more dangerous for the health of mankind. The Albanian delegation 

would accordingly support the draft resolution submitted by the USSR; at the same 

time the United Arab Republic draft resolution contained many essential points and 

the Albanian delegation would also vote for it. 

Dr EVANG (Norway) wished to second the Cambodian proposal to set up a working 

party on the item. The Committee was in full agreement on the main issues, 
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namely, the urgency of the problem and the very important role which, by virtue of 

its Constitution, WHO was called upon to take. He would agree with the delegate of 

the United Arab Republic that the statement made in discussion to the effect that 

WHO was not an operating agency was not supported by the Constitution. 

There also seemed to be full agreement in the Committee an the only potentially 

controversial item. The delegate of Canada had gone so far as to say that not only 

Canada but probably most other Member States of the United Nations had voted for a 

resolution in the General Assembly covering exactly the same гrn.uас1 as thi ÜR draft 
resolution. In the circumstances, therefore, a working party might bе,ae to 

arrive at a compromise text. Otherwise, the situation might arise where members of 

the Committee, in agreement on matters of substance, might be forced for political 

reasons to oppose a resolution on the grounds that it was not formulated in 

accordance with the WHO Constitution. 

In the interests of WHO and of mankind as well, he would urge delegations to 

cease any attempt to use the Health Assembly for political ends; the matter was 

too serious to be exploited for such purptses. 

Mr le ?COTE (Netherlands) wished to comment an the proposal to set up a 

working party, before it was put to the vote. Anyone examining WHO's programme and 

the issues underlying its co- operation with bodies such as UNSCEAR, the International 

Atomic Energy Agency, and the International Commission on Radiological Protection, 

could not .but arrive at the conclusion that WHO was working in the broad field of 

utilization of ionizing radiation. 

The United Arab Republic draft resolution merely confirmed the existing position, 

and neither in its preamble nor its operative part did it set out any positive 

suggestions to guide the Director -General in his work. Furthermore, it referred to 



Аiз /Р&в /мiп /15 
page 15 

certain resolutions of the United Nations dealing with the political aspects of 

certain uses of atomic energy. Accordingly, the suggestion to seek a compromise 

by establishing a working party was bound to fail. Speaking on behalf of the 

twenty -one delegations which sponsored the draft resolution set out in document 

Аl3 /Рвгв /33, he expressed the sincere hope that the Health Assembly would, from now 

on, confine its discussions strictly to the health aspects of radiation problems. 

The twenty -one delegations opposed the suggestion to set up a working party. 

Dr GURNEY (United States of America) said the United States delegation was 

strongly opposed to the establishment of a working party. 

Не respected the right of any delegation to express its views in the Health 

Assembly on any issue. On the other hand, delegations must also have the right to 

object to the introduction of issues that were outside the competence of the 

Organization. In his opinion, the draft resolution submitted by the Soviet Union 

delegation represented an attempt to introduce purely political issues for 

discussion within the Health Assembly. The draft resolution submitted by the United 

Arab Republic was similar in nature, despite the fact that, as he had already 

stated, he could agree with some of its provisions. 

If the Organization was to retain its character and integrity, delegations must 

act on the basis of principles. WHO was a technical. organization. He was willing 

to compromise on technical issues but not on matters of principle. He objected most 

strongly to the introduction of the political issue in question and would, therefore 

firmly oppose the setting up of any working party on the matter. . 
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Dr RAE (United Kingdom) stated that he was in entire agreement with the views 

just expressed by the United States delegation. To refer the matter to a working 

party would be merely a way of avoiding the responsibility which rested on every 

member of the Committee. 

Dr EVANG (Norway) said it was obvious, in the face of the refusal of one 

important party to discuss the matter in a working party, that the procedure would 

merely take more time. He accordingly withdrew his support for the Cambodian proposal. 

The CHAIRMAN noted that, with the withdrawal of Norway's support, the 

Cambodian proposal to set up a working party fell. 

Before proceeding to a vote, he would invite the representative of the 

International Atomic Energy Agency to address the Committee. 

Mr SAUNDERS (International Atomic Energy Agency) thought it might be useful 

to the Committee to indicate briefly what the Agency was doing in the broad field 

of ionizing radiation. He was grateful for the opportunity to do so. 

Overall questions of environmental radioactivity had a direct bearing on 

the working of the Agency which was enjoined in its work on the peaceful uses 

of atomic energy to avoid any undesirable rise in the general level of radiation. 

Moreover, the Agency was responsible under Its Statute for establishing or 

adopting, in collaboration with the United Nations and the specialized agencies 

concerned, standards of safety for protection of health and elimination of danger 

to life and property. 

Recently, the Agency's Board of Governors %ad dealt with a number of 

proposals to enable it to broaden its programme on radiation protection, now 
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that atomic energy was being increasingly used in industry. In response to 

resolution 1376 of the General Assembly, relating to UNSCEAR's work, the Agency 

had informed the Secretary -General of the United Nations of the activities it was 

authorized and equipped to undertake concerning radioactive contamination of the 

biosphere. 

Recognizing that in practice it was not always possible to segregrate radiation 

caused by the uses of atomic energy for peaceful purposes from radiation derived 

frоm other sources, the Board of Governors had decided in January 1960 that the 

Agency should be ready to: 

(1) assist Member States to develop reliable methods of measuring radiation 

levels and promote the elaboration of standard methods of sampling and 

measurement which would in due course become internationally accepted; 

(2) provide, on request, technical assistance to Member States (several 

requests for the provision of measuring equipment, experts and training and 

analytical services were already under consideration); 

(5) accommodate in the Agency's laboratory, either as in- service trainees 

employed on the staff, or under the fellowship programme, scientists and 

technicians from, in particular, the less developed Member States (a small 

number of trainees were expected to arrive in the near future); 

(4) measure and analyse in its own laboratory samples to determine the 

degree of environmental contamination by radioactivity, without undertaking 

the interpretation or evaluation of such measures (the laboratory's work in 

that sphere was steadily increasing); 
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(5) award research contracts to individuals or institutions on subjects 

related to safe disposal of radioactive waste, health physics in connexion 

with radiation protection and radiobiology; and 

(6) undertake studies concerning radiation protection and organize 

scientific conferences and symposia in conjunction with the other inter- 

national organizations concerned and conduct experiments (an example of the 

last -named was that carried out recently in Yugoslavia to ascertain thet >` 

radiation doses received during accidental exposure). 

Some of those activities had been carried out for some time past in close 

collaboration with the international organizations concerned, notably WHO. He 

trusted that the joint work in convening scientific meetings would continue in 

the future. Lastly, the Agency would be ready to assist WHO in any work it 

might be called upon to undertake as a result of the present discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the disc*.zssion on the item was concluded. He 

had given much thought to the question of voting procedure on the three draft 

resolutions before the Board. In his view, the draft resolution submitted by 

the USSR delegation related to a separate and distinct aspect of the matter unдеr 

discussion and, hence, should be taken up separately. The remaining two draft 

resolutions had many points in common, but the 21- nation draft resolution was 

"furthest removed" from that submitted by the United Arab Republic. 

He proposed to put to the vote first the USSR draft resolution and 

secondly the 21- nation draft resolution. If the latter were rejected, he would 

then put the United Arab Republic draft resolution to the vote. He invited 

comments on the ruling he had given. 
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Dr BUTROV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that, although Japan 

might have been the chief victim of atomic bombs and the testing of atomic 

weapons, his country too had suffered much over the past forty years. The 

Soviet Union possessed nuclear arms, yet it was fighting hard to secure their 

prohibition and the suspension of testing. 

Mr WERSHOF (Canada), speaking on a point of order, said the Soviet Union 

delegate seemed to be discussing matters of substance whereas the Chairman 

had already closed the discussion and invited comments only on the ruling he 

had given on the order of voting. 

The CHAIRMAN requested the Soviet Union delegate to keep that point in mind. 

Dr BUTROV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) explained that his rema-:ks 

were a necessary preliminary to the expression of his views on the Chairman's 

ruling. 

The physicians of the USSR, he said, were fully aware of the danger of 

widespread hazards to health and were studying prophylactic measures. However, 

if the Committee was not ready to support action to secure the suspension of 

nuclear tests, the Soviet Union delegation would withdraw its draft resolution. 

It would vote for the United Arab Republic draft resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN noted that two draft resolutions only now remained for the 

Committee's decision. 

Dr CHATTY (United Arab Republic) regretted to have to state that he was 

not in agreement with the Chairman's ruling on the order of the voting. The 
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two remaining draft resolutions dealt with entirely different subjects. If he 

were to give his reasons for that stand, much time would be needed. Hе would 

therefore merely ask the Chairman to put the two draft resolutions to the vote 

independently. Lastly, he requested that the voting on both should be by roll- 

call. 

The CHAIRMAN accepted the request of the United Arab Republic delegate for 

a roll -call vote. 

In view of the protest of the delegate of the United Arab Republic, he asked 

the Committee to pronounce on his ruling on the order of voting. 

Decision: The Chairman's ruling was upheld by 51 votes to 18, with 
four abstentions. 

Dr EVANG (Norway) said that he had understood the United States delegate to 

have introduced an amendment in the eighth paragraph of the preamble; the word 

"hazards" was to be substituted for the word "problems" in the second line. He 

fully agreed with that change. 

There also seemed to be an important omission from the ninth paragraph of the 

preamble. He would suggest amending the second line to read "be of continuous 

and increasing benefit to the work of national health authorities and further to 

IAEA, and UNSCEAR " 

Mr le POOLE (Netherlands), speaking on behalf of all the delegations 

sponsoring the 21- nation draft resolution, accepted the Norwegian amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN proceeded to put to the vote the 21- nation draft resolution 

contained in document А13 /Р &B /j3, as amended. 
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A vote was taken by roll -call, the names of the Member States being called 

in the English alphabetical order, starting with Pakistan, the letter P having 

been determined by lot. 

The result of the vote was as follows: 

In favour: Pakistan, Paraguay, Philippines, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, 

Switzerland, Thailand, Turkey, Union of South Africa, United Kindgom of Great 

Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Venezuela, Viet -Nam, 

Australia, Austria, Belgium, вгzы, Cameroun, Cam, mile, China, DепmаХ1в» 

Ecuador, El Salvador, Finland, France, Federal Republic of Germany, Greece, Haiti, 

Honduras, Iceland, Iran, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Korea, Luxembourg, Malaya, 

Mexico, Monaco, Netherlands, New Zeаlaкid, Norway. 

Against: Saudi Arabia, Sudan, Tunisia, United Arab Republic, Czechoslovakia, 

Ghana, Iraq, Kuwait, Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Morocco. 

Abstaining: Poland, Romania, Togoland, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 

Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Albania, Bulgaria, Burma, Cambodia, Cuba, Ethiopia, 

Guinea, India, Laos, Nepal. 

Absent: Panama, Peru, Uruguay, Yemen, Argentina, Ceylon, Colombia, Costa 

Rica, Dominican Republic, Guatemala, Indonesia, Jordan, Nicaragua. 

The draft resolution, as amended, was therefore adopted by 45 votes to 12, 

with 16 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN noted that, as a result of the adoption of the 21- nation draft 

resolution, the United Arab Republic draft resolution fell. 

The meeting rose at 11.55 a.m. 


