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1. ADOPTION OF FIFTH REPORT OF THE COMMITTER

Dr KAMAL (United Arab Republic), Rapporteur, read the draft fifth report of the

Committee.

Decision: The report was adopted without comment.

2. RADIATION HEALTH, INCLUDING PROTECTION OF MANKIND FROM IONIZING RADIATION
HAZARDS, WHATEVER THEIR SOURCE: Item 2.8 of the Agenda (Documents Ali+ /P&B/k,
A1k /P &B /4 Add.1,.A14 /P &B /16, Alk /P &B/28 and Al4/P &B /31) (continued)

The CHAIRMAN drew to the attention of the Committee documents A14 /P &B /4 and

Add.l and the draft resolution (document A14 /P &B /31) proposed by the delegations of

Monaco, Norway, the United Arab Republic and the United States of America.

Dr BURNEY (United States of America) recalled that the draft resolution con-

tained in document A14/P &E/28 had been submitted jointly by the delegations of Chile,

Denmark, Italy, Mexico, Turkey, Viet Nam and the United States of America. He

expressed his regret at having been prevented from attending the meeting to discuss

the new resolution with the co- sponsors of the original proposal. The Chairman

had interpreted the new text as being a new resolution, and not as an amendment to

the original text. He requested that a vote be taken on each operative paragraph

separately.

He had received last- minute instructions to propose amendments to paragraphs

6 and 8; neither of the amendments was very substantive. First, he proposed that

paragraph 6 be amended to read:
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REQUESTS urgently all the'Members of the World Health Organization to

comply with Article 25 of the Convention on the High Seas in respect to the

discharge of radioactive waste into watercourses or the sea, and to promote

research as referred to in (5) above.

Article 25 of that Convention. stated: .(1) every State shall take measures to prevent

pollution of the seas from the dumping of radioactive waste, taking into account any

standards and regulations which may be formulated by competent international

organizations; (ii) all States shall co- operate with the competent international

organizations in taking measures for the prevention of pollution of the seas'or air

space above resulting from any activities with radioactive materials or other harm-

ful agents.. He thought that the proposed amendment was just as strong as, if not

stronger than, the text as set out in document A14/P&B/31, and was very specific.

Secondly, he proposed that paragraph 8 be amended to read as follows:

NOTES the desire of Member States of the World Health Organization to

minimize exposure of human populations to controlled and uncontrolled sources

of ionizing radiation, noting the action of the fifteenth session of the

United Nations General Assembly relating to the suspension of nuclear testing.

The CHAIRMAN asked whether the joint sponsors of the resolution accepted the

proposed amendments.

Dr EL BITASH (United Arab Republic) was unable to accept the amendment proposed

to paragraph 8.

Dr BOERI (Monaco) regretted that the delegation of the United States of America

was unable to accept the present terms of paragraph 6, on the pretext that Article 25
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of the Convention on the High Seas adequately dealt with the subject. It was far

from certain that the provisions of the Convention were being implemented. He

therefore insisted on the original terms of the resolution, and appealed to delegates

not to be influenced by possible reactions of public opinion.

Dr SHAHEEN (Iraq) said that the views of the Iraqi delegation had been made

perfectly clear during the fifth plenary meeting of the Assembly. Previous speakers

had adequately dealt with the substance of the question. He associated himself with

the statements made by the delegates of the United Arab Republic, Mali, the Union of

Soviet Socialist Republics, Poland and Czechoslovakia.

The delegate of the United Arab Republic, in introducing the proposal, had shown

clearly that, although the draft resolution was general in character, his delegation

had in mind primarily the explosions in the Sahara and the concern of the African

population There were three aspects of the question: (i) paragraphs 1 to 5 of

the resolution adequately expressed the points contained in the report of the

Director -General (document All- /P &B /k); .(ii) the original text of paragraphs 6 and 7

seemed to cover the situation adequately, and he could not support the amendment

proposed by the delegate of the United States of America; (iii) paragraph 8, which

was the most controversial question. He would have liked the original draft resolu-

tion of the United Arab Republic (document Alk /P &B /16) to be taken as an entity.

The text of paragraph 8 did not seem to cover adequately the idea expressed in the

original resolution proposed by the delegation of the United Arab Republic. He

could not support the amendment proposed by the delegate of the United States of

America, but proposed instead that the words in paragraph 8 "noting with approval
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the action of the fifteenth session of the United Nations General Assembly relating

to the suspension of nuclear testing" be deleted, and that a new paragraph 9 be

inserted, to read as follows:

NOTES with approval the action of the fourteenth and fifteenth sessions of
the United Nations General Assembly relating to the immediate cessation of
nuclear testing.

Such an amendment, he felt, expressed the sentiment of the original draft resolution

proposed by the delegate of the United Arab Republic. He could see no reason for

excluding reference to the decision of the fourteenth session of the General Assembly.

That decision was definitely related to the testing of nuclear weapons in the Sahara,

and it should be mentioned.

It was high time for WHO to take definite, clear action on the subject. During

past Assemblies, resolutions similar to the one now before the Committee had been

passed without any avail. Was the item going to remain on the agenda year after

year, with nothing being done about it?

Dr GODBER (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland), referring to

paragraph 6 of the draft, supported the original text, on the understanding that

discharges of very low activity waste within limits having regard to the recommenda-

tions of the International Commission on Radiological Protection would be regarded

as of approved safety. If paragraph 6 were interpreted as meaning literally what

was stated, one would have to stop discharging waste of any kind into watercourses

or the sea, since practically all waste had some level of radioactivity, and there

had been no precise proof of the harmlessness of radioactivity of any kind. Regarding

paragraph 8, if he had understood correctly the remarks of the delegate of the
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United States of America at the previous meeting, the word "suspense" had been used

because that had been the word in the resolutions of the United Nations General

Assembly. As the reference was merely to those resolutions, the same terminology

would, presumably, have to be used.

Dr EL BITASH (United Arab Republic) said that when his delegation had proposed

the first draft resolution (document Al4/P &B /16) it had deliberately avoided any

political references. Always ready to seek mutual understanding, it had been

prepared to discuss the matter with the delegates of the United States of America

and Monaco. He supported the amendment to paragraph 8 proposed by the delegate of

Iraq.

Dr TIN KYEE (Burma) said he would not comment on the draft resolution contained

in document A1k/P&B/31, but wished to state that the Government of Burma had always

been deeply concerned about the dangers involved in atomic tests - in particular,

those carried out by France in the Sahara, and, in general, those made by other

powers elsewhere. Accordingly, the Burmese Government had joined the other nations

in the United Nations General Assembly, urging France and the other powers to refrain

from further tests. Since the Health Assembly was not the appropriate occasion to

discuss the subject, he would be obliged to abstain from voting on the resolution.

Mr PIROSKY (Argentina) said it was clear that nuclear energy should be used for

medical purposes and the welfare of humanity. They were concerned with the harmful

influences of radiation, whatever its source, and were interested in strict control



A14 /P &B /Min /16

page 7

regarding industrial sites and utilization for maritime purposes, especially in so

far as air, water, or other natural resources were concerned.

Dr BUTROV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said he had already explained

the position of the Soviet delegation and its grave concern at seeing WHO, a

specialized agency charged with the protection of the health of mankind, do its

best, on the initiative of a certain well -known group of countries, to avoid taking

a clear stand on the question of nuclear explosions. It was even unwilling to

support the decisions taken at the fourteenth and fifteenth sessions of the General

Assembly of the United Nations - decisions which the Organization should whole-

heartedly approve, since they indicated the path to be followed to protect mankind

against the dangers of ionizing radiation. The remarks of some of the delegates

the previous day gave the impression that WHO sought to convince everyone that the

sun, a life -giving force, was in fact more dangerous than the continuation of

nuclear explosions, and the Assembly was asked to devote close attention to the

practices of dentists. The recommendations made in that connexion were very

important - though they might lead to an avoidance of dentists and a consequent

increase in the incidence of dental caries. But public opinion, which placed con-

fidence in the Assembly as a gathering of specialists in medicine, was being mis-

guided. Pseudo- scientific research work was distracting attention from the true

dangers of ionizing radiation. He would support the resolution if amended as

suggested by the delegate of Iraq, though even then it would not be entirely

satisfactory.
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Dr LE- CUU- TRUONG (Viet Nam) said that, aware of the importance of ionizing

radiation to the health of mankind, his delegation had, as a matter of principle,

joined with other delegations in submitting the draft resolution contained in

document Alk /P&B /28. Even though no research of any importance was as yet being

carried out in his country, it was interested in the scientific work being carried

out on ionizing radiation by various international bodies and welcomed the Director -

General's report on the subject. It had participated in the Bangkok seminar on the

use of radioisotopes in the study of tropical diseases, it had installed radiological

equipment in a cancer institute, it was building a research centre and, at the end

of the year, would have its own nuclear reactor. Those centres would enable it to

follow more closely the research being carried out elsewhere, especially research

connected with the peaceful uses of atomic energy. In view of the importance of

ionizing radiation in all its uses and the danger to health inherent in its use,

even a small country like his own could not remain indifferent. As several other

draft resolutions on the subject had been submitted, his delegation was prepared to

accept a compromise resolution which would give the desired result.

Dr ALAN (Turkey), after thanking the Director -General for the excellent report

he had prepared, recalled that, at the Thirteenth World Health Assembly, several

delegates had suggested that the excellent document which the Director -General had

submitted on the subject at that time should be published as a WHO publication. He

asked whether any action had been taken on that suggestion.
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At the Thirteenth World Health Assembly his delegation had expressed the view

that WHO should confine itself to the health aspects of ionizing radiation, and it

had been in the same spirit that it had co- sponsored the draft resolution contained

in document Al4/P&B /28. Although his Government favoured the cessation of nuclear

weapon tests and had supported the resolutions adopted by the United Nations General

Assembly on the subject, it did not believe that WHO should take up a position on

the matter; the question should be settled within the framework of the United Nations

He welcomed the draft resolution submitted by the working party (Alk /P&B /31) and

:supported the amendments to it proposed by the United States delegate.

Dr PENG THONG (Cambodia) strongly supported the Iraqi amendment. While

agreeing that resolutions adopted by WHO should be technical in character, his

delegation did not believe that an expression of interest in the cessation of nuclear

weapons tests would represent a deviation from WHO's policy. It would be illogical

to claim that an organization like WHO should not concern itself with the problem of

increased radioactivity caused by nuclear weapon tests when the dangers of such radio-

activity to health of mankind had been repeatedly confirmed. WHO, whose task

it was to promote better health throughout the world, could be severely criticized,

and rightly so, if it remained indifferent. If it did ignore the dangers to health

caused by nuclear weapon tests, the whole of mankind would be bitterly disappointed

in it. If the Health Assembly had not the courage to condemn those tests, it should

at least endorse the United Nations resolutions on the subject.



A 1k /P&B/Min /16

page 10

Dr BRAVO (Chile) observed that it was quite natural that doctors should concern

themselves with problems of ionizing radiation, which could transform future life

but, at the same time, involved great risks to health. They had been concerned

earlier when coal and electricity were first used and the consequences to health of

their use were still unknown. The responsibility of doctors was limited to the

medical and public health aspects of the problem, including the preventive aspect.

They were responsible for finding, through research, what the biological risks of

ionizing radiation were and then for discussing how mankind could be protected

against those risks. It was up to public health authorities to educate the public

and to explain the problems without causing fear and anxiety. An expression of

anxiety by the World Health Assembly would have far -reaching results throughout the

world; the Assembly should rather give an enlightened, intelligent picture of the

problems to the world and define how serious effects of radiation could be avoided.

Unless the reference to anxiety was deleted, he would oppose the draft resolution.

He supported the United States amendment to paragraph 8.

Dr BIRZU (Romania) welcomed the initiative being taken in connexion with a

problem which was probably the most important one connected with world security.

Generally speaking, he agreed with that initiative, but felt that the title of the

draft resolution was not sufficiently clear and precise. A better title would be

"Protection of mankind from atomic radiation hazards resulting from the testing of

nuclear and thermonuclear weapons ", to which could be added, if so wished, the

phrase "and from ionizing radiation hazards, whatever their source ". Such a change
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was essential, since the greatest radiation hazard came from the testing of nuclear

weapons.

WHO should take a firm, unequivocal stand about using atomic energy for

peaceful purposes. The advantages to be gained from the peaceful uses of atomic

energy were immense in industry and particularly in medicine, but the dangers were

also very great. WHO had a great responsibility as far as danger to health were

concerned, and had, indeed, taken many measures connected with them. Its actions,

however, had been one - sided in so far as the dangers to health from atomic radiation

caused by testing nuclear weapons were concerned. Even the United Nations

resolution on the suspension of nuclear and thermonuclear weapons tests had not been

categorically supported by WHO. As a result of the work of specialists throughout

the world, it was now quite clear that atomic radiation was a great threat to the

existence of present -day man and even to the future life of man. For those reasons,

WHO should, as a statutory duty, take a stand against the abuses of atomic energy

and, in particular, against the testing of nuclear weapons. It should also define

the measures to be taken to protect mankind from ionizing radiation and especially

from atomic radiation.

He did not agree with many things the United States delegate had said in his

opening remarks. His statement that radioactive fall -out was slight showed a clear

tendency to justify atomic tests and to confuse the various types of ionizing

radiation produced by diagnostic X -ray machines and X -ray therapy machines with

those produced as a result of testing nuclear weapons. The United States delegate

had also spoken of the minimum ionizing radiation dose injurious to man. In that
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connexion, it was interesting to note from the records of the Ninth International

Congress on Radiology, which had taken place in 1959, that no such minimum dose

existed. All authoritative specialists were in general agreement that even extremely

small doses could produce mutations. The action of ionizing radiation on the human

organism was cumulative and irreversible, no matter what the dose was. The con-

clusions of the oornpetent Unit id Nations committee on the subject should also be

referred to.

In view of the fact that the conference on the cessation of nuclear tests was

Niue to resume its meetings on 21 March 1961 in Geneva, WHO should consider it a

matter of honour to express its opinion and its wishes in a very definite manner.

It should recommend the cessation of nuclear tests. His delegation would support

all protective measures against the danger of ionizing radiation, especially atomic

radiation resulting from nuclear and thermonuclear weapons tests..

Dr BALAGUER CABRERA (Cuba) said his Goverment warmly supported the undertaking

of studies on protective measures against radiation, as it considered that WHO should

take effective action to protect mankind from radiation hazards. The use of atomic

weapons was an act of aggression against all mankind and not only against a single

country; WHO should take a firm stand against it.,

He was opposed to the amendment suggested by the Uniteu States delegate but

supported the one proposed by the delegate of Iraq.. He was also opposed to the

deletion of the word 'anxiety'; it was not a question of causing anxiety, anxiety

already existed. It was up to WHO not only to protect, health and cure the sick,
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but to.destroy the causes of disease if they were.known. 'He was confident that

the majority of delegates. present would see that WHO fulfilled that duty.

Dr DJUKANOVIC (Yugoslavia) said that in view of the knowledge available about

the radiation produced by explosions of nuclear weapons and about the effects of

atomic radiation on health, he fully supported the amendment proposed by the delegate

of Iraq.

Dr AL -HAJIN (Saudi Arabia) believed that, as everyone recognized the dangers

arising from the testing of nuclear weapons in different parts of the world, including

the Sahara, the draft resolution should openly condemn such testing. He supported

the Iraqi amendment.

Dr_AFRIDI (Pakistan) said that his delegation had hoped the question of WHO's

competence in the matter of condemning the testing of nuclear weapons had been

settled at the Thirteenth World Health Assembly. The reason why the question_

cropped up again and again was that WHO's role was not clear. WHO was supposed to

confine itself to professional matters and to keep away from politics. That was

not always easy. The question might arise, for example, whether..a statement that

massive doses of ionizing radiation were a menace to mankind was a political state-

ment or a professional one. Again, it was impossible to speak of removing anxiety

as though anxiety could be removed by suggestion, when it was known that it could be

removed only if its cause was removed.

His delegation was not happy about the draft resolution presented by the working

party, nor by the amendments proposed to it by the delegates of the United States and
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Iraq. There was no knowing what further amendments other delegates would like to

make but hesitated to propose because of the shortage of time. In the interests of

peace, his delegation was prepared to accept the draft resolution presented by the

working party as amended by the Iraqi delegation. He recognized the weaknesses of

the draft resolution and anticipated that the whole question would crop up again at

the next World Health Assembly.

Dr DOLO (Mali), remarking that he had followed attentively the detailed state-

ment of the United States delegate, said he had not been convinced by one statement,

namely, that the radioactive fall -out from thermonuclear tests was not an immediate

threat and that even at Hiroshima the fall -out had been only equivalent to radio-

activity from other sources of ionizing radiation. He agreed that the natural

sources of radiations should not be neglected, that the industrial application of

atomic energy should be developed for the benefit of man and that the health and

lives of those who worked with atomic energy should be protected. He also thought,

however, that specific recognition should be made of the direct pollution of the

air, of water, of food as a result of nuclear tests, and of the fact that such

pollution was a threat, and an immediate threat, for man and for the future of man.

The World Health Assembly should follow the example of the General Assembly of the

United Nations at its fifteenth session and state its position clearly. He had

gained the impression that the present Health Assembly was afraid to face the problem

squarely and that politics had crept into the discussion at a time when all mankind

wanted to continue to live.
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The Norwegian delegate had said during a previous meeting that one of the

fundamental roles of the Health Assembly was to by -pass politics and attempt to

create a better understanding between nations and peoples no matter what their

politics were. He would have to admit that the political body, the UnitedNations,

had gone far beyond WHO and that its policy in the field of health and life protec-

tion showed much more foresight than that of the technicians. The General Assembly

of ';he United Nations at its fourteenth and fifteenth sessions had taken up a clear

position regarding thermonuclear tests precisely because they were harmful to the

health and life of mankind. It was difficult to understand why WHO, which was

responsible for safeguarding and protecting health and life, hesitated to take up

a stand.

His delegation could not be satisfied with a timid and ambiguous resolution on

the subject.

The DIRECTOR -GENERAL informed the delegate of Turkey that the document he had

prepared for the Thirteenth World Health Assembly was being printed and would be

published as No. 6 in the WHO series Public Health Papers during 1961.

The CHAIRMAN said that, in the absence of any objection, he would assume that

discussion of the draft resolution (A14 /P&B /31) was complete. In accordance with

the proposal of the United States delegate, he would ask the Committee to vote on the

operative part of the draft resolution paragraph by paragraph. In cases where

amendments had been proposed to those paragraphs, he would put to the vote first the

amendments furthest removed from the original.
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Paragraphs 1 to 5

Decision: Paragraphs 1 to 5 were approved.

Paragraph 6

The CHAIRMAN recalled that there was one amendment to the paragraph, proposed

by the United States delegate. As amended, the paragraph would read:

6. REQUFiTS urgently all the Members of the World Health Organization to
comply with Article 25 of the Convention on the High Seas in respect to the
discharge of radioactive waste into watercourses or the sea, and to promote
research as referred to in (5) above.

He put the United States amendment to the vote.

Decision: The amendment was adopted by 27 votes to 22, with 25 abstentions.

Paragraph 7

Decision: Paragraph 7 was approved.

Paragraph 8

The CHAIRMAN said that two amendments had been proposed to paragraph 8, one by

the United States delegate and one by the delegate of Iraq. The Iraqi amendment,

being furthest removed from the original, would be put to the vote first. That

proposal consisted of replacing the present paragraph 8 by the following paragraph:

8. RECOGNIZES the anxiety of Member States of the World Health Organization
concerning increased exposure to controlled and uncontrolled sources of
ionizing radiation,
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and adding a new paragraph 9 as follows:

9. NOTES with approval the action of the fourteenth and fifteenth sessions
of the United Nations General Assembly relating to the immediate cessation of
nuclear testing;

He put the amendment to the vote.

Decision: The amendment was adopted by 39 votes to 6, with 27 abstentions.

Paragraphs 10 and 11

The CHAIRMAN reminded the Committee that, as a result of the adoption of the

Iraqi amendment, the present paragraphs 9 and 10 would have to be renumbered 10 and

11.

Decision: Paragraphs 10 and 11 were approved.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the draft resolution as a whole.

Decision: The draft resolution contained in document Alk /P &B /31, as amended,

was approved by 59 votes to none, with 19 abstentions.

Dr SAMONTE (Philippines), explaining his vote, said that his delegation con-

sidered that neither the Committee nor the world at large was at present sufficiently

informed on the subject dealt with in the draft resolution to be capable of formu-

lating a definitive policy, His delegation had therefore been compelled to abstain

from voting.
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DECLARATION CONCERNING THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO COLONIAL COUNTRIES AND
PEOPLE; AND THE TASKS OF THE WORLD HEALTH ORGANIZATION: Item 2.9 of the Agenda
(Item proposed by the Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)
(Documents Ali/P&p/l0, Alll- /P&B /10, Annex 1 Rev.1, Alk /P&B /30 and A14/P &B/33)

(continued)

The CHAIRMAN asked the sponsoring delegations whether they agreed to withdraw

the draft resolutions contained in documents Al4 /P&B /30 and A14A&B /1O and Annex 1,

Rev.1, leaving for consideration only the one contained in document A14 /P &B/33.

It was so agreed.

Dr GODBER (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland), speaking on

a point of order, asked whether it was the whole of document A14/P &B /10 that had

been withdrawn or only its annex.

The CHAIRMAN replied that only the annex had been withdrawn since that was the

part of the document containing the draft resolution.

Dr AL HAGERY (Saudi Arabia), introducing the joint draft resolution on behalf

of the sponsoring delegations, said that it had been drafted in a spirit of concili-

ation and understanding and was worthy of the Committee's approval. Its terms were

based on the Constitution of the Organization, which stated that "the enjoyment of

the highest attainable standard of health is one of the fundamental rights of every

human being without distinction of race, religion, political belief, economic or

social condition ". The approval of the draft resolution would be an act of faith

towards the newly- independent countries and those about to accede to independence.
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Dr TURBOTT (New Zealand) said that his Government's support for the principle

that non -self - governing territories should be brought to complete self -government

and independence in accordance with the United Nations Charter had been evidenced by

its action in granting such independence to Western Samoa as from 1 January 1962.

He considered that the joint draft resolution under discussion achieved the desired

purpose without raising political overtones. Neither the Committee nor the Assembly

would be justified in discussing the virtues or vices of colonialism, which had

received attention in the appropriate forums. It was the Committee's desire to

give priority to practical measures of assistance to countries which had recently

achieved their independence, and he hoped that delegates would support the joint

draft resolution.

Dr GODBER (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) said that his

delegation completely rejected the Memorandum of the Government of the Union of

Soviet Socialist Republics contained in document AlLL /P &B /10. Health problems did,

of course, exist in the dependent territories, and those problems were very much the

concern of WHO That was no reason, however, for making false assumptions as to

the factors responsible for their existence, or for importing purely political con-

siderations and distorting the medical and historical facts. His Government's

policy towards its country's dependent territories was well known, and had been

stated in the appropriate bodies. The promotion of economic, social and health

advancement went hand in hand, and his delegation would welcome any action by WHO

to assist in accelerating public health progress in dependent territories. The

draft resolution before the Committee developed the fundamental thesis inherent in
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the resolution proposed by the delegation of Ghana under item 2.3 of the agenda and

included its application to territories not yet independent. He suggested the

insertion, in the first line of the fifth preambular paragraph of the joint draft

resolution, of the words "in furtherance of Article 73 of the Charter of the United

Nations" between the words "Organization" and "has".

At the request of Dr AL HAGERY (Saudi Arabia), Dr KAUL (Assistant Director-

General), Secretary, read out Article 73 of the Charter of the United Nations.

Dr BIYOGHE (Gabon) said that, while colonialism might have certain nefarious

aspects, the health of the people was not one of them. He wished to correct what

the Soviet Union delegate had said on the subject of former French Equatorial Africa,

In the four countries comprising it, health activities had proceeded regularly from

the time of the French occupation. Hospitals and dispensaries had been built and

staff had been trained for them, and the fight against endemo - epidemic diseases had

been Started as far back as 1916. Sleeping sickness, which had endangered the jives

of Africans, had been eradicated in less than twenty years. In the Nola district of

the Central African Republic, 18 000 trypanosomiaeis cases had been reported between

1918 and 1946. In that district of 14 000 inhabitants, of which more than 90 per

cent, had been affected, not a single case was reported in 1960 by the health inspec-

tion teams which had visited the entire population, and only 22 cases were traced in

1959 in the Republic out of a population of 1 200 Q00. Smallpox and yellow fever

had disappeared entirely from former French Equatorial, Africa following regular

vaccination campaigns, and the fight against leprosy, begun in 1946, had started to
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produce a decline. Eradication of treponematoses was proceeding, and the vigilance

of the medical centres prevented its becoming a major problem. Infant mortality

appeared to be no higher than in other countries and there were few cases of mal-

nutrition. Following that sustained action, the population was growing and had

risen by 20 per cent. in the past ten years. Maternal and child welfare activities

included the free distribution of milk for children, and ante -natal and post -natal

services throughout the country. Certain problems, of course, remained, due largely

to the country's economic and social under- development - factors which existed in

other countries that had never been under colonial rule.

The advantages he had described had been attained before WHO had begun its

assistance to that area in 195+ by its campaigns against leprosy and yaws, _nd it

was only during the past year that it had given help in the form of fellowships and

technical assistance. It was true that there were not enough doctors and that local

recruitment raised difficult problems, but an attempt was being made to solve them.

He would point out that Gabon had 61 doctors for fewer than 50 000 inhabitants, or

one doctor per 8000 inhabitants - not for 27 000 as had been claimed, while Congo

(Brazzaville) had 56 doctors. Gabon had a general hospital of 500 beds, three

secondary hospitals and 27 medical centres with maternity wards and X -ray and surgical

departments, comprising a total of 3500 beds, or one bed per 130 inhabitants. Congo

had an 8000 -bed hospital at Brazzaville and one of 500 beds at Pointe- Noire, while

the Central African Republic had one of 400 beds and a number of secondary hospitals

and dispensaries.. Medical care was, moreover, entirely free. Considering that

all those services had been instituted before independence, that quarantinable
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diseases which still existed in neighbouring countries had been eradicated, that

endemo- epidemic diseases were declining and that malnutrition was a minor problem,

it could hardly be asserted that colonialism had had the effects described by the

Soviet Union delegate.

He emphasized that there could be no worse demonstration of colonialism than

to continue to regard Africans as children. They had become sufficiently mature

to be capable of handling some of their own problems. School attendance in Gabon

amounted to 95 per cent., and a law had just been promulgated making attendance

compulsory, all of which enabled the future to be viewed with optimism.

Dr JUCHNIEUJICZ (Poland) said that the resolution, which embodied definite

proposals for the forms of medical assistance to be given to under- developed

countries, covered a long -range plan. Poland was at present studying the possi-

bility of setting up an international centre of paediatrics and obstetrics, possibly

with the help of certain international organizations, with a view to the specialized

training of doctors from countries with inadequate services of that nature. He

considered those services to be an extremely important part of public health.

Dr BIRZU (Romania) warmly supported the initiative which had been taken to

bring up for discussion the question of granting independence to colonial peoples.

In 1960, the Organization had intensified its activities for raising the standard of

health in the world, but much still remained to be done. A particularly poor state

of health existed in colonial countries or countries recently liberated from

colonialism. Data published by WHO showed that, during the period from 1947 to
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1957, in most of those countries smallpox, cholera, leprosy, yellow fever and other

such diseases continued to play a dominant role in the causes of morbidity. Demo-

graphic statistics for a number of African countries even during recent years referrer

to the white population alone, which showed a complete lack of interest by the

colonial powers not only in the improvement of social and economic conditions of the

indigenous population but even in the elementary details of their state of health.

He referred to a statement made by the Director -General when he had visited Congo

(Leopoldville) in August 1960 in which he had said that the country had no Congolese

doctor at the time of the attainment of its independence, and a long -term programme

for the training of doctors represented perhaps the most important contribution which

could be made to its development. Taking into consideration the serious state of

health brought about by colonialism in that country, the solution of the more

important problems could not depend only upon the intervention of foreign medical

teams but also.needed a locally- staffed national health service built up parallel

with the economic, social and political development of the country. Congo would

need continued assistance, but without political or economic conditions attched,

and Romania was willing to help unconditionally with medical teams and supply of

drugs.

The United Nations General Assembly had at its fifteenth session debated the

problem and adopted the declaration concerning the abolition of the colonial system.

It was the duty of WHO, in addition to recommending health measures of a technical

nature, to state that the grave public health problems of those countries could only

be solved by .their attainment of economic and political independence. He therefore

supported the joint draft resolution.
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Dr TIN KYEE (Burma) said that Burma had always been a strong supporter of

countries under the yoke of colonialism, having once itself been a colonial country,

and had strongly supported the resolution adopted durig the fifteenth session of

the United Nations General Assembly. He did not consider, however, that the

measures proposed in the joint draft resolution for rendering assistance to the

countries concerned could be classed as measures contributing to the liquidation of

the consequences of colonialism, and he would therefore be compelled to abstain

from voting.

Dr SOEPARMO (Indonesia) said that his country had naturally always been in the

forefront of the fight against colonialism and could support the request for the

Organization to give the maximum possible assistance to the newly -independent

countries and those still under colonial rule in an effort to improve their health

conditions. He considered, however, that the heading of the document containing

the joint draft resolution should be changed to read: "Declaration concerning the

elimination of colonialism and the tasks of the World Health Organization ". The

words "granting of independence to colonial countries and peoples" were misleading,

since independence was rarely granted but had to be fought for. For the same

reason, he suggested the amendment of the first line of the fourth paragraph of the

preamble to read: "Welcoming the attainment of independence by new States ".

He would also like those categories of countries indicated in the last paragraph

of the preamble and in operative paragraph 2 to be better defined. The words

"preparing for independence" and "soon to achieve their independence ", appearing
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respectively in those two paragraphs, did. not indicate whether territories continuing

to be under colonial domination were included.inthátcategory.

Dr STICH (Czechoslovakia) said that he was.glad to know that the Organization

was associating itself with the condemnation. of colonialism by the United Nations

General Assembly. A comparison need only be' made between development in the

metropolitan countries and that in the colonies, to give proof of the evils of

colonialism. The'Republic of the Congo (Leopoldville), which on achieving its

independence had not had a single Congolese doctor, was not the only example of

that state of affairs, and demonstrated the so- called 'humanitarian role and concern

of the colonial powers. With regard to the financing of the Organization's work

in,that respect, as his delegation had pointed out. on several occasions, enormous.

sums. could be made available by complete disarmament, but even in present conditions

it was essential to exploit to the full for that purpose the existing financial

resources, limiting the administrative expenses to the minimum. An appeal should

be made for international solidarity in wiping away the aftermaths of colonialism,

and his country was willing' to give a great deal of assistance to the under- developed

countries based on principles of equality and without any conditions. Indeed, it

had already been granting such assistance to a number of countries for several years.

It was for that reason that the Czechoslovak delegation to the thirteenth session of

the United Nations General Assembly had submitted a proposal calling for the maximum

possible assistance to the new State's to strengthen their independence. He con-

sidered that it would be only just for the former colonial powers to be the first to
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make their contribution, thus in some measure making retribution for the manner in

which they had exploited those countries. He supported the joint draft resolution.

Dr BALAGUAR CABRERA (Cuba) expressed his delegation's pleasure at being

associated with a number of other delegations in the presentation of a document

reflecting the highest aspirations of all peoples of the world. As had already

been stated, one of the main aims of the joint draft resolution was to help the

solution of all questions pertaining to health problems in the spirit of human

solidarity which had always existed in the life of the Organization. There could

be no doubt concerning the contrast which existed between the state of certain

colonies and that of the country colonizing them, and everything that could be done

to improve their conditions would be a step towards the improvement of the health

of their peoples.

Dr DJUKANOVIC (Yugoslavia) said that his country had been gratified to learn

that the item had been included in the Committee's agenda. The adoption of the

resolution on the subject in the fifteenth session of the General Assembly of the

United Nations had shown that the problem should be considered as a whole in the

light of the new situation created by the disintegration of the colonialist system.

WHO was the first of all the specialized agencies of the United Nations to be con-

sidering the question of fulfilling its tasks in accordance with that resolution.

The Organization had much to its credit on the African continent, though it was

true that its projects there had almost always been undertaken either to meet some

pressing need or as individual projects. The present situation demanded much further
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action. The time was not far distant when the entire continent of Africa and other

territories too would be peopled by independent nations, and WHO was consequently

faced with the task of elaborating a long -range programme, which would not be an

easy one. His delegation had confidence in the experience of WHO in that respect.

He was aware of the financial implications, but believed the programme envisaged to

be the only way to assist countries and territories to overcome their present back-

wardness, which was due to the foreign domination to which they had been subjected

for centuries. The example of the Congo illustrated the need for such a programme.

The figures quoted by the Soviet Union delegate showed that people under the

colonial system had no equal opportunities in development and enjoyment of health,

and that that system was reflected in the health of the people. For those reasons

he failed to understand the remarks of the delegate of Gabon.

It was quite clear that the problem was not a purely political question but that

the Organization had a responsible role to play in helping those territories to

attain their full independence and overcome all their difficulties. He considered

that the joint draft resolution contained some indications of what could be done in

the immediate future, and he would therefore support it.

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the delegations of the United Kingdom and of

Indonesia, which had proposed amendments, should meet the sponsors of the joint

draft resolution and endeavour to come to an agreed text. Regarding the change of

title proposed by the delegate of Indonesia, he pointed out that the present title

was that included in the agenda adopted by the Health Assembly and could therefore

not be altered.

The meeting rose at 12.20 p.m.


