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1. DRAFT THIRD REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE (Document А17 /AFL /18) 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Rapporteur to introduce the draft third report of the 

Committee (document A17 /AFL /18). 

Mr SAITO (Japan), Rapporteur, introduced the draft third report, containing 

the following draft resolutions: 1. Selection of the country in which the 

Eighteenth World Health Assembly will be held; 2. Amendments to the Staff Rules; 

3. Annual Report of the United Nations Joint Staff Pension Board for 1962; 

4. Appointment of representatives to the WHO Staff Pension Committee; and 

5. Decisions of the United Nations specialized agencies and the International Atomic 

E y Aontiy affecting WHO's activities (administrative and financial matters). 

Decision: In the absence of comment, the third report was adopted and 
the draft resolutions contained in it were approved. 

2. MEMBERS IN ARREARS IN TIE PAYMENT OF THEIR CONTRIBUTIONS TO AN EXTENT WHICH 
MAY INVOKE ARTICTR 7 OF THE CONSTITUTION: Item 3.12.2 of the Agenda 
(Resolutions WHA16.20 and EB33.R17; Documents A17 /AFL /8 and Adds 1 and 2) 

The CHAIRMAN invited the representative of the Executive Board to introduce the 

subject. Не also drew attention to a draft resolution submitted by the delegation 

of Argentina. 

Dr TURBOTT, representative of the Executive Board and member of its Ad Hoc 

Committee, said that the Board had considered the Director-General's report on 

Member States whose arrears as at 31 December 1963 were equal to or exceeded their 
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full contributions for the two уears•..preçeding 1964 and were therefore, subject to 

the provisions of ofr Article -7 
. ..: 

..: - 
f the Constitution. The Board had agreed tYiat, the 

situation should be remedied if payment were received before the Seventeeth World 

Health Assembly and, in resolution -Rзз.R17, had asked its Ad Hoc Committee to 

consider. the difficulties of the Members. remaining in arrears. ,in; the pá.ÿment of their 

contributions, and make recommendations to the Assembly on behalf of the Board. The 

Director -General had informed the Member countries in question of the.Board`s 

resolution and had urged them to make the necessary payments before 2 March 1964, 

when the Ad Hoc Committee would be meeting or to send at explanation to the Ad Hoc 

Committee. 

In spite of that invitation, no response had been received by the date in 

question. After prolonged and careful consideration the Ad Hoc Committee had 
r 

decided that if neither payment nor explanation Lad been received by Wednesday, 

11 March 196.4, the Seventeenth World Health. Assemblyshould.be recommended to suspend 

the.voting..rights of Haiti and Uruguay. The Ad Hoc Committee had requested the 

' Director-General ta inform the twc Member States of its decision in the hope that 

they would take the necessary steps; it felt very strongly that the time had come 

for action by the Assembly concerning Member States in arrears to the extent of the 

two countries. in question. 

r 

Mr GARCIA PINEIRO (Argentina) introduced the following draft resolution: -- 

The Seventeenth World Health Assembly, 

Having considered the report of the Executive Board "ârid -its 
A,d: Hoc 

Committee on Members in arrears in tt. d payment of their, contributions to 

an extent which may invoke Article 7 of the Constitution ;1 

1 
Document A17 /AFLј8. 
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Noting with concern that Haiti and Uruguay are in arrears to an 
extent that it is necessary for the Assembly to consider, in accordance 
with Article 7 of the Constitution, whether or not their right to vote 
should be suspended at the Seventeenth World Health Assembly; 

Recalling the provisions of resolution WHA16.20;1 and 

Considering the communication from Haiti explaining why it has 
experienced difficulty in paying its arrears and the explanations given 
by the permanent representative of Uruguay on the situation in that 
country in his communication to the Director- General,2 

1. DECIDES not to suspend the voting rights of Haiti and Uruguay at 
the Seventeenth World Health Assembly; 

2. EXPRESSES the hope that these Members will regularize their position 
so that the Eighteenth World Health Assembly does not have to re- examine 
this matter; and 

З. REQUESTS the Director -General to communicate this resolution to the 
Members concerned. 

The problem under consideration was one which had caused concern to delegates to 

World Health Assemblies for many years. It was an important and delicate question 

because the public health services of many Member countries depended to a great 

extent on help from WHO and it was therefore vital that contributions should be 

paid punctually. WHO worked for the common good, and a decision in the present 

instance to take punitive measures would be an extremely important step in the 

Organization's life. The right of vote was one accorded by international organi- 

zations to all countries, rich or poor, great or small; and sanctions would be 

contrary to the basic aims of the Organization. They might, indeed, aggravate the 

2 

Handbook of Resolutions and Decisions, 7th ed., p. 276. 

Documents {17/` FL /8 Add .1 and ¡,dd . 2 . 
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conditions which had made them necessary and have an adverse effect on the forthcoming 

United Nations Conference on Trade and Development. The emotional impact of 

sanctions on a developing country should also be borne in mind. The developing 

countries were making great economic efforts, but some of them had to face diffi- 

culties. Those difficulties should be ascertained before the sanctions were applied. 

In the present case, the countries concerned were facing their difficulties 

with resolution and dignity. The Latin American countries regretted the situation 

and hoped that every effort would be made to regulate it as soon as possible. 

Mr BAUER (Canada) introduced the following draft resolution proposed jointly 

by Australia, Belgium, Canada, Luxembourg and New Zealand: 

The Seventeenth World Health Assembly, 

Noting with concern that Haiti and Uruguay are in arrears to such 
an extent that it is necessary for the Assembly-to consider, in accordance 
with Article 7 of the Constitution, whether or not the voting privileges 
and'serviées to which these Members are entitled should be suspended; 

Recalling the provisions of resolution WHA16.201 and the lack of 

response of these two Members to the request contained in paragraph 3 
of Part II of that resolution; 

Having considered thé report of the Executive Board and its Ad Hoc 
Committee on Members in arrears in the payment of their contributions to 

an extent which may invoke Article 7 of the Constitution, and in particular, 

the recommendation contained in paragraph 7 of the Ad Hoc Committeets 
report;2 and . 

1 Handbook of Resolutions and Decisions, 7th ed., p. 276. 

2 
Document A17/AEL/8. 
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,Having considered the communications on this subject received, 
following the report of the Ad ноé Committee, from'the Government of Haiti 
and from the Permanent Representative of Uruguay in Geneva,1 

1. DECIDES not to take any action at this time with respect to the 
suspension of services to Haiti and Uruguay; 

2. DECIDES furthermore that the voting privileges of these Members 
at the. Seventeenth World Health Assembly shall not be suspended; 

3. RECOMMENDS to, the Eighteenth World Health Assembly that the voting 
privileges of these Members be suspended if their position has not been 
regularized by 31 December 1964; and 

4. REQUESTS the Director- General to communicate this resolution to the 
Members concerned. 

He fully appreciated the fact that many Member States of WHO had difficulty in 

meeting their contributions. But no member of the Committee could say that the 

Assembly in the past had shown any lack of sympathy in similar circumstances. He 

hoped that WHO would continue to show sympathy and understanding in such exceptional 

cases. 

From the Organization's point of view, however, there were two major considerations 

to be kept in mind. 

First, the welfare of the Organization: there were now twenty -six Member States 

in arrears, but, only two were far enough in arrears to warrant the application of the 

provisions of Article 7 of the Constitution. The situation would have to be faced in 

the interests of WHO, its Members and the two countries in question. No country 

wished to be in arrears and everyone should co-operate in making it as difficult as 

possible for a country to'fall into arrears. 

1 Documents í-l17 /АFL /8. Add.i and Add.2. 
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Secondly, the authority in the Constitution of the World Health Assembly: 

The situation was not a new one and resolution WHA16.20 had already invited Member 

countries in arrears to an extent which involved Article 7 to inform the Executive 

Board of their intentions regarding payment of their arrears so that the Assembly could 

make a decision on the basis of the information and the Executive Board's recom -' 

mendation. No communication or explanation had been received from the two countries 

under discussion which had ignored the Assembly's unanimous request for information. 

An additional request from the Executive Board transmitted by the Director- General 

had also been ignored. The problem now was to decide on the Assembly's next step. 

As a result of action taken since the meeting of the Ad Hoc Committee two 

communications had been received: one from one of the governments concerned - 

and he had every sympathy with that country over the situation caused by the 

national catastrophe the previous autumn; the other from the Permanent Representative 

in Geneva containing a somewhat less clear and concrete explanation. On the basis 

of the rights of membership, which were conditional and not inalienable, and of the 

provisions of Article 7 which presumably had been included for reasons which were 

embodied in resolution WHA16.20, he would favour action beyond that proposed in the 

resolution proposed by the delegation of Argentina. That resolution was weaker than 

the Assembly resolution which had in fact produced results, for several governments 

had complied with its request. In the present case, however, there was no point 

in adopting a weaker resolution when even the stronger one had not proved effective. 
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The draft resolution of which he was a joint sponsor was the result of an 

effort to find a compromise which took account of the genuine difficulties of some 

governments and was based on resolution WHA16.20. The drafters of Article 7 had 

obviously had in mind the suspension of WHO services as well as of voting privileges, 

but the draft resolution was less drastic. It did not suggest the suspension of 

voting rights at the current Assembly - and in any case one of the governments was 

not represented - but proposed that the two Member States should be allowed until 

the end of the year to regularize their position, failing which the Eighteenth 

World Health Assembly should be recommended to suspend their voting rights. The 

resolution was he felt a fair compromise between the interests of all concerned. 

Mr FURLONGER (Australia), speaking as a co- sponsór of the joint draft resolution, 

endorsed the statement of the delegate of Canada. The whole question of arrears 

was a difficult and knotty problem and might well become more so as time went on 

and ás the budget increased. If the problem was not tackled soon the situation 

might become extremely serious. It was gratifying to see an improvement since the 

Sixteenth World Health Assembly, but it should be noted that the countries which 

were behind with their contributions were not always the poorest, the newest or the 

least organized. Аt the present time' forty Member States were paying the minimum 

rate and it was usually the poorest that paid the most regularly. The events leading 

up to the present situation were set out in the report of the Ad Hoc Committee 

(document A17 /AFL/8) and the resulting recommendation by the Ad Hoc Committee, as set 

out in paragraph 7 of the document, proposed in unmistakable terms that unless payment 

or satisfactory explanations were received voting rights should be suspended at the 
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present Assembly. One country had now explained its difficulties and merited every 

sympathy; a communication respecting the other country had. been received from the 

Permanent Representative in Geneva, but with a less satisfactory explanation. In 

both cases, however, the amounts involved were very small and it should be possible 

for both countries, despite their difficulties, to make up their arrears by the end 

of the year, or at least to the extent that they involved the provisions of. 

Article 7. 

Lest it should be said that the joint draft resolution went too far; he assured 

the Committee that it was not as drastic as the Ad Hoc Committee's recommendation 

and it did not suggest that services from WHO should be considered as ::.included under 

the provisions of Article 7 at the present juncture. The suspension of voting rights 

if there were no response by the end of the year would not affect the principle of 

universality for the two countries would still be Members of WHO enjoying all rights 

other than that of voting. The draft resolution was a moderate one which simply 

put on record the Assembly's feeling that the date suggested allowed a reasonable 

period for payment of the contributions and that beyond that date the Assembly 

should think in terms of depriving the Member States of their voting rights if the 

situation remained unchanged. It should be noted that the draft resolution applied 

only to the two countries named and was not intended to apply automatically to any 

countries in default at the time of the Eighteenth World Health Assembly. 

Mr ARROYO (Spain) pointed out that the sactions under Article 7 of the 

Constitution were only to be imposed at the wish of the World Health Assembly. The 

problem was more of theoretical than of practical importance because the contributions 
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of the two countries in question were respectively only 0.04 percent, and 0.10 per 

cent, of. the total contributions and did not therefore caUse any financial difficulty 

to WHO.. Theoretically, it was.true that every country had to face its financial 

. obligations; but good faith and special circumstances had to. be taken into account 

before extreme measures could be morally justified. In neither case did he doubt 

the good intentions of the governments concerned and he recognized their special 

difficulties. He therefore supported the draft resolution submitted by the 

delegation of Argentina which would not deprive the countries of any of their rights 

as Members of the Organization, and hoped that they would remedy the situation as 

soon as possible. 

Dr ALAN (Turkey) said it was regrettable to see on the agenda an item concerning 

the possible suspension of some of the rights of two Member States. It was 

particularly distasteful to discuss such a question in an organization which was 

becoming more and more a family. It was true that every member of a family had to 

make its contribution, however small, and something had to be done to deal with the 

two defaulters. In the past, WHO had solved its thorny problems with wisdom and 

leniency in keeping with its character as an organization serving humanity. He 

hoped that the present problem would be solved in the same way. 

Dr SALVANT (Haiti) expressed his country's appreciation of the assistance 

received from WHO, which had been extremely effective. Excellent results had been 

achieved in the eradication of endemic yaws, and in smallpox vaccination. Since 

the beginning of 1963, a WHO- assisted nutrition programme had been in progress 

including demonstrations, training and treatment of deficiency diseases, particularly 
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among children in rural areas. A pilot project had been set up under the joint 

5 

auspices of WHO and UNICEF to reorganize and co- ordinate health service in a particular 

area of the country which would serve as a model for organizing rural medicine. An 

advanced stage had been reached in malaria eradication, The Government and the 

people of Haiti fully appreciated WHO's work in helping to solve their health problems. 

They were particularly grateful for the help given at the time of the hurricane 

disaster which had affected over a million out of a population of four million and 

c.used devastation to livestock, coffee plantations, dwellings, transport and 

communications. 

It was only through the generous help of WHO, the Pan American Health Organization, 

the International Red Cross and the friendly countries represented at the Assembly - 

to which his country was deeply grateful - that Haiti had been able to face the 

emergency. But in its present situation, following on an already weak economic 

condition, his country needed to mobilize all its energy and resources. : His 

Government fully appreciated WHO's continued support and was very much aware 9f its 

obligations. It would continue to co- operate fully with the Organization. .. 

Dr CHATTY (Syria) said that sanctions and the suspension of voting rights were 

very serious considerations. The Assembly should consider practical facts as well 

as constitutional issues, and no Member State should be considered as guilty of being 

in arrears with its contributions unless it had voluntarily reached such a state. 

The resolutich proposed by the delegation of Argentina was perhaps too weak and that 

proposed jointly by the delegations of Australia, Belgium, Canada, Luxembourg and 

New Zealand too strong. He would prefer the latter, however, but proposed to amend 
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it by the addition of a fifth operative paragraph on the following lines t "Requests 

the Director = General to study the difficulties of these countries with their 

respective authorities and to' report.tо the next °AssemЫy '. Similar action in a. 

similar situation at the Sixteenth World Health Assembly had produced good results. 

Mr CONTRERAS (Chile) said that of the two draft resolutions that proposed by the 

delegation of Argentina seemed the most appropriate and fair. It provided an 

honourable way out of the difficulty for countries in process of development which, 

for reasons beyond their control, found themselves unable to meet their financial 

obligations to WHO, and it avoided disciplinary action. A distinction should be drawn 

between countries which evaded their financial obligations and countries which were 

unable to meet them. He strongly supported the resolution proposed by the delegation 

of Argentina. 

Mr'..ZOHRАB (New Zealand) entirely agreed with the delegates of Australia and - 

Canada..' He fully appreciated the difficulties, that Member Countries faced'from time 

to time an.d. agreed that allowances should be made for special cases. But he also, 

agreed with the Executive Board and its Ad Hoc Committee that the time had come for 

the Assembly to take firm action on arrears of contributions, which was not a new 

problem. In the circumstances the action proposed in the joint resolution seemed 

reasonable: it was not as drastic as that proposed by the Ad Hoc Committee in its 

report and was the minimum that could be taken in the light of the recommendations by 

the Sixteenth World Health Assembly and by the Ad Hoc Committee. 

Mr de OONINCK (Belgium) said that he was not in favour of sactions and he fully 

understood the embarrassing position of the two countries whose situation was being 

discussed. For many years he had supported the principle of the application of 
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Article 7 of the Constitution, and, the problem had been frequently discussed, in 

5 

the Assembly and the Executive Board as well as in the Committee on Administration, 

Finance and Legal Matters. Nevertheless, 

to be respected; admonitions were useless 

in the joint resolution was, he felt, very 

regulations were made to be applied and 

without action. The time -limit proposed 

reasonable. He entirely supported the 

statements by the delegates cf Australia, Canada and New Zealand, co- sponsors of the 

proposal which, incidentally, was considerably less drastic than the earlier resolution_, 

of the Assembly and the Executive Board-. 

Dr CАYLA (France) said that his delegation, which was warmly sympathetic towards 

Haiti and also understood the difficulties faced by Uruguay, was accordingly in 

agreement with the substance of the two draft resolutions before the Committee, neither' 

of which proposed any sanction. The longer of the two was also the more comprehensive 

since, in addition to proposing that the right of vote be not.suspended, it made the - 

same proposal in respect of services; that point was overlooked in the draft 

resolution proposed by the delegate of Argentina. . 

He was therefore inclined to support the joint draft resolution,, apart from' 

having some slight doubt on a legal point; whether the Seventeenth Health Assembly 

had the right to make recommendations to the Eighteenth Health Assembly: a -body 

enjoying the same degree of sovereignty. He himself thought that no Health Assembl 

was empowered to influence the decisions of a future session.. Perhaps he could be 

given some enlightenment on the matter. 

As the objective of the two draft resolutions was the same, he wondered whether 

the sponsores might not be asked to consult together with a view to reaching agree- 

ment on a single draft. 
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The SECRETARY stated that, from the legal standpoint, one Health Assembly 

clearly could make a recommendation on any matter to be considered by a subsequent 

Health Assembly, but, o.f course, the latter had no obligation to accept that 

recommendation. 

Dr CAYLA (France) accepted the explanation given but saw little point in making 

a recommendation that might have no effect whatsoever. 

Mr PUDJOSUBROTO (Indonesia) stated that his delegation fully supported the 

position taken in the matter by the delegations of Spain and Chile and would there- 

fore vote for the draft resolution proposed by the delegation of Argentina. 

Dr COSTA (Brazil) said it would seem, from the explanations furnished by the 

two countries concerned, that there was no question of the delay in payment being 

due to disinterest in the work of WHO; the contrary was in fact the case. Brazil, 

as a country which had suffered from the same natural disaster, fully appreciated 

the farce of Haiti's explanation, and it could likewise understand Uruguay's 

difficulties, for, in general, shortage of hard currencies in the smaller countries 

was the result of a worsening of the terms of trade for primary commodities on the 

world market. There was therefore no justice in punishing further countries that 

were already suffering tragic repercussions on their national economies for causes 

outside their own control. His delegation accordingly strongly endorsed the draft 

resolution put forward by the delegation of Argentina. 

Mr GARCIA PINEIRO (Argentina) thought some further clarification of his 

delegation.s's proposal was needed. His delegation had been moved by a desire to 

find a way of dealing with the thorny, complex and delicate problem facing the 
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Committee; it was not concerned to lay down possible conditions. Secondly, the 

draft resolution as it stood, particularly in the second paragraph of the preamble, 

had the necessary force to bring home to the countries in arrears the seriousness of 

their position and to induce them to 'make the necessary efforts to regularize it. 

On the other hand, the five- delegation draft resolution, in its operative part, was 

much more severe and the provisions in question, if applied, would bring no positive 

results for the Organization. The implicit deadline for payment of the arrears set 

in the third operative paragraph was particularly objectionable, since it placed in 

doubt the good faith of the debtor countries. Accordingly, he would once again 

commend to the Committee for favourable consideration the draft resolution proposed 

by his delegation. 

Mr BAUER (Canada) thought some slight misunderstanding had perhaps arisen in 

regard to the joint draft resolution of which his delegation was a co- sponsor. A 

number of speakers had pointed out that it was relatively moderate in tone; its 

sponsors might have been accused of immoderation if its provisions had constituted 

a backward step from the position taken by the Sixteenth Health Assembly in the 

matter. The draft resolution served to maintain that position and, if certain 

•conditions were not attached, there might be some further backsliding between now 

and the time of the Eighteenth Health Assembly. 

The draft resolution was in fact a sincere attempt to understand the problems 

facing the two countries in arrears while at the same time supporting the Constitution 

and Organization and as gently as possible asserting the authority which devolved 

upon the Health Assembly in the matter. 
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The amendment proposed by the delegation of Syria to that draft resolution was 

probably based on a misconception; that the two cases involved were new. The fact 

was that their position had already been considered by the Sixteenth World Health 

Assembly which had taken precisely the action the Syrian delegation was asking for. 

Thus., all normal courses of action in their respect had already been followed. 

He reiterated his earlier point that Canada was particularly concerned at the 

fact that no rësponse had been forthcoming within a reasonable time, pursuant to the 

request -óf' the Sixteenth World Health Assembly for an explanation of the reasons 

for those countries being in arrears. It thus seemed that the provisions of the 

Constitution and the authority of the Health Assembly were being overlooked and his 

delegation had been moved by the desire to find a way out of that situation that 

would constitute no hardship to the countries concerned but at the same time 

demonstrate the continued concern of the Health Assembly at the situation remaining 

unchanged. 

As a co- sponsor, his delegation would be glad to join in efforts to find a 

wording satisfactory to all, bearing in mind the considerations he had outlined. 

Mr WACHOB (United States of America) said that the United States delegation 

joined in recognizing that the financial support of all Members was vital to 

attainment of the Organization's objectives and its successful operation. Hence, 

cognizance had to be taken of constitutional provisions and resolutions designed 

to stimulate prompt payment of contributions. It was his delegation's opinion 

that operative paragraphs. 2 of the joint draft resolution needed expanding to show 

the grounds justifying the proposal that voting privileges of the Members concerned 

should not be suspended at the present session. The situation described in the 
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communication from the Government of Haiti should be accepted for that purpose. 

In the case of Uruguay, the situation was different since it was not represented at 

the present session and accordingly was not making use of its voting rights, so that 

in effect the question of suspension hardly arose. 

There was enough common ground in the two draft resolutions to make it profitable 

follow the suggestion made by the delegate of France. If the attempt proved 

unsuccessful, the Committee would at least have the satisfaction of knowing that a 

I/ 
serious try had been made to arrive at a generally acceptable single draft resolution. 

He accordingly endorsed the suggestion. 

Dr CHATTY (Syria) said he had been informed by the Argentine delegate that he 

would be ready to accept for inclusion in his delegation's draft resolution the 

amendment he (Dr Chatty) had proposed to the joint draft resolution. He would 

therefore, if the rules of procedure so allowed, be glad to make the amendment 

applicable to both draft resolutions. 

The CHAIRMAN intimated that that would be in order. 

Mr COLY (Senegal) remarked that the problem occupying the Committee was no new 

one for those of its members who had attended several Health Assemblies. There would 

be some justification in the suggestion to set up an informal working group if the 

problem was an insurmountable one; but the contrary was the case. The issues 

involved were already sufficiently clear and many delegations had taken their stand 

upon them. There was no question of bad faith on the part of the two countries 

concerned, as the explanations given made abundantly plain. Accordingly his 

delegation would support the draft resolution submitted by the delegation of Argentina. 
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The importance of the matter should not be exaggerated. 
. There seemed =tо be ne reason 

for prolonging the debate further and he suggested that the two draft resolutions 

before the Committee might simply now be put to the vote. 

Miss UWANO (Japan) said that her delegation welcomed the firm stand on the 

matter taken by the Ad Hoc Committee of the Executive Board, as a result of which 

the Director - General had received explanations from the two Governments concerned, 

and two sympathetic draft resolutions had been proposed. She would not object to 

the suggestion made by France but if there had to be a choice, her delegation would 

support the joint draft resolution on the ground that a sympathetic attitude was 

desirable but at the same time a firm stand would have to be made at the next Health 

Assembly if the situation remained unchanged. The next Health Assembly would of 

course exercise its own judgment on the basis of the recommendation made now. 

Mr TEWARI (India) said his delegation strongly endorsed the suggestion for 

deferment of the decision until an informal working group had had an opportunity of 

trying to draft an agreed single text. 

Dr MARTINEZ JUNCO (Cuba) considered that in substance the two draft resolutions 

were in accord in that both implicitly accepted the explanations furnished by the 

two countries concerned and proposed that they should not be deprived of their 

voting rights at the present Health Assembly. There was nothing fundamental in 

the remainder of either draft. After the lengthy discussion that had taken place, 

he saw no need for deferring the decision until the following meeting. 
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Dr ALAN (Turkey) also found little difference in substance between the two 

draft resolutions. The only differences were on matters of form. He was accord- 

ingly ready to accept the suggestion for a small working group. That was a 

procedure which had proved its value in the past on even more thorny questions than 

the one under discussion. The result,he was sure, would be a single draft resolution 

acceptable to all. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the motion to postpone the discussion to enable 

an informal working group to meet. 

Decision: The motion was approved by fifty -two votes to twelve, with 
no abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN proposed to adjourn the meeting so that the informal working 

group could meet immediately. Any member of the Committee interested in the matter 

would be free to take part in the group's work. 

The meeting rose at 5.5 p.m. 


