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1. CONSIDERATION OF THE ТWELFTН REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
QUARANTINE: Item 2.7 of the Agenda (Document All /P&3 /12) 

The CHAIRMAN said that in the absence of Dr Rеnjifo, he hoped to preside over the 

meeting to the satisfaction of all. 

Dr QUIROS (Peru) apologized for net having been able to attend the thirteenth 

meeting of the Committee, when he should have made a statement in connexion with 

Chapter IV, Part V, of the report of the Committee on International Quarantine, 

dealing with smallpox. 

From 1950 to 1957 a. smallpox eradication programme had been carried out in his 

country with the collaboration of the РАНО and with Dr Hurwitz, the Regional Director 

for the Americas, as consultant. Nevertheless a small outbreak had occurred in 1963, 

which had been mastered with the prompt and generous help of the other countries of 

Latin America. Peru was now producing high- quality lyophilized vaccine and, knowing 

the generosity of the Latin American countries concerned, the Government of Peru 

preferred, rather than return the vaccine received from them, to donate to WHO three 

million doses of lyophilized vaccine on behalf of those countries and of РАНО, which 

had so efficiently co-operated, in the eradication programme. 

The CHAIRMAN thanked the Government of Peru for the donation. 

Sir George GODSER (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland), 

expressed his pleasure at seeing Dr Riahy in the Chair. 

He feared that less than justice might be done to the excellent work of the 

Committee on International Quarantine if a decision was reached when so many members 

felt they had had insufficient time to consider the recommendations, particularly 

if many Member States had to make reservations which might give rise to confusion. 
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He referred to the great efforts made by the Director - General and the two 

committees to comply with the wishes of the Sixteenth Health Assembly, which had 

insisted that the matter was urgent and should be dealt with at.the Seventeenth 

Health Assembly. The changed date of the Seventeenth Assembly had, however, 

increased the difficulties. 

The only effective protection of the individual was a vaccination which took, 

i.e. one, two or more insertions with a potent vaccine; the only way of ensuring that 

projection had been conferred was to see the result; and the only fully effective 

record therefore would show that result. For that reason the present international 

certificate was not a satisfactory record but a compromise. Some delegations, 

including that of the United Kingdom, and the Committee on International. Quarantine, 

thought that the compromise had gone too far. To be absolutely certain that a 

traveller would not carry .smallpox to his destination, one would have to insist that 

he was vaccinated effectively and did not travel until fourteen days later, having 

already had a major reaction to vaccination. The Committee on International Quarantine 

proposed a different compromise, which did not go as far as that but was acceptable to 

the United Kingdom delegation. 

One valid point made in the course of the discussion was that a change in the 

Regulations should not be introduced without adequate opportunity for consideration 

by all Member States. The United Kingdom delegation therefore proposed that the 

committees and the Secretariat should be thanked for their efforts and the Director - 

General should be requested to obtain the considered views of Member States, which 

might be placed before a special meeting of the Committee on International Quarantine 

in time for reconsideration of the subject at the Eighteenth World Health. Assembly. 
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Dr WEBS (Australia) also congratulated the Vice -Chairman on presiding over the 

meeting. He said that he had listened with great interest to previous speakers and 

to the explanations given by Dr Kaul and by Dr Cockburn. 

He referred to paragraph 37 (page 25) of the twelfth report of the Committee on 

International Quarantine and said that in Australia quarantine isolation expenses for 

both crew and passengers of ships and aircraft were borne by the company concerned. 

He fully agreed with the point made at the thirteenth meeting by the delegate of 

the Netherlands, and supported by the delegate of Pakistan, that to reduce the risk of 

non - potent vaccine being used and to ensure a higher standard of success, vaccination 

should be carried out by a limited number of persons in each country rather than by 

all registered medical practitioners. Australia was one of the countries not bound 

by the International Sanitary Regulations, although essentially they abided by their 

provisions. The strictness of their quarantine service was indicated in paragraph 

76 (page 41) of the twelfth report of the Committee on International Quarantine. An 

essential point was the inspection of revaccination, and as Dr Cockburn had indicated 

two insertions at an interval of one week were preferable to one insertion alone. 

There did not appear to be any concrete evidence of increased take with two 

simultaneous insertions, although from the technical point of view such a theory was 

not unreasonable. 

The modified version of the International Sanitary Regulations with respect to 

the form of the International Certificate of Vaccination or Revaccination against 

Smallpox contained in the Twelfth Report of the Committee on International Quarantine 

(he referred in particular to document Á17/P &В /12, page 44, paragraph (a)) would 

appear partially to eliminate the difficulties. However, in view of the wide use 

of the certificate throughout the world, the Australian delegation felt that it would 
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be imprudent for the Committee to amend it unless it was completely convinced that it 

had now found the best possible form the certificate could take. 

He would be glad to hear the views of those delegates who had not yet spoken on 

the subject, and agreed with the delegate cf the United Kingdom that it would be 

preferable for a further meeting of the Committee on International Quarantine to be 

held well in time to report to the Eighteenth World Health Assembly. 

Professor SOHIER (France) congratulated the Director - General on convening the 

Committee on International Quarantine and the Expert Committee on Smallpox so promptly 

and paid a tribute to the work of that committee and the Division of Communicable 

Diseases. 

Since the most highly qualified experts on smallpox and quarantine had unanimously 

proposed the amendment of the International Certificate of Vaccination or Revaccination 

against Smallpox, in accordance with the request of the Sixteenth World Health Assembly, 

he could see no reason for postponing a decision. In any case, it would take some 

time before statistical data could be obtained from a study of the results of the new 

procedure. It was clear that the double insertion was an improvement on the method 

adopted in the past, particularly since the vaccinator would be able to evaluate the 

tegument resistance at the first insertion and take account of it when making the 

second. Furthermore, in his opinion the double insertion method would facilitate 

matters for those travailing frequently and who had had a valid primary vaccination. 

Moreover the requirement for reading the result would reduce the risk of falsified 

certificates. The French delegation, therefore, firmly believed that the proposals 

contained in the report of the Committee on International Quarantine should be 

approved without delay. 
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Dr TERRY (United States of America), after expressing pleasure at seeing 

Dr Riahy in the Chair, said that although his delegation could not agree with much 

of the substance of the discussion as presented by the delegate of the United 

Kingdom, it favoured the proposal to delay action until the Eighteenth World Health 

Assembly... He stressed the desirability of the meeting of the Gommittee on 

International Quaranti.n.e_._takicg -рlасe _suffi.ciently in аdvance of the. - Eighteenth World 

Health Assembly to enable that committee's report to be received by the various 

governments and given expert consideration by them beforehand. 

Dr AL -WAHBI (Iraq) recalled that at the beginning of the discussion he had 

stressed the importance of the subject and the fact that, since insufficient time 

had been available for study of the matter, his delegation would vote against the 

amendment proposed. In the course of the discussion which had taken place since 

then it had become obvious that a number of delegates also required more time in 

order to have the report studied by experts in their national health services and 

communicate the results thereof to the Secretariat. He was not opposed to the 

amendment: everyone wished to find a way of improving protection. 

In conclusion, he supported the proposal by the United Kingdom delegation to 

postpone action until the Eighteenth World Health Assembly, and the suggestion by 

the United States delegate that the report of the Committee on International 

Quarantine meeting should be circulated to Member States well in advance of that time. 

Dr OLGUÎN (Argentina), stressing the importance of giving maximum protection to 

the population, also supported the proposals of the United Kingdom and the United 

States delegations. 
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Dr AZURIN (Philippines) said that his delegation fully realized the administra- 

tive problems that would be caused by the amendment to the International Sanitary 

Regulations; he favoured however the revised version of the certificate which would 

solve some of the problems. Since there was need of further study of the matter, 

he fully supported the proposal by the delegate of the United Kingdom to refer the 

report of the Committee on International Quarantine back to that committee for 

further study and the submission of a report to the Eighteenth World Health Assembly. 

Dr HAQUE (Pakistan) congratulated Dr Riahy on having been elected Vice-Chairman 

and on presiding the present meeting. 

The Pakistan delegation fully supported the opinion expressed by the delegate 

of the United Kingdom. Further study was required of the technical question of 

whether there rhould be one or two insertions, and whether liquid or freeze -dried 

vaccine should be used; two insertions of freeze -dried vaccine might well produce 

a very severe reaction. Pakistan would be glad to have further information on that 

point. 

Dr MOLITCR (Luxembourg) supported the statement made, by the French delegation.. 

The Organization could not continue the use of a system considered defective when a 

better system was proposed. Clearly certain governments in special circumstances 

might have to take unilateral steps going further than the International Sanitary 

Regulations; that was comprehensible and logical, although regrettable from the 

point of view of the Organization. He paid tribute to the work carried out by the 

Committee that had drawn up concrete proposals to improve the International Sanitary 

Regulations. Personally, and on behalf of his delegation, he supported those 

proposals. 
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The DEPUTY DIRECTOR- GENERAL said that clearly there was disagreement between 

the two schools of thought on the proposed amendment to the International Certificate 

of Vaccination and Revaccination against Smallpox. There were clear arguments on 

both sides. Some delegates, such as those of Luxembourg and France, felt that, 

since the proposal before them was a good one, it should be approved without delay. 

He wished to point out, however, that the situation would be extremely confused if 

the Assembly adopted an amendment that would not meet with unanimous or near- 

unanimous agreement. Those countries that did not agree with the final outcome 

might well make reservations, and a complicated and confusing situation would result 

where certain countries would be bound to use a new form of certificate, while 

others would not. The delegate of the United Kingdom had made a reference to that 

possibility. Therefore, although there appeared to be a general desire to improve 

the International Certificate of Vaccination, the solution proposed by the United 

Kingdom and supported by the delegations of the United States of America, Iraq and 

others appeared to be the most reasonable solution to the problem for the time being. 

Dr KAUL, Assistant Director- General, Secretary, said that the Director -General 

would'study the subject of convening an emergency session of the Committee on 

International Quarantine and, if such a meeting appeared necessary, would make the 

necessary arrangements. 
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Unfortunately, the advancement of the date of the Seventeenth World Health 

Assembly had made it impossible for the proper distribution of the twelfth report 

of the Committee on International Quarantine in time for Member States to study it 

beforehand. Should another meeting of the Committee on International Quarantin 

be convened, a date would be chosen to ensure that its report could be circulated 

to Member States well in advance of the Eighteenth World Health Assembly. 

All the other points raised by delegates during the discussion would be taken 

into account by that Committee if convened. 

At the invitation of the CHAIRMAN, Dr MOLITOR, Rapporteur, read out the 

following draft resolution which had just been circulated to the meeting: 

The Seventeenth World Health Assembly, 

Having considered the twelfth report of the Committee on 
International Quarantine; and 

Considering that, because of the date of the meeting of the 
Committee on International Quarantine, Member States had not sufficient 
time to consider the report, 

. 1. THANKS the members of the Committee for their work; 

2. DEFERS consideration of the proposed amendments to Appendix 4 of 
the International Sanitary Regulations International Certificate of 
Vaccination or Revaccination against Smallpox; 

З. REQUESTS the Director•General to obtain the observations of Member 
States on the proposed amendment and to report thereon to the Eighteenth 

. World Health Assembly; and 

4. ADOPTS the twelfth report of the Committee on International Quarantine, 
with the reservation mentioned in paragraph 2 of this resolution. 
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Dr NAKAHAHA (Japan) said that his delegation supported that draft resolution. 

With reference to operative paragraph 4 however, the Japanese delegation reserved 

the right to comment on cholera problems referred to in Part V, Chapter II, of the 

twelfth report of the Committee on International Quarantine. 

Dr RAQUE (Pakistan) referred to the difficulties arising when a whole country 

was considered as being infected with cholera, when, in fact, only a small remote 

village, far from any passenger transit point, was infected. Delegates might be 

interested to hear that in his country a special certificate was issued for pilgrims 

to the effect that they had not been ii the infected area for a period during the 

incubation period. 

Professor GOOSSENS (Holgium) expressed his regret that the Committee appeared 

willing to postpone a step which was clearly an improvement on the existing situation. 

His delegation would be obliged to vote against, the resolution, although it fully 

understood the praiseworthy motives of the United Kingdom delegation in proposing it. 

Dr QUIROS (Peru) supported the draft resolution and agreed with the delegate 

of Pakistan that a certain amount of confusion reigned in the application of the 

International Sanitary Regulations. As his delegation had pointed out at past 

Health Assemblies, there were certain isolated areas of Peru where typhus and plague 

were endemic, but they had no relation with international traffic. Each time such 

a case had been notified, however, quarantine measures had been fully applied. He 

was of the view that the Committee on International Quarantine should continue to 

study the problem. 
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Dr NAKAHARA (Japan), referring to the cholera problem now under discussion, 

first expressed appreciation to the members of the Secretariat and the Committee 

for their laborious work and comprehensive report. Most of the countries in the 

Western Pacific Region had suffered from the spread of El Tor cholera during the 

past few years. Japan had been constantly exposed to the danger of that disease, 

and had frequently escaped from it owing to the efforts of the health authorities 

concerned. On the basis of that experience, Japan had submitted a proposal of 

amendment to the International Sanitary Regulations to provide a safeguard against 

the international communication of El Tor cholera with a minimum burden upon inter- 

national traffic. To the regret of the Japanese delegation that proposal had not 

yet received the agreement of the Committee on International Quarantine in its 

eleventh or twelfth reports. In that connexion, he invited the attention of the 

Committee to the divergent opinion of Dr Kasuga, reproduced in Annex В of the report, 

which the Japanese delegation fully endorsed from its experience. 

The Japanese delegation fully shared the view expressed at the previous meeting 

of the Committee as to the importance and urgency of research on El Tor cholera, and 

it was for that reason that Japan had, in close collaboration with the Government of 

the Philippines and WHO, started a joint research project in that field. The 

Assistant Director -General had referred to that collaborative study, details of 

which would be provided by the delegate of the Philippines. The study would be of 

interest to many members of the Committee from the epidemiological, immunological 

and bacteriological points of view. It was hoped that new knowledge would be gained 

as a result of the joint research, and that the International Sanitary Regulations 

would later be amended to take account of the findings. 
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In conclusion, he requested the Director- General further to accelerate research 

on El Tor cholera with a view to its more effective control, and expressed the hope 

that what was now a divergent opinion would become the majority view in the very 

near future. 

Dr AZURIN (Philippines) said that, in connexion with Part V, Chapter II, of the 

report of the Committee on International Quarantine, he wished to make a few remarks 

on cholera. Before 1961 El Tor cholera seemed to be limited to the area of the 

Celebes where it was endemic, with a fairly high mortality rate. After that year 

it had spread to the Indonesian mainland, the Philippines and other countries, and 

had now infected practically all parts of the Western Pacific and parts of South -East 

Asia. 

From 1961 to date the problem it presented to international traffic had multi- 

plied, and at no time in the history of the International Sanitary Regulations had 

there been so concerted an effort to exceed those regulations in order to contain 

the disease. Boatloads of passengers had been held in quarantine for from one to 

two days and vessels also had been detained for several days. The importation of 

foodstuffs from infected areas had been stopped, even of foodstuffs which plainly 

could not carry the vibrio: one country had even banned the importation of canned 

food. The economic loss to several countries had mounted rapidly, and it was difficult 

to assess the millions of dollars which had been lost by those restrictions. 
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The effect on passenger traffic had been varied: stool examinations had been 

imposed even on persons without symptoms and of course had caused great delay. 

Since the International Certificate of Vaccination was not valid until six days 

after vaccination, passengers could not be taken on ships or aircraft until that 

period was over and a fine was incurred if passengers were taken on board without 

a valid certificate. The passengers themselves were put under surveillance and 

those without valid certificates were isolated. In spite of пΡverуthing the disease 

continued to spread. 

Much thought had been given to the part played by the cholera carrier. A 

carrier was defined as one who excreted the vibrio without showing symptoms of the 

disease, and many terms had been proposed Lo describe him, e.g. "healthy carrier ", 

"contact carrier", "asymptomatic carrier ", etc. There were also various types such 

as "preclinical carrier" and "convalescent carrier ", but it was the healthy or 

contact carrier that was the problem and he was difficult of detect at the present 

time, except by a stool examination. Moreover several such examinations might be 

necessary, probably at least six. One country had required stool examination of 

ships' passengers and crews, and yet had exempted those who came by air; but it 

was his own firm belief that there were just as many carriers arriving by air as by 

boat. If one stool examination was insufficient, and carriers arrived in any case by 

air, it might be assumed that one stool examination of ships' passengers and crews 

could not have prevented the entry of El Tor cholera. The role of the carrier was 

not well understood, however, and close study of that particular question was necessary. 
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The indiscriminate ban on foodstuffs from cholera -infected areas had caused 

great economic losses, and many of those foodstuffs were incapable of carrying the 

vibrio. That point also of the International Sanitary Regulations should be 

studied. . 

The rapid spread of El Tor cholera in the Western Pacific, and the apparently 

inadequate protection conferred by cholera vaccine, had cast doubt on the efficacy 

of the vaccine, and the waiting period required after cholera vaccination was 

inconvenient for the travelling public. In view of the money spent on such 

vaccination, the question of the efficacy of cholera vaccine required immediate 

and thorough investigation. 

In 1962 the Committee on International Quarantine had recommende&to the Health 

Assembly the inclusion of El Tor infection as a quarantinable disease falling under 

the,.. general category of cholera. That recommendation had been approved and since 

then the full measures of Articles 60 to 69 had been applied to El Tor cholera. 

Nonetheless, it was now quite clear that those measures were not effective barriers. 

And even where preventive measures exceeding those of the Regulations had been used, 

El Tor cholera had continued to devastate large areas. The Ministry of Health of 

the Philippines had suggested to the Ministry of Health of Japan a joint study of 

the problems. Informal meetings and negotiations had culminated, in February 1964, 

in .a full discussion. WHO had shown practical interest in the proposals and had 

offered to share part of the cost of the proposed studies. His Government was 

grateful to WHO for encouraging the talks and for ij,s contribution to a research 

programme. 
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The most important feature of the talks was the readiness to smooth out 

quarantine difficulties and to collaborate in joint studies on the following: 

(a) the efficacy of cholera vaccine; (b) the role of the carrier; and (c) the 

viability of the vibrio of El Tor cholera in foodstuffs. It was agreed that the 

vaccines to be used in the studies would be the cholera vaccine, the El Tor cholera 

vaccine, and the Ogunuki oil- adjuvant vaccine. There would be a control group on 

which a typhoid vaccine placebo would be used. The group studies would be 

i520 000 persons living in suitable areas in the Philippines. 

It was hoped that those studies would answer such important questions as: 

whether the Asiatic cholera vaccine was effective against El Tor cholera; whether 

El Tor cholera vaccine was effective against El Tor cholera; whether the Ogunuki 

oil -adjuvant vaccine was effective and for how long; whether the cholera carrier 

played an active part in transmission; what was an efficient method of detecting 

carriers; how long the carrier harboured the vibrio; what drugs were effective in 

making a carrier negative; and what foodstuffs were capable of transmitting the 

vibrio. 

It had also been agreed that the Japanese Government and WHO would each bear 

20 per cent. of the cost of those studies and the Philippine Government the remaining 

60 per cent. 

Dr WЕВВ (Australia) queried the fact that no reference was made in the draft 

resolution to a further meeting of the Committee on International Quarantine being 

held sufficiently early in 1965 to give Member States time to study its report before 

the meeting of the Eighteenth World Health Assembly. It might be that such a meeting 

would be automatic, but he would like clarification of the point. 



A 17/Р&В/Мјn/lk 
page 16 

Dr ALDEA (Romania) said that he fully concurred with the previous speaker. Ti 

cover the point he proposed that operative paragraph 3 be amended by the addition 

after "proposed amendment" of the words: and to submit it to the Expert Committee 

in time for their recommendations to be forwarded to Member States for careful 

analysis ". 

The SECRETARY referred to the statement made by the delegate of the Philippines 

regarding cholera. There were a number of studies being carried out on many 

important aspects of the epidemiology of cholera and its vaccine, and it was hoped 

that they would produce valuable information on the subject. As stated earlier, the 

Director -General intended to convene a.meeting of a scientific group on cholera which 

would examine any new information available enabling control measures to be improved. 

He assured the delegates who had spoken on that point that the Organization was fully 

conscious of its responsibility for obtaining as much information as possible on the 

disease and modifying the International Sanitary Regulations in that connexion as and 

when necessary. 

With regard to the reference by the delegate of Pakistan to difficulties arising 

when quarantine measures were applied to a whole country although the area notified 

as infected was small and isolated, the Organization did its best to call the attention 

of governments to the conditions for the application of such measures. It was hoped 

that as information and knowledge on the subject became more widely understood, less 

misunderstandings of that kind would arise. 
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On the point raised by the delegate of Australia, he thought he had given an 

assurance on behalf of the Director -General that he would consider convening a 

meeting of the Committee on International Quarantine. The Director - General already 

had the authority to convene an emergency session of that committee and no further 

authorization from the Health Assembly was necessary. With that assurance, perhaps 

there was no need for the resolution under consideration to be amended in any way. 

Dr ALDEA (Romania) said that in the circumstances he agreed to withdraw his 

amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the draft resolution which the Rapporteur had 

read out earlier in the discussion. 

Decision: The draft resolution was approved by 49 votes to 8, 

with 2 abstentions. 

2. SMALLPDX ERADICATION PROGRAMME: Item 2.5 of the Agenda (continued) 

Dr KAUL, Assistant Director -General, Secretary, drew attention to the amendment 

(P&B /Conf.Doc. No. 24) submitted by Turkey to the draft resolution on the smallpox 

eradication programme, whereby a new sub - paragraph (3) would be added to operative 

paragraph 3, reading: "to report on the programme at future sessions of the Executive 

Board and of the Health Assembly ". 

An amendment (P&B/Conf.Doc. No. 25) had also been submitted by the delegations 

of France and the Soviet Union to the substitute text proposed at the thirteenth 

meeting by the Soviet Union for operative paragraph 3, sub - paragraph (2), namely, 

the insertion of the words "(if necessary at the expense of lower - priority activities)" 

after the words "of the Organization ". 
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The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the joint French /Soviet Union amendment. 

Decision: The amendment was adopted by 39 votes to 5, with 17 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the Soviet Union amendment submitted at the 

thirteenth meeting as now amended by that delegation and France. 

Decision: The amendment was adopted by 41 votes to 9, with 5 abstentions. 

At this point, in view of the number of members voting, a count was taken. 

It was established that, besides the Chairman, two members were present who had not 

taken part in the voting, so that a quorum had in fact been present in the Committee. 

Dr TERRY (United States of America) intervened on a point of order, because he 

had had no opportunity before the voting started to comment on the Soviet Union 

amendment as submitted at the thirteenth meeting. He asked that the word "further't 

be deleted therefrom. The reason was that the delegations of Australia, Chile, 

Liberia, India, the Soviet Union and the United States had submitted their amendment 

to operative paragraph 3 in the draft resolution in order to bring out the importance 

of preparing a comprehensive plan of attack on smallpox. The progress made under 

the programme during the past six years had not been sufficient, and the time had 

surely come for more decisive action to achieve eradication. Sub - paragraph (1) in 

the original amendment was designed to list some specific measures to that end, but 

the word "further" in the Soviet Union amendment might carry the connotation that 

the present programme should be extended - which was certainly not the intention of 

the sponsors. 
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The CHAIRMAN pointed out that under Rule 68 of the Rules of Procedure, a 

two- thirds majority would be required to re -open the discussion on the Soviet Union 

amendment. 

Dr AL -WAHBI (Iraq) was opposed to re- opening the discussion. There had been 

ample time to consider and comment on all the amendments, and the new Soviet Union 

amendment simply expressed in more concise form the intention of the original • amendment to operative paragraph З. 
Dr REFSHAUGE (Australia) endorsed the remarks of the United States delegate 

who seemed not to be asking for the discussion to be re- opened, but to be proposing 

an additional amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the motion to re -open the discussion under Rule 68 

of the Rules of Procedure. 

Decision: The motion was rejected by 32 votes to 13, with 15 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN, observing that the amendment by Australia, Chile, Liberia, India, 

the Soviet Union and the United States of America had been superseded by the adoption 

of the Soviet Union amendment as amended, put to the vote the Turkish amendment. 

Decision: The amendment was adopted by 53 votes to 4, with no abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the draft resolution on the smallpox eradication 

programme, as amended. 

Decision: The draft resolution, as amended, was adopted by 55 votes to 2, 

with 2 abstentions. 
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3. JOINT FAO /WHO PROGRAMME ON FOOD STANDARDS (CODEX ALIмENтАRIUS): Item 2.10 
of the Agenda (Resolution ÉB3).R31; Document А17 /Р&B /6) 

The CHAIRMAN, opening the discussion on item 2.10, drew attention to the 

amendment submitted by the delegations of Austria, Belgium, the Federal Republic 

of Germany, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Switzerland and the United Kingdom to the 

resolution that the Executive Board recommended for adoption by the Seventeenth 

World Health Assembly; the text of which was contained in resolution EB33.R31. 

The amendment (P&B /Conf.Doc. No. 4) was to replace operative paragraphs 3 and 4 

by the following text: 

3. DECIDES to await the results of further study on the financial 
consequences of including a proportion, agreed with FAO, of the costs 
of the programme in the regular budget of WHO; and 

4. REQUESTS the Director -General to report to the Executive Board 
at its thirty -fifth session. 

Dr GRUNDY, Assistant Director -General, said that the Director- General's report 

on the joint FAO /WHO Programme on Food Standards (Codex Alimentarius) was submitted 

to the Health Assembly in document А17 /P&B /6, to which was annexed the paper he had 

presented to the Board at its thirty -third session, in accordance with the request 

made in resolution WHA16.цΡ-2. He drew special attention to operative paragraph б 

of that resolution. 

Paragraphs 2 to 9 of that paper (document EB)3/40) contained an account of the 

work done by the Codex Alimentarius Commission and its recommendations. It would 

be noted that its first session had been attended by representatives of thirty -one 

Member States of FAO and /or WHO and by observers from fifteen international organizations- 
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The Commission had set up an Advisory Group for Europe and appointed a co- ordinator 

for that region. It had also agreed that some preparatory work might be done on a 

regional basis, while adhering to the recommendations of the joint FAO /WHO Conference 

on Food Standards regarding the centralization within the Codex Alimentarius Commission 

itself, of the allocation of preparatory work and the finalization of draft standards. 

The Commission had allocated such preparatory work either to existing outside • specialized bodies or to ad hoc expert committees of Member countries: the programme 

comprised some twenty -three subjects or categories of foodstuffs. 

The Commission had adopted a number of "guiding principles" and had urged 

Member countries to establish national Codex Alimentarius committees. 

It had recommended that the costs involved in financing the food standards 

programme should be met from the regular budgets of FAO and WHO as soon as the 

different budgetary procedures of the two organizations made that practicable. 

The Commission had also requested the Directors- General of FAO and WHO, in the event 

of the retention of the present method of financing the programme through a Trust' 

Fund, to submit for approval by the twelfth session of the FAO Conference of 1963 

and the Seventeenth World Health Assembly in 1964 an amendment to Article 9 of its, 

Statutes to allow part of the cost of the preparatory work undertaken by Member 

countries on behalf of the Commission to bе met from the Trust Fund. That would 

explain the content of operative paragraph 2 in the draft resolution submitted by the 

Executive Board to the Health Assembly. 
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The FAO Conference at its twelfth session had decided to approve the Commission's 

proposal and had concurred with the view of the Director -General of FAO that the 

transfer of the costs of the programme to the regular budgets of both organizations 

could not be effected before the end of 1965. It had requested its Director -General 

to study, in close collaboration with the Director -General of WHO, the minimum costs 

involved in the programme proposed by the Commission. It had also requested its 

Director -General to communicate his view to the Director -General of WHO so that the 

necessary consideration would be given to including an appropriate share of the cost 

in WHO's regular budget. Information on the FAO Conference's decision was contained 

in Appendix I to document ЕВ33/40. 

The Committee's attention should be drawn to the statement made by the representa- 

tive of FAO to the Executive Board at its thirty -third session, to the effect that the 

Commission had approved a budget of some $ 140 000 for 1964 to cover the activities of 

the two organizations; that approximately 20 per cent, was for activities carried out 

by WHO; that the ratio was expected to remain the same; that no large increase in 

the total cost was anticipated; and finally that an amendment to Article 9 of the 

Statutes was not expected to result in a sizeable increase in the cost to be borne 

by the Central Fund. The representative of FAO would no doubt be able to indicate 

the probable order of magnitude of that cost. 

Finally, he drew special attention to operative paragraph 2 in the proposed 

resolution (in which the Executive Board recommended that Article 9 be amended) and 

to operative paragraphs 3 and 4. 



А17 /P&B /Min /14 
page 23 

Mr CRAPON de CAPRONA (Food and Agriculture Organization) said that after the 

-detailed statement by Dr Grundy he need only give some supplementary information 

about the amendment to Article 9 of the Statutes. The purpose of the amendment 

was to meet certain general expenses for interpretation and translation services into 

the official languages of the two organizations that were essential to ensure that 

national expert committees accomplished their work effectively and rapidly. Sйch 

costs were in the nature of operational expenses. 

Commenting on operative paragraphs 3 and 4 of the resolution recommended by the 

Executive Board for adoption by the Health Assembly, he said that when the programme 

had been drawn up in 1961, the FAO Conference had approved its being financed from a 

Trust Fund subject to that system being reviewed two years later. Contributions to 

the Fund were voluntary and had only been made by twelve countries. At its twelfth 

session in November 1963,-the Conference had carried out that review, taking into 

account the Commission's recommendations concerning the transfer of costs to the 

I/ regular budgets of the two organizations as soon as practicable, and the view of the 

Director -General of FAO that that could not be effected before the end of 1965 

(i.e. after the thirteenth session of the Conference when the FAO budget for 

1966 -1967 would be voted) because of the difficulty of forecasting with precision 

the respective cost to the two organizations and because of differences in their 

budgetary procedures. 
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The FAO Conference had been unanimous in recognizing the importance of the 

programme and the excellent start already made. Delegates had endorsed the Director - 

General's opinion that it could not have been included in the regular programme of 

work for 1964 -1965, but had agreed that there would be advantage in doing so in the 

future as that would simplify matters for contributing governments and would enable 

the Commission to plan its work better, since there would be less of the uncertainty 

inherent in any system depending upon voluntary contributions. Since then the FAO 

Conference had asked the Director- General of FAO to study, in close collaboration with 

Dr Candau, the minimum expenditure contemplated so that realistic estimates might be 

included in the 1966 -1967 programme and budget. The appropriations approved for 1964 

for the programme on food standards was slightly in excess of $ 130 000, but that 

programme was only in the initial stages and the Commission would have to prepare 

some realistic estimates for expenditure in future years, taking into account the 

comments made at the FAO Conference and by the Health Assembly. 

The Director- General of FAO was intending to carry out that study in consultation 

with the Commission's Advisory Committee, which was to meet in a few months' time. 

The Commission itself was to meet next in September /October 1964. Of course the 

study would be made in close collaboration with WHO, and he therefore welcomed the 

Executive Board's recommendation that the Health Assembly await the results of that 

study before taking a decision on the fundamental problem of financing. 
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The timing of FAO's budgetary procedures had a bearing on the problem of 

finance. As its budget was prepared for two -year periods, the programme had to 

be drawn up at least a year before so as to give time for scrutiny by the responsible 

bodies in FAO before submission to t'_e Conference. Thus work would start on 

preparing the proposals for the 1966 -67 programmé and budget at the end of 1964 

and would be examined by the Conference in November 1965. It was hoped that by 

October 1964 the Council of FAO and the Codex Alimentarius Commission would have 

worked out the requisite estimates for preparing a draft programme an food standards 

for examination at the next FAO Conference, which might be expected to decide to 

include that programme in the regular budget. 

WHO's budgets were prepared one year ahead and an attempt would therefore be 

made in the study to estimate minimum annual expenditure for four years starting 

from 1964. Guiding principles for dividing the expenditure between the two 

organizations would also be laid down, and the study should be ready by October - 

November 1964. That would enable WHO to include its share in the regular programme • and budget for 1966. If such a decision were taken by the Health Assembly, and a 

similar one by the next FAO Conference, the two organizations would then be able 

to act in concert. It would be extremely difficult if for any reason the Directors - 

General of the two organizations advocated different systems of financing, which 

would be most undesirable in a programme that could demonstrate the value of close 

collaboration between the two. 

Professor MUNTENDAM (Netherlands) said that it was proposed in operative 

paragraph 3 of the draft resolution contained in resolution FR33.R31 that the 

Assembly should await the results of a further study of the possibility of continuing 
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the Trust Fund system before any decision was taken regarding the inclusion of the 

costs of the programme of the Codex Alimentarius Commission in the regular budget 

of WHO. He recalled that the Sixteenth World Health Assembly had adopted a 

resolution (W1A16.42) in which it approved a joint FAO /WHO programme on food 

standards of which the principal organ would be the Codex Alimentarius Commission. 

He thought it was generally agreed that, by that resolution, co- operation in the 

programme between FAO and WHO had been accepted in principle. 

It was perhaps unnecessary for him to call attention again to an important 

point of health protection that was involved. The Codex Alimentarius was to food- 

stuffs what the Pharmacopoea Internationalis was to drugs; but it was also true 

that health authorities must remain on the alert to secure that health interests 

would be taken into account in any such arrangements, so that governments would be 

in a position to discharge their responsibilities for securing the purity of food. 

That they would be able to do only if the food standards in the Codex were based 

solely on scientific fact and if economic and industrial interests, in particular, 

were not allowed to play a part. That meant, in other words, that health authorities 

could not on this question be dependent on the food industry. But that position 

could not be avoided if the food industry should wholly or substantially finance the 

programme of the Codex Alimentarius Commission; and that was what was happening at 

the present time under the Trust Fund system. 

His Government, which contributed to the Fund, had accepted the system as a 

beginning: but it thought that the system should be abandoned as soon as possible, 

so that the work could be independent of any financing by industry. His Government 
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therefore wholly agreed with the decision of the FAO Conference in November 1963, 

that the Trust Fund might remain until the end of 1965 but that the finance of the 

Commission should after that come from the regular budgets of FAO and WHO. The 

representative of FAO had said at the thirty -third session of the Executive Board 

(page 531 of the minutes of that session) that the budget approved for 1964 by the. 

Codex Alimentarius Commission was about $140 000, of which 20 per cent, would relate 

to work done by WHO; that that percentage was expected to continue for 1965 and 

1966; and that no large increase was expected in the total cost. 

His delegation could not approve a continuance of the Trust Fund, and could not 

therefore agree to a proposal "to await the results of further study of the possi- 

bility of continuing the Trust Fund system ". On the other hand his delegation 

appreciated that it was desirable to know exactly what would be the consequence of 

including in the regular budget the financing of the Commission. If the amount were 

too high, then consideration should be given as to how the budget of the Commission 

could be decreased, even though that might mean delay in the programme. But in any 

case the present system of the Trust Fund should not be continued, since it was 

wrong in principle. 

His delegation therefore wished to wait until the precise financial implications 

for 1966 and future years, of including that charge on the regular budget were known. 

It therefore agreed to the text of paragraph 3 of the amendment to the proposed 

resolution. It thought that the amendment proposed to paragraph 4 was also necessary: 

the thirty -fifth session of the Executive Board, in January 1965 was the last moment 

at which such a report could be made if the Eighteenth World Health Assembly was to 

decide how the Codex Alimentarius Commission should be financed in 1966. 
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Dr SCHINDL (Austria), thanking the Director -General for the interesting 

report contained in document А17 /Р&В /6 and the Assistant Director -General for his 

introduction of the item, said that his delegation considered the work on Codex 

Alimentarius to be of great importance to all countries for the following reasons. 

In the first place, in many instances the public health authorities had the same 

responsibility for the quality of food as they did for the quality of water. 

Secondly, the problems of protecting populations against bad -quality food were 

similar to those where new drugs were concerned, e.g. suspected cancerogenic or 

teratogenic effects and the question of adequate packaging. Thirdly, the bacterio- 

logical examination of food was the task of the public health agency. And, 

finally, the consumer wanted to know what he was buying, from the point of view 

not only of economy but also of wholesome composition of the food. 

The FAO /WHO Joint Committee, which had met in Geneva in 1962, had not given 

clear priority to the health aspects of the future work of the Codex Alimentarius 

Commission and delegates at the Sixteenth World Health Assembly had not been 

convinced of WHO's full participation in the joint food standards programme. It 

was for those reasons that resolution WHA16.42 of the Sixteenth World Health 

Assembly had included operative paragraphs 4 and 5, which emphasized the need for 

priority to be given by the Codex Alimentarius Commission to the health aspects of 

its work, and for the Director- General to ensure the fullest participation of WHO 

in the joint food standards programme. In that connexion, the Assistant Director - 

General might be able to inform the Committee as to whether the WHO representative 

at the FAO Conference held in Rome in 1963 had been able to draw the Conference's 

attention to the health implications. 
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The report of the Codex Alimentarius Commission, together with the excerpt from 

an FAO conference paper quoted in the document under consideration, showed that both 

WHO and FAO were making satisfactory efforts to further preparatory work on a 

regional basis. 

The delegation of Austria was therefore prepared to accept the draft resolution 

contained in resolution EB33.R31, except for operative paragraph 3 regarding the • costs of the programme. The unlimited use of the Trust Fund system was not an 

• 

appropriate method of financing the Codex Alimentarius, as such funds were largely 

obtained from industry; important work on food standards should be under the 

responsibility of an independent scientific commission. For that reason WHO should, 

in agreement with FAO, cease the use of the Trust Fund by 1965 and transfer the costs 

of the programme to the regular budget by the beginning of 1966. 

The delegation of Austria had therefore joined with the six other delegations 

in presenting the amendment contained in P&B /Conf.Doc. No. 4. 

Dr AL -WAHBI (Iraq) said that he was grateful for the lucid introduction to the 

item given by Dr Grundy, and for the further statement mace. by the representative of 

FAO. 

There were two important points to be borne in mind when considering the Codex 

Alimentarius: the principle, and the method of financing. As far as the principle 

was concerned, all were agreed that the Codex Alimentarius was a most useful project; 

but when it came to the question of financing, the Organization had at its disposal 

only comparatively slender means. Throughout the whole of the Assembly's 

deliberations there had been much talk of priorities, and it might be wondered just 

what priority should be given to the Codex Alimentarius. 
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As a matter of, principle therefore, he was opposed to the suggestion made by 

the delegate of the Netherlands that the financing of the Codex should be transferred 

to the regular budget. Had there been any question at the very beginning that the 

Codex should be included in the regular budget, the resolution relating to it would 

undoubtedly have been couched in different terms, if not rejected entirely. 

The whole matter had been discussed by the Executive Board and it was as a 

result of their deliberations that resolution Ю5).R31, contained in the document 

before the Committee, was now presented to the. Assembly. Every word of that 

resolution, and especially, operative paragraphs 3 and 4, had been discussed in 

detail and thoroughly examined and the amendment in document P&B /Conf.Doc..No. 4 

under consideration completely annulled what had been decided by the Executive Board. 

He could not accept such a change and favoured the retention of the resolution as 

originally drafted by the Executive Board. 

Dr МURRАУ (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) said that the 

United Kingdom delegation wished to acknowledge the good start which had been made 

by the Codex Alimentarius Commission with its first meeting held in June 1963. It 

was to be hoped that, as the significance and importance of its work became more 

widely appreciated, a growing number of States would participate in it. The 

Executive Commission of the Codex was at present engaged in preparing its programme 

of work and estimating the financial implications involved. It was important that 

when this was being done an agreement on how the cost of the work was to fie shared 
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between WHO and FAO should be established. It was also important that the work 

should have the financial stability and assurances that would result from its 

inclusion in the regular budget of the two organizations; and that should be done, 

if possible, by 1966. The United Kingdom delegation, as one of the sponsors of the 

draft amendment, would therefore urge its adoption. 

Dr DAELEN (Federal Republic of Germany), thanking the Assistant Director - 

General for his clear introduction and explanation of - the item, said that her 

delegation fully supported the view expressed by the delegate of the Netherlands 

and was of the opinion that the cost of the programme should be transferred to the 

regular budgets of WHO and FAO as soon as possible. 

Dr DOUBEK (Czechoslovakia) said that the Czechoslovak delegation at the Sixteenth 

World Health Assembly had welcomed the initiative for international collaboration 

in the field of foodstuffs and the establishment of standards. It was the opinion 

of his delegation that such standards could constitute a major contribution in • facilitating international trade in foodstuffs between the different countries. In 

Czechoslovakia more than 2000 such standards had been established and his delegation 

was ready to place any documentation in that connexion at the disposal of the Codex 

Alimentarius Commission. 

Dr WEBS (Australia), congratulating Dr Grundy and the representative of FAO on 

their clear explanations, said that his delegation supported in essence the 

recommendations of the Executive Board as contained in resolution FR33.R31 but also 

agreed with the remarks made by the delegates of the Netherlands, Austria, the United 

Kingdom, and the Federal Republic of G.:rmany. Funds provided by industry could be 
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a source of embarrassment to certain Member States and the current estimate of 

$ 28 000, which constituted the Organization's contribution to the total cost of the 

project for the year, was not unduly large. 

In Australia a committee had been established which was composed of high -level 

representatives - two from the National Department of Health, two from the Department 

of Primary Industry, and one from the Scientific and Industrial Organization 

Department. The delegation of Australia attached considerable importance to the 

establishment of a Codex Alimentarius Commission and would support the recommendations 

in resolution EB33.R31, together with the amendment proposed in document P&B /Conf.Doc. 

No. -. 

Dr SAUTER (Switzerland) said that his delegation welcomed the statement, con- 

tained in the report submitted by the Director -General to the thirty -third session of 

the Executive Board, that full effect had been given to the recommendation of the 

FAO /WHO Conference on Food Standards that preparatory work should be on a regional 

basis, wherever appropriate, and to a similar recommendation of the Sixteenth World 

Health Assembly. It was of the opinion that by so doing, tangible results would be 

achieved as quickly as possible. To date, the first task in establishing a Codex 

Alimentarius had been to set up the necessary technical and administrative machinery 

but, now that the technical work was under way and the standards had been drafted, 

it was essential to take account, as far as possible, of the requirements of hygiene 

and of the protection of health. 

As far as financing the work was concerned, the Swiss delegation was in agreement 

with the proposal contained in paragraph 9 of the Director -General's report to the 

Executive Board, to amend Article 9 of the Commission's Statutes, which would allow 

the payment of part of the cost of preparatory work undertaken by Member countries on 

behalf of the Commission from the Trust Fund. 
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As far as operative paragraph 3 of the resolution before the Committee was 

► concerned, the amendment proposed by the seven delegations seemed more appropriate 

to the situation as reflected by the discussions that had taken place._ a .t the joint 

FAO /WHO conference and at the last FAO conference. The tendency was towards 

incorporating the expenses of the Codex programme in the regular budgets of the two 

organizations, and the complementary study should therefore bring out the consequences 

of such an inclusion, rather than concentrate on the possibilities of maintaining 

the Trust Fund. 

Dr EL BORAI (Kuwait) said that he . shared the views expressed by the delegate of 

Iraq and that his delegation would vote in favour of the draft resolution as 

contained in resolution EB33.R31. 

Mr SНUVAL (Israel) said that if WHO were to maintain its leadership in the field 

of world health an early recognition of those new programmes which required its 

support was necessary. The Israeli delegation was of the opinion that the Codex 

Alimentarius programme was such an activity, and the Organization had done well to 

recognize early the importance of the programme and play its part in it. 

He would not repeat the excellent reasons for stabilizing WHO's role in the 

programme, as they had been given by Professor Muntendam, but would merely emphasize 

that the voice of the world health authorities should be strong and clear in all 

matters of food standards. The Assembly should therefore endorse the continuing 

active role of WHO in the programme by adopting the resolution presented by the 

Executive Board, incorporating the amendment submitted by the seven delegations, 

since together they expressed continuing support for the programme and to give it 

stability by including its costs within the regular budget. 
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Professor GERIC (Yugoslavia), emphasizing the importance of the work of the 

Codex Alimentarius Commission, said that his country was particularly interested 

in the establishing of food standards. It was essential to ensure the financing 

of the Commission as soon as possible, and he therefore supported the proposal that 

the expenses incurred by its work should be included in the Organization's regular 

budget as soon as possible. 

Dr AL -WAHBI (Iraq) wished to know what would be the cost if it were decided 

to include the expenses incurred by the Commission in the regular budget, and for 

how long such expenses would have to be met. At the previous session of the 

Executive Board, the FAO representative had given a rough estimate but he would like 

to have a precise figure. It was possible that the expense might continue for 

many years, and the amounts might increase year by year. He could not commit his 

Government without some definite information in that connexion, for any decision to 

transfer the cost of the Codex to the regular budget would be automatically reflected 

in his country's assessment as well as in those of the other countries represented 

at the Assembly. The delegate of the United Kingdom was quite right in maintaining 

that every project should have financial stability, but why then had the decision 

originally been taken to finance the Codex Alimentarius project out of a Trust Fund? 

He would appreciate some clarification on the matter. 

Dr MILLER (Canada) said that, while he sympathized with the point of view 

expressed by the delegate of Iraq, he knew from personal experience that health 

departments hLd a profound responsibility with regard to food standards. The 

1 
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matter was one of critical importance, and high priority, although not necessarily 

the highest, should be accorded to it. That was especially true at the present 

time when insecticides were being used to control disease and inadequately tested 

chemicals were being used to preserve foods. It would therefore appear, on balance, 

wise for the Organization to set aside in its regular budget a modest amount of 

money to ensure that the Organization would be directly involved in the matter. 

Dr Al -Wahbi had asked how long the programme would last. The reply was: For ever. 

There would be no end to it, as there was no end to new methods for preserving food- 

stuffs or to those who invented them. The delegation of Canada would therefore 

support the seven -delegation amendment. 

Dr NOVGORODCEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that, from past 

experience, it should be realized that very often activity that had originally 

been financed by.voluntary contributions was transferred to the regular budget. 

It was undoubtedly true that the question of food standards was important, as was • the co- ordination of work between FAO and WHO. But there were many other 

important questions which also had to come under the aegis of the regular budget. 

The delegate of Iraq was quite right in stating that it was not possible to decide 

to include the Commission's work in the regular budget without first knowing the 

full financial implications of such a step. The delegation of the Soviet Union 

would therefore adhere to the decision it had taken at the Executive Board and 

would vote for the resolution as recommended in resolution EB33.R31 as originally 

drafted, and against the inclusion of the programme in the regular budget. 
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Dr GRUNDY, Assistant Director -General, referring first to the work of WHO in 

collaboration with FAO, said that the Committee had recognized the importance of 

such work for the Organization as regards the maintenance of food standards and the 

safeguards of health through such food hygiene measures as the specification of food 

additives and the identification and specification of residual pesticides. It 

was work in which the Organization had been engaged for many years, and it was 

necessarily growing with the increased use of an ever -greater variety of food 

additives and pesticides. 

During the Committee's discussion on the matter the question had been raised 

as to the origin of the Organization's collaboration with FAO in the establishment 

of a Codex Alimentarius financed from a Trust Fund. The answer was that, when the 

project was originally under discussion, that was the only method of co- operation 

open to the Organization - which therefore either had to agree t ̂ 'collaborate on 

that basis or to decide not to take part at all. The Assembly had decided that 

WHO should collaborate fully. 

While sympathizing with the concern expressed by certain delegates at the 

proposed change from Trust Fund to regular budget financing, he stressed that, when 

the item was first under discussion by the Executive Board and the Assembly, it had 

been made clear that certain governments had indicated that they would prefer to 

see the cost borne by the regular budgets of WHO and FAO rather than by a Trust 

Fund. That was reflected in the minutes of the thirty-first session of the 

Executive Board, as was the fact that the situation was to be reviewed by the FAO 

Conference in 1963. 
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The question of whether the attention of the FAO Conference had been 

specifically drawn to the importance of the health aspects of the Codex had not 

arisen in the discussion itself, but the attention of the Conference had been drawn 

to the emphasis which WHО attached to that matter . inthé -- documentation which had 

been provided for the Conference. In that connexion, it should be pointed out that 

the volume of WHO's participation in the joint programme was likely to increase: to 

date, it had only just embarked upon the technical work, but it would be represented 

in the future at meetings of joint committees established as advisory organs to the 

Codex Commission. 

He drew the Committee's attention to the budgetary calendar of the two 

organizations, and to operative paragraph 4 of the amendment to the resolution, 

which requested the Director -General to report to the thirty -fifth session of the 

Executive Board. In resolution EB33.R3l, the Director- General was requested to 

report to a future session of the Executive Board. If it were decided to make 

provision ,,for the Codex Alimentarius Commission's work in WHO's 1966 programme and 

budget, then proposals in that connexion would have to be submitted to the thirty - 

fifth session of the Executive Board. 

Finally, it was obviously not possible to make a firm estimate of the cost 

likely to be entailed for the Organization. However, it was expected that the 

Commission would produce estimates and make proposals about the proportionate costs 

to be borne by FAO and WHO in October 1964. It could safely be assumed that the 

estimate submitted by the Commission, although it would not have been approved by 

the FAO Conference, which would not meet until November 1965, would be available for 

analysis by the Directors- General of both organizations and for the thirty -fifth 

session of the Executive Board, assuming that it took place in January 1965. 
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Dr HАQUЕ (Pakistan) said that his delegation agreed in principle that the 

important subject of Codex Alimentarius should be introduced into the regular budget, 

but not before the implications of such a transfer were known. At the moment 

delegates were in effect being asked to present the Organization with a blank cheque. 

The delegation of Pakistan would therefore support the resolution as originally 

drafted by the Executive Board. 

Professor MUNTENDАM (Netherlands) said that he wished to give an example of the 

need for according priority to the protection of foodstuffs. In the Netherlands in 

1960, in the space of two weeks, more than 100 000 people had fallen ill with very 

serious allergic symptoms which were the consequence of additives being made to a 

main food, which was at the time exported to other countries. It was therefore the 

opinion of the delegation of the Netherlands that it was as important to protect the 

populations of importing countries against food and food additives as it was to protect 

them against drugs - a matter which the Committee had debated exhaustively. 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to vote uроh the resolution recommended by the • 
Executive Board in resolution ЕВэЗ.R31 and the amendment thereto. 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR- GENERAL informed the Committee that, as only fifty -six 

delegations were present, there was not a quorum. Under its Rules of Procedure, 

therefore, the Committee could not proceed to a vote. 

The meeting rose at 12.15 p. 


