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1. SPECIAL REVIEW OF THE INTERNATIONAL SANITARY REGULATIONS: Item 2.8.2 of the Agenda 
(Document A22/P&B/3)(continued)

The CHAIRMAN recalled that at the third meeting it had been decided not to continue 
the detailed discussion of the wording of individual articles but only questions of sub
stance. The Secretariat had accordingly prepared a summary of the substantive changes.

Dr Wynne GRIFFITH (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) said that 
that procedure would certainly expedite the work of the Sub-Committee. He would withdraw 
the two textual amendments to Article 3 that he had suggested, provided that it was made 
quite clear in the report of the Sub-Committee that the Article was to be interpreted in 
the sense of the two suggestions he had made.

The CHAIRMAN gave an assurance that that would be done. He said that the main reason 
for the substantive changes that had been made in Part II of the Regulations was to place 
increased emphasis on the principles of epidemiology and surveillance. The following new 
paragraphs had been introduced in Article 11:

"2. Any additional epidemiological data and other information available to the 
Organization through its surveillance programme shall be made available, when 
appropriate, to all health administrations.

3. The Organization may, with the consent of the government concerned, be authorized 
to investigate an outbreak of a disease subject to the Regulations which constitutes 
a serious threat to neighbouring countries or to international health. Such in
vestigation shall be directed to assist governments to organize appropriate control 
measures and may include on-the-spot studies by a team."

An additional paragraph had also been introduced in Article 13:

3. The Organization shall review the epidemiological trends of the diseases subject 
to the Regulations, and shall publish such data, not less than once a year, illus
trated with maps showing infected and free areas of the world, and any other relevant 
information obtained from the surveillance programme of the Organization.

Those additions reflected important changes in the concepts of quarantine.

Dr ALAN (Turkey), referring to the new paragraph 3 of Article 11, asked who would 
authorize the Organization to carry out the investigation. He also wished to know how 
long it would take the Organization to establish a team to carry out the proposed on-the- 
spot studies.

Dr RASKA, Director, Division of Communicable Diseases, in reply to the second question, 
said that when a sudden outbreak of a diarrhoeal cholera-like disease had occurred in one 
country during the previous year, WHO had been able to send a team of experts which had 
recognized the cause of the outbreak within a few days. The disease, which showed all 
the symptoms of cholera and had killed eighty people, had in fact been spread through water 
with a high content of sulfate and phosphate and heavily contaminated with a non-agglutinating 
vibrio. WHO headquarters, in co-operation with the regional offices, was preparing 
emergency aid which included not only the making available, immediately, of top experts 
but also advance clearance of those experts with the countries concerned. It was hoped 
that that procedure would facilitate emergency aid in epidemics with a minimum of delay 
after the country's request had been received by WHO.

Dr ALAN (Turkey) said he had no doubt as to the usefulness of the new paragraph but 
would still like to know how much time was required by the Organization to make a team 
of experts available. In his experience it sometimes took considerably longer than 
suggested by Dr Raáka. He also repeated his question as to who would authorize WHO to 
carry out the investigation.
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The CHAIRMAN replied that the Organization was now better equipped than in the past 
to provide teams for such on-the-spot studies. Furthermore, the paragraph in question 
stated "The Organization may, with the consent of the government concerned, be authorized 
to investigate..." From that it was clear that the team would be sent at the invitation 
of the government and that it was the government that would authorize WHO to make the in
vestigation.

Dr AL-AWADI (Kuwait) thought that the question of authorization had been given undue 
emphasis in the paragraph. In fact there was really no question of "authorization" and 
he suggested that the words "be authorized to" should be deleted.

Dr LEMBREZ (France) said that the same point had also been made by the Government of 
France in reply to the Director-General's circular letter.

It was agreed that the words "be authorized to" should be deleted from paragraph 3 
of Article 11.

Dr OMAR (United Arab Republic) did not think that a satisfactory answer had been 
given to the question raised by the delegate of Turkey. Article 3 required health 
administrations to notify cases of disease within twenty-four hours. He wished to know 
how long it took the Organization to define an infected area so that other countries could 
be notified.

The CHAIRMAN requested the delegate of the United Arab Republic to continue his 
statement at the next meeting as voting was taking place in the plenary meeting making it 
necessary to adjourn the meeting of the Sub-Committee.

The meeting rose at 4.15 p.m.


