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NINTH MEETING 

Thursday, 12 May 1977, at 2.30 p.m. 

Chairman: Dr M. L. IBRAHIM (Egypt) 

COORDINATION WITHIN THE UNITED NATIONS SYSTEM: Item 3.18 of the Agenda (continued) 

Health assistance to refugees and displaced persons in Cyprus: Item 3.18.4 of the Agenda 

(Resolution WHA29.44; document A30/31) (continued) 

Dr GRECH (Malta) said that the plight of the people of Cyprus, a sister Mediterranean 
island of Malta, continued to be serious: the number of refugees and displaced persons had 
not lessened and their health needs had actually increased. Indeed, the health problems 

were not limited to these persons, and socioeconomic conditions in Cyprus had been severely 
affected. The assistance increasingly needed in the health sector could not be met solely 
from local resources. He was sure that all delegations would agree that WHO's assistance 
should be continued and intensified. On behalf of his own delegation and those of Egypt, 
India, Mozambique, Nigeria and Yugoslavia, he was therefore proposing the following draft 
resolution, the adoption of which would reaffirm the Organization's pledge of support for the 

people of Cyprus: 

The Thirtieth World Health Assembly, 

Mindful of the principle that the health of all peoples is fundamental to the 

attainment of peace and security; 
Recalling resolutions WHA28.47 and WHA29.44; 
Noting all relevant United Nations General Assembly and Security Council 

resolutions on Cyprus; 

Considering that the continuing health problems of the refugees and displaced 
persons in Cyprus call for further assistance; 

1. NOTES with satisfaction the information provided by the Director -General on health 
assistance to refugees and displaced persons in Cyprus; 

2. EXPRESSES its appreciation for all the efforts of the Coordinator of the United 
Nations Humanitarian Assistance in Cyprus to obtain the funds necessary for the 
Organization's action to meet the health needs of the population of Cyprus; 

3. REQUESTS the Director -General to continue and intensify health assistance to 

refugees and displaced persons in Cyprus in addition to any assistance made available 
within the framework of the efforts of the Coordinator of the United Nations 
Humanitarian Assistance in Cyprus and to report to the Thirty -first World Health 
Assembly on such assistance. 

Professor DOGRAMACI (Turkey) expressed his delegation's support for the Director- General's 

activities in pursuance of resolution WHA29.44. He said that a comparison of the draft 

resolution contained in the Director -General's report (document A30/31) with that introduced 

by the delegate of Malta revealed quite substantial differences. However, in deference to the 

spirit of harmony which prevailed in the Committee's discussions, his delegation would not 

oppose the version of the operative paragraphs in the latter, but would formally move deletion 

of the third preambular paragraph referring to United Nations resolutions, which could in any 

case be taken to be covered by the reference to earlier resolutions of the World Health Assembly 

in the second preambular paragraph. 

Progress had been made in negotiations over Cyprus, intercommunal discussions had started, 

and a just solution was in sight. 

Dr NAIR (India) and Dr BASSIOUNI (Egypt), as cosponsors of the draft resolution introduced 

by the delegate of Malta, favoured its adoption without amendment; it followed the form of 

resolutions on the same subject adopted in earlier years. 
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Dr NIAZI (Iraq) supported the same draft resolution in which only the humanitarian 
considerations were really important; his delegation therefore had no strong feelings on the 
Turkish proposal. 

Dr ROUHANI (Iran), Dr AL- SUGAIR (Saudi Arabia) and Mr ISMAIL (Somalia) supported the 
Turkish proposal. 

Professor OMOLOLU (Nigeria) supported the draft resolution contained in the Director - 
General's report and appealed to the sponsors of the draft resolution introduced by the delegate 

of Malta to withdraw it. 

Miss OTERO (Cuba) expressed support for the latter draft resolution, adding that her 

delegation wished to be numbered among the cosponsors. 

Miss ABDELLI (Algeria), Dr FERNANDO (Sri Lanka), Miss PAROVÁ (Czechoslovakia), 

Miss CARVALHO DA SILVA (Guinea -Bissau), and Professor GERIC (Yugoslavia) also expressed support 

for the draft resolution introduced by the delegate of Malta. 

Dr КISUMKU (United Republic of Tanzania) expressed support for the Director -General's 
programme of continued humanitarian assistance in Cyprus and, by the same token, for his 

proposed action for assistance to Lebanon. 

Mr SIDERIS (Greece) expressed his delegation's appreciation of WHO's excellent work of 

assistance in Cyprus, emphasizing that, in view of the situation, international assistance would 
have to continue. He thanked the delegation of Malta and its cosponsors for the draft 

resolution they proposed, which followed the form of previous resolutions of the Health Assembly 
on that matter. He could not agree to the Turkish proposal, the more so as that delegation's 
explanation seemed contradictory. There could be no harm in mentioning relevant resolutions 
of the United Nations; indeed, that was useful in so far as they contained basic information 

and guidelines on the humanitarian problems to be solved by the specialized agencies. For 

example, resolution 3212 (XXIX) of the General Assembly, in its paragraph 7, requested the 
Secretary- General of the United Nations to continue to provide United Nations humanitarian 
assistance to all parts of the population in Cyprus and called upon all States to contribute to 

that effort. Resolution 3450 (XXX) called upon the parties concerned to undertake urgent 

measures to facilitate the voluntary return of all refugees to their homes in safety and to 

settle all other aspects of the refugee problem, and resolution 3112 reaffirmed previous 
resolutions and demanded their urgent implementation. The resolutions of the Security Council 
had the same approach to the humanitarian aspects of the Cyprus problem. Furthermore, it had • been the usual practice in WHO to refer to relevant resolutions of the United Nations on any 
item, and their omission had not been suggested on the ground that they were irrelevant. If 

a new approach were now adopted it might open the door to unexpected and undesirable reper- 

cussions at the expense of at least one of WHO's Members. 

The sponsors of the draft resolution introduced by the delegate of Malta sought no more 

than a reaffirmation of resolutions of the two previous years, and he hoped that it would be 

adopted without a vote, as similar texts had been in the past. 

Dr SHAH (Pakistan) said that there would be a better chance of old wounds healing if the 

Turkish proposal were adopted, which would bring the resolution proposed by the delegate of 

Malta closer to that originally suggested in the report of the Director -General. 

Mrs KURDI (Syrian Arab Republic) commended the Director -General on WHO's assistance to 

Cyprus refugees and displaced persons; it should be continued with special attention to the 

necessary supplies and equipment. 

Dr CABO (Mozambique) said that the reference to United Nations resolutions in the draft 

resolution introduced by the delegate of Malta was a proper recognition of the decisions of 

another body in the United Nations system, and should not be regarded as a possible threat to 

the negotiations initiated between the communities in Cyprus. His delegation supported that 

draft resolution. 
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Professor DOGRAMACI (Turkey) said that his delegation's proposal did not detract from the 
humanitarian character of the draft resolution, and brought it closer to the resolution 
contained in the Director -General's report. If his proposal were adopted, there would be 
closer harmony between the parties and other countries uniting against the common enemies of 
man, including health, which did not respect man -made frontiers. He asked that a roll -call 
vote be taken on his proposal, in accordance with Rule 74 of the Rules of Procedure. 

Mr VAKIS (Cyprus) thanked the sponsors and supporters of the draft resolution introduced 
by the delegate of Malta and expressed his delegation's regret that an amendment had been 
proposed, particularly as the reference to United Nations resolutions was consistent with WHO 
practice. 

Dr GRECH (Malta) said that he could not accept the Turkish amendment to the draft 
resolution he had introduced. 

Mr SEAВOURN (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland), explaining his vote 
in accordance with Rule 77, said that his country would abstain from voting because it felt 

that the World Health Assembly was not a suitable forum for such political issues. The 

resolutions referred to in the preamble had been discussed at length elsewhere and the views 
of his country had been made plain. 

Mr SEGESSER DE BRUNEGG (Belgium), Mr LARSEN (Denmark), Mr KURITTU (Finland), Dr LINSМAYER 
(Federal Republic of Germany), Dr BONDZI- SIMPSON (Ghana), Mr O'SULLIVAN (Ireland), Mr VOZZI 
(Italy), Miss LENNERS (Luxembourg),Mr VAN NOUHUYS (Netherlands), Dr MORK (Norway), 
Professor CAYOLLA DA MOTTA (Portugal), Dr TJON JAW CHONG (Surinam) and Mr NYGREN (Sweden) 
associated themselves with the remarks made by the delegate of the United Kingdom. 

Mr LOМВERA PALLARES (Mexico) explained that his delegation would vote in favour of the 
draft resolution introduced by the delegation of Malta. Either draft before the Committee 
would have virtually the same effect in ensuring humanitarian aid for the people of Cyprus, 
but the one proposed by Malta had the merit of duly recognizing the decisions of the General 
Assembly, which constituted broad legal principles that should govern the international 
community. There was a dangerous tendency to ignore those decisions, but Mexico was 
traditionally respectful of legal principles and would vote accordingly. 

Mrs WOLF (German Democratic Republic) explained that her delegation would also vote for 
the draft resolution introduced by the delegate of Malta because it considered that WHO, as 

a specialized agency of the United Nations, should take United Nations resolutions into 
account. 

Mr BRECKENRIDGE (Sri Lanka) said that reference to United Nations General Assembly and 
Security Council resolutions was of relevance and importance to the displaced persons in 
Cyprus. His delegation considered that the fact should be recognized in WHO resolutions 
and would therefore vote for the draft resolution introduced by the delegate of Malta. 

Mr BANNA (Lebanon) explained that he would vote against the amendment proposed by the 
delegate of Turkey as it was important to remember and abide by United Nations resolutions. 

Mr SOKOLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), explaining that he would vote for the 
draft resolution proposed by Malta and against the Turkish proposal, regretted nevertheless 
that the Committee could not reach unanimity. 

A vote was taken by roll -call, the names of the Member States being called in the English 
alphabetical order, starting with Republic of Korea, the letter R having been determined by lot. 

The resu t of the vote was as follows: 

In favors: Iran, Iraq, Nigeria, Pakistan, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, Turkey, 
United F.rab Emirates. 
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Against: Algeria, Bahrain, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, 

Czechoslovakia, Egypt, Ethiopia, France, German Democratic Republic, Greece, Guinea, 

Guinea- Bissau, Hungary, India, Lebanon, Mali, Malta, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique, 

Poland, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Republic of 

Tanzania, Yugoslavia, Zambia. 

Abstaining: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Chad, Chile, China, 

Colombia, Democratic People's Republic of Korea, Denmark, Ecuador, El Salvador, Finland, 

Gabon, Federal Republic of Germany, Ghana, Honduras, Indonesia, Ireland, Italy, Japan, 

Kenya, Kuwait, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, 

Morxoaco, Netherlands, Nicaragua, Niger, Norway, Oman, Portugal, Republic of Korea, 

Romania, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Spain, Surinam, Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerland, 

Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, United Kingdom of Great Britain and 

Northern Ireland, United States of America, Zaire. 

Absent: Afghanistan, Albania, Angola, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Burma, Burundi, 
Cape Verde, Central African Empire, Costa Rica, Democratic Yemen, Fiji, Gambia, 

Guatemala, Haiti, Iceland, Israel, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Jordan, Lao People's Democratic 
Republic, Malawi, Maldives, Mauritania, Mauritius, Morocco, Nepal, New Zealand, Panama, 
Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Singapore, 
Socialist Republic of Viet Nam, Tonga, Trinidad and Tobago, United Republic of Cameroon, 
Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, and Yemen. 

Decision: The proposal was therefore rejected with 9 votes for, 32 against, and 55 
abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN then invited the Committee to consider the draft resolution introduced by the 
delegate of Malta. 

Professor DOGRAМACI (Turkey) wished to record his reservations concerning the third 
preambular paragraph of the draft resolution, although he was to support the draft resolution 
in the interests of unanimity. 

Decision: The draft resolution introduced by the delegate of Malta was approved. 

Health and Medical Assistance to Lebanon: Item 3.18.7 of the Agenda (Resolution WHA29.40; 
Document А30/28 Add.1) 

Dr ТАВА (Regional Director for the Eastern Mediterranean) introduced document А30/28 
Add.l, submitted in accordance with resolution WHA29.40, which gave an account of the action 
taken by WHO, in cooperation with other international bodies, to provide emergency health and 
medical assistance to Lebanon in the period October 1975 - April 1977. Resolution WHA29.40 
had asked the Director - General to explore ways of increasing the volume and kinds of 
assistance to Lebanon from WHO as well as from other United Nations and international bodies. 
In October 1975, Subcommittee A of the Regional Committee for the Eastern Mediterranean had 
adopted a resolution inviting the international community to increase its assistance to 
Lebanon. US$ 50 000 had been provided from WHO's regular budget and US$ 30 000 had been 
allocated from the Special Account for Disasters and Natural Catastrophes (Voluntary Fund for 
Health Promotion). In 1976, a total of US$ 926 000 had been spent by WHO, of which 
US$ 326 000 had come from the regular budget. In 1977 the Organization had provided 
US$ 207 000 from its regular budget in addition to US$ 1 270 000 which had been made available 
to WHO by the Secretary -General of the United Nations out of the total of US$ 3 000 000 in the 
Trust Fund for Lebanon. The Secretary - General of the United Nations had appealed to the 
international community to provide assistance to Lebanon and had urged Member States to 
contribute generously to alleviate the consequences of the conflict. The appeal's target had 
been US$ 50 000 000, including US$ 4 000 000 for immediate relief assistance in the medical 
and health fields. Details of the supplies provided were given in paragraphs 3.7 and 3.8 of 
the document. Concerning technical assistance provided by WHO, in February 1976 the 
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Organization had assigned two short -term consultants, one in epidemiology and one in public 
health, to help the Ministry of Health and health authorities in Beirut to deal with the 
victims of the conflict and civil disturbances. During the last quarter of 1976, the 
Organization had assigned a sanitary engineer and a sanitarian to advise the local authorities 
on measures for the protection and purification of water supplies in the cities and in the 
rural areas and on general sanitary measures. In January 1977, a senior WHO public health 
administrator had been assigned to Lebanon (and was, indeed, still there) to assist the 

Government and the health authorities in meeting health requirements and in matters of 

coordination between other international agencies in all health and relief programmes. WHO 
envisaged sending other experts and consultants, as might be requested by the Ministry of 
Health or the WHO representative in Lebanon. The situation still demanded considerable 
health assistance and WHO was prepared to provide whatever help was within its capabilities, 
in coordination with other United Nations bodies and the International Committee of the Red 

Cross. 

Mr PEREIRA DA FONSECA (Brazil) introduced the following draft resolution, sponsored by 
Brazil, France, Greece, India, Mali, Norway, Panama, Turkey, and Yugoslavia: 

The Thirtieth World Health Assembly, 
Mindful of the principle that the health of all peoples is fundamental to the attain- 

ment of peace and security; 

Recalling resolution WHA29.40; 
Having regard to the aftermath of the tragedy of Lebanon, with its thousands of 

injured, crippled and handicapped persons and the serious damage suffered by health and 
medical establishments and facilities in town and country, 

1. NOTES with satisfaction the information supplied by the Director -General regarding 
the health and medical assistance which has already been provided to the categories of 
the victims mentioned above; 

2. EXPRESSES its gratitude to the Secretary -General of the United Nations and the 
Member States that have responded generously to his appeal, thus helping to alleviate the 

distressing consequences of the conflict in Lebanon; 

3. THANKS the International Committee of the Red Cross, the UNHCR and UNICEF for the 
help they have given WHO in fulfilling its responsibilities for the provision of Lebanon 
with health and medical assistance; and 

4. REQUESTS the Director -General to continue and intensify the Organization's health 
and medical assistance to Lebanon, allocating for this purpose, and to the extent possible, 
funds from the regular budget and other WHO financial resources, in addition to any sums 

received from the United Nations Trust Fund for Lebanon, and to report to the Thirty -first 
World Health Assembly on such assistance. 

The Twenty -ninth World Health Assembly had adopted by consensus resolution WHA29.40, 
pursuant to which the Director -General had submitted the present commendable report. The 

draft resolution now submitted, which was strictly humanitarian in nature, was in the spirit 
of the last paragraph of that report, which said that WHO would continue to do its utmost to 

meet the health needs of the national health authorities and population of Lebanon. He hoped 
that it too could be adopted by consensus. 

Mr BANNA (Lebanon) said that he had no need to dwell upon the details of the catastrophe 
that had befallen his country, since most delegates would be familiar with them. From 
October 1975, six months after the start of hsotilities, when supplies of antibiotics and 
other drugs were beginning to run out, WHO had provided invaluable assistance to Lebanon in 
collaboration with UNHCR, the International Committee of the Red Cross, and UNICEF. The 

Director -General's report gave a brief outline of those activities, but did not mention the 

profound humanitarian motives of all those who had helped in the emergency. Thanks to the 

rapid and effective interventions of the Secretariat, for example, it had been possible to 

avoid epidemics of communicable diseases, and for that his delegation was truly grateful. He 

was also grateful to the sponsors of the draft resolution and thanked for their sympathy the 

delegates who would vote for it. 

• 
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Dr NAIR (India) felt that no delegate could be unaware of the Lebanese tragedy and asked 

for the adoption of the draft resolution by consensus. 

Dr ALAN (Turkey) assured the delegate of Lebanon of Turkey's full sympathy with his 

country in its tragic situation. It was for that reason that Turkey was among the sponsors 

of the draft resolution. 

Mr SIDERIS (Greece) said that Greece was sponsoring the draft resolution, just as it had 

done at the Twenty -ninth World Health Assembly. His Government had great interest in 

encouraging international solidarity on behalf of a country for which it had warm feelings of 

sympathy and friendship and hoped that WHO could continue to assist Lebanon with its many 

urgent health problems. He therefore urged that the draft resolution be adopted without a 

vote. 

Dr LABADI (Observer, Palestine Liberation Organization), speaking at the invitation of the 
CHAIRMAN, said that his Organization welcomed the draft resolution. The assistance that it 

called for was still needed in Lebanon, because the civil war had not yet ended and attacks 
from Israel were continuing in the south, increasing the health problems in Lebanese villages • and in Palestinian camps on Lebanese territory. 

• 

Decision: The draft resolution was approved. 

Continuation of the Joint Inspection Unit: Item 3.18.5 of the Agenda (Resolutions WHA26.50, 
EB57.R58, and ЕB59.R43; Official Records No. 238, Part I, Annex 5) 

?rofessor REID (representative of the Executive Board), introducing the item, recalled 
that the Joint Inspection Unit had been established on 1 January 1968 on an experimental basis 
for an initial period of four years, twice extended subsequently by decision of the General 
Assembly up to 31 December 1977. WHO had participated in the Joint Inspection Unit since its 
inception and continued to do so pursuant to resolutions WHA20.22, WHA24.53, and WHA26.50. 

At the request of the General Assembly, the WHO Executive Board at its fifty - seventh 
session, in January 1976, had made a comprehensive appraisal of the Unit and its 

contribution to improving and rationalizing work in the United Nations system. The Board 
had summarized its conclusions in resolution EB57.R58, which recommended that the Unit should 
concentrate its work on the most important technical questions of management and administra- 
tion so as to achieve greater efficiency and economy. In the light of experience, the Board 

had felt that the Unit's reports dealing with broad inter -agency matters had been useful. 

The Board had also considered it desirable that a rotational scheme be instituted for the 

designation of countries to nominate inspectors and had felt that it was essential to 

establish suitable standards governing the selection of inspectors, laying particular 

emphasis on qualifications and experience in fields such as public administration, finance, 

and management. 

The views of the Board as contained in resolution ЕВ57.R58 as well as the observations 
of the governing bodies of the other agencies concerned had been considered by the Fifth 

Committee of the General Assembly in the autumn of 1976. The Committee had also had before 
it three versions of a proposed statute for the Unit prepared by the Advisory Committee on 

Administrative and Budgetary Questions ( ACABQ), the Administrative Committee on Coordination 

(ACC), and the Unit itself. After consultations, a common version of the statute had been 

drawn up, endorsed by the Fifth Committee, and subsequently approved by the General Assembly 
in resolution 31192. Both the resolution and the statute had been considered by the WHO 

Executive Board at its fifty -ninth session. It had noted that, while the statute was to 

some extent a consolidation of the Unit's previous terms of reference and of the various 

decisions and procedural arrangements subsequently agreed upon, it also contained several 

major changes. 

The first change was that from 1 January 1978 the Unit, as established under a statute, 

would be a subsidiary organ of the legislative bodies of the participating organizations. 

Another change, with financial implications for all participating organizations, was the 

increase in the number of inspectors from eight to eleven. The method of appointment and 

the length of their service had also been modified: inspectors would henceforth be appointed 
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by the General Assembly and would normally serve for a five -year renewable term. The Unit 

had also been entrusted with evaluative functions as defined in those Articles 5 (2) and 5 (4) 

of the Statute. 

A further change related to the distribution of the Unit's formal reports. According 

to Article 11 (4.c), executive heads would be required upon receipt of those reports to take 

immediate steps for their distribution, with or without their own comments, to Member States 
of their organization. The application of that Article would obviously entail some 

additional cost to WHO since at present the reports were distributed solely to members of the 
Executive Board and were made available to Member States only on request. 

The procedure for the approval of the Unit's budget estimates would also undergo 

modifications. In accordance with Article 20 (1), the budget estimates would in future be 

submitted in their totality to the General Assembly after having been reviewed and commented 
upon by the ACC and the ACABQ. 

As to finances, the costs of the Unit were met on pro rata by the United Nations and the 
participating organizations in accordance with a formula providing that the Unit's costs were 
to be shared by participating organizations on the basis of their total expenditures from all 
sources of funds during the previous year. WHO's share amounted to approximately 12% of 

the Unit's yearly cost, and from 1968 to 1975 the Organization had paid about US$ 410 000 as 
its total share. The approved Unit budget for the 1976 -1977 biennium amounted to 

approximately US$ 1 900 000 and the preliminary budget estimates for the 1978 -1979 biennium 
were US$ 2 688 000. The rise was intended to cover the increase in the number of inspectors, 
the addition of supporting staff, and the provision for retirement benefits for the inspectors, 
as approved by the General Assembly. WHO's share of 12% could therefore be expected to 
amount to approximately US$ 161 000 per year for the 1978 -1979 biennium. In addition to 

those direct costs, WHO as a participating organization also incurred incidental costs such 
as those involved in translating, reproducing, and circulating Joint Inspection Unit reports, 
as well as the time spent in headquarters and regional offices in collecting information and 
studying the Unit's recommendations. 

He referred delegates to the recommended draft resolution contained in resolution 
EB59.R43, which suggested that the statute approved by the General Assembly be accepted and, 
by implication, that WHO should pay its appropriate share of the Unit's costs. 

Mr BRECKENRIDGE (Sri Lanka) asked for clarification on Article 11 of the statute. 
Article 11 (4.с) provided that executive heads should automatically distribute to their Member 
States all Joint Inspection Unit reports concerning them, while Article 11 (4.d) specified 
the distribution procedure in the case of a report concerning only one organization. The 
Unit's reports could be very voluminous and might not be related to only one organization. 
If Article 11 (4.c) were applied by all agencies, countries might find themselves needlessly 
receiving many reports of the same kind. He requested the Director -General's views on how 
that Article could be implemented without entailing too much additional expense. 

Mr FURTH (Assistant Director -General) said that the problem was a real one that would 
have to be settled. One solution would be that when a Joint Inspection Unit report was of 

concern Co several organizations, as was frequently the case, only the United Nations would 
distribute it to Member States. Many of the executive heads were aware of the problem, which 
would certainly be discussed at future interagency meetings. 

Decision: The draft resolution proposed by the Executive Board in resolution EB59.R43 
was approved. 

Membership and assessment of Namibia: Item 3.18.6 of the Agenda (Resolution EB59.R44) 

Dr BUTERA (representative of the Executive Board) introduced the item, saying that the 
Board's consideration of it had been based on a report by the Director -General which had 
included the text of a General Assembly resolution. That resolution requested all specialized 
agencies within the United Nations system to consider granting full membership to Namibia and 
a waiver of its assessment during the period for which Namibia would be represented by the 
United Nations Council for Namibia. The Board had concluded that WHO had already met the 

request for consideration of full membership for Namibia by the decision of the Health Assembly 
in 1974 to admit Namibia as an Associate Member, in conformity with Article 8 of the WHO 
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Constitution. In considering a possible waiver of assessment, the Board had taken into 

account such factors as the United Nations' responsibility for Namibia, information provided 
by a representative of the United Nations during the discussions, and resolution WHA29.13 

which, in response to a previous request for waiver, had confirmed the assessment of Namibia 
and urged the United Nations to make continuing provision for payment of Namibia's assessed 

contributions. He had since learned that payment of those contributions through 1977 had been 
received from the United Nations on 3 May. After a thorough study of the question, the Board 

had recognized that one of the few ways to aid Namibia, a country still under domination of 
all kinds, would be to exempt it from paying its assessments as the General Assembly had 
proposed. The Board therefore had finally adopted resolution EB59.R44 incorporating a draft 

resolution proposed for adoption by the Health Assembly that would exempt Namibia from payment 
of its assessed contributions until the year in which it acceded to full WHO membership and 
that would authorize the Director- General to finance those contributions from available casual 
income. It should be clearly understood that that was an exceptional proposal because of the 

special circumstances of Namibia and that it was not to be regarded as a precedent. 

Dr de CAIRES (United States of America) was concerned about the principle involved in the 

draft resolution. His delegation believed that Associate Members of WHO should not be 

exempted from paying their assessments even if there were special circumstances. The • precedent that might thus be established would not be in the best interests of the Organization. 
His delegation's views on the principle involved should not be taken to mean any change in the 

United States Government's basic policy of support for the independence of Namibia or for the 

legitimate right of the United Nations to administer the territory. 

• 

Mr BRECKENRIDGE (Sri Lanka) wondered whether, in the light of the discussions in the 

Executive Board, there might be a reasonable alternative to the one proposed in the draft 
resolution. If so, it should be considered. 

Dr NDOYE (Senegal) agreed that an alternative would be useful for all concerned. 

The CHAIRMAN asked whether the United States delegate wished to propose a formal amendment 
to the draft resolution under consideration. 

Dr de CAIRES (United States of America) answered that he was not proposing a formal 
amendment. In reply to the delegate of Sri Lanka, he indicated that one alternative would 
be for the United Nations to continue to pay Namibia's assessments since it had undertaken 
the responsibility for Namibia. That alternative, however, had not been accepted by the 
Executive Board. 

Decision: The draft resolution proposed by the Executive Board in resolution EB59.R44 
was approved. 

The meeting rose at 5.30 p.m. 


