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SIXTH MEETING 

Monday, 10 May 1982, at 14h30 

Chairman: Mr N. N. VOHRA (India) 

TRANSFER OF THE REGIONAL OFFICE FOR THE EASTERN MEDITERRANEAN: Item 35 of the A еnda 

(Document WHA34/198]/REC/1, resolution WHA34.11, para. 3(1); Document EB69/1982/ REC/1, 

resolution EВ69.R15; Documents А35/14 and A35/INF.DOC./5) 

The CHAIRMAN recalled that the Thirty- fourth World Health Assembly, in resolution WНА34.11, 

had requested the Director -General to initiate action in the matter as contained in 

paragraph 51 of the Advisory Opinion of the International Court of Justice and to report the 

results to the Executive Board at its session in January 1982 for consideration and recommenda- 

tion to the Thirty -fifth World Health Assembly. Resolution EB69.R15 reflected the Executive 

Board's deliberations on the issue; document А35/14 contained the report of the Director - 

General on the action taken since the Board's sixty -ninth session; document A35/INF.DOC./5 

contained a communication which was submitted to the World Health Assembly for its information 
at the request of the delegation of Egypt. In addition, three draft resolutions had been 

tabled on the subject. 

The first, submitted by the delegations of Afghanistan, Bahrain, Democratic Yemen, 

Djibouti, Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, 

Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates and Yemen, read: 

The Thirty -fifth World Health Assembly, 
Recalling resolution EM/RC -SSA 2/R.1 of Sub -Committee A of the second special 

session of the Regional Committee for the Eastern Mediterranean deciding on the transfer 
of the Regional Office from Alexandria to Amman;1 

Referring to resolution WНА33.16 on the transfer of the Regional Office for the 

Eastern Mediterranean from Alexandria; 
Having taken cognizance of the Advisory Opinion of the International Court of 

Justice dated 20 December 1980 on the interpretation of the Agreement of 25 March 1951 
between the World Health Organization and Egypt; 

Noting resolution WНА34.11, in which the Director -General was requested, inter alia, 
to initiate action as contained in paragraph 51 of the Advisory Opinion of the 
International Court of Justice of 20 December 1980; 

Noting resolution EВ69.R15, adopted by the Executive Board at its sixty -ninth 
session, in which the Director -General and the Government of Egypt were requested to 

continue their consultations in accordance with the whole of paragraph 51 of the Advisory 
Opinion of the International Court of Justice; 

Considering that every organization has the right to choose the site of its 
headquarters or of its offices and to transfer them elsewhere; 

Noting the difficulties preventing the Regional Office from fulfilling the functions 
assigned to it under the Constitution of the World Health Organization, to the detriment 
of the Organization's programmes in the Eastern Mediterranean Region and of joint 
activities with other regions; 

Bearing in mind that the Member States of the Region have decided to cover the full 
cost of the transfer of the Regional Office to Amman, and the increased recurring annual 
costs for a period of five years; 

1. DECIDES to transfer the Regional Office for the Eastern Mediterranean from 
Alexandria, Arab Republic of Egypt, to Amman, Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan; 

2. REQUESTS the Director -General to implement this decision within a period not 
exceeding six months from the present date; 

3. AFFIRMS that the Regional Office staff will retain their posts at the new site so 
that the Office will continue to benefit from their experience and so as to ensure that 
their legal rights are respected. 

1 Document WHA33 /1980/REС/1, p. 67. 

• 

• 
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The second, submitted by the delegations of Belgium, Central African Republic, Colombia, 
Federal Republic of Germany, Ivory Coast, Luxembourg, Malawi, Norway, Peru, Swaziland, Tonga 
and Zaire, read: 

The Thirty -fifth World Health Assembly, 
Recalling its decision WHА32(19) and its resolutions WHA33.16 and WHА34.11; 
Noting the report of the Working Group established by Executive Board decision 

ЕВ64(1) ; 

Having received the report of the Director -General on the consultations he has 
undertaken with the Government of Egypt in accordance with resolutions WHА34.11 and 

EB69.R15; 

Considering that a decision. to relocate a regional office is of such importance and 

complexity that it requires a comprehensive study on the objective need for and utility 

of such a step as well as its implications for the Organization and the Member States; 

1. REQUESTS the Director -General to prepare and submit to the Thirty -sixth World 

Health Assembly a comprehensive study on all the implications and consequences of 

relocating the Regional Office for the Eastern Mediterranean from its present site in 

Alexandria to another site in the region, including, inter alia, a description of the 

advantages and disadvantages of any such decision, and of all related financial, legal, 

technical and institutional implications for the World Health Organization and its 

Member States; 

2. AUTHORIZES the Director- General to use, as he may deem necessary, experts in 
preparing the above -mentioned study; 

3. REQUESTS further the Director -General to continue to take whatever action he 

considers necessary to ensure the smooth operation of the technical, administrative and 

managerial programmes of the Regional Office for the Eastern Mediterranean. 

The third, submitted by the delegations of Botswana, Rwanda, Samoa and Zambia, read: 

The Thirty -fifth World Health Assembly, 

Having considered the report of the Director- General; 

Believing that at this juncture of the Organization's life, when all Member States 
are striving towards attaining the social goal of Health for All by the Year 2000, they 

should benefit to the maximum extent possible from the partnership with their Organiza- 

tion in this endeavour; 

1. REQUESTS the Director -General and the Government of Egypt to continue, in compliance 

with resolutions WHА34.11 and EB69.R15, their consultations in accordance with the whole 

of paragraph 51 of the Advisory Opinion of the International Court of Justice of 

20 December 1980; 

2. EXPRESSES its appreciation to the Director -General for the measures so far taken 

to ensure as far as possible the effective implementation of health programmes in the 

Region; 

3. AUTHORIZES the Director -General to initiate further ad hoc temporary arrangements, 

including the setting up of an operational sub -office in a suitable place in the 

Region, in order to enable all Members of the Region to benefit fully from their 

Organization, especially within the Region, until the consultations referred to in 

operative paragraph 1 above are completed; 

4. REQUESTS the Director -General to report back to the Thirty -sixth World Health 
Assembly on the progress made. 

Before opening the discussion, he would invite the Chairman of the Executive Board aid 

the Personal Representative of the Director -General to provide further information on the 

matter. 

Dr HIDDLESTONE (Chairman of the Executive Board) said that at its sixty -ninth session, 

the Board had considered the report by the Director -General on the consultations he had held 

with the Egyptian Government at the request of the Health Assembly in accordance with the 

Advisory Opinion of the International Court of Justice. The representatives of Egypt and 

Jordan had been invited to take part in the Board's discussions. The Executive Board had 
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also had before it two draft resolutions, one of which was presented by Dr Al- Awadi, the other 

by Dr Law. During the discussion on the two draft resolutions, Dr Al -Awadi had put forward 

a number of amendments to the draft resolution presented by Dr Law. Three of the amendments 

proposed by Dr Al -Awadi had been accepted by Dr Law and the co- sponsors of the draft 

resolution; some other amendments had been rejected and a change had been made to the initial 

text, whereupon the final text of resolution EB69.R15 had been adopted by consensus. In that 

resolution, the Executive Board had expressed its support for the action taken by the 

Director -General, thanked him for his report and regrested the Director- General and the 

Government of Egypt to continue their consultations in accordance with the whole of paragraph 51 

of the Advisory Opinion of the Court. 

Dr VIGNES (Personal Representative of the Director -General) said that the meetings held 

in March 1982 had constituted the second stage of the consultations with the Government of 

Egypt with which the Director -General had been entrusted by the World Health Assembly and the 
Executive Board in accordance with the Advisory Opinion of the International Court of Justice. 
The report gave an account of those consultations and set out in detail the various legal, 

constitutional, financial and administrative points discussed with the Egyptian Government. 
He was ready to reply to any further questions on the matter, but would for the moment merely 

point out that while the principles and guidelines followed during the November 1981 and 

March 1982 consultations had been the same, the former had only covered sub -paragraph 51(a) 

of the Advisory Opinion, whereas the latter had dealt with paragraph 51 as a whole. 

The positions which he had taken during the consultations had all been discussed previously 

with the Director -General. He wished to assure the Assembly that the Director -General and 

his Personal Representative had, in that difficult situation as in similar ones, been guided 

throughout by the desire to protect and uphold the Organization's interests. 

Dr ZAKI (Egypt) said that his delegation regretted that the item under discussion was 
still on the Health Assembly's agenda, particularly since the matter stemmed from political 
differences of a transitory nature. The Regional Office for the Eastern Mediterranean had 
been in Alexandria since 1949; but its transfer would affect the interests not of Egypt alone 

but of the entire Organization and the international community as a whole. It was important 

not to set a precedent whereby the provision of regional health services could be influenced by 

political matters - a point which delegations would surely bear in mind. 

As would be seen from the memorandum submitted by his delegation (document A35/INF.DOC./5, 
Annex), Alexandria had been selected as the site of the Regional Office for sound historical 
reasons and as a result of studies carried out by Dr Stampar on behalf of the Iterim Commission 
of the World Health Organization. Based at Alexandria for more than three decades, EMRO - 

under the guidance of Dr Shousha and later of Dr Taba, who had given 25 years of devoted 

service - had provided excellent services, in collaboration with Egyptian scientific 

institutions, which had placed many specialists at its disposal. 

He submitted that it would not only be unwise to transfer the Regional Office, for 

political motives, from a centre with such a background, and where such experience was 
available; to do so would also create an undesirable precedent; there was no guarantee that 

further transfers would not be sought if political circumstances changed again. 

It was also important not to take action which might adversely affect the regional nature 

of WHO's work. Egypt had not allowed political events of a transitory nature, such as the 

severing of diplomatic relations, to prevent it from continuing to provide medical and 

scientific services to other countries of the region and to train those countries' students. 

During the consultations with the Director- General pursuant to the Advisory Opinion of the 

International Court of Justice, the Egyptian Government had stressed that the choice of 
location for the Regional Office should be based on health considerations alone, having regard 
to performance capabilities in compliance with the Constitution of the Organization. 

He appealed to delegations from all the countries of the Region to set aside political 

considerations and act in a desire to promote cooperation in the interests of health services; 
his delegation hoped, for the sake of the wellbeing of the Region's peoples, that the question 
had appeared for the last time on the agenda of the World Health Assembly. 

Dr DLAMINI (Swaziland) commended the Director -General on his prompt compliance with 
resolution EB69.R15 in continuing the consultations with the Government of Egypt concerning 
the possible transfer of the Regional Office for the Eastern Mediterranean. His delegation 
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noted with appreciation that a measure of progress had been made at the March 1982 meetings; 

no conclusions had yet been reached, however, and it was to be hoped that everything possible 

would be done to permit a final decision on the matter at the Thirty -sixth World Health 

Assembly. 

The purpose of the second of the draft resolutions tabled was to ensure that the Health 

Assembly would be provided with the further information necessary for such a decision to be 

taken. During preliminary consideration of the matter in 1980, the Assembly had been told 

that a transfer might disrupt WHO's work and seriously hamper regional technical cooperation. 

It had also been informed that during its visit to what was now proposed as the new host 

country, the Working Group established by the Executive Board had been unable, due to lack of 

time, to look into all the requirements for the establishment there of the Regional Office. 

The report of the Working Group had mentioned the difficulty of finding suitable personnel, 

particularly French -speaking; and it had been estimated that to provide office accommodation 

similar to that being used by the Regional Office at the time would cost some US$ 700 000 

per annum, which raised the question whether a suitable office building might not have to be 

constructed by WHO. 
In his delegation's view, the whole matter required the most serious consideration; 

the Health Assembly must be provided with the fullest financial, legal, technical and 

institutional information before a decision could be taken. That was why his delegation was • a co- sponsor of the draft resolution to which he had referred. 

Mr AL- ARRAYED (Bahrain) said that his delegation was concerned that the subject had now 

been under discussion for over three years; it believed that the time had come for the 

Assembly to take a decision in order that the health and humanitarian interests of the Region 

should suffer no further. 

The Regional Office existed for the benefit of the Region as a whole, not simply one 

part of it. His delegation regretted that the reasons for wanting a transfer appeared to be 

seen by some as merely political; in fact, there were sound technical reasons for a move. 

Many of the reasons mentioned by the Egyptian delegation for the original location of the 

Regional Office at Alexandria had been valid at the time, but that choice had been made when 

the Region had only 8 or 9 Member countries; the current situation was vastly different. 

A further example of the changed situation was the growth in travel requirements; Alexandria 

had no international airport. Therefore, the technical reasons for the proposed transfer 

should be given due consideration; and the political reasons for the reluctance to transfer 

the Regional Office should be ignored. A speedy solution, even if only of a temporary 

nature, should be sought, in order to end the uncertainty and the consequent adverse effects 
on the provision of health services in the Region. 

Dr HACEN (Mauritania) said that the delays in reaching a decision on the transfer of 

the Regional Office had created serious problems for the countries in the Region. The 

reasons for the proposed transfer had originally been of a political nature, but they were 
increasingly becoming material, since many countries were excluded from communication with 
the Regional Office, and humanitarian, since it was becoming impossible to carry out regional 

programmes or to intervene in situations - like the flooding in Democratic Yemen - which 
required immediate action. 

Reference had been made to general trends in the Eastern Mediterranean Region. Those 

trends - the daily attacks on innocent civilians, the annexation of land belonging to others 
for countless generations, the desecration of holy places and the bombing of defenceless 
villages and even nuclear installations destined for peaceful use - were certainly extremely 
serious. It had been said that that situation was merely transitory but it had already 
lasted for four years. Set against that background, the paralysis of the Regional Office 
as the result of an unprecedented situation - in which the transfer desired by the majority 
of the Members of the Region was persistently obstructed - should be seen not merely as grave, 

but inadmissible. 
It was true that Egypt was a brother Arab country; and indeed, it provided countries 

throughout the Region with the services of professional, skilled and unskilled workers. 
But in allowing innocent civilians in neighbouring countries to pay the price of the return 
of its territory, and in depriving other countries of the benefits provided by the Organization 
of which they were all members, did it not show that its gestures of brotherhood were 
selective? 
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His delegation's major concern was, however, that the wishes of the majority of countries 
of the Region should be reflected without further delay in a decision to transfer the 
Regional Office. 

Mr de BOCK (Belgium) speaking on behalf of the States members of the European Communities, 
said that the report of the Director- General (document А35/14) covered a number of important 
legal issues, especially in relation to the conditions of the possible transfer of the 
Regional Office. However, it did not answer other questions raised by the Working Group 
established by the Executive Board at its sixty - fourth session. Without a detailed analysis 
of those questions it would be difficult to determine what such a transfer really involved. 

The financial implications of a transfer were another matter requiring elucidation and 
further clarification, as widely varying figures had been quoted, to which would have to be 
added the loss of the capital invested over the years in the Alexandria Office. Updated 
figures were urgently needed, as was a detailed examination of the impact of a transfer on 
staff. 

The countries for which he spoke considered that even if the expenditure involved were 
to be met by voluntary contributions, such an outlay should not take priority over the 
implementation of the demanding health programmes on which the attainment of the goal of 
Health for All by the Year 2000 depended. 

They also believed that in view of the important function the regional offices played in 
the Organization, attention should be drawn to the possible damage a transfer might inflict 
on the fulfilment of the Eastern Mediterranean Regional Office's institutional role. 

A deliberate effort had been made to exclude political issues from the foregoing 
considerations. Hasty decisions should be avoided for the good of the Health Assembly, and 
it was to be hoped that a solution acceptable to all could be found. 

Dr ANNANDALE (Samoa) shared the concerns expressed by the previous speaker. More 

specifically, she requested information on the following three points. Firstly, what would 

indeed be the approximate cost of a transfer of the Regional Office? If the sum involved 
proved to be exceedingly high, might it not be better projects? Secondly, 
what had been the operating costs of the sub -office that had existed at WHO headquarters for 

the past four years? Thirdly, could a brief outline be provided of recent activities in the 

Eastern Mediterranean Region, despite the existing difficulties: were there any achievements 
or setbacks to be noted; were there any ongoing new health projects; what was the status of 

training programmes, meetings and so on? 

Mr VALDIVIESO (Peru) said that his country, whose geographical position and sentiments 

of goodwill towards all the Members of WHO enabled it to take an objective and disinterested 

position on the matter, would have preferred the countries of the Eastern Mediterranean 

Region to find a negotiated solution. In the absence of such a solution, and since a firm 

proposal for the transfer of the Regional Office had been tabled, it believed that the Health 

Assembly should be provided with a greater amount of information; and more particularly with 

arguments that would justify the termination of a contractual relationship between the 

Organization and a Member State, the legal basis of which was not called in question and which 

had been in effect for the past thirty years. It also believed that the implications and 

consequences of relocating the Regional Office should be examined further. 

Without those elements of judgement, any decision that might be taken would almost 

certainly be based on political considerations, and that might not be in the best interests 

of the Organization as a whole. 

For those reasons, his delegation had agreed to co- sponsor the second of the draft 
resolutions before the Committee. 

Dr MARANDI (Iran) noted what appeared to be a general desire to have the Regional Office 
for the Eastern Mediterranean moved from Alexandria. In a position as untenable as that in 

which the Regional Office had found itself for the past three years, no amount of effort 
would make things work. It was therefore hoped that a decision could soon be taken to move 
the Regional Office to a more appropriate place. However, many delegates were concerned about 
the expense of transferring the Office from Alexandria first to one place and then perhaps 
after a while to another. He felt that of the three draft resolutions before the Committee, 
the second (submitted by the delegations of Botswana, Rwanda, Samoa and Zambia) would be the 



А35/в /sЕ/6 
page 7 

most appropriate - provided that it could be amended to the effect that the Regional Office 

should leave Alexandria; that its work should then be taken over by a temporary sub -office, 

which could remain in Geneva pending the carrying out of the requisite studies; and that a 

final decision on ultimate location of the Regional Office should be taken by agreement 

between all the countries concerned in the following year. 

Dr RICH (Cuba) said that the present situation was considerably hampering the task of 

WHO in promoting health within the Region. The Health Assembly, bearing in mind the opinion 

of the International Court of Justice and also the health needs of the Region, must come to 

a decision which, her delegation believed, should cater to the interests of the majority of 

the countries of the Region. Her delegation therefore supported the transfer of the Regional 

Office. 

Dr SEBINA (Botswana) said that, before speaking to the draft resolution proposed by his 

delegation and others, he would like to hear the Director- General's answers to the questions 

put by the delegate of Samoa. Any solution proposed might be influenced by those answers; 

for example they might make it possible to propose amendments to an earlier resolution rather 

than put forward a completely new text. 

The DIRECTOR- GENERAL, in reply to the first question asked by the delegate of Samoa, said 

that the cost of transferring the Regional Office from its present location in Alexandria to 

the proposed new site at Amman had been calculated by the Executive Board Working Group set up 

to deal with the question. That Working Group's report contained all the relevant figures; a 

detailed breakdown of them had been updated and could be made available to delegates if desired. 

Broadly, the figures were as follows (updated to current financial conditions). The cost of 

the transfer in the first year (including the one -time, non- recurring costs) would be $ 3.2 

million; in each of the four years thereafter it would be $ 1.8 million, giving a total 

expenditure over and above what would be incurred at the current location, of $ 10.4 million 

over the first five years. 

Secondly, the costs of what had been referred to as the regional operational office in 

Geneva (set up after he had offered his good offices in the matter two years previously) did 

not represent any additional financial burden to Member States since that operational facility 

had been provided by transferring one professional category staff member from Alexandria to 

Geneva; he was assisted by four secretaries. 

Thirdly, the particular constraints of the present situation in the Eastern Mediterranean 

Region had led him to offer his good offices to the Health Assembly to try to prevent any 

serious breakdown between the Member States concerned and WHO. The Health Assembly had 

accepted that offer, and every effort had been made to maintain cooperation between Member 

States of the Region and the Organization. A special programme had been developed that was 

operating from the Director -General's Office and had enabled the technical side of cooperation 

activities to be maintained to a certain extent. However, although technical cooperation had 

gone forward, what might be called the political side of health activities had not been so 

successful. It had not, for example, been possible to convene the Regional Committee and 

certain other meetings. 

Dr TAPA (Tonga) said that the proposed transfer of the Regional Office was not only a 

difficult and complex matter: his delegation had found it a particularly painful one ever since 

it had first been raised. Asa co- sponsor of the second draft resolution (submitted by the 

Belgian and other delegations), he was not yet fully convinced of the need for that transfer 

and would thus emphasize operative paragraph 1 of that draft resolution, urging the need for a 

comprehensive study. 
He believed that the whole was more important than its parts, and that there would be no 

regional offices if the World Health Organization did not exist. His concern was that WHO 

might be prevented from carrying out its unique humanitarian and health functions if disruptive 

forces were brought to bear upon it. He urged the Assembly to make haste slowly, coming to 

its decision patiently and wisely. Time alone would perhaps be the saving factor. 

Dr ANNANDALE (Samoa) said that she could not accept a draft resolution that did not 

reflect some evidence of compromise, fairness, and rational action. Undoubtedly all 

delegations at the present Health Assembly would wish to see a peaceful and reasonable 
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atmosphere prevail so that they could work together to achieve their cherished goal of health 
for all. The sort of politics that had recently been encroaching on the Organization's work 
was likely to impede its progress and retard the achievement of that goal; to counter that 
encroachment the Health Assembly's action must be prompt, rational, consistent, and unbiased. 

Her delegation's decision to co- sponsor the third draft resolution was based on a wish for 
justice and fair play, a desire for peace and understanding, and a deep conviction that the 
overriding considerations of delegations should be to achieve the goal of health for all. 

She therefore hoped that the Committee, in a spirit of compromise, would approve the third 
draft resolution. 

Dr SEBINA (Botswana) thanked the Director- General, in a difficult and protracted 
situation, for his efforts to ensure that health programmes reached the people of the 

Eastern Mediterranean Region. Although it had not been possible to convene the Regional 
Committee and certain other meetings, some laudable work had been done through the sub -office 

in Geneva. 

Differences between the Members of one Region should not be allowed to disturb the 
brotherly relations between the Member States of WHO as a whole or counter their desire to 
pursue the aims of health for all. The co- sponsors of the third draft resolution also saw 
merits in the draft resolution submitted by the Belgian and other delegations. He believed 

that a dialogue between the two groups of sponsors could result in a single text that would 
help calm the emotional and divisive feelings aroused by the subject under discussion. 

Dr BRYANT (United States of America) expressed regret that a draft resolution had been 

introduced calling for the transfer of the Regional Office at a time when it seemed that the 
countries of the Region might no longer insist on such a political step. Discussions between 
WHO and the host country, together with other considerations, made it clear that the transfer 
of the Regional Office would involve complex financial, logistical, legal and technical issues 
which had still to be clarified. His delegation therefore supported the second draft 

resolution. It would not support any proposal to set up an interim or subsidiary office because 
(1) such a measure was unnecessary, since headquarters provided supportive functions; (2) the 

decision would explicitly acknowledge validity of the proposal to move the Regional Office; 
(3) Article 44 of the WHO Constitution specified that there should not be more than one regional 
office in each area; and (4) confusion would result from any attempt to have a subsidiary 

office to assume functions properly carried out by the Regional Office. The Health Assembly 
should place its confidence in the Director -General's continuing with arrangements to ensure 
services to the people of the Region, as specified in WНАЗ4.11 and the second draft resolution. 

He endorsed the proposal of the delegate of Botswana for a compromise between the second and 
third draft resolutions. 

Mr PAQUET (Canada) supported the proposal of 

draft resolutions. Both contained elements which 
also giving rise to a number of reservations. He 

emerge in a form which would be acceptable to the 

the delegate of Botswana to marry the two 

his delegation was able to support, whilst 
hoped that a single draft resolution would 
vast majority of delegations. 

Dr KАBАMBА NKAMANY (Zaire) said that his delegation, a co- sponsor of the second draft 
resolution, did not believe that the factors to be taken into consideration really justified 
the transfer of the Regional Office. The emotional nature of the issue should be set aside 
in favour of the priorities of "Health for All ". He therefore urged the meeting to give 
serious consideration to the proposal contained in the second draft resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN observed that there seemed to be a desire by all parties to find a compromise 
solution. The sponsors of the second and third draft resolutions might wish to try and combine 
their texts, as suggested. He proposed that the meeting should be suspended for that purpose. 

It was so agreed. 
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The meeting was suspended at 16h15 and resumed at 17h45. 

On resumption of the meeting, Dr SEBINA (Botswana) reported that although 100% agreement 

had not been reached, the following compromise text had been agreed on by the sponsors of 

the two draft resolutions: 

The Thirty -fifth World Health Assembly, 

Having considered the report of the Director -General; 

Believing that at this juncture of the Organization's life, when all Member States 

are striving towards attaining the social goal of health for all by the year 2000, 

they should benefit to the maximum extent possible from the partnership with their 

Organization in this endeavour; 

1. REQUESTS the Director -General and the Government of Egypt to continue, in 

compliance with resolution WНАЭ4.11 and EB69.R15, their consultations in accordance with 

the whole of paragraph 51 of the Advisory Opinion of the International Court of Justice 

of 20 December 1980; 

2. REQUESTS the Director -General to prepare and submit to the Thirty -sixth World 

Health Assembly a comprehensive study on all the implications and consequences of 

relocating the Regional Office for the Eastern Mediterranean from its present site in 

Alexandria to another site in the Region, including, inter alia, a description of the 

advantages and disadvantages of any such decision, and of all related financial, 

legal, technical and institutional implications for the World Health Organization and 

its Member States; 

3. EXPRESSES its appreciation to the Director -General for the measures so far taken to 

ensure as far as possible the effective implementation of health programmes in the 

Region; 

4. REQUESTS further the Director -General to continue to take whatever action he 
considers necessary to ensure the smooth operation of the technical, administrative 
and managerial programmes of the Region, including the setting up of any operational 
facilities he deems necessary, in order to enable all Members of the Region to benefit 
fully from their Organization until the Health Assembly has taken a decision on the study 

referred to in operative paragraph 2. 

Professor AUJALEU (France) asked that the draft resolution should be circulated in 

writing in all the official languages before discussion of it began. 

Dr GEZAIRY (Saudi Arabia) regretted that the change proposed by the Arab countries in 

the Region had not been accepted by certain other delegates. The Arab countries had 

requested that a temporary office should be established in the Region itself. 

The CHAТRMAN asked the Secretariat to circulate the combined draft resolution in all 
official languages in time for discussion at the beginning of the next meeting. 

The meeting rose at 17h55. 


