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Note 

This summary record is provisional only. The summaries of statements have not yet 

been approved by the speakers, and the text should not be quoted. 

Corrections for inclusion in the final version should be handed in to the Conference 
Officer or sent to the Records Service (Room 4013, WHO headquarters), in writing, before 
the end of the Health Assembly. Alternatively, they may be forwarded to Chief, Office of 
Publications, World Health Organization, 1211 Geneva 2 7 , Switzerland, before 1 July 1983. 

The final text will appear subsequently in Thirty-sixth World Health Assembly: 

Summary records of committees (document 



1. METHOD OF WORK AND DURATION OF THE HEALTH ASSEMBLY 

The CHAIRMAN reminded the Committee that under its terms of reference, as defined in 

Rule 33 of the Rules of Procedure of the Health Assembly, it was required first of all to deal 

with item 8 of the provisional agenda (Method of work and duration of the Health Assembly). 

The Executive Board, in its resolution EB71.R3, had made various recommendations to the 
Thirty-sixth World Health Assembly in order to rationalize and improve its work. Since the 
Assembly had to consider the recommendations made in operative paragraph 3 of the resolution 
concerned right at the start of its session, the Chairman suggested that the Committee review 
them one by one so that it could transmit its own recommendations to the Assembly for the 
plenary meeting that afternoon. The Committee might wish at the same time to recommend to 
the Assembly that it instruct Committee В to study in depth the recommendations of the Board 
contained in paragraph 4 of resolution EB71.R3. 

It was so agreed. 

The CHAIRMAN then reviewed the recommendations contained in paragraph 3 of the 
resolution in question. 

The first was concerned with the implementation by the present Assembly of the changes in 

the methods of work introduced on a trial basis at the Thirty-fifth World Health Assembly. 

In adopting them the Assembly would decide that one of the main committees would meet during 

the discussion in. plenary on the reports of the Executive Board and the Director-General; 

moreover, at the end of the first week when the technical discussions were held, plenary 

meetings would be held all day on the Friday and one of the main committees would meet on the 

Saturday morning. Those changes were shown in the preliminary timetable for the present 

Assembly drawn up by the Executive Board and submitted to the General Committee in 

document АЗб/Gc/l. The Chairman added that he did not think the Assembly would be able to 

complete its work within the two and a half weeks fixed for the present session unless it 

implemented those changes. 

In respect of the second recommendation, concerning the normal working hours of the 

Thirty-sixth World Health Assembly, the General Committee decided to adopt the following 

timetable: 9h00 to 12h30 and 14h30 to 17h30. 

In its third recommendation the Board had suggested that the review in Committee A of 

the proposed programme budget for 1984-1985, together with the Executive Board
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 s report 

thereon, should follow the procedure recommended by the Executive Board Working Group on the 

Method of Work of the Health Assembly (document EB7l/1983/ rEc/ 1 , Annex 1 , paragraph 45). The 

Chairman pointed out that the provisional agenda of the Assembly (document A36/1) took into 

account the proposed change that he had just mentioned. 

The General Committee agreed to recommend to the Health Assembly the implementation of 

the changes in the methods of work that the Chairman had just described. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the recommendations of the Committee to the Health Assembly 

would be communicated to the latter at the plenary meeting that afternoon. He also asked 

whether the Committee agreed to recommend to the Health Assembly that it entrust to 

Committee В the thorough consideration of the recommendations contained in paragraph 4 of 

resolution EB71.R3, 

It was so agreed. 

2. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA AND ALLOCATION OF ITEMS TO THE MAIN COMMITTEES (Document АЗб/l) 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to consider item 9 of the provisional agenda 

(Adoption of the agenda and allocation of items to the main committees), pointing out that 

under its terms of reference, defined as he had stated at the beginning of the meeting, the 

Committee was required to transmit the provisional agenda to the Assembly with its 

recommendations. 



He also drew the attention of the Committee to document A36/GC/2, in which the 

Director-General, in accordance with Rule 12 of the Rules of Procedure, submitted to it two 

requests that he had received from Member States to include a supplementary item in the agenda 

of the Thirty-sixth World Health Assembly. 

Dr SOFFER (Israel), taking the floor at the invitation of the CHAIRMAN in accordance 

with Rule 32 of the Rules of Procedure, said his delegation strongly opposed the requests 

that had just been brought to the notice of the Committee and which were based on alleged 

cases of poisoning on the West Bank. Israel was not attempting to avoid discussion, as it had 

nothing to hide. However, he felt there was at present no basis for raising the matter in 

the discussions. Immediately after the appearance of the first cases in Jenin, the Israeli 

authorities had asked teams of Arab and Israeli physicians to conduct a thorough investigation. 

The Ministry of Health of Israel had also requested various international authorities to 

conduct independent investigations, whereupon the Centres for Disease Control in Atlanta 

(United States of America) and the International Committee of the Red Cross had sent highly 

qualified experts• Following thorough epidemiological, toxicological and clinical 

examinations all the investigators, both local and international, had ruled out the possibility 

of deliberate or accidental poisoning. The International Committee of the Red Cross had 

not yet published its report. WHO had sent out a team of doctors, including four experts in 

the fields that the investigation needed to cover, in order to carry out a thorough examination 

of the situation in complete independence; they were currently at work. 

His delegation believed that until the conclusions of the WHO experts were known 

discussion of the problem was not justified. Premature discussion in the Health Assembly 

could only detract from the objectivity of the investigation conducted by the WHO experts, 

and would also harm the population, concerned. He therefore formally requested that 

consideration of the matter be postponed until the Director-General published the report of 

the WHO medical team. 

Mrs DAGHFOUS (Tunisia) said her delegation supported the requests by the Libyan Arab 

Jamahiriya and Kuwait to include the affair of the poisoning cases on the West Bank in the 

agenda of the Assembly as a supplementary item. 

Mr NAEM (Jordan) also supported that request. The matter was of extreme importance, 

and if the Assembly did not consider it the future of the populations concerned might well be 

endangered. The investigations by international experts to which the delegate of Israel 

had referred bore witness to the seriousness of the situation, which in Mr Naem' s view 

justified the inclusion of a supplementary item in the agenda. 

Dr HYND (Swaziland) felt the Assembly would risk becoming involved in an extremely 

perilous exercise, no doubt in a highly emotional atmosphere, if it decided to consider the 

matter in the absence of full and reliable reports. That could only detract from the calm 

progress of its discussions. Although there had been many articles on the subject in the 

press, there was not enough reliable information to reach an objective opinion. He therefore 

felt that consideration of the matter might perhaps be postponed, if necessary, to the next 

Health Assembly, and that the General Committee should not comply with the request to include 

an additional item in the agenda. 

Dr NSOLO (Nigeria) shared the views of the previous speaker. The Director-General had 

taken the necessary steps, and it would be premature for the Health Assembly to take up the 

matter until the results of the action he had undertaken were known. 

Mr BOYER (United States of America) concurred with the opinions expressed by the two 

previous speakers: there was at present not enough reliable information to discuss the matter 

properly. Moreover, the purpose of the General Committee was to deal with procedural 

matters, not to study problems of substance. He pointed out that item 32 of the provisional 

agenda (Health conditions of the Arab population in the occupied Arab territories, including 

Palestine) provided delegates who absolutely insisted on raising the question at the present 

Assembly with the opportunity to do so. Moreover, it should not be forgotten that the 

Executive Board, in making its recommendations on the method of work of the Assembly, had 



endeavoured to lighten the Assembly's work. The General Committee should follow that 

example and not overload the programme of work of the Assembly, which was already very heavy. 

Mr Вoyer therefore urged that the request for inclusion of an additional item in the agenda 

should not be complied with. 

Professor ISAKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) took a different view, 

question was extremely important and the Assembly could obtain useful information, 

on a preliminary basis, by deciding to consider it now, subject to more thorough 

consideration at a later stage once all the desired documentation became available 

therefore asked the General Committee to recommend the inclusion of the additional 

the agenda of the Assembly. 

Dr PAGES (Cuba) supported that request on account of the importance of the matter which 

had motivated the requests presented in document A36/GC/2. In his opinion the fact that 

WHO had sent a special team of investigators to the scene justified the Assembly considering 

the matter as a separate agenda item. In view of the differing views expressed, he 

wondered whether the General Committee should not vote on the matter. 

Dr BORGONO (Chile) stressed the importance of the General Committee carrying out its 

tasks as objectively as possible. In view of the fragmentary nature of the available 

information, he agreed with Mr Вoyer that such information could be communicated to the 

Assembly under item 32 of the provisional agenda, which would enable delegates who so wished 

to obtain information on the matter. 

The 
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Dr REID (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) and Professor SENAULT 

(France) also took the view that, if the matter had to be discussed by the present Assembly, 

item 32 would provide the perfect opportunity. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL pointed out, without wishing to interfere in any way with the 

decision of the Committee, that the report of the Special Committee of Experts (document 

АЗб/14)， which was to be considered by the Assembly under item 32 of the provisional agenda, 

raised the matter to which the requests for inclusion of a supplementary agenda item referred 

The CHAIRMAN, pointing out that it was customary for the General Committee to reach its 

decisions by consensus, wondered whether it could not agree to recommend to the Assembly 

that the matter be considered under item 32. 

Mr AL FAIN (Qatar) regretted that he could not agree to that suggestion: in view of 

the importance of the matter and its humanitarian aspects, he insisted that the Assembly 

should consider it under a separate agenda item. 

The CHAIRMAN, noting that there was still a divergence of views on the matter between 

the members of the Committee, concluded that there was nothing for it but to take a vote on 

the requests submitted. In accordance with the procedural arrangements in force he would 

therefore first of all put to the vote the proposal that the matter be considered by the 

Assembly under item 32 of the provisional agenda. He asked members of the Committee who 

were in favour of that proposal to raise their cards. 

Mrs DAGHFOUS (Tunisia) asked for confirmation that the Committee was voting on the 

proposal to include the matter as a supplementary agenda item. 

Dr PAGES (Cuba)， speaking on a point of 

begun by voting on the proposal to include a 

contrary produced confusion, as the query by 

order, believed that the Committee should have 

supplementary item in the agenda. To do the 

the previous speaker had just shown. 

M r VIGNES (Legal Counsel) said he interpreted the Chairman's request to vote first on 

the proposal to consider the matter under item 32 of the provisional agenda as based on the 

Rules of Procedure, which stated that the proposal furthest removed from the initial 

proposal should be put to the vote first. In the present case it was the proposal to 

consider the matter under item 32 which met that definition, as the initial proposal was to 

include a supplementary item in the agenda. 
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The CHAIRMAN, pointing out that voting had started but not yet been completed, asked 
the members of the Committee who were against the proposal to consider the matter under 
item 32 to raise their cards. He also asked if there were any abstentions. On noting 
that there were no votes against and no abstentions, he concluded that the General 
Committee decided to recommend to the Assembly that it consider the matter under item 32 
of the provisional agenda. 

It was so agreed. 

Since certain items had been included in the provisional agenda for consideration "if any" 

to cover eventualities that had not materialized, the CHAIRMAN suggested recommending that the 

Assembly delete those items from its agenda： they were items 12 (admission of new Members 

and Associate Members), 25 (Supplementary budget for 1982-1983) and 29 (Working Capital Fund) 

with its two sub-items. On the other hand, the words
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 if any
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 following the wording of 

items 24.3 (Members in arrears in the payment of their contributions to an extent which may-

invoke Article 7 of the Constitution) and 26.1 (Assessment of new Members and Associate 

Members) should be deleted. 

It was so agreed. 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the provisional agenda allocated items to Committees A 

arid В according to the terms of reference of those committees as laid down by Rule 34 of the 

Rules of Procedure. He took it that the Committee would wish to recommend to the Assembly 

that it accept that allocation, which did not rule out the transfer of certain items from one 

Committee to another during the session, depending on the volume of work of each Committee. 

It was so agreed. 

Turning to the question of the items contained in the provisional agenda for consideration 

in plenary meetings, the CHAIRMAN pointed out that consideration of items 1 to 7 had already 

been completed, that the Committee had just made its recommendations concerning item 8, and 

that it was at present dealing with item 9, on which its recommendations would be transmitted 

to the plenary meeting that afternoon. He took it that the Committee would agree to recommend 

that the remaining items (items 10 to 18) be considered in plenary. 

It was so agreed. 

The CHAIRMAN rioted that one of the items still to be considered in plenary concerned the 
appointment of the Director-General and the approval of his contract (item 14 of the 
provisional agenda). The organization of the private meeting at which that item would have 
to be considered was the responsibility of the General Committee and was governed by 
Article 31 of the Constitution and by Rules 108 to 112 of the Rules of Procedure of the 
Health Assembly. 

Under Rule 20 of the Rules of Procedure, private meetings could be attended by the 

delegations of Members - delegates, alternates and advisers of Member States - by the repre-

sentatives of Associate Members and the representative of the United Nations. In the past 

the Committee had also decided to admit the representatives of the Executive Board and members 

of the Secretariat whose presence was considered necessary by the Director-General. 

The Committee might also wish to recommend to the Assembly that in its consideration in 

plenary of the agenda item in question it should deal first with sub-item 14.1 (Appointment) 

and then with sub-item 14.2 (Approval of contract). 

In accordance with the practice followed on previous occasions, the Committee might also 

wish to recommend that the official announcement of the decision on the appointment of the 

Director-General be made in public, immediately on completion of the private meeting. If 

the Committee so agreed, the private meeting in question could be held on Thursday, 5 May at 

9h00 ; after that the Assembly could resume its work in public after a brief recess. 

The General Committee adopted the procedure suggested by the Chairman for the consideration 
of item 14 of the provisional agenda in a private meeting. 



3. PROGRAMME OF WORK OF THE HEALTH ASSEMBLY 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the Executive Board had decided, in paragraph 1 of 

resolution EB71.R3, that the closing meeting of the Thirty-sixth World Health Assembly should 

be held not later than at the end of Wednesday, 18 May 1983. He took it that the Committee 

would agree to approve the preliminary timetable prepared by the Executive Board 

(document АЗб/GC/l) in the light of that closing date, on the understanding that it might 

be necessary to revise it later in the session. 

Dr REID (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland), speaking as Chairman of 

the Executive Board Working Group on the Method of Work of the Health Assembly, pointed out 

that the recommendations concerning the method of work which still had to be considered by 

Committee В, as the General Committee had already agreed, were rather complex and might well 

take up a considerable amount of that Committee
1

 s time. What worried him was that, because 

of the procedure decided on for the consideration by the Assembly of the recommendations 

contained in resolution EB71.R3， that consideration would be of a fragmentary nature since 

the Assembly would have to approve part of it in the plenary meeting that very afternoon, 

while Committee В would have to consider a second part later on. According to the preliminary 

timetable that "later on" would in fact be very late in the session, because the scheduled 

date was Monday, 16 May. As members of the Committee were aware, by that time many of the 

delegations would be depleted. In order to ensure that consideration of the remaining part 

of the recommendations concerned could be as full and open as possible, he proposed that it be 

brought forward a few days to the middle of the second week of the Assembly. Referring to 

the timetable proposed for Committee В in document АЗб/GC/l, he suggested that the matter be 

considered between agenda items 31 and 33. 

Dr SEBINA (Botswana), Chairman of Committee B , supported Dr Reid * s suggestion. After 
discussing the matter with members of the Secretariat, he agreed that it would be appropriate 
to bring forward consideration of the item concerned. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL pointed out that it was up to Committee В to take whatever decisions 

it thought appropriate regarding the organization of its work. 

The General Committee then drew up the programme of meetings for that afternoon and for 

Wednesday, 4 May, Thursday, 5 May, Friday, 6 May, and Saturday, 7 May. It also approved the 

Chairman's proposal that suggestions for the election of Members entitled to designate a 

person to serve on the Executive Board be submitted by lOhOO on Monday, 9 May at the latest. 

The CHAIRMAN also proposed that, in accordance with the procedure followed at previous 

Assemblies, the order of the list of speakers wishing to take part in the discussion on agenda 

items 10 and 11， a list which already contained 95 names, should be strictly followed, and 

that any new additions to the list should be taken in the order in which they were received. 

If the Committee agreed, the Chairman would inform the Assembly of that decision at the 

plenary meeting in the afternoon. 

It was so agreed. 

Finally, the CHAIRMAN drew attention to the Technical Discussions which were to be held 

on Friday, 6 May and the morning of Saturday, 7 May. He invited Professor Senault，General 

Chairman of the Discussions, to say a few words about them to the Committee. 

Professor SENAULT (France)， in his capacity as General Chairman of the Technical 

Discussions, briefly explained the arrangements for their organization. He drew attention 

to a new feature: on the first day, after a brief presentation of the subject by himself, 

there would be a round table with contributions from consultants. Otherwise the Technical 

Discussions would proceed in the usual way. 

The meeting rose at 13h50. 


