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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 session. 
Alternatively, they may be forwarded to Chief, Office of Publications, World Health Organization, 
1211 Geneva 27, Switzerland, before 2 July 1993. 

The final text will appear subsequently in Forty-sixth World HeaKh Assembly: Summary records 
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NINTH MEETING 

Wednesday, 12 May 1993, at 9hOO 

Chairman: Mr B.M. TAITT (Barbados) 

1. HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS: Item 33 of the Agenda 
(Document A46/30) (continued) 

Ms KUNTZ (World Federation of Public Health Associations), after describing WFPHA's principal 
characteristics, said that at its most recent Annual Meeting held on the opening day of the Health Assembly, it 
had unanimously adopted a resolution on nuclear weapons and public health which inter alia，urged the 
Forty-sixth World Health Assembly to request an advisory opinion from the International Court of Justice on 
the legal status of the use of nuclear weapons, so as to remove the cloud of legal doubt under which the 
nuclear powers continued their involvement with such weapons, as well as to provide the legal basis for the 
gradual creation of a nuclear-free world. The sentiments expressed in that resolution seemed to have been 
reflected by most speakers in Committee B，s debate on item 33. 

WFPHA considered that WHO was competent to approach the World Court on behalf of the world 
health community. Notwithstanding the explanation provided by the Legal Counsel at the previous meeting, 
WFPHA remained convinced of the need to clarify international law in relation to the use of nuclear weapons. 
The United Nations instruments currently in force had proved ineffective in controlling the spread of nuclear 
weapons and their consequent threat to health and the environment. Moreover, despite the dedication of 
health professionals at every level, the use of even a single nuclear weapon would totally overwhelm both 
clinical and public health facilities. The only safeguard was thus prevention, and a new approach to the issue 
was urgently required. WFPHA considered that WHO should take appropriate action on the matter without 
further delay. Approval of the draft resolution on health and environmental effects of nuclear weapons, which 
was before the Committee and to which the Federation lent its full support, would be a significant step towards 
a nuclear weapons convention, and a healthier and safer nuclear weapon-free world. 

The CHAIRMAN recalled that a motion had been tabled at the previous meeting by the United States 
delegation, supported by several other delegations, invoking Rule 65 of the Rules of Procedure of the World 
Health Assembly in connection with the draft resolution before the Committee. 

Dr CHAVEZ PEON (Mexico) requested that the vote on the United States motion be taken by secret 
ballot. 

In response to a request for a roll-call vote by Mr BOYER (United States of America), Dr PIEL (Legal 
Counsel) explained that although Rule 74 of the Rules of Procedure established that the Health Assembly 
should normally vote by show of hands, except when a delegate requested a roll-call vote, a request for a vote 
by secret ballot under Rule 78 should be given priority. A decision whether or not to vote by secret ballot 
could only be taken by show of hands. 

The CHAIRMAN, after further clarifications, invited the Committee to vote by show of hands on the 
proposal for a vote by secret ballot on the motion tabled by the United States delegation invoking Rule 65 of 
the Rules of Procedure in regard to the draft resolution before the Committee. 

The proposal was adopted by 43 votes to 36，with 5 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Legal Counsel to explain the next stage of the voting procedure. 

Dr PIEL (Legal Counsel) indicated that Rules 78’ 79 and 80 of the Rules of Procedure, on voting by 
secret ballot, applied. Althou^i Rule 79 stated that the counting of votes was to take place in a separate room, 
he advised that it take place in the meeting room itself as that was permitted by the rule and would involve 
less disturbance to the proceedings. The Chairman's first task would be to appoint two tellers from among the 
delegations present to assist in the counting of the vote. Delegates should inscribe only "yes" or "no" on their 
ballot papers, to indicate whether they were in favour of or against the motion. 
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The CHAIRMAN announced that the tellers were to be the delegates of Canada and India. 

In reply to a question from Mrs LINI (Vanuatu), the CHAIRMAN reminded delegates that the motion 
to be voted had been tabled under Rule 65 of the Rules of Procedure of the World Health Assembly, which 
stated that "any motion calling for a decision on the competence of the Health Assembly to adopt a proposal 
submitted to it shall be put to the vote before a vote is taken on the proposal in question". 

Mr BOYER (United States of America) begged leave to explain the motion further. 

The CHAIRMAN said that technically there could be no interruption of the voting process, which was 
under way, except on a point of order concerning that process. Any explanation of the motion must be strictly 
limited. 

Mr BOYER (United States of America) said that his delegation had moved that the draft resolution 
before the Committee was not within the competence of the World Health Organization. Attitudes to nuclear 
war were not in question. 

In response to procedural remarks by Dr MOHAMED (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya), Dr CHAVEZ PEON 
(Mexico) and the CHAIRMAN, Dr PIEL (Legal Counsel) further explained that the United States of America 
had challenged the competence of the World Health Assembly on the issue under Rule 65. A "yes" vote would 
imply agreement that the Health Assembly did not have the competence to adopt the proposed resolution. A 
"no" vote would imply that the Health Assembly did have the competence to do so. 

Following further procedural remarks by Mr JORGENSEN (Denmark), Dr О WEISS (Jordan) and 
Professor FIKRI-BENBRAHIM (Morocco), the CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to vote on the motion by 
the delegate of the United States of America. 

Mr Ausman (Canada) and Mr Lamba (India) were appointed as tellers. 

A vote was taken by secret ballot. 

The result of the vote was as follows: number of Members entitled to vote - 163; absent - 60; 
abstentions - 3; papers null and void - none; number of Members present and voting - 100; number required 
for a simple majority - 51; votes in favour - 38; votes against - 62. 

Having failed to obtain the required majority, the motion was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that consideration of the draft resolution on health and environmental 
effects of nuclear weapons be deferred to the following meeting. 

It was so agreed. 

2. THIRD REPORT OF COMMITTEE В (Document (Draft) A46/49) 

The CHAIRMAN drew the Committee's attention to an error under item 32.2 on page 13 of the draft 
report, where the decision should end at the first mention of the word "Committee". 

Dr HAMDAN (United Arab Emirates)，Rapporteur, read out the narrative part of the draft Third 
Report of Committee B. 

The report was adopted. 

The meeting rose at llh40. 


