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Report of Joint Sub-Committee of Committoes 3 and 5

Dr. MANI (India), Repporteur, prosented to the Committee the repoft of
the drefting sub~-committeec, which hed been distributed to the Dcluéates in
document E/H/RA/W.26. This Report included the formule edopted at the Joint
meeting of the drafting ccrmittees 3 and 5 for the participstion of
non-éelf-go%erning territories in regional ogencier snd the re-dr.ft of
Article XII submltted by the drafting sub-committoc. Dr. Mesni pointedvout
that although there wae e generally favoursble fecling in the Sub-Committoe
toword the principle of netive representation, s proposed by the Delegate for
Liberia, 1t had becn decided thet this shculd act be stated in the constitution,
but should be left to the Assembly for decisgion. ‘

Formule submitted by Joint Sub-cormittes

s

The Commlttee firat considered the formule for porticipation cf
non-gelf-goveraing territories in regioncl egencics, which had been sgrocd upon

by the Joint Sarmonizing Sub-committec, This formula wes sdopted unaninounly

gy _the Committee,

Re-draft of Argégép AL

: /
Dr., MANT then presented the re-draft of Article XII of the Paries Report,

which had been drawn up py the Drafting Committes of Committee 5 on the basis of

the points of Yiew cxprcesed in the Joint Sub-Committce, end the amendments

Rﬁgﬁbﬁpﬁﬁy arfous Delegations in Committee 5. The text of tho re-draft wos

AUG;d%thgﬁyted to the Delegetes as document E/H/RA/W.26,7and certain corr.ctions
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in the text were pointed out by Dr. Mani., In the first triicle (c) the lest
word (organization) ghould have been cepitalized. . In the second Article (e)
th% last sentence should have read: "The nature and extent of the rights ¢
obligations of such ter;itories in such Committees should bo determincd ?y tis
Assembly, in consultation with the~Membér or othef authority having
responsibilitylf§r the iﬁternationgl relationg of such tcrritories end the
Member States of the regipn". To the note on the third Lrticle shouwld have
been added the sentence "The Reglonal Office shall be the administrative organ
for carrying out the functions of the Regional Committec", In the fourth
Article, Dr, Meni called attention to the adoption of the phrase "prior to the
date of signature of this Constitution” (corrcction required\in text)'in place
of "prior to 1946", which had been proposed in en smondment.
The CHAIRMAN thon presented the re-draft of Article X1i by poregroaphe for
discussion and decision.
Article I

i Dr. PARRAN (United States) proposed thet Article I (c) bo re- drafted to
rééd: "Each region&l heslth organization should act ag en integral part of
the World Health Organizatﬁon in accordance with this Conetitution”.

Dr CHTSHOuM (Canada) p onoscd that the word "be" be substituted for "wct es”.

These amendments were accepted by the Committee.

Afzer Ceneral VAUCIL {Francc) had called attention to the necessity of

correnting the French trenslation of Article I (d), Article T ss a whole was
2

adonted wrarinennly.
. frticle II

Altnnazy Tir . RAITITE (United Kingdom) suggested that tho phrese "provided
thz L tioey me comson&nt\with the policy laid down by the /ssembly” be added to
Article‘II (c; (5}, he agreed with Dr, Mani's explanatioﬁ that the point had
been covered by clause {c) of Article I, and proposed that the matter be
referred to the Gencral Drafting Committes.

In the discussion of the Article &s a whole, the Delegate for IRLN

suggested that it might be adviséble té include mention of the rules of
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procedure, However, the Committee agreed with the opinions cxpressed by the
CHAIRMAN and Dr. MANI (India) that it was unnecessary to mention adoption of

rules of procedure specifically in the constitution, since this was normal

administrative procedure, Article II was then adopted unanimously.
| ‘ Article III R

Regarding Article IIT (b), which concerneﬁ~procedure for selecting Regional
Directors, a lengthy discussion took p;acg, _Three principal~ﬁiewpoints were :
represented. . |
) Dr. KAUNTZE (United Kingdom), supported by Dr. CHISHOLM (Canada),)proposed
“that the éppointmcnt of Regional Directors be made by the Executive Board in-
consultation with the Regional Committee concerned. This procedure, it was
argued, wbuid insure the selection of Regional Directors familiar not‘only
with regional but with world health problems, would permit interchange of
Regional Directors, énd wéuld protect Regional Committees sgainst undue
political influence. The modification suggested by Dr. CILENTO (Australia)
that the appointment be made by the Director-Genqral in consultation with
thé’Reéional Cémmittee concerned and subJject to»approval of the Executive
Board, was app;oved by-the Delegate for the United Kingdom as clarifying
gtill further the allotment of'responsibiiity. Dr: MANT (Ihdia) stated that
the sub-committee had considered this plan, but that there had been some
abJectiong to the idéa that regional health organizations should have their
appointments made by the Director-General.

Dr. SZE (China), whilevéupporting in principle the proposals of the
United Kingdom and Austrslia, suggested that ﬁégional Directors be appointed
by the Director-General in consultation with the Executive Board and'fhe
regpective Regional Commipteg. In his opinion; approval by the Executive.
Board was unnecessary. Dr. KAUNTZE (United/Kingdom) then withdrew his proposal
in favour of that of the Delegate for CHINA,

Dr. BUSTAMANTE (ﬁexico), supported by the Delegates for IRAN, VENEZUELA,
URUGUAY, the UNITED4STATES, EGY?T, CUBA and ARGENTINA, strongly supported the

original draft presented by the sub-committee. He believed that the Regional
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:‘Com%ittees would be béttefginformed about regicnal problems than would the
Exeéutive Boerd, which would be too far removed to know the particular nceds
bf'%he region., He felt that it was most unlikely that political inflﬁences
Eouﬁd exist to such an extent aé.to compel approval by the Executive Board.
N Dr.iGUZMAN (Venezuelsa) supported this viewpoint, believing that Regional
Com%ittees would be best fitted to appoint the Regional Directofs, and
Dr.:DAVIS (Uruguay) pointed out tha? in his opinion the original dreft was
mor% in keeping with the principle éf regionel éutonomy esteblished in the
congtitution. .Df. PARRAN (United States), in supporting the text as-originally
preéented, felt that the approval of appointments by-the Executive Board would
be ample safeguard ageinst undus political influence. He pointed out

£
the Regional Committees had been céeated because 1t was velieved that they
would heve a better knowlcdge of thc needs ofAthe\region, and 1t would b;
inconsistent to deprive them of the right to use this knowledge in the
gelection of a Regional Director. He stated thet although integration of
the Pan American Sanitary organizétion had been agreed, the retention of
the original text would be of grea£ agsistance in working out the details'of

the agreement with the World Health Organization.

I
t
; Dr. MOLL (E1l Salvedor) then moved thet the question be put to a vote, and
this was agreed by the Cormittee. [Llthough the Delegate for BELGIUM then
put;forward a compromise propesal, it was pointed cut by Dr. MAﬁI (India)
on % volnt of order, that according tﬁ the rules &f procedure gmendmepts could
not }e Proposed after closure of debate had been voted. As a result éf the
vot%, the original draft of Article III (b) wes adopted by & large majority.
IA question of constitutionsl interpretation wes then raised by
Dr. pHISHOLM (Canada) , who belicved thet Article IIT (b) was in conflict with
Sect&on VIIT, paragraéh 6, of the Paris draft as adopted by Committee 2.; It
wasg pot provided in the constitution thaot regional sccretariets were to be
,sepa?ate from the centrel secretoriat, which wes to be appointed by the
Director-General, This viewpoint was approved by Dr. KAUNTZE (United Kingdom)
: .

who %uggostad that the question be referred to the plencry session of the

L
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Conference. )

Ir opposing this interpretation, Dr. PARRAN (Uﬂitod Statés) hélicved
that Section VIII, parograph 6, rcferred oﬁiy to the secretariat of fhe
central organizetion. The CHAIRMAN expressed his agreeﬁent with Dr, Parran's
interprctation, but asked for the opinién of the Committec. )

Dr. GABALDON {Venezuela) pointed out that (c) of'Article 11T, Scction XII which
wes about to be considered, spcéificelly provided that .the Regional Director
should zppoint the staff of the Regionai Office. Dr. SIE (China)\suggested
that the matter wdé g legel gquestion and should be settled by legal oxperts.
The interprototion suggested by the Delegate for Cenade was strongly opposed
by Dr. BUSTAMANTE (Mcxico), supported by the Delegatc for Lebenon.

Dr. GUZMLN (%enezuela) belicved that the Committee should go on record as
supporting the principie that the Reglonol Director would eppoint the staff.

of the Reg;on&l Offide, and in this comnection Dr., PARRAN moved immediste

considoration of clause (c) of Article IIT. This procedure wo3 adopted by

the Commitﬁee.

\

In rosponsc to a yuestion. from Dr. HAFEZI (Iran)-regarding the order of
approval'of,staff fegula@ions, as provided in Article III (c), Dr, BIRAUD
(Secretory-Generel) pointed out that zs a mattor of hormal administrative
procedure, staff regulations would he propared by the Director-Generol and

\his secretariat for submission to the Regional Comnittees..

Dr, CHIHOIM (Canada) pr&tested the adopfion of\(c) as lnccnsistent with
the principle of total integretion emuncieted in Sectio? VIII, 6, as edopted
by Cormittee 2, and was supported by Dr. KAUNTZE (United Kingdom), who ;
sugsested tﬁat the Committee approve peregroph (c) subject to the reservetions
stated by the Deléegate for Cenada. Dr, PARRAN (United States) disepproved:
%hé\prbcedgre of adoption with reservations and was upheld by a majority of

the Committee, . , ' .

Article IIT wag then accepted, Dr. RITCHIE (New Zealand) stating that he
wished to go on record as obJocting to the adoption of the clause as drafted

while conflicte in constitutionél interpreation existed. The CHAIRM/AN stated
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that the quustion would be settlcd by the General Conference.
Article IV, In response to a question from Dr., CILENTO (Australia) .

rogerding the phrese "date of signature", in Article IV, Dr. MANI (India)

stated his interpretation to be the dzte of first gignature of.the Constitution.

Dr. KAUNTZE (Unitcd Kingdom) proposed that the last sentence be altered

to reed "the competent euthorities oxprdssed through the orgsnizations

concerned”, in order to facilitate agrecment with the Pan Americen Sanitary
organization., The use of the phrase "Pon-fmericen Sanita%y organization”
Qas opposed by Dr. BUSTAM/NIE (Mexico), supported by the Deleg&té for Cube.,
ana’the suggestion that the clause be altered to recd "The Pen-American
Sanitery organization, rcpresented by the Pan-Americen Sanitsry Bureau and
the Pan-Ametrican Senitary Confercnces" wes mede by Dr. PAZ SOLDAN (Peru)
and supported by the Delegote for Mexico. It wes decided thet all of these

suggestions be referred to the generel drafting committee.

A
vArticle IV ag amended weg then approved by the Cormitice.
- N
The report was then adopted es & whole, as emended, end the Committee,
in, concluding its svsslons, expressed cordial appreciation of the cxcullent

work of the Cheirman, Dr. TIMMERMAN, and of the rapporteur, Dr. MANI.

The meeting ross at 1:45 p.m,
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