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Report of Joint Sub-Committee o!_Qo:m11'1..i ttoes 3 r-u1.d 5 

Dr. MANI ( TndiC~.) , Ra;p;portouz·, ;prt:.eonted. to th8 Cor;:.mi ttee thG rl;)port of 

the drafting sub-committe(:), which hc·.d br:>;0r>. dl8tr:i.butud to the Dc·lv&e.tE;S in 

doCl.IDJ.e:q.t E /H /RA/W. 26. This Report includc7d the frnmnlu o.do pted et th•'-' j dnt 

moe~ing of the drafting ccmmittees 3 and 5 for thv ;pr;.rt-Jcjpetio~! oi' 

non-self-governing territories in regional ~:.g-.mc:i.t')f, end the re-dr~·.ft of 

Article XII submi tt.::.d by tho draf'tjng sub-co~rmtttoo. Dr. M$Jlli :pointed _')Ut 

that although there w~s a generally fD.vourabJ.e feeling in tho Suo-Commi ttue 

towv.rd the prin!";iplo of m .. tive ro;prcse:r..tation, cs ;proposed by tho Delegate for 

Liberiu, it h:::td be on decided thet this shculd nc.:t be stated in tht:: constitution, 

but should be left to the Ass0mbly for d.ccisiol1. 

Formulu subm~_ttod bY; Joi~b-conuni tte·:: 

The Co:rn:r:n.itt0o firat considered the formul'?·. f:-_~r prtrtidpo.tion cf 

r1on-seli'~govo:::-:1ing territories in regionc.l cgencics, which ho.d been Dgrucd upon 

by th~_.; Jo:!.nt 5e:cmonizing Sub-co:mmitt0o, This formula was eE::2:otsd unc-..nirlou.;:.::"bz 

Re-draft of Article :GI 
I 

Dr •. MA!H then ;p·.::-esented the re-draft of :.rticlo XII of the Par.is Report, 

which had been drawn up by the Drafting Commi tteo of CorrJni ttee 5 on tho b:::teiG of 
\ 

tho points of view o.xPrcsscd in the Joint Sub-Committee a.nd.·tho runondmonts 
l ' 

REC~bf¥LJ£::ij'Y a:rious Delegations .fn' Committee 5. The text of tho re-draft w~s 

distributed 
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in .tho text. were pointed out by ~r. Mani. In the first f'rticle (c) thv lr.st 

word (organization) should have been capitalized. , In the second l'rticl0 (e) 

th~ last sentence, should have read: "The nature and extent of thE.: right8 e :,-~ 
I 

ob;J..igations of such territories in such Commi'ttec.s should be dc:to:rmirLJd. b:r t.u3 

Assembly, in consul tat ion with the. ME1mbc,r or other author:t ty having 
-

responsibility for the international relations of such tcrritoriee and the 

Member States of the reGion" . To the nc;tu on the third J.rticle should have 

been added the sentence "The Regional Office 8hnll be the administrati.v.:> orge.n 

fo~ carryj_ng out the functions of the Regional Committeo". In the fourth 

Article, Dr. l-1Eil1i called attention to the adopt:J.on .of th0 phr[,SO "prior ~o the 
' 

date of signature of this Consti tutioH" ( corrcctton roq_uirE:d in to:xt) in place 

of "prior to 1946", 'tvhich had been :pro .Posed iu B.Jl nmondment. 

The CHAIRMAN thon presented the ro-dro.ft of .Article Xli. by pt:J.'Ec(3l"nphc fer 

discussion and decision. 

Article I 

Dr. PJ\RRJ\N (United States) proposed the;t; Article I (c)' bu re-draftod to 
. I , 

read: "Ea~h regional health orga.r..ization should act as eti. integral part uf 

the World HeEJ.l th OrgrnizoM.on in accordance with this __ C oneti tutj.on" . 

Dr. CHISHOLN (Canada) p:::'oposod that the word 11 be" be substi tut0d for "v .. ct e.s". 

Af-:,er -G'-e:1eral Vl\.uc:;n. (Franco) had called atte11tion to the ne::essity of 

ar1:'?Y__:" _t- :1: _:,;; _ : .. t· ~~ lCI.":_~~_l, 
i .. 
• 

t:rcJ1Slation of Article I (d), ArticlE'-' I ~..~s a vihoJ.e was 

Jrticle II 

\ 
\ 

Al:f.';-~ 1·: '.1 ::; • z,~:::~'1 1 i:.E (United Kingdom) sugg<.ostod that tho phrase "provided 

th6JL t;:-_, ) c-·:1 ,,.., t;o: t~ .~:~r::..nt with tho_ policy laid down by the 1 ssomblyn be added to 

Article II (c) ( :;_), he e.greed with Dr. Ma'1i' s explanation that the point had 

been covered by clause (c) of P.rticle I, and proposed th!:it the matter .be 

referred to the General Drafting Committee. 

In the discussion of the Article ~fi:S a whole, the Delegate for IBi...N 

suggested that it might be advis~ble t; include mention of tho rules of 
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procedure. Howeyer, the Committee agreed With the opinions e.xprc;ssed by the 

CRJ\IRM.AN and Dr. MANI (India) that it was unnecessary to mention adoption qf: 

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

adm:[nistratfve procedure, Article II was then adopted unanimously. 

Article III 

Regarding Article III (b), which concerned yroced.ure f_or selecting Regi~ 

Directors, a lengthy discussion took place. Three principal viewpoints were 

represented. 

Dr. KAUNTZE (United Kingdom), supported by Dr. CHISHOLM (Canada), proposed 

·that the appointment of Regional Directors be made by the· Executive Board in· 

consultation with the Regional Committee concerned. This procedure, it was 

argued, would insure the selection of Regional Directors familiar not only 

with regional but with world health problems, would permit interch&~e of 

Regional Directors, and would protect Regional Committees against undue 

political influence. The modtf'ication suggested by Dr. CILENTO ( Jmstralia) 

that the appointment be made by th~ Director-Gen~ral in consultation with 

the Regional Committee concerned and subject t0 approval of the Executive 

BoarQ, was approved by the Delegate for the United Kingdom as clarifying 

ptill further the allotment of responsibility. Dr. ~~ (India) stated that 

the sub-committee had considered this plan, but that there had been some 

objections to the idea that regional he&lth organizations sho1Lld have their 

appointments made by the Director-General. 

Dr. SZE (China), while supporting in principle the proposals of the 
-

United Kingdom and Austrelia, suggested that Regional Directors be appointed 

by thB Director-General in consultation with the Executive Board and·the 

respective Regional Committee. In his opinion', approval by the Executive. 

Board was unnecessary. Dr. KL:..UNTZE (United Kingdom) then withdrew his proposal 

in.favour·?f that of the Delesate for CHINA. 

Dr. BUSTJIMANTE (Mexico), supported by the Delegates for IRhN, VENEZUELA; 

URUGUAY, the UNITED STATES, E~, CUBA and ARGENTINA, stro:rigly supported tlJ.e 

original draft presented by the sub-committee. He believed that the Regional 
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:·condittees would be better~infor.med about regional problems than would the 
I 

Exec:utive Board, which would be too f.n.r removed to know the particular needs 
• I 

of ~he region, He felt that it was·most unlikely that political influences 
I 

• I 
could exist to such an extent as to compel approval by the Executive Board. 

I 

_ Dr. ~~~ (Venezuela) supported this viewpoint, believing that Regional 
I 

Comdittees would be best fitted to appoint the Regional Directors, and 
( 

Dr. 
1
DAVIS (Uruesuay) pointed out th~.t in his opinion the original draft was r . . 

morJ in Keeping with the principle of regionel ~utonomy established in the 

' constitution. Dr. PJ\R'RllN (Uni tod States), in supp-::>rting the text as ·originally 
I 

preJented, felt that the approval of appointments by-the Executive Board would 

be lple safeguard against undue political in1lucnce. He pointed out 

the Regional Committees had been created because it was believed that they 

-would have a better knowledge of tho needs of.the region, and it would be 

inconsistent to deprive them of the right to use this knowledge in the 

selection of a Regional Director. 
1 

He stated the>.t although integration of 

the ~Pan Am.eric&'l Sani tory organ.iz.ation had b0en agreed, the retention of 

the original text would be of great assistance in working out the detuils of 

the ~agreement with the World Health Organization. 

~Dr. MOLL (El Salvador) then moved thct the question be put to a vote, end 

this was agreed by the Cor.nn.i ttee. J~lthough the Delegate for BELGIUM then 

put forward a compromise proposal, it was pointGd out by Dr. MANI (Indiu) 
I 

on a point of order, that according to the rules of procedure amendments could 
I 
I 

not be proposed after closure of' debate had been voted. As a result of the 
I 

vote_, the original draft of Article III (b) wns e.doptod by e. large majority. 
! I f.,_ question of consti tutiom::.l interpretation wt.:.s then raised by 

Dr. CHISHOLM (Canada), who believed thc.t Jl,rticle III (b) was in conflict with 
I 

I 
Sect~on VIII, paragraph 6~ of the Paris draft as adopted by Committee 2 •. It 

was ~ot provided in the constitution thGt regional secretariats were to be 

. separato from the central secreto..ria t, which ~vns to be appoj_nted by the 
I 

Dire~tor-General. This viewpoint was approved -by ·nr. Kl\.UNTZE (United Kingdol'!l) 
I 

who suggested that th0 question be referred to the plenr.cry session of the 
I 
L 
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Iri' opposing thls interpretation, Dr. PARRilli (United States) \olicved 

that Section VIII, paragraph 6, roferrGd only to the secretariat of the 

central organizntion. 'fhe CHAIRMJl.N t1xpres'sed his agreement with Dr. Parran' s 

interpretation, but asked for the opinion of the' Committee. 

Dr. GABIU.:OON {Venezuela) pointed out that (c) of i..rticl? III, Soction XII which 
I 

wt:.s about to be r:.onsidorod, spccificelly provided that ,the Regional Director 

should hppoint the sta~f of the Regionu.l Office, Dr. SZE (China) 'suggested 

tht'tt th<:J mutter wns e lcgc...,l question and ehould be settled oy lE:Jgal oxperts. 

The :i.nterpreto.tion suggested by the Delegate for Conada WC"cS strongly opposed 

by Dr. BUSTl'lMN.'JTE (Moxi'co), supported by the Delegate for L.ebanon:. 

' 
Dr. GUZMi':N (Venezuela) believed that the Co:rnmi ttee should go on record as 

supporting the principl0 that the Reg:tonnl Dircctor.would eflpoint the staff· 

of the Regionw Office, P.:i.1d in this conner:tl(•n Dr,
1 

P.urnAN m0YGd innnedi!:'te 

consideration of clause (c) of Article II!. This procedure ·wr:::J adopted by 

the Coi!lll1it~~· 

In rosponso to a y_u0stion. frorn Dr. RAFE?.I (Iran) regarding the order of 

ar:prove.l o:t' .staff ·regulc:.~ions, as provided in .;rticle III (c), Dr. BIRA.UD 

(Secrete.ry~Gcnerel) pointed out that P.S a mutter ;f normal administrative 1 

procedure, staff l'O€:;'Ulatlons would be prepared by the:; Director-Genoro.l and 

his secretariat for su1)mission to the Regj.onal Committees .. 
' . / 

Dr, CHI'JHOLM (Canada) protested the adoption of '(c) as inco::1sistent with 

the principle of total integretion enuncie,ted in Sectiof VIII, 6, as adopted 

by Co:rnrrl.ttee 2, and was supported by Dr. KAUNTZE (United Kingdom) .• who 

suggested that the CommitteE: ll.pprove pe.rcgr:.,ph (c) subject to the r:;,servc,tions 

--
stC'.ted by the Dcl€lgate for Cenada. Dr. ?ARRAN (United States) disapproved· 

the procedure of adcption with reservations ~~d was upheld by a mqjoritv of 
e 1 v 

the Committee, 

Article III was then accepted, Dr. RITCHIE (New Zoalcmd) ~tating that he 

wished to go on record as objecting to the ~doption of the clause as drafted 

wh:!.le conflicts in constitutional interpreation existed. The CHA.IRMJ\N stated 
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that the quvstion would be settlod by the General Conference. 

Article IV. In response to· a question from Dr. CILENTO (Austrclia) 

regarding the p~rase "date of signature" , i_n Article IV, Dr. Ml':.NI ( Indin) 

stated his interpretation to be the date of first signature of.the Constitution. 

Dr. KAUNTZE (Unit.:;d Kingdom) proposed that the last sentence bto. altered 

to rend 11 the competent e.uthorities oxpro~s~ througJ?: the organizations 

concerned", in order to f'acili tate agreement with the Pa..J. Amorice.n Sa.l'li tary 

orgo..nization. The use of the :phr~.se "P~'n·-.Americtn Sanitary crgnni:Z.ation" 

was opposed by Dr. BUSTAW1'1TE (Mexico)_. eupport .. 'd by the Delegate f'o.r Cub~., 

and the suggestion that the clause be altered to rcrd "The Pru1 '.Alllerican 

Snni te.ry organization, represented by the P.:-<!l··Amorican Sani tc:.ry Bureau and 

the Pan-1\me:i:'ican Sanft.:1.ry Conferences" we.s mFJ.do by Dr. Pi\.Z SOLDAN (Peru) 

c...l1.d supported by tho Delego.te for Mexico. It iJt:s decid.ed thc.t all of· these 

suggestions be referred to the genere.l drafting committee . 
... 

~ f,rticlo l"V as amend.ed was then approved by the Committee. 
\ 

The report was then adopted es E~ wholo,, as emended, vnd thu Committee, 

in,concluding its s0ssions, oxpressed cordial a}?prcciation of the oxc0llent 

work of the Ch8i~~~, Dr. TIM}IT!RMAN, and of the rapporteur, Dr. }~ilii. 

The meeting rose at 1:45 p.m. 




