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Proposal relating to Conventions,· Regulations, and Recommendations 

The CHAIP~uuq requested that~the committee first consider the 

proposal of the delegations ·of the United Kingdom (E/H/LJW. 26, p.3) 

1h as .nmch· as Committee II, then in session, was also to examine the 

text. The Uni teo. Kingdom Delege.tion. had proposed the insertion in the 

t~xt of the Consti tu-=tion of a :')h.rase reading as follm·rs: 

"f.iembe1 .. s Wldertake in relation to Conventions, Regulations, end . . 

Recommendations a.dopte:~ by the Assembly the obligations set forth 

in Annex I to this Co~sti_tutiop." 
' 

· The CRA.IRMAll' :propose~ that ·the Co.rmni ttee a:pprove the text as read as 
-- , . . 

well e.s the :princi::;>les set fort}} in Annex I, with the und.erstanding that 

final drai'ting would be referrec:l to the General Drafting Commi tte.e. ~ . . 

~ a.p;proved by the . comrai ttee 1 : and 1 ts decision 1-ras communicated immediately 

to Committee II. 

Article XVIII (Amendments) E/H/Lftl.25 

Lt. Col, IJJffiiD.>il&aNAN (India)_ pointed. out that the text as dr~ted would 
. . 

-· bind all me.mbers to carry out amendments even thouGh o~y tw?-thirds 
. .. 

of the members had. ratified them. He felt that emendments should. 

come into force only for those states ratityinz th9lll, and 1~ropo~E1d 
' 

tha.t the article be chan~ed a.ccord~gly. 

liJr. HAKIM. (L~banon) stated that the tex~ ~a drafted was similar to tha.t 

stated .in the.Charter of. the United Na.tions, and proposed. that the . . ' ~ 

Vlor~ Health Organiza.tion should follow ~he same procedure as that .a.do:;?ted 
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by the Un:fted ·nations. He therefore suggested that the te:xt be J'.eft unchanged. 

The CHAIP.MAN, act ins under authoJ.•i ty of Article 34 of the 

Bules of Procedttre 1 requested the Secretary for a clarifying statement. ~1e 

$ecretary stated that at the ·san Francisco Conference a declaration, not to 
. . . 

be included in the Charter, had been agreed upon.. The statement read as 

follows: 

"A member is not bound to remain in the Organization if its rights 

and oblieationa as such a.re changed by an amendment to the 

constitution in 1-rhich it has not concurred ent: which it finds 

itself unable to accept." 

The Secretary asked 1-1hether ( 1) the Delegate for Ind.ia would a.ccept the 

present draft if such a declaratory statement ~-rere agreed upon, . ( 2) the 

Delegates favouring the :preaant draft would aJ.so accept the declara.tory 

statement. 

Lt. Col. IAKSHMP!NAN (India) s.tated that he would agree to the present 

draft if the declaraxory_statement were also approved. 

Article XVIII was thereupon unanimously e,pproved. 

The declaratory statement as -read by the Sebl1 etary was unanimously 

approved. 

Article XIX (Entry into Force) 

Paragrayh 1 

l'ara.graph 1 1·1e.s unanimously approved • 

Paragraph 2 

~ir. COTE (Canada) GUBsested. revision of -the text to read "Acceptance 

shall be effected by the de:posi t . • . " 

P&·~gra.yh 2 as emenct"ed was adopted unanimouslY'· 

Paragraph 3 

The CHAJE~ reminded. the Conuni ttee that the cla:fting counnittee had been 

requested to prea&nt tvro alte~~tive texts. In the preliminary vote 

tak~:~n in the Comm;l. ttee , thirteen had fti."IOUZ"Cd the· firEit GJ. te,-nr-1t1 VQ 

( twon~;;-six r-lombGrs of the Unit0d~Ns.t10no.), and ton he.d. f'avourod tbg 

sucond.,( twenty--one states) . However 1 in view of :the fact that 
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a guorum had not been present, it ha.d been decided to-~resent"both 
. . 

alternatives for further consideration by the Committee. 
t • ' • ~ • r 

Dr. GROMASHEVSKY (U.S.S.R.) called attention to an error in the French 

text '-Thi'ch had stated the first al ter.na.ti ve as an 1ntecral :part of the text, 

while_ :puttinG the second a.ltert.\ati ve f~.voured by the ma.jori ty in brackets. 

He "believed. that ·the second ~..t~rna.tive WO\lld be more in keeping with democratic 

:processes and :woi1.ld strent,>then the a:u.thori ty ·of the "\<Torld. Hea.l th Orsl:mize.tion. 

Mr. SANDIFER (Urii ted Stat~.s) , upholding the :proposal ma.de by his 

J;o:I:ee;a.tion for twenty-one states, did not feel that _1 t we.s in keeping lvi th 
.. 

~ 0 0 • 0 M 0 

democratic processes' to allow only members of the United Nations to bring 
.. • • • t 

the Coneti tutlon into force. 1Ul states elsgible to membership sh<;>uld be 
••• ,"1 

included, since this was to be -~- vlorld. Health 'organize:bion, not· a 
. . 

United Nayions Heal.th Organization.. HoweYe:r, since th.e inclus~on of states 

now repre~epted by observers 't-TOUld increase t.he number of sta·liee concerned 

by sixteen, he pro?osed as a. compromise twenty-six states uithout specifying." 
. . . 

membership 1n the United r-ra.tions. 

Mr. EVSTAFnW (Byeloru.ssian s-."s.R.") stated. ~ha.t his Delegation had 

originally :'reposed tuo-thirds of the Hem.bers of the United Na.tions, but . . . 

had accepted the number t~renty-six a.s a oom:Jromise. vniy, he· a.sked, was the 

question re-opened when a. majority .of t~e Committee 1n the ~reliminary · 

vote had :preferred the formula ;,tl-Tent:rnsix Hembers of thet Unit:ed Nations11 ? 

He :reco!lll"!l.ended a.d11e:tenc~ to thi_s plan t<:> brinG about quick and. effective 

rati~ication of the Cons~itution. 
. . . 

In res:Ponse to this question,, the CHAIRI>io.N explained that since the 
. . . . 

:preliminary vote did. not re:?resent a. quorum, he. had ruled that both texts 

be again presented~ 
. . 

· Dr. STAHPAR (Yugoslavia.) strongly favoured e,!):piication of the ma.jori ty 

prL"'lCi:!,)le. He felt that 1 t would be umd se for the _corl-sti tution to oe :put 

into force thro'u@l acceptance by a -~i~~:ri ty. He pointed ·out that i.t would 

be necessary, if the minority :princip~e were approv~d, for many-Delegates to 
...... · . 

communicate '1-tith their goverrim.ents; th:fs · l·Tould. mean P.. lonc;. delay. 
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The proposa~ of· the Delegate for the. United States would ~ot~;sa.ti~fy 

the majority }_)rinciple. To do this, either tlfenty·six Hember~ .. of the 

United Nations or thirty .. four of all states re:;;>resent·ed should ra.tify. 

· Mr. HAKIH (Lebanon) al~o favoured ra.tifica.tion by a. :ma.jority, and_ felt 

that the United States proposal was unsa.tisfa.ctory. It '\tas essential to )lave 

good and close relations "¥11th the United Nations, which had sponsored the 
Health Conference, and he believed that this relationship l-TOUld suffer ff the 

Constitution were not brou@1t into force by-a. majority of Members of the 

United Nations. 

Dr. GROMASEEVSKY (U.S.S.R.) wa.s gl.'ateful·for the concession made by 
. 

the United Stated Delegation, 'but :Lelt that the United States proposal l~tcked 

a locical basis. Twenty-six unspecified state~ would constit~te neither a, 

majority of the United Nations nor a majority of all sta.te.s represented. The 
' . . ' 

.auenestion made in favour of tl-Tenty-six He:o:bers or thirty-four uns,ecified 

·states vra.s more l_ogical. 

Mr. SANDIFER (United st'ates) emphasi.~ed the fact that in international 

practice it was customary f .;-r mUl tila.t~ra.l conventions to be brousht into 
. . ' 

force by a very· sma~l number o:r' states. Conventions establishing the.FAO 

and UNESCO had been brou@1t ~to force.by acceptance of twenty ~tates. ·The 

ma.jori ty pr:inci:9le '\-Ta.s irrelevant sinc.e -~ t wa.a primarily a practical .· 

question, that is, .. hm1 many sto.tes vrould need to ratify to brine; about .. 
I 

effective opei"a.tion.. He believed strongly that all_}?arties to the Constitution 

should have fair anC. equa.l treatment, in accordance 'tvi th democratic principles. 

Dr. VPJi! DEN BERG '(Netherlands) :pointed out that two questions l'rere 

involved, one quantitative·- the number of states, and one qualitativQ -. ' ' 

the kind of states, whether Member~ or unspecified, and suggested.they be 
. . 

considered separately. He supported the pro~osal for twenty-s~x members of 

the United Nations·: 

N:r·. VPJLAT (United Kingdom) then proposed that ratif~ca.tion by twenty-one 

Members of the United.Nations bring the Constitution into· force. He em~ha.sized 

strongly· that the majority principle· ha.d no relevance wha.tev~r, since only 
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those count1·ies ratifying the C~nsti tution would be affected by 1 t ·end the 

decision of these States would not bind the o~hers. 

Dr. BUST.AlV!ENTE (Ne-xico) moved closure of the de ba.te • The motion "t-la.s 

s.econded, and carried by a. vote of t'I-Telve to one. 

The Cffi\IRMAN then summarized the motions now before the connni ttee as 

follows: 

l. ~nty-aix~~ra of ,1:the tTn:i:t~.~_p~~~ - secon<l alternative 

~ n ·. to1tt · fuvourQd b.1 Wl.Jori ty in prc.litlline.ry vote; 

2 •. twe!!~~-s·Gat~ (uri~ecified) • first alternative ·in text, 
• •• l ' • 

favottred by minority~~~ :preli~nary vote; 

3. ~nty-aix eta ten ( ,mspecified) moved by United Sta.tea, and 

second.ed by' l~lexico; 

United Kingdom and seconded by several, States. 

Since no deles:tate had S~)oken for motion ( 2) , the Chairman asked if this 
. .. . ..... .. ... . . . . . -.... 

motion co~ld he elj.mina.ted. Tha c:_ommi tt~e. a~eed. 

A debate· .then follol-red regardinG the rules of procedure. 'During . the. 

c'ouxse of discussion Dr. GROMASHEVSKY moved that, rather than sub1JU.t the 

motions separately, the Comrili ttee vote first as to llhetller a'll states or 

only Members or the United Nations should be included, and secondly as to 

the number required. Th{s lvas seconded by Dr. VAN DEN BERG (Netherlands) and .. 
·was carried by a vote of ten to five. 

~11~ ... c_o~~-~t_~'~f' voted fourteeP to nine in .fayo~::r:...of .. ~c_!_13~1n,~ the y_o::rds. 

"Members of the United Nations" in the text. T~i..~.a~:t~~-!_cf!}~;y- e:~lu.':l~d:. 

motion .. < 3),. 
. . 

Motion ~1) calling for· t"t-Tent;y.;aix t'lembers of United Nations was •' ~.. . . . ... _ ... ..-..... _.. ............. _ ................... _.. . -

defeated by a. v_ote o_f_._f.ii'~e.~.n...~.<? ... e_i_.o:~~· .. 

Motion' ( 4) calling for ratification by tl-renty-one lJ!embers of United Nation£ 
• o ~ - .. : 0 0 .. o ..... o o o --- I o o-

was carr5.ed by- a. Yote of sixteen 'to four. -· . .. . . . . .... 
The approved text of Paragraph 3 therefore read a.s follows: 

"Thio CcnstitiUt:J.on ahall c.otoo into force when tllcnt.v-one f,teJnb.era· .of the· 



U"ni ted Nations have become :p~r.ties to this Constitution in accordance 

'Ti th the provisions, of. paragraph 2, of this Article. 11 
• 

The CHAIRMAN then state9- that since a quorum was not present a.t this ....... 

meeting, it would hav~ to be decided whether both alternatives (1) and (4) 
( 

I 

should be referred to the plenary session of the ConfeJ;ence •. 

Mr. ~~ER e:nr.flhasized that without a quorum the Conmd ttee 'a decision 
. I • 

in regard t:> any. of the proposals presented qould not be regarded a.s final. 

He-'"therefore moved tf1at the m~tion ( 3) also be prea~nted to the plenary 

session. 

The CHAIP.MAN stated that tr.e normal :procedure '-rou.ld be to report only 

~e text adopted by the Commi t·liee, bv.t tha.t since a quorum was lacking, he 

"Tould suggest that an e::~planat(>ry note be added giving all proposals end the 

Committee~s vote on each. 

Mr. COTE (Canada) Bi.:tpported this :proposal '\Thich was seconded by 

Mr •.. VALLAT (United Kingdom) , and ~~~~~~l"~!l_.d by the co:mro.i,ttee to present 

in the text motion ( 4) ;d th a. full. AZ:plane.tory note. ----...------.··----------... -
Art.icle XIX, Paragra.ph 4 

Unanimously adopted. 

Article XIX! Paragra11h ·5. 

Unanimously adopted. 

Article XIX, Pare.sra.ph 6 
.... 

Unanimously adopted. 
~ 

.Arti?~e XX (Interpretation), Para~ra:ph 1 

The Committee origina.lly approved Paragra.ph 1 without discussion, but 

discussion was reopened on a motio~ of Dr. BUST~mNTE (Mexico) that there 

be five authentic texts of the Constitution (Chinese,. Encl~sh 1 French, 
' . 

Russian, and Spanish) iq accordance with Article 111 of the United Nations 

Gharter. This motion was supported by the Delec;e:tes for NO~·J'AY, P.ANAMA, 

em:LE, and FRANCE-. It WaEf opposed by several be:;L.egates beca~e of the . . . .. : . . 

practical and juridical d~fficulties. After-further discussion, the amendment 
\ . . . 

;pro;posed by the delegate cof MEXICO was pwt 'to a vote and -carrled '"i thout a. 

dissenting vote. 
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Draft Protocol Concerning the Office International d 'H~·giene Publique. 

Article I, II 1 III, IV, and V "t-rere a.clo:pted unanimously. 
I 

Article VI was submitted for discussion. Dr. ST.AMPAR (Yugoslavia) 

asked that the fic.sure of twenty States necessary for the entry into force 

ol' the :Protocol should be increased. The CRAIRl1AN, acting' in accordance ni th 

the terms of article 34 _of the Rules of Procedure, requested the Secretary 

of the Conndttee to make a statement. Tne Secretary then pointed out that 

in this case the "ma.jori ty" _ :pl·inciple did not a.,pea.r to be a]?plicable. The 

Proyocol therefore could only become effective in respect of the ratifying 

States exclusi1lely and "as betmlen themselves". 

Article VI was then approvdl. by a vote of eighteen to one. 

The concluding :varagra]?h o:e the Draft Protocol vTas adopted una.B.im.ously. 

· Armex I, menti.oned in Article II was a.pJ?:t·o-ved as corrected by the 

Secretariat. 

Assumption by tl1e Interim Commission of duties and f~~ctions entrusted to tn~ 
• 

In view of the fact that Co:uun:J,t.tee IV had alrGa.dy c<?mpleted its i-TOrk, 

the CHAIRHAN proposed that Cot:mlittee III ado::?t the text given :!.n . . . 

Document E~/L/.{.26, (f), to be referred to the General Drafting Committee. 

The Delegate for the UNITED IaNGDOM requ<=~sted that the Conventions and 

Protocols mentioned in the text be fully identified. 

This was ac;reed by the Commi·ttee. 

Dr. BUSTANENTE (Hexioo) voiced the feelings of' the .Committee in expl'eesing 

' cordial appreciation of the excellent leadershi~ given by the Chairman, 
' 

Dr. Evang. 

The meeting.. rose at 6: 00 p.m. 




