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CŒ,1TJiHJhTIO~~ CF cm-:-3-::Dffit.TION Œ DI~\i!'T PP..c.:.rocot 'l'O 13'RlHG UN'".ùER IN:.!.'J:!!:."'!l\Iil.TIO'NllL 
CONT.i:WI !:-;i,:?.COTIC DI-.:UJf} NOT CG,.~ED JJY IJ:li'f: 1931 OŒfiEl'ïl'IO:i\! { è.o;ïJ.l"l.onts 
"r..-''"·~- 7'~,o.-h"'l 1 . ..:~ ]'/rl''IT 7/Jlr::;'·.·r;n., ~.;; l·d.:~ 2) J.!lf ''·'~ o /•-'-.Jj .;.'.OV • Q..ù\.0. t, '-'~i, 1/ . ji iUI.IJ •..1. vn.._ • ~ 4 

Tho C1J"J,IPJ.vl!J.."i prosont;;d Pc.rt I of "t:'J.o dro.ft Prctoccl prepcrod by 

the 2oc:::-c!:c:riu.t, oo:r;.to.ini~:c; tho p:.. .. oc.m1:Jlo .::.md tho firs't th:t•eo articles. Tho 

orcinc.l dr<.: ft bnd boen nmo::1dod in co:rr.l]!l icmce -.;-ri th tho uon1I'lonts me do by 

vm.:iot~s G~Yvo:mmonts o.nà. th,; vdslws ox-,J?roosed by lil'J!iibors of tho Co:n~ission in 

t:"lo cot:.rso of tho élis.:mssion. Tho Diroctor of tho Di vision of J!Ta.rcotic Drl-l['; 

'\JOV.ld :mdw com-:::J.cnto on tl:c êl.:r.·o.f.t e .. nd. tho n-;.omboro vrould bo in a position to 

dc..oido whothor tho è.ro.ft co'.4ld sor-,ro c.s c. bsis fœ: consultations lrith their 

Gcve:c:œ:uo:n.ts cr- ~ole cp tio~1.s • 

Mr. s~::l\IIG (Sc.::::•ota.rio.t) recc.::.lod thL~t tho fu."'o.ft Protocol ho.d 

l>oon fu:'c.:W'·J. up 'by tho So~1·cta.rio.t in Lccorda.."lco ·wi th a docis:5.on of the 

Co!lllr.i-ss:lon.) in i ta pros ont fœm it co!ltc..irled. a proc.m1jlo ond t.hreo c..:rticles, 

omo::.1ded so o.s. tv tc.ke into co::::side!.".::Ltion tho replies rcceivocl from Go11ern-

monts nn:i tl:w resulta of t:!:~o discunsion in tho Com.~ss:ton. 

In tho p:rcc:Lill.'blo tho '\-ror&s 11 pharmo.cology11 a..11.à. 11 chomist:ry11 ho.d beon o.d•loèl 

on· tho suggestion of the Nethorlc:nds re:preseL.tc,tivo, c.nù the •..rords 11 includi:r 

tho ir p:!'opurutions 11 hud beon uclded in acco:t'è.a.."1.ce wi th the U:JSP. representa.-

ti ve 1 s proposc.l. In a.rt:tcle 1 the words "or i ts pro:po.ru ti ons 11 hud l>ecn 

o.ddod to mt.ke the text cor:ros:pond wi th thu t of the :prcOlllblo. J.s o. rosult 

of the COllimo:nt m~'bmi tt cd "by the Philippine Rep~ï.b.lic the wo:::'ds "W.l.:J mn:bc~~iul 

informutio:a."l" b.ud beon insor'tod in. pu:::-ugraph 1. On the suggestion of the 

Ur..itod King-dom ro:pl"esontutive, tho follotving phro.se hud beon ud.ded: "Any 

Stc.te party to the present Protcco.:!. mo.y, on receipt of auch notification, 

commwnicnto ar~ mntoriul information in 1ts possession rega.rding the drug 

to the Socretary-Gonerul of t~e United Nations who sàull transmit it to the 

COlllllliasion on No...""'otic Drugs and to tho World Reulth Orgonizution." In 

/pm•ngruph 

,,-;;..,.~-..... ,., ~--~ 
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pnro.grnl)h 3, the '-rords 11 the Permanent Central Donrd ond the Superviser-y 

Body'' bad beon c.dded a't tho suggestion of the Chai:rmo.n of the Perma..-·1ent 

Central Bonrd. lvît:'. Steinic; rom.rkeà. in that CO!li."'le:r.:ion thD.t aince the ontry · 

into force of the 1931 Convention, the Permnent Central Boa..."t'd had collected 

sta.tistiool data. which it ha.d la.ter communica.ted to the Su:perviaory Body. 

'File latter was, the:refore, not di~eotly concerned in the m.n.tter, and if the 

Per:mpnont Central Boa.rd ho.d no objection, the Secretariat thought it 

prefero'ble to omit the '\oTo:ràs 11 Wld the Su:por-lisory Bocy". 

In a.r·::.icle 2, the "t-Torda ''or its preJ.)ara.tions" had 'been a.ddecl to ma.ke 

the te:A~ cor'l."espo..Yld to tho.t of the :prerurible, and the wo:l:'t;\,a "this decision" 

had been su.batitu.ted for ''the recommend:ationt~, on the joint auac;esti'on of 

the United Kingdom o.nd the Uni tod States è.elec;o.tiona. l·1oreover, the ,.,orda 

''to the Worl.d Hea.lth <h•goniza.tion, the Pe:rmo.nent Central Bco.rd c.r~d tho 

Su~o:z-visory Bvey" b.'J.à. beon a.dded. Mr. Stoin:i.G rem.a.rkcd that no decision hud 

beon ta.kcn on the Ca..""l.adion J_)ro:posel to allo,., notifications to be mo.de in 

'œiting; o. taJÇt deo.linc; with tho.t point might e"rentuaJ.ly be eubmi'i;tod. 

In article 3, tho word "recœnmo:nda.tions" hnd been D:mitted in vie:t-r of 

its delation from article 2. 

Colonel SHl.Rlvll'.N ( Ccna.do.) ho.d t:t·TO remarks to make in co:nnoxion 

wi th Mr. Steinic;' s sta tement • Firetly, he tho·aght 1 t essontial to a void 

the J.lOSsi~lo delay of eleven manths botwecn the notificction of a new drug 

and the f'ollat-TÙlg session of the Commission. Jie ,.rould be c;la.d to knat-T 

'-Thother the rulcs of procedure pl .. ovided for any mensures to eliminate auch 

o. delay. Seconrl.l.y, he pointed out tho.t the word ''or" in the pl1ro.so ''or ite 

preparations'' did n.ot seem. "t~ him o.:ppropria.te, eapecially in article l( 4), 

and a.t the ond of arti.cle 2. Its inter:pretntio.."l might c;ive r:!.se to confu:sio· 

since it wa.s not clea.r whefue:c the drug and its prepa.rations ahould bo 

/considered 
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considored together or sopa~ately. Colonel Sharman preferrea the text of 

the prco.mble, readir...g ":tncludina t.he ir prepara. ti o~1s 11 
• 

Mr. MAY (Perma.:.l'lont Central :Board) sup:portad tho Co.na.dio.n repre-

ser ... ta.tive 2 s remrks a.""li statcd he had wiahed to make the somo ob9ervations 

himsolf. Ee pointed out thnt tà.c PerXD.encnt Ceni>ral :Board and the Superviser~ 

Body 1vould 'be :i.~espr.~naible for the implem.e::J.ta.tion of m,tQO.St',res taken in respec1 

#. 
ot' the cb.·u.gs in q1.1estion. Speoking as a lm·zyer, he th01.1ght that i t would be 

more appropriate to use the phrase 1'o.nè. its preparo.tions''. 

!6:. S~lNIG (Secreta.riat) obsel'ïred in reply to the Co.na.dio.n repre-

sentative tha.·c the prece~.ent for oonsu.1tnt1ons in '\T.t'iting went oack to 1933. 

Me~ers of the Superviso:::oy Bo;ly we::.."e al,vaya ccnsuJ.ted by that me-thod '\'lhen 

the Body ïms not in session. the 1931 Convention, h~rever, conta.ined no 

pro·l!ision for auch procedure. Mr. Steinig thoucht that the Commission m.ight 

include a rocommendation in tho final act of tho Protocol to permit members 

of tl:e Comm:!.saion to 'be constù tcd in 'Wl:"i ting; 

Mr. Steinig then statod that the Secretariat had devoted ite whole 

attention to tho drnfting of the draft P"..:-otocol. In the prec.:m'ble, the phras 

"including their preparations'' hcd been ins,erted to sh~..r that preparations 

'-1ov~d be placed VJ1dcl' i:aterna.tional control in the same way as pure drugs. 

T'ne use of. tho phrase 11o.nd their r>reparations", espécially in article 1, 

wouli mean that the prepara.tions wore cs dcmgerous a.s the d:::'ug itself. 

Mr-. Steinig thougbt that the diffimùty might be sol "led by the l.~se of the 

fo~u.la "a:nO./or". 

Ml:'. HUTSON {United Kingd-:>m.) ''li shed to ra.ise a subsidiary question. 

He thought a preparation could hnve no harmf,il affect if the percenta.ge of 

the èJ:'ug employed '\oms insicnif'ioa.nt, as, for insto.nce, a prepara. ti on of 

cooaine containing lees thon 0.1% of cocaine. In his opinion, the Conven-

ti on shoul.d m.ake some mention of sv.ch !IlllXj.mum percen'tages, below ·which a 

/prepa.ration 
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preparation Wa.e · harmless. He tho-aght that aome 1'o11Jnula might be found by 

·~:t.llich ·auoh p:."oï>O:t>o.tions wo'lùd in cet4tc.in oa.aes be exempt from control. 

Colonel SHJ~MA.,.'i'{ ( Cnno.da) did not abare the United Kinsdom :repre• 

senta.:tiYe' a opinion. Re 'believed tha.t the United Sta.tea rep:i."esontativo woult 

a.croo -w-1 th his Olm Yie\TS. In )lis opinion, a. Conv:~ntion shouJ.d no".:. provid:e 

for oxoop·tiona.l casoe.1 sinoe auch a mothod oould give riae to aerioua. 

difi'ic:u.l ti os. In support of hia view, he ci ted tho exemple of. the United 

States l-rh.ero thore wa.a an e:x:ceasive consumption of pru.•egoric drv.gs. 'l'hoae 

prod,..tcts '\~ero bougl':.t. withou·t a proscription, but they could not be co:n.siderf,:ll . 

ha:rllÙ.esa. In the United States &""l:d Co.no.da special lnw'a ha.d had to be . 

ena.cted a."'ld very aorious meaaurea, ~u.ch as. the lilllita.tion of stocka iaauod, 

-:~o:oo to.ken in respect of auch prep~o.tions. Colonel Shar:nan t..'1o1.tght that 

neither synthotic druaa nor any of thoir prepa.ra.tions shc-t,ld be exempt fl"OID. · 

control. 

Mr. MAY (Ferroanent Central :Board) stated tha.t Mr. Steinig' a 

~o~rk rog~dina tho S~porviaory Body wus perfectly correct. The Permanent 

Contra.l.Boa.rd initiatod tho meo.sures and tho Superviaory Body aoted only on 

~e directives it roceived. Wbo.tever the decision ta.ken in its respect; the 

Suporviaory Bo<'i\Y uould o.coopt it wi~hout protest. 

!•fj regarda tb,e uao of the worda "or" or "and" in tho phro.ae "or its 

' preporation.s" 1 M;'. Ma.y though~ that the phrase "or its preparations'' ahould 

be used 1n article .1, pe.ra.~uph 21 a_"ld "o..'ld its p-.!'epru."ationa 11 in the othor 

. pc.rta of the text. Mr. Mo.y .obaerved that t.he World Health Orgauiza.tion 

nù.Ght ooa:lly ol.a.ss a. drug ')lndor sub .. po.ragt'aph b and one of its prepo.rations 

U.."lder sub.,.paro.graph o.. 

/!v'fr • l!aNSLINGER 
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Mr. i!NSLING:!l!R (United Stnt~s of J.mer.iea.) supported the Canndian 

represe.L""ltntive on the question of .ex001:ptions. Doetors. and pharmacists 

ncreod more end more generally that no exemptio.'l should be ma.ie, particulo.rl;v 

in the ca.so of synthetic drugs. llo citecl the e.xample of "demorol" and 

''mnid.vne 11
, synthetic drugs for which the Unit.ed States Gove:rnment ho.d &rnnted 

no exemption. In a Convention it 'm.a difficult to decide "1·7het!ler o. grain 

of morp!üno in nn ov.nce of liquid was a preparation suitnble fo.r:- exemption 

f::.·om control. Cot>tc.L"'l induetria.lists ho.d, for instance, demcmded the 

exemption of products usod nc;ainst coughs. It "'rns vil"t~o.lly impossible 

to define the exact po1•contage ot a èlruc; in an ounce of liquid. It "'ms, 

thereforo, :preferc.blo to gra.nt no ex6lllptions. 

J\s regards the question of the words ·"or'' o.nd "and'', l&-. A."'lslinger 

recullcd thnt the Poliah reprosentntive hnd remarked in the Sub~Commission 

tho.t o.ttompts to malte oxoessively precise definitions mie,ht leo.d to unnecea­

ao.ry difficultics. Such had beon the result of the introduction of the 

"'·rord ''prepo.ro.tion". 

Mr. S'I'/MSKI ( Polo.nd} su;pportcd. the United States represontc,tive' s 

rem;..1rk on the introd"ction of the word "prcp[.roiions''. ~e menioers of the 

Sub ... COIDmiso:t;on bo.d fel t that the "'i'idest possible definition of the mdcm.ing 

of tho "'·rord "cb.-ug'' Dhould be given, For that reason they had c.greed to 

insert the phrase "including thair propc.ro.tiona'' in the prccl.lllble. N~o 

distinction should., ho"trever, be mdc betwoon d.rugs ana tbeir preparations, 

aa "1-To.s the cuse in articles 1 o.nd 3 of the drnft 'Pr.étocol. Tho use of the 

"t-TO~d "&!''1S" in i ta "ridest sense IDildo the subsequent mention of' "prepo.ro.tions" 

unnocessa.ry. 'l'he Commission sllot.ù.d ndhero to tho precedent· of previous 

Convcntionfl '·1hich oo:n.fined thoms.elves to the "T:rord ''drt.\gs''. 

/Mr. HSIAH 
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l'Jr.. HSIA (Ch~na) did .not wish to enter·into a d.~tailed disous• 

sion on the subpec~ ·9f "drugs". o.nd .theil" "preparations". Following the 

proposals of the Chairlnc.n of the Fel'l'llllilent Central Board in respect. of tho 

use of the words "or•: and "and", he wished, l .. owever, ·to suggest that the 

word "anq." should be used in article 2, and tho world "or" in the ether 

:pa,rts of the texto He thought that different conceptions wer~ involved in 

eacb article~ 

Mr. KRuYSSE (Netherlands) commenting on the remarks of the 

Canadian and United States representatives, pointed out,tbat the difficulties 

which nppo.rently aros·e in thoae countries in connexion with legislation on 

drUBs did not apply in the major:t.t1 of European co~mtries. He thought that 

the Protocol ehould place national lecielcturee in a position to grant 

exemptions' where they '\'Tere conaidered to be neoeasary. Mt'. Kt-1.\,Ysee tb?UMt 

that the word "preparations" should be retained in the text, and hoped that 

the Commia·aion would aeree on a proper wordinc. 

Tbe CHl.J:.BMA.N welcomed Mr. !.augier., Aesistunt Secrotary•Goneral 

in Cheraq of Social Aff'uirs, who had come to take part in the Commiésion' a 
t 

Ml.". L'l.tTGIER (1-.ae:t.etnnt Secretary .. General) tha.'lked the C~airman 

t'or hia ".Tel~om.e •:. Ho e.xpreseed ~is appreciation t'or the '\'tork which the 

Commission ho.d accompliahod thanks to the hiGh competence of i ts Chairman 

and 1 te mell).bera • 

Mr. MENON (India} thought thut a separa te arti~le should .be 

deveted to o. general definition of the tem 11 drug". Onco that was done, 

no further d1fficulties ot a logal ~~ure would arise. · 

/Mr • Zl'.KUSOV 
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l-h'. UKUSOV (Union of SoV;iet Socio.list Republics) said it was 

reg:r.-ettable that so simple a notion as that .of "<;1rug" Cthe çorre!3p~ding 

term, used in the Ruasian. text of the document e.xa.mined alao xneant ''medica-

.ment" in French.) had became eo obscur~ as to necessitate a long de:Pate. 

Hm~ever, aince it aee~d that there re.mained diffio~tie~ as rogcrda 

the interpreta ti on of the text, Mr.. Zakusov auggested adding to the word 

"drues" in the pream'ble to the draft Protocol the words "or their co~pou..."lds" 

which waa a curr~mt term both in chemistry and therapeutics • Since 1 t was 

clearly indicated in the preDJnble that tho word. "drug" a.pplied not only to 

the pure substance in question but o.le·O to i ta èompounda, thore m-. a no need 

to mention the latter o.~ain in the dro.ft Protoèol itself. · 

The USSR representative did not share the .opin1~ of the United 

Kingdom representative that certain toxic substances could ceaae to be 

harmful when used in smnll amounta in the compounding of medicaments • He 

felt tho.t if a drug addict could not ootain his favourite drug he would fall 

bo.ck on 1 te by~ products. It wouJ.d be dangeroue, therefore, to provide in 

the draft·Protocol for a.~ to1ercnce aa rego.~âs the control of druga, 

"-Tlmtover the amount involved. 

Mt-. l30URGOIS (France) pointed out to the Commia·aion that when the 

question al;•ose of definine; wbat synthetic compounde sllould be rego.rded as 

do.ngorous. drugs, the World Hea1th Orc;anization would have to express its 

opinion not only on the drues and preparations covared by articles 1 and 2 

CJ! the dro.t't Protocol but also on the percentage of drugs used in the com• 

pounding of druae covered by the se urticlos • Mr. l3ourgo1s quoted analoaoua 

provisions of the 1931 Convention to support 'his point. 

Mr. S'I'EINIG (Secretariat) repl;J.ed to the provious two speakers. 
• • .. ,J 

/He thousht 
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Be tbought that the word which the uSSR represèntative ho.d suggested 

a.dding in the Preamble oould be translated into English by "compound": and 

in~o French by: "compositions" and pbinted out that '):)ath theae terme were 

used in para.grnph 2 ('b) ~ article 13 o~ the 1931 C·onvontion. 

He propoa.ed, subjeot to approval by the USSR repr~sentativo, that the 

Pree:mble ahould mention only "d'rUSS inc1uàing their preparations .o.nd com­

pounds cori.to.ininc theèe drues". · 

Re thougl:i~ the remnrks :mnde by ·Mr. Bourgois referred rather to the 

1925 Convention. l.rticle 1 of the 1931 Convention def'1nod morphine, 

including preparations made direotly from raw or medicinal opi~ and.con­

to.in:!,.ng more tho.n 20 per cent of morphine, as o. arug, while article· 4 of .. 
the 1925 Convention listed a11 preparations which could be exempted. 

Mr. 1~ (Iro.n) doolt witl:l.·line 2 of article l of the Sacre-

tarint'a draft·. lte a.dvooatod uaingr af'ter the 'tvord "used", the conjunction 

"and" rn thor tha.n "or'', beoauee ''and" did not imply, as 'tfO.S· tho case with · 

"or"' tho possible elimi:nat1on of one of the olomente 0~ o.n. enumeration . 
.. 

'I'ogethor wi th Mr. Sha.rllli:'.n and Mt-. Mo.y he wa.s stronaJ,y opposod to MY 

exemption. 

'' ' 
'I'o . dia pel;. ony misundoratandi:nc; Mr. RUTSON (United Kingdom) made 

it ole&• that he bad in fact propoaed no exemption at all. He only wanted 
.• 

t~e Worl.d. Rea~~·· Orsan1~ation and the Co;zmnis.aion on Narcotic Dl.~ga to 

aecert.ain wbether some of the recentl.y inventoQ. eynthetic ~a could be 
. ;.. 

eonsidered as not b:arm:f'ul. The power of autho:rizo.tion oould be r.eaerved for 
' . 

the World Heaith Organization or the Commission on Narcotio Drues. 
' . 

• t •• • 

' . 

· The .ORt.J:BMAN Sfl:id the discussion bad show the existence of etrong .... . .· .. . . .• 

opposition to any exemption provisions. He proposed tbnt tbA Secretariat 
. ' . 

/and the 
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and tho repreaentàtive of Poland ahould put their proposala in writing and 

the Commission could exo.mine ·thom 'on· the followil'lg Mond:o.y. 

Colonel S~~ (Canada) wua in faveur of en immediate deeision. 

Moreover, he recalled that ho had auggested to refor to preparations only in 

·the Proamble, and to delete that refaronce el~ewhere. 

Mr • ZAKY ( Egypt) a trongly aup:portod the propoaal of the Co.na.dian 

representative. The readera of the future Convent:J,on, all of ~-Thom were 

specialiste, would make no miatake~ they would knOl-T, atter reading the 

Preamble, that the word11 drug" moent the drug itself and its prepr..rations. 

~e C~~ aakod the repre~ontativee of·Egypt and Candda if they 

aGroed '\dth the following wordin6 of the second paro.graph of the PreambJ.e: 

"tc plv.ce theae dl'uga, includins the ir prepara ti ons and the COlllpOunda con• 

taining theso druga, \Ulder control, •• " The words following a.fter the v1ord 

11 drug" ,.,ould not bo included in tho Protocol itaelf. 

Mr , ZI'Ei ( Egypt) ~nd Mr. S~"\! (Canada) agreed. 

Mr. KRUYSSE (Netherlanda) said the question was one of finding a 

definition for the ward "drug'' and clurifying what it meant. The World 

Health Organi~ation could be asked to p~ovide auch a definition and, if need 

be, to decide on exemptions • 

. Re cÇ>noluded his statement l>y expre,esing support for. the Canadian 

proposal. 

Mr. MENON .(India) asked the representative ôf.the Secretariat 

whether his services had cons:ulted t;he Legal Department. Sinoe it waa a 

lesa.l text, it ehould. be coucbed in auch a WP.if as to preclude any diffi­

culties in ita application, 

/Mr. STEINIG 



E/èN,., 7 /SIM .56 
Page ll 

Mr. SmN!G ( .iecretariat) :replie4 ·'\>hàt th4t bad :p.ot be en dona. He 

pointed out,· howaVel':, that the experience ·-of previous -Conventions made i t 

pos'sible to' consider tho.t ·the prop·oaru. put forward by the Oanadie;n -;t'apre­

aentative would be sufficient to includa·all the cases which might possibly 

arise bofore tho World Health'Organizc..tion, 

The CHi.:œM:.N put the proposa.l of tho Ca.na.diun ro-.{)resenta.tivo to 

tho vote. 

'l'he ;pro~o2o.J. wu a unoni~Ot\C:ll.Y t.do;ptcd, 

'l'ho CHAIRWJ't drE>w tho c..ttontion of tho Commission to the E>xpros• 

sion 11 o.ny I!ID.torio.l inforinU:tton" insortod in the first po.ro.gru.ph of article J 

t:.ftE>r the '\o."'rds 11 suoh noti:t'ioo.tion11
, llo folt tha.t tha.t expression wa.s somo-

wlu.t umbiguoua o To make tho toxt clee.rer, it 't-r.:.s auf'i'iciont to o.dd to tho 

o.bovo ·expression tho worda "in 1 ta :()Os sees ion" which could bo found a fow 

linos fa.rthor in tho sontonoo a.dded o.t tho requoat of tho United Kingdam 

dole-go. ti on~· 

'. 
Mr. 'ZJJcr (Egypt) felt tbe.t tho word 11ma.yl• in tho first line of the .. 

so.cond pc..r~ of tho f1rat poro.gra.ph of the sOllle article, o.dded o.t thE> roquos·t . . 

of tho Uni tod Kingd:om, wo.a too weo.k, Tho.t v orb aoomod to imply thnt tho 

c·OI!llilUI\icc.tf_on ot the in:f'orra.c.tion in their poasos.aion wc.s not an obiigo.tion 

for .the vo.rious States parties to the lll•otocol, Yot, ·the whole o.im of tho 
• t • • .' • • • . . . 

Pl'o:tocol 't'las to o.ppoo.l to tho spirit of intorno.tiono.l co-operation. C·onso-
. . . 

_. qu_o~tly, ~p.~ m.oat o.pproprio.ta expression would bo "is 1nv1 ted" , 
1 • • • 

Colonèl SHAR.rvm.N (Cono.<la.) suggeatod using tho verb "should" which 

wo.s just o.a oxplioit but losa imporo.tivo tho.n tho vorb "ie invited'''. 

/.t'tor·~ oxohc..nao Of· viewa;· Colonel SHABMl.N agroed with Mr. Zaky a.s 

regarde tho choice of tho vorb to bo uaed. 

 /J:If.r, JWSLINGER 
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Mr • .ANSLDlGER (Uni tod Sto.tea of .America) aust5ostod to chtmGe the 

po.rt in ~ueation into a recommondntion 't'lhich would be includod in tho Final 

J.,ot. Tho sontenco in question ·would .begin with tho words: "It is rocommenè 

tha. t o.ey s to. te pô.rty ••• comznuni co. te" , 

Tho United States roprosonto.tivo alao proposed to o.dd a.t the ond of the 

B'o..mo eontcnce, aftel" ·the 't-TO:t.'ds "World Health Orgonization" tho words "as weJ: 

ua to tho Sto. tes a igno:to;ri es • " 

Mr. S'fEIN!G ( Socretaria.t) made 1 t cloa.r thc.t tho aim of tho o.mond· 

mont in quoetion waa to fa.cilita.to the to.sk of tho Sooretario.t and of the 

World. Hec.lth Orao.niza.tion. Indeed, same Govor:nm.ents might not wish to compl 

'\'Ti th the .requests for informa. tien. 

Colonel SHl\RJ.\TAN. (Ctmo.da.)thought thc.t in Oti:)rto.in èircumsto.pces it 

would 'Po no·t on;I.y a.dvieo.ble but usoful to forwcrd tho information in queath. 

to the otb.er aigno.tories of' the convention; d;t•uaa wel:'e manufactured undor 

different namos o.ccording to the country and o.ll States conoer.ned ahould be . 
o.ble to learn those narnos. 

Tho ClfAlr<lviAN put to the vote tho p;roposp.l for insorting the luat 

sentence of article 1 into the Fino.l Act. 

. . 
Mr. STEINIG (Secreto.ria.t) sto.tod tila.t :if tho ·draft Protocol '\<rero 

aubmitted for ratification in a.ccordanco 'trith tho usuo.l procedure, a Final 

Act woul.d 'be dra. ml u;p. Should tho dra.ft Protocol be aul>mi tted to the Gene.r 

Assembly for o.p:proval, '1 t '\-roulQ. be noceesary to dro.f't o, rocol!lDlond:D. ti on, wh. (. 

amounted. to the srune. 

'J'hp, CIJ/,T'RMi~N nnt. +.~ the v . .ot.fl +.he omond~>n tfl-v;t. 0f' thn flnnt.fln~(!! 1n 

question. 

!he toxt was c.dcptod l:lz oleven votoe to.ll,Ono, with th;'ee abstontions. 
"· 

Tho moetiag rose at l.lQ p.~. 
- -




