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Third Meeting

H21d on June 28th,1928, at 4,30 p.m,

Chairmen: Dr.IUTRAKIO
Present: 411 members who attended the previous meeting.

Secretarist: Dr.RAJCHMAN, Director of the Health Sectiom.

Report of the First Sub-Commission (C.H./Malaria/l2l),

Professor BRUMST, Rapporteur, rsed the draft repcri (C.H./
¥alaria/121), and added that he proposed to lezve it to the Secre-

tariat to meke certain typogrephical modifications.

Resolution 1.
Resolution 1 was adopted in the following form :

"Bach Govermment should establiskh a central permenent or-
genisation, eithsr independent or abttached to an institule,
composed of several selecced workers who wowld Gevote their
whole time to malaria research and act as scientific advisers'.

fﬁesoluf ion 8

_ Professcr OTTOLEHGHI comsidered this resoluticn unnecessary.
"llost of the time it was impossible 10 employ all the means for
:‘ombatting malaria, What it was essemtial to say was that in those
cages where it was possible they would all be empleyed, and im the
other ceses they would only be pariially employed. He proposed

the following wording : |

"he Commission is not in favour of utilising all avail-
% able methods of control at the same timecso..ss
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The CHAIRMAN held that this was a question of substance, and
that it was essential (o obviate the reopening of the discussinrn.

foreover the second sentence of the resolution explained its meaning.

Profesaor OTTCLENGHI dié not wish to prolong the discussion,
Wt thought it necessary to avcid giving the impression that the
bommission 4id not advise the use of all methods on oceasions when it

ns feasible to carry them out.

M.B:EAMICO supported this éeclarstion; the present wording
Mght be calculated to cause serious difficulties, since in actual

vrk all possible methods were employcd.

Professor MARCHCUX insisted on the maintenance of the resolution

in its present wording.

Professor MARCHOUZ, Golonel JAMES and ProfesscrX SCHILLING
proposed drefting modifications to the explanatory memorandum,

These modifications were adopted.

The CHAIRKAX put to the vote the text submitted to the
lommission, which was adopted by 18 votes to 6, in the following
form

"he Jommission is not in favour of utilising all available
methods of controi in the samz locality at the same time.

They consiacer it preferable to employ only one or two methods

which, with the means availoole; can be brought abouga th.e
gstandard ealled "minimum effective degree of perfectioni,

Besolution 3,
Professor ¥ARCHOUX proposeé a drafting medification to the
axplanatory memorandun.

The modification was adopted.

Dr.RAJCHMAN pointed out that the resolution repraduced word
for word paragrepn 3 of item 4 in the agenda, The only change was

the addition of the word "seul% at the beginning ¢f the second sentense:
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e seul fait", and the substitution of the word "région" for

the word "pays",.

Resolution 3 was adopted im the Following form :

"Subject to certain defined limitation, there should be
consiéerable freedom of choire as regards the particular methods
of melaria contrcl to be adopted. The Commission deprecates the
use 0f measures in one country on the ground that they have
been successful in another where, perhaps, circumstances
and conditions are quive different".

Resolutions 4 and 5,

Professor HOGHET proposed a drafting amendment to the
explanavory momorandum. The amendmr nt was adopted.
Resolutions 4 and 5 were adopted in the following form :

(4) "Number 4 cf the Agenda was transferred to the Agenda
for the Third Sub-~Comazission".

(5) ™hatever other means may be employed in malarial

localities, the Commission considers that it is essential
in the first place to treat the sick",

Kesoluticn 6,

Professor MARCEOUX propcsed a drafting amendment to the
explanatory memorandum, The amendment was adonted.
Resolution 6 was adopted in the following form :
"The géod result of eariy 2iagncsis and efficient treatment
are more apparent in the reduction of the severity of the

disease than in the reduction of its inciderce’,

Regolution 7-

Professor MARCHOUX thought that the explanatory memorandum

was not quite clear and required modification.

Dr.RAJCHMAN suggested that the English text of the explana-

tory memorandum should be adopted and then be translated into French.

Colonel JAIMES, Dr.XLIGLER and Dr.HACKEIT proposed certain
drafting amendments to the explanatory memorandum. The amendments
vere adcpted.

Resolution 7 was adopted in the following form 3
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"The execution ¢f the messures must reach a somewhet
high dsgrss of efficiency (’miniimum sffective degres of per-
fection®) before its sffoet on insidence would besome
apprccisblel,

Reeolution 8.,

Professor OITOLENGHI pointed out that the explanatory
memorandum hed nc 4ireat bhesring on the conciusiom IT mentioned
t00 many subjescts and ntroduced in a haphazard menner the
ferm "bonifization", which in the f£irsi report had emerged
as the result of a gemneral discussion on the character and import-
ance ¢f these measures of intensive cultivation. Accordingly,
the explanatory memorandum shculd be divided into two paris,

the zecond of which would deal only with Ybsenification”,

H,BONANICO pointed out that the pesition was still more
complicated in the Eanglish text, where the viord "bonification”

did not appear at all.
D2 MAXEY agreed,

Dr RAJSHVAN said that if the Chairman of the First
Svb-Commissicn so desirad it would be possible to postpcne
approving Article 8, and tc subdbmil a new text at the next

mesting,

Colonel JANE? thought that the resolutiom should be divided

into two pexts,

Dr . RAJUAMAN thought that it should be arranged in two para-
graphs under the same heading, The word "moreover" would be

deleted in the second paragraph, whicn would begin as follows 3



"It is certain that the use of aritilarval mMEaASUreSe..so’e

Professor MARCEOUX was cuite clear that the resolution
saouid form a single wholie; it explained that in the course
of the major essentisl works, and until such time as these had

proved their efficacy, the minor werks might be vndertaken,

Professor BRUAZST provnosed that the text should be left

a3 it was, and that its meaning should be explained ty develop-

ing the explaratory memorandum.
The explenatory memorandum wes to be remodelled and

develcped,
Resolution 8 was adopted in the fellowing form :

“he improvement of the conditions of the inhabitants
which result from the devclopment of widespread thonification!?
is onz of the determining factors in the regression cf
melaria, - The work aone is only efficacgious in so far
as it prodrces internsive cultivation of the ground. It is
certain, moreover, that the use of antilarval measures whilst
mere extensive works are being carrised out is of great value
ingsmueh as it reduces the euophnsliine dexncity and serves
t0 bridge the dangerous period which accoupanies and
follows such undertakings”,

Resp].ut ion 9. “

Professor MARCHOUX d4id not remember the discussion of

this text.

Dr HATKELT said that he also 4id not remember this
disovssions He pointed out a misprint in the second paragraph
vhich should be drafted in the following terms: "lThese methods

are as follows : intenczive treatment of the patientscocess

Professor BAUNET recalled that there had been & special
discussicn on this text at the end of a meeting &t which a&ll

those particularly concermed hal been present,
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Dr.RAJUHMAN said that this text was the result of a
disoussicn that had taken place at the end of the last meeting
¢f the first Sub-Comrittee, It hed bsen adopted at the meeting
o the afternoon of June 26th and this adcpticn had been a sign
¢f the final and definite agreement of the first Sub-Committee,

It would be dangereus to reopen the discussion.
/

Profeéssor MISSIROLI 1mid greet stress on the extreme
importance of this text: it was essential to reflect upon it
tnd to 6pen a discussion on the question of subsiance. All
the members of the Commission were directly e oncerned with
this Resolution, which, in the first Sub-Committee, had only
been discussed confidenfially and in private among a small

group of persons.

Dr.RAJCHYAN recalled that the Comnission was free to
resums the discussion, but he appealed to the memory of the
mmbers of the first Sub~-Committee who might bear witness

that this text had been approved in due form.

Professor PITTATUGA pointed out that the Commission was
oonfron’sed by a problem ¢f procedurs; was it to discuss
2 second time a text which had already beemn discucsed and
onwhich & vote in due form had been taken ? The Commission
was also confronted by a problem which touched on the substance
of the question, Would it not be expedient to await at leisure
the opinion of so competent and understanding a member as
Professor Missiroli ? Therefore, while considering that this
text had indeed been adopted in due form, it was proper
“and desirable that Professor Missiroli should be invited to

gtate the alterations that he would wish to have made in it.



fColonel JAMES said that he was one of the wembers
02 the Sub-Committee who had votsd against this text,
He proposed that some ¢f the members of the Cormission
and Frofessor kiussirolii should dissues it with a view
to drawing v» a text which woculd he presented at
the rext meeting. It was essentizl t 0o reach agreement

and not to forece anycne’s rani,

Professor HISSIROLL accepbed this procedure,

The CHAIRMAN said that although it had been understood
that the discussion on thz question of substance would
not be re-opened,; it would be expedient in the
present position that it shculd be re-opened, for
it was essential that the adoption of this text

shoulé not be bosesd on any misunderstanliinga



Professor MARCHOUX made a reguest that he night

3

$eke part in this conversation.

Dr.RAJCHLAN noted that it had just been proposed
that the discussicn should be re-opened, 4 choice
bed to be made between two courses: either a discussion
was desired and in these circumstances the gensral
discussion was open to the Commission, or it was not desired.
In the latter case a voite should be immediately proceeded
to. He did not understand why this question should

be ad journed.

rofessor BRUIPT warnmly supported this statement; five or
s8ix persons had teen accused of having undertaken on their
own & plece cf work that had not been preseated to the
Sub-Committee as a whole; this was not the moment to
adopt the precise procedure against which a protest

had just been made,



2rofassor MISSIRCILY pointed out that the Medical
Director had been sble to prepars his agenda calmly with
plenty of time at his diswsaly he requested in his

turn & calm and private discussion.

The CHARMAN provosed that Professor Marchoix,
Profeassor Missiroli and Colonel James should withdraw for
a few moments for the preparation of a text in oxder that
this conclusion mighv be adopted in the course of the mesting.

This pronosal was adopted.

Popfessor MARCHOUX pointed cut that Resolution 9
seemed to offar a choice tetwsen the various msthods of com-
bating malaria; there was, however, no such choics.

Professor BRUMPT recalled that meverthelsss, iand
improvement {bonification) was of very great importahce but
that there were districts in whidh it could not be undertaken,

some mountain pastures for instance.

Professor OTTOLENGHY thought that if the various
masures wors to be enumerated in the order of their importance,
the treatment should be given the first place, then the antiw
larvae measires and then land improvement. Thers was no

absolute general rule,

M. BONALICO said that one of his English colleagues
had informed him that the word "bonification" (lard improvement)
had no mening for him. The English text of the resclution
ghould therefore be altered. Moreovar in the Fremch text
there was ground for explaining the term Ybonification intégrals”.
It might be pointed out that the ground was to be placed under

intensive culture.
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Dr. EVANS recalled that 1smd improvement comprised

a whole group of measures and demanded dafinition.

Profassor OTTOIENGHY recalled that this tern had been
discussed on many occasions; 1t hal been notad that in other
lenguagss than Italian thare 4id not exist a texm indicating
all the measurss comprised in the word "bonificasionse”., PFor
this reason & long definition had been givem on p. 84 of tie
report and resort might be had to this, although it wonld very

sgsidom be necsssary, for this term had becoms am international one.

M. BONAMICO said that he waald be satisfied with the

tarm "bonification intégrale" for the English text.

Colonel JAMES resumed his vlaca ip order to inform
the Sub-Commit tes of his cwmversation with Professor Missiroli,
He well recal led that in the course of the discussion of the
first Sub-Committee it had been wondered whethser it was expsdient
to insert the secmd paragraph of this resolution, which was of
an entirely subsidiary character, ard which in some respects was
in contradiction with the statement of the grounds for Resolution 7.
He proposed, therefore, that the sacond paragraph shanld merely

Y supypressed.

Professor MARCHOUX, Professor MISSIROIL and

Dr. HACKETT supported this proposal. -

The CEATRMAN proposed that this suppression should
be put to the vote.

Professor PITRATUGA thought that these thrce linss
might certainly be saprressed if it were only a matter or reach-

ing a parliamentary compromisa. But this Assembly was composed
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of mea of sScisnce who wished to place their opinim
clearly on record and it wawld not be right to prevent them
from exprassing it . What had been the object of the
paragrapn that it was sough® to suppress, in the minds of
those who had draited it emd of those who had accepted i%
in the first Sub-.Commit tee? It was a question, after
undert aking detailad examination of the differemt principles,
of summarising order of importance the successive reseamres
to be taken; in the first place the treeatmant, then the anti-
larvad msasures, then “he anti-anophsles measures, thsn
finally integral land imvrovsments. Those who did not accept
this text should say so sand should justify their views;
it wanld ther ba seen vwhether it should be more clearly

drafted or whethsr it should be suppressed.

Professor MARCHOUX thought that the cvbject of the
smthors of this text had becn merely to summarisa the different
measuras; it scemsd from the vresent text that different

measure s were racommended in a fixed order.

Colmsl JAMES quite agreed with Professor Pittaluga,
but when it was sought to judge what the ambhors of this text
might have had in mind, it avveared that it might be replisd
that they bad had no mwrely fixed object and that they had
merely enumerated the measures against malaria in order to
sdorn the text, anmd to offer an index to the malariologists,
in the casa of ome of them forgetting the exuense of one or
other of thess measures. Ees proposad that the smmaration

should be suporessed.

Dr. RAJCHMAN recallad that the Code Napoldon did
not ysrmit investigation as to paternity; he hoped that this

cwde was ot in force in Geneva, and that consequently it would
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be possible to sesk who was responsible for this text. Now
in actwal fact, although the Sscrstariat confined its activi~
ties to obstetrical opezations, it should be openly admitted
that %t was Dr. Rajchman who was the only father of this text,
and that it was precisely those who had wished to alter it who
had been the obstetricians, He was therefors entitled to state
that be was in canplete disagrecmnt with Colonel James and
that there was no question in this enumeration of stylistic
efrfect. The preseul difference of opinion was due to the fact
that &n the Malaria worid va.richs tendencies had shown themselves,
ard that the Health Committee had wished to escaps from this
difficult posivion by making clear the points on which there
was sgreement, those that remained obscure and those that
demanded furthsr investigation. The discussions of June 25th
- anl 26th hal been spacially interessting in this respect and had
been the starting..point of a naw epoch in the cambeting of malaria.
The two protagonists in two opposed theses, Colonel James and
Dr. Backett, had becn hsard wi.th much interest, When Dr. Hackett
had conciluded his statement wihich had besn approved by
Colonsl James, Dr. Rajchman had made this quite simple ard natural
provosal that for the relavant chapter of the Secad General Reyport
there should be substituted Dr. Hackstt's statement. At the follcow.
ing meeting, having received the English verbatim report of this
statement , he had taken a resolution fram it which, he thovgat,
semrarised it completely. HEe had shown this text of the resoluticn
to Dr. Hackett, who had accepted it. He had afterwards shown i%
to Coloneal Jeames, who had alsc given it his support, with the
exception of the second paragravph. He had then asked the other
members of the first Sub-Commit tee whe ther this text might obtain
the majority of votes. Why had this second paragraph, spnumerating °

the varics methods, been introduced? It had been because the
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-biffarances.of opinion relatad to these methods: on the oae
hand were the ardent vpartisans of the anti-larval measures,
on th: other hand, those who racognised the value of thase
masares but thought that the perticular caditions of certain
districts did not lend themsclves to them. Thewsfore, if this
resolution wewre alopitsd en extremaly important sgreement would
be completeiy and finally realised, and there mighit be set up,
sgainst the mulitiplicity of the divergent interpretations,
the acquired approval of U.ese methods.

Es recslled thal a%b tks meeting of Jime 25th there had
en a very warm discussion as to whether guinine was or was nob
a preventive measureo. Similarly, afler the Jjourney in Palesting
thers had been a discussion on the real vaire ol anti~farval
measures. Similarly, the relative value of Professor Hissirolils
work had been warmly discusssd.

He had thouvghkt thersfore that by assambling all these
methods on an equal footing in thc same paregraph an end would be

mi to this convinual discussion.

Profegssor FITTAIUGA said that he was very pleased that
Colonel James and the Medical Director had explained the meaaing
of this sacmd paragraph. Frxcm what Colonel Jemes Lad said it
was 6bvious that the object of this text was not to suggest a

siccession of measures, From what Dr. Rajchman had said it was

obvias that it had not been intended to emumerate them in ovder

of importance. It was a case therefore of enumerating the
different methods thet might be employed. Since there was no

statement that any one method was superior, he veatured to beg

Professor Missiroli to give his support.
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Colonel JAMES pointed out that the importance of
this paragraph had stsadily diminished and that it had now
eched a poirt at which it was devoid of msaning. It was
no longer anything more “han a mere enumeration intended to
prevent malariologists fran forgsiting any ons of the possibls
measures. Consequently, since this paragraph now ounly
contained redundancy, which, moreover, was in contradiction
with the stateiznt of the ground for Article 7, it wwld s

best to suppress itv.

Professor BRUMBT +thought that the secnd varagrapn
might poin% ocut that, whils the methods were enumerated in this
order, it was in no way intended to give particular impartance

to any one of them.

Professor SWEILGCNGREBIL recalled that in thé statemsnt
of the grounds for frticle 7 it held been pointed out that "if
the Commission had not wishad carsfully to avoid mixing general
principles with recommendations of swecial application, it wonld
havea been possible to advise the adoption of the variws
mthrcds consecutivaly and thus to try first tréatment , than anti-
larval measures and later Yponification" . Yo this consecutive
adoption of ths methods was precisely what tha second paragraph

ajvised.

The CHAIRIAN mt the suppression of the second

paragraph to the vots.

Ten members voted in favour of its suporession.

Tns CHAIERMAN put the preservation of the second

paragraph to thes vote.

Tan members voted in favour of its preservalia.
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The CHAIRWAN pointed ot that there was not complete
certainty as to thz enumeration of votes and proposed that a

sacond vote should be resoried to.

Golonsl JAMES said thet he would abstain from voting

and withdraw,
Professor MIREIROIX also withdrew.

Profgssor KLITIER thought that in the case of such a
difference of oninion, it warld be expedient to refer the whole
gestion to a Sub-Sommi%te: whickh should be directed to draw up

a text that might be unanimously accepted.

Professor PITTAIUGA associated himsslf with this pro-
posal. 1t was indeed impossible to daecide by mesans of a vote
views expressad in the name of science. He exprsssed his surprise,
morecver, at the extrsme attitudes that had been mads evident in
comection with a point of such slight importance. BEach of the
members of the Committee should return to his own caintry with his
om opinion, but also with the great pleasure of having heard the
opinions of the otker mambszrs. This had been the svirit in which
the Health Committes had convendd this meeting. NO more could be
asked of peovle who had dedicated their lives to so fa;f-reaching &

WOTE .

The CHAIRMAK noted that the Commission shomwed its antire

approval of Profassor Pittaluga's intervention.

Colonel JAMES resumad his place.

Dr. RAJCHMAN thought that thare was gencral agrssmsnt that

the discussion should hot be nrolonged. He provosed therefore that
the Chairman, together with the three Chairmen and Vice-Chairmen of
the Sub-Committees, should bs included in the Sub-Commitiee proyposal

by Professor Kligler.,
This prowosal was adopted.

The maating ros3 2t 7430 p.m.




