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1. ADOPTION OF FIRST REPORT OF THE СOMМIТТEЕ ON ADMINISТR'ТION, FINANCE AND LEGAL 
NAТТЕRS TO THE С0ЖIТТВЕ ON PROGRАМИЁ AND BUDGET (Document A9 /AFL/17) 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Rapporteur to introduce the Committees draft first 

report to the Committee on Programmе and Budget (document A9 /АFL/17). 

Nr PLЕIC (Yugoslavia), Rapporteur, read the draft first report. 

Decisions The draft report was adopted without comment. 

2. SCALES OF ASSESSNЕNTs Item 7.16 of the Agenda (Resolutions WHh4.47 and 
WHA8.5; Documents A9 /AFL /9 and Add. 1 -3) (continued) 

Review of Assessments of Austria, Burma and Ceylons Item 7.16.2 of the Agenda 
Official Records No. 68 ReSolutibn ЕВ17.R33 and Annex 9 ,Document A9 /ЛFL /9 Add.1) 

The СН IRМLN invited Dr Brady, Representative of the Executive Board, to 

introduce the item. 

Dr ВR'DY, Representative of the Executive Board, drew attention to 

resolution WНД8.5, in particular to the fifth operative paragraph (Handbook of 

Resolutions and Decisions, page 201) and its subparagraph (2) which referred to 

Austria, Burma and Ceylon, and called for the Executive Board to review the 

situation in respect of thine three countries. 

The resolution clearly reflected the Health Assembly's intention that the scale 

of assessment to be used by WHO should be converted to correspond to the United 

Nations scale of assessment, with the modifications necessary to take account of 

differences in membership. The Board had felt that the United Nations had the 
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machinery necessary for establishing a scale of assessment - an advantage not 

possessed by WHO - and moreover it would create a difficult situation if the 

assessment in WHO of any country differed appreciably from its assessment in the 

United Nations. As regards Austria, Burma and Ceylon, since they were now Members 

of the United Nations, they would have an opportunity of presenting their case to the 

United Nations if they considered their assessment unduly high. The Board's 

recommendations, based on the above considerations, were embodied in 

resolution EВ17. R33, Assessments of Austria, Burma and Ceylon (Official Records No. 68, 

page 12). He would also call attention to Annex 9 of Official Records No. 6, 

containing all the relevant information. 

The СН'IRМAN said that he had been authorized by the Delegate of Ceylon to 

state, in his absence, that the delegation of Ceylon accepted the Executive Вoard�s 

recommendation for the assessment of Ceylon in three stages as indicated and would 

accept the assessment fixed by the United Nations, 

Mr STROВL (Austria) called the Committee's attention to document A9 /AFL /9 

Add.1 giving his Governments position on resolution EВ17.R33. 

In view of the extremely hеаvy financial burdens at present weighing on his 

Government, following on the terms of the State Treaty, totalling more than 

0150 000 000, and in view, moreover, of the understanding which his Government had 

that the assessment of Austria in the United Nations would be reduced from 0.39 per cent. 

to 0.36 per cent., he would submit the following draft resolution for the 

Committee's considerations 
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The Ninth Worrld Health Assembly 

Rесallink that the Eighth World Health Assembly, in resolution EÁ8.5, 

reaffirmed its decision that the United Nations scale of assessment should be 

used as the basis for the scale of assessment in WHO and that NIO should 

progress toward the full application of the necessary adjustments to be made 

in four annual stagès beginning in 1956; 

Recalling further that the special assessments of Austria, Burma and 

Ceylon were fixed for 1956 only, to be reviewed by the Ninth World Assembly; 

Haring studied the report by the Director -General and the report of the 
Executive Board on the scale of assessment with respect to Austria, Burma. 

and Ceylon; 

DECIDES that the assessments of Austria, Burma and Ceylon should remain 

unchanged for one single year more and that commencing with the assessment 

for 1958 they shall be assessed in accordance with the principles set forth 

in resolution WКL8,5 at the stage they would normally have been, provided that 

the adjustment with respect to Austria should be made starting from the basis 

of 22 units. 

The application of the resolution might be limited to Austria and Burma, since 

Ceylon had signified its acceptance of its assessment. 

it BA SEIN (Burma) urged that the question of the assessment of Austria, Burma 

and Ceylon be deferred for a year until the General Assembly of the United Nations 

had had an opportunity to consider the recommendations to be put before it at its 

next session by the United Nations Committee on Contributions. BurmaTs assessment 

would probably be reduced as a result of adjustments which would result from the 

increase in United Nations membership. 
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Nr ВОТнЛΡ. (Union of South Africa) asked if'the Secretariat would explain as 

to the ехaót situation existing in respect of the United Nations scale of assess�пΡent, 

leaving aside for the time being. all considerations of an economic character. He 

had been under the impression, from a study of the United Nations Committee on 

Contributions' report (United Nations document А/3121), that the reduction to which 

the delegate of Austria had referred did not represent any deliberate change of 

assessment but .Merely an automatic readjustment arising out of an increase in the 

total rnunber of Мembars of the United Nations. 

Nr SIEGEL (Assistant Director-GorLeral, Department of Administration and 

Finance), Secretary, said that the report of the United Nations Committee on 

Contributions to which the previous speaker had referred had only just been released 

and would be considered by the 1956 session of the General Assembly. The 

recommendations therein could not be interpreted as representing any official 

decision of the United Nations until they had been adopted, either as they stood 

or as amended, by the General Assembly. It was correct to say that all Members 

would benefit from some reduction due to a rise in total membership. The 

percentage, proportions in WIЮ would be somewhat loss than in the United Nations 

because of larger membership. 

Mr BOTHL (Union of South Africa) was gratoful for that explanation. 

question at issue therefore remained whither a decision on the assessment of the 

countries concerned should be postponed for a further year. Нe wondered whether 

Burma had economic reasons for requesting postponement or whether it was merely 

expecting a reduction in its United Nations assessment. 
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Ix' В1 Sg1*! (Вurma) мΡчΡade it clear that his Government was prepared to accept 

whatkiver assessment the Health Assembly decided on the basis of the United Nations 

scale of assessment. It was, however, anxious that the matter should be postponed 

for another year in case the General Assembly of the United Nations introduced any 

modification. 

Dr ВERNHAF.Di (Federal Republic of Germany) strongly supported the draft 

resolution proposed by the Delegate of Austria. 

Sir Arcot I �UDALIAR (India) was warmly in favour of the draft resolution submitted 

by the Austrian delegation. Austria and Burma were experiencing financial difficulties ' 

and deferment of change in their assessments would enable them to raise the question 

in the United Nations if they so desired. 

Mr ВВЛDУ (Ireland) added his support of the draft resolution, which conformed 

with the Comm .ttee's tradition of giving_ sympathetic consideration to special cases 

when it determined the scale of assessment. i4orеoveг, the resolution would also have 

the.important- effect of bringing the assessments of Austria and Surma into line with 

their assessюnts in the United Nations for future years, thus avoiding the necessity 

of гeconsiderine those two countries position at the next session. 

Mr COOTS (United States of America) expressed agreement with the previous spеЁ.s. 

It would have been unwise to defer indefinitely bringing the WHO scale into line with 

that of the United Nations, but, since the draft resolution secured the position in 

that respect for future years, he would accept it. 

The СataWAN felt that the position of Ceylon gave rise to some difficulty in view 

of the statement he had made earlier on behalf of the Delegate of Ceylon who had been 

unable to attend the present meeting. He was sure that the Committee would share his 

wish ?tot to take any invidious decision concerning that country in the absence of its 

de /ogate. 
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Dr van den BERG (Netherlands) suggest d that further consideration of the item be 

postponed until the Committeets next meetiig so that the Delegate of Ceylon might have 

an opportunity of stating his position fol:.owing the draft resolution submitted by the 

Austrian delegation. 

Mr GENS (Belgиi ) believed it would be preferable for discussion on the item 

to be concluded at the present juncture and accordingly suggested that the Committee 

might agree to accept the draft resolution provisionally as it stood, including Ceylon, 

that delegation being free to take advantage of the provisions of the resolution if it 

desired. A final decision on the draft xesolution could be arrived at later. 

Sir Arcot MUDALIAR (India) was also of the opinion that it would be preferable 

for the draft resolution to be accepted provisionally on the understanding that the 

delegation of Ceylon would be free to take whatever stand it saw fit. 

Dr van den BERG (Netherlands) withdrew his suggestion in favour of the proposal 

made by the Delegate of Belgium. 

The СНAIRMAN noted that the consensus of the Committee was for Ceylon to be 

included in the provisions of the Austrian draft resolution on the understanding that 

the Delegate of Ceylon would have an opportunity of expressing his Governmentts views 

on the matter when the report containing the resolution came up for discussipn in the 

Committee. 
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Hе would take the sense of the Committee on the draft resolution submitted by the 

Austrian delegation before the recommendation submitted by the Executive Board, 

contained in resolution ЕВ17,0R33, 

Decision: There being no objection, the draft resolution submitted by 
Austria, provisionafly referring also to Ceylon, was approved. 

Assessment of Korea: item 7'16 ,3 of the Agenda (Document A2LE.19 Аddo3 ) 

The СHAI МAN invited the representative of the Executive Board to introduce 

the item, 

Dr BRADY, Representative of the Executive Board, calling attention to the wording 

of resolution WHA8.5, paragraph 5, subparagraph (1), noted that the Health Assembly 

had not requested the Executive Board to review the assessment of Korea. The Board 

had decided to include the item in the agenda of the Ninth World Health Assembly, so 

that the Health Assembly, might have an opportunity to make such a review if it so 

desired, because the wording of the Eighth World Health Assembly resolution on the 

subject might be open to different interpretations. 

The СНРIRNAН called attention to a draft resolution submitted ot+ the assessment 

of Korea by the delegations of China, Japan, Thailand and Viet Nam (document A9 /АFI/9 

Аdd,3 ) 
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Dr PAIK (Republic of Korea) expressed his Governmentts deep appreciation to aU 

Member Governments for the sympathetic consideration which they -had in the past given 

to the assessment of Korea., Referring to the immense task of reconstruction facing 

his country, he emphasized the paucity of resources at its disposal and the extent to 

which it was still dependent on help from the specialized agencies of the United Nations 

and from friendly countries. He would therefore earnestly request the Committee to 

give favourable consideration to the proposal before it. 

Dr MÁ (China) sincerely hoped that th , Committee would be sympathetic to the draft 

resolution in view of Koreats economic plight. 

Mr SAITA (Japan), felt sure that there would be general agreement to fix the 

assessment of Korea at the minimum figure for the next five years as it was clearly 

impossible for that country to be sufficiently rehabilitated to pay more before that 

period had elapsed, He recalled, moreover, that the point had been raised by the 

Executive Board as a technicality and that the Board had not thereby intended to point 

to the need for a new assessment, 

Decision: There being no objection, the draft resolution on the assessment 
of Korea (document л9 /AFh/9 /Адд„3) was approved. 
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Assessments of new Members and Associate Members (Document А9 /АFL /9 Аdd,2) 

The CHAIRMAN called attention to the assessment figures given in dоctmепt 

А9 /AFL /9 Аdd.2 for Morocco, the Sudan and Tunisia, which had been admitted to full 

membership, and for the new Associate Members - Gold Coast, Nigeria And 

Sierra Leone. 

Dr FАRAJ (Morocco) said that his country accepted its assessment for 1957 but 

wished to continue to contribute at the rate of three unit for the current year. 

The SECRETARY believed that, in order to avoid any misunderstanding, it would 

be useful to point out that, in accordance with Financial Regulation 5.8, assessments 

of new Members would be applicable not only to 1957 but to the present year, since 

that was the year in which Morocco became a full Member. 

Dr FARAD (Morocco) called attention to a possible difficulty, as his country's 

national budget had already been voted for 1956. 

The CHAIRMAN considered that that point could safе�.у ]eft for negotiation 

between the Organization and the Government of Morocco. 

Dr KHAIR (Sudan) conveyed his Government's thanks for its election as a full 

Member and on its behalf, accepted the assessment given in the document under 

consideration so that it could shoulder its full responsibility with other Member States, 
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Dr EL MATERI (Tunisia) was grateful that his countryts contribution had been 

fixed at the minimum. Tunisia was a poor country and was at present faced with a 

particularly serious unemployment situation, some 350 000 out of a total population 

of three and a half million being unemployed. 

The CHAÏRMAN assumed that the Committee would not wish to consider any modification 

of the assessment of three units fixed for Associate Members and that the assessment of 

the Gold Coast, Nigeria and Sierra Leone, would therefore stand at three units. 

Mr BOTHA. (Union of South Africa) expressed concern at taking a decision an the 

assessment of Associate Members at the present juncture in view of the fact that the 

Committee would at a later stage be required to consider item 7015 of the agenda 

referring to rights and obligations of Associate Members. Should any amendment be 

introduced in respect of the rights of Associate Members, there should be a re- 

consideration of their obligations. He wondered accordingly whether there should not 

be provisional approval of the draft resolution in respect of the three new Associate 

Membérs, on the understanding that any change in their status which might be decided 

upon later would have to be taken into account. 

The CHAIRиРм said that though it might be possible to adopt at the present stage 

a draft resolution including a clause such as "provided that the rights of Associate 

Members rem in unchanged ", it would seem to him that the Committee might take an 

unconditional decision, sines tkat would not preclude review of the assessment of 

Associate Members should any change in their rights be agreed upon. 
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ВОТHA (Union of South_Africa) was agreeable to taking a decision on that 

understandings As the matter stood, he considered three units an equitable assessment, • 

He had merely wished to emphasize the need for taking any change into account in the 

establishment of an assessment, 

Sir Arcot MUDALZAR (India) agreed with the Chairman's view that the Cоmmittее 

should confine itself to dealing with the draft resolution on the countries which had 

just been admitted into associate membership. Any decisions taken in respect of 

item 7,15 of the agenda would give rise to a revÿgw of several aspects of their positio 

and would go beyond the question of assessment. 

The Сr МА.Nd accordingly proposed the following draft resolution for the 

consideration of the Committee: 

The Ninth World Health Assembly, 

Considering the admission of certain Members and Associate 

Members to the Organization, , 

RESOLVES that the following additions be made to the scale 

of assessment: 

Morocco 16 units 

Sиdan 13 units 

Тur_is is O,) 0л% 

Gold Coast З units 

Nigeria 3 units 

Sierra Leone 
. 3 units 

Decision: The draft resolution was approved. 
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The CHAIRМLN said that,, in response to a query, the Secretariat informed him that 

an assessment of three units in 1956 would represent $540. 

Re•ort on the г. lementation of Resolution W1&8.5 Item 7,16.1 of the A:enda) 

Mr LIVERAN (Israel) asked what was meant by "using the United Nations scale", 

Was he to understand that WHO would use as a basis for fixing the WHO scale the report 

of the United Nations Committee on Contributions as submitted to the General Assembly 

or as approved by the General Assembly? The United Is tions scale of assessment would 

in future apply for periods of three years and only for special reasons would the 

Committee on Contributions discuss the matter in the interval. Presumably would 

not make retroactive any changes introduced as a result of United Nations decisions. 

The SECRETARY explained that the effect of resolution W1AS.5 was to bring WH01s 

scale of assessment into line with that of United Nations by four annual stages as 

outlined in subparagraphs 1 to 4 of resolution WHA 8,5. The period after 1959 was 

covered by paragraph 2, subparagraph (5) to the effect that "in establishing the scale 

of assessment to be used in 1960 and future years, the Health Assembly shall further 

adjust th eWHO scale to take into account the latest available United Nations scale of 

assessment ". It was intended to adopt the United Nations scale of assessment as 

approved by the General Assembly. 
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Even if the United Nations Committee on Contributions were to recommend a change 

in the 1956 scale, WHO would not be able to make a retroactive change for 1956 or 1957. 

Mr LIVERA.N (Israel) thanked Mr Siegel for his explanations, 

т вOTHA (Union of South Africa), while approving the recommendations made in 

section ú of document Á9/00L/9 Add.2, wondered whether the return of some of the 

inactive Members might not change the situation somewhat, 

The SECREТARY said that one advantage of the unit system of assessment over the 

percentage system was to obviate the king of difficulty which Er Botha had in mind, 

The payment to be made by inactive Members for the 1956/1957 period would be clearly 

fixed at the present session of the Health Assembly in the light of recommendations 

on the budget level to be made by the Committee on Programme and Budget. 

Kr BOTHA, (Union of South Africa) expressed his satisfaction with the explanations, 

The С1A. R1'гAN suggested that the Committee might wish to ask the rapporteur to 

frame a draft resolution for submission to the Health Assembly, Such a draft 

resolution might read as follows: 

Sca1e of Aw �.�.?s, �:.7�nt, 

The Ninth World Health Assembly 

Recalling that the Eighth World Health Assembly, in resolution 18!5, 

reaffirmed its decision that the United Nations scale of assessments should be 

used as the basis for the scale of assessment in WHO and that CIO should progres, 

toward the full application of the iсеѕsагу adjustments to be made in four 

annual stages beginning in 1956, 

DECIDES that the scale of assessment for 1957 shall be as follows: 
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That should be followed by the scale of assessment given in document A9 /AFL /9 pages 

3 to 5 as amended in the course of the dlscssion, 

It was so a reed0 

з, CONFIRMATION of RESOLUTION WIА6.37 AND ADMISSION OF THE SPANISК PROTECTORATE 
ZONE IN MOROCCO AS AN АSSOCIАТЕ MEMBER: Item 7014 of the Agenda CONTRIBUTION OF THE 
SPANISH PROTECTORATE ZONE IN MOROCCO: Item 7,17 of Agenda (Resolutions WHА6.Э7 and 
ág.29; Document A9/14) 

The С1АIIгРN suggested that the Committee's report should include mention of the 

fact that Morocco having been admitted to full Membership in the Organization, the 

above items no longer had any substance and that it was therefore unnecessary to 

consider them. 

Mr DE VIТ,ТGAS (Spain) said that he was in complete agreement with the statement 

which the Chairman had just made concerning these two items, but would point out that, 

following a letter from the Minister of Foreign Affairs to the Director -General of 

the Organization and at the request of the Spanish Government, these two items had already 

been withdrawn from the agenda, He wished the notification of the Spanish Government 

to be added to this statement, . 

Dr FARРJ (Morocco) wished to take the opportunity of conveying the thanks of the 

Delegation of Morocco to the Spanish Government for having withdrawn items 7.14 and 

7.17 from the agenda by its letter of 16 April 1956, in which it recognized the 

independence and unity of Morocco, 
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4. ESTABLISHMENT OF THE AMOUNT CF THE WORKING CAPITAL FUND FOR 1957: 

Item 7.21 of the Agenda (Official Records No. 66, page 13 and 

No. 69, Chapter VI, section 1.4) 

Dr BRADY, Representative of the Executive Board, said that the Board 

considered both the form and content of the draft Working. Capital Fund Resolution 

as appearing on page 13 of the Official Records No. 66, satisfactory. 

The form of reаolutic Vas the same as that of such resolutions in previous 

years; there appeared no necessity for change. 

With regard to the content of the resolution, the Board had decided (resolution 

EB17.R34) to make no cp.ange in the scale of assessment for the Working Capital Fund 

until its first meeting in 1959 or until such time as an increase in the size of 

the Fund became necessary. 

The fact that the scale of assessment for contributions to the NНО budget was 

being changed over a period of four years and that some alteration might be made in 

the size of the Working Capitaal Fund itself had deterred. the Board from recommending 

any change in the scale of assessment for the Working Capital Fund. Moreover - 

although the Board had not discussed that aspect - resumption by inactive Members 

in the work of the Organization, if it took place, might affect the position. 

Mr CURRIE ( ;ustralia) wondered whether the resumption of active membership 

by inactive flembers might not make it possible to reduce the size of the Fund. 

The SECRETARY said that the amount proposed for 1957 was the same as for 1956 

and included a sum representing advances yet to be received from inactive Members. 

The 1955 amount had proved adequate and so it had been assumed that the same figure 
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would suffice for 1956, since the proposed budget was approximately the same as the 

budget for 1955. He added that in 1956 the WHO budget had been partly financed 

from a large casual income of some $1 200 000 which had been available in cash át 

the beginning of the year, and which would not be available in 1957. WHO would 

have only some $350 000 of casual income available for 1957. The amount of casual 

income available made a great difference in the extent to which WHO had to use the 

Working Capital Fund pending the receipt of contributions. For 1957 the 

Director -General was asking for an increase in the budget, there would be less 

casual income available, and it was hoped that at least some of the inactive Members 

might be returning to full participation in the Organization. The Board had, 

therefore, recommended no reduction in the amount of the Working Capital Fund. 

The question might arise whether the present level of the Working Capital Fund was 

in fact'aquate; but it was felt ыnnесеѕѕаГу to recommend an increase until further 

experience had been gained. .. 

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the Committee approve the draft Working Capital,Fund 

appearing on page 13 of Official Records No. 66, including the amount mentioned in 

footnote 1. 

It was so agreed. 

5. SESSIONS OF REGIONAL COMMITTEES OUTSIDE THE REGIONAL HEADQUARTERS: 

Item 7.9 of the Agenda (Official Records No. 68, Resolution ÈB17.R42 
and No. 69, Chapter IV, section 1.2.2) 

Dr BRADY, Representative of the Executive Board, said that'the mattеr'hád been 

put on the agenda because the Board ha.; had to approve a transfer of some $19 000 



А9 /АFI,/Мin /3 

page 18: 

to regional committees for their 1956 expenses. The Board had requested the 

Director - General to provide information on the places of meeting and costs, which 

information appeared on page 110 of Official Records No. 69. The Board had noted 

that there were differences in cost among the various regions and from year to year 

within the same region. The costs for the Western Pacific Region had been 

comparatively constant but elsewhere costs ranged from $3000 to $19 000 or $20 000. 

In view of the budgetary and financial imp::_ications of such discrepancies, the Board 

had thought fit to propose to the Health Assembly the draft resolution contained in 

its resolution EB17.R42, (Official Records No. 68, page 15). 

Dr van den BERG (Netherlands) said that his delegation agreed with paragraphs 

1 and 3 of the Board le recommended resolution but not with paragraph 2. In his 

view equality of treatment had always been WHO's aim. In that connexion the Health 

Assembly had agreed that it would be unfair for the Organization to ask Member States 

far distant from the meeting place of the Health Assembly to shoulder the entire 

burden of travel expenses of their delegates; it had therefore been decided that 

WHO would contribute by paying the expenses of one delegate to the Assembly. In 

the case of regional committees no such provision existed. Until it did, it would 

be unfair to hold regional committee meetings always at regional headquarters. 

On the other hand, there was much to be said for not holding the meetings too many 

years in succession away from regional headquarters. That was the consideration 

which had moved the Seventh World Health Assembly (in resolution WHA7.26) to 

recommend regional committees to consider holding meetings at the site of th 

regional office from time to time. That resolution contained the phrase "taking 
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into account the cost involved for the Organization and the Member States concerned+, 

thus clearly indicating the A.ssembly's intention that not only was the cost to the 

Organization to be borne in mind but also the direct cost to Member States. 

Paragraph З of the Board's recommended resolution was a legitimate request to 

the regional committees to give adequate notice оf the places in which meetings 

were to be held, in arder to avoid budgetary difficulties. He regarded paragraph 2, 

however, as unjust to countries remote from regional headquarters, whose difficulties 

would be made greater if, in arder to enable meetings to be held away from headquarters, 

they were obliged to pay the extra costs. He therefore suggested the deletion of. 

paragraph 2. 

Mr S(3IТi (Japan) said that his Government had always considered that most 

meetings should be held at regional headquarters in the interests of efficiency and 

economy. Yet governments should be free to extend an invitation from time to tome 

as personal, contacts and acquaintance with the problems of countries remote from 

regional headquarters could promote understanding and co- operation. 'When such 

invitations were extended, the additional ocets should be borne by the inviting 

government.. - It was true, of course,. that distant countries would incur greater 

expense but the advantages of acting as host might. compensate for the expense 

involved. He therefore favoured the text, of the Executive Board. 

Mr ZOHВйB (New Zealand) shared Mr Saita�s views. 

Dr BERNHARDT (Federal Republic of Germany) seconded the Netherlands proposal, 

adding that if it was in the interest of a country to invite regional committees, 
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it was also in the interest of. the Organization and its experts tо gain a first -hand 

experience of the inviting countries. He therefore saw no reason why the host 

country _should bear the extra cost alone. 

Dr MELL:YE (Norway) thought that the benefit accruing to HO experts and 

delegates to regional committee meetings in remote countries was likely to be 

insignificant. Such committees were often held at the busiest time of the year, 

and lasted but a few days. There was therefore little time _in which to study the 1 

health problems of the host country. As there might be other reasons for a regional 

committee to meet away from regional headquarters, he wished to leave the way clear, 

but he thought that such meetings should be the exception and not the rule. He 

would therefore support the resolution proposed by the Executive Board. 

Mr ВRADJY (Ireland) said that the Executive Вoard resólution did not oblige 

regional committees to take any specific action on places of meetings or in regard 

to contributions to their costs. Paragraph.1 drew the attention of the regional 

committees to a previous resolution which left the places of meeting to be decided 

at the regional eommittee1s discretion, and paragraphs 2 and Э merely provided 

that regional committees should consider matters of convenience, expense and timing 

in fixing their places of meeting.. His government was in favour of regional 

committee meetings being held normally at regional headquarters, but would agree 

that occasionally they should be held elsewhere. 
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Mr HUNT (United Kingdom of Groat Britain and Northern Ireland) asked what 

regions had alreадy acted along the lines of paragraph 2 of the Executive Вoard's 

proposed resolution. 

The SECRETARY said that the Western Pacific Region had adoptod a system whereby 

host countries met additional costs. The Pan American Sanitary Organization held 

every other meeting away from headquarters and had approved a standard form of 

agreement with host countries which set forth the responsibilities of the hо„ +. 

countries to moot part of the increased costs. 

Dr van den BERG (Netherlands) asked whethгr the United States of America was 

considered. as host government for meetings held in Washington. 

The SEСRЕТ'RY :nid that the question did not arise as the regional headquarters 

was in Washington. 

Sir Arcot Ж3 LIAR (India) appealed to the Committee to take a b._oadеr viewpoint. 

The South -East Asia Region had found it a great advantage for meetings to be 

held occasionally away from regional headquarters, since those responsible for the 

health of a country tended to take mоr : interest in meetings held in their proximity 

than in those held in some remote headquarters. Moreover, if meetings were held 

only at regional headquarters, countries far away might find it difficult to 

understand why. 

He would therefore suggest that the Committee should approve paragraphs 1 and 3 

of the Executive Deard's resolution and ask the Director- General to consult regional 
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committees an the extra costs involved in holding meetings away from regional 

headquarters and the reduction of such costs to a minimum compatible with efficiency. 

Mr TSE61E (Ethiopia) and Mr BA SEIN (Burma) shared Sir Arcot Mudaliar's views. 

Mr BOTHA (Union of South Africa) drew the Committee's attention to the large 

amounts involved (page 110 of Official R.cO►.is No. 69) . He wondered whether there 

were not some sites unsuitable for regional committee meetings by reason of the 

expense involved. There was no question of regional committees always meeting at 

their respective headquarters, paragraph 2 being intended to induce them to consider 

seriously before accepting invitations if abnormal costs were expected. 

He therefore urged the Committee to approve the Executive Board's resolution 

as it stood. 

T van den BERG (Netherlands) considered. Nr Botha's interpretation of paragraph 2 

reasonable, but was unable to read it in the text. If the Board had intended to 

express these views he would. propose that the text be re-drafted. 

Mr CALUERWOOD (United States of America) considered that there had been some 

misinterpretation of the text. Paragraph 2 merely drew the attention of regional 

committees to the desirability of host governments participating in increased costs 

involved; nowhere was it suggested that they should meet all the extra expense. 

The Regional Committee for the Americas frequently held meetings outside 

regional headquarters but the costs were largely borne by the countries concerned 

and had not td be met by WHO. Regional committees might bear in mind Article 50 (f) 

of the Constitution, concerning additional regional appropriations by governments 

of the region, when deciding on meetings away from headquarters. 
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The CHAIR'N suggested that the Committee might like to have time to think 

over the various proposals before it. 

Dr van den BERG (Netherlands) thought that his views could be reconciled with 

those of the i;elegate of India by consultation in private. 

It was agreed that the Delegates of India and the Netherlands should together 

draft a joint proposal for submission at the Committee's fourth meeting. 

The meeting rose at 5.30 p.m. 


