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1. COMPOSITION OF DRAFTING GROUP 

The CHAIRMAN recalled that the Board had asked him to submit names for a drafting 

group. He reminded the Board that it had decided in reviewing the budget to outline 

the implications of each part and of the various other documents on financial matters 

before it. The task of the drafting group would be to record the views expressed tgr 

the Board during its discussions on the implications of the proposed budget. The 

work would be arduous and intense and the group should be a small one composed 

preferably of alternates in order that the members might carry on with their work on 

the Board. He proposed the following names: Dr.取de^s alternate Dr. Brady, 

Dr. Maclean's alternate Mr. Mason, Dr. Mackenzie's alternate Mr. Boucher, and 

Professor Saleh's alternate Dr. Diba. 

It was so agreed 

2. LOCAL COSTS IN RESPECT OF INTERNATIONAL PROJECT PERSONNEL UNDER THE REGULAR 
BUDGETî Item 8.11 of the Agenda (Resolution EB11.R60; documents EB13/54,1 
EB13/54 Add.l, EB13/54 Add.2 and EB13/54 Add.3) (continuation from eighth 
meeting, section 2) 

The draft resolutions recommended ty the Director-General (EB13/54 Add.l), 

proposed by Dr. Maclean (EB13/54 Add.2)， and proposed by Dr. Togba (EB13/54 Add.3) 

were read to the Board. 

Dr. HÏDE proposed that the Board should discuss the matter further in the light 

of the information gained during its recent discussions. The Technical Assistance 

Board had apparently experienced the same difficulties in respect of the payment of 

1

 Reproduced as Off.Rec.Wld Hlth Org, 52, Annex 13 
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local costs as WHO in connexion with its programme under the regular budget. The 

Technical Assistance Committee had adopted a procedure which overcame the prejudice 

caused to the relationship between receiving governments and the international technical ‘ 

experts working in their countries by the difference between local rates and those 

applicable to the international experts. He understood that a fund had been set up by 

each government for the payment of those expenses and that payments to the individual 

experta would be made by the organization concerned instead of by the government. He 

suggested that the representative of the TAB should be asked to give further details of 

the system• 

Dr¿ TOGBA. observed that the WHO regular programme was under discussion; what was 

done in the case of the Technical Assistance programme would have no more' bearing than 

what was done in the case of bilateral programmes. 
• 

The CHAIRMAN understood that Dr. Uyde had simply mentioned Technical Assistance as 

an example of how a precisely similar problem had been solved for another programme• 

Before calling on the representative of TAB he would ask the Deputy Director-General to 

clarify the situation. 

Dr. DOROLLE^ Deputy Director-General, said the TAC had adopted a system for the 

calculation of local expenses and the payment of the experts on the onè hand and for 

the collection of the share to be paid by the receiving governments on the other• A 

government which accepted the arrangement paid 50% of the total amounts calculated Ъу 

the TAB into a fund, and the participating organization then paid the expert in full, 
• * • .. • • . . 

That system facilitated the establishment, of their budgets by governments and made it 

urinec'essaiy for the experts to apply to governments for payment. It had been brought 

to the notice of the Board at its eleventh session (Official Records, No. 46, page 124), 

and had come into force on 1 January 1954. • 
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With regard to waivers, he had pointed out during his statement on WHO 

participation in the Expanded Programme of Technical Assistance that existijig waivers 

granted to certain governments had been prolonged for a short period, pending 

reconsideration by TAB. Existing project waivers had been continued for six months, 

TAB reserving the right to grant waivers for projects in future, whereas previously 

that authority had been delegated by TAB to the heads of the participating organizations. 

The question of the system of payment was therefore entirely distinct from that of 

waivers. 

Professor FERREIRA said the issue was an old one and the Board should be 

sufficiently aware, from the reactions of its members and the Regional Directors, of 

the public feeling in the countries concerned with regard to it. Possibly, at a 

later stage, WHO might adopt the same arrangements for payment of local costs as were 

adopted for the operation of Technical Assistance or bilateral programmes, but for the 

time being any one of the three proposals before the Board would meet WHO
1

 s aim, which 

was to avoid prejudicing the relations between the national and international personnel. 

Mr. MASON, alternate to Dr. Maclean, referring to resolution EB11.R60, recalled 

that in the past WHO had attempted to co-ordinate as far as possible its project 

policies - particularly with regard to local costs - under the regular budget with the 

policies adopted for the administration of 

Dr. Maclean's proposed resolution was 

Assistance Committee, with which the Board 

Technical Assistance projects. 

consistent with the decision of the Technical 

had agreed (in resolution EB11.R57.5), that 

requesting governments should no longer be required to provide the cost of lodging or 

travel per diem for projects and programmes for which a substantial contribution was 
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being made Ъу the requesting government. That provision had always been a basic 

principle in the administration of Technical Ass istance programmes с 

A very important difference between Dr. Maclean
1

 s proposed resolution and those 

of the Director-General and Dr. Togba was that the first spread the impact of the 

waiving of the local costs over a longer period. Under Dr. Togba
1

s proposal the 

impact would be on the 1955 budget, under the Director-General
1

 s proposal on the 1956 

budget
5
 whereas under Dr. Maclean

1

 з proposal the full burden would not be borne b¡y the 

Organization until 1957 or 1958. 

Dr. TOGBA felt that it was necessary to discuss the matter further, because it 

seemed to be generally agreed that the burden on the recipient governments must be 

removed. WHO need not be bound by what was done Ъу other organizations. The Board 

was aware of the difficulties governments were experiencing and it would surely wish 

to do its utmost to facilitate matters for those governments so that the projects 

could be carried on to best advantage. He knew personally of the difficulty of 

obtaining from a government more funds for health projects and the problem of 

explaining the added costs necessitated by the payment of allowances to experts from 

other countries. 

For those reasons he felt that the Board should go further than the Director-

General
 1

 s proposal. If, however, it could not see its way to accept his own 

proposal, he hoped it would at least accept the Director-General
1

s Dr. Maclean's 

proposal would defer action for an almost indefinite period, whereas it was necessary 
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to shew governments that WHO was taking definite action. The proviso in Dr, Maclean
1

£ 

proposal that the requirements should be waived "whenever the country has committed 

itself to expenditures on all projects financed in the reguiar budget which equal or 

exceed the amount which has to be expended by the Organization ..." could be inter-

preted. in different waysj it might meал every one of the projects or all projects 

combined. 

Dr. HYDE said that while he would not make a new proposal he felt the Board 

should bear in mind the analogous experience in the Technical Assistance programme. 

Dr, Togba
1

s proposal involved tte difficulty of finding a sum of $405>052 over and 

above the increase in the Director-Generalproposed budget for 1955• 

面atever decision was now taken the matter should be kept under review in the 

hope that it might be possible at a later stage to adopt a uniform system. It was 

desirable that the system should make it possible to transfer an expert from one 

project to another regardless of the source of funds. For present purposes he would 

support Dr. Maclean's compromise proposal. 

Mr, MâSON, commenting on the point raised by Dr. Togba, recalled that at an 

earlier stage it had been suggested that the limiting provision should be tbat a 

country had committed itself in connexion with the project in question to an amount 

equal to the Organization's contribution. The Director-General had, however, pointed 

out that it would be fairer to the country concerned to base the provision on the 

total amount being spent on all projects in the country' concerned,, Dr. Maclean's 

proposal had been drafted in the light of that comment» 
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He wished to correct a false impression that under Dr. Maclean's proposal 

nothing would be done until 1957 or 1958. The meaning of paragraph 2(i) (EB13/54 

Add.2, page 3) was that the arrangement should come into force in 1955 but should 

apply onl̂ r to new projects in 1955; thereafter it would apply to new projects in 

1956 in addition to projects started in 1955, to new projects in 1957 in addition to 

projects started in 1955 and 1956 and so on. The resolution was designed to avoid 

the expenditure in 1955 which would be incurred under Dr. Togba's proposal. It 

would already be difficult enough to justify to the World Health Assembly the large 

increase in the proposed budget for that year. 

Mr. SIEGEL, Assistant Director-General, Administration and Finance, drew attention 

to resolution WHA6.51 of the Sixth World Health Assembly regarding the consideration 

given by the TAC to the subject of local costs to be borne by governments, and 

particularly to paragraph 5， where it was suggested that the position should be 

reviewed after a year by the TAG and the Economic and Social Council in the light of 

the experience gained. Possibly that resolution covered one of the points Dr. ifyde 

had in mind. 

Dr. Hyde had also referred to possible difficulty in transferring experts from 

one prograirane to another owing to a supposed difference in conditions of service of 

the experts employed under the regular programme and those under the Technical Assis-

tance programme. The expert would in fact receive the said allowances finder either 

programme, and they would be paid by the Organization in either case. There would 

be no administrative or financial difficulty in such transfers. 
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Dr. van den BERG supported Dr. Hyde's proposal that before voting on the 

resolutions the Board should hear the representative of the Technical Assistance Board. 

Dr. ANWAR, after associating himself with Professor Ferreira «s views, went on to 

say that he felt the Board should accept the compromise suggested by Dr. Togba, 

namely, that if the latter's proposal could not be accepted because cî its financial 

implications, the Board should accept the proposal of the Director-General. 

He suggested that after the lengthy discussions that had taken place the Board 

might proceed to vote on the resolution. 

In reply to a question by the CHAIRMMi, Dr. Ж Ш said his remark was in the 

nature of a suggestion; it was not intended as a raotion for closure of the ‘ : 

debate. 

Dr. AL-WAHBI was unable to agree Tdth the point of view put forward by Mr. Mason. 

He concurred in Dr. Togba's view that Dr. Maclean's proposal would have the effect 

of deferring the question for a long period. It was an important matter which hçid 

Ъерп studied year after year and governments were emphatic in their desire for removal 

of the provision in question. 

Dr. TOGBA supported Dr. Al-ïïahbi's views. The implication of paragraph 2 (i) 

of Dr. Maclean's proposal was that since no money would be available to implement 

the arrangement in 1955 there would be no projects started in that yearj in ensuing 

years governments would doubtless plead that they were unable to increase the funds 

proposed in the Director-General » s budget so that the starting of new pro je cts would 
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again be postponed. The same restrictions would apply in the case of fellowships. 

Such a policy would be in contradiction to the aims of the Organization, which must be 

to carry on the work requested by governments. He emphasized that he preferred his 

own proposal, but if that were not accepted he could accept the Director-General's 

more moderate one. 

Mr. SIEGEL believed that the Board should take into account the fact that 

paragraph 2(i) of Dr. Maclean's draft resolution was the same as the corresponding 

paragraph in the draft resolution proposed by the Director-General and was based on 

paragraph 2.3.1 of document EB13/54. That procedure had been envisaged as a means 

of putting the new policy into effect without entailing any increase in the budget 

estimates for 1955. 

Dr. MOORE said he would welcome some reference ty the representative of TAB to 

that body's experience in the matter before the three draft resolutions were pat to 

the vote. He was, nevertheless, inclined to favour the proposal submitted by the 

Director-General, in that it presented the advantage of clarity and of giving the 

recipient governments a better opportunity of planning their finances. 

Dr. VARGAS>4ffiNDEZ believed that general agreement existed as to the need for 

removing the obligations incurred ty recipient governments in respect of local costs. 

The point at issue was, therefore, the effect such a decision would have on WHO 

itself. 

He would, however, wish to emphasize certain general considerations which should 

be borne in mind. In all cases, the technicians concerned received higher pay than 
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in their own countries, such pay being supplemented by travel and family allowances. 

Their salaries were very greatly superior to local salaries in the area in whieh they 

were stationed, where the cost of living was often considerably less than in their 

own countriesÍ furthermore, the areas concerned were for the most part soft-currency 

areas. He had referred to those considerations in order to point out that the 

technicians were not after all in the position or losers, economically at any rate. 

Facilities were provided locally in respect of office space, clerical services and 

communications. Government representatives paid all expenses on tours. Daily 

living expenses of course had to be met whether the technician was at home or at his 

duty station. 

In his view, past decisions taken by the Economic and Social Council, following 

studies made, had not been based on a realistic appreciation of the situation. It 

was essential for the Board to envisage the position as it really was and to choose 

that solution vhich would appear to offer the least difficulties from a financial 

point of view. 

Dr. VOLLENWEIDER considered that, although all speakers had been in agreement 

on the desirability of alleviating the difficulties encountered by the recipient 

governments, the proposals made by Dr. Maclean should be supported as they were based 

on a sound understanding of the existing financial situation. 

The CHAIRMAN reminded the Board that there was no question of not waiving the 

charges on recipient governments. The only matter under consideration was the time 

at which it could be done, bearing in mind the financial eituation of the Organization. 
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Dr. HAYEK questioned the necessity of deferring the initiation of all new i»rojects 

in order to meet local costs. He would accordingly, in the interests of achieving 

a compromise solution, submit an amendment to the draft resolution proposed Ъу the 

Director-General (ЕВ1Э/54 Add.l), with an additional paragraph requesting that the 

Director-General should continue to negotiate with TAB in order to harmonize such 

procedures. 

ïïie draft resolutions at present before the Board appeared somewhat categorical 

in respect of new projects in 1955. Furthermore, he could not agree with the 

inclusion in a draft resolution of time limits or conditions for the exemption of 

governments frcm costs, in the way set out in the draft resolution submitted by 

Dr. Maclean. 

The amendments he would submit for the consideration of the Board read as 

follows: 

2. AUTHORIZES the Director-General in respect to the Regular Programme 

(i) to discontinue the requirement tóat the government concerned 

should provide lodging and other subsistence allowances (including 

travel per diem within the country) to experts assigned to new 

projects planned to start in 1955j 

(ii) to defer the stafting of the implementation of as талу new 

regular projects planned to be started in 1955 as may be necessary-

pending the availability, by any possible adjustments, of lodging 

and other subsistence allowances to internationâl staff assigned 

to such new projects, such provision to continue until the 

Organization is assured of the necessary funds in 1955； 
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3« REQUESTS the .Director-General to make such provision as may be 

appropriate to cover these costs in respect of all regular projects in 
the programme and budget estimates for 1956 and future years, and further, 

4. REQUESTS the Director-General, in respect of the Expanded Programme 

of Technical Assistance, to continue to negotiate with the Technical 

Assistance Board and Committee in order to harmonize such a procedure and 

to make it uniform. 

Dr# TOGBA noted that the period of deferment of new projects referred to in 

paragraph 2.ЭЛ of document EB13/54 was two months. It would, in his view, appear 

highly desirable that the words
 n

a further period" in operative paragraph 2(i) of 

the draft resolution submitted by the Director-General were correspondingly amended 

to read "a period of two months". 

Mr. SIEGEL suggested that the wording further period of approximately two 

months" would be preferable• If that were acceptable to Dr. Togba, the Director-

General could see no problem in accepting the amendment• 

In reply to a query from Dr. TOGBA, he specified that the deferment of new 

projects referred to in cçerative paragraph 2(i) of the Director-General
1

s draft 

resolution would not go beyond 1955-

Dr. TOGBA accepted the suggestions made by the Assistant Director-General. 

In his view, the Director-General
1

 s draft resolution, аз amended, represented a 

compromise between Dr. Maclean's proposals and his own. 
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The CHAIRMAN invited the representative of TAB to give the Board some information 

as to the experience of that body in connexion with local costs. 

Mr. OBEZ (Technical Assistance Board) said that he had not intervened in the 

discussion hitherto, in spite of the interest felt by TAB in any decision taken in 

respect of local costs, not only because he fully realized that the matter was one 

for decision solely by the Executive Board and Ъу the World Health Assembler as it 

concerned the regular programme, but also because the practice followed in connexion 

with the Expanded Programme of Technical Assistance had been clearly explained ty the 

Deputy Director-General and the Assistant Director-General. 

For clarification, he wished to emphasize the fact that TAB was in no way 

responsible for ar^ decision "to impose financial charges on governments", её.that was 

the responedbility of the Economic and Social Council and the Technical Assistance 

Committee alone. On that basis, he would give the Board a brief indication of the 

trend of discussion on that point during the past year in the Economic and Social 

Council and the Technical Assistance Coiranittee. The governments participating in 

the discussion had at all times been guided by the relevant provision of the basic 

resolution 222A (IX) of the Econoinic and Social Council, namely, Annex I, Participation 

of requesting Governments, paragraph 4. The Technical Assistance Committee had, at 

its. meeting from 23 March to 2 April 1953, sought to establish a satisfactory machinery 

for payment of local costs and had also in fact discussed the principle of the question 

at some length. As an outcome of those discussions, it had adopted a resolution A 

(contained in document E/2395, page 6),
1

 later approved ty the Economic and Social 

Council, which reaffirmed the principle of a substantial contribution by governments 

1

 Reproduced in Off.Rec. ¥ld Hlth Org. 52, Annex 12, Appendix 7 
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to the cost of technical assistance in local currency or in kind, and decided, 

intef alia^ that the standard rate for expert services would be 50 per cent of the 

subsistence rate in the country, and that general waivers would be granted im cases 

of extreme hardship. That represented the present position in respect of the local 

cost requirements for the Expanded Programme of Technical Assistance, a position 

subject to revision if governments should so request. TAB itself was authorized 

only to implement that decision. 

It was, of course, evident that the general desirability of uniformity in 

that type of matter would mean that any decisions to be taken bythe WHO Executive 

Beard and the World Health Assembly in respect of local costs would be taken into 

account by the Technical Assistance Committee and by the Economic and Social Council 

in their own deliberations, and would also be of concern to the other organizations 

participating in the Technical Assistance programme. 

Mr. MASON, alternate to Dr. Maclean, maintained that his draft resolution was no 

less moderate in tenor than the proposals submitted by the Director-General. In view 

of the amendment submitted by Dr. Togba to operative paragraph 2(i) of the Director-

General's draft resolution (document EB13/54 Add.l), Dr. Maclean wished to introduce 

a similar amendment to the corresponding paragraph of his own draft resolution, as that 

paragraph had been drafted on exactly the same basis as the resolution submitted try 

the Director-General. 

Professor FERREIRA felt that, in the draft resolution proposed by Dr. Maclean, 

the requirement of a contribution by recipient governments which would equal or exceed 

the amount to be expended, by the Organization might on occasions place an undue 

handicap on the government. 
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He wondered whether Dr* Hayek would consider withdrawing his amendments in 

the light of the amendment just suggested by Dr. Togba and accepted by the 

Director-General and by Dr. Maclean. 

Dr. НАТЕК, referring to the point raised by Professor Ferreira, drew attention 

to the fact that the consideration of an equal or greùter contribution by recipient 

governments had been an accepted principle for some time past» He was unable to 

withdraw his amendments as he particularly desired to introduce the new consideration 

contained in paragraph 2(i) of his proposals to the effect that not all new projects 

should be deferred. 

Mr. MASON, alternate to Dr. Maclean, assured Professor Ferreira that the clause 

referring to equal expenditure ty recipient governments applied to all projects 

financed under the regular budget. He understood that the Director-General had 

stated on an earlier occasion that that requirement had been met by nearly all 

recipient countries. 

Mr. SIEGEL confirmed that interpretation of the situation. Those expenditures 

were based on overall totals. Incidentally, he wondered whether it was generally 

understood that such expenditure was related to such items as the supplying of parallel 

teams, office and clerical facilities, etc” in other words to items over and above 

lodging and otîae^ subsistence allowances• 

Dr. TOGBA wondered whether Dr. Maclean would not consider withdrawing his draft 

resolution in favour of the proposal submitted by the Director-General, which stated 

a definite time-limit• The draft resolution submitted by Dr, Maclean was unsatis-

factory in that it retained the concept of an indefinite period for the waiver of 

local costs and did not ensure its completion by 1956. 
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M S O W felt unable to filter the opinion he had earlier expressed. The 

draft resolution, submitted hnd taken account of Earlier discussions in the Board 

on the subject,. He suimn^rized once more the financial implications of all 

three proposals, emphasizing the compromise achieved tjr Dr. Maclean's draft 

resolution which cushioned the impact of the additional costs involved. 

Dr* TOGSl said that the specific figure of $405,052 included in his draft 

resolution probably represented a maximam amount，which might not in fact be 

necessary. If that reference to a particular amount was giving rise to 

difficulties in the minds of members of the Board, he would be quite willing to 

delete the words "of $405,052" in the third operative paragraph. 

Dr. HÏDE declpred that, if the figure were left unspecified, there would be 

no limitation on the amount, which might be even higher. 

Dr. TOGBA. asked the Chairman to ?mend his draft resolution ty deleting 

words «of $405,052" in paragraph 3» 

The CHlIRMâN said that, in accordance т/ith Rule 45 of the Rules of Procedure 

of the Executive Board, he would put the various proposals to the vote in the-

follcrr/ing order? "fche.drp.ft resolution submitted Ъу Dr. Togba (document EBI3/54 

Add. 3), the draft resolution submitted ty.Dr. Мас1еал (document EBI3/54 Add. 2)， 

the amendments submitted by Dr. Hiçrek, and, lastly the draft resolution sutmitted 

取 the Director-General (document EB13/54 Add. 1). 
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Mr. SIEGEL said that the Director-General vas prepared to accept paragraph k 

of the amendments suggested Ъу Dr, Hayek and to incorporate that paragraph in his own 

draft resolution. Accordingly, he suggested that a vote should Ъе taken first on 

paragraphs 2 and 3 of Dr. Hayek
1

s amendment and then on paragraph k. 
« 

It vas so agreed, 

Dr• van den BERG^ on a point of order, requested that the amendment submitted 

by Dr. Hayek should be voted upon first, since it was an amendment to the original 

proposal - that of the Director-General. 

• " - ' 、l•厂...• j • ；" • 

Following a brief procedural discussion, the CHAIEMAN ruled that the draft 

resolution submitted by Dr, Togba should be put to the vote first as being the 
‘ » 

proposal furthest removed from the original resolution. Hè accordingly put to the 
" ‘ � 

vote Dr. Togba
f

 s draft resolution as amended. 

• . . . . ‘ 

Decision： The draft resolution proposed Ъу Dr. Togba (document EB13/5^ Add
#
3) 

was rejected Ъу 8 votes to 6， with 2 abstentions. 

Professor FERREIRA, on a point of order, vondered vhether Dr. Maclean would find 

it possible to incorporate paragraph k of Dr. Hayek
1

s amendment in his oym draft 

resolution. 

Dr. TOGBA did not believe it vas permissible for such a change to be made, since 

the voting had started. 

The CHAIEMAK agreed with Dr. Togba
1

s interpretation of the position and ruled 

accordingly. 
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He then put to the vote the draft resolution submitted by Dr. Maclean with the 

amendment already accepted ty him. 

Decision; The draft resolution submitted ty Dr. Maclean (document EB13/54 
Add.2) received 8 votes in favour and 8 against and was accordingly declared 
rejected. 一 

Dr. TOGBA requested permission, before the amendments submitted by Dr. Hayek 

were voted upon, to request further clarification from hljn, in connexion with paragraph 

2(ii) of his proposals, on the criteria to be used in deciding which new projects were 

to be deferred. 

Dr. HAYEK said that Uie Director-General would clearly have the authority to 

decide. Questions of urgency and needs of countries would no doubt be the prevailing 

factors in arriving at such a decision. In view of possible developments during the 

year which might facilitate the initiation of certain projects, he had endeavoured to 

allow a certain latitude in the situation, as expressed in paragraph 2(ii) of his 

amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote paragraph 2(ii) of Dr. Hayek's amendments, which 

constituted the only difference from draft resolution submitted by the Director-General, 

now that the latter had accepted paragraph 4. 

Decision： Paragraph 2(ii) proposed by Dr. Hayek was rejected by 9 votes 
to 6, with one abstention. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the draft resolution submitted by the Director-

General, incorporating..a new paragraph 4 as proposed by Dr. Hayek and accepted by 
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the Director-General. 

Decisión» The draft resolution submitted fcy the Director-General, as 
amended, was adopted ty 14 votes to none, with 2 abstentions. (See 
resolution EB13.R44.) 

The meeting rose at 12,05 p.m» 



UNITED NATIONS 
NATIONS UNIES 

W O R L D H E A L T H 
О R G A N I Z A T 丨O N 

EXECUTIVE BOARD 

ORGANISATION MONDIALE 
DE LA SANTE 

ЕВ13/М1пД4 Corr. 1 
29 January 1954 

Thirteenth Session 
ORIGINAL t ENGLIffi 

PROVISIONAL MIMJTE3 OF THE FOJRTHMTH ЖЕТ1Ш 

CORRIGENDA 

Page 5 , fourth line from bottom of page - For "embodied" read »7RAS consistent TTÍÜI". 

Page % last line - For "proposal" read "comment" 

Page 11, eighth line - For "victims" read "losers" 

ninth line - After "Facilities were provided" add "locally" 

tenth line 一 For "minor" read "all"; delete the words "and substantial 

travel" 

eleventh line - Delete "reductions were granted." 

Page 14, twelfth line - Delete the ^ords "in respect of local costs" and substitute 

Page 15, twelfth line 一 Delete "participating organizations" and substitute 

"Ш) Executive Board and the ？iorld Health Assembly" 

fourteenth line 一 Replace the full-stop after "deliberations" by a 

comma, and add "and would also be of concern to the other organizations 

"to impose financial charges on governments", 

third line from bottom of page - Before the words "in fact discussed" 

add "also". 

participating in the Technical Assistance programme•” 
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1. COMPOSITION OF DRAPTING GROUP 

The CHAIRMAN recalled that the Board had asked, him to submit names for a drafting 

group. He reminded the Board that it had decided in reviewing the budget to outline 

the inçlications of each part and of the various other ctocunients on financial matters 

before it. The task of the drafting group would be to record the views expressed by 

the Board during its discussions on the implications of the proposed budget. The 

work would be arduous and intense and the group should be a small one composed 

preferably of alternates in order that the members might cariy on with their work on 

the Board. He proposed the following names: Dr. Hyde's alternate Dr. Bra^r, 

Dr, Maclean's alternate Mr. Mason, Dr, Mackenzie's alternate Mr. Boucher, and 

Professor Saleh's alternate Dr» Diba. 

It was so agreed. 

* 

2. IOCAL COSTS IN RESPECT OF ШЕВ№ШШ1А.ЬPROJECT PERSONNEL UNDER THE REGUIAR BUDGET 
(coatíüuation); Item 8.11 of the Agenda (Resolution EB11.R60} Documervbs 
EB13/54 and Adds. 1 - 3 ) . 

The draft resolutions proposed by the Director-General (EB13/54 Add.lb by . 

Dr. Maclean (Add
e
2), and by Dr. Togba (Add.3) were read to the Board. 

Dr. HYDE proposed that the Board should discuss the natter further in the light 

of the information gained during its recent discussions. The Technical Assistance 

Board had apparently experienced the same difficulties in respect of the payment of 

local costs as WHO in connexion with its programme under the regular budget. 

The Technical Assistance Committee had adopted a procedure which overcame the prejudice 
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caused t o the re la t ionship between receiving governments and the in ternat iona l tech-

n i c a l experts working in t h e i r countries as a r e s u l t of the d i f ference between l o c a l 

r a t e s and those applicable to the in te rna t iona l experts . He understood that a fund 

had been se t up by each government for the payment of those expenses and that 

payments to the individual experts would be made Ъу the organization concerned 

instead of by the government. He suggested that the representat ive of the TAB should 

Ъе asked t o give further d e t a i l s of the system. 

Dr. TOGBA observed that the WHO regular programme was under discussion; what was 

done in the case of t echnica l ass i s tance programmes would have no more bearing than 

what xas done in the case of b i l a t e r a l programmes. 

T h e CHAIRMAN understood that Dr. Hyde had simply mentioned Technical Assistance 

as an example of hov a p r e c i s e l y s imilar problem had been solved for another . 

programme. Before c a l l i n g on the representat ive of TAB he would ask the Deputy 

Director-General t o c l a r i f y the s i tua t ion . 

Dr. DOBOLLE, Deputy Director-General , said the TAC had adopted a system for the 

c a l c u l a t i o n of l o c a l expenses and the payment of the experts on the one hand and for 

the c o l l e c t i o n of the share to Ъе paid by the receiving governments on the other . 

A government which accepted the arrangement paid 50^ of the t o t a l amounts calculated 

Ъу the TAB into the spec ia l fund f o r Technical Assis tance , and the par t i c ipa t ing 

organization then paid the l o c a l allowances of the expert in f u l l . That system 

f a c i l i t a t e d the establishment of t h e i r budgets by governments and made i t unnecessary 

f o r the experts to apply to governments for payment. The system which had been 

brought to the not i ce of the Board a t i t s eleventh session ( O f f i c i a l Records, No. b6, 

page 12^) , had come into force on 1 January 195^' 
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W5.th regard to waivers, he had pointed out during his statement on WHO 

participation in the Expanded Programme of Technical Assistance that existing waivers 

granted to certain governments had been prolonged for a short period, pending 

reconsideration by TABo Existing project waivers had been continued for six months, 

TAB reserving the right to grant waivers for projects in future, whereas previously 

that authority had been delegated by TAB to the heads of the participating organiz-

ations о The question of the system of payment was therefore entirely distinct from 

that of waivers
0 

Professor FERREIRA said the issue was an old one and the Board, should be 

sufficiently aware^ from the reactions of its members and the Regional Directors, of 

the public feeling in the countries concerned with regard to it。 Possibly, at a 

later stage
s
 WHO might adopt the same arrangements for payment of local costs as were 

adopted for the operation of Technical Assistance or bilateral programmes^ but for the 

time being any one of the three proposals before the Board would meet WHO
1

s aim^ 

which was to avoid prejudicing the relations between the national and international 

personnels 

Mr« MSON； alternate to Dr。Maclean, referring to resolution EBll
e
R60, recalled 

that in the past WHO had attempted to co-ordinate as far as possible its project 

policies - particularly with regard to local costs 一 under the regular budget with the 

policies adopted for the administration of Technical Assistance projects,, 

Dr
0
 Maclean

1

 s proposed resolution embodied the decision of the Technical 

Assistance Committee， with which the Board had agreed (in resolution EB11。R57«5〉夕 that 

requesting government s should no longer be required to provide the cost of lodging or 

travel per diem for projects and programmes for which a substantial contribution was 
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being made by the requesting govera.ment
0
 That provision had always been a basic 

principle in the administration of Technical Assistance pro gramme s
 e 

A very important difference between Maclean
1

s proposed resolution and those 

of the Director-General and Dr» Togba was that the first spread the impact of the 

waiving of the local costs over a longer period. Under Dr. Togba
1

 s proposal the 

impact would be on the 1955 budget，under the Director-General
1

 s proposal on the 1956 

budget, whereas under Dr
c
 Maclean^ proposal the full burden would not be borne by the 

Organization until 1957 or 1958c 

Dro TOGBA felt that it was necessary to discuss the matter further, because 

while it seemed to be generally agreed that the burden on the recipient governments 

must be removed, in practice anomalies might result, for instance with regard to the 

use of vehicles^ meals and hotel accommodation^ While in principle WHO wished to 

see the present obligation cn governments removed, it need not be bound by what was 

done by other organizations The Board was aware of the difficulties governments 

were experiencing and it would surely wish to do its utmost to facilitate matters for 

those governments so that the projects could be carried on to best advantage. He 

knew personally of the difficulty of obtaining from a government more funds for health 

projects and the problem of explaining the added costs necessitated by the payment 

of allowances to experts from other countries» 

For those reasons he felt that the Board should go further than the Director-

Generalas proposalо If^ however^ it could not see its way to accept his own 

proposal^ he hoped it would at least accept the Director-General^s<, Dr
#
 Maclean^s 

prôposal would defer action for an almost indefinite period, whereas it was necessary 
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to shew governments that Ш0 was taking definite action
%
 The proviso in Dr. Maclean's 

proposal that the requirements should be waived "whenever the country has ccxmnitted 

itself to expenditures on all projects financed in the regular budget which equal or 

exceed the amount which has to be expended by the Organization could be inter-

preted in different ways; it might mean every one of th^ projects or all projects 

combined. 

Dr. HYDE said that while he would not make a new proposal he felt the Board 

should bear in mind the analogous experience in ttie Techical Assistance programme• 

Dr. Togba
1

 s proposal involved the difficulty of finding a sum of $405,052 over and 

above the increase in the Director-General
1

 s proposed budget for 1955« 

Whatever decision was now taken the matter should be kept under review in the 

hope that it might be possible at a later stage to adopt a uniform system• It was 

desirable that the system should make it possible to transfer an expert from one 

project to another regardless of the source of funds• For present purposes he would 

support Dr. Maclean's conçroniise proposal. 

Mr. MASON, commenting on the point raised by Dr. Togba, recalled that at an 

earlier stage it had been suggested that the limiting provision should be tbat a 

country had committed itself in connexion with the project in question to an amount 

equal to the Organization's contribution. The Director-General had, however, pointed 

out that it would be fairer to the country concerned to base the provision on the 

total amount being spent on all projects in the country concerned. Dr. M a d e an
r

 s 

proposal had been drafted in the light of that proposal. 



He wished to correct a false impression that under Dr. Maclean's proposal 

nothing would be done until 1957 or 1958。 The meaning of paragraph 2(i), page 

3 (EBÍ3/54 Add
e
2) was that the arrangement should come into force in 1955 but should 

apply only to new'projects in 1955j thereafter it would apply to new projects in 

1956 in addition to projects started, in 1955, to new projects in 1957 in addition to 

projects started in 1955 and 1956 and so on. The resolution was designed to avoid 

the expenditure in 1955 which would be incurred under Dr. Togba's proposal. • It 

would already be difficult enough to justify to the World Health Assembly the large 

increase in the proposed budget for that year. 

Mr. SIEGEÍ., Assistant Director-General, Administration and Finance, drew attention 

to résolution WHA6.51 of the Sixth World Health Assembly (Handbook of Resolutions and 

Décisions,'page 89) regarding the consideration given by the TAC to the subject of 

local costs to be borne by governments, and particularly to paragraph 5, vtoere it was 

suggested that the position should be reviewed after a year by the TAC and the Eoroomie 

and Social Council in the light of the experience gained. Possibly that resolution 

covered one of the points Dr.取de had in mind, . . . . - • 

Dr. Hyde had also referred to possible difficulty in transferring experts from 

one programme to another owing to a supposed difference in conditions of service of the 

experts ençloyed under the regular programme and those under the Technical Assistance 

programme. The expert would in fact receive the said allowances under either 

programme, and they would be paid by the Organization in either case» There would 

be no administrative or financial difficulty in such transfers. 
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Dr. van den BERG supported Dr. Hyde's proposal that before voting on the 

resolutions the Board should hear the representative of the Technical Assistance Board. 

Dr. ANWAR， after associating himself with Professor Ferreira's views， went on to 

say that he felt the Board should accept the compromise suggested by Dr. Togba, 

namely, that if the latter's proposal could not be accepted because of its financial 

implications, the Board should accept the proposal of the Direc.tor-General. 

H G
 suggested that after the lengthy discussions that had taken place the Board 

might proceed to vote on the resolution. 

In reply to a question by the CHAIRMAN, Dr. ЖШ1 said his remark was in the 

nature of a suggestion； it was not intended as a notion for closure of the • 

deb &te. "“ 

Dr. AL-WAHBI was unable to agree with the point of view put forward by Mr. Mason. 

He concurred in Dr. Togba丨s vievf that Dr. Maclean's proposal would have the effect 

of deferring the question for a long period. It was an important matter which had 

Ъееп studied year after year and governments were emphatic in their desire for removal 

of the provision in question. 

Dr. TOGBA supported Dr. Al-ïïahbi's views. The implication of paragraph 2 (i) 

of Dr. Maclean's proposal was that since no money would be available to implement 

the arrangement in 1955 there would be no projects started in that year； in ensuing 

years governments would doubtless plead that they were unable to increase the funds 

proposed in the Director-General丨s budget so that the starting of new projects would 
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again be postponed. The same restrictions would apply in the case of fellowships. 

Such a policy would be in contradiction to the aims of the Organization, Trfiich must be 

to carry on the work requested by governments. He enç>hasized that he preferred his 

ovm proposal, but if that were not accepted he could accept the Director-General‘s 

more moderate one, 

Mr. SIEGEL noted that Dr. Al-Wahbi had raised a point in connexion with paragraph 

2(i) of the draft resolution proposed by Dr. Maclean (document EB13/54 Add.2). He 

believed that the Board should tajee into account the fact that that paragraph was the 

same as"the corresponding paragraph in the draft resolution proposed by the Director-

General and was based on paragraph 2.3.1 of document EB13/54. That procedure had 

been envisaged as a means of putting the new policy into effect without entailing any 

increase in the budget estimates for 1955» 

Dr. MOORE•said he would welcome some reference by the representative of TAB to 

that body
1

s experience in the matter before the three draft resolutions were put to 

the vote. He was, nevertheless, inclined to favour the proposal submitted by the 

Director-General, in that it presented the advantage of c lar i ty and of giving the 

recipient governments a better opportunity of planning their finances, 

Dr, VARGAS-MENDEZ believed that general agreement existed as to ttie need for 

removing the obligations incurred by recipient governments in respect of local costs. 

The point at issue was, therefore, the effect such a decision would have on Ш0 itself. 
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He woiüd, however, wish to emphasize certain general considerations which should 

be borne in mind. In all cases, the technicians concerned received higher pay than 

in their _ countries, such pay being supplemented by travel and family allowances. 

Their salaries were very greatly superior to local salaries in the area in which they 

were stationed, where the cost of living was often considerably less than in their 

own countries; furthermore, the areas concerned were for the most part soft-currency 

areas • He had referred to 'those considerations in order to point out that the 

technicians were not after all in the position of victims, economically at any rate. 

F a c i l i t i e s were provided in respect of o f f i c e space, c l e r i c a l services and communica-

t i o n s . Government representatives paid minor expenses on tours and substantial travel 

reductions were granted. Daily living expenses of course had to be met whether the 

technician was at home or at his duty station. 

In his view, past decisions taken by the Economic and Social Council, following 

studies made, had not been based on a realistic appreciation of the situation. It 

w a s
 essential for the Board to envisage the position as it really was and to choose 

that solution which wotüd appear to offer the least difficulties from a financial 

point of view. 

Dr. VOLLEMVEIDER considered that, although all speakers had been in agreement 

on the desirability of alleviating the difficulties encountered by the recipient 

goverxments, the proposals made Ъу Пг. Maclean should be ^pported as they were based 

on a sound understanding of the existing financial situation. 

The CHAIRMAN reminded the Board that there was no question of not waiving the 

charges on recipient goverments. The only matter under consideration was the ti^ne at 

which it could be done, bearing in mind the financial situation of the Organization. 
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Dr. HAYEK questioned the necessity of deferring the initiation of all new projects 

in order to meet local costs
e
 He would accordingly^ in the interests of achieving 

a compromise solution, submit an amendment to the draft resolution proposed by the 

Director-General (EB13/54 Add.l)， with an additional paragraph requesting that the 

Director-General should continue to negotiate with TAB in order to harmonize such 

procedures • 

The draft resolutions at present before the Board appeared somewhat categorical 

in respect of new projects in 1955 • Furthermore) he could not agree with the 

inclusion in a draft resolution of time limits or conditions for the exemption of 

governments from costs, in the way set out in the draft resolution submitted by 

Dr. Maclean. 

The amendments he would submit for the consideration of the Board read as 

follows: 

»2. AUTHORIZES the Director-General in respect to the Regular Programme 

(i) to discontinue the requirement that the government concerned 

should provide lodging and other subsistence allowances (including 

travel per diem within the country) to experts assigned to new 

projects planned to start in 1955; 

(ii) to defer the starting of the implementation of as many new 

regular projects planned to be s'tarted in 1955 as may be necessary 

pending the availability^ by агзу possible adjustments^ of lodging 

and other subsistence allowances to international staff assigned 

to such new projects^ such provision to continue until the 

Organization is assured of the necessary funds in 1955; 
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"3. REQUESTS the Director-General to make such provision as may be 

appropriate to cover these costs in respect of all regular projects in 

the programme and budget estimates for 1956 and future years, and further, 

"4. REQUESTS the Director-General, in respect of the Expanded Programme 

of Technical Assistance, to continue to negotiate with the Technical 

Assistance Board and Committee in order to harmonize such a procedure and 

to make it uniform." 

Dr. TOGBA called attention to a reference to a period of deferment of new 

projects of two months contained in paragraph 2.3Д of document EB13/54. It would, 

in his view, appear highly desirable that the words "a further period" in operative 

paragraph 2(i) of the draft resolution submitted ty the Director-General were 

correspondingly amended to read "a period of two months". 

Mr. SIEGEL, drawing attention to the wording of paragraph 2.3.1 of document 

EEL3/54, suggested that Dr. Togba
1

 s proposal be amended to read "a further period 

of approximately two months". If his suggestion were acceptable to Dr. Togba, the 

Director-General could see no problem in accepting that amendment. 

In reply tc a query from Dr. TOGBA, he specified that the deferment of new 

projects referred to in operative paragraph 2(i) of the Director-General's draft 

resolution would not go beyond 1955. 

Dr. TOGBA. accepted the suggestions made by the Assistant Ürector-General. 

In his view, the Director-General's draft resolution, as amended, represented a 

compromise between Dr. Maclean's proposals and his own. 
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The CHAIRMAN invited the representative of TAB to give tiie Board some 

information as to the experience of that body in connexion with local costs. 

Mr. OBEZ (Technical Assistance Board) said that he had not intervened in 

t h e

 discussion hitherto, in spite of the interest felt by TAB in any decision 

taken in respect of local costs, not only because he fully realized that the 

matter was one for decision solely by the Executive Board and by the World Health 

Assembly as it concerned the regular programme, but also because the practice 

followed in connexion with the Expanded Programme of Technical Assistance had 

been clearly explained Ъу the Deputy Director-General and the Assistant Director-

General. 

For clarification^ he wished to emphasize the fact that TAB was in no way 

responsible for any decision in respect of local costs, as that was the sole 

responsibility of the Economic and Social Council and the Technical Assistance 

Committee。 On that basis, he vould give the Board a brief indication of the 

trend of discussion on that point during the past year in the Economic and Social 

Council and the Technical Assistance Committee. The governments participating 

in the discussion had at all times been guided by the relevant provision of the 

basic resolution 222A (И) of the Economic and Social Council, namely, Annex I， 

participation of requesting governments, paragraph k. The technical Assistance 

Committee had, at its meeting from 23 March to 2 April 1953, sought to establish 

a satisfactory machinery for payment of local costs and had in fact discussed 

the principle of the question at some length. As an outcome of those discussions, 

it had adopted a resolution A (contained in document E/2395, paga 6), later 



EB13/Min/14 
page 15 

approved by the Economic and Social Council, which reaffirmed the principle of a 

substantial contribution by governments to the cost of technical assistance 

in local currency or in kind, and decided^ inter alia, that the standard rate 

for expert services would be 50 per cent of the subsistence rate in the country, 

and that general waivers would be granted in cases of extreme hardship. That 

represented the present position in respect of the local cost requirements for 

the Expanded Programme of Technical Assistance, a position subject to revision 

if governments should so request. TAB itself was authorized only to Implement 

that decision. 

It was^ of course, evident that the general desirability of uniformity in 

that type of matter would mean that any decisions to be taken by the 

participating organizations in respect of local costs would be taken into account 

Ъу the Technical Assistance Committee and ty the Economic and Social Council in 

their own deliberations. 

Mr. MASON, alternate to Dr. Maclean, maintained that his draft resolution 

was no less moderate in tenor than the proposals submitted by the Director-

General. In view of the amendment submitted by Dr. Togba to operative paragraph 

2 (i) of the Director-General's draft resolution (document EBI3/54 Add
#
l), 

Dr. Maclean тг/ished to introduce s similsT amendment to the corresponding paragraph 

of his own draft resolution, as that paragraph had been drafted on exactly the 

same basis as the resolution submitted by the Director-General. 

Professor FERREIRA. felt that, in the draft resolution proposed by Dr. Maclean, 

the requirement of a contribution try- recipient governments which would equal or 

exceed the amount to be expended by the Organization might on occasions place an 

undue handicap on the government. 
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Не wondered whether Dr. Hayek would consider withdrawing his amendments in 

the light of the amendment just suggested by Dr. Togba and accepted ty the 

Director-General and by Dr. Maclean. 

Dr. HAYEK, referring to tihe point raised by Professor Ferreira, drew 

attention to the fact that the consideration of an equal or greater contribution 

ty recipient governments had been an accepted principle for some time past. He 

was unable to withdraw his amendments as he particularly desired to introduce the 

new consideration contained in paragraph 2 (i) of his proposals to the effect 

that not all new projects should be deferred. 

Mr. MASON, alternate to Dr. Maclean, assured Professor Ferreira that the 

clause referring to equal expenditure Ту recipient governments applied to a.11 

projects financed under the regular budget. He understood that the Director-

General had stated on an earlier occasion that that requirement has been met 

almost entirely ty recipient countries. 

Mr. SIEGEL confirmed that interpretation of the situation. Those expendi-

ttires were based on overall totals. It should, moreover, be c learly understood 

that such expenditure was related to such items as the supplying of parallel teams, 

office and clerical facilities, etc” and did not refer to lodging and other 

subsistence allowances. 

B R . TOGBA. wondered whether Dr. Maclean would not consider withdrawing his 

draft resolution in favour of the proposal submitted ty the Director-General, 

•which stated a definite time-limit. The draft resolution submitted Ъу Dr. Maclean 

was unsatisfactory in that it retained the concept of an indefinite period for 

the waiver of local costs and did not ensure its completion ty 1956. 
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Mr. M/ISON felt unable to alter the opinion he had earlier expressed. The 

draft resolution submitted had taken account of earlier discussions in the Board 

on the subject. He summarized once more the financial implications of all 

three proposals, emphasizing the compromise achieved ty Dr, Maclean's draft 

resolution which cushioned the impact of the additional costs involved. 

Dr. TOGBA said that the specific figure of 益405,〇52 included in his draft 

resolution probably represented a maximum amount, which might not in iaot be 

necessary. If that reference to a particular amount was giving rise to 

difficulties in the minds of members of the Board, he would be quite willing to 

delete the words
 n

of 咎405，052
й

 in the third operative paragraph. 

Dr. HYDE declared that, if the figure were left unspecified, there would be 

no limitation on the amount, which might be even higher. 

Dr. TOGBA asked the Chairman to amend his draft resolution (document EBI3/54 

Add, 3) by deleting the words "of ()4〇5，052" in paragraph 3. 

The СЕШШ/Ш said that, in accordance with Rule 45 of the Rules of Procedure 

of the Executive Board, he i^ould put the various proposals to the vote in the. 

following orderj the dr^ft resolution submitted by Dr, Togba (document EBI3/54 

Add. 3)у the draft resolution subnitted by Dr. Maclean (document EBI3/54 Add. 2), 

the amendments submitted try Dr. Hayek，and, lastly the draft resolution submitted 

by the Director-General (document EBI3/54 Add, 1). 
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Mr. SIEGEL said that the Director-General was prepared to accept paragraph b 
•. . • * • 

of the amendments suggested Ъу Dr. Hayek and to incorporate that paragraph in his own 

draft resolution. Accordingly, he suggested that a vote should be taken first on 

paragraphs 2 and 5 of Dr. Hayek's amendment and then on paragraph U, 
零 

It vas so agreed. 

Dr. van den BEEG^ on a point of order, requested that the amendment submitted 

by Dr. Hàyek should be voted upon first, since it was an amendment to the original 

proposal - that of the Director-General
# 

Following a brief procedural discussion, the CHAIEMAN ruled that the draft 

resolution submitted by Dr, Togba should be put to the vote first as being the 

proposal furthest removed from the original resolution. He、accordingly put to the 

vote Dr. Togba
!

s draft resolution as amended. 

» 

Decision： The draft resolution proposed by Dr. Togba (document EBI3/5紅 Add.5) 
was rejected by 8 votes to 6, with 2 abstentions. 

Professor FEEBEIRA, on a point of order, wondered whether Dr. Maclean would find 

it possible to incorporate paragraph h of Dr. Hayek's amendment in his own draft 

resolution. 

Dr. TOGBA did not believe it was permissible for such a change to Ъе made, since 

the voting had started. ' 

The CHAIEMAN agreed with Dr. Togba
1

 s interpretation of the position and ruled 

accordingly. 
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He then put to the vote the draft resolution submitted by Dr. tfaclean with the 

amendment already accepted by him. 

Decision: The draft resolution submitted Ъу Dr
#
 Maclean (document EBI5/5红 

Add.2) received 8 votes in favour and 8 against and was accordingly declared 
rejected. 

Dr. TOGBA requested permission, before the amendments submitted by Dr, Hayek 

vere voted upon, to request further clarification from him, in connexion with paragraph 

2(ii) of his proposals, on the criteria to be used in deciding which new projects were 

to be deferred. 

Dr, HAYEK said that the Director-General would clearly have the authority to 

decide. Questions of urgency and needs of countries would no doubt be the prevailing 

factors in arriving at such a decision. In view of possible developments during the 

year which might facilitate the initiation of certain projects, he had endeavoured to 

allow a certain latitude in the situation, as expressed in paragraph 2(ii) of his 

amendment. 

The CHAIBMAN put to the vote paragraph 2(ii) of Dr. Hayek*s amendments^ which 

constituted the only change on the original draft resolution submitted by the 

Director-General. 

Decision： Paragraph 2(ii) proposed by Dr. Hayek was rejected Ъу 9 votes 
to 6, with one abstention. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the draft resolution submitted by the Director* 

General, incorporating a new paragraph b as proposed Ъу Dr, Hayek and accepted by 
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the Director-General. 

Decision; The draft resolution submitted by the Director-General as thus 
amended (document EB15/5扛 Add.l) was adopted by votes to none, with 2 
abstentions. 

The meeting rose at 12.0$ p.m. 


