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1. PROCEDURE FOR CONSIDERATION OF THE 1956 PROGRAMME AND BUDGET ESTIMATES 
AT THE EIGHTH WORLD HEALTH ASSEMBLY: Item 11 of the Agenda (Resolution WHA7.38； 
Documents EB15/40, EB15/40 Corr.l and EB15/40 AdcUl, EB15/AF/WP/22)( continued) 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee might first deal with the general 

pointy the procedure which the Executive Board should recommend for dealing with 

the programme and budget estimates» 

Mr, SIEGEL, Assistant Dire сtor-Gene ral, Department of Administration and Finance, 

referred to document EB15/40 and recalled that the Committee had so far dealt 

in detail only with the question of the establishment at the Health Assembly 

of a working party to consider the proposed programme and budget for 1956 • The 

Committee, however, would recall that the Executive Board at its January session 

considered the general procedure that it was to recommend to the World Health 

Assembly regarding the establishment of main committees and the assigning to them 

of their respective responsibilities* The Board at its thirteenth session had 

adopted resolution EB13.R24, and-the action taken by the Seventh World Health Assembly 

on its re commendations was contained in Assembly* resolutions WHA7.1 and WHA7.2
# 

The Committee would note that the Assembly had made some modifications to the résolu-

tion recanmended to it by the Executive Board• In the first place it had divided the 

single resolution of the Board into two separate resolutions, of which the first 

simply established the two main committees and the second set out the functions 

assigned to each of them* The purpose of this modification was to give delegates 

time to consider what responsibilities should be delegated to each committee, and at 

the same time allow the Committee on Nominations to know the number of main committees 

at the outset of the Assembly so that it could nominate the chairmen. The Executive 

Board might wish to take that modification into account in its recommendations• 
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Another change made by the Assembly, and contained in paragraph (4) of 

resolution MIA.7<.2
e
, concerned arrangements to ensure that the scale of assessments 

should be dealt with by the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters 

before the Committee on Programme and Budget established the budget ceiling. One 

other change was in paragraph (3) of resolution ША.7»2, which recommended that when 

the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters was considering the 

parts of the budget dealing with oigaaizatámal meetings and administrative services 

there should not be a meeting of the Coimnittee on Programme and Budget* 

The Standing Committee might wish to consider whether it would singly recommend 

that the Eighth World Health Assembly should follow the same procedure as had been 

followed by the Seventh Assembly. 

The СШ.ШМЙ.Ы suggested that if all members of the Coramittee were content with 

the procedure that had been followed the previous year the simplest course would be 

to recommend that that procedure should be repeated, 

Mr
e
 BOUCHER, alternate to Dr. Mackenzie, asked whether the procedure suggested 

‘ • 

by the Chairman would not have a reperçussion on the draft resolution contained in 

document EB15/AF/WP/22，iiriiich contained the expression,
 M

The main committee to which 

the Eighth World Health Assembly assigns responsibility for considering the proposed 

programme and budget for 1956Я. The Committee, however, would recall that the 

procedure followed the previous year provided for a review of the programme and budget 

in two parts
 $
 partly by the Committee on Programme and Budget and partly by the « 

Ccanmittee on AdmirAs tra tion. Finance and Legal otters • 
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The CHAJRMN agreed that If the procedure that he had suggested were adopted 
• . . . , / 

the Working Party's proposals might need re-drafting, 

Mr. BOUCHER said that he had no objection in principle to recommending the 
‘ •• ' . . . •• . • ‘ 

repetition of the procedure previously followed» 

The CHAIRMAN asked whether the Committee, reserving the points connected with 

the "Hbrking Arty's report, would agree to recommend that the same procedure should 

be followed at the Eighth World Health Assembly as had been followed at the Seventh* 

Decision: The Committee agreed to recommend that procedure. 

The CHA.IRMa.îI invited the Committee to consider the report of the Working Party-

established, to study the procedure for the consideration by the Eighth World Health 

Assembly of the 1956 programme and budget estiinates (document ЕВ15/AF/WP/22), 

Mr
e
 BOUCHERy Chairman of the Working Party, introduced the report» There was 

one point of drafting which he wished to put to the•Committee and for which he was 

indebted to Mr, French. In the sixth line of paragraph 1 of the draft résolution 

which constituted the Working Party's report, it.might be clearer to omit the words 

"with particular reference to a review of" and substitute the words "and in particular 
* 

to review*
1

0 

It vas so agreed. 
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The CHAIRMAN assumed that the Committee accepted the principles set out in 

document EB15/AF/WP/22• If so, it could go on to consider drafting details. 

Mr. FRENCH, adviser to Dr. van Zile Hyde, suggested that the last sentence of 

paragraph 1 of the working paper as it stood might be taken to 'suggest that the 

Committee should take into account only the Financial Report and Accounts for 1954 

and the Report of the External Auditor• He proposed that the vord "also
11

 should 

be inserted between the words "take" and "into"• 

It was so agreed. 

Dr. BOIDE noted that it was proposed that the working party should consist of 

twelve members. What would happen if, in the voting on any question the votes 

were equally divided? 

Dr. DOROLLE, Deputy Director-General, said that there vere committees and other 

subsidiary bodies set up by the Organization with an even number of members• The 

Executive Board itself, for example， had eighteen members. It would of course be 

possible for the Standing Committee to recommend that the working party should be 

composed of eleven or thirteen members. 

Dr. ВОШЕ thought it unnecessary to change the proposed number of members, and 

asked whether it would not be possible to give the chairman the casting vote in the 

event of a tie» 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that such a procedure would be an innovation. 

Nowhere in any of the Organization
1,

s rules of procedure was there a provision giving 

a casting vote to a chairman and it might be dangerous to introduce such an arrange-

ment for a working party. 



Dr. ANWAR asked whether there had bèen any special reason for the number of 

twelve recommended in the Working PiaHy
4

 s deport. 

Mr. BOUCHER said that his original suggestion had been ten. He held no brief 

fot any particular number, but
:

felt that it should be a small groupt either ten or 

twelve members would satisfy that condition. One of the reasons for increasing 

the number of members to twelve had been that it would make it rather easier to 

ensure an equitable geographical distribution. 

If he might return to the point raised by Dr. Boidé, the substantial idea .• . . “ ... ••. . • •• .... . • ; • ..... 

behind the proposal was to have balance in the proposed working party, to avoid any 

suggestion of conflict, and to inake it a party of experts conducting an estpert 

examination. He thought that an even number would tend to foster this idea and 

to get away from any suggestion that the working party might be made up of 

partisans of particular* points of view. 

Professor FHKREIRA. felt that the logical consequence of this new stage in the 

conception of how the programme and budget estimates should be studied, would 

be to suggest to thé Board that the Assembly should be asked to consider 

whether the proposed new arrangement would 'riot make it possible and desirable 

to suppress the Standing Committee of the Board. The new body now proposed 

would differ from the Standing Committee only in that, as was specifically stated 
i 

in the draft resolution, the working party would be a specialist group. In the 
* • 

c i r c u m s t a n c e h e did not see that it would be necessary to have both the Standing 

Committee and the suggested working party. As for the composition of that working 
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party> the experience of the Standing Committee regarding co-operation between doctors 

and administrators had always been-satisfactory» 

Dr» van Zile HYDE suggested that the point which Professor Ferreira had ；just 

put forward might be considered as covered by paragraph 2 (4) of the draft resolution, 

urtiich provided for suggestions from the working party to the main committee as to 

how the Standing Committee of the Board might develop its procedure. 

Professor FERREIRA called attention to the seventh line of paragraph 1, Trtiich 

to his mind implied that the Board should have a Standing Conunittee. 

î - * 

Dr
e
 van Zile HYDE thought that that particular reference referred to the current 

year only and need not affect future procedures. Professor Ferre ira's point mi^it 

be met if "Ыге third line of paragraph 2 (4) of the draft resolution were amended 

to read sinply "how the Board m i ^ t develop its procedure"• 

Professor FERREIRA said that would meet what he had in mind» his idea was that, 

if the procedure proposed in the draft resolution were adopted, it would Ъе logical 

at the same time to suggest the suppression of the Standing Committee， because the 

proposed working party and the Standing Committee would have substantially the 

same task
B 

• • _ . . . “ .. . • 
Mr© S I E Œ L suggested that it m i ^ t be useful for the Committee to consider 

’ • • r-."； ‘ ’“
； 

again resolution ТША7#38 of the Seventh World Health Assembly» 



- 2 3 7 - EB15/AF/Min/ll Rev.l 

That resolution mi曲t appear to imply an intention that the Board should recomend 

the establishment of a working party to examine the programme and budget estimates 

for 1956. The Committee might think therefore that the last part of paragraph 2 (4) 

of the proposed draft resolution in document EB15/AF/WP/22 in so far as it referred 

to the future in general, went rather further than the question referred to it, 

which was the procedure for consideration by the Eighth World Health Assembly of the 

1956 programme and budget. 
. . < . . . . i 

If it wished to define more precisely the functions of the proposed working 
* • • . " • ‘ ’ . • 

•
 1 •• • • .. » , -.. . 

party, the Committee might consider the suggestion on page 24 of document EB15/40, 
, ‘ • • • ’ • - ‘ . . . . ， • . < •. . . 

As reflected in that passage^ the Executive Board at its seventh session had 

. . . . ： • • • 
requested that the establishment of working parties in the Health Assembly should 

be restricted to the following purposes: 

"(1) to formulate a conclusion on which substantial agreefterlt has 
been reached (whether unanimously or by an evident majority), 

. . ‘ .... . .. • • . 

(2) to make clear and study the issues that are before the committee 
for decision; •‘ ••• 

(3) to provide a committee with an expert opinion relevant to its 
discussions 

The Committee might think it désirable to specify more clearly what the working 

party would be expected to do on behalf of the main committee^ taking into account 

those general recommendations
e 

Dr. van Zile HYDE thought that in paragraph 2 (1) of the draft resolution 

it might be well to provide only for the designation of twelve governments 

and leave it to the national delegations to designate the persons they thought 

fit. Some delegations, for example
y
 might wish to put forward both a doctor 

and an administrator. The two chairmen would no doubt select the governments whose 

delegations had shown interest in the subject and ask them to provide either a doctor 
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or an administrator. He asked how such questions had been dealt with on previous 

occasions. 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that both procedures had been followed, 

sometimes individuals had been nominated, sometimes governments. 

Dr. van Zile HYDE presumed that in this case the designation of individuals 

was wanted. He queried also whether "doctors" was the right word. The phrase used 

in the Constitution was "persons most qualified by their technical competence in the 

field of health", and he suggested that what the Standing Committee had in mind was 

that the working party should be composed of six persons so technically qualified, 

and six administrators. 

Professor FERREIR/l suggested that some such expression as "public-health doctors" 

or "public-health experts on the medical side" might be used, Persons not doctors 

could be expert on health questions. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that some such wording as, "six having special competence 

in the field of health" and "six having special competence in the administrative 

and financial fields" might be adopted. 

It was so agreed. 

The CHAIRM/iN asked the Committee whether it would agree to adopting the 

amendment of paragraph 2 (4) which Dr. Hyde had suggested earlier, namely, the 

deletion in the last line of the words, "the Standing Committee of". 

It was so agreed. 
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Dr. van Zile KYDE said that he had still some doubts about paragraph 2 (2). 

If the members of the working party were selected by name it would be possible to 

get the necessary balance between the two sides. If, on the other hand, the two 

chairmen nominated national delegations, they would not necessarily secure the 

appointment to the working party of six doctors and six administrators. Tho Standing 

Committee still had to decide whether paragraph 2 (2) shóuld provide for the chairmen 

to designate governments simply or to designate governments and the particular 

persons to be drawn from the national delegations concerned。 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL thought that the point raised by Dr。Hyde» was very important. 

There were really no individuals as such in the Health Assembly. All were 

representatives of govermients。 . 

Di\ van Zile HYDE thought that even if there were precedents for botii types of 

designation^ the Coiranittee should be clear as to which it wanted here and how the 

necessary balance was to be secured. 

Dr. RAE, alternate to Dr. Mackenzie, said that in the Health Assonbly persons 

could be designated only as members of a delegation: the Assembly could not 

nominate a person on his individual qualities： it could select a delegation, but 

the decision as to which member of a delegation should sit round the table rested 

with the head of that delegation
c 

Professor FEHREIRA thought that the statements just made put the proposed 

working party in a serious position* If its members were to be appointed by their 

national delegations it meant they would tend to retain the status of 

government representatives and to be accepted as such by their delegations. 
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Members of the Executive Board ceased to be representatives of their own country and 

became representative of all countries. The suggested working party, however, 

would be composed of persons under instructions fl^om their governments• That in 

fact was one of the reasons why he thought that the existence of the Standing 

Committee was incompatible with that of the suggested working party• 

Dr. van Zile HYDE thought that paragraph 2 (2) should be amended to provide 

that the chairmen of the two main committees appoint the national delegations which 

should compose the working party. It would not, he thought, be possible to go 

further than that. 

Dr. AMAR referred to what Mr. Siegel had said earlier as to the need for making 

clear the functions of the working party. Those functions were referred to in 
i 

paragraph 1 of the draft resolution as being "to make a general review of the 

programme and budget estimates"• He agreed with Mr. Siegel that when the Board 

forwarded its proposals to the Assembly, the functions and duties of the proposed 

working party should be detemined. 

The CHAIRMáN said that if the Committee desired, a paragraph could be included 

on the lines of the passage quoted by the Director-General from the re commendations 

of the Board at its seventh session, i.e. suggesting that the task of the working 

party should be "to make clear and study the issues that are before the committee 

for decision and to provide the committee with an expert opinion relevant to its 

discussions". 
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Dr. van Zile HIDE suggested that in the fourth line of paragraph 1 the wording 

might be amended to read "to make a general review of the financia! and budgetary-

aspects of the programme and budget estimates". Otherwise the working party might 

embark also on a technical review of the programme. 

It was so agreed. 

The CHAIRMA.N asked Dr. Hyde whether the amendment that he had proposed to 

paragraph 2 (2) of the draft resolution affected the reference in the last part of 

that paragraph to geographical distribution. 

Dr. van Zile HÏDE said that he had intended that the reference to geographical 

distribution should be retained. He suggested that the warding of paragraph 

2 (1) should be "…tw e l v e members appointed by as many national delegations, 

preferably six members having special competence in the field of health and six 

having special competence in financial matters". 

The Committee agreed to this amendment.. . 

Mr. SIEGEL thought the Committee might wish to return to the suggestion that 

there should be an additional clause in the draft resolution dealing with future 

arrangements. Any such recommendation should perhaps go in a separate paragraph 

because It went beyond what the Assembly had asked the Executive Board to consider. 

The CHAIRMAN asked Mr. Siegel also to suggest how the proposed resolution 

could be brought into harmony with the procedure at the World Health Assembly. 
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Mr. SIEGEL made a suggestion which would, he thought, meet the point that Mr. Boucher 

had raised earlier in the meeting. The Committee might find it desirable to amend the 

beginning of paragraph 1 to read: "BELIEVES that it would prove useful for the Committee 

on Programme and Budget immediately to set up a working party • • It might also wish 

to add to paragraph 2 an additional sub-paragraph on the following lines: "That the 

working party report to the Committee on Programme and Budget, those parts of its report 

which deal with organizational meetings and administrative services being referred to the 

Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters for use in its study of those 

sections of the budget" • 

If those changes were found acceptable, the following addition might be incorporated 

in the draft resolution to be prepared on similar line-s to resolution ША7.2 of the 、 

Seventh World Health Assembly, in paragraph 2 (d) : "taking into account any comments on 

those sections of the budget made by the working party which the Committee on Programme 

and Budget is to establi日 

Mr, BOUCHER said that Mr. Siegel
1

 s suggestion entirely met the point with which he 

had been concerned. 

The addition was approved> 

Mr. SIEGEL then read out the suggested text of a new paragraph 3 to the draft 

resolution contained in document EB15/AF/VP/22: 

"Further RECŒMENDS that, should the working party find it desirable, it 
should also report to the Committee on Programme and Budget any comments 
or suggestions as to how the Executive Board might develop its procedure 
for reviewing the proposed programme and budget estimates in the future." 

The text was approved» 
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Decision; (1) The draft resolution in document EB15/AFATP/22, as 
amended, was approved for recommendation to the Executive Board. 

(2) Draft resolutions, similar to resolutions WHA7.1 
and WHA.7.2 to be prepared with the text brought up to date as 
necessary and with the incorporation in the latter of the addition 
made to paragraph (2) (d), were approved for recommendation to the 
Executive Board. 

(See minutes of the following meeting, section 2). 

The meeting rose at 10.55 a.m, 
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PROCEDURE FOR COigSIDERATION OF THE 1956 PROGRAMME АЖ) BUDGET ESTIMATES 
AT THE EIGHTH WORDD HSA.LTH ASSEMBIZï Item 11 of the Agenda (Resolution №1А.7.3в; 
Documents EB15/40 Corr. 9 and Add。 1， EB15/AF/lff/22)(continued) 

The CHâlRMilN suggested that the Committee might first deal with the general 

point, the procedure which the Executive Board should recommend for dealing with the 

programme and budget estimates, 

Mr, S3EGEL, Assistant Director-General, Department of Administration, and 

Finance, referred to document EB15/40 and recalled that the Coinmittee had so far 

dealt in detail only with the question of the establishment at the Health Assembly 

of a working party to consider the proposed programme and budget for 1956. The 

Committee, however, would recall that the Executive Board at its January session 

considered the general procedure that it was to recommend to the World Health Assembly 

regarding the establishment of main committees and. the assigning to them of their 

respective responsibilities. The Board at its thirbeenth session had adopted 

resolution БВ13 .R24, and the action taken by the Seventh World. Health Assembly on its 

recommendations was contained in Assembly resolutions >JHA7»1 and ША.7.2, The 

Committee would note that the Assembly had made some modifications to the resolution 

recommended to it by the Executive Board® In the first place it had divided the 

single resolution of the Board into two separate resolutions, of which the first 

simply established the two main committees and the second set out the functions 

assigned to each of them. The purpose of this modification was to give delegates 

time to consider what responsibilities should be delegated to each coimnittee, and at ‘ 

the same time allow the Committee on Nominations to know the number of main committees 

at the outset of the Assembly so that it could nominate the Chairman. The Executive 

Board might wish to take that modification into account in its recommendations. 
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Another change made by the Assembly; and contained in paragraph (4) of 

resolution WHâ7o2” concerned arrangements to ensure that the scale of assessments 

should be dealt with by the Committee on Administration^ Finance and Legal Ifetters 

before the Committee on Prograrane and Budget established the budget ceiling• One 

other change was in paragraph (3) of resolution WHA7«i2, which recommended that when 

the Committee on Administration， Finance and Legal Matters was considering the 

parts of the budget dealing with oiganteuimal meetings and administrative services 

there should not be a meeting of the Committee on Programme and Budget
л 

The Standing Committee might wish to consider whether it would simply recommend 

that the Eighth World Health Assembly should follow the same procedure as had been 

followed by the Seventh Asserably
0 

The СШЛЕМШ suggested that if all members of the Committee were content with 

the procedure that had been followed the previous year the simplest course would be 

to recommend that that procedure should be repeated，
 # 

Мгв BOUCHER, alternate to Dr
0
 Ifeckenzie-, asked whether the procedure suggested 

by the Chairman would not have a repercussion on the draft resolution contained in 

docviment EB15/AF/WP/22^ which contained the expression, "The main committee to which 

the Eighth World Health Assembly assigns responsibility for considering the proposed 

programme and budget for 1956"。 The Committee,, howevfcr^ would recall that the 

procedure followed the previous year provided for a review of the programe and budget 

in two parts ̂  partly by the Coinmittee on Programme and Budget and partly by the 

Ccsnmittee on Administration^ Finance and Legal letters ̂  
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Th© CHAJRMA.N agreed that if the procedure that he had suggested were adopted 

the Working Party's proposals might need re-drafting
 0 

Mr. BOUCHER said that he had no objection in principle to recommending the 

repetition of the procedure previously followedо 

The CHAIRMAN asked whether the Committee, reserving the points connected with 

the Working F&rty
r

s report, w u l d agree to recommend that the same procedure should 

be followed at the Eighth World Health Assembly as had been followed at the Seventh
# 

Decision: The Committee agreed to recommend that procedureо 

The СНЛ1ШШ invited the Committee to consider the report of the Working Party 

established to study the procedure for the consideration by the Eighth World Health 

Assembly of the 1956 programme and budget estimates (document EB15/AF/WP/22)
e 

Mr о BOUCHER, Chairman of the Working Party, introduced the reporto There №s 

one point of drafting which he wished to put to the Committee and for which he was 

indebted to Mr. French. In the sixth line of paragraph 1 of the draft resolution 

which constituted the Working Partyts report, it might be clearer to omit the words 

"with particular reference to a review of" and substitute the words "and in particular 

to review"
d 

It was so agreed. 
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The CHAIRMAN assuined that the Committee accepted the principles set out in 

document EB15/AF/AÏÎP/22о If SE” it could go on to consider drafting details• 

bir
e
 FRENCH, adviser to Dr о van Zile Hyde, suggested that the last sentence of 

paragraph 1 of the working paper as it stood might be taken to suggest that the 

Committee should take into account only the Financial Report and Accounts far 1954 

and the Report of the External Auditor© He proposed that the word
 M

aXso
M

 should be 

inserted between the words "take" and "into'U 

It was so agreed， 

Dr с BOIDÉ noted that it was proposed that the working party should consist of 

twelve members o livhat would happen if^ in the voting on any question the votes were 

equally divided? 

Dr о DOROLLE ̂  Deputy Director-General，said that there were conmiittee s and other 

subsidiary bodies set up by the Or^nization with an even number of member s • The 

Executive Board itself^ for example
 P
 had eighteen member s « It would of course be 

possible for the Standing Committee to recommend that the w orking party should be 

conposed of eleven or thirteen members® 

Dr© ВОЮЁ thou^at it unnecessary to change the proposed number of numbers
}
 and 

asked Aether it would not be possible to give the Chairman the casting vote in the 

event of a tie
0 

Dr о DOROLLE said that such a procedure would be an innovation» Nowhere in any 

of the Organization's :Aules of procedure was there a provision giving a casting vote 

to a chairman and it m i ^ t be dangerous to introduce such an arrangement for a 

working partyо 
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Dr, АШШ asked whether there had been any special reason for the number of 

twelve recommended by the working party 

.Mr。 BOUCHER said that his original suggestion had been ten. He held no brief 

for any particular number, but felt that it should be a small groups either ten or 

twelve members would satisfy that condition. One of the reasons for increasing the 

tho number of members to twelve bad boon that it would make it rather easier to 

ensure an equitable geographical distribution. 

If he might return to the point raised by Dr. Boidé, the substantial idea behind 

the proposal was to have balance in the working party, to avoid any suggestion of 

conflict, and to make it a party of experts conduofclng an expert examination о He 

thought that an even number would tend to foster this idea and. to get away from any 

suggestion that the Committee mi由t be made up of partisans of particular points of 

views • 

Professor FERREIRâ felt that the logical eoaeequence of this new stage in the 

conception of how the programroe and budget estimates should be studied, would be for 

the Standing Committee to suggest to the Board that the Assembly should be asked to 

consider Twhether the proposed new arrangement would not make it possible and desir-

able to suppress the Standing Committee of the Board. Hie new body now proposed 

would differ from the Standing Coimnittee only In that, as was specifically stated in 

the draft resplution, the working party would be a specialist group» In the 

circumstances, he did not see that it would be necessary to have both the Standing 

Goramittee and the sug^sted working party. As for the conçiosition of that working 
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party, the experience of the Standing Committee regarding co-operation between doctors 

and administrators had always been satisfactory© 

Dr» van Zile HYDE suggested that the point which Professor Ferreira had just 

put forward might be considered as covered by paragraph 2 (4) of the draft resolution, 

iriiich provided for suggestions from the .working party to the main conmiittee as to 

how titie Standing Committee of the Board might develop its procedure. 

Professor FEIIREIRA called attention to the seventh line of paragraph 1, which 

to his mind iraplied that the Board should have a Standing Committee • 

Dr
#
 van Zile HYDE thou^t that that particular reference referred to the currant 

year only and need not affect future procédures» Professor Ferre ira * s point mi 曲 t 

be met if the third line of paragraph 2 (4) of the draft resolution were amended 

to read sinply "how the Board m i ^ t develop its procedure
11

 • 

Professor FERREIRA said that would meet what he had in mindt his idea was that, 

if the procedure proposed in the draft resolution were adopted, it would be logical 

at the same time to suggest the suppression of the Standing Committee, because the 

proposed working party and the Standing Conmiittee would have substantially, the 

same task* 

Mr« SIEGEL suggested that it mi^it be useful for the Committee to consider 

again resolution WHA7#38 of the Seventh World Health Assembly. 
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That resolution might appear to imply an intention that the Board should establish 

a standing committee. The Committee might think therefore that the last part of 

paragraph 2 (4) of the draft resolution in document EB15/AF/WP/22 went rather further 

than the question referred to it, which was the procedure for consideration by the 

Eighth World Health Assembly of the 1956-programme and budget. 

If it wished to define more precisely the functions of the proposed working 

party, the Coinmittee might consider the suggestion on page 24 of document EB15/40. 

As reflected in that passage, the Executive Board at its seventh session had requested 

that the establishment of working parties in the Health Assembly should be restricted 

to the following purposes: 

"(1) to formulate a conclusion on which substantial agreement has been 
been reached (whether unanimously or by an evident majority)^ 

⑵ to make clear and study the issues that are before the committee 
for decision； 

(3) to provide a committee with an expert opinion relevant to its 
discussions." 

The Committee might think it desirable to spell out more clearly what the working 

party would be expected to do on behalf of the main committee, taking into account 

those general recoinmendations. 

Dr. van Zile HÏDE thought that in paragraph 2 (1) of the draft resolution it 

might be well to provide only for the designation by the two chairmen of twelve 

governments and leave it to the national delegations to designate the persons they 

thought fit. Some delegations^ for example, might wish to put forward both a doctor 

and an administrator. The two chairmen would no doubt select the governments whose 

delegations had shown interest in the subject and ask them to provide either a doctor 
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or an administrator. He asked how such questions had been dealt with on previous 

occasions• 

Dr. DOROLLE said that both procedures had been followed, sometimes individuals 

had been nominated, sometimes governments. 

Dr. van Zile HYDE presumed that in this case the designation of individuals 

was wanted. He queried also whether "doctors" was the right word. The phrase used 

in the Constitution was "persons qualified by their technical competence in the 

field of health", and he suggested that what the Standing Committee had in mind was 

that the working party should be composed of six persons so technically qualified, 

and six administrators• 

Professor FERREIRA suggested that some such expression as "public-health doctors" 

or "public-health experts on the medical side" might be used. Persons not doctors 

could be expert on health questions. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that some such reading as， "six having special competence 

in the field of health" and "six having special competence in the administrative 

and financial fields" might be adopted. 

It was so agreed, 
* 

The CHAIRMAN asked the Committee whether it would agree to adopting the 

amendment of paragraph 2 (4) which Dr. Hyde had', suggested earlier, namely, the 

deletion in the last line of the words, "the Standing Committee of
w

. 

It was so agreed. 
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Dr. van Zile HÏDE said that he had still some doubts about paragraph 2 (2). 

If the members of the working party were selected by паше it would be possible to 

get the necessary balance between the two sides. If, on the other hand, the two 

chairmen nominated national delegations, they would not necessarily secure the • 

appointment to the working party of six doctors and six administrators. The 

Standing Committee still had to decide whether in paragraph 2 ⑵ the chairmen should 

designate governments singly or should designate governments and the particular 

persons to be drawn from the delegations. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL thought that thu point raised by Dr. Hyde was very important. 

There were really no individuals as such in the Health Assembly. All persona present 

were representatives of governments. 

Dr. van Zile HYDE thought that even if there were 

designation, the Committee should be clear as to which 

necessary balance was to be secured. 

Dr. RAE, alternate to Dr. Mackenzie, said that in 

could be designated only as members of a delegation: the Assembly could not 

nominate a person on his individual qualities: it could select a delegation, but 

the decision as to which member of a delegation should sit round the table rested 

with the head of that delegation. 

Professor FERREIRA thought that the statements just made put the proposed 

working party in a serious position. If its members were to be appointed by their 

national delegations it meant thoy would tend to- retain the status of-

precedents for both types of 

it wanted here and how the 

the Health Assembly persons 

government representatives and to be accepted as such by their delegations. 
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Members of the Executive Board ceased to be representatives of their own ccaintry and 

became representatives of all countries. The suggested working party, however
> 

would be composed of persons under instructions from their goverments» That in 

fact was one of the reasons why he thought that the existence of the Standing 

Committee was incompatible with that of the suggested working party. 

Dr. van Zile HYDE thought that paragraph 2 ⑵ should be amended to provide 

that the chairmen of the two main committees appoint the national delegations which 

should compose the working party. It would not, he thought, be possible to go 

further than that. 

Dr. ANWAR referred to what Mr. Siegel had said earlier as to the need for making 

clear the functions of the working party• Those functions are referred to in 

paragraph 1 of the draft resolution as being "to make a general review of the 

programme and budget estimates". He agreed with Mr. Siegel that when the Board 

forwarded its proposals to the Assembly, the functions and duties of the proposed 

working party should be determined. 

The CHAIRMAN said that if the Committee desired, a paragraph could be included 

on the lines of the passage quoted by the Director-General from the recommendations 

of the Board at its seventh session, i.e. suggesting that the task of the working 

party should be "to make clear and study the issues that are before the committee 

for decision and to provide the committee with an expert opinion relevant to its 

discussions". 
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Dr. van Zile HYDE suggested that in the fourth, line of paragraph 1 the words 

might be amended to read "to make a general review of the financial and taidgetary 

aspects of the programme and budget estimates". Otherwise the working party might 

embark also on a technical review of the programe» 

It was so agreed. 

The CHAIRMN asked Dr. Hyde whether the amendment that he had proposed to 

paragraph 2 (2) of the dra^t resolution affected the reference in the last part of 

that paragraph to geographical distribution. 

Dr* van Zile HÏDE said that he had intended that the reference to geographical 

distribution should be retained. He suggested that the wording of the paragraph 

2 (1) should be "…t w e l v e members appointed by as many national delegations^ 

preferably six members having special competence in the field of health and six 

having special conipetence in financial matters". 

The Coinmittee agreed to this amendment. 

Mr о SIEGEL thought the Coinmittee might wish to return to the suggestion that 

there should be an additional clause in the draft resolution dealing with future 

arrangements• Any such recommendation should perhaps go in a separate paragraph 

because it went beyond what the Assembly had asked the Executive Board to consider. 

The CHAIRMN asked Mr. Siegel also to suggest how the proposed resolution 

could be brought into harmony with the procedure at the World Health Assembly. 
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Mr. SIEGEL made a suggestion which would, he thought, meet the point that 

Mr. Boucher had raised earlier in the meeting. The Committee might find it 

desirable to amend the beginning of paragraph 1 to read: "BELIEVES that it would 

prove useful for the Coramittee on Programme and Budget immediately to set up a 

working party … " . It might also wish to add to paragraph 2 an additional 

sub-paragraph on the following lines： "That the working party report to the Committee 

on Programme and Budget, those parts of its report which deal with organizational 

meetings and administrative services being referred to the Committee on Administration, 

Finance and Legal Matters for use in its study of those sections of the budget.". 

If those changes were agreed the following addition might be made to paragraph 

2 (d) of the wording of resolution WHA7.2 of the Seventh World Health Assembly 

(which would be brought up to date, as regards the references to the programme and 

budget year): "taking into account any comments on those sections of the budget 

made by the working party which the Committee on Programme and Budget is to 

establish"• 

BOUCHER said that Mr, Siegel's suggestion entirely met the point With 

which he had been concerned. 

Mr, SIEGEL read out the draft of a new paragraph 3 for the resolution contained 

in document EB15/AF/WP/22: 

"Further RECOMMENDS that) should the working party find it desirable, 
it 'should also report to the Committee on Programme and Budget any 
comments or suggestions as to how the Executive Board might develop 
its procedure for reviewing the proposed programme and budget 
estimates in the future." 

The draft was approved• 
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Decision: (1) The draft resolution in document EB15/AF/WP/22, as amended 
in the course of the meeting, was approved for recommendation to the 
Executive Board

a 

(2) The text of resolutions WHà7.1 and Ш17.2, to be brought 
up to date as necessary, and with the incorporation in the latter of the 
addition made to paragraph (2)(d)^ was approved for recommendation to the 
Executive Board. 

The meeting rose at 10
o
55 a.m. 


