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1. CONSSDERATION OF THE GENERAL ORDER OF MAGNITUDE OF THE BUDGET FOR 1969:. 
Item 2.3 of the Agenda (Resolution WHA20.3; Documents А20 /Р&B /21+ and 
Add.1, А20 /Р&В /Conf.Docs Nos. 32, 3), 34, 35, 36 and 37)(continued) 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to continue its consideration of the general 

order of magnitude of the budget for 1969. 

Dr ALAN (Turkey) introduced the following draft resolution proposed by the 

delegations of Belgium, France, Malaysia, Mexico, Turkey, the United States of America, 4/ 

and Venezuela: 

The Twentieth World Health Assembly, 

Recalling its resolution WНА20.3, in which the Committee on Programme 
and Budget is requested "after the World Health Assembly has approved the 
Appropriation Resolution for the ensuing year, and after hearing the views 
of tb:2 Director -General, to recommend the general order of magnitude for 
the budget for the second ensuing year, for the orientation of the 
Director- General in the preparation of his proposed Programme and Budget 
for that year "; and 

Having heard the views of the Director -General, 

1. EXPRESSES the view that the planning f igtire for the effective working 
budget for 1969 should be of the general order of magnitude of $ 60 000 000; 
and 

2, INVITES the Director- General to take the foregoing into account in 
preparing his proposed Programme and Budget for 1969. 

le expressed his admiration of the way in which the Director -General had defended 

budgetary questions. His delegation, as was well known, had always been in favour of 

reasonable and moderate increases in the Organization's budget that would not hamper 

the progress of its work. At the Nineteenth World Health Assembly it had been 

unable to vote in favour of the budget presented, taking into account the rapid increase 

in growth. The Turkish Government had begun to feel some uneasiness on that account 
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with regard to WI0 and international organizations in general. His delegation had 

supported the draft resolution recommended by the Executive Board and since adopted 

as resolution WHA20.3, which decided that one of the terms of reference of the. 

Committee on Programme and Budget should be 

(f) after the World Health Assembly has approved the Appropriation Resolution 
for the ensuing year, and after hearing the views of the Director -General, to 

recommend the general order of magnitude for the budget for the second ensuing 

year, for the orientation of the Director -General in the preparation of his 
proposed Programme and Budget for that year; 

In his delegation's view, the order of magnitude for 1969 should be about 

$ 60 000 000. That would represent a reasonable increase and should ensure some 

progress in the Organization's activities. Higher figures might be proposed, but 

would even they fulfil all the needs? Those needs were enormous, and perhaps even 

billions of dollars would not suffice to satisfy them. A budget increase of about 

7 per cent. ôr about $ 60 000 000 - would meet the wishes of a number of delegations. 

He felt bound to draw attention to the fact that, with the undistributed reserve, 

the increase in contributions would be nearer 8 or 9 per cent. than 7 per cent. He 

had emphasized in plenary session the importance of countries being able to fulfil 

their obligations. As was well known, there was a by -no -means negligible list of 

countries in arrears, and their number might be expected to increase: his Government 

would certainly not wish to be among them. The Turkish delegation had therefore 

co- sponsored, with the delegations of Belgium, France, Malaysia, Mexico, the United 

States of America and Vene2uela, the draft resolution before the Committee. 
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Mr КRISHNAN (India) recalled that when the programme and budget for 1968 had 

been under discussion, the leader of his delegation had expressed the hope that, in 

the very laudable pursuit of economy, programme activities would not be curtailed, 

and that the increase provided for them would be of the order of 10 to 12 per cent. 

With that in mind, his delegation had proposed that the operative paragraph of the 

draft resolution submitted by the delegation of Norway at the previous meeting 

(А20 /Р&B /Сопf.Dос. No.)2) be amended to read: 

RECOMMENDS to the Director -General that as a general orientation in 
preparing his proposed programme and budget estimates for 1969 he should 
propose an increase of an order of magnitude in the programme of about 
10 per cent., after making provision for such unavoidable increases in 
costs as salary increments, post adjustments, etc., provided that no unusual 
and unforeseen developments occur which would result in additional resources 
being required by the Organization. 

The remainder of the draft resolution submitted by the delegation of Norway 

was entirely acceptable to his delegation, particularly the fifth paragraph of the 

preamble, which read: 

Desirous of making available sufficient funds to allow for an orderly 

increase in the services to be provided by the Organization to its Members, 
and particularly to the developing countries, in the gradual achievement 
of the Organization's objective under Article 1 of the Constitution; 

Subsequent to his delegationts submission of its proposed amendment to the 

operative paragraph, the delegation of Morocco had proposed an amendment to read as 

follows: 

RECOMMENDS to the Director -General that as a general orientation in 

preparing his proposed programme and budget estimates for 1969 he should, 

taking account of the views expressed by delegations during the discussions 

at the Twentieth World Health Assembly, propose an increase in the programme 

of an order of magnitude of about 10 per cent., provided that no unusual 

and unforeseen developments occur which would result in additional resources 

being required by the Organization. 
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Since that proposed amendment was substantially the same as the one proposed by his 

delegation, and incorporated also the general observation made in the original 

operative paragraph proposed by the delegation of Norway, his delegation would 

support it and withdraw its own amendment. 

Mr BRADY (Ireland) said that it was a matter of regret that an item as important 

as the one under discussion had been left as the last item on the agenda. Apart 

from reducing the time available for discussion, there was the added risk that 

because of the need for many delegates to return home any decision taken might not 

be sufficiently representative. 

Some of the arguments used by his delegation in the discussion on the programme 

and budget for 1968 were relevant also to the item at present before the Committee. 

His Government would like to see a lower rate of increase for the 1969 budget than 

had been the case for 1968. That would be possible while still allowing a modest 

increase in field programmes. Supplementary estimates should be kept to a minimum, 

as they tended to obscure the real extent of annual budgetary increases, He was not 

suggesting that the Secretariat had put forward proposals for supplementary expenditure 

that it was not fully satisfied were justified, but there was room for disagreement 

as to the year in which provision for some of that additional expenditure should be 

made. His delegation's view was that any supplementary estimates for 1968 should 

be confined to expenditure that was unforeseen and mandatory, and that could not be 

postponed. 
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Sir George GODBER (United Xtngdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) said 

that the Committee was dealing with what could be an extremely important development 

in the .Organization's procedure. It was an opportunity for giving guidance to the 

Direçtor- General on the decision he had to make within the next few weeks. 

The Committee had the previous day discussed a resolution, proposed by the 

delegation of the Ivory Coast and others, which contained a very reasonable proposal 

about the deployment of what was avc.ilable. One of the papers before the Committee 

was relevant to that point. 

Other funds than those of the Organization сaт;е into the consideration of future 

work, and it must be remembered that some of them were more appropriate to certain 

m teriаl aid, as had been emphasized by the delegate of Turkey and mentioned in the 

fourth paragraph of the preamble to the draft resolution proposed by the delegation 

of Norway, which stated: 

Noting that reduced resources are being provided for health 
services under the 'ethnical Assistance component of the United 
Nations Development Programme; 

It could be argued that that was not strictly true because, as Table 2 of docume•lt 

А2O /P&в/24 indicated, there had been only two years in the last ten in which the 

a':.locat:z6n from the Technical Assistance component for WHO's field projects had 

been greater than that expected for 1968. The 1968 allocation was nearly $ 400 000 

greater than that for 1967. His delegation had therefore proposed that the fourth 

paragraph of the draft resolution proposed by the delegation of Norway be amended 

to read: 



A20/P&B/SR/20 

Page 7 

Noting that resources being provided for health services under the 
Technical Assistance component of the United Nations Development Programme 

have not been increased in accordance with the urgent requirements of the 

world health situation in recent years; 

If that amendment were made, it should be followed through by the addition of 

a second operative paragraph reading: 

2. REQUESTS the Director- General to convey to Member States the emphatic 

view of the Twentieth World Health Assembly that greater priority for 
health programmes in applications for technical assistance under the 
United Nations Development Programme is justified. 

The Committee should then give the Director -General a clearer indication of 

the amount it had in mind: either an actual amount or a percentage increase - not 

as a set ceiling but merely an indication. Delegations were, after all, the 

Organization personified. They could not tell the Twenty -first World Health 

Assembly what it must do, but they could leave for it some measure of their thinking. 

The Director- General had told the Committee what he thought, and it now had to tell 

him whether it had a collective opinion. There had in fact been several expressions 

of opinion. One had just been withdrawn by the delegate of India in favour of the 

amendment by the delegation of Morocco to the draft resolution proposed by the 

delegation of Norway. Another draft resolution had been proposed by the delegations 

of Belgium, the United States of America, France, Malaysia, Mexico, Turkey, and 

Venezuela, suggesting a general order of magnitude of $ 60 000 000, or about 7 per 

cent., which seemed to his delegation a reasonable figure to propose at the present 

juncture. He therefore considered that it would be desirable to amend the last 

three lines of the amendment proposed by the delegation of Morocco to read: 
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of an order of magnitude of about 7 per cent., giving a total of approximately 
50 000 000, provided that no unusual and unforeseen developments occur which 

would result in additional resources being required by the Organization. 

He understood that the other two amendments were acceptable to the delegate 

of Norway, and hoped they would be generally accepted. 

Professor AWALEU (France) said that he had not been disappointed in his 

expectation that a debate on the general order of magnitude of the budget to be 

presented to the next Health Assembly would prove interesting and useful. He 

hoped that at the next Assembly the Director- General would prepare in advance a 

document similar to the one now before the Committee so that it could be given 

due consideration before the discussion took place. The Director -General had 

not attempted to use the evasive measures that some had proposed. He had put his 

arguments with great precision, conviction and skill: he had addressed himself to 

the newly independent countries - the African countries, whose needs were so great 

and who were such an important factor in the voting in the Assembly, to the 

Russian- and Spanish -speaking countries, to those overwhelmed by the size of 

their population, and - through a reference to the need to maintain a joint 

inspection unit - to the countries that held the purse strings. 

The French delegation had a great deal of sympathy with the Director- General's 

arguments in favour of the order of magnitude he had indicated. It could not 

accept the draft resolution as presented by the delegation of Norway, which in 

effect requested adoption of the procedure that had previously been followed 

informally, and would render null and void the resolution adopted on the subject at 
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the beginning of the present Health Assembly. With the a'aendinents proposed by 

the delegations of Morocco and the United Kingdom, however, he found the draft 

resolution perfectly acceptable as to form. The important thing; was to indicate 

a figure to enable the Director -General to see what the Committee had in mind 

whether an absolute figure or a percentage was unimportant. His delegation 

hoped that, once the unavoidable statutory increases had bee., mat, all available 

funds would be devoted to programmes for the benefit of developing cou_~itries, 

and not spent on other countries or on headquarters - so that with an over -all 

increase of the order of 7 per cent, it ought to be possible to increase the 

amount allotted to programmes for the regions in greatest need by more than 10 or 

cent., without increasing their contributions by more than a reasonable amount. 

His delegation would be in favour of an increase of the order of $ 60 000 000 - or 

between 7 and 8 per cent. - used in that way. 

Dr BLOOD (United States of America) said that, if it adopted the _c-.sоluti_сn 

proposed by his delegation and the delegations of Belgium, France, Malaysia, Mexico, 

Turkey and Venezuela, the Health Assembly would thereby express the view that the 

planning figure for the effective working budget for 1969 should be of the general 

order of magnitude of $ 60 000 000. He emphasized that his delegation regarded 

that figure only as a planning figure, and was not committing the United Stаtеs 

Government to the adoption of a budget for 1969 at that or any other specific 

level. That government, in determining the position it should take at the Twenty' - 

first World Health Assembly, would review in detail the specific programme and 

budget proposed by the Director -General at that time. 
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In arriving at the $ 60 000 000 figure, account had been taken of the needs 

for increases in such high -priority programmes as smallpox and malaria eradicat:ior�, 

environmental health - particularly community water supplies - education and 

training, and research in epidemiology and communications science, and also of the 

so- called statutory increases of some 4 per cent, for all continuing programmes 

and activities. His delegation believed that $ 60 000 000 was a reasonable 

planning figure for 1969: it would provide for an increase of almost $ 4 000 000 

over the budget level adopted by the Health Assembly for 1968. It also took into 

account the comments made by a number of delegates in the debate on the effective 

working budget for 1968, to the effect that, while the health needs were unlimited, 

the resources of governments to meet them were not. He commended the proposed 

figure to the Committee and hoped that the draft resolution would receive its 

overwhelming support. 

Dr LIEN (Norway) said that his delegation would accept with pleasure the 

amendment proposed by the delegation of Morocco. With regard to the amendment 

proposed by the United Kingdom delegate, he pointed out that the fourth paragraph 

of the preamble to his delegation's draft resolution was related to Table 1 of 

document А20 /Р&В /24, and referred to percentages. He would, however, accept the 

amendment proposed by the United Kingdom delegation to that paragraph provided 

the words "but that, on the contrary, they have been decreased" were added. 

The paragraph would then read: 
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Noting that resources being provided for health services under the 
Technical Assistance component of the United Nations Development 

Programme have not been increased in accordance with the urgent require- 
ments of the world health situation in recent years, but that, on the 
contrary, they have been decreased; 

Dr AL-- HURAIBI (Yemen) said he would like to thank the Director -General for 

the comprehensive background report he had given the day before. The report 

was the result of a study that had taken place over the years and comprised a 

detailed analysis and evaluation of the Organization's achievements. 

He associated himself with earlier speakers, in particular the delegate of 

Turkey, in recognizing the need for increasing the budget within reasonable 

limits, to enable the Director - General to launch new programmes and expand existing 

ones: his delegation regarded the proposed increase for 1958 in the amount of 

7 per cent, as reasonable, and had no objection to that rise. He would, however, 

emphasize how important it was for countries in the economically weaker bracket 

to know in advance the size of the contributions they would have to make in the 

future. There must be some way whereby the scale of assessments could be 

adjusted so that contributions of the countries engaged in developing their • economies might remain unchanged or be increased within special limits, irrespective 

of the changes introduced in the Organization's budget. In making that comment 

he was not implying that the countries in question would not fulfil their obligations, 

since they were already aware of the minimum budget level on which the programme and, 

hence, the Members' contributions, could be based. 



А2й', Р&В/SR/20 
• п page с. 

In conclusion, his delegation hoped that the growth in the budget would be 

paralleled by effective grov:th in the Organization`s programme, with the 

programme being spесially directed to the needs it the developing countries. 

Dr VЕNЕDIТ200 Union of So:ri et Ѕосјаlјst Republics) said that the concern 

of all delegations that the Organizaton's work should be as good as possible had 

been shown by the Committee`s vote on the effective working budget for 1968. 

His delegation understood the point of view cf the Director -General_ and agreed 

that he had defe'ded his position firmly, clearly and convincingly. But, as 

govern_пent representatives; delegates had to be realistic in their attitude to 

the various prоgrammf.s and had to understand and remember that WHO could not and 

should not do everything, since there existed other important sources of multi - 

lateral and bilateral assistance for health programmes and also national resources 

for the development of health services. WkO was not a world ministry of health 

and could not hope for a budget that would meet all the health needs of the world. 

Increase, in the budget and staff and unlimited expansion: of programmes could not 

in themselves :,ol' o public hp wlt�± problems. Not everything could be bought, even 

with large cu s of money; money с нi� d not huu.y the enthusiasm and ingenuity, and 

the enforсs of peoplе. and health services, that were needed for success in the 

health field. That was why the Organ.zation's methods of иΡork had to be reviewed 

with courage and determination. 
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The Director- General had drawn attention to the high rise in costs, which 

rendered impossible a true comparison of the percentage increases in the budget 

over the last few years. Nevertheless, although the Organization had grown in 

strength over the previous ten years, it had perhaps not done so at a rate 

commensurate with the true rate of increase in the budget. 

Several resolutions had been passed - and still another would seem to be 

needed - reflecting the Health Assembly's concern over the decrease in funds 

from the Technical Assistance component of the United Nations Development Programme. 

That decrease, however, should not be compensated from the Organization's regular 

budget. To do so might give the impression in certain quarters that the Health 

Assembly would always automatically increase WHO's regular budget to make up for 

decreases in the Technical Assistance funds allotted to health projects. His 

country was always ready to support the Director -General, in all United Nations 

organs, on the question of Technical Assistance. 

Not all WHO's programmes were highly effective, and in some cases the level 

had fallen. He had had discussions with a number of delegates from the develop- 

, ing countries of Asia and Africa, from which it had emerged that those countries 

were having to pay more than hitherto for the same amount of assistance, or for 

less. And the results obtained did not always justify the expense. 

In the 1968 budget the increase for the maintenance of existing programmes 

alone was about 4.5 per cent. Some of that increase might perhaps be saved, 

however, by using a lesser number of more efficient staff, or by some other 

means. 
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The Director -General had referred to the increases in the budget necessitated 

by the Health Assembly; however, when those decisions had been taken, nobody had 

said that the relevant programmes should be financed entirely by increasing Members' 

contributions. Thought should be given to redistributing resources so as to increase 

efficiency and intensify the assistance to developing countries. 

In the plenary meeting he had already said that, for many countries, the only 

source of national income and of the contributions to international organizations was 

the work performed by the population. And many national incomes increased very 

slowly. Moreover, contributions to international organizations had to be paid in 

convertible currencies which, for a number of reasons, could not always be spared 

for meeting health needs. 

The Soviet Union, which had been planning its economic development and the 

development of its health services for the past fifty years, knew the need for 

proportionate expansion. It was very dangerous to increase the resources allotted 

to the development of health services by 10 per cent. when national productivity was 

not increasing by anything like as much. Bad planning, unbalanced expansion of one 

sector, could produce results entirely contrary to those it was hoped to attain. 

He suggested a yearly rate of increase of 5 or 6 per cent. in WHO's budget, which 

would compel the Organization to improve its planning. As was stated in the amendment 

proposed by the delegation of Morocco, however, that did not mean that provision, 

over and above the figure indicated, could not be made to meet unforeseen requirements, 

particularly since it was not the task of the present Assembly to fix definitely the 

level of the budget for 1969. 
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His suggestion, which was not a formal proposai, did not imply that he wished 

for a reduction in the programme; what he wanted was that more serious consideration 

should be given to ways of achieving better results. 

The DIRLCTOR- GENERAL said that, although he had not intended to speak at the 

present juncture, the frank turn of the discussion made him feel that he should not 

postpone his statement any longer. 

He had no wish to try to be clever and he hoped that his statement would not be • so classified. He had not tried to play with an y group or groups as had been 

implied; he had simply put the facts before the Committee. He was ready to be 

corrected if those facts were wrong; but he would not like the Assembly to gain the 

impression that he had flattered each group in order to obtain -rotes. He would 

never seek support for himself personally; his only concern was to do something for 

the Organization. The USSR delegate had once more spoken of doing the same amount 

of work with less money if the administration were better and if resources were better 

deployed. He had listened to that refrain for many years, but he had never yet 

received any specific criticism or comment from the USSR delegate which showed that 

activities were not being performed adequately. The only thing that could be asked 

of the Director- General was that he should do his best. If his best was not good 

enough the Assembly should face the consequences and draw its own conclusions. 

Now was the time when he needed guidance. Up till now he had heard many 

comments, but nothing really constructive or positive about what he should do in the 

future. He did not quite understand how the delegate of France calculated that with 

an increase of 6.y per cent. he could give an increase of 10 per cent. to the regions 
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even if he gave no increase to headquarters. With an increase of 6.9 per cent. - 

as proposed by Fr'ance, the United States of America and other countries - he certainly 

could not give 10 per cent, to the regions, because, of the gross figure of 

3 877 000, $ 2 524 000 would be for statutory increases, leaving a balance..of 

$ 1 353 000 to be distributed to the regions. Не would never be able to give 

10 per cent, to the needy regions of the world, even if he excluded Europe where many 

of the countries were not in need, To add to the confusion, the United States 

delegate had said that the money should be used for community water supply programmes 

in pursuance of the proposal made by the United States delegation the previous year, 

for research in general and for smallpox eradication for which the Assembly had asked 

for more research; but that was not necessarily for the regions. The delegations 

which had sponsored the draft resolution seemed to have different ideas about it, 

and that was not going to help him in interpreting the Assembly's wishes. There 

had been many other comments about work that could be done, but he could only say 

that, with an increase of 6.9 per cent., there would be only 2.4 or 2.5 per cent. 

left for increasing the work of the Organization. 

What he had said in his statement the previous day still held. There had been 

requests for more work by the Organization. He had no reservations at all regarding 

bilateral programmes. Compared with the amounts spent on bilateral programmes,. 

what he had proposed as a normal increase in the work of the Organization did not 

seem at all excessive. One country was spending about 2.2 per cent, of its national 

income on bilateral assistance; others were spending more on a single project than 

was spent on the whole of WHO' s programme. He was entirely in favour of bilateral 
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programmes. But WHO had a part to play and, as he had said during the discussions 

on the 1968 budget, WHO should be given a minimum amount to do the job it was supposed 

to do. If the Member countries did not agree, they had only to tell him so, and 

he would leave the gap to be filled by some bilateral programme. The Organization 

could do no more than what its Member countries wished it to do. They could not 

have something for nothing: if they wanted programmes and assistance from WHO they 

would have to pay for it. 

He hoped that what he was saying would not be misunderstood. All he was trying 

to do was to state what he believed the Organization needed. He was not trying to 

say that WHO's performance could not be improved - although WHO's activities did 

not compare unfavourably with similar programmes. He had done his best to see. 

that WHO's money was used in the best way possible. That might not be good enough; 

but nobody could do better than his best. 

Mr TURBAÑSКI (Poland) said that for a number of years the delegations of Poland 

and other countries, both developing and developed, had been expressing concern in 

the Committee and the Health Assembly over the rate of increase in the budget and had 

expressed the view that the increase should be related to the average national income 

of Member countries - between 5 and б per cent. 

He maintained that view and had voted for the 1968 budget because the increase 

was not very much greater than he believed it should be, and the Director - General had 

endeavoured to limit it. 

The Director - General was now proposing an increase of between 10 and 12 per cent. 

over the 1968 budget, an increase which was far beyond what was reasonable and modest. 

During the discussion on the 1968 budget many delegates had said that increases 
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should not be considered in isolation, that recent increases in WHO's. budget had been 

greater than those in other organizations, and that such increases placed a heavy 

burden on Member countries, including Poland. He fully appreciated the Director - 

General's problem in trying to take account of the vast needs of Member countries, 

especially the developing countries, and of the requests from delegates to the Health 

Assembly for an increase in WHO's activities. He suggested, however, that some 

consideration should be given to the resources of the countries which contributed to • 

the rapidly growing budget. Their resources were not unlimited, and no country 

could do all the work it regarded as useful or necessary. The same was true for 

international organizations. 't was no use continuing to add new programmes: there 

should be a greater effort to reduce.administrative costs and more attention should be 

given to priorities, activities of low priority being reviewed and, where necessary, 

reduced or eliminated. 

The Polish delegation would be unable to support the Director -General's proposal 

for the general order of magnitude of the budget for 1969. It would, however, support 

the figure of $ 60 million proposed by the delegations of Turkey and other countries, 

as the figure was closer to what his government had in mind. He also considered 

that whatever resolution was ultimately adopted should contain the amendment proposed 

by the United Kingdom to the draft resolution proposed by Norway. 

е 

Dr ROUHANY (Iran) said he would vote for the draft resolution proposed by Norway 

as amended by Morocco and the United Kingdom. 
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Mr von NEUBRONNER (Federal Republic of Germany) said he was in favour of the 

figure of 60 million. 

Professor VANNUGLI (Italy) said it was unfortunate that the present item 

should have been left until the Assembly was reaching the end of its work. At the 

beginning of the Assembly a new procedure had been adopted, in line with views 

expressed by the United Nations and a general wish for medium -term planning in the 

. Organization's development. That procedure must now be applied. 

His delegation supported the draft resolution proposed by Belgium, France, 

Malaysia, Mexico, Turkey, the United States of America, arid Venezuela which had 

the advantages of clarity and simplicity. Any further discussion on certain aspects 

could only result in misunderstandings; he himself had no intention of going into 

details concerning the administrative services and the use of certain methods. The 

Director- General had always taken into account the comments made on priorities, on 

the better use of resources, and on the evaluation of programmes with a view to 

reducing or eliminating programmes where advisable. He greatly appreciated the • efforts of different delegations, particularly the United I {ingdom delegation, to 

find a compromise that would help the Committee to reach a unanimous decision. He 

would support the draft resolution jointly proposed by Turkey and other countries. 

Dr DOUBEK (Czechoslovakia) said he would not repeat the many arguments put 

forward by other speakers. The Czechoslovak Government's position on the growth 

of the budget of the international organizations was well -known. In its opinion, 

the percentage of annual growth should never be more than 7 per cent. 
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Dr JOSHI (Nepal) commended the Director -General on his statement the previous 

day. However, while he fully appreciated the Director -General's difficulties, he 

felt very strongly that the developing countries needed additional help in every 

possible way. He accordingly supported the draft resolution proposed by Norway 

as amended by Morocco. 

In that connexion, he recalled his earlier Statement on the need for WHO to 

provide financial aid to the developing countries to help them to establish and 

maintain their health services during the maintenance phase of the malaria arid 

smallpox eradication programmes. 

Dr SODA (Japan) recalled his earlier statement, to the effect that the develop- 

ment of the Organization's programme should be geared to the growth of available 

resources and that future budgetary increase should keep pace with the economic 

and social development of the Member countries, taking into account changes in 

commodity prices. 

He realized that the decision on the general order of magnitude was for the 

Director- General's guidance in preparing his programme and budget and that the figure . 
given as an indicator of magnitude was not as rigid as the budget ceiling. He 

hoped that the Director -General would bear that in mind. No one would question 

the enormous needs that existed in the sphere of health and the enormous amount of 

work to be done by WHO. As a doctor, he was anxious to see sufficient funds provided. 

It must be recognized, however, that them was a limit to the resources available to 

Member countries for carrying out health programmes. 



A20/P8cB/SR/20 

page 21 

With regard to the amendment proposed by Morocco for an increase of 10 per cent., 

he would like to know whether the percentage related to the initial regular budget or 

to the regular budget together with the supplementary estimates. 

The decision to be taken would be setting a target, which should be set at as 

low a level as reasonably possible. For that purpose the figure of $ 60 million 

proposed by the delegates of Belgium, Turkey and other countries seemed most 

appropriate. He supported the relevant draft resolution. 

Dr ENGEL (Sweden) said that he had at first supported the draft resolution 

proposed by Norway, as amended by Morocco and the United Kingdom. The Director - 

General's impressive and dignified statements at the present and the previous meetings 

had convinced him, however, and he was now in favour of an increase of 10 per cent. 

Dr OTOLORIN (Nigeria) said that the Committee was up against the familiar 

problem of matching needs and resources. He supported the amendment proposed by 

Morocco - an increase of 10 per cent. - because he realized that with a smaller 

increase the Director- General would be unable to carry out a number of the projects 

suggested by previous Health Assemblies. 'ihe Director -General had mentioned only 

three such projects. 

He hoped that, with an increase of about iC per cent., it would be possible in 

the coming year to carry out the projects recommended by earlier Health Assemblies as 

well as those requested by the present Assembly. 
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Bearing in mind that the maintenance of staff level and other continuing 

requirements would amount to about 4.5 per cent, of the increase, the 10 per cent. 

was not as big as it appeared. It had been agreed that new approaches should be made 

to the United Nations for an increased share of the United Nations Development 

Programme funds for health problems. But there was no knowing if, or how soon, 

that would materialize, or if it would greatly reduce the present rate of increase in 

the budget. 

At the present juncture, therefore, a 10 per cent, increase would not seem 

excessive. But if, as many delegates desired, an increase of about 7 per cent, were 

approved, he would propose that the Director -General should prepare the next budget 

in two parts. The first part would contain all projects which could be contained 

within the 7 per cent, increase; and the second part would contain all the projects 

which the present and previous Health Assemblies had requested but which the 

Director - General could not carry out within the 7 per cent. increase. The Health 

Assembly might then wish to add to the 7 per cent. by selecting certain urgent and 

important items from the second part, and a compromise would thus have been achieved 

between the Health Assembly and the Secretariat. 

Hе would vote in favour of the amendment proposed by Morocco. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that there appeared 

to have been a slight misunderstanding on the part of the Director -General. It 

would be very difficult to attack the Director- General in the presence of 128 

staunch defenders, and he had no intention of attacking him. The Director - 

General had stated that the delegation of the Soviet Union had been saying for 
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a long time that WHO's administration and work should be improved, and that the 

Director -General was doing all that was in his power. All that the Soviet 

delegation was doing, howevзr, wan to repeat, stubbornly and methodically, its 

convictions about what was essential for the Organization's work. No offence 

should be taken, because, as had been said many times, his delegation had the 

greatest respect for the Director -General personally, and for the Organization, 

which it considered one of the most useful and important. But nothing in the 

world was perfect. There had been many speeches in which suggestions had been 

put forward for improving certain sectors of WHO's work and effecting some 

economies. It seemed to his delegation that the development of the Organization's 

programme over the previous ten years had not been effective; but the basic 

information on WHO's work was in the possession, not of his delegation, but of 

the Director -General. His delegation was repeating only two things - that the 

rate of increase in the budget should be reasonable and proportional, and that 

constant attention should be given to ways of improving the Organization's work. • The Director- General was doing his best and his delegation, along with the whole 

Assembly, wished merely to help him. 

Dr MARTINEZ (Mexico) said that, as one of the sponsors of the draft 

resolution submitted by seven countries, he wished to explain his delegation's 

position. A conflict existed between the wishes of delegations and the 

resources of governments. While everyone present had complete confidence in 

the Organization's implementation of the programmes requested, and Mexico 

believed that the programmes were carried out at a low cost as well as 
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efficiently, it was that same confidence which made delegates ask the Director - 

General for more and more programmes without taking account of the resources 

of their governments. 

Mexico could not accept any great increase in its financial burdens, since 

it had not enough money to complete urgent national programmes. 

The new procedure would give good results at future Health Assemblies 

because the Director -General would be aware of the requirements of governments 

and governments would not be unaware of the size of the ensuing budget. 

The amount proposed in the resolution of which he was one of the sponsors 

was not beyond the capacity of his country and would not close WHO's doors to 

implementation of the most urgent programmes. 

Dr WAH,AD (Afghanistan) supported the proposal made by the delegation of 

Mo Morocco. However, he believed that, in view of the needs of the developing 

countries, the Director- General should not be precluded from preparing a 

supplementary budget to meet unforeseen contingencies. 

Dr CALVO (Panama) recalled that, as had been stated in the course of 

discussion on the programme and budget estimates for 1968, any consideration 

of a total budget figure had to take into account the conflict existing between 

the aims of the Organization and the needs of its Member States on the one 

hand, and the limited resources available to it on the other. It was necessary 

to justify to national governments the rate of growth of the WHO budget. 

U .chile the draft resolution proposed by the delegations of Belgium, France, 

Malaysia, Mexico, Turkey, the United States of America, and Venezuela 

established a definite figure on which planning should be based, it seemed to 
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him that it was essential, by virtue of the fact that planning should be dynamic 

and flexible to meet needs, for the Director - General to have an alternative 

course of action which would safeguard that desirable flexibility. 

His delegation would, in order to meet that point, suggest that, at the 

end of operative paragraph 2 of the joint draft resolution to which he had 

referred, the following words should be added after the words "for 1969 ": 

and that any increase in this order of magnitude should be technically 
justified by the Director -General for the adequate consideration of 
the Executive Board. 

Dr PANTOJA (Brazil) said that his delegation fully supported the draft 

resolution submitted by the delegation of Norway as amended by the delegation 

of Morocco, as it considered that an increase of an order of magnitude of 

about 10 per cent, constituted a rate of growth compatible with the 

requirements both of national economies and of development programmes. 

Dr CONOMBO (Upper Volta) believed that the delegations from the African 

Region should not remain silent on a point of such importance to the future 

of the Organization. Following the clarifications given by the Director- 

General, which took into account the desire expressed by the Health Assembly 

to assist the developing countries as well as the need for diversification 

of programmes, there was no doubt that it was necessary for the Director - 

General to be given t`.ze means to implement the requests of the Health Assembly. 
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• In view of the progress achieved and the new orientation being given to the 

Organization's activities, the rate of growth of the 1969 budget as compared with 

1966 should not be less than that for 1966 as compared with the previous year. 

Indeed, he would support an increase of between 6.93 per cent. and 10 per cent. It 

should be borne in mind that the developing countries themselves would naturally 

have to bear their part in such an increase in contributions. 

Dr OJALA (Finland) said that his Government welcomed the progress being achieved . 
in the field of international co- operation in health and was therefore prepared to vote 

in favour of any reasonable increase in the budget for 1969 for planning purposes. 

In view of the statements made by the Director -- General, his delegation would support 

a resolution recommending a rate of growth not less than that proportion established 

in the 1966 budget as compared with 1967, and not exceeding 10 per cent. 

Dr AKWEI (Ghana) also emphasized the fact that any increase in the budget of the 

Organization was felt also by contributors from the developing countries, however 

small their part might be. 

If the Committee were to recommend an increase in the budget of not more than 

7 per cent., the problem would remain as to how the projects in the "green paper" - 

the additional projects requested but not included in the budget estimates for 1968 - 

could be dealt with. Furthermore, that rate of increase would be somewhat below 

the rate for 1968 as compared with 1967 and he had had the impression that the 

majority of the Health Assembly had considered the 1968 budget figure a modest and 

realistic one. He would therefore associate himself with the delegation of 

Upper Volta in expressing a preference for a rate of increase not less than 6.93 per 

cent. He would be unable to support any proposal to restrict the 1969 budget to an 

increase of only 7 per cent. 
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Mr REFSLEY (Canada) said that he was unable fully to agree with any of the 

various proposals submitted. The new procedure had evoked a variety of responses. 

Hе had hoped that it might be possible for the Committee to proceed simply on the 

basis of a consensus, but that now seemed unlikely. The new procedure could serve 

a constructive purpose; it could, on the contrary, prove to be а regressive step 

unless restraint was exercised. 

The position of the Canadian delegation was well known. It favcured a 

reasonable and moderate increase in the budget annually; necessarily, however, the 

question of what constituted reasonable and moderate increase was subjective. 

Final decisions had to be taken ón a realistic basis on the basis of programme 

needs and available resources. 

Little hâd'been sa'd'hitherto about programme priorities. His delegation had 

given careful consideration to the statements made by the Director -General and the 

Assistant Director -General, Mr Siegel, as well as to the documentation submitted, and 

it encountered no difficulties with regard to the major part of the proposals. 

Although his delegation could clearly not commit itself yet, it would no doubt • support those proposals when the time came. 

On points of detail, he said that his delegation would clearly continue to 

support activities relating to communicable diseases, strengthening of health services, 

and education and training. It would also support priority activities decided upon 

by the Twentieth World Health Assembly concerning smallpox and malaria eradication. 

It also favoured work on community water supplies and on research in epidemiology. 

Pilot prjects on international monitoring of adverse reactions to drugs as well as 
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quality control of pharmaceutiсal preparations alsc merited support in due course, 

as did activities relating to health aspects of population dynamics. His 

delegation entertained certain reservations concerning the application of communications 

science, which it did not consider as having a very high priority, as well as 

concerning the prevention of traffic accidents, rehabilitation, and research on 

cardiovascular diseases, since those were problems peculiar to affluent societies 

and it did not seem desirable that the limited funds at the disposal of WHO should 

be allocated for such work, in view of more pressing needs. 

As to the budgetary implications of the Director -General's statement, it 

seemed to him that a large number of delegations favoured an increase of 7 per cent. 

as compared with 1968. His delegation considered, for its part, that, taking into 

account requirements regarding programme priorities and statutory increases, the 

rate of growth should be closer to 9 per cent., which should make it possible for 

WHO to carry out its task without unduly straining resources. He hoped that some 

agreement could be reached on a figure between 8 and 9 per cent., that rate of 

increase having obtained unanimous support in respect of the budget for 1968. 

The DIRECTOR- GENERAL said that he wished to comment on a few points raised 

in the discussion. 

With regard to the concern expressed by two delegates that consideration of 

such an important item was being carried on at so late a stage in the work of the 

Committee, he emphasized the fact that that had been inevitable due to the wording 

of paragraph (1) (f) of resolution WHA20.3, which specified that the subject would be 

considered after the World Health Assembly had approved the Appropriation Resolution 
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for the ensuing year. That resolution had been adopted on 23 Nay and the present 

item had been included in the agenda of the Committee on 24 May, at which time 

there had been a request for postponement of the discussion until the, following day. 

Accordingly, it was clear that, if the Committee wished the discussion to take place 

earlier in the session, it would be necessary for resolution WHA20.3 to be amended. 

He was extremely grateful for the remarks made which would provide him with 

guidance. He assured the delegate of the USSR that he always welcomed constructive 

criticism. The discussion had been a very useful one. The exchange of views had 

pinpointed the difficulties inherent in adapting programme needs to the availability 

of resources. He believed that he had shown the extent to which he took into account 

the discussions in the Health Assembly by virtue of the fact that the programme and 

budget he had submitted for 1966, on the basis of the previous Health Assembly's 

discussions of the programme and budget for 1967, had gained the unanimous approval 

of the present Assembly. Indeed, that had been achieved without his having been 

given any specific recommendation on the general order of magnitude. It was of 

. course a delicate matter to interpret what was meant by a reasonable and moderate 

increase. Establishment of programme priorities was also a difficult undertaking 

and that point had been discussed on several occasions by the Health Assembly and the 

Executive Board, the Fifteenth World. Health Assembly having expressed its satisfaction 

with the manner in which priorities had been established. Priorities had to apply 

to different situations and no single criterion could be applied. For example, it 

was of interest to note that the Regional Committee for Europe at its last session 
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had pressed strongly for a programme on cardiovasvular diseases, whereas the delegate 

of Canada had just mentioned that activity as one which should not rank high in the 

list of priorities. He welcomed the orientation he received from the Health Assembly 

as it was on that basis he had to arrive at a reasonable and moderate increase in 

the budget. 

Some agreement would have to be reached between the figures suggested at the 

present meeting. He himself had suggested an increase of between 10 and 12 per 

cent., whereas some delegations had suggested 7 per cent., or more accurately 6.91 

per cent. The proposal submitted by the delegation of Morocco for 10 per cent, had, 

of course, all his sympathy; whether 9 or 10 per cent. was agreed upon made little 

difference, since the rate was only an indication governing the size of the proposed 

estimates he should put forward. He pointed out that assessments on Member States 

would be made on the basis of a figure which was somewhat less than the total working 

budget of the Organization, since casual income had to be taken into account. 

He assured the Committee that he would use his discretion in endeavouring as 

far as possible to submit to the following Health Assembly the same type of programme 

and budget which would gain universal acceptance as had the budget for 1968. It 

should be borne in mind that the following year would be the twentieth anniversary 

of WHO. Furthermore, the session would be held away from headquarters and, from 

his own experience, the general attitude prevailing at Health Assembly sessions away 

from headquarters was not entirely the same. He assured the Committee that he had 

no intention of presenting any increase in the budget which could be considered as 

unreasonable or immoderate. 
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Dr ALAN (Turkey) said that his delegation was extremely happy to receive the 

assurances just given by the Director -General regarding his intention to present a 

budget showing a reasonable and moderate increase over the previous year. 

On behalf of his delegation and of the others sponsoring the joint draft 

resolution, he withdrew that draft resolution in favour of the draft resolution 

proposed by the delegation of Norway, as amended by the delegations of Morocco and 

the United Kingdom - documents A20 /P&В /Conf.Doc. Nos.38 and 39. 

He considered that he ought to point out to the Committee that an increase of 

some 7 per cent. in the budget - giving a figure of approximately $ 60 000 000 - 

would necessitate an increase of more than 7 per cent. - in fact, б or 9 per cent. - 

in the contributions of Members, and an increase of 10 per cent, would have 

repercussions of the order of 12 per cent. on the contributions. 

The DIRECTOR- GENERAL said that the delegate of Turkey had stated for a second 

time that an increase of 7 per cent. would mean an 6 or 9 per cent. increase in 

contributions from Members, and he really did not understand that statement. 

The suggested figures would not be correct unless the difference was accounted for 

by a supplementary budget or the failure to take account of some casual income. 

In fact, depending upon the amount of casual income taken into account, an increase 

of 7 per cent, in the budget could mean an increase of less than 7 per cent, in the 

contributions of Members. If a smaller amount of casual income was assumed -- say, 

for example, an amount less than that available for the 1968 appropriation, then 

the increase might be 7.5 per cent. He would like to enquire how the delegate of 

Turkey had reached his conclusion. 
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Dr ALAN (Turkey) said he had not the figures before him, but would illustrate 

his point from the budget for 1968. The effective budget approved for that year 

amounted to $ 56 123 000. To that had been added some $ 3 700 000 under 

Undistributed Reserve, and miscellaneous income and certain other amounts had been 

deducted, so that there remained a figure of some $ 57 900 000. It was his 

conclusion that the contributions would be based on that figure, and that the 

percentage would thus be higher than if they were based on the effective budget 

of $ 56 123.000. 

The DIRECTOR -GENERAL thanked the delegate of Turkey for his statement, but 

е ±рlаinèd that that delegate had not understood the calculations involved. It 

was true that after the various deductions there remained a figure of $ 57 934 000, 

but there from that figure the Undistributed Reserve of some 

$ 3 742 000,, corresponding to the contributions of the inactive Members, China and 

South Africa. The amount that would be assessed against active Members after 

deducting the available casual income was 
$ 

54+ 192 100 - which was less than the 

amount of the effective working budget for 1968. 

br TASK IL KIM (Republic of Korea) said that it was the first occasion on 

which recommendations concerning' the general order of magnitude of the budget 

for the seoond ensuing year had been discussed. The Korean delegation fully 

'understood the Director- Genëral's position, because it felt that' the Director -General 

was- the -person who could best draw ùp realistic estimates for the magnitude of - 

future 'budgets after studying various aspects of the programme and financial 

resources in general. Under the circumstances his delegation was in favour of a 
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budgetary magnitude for 1969 entailing an increase of about 10 per cent, and 

supported the resolution proposed by the delegation of Norway, as amended by the 

delegation of Morocco and, in part, by that of the United Kingdom, and contained 

in А20 /Р&B /Conf.Doc. No.38. 

Dr.BEГ44АRD, Assistant Director- General, Secretary, said that the Committee now 

had before it Conference Documents ranging from No.)2 to No.40. 

Essentially, two proposals had been made: one (A20 /P&B /Conf.Doc. Nо'38> submitted • initially by the Norwegian delegation and a second (A20 /P&B /Conf.Doc. No.36) by the 
delegations of Belgium, the United States of America, France, Malaysia, Mexico, 

Turkey and Venezuela. 

Tob.clarify the situation he would first refer to the statement of the delegate 

of Turkey that he: wished to withdraw, on behalf of the co- sponsors, the draft 

resolution contained in A20 /P&B /Conf.Doc. No.36. However, during the debate the 

delegation of Panama had proposed an amendment (contained in A20 /P&B /Conf.Doc. No.40) 

to that draft resolution; and under Rule 67 of the Rules of Procedure a motion might 

be withdrawn by its proposer "provided that the motion has not been amended or, if 

amended, that the proposer of the amendment agrees to the withdrawal ". 

The CHAIRMAN asked whether the delegation of Panama wished to withdraw its 

amendment to the draft resolution contained in A20 /P&B /Сonf.Doc. No.36. 

Dr CALVO (Panama) said that since the draft resolution contained in А20 /P&B/ 

Conf.Doc. No.36 had been withdrawn, he would now like to re- submit his delegation's 

amendment to the draft resolution contained in A20 /P&B /Conf.Doc. No.38 as amended 

by the proposal in А20 /Р&B /Соnf.Dос. No.39. 
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Professor AUJALEU (France) said he wondered whether the amendment proposed by 

the delegation of Panama was really necessary. There was no doubt that if the 

Director -General, after receiving indications from the Assembly as to the order of 

magnitude, felt impelled to go beyond those indications, he would justify such 

action: he would not present a higher budget before either the Board or the A .ssembly 

without giving the reasons for it. Such action had, indeed, been recommEnded by 

the Heаlta.Assembly, and he therefore thought that the amendment would not serve any 

useful purpose. He thought furthermore that it might tend to give formal expression 

in the relevant procedure to the role of the Executive Board in a way that perhaps 

was not strictly correct. 

On the substance of the matter he felt that the delegate of Panama could feel 

satisfied that the procedure sought in his amendment would in any case be followed, 

but putting forward the amendment at the present juncture might lead to confusion at 

a moment when a decision had to be taken. 

Mr QUINTON (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) said that he 

agreed with the delegate of France and hoped that the delegate of Panama would feel 

able to withdraw his proposed amendment. 

Dr CALVO (Panama) said that in order to make it possible for the Committee to 

reach a speedy decision he would withdraw his amendment. 

Dr BERNARD, Assistant Director -General, Secretary, said that A20 /P&B /Conf.Doе. 

No.36 was thus no longer before the Committee, since its co- sponsors, with the 

agreement of the delegation of Panama, had withdrawn it. Two conference documents 
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therefore remained before the Committee. One was А20 /Р &В /Conf.Doc. No.38, containing 

the draft resolution proposed by the delegation of Norway as amended by the delegation 

of Morocco and in part by that of the United Kingdom, and replacing the original 

proposal contained in А20/Р&Б /Conf.Doc. No.32. The proposal of the delegation of 

India contained in Conference Document No.33 had been withdrawn and Conference 

Documents Nos.34 and 37, containing respectively the amendments proposed to 

А20 /Р&В /Conf.Doc. No.32 by the delegations of Morocco and the United Kingdom, were • replaced by А20 /Р&В /Conf.Doc. No.38. To the proposal in the last -mentioned document 

an amendment had been proposed by the delegation of the United Kingdom and was 

contained in А20/Р &В /Conf.Doc. No.39. The substance of that amendment was the same 

as that in the proposal that had been contained in A20/Р&В /Cоnf.Doс. No.36 - a 

budget increase of an order of magnitude of about 7 per cent., giving a total of 

approximately $ 60 000 000. 

The draft resolution proposed by the delegation of Norway, as amended by the 

delegation of Morocco and, in part, by that of the United Kingdom, was contained in 

A20/Р&В /Conf.Doe. No.38 and read as follows: • The Twentieth World Health Assembly, 

Having noted the report of the Director -General; 

Having heard the statements of the Director - General concerning the 

future general programme developments of the Organization and the trends 

of increase in costs of the services provided by the Organization; 

Recognizing that the annual increase in costs of the Organization for 

maintaining the activities at the same level as the preceding year requires 

an increase in each effective working budget of between four and five 

per cent; 
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Noting that reзóurèeS bеing provided for' health services under the 
Technical Assistance component of the United Nations Development Programme 
have not been increased in accordance with the urgent requirements of the 
world health situation in recent ye<.rs, but that, on the contrary, they 
have been dесге eed; 

" Desirous of making available sufficient funds to allow for an orderlÿ 
increase in the se.r.vices to be provided by the Organiзation to its Members, 
and' párticula_^1у to triе developi.r..g. countw'i es, in the gradua.l achievemént 
of the Orgаr.:s.г.at:o_з's objective '.ader Article 1 о' the Constitution; and 

Conscious of the provisions of Articles 34 and 55 of the Constitution, 

1. RECOЛv1DS to the Director- General that as a general orientation in 
preparing his proposed programme and budget estimates for 1969 he should, 
taking account cf the views expressed by delegations during the discussions 
At the Twehtiеth World Health Assembly, propose an increase in the programme 
of an order of magnitude of about 10 per cent., provided that no unusual 
and unforeseen developments- occur which ould result In additional resources 
being required by the Organization; 

2. REQUESТЗ the Diroetor-General to convey to Member States the emphatic 
view of trie Twentieth World Health Assembly that greater priority for health 
programmes in applications for technical assistance under the United Nations 
Development Prcgremnes is ju tif.ied. . 

The amendment prоoSed by the delegation of the United Kingdom (in A20 /Р&В/ 

Cónf.Doc. Nc'.39) to til) йr_.'t г lution proposed (in A20/Р&в /Conf.Doc. No.38) by 

the delegation of. Nora *ay, as amended by j е delegation of Morocco and in Hart .y that 

of the United Kingdom, read as follows: 

Delete the first peragrаph•and' substitute the. following: 

1: DECOY NDS, to ::he Director - General that as a general orientation in 
preparing his proposed programтe and budget estimates for 1969 he should, 

taking 'account' -f the views expressed by delegations during the discussions 
at the Twentieth World Health Assembly, propose an increase in the 

'programme such as will give a budget increase of an order of magnitude of 

about 7 per cent., giving a total of яpproximately $ 60 000 000, provided 

that no unusual eni unforeseen developments occur which would result in 

additional гesоueees being required by the Organization. 

Zhe С1AIRмР31 said he would first put to the vote the amendment proposed by 

the delegation of the United Kingdom and contained in A20/Conf.Doc. No.39. 
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Decision: The amendment was adopted by 41 votes to 31 with 6 abstentions. 

Dr BEN АХН7 ' (Morocco) asked whether he might suggest a slight modification 

to the draft resolution. 

Tie CHAIRMAN replied that the request of the delegate of Morocco could not be 

granted. 

He put to the vote the draft resolution (in A20 /Р&B /Conf.Doc. No.38) proposed 

by the delegation of Norway, as amended by Morocco and in part by the United Kingdom, 

and as further amended by the proposal of the United Kingdom in А20 /Р&B /Соnf.Dос. 

No.39. 

Decision: Tne draft resolution as thus amended was approved by 47 votes 
to 13, with 16 abstentions. 

Dr BЕNYАKHLEF (Morocco) said he would like to reiterate the hope already 

expressed by the delegate of France, one of the co- sponsors of the draft amendment, 

that the increase in the programme and budget would benefit the countries that • most needed it, i.e., the developing countries. 

2. CLOSURE OF THE SESSION 

Tie CHAIRMAN expressed his appreciation of the honour paid to his country by 

his election and thanked the delegates for the confidence they had shown in him. 

The subjects of discussion had been varied; some had been controversial, others had 

had political undertones, but, from his impartial seat, he had admired the general 
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spirit of comradeship and the manner in which several delegates had acted as 

catalysts in the debate. He paid tribute to the Vice- Chairman and Rapporteur for 

their able assistance, and thanked the Director -General and the Secretariat for 

their valuable contributions to the discussions; WHO was indeed fortunate to possess 

so able an administration. 

He declared trie session closed. 

The meeting rose at 6.30 p.m. 


