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1. CO- ORDINATION WITH THE UNITED NATIONS, THE SPECIALIZED AGENCIES AND THE INTERNATIONAL 
ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY: PROGRAMME MATTERS, AND STRATEGY FOR HEALTH DURING THE SECOND 
UNITED NATIONS DEVELOPMENT DECADE: Items 3.19.1 and 2.5 of WНA23.43; Document A24/В/4) 
(continued) 

The CHAIRMAN noted that the Committee still had to deal with a number of draft resolutions. 

Dr SACKS, Secretary, recalled, first of all, that a number of amendments had been made to 

the draft resolution on the item proposed by the Government of Sweden, "Strategy for health 

during the Second United Nations Development Decade ", and he read out a revised form of the 

draft resolution (A24/B/Conf.Doc. No.8 Rev.1) sponsored by the delegations of France, Ghana, 
India, Sweden and Yugoslavia, which sought to embody the various points of view expressed, 

as follows: 

The Twenty-fourth World Health Assembly, 

Having considered the report of the Director -General on co- ordination with the 

ted Nations, the specialized agencies and the IAEA on programme matters; 

Recognizing the importance of the decision taken by the General Assembly in its 

resolution 2626 (XXV) setting forth the international development strategy for the 

Second United Nations Development Decade (1971 -1980); 

Noting the steps which the Director -General has taken to collaborate with the 
other members of the United Nations system in the development of the international 

strategy for the Decade; 

Recognizing the necessity of ensuring balanced socio- economic development; 

Underlining the vital role of health programmes in contributing to such 

development; 

Noting further that for this purpose the volume of resources available through 

multilateral institutions for financial and technical assistance will be increased to 

the fullest extent possible; 

Bearing in mind the adoption by the World Health Assembly of the General 

Programme of Work Covering a Specific Period; and 

Recalling resolutions WНA20.52, WНA20.53, WHA22.55 and WНA23.43, 

1. NOTES with satisfaction the report of the Director- General on co- operation with 

other organizations of the United Nations system on programme matters; 

2. REAFFIRMS the need for Member States to ensure for health its proper place in 

socio- economic development and for the efforts of the developing countries to raise 

their levels of health being supported to the maximum feasible extent by developed 

countries; 

3. REQUESTS the Director -General: 

(1) to work out, on the basis of the Fifth General Programme of Work, a broad 

outline for a sectoral strategy in the field of health consistent with the 

basic objectives and concepts of the International Development Strategy and by 

making efforts to allocate adequate resources to well- defined areas in the field 

of health; 

(2) to continue, in consultation with the governments concerned, to develop 

and refine targets and indicators to be utilized in evaluating the progress made 

in the field of health, such evaluation to be utilized if necessary to adapt 

the strategy in the course of the Decade in the light of new developments; 
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(3) to continue to co- operate with the Secretary -General of the United Nations, 
the Economic and Social Council and the General Assembly of the United Nations 
and particularly within the Administrative Committee on Co- ordination with regard 
to the biennial overall reviews of the implementation of the Strategy; and 

(4) to report to the Executive Board and to the World Health Assembly on the 
action pursued and the progress made in the implementation of the health aspects 

of the Strategy. 

Secondly, the Secretary informed the Committee that, in the interval since the previous 
meeting, the representative of Jamaica had, on behalf of his co- sponsors (the delegations of 
Barbados, India, Indonesia, Kenya, Malta, Pakistan, Sierra Leone, Trinidad and Tobago and 
Western Somoa) met with delegations which had raised various points on the resolution earlier 
submitted on co- ordination with the United Nations, the specialized agencies and IAEA: 
programme matters. A revised form of draft resolution (A24 /B /Conf.Doc. No.9 Rev.1) as follows, 

was therefore submitted for the consideration of the Committee: 

The Twenty- fourth World Health Assembly, 

Recalling resolution WHA17.45 of March 1964, in which the World Health Assembly 
requested the United Nations to urge the Conference of the Eighteen- Nation Committee 

on Disarmament to give close and speedy consideration to the proposals submitted to it 

recommending the application of the resources released by way of reductions in military 
budgets in projects aimed at developing economically and socially all countries and all 
regions and areas markedly affected by poverty and underdevelopment, thus enabling them 

to attain a state of complete physical, mental and social well -being; 

Recalling further Economic and Social Council resolution 1026 (XXXVII), of 

11 August 1964, on the economic and social consequences of disarmament and, more 
specifically, on the conversion to peaceful needs of the resources released by 

disarmament; which welcomed the agreement by the Secretary -General and the Directors - 
General of the specialized agencies and the International Atomic Energy Agency that 

they would co- operate in the preparation of all studies of concerted programmes of 

work; 

Bearing in mind General Assembly resolution 2602 E (XXIV) of 16 December 1969, 

which declared the decade of the 1970s as the Disarmament Decade and which recommended 

that consideration be given to channelling a substantial part of the resources freed 

by measures in the field of disarmament to promote the economic development of 

developing countries and, in particular, their scientific and technological progress, 

as well as General Assembly resolution 2626 (XXV) of 24 October 1970 on the 

international development strategy which laid down that there should be a close link 

between the Second United Nations Development Decade and the Disarmament Decade; 

Taking note of General Assembly resolution 2685 (XXV) of 11 December 1970, on 

the economic and social consequences of disarmament, which requested Member States, 

the specialized agencies and the International Atomic Energy Agency, as well as other 

organizations in the United Nations family, to submit their comments and recommendations 

to the Secretary -General so that he, in consultation with a group of experts, could 

prepare a report through the Economic and Social Council to the General Assembly in 

1973; 

Being concerned about the ever -spiralling race in armaments and the considerable 

investment and utilization of resources in that direction; 

Considering the many development projects in health which cannot be implemented 

due to lack of resources; 

Noting that the next general programme of work of the World Health Organization 

begins in 1973, when the Secretary -General is to report to the United Nations General 

Assembly; and 
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Conscious of the desirability of stimulating international co- operation in all 
those activities which may assist peace, justice, progress and prosperity and which 
might ensure a more stable and secure world so that the people of all nations may 
live in harmony; 

REQUESTS the Director -General to co- operate with the Secretary -General of the 
United Nations in fulfilment of the requests set forth in General Assembly resolution 
2685 (XXV). 

Thirdly, the delegations of Ghana, Nigeria and Zambia, which had already submitted a 
further draft resolution on co- ordination with the United Nations, the specialized agencies 
and the IAEA: programme matters, had also prepared (WHA24/B/Conf.Doc. No.10 Rev.1) a revised 
form of their draft resolution, reading as follows: 

The Twenty- fourth World Health Assembly, 

Taking note of resolution 2704 (XXV) of the United Nations General Assembly 
concerning the implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to 
Colonial Countries and Peoples by the specialized agencies and other organizations of 
the United Nations system, as well as of the relevant provisions of resolutions 2621, 
2678, 2679, 2706, 2707 and 2708 of the Twenty -fifth session of the United Nations 
General Assembly; 

Taking note further of the requests in paragraphs 5, 6 and 10 of resolution 2704 
(XXV) of the General Assembly; 

Recalling resolutions WHA16.43, WHA17.50, WHA18.40, WHA18.48, WHA19.31, WHA20.38 
and WHA21.34; 

Recalling the relationship agreement concluded between the World Health Organization 
and the Organization of African Unity in pursuance of resolution WHA22.16; and 

Appreciating the assistance provided by the Director -General to the Secretary- 
General of the United Nations in his capacity as Chairman of the Administrative Committee 
on Co- ordination with respect to implementation of the relevant resolutions of principal 
organs of the United Nations, 

1. NOTES with satisfaction the effective co- operation which has been established between 
the World Health Organization acid the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees and 
the United Nations itself on questions concerning refugees from southern African countries 
or territories; 

2. FURTHER NOTES with satisfaction that the Director -General has co- operated with the 
Secretary -General of the United Nations and provided information to be contained in thè 
comprehensive report on steps taken by the specialized agencies and other organizations 
on the United Nations system to implement the Declaration referred to above, as requested 
in General Assembly resolution 2704 (XXV); and 

3. REQUESTS the Director -General to study further, in consultation as appropriate with 
the Organization of African Unity, under the relationship agreement and to the extent he 
deems advisable:, the contribution the World Health Organization might make in fulfilment 
of the humanitarian aims as set out in operative paragraphs 5, 6 and 10 of General Assembly 
resolution 2704 (XXV) referred to above, as well as the relevant provisions of other 
resolutions, and to present to the Executive Board at its forty -ninth session proposals 

with respect to appropriate activities of the Organization in response to requests of the 
United Nations General Assembly. 

The CHAIRMAN invited comments on the draft resolution submitted by the delegations of 
France, Ghana, India, Sweden and Yugoslavia on strategy for health during the Second United 

Nations Development Decade. 

Decision: The draft resolution was approved unanimously. 
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The CHAIRMAN then invited comments on the resolution submitted by the delegations of 
Barbados, India, Indonesia, Jamaica, Kenya, Malta, Pakistan, Sierra Leone, Trinidad and Tobago 
and Western Samoa on co- ordination with the United Nations, the specialized agencies and the 
IAEA: programme matters. 

Mr URQUIOLA (Philippines) suggested that the reference in the first preambular paragraph 
to the "Eighteen- Nation Committee on Disarmament" should be replaced by a reference to the 

"Committee on Disarmament" as he believed that the number of members of that committee had been 
enlarged. 

Mr de ALCAMBAR- PEREIRA (Portugal), Mr ROFFEY (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland), Dr CRUZ CRUZ (Cuba), Dr CASTILLO (Venezuela) and Dr OLGUÎN (Argentina) announced that 
they would abstain from voting on that draft resolution. 

Mr GOMEZ (Colombia) stated that he would reserve his position as he had not had time to 

study the document adequately. 

" Dr HOOGWATER (Netherlands), on a point of order, proposed that the draft resolution should 
be put to the vote. 

Decision: The draft resolution was approved by 58 votes to none, with 11 abstentions. 

Dr de CONINCK (Belgium) said that his delegation had abstained from voting on the revised 
form of the draft resolution in view of the reference in its operative paragraph to General 

Assembly resolution 2685 (XXV), on which he had expressed his position at the previous meeting. 

Professor LISICYN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his delegation's views 

on the original version of the draft resolution on the economic and social consequences of 

disarmament, expressed at the previous meeting, remained unchanged. However, since sub- 

paragraph (b) of the operative part of that version had been deleted in the revision, his 

delegation, in the interest of preserving unanimity, had voted for it. 

The CHAIRMAN then invited comments on the draft resolution, as revised, on co- ordination 

with the United Nations, the specialized agencies and IAEA: programme matters, proposed by the 

delegations of Ghana, Nigeria and Zambia. 

Professor SAI (Ghana) said that his delegation was prepared to delete the reference to 

paragraph 10 of General Assembly resolution 2704 (XXV) in the second preambular paragraph and 

in the third operative paragraph of the revised draft resolution, on the suggestion of the " 

representative of Sweden, in the interest of obtaining a consensus on the resolution as a 

whole, since the intention was to stress the health aspects and not the political aspects of 

the situation in that particular regard. The sponsors of the draft resolution had accepted 

all the amendments proposed and he hoped that any difficulties in the way of acceptance of the 

draft resolution had been removed. 

Dr ADESUYI (Nigeria) and Dr NALUMANGO (Zambia) endorsed acceptance of those changes. 

Mr ROFFEY (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) said that his delegation 

would abstain from voting on the draft resolution. 

Dr BEDAYA -NGARO (Central African Republic) expressed appreciation to the sponsors of the 

draft resolution for their co- operation and said that he would vote in favour of it. 

Mr EYE (United States of America) said that his delegation maintained the position it had 

taken at the previous meeting. The content of General Assembly resolution 2704 (XXV) and of 

some of the others mentioned fell outside the competence of the consideration of the Health 
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Assembly since they related to political aspects inappropriate to its technical functions. 
His delegation would accordingly abstain from voting on the draft resolution. 

Decision: The draft resolution was adopted by 48 votes to one, with 24 abstentions. 

Dr HOOGWATER (Netherlands) said that his delegation had abstained on the draft resolution 
for the reasons it had stated at the previous meeting. However, he made it clear that his 
Government would support all action taken by the Director -General to help refugees in whatever 
part of the world they might be. 

2. COMMUNITY WATER SUPPLY - REPORT ON THE FINANCIAL CONSEQUENCES OF THE PROGRAMME FOR WHO: 
Item 3.16 of the Agenda (Resolution WНА23.6; Document A24/В/12) (continued) 

Dr SACKS, Secretary, recalled that the Committee had had before it for its consideration 
at the previous meeting a draft resolution on the item prepared by the Rapporteur. The 
representative of France had requested a retranslation of the draft resolution into French 
which would follow more closely the English text, which was acceptable to him in substance; 
that translation would be cleared with that delegation as soon as it was ready. 

He recalled further that there had been objections to the drafting of operative paragraph 
2(ii) by a number of delegations, and a proposed redrafting was therefore suggested, reading 
as follows: "that ministries responsible for health continue their leadership in the promotion 
and stimulation of measures for the improvement of community water supply and sewerage 
programmes ". 

The draft resolution, which had otherwise obtained general agreement, was accordingly 
submitted to the Committee for its consideration as thus amended. 

In reply to a point raised by Dr de CONINCK (Belgium), Mr ROFFEY (United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland) confirmed that the wording proposed by the Secretary seemed to 
him a reasonable compromise, since it conveyed the notion of responsible ministries even if 
they were not termed ministries of health. 

Dr KOUROUMA (Guinea) thought it was important that the resolution should be redrafted in 
such a way as to make it clear that the recommendation was directed to the responsible 
ministries concerned, competent to deal with the matter whatever their title. The vital 

importance of water supplies, in respect of which countries were at such vastly different levels . 
of development, was recognized by all; it was the question of priority which called for fúll 
emphasis. 

Professor CAYLA (France) considered that it would be preferable to see both the French 

retranslation of the draft resolution and any proposed amendment by the representative of 
Guinea in writing before a vote was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Committee would resume its consideration of the draft resolution 

later in the meeting when the amendments suggested had been circulated. 

3. STUDY OF THE CAPACITY OF THE UNITED NATIONS DEVELOPMENT SYSTEM: Item 3.19.2 of the 

Agenda (Resolutions WHА23.44 and ЕВ47.R53; Official Records No. 184, Annex 10; Document 

A24/В/5) 

Dr EHRLICH, representative of the Executive Board, introducing the item, stated that the 

report by the Director -General on the study of the capacity of the United Nations Development 
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system (document Á24/B/5) had been presented to the Executive Board at its forty- seventh 
session and contained a summary of the main items on which the Governing Council of the United 
Nations Development Programme had reached agreement in principle. 

The Executive Board had welcomed the consensus of the UNDP Governing Council at its tenth 
session and had expressed satisfaction that the consensus recognized that "the role of the 
organizations of the United Nations system in the implementation of country programmes should 
be that of partners, under the leadership of the United Nations Development Programme, in a 
common endeavour of the entire United Nations system ". The Board had welcomed the continuing 
collaboration of the Director -General during the review of the capacity of the United Nations 
Development system and had noted the recommendation of the 1714th meeting of the Economic and 
Social Council to all executing agencies of the UNDP that they review their organizational 
structures at the headquarters, regional and field levels with a view to adapting those 
structures to their increased operational activities financed by UNDP, in view of the relevant 
decisions of the UNDP Governing Council. 

He drew attention to resolution ЕB47.R53 adopted by the Executive Board on the subject. 

Dr MOCHI, Chief, Co- operative Programmes for Development, said that, since the Executive 
Board had adopted resolution ЕВ47.R53, the Governing Council of UNDP had held its eleventh 
session, at which it had approved detailed proposals for country and inter -country programmes, 
for the use of indicative planning figures and for the strengthening of UNDP offices at country 
level. It had also approved a number of changes in the structure of UNDP at its headquarters, 
including the creation of four regional bureaux which had become operational on 3 May 1971. 
The Inter- Agency Consultative Board had also discussed with the Administrator some of the 
changes consequential on the implementation of the consensus approved by the Governing Council 
of UNDP at its tenth session. At its twelfth session, in June 1971, the Governing Council 
would again review those various matters and examine further questions dealing with the 

execution and evaluation of UNDP- assisted programmes, including some of those mentioned in 
the resolution recommended to the Twenty- fourth World Health Assembly in Executive Board 
resolution EВ47.R53, such as overhead costs. 

Mr BROWN (Australia) said that governments should indicate their interest in the capacity 
study, not only from the point of view of the proceedings of the Governing Council of UNDP, 
but also in the co- operation between the agencies themselves. 

The Jackson Report, now a familiar document, contained many proposals and many of them 

were controversial. Although that report would not be the last word on the assessment of 

the capacity of the United Nations development system, it was important not to lose sight of 

its recommendations, which were designed to obtain maximum benefit from the system. In the 

resolution before the Committee, agencies working in the development field were asked to 

co- operate under the Administrator of UNDP. His delegation hoped that WHO would co- operate 

as closely as possible. The resolution also highlighted the important points arising out 

of the capacity study and so his delegation would support it. He hoped that the Secretariat 

would be able to report substantial progress to the Twenty -fifth World Health Assembly. 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee's attention to the draft resolution recommended to the 

Health Assembly by the Executive Board in its resolution EВ47.R53. 

Mr ANNABI (Tunisia) noted that, in operative paragraph 3(b) of the recommended draft 

resolution, the Director -General was requested to report to the Economic and Social Council. 

He wondered whether that report would be made during the current year or whether it would be 

made after the Twenty -fifth World Health Assembly since he was under the impression that the 

item was before the current Assembly for information only. 
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Dr MOCHI, Chief, Co- operative Programmes for Development, said that the report would be made 
to the summer meeting of the Economic and Social Council during the current year as part of the 
Director -General's routine analytical report on the work of the Organization during the past 
year. 

Mr MALIK (India) said that his delegation would support the recommended resolution in its 
present wording but, in connexion with the request to the Director -General that he "take all 
possible steps to ensure that agency or overhead costs ... are adequately covered by UNDP" 
(operative paragraph 2), he wished to sound a note of caution because those costs were often very 
high. Every effort should be made to reduce them. 

Dr MOCHI, Chief, Co- operative Programmes for Development, said that the level of overhead 
costs was being studied by the agencies with UNDP and it was hoped that the outcome would be 
satisfactory to both sides. 

Decision: The resolution recommended by the Executive Board in its resolution ЕВ47.R53 
was approved. 

4. CO- ORDINATION WITH THE UNITED NATIONS, THE SPECIALIZED AGENCIES AND THE INTERNATIONAL 
ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY: BUDGETARY AND FINANCIAL MATTERS: Item 3.19.3 of the Agenda 
(Resolutions ЕВ47.R43, EВ47.R54, EB47.R55, EВ47.R56, EB47.R57, EB47.R58 and EВ47.R59; 
Documents А24 /В /1, Á24/B/2, А24 /В /3 and Corr.1, and Á24/B/14) 

Dr EHRLICH, representative of the Executive Board, said that the Board had considered a 

broad range of subjects relevant to the item, as could be seen from the list of resolutions. 

In accordance with resolutions WHА21.33 and ЕВ45.R33, the Director -General had reported 
to the Executive Board, at its forty - seventh session, on additional developments in the 

co- ordination of administrative, budgetary and financial matters in the United Nations system 
of organizations. The Director -General's report had dealt with the report of the Advisory 
Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Questions ( ACABQ), which itself comprised two reports - 

one on the administrative budgets of the agencies and the other on general co- ordination 
matters; with reimbursement of income tax; and with the common system of salaries and 
allowances. After considering the Director -General's report, the Executive Board had adopted 
resolution EB47.R54 and Dr Ehrlich referred members of the Committee in particular to operative 
paragraph 1 of that resolution. 

The Executive Board had also considered the report prepared by the ACABQ on the 
administrative and management procedures concerning the programme and budget of the World Health 

Organization, following its visit to the Organization in May 1969. The Board had noted that 

the ACABQ report had been submitted to the twenty -fifth session of the General Assembly of the 

United Nations and that the General Assembly had not made any specific recommendations except 

to request the Secretary -General to bring the report, together with the views expressed by 

members of the Fifth Committee of the General Assembly, to the attention of the legislative 

organs of the World Health Organization. Accordingly the Director -General had submitted to 

the Executive Board a statement made by the delegates who had commented on the report during 

the debate in the Fifth Committee. The ACABQ report and the views expressed by the Fifth 

Committee were contained in document Á24/B/2, which was submitted for the information of the 
Health Assembly. The conclusions of the Executive Board were embodied in its resolution 

EB47.R55. 

The Board had also considered a progress report on the implementation of the recommendations 

of the Ad Hoc Committee of Experts to Examine the Finances of the United Nations and the 

Specialized Agencies. The Board had recalled that the Twenty -third World Health Assembly had 

recognized, in its resolution WНА23.31, that the Organization had dealt with all those 

recommendations which did not require inter- agency consultations, with the exception of part 
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of recommendation 29 on long-term financial indicators, and that the Director -General would 

continue co- operating in the continuing studies on those recommendations requiring inter- 
agency consultations and would report to the Executive Board and the Health Assembly as 

developments might warrant. The relevant resolution was EВ47.R56. 

The Executive Board had also considered reports prepared by the Joint Inspection Unit on 
the activities of the Unit, July 1969 to June 1970; on United Nations activities and 

operations in Nepal and the annex to the report; and on activities of the United Nations 
family of organizations in some Central American countries. The Board had heard the 
Director -General's comments and observations and noted that, in accordance with the revised 
procedures for handling the reports of the Joint Inspection Unit, as endorsed by the Economic 

and Social Council, the Director -General had been transmitting his preliminary comments to the 

organs and bodies concerned with Joint Inspection Unit reports within the time -limit of 
three months following their receipt by the Organization. The relevant resolution of the 
Executive Board was resolution EB47.R58. 

The Board had also considered a report by the Joint Inspection Unit which concerned WHO 

alone and was entitled "A Rationalization of the Proceedings and Documentation of the World 
Health Assembly". As members of the Committee would recall from the discussion on item 3.5 

of the Agenda, "Method of Work of the Health Assembly", that report had not been received in 

time for the Board to consider fully the comments of the Joint Inspection Unit and of the 

Director -General, and the Board wished to complete its study of the report before making a 

recommendation to the Health Assembly. The report was being submitted to the Health Assembly 
in document А24/B/3 (and Corr.1), primarily for its information. The relevant resolution of 
the Executive Board was ЕВ47.R43. The report would be submitted again to the Twenty -fifth 
World Health Assembly, by which time the Executive Board would have completed its study and 
formulated its recommendations. 

The Executive Board had also considered the question of the continuation of the Joint 

Inspection Unit beyond 31 December 1971, which was the end of the four -year period for which 
it had initially been established. The Organization had participated in the Unit for the 

whole of that time. At its twenty -fifth session, the General Assembly of the United Nations 

had decided, in resolution (XXV) 2735 (A), to continue the Unit on the existing experimental 

basis for a further period of two years beyond 31 December 1971 and had recommended to the 

other participating organizations in the United Nations system that they also take appropriate 

measures to that end. The Board had recommended the appropriate WHO action, in resolution 
ЕB47.R59. 

The Executive Board had also considered the Director -General's report on inter - agency 

co- operation relating to computers. The relevant resolution was EB47.R57. He understood 

that some new developments had taken place since the adoption of that resolution and the 

Secretariat would provide the necessary information. 

Dr SACKS, Secretary, informed the Committee that the cost of the Joint Inspection Unit 

was shared by the participating organizations according to a formula evolved by the 

Consultative Committee on Administrative Questions and endorsed by ACC. That formula stated 

that the cost of the Unit was to be shared by the participating organizations on the basis of 

their total expenditure from all sources of funds during the previous year. WHO's share had 

been US$ 31 090 in 1968, US$ 34 831 in 1969, and US$ 39 044 in 1970, the last -mentioned figure 

representing 10.67 per cent, of the total for all the agencies combined. For 1971, the total 

expenditure of the Joint Inspection Unit was estimated at US$ 430 400 and for 1972 at 

US$ 448 300. 

The Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Questions had recommended to the 

General Assembly of the United Nations at its twenty -fifth session the formation in Geneva 

of an inter - agency group to study general co- ordination matters, particularly with respect to 

the internal production of documents in the United Nations system. That recommendation had 

been endorsed by the Fifth Committee of the United Nations General Assembly. The Director - 

General had informed the Secretary General of the United Nations that WHO would be pleased to 

participate in the inter - agency group, and the meetings had in fact started last month. 
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Mr FURTH, Assistant Director- General, briefly reviewed the developments that had 
occurred in the inter - agency use of common data -processing facilities (document А24/B/14). 
On 1 March 1971 the International Computing Centre (ICC) had come into being. It had a 

total annual budget of $ 1 600 000, of which WHO's share was 30 per cent., or $ 480 000. 
The Director- General had made, that sum available by a re- allocation of funds already provided 
for data -processing and contractual and staff services. No additional budgetary provision 
would therefore be needed in 1971 and 1972. WHO's computer had been phased out on 1 March 
1971 and replaced by the International Computing Centre, which was located on WHO's premises. 

Mr EYE (United States of America) said that his Government believed that the reports 

of the Joint Inspection Unit served a very useful purpose. He thought that perhaps, in the 
pressure of work at the Executive Board and the World Health Assembly, they were not given 
all the attention they deserved. His Government wished further to commend WHO for its 

leadership in the field of data- processing and computer services. The United Nations and 

the UNDP had now followed that lead by joining with WHO to form the International Computing 
Centre, and it was to be hoped that measures would be taken to encourage other agencies to 
participate. He drew the Committee's attention to the resolution adopted by the Economic 

and Social Council at its forty -fifth session and referred to in section 2.2 of the Director - 

General's report (document Á24/B/4). In that resolution the Economic and Social Council 

invited the governing bodies of the specialized agencies to consider making arrangements for 

studies on the use of the staffs of their secretariats and recommending the Secretary General 
and the executive heads of those agencies to take every possible action, including reassignment 
of present personnel in the light of priority programmes, in order to ensure their maximum 
utilization. He asked if that matter had received adequate review in the Executive Board 
and the World Health Assembly and sought an assurance that an internal study was being 
carried out in the WHO Secretariat. The Government of the United States of America favoured 
progress towards a common United Nations family budget format. 

Dr OLGUIN (Argentina) said that the process of co- ordination, which was aimed at the 

rationalization of the United Nations and the specialized agencies, was a matter of great 
importance, as was reflected in the General Assembly's decision to continue the Joint 
Inspection Unit for a further two years, supported the delegate of the United States of 
America in commending WHO's initiative in the co- ordination of data processing facilities, 
which promised to be economical and, effective. 

Professor LISICYN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), emphasizing the importance of 
the matters reported to the Committee, said that he hoped that more attention would be given 
to following the recommendations made to WHO and that, in future, the documents submitted to 
the Committee on the item under discussion would be presented in such a way as to highlight 
the points having a direct bearing on WHO's activities. 

It was obviously impossible to comment on all the matters dealt with in the documents 

before the Committee, and he would therefore confine his remarks to a few examples which, in 

his delegation's opinion, were particularly pertinent. 

It would be seen from the report of the Advisory Committee on Administrative and 
Budgetary Questions to the twenty -fifth session of the United Nations General Assembly on the 

administrative budgets of the agencies (document A/8155, annexed to document A24 /В /1) that 
WHO's budgets for 1970 and 1971 had increased at a higher rate than those of the other 

agencies. The Advisory Committee had made a number of recommendations in that connexion. 

The Advisory Committee's report on its review of the administrative and management 

procedures concerning the programme and budget of the Organization (document А/8031, annexed 

to document Á24/B/2) contained a number of recommendations concerning WHO's work and drew 
attention to certain shortcomings. For instance, in section II of its report, the Advisory 
Committee stated that "over the last 10 years there had been a tendency to add units to the 

various divisions in a somewhat arbitrary and haphazard manner ". Another important comment 

concerned the regional programmes which, in the Advisory Committee's opinion, were not 

sufficiently reviewed by the Director -General and the Health Assembly, so that full central 
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control of the work in the regions was lacking. The same was true in the case of the 

evaluation of projects, which, as the Advisory Committee had pointed out, was normally made by 

internal teams of experts. The Advisory Committee had also commented on the fact that the 
Director -General's decision as to the tentative budgetary allocations to the regions preceded 

the adoption by the Health Assembly of the recommendation on the general order of magnitude 

of the budget for the year in question. It would be seen from paragraph 28 of the Advisory 
Committee's report that some criticism had been made of the procedure followed in WHO of 
making changes in projects and transferring funds from one project to another without the 

consent of the Executive Board and the Health Assembly. The Advisory Committee's opinion was 

shared by certain delegates who had spoken on the subject at the current Health Assembly. 

His comments had been inspired by the desire to emphasize not only the need for WHO to 

make use of the recommendations emanating from the Advisory Committee on Administrative and 

Budgetary Questions and similar bodies, but also the fact that recommendations had been made 

which, if taken into consideration by the Executive Board and the Director -General, would 

improve the execution and financing of WHO's activities. 

Mr BROWN (Australia) thought that the International Computing Centre was an exciting 

development and asked whether the rented equipment that WHO had used hitherto had been phased • out and whether a new computer had been installed. An advantage of the new centre might be 

that participating agencies would be able to pool certain types of information and hence avoid 

duplication. He asked if a common pool existed in Geneva for the interchange of information 

contained in United Nations and WHO data files. He presumed that the fact that WHO was 

providing facilities on its premises was being taken into account in WHO's 30 per cent. 

contribution to the finances of the centre. He asked whether any proposal existed for 

basing future contributions on the amount of computing time actually used by each participating 

organization. Finally he wished to know whether the centre would continue to enjoy the casual 

income that WHO had obtained in the past by renting computing time to outside users. 

Mr DARSA (Indonesia) said that he was interested in the points raised by the Joint 

Inspection Unit relating to the methods of work of the World Health Assembly - in particular 

that WHO had not yet found a way to respond fully to the pressure that Member States bring to 

bear at each World Health Assembly for the satisfaction of the need to debate future programmes. 

He wished to know what action the Executive Board had taken to meet the views expressed by the 

Joint Inspection Unit that the Assembly should find a way to play a guiding role in the 
formulation of medium- and long -term plans. He also asked for information on the biennial 

budgetary cycle that the Joint Inspection Unit thought would bring about substantial savings. 

His delegation wished to endorse Recommendation 2(f) of the Joint Inspection Unit that the main 

topic selected by the Executive Board for the general discussion and the suggestions on ways 

of referring to national activities should be communicated to Member States as early as 

possible. He asked also for clarification of the statement by the Joint Inspection Unit that 

the method of collecting information on national activities could be improved. 

Mr FURTH, Assistant Director -General, said that the WHO computer had, in fact, been phased 

out. It was now the computer of the International Computer Centre. Although located, at 

least initially, in the WHO building, it was no longer WHO's computer. A management committee, 
on which WHO was represented, had been set up to direct the Centre. The Centre would work in 

close collaboration and consultation with the Inter -Organization Board, which was the body 

responsible for the development of management information systems and common data files for 

use by the various organizations in the United Nations system. 
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WHO's contribution to the financing of the Centre amounted to 30 per cent, of the total. 

No compensation had been received by WHO in return for the fact that the computer was located 

on WHO premises, but WHO would benefit, if it was removed, from the space thus made available. 

A common system of financing had been adopted, and no rent was paid to WHO by the organizations 
participating in the Centre, but rent would be paid by any outside organizations that used the 
computer. Such rent would be credited against the contributions of the participating 

organizations on a proportional basis. The future cost -sharing among the participating 

organizations would, of course, be based on their percentage of actual computer usage time. 

With regard to the points made by the delegate of Indonesia, concerning the Report of the 

Joint Inspection Unit on the rationalization of the proceedings and documentation of the 

World Health Assembly, the entire report was under consideration by the Executive Board, which 

would discuss it at the session immediately following the Health Assembly. The Board would 

probably wish to note the remarks made by the delegate of Indonesia and take them into 

consideration. 

The delegate of the United States of America had said that not enough attention was paid 

to the reports of the Joint Inspection Unit. The report on the World Health Assembly would 

be considered by the Executive Board, while other reports had been the subject of extensive 

comments by the Director -General, who would continue to give due attention to future reports of 

the Unit. 

The delegate of the United States of America had also referred to the resolution of the 

Economic and Social Council on the proper utilization of staff. The Director -General was 

keeping that matter under review, together with other relevant reports and recommendations of 

various bodies. The results of such review would be brought in due course to the attention 

of the Executive Board and the Health Assembly. 

Mr MALIK (India), commenting on the ACABQ report contained in document А24 /B /1, said it 

was concerned with the rationalization of administrative practices, but it was important that 

a rigid approach to the matter should be avoided. The requirements of each individual agency 

should be taken into account. Every organization had to find its own way of reaching its 

objectives. He agreed with the delegate of the United States of America that the reports of 

the Joint Inspection Unit were extremely useful. Enough attention was perhaps not being paid 

to them, and at future sessions a separate agenda item could well be assigned to them. 

Dr SACKS, Secretary, said that the reports of the Joint Inspection Unit constituted a 

separate item on the agenda of the Executive Board. All such reports were transmitted to the 

Board in extenso, together with the comments of the Director -General, and were circulated to 

Member States in the same way as all other Executive Board documents. All were considered 

in depth by the Board. Informal notes prepared by the Joint Inspection Unit for the 

Director -General, dealing with personal and human problems, were always taken into account. 

Such reports, together with the Director -General's comments and observations, were also sent 

to the Committee for Programme Co- ordination and to the Economic and Social Council. 

The CHAIRMAN drew the attention of the Committee to resolution EВ47.R59, which contained 

the resolution recommended by the Board for adoption by the Health Assembly on the continuation 

of the Joint Inspection Unit. 

Decision: The resolution recommended by the Executive Board was approved unanimously. 



A24 /B /SR /12 

page 13 

The CHAIRMAN read out the following draft resolution: 

The Twenty -fourth World Health Assembly, 

Having considered resolutions EB47.R43, EB47.R54, EB47.R55, EB47.R56, EB47.R57 and 
EB47.R58 relating to co- ordination with the United Nations, the specialized agencies and 
the International Atomic Energy Agency on administrative, budgetary and financial 
matters; 

Having heard the reports of the representative of the Executive Board and the 

Director- General on the subject, 

AGREES with the observations and conclusions of the Executive Board on this 
subject. 

Decision: The resolution was approved unanimously. 

5, COMMUNITY WATER SUPPLY - REPORT ON THE FINANCIAL CONSEQUENCES OF THE PROGRAMME OF WHO: 
Item 3.16 of the Agenda (Document A24 /B /Conf.Doc. No.11 Rev.1) (resumed) 

Dr SACKS, Secretary, said that the Committee had before it a revised draft resolution 
proposed by the delegations of Belgium, France and Guinea, which read as follows: 

The Twenty- fourth World Health Assembly, 

Having considered the report of the Director -General entitled "Community Water 

Supply - Report on the Financial Consequences of the Programme for WHO "; 

Considering the present rate of urban and rural water supply development, the 

present WHO programme of assistance to Member governments, the targets proposed for 

the United Nations Second Development Decade and the financial consequences of an 

accelerated programme to meet these targets; and 

Noting with satisfaction the increased rates at which the United Nations Development 
Programme is providing assistance for pre- investment surveys for the production of 

acceptable projects both rural and urban, and the increase of loans for the construction 
of water supplies from international, regional and bilateral sources, 

1. NOTES the report of the Director -General recognizing that implementation of the 

accelerated programme proposed in the report would greatly assist governments in meeting 

national targets within the United Nations Second Development Decade; 

2. RECOMMENDS to Member States: 

(i) that they consider adoption of the rational approach to the problems of both 

urban and rural water supplies contained in the Director-General's report; 

(ii) that ministries responsible for health continue efforts of promotion and stimu- 

lation for the improvement of community water supply and sewerage programmes; 

(iii) that in national economic development plans and in country programming for 

UNDP and other types of co- operation full consideration be given to needs for public 

water supply and sewerage. 

3. REQUESTS the Director -General: 

(i) to continue to accord high priority to assistance to developing Member countries 

in improving their urban and rural water supplies, including education and training 

of personnel; 



A24 /B /SR /12 
page 14 

(ii) to intensify efforts to promote research and development activities leading 
to more efficient and economical methods for the planning, design and operation of 
both urban and rural community water supply systems; 

(iii) to continue to assist Member governments to identify and mobilize all possible 
sources of technical and financial co- operation to enable them to achieve national 
targets for the improvement of both urban and rural water supplies within the United 
Nations Second Development Decade; 

(iv) to report on the progress to the World Health Assembly. 

Mr FINDLAY (Sierra Leone) said that his delegation supported the draft resolution as 
amended. He suggested that, in line 1 of operative paragraph 1, the word "and" should be 
inserted between the words "Director- General" and "recognizing ". In operative paragraph 3 (iv), 
the word "twenty- fifth" should be inserted before the words "World Health Assembly". 

Decision: The resolution, as thus amended, was approved unanimously. 

The CHAIRMAN said it had been proposed that item 2.4, "General programme of work covering 
a specific period (fifth general programme of work for the period 1973 -1977) ", and item 2.11, 
"Training of national health personnel ", should be transferred from Committee A to Committee B, 
so as to achieve a more balanced distribution of the work. 

It was so agreed. 

6. GENERAL PROGRAMME OF WORK COVERING A SPECIFIC PERIOD (FIFTH GENERAL PROGRAMME OF WORK 
FOR THE PERIOD 1973 -1977): Item 2.4 of the Agenda (Resolutions WHА23.59 and EB45.R5; 
Official Records Nos 181, Annex 7, and 189, page 35; Documents A24 /А1 and Corr.1) 

Dr EHRLICH, representative of the Executive Board, explained that, under Article 28(g) 

of the Constitution, the Executive Board was required to submit to the Health Assembly a 
general programme of work covering a specific period. The Executive Board had entrusted a 

working group, composed of five of its members, with the task of preparing a document for the 
programme of work, in the light of the comments of the Executive Board, for submission to the 
World Health Assembly. The working group had met on 11 -13 March of the current year, and had 

finalized a document, submitted to the Health Assembly as document А24 /A /l. The document 

specified the criteria against which the programmes, projects and activities of WHO should be 

examined. They should correspond to the major functions of the Organization, should meet 

defined criteria in regard to quality of planning and management, should concentrate on major 
health objectives, and should have defined end -points or targets. That systematic approach 

would provide both a management tool and an objective method of measurement for use by 

Member States. 

The meeting rose at 6.10 p.m. 


