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1. OPENING OF THE SESSION: Item 1.1 of the Provisional Agenda 

The CHAIRMAN declared the session open and welcomed all members, their alternates and 

especially two new members, Professor S. Halter and Mr Y . Wolde-Gerima. He also welcomed 

the representatives of intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations. 

2 . ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA: Item 1.2 of the Provisional Agenda (Documents EB47/l and Add.l) 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that item 3.1 of the provisional agenda should be deleted, since 

there had been no transfers between sections of the Appropriation Resolution for 1970 which 

called for report. In the case of items 3.2 and 3.3 the words in brackets，’if any" should 

be deleted. 

Turning to the supplementary agenda (document EB47/l Add.l), item 1 of which concerned the 

mode of presentation of the Darling Foundation Medal and Prize, he said with regard to item 2 

(Socio-economic consequences of the zoonoses) that the report of the consultants on this 

subject prepared in accordance with resolution EB45.R4 had not been available at the time of 

the preparation of the provisional agenda but was now available should the Board decide to 

include the subject as a supplementary item. Should the Board decide not to include the item 

in the present agenda, it could be included in that of a future session. 

Referring to item 3 of the supplementary agenda, he pointed out that as Mr H . Sebsibe was 

no longer a member of the Board, it would be necessary to elect a new member of the 

Dr A . T . Shousha Foundation Committee, 

Decision: The provisional agenda, as amended, and the supplementary agenda were adopted. 

3. HOURS OF WORK 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Board should meet daily from 9.30 a.m. to 12.30 p.m., and 

from 2.30 p.m. to 5.30 p.m. 

It was so agreed. 

4. PROGRAMME OF WORK 

The CHAIRMAN said that, in addition to the three standing committees, the following 

committees would meet during the forty-seventh session of the Board: the Darling Foundation 

Committee, the Léon Bernard Foundation Committee^ the Dr A . T. Shousha Foundation Committee, 

the Jacques Parisot Foundation Committee, the WHO Staff Pension Committee, and the Committee 

on Arrears of Contributions in respect of the Office International d'Hygiène Publique. In 

addition, under agenda item 2.10.1, the Board would be taking up a new organizational study 

and might wish to set up a working group to dea^l with that study. 

Referring to the Darling Foundation Committee, he said that the Board might wish to endorse 

the provisional arrangements made by the Director-General with the representative of the Chairman 

of the Expert Committee on Malaria for the Darling.Foundation Committee to medt on Monday, 

25 January. The Standing Committee on Headquarters Accommodation would meet on Thursday, 

21 January at 8.30 a.m. and 2 p.m. The dates of the meeting of the Léon Bernard Foundation 

Committee, the Dr A . T. Shousha Foundation Committee and the Jacques Parisot Foundation 

Committee should be fixed later.. 
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In order to save time, he suggested that a short meeting of the Committee on Arrears of 

Contributions in respect of the Office International d'Hygiène Publique should be held that 

evening (19 January) at 5.30 p.m.； he would announce the composition, and place of meeting,later. 

One of the main tasks before the Board at its forty-seventh session was the consideration 

of item 3.5 (Review of the proposed programme and budget estimates for 1972). He had followed 

the work of the Standing Committee on Administration and Finance with great interest and 

suggested that, as the report of the Standing Committee was already available, the Board should 

examine item 3.5 on Thursday, 21 January, in the morning. 

It was so agreed. 

5. Dr A . T . SHOUSHA FOUNDATION COMMITTEE - FILLING OF VACANCY: Item 3 of the Supplementary 

Agenda 

The CHAIRMAN recalled that, in accordance with the Statutes of the Dr A, T. Shousha 

Foundation, the Committee was composed of the Chairman and the two Vice-Chairmen of the 

Executive Board ex officio and two members of the Board elected for a period not exceeding 

their term of office on the Board, provided that at least one member came from a Member State 

in the same geographical area in which Dr A . T . Shousha had served WHO. 

At its forty-sixth session the Board, in resolution EB46.R10, had elected as members of 

the Committee Dr H. Abdul-Ghaffar and Mr H . Sebsibe. Since Mr H. Sebsibe was no longer a 

member of the Board and therefore no longer a member of the Committee h© (the Chairman) 

suggested that the Board elect Mr Y . Wolde-Gerima, and asked whether there were any other 

nominations. 

In the absence of any other nomination, he took it that the Board wished to elect 

Mr Y. Wolde-Gerima as a member of the Dr A . T. Shousha Foundation Committee and he called on 

the Rapporteur to read out the draft resolution. 

Dr VASSILOPOULOS, Rapporteur, read out the following draft resolution: 

The Executive Board, 

In accordance with the Statutes of the Dr A . T. Shousha Foundation, 

APPOINTS Mr Y . Wolde-Gerima as a member of the Dr A . T. Shousha Foundation Committee 

for the duration of his term of office on the Executive Board in replacement of 

Mr H. Sebsibe, who is no longer a member of the Board and in addition to Dr H . Abdul-Ghaffar, 

already a member of the Committee. 

Decision : The resolution was adopted. 

It was so agreed. 

6. REPORT ON APPOINTMENTS TO EXPERT ADVISORY PANELS AND COMMITTEES: Item 2.1 of the Agenda 

(Document EB47/34) 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL, introducing the report on appointments to expert advisory 

panels and committees, said that it contained, in Part I, a list of appointments to expert 

advisory panels made between 10 May and 31 December 1970. The Annex contained a list of 

members who had been invited to attend meetings convened since 10 May 1970. Part II of the 

report included, in conformity with the wish expressed by the Executive Board at its forty-

first session, a summary by WHO region of all the changes which had taken place in the member-

ship of the expert advisory panels since the last session of the Board. 

1

 Resolution EB47.R1. 
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The presentation of the data region by region had been made at the request of the Board in 

order that it might have an overall view. He emphasized the difficulty experienced by the 

Secretariat in arriving at balanced recruiting region by region, and said that great efforts 

were being made to remedy the situation. There had been an increase of five members in the 

African Region and in the Eastern Mediterranean Region, but unfortunately a decrease of two 

in the South-East Asia Region. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV asked for more details concerning geographical distribution and the ages 

of experts, pointing out that attention had been drawn at the forty-sixth session of the Board 

to that question. 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL suggested that, if the Board so wished, the detailed figures 

he was about to give in answer to Dr Venediktov might be given later in writing. 

The trend towards an increase in the less-favoured regions' share of appointments to 

expert advisory panels and committees was evident from the figures for experts for the period 

1965-1970. Those figures were as follows: for the African Region - 47, 51, 57, 75, 82 and 

89 for the six years respectively, the number of experts having increased by 42 in 1970 as 

compared with 1965, or by more than 90 per cent.; for the Region of the Americas - 728, 693, 

689, 702, 702 and 706, the number of experts having dropped between 1965 and 1970 by 22 despite 

an overall increase of 10 per cent, for the same period； for the Eastern Mediterranean Region -

120, 130, 137, 148, 158 and 163, showing an increase of five in 1970 as compared with 1969, and 

of 43 as compared with 1965 (i.e. approximately 33 per cent.)• In the European Region, numbers 

had remained fairly static at 1284, 1283, 1298, 1333, 1342 and 1321 respectively. The drop of 

21 in 1970 as compared with 1969 testified to the effort made to reduce the number of experts in 

a region which had by the far the most experts. Figures for the South-East Asia Region had 

likewise remained fairly static at 130, 138, 140, 151 and 160 for the years 1965-1969; there 

had been a loss of two in 1970 but there was still an increase of 28 over the whole period, or 

of approximately 18 per cent. Figures for the Western Pacific Region had started at 165 for 

1965 and had risen successively to 178 186, 201, 206 and 212 - an increase of 47 over the whole 

period, or of more than 25 per cent. 

Admittedly, the picture was far from perfect, but it had to be remembered that the 

Organization
1

s needs were increasingly related to highly specialized subjects for which few 

countries had sufficiently qualified experts. 

Referring to Dr Venediktov's question regarding the age-limit for experts, he reminded 

members that the Regulations for Expert Advisory Panels and Committees did not stipulate any 

such limit and that it was the Board itself that had recommended that experts over 65 years of 

age should be engaged only when absolutely essential for the Organization's work. Often, it 

was from people around retirement age that the most active help could be secured, for they had 

acquired a considerable measure of experience and had more time to spare for the Organization. 

But the Director-General had followed the B o a r d
1

s recommendation, and during 1970 the appoint-

ments of 50 experts, members of 23 different panels, had not been extended for reasons of age. 

At the same time 181 experts over 65 belonging to 38 panels had been reappointed. He did not 

have readily available the total figure of reappointments but could give it later, should 

Dr Venediktov so desire for purposes of comparison. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV, thanking the Deputy Director-General for the information he had given, said 

that he thought it would be useful to have a table containing information on the geographical 

distribution and age-groups of experts； such a table, which the Board could perhaps review and 

evaluate from time to time, should provide a very interesting basis for discussion. 

Referring to page 31 of document EB47/34, he noted that Dr Torsuev, a member of the Expert 

Committee on Leprosy, was listed as coming from the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, instead 

of from the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Perhaps the necessary correction could be 

made. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that, before agreeing 

would have to look into the matter very carefully, 

although an inactive Member of the Organization, was 

to make such a correction, the 

The Ukrainian Soviet Socialist 

nonetheless still a Member, 

Secretariat 

Republic, 
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Dr VENEDIKTOV pointed out that, besides being a Member of the Organization, the Ukrainian 

Soviet Socialist Republic was, under its own Constitution, also a part of the Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republics: the one did not preclude the other. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said he had taken due note of Dr Venediktov
1

s remarks but nevertheless 

held the view that the whole problem, which dated back to the Yalta Conference, was far too 

complex to be raised at the Board. 
• 

Dr AVILES asked how many experts were provided for in 1971, where their meetings were 

held, whether the experts worked for a salary or voluntarily, and what was the annual cost 

under the relevant budget heading. Further, had the Organization carried out an evaluation 

of dissemination of recommendations of expert committees and the extent to which they were 

implemented? And, lastly, had the Organization taken account of the geographical distribution 

of experts, not only among regions but also among countries within each region? 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL said Dr Avilés* s questions afforded an opportunity for a rapid 

review of the whole question of expert advisory panels and committees and he would, at the 

outset, refer Dr Avilés to the relevant Regulations (Basic Documents, 2lst e d ” pp. 88-96). 

There were at present 43 expert advisory panels in all, covering a wide range of subjects, 

with a membership totalling 2649 as at 30 December 1970. From that number, the Director-

General selected members for the expert committees which the Health Assembly agreed annually 

should be held the following year. There were generally about eight or nine members on each 

expert committee and, as would be seen from Official Records N o , 187, page 86, the number of 

expert committees approved for 1971 was 14. 

The duties of expert committee members were, as prescribed in the Regulations, of a purely 

honorary nature and they received no salaries. Their travel expenses to and from meetings -

which were normally held in Geneva - were however reimbursed and they also received a daily 

living allowance. Membership in expert committees was not necessarily the most important duty 

of a panel member for he also fulfilled a vital role by keeping the secretary of the panel 

concerned abreast of developments in his own field through an informal exchange by correspon-

dence, of scientific information. That happened either spontaneously or in reply to questions 

submitted by the secretary after consultation with the expert committee concerned. Panel 

members also received the Organization
1

s publications, both printed and mimeographed, on their 

respective subjects. A further example of such collaboration was the consultation that 

normally took place between members and secretaries of expert advisory panels on agendas for 

expert committee meetings. Also, even though a member might not be invited to attend the 

meeting itself, he might well be invited to make some written contribution to the committee
1

s 

work. The fact that many of the members of collaborating laboratories and research centres 

were also members of expert advisory panels meant that the Organization was provided with a 

major source of scientific information and of contact with developments in science. 

Expect advisory panels and committees furnished an invaluable amount of free scientific 
and technical information, and the First Health Assembly had shown the utmost wisdom in 
approving the Regulations governing panels and committees, as subsequent events had proved. 

。 丨i 

In addition to serving on expert committees, panel members were often invited to serve on 

other, less formal, bodies, and also as short-term consultants to the Secretariat, which 

naturally tended to make selectións from among people whose work was known to them and 

who were already included on the panels. 

On the need for geographical distribution of experts within countries in a given region, 

he assured Dr Avilés that the Director-General had the matter constantly in mind. It was no 

easy task, however, for the inevitable tendency was that the more specialists one knew in a 

given country, the more one came to know. The Director-General, and indeed the Assistant 

Directors-General, constantly bore in mind the need to seek out unknown experts in those 

countries from which the smallest number of people had as yet been recruited. 

In the absence of further comment, Dr BEDAYA-NGARO, Rapporteur, read out the following 

draft resolution: 
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The Executive Board 

NOTES the report of the Director-General on appointments to expert advisory panels 
and committees. 

Decision: Th© resolution was adopted.
1 

7, REPORT ON EXPERT COMMITTEE MEETINGS: Item 2.2 of the Agenda (Document EB47/24) 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL, introducing the item, called attention to document EB47/24, 

which contained a report on expert committee meetings submitted by the Director-General in 

compliance with paragraph 10.6 of the Regulations for Expert Advisory Panels and Committees. 

The report consisted of three parts containing, respectively, a review of the reports of 

eight expert committee meetings published since the Board's forty-sixth session';" an evaluation 

of the use of the expert committee reports published in 1969 in the Technical Report Series; 

and tables giving information on the distribution of these reports. 

Part I of the report had been prepared in accordance with the provisions of the above-

mentioned Regulations; Part II in accordance with the Board
1

 s request in resolution EB41.R12; 

and Part III in response to the concern expressed by members as to whether expert committee 

reports were in fact read by those to whom they would be most useful. 

The eight expert committees whose reports were reviewed in the document before the Board 

were listed in Part I of that document. In considering the eighth report, that of the Expert 

Committee on Drug Dependence, members would doubtless be aware that the review of that report 

reflected only a part of the total activities in the field of drug dependence, which subject 

would be before the Board for detailed discussion under item 2.3 of the agenda. He took that 

opportunity to apologize once again to the French-speaking members of the Board who had 

remarked on the use, in French, of the term
 M

pharmacodépendence
u

. Unfortunately, it had not 

yet been possible to find a better equivalent for the English term "drug^ dependence,
1

 • 

Lastly, he said that, in preparing Part I of the report, the Secretariat had followed 

the same form as in previous years, the section on each expert committee report comprising 

four paragraphs containing, respectively, background information, a brief summary of the 

report
1

 s contents, the recommendations made by the expert committee, and the implications 

of those recommendations for the Organization
1

 s programme. 

Dr BAUHOFER referred to the recommendations of the Joint FAO/WHO Expert Committee on 

Food Additives and noted that the specifications for a large number of food additives would be 

published in one compendium. Although he understood that that compendium would not be 

prepared by WHO alone, he wondered what plans had been made for its publication, since it would 

be of considerable use. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV thanked the Director-General for his interesting and detailed report, and 

said he would like to raise a number of general points. 

First, he asked what was the present procedure for selecting experts to serve on expert 

advisory panels, and whether the Secretariat was able to obtain all the specialist knowledge 

it required in a given field. 

Secondly, with regard to the reports published since the previous session of the Board, 

he noticed that several of the relevant meetings had taken place in 1969. The first committee 

on the list, for example - the Joint FAO/IAEA/WHO Expert Committee on Wholesomeness of 

Irradiated Food - had met in April 1969, and the last - the Expert Committee on Drug 

Dependence - in August 1970. He asked what was the reason for the wide variation in speed 

of publication. The Director-General's report on appointments to expert advisory panels and 

committees (document EB47/34) dealt with expert committees that had met in 1970. He wondered 

1

 Resolution EB47.R2. 
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whether it would be possible in future for the Board to consider not reports already published, 

but the reports of the expert committees held since the previous session of the Board. Such 

reports could, if necessary, be made available in a limited number of copies and printed later. 

In that way, even if a report was not to be printed with the Board
1

 s comments, at least it 

could be considered by the Board at an earlier date. 

Thirdly, he stressed the importance of constant evaluation of the use made of the reports 

of expert committees and scientific groups, and expressed his appreciation of Part II of 

document EB47/24 entitled "Continuing evaluation of the Technical Report Series", 

Finally, he suggested that the report of the Expert Committee on Drug Dependence be 

considered jointly with item 2.3 of the agenda (Drug dependence). 

In reply to the first point raised by Dr Venediktov, the DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL said 

that the selection procedure for expert committees was governed by strict regulations. 

Members had to be drawn from expert advisory panels. Consultants could be appointed to deal 

with specific points, but could not participate in the decisions and recommendations of the 

committee. Expert committees played a very important part in establishing the general policy 

of the Organization and in the continuing analysis of WHO'S programme. Their members had to 

cover a wide range of subjects, but the expert advisory panels were large enough to make that 

possible. Each May the Health Assembly gave its approval for expert committees that were to 

meet during the following year, and that gave the Secretariat sufficient time to find experts 

competent to discuss the subject concerned. 

With regard to the time-lag in the publication of the reports of expert committees, he 

said that the Secretariat urged committees to make their reports as complete as possible before 

leaving, but some editing was usually necessary afterwards. The deliberations of expert 

committees were held in various languages, but the report had to be prepared in one language 

and then translated. Reports on some subjects, such as drug dependence and food additives, 

could only be translated by competent linguists with a good knowledge of the specialties 

concerned. The reports of joint expert committees always took longer to publish because the 

manuscripts had to be reviewed by other organizations whose priorities and procedures differed 

from those of WHO. This year the publications programme was less behind schedule, and the 

reports seriously delayed were all reports of joint committees. Another reason for delay 

was that, with the expansion of the Organization
1

 s programme, the publications programme was 

becoming heavier. Urgent jobs, such as a 140—page book on cholera published in December 1970,1 

sometimes interrupted the programme. The staff responsible for editing and translation had 

not increased in proportion to the increase in the volume of publications, and they had a 

heavy work-load. He assured Dr Venediktov that the Organization was doing its utmost to 

avoid delays in submitting the reports of expert committees to the Executive Board. 

He added that the reports of scientific groups were not normally considered by the Board 

but were read and discussed by the Advisory Committee on Medical Research, 

Dr VENEDIKTOV thanked the Deputy Director-General for his statement regarding the 

selection of experts. 

With regard to the publications question, he realized that editing and publishing could 

take a long time, and he did not intend to criticize the Secretariat. However, he was sure 

that a draft report containing all the fundamental findings and recommendations was available 

by the end of each meeting of an expert committee, and that it would be possible for the 

Organization to submit to the Board information, possibly in unpublished form, on all the 

meetings of expert committees held within a specified period. He drew attention to paragraph 

10.6 of the Regulations for Expert Advisory Panels and Committees, which stipulated that the 

Director—General should annex to his report the texts of the reports of expert committees 

held since the previous session of the Executive Board. He stressed that that regulation 

referred to meetings held since the previous session and not to reports published since the 

previous session. The reports of expert committees were so valuable that the Executive 

Board should be able to consider them as soon as possible. 

1

 World Health Organization (1970) Principles and practices of cholera control 

(Publ. Hlth Pap., No. 40). 
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The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL pointed out that four of the reports submitted to the Board 

related to meetings that had been held since the previous session. Another related to a 

meeting that had ended on 25 April 1970, too late for the recommendations to be translated 

for the forty-sixth session of the Board. The late submission of the report of the Expert 

Committee on the Prevention of Perinatal Mortality and Morbidity was due to pressure of work 

in the Office of Publications and Translation. The reports of two meetings held in 1969 had 

been held up because of difficulties in arranging joint publications with other organizations. 

In one case the manuscript liad been received late after being reviewed by another organization• 

Despite the difficulties inherent in joint publications, he stressed that the co-operation 

obtained made such publications worth while. 

He felt that Dr Venediktov*s proposal to report the principal recommendations of expert 

committees to the Board might give rise to some difficulties. The report of an expert 

committee was already a very concentrated summary of a full week's deliberations, and it 

might be dangerous to attempt to summarize it still further. Moreover, some reports, 

as those dealing with food additives and non-proprietary names, consisted largely of highly 

detailed recommendations and did not lend themselves to summary. Nevertheless, he was sure 

that the Director-General would be prepared to study the possibility of implementing 

Dr Venediktov*s suggestion, if the Board so wished. 

Sir George GODBER congratulated the Director-General on the speed with which some of the 

reports of expert committees, particularly that on drug dependence, had been published. 

Nevertheless it would be helpful if governments could be informed what expert committees had 

met so that they could in particular cases request an advance copy of the draft report. 

With regard to the age of members of expert advisory panels, he appreciated that it was 

difficult for the Director—General to be kept informed of the younger workers in the various 

countries who would be the experts of the future. While he had no intention of suggesting 

that Member States should themselves nominate representatives to expert advisory panels (that 

was not the constitutional position, nor should it be), it might perhaps be helpful if countries 

could suggest the names of young scientists who might be suitable for inclusion on such panels, 

Dr VENEDIKTOV expressed his full support for Sir George Godber*s suggestions. 

Part I. Review of expert committee meetings 

Dr AVILES said that, before the individual reports were discussed, he would like clarifi-

cation as to the kind of comment that members of the Board should make. Expert committees 

were made up of highly qualified experts and few members of the Board could be expected to 

have sufficient technical knowledge of the subjects concerned to add anything valuable to the 

committees
1

 reports. He asked whether the Board's role was simply to take note of recommen-

dations made by expert committees. Time was important to the Board, and a detailed analysis 

of the reports would be a lengthy undertaking. 

Professor HALTER said he had been a member of expert committees himself and had been able to 

make use of their recommendations in his own health administration. He had been surprised 

at the direction the discussion had taken, since he knew that the Secretariat made every 

effort to make the reports of expert committees available to Member States as quickly as 

possible. 

The reports had considerable intrinsic value, and he felt that to communicate them in 

advance to the Board would not lead to any modification of their conclusions. Where the 

Director-General considered that the findings of an expert committee should be disseminated 

urgently, it was already the practice to communicate the contents of reports to Member States 

in advance of publication. 
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Joint FAO/IAEA/WHO Expert Committee on Wholesomeness of Irradiated Food 

(Technical Report Series N o . 451) 

Professor HALTER said there was a growing feeling that irradiation was a good way 

certain foodstuffs in certain cases in order to increase food supply. In some advanced 

industrial countries, however, it might take a long time to overcome the public
1

 s opposition 

to irradiated foods. In many parts of the world such foods might provide a partial solution 

of the famine problem. An important question to be considered was whether it was better for 

people to die now of hunger or for their grandchildren to die later from possible genetic 

effects of irradiation. He was afraid that precisely the type of report in question would 

accentuate the division between those countries where the pressure of public and of some 

expert opinion could lead to the rejection of irradiated food and those countries that had 

no choice but to use such foodstuffs. He wondered what was the opinion of the Board 

concerning ways of obviating the consequences of such publications and of preventing the 

discrepancy in the quality of foodstuffs consumed in different parts of the world. A study 

of this matter might allay some fears. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV said that the report in question provided an excellent illustration of the 

point he had made earlier. The meeting of the Expert Committee had been held in April 1969 

but he hàd received its report only a month ago. However, one of its members had made known 

the Committee
1

 s recommendations on his return to his own country, and research based partly 

on these recommendations had already been initiated in that country. The same country had 

already authorized the irradiation of potatoes and wheat, using the dosages recommended by 

the Committee. Furthermore, he assumed that WHO and FAO had taken these recommendations 

into account prior to publication of the report• • 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL pointed out that reports of expert committees were distributed to 

members of the Executive Board in the form of offset documents when there was a delay in 

publication. Part of this delay was due to the language problem, since such reports were 

distributed simultaneously in French and English versions. 

The meeting rose at 12.35 p.m. 
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1. OPENING OF THE SESSION: Item 1.1 of the Provisional Agenda 

The CHAIRMAN declared the session open and welcomed all members, their alternates and 

especially two new members, Professor S. Halter and Mr Y . Wolde-Gerima. He also welcomed 

the representatives of intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations. 

2. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA: Item 1.2 of the Provisional Agenda (Documents EB47/l and Add.l) 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that item 3.1 of the provisional agenda should be deleted, since 

there had been no transfers between sections of the Appropriation Resolution for 1970 which 

called for report. In the case of items 3.2 and 3.3 the words in brackets "if any" should 

be deleted. 

Turning to the supplementary agenda (document EB47/l Add.l) he said with regard to item 2 

(Socio-economic consequences of the zoonoses), that the report of the consultants on this 

subject (see resolution EB45.R4) had not been available at the time of the preparation of the 

provisional agenda but was now available should the Board decide to include the subject as a 

supplementary item. Should the Board decide not to include the item in the present agenda, 

it could be included in that of a future session. 

The CHAIRMAN, referring to item 3 of the supplementary agenda, pointed out that as 

Mr H . Sebsibe was no longer a member of the Board, it would be necessary to elect a new 

member of the Dr A. T. Shousha Foundation Committee. 

Decision: Items 1, 2 and 3 of the supplementary agenda were included in the agenda for 

the forty-seventh session of the Board. 

3. HOURS OF WORK 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Board should meet daily from 9.30 a.m. to 12.30 p.m., and 

from 2.30 p.m. to 5.30 p.m. 

It was so agreed. 

4. PROGRAMME OF WORK 

The CHAIRMAN said that, in addition to the three Standing Committees, the following 

committees would meet during the forty-seventh session of the Board: the Darling Foundation 

Committee, the Léon Bernard Foundation Committee, the Dr A . T. Shousha Foundation Committee, 

the Jacques Parisot Foundation Committee, the WHO Staff Pensions Committee, and the Committee 

on Arrears of Contributions in respect of the Office International d'Hygiène Publique. In 

addition, under agenda item 2.10.1, the Board would be taking up a new organizational study 

and might wish to set up a working group to deal with that study. 

Referring to the Darling Foundation Committee, he said that the Board might wish to endorse 

the provisional arrangements made by the Director-General with the representative of the Chairman 

of the Expert Committee on Malaria that the Darling Foundation Committee should meet on Monday, 

25 January. The Standing Committee on Headquarters Accommodation would meet on Thursday, 

21 January at 8.30 a.m. and 2 p.m. The dates of the meeting of the Léon Bernard Foundation 

Committee, the Dr к. T. Shousha Foundation Committee and the Jacques Parisot Foundation 

Committee should be fixed as soon as possible. 
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In order to save time, he suggested that a short meeting should be held that evening 

(19 January) at 5.30 p.m. of the Committee on Arrears of Contributions in respect of the Office 

International d'Hygiène Publique; he would announce the composition and place of meeting later. 

One of the main tasks before the Board at its forty-seventh session was the consideration 

of item 3.5 (Review of the proposed programme and budget estimates for 1972)
e
 He had followed 

the work of the Standing Committee on Administration and Finance with great interest and 

suggested that, as the report of the Standing Committee was already available, the Board should 

examine item 3.5 on Thursday morning, 21 January. 

5. Dr A . T . SHOUSHA FOUNDATION COMMITTEE: FILLING OF VACANCY (Item 3 of the Supplementary 

Agenda) 

The CHAIRMAN recalled that, in accordance with the Statutes of the Dr A . T. Shousha 

Foundation, the Committee was composed of the Chairman and the two Vice-Chairmen of the 

Executive Board ex officio and two members of the Board elected for a period not exceeding 

their term of office on the Board, provided that at least one member came from a Member State 

in the same geographical area in which Dr A. T. Shousha had served WHO. 

At its forty-sixth session the Board, in resolution EB46.R10, had elected as members of 

the Committee Dr H. Abdul-Ghaffar and Mr H. Sebsibe. Since Mr H . Sebsibe was no longer a 

member of the Board and therefore no longer a member of the Committee he (the Chairman) 

suggested that the Board elect Mr Y . Wolde-Gerima, and asked whether there were any other 

nominations• 

In the absence of any other nomination, he took it that the Board wished to elect 

Mr Y . Wolde-Gerima as a member of the Dr A . T. Shousha Foundation Committee and he called on 

the Rapporteur to read out the draft resolution. 

Dr VASSILOPOULOS, Rapporteur, read out the following draft resolution: 

The Executive Board, 

In accordance with the Statutes of the Dr A . T. Shousha Foundation, 

APPOINTS Mr Y . Wolde-Gerima as a member of the Dr A . T. Shousha Foundation Committee 

for the duration of his term of office on the Executive Board in replacement of 

Mr H . Sebsibe, who is no longer a member of the Board and in addition to Dr H. Abdul-Ghaffar, 

already a member of the Committee. 

Decision: The resolution was adopted. 

It was so agreed. 

6. REPORT ON APPOINTMENTS TO EXPERT ADVISORY PANELS AND COMMITTEES: Item 2.1 of the Agenda 

(Document EB47/34) 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL, introducing the report on appointments to expert advisory 

panels and committees, said that it contained, in Part I, a list of appointments to expert 

advisory panels made between 10 May and 31 December 1970. The Annex contained a list of 

members who had been invited to attend meetings convened since 10 May 1970. Part II of the 

report included, in conformity with the wish expressed by the Executive Board at its forty-

first session, a summary by WHO region of all the changes which had taken place in the member-

ship of the expert advisory panels since the last session of the Board. 
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The presentation of the data region by region had been made at the request of the Board in 

order that it might have an overall view. He emphasized the difficulty experienced by the 

Secretariat in arriving at balanced recruiting region by region, and said that great efforts 

were being made to remedy the situation. There had been an increase of five members in the 

African Region and in the Eastern Mediterranean Region, but unfortunately a decrease of two 

in the South-East Asia Region. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV asked for more details concerning geographical distribution and the ages 

of experts, pointing out that attention had been drawn at the forty-sixth session of the Board 

to that question. 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL suggested that, if the Board so wished, the detailed figures 

he was about to give in answer to Dr Venediktov might be given later in writing. 

The trend towards an increase in the less-favoured regions' share of appointments to 

expert advisory panels and committees was evident from the figures for experts recruited for 

the period 1965-1970. Those figures were as follows: for the African Region - 47, 51, 57, 

7 5 , 82 and 89 for the six years respectively, the number of experts having increased by 42 in 

1970 as compared with 1965, or by more than 90 per cent.； for the American Region - 728, 693, 

689, 702, 702 and 706, the number of experts having dropped, between 1965 and 1970 by 22 despite 

an overall increase of 10 per cent, for the same period； for the Eastern Mediterranean Region -

120, 130, 137, 148, 158 and 163, showing an increase of five in 1970 as compared with 1969, and 

of 43 as compared with 1965 (i.e. approximately 33 per. cent.)• In the European Region, numbers 

had remained fairly static at 1284, 1283, 1298, 1333, 1342 and 1321 respectively. The drop of 

21 in 1970 as compared with 1969 testified to the effort made to reduce the number of experts in 

a region which had by the far the most experts. Figures for the South-East Asia Region had 

likewise remained fairly static at 130, 138, 140, 151 and 160 for the years 1965-1969; there 

had been a loss of two in 1970 but there was still an increase of 28 over the whole period, or 

of approximately 18 per cent. Figures for the Western Pacific Region had started at 165 for 

1965 and had risen successively to 178, 186, 201, 206 and 212 - an increase of 47 over the whole 

period or of more than 25 per cent. 

Admittedly, the picture was far from perfect, but it had to be remembered that the 

Organization's needs were increasingly related to highly specialized subjects for which few 

countries had sufficiently qualified experts. 

Referring to Dr Venediktov
1

s question regarding the age-limit for experts, he reminded 

members that the Regulations for Expert Advisory Panels and Committees did not stipulate any 

such limit and that it was the Board itself that had recommended that experts over 65 years of 

age should be engaged only when absolutely essential for the Organization's work. Often, it 

was from people around retirement age that the most active help could be secured, for they had 

acquired a considerable measure of experience and had more time to spare for the Organization, 

But the Director-General had followed the Board's recommendation, and during 1970 the appoint-

ments of 50 experts, members of 23 different panels, had not been extended for reasons of age. 

A t the same time, 181 experts over 65, and belonging to 38 panels, had been reappointed, a 

figure offset by a corresponding number of departures. He did not have readily available the 

total figure of reappointments but could give it later, should Dr Venediktov so desire for 

purposes of comparison. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV, thanking the Deputy Director-General for the information he had given, said 

that he thought it would be useful to have a table containing information on the geographical 

distribution and age-groups of experts； such a table, which the Board could perhaps review and 

evaluate from time to time, should provide a very interesting basis for discussion. 

Referring to page 31 of document EB47/34, he noted that Dr Torsuev, a member of the Expert 

Committee on Leprosy, was listed as coming from the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, instead 

of from the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Perhaps the necessary correction could be 

m a d e . 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that, before agreeing 

would have to look into the matter very carefully, 

although an inactive Member of the Organization, was 

to make such a correction, the 

The Ukrainian Soviet Socialist 

nonetheless still a Member• 

Secretariat 

Republic, 
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Dr VENEDIKTOV pointed out that, besides being a Member of the Organization, the Ukrainian 

Soviet Socialist Republic was, under its own Constitution, also a part of the Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republics: the one did not preclude the other. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said he had taken due note of Dr Venediktov
1

s remarks but nevertheless 

held the view that the whole problem, which, dated back to the Yalta Conference, was far too 

complex to be raised at the Board. 

z 
Dr AVILES asked how many experts were provided for in 1971, where their meetings were held, 

whether the experts worked for a salary or voluntarily, and what was the annual cost under this 

budget heading. Further, had the Organization carried out an evaluation of dissemination of 

recommendations of expert committees and the extent to which they were implemented. And, 

lastly, had the Organization taken account of the geographical distribution of experts, not 

only among regions but also among countries within each region? 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL said Dr Avilés
1

s questions afforded an opportunity for a rapid 

review of the whole question of expert advisory panels and committees and he would, at the 

outset, refer Dr Avilés to the relevant Regulations (Basic Documents, pp. 88-96). 

There were at present 43 expert advisory panels in all, covering a wide range of subjects, 

with a membership totalling 2649 as at 30 December 1970. From that number, the Director-

General selected members for the expert committees which the Health Assembly agreed annually 

should be held the following year. There were generally about eight or nine members on each 

expert committee and, as would be seen from Official Records No. 187, page 86, the number of 

expert committees approved for 1971 was 14. 

The duties of expert committee members were, as prescribed in the Regulations, of a purely 

honorary nature and they received no salaries. Their travel expenses to and from meetings -

which were normally held in Geneva - were however reimbursed and they also received a daily 

living allowance. Membership in expert committees was not necessarily the most important duty 

of a panel member for he also fulfilled a vital role by keeping the secretary of the panel 

concerned abreast of developments in his own field through an informal exchange by correspon-

dence of scientific information. That happened either spontaneously or in reply to questions 

submitted by the secretary after consultation with the expert committee concerned. Panel 

members also received the Organization
1

s publications, both printed and mimeographed, on their 

respective subjects. A further example of such collaboration was the consultation that 

normally took place between members and secretaries of expert advisory panels on agendas for 

expert committee meetings; Also, even though a member might not be invited to attend the 

meeting itself, he might well be invited to make some written contribution to the committee's 

work. The fact that many of the members of collaborating laboratories and research centres 

were also members of expert advisory panels meant that the Organization was provided with a 

major source of scientific information and of contact with developments in science. 

Expect advisory panels and committees furnished an invaluable amount of free scientific 

and technical information, and the First Health Assembly had shown the utmost wisdom in 

approving the Regulations governing panels and committees, as subsequent events had proved. 

In addition to serving on expert committees, panel members were often invited to serve on 

other, less formal, bodies, and also as short-term consultants to the Secretariat, which 

naturally tended to make such selections from among people whose work was known to them and 

who were already included on th© panels. 

On the need for geographical distribution of experts within countries in a given region, 

he assured Dr Avilés that the Director-General had the matter constantly in mind. It was no 

easy task, however, for the inevitable tendency was that the more specialists one knew in a 

given country, the more one came to know. The Director-General, and indeed the Assistant 

Directors-General, constantly bore in mind the need to seek out unknown experts in those 

countries from which the smallest number of people had as yet been recruited. 

In the absence of further comment, Dr BEDAYA-NGARO, Rapporteur, read out the following 

draft resolution: 
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The Executive Board 

NOTES the report of the Director-General on appointments to expert advisory panels 
and committees• 

Decislon: The draft resolution was adopted. 

7. REPORT ON EXPERT COMMITTEE MEETINGS： Item 2.2 of the Agenda (Document EB47/24) 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL, introducing the item, called attention to document EB47/24, 

which contained a report on expert committee meetings prepared by the Director-General in 

compliance with paragraph 10.6 of the Regulations for Expert Advisory Panels and Committees. 

The report consisted of three parts containing, respectively, a review of the reports of 

eight expert committee meetings published since the Board
 T

s forty-sixth session; an evaluation 

of the use of the expert committee reports published in 1969 in the Technical Report Series; 

and tables giving information on the distribution of the three reports. 

Part I of the report had been prepared in accordance with the provisions of the above-

mentioned Regulations; Part II in accordance with the Board's request in resolution EB41.R12; 

and Part III in response to the concern expressed by members as to whether expert committee 

reports were in fact read by those to whom they would be most useful. 

The eight expert committees whose reports were reviewed in the document before the Board 

were listed in Part I of that document. In considering the eighth report, that of the Expert 

Committee on Drug Dependence, members would doubtless be aware that the review of that report 

reflected only a part of the total activities in the field of drug dependence, which subject 

would be before the Board for detailed discussion under item 2.3 of the agenda. He took that 

opportunity to apologize once again to the French-speaking members of the Board who had 

remarked on the use, in French, of the term "pharmacodependence
M

. Unfortunately, it had not 

yet been possible to find a better equivalent for the English term "drug dependence". 

Lastly, he said that, in preparing Part I of the report, the Secretariat had followed 

the same form as in previous years, the section on each expert committee report comprising 

four paragraphs containing, respectively, background information, a brief summary of the 

report *s contents, the recommendations made by the expert committee, and the implications 

of those recommendations for the Organization
1

 s programme. 

Dr BAUHOFER referred to the recommendation of the Expert Committee on Food Additives and 

noted that the specificatioris for a large number of food additives would be published in one 

compendium. Although he understood that this compendium would not be prepared by WHO alone, 

he wondered what, plans had been made for its publication, since it would be of considerable 

u s e . 

Dr VENEDIKTOV thanked the Director-General for his interesting and detailed report, and 

said he would like to raise a number of general points. 

First, he asked what was the present procedure for selecting experts to serve on expert 

advisory panels, and whether the Secretariat was able to obtain all the specialist knowledge 

it required in a given field. 

Secondly, with regard to the reports published since the previous session of the Board, 

he noticed that several of the relevant meetings had taken place in 1969. The first committee 

on the list, for example - the Joint FAO/IAEA/WHO Expert Committee on Wholesomeness of 

Irradiated Food - had met in April 1969, and the last - the Expert Committee on Drug 

Dependence - in August 1970. He asked what was the reason for the wide variation in speed 

of publication. The Director-General's report on appointments to expert advisory panels and 

committees (document EB47/34) dealt with expert committees that had met in 1970. He wondered 
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whether it would be possible in future for the Board to consider not reports already published, 

but the reports of the expert committees held since the previous session of the Board. Such 

reports could, if necessary, be made available in a limited number of copies and printed later. 

In that way, even if a report was not to be printed with the Board
1

 s comments, at least it 

could be considered by the Board at an earlier date. 

Thirdly, he stressed the importance of constant evaluation of the use made of the reports 

of expert committees and scientific groups, and expressed his appreciation of Part II of 

document EB47/24 entitled "Continuing evaluation of the Technical Report Series". 

Finally, he suggested that the report of the Expert Committee on Drug Dependence be 

considered jointly with item 2.3 of the agenda (Drug dependence). 

In reply to the first point raised by Dr Venediktov, the DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL said 

that the selection procedure for expert committees was governed by strict regulations• 

Members had to be drawn from expert advisory panels. Consultants could be appointed to deal 

with specific points, but could not participate in the decisions and recommendations of the 

committee• Expert committees played a very important part in establishing the general policy 

of the Organization and in the continuing analysis of WHO
1

 s programme. Their members had to 

cover a wide range of subjects, but the expert advisory panels were large enough to make this 

possible. Each May the Health Assembly gave its approval for expert committees that were to 

meet during the following year, and this gave the Secretariat sufficient time to find experts 

competent to discuss the subject concerned. 

With regard to the time-lag in the publication of the reports of expert committees, he 

said that the Secretariat urged committees to make their reports as complete as possible before 

leaving but some editing was usually necessary afterwards• The deliberations of expert 

committees were held in various languages, but the report had to be prepared in one language 

and then translated. Reports on some subjects, such as drug dependence and food additives, 

could only be translated by competent linguists with a good knowledge of the specialties 

concerned. The reports of joint expert committees always took longer to publish because the 

manuscripts had to be reviewed by other organizations whose priorities and procedures differed 

from those of WHO. This year the publications programme was less behind schedule, and the 

reports seriously delayed were all reports of joint committees. Another reason for delay 

was that, with the expansion of the Organization
1

 s programme, the publications programme was 

becoming heavier. Urgent jobs, such as a 140-page book on cholera published in Winter 1970, 

sometimes interrupted the programme. The staff responsible for editing and translation had 

not increased in proportion to the increase in the volume of publications, and they had a 

heavy work-load. He assured Dr Venediktov that the Organization was doing its utmost to 

avoid delays in submitting the reports of expert committees to the Executive Board. 

He added that the reports of scientific groups were not normally considered by the Board 

but were read and discussed by the Advisory Committee on Medical Research. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV thanked the Deputy Director-General for his statement regarding the 

selection of experts. 

With regard to the publications question, he realized that editing and publishing could 

take a long time, and he did not intend to criticize the Secretariat• However, he was sure 

that a draft report containing all the fundamental findings and recommendations was available 

by the end of each meeting of an expert committee, and that it would be possible for the 

Organization to submit to the Board information, possibly in unpublished form, on all the 

meetings of expert committees held within a specified period. He drew attention to paragraph 

10.6 of the Regulations for Expert Advisory Panels and Committees, which stipulated that the 

Director-General should annex to his report the texts of the reports of expert committees 

held since the previous session of the Executive Board. He stressed that this regulation 

referred to meetings held since the previous session and not to reports published since the 

previous session. The reports of expert committees were so valuable that the Executive 

Board should be able to consider them as soon as possible. 
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The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL pointed out that four of the reports submitted to the Board 

related to meetings that had been held since the previous session. Another related to a 

meeting that had ended on 25 April 1970, too late for the recommendations to be translated 

for the forty-sixth session of the Board. The late submission of the report of the Expert 

Committee on the Prevention of Perinatal Mortality and Morbidity was due to pressure of work 

in the Office of Publications and Translation. The reports of two meetings held in 1969 had 

been held up because of difficulties in arranging joint, publications with other organizations. 

In one case the manuscript had been received late after being reviewed by another organization. 

Despite the difficulties inherent in joint publications, he stressed that the co-operation 

obtained made such publications worth while. 

He felt that Dr Venediktov*s proposal to report the principal recommendations of expert 

committees to the Board might give rise to some difficulties. The report of an expert 

committee was already a very concentrated summary of a full week
1

 s deliberations, and it 

might be dangerous to attempt to summarize it still further. Moreover, some reports such 

as those dealing with food additives and non-proprietary names consisted largely of highly 

detailed recommendations and did not lend themselves to summary. Nevertheless, he was sure 

that the Director-General would be prepared to study the possibility of implementing 

Dr Venediktov
1

 s suggestion, if the Board so wished. 

Sir George GODBER congratulated the Director-General on the speed with which some of the 

reports of expert committees, particularly that on drug dependence, had been published. 

Nevertheless it would be helpful if governments could be informed what expert committees had 

met so that they could in particular cases request an•advance copy of the draft report. 

With regard to the age of members of expert advisory panels, he appreciated that it was 

difficult for the Director-General to be kept informed of the younger workers in the various 

countries who would be the experts of the future. While he had no intention of suggesting 

that Member States should themselves nominate representatives to expert advisory panels (that 

was not the constitutional position, nor should it be), it might perhaps be helpful if countries 

could suggest the names of young scientists who might be suitable for inclusion on such panels• 

Dr VENEDIKTOV expressed his full support for Sir George Godber
f

s suggestions. 

Dr AVILES said that, before the individual reports were discussed, he would like clarifi-

cation as to the kind of comment that members of the Board should make. Expert committees 

were made up of highly qualified experts and few members of the Board could be expected to 

have sufficient technical toowledge of the subjects concerned to add anything valuable to the 

committees ' reports. He asked whether the Board
1

 s role was simply to take note of recommen-

dations made by expert committees. Time was important to the Board, and a detailed analysis 

of the reports would be a lengthy undertaking, 

Dr HALTER said he had been a member of expert committees himself and had been able to 

make use of their recommendations in his own health administration. He had been surprised 

at the direction the discussion had taken, since he knew that the Secretariat made every 

effort to make the reports of expert committees available to Member States as quickly as 

possible. 

The reports had considerable intrinsic value, and he felt that to communicate them in 

advance to the Board would not lead to any modification of their conclusions. Where the 

Director-General considered that the findings of an expert committee should be disseminated 

urgently, it was already the practice to communicate the contents of reports to Member States 

in advance of publication. 
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Joint FAO/IAEAjWHO Expert Committee on Wholesomeness of Irradiated Food with Special Reference 

to Wheat, Potatoes and Onions (Technical Report Series No. 451) 

Dr HALTER said there was a growing feeling that irradiation was a good way of treating 

certain foodstuffs in certain cases in order to increase food supply. In some advanced 

industrial countries, however, it might take a long time to overcome the public
T

 s opposition 

to irradiated foods. In many parts of the world such foods might provide a partial solution 

of the famine problem. An important question to be considered was whether it was better for 

people to die now of hunger or for their grandchildren to die later from possible genetic 

effects of irradiation. He was afraid that precisely the type of report in question would 

accentuate the division between those countries where the pressure of public and of some 

expert opinion could lead to the rejection of irradiated food and those countries that had 

no choice but to use such foodstuffs. He wondered what was the opinion of the Board 

concerning ways of obviating the consequences of such publications and of preventing the 

discrepancy in the quality of foodstuffs consumed in different parts of the world. A study 

of this matter might allay some fears. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV said that the report in question provided an excellent illustration of the 

point he had made earlier. The meeting of the Expert Committee had been held in April 1969 

but he had received its report only a month ago. However, one of its members had made known 

the Committee
1

 s recommendations on his return to his own country, and research based partly 

on these recommendations had already been initiated in that country. The same country had 

already authorized the irradiation of potatoes and wheat, using the dosages recommended by 

the Committee. Furthermore, he assumed that WHO and FAO had taken these recommendations 

into account prior to publication of the report. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL pointed out that reports of expert committees were distributed to 

members of the Executive Board in the form of offset documents when there was a delay in 

publication. Part of this delay was due to the language problem, since such reports were 

distributed simultaneously in French and English versions. 

The meeting rose at 12,35 p.m. 


