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SEVENTH MEETING 

Wednesday, 17 May 1978, at 14h30 

Chairman: Dr A. -R. A. AL -AWADI (Kuwait) 

1. PROGRAMME BUDGET FOR 1978 AND 1979 (FINANCIAL YEAR 1979): Item 2.2 of the Agenda 

(Resolutions WHA26.38, WHA30.23, WHA30.30, WHA30.43, WHA30.50, EB61.R6, EB61.R21; 

Official Records No. 236; No. 245; and No. 246, pp. 68 -91, 92 -110, 113 -159, 176 -178, 

185 -186) 

Budget level and Appropriation Resolution for the financial year 1979: Item 2.2.2 of the 

Agenda (Resolutions ЕB61.R21 and WHА31.8; Official Records Nos. 236 and 245; Documents А31/54 

and A31/60) 

Mrs BRUGGEMANN (Secretary) explained that the Committee had before it the following 

documentation: the Board's budgetary and financial review of the revised programme budget for 

1979 (Chapter III of its report); the report of Committee B to Committee A, recommending the 

amount of available casual and other income to be used to finance the 1979 budget and 

recommending an increase of US$ 610 000 in the proposed effective working budget to maintain 

the status quo regarding the translation and publication of the verbatim records of the Health 
Assembly and the summary records of its main committees and of the Executive Board; and the 
third report of the Committee of the Executive Board to Consider Certain Financial Matters 
prior to the Health Assembly, which dealt with the developments reported by the Director - 
General as affecting the proposed supplementary budget for 1978 and the proposals for 

additional requirements for 1979. A revised draft Appropriation Resolution incorporating the 
recommendations of Committee B had also been prepared. It read: 

The Thirty -first World Health Assembly, 

RESOLVES to appropriate for the financial year 1979 an amount of US$ 208 248 400 as 

follows: 

A. 

Appropriation 
Section 

Purpose of Appropriation 
Amount 

US $ 

1. Policy organs 4 226 300 

2. General management, coordination and 

development 15 069 000 

3. Development of comprehensive health services 25 764 100 

4. Health manpower development 23 659 800 

5. Disease prevention and control 41 946 000 

6. Promotion of environmental health 9 689 800 

7. Health information and literature 18 210 700 

8. General service and support programmes 24 997 400 

9. Support to regional programmes 19 166 900 

Effective working budget 182 730 000 

10. Transfer to Tax Equalization Fund 21 235 800 

11. Undistributed reserve 4 282 600 

Total 208 248 400 
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B. Amounts not exceeding the appropriations voted under paragraph A shall be available 
for the payment of obligations incurred during the period 1 January to 31 December 1979 
in accordance with the provisions of the Financial Regulations. Notwithstanding the 
provisions of the present paragraph, the Director -General shall limit the obligations to 

be incurred during the financial year 1979 to sections 1 -10. 

C. Notwithstanding the provisions of Financial Regulation 4.5, the Director -General is 

authorized to make transfers between those appropriation sections that constitute the 
effective working budget up to an amount not exceeding 10% of the amount appropriated 
for the section from which the transfer is made, this percentage being established in 

respect of Section 2 exclusive of the provision made for the Director -General's and 
Regional Directors' Development Programmes (US$ 3 242 000). The Director -General is 

also authorized to apply amounts not exceeding the provision for the Director -General's 

and Regional Directors' Development Programmes to those sections of the effective working 
budget under which the programme expenditure will be incurred. Any other transfers 
required shall be made in accordance with the provisions of Financial Regulation 4.5. 

All transfers between sections shall be reported to the Executive Board at its next 

session. 

D. The appropriations voted under paragraph A shall be financed by assessments on 

Members after deduction of the following: 

- reimbursement of programme support costs by the United Nations 
Development Programme in the estimated amount of 

- casual income in the amount of 

US$ 2 600 000 

US$ 610 000 

Total US$ 3 210 000 

thus resulting in assessments on Members of US$ 205 038 400. In establishing the 
amounts of contributions to be paid by individual Members, their assessments shall be 
reduced further by the amount standing to their credit in the Tax Equalization Fund, 
except that the credits of those Members that require staff members of WHO to pay 
taxes on their WHO emoluments shall be reduced by the estimated amounts of such tax 
reimbursements to be made by the Organization. 

The Committee would also be considering a minor amendment proposed by the Federal 
Republic of Germany and the United Kingdom to the revised draft Appropriation Resolution. 
It followed the lines of the one already made in resolution WHA31.8, amending the Appropriation 
Resolution for 1978. Under this amendment, the last two sentences of section C would read: 

"All such transfers shall be reported in the Financial Report for the financial year 
1979. Any other transfers required shall be made and reported in accordance with the 
provisions of Financial Regulation 4.5." 

Dr VIOLAKI- PARASKEVA (representative of the Executive Board) said that, in January 1978, 

the Board's review of the revised programme budget proposals for 1979 had taken place within 
the context of a drastic and continuing decline in the value of the US dollar in relation to 

the Swiss franc. As explained in the Board's report (Official Records No. 245, paragraphs 
117 to 127), the Director -General had found it necessary to submit additional requirements 
for 1979 in order to meet the cost of adjusting the budgetary rate of exchange between the 
US dollar and the Swiss franc. The rate of exchange for 1977, 1978 and 1979 used in the 

programme budget document presented in 1977 (Official Records No. 236) had been 2.65 Swiss francs 

per US dollar. However, in December 1977 the accounting rate of exchange, which was based 

on prevailing market rates, had dropped to 2.17 Swiss francs per US dollar. After taking 
into account certain savings and economies, described in the report, the Director- General had 
proposed additional requirements for 1979 totalling US$ 6 600 000, which would permit an 
adjustment of the budgetary rate of exchange in that year to 2.17 Swiss francs per US dollar. 

Thus the total revised effective working budget proposed by the Director -General at the 

time of the Executive Board session in January 1978 had amounted to $ 182 120 000, an increase 
of $ 10 520 000, or 6.13%, over the 1978 budget as adjusted by the supplementary budget for 

that year. Of that increase, some four - fifths was due to cost increases. 
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The Executive Board had viewed with deep concern the ever- growing impact of currency 

fluctuations on the Organization's budget and had recognized that the very serious financial 

problems caused by the continued decline in the value of the US dollar in relation to the 

Swiss franc were clearly beyond the control of the Director -General. In an attempt to find 

a more fundamental and long -term solution to the problem, the Board had decided, as a first 

step, to request its Programme Committee to undertake a study of the matter as it affected 

WHO. (For the benefit of delegates new to the Health Assembly, she described the origins, 

membership and functions of the Programme Committee.) 

The decline in the value of the US dollar in relation to the Swiss franc had made it 
necessary for the Director -General to present certain other proposals (including a supple- 

mentary budget for 1978) to overcome, or at least reduce, the resulting impact upon the 
Organization's budget. In order to avoid additional assessments on Member States in 1978, 

it had become necessary to use practically all available casual income to finance the 

proposals. The Executive Board was in agreement with that approach. Thus no casual income 

could be reserved to help finance the 1979 budget. The Board had therefore decided to 

recommend to the Thirty -first World Health Assembly that it approve an effective working 
budget in the amount of $ 182 120 000. 

However, the report of Committee B to Committee A recommended, inter alia, that $ 610 000 
should be added to the proposed effective working budget for 1979 to cover the cost of 

maintaining the status quo regarding use of languages in the records of the Health Assembly 
and the Executive Board. Thus the effective working budget finally proposed for 1979 was 
US$ 182 730 000, an increase of 6.48% over 1978. The draft Appropriation Resolution proposed 
by the Board in paragraph 138 of its report had been revised accordingly and was before the 

Committee. 

Dr BUTERA (Chairman of the Executive Board and Chairman of the Board's Committee to 

Consider Certain Financial Matters prior to the Health Assembly) reported that on 8 May 1978 
that Committee had considered the Director -General's report on developments in the relation- 
ship of the US dollar to the Swiss franc. It noted that the Director -General was considering 
various stringent financial measures designed to cope with the financial problems that would 
arise in 1978 and 1979 if the average accounting rates of exchange between those currencies 
should remain significantly below the levels of 2.12 Swiss francs per US dollar in 1978 and 
2.08 Swiss francs per US dollar in 1979. The Director -General had in mind various economies 
in operation at headquarters and the use of certain resources which might be available outside 
the regular budget. The Committee also noted that, depending upon the gravity of the 
financial problems that the Organization might be facing, the Director -General did not exclude 
the possibility of having to consider some programme reductions both at headquarters and in 
the regions. 

The DIRECTOR - GENERAL said that the Health Assembly's consideration of the budget level was 
again taking place in an atmosphere of financial uncertainty due to the US dollar/Swiss franc 

exchange situation which had been discussed at nearly every Health Assembly since 1971. That 

being so, he wished merely to stress that total regular budget losses resulting from the 
decline in the value of the dollar in terms of Swiss francs since that date had reached the 

staggering sum of US$ 70 million. Of that amount, some $ 28 million had been covered by 
additional assessments on Member States; about $ 15 million through supplementary budgets 
financed from casual income; and $ 16.5 million by operational economies, such as delaying or 
freezing recruitment for vacant posts and reducing expenditure on common services, supplies, 
consultants, temporary advisers, and travel. The balance of about $ 10.5 million had been 
met by the utilization of funds earmarked for other purposes. 

In the past, some delegates had felt that he should have been less optimistic when it 
came to setting the budgetary rates of exchange between the dollar and the Swiss franc - and 

they would therefore, by implication, have supported even larger budget increases to cover any 
related shortfalls. Others took the opposite view and would have welcomed smaller budget 
increases for that purpose. All in all, he considered that the figures he had just quoted 
indicated that a fairly reasonable balance had been struck between the two points of view. 
Unless instructed otherwise by the Health Assembly, he proposed to continue that general line 
of approach, namely to make every possible effort to alleviate the additional financial burden 
on Member States as a result of currency fluctuations. 
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Accordingly he had not proposed any further increase in the additional requirements for 

the 1979 regular budget, even though the effective working budget level that he had proposed, 
and which the Board had recommended, was based on a rate of exchange of 2.17 Swiss francs per 
US dollar, whereas the current month's accounting rate was 1.93 Swiss francs. Even if the 
latter rate held for 1979, stringent measures would have to be taken, primarily at headquarters, 
before it was possible to mobilize the savings of about $ 6 500 000 necessary to offset the 
budgetary losses. The Health Assembly's approval of the possibility of using up to 

$ 2 000 000 of casual income to reduce the adverse effects of currency instability on the 
programme budget would certainly help; but it would be no easy task to find approximately 
another $ 5 000 000, particularly in a period when the headquarters establishment was being 
drastically reduced. The necessary effort would be made, aid it was hoped to be able to 
cope with a difficult situation. However, should the prevailing financial headwinds develop 
into a storm, he would have no alternative but to appeal to the Executive Board and the Health 
Assembly in 1979 if a rescue operation was required. So far as was possible in the uncer- 
tainties of the current situation - and at the risk of being charged once more with 
over -optimism - he felt reasonably confident that matters would not come to that. In the 

meantime he hoped that the Health Assembly would give sympathetic consideration to his 

proposal for an effective working budget level of $ 182 730 000 for 1979. 

Professor SANKARAN (India) noted that the 1979 programme, which was originally to have • cost some US$ 175 000 000 (Official Records No. 236), was now to cost $ 182 730 000 - most of 
the increase being due to the decline in value of the dollar in relation to the Swiss franc. 
Yet the growth in real terms could not be allowed to remain as low as the 1.12% envisaged for 
1979, as compared with 1978, if progress was to be made towards the objective of health for 
all. The Director -General's assistance should be sought to bring about a more effective 
increase. 

His delegation appreciated the Organization's efforts as a "pace- setter" within the 
United Nations system in bringing about a more significant reorientation towards technical 
cooperation in its budget, despite cost increases, shifting currency parities, and other 
adverse factors. He was sure that WHO would continue to strive towards its aim of devoting 
60% of its budget to technical cooperation by 1981. 

Since the Committee's exhaustive documentation had been examined by the Executive Board, 
he would merely draw attention to section 7 (Conclusion) of the working paper on allocation of 
resources among regions, originally submitted to the fifty -fifth session of the Executive 
Board and reproduced in Official Records No. 245 (pages 48 -55). The number of people to be 
served should be an important consideration among all those taken into account in such alloca- 
tions. He urged the Health Assembly to keep the matter under review, adding that a rational 
formula (based on per capita income, health status as reflected by the availability of 
physicians, average life expectancy, and population) had been in use in the South -East Asia 
Region for the past two years. His delegation would welcome a similar approach at the global • level. 

Dr REID (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) said that his delegation 
could recall no occasion in the past when the proposed effective working budget had been 
increased twice between the presentation of the Director- General's original proposals and the 
voting of the proposed Appropriation Resolution. The proposals for 1979 had been increased, 
first by US$ 6.6 million to cover the fall in the value of the dollar and more recently by a 
further $ 610 000 to maintain the status quo in the use of languages in the records of the 
Health Assembly and the Executive Board. 

His delegation had therefore studied the justificiation for the overall budget increase, 
deriving considerable assistance from the Board's budgetary and financial review contained in 
Chapter IIIof its report, and the comparative analysis of cost increases and statement of cost 
factors used annexed to the Director -General's revised proposals for 1979 (Official Records 
No. 245, pages 169 -174). It had come reluctantly to the conclusion that the budget level 
proposed was indeed justified. The US dollar /Swiss franc exchange rate at 2.17 appeared 
somewhat optimistic, and it might prove necessary to use the $ 2 000 000 casual income just 
authorized for the purpose to cover a shortfall caused by a decline in that rate to 
2.08 Swiss francs. If the dollar were to decline still further in 1979, any additional 
shortfall should be covered from administrative savings, as also any cost increase beyond 
those allowed for. 
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After the inroads made on casual income by the financing of the supplementary budget for 
1978, and the use of $ 610 000 for the maintenance of the status quo in the use of languages 
in the records of the Health Assembly and the Executive Board, the balance of about $ 1 000 000 
should, he considered, be held in reserve for the 1980 -1981 biennium. 

He understood that there would nevertheless be an increase in technical cooperation of 
just over 1% in 1979. Since the whole of that increase should be allocated to the regions, 
the increase in real terms, in some regions, might be as much as 5 %, enabling them to expand 
vital programmes and ensuring continued progress on the lines laid down in resolution WHA29.48. 
His delegation would be able to vote in favour of the budget level because it accepted the 
programme policy and was confident that the budget would be administered with rigorous 
attention to economy. 

As regards the proposed Appropriation Resolution, his delegation, together with that of 
the Federal Republic of Germany, proposed that the Director -General should no longer report 
all the transfers made under his own authority to the following session of the Executive 
Board but should merely include them in the Financial Report. That would streamline adminis- 

tration and save the Executive Board's time without any loss of information to members of 

the Board and delegates to the Health Assembly. It would also make for greater clarity in 
the comparison between appropriations and expenditures. The necessary amendment to the last 
two sentences of section C of the Appropriation Resolution was before the meeting. 

Professor VON MANGER- KOENIG (Federal Republic of Germany) pointed out that the problem of • 
currency fluctuations had become more acute since the original budget proposals were made, but 
it was not new. When, in 1971, the system of fixed exchange rates had been replaced by 
floating rates, it was clear that currency fluctuations would have a direct influence on the 
budgets of international organizations, which were expressed as a rule in dollars even though 
expenditures were incurred in several other currencies. The phenomenon, which affected 
several other agencies as well as WHO - and especially those in Geneva - was beyond the 
influence and responsibility of the secretariats and Member States of the organizations 
concerned. It belonged to the world financial scene, which had its own autonomy and could 
not be influenced by specific measures. 

Several studies had been carried out in 1974 and 1975, by the Administrative Committee on 
Coordination (ACC) and a working group of the United Nations General Assembly in particular. 
Although the outcome of the studies had been very poor, one of the ACC conclusions was worth 
repeating. It was that, since no single measure could alleviate the difficulties encountered, 
the main objective would continue to be: on the one hand, to protect the programmes and 

budgets of the organizations of the United Nations system, to the extent possible, from the 

effects of currency fluctuations; and, on the other, to avoid, as far as possible supplementary 
budget estimates and corresponding assessments on Member States. He agreed with the Director - 
General that in WHO that compromise had been achieved reasonably well and he hoped that efforts 
would continue along those lines. Having been convinced by the Director -General that, for 

the time being, further economies were not possible, his delegation could support the budget 

increase of US$ 6 600 000 which, together with the authority to use up to $ 2 000 000 of casual 

income, would permit the adoption of the more realistic exchange rate of 2.08 Swiss francs to 

the dollar. He agreed with the delegate of the United Kingdom that any further decline in 

the average accounting rate for 1979 should, within reasonable limits, be covered by savings 

within the budget for the year. 
His delegation regarded the overall budget increase of 6.48% as reasonable and a return 

to the more normal level of about 5% after the extraordinarily high increase of about 9% in 
1978, which it had had difficulty in accepting. As usual it was mainly due to cost increases 
and, in that connexion, his delegation was grateful to the Director -General for the explanations 
contained in Official Records No. 245, on pages 169 to 174. As far as the increase in real 

terms was concerned, 1.08% for 1979 seemed, at first sight, very modest. But coming after 

the relatively high real increase of Э.11% in 1978, it gave an increase for the biennium that 

was only just acceptable. 

Regarding the amount of his country's contribution, he pointed out that 1979 would be the 

second consecutive year of increase, brought about in 1978 by the triennial revision of the 

scale of assessments (an increase of 21.6 %) and in 1979 by the 6.48% increase in the budget, 

that entailed, in the absence of casual income, a general increase of 11.6% in contributions 

and an increase of 13.6% for his country owing to a further slight increase in its rate of 

contribution. Nevertheless, his Government was willing to contribute its increased share in 

order to enable WHO to carry out the programmes approved. 
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Mr MORK (Norway) said that his delegation had carefully studied the relevant documents 

along with the other Nordic delegations. After hearing the comments of the representative of 

the Executive Board and the Director -General, and considering the many urgent problems 

particularly in the developing countries all the Nordic delegations would have welcomed a 

greater increase in the effective working budget, which was very low by comparison with the 

budgets of health institutions in many of the industrialized countries. However, in view of 

the financial difficulties currently facing the Organization and its Member countries, the 

proposed budget level was realistic. 

The Nordic countries had traditionally been of the opinion that the major part of the 

programme should be financed from the regular budget in order to minimize dependence on 

extrabudgetary resources. At the same time, it was realized that it would be necessary for 

the Director -General to do his utmost to mobilize voluntary contributions in order to avoid 

programme cuts and allow for expansion in priority programme areas. 

Expressing the appreciation of the Nordic delegations for the Director -General's efforts 

in dealing with currency fluctuations and their confidence that those efforts would continue, 

as also his efforts to maximize the impact of the very limited amounts that the Health Assembly 

could appropriate for the Organization's work, the Nordic delegations supported the proposed 

budget level and would vote in favour of the revised draft Appropriation Resolution, amended 

as proposed by the delegations of the United Kingdom and the Federal Republic of Germany. 

Dr ORLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the review of the programme 

budget for the financial year 1979 was facilitated by the fact that the various sections had 

been considered the previous year. On the other hand, the Committee was now faced with the 
task of analysis, taking into account changes that seemed to have been included in at least 

three documents. Moreover, those changes were indicated only in relation to broad sections 

of the budget, and delegates had practically no specific data regarding the present position 

of specific programmes or projects. 

The Soviet delegation considered that the rate of growth of the budget impeded the 

Organization's work, preventing it from concentrating its efforts on the main trends. That 

was particularly important at the moment, when the whole of the Organization's work was being 

reoriented and considerable funds were becoming available to expand the technical cooperation 

programme. WHO's primary task was the stabilization of its regular budget, which would 
certainly not mean stagnation in its work. There was a rapid increase in the amount of 

voluntary contributions received, and doubtless more such funds would be used in future; 

stabilization of the regular budget could favour that trend. 

An analysis of the basic causes of the rapid growth of WHO's budget revealed that it 

resulted not only from efforts to expand activities but also from increasing inflation, con- 
tinuing high administrative expenses, and currency fluctuations in a number of countries. In 

that connexion, he would again recall recommendation 14 of the Ad Hoc Committee to Examine the 

Finances of the United Nations and the Specialized Agencies, to the effect that increases in 

costs in some sections of programmes should be offset by economies in other sections. The 

rapid growth of the budget, although it was to a considerable extent the result of inflationary 
trends, did not facilitate the payment by Members of their contributions, as was demonstrated 
by the fact that a large number of countries were constantly in arrears. Delegates talked 
repeatedly of the need for a more economic and effective use of funds, and the Secretariat 
always agreed on that. But no information had ever been presented to the Health Assembly 
regarding the steps that might be taken to use funds more effectively; nor had examples been 
given of unproductive expenditure that the Organization was trying to eliminate. Such infor- 
mation would revitalize the work of the Health Assembly and give delegates a feeling of greater 
participation in the Organization's work. 

It had frequently been suggested that WHO should use national currencies more extensively 
for financing its activities - a procedure that would certainly help to reduce the effect of 

currency instability. The suggestion had again been put forward by a number of delegates at 
the present Assembly. The Soviet delegation believed that the adoption of that procedure 
would not only facilitate financing, but would also help to promote cooperation between 

countries; there would be many difficulties, but they were not insuperable nor any worse than 
the health problems that the Organization was solving so successfully. 

The Soviet delegation urged the Assembly and the Secretariat to consider most seriously 
the question of stabilizing WHO's budget - an important factor in improving its work. 

In view of all those considerations, the Soviet delegation would abstain in the vote on 

the budget level for 1979. 
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Professor SPIES (German Democratic Republic) agreed with the delegate of the Federal 

Republic of Germany that economic forces were at work which the Organization could not 

influence. There was in fact no secret about them or the way they worked in producing the 

financial crises of the capitalist economies. 
He admired the Secretariat's skill in dealing with current problems. However he was 

concerned at the steady rise in the budget, which was not accompanied by any increase in 

effectiveness in the face of the rising demand for health from the world's population. 
Financial management was not the only answer: the Secretariat's efforts at evaluation and 

priority setting would contribute to the required increase in effectiveness. Coordination 

within the United Nations system would also work in the same direction. Perhaps WHO should 
coordinate centrally all financial and other resources outside the regular budget, to ensure 
that they were used according to the Organization's priorities, and particularly for the 

solution of the unsolved problems of the developing countries. It might be possible for the 

Organization, like UNDP, to use resources available in national currencies rather than make 
cuts in its programme as a measure of financial stringency. Something could also be achieved 
by more direct focusing of programmes on the targets to be achieved within a predetermined 
time schedule. 

The Organization's founders could not have known that the currencies of the capitalist 
countries were likely to fluctuate. It was now apparent that such fluctuation not only did 
not contribute to the Organization's goals but was profitable to certain interests, to the 
arms trade for instance. The fluctuations might, of course, turn on occasion to the advantage 
of WHO. His delegation would abstain from voting on the budget. 

Dr CUNNING (Australia) said that he realized that the problems facing the Organization 
were largely the result of currency fluctuations beyond its control, and congratulated the 
Director -General on the measures taken or proposed to reduce the adverse effects of such fluc- 
tuations on the budget. His delegation was, of course, concerned about the increase in the 
1979 budget and the fact that such increase was to be met by raising the assessments of Member 
States at a time when many of them were faced with economic problems of their own and were 
therefore reducing their expenditure at national level. 

However, in view of the fact that the Australian delegation had been very impressed over 
the years by the efficient management of both the programme and the budget of the Organization, 
and since it was confident the Director -General would do everything in his power to effect 
economies wherever possible, it would support the proposed working budget of $ 182 730 000 for 
1979 and vote in favour of the revised Appropriation Resolution. It would also support the 
amendment proposed by the delegates of the United Kingdom and the Federal Republic of Germany. 

Dr CABRAL (Mozambique) thought that Member States should accept the revised Appropriation 
Resolution. However, in view of the adverse effects of currency fluctuations on WHO's budget 
for 1978 and the likelihood that such fluctuations would continue in the coming years, the 
Swiss Government should be asked to make special currency exchange arrangements for some or all 
of the United Nations agencies, failing which WHO would be compelled to reduce its technical 
cooperation programmes and regional allocations. Moreover, the Director -General should 
continue to make all possible savings at headquarters, in accordance with resolution WHA29.48, 
since currency fluctuations particularly affected headquarters expenditure. His delegation 
would welcome a brief explanation from the Executive Board of the increase of approximately 
21.6% over 1978 Appropriation in section 8 (General service and support programmes), since 
such an increase appeared to be contrary to the spirit of Health Assembly resolutions. 

Professor SENAULT (France) said that the French delegation would support the revised 
Appropriation Resolution and vote in favour of the revised budget for the financial year 1978. 
It would also support the amendment to the Appropriation Resolution proposed by the Federal 
Republic of Germany and the United Kingdom. 

i 
Professor JAKOVLJEVIC (Yugoslavia) said his delegation fully agreed with the statement 

of the United Kingdom delegate supporting the Director -General's plans for economization, 
since those plans would make a real contribution to the implementation of resolution WHA29.48. 
The Yugoslav delegation would vote in favour of the revised Appropriation Resolution. 

Dr VALLADARES (Venezuela) said his delegation much appreciated the way in which the 
Director- General, the Secretariat and the Executive Board and its Chairman had presented the 

• 

• 
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various alternatives in respect of the budget. It wished to point out that the second increase 
in the budget - $ 610 000 to maintain the status quo in respect of verbatim and summary 
records - was not in fact an increase but merely the inclusion of an amount subtracted from the 
budget in the hope that. the Health Assembly would support that subtraction. It was interesting 
to note that if that $ 610 000 had remained in the original budget, the increase would have 
amounted to $ 9 910 000 rather than $ 10 520 000, i.e. the percentage increase would have been 
only 5.78% instead of 6 %. 

The Venezuelan delegation would vote in favour of the proposed budget. 

Dr Z. M. DLAMINI (Swaziland) noted that, as a result of currency fluctuations and other 
cost increases, approximately $ 70 000 000 had, as it were, gone down the drain in the seven 
years since 1971. However, although the increase in the budget was alarming, it was minimal 
compared with that of other international organizations. He appealed to Member States to pay 
their contributions early, so that the Organization could earn interest to put towards casual 
income; and to contribute in so far as they could afford to do so to the Voluntary Fund for 
Health Promotion, so as to ensure the carrying out of programmes that would otherwise be 
affected by cuts. The Executive Board should organize - possibly in collaboration with other 
United Nations agencies - a study of ways and means of minimizing cost increases due to 

currency fluctuations. The Swaziland delegation would support both the revised Appropriation 
Resolution and the amendment proposed by the Federal Republic of Germany and the United • Kingdom. 

Dr MOULAYE (Mauritania) said that his delegation approved of the proposed budget for 1979 

and would vote in favour of the revised Appropriation Resolution. However, it was seriously 

concerned about the financial situation facing the Organization as a result of currency 

fluctuations and shocked to learn that it had lost some $ 70 000 000 since 1971. In view of 

the fact that, two years ago, resolution WHA29.48 had requested the Director -General to make 

all possible savings, but that approximately $ 10 000 000 was lost every year, he hoped that the 

Assembly would instruct the Director -General to organize an in -depth study of that serious 
problem at the next World Health Assembly, so that means could be found of reducing the enormous 
annual deficit. 

Mr FERAA (Morocco) said that his delegation had carefully studied the summary records of 

the Board and the documents on the budget. With the increased emphasis on technical 

cooperation, the Organization's budget was increasing annually; however, the currency 

fluctuations, which were beyond the Organization's control, were reducing its efficiency. 
The Moroccan delegation welcomed the effective measures taken by the Director -General to reduce 
the negative impact of those fluctuations on WHO's programme, but was not in favour of raising 
contributions, since it would be difficult to persuade governments to approve increased 
appropriations. It therefore appealed for five -year financial projections to enable the 

Director -General to plan ahead, and for a review of the Organization's ongoing programmes to 

avoid overlap with other organizations and the resulting wastage of resources. The Moroccan 
delegation would vote in favour of the revised Appropriation Resolution. 

Dr de CAIRES (United States of America) endorsed the evaluation made by the United Kingdom 
delegate, sharing his concern and accepting his conclusions. The United States would therefore 
support the revised Appropriation Resolution and the amendment proposed by the Federal Republic 
of Germany and the United Kingdom. 

Professor ORHA (Romania) said that, since his delegation had always been convinced of the 

importance of the discussions on WHO's budget policy, it had always studied the information 
presented in the relevant documents with the utmost attention. 

At first glance, the annual increase in WHO's budget could be regarded as the normal 
result of the constant sound and rational development of the Organization's activities, foremost 
among which was the protection of health of the population of the developing countries. 
Convinced that it was both necessary and useful, Romania had always supported and would continue 
to support such development. However, it noted with anxiety that the ever larger increases in 
the Organization's budget were mainly due to continuing inflation. The Romanian delegation 
urged measures to reduce and rationalize in particular the administrative costs at headquarters 
and in the regional offices, the concentration of funds on the public health problems of 
developing countries, and the stabilization of WHO's regular budget. 
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Dr KLIVAROVÁ (Czechoslovakia) said that her delegation had repeatedly advocated stabiliza- 
tion of the budget. It understood the difficulties resulting from currency fluctuations and 
inflation, and supported both the measures to cut administrative costs proposed in the budget 
and the suggestions made by various delegations, including that of the USSR, that the national 
currencies of Member States be used. 

WHO's headquarters was in a country with a very high cost of living and that, together 
with currency fluctuations, had had an extremely adverse effect on its financial situation. 
Would it not be possible to persuade the Swiss Government to grant WHO certain privileges with 
regard to the dollar/Swiss franc exchange rate? Czechoslovakia had always fulfilled its 
financial obligations to the Organization, and would continue to do so, but it could not 
support the budget level for 1979 aid would therefore abstain in the vote on the Appropriation 
Resolution. 

Dr MUREMYANGANGO (Rwanda) realized that during the financial year 1977 the Director - 

General had had the difficult task of making savings, devoting a large part of the 

Organization's resources to technical cooperation programmes, and coping with the decline in 
the value of the United States dollar in relation to the Swiss franc. It was understandable 
that he proposed the use of casual income to finance the budget. On the strength of the 

assurances given by the Director -General and the Executive Board that cuts would be made in 

the event of increasing inflation in 1979, Rwanda was prepared to pay its contribution and 

invited other Member States to do likewise, so as to avoid any decrease in programmes to 

benefit developing countries. Since the Director -General had shown sound judgement in his 

management of the Organization, he deserved the support and cooperation of Member States. 
The Rwandan delegation would therefore support the revised Appropriation Resolution. 

Dr SMITH (Nigeria) said that his delegation was satisfied with the progress of technical 

cooperation between WHO and Member States. It would vote in favour of the budget proposed by 

the Director -General for the reasons outlined in the documents and because of the prompt and 

effective manner in which he was implementing resolution WHA29.48. However, it appealed to 

the Organization to find additional ways of minimizing the financial loss arising from 
currency fluctuations. 

Mr KANEDA (Japan) welcomed the Director -General's determination to make the best possible 

use of the Organization's limited resources and to effect savings wherever possible, 
particularly with a view to reducing the adverse effects of currency fluctuations. The 

Japanese delegation would vote in favour of the revised Appropriation Resolution. 

Dr MORKAS (Iraq) said that his delegation approved the proposed budget for 1979 and 
hoped that WHO would continue to assist and provide services to the developing countries. 

Professor CAYOLLA da MOTTA (Portugal) proposed that the debate be closed, since the 

Committee already knew what the results of the vote would be. 

Mrs BRÜGGEMANN (Secretary) read out Rule 63 of the Rules of Procedure, governing a motion 

for closure of debate. 

Decision: The motion for closure of debate was adopted by 110 votes to none, with 

2 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote (1) the textual amendment to section C of the revised 

Appropriation Resolution proposed by the delegations of the Federal Republic of Germany and 

the United Kingdom, and (2) the revised Appropriation Resolution itself. 

Decision: 

(1) The textual amendment to section C of the Appropriation Resolution was adopted. 

(2) The revised Appropriation Resolution was approved by 103 votes to none, with 7 

abstentions. 

The DIRECTOR- GENERAL expressed the hope that there would be no misgivings among delegates 

who had expected the Secretariat to answer their questions before they voted. Had the 
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Secretariat done so, and its replies not given satisfaction, an embarrassing situation might 

have resulted. On previous occasions, delegates had not taken kindly to the Secretariat's 

providing information after a motion for closure of the debate had been approved. Neverthe- 

less, he proposed to answer some of the main questions raised. 

The strategy for the implementation of resolution WHA29.48 would not be impeded by the 

problems facing WHO. In theory, further economies could be used to reinforce the application 

of the resolution, and he would in no way resort to slowing down its application. He had 

always appealed for the guidance of the Health Assembly with regard to the future growth of 

the budget, and would continue to do so. The allocation of resources among regions had been 

debated by the Executive Board for a second time, but the Board had not been able to give him 

further guidance apart from endorsing his pragmatic approach of taking into account levels of 

development, the needs of the newly emerging countries, and of those with specific difficulties. 

There were therefore certain difficulties in allocating resources among regions, including the 

allocation of the $ 42 million that would be released by the application of resolution WHA29.48 

over the next years. The Board had been kept fully informed on that point. Certain regions 

were at present studying resource allocation, including allocation among countries, and it was 

hoped that on the basis of the additional information gathered, the Board could again look 

into the whole question of resource allocation among regions and give him guidance on this 

matter. 

The problem of the value of the dollar in relation to the Swiss franc would be brought to 

the attention of the Programme Committee of the Executive Board in November 1978, when such 

matters as the basket of currencies and the possibility of arriving at a political agreement 

with the host government in regard to a certain stability of exchange rates would be discussed 

in the light of the information that the Secretariat would have collected by that time. 

With regard to the appeals made to the Director -General for further economies, he said 

that he had scraped the barrel in 1978 and would do so again the following year. 

Mr FURTH (Assistant Director- General), replying to the specific question raised by the 

delegate of Mozambique, drew attention to page 179 of Official Records No. 245, which gave a 

comparison of the revised budget for 1978 and that proposed for 1979, showing the increases 

with percentages by appropriation section. The increase for 1979 over 1978 under 
Appropriation Section 8 (General service and support programmes) was only 0.76 %, which was 
somewhat smaller than the increases in certain other sections - e.g., disease prevention and 

control or health manpower development. The real question was why such a substantial 

proportion - nearly $ 3 million - of the additional requirements for 1979, i.e., $ 6.6 million, 

was needed for Section 8. The answer was that Section 8 was the only one in the programme 
budget that covered activities entirely carried out at headquarters. Consequently it was the 

section most affected by the rise of the Swiss franc in relation to the dollar. 

Dr FERNANDES (Angola), explaining his vote, said that, despite the support that it had 

given to the resolution, his delegation was still concerned at the adverse effects of the 

monetary situation on the programme budget. 

Dr VIOLAKI- PARASKEVA (representative of the Executive Board) said that the critical 

comments made by the various delegates had been very constructive. The Director -General was 

to be commended on cutting the Organization's cake in an equitable and conservative manner. 

The CHAIRMAN said that item 2.2 remained open for discussion, and the Secretariat would be 

distributing a draft resolution to Committee A for its consideration. 

2. TENTATIVE BUDGETARY PROJECTIONS FOR THE BIENNIUM 1980 -1981: Item 2.3 of the Agenda 
(Resolution EB61.R18 and Official Records No. 244, Annex 5) 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the draft resolution contained in resolution EB61.R18 and 

pointed out that the tentative budgetary projections provided an indicative trend and were 

not intended to commit or to limit the level of the regular budget eventually to be recommended 

by the Executive Board aid approved by the Health Assembly. 
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Introducing the item, Dr VIOLAKI- PARASKEVA (representative of the Executive Board) said 

that the Board, at its sixty -first session, had reviewed the tentative budgetary projections 

for the biennium 1980 -1981, based on the reports of the Director -General and of the Board's 

Programme Committee. The fact that those budgetary projections had been considered by the 

Board and were now before Committee A of the Health Assembly was particularly important, for 

it marked the first time in WHO's history that the policy organs of the Organization had been 

involved in planning the programme budget level at such an early stage. Complex financial 

issues would influence the determination of the regular budget level for 1980 -1981, and it was 

only fitting that the Board and Health Assembly should be made aware of the issues involved 

and should take part in determining the future growth of the WHO programme budget. 

The Board had advised the Director -General with regard to the appropriate level of the 

regular budget for 1980 -1981 and the factors to be taken into account in planning the future 

growth of the regular budget. In reviewing recent trends, the Board had noted that WHO had 

one of the lowest budgetary growth rates in the United Nations system, and that most of the 

growth in recent WHO budgets had been due to cost increases rather than to programme growth in 

real terms. A leading cause of such cost increases had been the continuing decline in the 

value of the US dollar in relation to the Swiss franc. 

The Board considered that the relationship between the growth of the WHO budget and 

various economic factors in Member States, such as increases in the gross national product or 

in consumer prices, should be taken into account, but that there was no fixed mathematical 

relationship between such factors and the desirable rate of growth of the WHO budget. The 

most important issue was whether that budget was sufficient to enable WHO to carry out its 

constitutional role and its programme of work. The Board felt that, for 1980 -1981, a real 

growth rate of 2% per annum, or 47. for the biennium, appeared to be a reasonable rate of 

growth for the WHO regular budget. It had therefore adopted resolution EB61.R18, which 

contained a draft resolution for adoption by the Health Assembly. 

Professor SULIANTI SAROSO (Indonesia) said that, since countries' needs were very great, 
an increase of 2% would not be sufficient. However, in view of the average increases in 

per capita gross national product shown on page 71 of Official Records No. 244, it would not 
be sound to have a larger increase. Since the projected budget would be insufficient, it 

would be necessary to apply to resource allocation for the various programmes the same criteria 

as countries had been advised to apply in their country health programming. She drew attention 

to the resolution adopted by the Regional Committee for South -East Asia, to the effect that 

the allocation of resources should take into account real needs, not merely historical factors. 

Dr ORLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that, for reasons given by his 

delegation during the discussion of item 2.2.2, he was unable to support the draft resolution. 

Mr ARMENTO (Italy) said that, when the draft resolution contained in EB61.R18 was put to 

the vote, his delegation would abstain. 
His country had instituted a strict policy of austerity which had enabled the inflation 

rate to be practically halved since 1976. In 1978, the national budget provided for an 
increase of 10% in monetary terms, which corresponded to a reduction in real terms. In the 

light of the views expressed by various international organizations, especially the monetary 
organizations, and in view of the report of the United Nations Administrative Committee on 

Coordination dated 14 July 1977, which indicated the amounts budgeted for the activities of 
the United Nations and its specialized agencies, he believed that the programme of WHO should 
reflect the appeals for economies made by various Member States, including his own country. 

It should be possible to save on the costs of administration, especially staff, so as to allow 
a greater utilization of the resources thus economized for Member States, particularly the 
developing countries. Until concrete proof of the harmonization of health programmes in 
that respect was forthcoming, his delegation would feel obliged to take a negative attitude. 

Mr WIRTH (Federal Republic of Germany) said that most national budgetary planning 
processes included, in addition to the yearly budget, mid -term budgetary projections to show 

governments the financial framework for carrying out programmes in the coming years. The 

introduction of that principle in WHO's planning process was a great step forward, since it 
intensified the dialogue between the Secretariat and Member States. The Member States that 
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financed the regular budget of WHO would have some guidance in budgeting for their contri- 
butions, and would have the assurance that budgetary increases in WHO would remain within 
reasonable limits. The Director -General would be in a position to plan more carefully and 
realistically the activities decided by the Health Assembly and to set priorities within the 
limited budget level. 

As regards the tentative growth rate proposed for 1980 -1981, it might be argued - as the 

delegate of Indonesia had said - that a real budgetary increase of up to 2% per annum was 
insufficient to carry out the policy required by WHO's Constitution and the Health Assembly. 
On the other hand, increased costs needed to be added to the proposed real increase. Thus the 

total increase in the contributions of Member States, most of which had economic and budgetary 
constraints, would be considerably higher. Furthermore, WHO's reorientation towards technical 
cooperation, which his country fully supported, would substantially increase the resources 
to meet the Organization's aim of "Health for all by the year 2000 ". 

The proposed resolution, provided it was applied flexibly, was an acceptable compromise 
for his delegation. 

Professor HALTER (Belgium) said that WHO was the United Nations specialized agency with 
the healthiest and most realistic financial management. He himself had defended, at previous 
Health Assemblies, the considerable increases in WHO's budget because his Government had had 
the necessary funds at its disposal. However, Belgium - like so many other countries - was 
facing a grave economic crisis and drastic economies were envisaged in order to balance the 

national budget. For the first time since he had been attending the Health Assembly, he found 
himself obliged to ask the Director -General to make every effort to achieve zero growth of the 
budget in real terms. Though he had not disputed the budget proposals already voted, he 

could not support the resolution proposing a 2% increase for 1980 -1981. That did not mean 
that his country had lost interest in the activities of WHO: even though the contribution of 
Belgium to the Organization's regular budget was being carefully examined in the political 
circles of his country, every effort would be made to continue mobilizing voluntary funds for 
specific projects. 

While the Belgian delegation could not support the draft resolution proposing a 2% 
increase, it was ready to associate itself with any other draft resolution that attempted 
to inflect the budgetary growth curve in real terms and achieve zero growth. 

Professor SENAULT (France) said that, although the real growth of programmes was difficult 
to calculate - bordering in fact on science fiction - his delegation was prepared to support 
the draft resolution. However, it considered the increase of 2% in real terms as a maximum. 

Dr CABRAL (Mozambique) said that the Director -General's report on the subject (Official 
Records No. 244, page 61) represented an improvement in financial and administrative 
programming and would facilitate the reorientation of WHO's activities towards increased 
social relevance, in line with resolutions WHA29.48 and WHA30.30. In that report, it was 
necessary to make a clear distinction between a real increase in the regular programme budget 
and the cost increases resulting largely from inflation and currency fluctuations. Recent 
trends in the level of the regular budget were a cause for concern in that cost increases 
accounted for the largest part of the total budget increase, rather than a real increase 
leading to expanded technical cooperation and to new activities. Such a real increase in the 
budget needed to be guaranteed in future, so as to ensure the expansion necessary to fulfil 
the fundamental goals already defined. Though it was desirable that WHO's budget should keep 
pace with the increasing economic achievements of Member States, the proposed 2% real increase 
was a minimum below which no significant change in the health status of the world could be 
achieved. The allocation of resources in accordance with the needs of the various regions 
and countries was the only way of achieving justice in matters of health. The allocation of 
increases in the total available resources should follow the same criteria. 

His delegation fully appreciated the fact that that was the first time the deliberative 
organs of WHO were participating in the process of budget programming at such an early stage. 
He supported the draft resolution contained in EB61.R18. 

Dr REID (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) said that the projected 
increase in real terms had been discussed by Committee A in 1977. The Executive Board 
had subsequently studied the trend of increases in the past, and the factors that might 
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determine them in the future. The data given in Annex 5 to Official Records No. 244 were 

very helpful in that respect. Though there could be no perfect measure for the real increase 

that should be approved, he believed that the Board had reached a sound compromise: the 

recommended increase of 2% per annum, or 4% for the biennium, would allow WHO to carry out its 

most important programmes at a cost in contributions that his own country, as a Member State, 

could afford, and would permit continuing emphasis on regional developments in technical 

cooperation, which would be at a substantially higher rate of growth. His delegation welcomed 
that approach and therefore supported the draft resolution. 

Dr SANКARAN (India) said that the system of biennial budgeting enabled Member States to 

know the allocations to various sectors of health care well ahead of time and to plan 

accordingly - as India had already done with the help of the Regional Director. The needs 

of the South -East Asia Region had been taken into consideration, and it was hoped that the 

projected increase of 24.27% in the Region's allocation - the highest increase among all the 

regions - would be maintained. His Government therefore supported the draft resolution 
in Eв61.R18. 

Dr CUMMING (Australia) said that his delegation, like others, had appreciated the value 
of early consultation with the Secretariat. The proposed increase of up to 2% was a 

realistic compromise taking into account the undoubted health needs but also the economic 

problems of Member States. It was not necessary to have constant budgetary growth in order 

to increase technical cooperation programmes. The Director -General had already demonstrated 

that by the way in which he had implemented resolution WHA29.48 and had, within the same 

budgetary framework, liberated a large sum for use in technical cooperation. He therefore 

supported the draft resolution. 

Mr VAN NOUHUYS (Netherlands) said that attempts were being made, within the United 

Nations system, to develop better tools for budgeting. WHO was in the forefront in that 

respect. Member States also were trying to develop better ways of weighing plans and 

programmes against financial resources. One of the most promising developments in the United 

Nations and the specialized agencies was a coherent system of medium -term planning, which might 

well turn out to be the missing link between the long -term objectives of the United Nations 

system and biennial programme budgets. In WHO, the tools had been developed but, regardless 

of the mechanisms, it would always be a question of weighing possibilities and instituting a 

dialogue. Many countries were facing difficult financial and economic situations and the 

maximum should be achieved with the minimum means. Financial considerations, however, were 

not paramount. Judging by the Director -General's statements at the Health Assembly and 

Executive Board, it was clear that WHO was aware of the possibilities. The Secretariat had 

shown that it could put itself on the side of Member States and so understand their 

difficulties. It would be only logical and just if the Member States tried to put themselves 

in the Director -General's place, see his plans and visions, and look with him at the impact 

and content of his programmes. 

Since the Executive Board and its Programme Committee had been involved in the process of 

programme planning at a much earlier stage, the draft resolution proposed by the Board had 

perhaps been taken on the basis of a less - than -perfect dialogue. While recognizing that fact, 

his delegation believed that the proposed increase in real terms of 2% per annum for the 

period 1980 -1981 was reasonable, especially if it could be implemented flexibly. Unlike 

other delegations, who had been concerned chiefly with operative paragraph 1 of the draft 

resolution and the justification or otherwise of the percentage figure included in it, he 

believed that operative paragraph 2 should provide the main guidance. He therefore supported 

the principle contained in that paragraph. In so far as it had been worked out for the 

biennium 1980 -1981, he could also support the first paragraph, in combination with the second. 

Professor SPIES (German Democratic Republic) said that several of the participants in 

the Programme Committee of the Executive Board had considered an increase of 2% to be 

acceptable, whereas others had thought it should be a maximum. During the discussions in 

Committee A, others again had said that 2% was insufficient. It was difficult to reconcile 

those views. The delegate of the Netherlands had suggested a way out of the dilemma, with 

which he largely agreed. He himself had suggested at previous discussions that one way of 

solving the problem of financial management was to concentrate on programmes with 
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well -defined targets for which funds were available and time - limits had been set. That approact 

was in line with operative paragraph 2 of the draft resolution. WHO needed to 

look into the future if it was to steer the ship effectively. He proposed that the order 

of the two operative paragraphs should be inverted, since the second was the more important. 
Alternatively, the present paragraph 1 might be omitted altogether or only mention that 

financial budgeting should be, at any phase of development, the object of close dialogue 
between the Secretariat and the Organization as a whole. He was not prepared to support 
the draft resolution as it stood. 

The CHAIRMAN asked Professor SPIES to submit his proposal for amendment of the resolution 
in writing. 

Professor DOGRAMACI (Turkey) said that his country wás undergoing fast development and 
facing economic difficulties. He appreciated WHO's role in cooperating with countries to 

achieve the goal set for the year 2000, and that funds were needed for that purpose. He 
therefore supported the proposal for a 2% annual increase in real terms. The two operative 
paragraphs complemented each other and their sequence was of little importance. The Turkish 
delegation therefore supported the draft resolution. 

Dr MORK (Norway) said that in view of the statement in the second preambular paragraph • of resolution EB61.R18 that the tentative projections did not commit or limit the level of 
the regular budget eventually to be approved by the Health Assembly, that Assembly was 
invited only to give guidance on the level of the 1980 -1981 regular budget which would be 
discussed by the Thirty- second Health Assembly. He agreed with the statement made by the 
United Kingdom delegation. In 1979, when the Health Assembly had the Director- General's 
proposals before it, the budget would have to be considered against the background of the 

Organization's economic situation and its programmes as well as the economic situation in 

Member States. The five Nordic countries - Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Norway and Sweden - 

would vote for the draft resolution contained in EB61.R1.8. 

The DIRECTOR- GENERAL, replying to the point made by the delegate of Italy, said that 

there was obviously no area in WHO that could not do with some improvement, but he appealed 
to the delegate of Italy to consider the efforts made by WHO to play a progressive role in 
coordinating all the inputs into health. Consultation with UNICEF, UNDP, UNFPA, WFP, the 

World Bank, and the regional banks would reveal a remarkable degree of dialogue between those 
agencies. WHO had been accused of being too aggressive in trying to harmonize those inputs 
with the ones decided by the Health Assembly. There might be some overlaps between ILO and 
WHO for example as regards the health of workers, or between FAO and WHO as regards nutritional 
policies - but efforts were being made to minimize such overlaps, which were marginal compared 
with the coordination that was going on. When the same degree of success could be achieved 
with bilateral cooperation, WHO's Member States would be infinitely better off. He there- 
fore committed the Organization to continue its aggressive coordinating functions. 

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the Committee vote on the draft resolution as contained in 
resolution EB61.R18, since no formal amendment had been submitted. 

Decision: The draft resolution was approved by 89 votes to 5, with 4 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN announced that he had to return to his country. He therefore took leave 
of the Committee and thanked its members for their cooperation. 

The meeting rose at 17h40 


