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1. ''REGULATIONS FOR EXPERT ADVISORY PANELS AND COMMITTEES: Item 23 of
the ; 4 .genda: . CONVENTION ON PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES OF THE.

SPECIALIZED AGENCIES;

AJ ENDMENTS . TO ANNEX VII CONCERNING ASSOCIATE MEMBERS AND PERSONS
SERVING ON EXPERT ADVISORY PANELS: Item 24 of the Agenda:- THIRD
REPORT OF. THE WORKING PARTY ON LEGAL MATTERS (Document A3 /AFL /20)

M. GEERAERTS (Belgium), Rapporteur of the Working Party on Legal Matters,

presenting the report, said that the working party had been of the opinion that

only the privileges mentioned in paragraphs (b) and (e) of paragraph (2) of

Annex VII of the Convention should be extended to members of expert advisory

panels. It had been felt that the provisions of Article V and section 25

paragraphs 1 and 2 (I) should be extended to the representatives of Associate

Members since the Organization alreadyha&one Associate Member and hoped to

have others. On the other hand it had been deemed preferable to leave open the

question of extension of privileges to members of expert advisory panels from

territories which were not Associate Members until .consideration became a

practical necessity.

With regard to the regulations for expert advisory panels and committees,

the working party felt that certain phrases in the regulations were redundant

and others might give rise to misinterpretation. It. therefore recommended

their provisional adoption pending further study of the question. The working

party also considered that the,ExecAive Board should be asked to study the

regulations and submit a revised text to the Fourth`Health Assembly.

He drew attention to an error in the French text of paragraph 2(ü) which

included paragraph (d) among the provisions to be extended to members of

expert advisory panels, The English text.reading. "paragraphs (b)' and (e)

above shall be accorded ,.." was correct. Paragraph (d) concerned the
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inviolability of documents and the working party had thought that its extension

to such persons might cause difficulties at the frontiers and give rise to abuses,

The CHAIRPQAN on behalf of the committee thanked the working party for its

excellent report. He drew attention to the draft resolution on page 2 document

A3 /AFL /20 which concerned item 24 of the agenda.

Mr. LINDSAY (United Kingdom) said that while his delegation was in full

agreement+ with the substance of the resolution it felt it might be advisable

that territories not responsible for the conduct of their international relations

should understand why it was decided not to extend privileges and immunities to

their representatives at the present time. He therefore suggested replacing the

words "at this time" at the end of paragraph 5 by "until these representatives

participate as such in meetings of regional committees ".

The CHAIRMAN enquired whether the Chairman and Rapporteur could accept the

amendment on behalf of the working party.

Mr. LINDSAY (United Kingdom) confirmed the assumption of Mr. CALDERNOOD

(United States of America) that the amendment was merely intended to make the

wording more specific and would not imply that privileges would automatically

be extended without further amendment of Annex VII to those territories when the

condition was met.

In reply to -a question by Mr. TALJAARD (Union of South Africa), Mr.

GUTTERIDGE, Secretariat said that to the knowledge of the Director- General the
.

question had never been specifically discussed by the United Nations.
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Mr. TALJAARD (Union of South Africa) said that that' being so he assumed

that the working party had considered the desirability of submitting the

question to the United tTations.in the first place.

Mr. HILL (Australia) hesiated to accept the amendment and as a member of

the working party would have preferred that it should receive further con-

sideration. He felt that it might be taken to imply that representatives of

those territories would obtain privileges and immunities automatically when the

condition imposed was fulfilled. He suggested adding to the proposed amendment

"when the matter will receive further consideration by the World Health Assembly".

+''ith regard to the second point raised by the delegate for South Africa he

the problem did directly United in the same

as W40.

ir. TALJ ^. ^RD (Union of South Africa) stressed that in his opinion the

question, which was a new one should be discussed in the first place in a

general mariner by the United Nations. His delegation would be obliged tr

reserve its position since legislation in the Union of South Africa did not

provide for such privileges.

Mr. LINDSAY (United Kingdom) withdrew his suggestion because the discussion

appeared to be developing along much wider lines than he had intended.

Mr. COTE (Canada) stated that when the Convention on the Privileges and

Immunities ^f the Specialized Agencies was discussed in the United Nations his

Government had not been in favour of extending privileges to members of expert

committees. He would therefore feel obliged to abstain from voting on the
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question of their extension to members of consultative groups.

Decision: A vote was taken by show of hands and it was agreed by
16 votes to nil, with 12 abstentions, to submit the resolution sn
page 2 document A3 /AFL /20 to the Assembly for adoption.

The CHAIRMAN called for . comments on the proposed addition to the

resolution concerning regulations for expert advisory panels and committees

given on page 5 document A3 /AFL /20 which concerned item 23 of the agenda.

Decision: In the absence of comment, the proposed addition to
the resolution was accepted.

2. SITUATION : °ITH REGARD TO TH' OFFICE INTERNATIONAL D'HYGIENE PUBLIQUE:
Item 25 of the Agenda (Official Records No. 13, page 325; No. 14, 30,

No. 17, page 20, Item 8.7; No. 21, 50 HÁ2.83; No. 24, page 79 and
Documents A3/46 and Add.1 and Add.1 Rev.1)

M. ZARB, Secretariat, explained that document A3/46 had been prepared before

the last session of the Office which had taken place a few days before the

beginning of the Third Health Assembly. The Permanent Committee of the Office

had adopted a'very important resolution. Although the Office was not dissolved

de jure, it'had been dissolved de facto and the assets transferred to WHO. WHO

would now have to take up the tasks hitherto carried out under the Rome Agreement

of 1907. Those tasks came within the framework of 'á ]HO as defined in the

Constitution.

Document A3/46 Add.1 Rev.1 was identical with A3/46 Add.1 except fox a

slight difference in page 7, paragraph 5, which had been approved by the.

representative of the Office.

Mr. C:LDEMOD (United States of America) drew attention to the fact that

the English text of the resolution adopted by the Permanent Committee of the

Office as given in document L3/46 ,dd.1 Rev.1 did not correspond with the text
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he had had in hand at the time of the Permanent Committee meting. Since the

French text was the authoritative one he suggested that the Secretariat should

revise the .English text to correspond therewith. It was a question of drafting

not of substance.

M. Z.RB, Secretariat, explained that both the French and English texts

given in 13/46 Add.1 were those which had been h^.nded to the Secretariat by the

representative of the Office himself. The Secretariat had however noticed the

omission in thè English text and had added a sentence, to which attention was

drawn in the footnotes to page 2 document A3/46 Add.1 Rev, 1. He added that

the matter did not seem to be of major importance since the Health Assembly's

decision would be taken on the resolution submitted by the Director -General,

At the request of Mr. C ;LDEFFOOD (United States of America), the

CHAIR7IN asked the Secretariat to obtain confirmation from the representative

of the Office that the text reproduced was that of the resolution as adopted.

Decision: In the absence of further comment it was agreed to
recommend the resolution on page 5 document A3/46 Add.1 Rev.l
to the Assemnly for approval.

3. FOURTH WORLD HEALTH ASSEMBLY: Item 19 of the Agenda (Official Records
No. 25, page 3, Item 1.8.4 and Document A3/34)

Dr. GEAR, representative of the Executive Board,., informed the committee

that the question of the place of meeting of the Fourth Health Assembly had been

considered by the Board which desired to draw the attention of the l.ssembly to

such questions as cost and the provision of services of the Secretariat.

The CHP.IRMAN reminded the committee that the question before the meeting
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was not where the Fourth Health Assembly was to be held but the difference in

expenditure according to the part of the world in which it was. held.

Mr. LINDSAY (United Kingdom) said that he could spews without bias, as

he had been very well received. by the members of the United States Public

Health Department and would have been glad to revisit Washington. In his

opinion, however, the Organization could not afford to hold a session in that

city. He drew attention to the following recomiendations of the.Third Session

of the United Nations General Assembly which had been considered by the

Committee On Administration and Finance at the First World Health Assembly:

"The Advisory Committee would urge consideration of policies
which would make it possible to hold the major conferences at
the seat of the Secretariat

"The Committee further believes that the dislocation of the
work of the Secretariat and the administrative difficulties
inherent in these practices result in considerable indirect
cost ".

Although the amount of additional cash expenditure involved in holding

a meeting in ' ashington as shown in document A3/34 was considerable, he felt

that the interruption to the work of the Secretariat ?.wring not less than

three weeks, exclusive of journey time, was a still more serious matter.

Moreover, there were difficulties in providing the necessary documentation

when a session was held away from Headquarters.

Dr. BJORNSSON (Norway) and Mr. D :VIN (New Zeùand) agreed with the

remarks of the United Kingdom delegate.
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Mr. HILL (Australia) while agreeing with the remarks of the United Kingdom

delegate, expressed appreciation for the United States offer that the next Assembly

shculd be held in L:ashingtcn

Mr. T4.LJ -RD (Union cf South Africa) said his delegation would like to be

associated with the appreciation expressed to the United States '-f America for the

honour it had done to the Organizati n. The South African delegation felt, however,

that the Organization could not at that time aff rd tc hold a session away from

headquarters The budget did not provide for the expenditure involved. He drew

the attention cf the committee to Official Records Nc 26, page 27, paragraphs 140

and 141, which indicated the effects from the point of view of staff and cost of

holding a session away from Headquarters

Dr. TOGBA (Liberia) recalled that it had been decided at. the First Health

Assembly that the sessions should be held every year in a different part cf the

world and it had accordingly been decided to hold the Second Health Assembly in

Rome. During the Rome session the United States had invited the Organization to

hold the Fourth Assembly in 1ashington and he was under the impression that that

had been generally accepted He felt that account should have been teen of the

fact in the budget estimates for 1951 and wondered if an adjustment could nct be

made. He did not see how the decision made in 1948 that the eissombiy should be

held every other year in a different country was to be set aside

Mr. SIEGEL, Secretary, referred the committee to Article 14 of the Ccnstitutiei

providing that the Health Assembly at each annual session should select the country

or region in which the next annual session should be held. He explained that at

the time the budget for 1951 was prepared the Secretariat could not know the region

that would be chosen by the Assembly for the Fourth Health Assembly. OfficiaJ..
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Records No. 23 made it clear that it would be necessary to submit a supplementary

estimate after the Assembly had made its decision, if another place than Head-

quarters was chosen. Document A/34 giving comparative estimates of the cost cf

holding the Fourth Health Assembly in Geneva and in Washington had been prepared

because the Executive Board, at its fifth session, had requested the Director-

General to do so. The difference in cost amounted to approximately '164,000 for

the Assembly itself; presuming that the Executive Board would also meet in

ti.ashington the difference wculd be an additional '''48,000.

!1 further element in the matter was contained in document A3 /Prog /17 con-

cerning the convening of a special committee to consider international sanitary

regulations. It was proposed to hold a meeting of that special committee four

weeks before the opening of the Fourth Health Assembly and the table of estimated

cost on page 4 cf that document showed that the additional cost of holding the

meeting in Washington would be approximately $54,000.

He suggested that the committee would wish to keep in mind the fact that there

were definite advantages in making the work of .6H0 known in other parts of the

world and that that could be achieved to a very large extent by holding sessions of

the Health Assembly in different regions He added that there would also be

advantages in holding the annual Health Assembly from time tc time in soft

currency countries.

Mr CALDER1OOD (United States cf America) said that while the United States

still maintained its invitation, his delegation understood the difficulties cf

holding a session away from headquarters Should the Third Health Assembly decide

not to accept the present invitation, his Government hoped that at some future

time an Assembly could be held in the United States.
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Dr... SOLS (razil) statéd that if there were n fundamental reasons fer

choos.:ng Geneva, the Brazilian .delegation- 'would be in faveur f holding the sessi^n

in the. United States.. 

Mr. COTE, (Canada) stated that the,Çanadiar government held the view that

unless there were significant reasons to the ccntráry;weetings should be h3ld °at

headqui-.!.rters. He suggested that in view of the d .Mculty of 'finding sufficient

funds for the construction of the new headquarters building$1 it :would: be mere

reasonable to spend the extra cost of holding a meeting in `- .a:shingtcn for' that

purpose.

The CHAI RMAN'pr" posed à 'rés lütióncri the fcllcwing lines:

The Third orld Health Assembly

Having considered the pr, vi signs y,f Article .14 .. f the-Constitution with
regard to the selection of the cóúñtry 'rr region in which the next annual
session shall be held; and

Considering the invitation extended .by. the Uniteâ.Statee..7f .lmerica
inviting.; the--Assembly-to Rol the next s ssión'in that country; and

fter considering -the' .dusts 'involved ` ii 'holding the Assembly away from
Headquarters, and particularly in view of the :limitation on ,the. funds-3
available from the: regular budget for 1951;

DECIDES. that the' Fourth' World 'Health Assembly be held at Headquarters;
and

EXPRESSES its genuine appreciation to the United States cf America for
its offer and expresses the further hope that at:some.futúre time '.it` will be
possibleto hold an annual session' in the United States of America.
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He suggested that the Rapporteur should draft the exact wording of the

resolution.

Mr. LI LS:-.Y (United Kingdom) supported the proposal but suggested that the

Rapporteur should include a reference to the dislocation of the work of the

Secretariat which he felt was almost as important as the question of finance.

M. Ga RAERTS (Belgium) asked that the summary record of the meeting contain

the mention that although the committee felt obliged in view of the financial

situation to take that decision, it deeply regretted being unable to accept the

invitation of the United States which had allays been a very active member of WHO

and contributed to an outstanding extent in the work of the Organization.

Decision: It was agreed that the resolution proposed by the Chairman
should be submitted to the Health assembly for adoption.

4. REPORT OF The, WORKING FkRTY OI THL UPI= FUND

Ir. COTE (Canada), Chairman of the Working Party on the Working Capital Fund,

having stated that the report was still undergoing revision, it was agreed to

postpone the item until later.

M. FO3SEL (France) felt that sincere thanks should be expressed to the

Chairman of the working party who had spent many hours during the previous three

days guiding the discussions of the group and had spent a part of the night

drafting the report. He wished on behalf of the members of the working party to

thank Mr. Côté for his hospitality during the evening meetings.
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5. li,ST.:.BLISFTDT?T OF RELATIONS WITH OTIiR bRCANIZI:.TIOP':S: UNITED NATIONS,

SPECIALIZED AGEI+CIES AND NON-GOV.ai;iiEP;TAiL - INCLUDING IN:'.:RNLTIOIiAL, PL:TIOP?AL

1NL itSGIONAL - ORGI,NIZATIONS. Item 27 of the .genda (Document .'.3/73)

The CHLIRhL.N drew attention to the draft resolution on page 4, document .0/73.

Decision: In the absence of comments, it was decided to recommend to the

Health Assembly the adoption of the resolution.

6. PROGRAjE AND BUDGET FOR 1951: Item 18 of the Agenda (Official Records

No. 23, No. 26, pages 11 -18; documents A3/74, '3/48, A3 /Prod; /19 and :',dd..l,

L3 /.:.FL /3 )

Introducing discussion of the budget, the SLnLT_RY suggested that the

committee should first consider the budget as a whole, taking note of the work

done in reviewing the estimates by the Standing Committee on ..dministration and

Finance, and then take Part I, followed by Part III, and after that such portions

of Part II as came within its province.

The CEU IR,IN asked for comments upon Part I of the budget, concerning

Organizational Meetings.

The SECRETARY reminded the committee that there might be an additional item

in that Part if the Health Assembly adopted the recommendation of the Committee on

Programme that there should be a special committee to deal with sanitary regu-

lations, sitting four weeks before the next Health Assembly. The cost would be

approximately x21,000.

Dr. BRADY (Ireland) proposed that the total figures for Parts I and III

should be adopted provisionally only, since decisions in the Committee on

Programme might affect them.
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ivir.HILL (Lustralia) suggested that the Executive Board should be asked to

consider sending two. representatives for the next Health Assembly, instead of three.

Dr. GEAR, representing the Executive Board, told the committee informally

that the three representatives of the Executive Board proposed to include in their

report to that Board a suggestion that it should send only two representatives to

the next Assembly.

The SECRET ,R:r explained that the estimates before the committee did not

include the cost of attendance by representatives of the Executive Board, since

they had been prepared before the relevant decision had been taken. Normally the

cost was approximately ,400 per representative.

In reply to a question by Mr. HILL (Australia), the SECRETARY explained that

the estimates did not include the cost of reimbursing representatives attending

regional committees, except for the first meeting. The policy was to pay costs

for the first meeting only.

Dr. TOGBL (Liberia) asked whether it was necessary for the Executive Board to

send representatives to the l'.ssembly at all; members of the Secretariat attended

all the Board meetings and should be able to inform the Lssembly on any doubtful

points.

Dr. GEAR, representing the Executive Board, explained that the decision had

been taken by the Executive Board at its fifth session to send personal representa-

tives to the Health Assembly. It was aware that it had considerable responsibil-

ities to the supreme body of 71130 and that the formal statements of its work in the
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reports did not always provide the detailed explanation which the Health Assembly

might require of the reasons for particular decisions. The Board had not thought

it suitable for the Secretariat to be called upon to explain its decisions,

particularly since the Secretariat view had not always coincided with the Board's

decision. He recalled that there had been some confusion in the Second World

Health : Issembly between the Director -General's presentation of the budget estimates

and the Executive Board's comments on them. The experiment of personal representa-

tion had therefore been decided upon by the Executive Board in the hope of avoiding

such confusion.

Dr. TOGBL (Liberia) recognized that the representative of the Executive Board

in the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters had interpreted the

views of the Board remarkably well. Nevertheless, he thought that one representa-

tive, or at most two, would be able to inform the Health Assembly adequately.

Another economy might be effected in connexion with attendance by regional

officers. There seemed no necessity for them to come in person, since the

Director -General could inform the Health Assembly of any matters concerning

regional offices and could report to the regional officers on any decisions

concerning them. The expenses involved in travelling would become more serious

as more regional offices were established.

The SECRET BY said that very careful consideration had been given to the

question. The Director -General had considered that it was important for the

directors of regional offices to have first -hand knowledge of all policy decisions
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during the early stages of the Organization's development. In time, when basic

policy and certain parts of the programme became more stabilized, personal

attendance by the directors of regional offices might well become unnecessary.

Meanwhile, it was very valuable for the directors to be able to take back to

their staffs a personal account of what had taken place in the Health ,..ssembly.

Mr. LINDSAY (United Kingdom) agreed that it might be valuable for directors

of regional offices to attend meetings of the Health Assembly when they were

first appointed. After that, they should be able to obtain all the necessary

information from reports and letters. The cost of such representation should

be reckoned not only in terms of cash but also in terms of the loss of time

spent in the regions.

Mr. HILL (Australia) said that the Committee on i.dministrátion, Finance and

Legal Matters had seldom seen one of the regional directors attending its meetings.

In any case, while it was perhaps useful for such officers to have an overall

picture of the work of the Organization, their immediate interest was the work in

their own region. It was difficult to understand that they could not obtain the

necessary information from written reports, and he considered the cost of their

attendance to outweigh the value to the Organization.

Dr. TOG': (Liberia) pointed out that each of the regional directors, and

even their deputies, had been with the Organization from the start and were

familiar with its work. ' He hoped that the Director -General would soon be able
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to dispense with the necessity of having them present during the Health Assembly.

The SECRETARY said that members of the Committee on .administration, Finance

and Legal Matters had not seen so much of the directors as the Committee on

Programme,.since the policies established in the latter were of greater interest

to their work.

It was also relevant for the committee to know that the Director -General

held an annual meeting of the directors of regional offices, together with the

senior officials in the Secretariat, immediately after the Health Assembly.

Such a meeting would, in any case, be considered necessary, so the travel expenses

for attending the Health Assembly might be considered as non -existent.

Dr. TOGBA (Liberia) regretted that such an arrangement entailed the absence

of the directors from their posts for some thirty days, in addition to any leave

that the directors might take.

Dr. BJORNSSON (Norway) suggested that the cost of the discussion on the

attendance of regional officers might equal the saving which it was hoped might be

made on that item. He therefore proposed the closure of the debate on Part I

of the estimates.

Mr. HILL (4ustralia), opposing the motion on closure, said he hoped that the

committee would be allowed to make a detailed examination of other items in'Part I

of the estimates. In view of the time necessary for detailed consideration of

the whole budget, it might see) desirable for the next Health Assembly to set up

a working party for the purpose as soon as the budget ceiling had been agreed upon.
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Mr. LINDSAY (United Kingdom) agreed that there were other items in Part I

which should be discussed.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the motion for closure of the debate on Part I

of the budget estimates.

Decision: The motion for closure was-not adopted.

Dr. To_,ba Vice- Chairman) took the chair.

Mr. BRADY (Ireland) supported the suggestion that a recommendation should be

made for the next Health Assembly to establish a working party on the budget

estimates at an early stage.

As certain decisions affecting the budget had been taken by the Committee on

Programme, and in particular the question of which items were to be deleted in

view of the additional expenditure of 000,000 already decided upon by that

committee, he proposed that a request should be sent for details of the items

affected.

The SECRETARY, replying to a question by Mr. COTE (Canada), said that the

travelling and per diem expenses for 3 regional directors and the officer in

charge at Copenhagen to attend the Health Assembly amounted to about $9,000.

Mr. COTE (Canada) proposed that the figure should be reduced by from $2,000 to

$5,000 for the 1951 estimates.

The SECRETARY said that the figure he had quoted provided for the regional

officer and one assistant to attend the Health Assembly. The Director- General

had since decided that the assistant was unnecessary, and therefore the cut. pro-

posed by the representative of Canada could be accepted.
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Mr. COTE (Canada) said that his intention in proposing the cut had been to

emphasize first,that the cost appeared to be too high, and secondly, that the

expenditure should be reduced so as to enable regiónal directors to attend only

the last part of the Health Assembly - when most of the decisions were taken - and

the Director -General's annual meeting.

The SECRETARY explained that the saving so ensured could be calculated by

multiplying the per diem allowance by the number of days of the Assembly for which

regional directors would not be present. The saving of one week's per diem did

not seem to balance the loss in value by the directors attending only half of the

Assembly.

Dr. GONZALES (Venezuela) asked for the breakdown of the figure of 010,.340

under the heading of expenditure for the Regional Committee for the Americas.

The SECRETARY having given the breakdown, Dr. GONZALES commented on the item

of 0,740 for "Travel of Staff to Place of Meeting ". He had recently observed

three representatives of WHO attending meetings of the Executive Committee of the

Pan -American Sanitary Bureau, which were not of direct importance to WHO. He asked

whether it was necessary for such expenditure to be entailed.

The SECRETARY explained that one of the meetings of that body held in.

Washington had been attended by two LEO representatives normally stationed in New

York and by one official of WHO normally stationed in Geneva, who had been in New

York and V shington in connexion with the normal affairs of the Organization and to

attend a meeting of the Social Commission of the Economic and Social Council in

New York. Further, the three WHO representatives referred to were not at the

meetings at the same time.



A3 /AFL /Min /17

page 19

Mr. CALDERWOOD (United States of America) urged members of the committee not

to discuss the budget in too great detail, as time was short, and supported the

Australian proposal regarding the establishment of a working party on finance at

an early stage of the following Health Assembly.

Mr. HILL (Australia) suggested that the representatives of Ireland and the

United Stalks and himself should together prepare a resolution on that point for

submission at the following meeting of the committee.

The SECRETARY emphasized that the responsibility for the lack of time in dis-

cussing the bùdget could not be placed on the Secretariat, which had done its

utmost to urge the committee to begin consideration of the estimates as soon as

possible.

Mr. HILL (Australia), Mr. BRADY (Ireland) and Mr. CALDERWOOD (United States

of America) each declared there was no implied criticism of the Secretariat in

that respect.

M. GEERAERTS (Belgium) thought the best procedure would be for the next

Health Assembly to establish three committees, a Committee on Programme, a Committee

on Administration and Legal Matters, and a Financial Committee. This would enable

delegations to send an expert in the particular subject to each of the main

committees.

Dr. GEAR, representing the Executive Board, recalled that it had been found

impossible, at the Second Health Assembly, to maintain a quorum in three main

committees simultaneously. For that reason the present practice had been recom-

mended. He reminded the committee that the Executive Boardts Standing Committee

on Administration and Finance had examined the 1951 budget estimates in detail,
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and that its report was contained in Official Records No, 26, pages 11 -18.

The CHAIRMAN asked whether the committee wished to recommend that there should

be only two main committees for the next Health Assembly, but that a working party

on the budget should be established in the same way as the working parties on legal

matters and on the working capital fund.

Dr. van den BERG (Netherlands) strongly supported the proposal of the Belgian

representative that there should be three main committees for the next Health

Assembly. The problem of the quorum could be dealt with by reducing the quorum or

ignoring it.

M. GEERAERTS (Belgium) formally proposed that there should be three main

committees for the following Health Assembly. He did not agree that a working

party on finance would solve the problem, since small delegations would be unable

to send representatives to them as well as to the main committees, and would

therefore be ignorant of much of the background to the decisions taken in the main

committees.. In the interest of having financial experts to discuss finance and

legal administrative experts to deal with the matters which they were particularly

qualified to understand, he hoped that the committee would recognize that the

experiment of having two main committees had not been a success and would recommend

returning to the previous practice.

The SECRETARY suggested that it was premature to judge the agenda of the

Fourth World Health Assembly. That was one of the duties assigned to the Executive

Board, and on the basis of its consideration it would propose what main committees

should be established. The committee should bear in mind the financial implication

of a decision to have three main committees, involving not only additional expen-

diture for delegations but extra cost to the Organization for servicing three
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simultaneous meetings.

Mr. DAVIN (New Zealand) proposed that the commit,tee should take note of the

suggestion made by the representatives of Australia, the United States and Ireland

for a working party on the budget to be established early in the following Health

Assembly, and should recommend it for consideration b./ the Executive Board.

M. FOESSEL (France) proposed that the Director -General should be requested to

include in the budget estimates for 1952 the actual expenditure for 1950, so that

a clear comparison could be made both by the Executive Bilard and by the Committee

on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters. Under the present practice the

latter had to embark on a new undertaking, which involved considerable time.

Mr. LINDSAY (United Kingdom) supported the proposal by the representative of

New Zealand that the suggestion for a third main committee should be referred to

the Executive Board for consideration in the light of the experience of the Third

World Health Assembly. He proposed further that the committee should note the

proposal made by the representative of Australia and the observations of the

delegate of France as well as the proposal that the expenses in bringing regional

directors to attend the Health Assembly might be reduced. All those suggestions

might be referred to the Executive Board for consideration so that they could

report to the next Health Assembly. Finally, the committee might decide to send

a request to the Committee on Programme for information as to the cuts necessary

to provide the extra ;.500,000 for expenditure on the programme approved by that

committee.

Mr. CALDERWOOD (United States of America) reminded the committee that it had
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been decided to set up a special committee to start work four weeks. before the

following Health Assembly, so that there were already plans for three committees.

He proposed that the discussion should be closed and the whole question referred

to the Executive Board with a request that they should take into consideration, in

establishing the procedure for the Fourth "load Health Aepaib3y, the suggestions made

during the discussion.

M. GEERAERTS (Belgium) withdrew his formal proposal in order that all the

representatives who had put forward suggestions could meet together to prepare a

joint text for submission at the next meeting of the committee.

The meeting rose at 7.5 p.m.


