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J o REFORT ON REVISION OF ТНл, S'L.FF RULES -o CONFIRMED BY THE EXECUTIVE BO.iRD 

(Sï,.FF REGULATION 12,2)г Item 7>30 of the agenda (Official Records No. 52, 

Resolution EB13.R67 and .annex 22; Document A7/-aFL/31) (continued) 

Mr. de VILLEGAS (Spain) said that, in view of the explanations the Director-

General and the Secretary had given at the previous meeting regarding the equal 

importance of all languages within the Organization, which was in accord with the 

spirit in which the delegation of Spain regarded the question, he was ready to 

accept the suggestion of the delegation of Brazil and withdraw his proposal. 

The CHAIRMAN noted that there was accordingly no call for further discussion 

of the item» 

2 . LOCAL COSTS IN RESPECT OF INTERK^TIONxi PROJECT PERSONNEL: Item 7.27 of the 

é gendas 

UNDER THE REGJJIuiR BUD GET î Item 7*27.1 of the agenda (Official Records No. 52, 

Resolution uB13«R44 and Annex 13)î 

UNDER ТНь TECHNICAL ASSISTiNCE PROtítrikME; Item 7 .27 .2 of the Agenda 

(Official Records No., 43, Resolution ¥HA6.51j Official Records No. 52, 

Resolution EB13eR44 and -rnnex 13; Document. A7/P&B/2) (continued) 

The CÍLIRIvjAN directed attention to the amendment submitted by the delegation 

of the United States of .jnerica to the draft resolution recommended by the Executive 

Lorrd (in resolution EB13-.R44) concerning local costs in respect of international 

project personnel under the regular budget. The proposal of the delegation of the 

United States of America : 
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The Seventh World Health Assembly, 

Having considered the recommendation of the 'Executive Board concerning local 

costs in respect of international project personnel under the regular budget, 

Recognizing the difficulties of Member States in meeting the local costs as 

now required by the WHO, 

Noting that little benefit would be derived in 1955 by recipient countries 

i f the present requirements of the "WHO with regard to the payment of local costs 

of international project personnel under the Regular Programme were abandoned, 

Recognizing that the procedures adopted by the Technical Assistance 

Committee of the Economic and Social Council with regard to payment of local costs 

under the Expanded Programme of Technical .assistance were designed to provide 

considerable relief to recipient countries, 

Recognizing the desirability of uniform practices with respect to the payment 

of local costs being followed by United Nations and the specialized agencies, 

DECIDES 

(1) that the Director-General should, with respect to projects under the 

regular programme, make provision for the payment of 50 per cent, of the 

local costs of international personnel engaged in projects started in 1955; 

(2) that budgetary provisions therefore should be provided by deferring the 

starting of implementation of new projects in 1955 as may be necessary to ensure 

the availability in 1955 of funds to enable the Organization to pay these 

costs -, 

(3) that the Director-General be authorized to continue to give effect to the 

waivers provided for in Ща5 • 59 ; 

(4) that the Director-General bring this resolution to the attention of the 

Technical Assistance Committee of the Economic and Social Council and request that 

the TAC give further consideration to the means whereby the burden of recipient 

countries under present requirements of the T^C for payment of local costs can 

be lessened; 
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(5) that the Executive Board give further study to the question of local 

costs, including the financial implications of applying the procedures now in 

• effect in the expanded programme of Technical Assistance to the regular 

programme of TOO in 1956, and submit a report to the Eighth World Health 

Assembly. 

Mr. CALDERWOOD (United States of .america) apologized fcr the form in which the 

proposal of his delegation had been submitted. As all were aware, it had had to be. 

hurriedly prepared and accordingly might need drafting slight changes. 

The reference to local costs in operative paragraph (1) of the proposal meant 

local costs in accordance with the practice now being followed under the United 

Nations Expanded Programme of Technical Assistance, i . e . , 50 per cent, of subsistence 

costs, with local transportation continuing to be paid by recipient countries. 

Sir ¿..rcot MUDi-LLxK (India) said the discussion seemed to be a repetition of a 

debate that had taken place in the Health Assembly two years ago. If he remembered 

rightly, it had been on the initiative of the delegation of the Hashemite Kingdom of 

the Jordan that the proposal contained in the Executive Beard's draft resolution had 

first been mooted. -at that time, the delegate of Jordan had made it clear that many 

Member countries were unable to bear the heavy burden entailed by the local costs of 

international personnel, with the result that they were more or less precluded from 

accepting Technical Assistance. Many other Member States had endorsed that position. 

It was for that reason that the Executive Board had felt it worth while, in the 

interests of those countries, to recommend that the Organization pay subsistence 

allowances and travel per diem for such experts, although recognizing that such a 

measure would necessarily entail a reduction in the total number of projects to be 
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carried out. That position had not changed and the delegation of India accordingly 

strongly supported the executive Board's recommendations. He regretted it was not 

therefore able to accept the compromise resolution put forward by the delegation of 

the United States of ¿jnerica. 

Finally, he hoped the Director-General would be able again to bring the matter 

before the Technical Assistance Board with a view to making it realize the need for 

reviev^ing its existing practice. 

Dr. 3ALEH (Iran) believed the Executive Board had valid reasons for putting forward 

its recommendation that governments receiving technical assistahce should no longer 

be required to provide subsistence allowances and travel per diem of experts assigned 

to field projects. For its part, the delegation of Iran was unable to accept on 

psychological and financial grounds the amendment to that recommendation proposed by 

the delegation of the United States of .-America. 

From the psychological standpoint, the Organization should either assume full 

responsibility for the provision of expert personnel or should not undertake any part 

of i t . It was inappropriate to ask governments to pay half the local costs of such 

experts. Governments already had to make substantial budgetary provision for the 

implementation of any project under the Technical assistance Programme and, rather 

than accept such an obligation, would undoubtedly prefer to undertake the whole cost 

of providing the necessary experts, who would then be under their immediate control. 

In support of that position, he cited the case of a large hospital project undertaken 

at the instance of an outstanding international organization in his own country where 

Iran had had to provide some two million dollars for a new building. The organization 
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in question had then offered to make available a few nurses but his Government had 

declined the offer, preferring itself to undertake the small additional commitment. 

The delegation of Iran would therefore support the Executive Board's 

recommendation in the matter. 

Dr. SEGURA (argentina) said the delegation of Argentina objected to any 

modification of the draft resolution submitted by the Executive Board. He fully 

endorsed what the two speakers immediately preceding him had said. Any services 

provided by the Organization should be complete and governments should not have to 

meet the cost of part of them. Furthermore, if the proposal of the United States of 

America were adopted, the resulting administrative burden would be so great because 

of the accounting procedures involved, that governments would undoubtedly pr efer not 

to take advantage of tiHO's assistance. If any useful v/ork was to be accomplished, 

therefore, under the Technical Assistance Programme, the Executive Board's resolution 

must be implemented as it stood. 

Mr. fLJlDY (Canada) recalled the four main reasons cited at the morning meeting 

by the head of the delegation of Canada to show why the draft resolution suggested 

by the Executive Board was not advisable. He found that the compromise proposal of 

the United States delegation did not meet any of those points and accordingly the 

delegation of Canada would have to vote against it unless the United States delegation 

was prepared to consider the following amendments: 

(1) The insertion of an additional sentence in the preamble reaffirming 

the importance of the principle of self-help; 
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(2) deletion of operative paragraphs (1) and (2 ) ; and 

(3) the substitution of the words "strongly urges" for the word "request" in 

paragraph (4 ) . 

Operative paragraph (3) made provision for waivers to be continued, in accordance 

with resolution foH»5.59« A number of countries had argued that they could not accept 

technical assistance unless relieved of certain local costs. The Technical 

Assistance Committee had already provided for such a contingency, as would be seen 

from лппех 12 to the Executive Board's .Report on its thirteenth session (Official 

Records No. 52, page 111) , and at least five or six countries were already benefiting 

from such waivers. For all those reasons, his delegation felt very strongly that 

it would be most inadvisable at the present time for toHO to take a decision in the 

sense recommended by the Executive Board, which would be, moreover, a unilateral 

decision. 

.embassador HURTADO (Cuba) moved the closure of the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN noted that, according to the Rules of Procedure, two speakers 

might speak against the motion before it was put to the vote. 

Mr. CÂLDERWÛOD (United States of America) said he would like to have an 

opportunity to answer the points raised by the delegate of Canada before the discussion 

was closed. 

Decision: The motion for closure of the debate was rejected by 21 votes to 

18, with 12 abstentions. 
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Mr. CALDERYiOOD (United States of <шеrica) agreed to accept the first and third 

amendments proposed by the delegate of Canada, but could not agree to the deletion of 

operative paragraphs (1) and (2) from his draft resolution, 

Mr. SIEGEL (assistant Director-Gen eral, administration and Finance), Secretary, 

assumed that the resolution proposed by the delegate of the United States would be 

amended in the senee explainèd by him when introducing i t . If his own understanding 

was correct, the intention of the proposal was to adopt for the regular programme 

the practice now in effect under the Technical Assistance Programme, whereby recipient 

governments paid in a lump sum half the cost of the subsistence allowance of internat-

ional experts. That procedure, which had been opposed by WHO in the Technical 

.assistance Board would, if adopted, impose an administrative burden on the Organization 

for which present arrangements were not adequate. 

Mr, HiiRDY (Canada) said that, as his delegation's second amendment to thé draft 

resolution had not been accepted by the delegation of the United States and had 

Evceiv«>d no support in the Committee, he would like to withdraw i t . 

The CHAIRMAN said the original proposal before the Committee was the draft 

resolution recommended by the Executive Board (Official Records No, 52, page 19) . 

The Secretary had suggested at the previous meeting that, in the preamble to the draft 

resolution, the second and third paragraphs in the preamble to the Executive Board 

resolution on the subject (EB13.R44) should be inserted, 

л vote was taken on the amended United States amendment to the Executive Board 

draft resolution, which was rejected by 28 votes to 15, with 9 abstentions. ' 
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л vote was then taken on the resolution proposed by the Executive Board, with the 

addition of the second and third paragraphs of the preamble of resolution EB13.R44. 

Decision: The draft resolution proposed by the Executive Board was 

adopted by 35 votes to 4, with 12 abstentions. 

3 , CONSUMPTION OF AMENDMENTS TO THE RUL¿S OF PROCEDURE OF THü HEALTH ASSEMBLY: 

Item 7.7 of the Agenda (Official Records No. 52, resolution EB13.R57, 

Documents А7/л£1/2, A7/*FL/38 ) 

Mr. CALDERVvOOD (United States of America), Rapporteur of the Legal Sub-Committee, 

presented the Fourth Report of the Legal Sub-Committee (document A7/^FL/38) on the 

revision of the Rules of Procedure of the Health Assembly proposed by the Executive 

Board. He said that the rules referred to in the second paragraph of the report were 

as numbered in the Handbook of Basic Documents (sixth edition) and not as numbered in 

the Executive Boardts document containing the proposed revision of the rules 

(document A7/AFL/2). 

There being no objections, the CHAIRMAN declared the resolution proposed in 

the Fourth Report of the Legal Sub-Committee adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the Committee had now completed its agenda with the 

exception of approval of its last report to the Health Assembly, which would comprise 

the resolutions adopted on the items considered at that day's meetings. The normal 

procedure would be to reproduce those resolutions in a separate document which would be 

approved by the Committee befor'e 'submission to the Health assembly but, since that 

would necessitate the holding of another meeting of the Committee and since the 
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resolutions involved were quite straightforward, he suggested that the Committee 

should leave their final editing to the Chairman and the Rapporteur, in consultation 

with the Secretariat. 

Mr. BFtuIil (Ireland) proposed that the Committee should adopt the Chairman's 

suggestion. 

It was so agreed. 

4о CLOSURE OF m SESSION OF THE COMMITTEE 

The CHAIRMAN thanked the Secretariat for all it had done to enable the 

Committee's work to proceed so smoothly. He paid a special tribute to Mr. Siegel, 

the Secretary of the Committee, who had always produced lucid and helpful replies to' 

the difficult questions put to him. He also thanked the Committee's Rapporteur 

and the interpreters, précis writers and other staff. Finally, he expressed 

appreciation of the Committee's co-operation at the meetings over which he had presided. 

Mr. liMER îSEKEfci (Ceylon) associated himself with the Chairman's remarks and also 

wished to place on record the assistance received from the representative of the 

Executive Board in the Committee's deliberations, and the excellent preparatory work 

done by the Executive Board, which had greatly simplified many of the questions before 

the Committee. 

The meeting rose at 3.50 p«m. 


