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REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF THE REGULAR PROGRAMME AND BUDGET ESTIMATES FOR 1956:
Item 7.5 of the Agenda (Official Records No. 58; Official Records No. 60,
Resolùtions EB15.R34 and EB15.R77; Offic a Re rd No. 61; Documents
A8/P&B/Min /10 and Add.1, A8 /P&B /13, A8 P&B 15) A8 P&B /16, para. 2, A8/P &B /17,
A8 /P&B/19, A8 /P &B /24 Rev.1 and A8 /P &B 25) (continued) and RELATIONS WITH
UNICEF: Item 7.18 of the Agenda (AS &B/14, A8 /P&B /22, and A8/P &B/23) (continued)

Dr BRADY (United States of America) said that his'delegation was in a difficult

position because his Government had not had an opportunity to study the three

supplementary items, namely, relations with UNICEF, malaria eradication and atomic

energy. He'agreed with all three projects in principle and would like to support

them,but unfortunately he would be obliged to vote against them in the circumstances.

With regard to atomic energy, the sum proposed was not large and he hoped that,

even if the supplementary estimate was not adopted, it would be possible to meet

the I;ost out of savings from the regular budget.

The CHAIRMAN asked the Committee to vote on the various proposals regarding

relations with UNICEF. He put to the vote first the draft resolution submitted

by Norway (A6/2&B/23).

recision: The draft resolution proposed by the delegation of Norway
(AS P&B 23) was rejected by 26 votes to 2, with 13 abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN then drew attention to the Australian amendments to the draft

resolution submitted by France, India and Yugoslavia (AS /PEB /22 ). The first

amendment proposed that a :new paragraph be added to the preamble to read:
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"Believing that the UNICEF Executive Board at its next session will
again consider the question of financial relations with WHO."

deision: The first Australian amendment was rejected by 23 votes to 3,
with 18 abstentions.

Mr CORKERY (Australia) suggested that the remainder of his amendments should

be put to the vote together.

The CHAIRMAN accordingly put to the vote the following amendments:

2. In the operative part, delete paragraph 2 and reword paragraph 3 to

read:

"Decides that an amount of $240,000 shall be added to the proposal

of the Director -General in order to provide that half the costs of inter-

national health personnel in jointly -assisted UNICEF/WHO projects shown

under "Other Extra -Budgetary Funds" in the proposed programme and budget,

estimates in 1956 and any additional funds which become available as a

result of the re- transfer of projects in the regular budget to the Technical

Assistance budget or through other savings should be applied to meeting

such costs."

3. Reword paragraph 4 to read:

"Expresses the hope that the UNICEF Executive Board, taking into account

the provisions of paragraph 3, will provide funds to meet the costs which may

not be borne by WHO."

4. Delete paragraph 5.

Decisions: (1) The remaining Australian amendments to the draft resolution in
document A8 /P &B/22 were rejected by 28 votes to 3) with 12 abstentions.

(2) The draft resolution submitted by the delegations of France, Indic
and Yugoslavia (A8/P6B/22) was adopted by 29 votes to 4, with 11 abstentions.
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The CHAIRMAN noted that a sum of X240,000 would accordingly be added to the

Director- General's budget estimates.

Effective Working Budget and Budget Level for 1956 (A8 &B/25)

Mr SIEGEL, Assistant Director -General, Department of Administration and Finance,

said that the Committee should bear in mind the following figures;

US$ 9,611,600 The effective working budget proposed by the
Director- General

309,484 For the malaria eradication programme (A8/MB/10
Annex 4)

42,000 Far the atomic energy programme (AS/P&B /13, Annex)

240,000 In respect of jointly- assisted UNICEF/WHO
projects, as a result of the resolution just
adspted

Total USp10,203,084

Dr SEGURA (Argentina) asked what would be the effect of the rec?mmendations

contained in the final paragraph of the first report of the Committee on Administration,

Finance and Legal Matters to the Committee on Programme and Budget (A8/P&B /16).

With regard to the proposed supplementary estimate of 42,000 for the atomic

energy programme, he emphasized that the problem was very complex. It was

difficult to seo what WHO could do, towards the peaceful use of atomic energy

and the áv42,000 might be bettor used for projects where some direct and tangible

result .suld be achieved. There were many agencies already working on atomic energy

and WHO could quite well keep informed of the progress in research. If the sum

was intended purely for the collection and supply of information, he felt it was
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rather too high, and that WHO should disseminate information on the subject under its

regular publications programme.

The. CHAIRMAN said that the first point raised by. the delegate of Argentina

would be dealt with under paragraph (3) of the draft rospitition under discussion

(x8,t?&B /25). The Committee was at..present discussing the effective working budget

for 1956e. On the question of atomic energy, he drew attention to document A8 /P&B/13,

which showed that the activities envisaged for WHO would include functions of

co- ordination, information and stimulation of research which were proper to WHO

under the Constitution.

Dr VINIEGRA (Mexico, suggested that_the sum of $42,000 requested for the atomic

energy programme should be accepted in principle, provided that the detailed

allocations were discussed latr. There were two aspects to the project: the

recruitment of extra technical staff for the Secretariat and.the convening of an

expert committee. He reserve the right to return to the very important question

of industr`.al health aad a' :omit energy at a later stage.

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

delegation was in a difficult position, since the three supplementary estimates had

not been subjected to the usual review and there had been no tire to consult his

Government on the matter. Há.s delegation had already welcomed the proposed

malaria programme, with some reservations c>n technical grounds) but he had no

authority to agree to any increase in the effective working budget. The sum

proposed for atomic energy was comperatiwly small and he hoped that the programme

might be carried out from savings in the regular budget. With regard to UNICEF,

his delegation had explained i.+.Q nosition at the previous meeting.
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He had authority to consider an effective working budget equal to that

proposed by the Director -General and approved, with certain minor adjustments,

by the Executive Beard. However, he had no authority to go above that figure and,

as he had not had the opportunity to consult his Government, he would be obliged,

with some regret, to vote against aqyr increass.

Dr DAENGSVANG (Thailand) expressed full support for the supplementary estimate

for the malaria eradication programme. He endorsed the arguments advanced by Dr

Russell in the discussion at a previous meeting and emphasized that the amount re-

quested for the programme could be made available from casual income, so that there

would be no need to increase assessments.

Dr EVANG (Norway) said that the question of the effective working budget should

be considered in the light of the past record and not only in relation to the programme

for 1956. He referred to Chart 2 in Official Records No. 61, page 7, which clearly

demonstrated the stagnation in UHO's expenditure for the last five years. As compared

with 1952, there was a slight decrease in the total amount proposed, to be spent by '.ïHO

in 1956. Although contributions to 'JHO had been increased in the interval, there had

been a decline in Technical Assistance funds and that accounted for the decrease in the

total expenditure. That decrease was considerably greater than appeared from the figures.

In the first place, the population of the world was rapidly increasing and no adjustment

had been made to take account of that; secondly, the value of money was continually

decreasing and, thirdly, there were the normal increases in administrative expenditure

owing to salary increments and pensions.
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He was discouraged that WHO had chosen that particular time to suggest to

governments a curtailment in the activities in the field of international health. It

was certainly not the time for such 'curtailment and he was surprised that responsible

health administrators should choose a time when such vast strides were being made

every year in the medical sciences to suggest a cut in WHO's expenditure. Increasing

numbers of requests for assistance were being made and WHO was having to refuse many

of them. He referred to the Director -General's statement on page 219 of Official

Reçorçls No. 55 that, during 1953 and 1954, WHO had had to postpone 176 projects requested

by governments, involving a total expenditure of 0,300,000. In 1955, there were 147

projects which would have to be postponed, some of them already having been postponed

from previous years. It was the Committee's duty, when considering the budget ceiling*

to pay due attention to WHO's constitutional duties to meet the requests of Member

governments for services.

There were actually four rather than three supplementary estimates before the

Committee. In addition to those in respect to malaria, atomic energy, and jointly

assisted UNICEF/:IHO projects,_ there was the supplementary programme in Official Recordt

No. 58, which would require a sum of 42,400,000. He did not intend to suggest that

the budget should be increased by the full amount required for the supplementary pro-

gramme. That did not mean that he did not consider the projects justified, but there

was unfortunately insufficient understanding of the situation among governments. Con-

sequently, he would only suggest a modest increase of 050,000 in order to enable the

Executive Board to meet at least some of the requests which had had to be postponed.

That increase, together with the other supplementary estimates, would bring the total

effective working budget for 1956 to 4;10,953,084.
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Sir Arcot MUDALIAR (India) said that the delegations had presumably come to the

Assembly prepared to consider and approve a budget somewhere in the region of the

figure of $9,611,600 proposed by the Director- General. The Committee had already

agreed to add a sum of (i >240,000 for the jointly -assisted UNICEF/WHO projects and, if

the other two supplementary items were also adopted, the total addition to the budget

would be áv591,484. He drew attention to the recommendation in the final paragraph

of the first report of the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters to

the Committee on Programme and Budget (A8 /P&B /16). If that recommendation were ac-

cepted, there would be a total amount of casual income of 1;1,095,320 to be used to .

finance the 1956 budget. Consequently, even if all three supplementary items were

adopted, the total figure would still be approximately $500,000 less than the amount

which delegations had come prepared to discuss. The effect of that increase in casual

income should be taken into account.

On the uestion of malaria, he emphasized that it was one of the items which had

been given highest priority at the First Health Assembly. The problem was of the ut-

most importance, and it had taken eight years for '.1H0 to evolve an eradication pro-

gramme. However, better late than never, and he urged the Committee to accept the

supplementary estimate.

With regard to atomic energy, the amount requested was very small and there seemed

to be some misapprehension in the Committee about the reasons for the supplementary

estimate. The United Nations Assembly had recommended that all Member States should

explore the possibilities of the peaceful use of atomic energy. UNESCO had already

endorsed the United Nations resolution and set aside a sum for studies on the subject.
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Consequently, WHO would be failing in its duty if it stood aside and did not parti-

cipaté in the general action. WHO should act as a nucleus to collect and collate all

the information on the subject. Rcscarch was already being carried out in many coun-

tries into the harmful effects of atomic radiation and WHO should play its part in

that general activity rather than stand aside until the harmful effects had already

occurred. He emphasized that the specialized agencies must play their part in find-

ing out how humanity could be protected from the harmful effects of atomic radiation.

Dr GARCIN (France) said that the Director -General's estimates for the 1956 effec-

tive budget represented an increase of only ,1111,600 as compared with the effective

working budget for 1955. That was a very reasonable -figure and the French delegation

was prepared to accept those estimates without any reservation. However, to increase

the Director -General's estimates of $9,611,600 by the figure of 591,484 for UNICEF,

malaria and atomic energy would bring the total to <r10,203,084. After subtracting

from that total the figure of 1,095,320 of casual income which the Committee on Adminis-

tration, Finance and .T,egal Matters had suggested should be used for the 1956 budget,

the contributions of Member States would amount to 0,107,764 as compared with

58,550,000 in 1955. Such an increase of seven per cent. was not negligible.

He suggested therefore that the increased expenditure should be limited to the

same amount as the net increase in availability of casual income, namely, 6460,820,

representing the difference between 1,095,320 (the existing casual income estimate

of A,295,320 minus the ` >2C0,000 which the Committee on Administration, Finance and

Legal Matters had recommended `)e reserved for 1957) and ;x634,500 (the previous original

casual income estimate). In the circumstances, the effective working budget for 1956

should not exceed the figure of 0,960,820, computed as follows: the effective work-

ing budget for 1955 of 0,500,000 plus the ,460,820 increase in availability of

casual income.
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Dr STAMPAR (Yugoslavia) said he would be prepared to accept the increasos

suggested in the Committee and thus, for the first time in his experience, to veto for

a larger budget than that proposed by the Director -General.

Dr G00SSENS (Belgium) said that his delegation had voted in favour of the $240,000

increase for UNICEF activities because it had expected increases in revenue from sources

other than contributions by Member States, In the light of the figures given by the

Indian and French representatives, he wished to state that he supported the stand taken

by the French delegation.

Mr HUNT (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) reminded the

Committee that the Executive Board had recommended a reduction of some $12,000 in the

budget estimates submitted by the Director -General, and wondered whether the Committee

was going to take any action on that recommendation.

Mr CLARK (Canada) said that his delegation agreed with the Director -Generals

estimates, the increase for UNICEF activities, and the proposed increases for malaria

eradication and atomic energy problems. He would therefore support a ceiling wf

$10,203,084 for the effective working budget for 1956.

Mr SIEL, Assistant Director -General, Department of Administration and Finance,

said that apparently there had been some misunderstanding regarding the figures on

casual income. He referred members of the Committee to Official Records No. 58,

page 10, which showed that, in preparing budget estimates for 1956 towards the end of

the previous year, the Director- General had estimated that casual income in 1956 would

amount to $634,500. The figures contained in document A8 /P&B /16, which he advised
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members of the Committee to use as their main working document on that question, set out

the difference between the estimates of casual income for 1956 prepared in the autumn

of 1954 and the position as it appear?d in May of 1955. It would be seen that

availability of casual income for 1956 had increased considerably, from the figure of

$634,500 previnUsly mentioned to 41 ;295,320. If. the Committee authorized the use of

the major part of casual income to finance the 1956 budget, as suggested by the Committee

on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters, such a step would make quite a substantial

difference in the amounts to be paid by governments in respect of the 1956 budget.

The Committee had already decided to add the sum of 4240,000 for relations with

UNICEF to the estimates proposed by the Direct^r - General in Official Records No. 5a.

If the Committee were also to increase those estimates by009,484 for malaria

eradication and $42,000 for atomic energy problems, the t ;tal increase would represent

Div 591, 484.

However, the increasein casual income availability was in excess cf that tttal:

the difference between the Director-General's estimate- < ° 6-634,500 (Offieia1 Records

No, 58) and the lat,4.)4+1, fi pure of 47)11295 ,320 (., dçccumPnt A8,/P&B /16) amounted to 4660, 820.

R,r :;uhtraeting from that figure the total budget increases that had been recommended,

namely the sum of 091,484, one t:ould easily see that even after those increases, the

Organization would still have a surplus of 469, 36. Ia o:,1hc:r words: if the Committee

decided to use the trtal increased availability of casual income, it could increase the

Directcr- General's estimator by the proposed figure of 4591,484 without necessitating

any additional contributions from Member States.

Dr EVANG (Norway) thanked the Indian delegate for the statement he had made to

the Committee,_ and said that if the Ind án' delegate wished tc :ake a - formal proposal

he would withdraw his own.
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Sir Arcot MUDkLIAR (India) said that his proposal was to accept the total figure

of $10,203,084, use some of the casual income increase to cover the increases voted by

the Committee, and use the remainder of the casual income increase for certain projects.

The CHAIRMAN said that the question of casual income would be considered when the

Committee discussed paragraph 3 of the draft resolution contained in document A8 /P&B /25.

He then reminded members of the Committee that the Director- General's budget

estimates for 1956. amounted to $9,611,600. The Committee had already voted an increase

of $240,000 for UNICEF activities and proposals had been made to approve an increase

of $309,484 for malaria eradication and $42,000 for atomic energy problems. It those

further two increases were adopted, the total increase would represent $591,484,

bringing the total effective working budget for 1956 to $10,203,084.

The delegate of Norway had suggested that the figure of $10,203,084 should be

increased by a further $750,000 to a tótal of $10,953,084.

The delegate of France had proposed that the budget srouid be limited to $9,960,820

The United Kingdom delegate had reminded the Committee of the Executive Board's

proposal to reduce the Director -General's estimates by $12,000.

The DIRECTOR -GENERAL said he had been greatly concerned by the doubts expressed in

the Committee by some members on the responsibilities of WHO with regard to atomic

energy in relation to medicine and public health. For some time past he had been

trying to define the responsibilities of the Organization in that field, and in that

connexion he wished to refer members of the Committee to Official Records No. 60, Annex

and to Resolution EB15.R21 adopted on the subject by the Executive Board. The latest

development had been clearly set out in document A8 /P0 /13, which outlined how WHO

could co- operate with other organizations on the problem.
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Atomic energy in relation to medicine and public health had aroused such interest

throughout the world that he felt that WHO could not afford to wait any longer and had

to take positive steps. He sincerely hoped, therefore, that the Health Assembly

would not deprive the Organization of the means to fulfil its duty to mankind. The

proposals he had outlined in document A8 /P&B /13, page 7, were very modest indeed, and

he urged the Committee not to put him in a position where the Organization would not be

able to co- operate with the United Nations and other specialized agencies.

Regarding the Executive Boardts proposal that his budget estimates should be reduced

by 412,200, he wished to make it quite clear that he did not agree with that reduction

and that he would ask the Health Assembly not to approve the suggested cuts.

Dr SEGURA (Argentina) said that on page 10 of Official Records No. 58 it was

indicated that of the total budget of 49,611,600 proposed by the Director- General,

0634,500 would be derived from casual income. If that latter sum were subtracted from

the sum of $1,095,000 indicated as available in document A8 /P&B /16, there remained a sum

of about v460,000, of which $240,000 had already been earmarked for joint UNICEF/WHO

projects. There therefore remained a sum of about 4220,000 to cover the total of

4351,000 required for the campaign against malaria and the work on atomic energy.

Hence there was a deficit of $130,000, unless there existed other sources of funds

not mentioned in any of the documentation before the committee.

Mr SIEGEL said that he agreed with the figures given by the delegate of Argentina

within a thousand dollars or so. However, it was important to take into account that

there existed another $200,000 that the Committee was free to decide whether to use or

not, as the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters had. merely

recommended that that sum should be held in reserve. If it were used for financing
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the 1956 budget, instead of -being retained for 1957, it would be possible to meet

the deficit of $130,000 and still have some $70,000 left.

Sir Arent MUDilLIkR (India) said that he had great difficulty in following the

figures given by Mr Siegel. He himself, referring to document k8 /P&B /16, had drawn

attention to the fact that the maximum amount of casual income available was net.

$634,500 but .01,095,320. The Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters

bad recommended that 4200,000 shuld be put in the Assembly Suspense Account and reserved

for financing the 1957 budget. If that recommendation were accepted, the sum at the

disposal of the, Committee on Programme and Budget would be $1,095,320. If the

Director- YGéneralts proposals were accepted in their entirety, the sum of 591,484

would be needed to finance projects over and above those included in the original

programme and budget estinntes, leaving M31836 of casual income still to be disposed

of. His delegation had suggested that the committee decide later what should be done

with that sum,. but that in the meantime the budget ceiling should be fixed at

$10,203,084, -of which 4591,484 would be available from casual income.

Dr HURTkDO (Cuba) feared that the discussion was becoming very confused. The

Director -General had proposed a budget of 49,611,600. In addition to that sum, the

committee had already agreed to appropriate 4240,000 for joint UNICEF/WHO projects,

$309,484 for the eradication of malaria, and 442,000 as a token contribution to

activities on the peaceful use of atomic energy, making a total of $591,484. Document

A8 /P&B /16, however; indicated that after subtracting 4200,000, to be reserved far 1957,

a sum of 4760,822 would be available from casual income for use in 1956. Subtracting

from that figure the sum of $591,484 required for the three programmes to which he had

referred, one arrived not at a deficit but at a surplus.



AS /P&B/Min /1Ó

page 15

' The CHAIRMAN suggested that considerable confusion might be avoided if the

Committee were to decide on the ceiling of the budget before discussing the

amount of casual income that should be used to finance it.

Dr SEGURA (Argentina) observed that Mr. Siegel had admitted the accuracy of

the figures that he himself had given. The disagreement had arisen from the fact,

which Mr Siegel had now mentioned for the first time, that he had been thinking

of using for the 1956 budget the sum of $200,000 which the Committee on Administra-

tion, Finance and Legal Matters had recommended should be reserved for 1957. He

himself thought that it should be clearly understood that if that recommendation

were accepted, and if the 0200,.000 were used in 1956, there would still be a

deficit.

The. delegate of (Juba as forgetting that the committee did not have

1,095,320 at its disposal, since 0634,500 had already been taken account of in

the Director -Generals budget estimates, but only about 0460,000, which, he

repeated, resulted in a deficit.

The DIRECTOR -GENERAL said that he could not let the remarks of the Delegate

of Argentina pass without comment. If delegates looked at the record of the

meeting, they would see that at the very beginning Ar. Siegel had made it clear

that there would be a surplus of about $70,000 only if the 0200,000 which the

Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters had recommended should be

reserved for 1957 were used for financing .the -1956 budget. It should. be

'remembered that the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters had

merely made a recommendation, which the present committee was free to accept or not.
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The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the following table which, at his request; had

been chalked on a blackboard dúring the interval:

US$

Official Iepords No. 58 9,611,600

f UNICEF 9,851,600

} malaria 10,161,084

f atomic energy 10.203.084

Norway 19,953.084

France 9.960.820

The first figure represented the Director- General's originA1 budget proposal,

as contained in Offioia4 teçordq No..58. Adding in turn the sums appropriated by

the Committee for joint UNICEF/WHO programmes, and the Director- General's proposals

fer the programme of malaria eradication and for the programme on the peaceful uses

of atomic energy, one arrived at the second, third and fourth figures. The fifth

and sixth figures represented the budget ceilings proposed by the delegates of

Norway and France.

Professor JULIUS (Netherlands) suggested that as a short out the budget ceiling

should be fixed at $10,203,084 and that $69,336 of casual income be put aside for

use in 1957 instead of á'200,000, as recommended by the Committee on Administration,

Finance and Legal Matters.

The CHAIRMAN appreciated that the Netherlands delegate was attempting to

clarify the position, but still felt that it would be best to keep separate the

two questions of the budget ceiling and the casual income available.
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Dr MacLEAN {New Zealand) recalled, that before the interval the Chairman had

suggested that the Committee should settle the question of the budget ceiling

before considering the casual income to be used. He himself felt that it night

be better to settle the question of casual income first. The reason for that

suggestion was that the Committee found itself in a more difficult position than

at previous Health Assemblies. In his original progrm'rie and budget estimates,

the Director -General had proposed that ,634,500 of casual income should be used;

that proposal had been approved by the Executive Board and submitted to Member

Governments. Now supplementary expenditures were proposed, and many delegations,

including his own, found it difficult at the present late stage to ascertain the

views of their governments. He felt that most delegations were concerned net so

much with the total budget figure as with the assessments on Member Governments,

and unless the amount of casual income to be used was decided before the budget

ceiling was fixed it would be impossible to know what those assessments would be.

Dr GLRGIN (France) observed that the difference between the budget ceiling

proposed by the Director -General and that proposed by his own delegation was

almost exactly $200,000. If, therefore, it were decided to use for financing the

budget the $200,000 which the Committee on Administration, Y'inance and Legal

Matters had recommended should be held in reserve, he would be willing to withdraw

his own proposal in favour of that of the Director -General.

Dr PIERRE -NOEL (Haiti) said that, after hearing all that had been said at the

present meeting, including the explanations given by the Director -General, he was

convinced that the proposal of the delegate of Norway was the only one which was
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logical and in accordance with the aims of the WHO. Official Records No. 58

contained many projects whose implementation depended only on making the necessary

funds available - projects which would contribute to making thousands of human beings

less miserable. It was not in accordance with the aims of the Organization to let

thousands if human beings go on suffering, for the sake of the scruples of a few

delegates who had not been able to receive instructions from their governments. It

was known that the funds were available, and it would be wrong not to use them.

Dr JAFAR (Pakistan) seconded the proposal of the New Zealand delegate that the

amount of casual income to be used for financing the budget should be decided upon

before the budget ceiling was fixed.

Decision: The proposal was adopted unanimously.

The CHAIRMAN noted that the committee had before it three proposals: the

proposal of the Committee an Administration, Finance and Legal Matters that of the

total of $1,295,320 available as casual income all but w200,000 should be used for

financing the budget, the proposal supported by a number of delegations that the

entire sum available should be used, and the proposal of the Netherlands delega-

tion that all but $69,336 should be used. The original proposal was clearly that

of the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters, and he therefore

first put to the vote the proposal furthest removed from it, namely,that the entire

available sure should be used,

Decision: The proposal was adopted by 33 votes to 5, with 4 abstentions,
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The CHiaRMAN observed that it remained to fix the budget ceiling. In view of

the decision that had just been taken, the proposal of the French delegation was

withdrawn. There therefore remained the original proposal of the DirectorLGeneral

and the proposal of the delegation of Norway. He put to the vote the Norwegian

proposal.

Decision: The proposal was rejected by 32 votes to 2, with 10 abstentions.

The CR IRMr.N put to the vote the Director- Genaral1s proposal, namely that the

budget coiling should be fixed -t $10,203,084.

Decision: The proposal was adopted by 32 votes to 4, with 7 abstentions.

Dr ViRGKS MENDEZ (Costa Rica), Rapporteur, drew attention to document

i8 /P&B/25, the draft resolution on the effective working budget and budget level

for 1956. In view of the decisions just taken, the figure X10,203,084 should be

inserted in the blank space in paragraph (1) and the figure }31,295,320 in para-

graph (3).

Mrs, SINCL4 IR (United Nations Children's Fund), speaking at the invitation of

the Chairman, wished to express, on behalf of the Executive Board of UNICEF, her

appreciation of the sympathetic consideration given to the mutual problems of WHO

and UNICEF, and of the result of the vote which had taken place. She was grateful

for the opportunity given her to present the view of UNICEF and hoped that in

future the need would not arise to devote so much tine to consideration of such

problems.
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The CHAIRMi,N was sure that co-operation between UNICEF and the Organization

would continue. in the sane spirit of harmony as in the past.

He thanked the committee for their collaboration, which had made it possible

for consideration of the budgetary ceiling to be completed at the present meeting.

The, neet$,ng rose at 5I45 p.m&


