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The meeting began with the interpretation into French- of the speech 
• ‘ . • 

delivered by Dr. KOZUSZNIK at the previous meeting (see EB3/Mn/l9). 

1. DRAFT REPORT OF THE THIRD SESSION - PART FOUR (ЕВЗ/65 Add,3) 

Dr. DOWLING, Rapporteur, introducing the document, said account 

had .been taken of the suggestions put forward by Dr. Gear, notably 

in paragraphs 2.2, 2.4 arid 2,5. Dr. Gear's suggestion to divide 
• . . . . . i 

the Regular Budget into two parts, Administrative and Operational, 

had been rejected after consideration, on the ground that further 

division of the budget might lead to confusion. 

Mr. LINDSAY (alternate to Dr. Mackenzie) said that the complete 

report, of the Board should contain references to the two resolutions 

submitted by Dr. Mackenzie and to the suggestions of Dr. Dujarric de 

la Rivière. The Health Assembly should know that other proposals had 

been considered and rejected by the Board. 

. иг. DCMtJNG said that paragraph 4.5 took into account the 

suggestions of Dr. Dujarric de la Rivière. • 

Dr. DUJARRIC de la RIVIERE (alternate to Professor Parisot) said 

he had no objections in principle to the proposed Programme and Budget 

but considered that they were very optimistic. All administrations, 

including TOO, must take budgetary possibilities into account. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL explained the administrative difficulties . 

which would be. involved if all alterations and resolutions considered . 

and rejected by the Executive Board were forwarded to the Assembly with 

reasons for the alterations. It was undesirable to complicate further 
. . . . . . . 

the commentaries being subrnittsd to the Health Assembly. Information 

on the proceedings of the Executive - Board were available to all 

goverriEient3. in the summary records. 



‘ 

, Mr.. LINDSAY, while still uneasy at the omission from the report of 

the terras of resolutions which had been formally moved arid not voted on, agreed 
• ； - , • ' 

. n o t to press his proposal, ‘ 

.Sir Arcot MÜDALIAE said that in presenting the'first budget' it was 

desirable to emphasize to.the governments that the. members of the Board 

had not acted on behalf of States. He suggested adding a -footnote to the 

effect that the Board recognized that, a^t-hough its members were persons 

designated by certain Member Governments；, tfciey acted, as representatives 

of the Health Assembly and not of the governments which designated them. 

..• . . ，.. ：•'.-' .-.г, :、... • : ••• •.....“.：.... 

• Decision：
 ;
Docwr}ent .EB3/65

 ;
Add. 3 was approved 

subject to the addition of ' a footnote on the lines . “ 
• . suggested by ,Sir Arcot Mudaliar and reference to 

Articles 24，’28 and 55'oí the Constitution, and a 
лгипЬег of .drafting apendmeDts. 

2. PROPOSAL BY THS DIlSCTOR-GSmEAL' PERTAINING TO TH3 PROPOS® BUDGET 
FOR 1950 (EB3/37 Corr.X) 

The DïfÎECTOR-GEIÎERAL said that discussions had brought to light two 

serious criticisms of the presentation of the Budget, Ihile he realized' 
« 

the jifficu^l夂ies inYQlved i^ reppening discussion of the Budget at the 

present stage he considered that a simple compromise.could go far to meet 

the dissatisfactions expressed, and might therefore be worthy of consideration. 

c

.
r

iticisjn was that the requests of war-devastated countries 

had not been given satisfaction. Representatives of those countries had 

met to discuss their problems with WHO. It was clear that their major 

needs were for supplies. That need was met only in the Supplemental 

Budget, with the consequent inference that the item was dependent on 
. . . . . ‘ . • • . 

the willingness of governments to contribute； It seemed that the major 
;- • ‘ ' ' - • • 

needs of a group of countries were being Ignored. The second criticism. 
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was that the Regular Budget exceeded $8,000,000. 

VHis proposed solution for. the two criticisms was first 
:

 • i <"i 

to transfer the item on Tuberculosis Research entirely, -to the 

* � . . ’ ‘ � • • 

Supplemental Operational Budget. The programme formed one unit and 

it would be embarrassing if it were financed, from two separate sides 
. • . . . . . . . . . ‘ . � 

of the Budget. The work was so important that funds' would certainly 

• • * * . , • • • ‘ . 

be forthctming to continue it. He would then transfer to the Regular 
' ' . . ‘ V ' .. • ： * 

Buâgot th© 4115|000 for supplies to governmmts. By that means the 

Executive Board would recognize the expressed needs of war-devastated ' 

.and other countries urgently in need of supplies. It would mean no 

.slackening in the financial control' of the' Executive Board, #iich 

would itself decide on the allocation of the money. The second 

effect of the proposal would be the reduction of the Regular Budget 

to a total of 叙,996,000. 

. ‘ , ‘ . 

The CHAIRMAN said that the proposal appeared reasonable and asked. 

Aether the Board was ready to reconsider its former decision on th.e 

Budget. A two-thirds majority would be needed. 

Dr. van den' BERG and Mr. LINDSAY suggested reopening discussion 

on the Budget estimates. 

- .
-

 ' • ‘ • . 

Dr. HAFEZI presumed that the discussion would relate to. the 

Director-General‘s proposal only. 

• Dr； HYDE recalled that at the previous meeting his suggestion for 

"the transfer <of schistosomiasis from the Regular to the Operational 

Budget had been ruled out of order. If a discussion of the Director-

General's proposal was allowed, the Vhole subject should be reopened. 



It was agreed to continue with the other items on the Agenda » 
. • * • 

and to revert later to the Director-Generalte proposal. 

3. WORKING CAPITAL FUND (EB3/59)： ITEM 34 OF THE AGENDA (CONTINUATION) 

D r

*
 v a n d e n

 BERG, while agreeing that an increased working capital 

fu»d was necessary, thought that a decision should'be reached on the 

total amount of the fund before governments weré asked to contribute 

He:also noted that contributions were asked for -1949, The financial 

year in his own country made it quite impossible for his government to 

contribute to the working capital fund before 1 January 1950. 

Mr, SIEGEL, Director, Administration and Ftoacce,. in reply to a 

request from Mr, Шкег at a previous meeting for additional information 

on the working capital funds in other specialized agencies, said that it 

had been possible over the week-end only togpt details from ILO, which 

was stationed in Geneva. The ILO, vdth a total budget of approximately 

$5,000,000, had a working capital fund and special reserve of $1,905,000 

which it was hoping to increase to 轮,500,000 i,e. between .45 and 50 per 

cent of the budget. From documents available here it seened that UNESCO, 

with a budget of $3,000,000, had a working capital fund of 12,000,000. It 

had also a special financial arrangement with the French Government by nhich 

advances were made in French currency to finance temporarily their opera一 

tions. At June 1948 UNESCO had only received five per cent of its contri-

butions from governments and it seems obvious that they would be unable to 

operate on the scale of an 18,000,000 budget with a working capital fund of 

$2,000,000 without some s叩plementary arrangement. According to a note just 

made available it had had an overdraft recently of 140,000,000 French francs 

with the French Government.‘ 



The DIRECTOR-GEWERJ\L drew attention to the. fact that ILO, as an 

older institution with an easily predictable budget and programme, was 

not in the same position as WHO. UNESCO's General Conference. met 

in the late autumn, making it possible for governments with financial 

years beginning in April to include 'the contributions to UNESCO in 

the estimates.for the same year. The Health.Assembly, occurring 
• . - '. ‘ 

\n June, mad© it impossible for a similar arrangement to bo adopted. 
«

 4

 ... •‘ • ' • 
for WHO. . Moreover, ШО'Б policy in regard'- to the regions also 

affected the size of the working capital fund. Regional offices 

would need reserves.and that entailed a dispersal of the funds of 

the Organization which did not, apply, in other•agencies. 

•Mr. LINDSAY agree,d that tho present working cap'it?! fund was 

too small. He proposed _ that %t be based, on the Regular Budget, 

sipce programmes financed by the Supplemental Budget would only be 

undertaken when the money was available. The Board faced a dilemma: 

the circumstances which raado a 'large working capital fund necessary, 

m d e it difficult t,'o raise ‘ the money. The working capital fund 

which was required to bridge the gap until contributions were forth-

coming could only be increased by contributions from governmants. 

The difficulties' should be brought te the attention of the Health 

Assenbly, by which time the situation might be clearer. 

Mr, SIEGEL suggested meeting Mr.. Lindsay
1

 s first point by-

inserting in the draft； resolution on page 2 of document EB3/59, after 

the words "inadequate financing", the words "of the.Regular Budget". 

He further suggested that the .figure on.'the last line of the' Second 

paragraph of the resolution should be four million dollars, which 

would be approximately half the Regular Budget• 

Dr. DOWLING supported these su〔::sestions， If action were taken 

quickly on the resolution, a nuiiber 01 governments "whose budgets were 



established in the second half of the year could include the itera in 

the currentyear's estimates. 

..Dr. WICKEáíESINGHE hoped that it would be possible to adopt 

four million dollars as the working capital fund for 1950 anci 1951. 

•Advance information of the amount of the fund would enable governments 

to include it in tho normal budget without passing supplementary 
• « - ' • 

estimates. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL, while appreciating the reasons for Dr. . • 

T/ickremesinghe's suggestion, .explained that at the present stage of 

the Organization's development., it was impossible to foretell the 

requirements for 1951. The adoption of a working capital fund of 

four million dollars for 1951 would give the iidsleading inpression 
.. • 

that the budget in that year would not exceed that for 1950. As soon 

as the Organization reached the stage of development which would allow 

the Executive Board to draw uç a programme for several years ‘ at a. 

time, it would be possible also to give 'an .advance estimate of the 

working capital fund at about 50% of the Budget. In axij case, 

governments would have to take the necessary action to make up the 

depletions in the working capital fund. 

Dr. WICKREMESINGHE withdxew his proposal. 

The proposal to increase tho working capital fund to four million 

dollars for 1950 was put to the vote and adopted by 10 votes to none. 

The resolution on page 2 of document EB3/59 was adopted, the 
figure recommended for the woVking capital fund being 
four million dollars. . . • 



Proposed working capital fttacL resolution (ЕВЗ/37> pages 51 and ？2) 

Mr. SIEGEL drew attention to the changes resulting from the 

decision just taken in the draft resolution on the working capital 

fund on. pages 31 and 32 of document ЕБ5/57* 

The draft resolution was considered paragraph. Ъу paragraph. 

Mr. SIEGEL pointed out that US ^10 million in paragraph 1 should 

now real US •〜million. 

In paragraph 2, the last three words should read, "financial years 

1948 and 1949
й

. 

Paragraph 1 and 2 were adopted as amended. 

Paragraph 3 was adopted without comment
s 

With regard paragraph 4, Mr. UITOSAI" suggested that, in view 

of the decrease In the Regular Budget to eight million dollnrs, the 

fund for emergencies of ^300,000, estimated on the tasis of a serentei 

million dollar budget, might now Ъе reduced to ^200,000. 

Mr. SIEGEL explained that the amount of the emergency fund was 

distinct from the Regular Budget and not affected Ъу it» At the 

first Health Assembly, an emergency fund of 100,000 dollars had been 

adopted because the working capital fund itself was so small» With 

the increase in the working capital fund it would Ъе reasonatle to 

increase the amount of the emergency fund, 

Decision: The text of the draft resolution on page 52 of 
ЕВЗ/37 was approved, it bein^ understood that the necessary 
conseq.-aenti would Ъе made to the texi; of the 
introductory noté on page 31 of the same document. 



4, ESTABLISHMENT OF EXPERT COMMITTEES (EB3/62 AND EB3/62 Gorr.l)? 
ITEM 16 OF THE AGENÇA. 

Dr, GAUTIER) Assistant Director-General, introduced document 

EB3/62 on the establishment of expert committees. The expert committees 

on malaria and venereal infections had not yet been constituted because 
> ‘ • 

the results of the consultations with governments were not yet known. 

In regard to the list, appearing on page в, of the expert committees 

which were provided for in the 195〇 programm。、 he pointed out that the 

first Health Assembly had not agreed to set up an expert committee on 

.nursing人 but had referred the matter to the secord Health Assembly. There 

was provision in the 1949 budget for the expert coromittee on 

environmental sanitation; it was desirable； however^ not only that it 

should meet in'1949, but also .that it should be composed of nine members/ 

instead of the four originally proposed. It was also desirable that the 

joint committees with ILO on the hygiene of seafarers and on occupational 

hygiene and the joint committee with FAO on nutrition should meet in 

I949； there was provision for 〖them in the budget for 1949. 

Dr. Gautier suggested that the board might pass a resolution on the 

expert committees to be‘set up in 1950, as well as the draft resolution 

on the Expert Committee on Insecticides and the draft resolution on the 

Expert Committee on Plague appearing in document EB3/62. 

Decision; The Board adopted a proposal of Dr, Mackenzie 
that the expert groups set up by the Expert Ccnmittee on 
International Epidemiology and Quarant,ine to examine 
particular diseases should report direct to the Executive 
Boards 
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Dr
4
 MACKENZIE also proposed that the three members of the Board^ 

whom it had requested to examine the auditor
1

s report, shortly before 

the eecond Health Assembly., should also be authorized to examine then 

the report the Expert Committee on Insecticides， since the Assembly 

would discuss the question of disinfesting ships and aircraft. 

Decisions The Board accepted Dr. Mackenzie*»s proposal. 

Dr» DUJARRIG de la RIVIERE agreed to th& establishment of all 

the.committees listed in document EB3/62. However, he suggested 

that either they should be regrouped in order to ensure co-ordina.tion 

between them, or else that the S.ecreiariat should be instructed to 

ensure such co-ordination. . , 
• . .. • • ' ' 

Dr, GAUTIER said that so far the nuiitoer of expert committees • 

had been kept low; however
5
 he believed that i*t was necessary to 

-3et,up all the expert committees -listed in document EB3/62 in order 

that the 1950 programme might be properly carried out. The • 

establishment of a section in the Secretariat on the co-ordination 

•of research would ensure the co-ordination urged by 

Dr. Dujarrie de la Riviere• 

Dr. DUJARRIC la RIVIERE agreed with Dr. Gautier, . 

• . 

• • - '' Dr. WICKREMESINGHE enquired whether the compoçition of the «. • . 
• , • • .. • 

éxpert committees could be altered. 

Dr* GAUTIER replied that at first the Board had decided to 
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• . 

.fix the membership of expert committees> but lately there had 

been a tendency to 'лаке the con^osition of those committees more 

flexible and to co-opt meabers for short periods? the mandate of 

nom of the expert committees extended beyond two years* 

Dr* WXCKRE№SimHE said that the Government of Ceylon had 
• • • 

not been consulted about thê composition of зщу of th® expert 

committees with the exception of the Expert Committee on Malaria, , 

The Government of Ceylon could offer to W O an outstanding expert 

to serve on the Expert Committee on Insecticides, an expert to 

serve on the Expert Committee on Venereal infections, three experte 

for the Expert Committee, on Maternal and Child Health'! in 

addition to an expert to serve on the Expert Committee on Malaria. 

It was essential that all regions should be represented on those 

committees, since the problems of maternal and child healthy for . 

example, in South-East Asia, differed from the problems of maternal 

and child health in Europe* He regretted that South-East Asia 

was represented on the Expert Committee on Maternal and Child Health 

only by a nurse. 

• The CHAIRMAN said that it was not a function of the Board to 

appoint experts to expert eoraraittees； that was done by the Director-

General, after conpultation with governments* 

Dr» WICKRKMES工NGHE said that his point was precisely that some 

governments, including that of Ceylon, had not been consulted! He 

was not urging that countries should be represented on th« committees 

but regionsé There was no representative of South-East Asia on the 

Expert Committee on insecticides, for example• Experts f^om backward 

countries gained much from contact with experts from more, advanced 

countries< 



Sir Arcot MUDALIAR said It
 TT

as most .important that regions 

should bo represented on the committees
3
 since the problems they 

dealt iwith differed from region to region. Gnly America and Europe 

were "rapresented on the Expert Committco on Health Statistics, for 

example, 

The C.HkIIü\tó.N said that regional representation was provided for 
» • . . 、 .. • 

in the rules governing the appointment of experts to expert coirnnittoesc 

The membership of. some committees had been increased precisely in 

order that all regions should be represented. 

Dr. HYDE said that the Board had clearly decided that not all 

governments should be consultod by the Director-General about the 

appointment of experts to the committees. The ttlrector-General was 

merely instructed to consult the "national administrations concerned". 

Therefore the Bc^rd could not consider the point raised by Dr« 

Wickremesinghe unless two-thirds of its members agrood to do so. 

Dr. Vl/ICKRSffiSINGHS said that the only way to - ensure adequate 

regional representation on all the оxpert committees was to consult • 

the Member Governments in those rogions. 

. T h e CHAIRMAN suggested that Dr. Wickremesinghe discuss the matter 

personally with the Director-General. 

Dr. HYDE, recalling that the first World Health Assembly had 

decided that environmental sanitation was one of the matters which 

should be given priority, proposed that the Expert Committee on 

Environmental Sanitation should be set up as soon as possible in 1949, 

preferably before the second Health Assembly, and that it should be 

composed of nine members. 



Dr. BONNE, Director, Divi-ion of Planning, said that that 

proposal was completely in accordance with Dr. Gautier's opening 

remarks. 

Decisions: 

(1) The Board adopted unanimously the draft resolution on 
the establishment of a panel of experts on particular subjects 
relating to the chemistly or the use of insecticides, appearing 
in document EB3/62, page 3, and on the proposal "that .an expert 
conmittea on plague with a membership of nine be establi shed tо 
act as an advisory body to TOO" (EB3/62, page 6). 

(2) It was agreed 

. (a) that the Expert Committee on Antibiotics and 
other.technological research should be added 
to the list of expert committees provided for 
in the 1950 programme; • 

• * . 

(b) that the Expert Committee on Environmental 
Sanitation should meet in 1949 and that 
it should be composed of nine members; 

(c) that the Joint.Expert Committee on Nutrition,' 
FAO/WHO, should meet in 1949 and that 

.it should be composed of ten members, of which 
five should be from WHO; . 

(d) that the Joint .Committees on the Hygiene 
of Seafarers and on Oc.cupaticinal H^giená,, 
ILO/WHO, should also be convened in 1949, 

• and that four raembirs of each should be 
appointed by WHO; • 

(e) to take note of document EB3/62. 

5. SITUATION WITH REGÁÜD TO DENUNCIATION OF THE AGREEMENT CREATING 
OIHP (ЕВЗ/18, EB3/18 Add. 1 and EB3/77 REVISED): ITEM 37 OF THE 
AGENDA 

Mr. CALDEOTOOD (adviser to Dr. i^de) proposed the adoption of the 

‘draft resolution submitted by Dr. Hyde (EB3/77). In that draft resolution 
• ‘ 

there h^d been taken inter account the advice of the United Nations 

legal experts that the assets of OIHP could not be taken away from 

, O I H P until all parties to the Rome Agreement of 1907 had either 

denounced it or had ratified the protocol of 22 July .1946; but before 
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=Ш0 adopted the suggestion of the'United Nations legal experts that 

there should be a n-3W agreement, it should be Ascertained whether that 

suggestion was practical, 

‘Dr, van den BERG said that he would like to put som^ questions to 

the United Nations legal experts. Ha preferred the draft resolution 

proposed by Dr, Hyde. ‘ He deprecated unnecessary delay- in .the inattor^. 

since ‘ later It not be possible to take the appropriate action 

v/hich was at present possilple, 

Dr, GAUD (OIHP) agreed with the substance of the draft résolut丄ôn 

summit ted by Dr. Ну ríe, but not with its form. However., h*e considered that 

it.would be undesirable and premature to discuss at present th-э question 

of fornu It was à very complicated question; he assured tha .Bcp.rd that 

OIHP would co-op3rate with "WHO to the best .of its ability in ordor to 
I 

wind. up its affairs satisfactorily". It h^d already requested the partie s 

to the Rome Agreement of 1907 to denounce that agreement• 

Decision: The draft resolution submitted by Dr.取de in regard 
to the Office International d

!

Hygiène Publique (EB3/77 Rev.l) 
was unanimously adopted. 

The meeting rose at 12*40 p.m. 
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The meeting began with the interpretation into French of the speech 

delivered by Dr. KOZÜSZNIK at the previous meeting (see EB3/Mn/19). 

1. DRAFT REPORT OF THE THIRD SESSION - PART FOUR (ЕВЗ/65 Add.3) 

Dr
t
 DOWLING, Rapporteur, introducing the document, said account 

had been taken of the suggestions put forward by Dr. Gear, notably 

in paragraphs 2.2, 2,4 and 2,5. Dr. Gear's suggestion ta divide 

the Regular Budget into two parts, Administrative and Operational, 

had been rejected after consideration, on the ground that further 

division of the budget might lead to confusion, 

Mr。 LINDSAY (alternate to Dr. Mackenzie) said that the complete 

report of the Board should contain references to the two resolutions 

submitted by Dr. Mackenzie and to the suggestions of Dr. Dujarric de 

la. Riviere. The Health Assembly should know that other proposals had 

been considered and rejected by the Board. 

Dr. DOiiLING said that paragraph 4.5 took into account the 

suggestions of Dr, Dujarric de la Riviere. 

Dr. DUJMRIC de la RIVIEIiE (alternate to Professor Parisot) said 

he had no objections in principle to the proposed Programme and Budget 

but, considered that they were very optimistic. All administrations, 

including WHO, must take budgetary possibilities into account. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL explained the administrative difficulties 

т/ïhich would bG involved if all alterations and resolutions considered 

and rejected by the Executive Board wfere forwarded to the Assembly with 

reasons for the alterations。 It was undesirable to complicate further 

the commentaries beinc subnátted to the Health Assembly. Information 

on the proceedings of the Executive Board were available to all 

governments in the summary records. 
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'Mr, LINDSAY, while still uneasy at the omission from the report of 

a reference to a resolution "which had been formally moved, agreed not to 

press his proposal。 

Sir Arcot M U M U A R said that in presenting the first budget it was 

desirable to emphasize to the governments that the members of the Board 

had not acted on behalf of States, He suggested adding a footnote to the 

effect that the Board recognized that, although its members were persons 

designated by certain Member Governments, they acted as representatives 

of the Health Assembly and not of the governments т/vhich designated them. 

Decision: Document EB3/65 Add. 3 was approved 
subject to the addition of a footnote on the lines 
suggested by Sir Arcot Mudaliar and reference to 
Articles 24

$
 28 and 55 of the Constitution, and a 

number of drafting amendments. 

2. PROPOSAL BY DIRECTOR-GENERAL PERTAINING TO THE PROPOSED BUDGET 
FOR 1950 (EB3/37 Corr.l) 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that discussions had brought to light two 

serious criticisms of the presentation of the Budget, While he realized 

the difficulties involved in reopening discussion of the Budget at the 

present stage he considered that a simple compromise could go far to meet 

the dis s at is fact i oris express ed̂ , and might therefore be worthy of consideration. 

The first criticism was that the requests of war-devastated countries 

had not been given satisfaction
9
 Representatives of those countries had 

met to discuss their problems with Ш0, It was clear that their major 

needs were for supplies. That need was met only in the Supplemental 

Budget, with the consequent inference that the item was dependent on 

the willingness of governments to contribute. It seemed that the major 

needs of a group of countries were being ignored• The second criticism 



was that the Regular Budget exceeded $8,000,000. 

His proposed solution for the two criticisms was first 
о 

to transfer the item on Tuberculosis
 1

Research entirely to the 

Supplemental Operational Budget. The p n a m m e formed one unit and 

it would be embarrassing if it were financed from two separate sides 

of the Budget. The work was so important that .funds would certainly 

be forthccaaing to continue it. He would then transfer to the Regular 

Budget the ¿L15,000 for supplies to governments. By that means the 

Executive Board would recognize the expressed needs of war-devastated 

and other countries urgently in need of supplies. It would mean no 

slackening in the financial control of the Executive Board, #iich 

would itself decide on the allocation of the money. The second 

effect of the proposal would be the reduction of the Regular Budget 

to a total of 叙,996,000. 

The CHAIKklAN said that the proposal appeared reasonable and asked 

vrtiether the Board was ready to reconsider its former decision on the 

Budget. A two-thirds majority would be needed. 

Dr. van den BERG and ]klr. LINDSAY suggested reopening discussion 

on the Budget estimates. 

Dr. HAE'EZI presumod that the discussion would relate to the 

Director-Gen eral‘с proposal only. 

Dr. HIDE recalled that at the previous meeting his suggestion for 

the transfer of schistosomiasis from the Regular to the Operational 

Budget had been ruled out of order. If a discussion of the Director-

General' s proposal WÜS ¿Llowed, tho wholo subjcct should be reopened» 



It was agreed to continuo with the other items on the agenda 

and to revert later to the Director-General's proposal. 

3. WORKING CAPITAL FUND (EB3/59): ITEM 34 OF THE AGENDA (CONTINUATION) 

Dr. van den BERG, while agreeing that an increased working capital 

fund was necessary, thought that a decision should be reached on the 

total amount of the fund before governments were asked to contribute » 

He also noted that contributions were asked for 1949. The financial 

year in his own country made it quite impossible for his governnen： to 

contribute to the working capital fund before 1 January 1950. 

Mr. SIEGELj Director, Administration and Finance, in reply to a 

request from Dr. Walker at a previous meeting for additional information 

on the working capital funds in other specialized agencies, said, that it 

had been possible over the week-end only to get details from ILO^ which 

was stationed in Geneva. The IL0, with a total budget of $5,000,000^ 

had a working capital fund and special reserve of $2,200,000 which it 

was hoping to increase to |
;

2,500,000, i.e. between 45 and 50 par cent of 

the budget. From documents available here it seemed that UNESCO, with 

a budget of |8,ООО,000, had a working capital fund of 12,000,000. It 

had also a special financial arrangement with the French Government by 

which advances were made in French currency to tide over difficult 

times. At June 1948 UNESCO had only received five per cent of its 

contributions from governments and would be unable to operate on the 

scale of an $8,000,000 budget with a working capital fund of $2,000,000, 

without some supplementary arrangement. It had an overdraft of 

140,ООО,000 French francs with the French Government. 



The DIRECTOR-GENERAL drew attention to the fact that ILO, as an 

older institution with an easily predictable budget and programme, was 

not in the same position as WHO. UNESCO's General Conference met 

in the late autumn, making it possible for governments with financial 

years beginning in April to include 'the contributions to UNESCO in 

the estimates for the same year. The Health Assembly, occurring 

in June, made it impossible for a similar arrangement to be adopted 

for WHO. Moreover, WHO*s policy in regard to the regions also 

affected the size of the working capital fund. Regional offices 

would need reserves and that entailed, a dispersal of the funds of 

the Organization which did not apply in other agencies. 

Mr. LINDSAY agreed that tho present working capital fund was 

too small. He proposed that it be placed on the Regular Budget, 

since programmes financed by the Supplemental Budget would only be 

undertaken when the money was available. The Board faced a dilemma: 

the circumstances which made a 'large working capital fund necessary, 

roade it difficult to raise the money. The working capital fund 

which was required to bridge the gap until contributions were forth-

condng could only be increased by contributions from governments. 

The difficulties should be brought to the attention of the Health 

Assembly, by which time the situation might be clearer. 

Mr, SIEGEL suggested meeting Mr. Lindsay's first point by-

inserting in the draft resolution on page 2 of document EB3/59, after 

the words "inadequate financing", the words "of the Regular Budget". 

He further suggested that the figure on the last line of the' áecorid 

paragraph of the resolution should be four million dollars, which 

would be approximately half the Regular Budget. 

Dr. DOWLING supported these suggestions. If action were taken 

quickly on the resolution, a nunber of governments whose budgets were 



established in the second half of the year could include the item in 

the currentyear's estimates. 

Dr. WICKRSMESINGHE hoped that it would be possible to adopt 

four million dollars as the working capital fund for 1950 and 1951. 

Advance information of the amount of the fund would enable governments 

to include it in the normal budget without passing supplementary 

estimates. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL, while appreciating the reasons for Dr. 

V/ickremesinghe's suggestion, explained that at the present stage of 

the Organization's development, it was impossible to foretell the 

requirements for 1951. The adoption of a working capital fund of 

four million dollars for 1951 would give the misleading impression 

that the budget in that year would not exceed that for 1950. As soon 

a s t h e

 Organization reached the stage of development which would allow 

the Executive Board to draw up a programme for several years at a 

time, it would be possible also to give an advance estimate of the 

working capital fund at about 50^ of the Budget. In any case, 

governments would have to take the necessary action to make up the 

depletions in the working capital fund. 

Dr. WICKREMESINGHE withdrew his proposal. 

The proposal to increase the working capital.fund to four million 

dollars for 1950 was put to the vote and adopted by 10 votes to none. 

The resolution on page 2 of document EB3/59 was adopted, the 
figure recommended for the working capital fund being 
four million dollars. 



Proposed working capital fund resolution .B3/37； pages 31 and 幻、 

Mr. SIEGEL drew attention to the changes resulting from the 

decision just taken in the draft resolution on the waking capital 

fund on pages 31 and 32 of document EB3/37. ' 

The draft resolution was' considered paragraph by paragraph. 

M r

.
 S I E

GEL
M
ointad..mt that—US fia,mimQn in paragraph 1 should 

now ̂ ead -US" |4_ DdillQiu 

b'.paragraph., the-last three words should re^. "financial ybars 

194Ô and .1Ç49". 

Paragraphs 1 and 2 were adopted as amended. 

•Paragraph 3 was adopted without comment. 

W i t b r e g a r d t 0

 P^agraph 4, Mr. LINDSAY suggested that, in view 

°
f t h e i n C r ? Û S e i n t h Q

 Budget to eight million dollars, the 

fund for emergencies of 1300,000, estimated on the basis of a seven 

million dollar budget,, might now be reduced to #200,000. 

Mr. SIEGEL explained that the amount of the emergency fund was 

distinct from the Iterular Budget and not affected Ъу it. At the 

first Health Asseiély, an emergency fund of 100, COO dollars had been 

adopted because táe working capital fund itself was so small. with 

the increase in the working capital fund it would be rpasonable to 

increase the amount of the emergency fund. 

f
G t e x t o f t h e

 draft resolution ôn pa
G
e
 3
2 of 

EB3/37 was ^proved, it being understood that the necessarv' 
consequential alterations would be nade to the t e ^ of l ^ 
introducto^ note on pa

C
e 31 of the same document. 
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4i ESTABLISHMENT OF EXPERT GOblMITTEES (EB3/62 AND EB3/62 Gorr.l)t 
ITEM 16 OF THE AGENDA. 

Dr» GAUTIER, Assistant Director-General^ introduced document 

ЕВЗ/62 on the establishment of expert committees• The expert committees 

on malaria and venereal infections had not yet been constituted because 

the results of the consultations with governments were not yet кпсжп. 

In regard to the list, appearing on page b， of the expert committees 

•which were provided for in the 195° programme, he pointed out that the 

first Health Assembly had not agreed to set up an expert coimittee on 

nursing, but had referred the matter to the second Health Assembly• There 

was provision in the 1949 budget for the expert committee on 

environmental sanitation; it was desirable, however, not only that it 

should meet in 1949， but also that it should be composed of nine members, 

instead of the four originally proposed. It was also desirable that the 

joint committees with ILO on the hygiene of seafarers and on occupational 

hygiene and the joint committee with FAO on nutrition should meet in 

I949； there was provision for them in the budget for 1949• 

Dr. Gautier suggested that the Board might pass a resolution on the 

expert coïïimittees to be set up in 1950, as well as the draft resolution 

on the Expert Committee on Insecticides and the draft resolution on the 

Expert Committee on Plague appearing in document EB3/62. 

Decision! The Board adopted a proposal of Dr# Mackenzie 
that the exp^i t groups set up by the Export Coimnittee on 
Internats bi^^^-T-rVTT' ^Т^ХЛГУ ne to examine 
particular diseases should r^^^rz direct to the Executive 
Board。 



MACKENZIE also proposed that the three members of the Board, 

yáiom it had requested to examine the auditor's report shortly before 

the second Health Assembly, should also be authorized to examine then 

the report of the Expert Committee on Insecticides, since the Assembly 

would discuss the question of' disinfesting ships and aircraft. 

Decision; The Board accepted Dr. Mackenzie^s proposal. 

Dr. DUJARRIC de la RIVIERE agreed to the establishment of all 

the committees listed in document EB3/62. However
;
 he suggested 

that either they should be regrouped in order to ensure co-ordination 

between them, or else that the Secretariat should be instructed to 

ensure such co-ordination. 

Dr. GAUTIER said that so far the number of expert committees 

had been kept low; however, he believed that it was necessary to 

set up all the expert committees listed in document EB3/62 in order 

that the 1950 programme might be properly carried out. The 

establishment of a section in the Secretariat on the co-ordination 

of research would ensure the co-ordination urged by 

Dr. Dujarric de la Riviere• 

.Dr. DUJARRIC ,de la RIVIERE agreed with Dr. Gautier, 

Dr. WICKREMESINGHE enquired whether the composition of the 

expert committees could be altered. 

Dr. GAUTIER replied that at first the Board had decided to 
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fix the membership of expert committees, but lately there had 

been a tendency to make the composition of those committees more 

flexible and to co-opt members for short periods; the mandate of 

none of the expert committees extended beyond two yearso 

Dr. OTCKREMESINGHE said that the Government of Ceylon had 

not been consulted about the、 composition of any of thé expert 

committees with the exception of the Expert Committee on Malaria. 

The Government of Ceylon could offer to Ж0 an outstanding expert 

to serve on the Expert Committee on Insecticides， an expert to 

serve on the Expert Committee on Venereal Infections, three experts 

for the Expert Committee on Maternal and Child Health， in 

addition to an expert to serve on the Expert Committee on Malaria. 

It was essential that all regions should be represented on those 

committees, since the problems of maternal and child health, for 

example, in South-East Asia, differed from the problems of maternal 

and child health in Europe
e
 He regretted that South-East Asia 

was represented on the Expert Committee on Maternal and Child Health 

only by a nurse• 

. • 

The СНАШШШ said that it was not a function of the Board to 

appoint experts to expert committees； that was done by the Director-

General, after consultation with governments, 

Dr, WICKREMESINGHE said that his point was precisely that some 

governments, including that of Ceylon, had not been consulted. He 

was not urging that countries should be represented on the committees 

but regions. There was no representative of South-East Asia on the 

Expert Committee on Insecticides, for example. Experts from backward 

countries gained much from corvtact with experts jfrom more advanced 

countries
л 



Sir Arcrt MODALIAR said it uras most important that regions 

should bo represented on the committees, since tho problems they 

dealt with differed from region to region. Сл1у America and Europe 

were represented on the Expert ComnittGG on Health Statistics, for 

example. 

The GHálíaüN said that regional roprosentation was provided for 

in the rules governing the appointment of experts to охрегt committees. 

The membership of some coronii'tteüs had been increased precisely in 

order that all regions should be represented. 

Dr. HYDE said that the Board had clearly decided that not all 

governments should be consulted by the Director-General about the 

appointment of experts to the committees. The Director-General was 

merely instructed to consult the "national administrations concerned". 

Therefore the Board could not consider the point raised by Dr. 

Wickremesinghe unless two-thirds of its members agreed to dc so. 

Dr. WICKREMESINGHE said that the only way to ensure adequate 

regional representation on all the export committoes was to consult 

the Member Governments in those regions. 

The c m i R M K suggested that Dr. Wickremesinghe discuss the matter 

personally with the Director-General. 

Dr. HYDE, recalling that the first World Health Assembly had 

decided that environmental sanitation was one of the matters which 

should be given priority, proposed that the Expert Committee on 

Environmental Sanitation should be set up as soon as possible in 1949, 

preferably before the second Health Assembly, and that it should be 

composed of nino members. 



Dr. BONNE, Director, Division of Planning, said that thab 

proposal was completely in accordance with Dr. Gautier
1

s opening 

remarks. 

Decisions: 

(1) The Board adopted unanimously the draft resolution on 
the establishment of a panel of experts on particular subjects 
relating to the chemistry or the usa of insecticides, appearing 
in document EB3/62, page 3, and on the proposal "that .an expert 
coimittee on plague with a membership of nine be established to 
act as an advisory body to 1Ш0" (EB3/62, page 6). 

(2) It was agreed 

、 (a) that the Expert Committee on Antibiotics and 
other technological research should be added 
to the list of expert committees provided for 
in the 1950 programme; 

(b) that the Expert Coîmiiittae on Environmental 
Sanitation should meet in 1949 and that 
it should be composed of nine members; 

(c) that the Joint FAO/WHO Expert Oommittee on 
Nutrition should meet in 1949 and that 
it should be composed of ten members, of which 
five should be from WHO; 

(d) that the Joint ILO/ШО Committees on the 
Hygiene of Seafarers and on Occupational 
Hygisne should also be convened in 1949, 
and that four mamb^rs of each should be 
appointed by WHO; 

(e) to take note of document EB3/62. 

5. SITUATION WITH REGeHD TO DENÛNGIAÎION OF THE AGREEMENT CREATING 
OIHP (EÏ3/18, EB3/18 Add. 1 and EB3/77 REVISED) : ITEM 37 OP THE 
AGENDA 

Mr. CALDERWOOD (adviser to Dr. Hyde) proposed the adoption of the 

draft resolution submitted by Dr. Hyde (ЕБЗ/77)- In that draft resolution 

there h^d been takan into account the advice of the United Nations 

legal experts that the assets of OIHP could not bo taken away from 

OIHP until all parties to the Rome Agreement of 1907 had either 

denounced it or had ratified the protocol of 22 July 1946; but before 



WHO adopted the suggestion of the United Nations leg?! exports that 

there should be a now agreement^ it should be ascertained whether that 

suggestion was practical. 

Dr. van den BERG said that he would like to put somo questions to 

the United Nations legal experts. He preferred tha draft resolution 

proposed by Dr, Hyde® He deprecated unnecessary delay in the шЬЬзг, 

since later it might not be possible to take the appropriate action 

which was at present possible. 

Dr， GAUD (OIHP) agreed with tha substance of the draft resolution 

summitted by Dr. Hyde, but not with its form. However^ he considered that 

it would be undesirable and premature to discuss at present the question 

of fornu It was a very complicated question; ha assured th3 Boprd that 

OIHP would co-operate with 1H0 to the best of its ability in order to 

vdnd up its affairs satisfactorily. It h^d already requested the parties 

to the Rome Agreement of 1907 to denounce that agreement,• 

Decision: The draft resolution submitted by Dr. Hyde in regard 
to the Office International d'Hygiène Publique (EB3/77 R^v.l) 
was unanimously adopted. 

The meeting rose at 12.40 p.m. 


