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1 . WORID BRUCELLOSIS CENTRE (EB3/67)Î ITEM 20 OF SUPPLEMENTARY AG'^KDA 

• . . . � - _ ' • . . --

Dr. DUJARHIC de la RI?IERS proposed the adoption of the resolution 

on page 3 of document EB3/Ô7, While a study of brucellosis should 

prove interesting, he.felt th^ tima wes not appropriate to establish 

a world centre• 

Dr., W W a mx^^rtQá the proposal. 

Decision; There being no-objection， the resolution was adopted. 

2 . BUDGET FOR 1950 (EB3/82): ITEM 5 OF THE AGENDA •• 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the proposal made at the previous 

meeting by Dr
e
 van den Berg.，that consideration of the budget shcmld 

be reopened. He directed attention to the fact that in.order to do so 

a two-thirds majority of the Board would be necessary. 

The proposal was adopted by 13 votes to 1. 

Dr. HIDE
3
 referring to his proposal made at the previous meeting^ 

said he had no desire to re-examine the budget item by i torn. Nevertheless
 5 

t ‘ 

in his opinion, the Director-General had been out of'order in making 

those proposals
5
 (at the previous meeting)^ and members of the Board 

should have equal rights to propose changes in any item of- the budget. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said the time was not appropriate to raise the 

point as to whether or not he had been in order in making proposais 

regarding the budget: it should have been raised at the previous meeting. 

He was of opinion that his actions had been perfectly in order. 

Mr
e
 SIEGEL, Director, Administration and Finance, recalled that， at 

the previous meeting, the Director-General had proposed that : (1)
3
 the 

total estimate of approximately $150,000 for the Tuberculosis Research 

Group should Ъе‘ transferred from the Regular to the Supplemental budget? 



⑵ the sum of $115,000 for the item, Supplies to Governments, 

should be transferred fro® the Supplemental to the Regular Budget. 

If it were de sired, to reduce the Rsptlar Budget further, it might bo 

possible to find an additional 备50,000, in other items, to be trans-

ferred from the Regular to the Supplemental Budget: the Director-

General vrould hav© to be authorized by the Board..to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that, in arder to reduce the Regular 

Budget by a further $50,000, the proposed estimate .for Schistosomiasis 

might be divided as follows: 1)25，000 in the Regular Budget and 翁50,000 

in the Supplemental Budget. 

In reply to a query from Dr. van den BERtí, Mr. SIEGEL said that 

the further reduction of $50,000 "which he had had in mind might be 

achieved by transferring that amount in the part of the budget, 

Common Services, from the Regular to the Supplemental Budget. That 

reduction, plus the reduction in the Schistosomiasis estimate, would 

result in approximate total budget estimates as follo-ms：： Regular 

Budget, Ф7,900,000; Supplemental Budget 紙150,000. 

Dr. HYDE stated that he had no objection to the proposal. 

He recalled that at a previous ивеting he had made a proposal 

that the Tuberculosis Rssearch Qroup estimate should b® transferred 

from the Regular to Ше Supplemental Budget, Dr, Evang had opposed 

the proposal and, after discussion, ,it had been decided to divide 

the amount between the two budgets. As Dr. Evang was not now present, 

he felt it was only fair to him that the Board should be reminded 

of the discussion that had taken place. 

Decision: There being no objection,, the Direotor-General's 

combined proposals, as suramarized by Mr. Siegel, were approved. 
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3 , JOINT PROJECTS ЩТН'UNICEF, ALLOCATIONS FROM THE UNRRA • 

$1,000,000 FUND (EB3/79, EB3/69, EB3/39 Add.l, EB3/20 Add.l) 

D r G O O D M â N , Acting Assistant Director-General In charge of. 

the Department of Operations, directed attention to Official Records, 

N o

* И» P
a

S
e s 1 7 1 8

i where the principles adopted by the Executive 

.. : • * ' 
Board at it.s second session, in regard to '.the use of the UNRRA Fund,‘ 

w，re set forth, ‘ As the Joint .Committee on Health Policy TJNÍCEF/WHO ‘‘ 

» • • * • 

had not met before the present session of the Executive Board, it 

would be necessary to reverse the normal procedure and obtain the 

consent of the Executive Board to the new projects propofeedi subject 

to the approval of the Joint Committee, 

He noted that document EB3/79 was of an informational character 

soiely, WHO had an obligation to. collaborate with the United 

Nations in the project set forth in document ЕВЗ/69, Joint Study 

with the United Nations Statistical Services on Wastage of Human 

Life ‘ It was à comparatively small item, entailing the appointing 

of.two. additional research assistants to be attached to the Health 

Statistics Section, and the furnishing of any necessary supplies. 

If the Board approved the project, the Director-General would make the 

necessary allocation from the Fund, amounting 'to $7,000. He submitted 

the following draft resolution, which would roplace the last sentence 

of document ЕВЗ/69:. 

The Executive Board, 

Having regard to the obligation on WHO to collaborate with 
the United Nations in the health statistical aspects of 
the enquiry by UN into "Wastage of Human Life", and 

Noting that the Expert Committee on Maternal and Child 
Health has approved this project, 

AUTHORIZES the Direоtor-General to allocate funds from 
the UNRRA Special Fund of one million dollars to cover 
the expenses of two research assistants and any necessary 
office supplies to assist in undertaking this collaboration, 
fvbject to the approval of this programme by the Joint 

ranittee on Health Policy - UNICEFДШО. 



Dr, Goodman said the second new project put forward for approval 

was set forth in document EB3/39 Add.l. It was a proposal that, in order 
• •. . . ； '• . ' . . . , • ‘ ‘ * -

to prepare for the greatly： increased programme proposed for 1950, the 

headquarters staff., of• the section of Maternar and Child Health should be 

increased in 1949 by six persons,-the cost to be borne by the Ш Ш fund. 

He directed attention to.the draft resolution in the docutóéñt. 

The proposal set out .in document EB3/20 Add.l was that part of the 

UNRRl fund should b©-.used, against reimbursement, for ihe purpose of 

procuring certain equipment for penicillin production. He directed 

attention to the draft resolution on page 5. ‘ 

I n

 conclusion,, he noted that the estimated costs of projects ‘ 

approved to date was $437,410 (EB3/79),.the' estimates for the new projects 

submitted for approval amounted to |40,780, and the sum of $300,000 

remained as reserve for 1950. In. addition, certain funds might be 

r e t i r e d for programmes already approved, notably for the procuring .of 

additional expert advice in regard to，UNKEF programmes and possible 

.additional expenditure, on.BCG research； Those additional expenses had 

been estimated at.$171,810. All those items made a sum total of 

1 1 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 0 . " , . . . ' 

* * ' • ‘ 

. .„ • • «
 t

 j. • -

Dr, mCKEKZIE, while not opposing the proposals, felt.it.was 

necessary to make certain that the projects conformed with the principles 

governing the .use of the UNRRA fund. The following projects appeared to 

him to be questionable in that respect； (1) the. survey of.UNRRA 

penicillin, factories； (2) th'e joint study with the United Nations 

Statistical Services .on wastage of human life； (3) the procurement of 

penicillin plant. 
• - » - • 

• . ‘ ‘ • 

.Dr. GOODMAN said that i:t had been felt that the proposals in regard 

t 0

 Penicillin were esaentiajlly linked both with UNICEF's activities and 
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.with basic health questions relating to women and children. 

In regard to the survey of penicillin plants, he recalled that 

work on it had been started by the Interim Commission and carried on by 

ТОЮ until the end of 1948, when the budgetary provision had ceased. The 

Economic Commission for Europe had considered the matter and decided that, 

before carrying out a survey, a conference should be called, but the 

Economic Commission was unable to provide the necessary funds to do so. 

As the Interim Commission and ШЮ had agreed that a survey was necessary, 

it had seemed logical that funds for the conference should be found and 

that they should come out of the UNRRA million. ‘ 

The same observations applied to the.other two matters raised by 

Dr. Mackenzie. UNICEF was engaged, in combating venereal diseases in 

connexion -with nursing mothers and children and in providing penicillin 

for that purpose. A large number of the countries receiving assistance 

in that matter from UNICEF appeared to prefer to do everything possible 

to produce penicillin for themselves. It was, of course, recognized 

that penicillin was used for other purposes than the treatment of 

venereal diseases. The agreement of the Executive Director of UNICEF 

had been obtained by the Director-General before making those allocations. 

Dr. HYDE stated that, to his knowledge, the Palestine refugee 

programme had not so far been discussed by the Joint Committee on Health 

Policy UWICEF/lHO. Until that had been done, as was specifically laid 

down in the terms on #iich the UNRRA fund had been made available to WHO, 

he was in doubt as to the authority of the Executive Board to make an 

allocation from the fund in respect of that programme. Funds should 

perhaps be allocated for the purpose from the'emergency fund of WHO. 



Dr. GOCDMAN outlined the considerations which had led to the 

allocation being made froia the ШШЛ fund to, the Palestine refugee 

programme. First) the Executive Board had passed a resolution that 
*' . • . • ‘ • . • ！ • _ 

WHO should help, when possible. Secondly, UNICEF was giving assistance 

to the programme in various ways: presumably, therefore, the programme 

came within UNICEF
1

 s terms o£ reference. Thirdly, as an emergoncy 

measure, the Dire с t or- Ge no ral obtained the consent of the Exocuitive 

Secretary of UNICEF to the allocation. Fourthly
л
 the Executive'Board, at 

• . . ‘ ' ' • • . . . . •,, ' • • t . . . . : . “ ‘ ? . i . 
a previous m^etiiiGr had approved the Director—General * s action in the 

• . . • • • … • .
 ;

 - . . " - . •. •.- ： . ； 

matter. ^ 

Dr
t
 HYDE said he was concerned because the . allocatipn tQ the 

Palestine refugeè programme mearit that ：the money received from UNRRA was 

not-being expended-in accordance with the terns of the„gift• He suggested 

that the Board should instruct its members on the ¡Joint Coraiaáttee to ssek 

approval, at its next meeting， of the.Palestine refugee programe and of 

the emergency action .taken- in allocating UNiîRA.funds to it* If that 

approval were obtained, the Board
!

s\position in the matter would bo 

improved• 

Dr. GOGDMAN stated that such action was already contemplated and 

〜vo:old be taken at the e.arliqst possible o p p o r t u n i t y . . 

Dr. HYDE expressed his satisfaction with the reply. 
‘ . ：‘ - . . • •• , •‘ 

• • • • .
 4

 . 

Dr. MACKENZIE accepted： the explanations, which had been given in regard 

to penicillin and the Palestine refugee prograinne. He still found it 

difficult, however, to reconcile the .joint study on wastage of human life 

with the principles governing the use of the UNRRA fund, in particular 

that which required that projects should be connected with an operating 

UNICEF programme. 



Dr. GOCtDMAN felt that Cfficial Records, No, 14, page 18, paragraph 

2(b) covered the case in question. That paragraph had been interpreted, 

not as meaning that allocations from the fund should invariably be for 

joint programmes with UNIQEF, but that allocations could be made in 

furtherance of the same objectives as wero being pursued in UNICEF 

progranmie's. • The prorramme in question would clcarly prove of the utmost 

value in regard to maternal and child health. 
. .. • 

Dr. MACKENZIE expressed himself satisfied with the explanation•. • 

To meet an objection raised by Dr, HYDE, it was ..agreed that the woids. 

"of increased maternai and child hoalth pro次amrnos" should bo deleted at 

tho. end of the resolution in docmont EB3/39 ¿ШД. 

• . • * 

Decision? The resolution： in document 3B3/39 АсИД was adopted, 

The CHAIRMAN directed attention to the draft resolution on page 5 of 
• V . 

locment EB3/20 Add； 1. 

• Dr
#
 HYDE said it appeared doubtful, in view of the extent of the 

programme contemplated^ whether the sum to be made available would be 
‘ . • ‘ . . . . . . . . 

sufficient to produce effective results.,. 

Dr• GCGDMAN stated that the sum was intended to'cóvor the cost of 

three sets of special equipment, obtainable only in thG United States. He 

directed attention to page 3 of document ED3/20 Add.l/ and suinmarized the. 

information given therein in regard to essential oquîpment required• He 

noted that the Economic Commission for Europe had been the source of most 

of that information. " 

• • ,： . 
• • • • •• . • • . . . . . 

In reply to a query by Dr / vin den BERG, Dr. GOCDMAN said the under-

standing was that, if necessary, the governments concerned would reimburse 
• •« . . . 

the money -advanced in. hard currency. If it should- be equally advantageous 

for WHO to accept soft currency, that might be done. 



D r

t HIDE again said that the proposal should first be considered by 

Ше Jcint Ccm-úttee c.n Health Pclicy 丽ICEF/ШО.
 T h e p r o g r

_
e
, although 

connected with venereal diseases, had a wider application. He had no 

objection to the draft resolution, providôd it was accepted by the Joint 

Committee. 

Decision: The' draft rssolution in document EB3/20 Add. 
page five, was adapted, Dr. Hyde's reservation being noted.' 

4

- ESTABLISHMENT OF A SPECIAL ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE FOR HEALTH 
HEHABILITATICN OF W.'ui-DSVASTAIED COUNTRIES IN EUROPE (EB3/20 and . 
Add. l.and 2)： ITEM 15 OF THE AGENDA 

Decision: It was agreed to take note of the documents. 

5> REPORT CF THE EXPERT ССЖ1ТТ25； ON INTERNATIONAL EPIDEMIOLOGY ；ND 
QU;JU1NTINE OF WHC (EB3/27 and Add. 1 and 2, Yffl0/Epid/l6, WHC/q/24 
LIEV. 1): ITEM 17 O F THE AGENDA 

D r

« DUJilFuaC de la RIVIERE directed attention to the usefulness of . 

the radio-telegraphic broadcasts of epidemiological bulletins to health 

administrations. Those broadcasts had not been functioning very long and 

it was desirable ‘ that they should be continued until the results of tïxe 

present trial were fully conclusive (EB3/27 Add. X) 

He also proposed that the Expert Committee's conclusions in regard 

to the yellow fever vaccine produced by the Indisch Instituut, Amsterdam 

(EB3/27 Add. 2) should be a,-,proved. 

Decision;. The resolutions in documents.ЕБЗ/27 ADD. 1, and 
SB3/27 Add. 2 were successively adopted. ‘ 

Quarantine Section of the Committee- (УШ0/Ер1с1Дб, para. 1.6) 

The CHAIRMAN directed attention to the report of the Quarantine 

Section contained in document WHO/Q/24 Rev. 1. 
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In connexion with points raisëd by Dr, .HAFEZI，‘Dr. Stuart 

.Secretariat) stated that the complaints by the Government of India, 

referred to iri paragraphs 1 (a) and (b) of document WHO/Q/24 Rqv. 1, 

had been placed in his hands on 14 November 1948，with full 

supporting documents in regard to the exchafi浮 of• information .on 

the subject betv«eon the Governments of India and Iran through the 
' - ' . ' . . , • 

；appropriate ministries. There had therefore 
beçîi йо option ‘ btt^ f̂co 

. *. * . 
place the matter before the Quarantine Committee, as official complaints 

. * • • 
by the Governmont of India. As the complaints had been received 

only a few days before the meeting of the committee, it had not been 

possible to inform the. Government of Iran in advance q£ the. action 

•being taken by Ш0 in the matter.. It would appear, however, that 

the complaints had been well-grounded, because notification had 

later been received from the Government of Iran'to the effect that • 

'the measures taken in excess of the Sanitaiy Conventions had been 

withdrawi.' 

TOien the complaints had been received regarding the allegad 

insanitaryocnditions at Zahidan., he had written to Dr. Hafezi, 'in 

his capacity as Director of International Relationsj enquiring into • 

. , • , 
the.matter and requesting, in the event of the complaints being. 

justified, that the necessary steps should be taken to remedy matters. 

That letter had been sent in March 1948. In June 1948, he had 

« ‘ " 

twice discussed the matter with Dr. Hafezi. As no official reply 

•had been received, a few days before the Quarantine Comniittee had met, 

the Government of India had felt, impelled to place the matter before 

the committee. It would thus be seen that the Government of Iran 

had been notified of the complaint at least nine months before the 

meeting of the committee
 e 
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» 

Ьг. HA.ÎEZI pointed out that the discussions he had had on the 

matter had been in his private capacity, not as an official of the 

Iranian Government. The letter referred to by Dr. Stuart had 

included no evidence in support of the allegation made, and. the 

question had therefore arisen as to Tivhether or not it was advisable 

to reply. That point was still under consideration. 

He considered that, before deciding to' submit a complaint to 

an expert committee,而0 should first make investigations into 

the substance of the matter, It was possible that a complaint might 

result from a small misunderstanding, in which case direct contact 

iwith the governments concerned should be sufficient to remove it. 

He- did not think that the names of countries concèrned should be made 

public. In the present case the conclusions were, in his opinion, 

unfair: the countries against which complaints had been lodged had 

not been given the.opportunity to be represented at the meeting of 

•the expert committee. The report should be revised and the unwarrant-

able assumptions contained in it deleted. 

A decision should also be taken on WHO'S future policy in regard 

to such complaints. In his view, any complaint made should be 

supported by documentation and the country concerned given full in-

formation of the complaint. The country concerned should also be 

notified in advance when it was proposed to placo the matter before 

an expert committee, thus being given the opportunity to send a 

representative to protect its interests. 

Dr. HOWLING agreed that Dr. Hafezi's observations were well-

grounded. There appeared to be unwarrantable assumptions in the 

report of the Quarantine Committee, and he suggested that it should 
» . 

be referred back to the committee, for revision in the light of the 

comments of the Board. 



кг. H'ÏDfî also supportod Dr. Hrfszi's view and the suggestion 

made by Dr. Dowling. There were political implications in the 

present case and the Boa^d had th
ô
 right, in the circumstances, to 

refer back the report for revision. 

After discussion as to the best procedure to be followed, Dr. 

г 

MCKENZIE ccntendod that the important point to bo settled was the 

future policy of 而0 in regard to such comnlaints, H
e
 was in favour 

of any country against which a complrlnt h?r! been lodged having the 

opportunity to be represented at meeting discussing the complaint. 

If that were agreed, it was unnecessary to reopen discussion of the 

question。 He was not in favour of the findings of the Quarantine 

Committee being revised by the Executive Board. There were certain 

cases of infringements of regulations which l.md to be dealt m t h 

urgently: it was for that reason that the onnmittee had been given 

special povrers to enable it to act without delay. 

Sir Arcot KUDALIAR felt that the present situation need not have 

arisen had the document in question been rorded differently. Hs did 

not agree with Dr. Hafezi that the пгтез of countries concerned in 

such matters diould not be published. On the contrary, WHO rnmld 

not be fulfilling its duty if it shirked the responsibility of doing 

so, He approved the dramng up of a schedule indicating minimum 

sanitary requirements for an international airfield, and hoped it 

would be done as soon as possible。 

Dr. WICKREÏ.5ESINGHE was unable to understand why the proposed 

schedule was being limited to one form of transport onlys it should 

cover ports and railway stations, as well airfields. 



Dr, MACKENZIE feared that a precedent would be established 

if document VfliO/Q/24.Rev.l were referred back to the Quarantine 

Section for revision. He moved the adoption of' the report in which 

h e

 被
3

 supported by Dr. BRUTEL de la RIVIERE (alternate to Dr. van 

den Berg) and Dr. GEAR. 

Decisions： 
1 I 4 丨丨 

(1) îhe Board adopted the report of the Quarantine 
Section T?®0/Q/24.Rev.l), on the understanding that the 
comments made by the Board and additional comments by 
Dr» Hafeai would be presented to the Health Assembly, 
the Quarantine Section, and the Expert Committee on 
International Epidemiology and Quarantine. 

(2) îhe majority of the Board, agreed on,the following 
procedure. Ihenever an alleged complaint was lodged 
about failure to observe quarantine measures, the 
Secretariat should invite representatives of the country 
concerned to defend its case. 

Consultaticn of specialized expert bodies on pestilential and other 
ccmunicable diseases(lHÓ/Epid,16/, pago 3) 

There being no observations, the section was adopted. 

Expenditure of funds allocated by OIHP f.or epidemiological research 
field work in 丄949 (WHÔ/Epid./16，page 4;~~see also ЕБЗ/57 

Dr. GAUD (observer, OIHP) thanked the Chairman for the 

appreciation he had expressed at a previous meeting on the work 

accomplished by the joint OIHP/WHO study groups,、ihich had proved 

fruitful in the past, and he hoped would continue to be so in the 

future, 

He had been unable to submit à definite programme for 1949 because 

Ur. Bruce mite, a member .of . the Joint OIHP/TOO Study Group on Cholera, 

was ill, and would probably be prevented from continuing his functions. 

Studies on filarir.sis and onchocerciasis had not been envisaged 

pending results work being carried out in the United Kingdom. 
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It had been necessary to,select certain items on the programme 

envisaged by the Expert Committee on International Epidemiology and 

Quarantine, in proportion to the funds available from OIHP, namely 

40,000 dollars.‘ , 
' . . . -

In regard to the disposal of sixteen million French francs from 

OIHP to WHO, he recalled that the financial implications had been 

carefully studied at the previous session of the Bosrd.. It was. 

impossible for the Office under its Constitution to make any actual. 

transfer of funds. It was possible tc collaborate on the best, use 

t o b e m a d e c f t h e

 available but the administrative work' would 

•
：

 . ' V • 

,have to be terminated w i t M n the framework of the Pari? Office-. 

Decision: The Board noted document 油 O/Epid/16^ it being 
‘understood that the Director-General and the President 

of OIHP would discuss expenditure of funds, allocated by 
OIHP for epidemiological research and field work in 1949.. 

6. PRINCIPLES TO GOVERN WHO SANITARY REGULATIONS TO REPLACE EXISTING ‘ 
‘INTERNATIONAL SANITARY CONVENTIONS (7moApid

4
/l7 Rev 1 and' 

EB3/75).: ITEM 17.1 OF THE AGENDA . 
• • . “ * • 、 . . . 

Dr. DUJÁRRIC de la RIVIERE introduced document EB3/75, and 

briefly explained the basic principles on which sanitary regulations 

should be established, The memorandum submitted in document 

WHO/Epid./17,Rev.l was a far-reaching oneintended to serve as à 

basis for discussion of principles prior to the 'drawing up of 

regulations to replace existing sanitary conventions, 

The CHAIRMAN thanked Dr. Dujarric de la Rivière for his 

metnprandum, on which he would later offer certain comments. 



In reply to a point raised by Dr. HCKREMESINCME about the 

necessity for the regulations to apply, in certain cases, to whole 

provinces rather than to "local areas", Dr. DUJAElîIC de la RIVIERE 

said that all the suggested definitions were of a general character. 

It would Ъе necessary to Include more detailed provisions applicable 

to specific problems in specific areas in a separate annex. 

Dr. van den BERG stressed the necessity fcr the study of the 

legal implications of the proposed principles. He' suggested-that 

delegations at the second Health Assembly should include.technical 

experts competent to give an opinion on legal, economic and other 

connected aspects. 

Mí*. CALDERWDOD, (adviser tc Dr. Hyde), agreed with Dr. van den 

Berg on the matter of procedure, but felt that the appropriate time 

• for consultation m t h legal .experts was during the preparation of the 

actual regulations. He suggested the desirability of consultation, 

at the secretariat level, with ICAO and the Preparatory Ccrnmittee of 

the Inter-Governmental Maritime Organizati.cn, which wruld. facilitate 

completion of the task. 

Dr. GEAR urged that no general discussion on broad principles 

should take place at the present stage. There would be ample oppor-

tunity for discussion by all the relevant bodies of ТШ0. He proposed 

that document EB3/75 should be accepted, and the Board endorse the series 

of principles set forth in document 1H0/Epid./17 Rev.l, which should be 

referred, after consultation as suggested by Mr. Calderwood, to the 

second Health Assembly for adoption. Though the expert committee had not 

gone as far as he had urged in removing quarantine measures of doubtful 

vn.lue and knoirn obstruction to international trade and travel, he was 

prepared to accept the report as a first etep in that directiôn. 
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: D r . . MACKENZIE, while agreeing m t h Mr. Calderwood about the 

desirability of eonsultaUon with other organizations, said it was 

essential to have all interests represented at the second Health 

Assembly, because the principles would be presented as medical 

principles and would thereafter emerge "with a more sweeping 

character. It was of paramount importance that as many countries 

as possible should sign the regulations and. he suggested that Members 

would be well advised to include in their delegations to the Health 

Assembly persons representing economic, aviation and shipping interests. 

He suggested the folio-wing drafting amendments to document 

TO0/Epid./17 Rev.l： 

The deletion of the words "endeavour to" in line 3 of section 

(page 4). 

Th.e. deletion of section 2.5.3.2 on page 8, since the #iole 

question of disinsectization of .ships and aircraft had been referred 

4 f ' 

•to the Expert Committee on Insecticides, for its views as to the 

practicability of existing methods. If his suggestion were accepted, 

让en the relevant footnotes 6 and 7 on page 8 should also be deleted 

He suggested a moro positive form of drafting for section 2.8,2.3 

on page 10, to read: "If, on the contrary, the traveller is found to 

be ill or if he carries in vectors » 

Dr. DUJARRIC de la RIVIERE agreed with the proposed drafting 

amendments. 

Щ Œ 0 S (observer, United Nations) suggested that in addition to 

the two organizations mentioned by Mr. Calderwood, ILD and the various 

main committees of ECOSOC mi^itbe consulted in regard to migration 

and other related matters. 



Mr. CALDERWOOD supported the proposal of Dr. Gear. He asked 

Tshether Dr. Mackenzie would be satisfied/with corisultation by the 

Secretariat with the organizations mentioned, leaving it to govern-

ments to decide "vdaether they wished to include experts in their 

delegations to the second Health Assembly. 

Dr. MACKENZIE pointed out that if delegations to the second 

Health Assembly did not include economic and transport interests 

and the principles were passed as medical principles only, it would 

be another year before general principles could be accepted. He felt 

it would be a mistake for medical principles to dominate too much in 

the early stages and he hoped principles acceptable from all angles 

might be passed at the second Health Assembly. . . . . . . 
• 

If his proposal for the suppression of paragraph 2.5.3.2. were not 

accepted, the wording mi^it be changed to read: "some members were of 

opinion that the same measures of inspection and, vàieve necessary, of 

disinsectization, shall be applicable to aircraft engaged in inter-

national traffic." He wished, however, to reserve his position in 

regard to that paragraph. 

. • -i . . . 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that paragraph 4.6.3.4 concerning measures 

applicable to pilgrimages (page 11 of document TO0/Epid./16) should 

replace paragrajái 2.1.3.3 of 1H0/Epid./17 Rev.l. 

Decision； The Board noted document WH0/Epid./17 Rev.l, together 
with the proposed amendments and comments, and agreed to recopnend 
the principles laid down therein as a basis for the promulgation 
of new sanitary regulations to replace existing conventions. . 

7. CONFIRMATION OF AMENDMENTS TO THE FINANCIAL RULES (EB3/6 and Add.l); 

ITEM 34.3 OF THE AGENDA 

Ihe Board noted documents ЕВД/6 and Add.l. 



CURRENCY OF CONTRIBUTIONS (EB3/28): ITEM 84 OF THE AGENDA 

The Board adopted the resolution on page 2 of document EB3/28, 

9. INTERNATIONAL MEDICAL INSTITUTIONS AND WHO (EB3/31) ： ITEM 24 
OF IHE AGENDA 

The Board sympathized with the objectives set forth in the 

resolution submitted by the Health Administration of the Republic of 

Poland, but felt that as adequate measures were being taken it would 

not be appropriate to adopt the recommendation in its present form. 

10. TIME AND P U C E OF THE FOURTH SESSION OF THE EXECUTIVE BOARD 
(EB3/80) : ITEM 40 OF fflE AGENDA 

Decision: The Board agreed that its fourth session should 
begin on Friday afternoon, 8 July 1949^ in order to allow 
four clear working days after the closure of the Assembly. 

Draft report of third session 

It was agreed that the draft report of the third session of the 

Executive Board should be discussed on Wednesday afternoon, 9 March, 

at 3 p.m. 

The meeting rose at 7Д5 p.m. 
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1. WORUD BRUCELK'SIS CENTRE (EB3/67)： ITEM 2C CF SUPPLEMENTARY AGENDA 

• • •
 t

 ,, • ' 、 

Dr. DUJAHRIC de la RIVIERE proposed the adoption of the resolution 

on page 3 cf document EB3/67. While a study of brucellosis should 

prove interesting, he felt the time was not appropriate to establish 

a world centre. 

Dr. YUNG supported the proposal. 

Decision; There being no objection, the resolution was adopted. 

2 . BUDGET POR 1950 (EB3/82): ITEM 5 CF THE AGENDA 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the proposal made at the previous 

meeting by Dr. van den Borg, that consideration of the budget should 

be reopened. He directed attention to the fact that in order to do so 

a two-thirds majority of the Beard would be necessary. 

The proposal was adopted by 13 votes to 1. 

Dr. HYDE, referring to his proposal made at the previous meeting, 

said he had no desire to re-examine the budget item by item. Nevertheless, 

in his opinion, the Director-General had been out of order in making 

those proposals, (at the previous meeting), and members of the Board 

should have equal rights to propose changes in any itera of the budget. 

The DIRSCTCR-GENERiX said the time was not appropriate to raise the 

point as to whether or not he had been in order in making pro -osais 

regarding the budget: it should have been raised at the previous meeting. 

He was of opinion that his actions had been perfectly in order. 

Mr. SIEGEL, Director, Administration and Finance, recalled, that, at 

the previous meeting, the Director-General had proposed, that t (1), the 

total estimate of approximately $150,000 for the Tuberculosis Research 

Group should be transferred from the Regular to the Supplemental budget? 
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⑵ the sum of $115,ООО for the item, Supplies to Governments, 

should be transferred from the Supplemental to the Regular Budget. 

If it теге de sired to reduce the Regular Budget further, it might be 

possible to find an additional ^50,000, in other iterns^ to be trans-

ferred from the Regular to the Supplemental Budget: the Director-

General would have to be authorized by the Board to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that, in order to reduce the Regular 

Budget by a further $50,000, the proposed estimate for Schistosomiasis 

might be divided as follows: ^25,000 in the Regular Budget and $50,000 

in the Supplemental Budget. 

In reply to a query from Dr. van den Berg, Mr. SIEGEL said that 

the further reduction of $50,000 * i c h he had had in mind might be 

achieved by transferring that amount in the part of the budget, 

Common Services, from the Regular to the Supplemental Budget. That 

reduction, plus the reduction in the Schistosomiasis estimate) would 

result in approximate total budget estimates as folio嘛.：Regular 

Budget, f.7,900,000; Supplemental Budget $9,150,000. 

Dr. HIDE stated that he had no objection to the proposal. 

He recalled that at a previous meeting he had made a proposal 

that the Tuberculosis Re search Group estimate should be transferred 

from the Regular to the Supplemental Budget, Dr Evang had opposed 

the proposal and, after discussion, it had been decided to divide 

the amount between tho two budgets。 As Dr. Evang was not now present, 

he felt it.was only fair to him that the Board should be reminded, 

of the discussion that had taken place. 

Decision; There being no objection, the Director-General
1

s 
combined proposals, as summarized by Mr. Siegel, were approved. 
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Г:,... 

“ 3 . JOINT PROJECTS ЩТН UNICEF. ALLOCATIONS FROM THE UNRRA • 

$1,000,006-FUND (ЕВЗ/79, EB3/69, EB3/39 Add.l, ЕБЗ/20 Add.l) 

« Dr. GrOQffl&N, Acting Assistant Director-General in charge of 
�‘-, 

the Department of Operations, directed attention to Official Records, 
• ‘ ' •'!； 

No
%
 14, pages-17 and 18, where the principles adopted by the Executive 

—� ,；；；;,、。 

Board at its Second session, in regard to the use pf the UNRRA Fund, 

were set forth ̂  As the Joint Gonunlttee on Health Policy UNICEF/йНО 

had not met -before the present session of the Executive Board, it 

would be necessary to reverse the normal procedure and obtain the 

consent of the Executive Board to the new ppojocts proposed, subject 

to the approval of the Joint Committee « 

He по€еЙ
;

 that document EB3/79 was of an informational character 

solely. WHO had an -obligation to collaborate with the United 

Nations in tihe project set forth in document ЕВЗ/69, Joint Study 

with the United Nations Statistical Services on Wastage of Human 
• • •； i , 

Life. It was a comparatively small item, entailing the appointing 

of two additional resoarch assistants to be attached to the Health 

Statistic s Section, and the furnishing of any necessary; supplies. 

If thé Board approved the project； the Diroctor-Gcneral would make the 

necessary allocation from the Fund, amounting to $7,000. He submitted 
-V 

the following draft resolution, which would roplaco the last sentence 

of document EB3/69» .. .、'. 

The, Executive Board, 

Having regard to the obligation on WHO to dollaboratc with 
the United Nations in th© health statistical aspects of 
the enquiry by UN into Wastage of Human Life", and 

•i ' i • ‘' • 

:、,.：... • "； _ _ 

Noting that the Expert Committee on Maternái' and Child 
Health has approved this project, 
AUTHORIZES the Director-General to allocate funds from 
the UNRRA Special Fund of one million dollars to cover 
the expenses of two research assistants and any necessary 
office supplies to assist in undertaking this collaboration, 
subject to the approval of this prograimo -by the Joint 
Coimiitee .on Health Policy UNICEFДШО. 



Dr. Goodman said the second new project put forward for approval 

was set forth in document EB3/39 Add.l. It was a proposal that, in order 

to prepare for the greatly increased programme proposed for 1950, the 

headquarters staff of the section'of Maternal and Child Health should be 

increased in 1949 by six persons, the cost to be borne by the ÜNRRA fund. 
• 7 

He directed attention to the draft resolution in the document. 

The proposal set out in document EB3/20 Add.l was that part of- the 

UNRRA fund should be used, against reimbursement, for the purpose of 

procuring certain equipment for penicillin production. He directed 

attention to the draft resolution on page .5. 

In conclusion, he noted that the estimated costs of projects 

approved to date was $487,4Ю (ЕВЗ/79), the estimates for the new projects 

submitted for approval amounted to $40,780, and the sum of $300,000 

remained as reserve for 1950. In addition, certain funds might be 

required for programmes airea办 approved, notably for the procuring of 

additional expert advice in regard to UNICEF programmes and possible 

additional expenditure on BCG research. . Those additional expenses had 

been estimated at $171,810. All those items made a sum total of 

$1,000,000. 

Dr. MACKENZIE, while not opposing the proposals, felt it was 

necessary to make certain that the projects conformed with the principles 

governing the use of the U N R R A fund. The following projects appeared to 

him to be questionable in that respect： (1) the survey of UNRRA 

penicillin factories； (2) the joint study with the United Nations 

Statistical Services on wastage of human l i f e；⑶ the procurement of 

penicillin plant, 

Dr, G O O D M Í W said that i-t had been felt that the proposals in regard 

to penicillin were essentially linked both with UNICEF's activities and 



with basic health questions relating to women and children. 

In regard to the survey of penicillin plants, he recalled that work 

on it had been started by the Interim Commission and carried on by WHO 

until the end of 1948,'when the budgetary provision had ceased. The 

Economic Commission.for Europe had considered the matter and decided 

that, before carrying out a survey, a conference should be called, but 

the Economic Commission was unable to provide the necessary funds to do so. 

A s t h e

 Interim Commission and WHO had agreed that a survey was necessary, 

it had seemed logical that' funds for the conference should be found and 

that they should come out of the UNRRâ million, • 

The same observations applied to the other two matters raised by 

Dr. Mackenzie. UNICEF was engaged in combating venereal diseases in 

connexion with nursing mothers and children and in providing penicillin 

for that purpose, a large number of the countries receiving assistance 

in that -.matter from UNICEF appeared to prefer to do everything possible 

to produce penicillin for themselves. It was, of course, recognized 

that penicillin was used for other purposes than the treatment of 

venereal diseases. The agreement of the Executive Director of UNICEF 

had been obtained by the Director-General before making those allocations。 

Dr. HYDE stated that, to his knowledge, the Palestine refugee 

programme had not so far been discussed by the Joint Committee on Health . 

Policy, Until that had been done, as was specifically laid down in the 

terms on 他ich the U N 账 fund had been made available to WHO, he was in 

doubt as to the authority of the Executive Board to make an allocation 

from the fund in respect of that programme. Funds should perhaps be 

allocated for the purpose from the emergency fund of Щ0, 



Dr. GOCDMAN outlined the considerations which had led to the 
* 

allocation being made from the UNRRA fund to the Palestine refugee 

programme. First, the Executive Board had passed a resolution that 

？Щ0 should help, when possible. Secondly, UNICEF was giving assistance 

to the programine in various ways: presumably, therefore, the programme 

саше wi.thin UNICEF's terms of reference. Thirdly, as an emergency 
) t ：> • - 'ï 

. . . ‘ . • . ’ . ' i . . . 

measure, the Director-Gencral "obtained the ccnsont of the Executive 

Secretary of UNICEF to the allocation» Fourthly^ the Executive Board, at 

a previous meetinc, had approved the Director-General
1

s action in the 

matter» 

Dr
#
 HYDE said he was concerned because the allocation to the 

Palestine refugee programmes meant that the money received from UNRRA was 

not being expended in accordance with the terns of the gift. He suggested 

that the Board should instruct its members on the joint Committee to seek 

approval, at its next meeting^ of the Palestine refugee programme and of 

the emergency action taken in allocating UNBRA funds to it. If that 

approval were
r

 obtained, the 3oard
,f

 s position in the matter would bo 

improved. 

Dr. GÓCDMAN stated that such action was already contemplated and 

would be taken at the earliest possible opportunity. 

• » . 

Dr. HYDE expressed his satisfaction with the reply. 

Dr. MACKENZIE accepted the explanations which had. been given in regard 

to penicillin and the Palestine refugee programe • Ho still found it' 

difficult, however, to reconcile the joint study on wastage of human life 

with the principles governing the usa of the UNRRA fund, in particular 

that which required that projects should be connected with an operating 

UNICEF programme, 



Dr* GOODMAN felt that Official Records，No. 14, page 18， paragraph 

2(b) covered the case in question.. That paragraph had been interpreted, 

not as meaning that allocations from the fund should invariably be for 

joint programmes with UNICEF, but that allocations could be made in 

furtherance of the same objectives as woro being pursued in UNICEF 

programmes. The prorrarnme in question would clcarly prove of the utmost 

value in regard to maternal and child health. 

Dr. MAGKENZI2 expressed hinsolf satisfied ?dth the explanation
t 

To meet an objection raised by Dr, HÏDE, it was agreed that the words 

"of increased maternal and child health procraLimas" should be deleted at 

the end of the resolution in document EB3/39 Add.l
é 

Decision: The resolution in docmont 3B3/39 Add.l was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN directed attention to the draft resolution on page 5 of 

document EB3/20 Add, 1. 

Dr. HÏDE said it appeared doubtful, in view cf the oxtont of the 

programme contemplated, whether the sum to be made available would be 

sufficient to produce effective results. 

Dr. GOODMAN stated that the was intended to cover the cost of 

three sets of special equi'pmûnt, obtainable only in the United States • He 

directed attention to pace 3 of docunont ЕБЗ/20 AddД^ and summarized the 

information given therein in regard to essential equipment required, Ke 

noted that the Economic Commission for Europe had been the source of most 

of that information. 

In reply to a query by Dr, van den BERG, Dr. GOCDMAN said the under-

standing was that, if necessary, the governments concerned would reimburse 

the money advanced in hard currency. If it should be equally advantageous 

for WHO to accept soft currency, that might be done. 



Dr. HYDE again said that tho proposal should first be considered 

by the Joint Health Policy Cornmittoe UNICEF/^ïHO. The programme, although 

4 

connected with venereal diseases^ had a wider application. He had no 

objection to tho draft resolution^ provided it was accepted by the Joint 

Committee « 

Decision: The draft resolution in docment EB3/20 Add, 1 , 
page five^ was adopted, Dr. Hyde's reservation being noted

a 

4w ESTABLISHMENT OF A SPECIAL ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE FOR HEALTH 
.REHABILITATION OF WAR-DEVASTATED COUNTRIES IN EUROPE (EB3/20 and 
Add. 1 and 2): ITEM 15 OF THE AGENDA • 

Decision: It was agreed to take note of tho documents, 

5 , REPORT OF THE EXPERT COMMITTbS ON INTERNATÏONilL EPIDEMIOLOGY AND 
QUiJIANTINE OF WHC (EB3/27 and Add. 1 and 2，WH0/Epid/l6, YÍHO/Q/24 
ilev. 1): ITEM 17 OF THE AGENDA 

Dr. ШШЖЕС de la RIVIERE directed attention to the usefulness of 

the radio-telegraphic broadcasts of epidemiologipal bullGtins to health 

administrations. Those broadcasts had not been functioning very long and 

it was desirable that they should be continued until the results of the 

present trial were fully conclusive (EB3/27 Add. 1) 

He also proposed that the Expert Committee
f

s conclusions in regard 

to the yellow fever vaccine produced by the Indisch Instituut, Amsterdam 

(EB3/27 Add. 2) should be approved. 

Decision: -ТЬз resolutions in documents'ЕВЗ/27 Add. 1, and 
EB3/27 Add. 2 were successively adopted, 

Quarant-ine Section of the Committee para. 1
e
o； 

The CHAIRMAN diroctod attention to the roport of the Quarantine 

Section contained in document WHO/Q/24 Rev, 1, 



In connexion with points raiséd by Dr. HAFEZI^, Dr. Stuart 

(Secretariat) stated that the complaints by the Governmen.t of India, 

referred to in paragraphs 1 (a) and (b) of document WHO/Q/24 Rev, 1， 

had been placed in his hands on 14 November 1948， m t h full 

supporting documents in regard to the exchange of information on 

the subject between the Governments of India and Iran through the 

appropriate ministries. There had therefore been no option but to 

place the matter before the Quarantine Committee, as official complaints 

by the Government of India. As the complaints had been received 

only a few days before the meeting of the committee, it had not been 

possible to inform the Government of Iran in advance of the action 

being taken by IfflO in the matter. It would appear, however, that 

the complaints had been well-grounded, because notification had 

later been received from the Government of Iran to the effect that 

the measures taken in excess of the Sanitary Conventions had been 

withdraiwi. 

When the complaints had been received regarding the alleged 

insanitary ccnditions at Zahidan, he had iwritten to Dr. Hafezi, in 

his capacity as Director of International Relations, enquiring into 

the matter and requesting, in the event of the complaints being 

justified, that the necessary steps should be taken to remedy matters. 

That letter had been sent in March 1948. In June 1948, he had 

twice discussed the matter with Dr. Hafezi. As no official reply 

had been received a few days before the Quarantine Committee had met, 

the Government of India had felt impelled to place the matter before 

the committee. It would thus be seen that the Government of Iran 

had been notified of the complaint at least nine months before the 

meeting of the committee。 
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Dr. HAJEZI po.inted out that the discussions he had had on the 

matter had been in his private capacity^ not as an official of the 

Iranian Government, The letter referred to by Dr. Stuart had 

included no evidence in support of the allégation made, and the 

question had therefore arisen as to whether or not it was advisable 

to reply. That point was still under consideration• 

He considered that, before deciding to submit a complaint to 

an expert committee, "WHO should first make investigations into 

the substance of the matter. It was possible that a complaint might 

result from a small misunderstanding, in which case direct contact 

with the governments concerned should be sufficient to remove it. 

He did not think that the names of countries concerned should be made 

public. In the present case the conclusions were, in his opinion, 

unfair: the countries against which complaints had been lodged had 

not been given the opportunity to be represented at the meeting of 

the expert committee. The report should be revised and the unwarrant-

able assumptions contained in it deleted. 

A decision should also be taken on WHO^s future policy in regard 

to such complaints. In his view^ any complaint made should be 

supported by documentation and the country concerned given full in-

formation of the conmlaint. The country concerned should also be 

notified in advance when it was proposed to placo the matter before 

an expert committee, thus being given the opportunity to send a 

representative to protect its interests。 

Dr. DOWLING agreed that Dr. Hafezi
1

 s observations were iwell-

grounded. There appeared to be unwarrantable assumptions in the 

report of the Quarantine Committee， and he suggested that it should 

be referred back to the committee, for revision in the light of the 

comments of the Board• 



tir. HÏDE also supported Dr. Hafezi's view and the suggestion 

made by Dr. Dcwling. There were political implications in the 

present case and tho Board had the right, in the circumstances， to 

refer back the report for revision. 

After discussion as to the best procedure to be fpllo^wed. Dr. 

MACKENZIE contended that tho important point to be settled was the 

future policy of WHO in regard to such complaints. He .was in favour 

of ацу country against which a complaint had been lodged 'having the 

opportunity to be represented at any meeting discussing the complaint。 

If that were agreed, it was unnecessary to гоopen discussion of tho 

question。 He was not. in favour of the findings of the Quarantine 

Committee being revised by the Executive Board. There were certain 

cases of infringements of regulations #iich;had' to be "dealt 

urgently: it was for that reason that the committee had- been given 

special powers to enable it to act without delay. 

• • • - . / . 1 • ‘ : . . . .r . 

Sir Arcot MUDALIAR felt that the present situation need not have 

arisen had the document in question been w r d e d differ。ntlyv. He did 

not agree with Qr. Hafezi that the names of countries concerned in 

such matters should not be published. On the contrary, WHO "would 

not be fulfilling its duty if it shirked the responsibility of doing 

so. He approved the drawing up of a schedule indicating minimum 

sanitary requirements for an international airfield, and hoped it 

would be done as soon as possible. 

. D r , WICKREMESINGHE was unable to understand why the proposed 

schedule was being limited to one form of transport onlyi 'it should 

cover ports and railway stations, as ш!1 as airfields。 



Dr. MACKENZIE feared that a precedent would be established 

if document WHO/Q/24.Rev.l were referred back to the Quarantine 

Section for revision. He moved the adoption of the report in 

which he was supported by Dr. BRUTEL de la RIVIERE (alternate to 

D14 van den Berg) and Dr. GEAR. 

Decisions:. 

(1) The Board adopted the report of the Quarantine 
Section ШО/о/24.Rev.l)

}
 on the understanding that the 

comments made by the Board and additional comments by 
Dr. Hafezi would be presented to the Health Assembly, 
the Quarantine Section， and the Expert Committee on 
International Epidemiology and Quarantine. 

(2) The majority of the Board agreed on the following 
procedure. Whenever an alleged complaint was lodged 
about failure to observe quarantine measures, the 
Secretariat should invite representatives of the country 
concerned to defend its case. 

Consultation of specialized expert bodies on pestilential and 
other comnmnicable diseases (WHO/Epid,16/， page 3) 

There being no observations, the section was adopted• 

Expenditure of funds allocated by OIHP for epidemiological research 

field work in 1949 (WHO/Epid•/16， page 4; see also EB3/57 ~ 

Dr. GAUD (observor OIHP) thanked the Chairman for the 

appreciation he had caressed at a previous meeting on tHë work 

accomplished by the joint OIHP/WHO study groups, which had proved 

fruitful in the past, and he hoped would continue to be so in the 

future
# 

He had been unable to submit a definite programme for 1949 because 

Dr. Bruce White
5
 a member of the Cholera Study Group, was.ill, and 

would probably be prevented from continuing his functions• 

Studies on filariasis and enchocerciasis had not been envisaged 

pending results of work being carried out in the United Kingdom. 



It had been necessary to select certain items on the programme 

envisaged by the Expert Committee on International Epidemiology and 

Quarantine, in proportion to the funds available from OIHP, namely 

40,000 dollars. 

In regard to the disposal of sixteen million French francs from 

OIHP to WHO, he recalled that the financial implications had been 

carefully studied at the previous session of the Board,. It was 

impossible for the Office under its Constitution to make any actual 

transfer of funds. It was pc ssible tu collaborate un the best use 

to be made cf the funds available but the administrative work would 

have to be terminated within the framework of the Paris Office. 

Decision: The Board noted dooument .iHO/fepid/16, it being 
understood that the Director-General and the President 
of OIHP would discuss expenditure of iuhds allocated by • 
OIHP for epidemiological research and field work in 1949

t 

6. PRINCIPLES TO GOVERN WHO SANITARY REGULATIONS TO REPLACE EXISTING 
INTERNATIONAL SANITARY CONVENTIONS (WHO/fepid•/17.Rev.l and 
EB3/75)： ITEM 17.1 OF THE AGENDA 

Dr, DUJARRIC de la RIVIERE introduced document EB3/75, and 

briefly explained the basic principles on which sanitary regulations 

should be established, The memorandum submitted in document 

WHO/Epid./17.Rev.l was a far-reaching one, intended to serve as a 

basis for discussion of principles prior to the drawing up of 

regulations to replace existing sanitary conventions. 

The CHAIRMAN thanked Dr. Dujarric de la Riviere for his 

memorandum, on which he would later offer certain comments. 



In reply to a point raised by Dr. "ifickremesinghe about the necessity 

for the regulations to apply, in certain cases, to whole provinces 

rather than to "local areas", Dr. DUJARRIC de la RIVIERE said that all 

the suggested definitions were of a general character. It would be 

necessery to include more, detailed provisions applicable to specific 

problems in specific areas in a separate annex. 

Dr. van den BERG stressed the necessity for the study of the 

legal implications of the proposed principles.. He suggested that 

delegations at the second Health Assembly should include technical 

experts competent to give an opinion on legal, economic and other 

connect&d aspects. 

Mr. CiLDERITOOD, (adviser to Dr.,取de), agreed with Dr. van dan 

Berg on the matter of procedure, but felt that the appropriate time 

for consultation with legal experts was during the preparation of 

the actual regulations. He suggested the desirability of consultation, 

at the secretariat level, with ICi\C and the Preparatory Committee of 

the Inter-Governmental Maritime Organization, iwhich would facilitate 

completion of the task. , 

Dr. GEAR urged that no general discussion on broad principles 

should take place at the present stage. There would be ample opportunity 

for discussion by all the relevant bodies of WHO. He proposed that 

document EB3/75 should be accepted, and the Board endorse the series 

of principles set forth in., document WHO/Epid./17.Rev.l, which should 

be referred, after consultation as suggested by Mr. Calderwood, to 

the second Health Assembly for adoption. 
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Dr. MACKENZIE, while agreeing with Mr. Calderwood about the 

desirability of consultation with othjr organizations, said it w
P
s 

essential to have all interests represented at the second Health Assembly, 

because tha principias wul'i bs presented as medical principles and 

would thereaft jr emerge v»ibh а иогз svraaping chsractcro It Was of 

par • mount importmce that as mpny countries as - possible should sign 

the regulations, and, therefore, all interests should be represented 

at the Assembly. 

He suggested the followir^ drafting araandmants to uocum«iib 

ШО/Epid. Д7. Rev.l: 

The deletion of the words "endeavour to" in line 3 of section 

2.1.33 (pago 4). 

The deletion of section 2.5.3.2 on page 8, since the Ш1 ole 
\ ; ' ' Í . •"：'-•. > • ' • • : .... : . .. ,、 . • ... . • . .. •• . ч , • ..... ,.. 
\ • • .. ... - . - -' -J . . ' ,- .. . Л • • . ..、"....’.、，；•... . ： . J . J 

question of disinsoctization of ships and aircraft had been referred to 

tha Expert Ctonimittea on .Insecticid&s，for its views as to the 

practicability of existir^ methods. If his suggestion were accepted, 

than tha rjlavqnt footnotes 6 and 7 on page S should also be deleted. 

He suggested a mora positivo form of drafting for section 2.8.2.3 

on psge 10, to read: "If, on the contrary, the traveller is found to 

be ill or if he carries in vectors " 

Dr, DÜJARR1C de la RIVIERE agreed with the proposed drafting 

amendments. 

M. GROS (observer, United Nations) suggested that in addition to 

the two organizations mentioned by Mr. Calderwood, ILO and the various 

main coranittees of ECOSOC might be consulted in regard to migration 

and other related raattars. 



Mr. CALDEBVOOD supoorted the proposal of Dr. Gear. He asked whether ^ 

Dr. Mackanzia ；roulcl be satisfied m t h consultation by the Secretariat 

with the' organizations montioned, leaving it to govarnmants to decide 

whether thay wished to include experts in thair delegations to the 

second Health Assembly. 

Dr. MACKENZIE maintainod that it wa,:: essential that medical 

principles should not dominate, and emphasized, in order to avoid 

delay, that all interests should be represented at the Health Assembly, 

covering legal and other aspects involved. 

If his proposal for the suppression of paragraph 2.5.32 were not 

accepted, the wording mi^ht be changed to read: "some members ware of 

opinion that tha s^ma measures of inspection and, where necess ry, of 

disinsectization, shnll be .-spplicabls to aircraft engaged in inter-

national traffic. " He wished, hoffever, to reserve his position in 

regard to that paragraph. 

The GHAim/JAN suggested th^t paragraph 4.6.3.4 concerning measures 

applicable to pilgrimsges (p-ge 11 of document ^O/Epid./ló) should 

replace paragraph 2.1.3.3 оГ .,1I0/Epivl./17. Rev.l. 

Decision: Th2 Board noted document WHO/Spid./17.Rev.1, together 
with the proposed G M O N D M ^ n t S .IN^ COIROTIANTS, and A E R E A D DO recommsnd 
tho principles laid do«n therein as a basis for tho promulgation 
of new sanitary regulations to replace existing conventions. 

7, CONFIRMATION OF AîffiND'ElMTS TO THE FINANCIAL RULES (EB3/6 and Add.l): 

ITEM 34.3 OF THE AGENDA 

Tha Bourel noted document s EB3/6 and Add.l. 

8 , CURRENCY OF CONTRIBUTIONS (EB3/28)； ITEM 84 OF THE AGENDA 

Tha Board adopted tho resolution on 2 of document SB3/28. 



9. INTERNATIONAL MÏDICAL ÏWSTIÏ'OTIOWS AND WHO (3B3/31) i ITEM 24 

OF TH£ AGENDA 

Tho Board sympathized with the objectives set xorth in thd resolution 

submitted by the Health Administration of the Republic of Poland, but 

felt that as adequate measures being takôn it would not be 

appropriate to adopt the racomTi¿nd?.tion in its prssant form. 

10. TIMS AND PLAC3 OF THS FOURTH SESSION 0? THE EXECUTIVE B04RD 
(EB3/80)s 1ТБМ 40 OF THE AGENDA 

Decision: The Board agreed that its fourth session should 
begin on Friday afternoon, 8 July 1949, in order to allow 
four clear working days after the closure of the Assembly. 

Draft report of third session 

It was agreed that tlu drax't report of tho third session of the 

Executive Board should be discussed on Wednesday afternoon, 9 March, 

at 3 p.m. 

Tha mcetirfe roso at 7.15 p.m. 


