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1. RELATIONS WITH NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS: SECOND REPORT OF 
THE STANDING СОМЬШТЕЕ ON NON-GOVERNLSNTAL ORGANIZATIONS Î ITEM 4 

^ OF THE AGENDA (Document EB4/50) 

Dr. de PAUIA SOUZA, Chairman of the Standing Coinmittee on Non-

Governmental Organizations^ introduced the report. 

Dr. MACKENZIE said that in view of the fact that he was no, 

satisfied that the proper machinery did, in fact, exist, he would 

withdraw his memorandum (document EB4/46). 

Regarding document EB4/50, he noted that at the present time 

if a non-governmental organization fulfilled the criteria, the Standing 

Committee had no power to prevent its establishing relationship with 

1Ш0. Since he felt that more scope should be left to the Standing 

Committee^ accordingly he proposed that, at the next session of the 

Board, the Standing Committee should be asked to reconsider the criteria 

and report to the Executive Board. 

Decision? The resolution in document EB4/50， as amended by Dr. Mackenzie, was adopted. 

2. FORM OF ANNUAL REPORTS FROM MEMBER STATES AND PUBLICATION OF 
ШЕРЛАTIONAL HEALTH YEAR-BOOK:工ТЕМ 7 OF THE AGENDA AND ITEM 
7 OF THE SUPPLSÏŒNTARY AGENDA: (Document EB4/49) 

Decision! The resolution in document EB4/49 was adopted. 

3. GENERAL PROGRAMME OF WORK FOR A SPECIFIC PERIOD: IÎEM 12 OF THE 

ÁGENDÉ： (Documents EB4/51 and EB4/53) 

The СНА1ШШ suggested that, as the documents had only been 

distribirted during the meeting, consideration of the item should be 

deferred until the afternoon meeting, but he requested the Director-

General to make a few comments which might be helpful to members in 

their consideration of the documents. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said it had not yet been determined either 

by delegates to the First and Second Health Assemblies or by the 

Executive Board what precisely was meant by a programme of work as 
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prescribed in the Constitution. Nor had the Secretariat any clearer 

idea of the scope of that programme : document EB4/51 was a project 

which had been developed for consideration by the Executive Board. 

It was for the Board to decide whether that was the final form in which 

the document should be transmitted to the United Nations General 

Assembly. He suggested that discussion in the early stages should 

not be on matters of detail which could be specified later, but on the 

general scope and matter of presentation of a general programme of work 

to the United Nations General Assembly. 

It was decided to defer consideration of the item until the 

afternoon meeting. 

4. REPORT OF THE WORKING PARTY ON TRANSPORTATION COSTS OF ！ S I S E E S OF 
/ THE EXECUTIVE ВОШВ;工ТЕМ 9.5 OF THE SUPPLEiENTâRÏ AGENDA 

(Document EB4/52) 

Dr. van den BERG (alternate to Professor de Laet) asked that 

Dr. Ho^er, Rapporteur of the working party, should introduce the report 

(document EB4/52) and make such observations as would have been in-

cluded in it had the working party had sufficient time. 

Dr, HOJER pointed out two small textual amendments: in paragraph 

3 the words "which ruling he should accept" should not have been in-

cluded in the final text; secondly, in the resolution on page 2, in 

the paragraph commencing "RECOGNIZING"^ the word "planned" should 

read "placed
11

. 

He recalled that the main decision on the subject of reimbursement 

of travel costs of members of the Board had been taken by the First 

Health Assembly at its fifteenth plenary meeting on 21 July 1948 

(Official Records 13， page 317); the same resolution also dealt with 

per diem allowances for members of the Board. The decision on page 

314 of Official Records 13 clearly stated that reimbursement of the 

actual travelling expenses would be made to only one delegate of each 

Member State to the Assembly. 
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He said the working party had asked Mr. Siegel, as Director of 

Administration and Finance, to give his views, which had formed a basis 

for discussion in the working party. Mr. Siegel had stated that three 

possibilities existed: first, it could be decided that no government 

should be in a position to gain as a result of its being entitled to 

nominate a member of the Board and thus no reimbursement should be made 

in respect of attendance at the Assembly； secondly, it could be decided 

that each aspect of the matter should be dealt with separately, i.e. 

attendance at the Assembly and attendance at the Board, and, where 

appropriate, reimbursement should be made in both cases (it could per-

haps be provided that reimbursement for attendance at the Assembly should 

be made by cheque direct to the government of each country represented 

at the Assembly； in other words, a payment would be made to the govern-

ment and not to the individual in that case)； thirdly, it could be 

decided that the amount to be reimbursed to the Board member should be 

the cost of transportation only from the place of meeting to his home 

country, i.e., not including his transportation to the place of meeting. 

The working party had found the question complex inasmuch as an 

individual member of the Board might or might not be a member of the 

Assembly delegation of the country which had nominated him to the Board； 

he might possibly be a member of another delegation. It could be 

stated that no country should have reimbursed to it more than one 

delegate
J

s travel expenses in any one year, but the member of the Board 

might not be a member of any delegation at the Assembly and such a rule 

might result in the adoption of a practice detrimental to the Organ-

ization if it was agreed that all members of the Board should be present 

at the Assembly. 

Since the working party was of opinion that regard should be given 

to Article 29 of the Constitution it had stated in paragraph 1 of its 
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report that to safeguard the independent nature of the Executive Board, 

reasonable travel costs of each member of the Board to and from the place 

of Board meetings should with no exceptions be met by the Organization, 

Paragraph 2 of the report was designed to embrace both economy 

and justice• Regarding paragraph 3, in thé event that a member of 

the Board was not satisfied with the ruling of the Secretariat, he 

might request that the case be submitted to the External Auditor for 

a ruling•• Should he still be dissatisfied on a matter of principle, 

he might lay before the Board at a suitable opportunity the principle 

involved and ask that a ruling thereon should be given by the Board. 

Paragrapg 4 embodied the conclusion that as no suitable rules 

could be applied in 1949, there was time to consider the question between 

then and the session of the Board in 1950. The working party thought 

that a new conception was needed* 

Summarizing the discussion in the working party^ Dr. Hojer added 

the suggestion that the rules might be rewritten to give the following 

results i if a government was entitled to nominate a member to the 

Board, then the Board member*s travelling costs to the Assembly and 

the Board meetings should be paid by the Organization, but no further 

payment would be made to that government; if a government was not егн 

titled to nominate a member to the Board, the reimbursement of the 

travelling costs of one delegate only to the Health Assembly should be 

authorized. 

Dr. V I L L h R A ^ proposed that, as the wording of the resolution 

might lead to mlsinterpreation and to reimbursement of the travel costs 

of more than one member of a delegation, the date in the penultimate 

paragraph should be changed to 1949. 

Dr. MACKENZIE thought such an amendment might have the effect that 

governments would not include members of the Executive Board in their 

delegations to the Health Assembly, which would be a very unfortunate 
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result. He suggested that either the working party should be asked to 

study the question further or it should be remitted to the next session 

of the Executive Board. 

The CHAJRMâN deplored the fact that during the Second Health 

Assembly the responsibility of members of the Executive Board to explain 

the attitude and decisions of the Board had frequently been left to the 

Secretariat. He entirely agreed with Dr, Mackenzie that it would be most 

unfortunate if by reason of any decision on travelling allowances Member 

States would be unwilling to include members of the Executive Board in 

their national
1

 delegations, 

Dr» van den BERG stated that he was of the same opinion as the 

Chairman. He suggested that, in future, a meeting of the Executive 

Board should be held during the Health Assembly in order to give to one 

member of the Board the task of replying to criticisms levelled against 

the attitude or decisions of the Board. Furthermore, he felt the most 

important point in the report was the final paragraph asking the 

Director-General to study the question and report to the fifth session 

of the Board. 

Dr. HOJER commented that the question might be raised as to why 

the year 1950 was mentioned when in the next paragraph the request was 

made that the whole question be reconsidered. He said the reason for 

that was that the working party had been of the same opinion as Dr, 

Villarama - that no government should be reimbursed for transportation 

expenses for two members during 1949. 

Mr. SIEGEL, Director, Administration and Finance, said two distinct 

points had to be decided! first, the policy to be followed regarding 

payments for 1949 and secondly, the policy for future years. If the 

Board did not adopt a policy for the current year, he pointed out that, 

under the circumstances^ the Director-General would feel obligated to 

pay any claim made for reimbursement under the provisions of previous 
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resolutions of the Assembly, which would mean that in some instances 

the Organization would pay for the transportation expenses of a member 

of the Board when they had already paid transportation costs for a 

delegate to the Health Assembly. 

Dr. MACKENZIE thought it was both dangerous and difficult for 

members to appear at the Health Assembly in the dual role of members of 

national delegations and at the same time members of the Executive 

Board. In fact, that was one of the reasons which had caused certain 

governments at the Second Health Assembly to consider that the 

Constitution should be amended so that members of the Executive Board 

should be representative of their governments. 

He thought the best procedure would be for the Secretariat to 

present the views of the Executive Board and for the Chairman of the 

Board, in his capacity as chairman, to attend meetings and explain any 

points which he felt had not been fully covered by the Secretariat• 

The CHAIRMAN felt that the question of representation to the 

Health Assembly of the views of the Executive Board might be taken up 

at the session of the Board in 1950. 

In view of the Chairman»s ruling^ Dr. van den BERG withdrew his . 

previous remarks. 

Dr. HÏDE proposed that only the final paragraph of the draft 

resolution should be adopted, the remainder being deleted. Although 

that would not solve the problem for the current year， he thought the 

Board could hardly change the rules that had existed at the time of 

the Second Health Assembly and the session of the Board following it. 

On a vote being taken, the amendment of Dr. Ityde was adopted by 

8 votes to 4. 

Accordingly, the CHA.IRMAN stated that Dr. Villarama»s amendinent 

would lapse. 

Decisioni The resolution, as amended by Dr. Hyde^ was adopted. 
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Mr. SIEGEL, referring to the question of the per diera allowance, 

said that the interpretation the Director-General had hitherto, given 

was that the allowance would be paid only for travel time in getting 

to the place of the Board meeting, during the session of the Board, 

and travel time in returning from the Board meeting. Unless the 

Board instructed the Director-General differently this was the basis 

upon which payments would be made. 

In reply to a question by DR, líjrde, he agreed that travel time 

from the Board meeting would include the period of waiting for avail-

able transportation• 

5. ACTION OF THB EXECUTIVE BOARD OF UNICEF CONCERNING THE FRENCH 
PROPOSAL TO CREATE AN INTERNATIONAL CHILDREN'S CENTRE AT PARISt 
ITEM 8^2 OF THE SUPFLEMENTâRÏ AGENDA (Document EB4/48) 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the proposal made by Dr. Hyde at the 

previous meeting, to the effect that the Director-General be asked to 

transmit the resolution of the Board in regard to the proposed 

International Children丨s Centre at Paris to the United Nations, had 

been allowed to drop on the understanding that such action would be 

taken in the normal course of events• He understood, however, that 

Dr. Hyde would prefer that a clause to that effect be included in the 

resolution, reading as follows j 

"REQUSSIS the Director-General to bring this resolution 
to the attention of the General Assembly of the United Nations 
and of the Economic and Social Council." 

Dr. HIDE explained that the formal insertion of such a clause
y 

rather than allowing the resolution to be brought to the General 

Assembles notice in the no m a l course of events, would alter its 

status. He further requested that the. record of the Board's dis-

cussion on the matter should also be transmitted to the United Nations 

The CHAIRMAN stated that, in view of the urgency of the matter, 

the amended resolution and the relevant minutes' would be placed before 

the Board 'at the beginning of its afternoon session, and if approved, 
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would be transmitted inimediately to the Economic and Social Council, 

6. TIME AND PLACE OF THE NEXT SESSION OF THE EXECUTIVE BOARD： ITEM 
8.15 OF TH3 AGSNDa. (Document EB4/43) 

The CHAISMN invited attention to the draft resolution in document 

EB4/43. As the Standing Committee on Administration and Finance would 

have to meet ten days before the opening of the Executive Board 

session, he suggested that the Standing Committee meet on 6 January 

1950, the Board session accordingly commencing on Monday 16 January 

1950. 

Decision: The resolution in document EB4/43, with the insertion 
of the date "16 January 1 9 5 0 w a s adopted• 

The meeting rose at 12.15 p.m. 
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1. HELAT IONS WITH NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS « SECOND REPORT OF 

THS STANDING COMMITTEE ON NON-GOVERmSWrAL ORGANIZATIONS 2 ITEM 4 
OF THS AGENDA (Document EB4/50) 

Dr» de PAULA SOUZA, Chairman of the Standing Comittee on Non-

Governmental Organizations, introduced the report. 

Dr. IvÜCKENZIE said that in view of the fact that he was no酋 

satisfied that the proper machinery did, in fact, exist, he would 

withdraw his memorandum (document EB4/46). 

Regarding document EB4/50, he noted that at the present time 

if a non-governmental organization fulfilled the criteria, the Standing 

Committee had no power to prevent its establishing relationship with 

"WHO. Since he felt that more scope should be left to the Standing 

Committee, accordingly he proposed that, at the next session of the 

Board, the Standing Committee should be asked to reconsider the criteria 

and report to the Executive Board. 

Decision： The resolution in document ЕБ4/50， as amended by 
Dr^ I^ickenzie, was adopted. 

2. FORM OF ANNUAL REPORTS FROM îvŒMBER STATES AND PUBLICATION OF 
INTERNATIONAL HEALTH YEAR-BOOK:工ТЕМ 7 OF THE AGENDA AND ITEM , 
7 OF THE SUPPLE?®NT'ARY AGENDA : (Document EB4/49) 

Decision: The resolution in document EB4/49 was adopted. 

3. GENERAL PROGRAMME OF WORK FOR A SPECIFIC PERIOD: ITEM 12 OF THE' 
AGENDA (Documents EB4/51 and EB4/53) 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that， as the documents had only been 

distributed during the meeting, consideration of the item should be 

deferred until the afternoon meeting^ but he requested the Director-' 

General to make a few comments which might be helpful to members in 

i 
.their consideration of the documents. 
、 • . 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said it had not yet been determined either . 

by delegates to the First and Second Health Assemblies or Ъу the 

Executive Board what precisely was meant by a prograirpne of work as 
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prescribed in the Constitution. Nor had,the Secretariat any clearer 

idea of the scope of that programme ; document EB4/51 was a project 

which had been developed for consideration by the Executive Board. 

It was for the Board to decide whether that was the final form in which 

the document should be transmitted to the United Nations General 

Assembly. He suggested that discussion in the early stages should 

not be on matters of detail which could be specified later, but on the 

general scope and matter of presentation of a general programme of work 

to the United Nations General Assembly. 

It was decided to defer consideration of the item until the 

afternoon meeting, 

4. REPORT OF THE WORKING PARTY ON TRANSPORTATION COSTS OF LSÎBERS OF 
THE EXECUTIVE BOARDi ITEM 9,5 OF THS SUPPLEÎiENTâKf AGENDA 
(Document EB4/52) 

Dr. van den BERG (alternate to Professor de Laet) asked that 

Dr. Hojer, Rapporteur of the working party, should introduce the report 

(document EB4/52) and make such observations as would have been in-

cluded in it had the working party had sufficient time. • 

Dr. H3JER pointed out two small textual amendments: in paragraph 

\ 

3 the words "which ruling he should accept
11

 should not have been in-

cluded in the final text; secondly, in th© resolution on page 2
3
 in 

the paragraph commencing "RECOGNIZING", the word "planned" should 

read "placed"• 

He recalled that the main decision on the subject of reimbursement 

of travel costs of members of the Board, had been taken by the First • 

Health Assembly at its fifteenth plenary meeting on 21 July 1948 

(Official Records 13， -page 317)； the same resolution also dealt with 

per diem allowances for members of the Board. The decision on page 

314 of Official Records 13 clearly stated that reimbursement of the 

actual travelling expenses would be made to only one delegate of each 

Member State to the Assembly• 
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He said the working party had asked Mr. Siegel, as Director of 

Administration and Finance, to give his views^ which had formed a basis 

for discussion in the working party. Mr# Siegel had stated that three 

possibilities existed: first,, it could be decided that no govornment 

should be in a position to gain as a result of its being entitled to 

nominate a member of the Board and thus no reimbursement should be made 

in respect of attendance at the Assembly; secondly, it could be decided 

that each aspect of the matter should be dealt with separately, 

attendance at the Assembly and attendance at the Board, and, where 

appropriate, reimbursement should be made in both cases (it could per-

haps be provided that reimbursement for attendance at the Assembly should 

be made by cheque direct to the government of each country represented 

at the Assembly； in other words, a payment vfould be made to the govern-

ment and not to the individual in that case)； thirdly, it could be 

decided that the amount to be reimbursed to the Board member should be 

the cost of transportation only from the place of meeting to his home 

country, i.e., not including his transportation to the place of meeting. 

The working party had found the question complex inasmuch as an 

individual member of the Board might or might üot be a member of the 

Assembly" delegation of the country which had nominated him to the Board； • 

he might possibly be a member of another delegation. It could be 

stated that no country should have reimbursed to it more than one 

delegate
1

 s travel expenses in any one year, but the member of the Board 

might not be a member of any delegation at bhe Assembly and such a rule 

might result in the adoption of a practice detrimental to the Organ-

ization if it was agreed that all members of the Board should be present 

at the Assembly. 

Since the working party was of opinion that regard should be given 

to Article 29 of the Constitution it had stated in paragraph 1 of its 
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report that to safeguard the independervb nature of the Executive Board, 

reasonable travel costs of each member of the Board to and from the place 

of Board meetings should with no exceptions be met by the 0rgani2sation. 

Paragraph 2 of the report was designed to embrace both economy 

and justice• Regarding paragraph 3, in the eve^nt that a member of 

the Board was not satisfied with the ruling of the Secretariat, he 

might request that the case be submitted to the External Auditor for 

a ruling.• Should he still be dissatisfied on a matter of principle, 

he might lay before the Board at a suitable opportunity the principle 

involved and" ask that a ruling thereon should be given by the Board. 

Paragrapg 4 embodied the conclusion that as no suitable rules 

could be applied in 1949, there was time to consider the question between 

then and the session of the Board in 1950. The working party thought 

that a new conception was needed* 

Summarizing the discussion in th© working party, Dr. Hojer added 

the suggestion that the rules might be rewritten to give the following 

results i if a government was entitled to nominate a member to the 

Board, then the Board member^ travelling costs to the Assembly and 

the Board meetings should be paid by the Organization, but no further 

payment would be niade to that government; if a government was not егн 

titled to nominate a member to the Board, the reimbursement of the 

travelling costs of one delegate only to the Health Assembly should be 

authorized• 
i 

Dr, VILLàRAMA proposed that, as the wording of the resolution 

might lead to njisinterpretation and to reirnbursemen,t of the travel costs 

of more than one member of a delegation, the date in the penultimate 

paragraph should be changed to 1949. 

Dr. MACKENZIE thought such an amendment might have the effect that 

governments would not include members of the Executive Board in their 

delegations to the Health Assembly, which would be a very unfortunate 
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result. He suggested that either the working party should be asked to 

study the question farther or it should be remitted to the next session 

of the Executive Board. 

The CHál腿N deplored the fact that during the Second Health 

Assembly the responsibility of members of the Executive Board to explain 

the attitude and decisions of the Board had frequently been left to the 

Secretariat. He entirely agreed with Dr» Mackenzie that it would be most 

unfortunate if by reason of any decision on travelling allowances Member 

States would be unwilling to include menders of the Executive Board in 

their national delegations. 

Dr. van den BERG stated that he was of the same opinion as the 

Chairman• He suggested that, in future, a meeting of the Executive 

Board should be held during the Health Assembly in order to give to one 

member of the Board, the task of replying to criticisms levelled against 

the attitude or decisions of the Board• Furthermore^ he felt the most 

important point in the report was the final paragraph asking the 

Director-General to study the question and report to the fifth session 

of the Board. 

Dr» HOJER commented that the question might be raised as to why 

the year 1950 was mentioned when in the next paragraph the request was 

made that the -whole question be reconsideredt He said the reason for 

that was that the working party had been of the same opinion as Dr. 

Villar ama - that no governmer>t should be reimbursed for transportation 

expenses for two members during 1949. 

Mr, SIEGEL, Director, Administration and Finance, said two distinct 

points had to be decided» first, the policy to be followed regarding 

payments for 1949 and secondly, the policy for future years. If the 

Board did not adopt a policy for the current year, he pointed out that, 

under the circumstances,' the Director-General would feel obligated to 

pay any claim made for reimbursement under the provisions -çf previous 
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resolutions of the Assembly, which would mean that in some instances 

the Organization would pay for the transportation expenses of a member 

of the Board v/hen they had already paid transportation costs for a • 

delegate to the Health Assembly, 

Dr. MACKENZIE thought it was both dangerous and difficult for 

members to appear at the Health Assembly in the dual role of members of 

national delegations and at the same time members of the Executive 

Board. In fact, that was one of the reasons which had caused certain 

governments at the Second Health Assembly to consider that the 

Constitution should be amended so that members of the Executive Board 

should be representative of their governments. 

He thought the best procedure would be for the Secretariat to 

present the views of the Executive Board and for the Chairman of the 

Board, in his capacity as chairman, to attend meetings and explain any 

points which he felt had not been fully covered by the Secretariat. 

The CHAIXMáN felt that the question of representation to the 

Health Assembly of the views of the Executive Board might be taken up 

at the session of the Board in 1950. 

In view of the Chairman
1

 s ruling^ Dr. van den BERG withdrew his 、 

previous remarks• 

Dr» HÏDE proposed that only the final paragraph of the draft 

resolution should be adopted, the remainder being deleted. Although 

that would not solve the problem for the cufrent year, he thought the 

Board could hardly change the rules that had existed at the time of 

the Second Health Assembly and the session of the Board following it. 

On a vote being taken, the amendment of Dr» Hyde was adopted by 

8 votes to 4. 
« , 

Accordingly, the CHálR!掘 stated that Dr. Villarama»s amendment 
i 

、 , 
would lapse. 

Decisionг The resolution， as amended by Dr. Hyde^ was adopted. 
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Mr. SIEGEL, referring to the question of the per diem allowance, 

said that the interpretation the Director-General had hitherto given 

was that the allowance would be paid only for travel time in getting 

to the place of the Board meeting, during the session of the Board, 

and travel time in returning from the Board meeting. Unless the 

Board instructed the Director-General differently this was the basis 

upon which payments would be made. 

In reply to a question by Dr. liyde^ he agreed that travel time 

from the Board mee tine wcruld include the period of waiting for avail-

able transportation. 

5. ACTION OF THE EXECUTIVE B0AÏÛ3 OF UNICEF CONCERNING THE FHEHCH 

PROPOSAL TO CREATE AN INTERNATIONAL CHILDREN'S CENTBE AT PAHIS: 
工ТЕМ 8.2 OF THE SUPFI^MENTAHÏ AGENDA (Document E34/48) 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the proposal made by Dr. Hyde at the 

previous meeting^ to the effect that the Director—General be asked, to 

transmit the resolution of the Board in regard to the proposed 

International Children
}

s Centre at Paris to the United dations, had 

been allowed to drop on the understanding th^t such action would be 

taken in the normal course of events. He understood, however, th?t 

Dr. Hyde would prefer that a clause tg. that effQct be included in the 

resolution^ reading as follows : 

"BEQUESTS the Direсtor-General to bring this resolution 
to the attention of the General Assembly of the United Nations 
and of the Economic and Social Council." 

Dr» HIDE explained that the formal insertion of such a clause, 

rather than ailcmng the resolution to be brought to the General • 

Assembly
4

 ̂  notice in the normal course of events^ would alter its 

status. He further requested that the record )f the Board
1

 s dis— 
\ 

cussior on the matter should also be bran spitted to the UniWI Hâtions. 

The GHAIliMàN stated that, in view of the urgency of the matte 

th..* amended гэsolution an— the relevant minutes would be placed before 

the Board at ths- beginning of its afternoon session, and if approved, 
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would be transmitted inimediately to bhe Economic and Social Council. 

6. TIME AND PLACE Of THE NEXT SESSION OF THE EXECUTIVE BOARD: ITEM 
8.15 OF. THE ÀG2NDA (Document ЕБ4/43) 

The CHAIRMAN invited attention to the draft resolution in document 

EB4/43. As the Standing Conradttee on Administration and Finance would 

have to raset ten days before the opening of the Executive Board 

session, he suggested that the Standing Committee jmeet on 6 January 

1950, the Board session accordingly commencing on Monday 16 January. 

1950. 

Declsiont The resolution in document EB4/43, with the insertion 
of the date "16 January 1950", was adopted. 

The meeting rose at 12.15 р.д. 


