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PROCEDURE FOR COKSIIERATTOIÎ OP THE PROGRAMME AND BUDGET AT THE БТРТН 

WORLD' HEALTH ASSEMBLY: Item 21,3 of the Agenda (continuation) 、 

The GMIRMN, drawing attention to the working paper prepared by Iir. Brady 

which had been circulated as a basis for discussion, recalled that at the last 

meeting several members of. the Standing Committee had expressed the desLre to 

hear the views of the Director-General, 

The КГШСЮЗ^ШШШ^Ь said that in the first plaae there шв some dx>nb% as to 

whether it would be practicable for four woricing parties to meet -simultaneously, 

especially as it would probably be neceasaiy for the Committee on Administrative, 

Financial and Legal Matters to meet at the same time. The requirements for 

interpretation in three languages were considerable. Dr. Brady had agreed ‘‘ 

that it might be possible to reduce the number of working parties to three and 

possibly seme of the groups indicated in the working paper might be combined, 

îhe matter of space also required.consideration. Should the working 

parties be limited to the members or should they be open to any delegates who 

wished to attend? In the former case all delegations were on an equal footing 

but the larger delegations liked to participate in all the working groups in 

order to be informed of what was taking place; they might consider it their 

right to do so« 

He stressed that those were only considerations and there 钚as nothing 

insuperable in the proposals made in the working paper. 

In reply to a question by Dr, BRAD^ the DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that at the 

Fourth World Health Assembly^ the working parties had been open to all delegates 
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vvho wished^-to attend. There had been no way of knowing in advance which would 

be the most popular meeting and some of the roams had been тегу crowded* 

Dissatisfaction with the working conditions had been expressed in some casesf 

Dr^ BRADY said he understood the difficulty of having four working groups 

and he suggested that groups 1 and 2 might be combined^ thereby reducing the 

number to three. In view of the Direo tor-Gene ral1 s remarks, he felt that the 

attendance at the working groups should be limited, 

Dr. MACKENZIE queried whether it was necessary to define the functions 

of the working parties in advance. The most difficult part of the work of 

the Committee on Prograanmê  after the budget ceiling had been fixed, was to 

obtain a well-balanced programme and that would be impossible to obtain if the 

subjects discussed were divided up among several groups, Moreover, delegates 

received instructions from their governments to press certain points and they 

would probably not be satisfied if they could only attend one v/orking groupf 

The result would be that the discussion would be reopened in detail when the 

report of the working party саше to the main committee. He suggested that it 

should be left to the discretion of the Chaiman of the Committee on Programme 

to decidef in the light cf the preliminary discussions, what working groups it 

would, be necessaiy to set up, 

Dr, HOJER thought there were real advantages in restricting attendance at 

working parties, because there was a tendency for persons who were not members 

to take the lead in the discussions and impress their views on the working 

party ïTô thought the best plan would be tr> have only three woricing parties, 
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with one-third of the delegations represented in each working party, and that 

a proposal should be made to the Health Assembly to change the present 

procedure of making the meeting open to all delegates. 

Professor De LAET^ agreeing vith Dr, Hojer's proposal, suggested that " 

when the Health Assembly was convened, goverhments should be informed of the 

working parties to be set up so that they could arrange the composition of 

their delegations in a suitable manner, 

D r " BRADY suggested that an appeal should be made to all delegations not 

to send members to working groups other than the one to 他ich they had been 

elected. That would go a long way towards restricting attendance without 

denying to anyone the right to attend, 

Dr. MACKENZIE did not think that such an appeal would have much effect 

because delegates were bound to attend meetings when subjects on 他ich they 

had received instructions from their governments were discussed. 

Dr. JAFAR said that if delegates did not have an opportunity to act on the 

instructions of their governments until a subject came back to the plenary 

meeting^ the work of the sub-committee concerned might have been of no avail. 

Iñ considering a working party丨s report， delegates usually hesitated to 

suggest amendments in case the point had already been considered, and 

moreover there was a tendency to oppose amendments not so much on grounds 

of substance but through lack of time for discussion. The most important 

points to consider in the first place Were the budget ceiling and the 

programme. If the Committee on Programme and Budget met for the first ten 
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days' 60 discuss those subjects, all delegates would have an opportunity to 

express the views that they were instructed to put forward and there would 

be little left for other committees to consider. 
• • • • 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL suggested that a possible plan might be to consider 

all such matters first in the plenary committee and to refer to working groups 

specific points on which further study was considered desirable. The 

normal function of a working party was to consider one specific point, and 

the groups suggested in the working paper would be mqre in the nature of 

discussion groups than of working parties. 

Dr. MACKENZIE supported that suggestion. 

Tho DIRECTOR^GENERAL pointed out that his suggestion would not completely 

fulfil the purpose of the original proposal made by Dr, Brady, namely to 

assure that each part of the programme was given detailed study by a small 

group. 

The CHAIRMAN agreed that it would not meet the suggestion that all 

governments should be informed in advance how the work of the Assembly would, 

be organized in order to enable them to adapt their delegations to that plan. 

Professor De LAET considered it necessary； in the light of the, discussions 

to decide in advance on a certain broad division of the work on the lines 

indicated in the working paper so that governments would know how to select 

their representatives, He supported the proposal to leave it to the 

discretion of the Chairman of the Committee to allow the delegates to choose 

the working party on which they desired to be represented. 
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Dr, HOJER withdrew his proposal in favour of that of Dr. Mackenzie 

！ 

and the Director-General, ' 

Dr, JAFAR said that it would be desirable to have information in advance 

in order to determine the number of delegates that would be required. The 

Pakistan delegation had been reduced after experience at the first few 

Assemblies from six to three and he had been contemplating the possibility 

of there being only two at the Fifth Health Assembly, Under the proposed 

plan of work the large delegations would be taking decisions for all 

countries, ivhich -vrauld not be satisfactory. The original intention of the 

resolution had been that the important work of fixing the budgetary ceiling 

and consideration of the programme should be done side by side in one 

committee and if that proposal were maintained, the rest could be deleted. 

Dr. MACKENZIE felt that large delegations were a measure of the interest 

shown by the-, governments in the work of the Organization. The only way 

of helping small delegations was to give them an opportunity of speaking 

in a general discussion and then setting up working parties on specific 

points, 

Dr, HOJER thought it desirable that delegations should be large so that 

the best experts onthe different questions would be present to take part in 

the discussions» He stressed the desirability of dividing membership of the 

working gi'ouiis proportionately among the delegations. 

Dr. BRADY, in reply to a question by Dr. HOJER, said that in drawing up 

the working paper he had had"two objectives in mirxi: first^ to stimulate 
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delegations to study the documents and take part in the discussions and, 

* 

secondly, to give the Director-General guidance on the views of governments 

concerning the future development of TOO by the consideration together of 組1 

the documents pertaining to a single subject, It appeared from the diseussions 

that it would not be possible to attain those objectives through the mechanism 
. -

he had suggested and it might be best to follow Dr. Mackenzie ‘ s proposal. 

The Chairman of the Ccaraittee on Programme and Budget might be able to set up 

the working parties in such a way that they tould study all the facets of a 

particular type of activity, 
•i • ‘ 

Dr, JAFAR agreed that Dr. Mackenzie la proposal eliminated his objection 

that dele gates would not have an opportunity to present the views of their 

governments on specific points » 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL drew attention to the fact that the proposals under 

consideration applied not only to the study of the programme and budget, but 

to all the tiems listed under (a) - (e) in the working paper, The 

suggestion now was that parts cf all those questions should be referred to 

working parties specifically set up to consider them, ‘ 

Dr. MACKENZIE thought that th® working parties should be quite small, 

because if they were large they would be able to carry their report through 

the main committee in the face of any opposition, 

• 、. . 

Replying to a remark by Dr, Jafarj Dr. HOJER said he understood that the 

suggestion was that the Committee on Administratiire, Financial and Legal 
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Matters would not meet until a general discussion had taken place in the 

Cemmittee on Programme and Budget. 

The GHAIRMN suggested the following anendments to the working paper. 

The third paragitiph ani the first sentence of the fourth paragraph should be 

replaced by the follováng: 

"The first several days of the work of tiio Oommittûe on Programme 
f 

and Budget should be devoted to the general discussion of the first 

four items listed above. Afterwards three working parties would be 

established to discuss these matters," 

The words "sub-committees or" in the second line of the fourth paragraph would 

be deleted. 

Dr, MACKENZIE failed to understand the purpose of fixed working parties. 

When any question could be discussed and agreed upon in plenary session it 

would, be a miste of time to refer it automatically to a working party. 

•Dr, BRADY said that up to the present the Health Assembly had never 

discussed the programme in its entirety and he had hoped that a full 

discussion could be achieved through small working groups. It appeared from 

the discussion, however, that that would not be the case and he considered it 

most unfortunate. The members of the Board were familiar with the programme 

but the delegations of other countries only obtained a piecemeal view during 

the Health Assembly. He was chief!?/ concernod in finding a method of 

informing delegations. 
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The CHAIR1IA.N recalled that the committee had included a recommendation 

on the matter in its first report to the Board (document EB9/75, page 23), in 

which mention was made of the desirability of a full study of the Annual 

Report of the Director-General being carried out by the Committee on Programme 
一 

Dr. MCKENZIE, while agreeing that the study of the Director-Gonoral »s 

Report and the overall programme tos extremely important, did not feel that it 

could be achieved through a number of small groups, 

In reply to a remark by the DIRECTOR-GENERAL, Dr. BRADY said that he had 

had the impression at ths Fourth World Health Assembly that the time was 

adequate but that delegates were not sufficiently prepared and had not 

studied the documents, He had felt that 

groups, delegates would be more likely to 

specific subjects » 

if the work.were divided among small 

study the documentation on a few 

Dr. IÍACKENZIE said that one of the difficulties in the discussion of 

programmes was that the different delegations brought experts on different 

subjocts, so that no expert found others with vihom to discuss his particular 

subject. The discussion in the Comnittee on Programme should talco the form 
• 

of a medical administrative discussiori rather than a technical one. 

Eecision: A recommendation was agreed upon to the effect that it 

iKould be left to the Chairman of the Committee on Programme and 

Budget and the Committee itself to set up such working parties on 

specific points as might be necessary. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL suggested, for consideration, that it might well be 

worth making the following experiment: for the Secretariat to produce an 
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agenda for the Programme and Budget Committee listing items in considerable detail, 

and with references stated clearly， so that a study could be made by the committee 

taking into consideration not only the Annual Report but the long-term programme, 

expert committee reports^ etc. on all items, in respect to present, past and future 

years• 

Dre HOJER proposed that the Director-General fs last suggestion should be 

included in the Standing Committee^s report, particularly because it had a better 

chance of success that the establishment of three working groups. 

* » 

Dr. MA.CKENZÏE likewise supported the Director-General 1s proposal. One of 

the main things was for delegations at Health Assemblies to be kept informed of 
• , . . • 

"WHO'S achievements in the light of past and its present contemplated activities. 

It was particularly essential for the programme committee to consider each item 

of the programme in relation to the programme as a "whole • 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL^ referring to the administrative difficulty of printing 

a fully annotated agenda with the appropriate references and page numbers in 

time for early circulation to governments, said that it might be possible to 

produce an agenda in two stages : first in a muLtigraphed form and later the 

printed document giving full cross-references » . 

Dr. HOJER submitted that, for the discussions to be fruitful, some leadership 

was necessary on the part of the Chairman of the Programme and Budget Committee from 

the very start of its work. 
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Decision: It iras agreed that the Director-General ŝ proposal should be 

added to the Standing Committee's report, Ше statement to be drafted 

by the Rapporteur in collaboration with the Secretariat, and submitted 

to the prior approval of the CKairmari. 

2 . REPORT OF "ШЕ EXTERNAL AUDITOR FOR 1950 (Documents EB9/AF/10 and EB9/AF/11, page 5) 

Decision: (1) The information document (ЕВ9/АРД0) and 

(2) the resolution on the Report of the External 

Auditor in EB9/AFA1 (page 4) 

were approved. 

* 

3。DRAFT RESOLUTIONS FOR INSERTION IN THE THIRD REPORT TO THE EXECUTIVE BOARD 

(Docuaont EB9/AFA1 ) 

.Decision： The draft resolutions for insertion in the third report to the 

Executive Board (Document EB9/AF/II) were approved. 

A, CLOSING REMARKS BÏ THE CHAIRMAN 

• , • . . ‘••‘ • ； ' .. • • - ° •：•• • . * ； . : .... -
The Chairman felt that no matter ifrtiat decision would be reached by the. Board 

in regard to the examination of programme and budget proposals, in the future, the 

work of the Standing Committee had been most useful. He epqjressed. his warm-

• • - • г , • .. ' • * ‘ 

appreciation of the collaboration of the members .of. . the committee and of the 

• 着•岁 
Secretariat, including the interpreters• ..•• • . . " / • . •. •. , .,‘••'- • • « -. . .... . •“ 

Dr/HOJER thanked the Chairman for his able leadership, i^ich had made it 

possible to complete the committee's work in record time.. 

The meeting rose at 3»50 p»m. 
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1‘， PEOCSDUHE FOR CONSIDERATION OF THE PROGRAMME AND BUDGET AT THE FIPTH 
WORLD HEALTH ASSEMBLY: Item 21„3 of the agenda (document EB9/AF/11) 
(continuation) 

The CHAIRMAN； drawing attention to the working paper prepared by Dr«. Brady 

which had been circulated as a basis for discussion, recalled that at the last 

meeting several members of the Standing Committee had expressed the desire to 

hear the views of the Director-General, 

.The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that in the first place there was some doubt as to 

whether it would be practicable for four working parties to meet simultaneously, 

especially as it would probably be necessary for the Committee on Administrative^ 

Financial and Legal Matters to meet at the same time» The.requirements for 

interpretation in three languages were considerable <> Dr0 Brady had agreed that 

it might be possible to reduce the number of working parties to three and possibly 

some of the groups indicated in the working paper might be combined. 

The matter of space also required consideration^ Should the working parties 

be limited to the members or should they be open to any delegates who wished to 

attend? In the fanner case all delegations were on an equal footing but the 

larger delegations liked to participate in all the working groups in order to be 

informed of what was taking place; they might consider it their right to do so» 

He stressed, that those were only considerations and there was nothing 

insuperable in the proposals made in the working paper <j 

In reply to a question by Dr„ BRADÏ^ the DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that at the 

Fourth World Health Assembly^ the working parties had been open to all delegates 



who wished to a t t e n d T h e r e had been no way of knowing in advance which would 

be the most popular meeting and some of the rooms had been very crowded. 

Dissatisfaction with the working conditions had been expressed in some cases, 

Dr, BRADY said he understood the difficulty of having four working groups, 

and he suggested that groups 1 and 2 might be combined, thereby reducing the 

number to three. In view of the Director-Gt¡núral‘s remarks, he felt that the 

attendance at the working groups should be limited» 

Dr » MACKENZIE queried whether it was necessary to define the functions of the 

working parties in advance, The most diffioult part of the work of the Committee 

on Programme, after the budget ceiling had been fixed, was to obtain a well-

balanced programme and that would be inçoesible to obtain if the subjects discussed 

were divided up among several groups» Moreover, delegates received instructions 

from their governments to press certain points and they would probably not be 

s-iti.«？f5.od -'..f they could only attend one working group. The result would be that 

the discussion would be reopened in detail when the report of the working party-

came to the main committee » He suggested that it should be left to the 

discretion of the Chairman of the Committee on Programme to decide, in the light 

of the preliminary discussions, what working groups it would be necessary to set 

Dr. HOJER thought there were real advantages in restricting attendance at 

working parties, because there was a tendency for persons who were not members to 

take the lead in the discussions and inpress their views on the working party. 

He thought the best plan would be to have only three working parties, with one-



third of the delegations represented in each working party; and that a proposal 

should be made to the Health Assembly to change the present procedure of making 

the meeting open to all delegates» 

Professor De LAET, agreeing with Dr* Hojerls proposal^ suggested that when 

the Health Assembly was convened^ governments shoald be informed of the working 

parties to be set up so that ttiey could arrange the composition of ttieir 

delegations in a suitable manner„ 

Dr о BRADY suggested that an appeal should be made to all delegations not to 

send members to working groups other than the one to "which they had been elected• 

That would go a long way towards restricting attendance without denying to anyone 

the right to attends 

Dr< MACKENZIE did not think that such an appeal would have imlch effect 

because delegates were bound to attend meetings when subjects on which they had 

received instructions from their governments were discussed* 

Dr_ JAFAR said that if delegates did not have an opportunity to act on the 

instructions of their governments until a subject came back to the plenary meeting, 

the work of the su1>̂ conmrLttee concerned might have been of no avail• In considerir^ 

a working party丨s report； delegates usually hesitated to suggest amendments in 

case the point had already been considered, and moreover there was a tendency to 

oppose amendments not so much on grounds of substance but through lack of time 

for discussion^ The most important points to consider in the first place were 

the budget ceiling and the programme 4» If the Committee on Programme and Budget 



met for the first ten days to discuss those subjects, all delegates would have an 

opportunity to express the views that they were instructed to put forward and 

there would be little left for other committees to consider« 

The DIRECTOBf-GENERAL suggested that a possible plan might be to consider all 

such matters first in the plenary committee and to refer to working groups 

specific points on which further study was considered desirable^ The normal 

function of a working party was to consider one specific pointy and the groups 

suggested in the working paper would be more in the nature of discussion groups 

than of working parties, 

Dr о MACKENZIE supported that suggestion^ 

The DIRECT0R4}ENERAL pointed oat that his suggestion would not conpletely 

fulfil the purpose of the original proposal made by Dr 0 B^dy^ namely to assure 

that each part of the programme was given detailed study by a small groups 

The CHAIRMAN agreed that it would not meet the suggestion that all governments 

should be informed in advance haw the work of the Assembly would b© organized in 

order to enable them to adapt their delegations to that plaru 

Professor De LAET considered it necessary, in the light of the discussions^ 

to decide in advance on a certain broad division of the work on the lines indicated 

in the working paper so that governments would know haw to select their 

representatives 0 He supported the proposal to leave it to the discretion of the 

Chairman of the Committee to allow the delegates to choose the working party on 

which they desired to be represerrbed* 



Dr. HOJER withdrew hîâ préposai in favour of that of Dr. Mackenzie and 

the Director-General. 
t • 

Dr. JAFAR said that ik would be desirable to have information in advance in 

order to detcmine the шшЬог of dologates that would bo rcqairod* The Pakistan 

delegation had been reduced after experience at one first few Assemblies from 

six to three and he had Ъёт. contemplating the possibility of there being only 

two at the Fifth Health Assembly• Under the proposed plan of work the large 

delegations would be taking decisions for all countries, which would not be 

satisfactory• The original intention of the resolution had*been that the 

important work of fixing the buclgetaiy ' ceiling and consideration of the programme 

should be clone side by side in one OŒmù.ttce and if that proposal were mairrtairxeĉ  

the rest could be deleted» 

Dr. MVGKENZIE felt that large delegations ivero a measure of the interest 

shown by the governments in the v̂ ork of the Organization. The only Y/ay of 

helping small delegations т/as to give them an opportunity of speaking in a 

general discussion and then setting up working parties on specific pointse 

Dr• HOJER thought it desirable that delegations should be large so that 

the best experts on the différent questions would be present to take part in 

the discussionsэ He stressed the desirability of dividing membership of the 

working groups proportionately among the delegations 

Dr. BR/OY, in reply to a question by Dr. HOJER, said that in drawing up 

the working paper he had had two objoctivos in mind; first， to stimulate 



delegations to study the documents and take part in the discussions and, 

secondly, to give the Director-Genoral guidance on the views of governments 

concerning the future development of VJHO by the consideration together of all 

the documents pertaining to a single subject. It appeared from the discussions 

that it would not be possible to attain those objectives through the mechanism 

he had suggested and it might be best to follow Dr» Mackenzie» s proposal. The 

Chairman of the Committee on programme and Budget might be able to set up the 

working parties in such a way that they would study all the facets of a 

particular type of activity. 

Dr. JAFAR agreed that Dr* Mackenzie»s proposal eliminated his objection 

that delegates would not have an opportunity to present the views of their 

governments on specific points. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL drew attention to the fact that the proposals under 

consideration applied not only to the study of the programme and budget, but 

to all the items listed under (a) - (e) in the working paper. The suggestion 

now was that parts of all those questions should be referred to working parties 

specifically set up to consider theme 

Dr, MACKENZIE thought that the working parties should be quite small, 

because if th^r were large they would be able to carry their report through 

the main committee in the face of any opposition. 

力 

Replying to a remark by Dr. JAFAR/ Dr. HOJER said he understood that the 

suggestion Y/as that the Committee on Aclministrativej Financial and Legal 

Matters would not meet until a general discussion had taken place in the Сопь 

mittee on programme and Budget. 



The CffiimVAU suggested the following amendments to the working paper. 

The third paragraph and the. first sentence of the fourth paragraph should be 

replaced by the following! 、 

"The first several days of the work of the Conimittee on Programme 

and Budget should be devoted to the general discussion of the first 

four items listed above. Afterwards three working parties would be 
• i » 

established to discuss these matters." • 

The words "sub-committees or" in the second line of the fourth paragraph would 

be deleted0 

Dr。 MACKENZIE failed to understand the purpose of fixed working parties. 

Ihen a question had been discussed and agreed upon, it would be a waste of time 

to refer it to a working party. 

Dr. BSAm said that up to the present the Health Assembly had never dis-

c u s s s d t h e Programme in its entirety and he had hoped that a full discussion 

could be achieved through small working groups. It appeared from the discussion, 

h0VV6Ver> t h a t t h a t W o u l d n o t be the case and he considered it most unfortunate. 

The members of the Board were familiar with the programme but the delegations 

of other countries only obtained a piecemeal view during the Health Assemb^. 

He was chiefly concerned in finding a method of informing delegations. 

The c m m m recalled that the committee had included a recommendation 

o n t h e m a t t e r i D i t s report to the Board (document EB9/75, page 23), in 

which mention was made of the desirability of a full study of the Annual Report 

of the Director-General being carried out ty the Comittee on Programme. 



MCKENZIE, while agreoinc that the study of the Director-General.s 

R e p o r t and the overall programe 卿 extremely imports , did not feel that it 

could be achieved throuGh a nmber of small groups. 

I n rep访 to a remark W the DIEEGTOR-GWL, Dr. HR.IDY said that he had 

h a à the impression at the Fourth Tiorld Health Assembly that the time was 

a d e q , ate but that delegates 窗 e not sufficient^ prep.xed and had not studied 

t h e documents. He had felt that if the work wore divided among small groups, 

d e l e g ate S would be more l i k e ^ to study the documentation on a f咖 s p e c i f 

subjects. 

D r , MCKENZIE said that one of the difficulties in the discussion of 

p r o g O T e s was that the different delegations brought experts on different 

s u b j e c t s , so that no expert found others with whom to discuss his particular 

s u b ; ) e c t . The discussion in the Connrdttee on Programe should take the form of 

a medical administrative discussion rather than a technical one. 

^cisión : A recommendation was agreed upon to the effect that it 

i o u l d Se left to the Chairman of the Committee on Programe and 

= 二 andlhe Connnlttee itself to set up such workxng partxes on 

specific points as might be nccessary. 

T h e DffiECTOR-GENEKIL suggested, for consideration, that it might well 

b e worth making the following experime^: for the Secretariat to produce an 

a g e n d a for the Programe and Budget Comittee listing items in considerable 

detail, and with references stated clearly, so that a study could be made by 

the conunittee taking into conside械ion 越 only the Annual Report but the • 

l o n g . term progra^ae, expert committee reports, etc. on all items, in respect to 

present, past and future years. 
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Dr, HOJER proposed that the Director-General's last suggestion should be 

included in the Standing Committee»s report, particularly because it had a 

better chance of success than the establishment of three working groups» 

Dr. MACKENZIE likewise supported the Director-General's proposal. The 

main thing was for delegations at Health Assemblies to be kept informed of 

"WHO1s achievements in the light of past, present and contemplated activities. 

It was particularly essential for the programme coramittee to maintain normal 

activities in a balanced proportion to the overall work of the Organization. 

The DIRECTOR—GENER/lb， referring to the administrative difficulty of 

printing a fully annotated agenda with the appropriate references and page 

numbers in time for early circulation to governments> said that it might be 

possible to produce an agenda in two stages： first in a imiltigraphed form and 

later the printed document giving full cross-referencest 

： • • . 

Dr. HOJER submitted that, for the discussions to be fruitful, some 

leadership was necessary on the part of the Chairman of the programme and 

Budget Committee from the very start of its work. 

Decision： It was agreed that the Director-General's proposal 

should be added to the Standing Committee‘s report, the statement 

to be drafted ty the Rapporteur in collaboration with the Secretariat, 

and submitted to the prior approval of the Chairman, 

2. REPORT OF THE EXTERNAL AUDITOR FOR 1950 (Documents EB9/AF/10 and 

EB9/AF/11, page 5) ' 

Decision.} (1) The information document (EB9/AF/10) and 

(2) the resolution on the Report of the External 

Auditor in EB9/AF/11 (page 4) 

» were approved. 



3, DRAFT RESOLUTIONS FOR INSERTION 邛 THE THKI) REPORT TO THE EXECUTIVE 

‘ Ba\RD (Document EB9/AF/11) 

lecisiom The draft resolutions for insertion in the third report 

lo the Executive Board (Document EB9/AF/11) were approved. 

4. CLOSING REMARKS BÏ TIE CRkimm 

The Chairman felt that no matter what decision would be reached by the 

.Board in regard to the examination of programme and budget proposals in the 

future, the work of the Standing Committee had been most useful. He expressed 

his warn appreciation of the collaboration of the members of the committee 

and of the Secretariat, including the interpreters. 

D r . HOJER thanked the Chairman for his able leadership, which had made 

it possible to complete the committee's work in record time. 

The noetiug rose at 3.50 p.m. 


