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1. OPENING OF SESSION 

The CHAIRMAN declared the twenty-fourth session of the Board open• 

He paid a tribute to Dr Moore, the outgoing Chairman, who had presided over 

the meetings of the last two sessions of the Executive Board in such a competent 

and cha:cming manner. 

It was a great pleasure to him, as Vice-Chairman of the Board and as acting 

Chairman, to welcome the new members joining the Board as a result of the 

elections at the Twelfth Health Assembly: Dr Abu Shamma, designated by Sudan! 

Dr Baidya, by Nepal； Dr Castillo, by Venezuela; Dr Hourihane, by Irelandj 

Dr Molitor, by Luxembourg； and Dr Gordillo-Zuleta, alternate to Dr Muñoz Puglisevich, 

designated by Peru. He also extended a welcome to Dr Parugk, designated by 

Afghanistan, and Dr Le -.CuuJTruoPgi designated by Viet Nam, who were attending the 

Board
1

 s deliberations for the first time. He was gratified to see that the 

Executive Board was by its membership so well-equipped to carry out its 

constitutional duties. It would be superfluous to emphasize the importance of the 

responsibilities incumbent on the Board in fulfilling its function within the 

Organization; and that objective could only be achieved if the Board carried out 

its duties in a constructive and co-operative spirit. 

He welcomed also the representatives of the United Nations and the specialized 

agencies, and those of intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations• 



Number of members entitled to vote 
Number of members present and voting 
Number required for a simple majority 

Votes obtained 

Professor Aujaleu 
Dr Togba 
Dr Hyde 

^ EB24Ain/1 Rev.l 

2. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA: Item 1 of the Provisional Agenda (Document EB24/1 Rev^l) 

Decision; The agenda was adopted• 

ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN, VICE-CHAIRMEN AND RAPPORTEURS: Item 2 of the Agenda 

The CHAIPKAN, in accordance with Rule 12 of the Rules of Procedure, invited 

nominations for the office of Chairman. 

Dr tE-CUU-TRUONG, seconded by Dr HYDE, proposed Professor Aujaleu. 

Dr SHOIB, seconded by Dr ABU SHAMMA, proposed Dr Togba• 

The CHAIRMAN said that, in accordance with Rule 47 of the Rules or Procedure, 

the Board would be required to take a vote by secret ballot. He invited 

Professor Etemadian and Dr Metcalfe to act as tellers• 

A vote was taken by secret ballot, the results of vüxich were as follows: 

8
 8
 о
 

1
1
1
 

10 
7 
1 

Decision: Professor Aujaleu was accordingly elected Chairman of the 
Exew.tive Board. 
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The CHAIRMAN congratulated Professor Aujaleu on his election. He was sure 

that his chairmanship would ensure the success of the present session. 

Professor Aujaleu took the Chair, 

The CHAIRMAN expressed his appreciation to those who, by their support, had 

given him a mark of confidence which he would endeavour to justify. 

He invited nominations for the two Vice-Chairmen. 

Dr PENIDO proposed Dr Shoib. 

Dr SHOIB was grateful to Dr Penido but did not wish to stand. 

Dr TOGBA proposed Dr Abu Shamma. 

Dr ABU SHAMMA withdrew from nomination since he wished, as a new member, ta 

gain experience before accepting any office. 

Dr HYDE proposed Professor Etemadian. 

Professor ZHDANOV, seconded by Mr OLIVERO, proposed Dr Penido. 

In the absence of other nominations, the CHAIRMAN declared Professor EtemadiaA 

and Dr Penido elected as Vice-Chairmen and invited them to take their appropriate 

places at the conference table. 

He then invited nominations for the two Rapporteurs, one English-speaking and 

one French-speaking. 



Dr TOGBA proposed Dr Baidya and Mr Olivero. 

Dr BAIDYA and Mr OLIVERO felt unable to accept that nomination. 

Professor ZHDANOV proposed Dr Castillo. 

Dr TOOBA, seconded by Dr HYffi, proposed Dr Metcalfe. 

In the absence of other nominations, the CHAIRMAN declared Dr Castillo and 

Dr Metcalfe elected as Rapporteurs and invited them to take their appropriate 

places at the conference table. 

4. PROGRAMME CP WORK 

The CHAIRMAN recalled that, in accordance with Rule 3 of the Rules of 

Procedure the represontat.ivо of a Member State..could participate without ¡ 

right of vote in the discussion of â matter of particular concern to his government. 

A representative of Switzerland wou^d attend the debate oh item 17 of the agenda, 

headquarters accommodation ; he suggested that the item should be taken at the 

beginning of the following meeting. 

It was so agreed. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Board might wish to consider the possibility of 

discussing item 17 in private session since delicate questions, such as the 

selection of a site, would arise. 

Dr MOLITOR was in favour of considering that item in private session. 

It was so agreed. 



The CHAIRMAN suggested further that the Board should take up items 4, 5, and 6 

(conpOBit i©n Of committees) at its next meeting in order to allow sufficient time 

for consideration of their membership. 

On the proposal of Professor ZHDANOV, the CHAIRMAN said 

of the conmiittees concerned, indicating the outgoing members 

to the Board as soon as possible. 

As for the hours of work of the Board, he proposed that 

9.ЗО a.m. to 12.30 p.m., with a short recess at 11 a.m., and 

5.ЗО p.m., with a short recess at 4 p.m. 

It was so agreed. 

5. PROCEDURE FOR THE CONSIEERATION BY THE EXECUTIVE BOARD CP THE DIRECTOR-GENERAL'S 

HÍOPOSED PROGRAMME AND BUDGET ESTIMATES: Item 5 of the Agenda (Document EB24/6) 

Mr SIEGEL, Assistant Director-General, recalled that the question of the 

procedure to be followed by the Executive Board in its annual examination of the 

programme and budget estimates had been raised towards the end of the twenty-third 

session. Reference had been made to the existence of the Standing Committee on 

Administration and Finance, which comprised seven members and which met for about 

a week before the winter session of the Board in order to carry out a detailed 

examination of the programme and. budget estimates. The Board had reviewed the 

procedure followed by the Organization for that scrutiny since its inception. It 

had decided to reconsider the question at its twenty-fourth session, when it would 

be able to have before it additional information, bringing the situation up to date 

that a list of members 

,would be circulated 

It should meet from 

from 2.30 p.m. to 



and giving details of the procedures followed by other organizations; that information 

was given in document EB24/6, Appendix 1 of which contained past decisions taken 

by the Health Assembly and the Board in that matter, and Appendix 2 excerpts from 

the minutes of earlier meetings at which the subject had been discussed. 

Mr OLIVERO believed that it would greatly help the Board if the representative 

of the Director-General could clarify the position regarding the legal status of 

the Standing Coimnittee and its scope and functions, as they appeared following 

decisions of the Health Assembly. 

Professor ZHDANOV asked whether there was any advantage from the point of 

view of economy of time in the Standing Committee making a preliminary examination 

of the programme and budget estimates as compared with the Board undertaking that 

task without the benefit of such additional study. 

Dr METCAIíE wondered vrtiether the increase in number of the Executive Board 

from eighteen members to twenty-four might not have to be taken into account in 

weighing the situation. 

Mr SIEGEL referred the Board to the Handbook of Resolutions and Decisions, 

pages I85-I89, which gave the resolutions adopted by earlier sessions of the Health 

Assembly and the Board on that subject, and drew particular attention to resolution 

VfflA1.71. 

On the point of the present legal status of the Standing Committee, he recalled 

that, since the First World Health Assembly, the Board had at some of its sessions 

constituted the entire Board as the Standing Coimnittee and at others had established 

a Standing Committee made up of seven of its members. Resolution WHA7.57 had 

instructed the Board to establish a Standing Conraittee to consist of seven of its 
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members to make a detailed analysis of the financial aspects of the proposed 

programme and budget for 1956. Prom the legal aspect, it would be difficult to 

argue that the Executive Board was bound by that decision to limit the Standing 

Committee to only seven members in respect of other years. It would, however, be 

recalled that since that time the Standing Committee had ih fact consisted of seven 

members and that the Health Assembly had noted that situation. 

The scope and functions of the Standing Coimiittee, with a few minor additions, 

remained essentially those listed in operative paragraph 2 of resolution EB16.R12. 

It was difficult to estimate, with any accuracy the time-factor of having a 

preliminary analysis by the Standing Committee since the activities of the Organization 

had developed over the past few years and the amount of time required to study the 

programme and budget estimates might therefore vary; past experience could not 

be considered an entirely reliable guide. 

The effect of the forthcoming increase in the membership of the Executive 

Board was also a matter for conjecture. It was of course not known when the 

Organization would receive the necessary ratification by two-thirds of its membership 

of the relevant amendment to the Constitution, but it was estimated that it was 

unlikely to be in less than two years. 

Professor ETEMADIAN believed that it would be preferable to retain the present 

procedure which had the approval of the Health Assembly and had been functioning 

satisfactorily hitherto. 

Mr OLIVERO concluded from the explanations given by the representative of the 

Director-General that the establishment of the Standing Committee was governed by a 

decision of the Health Assembly but that the decision to have a membership of seven 

had been taken by the Board itself. He also understood that it had been the Board 

itself rather than the Health Assembly which had drawn up the terms of reference. 



As the Health Assembly had expressed its satisfaction with the work accomplished 
ч 

by the Standing Committee in the past, he was in favour of maintaining the existing 

procedure and of having a small standing committee of seven members； the Executive 

Board could then consider particular points of interest. 

Professor ZHDANOV supported the retention of a system whereby a standing 

committee would proceed to a preliminary examination of the proposed programme and 

budget estimates. The scope of that committee's functions, as outlined in 

resolution EB16.R12, was satisfactory. 

With regard to the composition of the Standing Committee, however, a study 

of the information given in document EB24/6 had inclined him to favour the constitution 

of the Executive Board аз a whole as the Standing Committee. It would be recalled 

that some duplication had occurred in the past as a result of the present system. 

It would accordingly seem preferable for the Board itself to lengthen its session 

by three days or so In order to undertake the examination directly. Œtie substantial 

question of the activities of WHO was concerned, and it was understandable that 

all members of the Board would want to consider the programme in detail. 

He would not make any formal proposal to that effect but merely wished to 

make his position clear. 

Dr MOLITOR said that, while he had as yet no experience of the functioning 

of the Executive Board, he was under the impression that the present procedure had 

given excellent results. It seemed to him that any loss of time arising out of 

a second examination was more than offset by the efficiency of a scrutiny by a 

small group. 
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Mr BRADY, alternate to Dr Hourihane, said that the question was one of 

great difficulty for the Board and the Health Assembly as was evident from the 

number of resolutions adopted on the subject. He tended to be in favour of 

the examination in question being tindertaken by a smaller group; furthermore, it 

was evident that the Health Assembly had been impressed by the results. While 

he agreed with the representative of the Direotor-General that the Board маз wmU»*. 

fto legal ofeligacticai. to cOTJply iadô£iaj.teOjr w^tk. ldvs-'»d<i'i»i«vaments of reeclirtliwi 

WHA7.37, the procedure for 1956 had tae^n followed in respeot of 

subsequent years; the Board should, therefore, if it considered changing that 

procedure, report to the Health Assembly as a matter of courtesy. That would 

also &eem only prudent as the Health Assembly might even require the Board in 

such an event to revert to the practice of setting up a smaller group as the 

Standing Committee. 

TSiere could be no doubt thâ t-carter
 a

f ytwk 躲 1д Instances 

when Ше qv^ri^l psurtlcAxUir details; that was, in his opinion, 

by the fact that a smaller group could oarry out a more penetrating ^tudy. 

Dr GORDILLO-ZÜLETA was in favour of continuing to have only seven members 

of the Standing Committee, in view of the good results that procedure had given 

so far. 

Dr SHOIB associated himself with previous speakers in stressing the 

advantages of study by a small group, particularly when the membership of the 

Board would be increased to twenty-four. The risk of duplication of work did 

not appear serious and afforded additional security in such an important matter. 
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Mf LâTOENGE, alternate to Dr Togba, also supported a small standing committee 

consisting of seven members as best able to serve the useful purpose of screening 

the programme and budget estimates. 

Dr METCA3ZE favoured maintaining the status quo because he considered that 

optimum efficiency could be assured only Ъу a small committeej seven members was 

a good size for the Standing Committee, the work of which was so vital to the 

Organization. It would be less satisfactory for the questions involved, to be 

discussed in the Board itself where the proceedings were more formal and there was 

a greater tendency to make speeches. 

The CHAIRMAN, observing that he might have associated himself with Professor 

Zhdanov's views had he not been in the Chair, asked whether that member had a 

formal proposal to make. 

Professor ZHDANOV, explaining that he had on3y put forward certain considerations, 

said that since the majority appeared to favour the existing system he would 

subscribe to that view. 

The СНАБЙШ suggested the following draft resolution for the consideration of 

the Board: 

The Executive Board, 

Having considered the procedure for the consideration ty the Board of 
the Director-General's proposed programme and budget estimates j and 

Considering that the present procedure for review by the Board of the 
Director-General»s proposed programme and budget estimates is satisfactory 
and has greatly facilitated the work of the Executive Board and of the World. 
Health Assembly, 

DECIDES that no change be made in this procedure. 

Decision: The resolution was adopted (see resolution EB24-.R1) • 
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6. REPORTS OF EXPERT COMMITTEES : Itera 9 of the Agenda 

Expert Committee on Insecticides: Ninth Report (Specifications and Chemistry of 
Pesticidesl(Document" ЕВ2ДД1) 

Dr KAUL, Assistant Director-General, introducing the report, outlined the problems 

dealt with by the Expert Committee and its main conclusions and recommendations. 

Mr OLIVERO, referring to the first sentence in the sixth paragraph of the section 

entitled "General" asked what could be done to prevent the use of Щ0 specifications 

as a basis for the purchase of pesticides for agricultural use. 

Dr KAUL replied that the Expert Committee had on3y been able to reiterate the 

warning that the specifications were for public health programmes and were not intended 

for other purposes where they might be harmful. Unfortunately as they wsre the only 

available specifications they had been used in disregard of that clear warning. It 

was a point to irtiich the Board might wish to direct the attention of governments, 

Dr SHOIB, raising a general problem, asked whether there would be any objection 

to postponing until the following session consideration of the reports of expert 

committees, since members had not had an opportunity of discussing them with 

specialists at home. 

The СНАШМАК pointed out that the report at present tinder consideration was the 

outcome of a meeting held Зл November 1958 and if its publication were not authorized 

until the following January it would not come out until ear]y in 1960j the 

information by then might be out of date. 
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Dr HOURIHANE agreed with Dr Shoib that members of the Board needed to have some 

technical briefing before they could discuss reports on highly specialized subjects. 

On the other hand the publication of some of these reports could olearly be authorized 

and was indeed desirable in the interests of speed. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL emphasized the danger of reaching a general decision appli-

cable to all the reports, though there would be no objection to postponing discussion 

of some of them until January. Members would recall that the present item had been 

placed on the agenda as a result of the decision by the Board at Its thirteenth 

session to consider any reports of expert committees which were ready at Its summer 

session. 

The reports of study groups of course presented no problem since the decision on 

their publication lay with the Director-General and there would be no harm in post-

poning their examination until January. 

Dr SHOIB observed that since, according to the Regulations for Expert Advisory 

Panels and Committees, the Board could not alter the reports he was unable to see why 

it should devote time to discussing them, particularly as the subject matter was 

usually highly technical. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Board could in the interests of speed take a 

decision on the particular report under consideration at once. Dr Shoib should be 

reassured in as much as one of the Committee's members had been a distinguished expert 

from the United Arab Republic. 

D r

 SHOIB emphasized that he was not seeking to postpone publication of the report 

but to raise a matter of general principle. 



EB2-VMin/l Eev.l 

The DmECTOR-GEN碰L, drawing attention to rules 10.7, 10.7.1 and 10.7.2 of the 

Regulations for Expert Advisory Panels and Committees, observed that the matter bad 

been previously discussed by the Board which had recognized the difficulty of 

examining technical matters without necessarily having expert knowledge. On the other 

hand its members were closely acquainted with general health problems as well as with 

those of the Organization and were therefore fitted to draw attention to any matters 

of special interest emerging from expert committees' reports or suggesting changes. 

It should also be remembered that the Board had had occasion in the past to withhold 

its agreement to a report being published. 

Dr SHOIB saw 110 reason why the reports of expert committees áiould not be handled 

in the same way as the reports of study groups： they represented only the opinion of 

experts and their publication should not require authorization by the Board. 

D r H Y D E w a s

 §
l a d t h a t

 Dr Shoib should have brought up a general issue which had 

been giving increasing concern, particularly because the reports of expert committees 

w e r e b e c o m i n

S
 m o r e

 specialized and more numerous. The Regulations had been drawn up 

at a time when WHO was feeling its way towards defining the responsibilities of expert 

committees and when it had had to protect itself against any possible adverse effects 

of publishing certain conclusions. Now that it was more widely realized that the 

views expressed in expert conniittee reports were the views of the experts alone, now 

that the Secretariat had gained experience of working with such committees, and when 

m o r e o V e r r e c o u r s e w a s a l s o

 being had to study groups, the moment had perhaps come to 

review the Regulations with a view to their modification. For example, it might be 

found preferable in future for the Director-General to summarize the main findings of 

expert committees, indicating when action was required on them and any points that 

demanded guidance from the Board. 



Like many other members of the Board, he had always sought the opinion of 

specialists in his own country on such reports and had passed on any suggestions, 

which were usually extremely technical, to the Secretariat. 

In the meantime the Board could approve for publication the reports at present 

before it and include them again on its agenda for the next session, so as to enable 
« 

members to make any technical observations that they wished. 

Dr SHOIB fully supported Dr Hyde's views. 

Dr METCALFE failed to see any advantage in authorizing publication of reports 

which were to be discussed again in January, but he wholeheartedly agreed that the 

Regulations could with great advantage be reviewed at that time. 

Professor ZHDANOV agreed that it would be desirable to review the whole method 

of handling expert committees
1

 reports at the twenty-fifth session, at which time the 

Board would wish to discuss not only the reports before it but earlier ones as well. 

Dr HOURIHANE did not consider that the Board could authorize publication of any 

report without making at least some attempt at examining it. 

Mr OLIVERO had no objection to the procedure being reviewed in January but 

wondered how the Board should deal with the specific reports now before it. 

Dr HYDE said that if any member had doubts about the desirability of publishing 

the reports on the agenda he could raise the matter forthwith• 

Dr TOGBA thought there was little need to spend a great deal of time on reports 

which in any case could not be altered• As the Board would in all probability 

eventually authorize publication of the reports before it, that decision could be taken 

at the present session. 



The CHAIRMAN observed that there appeared to be general agreement on the need 

t 0 r e v i e w t h e w h o l e

 Procedure at the next session, for which a document would have to 

Ъе prepared by the Secretariat, In the meantime perhaps each report now on the agenda 

should be examined with a view to deciding whether or not ite publication couli be 

authorized at once. 

Dr SHOIB said that the Board must be realistic. The whole purpose of reviewing 

the procedure would be to simplify it and any comments of a technical nature sabrclfc+.ed 

in January would in any case nab affect the substance cî the reports but would be 

directed to the Secretariat. He therefore saw nc harm in authorizing publication at 

once. 

Mr OLIVERO asked to hear the Directar-Genei-aUs views as to which reports 

should be published as soon as possible. 

The KERECTOR-GENERAL did not thiràc there was any objection to the Board follow-

ing the same procedure as in the past pending its general review of the matter in 

January. There was no need to postpone publicaticn of such reports as that on 

insecticides, which would lose value if it did not appear soon. Moreover, authorizing 

publication did not preclude any member of the Board from subsequently making 

technical comments. 

Dr HIDE, saying he would have no objection to following at the present sessicn 

the same procedure as in the past, asked that in each case the Director-General should 

give an asstirance that publication was in the best interests of Ш0, 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL stated that the ninth report of the Expert Committee on 

Insecticides should be published as scon as possible. 



The CHAIRMAN submitted, the following draft resolution for the consideration of 

the Board; 

The Executive Board 

l
e
 КОТБЗ the ninth report of the Expert Gonmittee on Insecticides (Specifications 

and Chemistry of Pesticides)j 

2. THAMICS the members of the Committee for their work; and 

3, AUTHORIZES publication of the report. 

Decision: The resolution was adopted (see resolution EB24.R2). 

Expert Comittee on Cancer: First Report (Histopathology of Lung Tumours) 

Xf)oc\Tmen-b EB24./Z5 

Dr KATJL, introducing the report^ said that in 1955 a consultative group had 

proposed the creation of pathological reference centres to help in establishing 

tmiform classification and nomenclature for epidemiological studies, and the Board, 

at its seventeenth session, had asked the Director-General to explore the possibility 

of organizing centres for the collection of human tissue for histopathological 

examination^ A study group, which had me七：ûi 1957, had presented certain recom-

mendations агЛ suggested priorities. In August 1958 an International Reference 

Centre for Lung Cancer had been opened in Oslo. 

He suTKiarized the points considered by the Expert Committee and its main 

conclusions. 

Professor ZHDANOV, commending the Committee on an excellent report, said there 

was no need to emphasize the importance of an international method of classification 

which should include all forms of carcinoma and not only lung tumours. 
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Dr MOLITOR 3-uggested that the Committee should consider the possibility of an 

additional sub-division in its questionnaire so as to establish whether exposx?e to 

dustc, fines and toxic gases was undergone during working hours or was the res tilt 

of general atmospheric pollution. 

The DIREGTOH-GEKERAL said that, as there was no need for haste as far as 

publication of the report was concerned, he could suggest to the Chairman of the 

Expert Comod-titee that that addition be made in the questionnaire. • 

The СНАШШШ submitted the following draft resolution for the consideration 

of the Board; 

The Ebcecutive Board 

1. YQTSS t-ю first report of the Expert Committee on Cancer (Histopathology 
of Lfjig Тгтао-urs) j 

2. THMKS the members of the Committee for their work; and 

3. AUTHORIZES publication of the report. 

Decisions The resolution was adopted (see resolution EB24.R3)。 
_ IU I Г»-» •»««•> <i-

Expert GoTiralttee on Organization of Medical Caret Second Report (Role of Hospitals 
±n Ambva.ato-y and Domiciliary MedicaTCare) (Docviment ЕВ2Д/7) 

Dr KiUL^ introducing the report, described the Cc^.mittee«s terms of reference 

and. outlined the problems discussed and the conclusions reached. 

Professor ZHDAHOV, congratulating the Expert Coramittee on an excellent report, 

said that the organization of medical care was a subject on which all members of the 

Board could regard themselves as experts. The Coxmittee had most successfully 

examined, various services in different countries and circvuœtances and had succeeded 

in elaborating sufficiently flexible recommendations that would be extremely useful 

to national health authorities. 
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Professor ЕТЕМАБ1/Ш endorsed the remarks of the previous speaker and considered 

that the report should be published, 

Dr METCALFE did not know how anyone could become an expert in the organization 

of medical care as such. Members of the Board,while familiar with problems in their 

ош countries, certainly did not possess specialized knowledge on a world-wide basis. 

The authors c£ the report seemed to have taken the whole world as their subject, but 

their recommendations could be of no real value to any individual country because the 

approach adopted had been too broad. For example, the recommendations had no 

application to his own country, which had to provide medical services for large cities, 

scattered settlements and nomadic aboriginals. A committee of that type should limit 

its study in such a way as to evdLve useful recommendations. His general criticism 

could also be directed to the reports of the Stucfy Groups on Diarrhoeal Diseases and 

on Mental Health Problems of Autornation
e 

Dr HYDE said that it was remarkable that a grouç of experts from countries with 

such widely differing conditions should have reached agreement. He had found the 

report extremely interesting and useful. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that the report could be published. 

The CHAIRMAN submitted the following draft resolution for the consideration of 

the Board: 

The Executive Board 

1. NOTES the second, report of the Expert Committee on Organization of Medical 
Care (Role of Hospitals in Ambulatory and Domiciliary Medical Care)^ 

2. THANKS the members of the Committee for their work) and 

3. AUTHORIZES publication of the report. 

Decision: The resolution was adopted (see resolution S B 2 4 • 

The meeting rose at 12,30 p«m, 
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1. OPENING OF SESSION 

The CHAIRMAN declared the twenty-fourth session of the Board open. 

He paid a tribute to Dr Moore, the outgoing Chairman, who had presided over 

the meetings of the last two sessions of the Executive Board in such a competent 

and charming manner. 

It was a great pleasure to him, as Vice-Chairman of the Board and as acting 

Chairman, to welcome the new members Joining the Board as a result of the 

elections at the Twelfth Health Assembly： Dr Abu Shainraa, designated by Sudan, 

Dr Baidya, by Nepal; Dr Castillo, by Venezuela; Dr Hourihane, by Ireland; 

Dr Molitor, by Luxembourg; and Dr Gordillo-Zuleta, alternate to Dr M m o z Puglisevich 

designated by Peru. He also extended a welcome to Dr Farugk, designated by 

Afghanistan, and Dr к Cuu Truo^^, designated by Viet Nam, who were attending the 

B o a r d

'
S

 ^liberations for the first time. He was gratified to see that the 

Executive Board was by its membership so well-equipped to carry out its 

constitutional duties. It would be superfluous to emphasize the importance of the 

responsibilities incumbent on the Board in fulfilling its function within the 

Organization; and that objective could only be achieved if the Board carried out 

its duties in a constructive and co-operative spirit. 

He welcomed also the representatives of the United Nations and the specialized 

agencies, and those of intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations. 



Number of members entitled to vote 
Number of members present and voting 
Number required for a simple majority 

Votes obtained 

Professor Aujaleu 
Dr Togba 
Dr Eyde 

2. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA： Item 1 of the Provisional Agenda (Document EB24/1 Rev,l) 

Decision; The agenda was adopted. 

3 . ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN, VICE-CHAIRMEN AND RAPPORTEURS： Item 2 of the Agenda 

The CHAIRMAN, in accordance with Rule 12 of the Rules of Procedure» invited 

nominations for the office of Chairman. 

Dr LE-CUU-TRUONG, seconded by Dr HYDE, proposed Professor Aujaleu. 

Dr SHOIB, seconded by Dr ABU SHAWIA, proposed Dr Togba. 

The CHAIRMAN said that, in accordance with Rule 47 of the Rules or Procedure* 

the Board would be required to take a vote by secret ballot. He invited 

Professor Etemadian and Dr Metcalfe to act as tellers. 

A vote was taken by secret ballot, the results of vfclch were as follows» 

18 
18 
XO 

10 
7 
1 

Decision! Professor Aujaleu was accordingly eLected Chairman of the 
Executive Board. 



The CHAIRMAN congratulated Professor Aujaleu on his election. He was sure 

that his chairmanship would ensure the success of the present session. 

Professor Aujaleu took the Chair. 

The CHAIRMN expressed his appreciation to those who, by their support, had 

given him a mark o? confidence which he would endeavour to justify. 

He invited norrinaticns for the two Vice-Chairmen. 

Dr PSNIDO proposed Dr Shoib. 

D r S H 0 I B w a s

 fateful to Dr Penido but did not wish to stand. 

Dr TOGBA proposed Dr Abu Shamma. 

D r A 3 U S K A № I A W i t h d

-
W

 - ^ n a t i o n since he wished, as a new member, to 

gain experience before accepting any office. 

D r

 HYDS proposed Professor Etemadian. 

P r o f e s s c r

 ZHDANOV, ssconded by Mr OLIVERO, proposed Dr Penido. 

In the absence of other noMnations, the CHAIRMAN declared Professor Etemadian 

a n d

 ^
 P e n i d o e l e c t e d a s

 Vice-Chairmen and invited them to take their appropriate 

places at the conference table. 

He then invited nominations for the two Rapporteurs, one English-speaking and 

one French-speaking. • 



Dr TOGBA proposed Dr Baidya and Mr Olivero. 

Dr ВА1ША and Mr OLIVERO felt unable to accept that nomination. 

Professor ZHDANOV proposed Dr Castillo. 

Dr TOGBA, seconded by Dr HYEE, proposed Dr Metcalfe. 

In the absence of other nominations, the CHAIRMAN declared Dr Castillo and 

Dr Metcalfe elected as Rapporteurs and invited them to take their appropriate 

places at the conference table. 

4. PROGRAM® CP WORK 

The CHAIRMAN recalled that, in accordance with Rule 3 of the Rules of 

Procedure the representat.lv о of a Member State. could participate without 

right of vote in the discussion of a matter of particular concern to his government 

A representative of Switzerland would attend the debate on item 17 of the agenda, 

headquarters accommodation; he suggested that the itera should be taken at the 

beginning of the following meeting. 

It was so agreed. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Board might wish to consider the possibility of 

discussing item 17 in private session since delicate questions, such as the 

selection of a site, would arise. 

Dr MOLITOR was in favour of considering that item in private session. 

It was so agreed. 



The CHAIRMAN suggested further that the Board should take up items 斗，5, and 6 

(establishment of committees) at its next meeting in order to allow sufficient time 

for consideration of their membership. 

On the proposal of Professor ZHDANOV, the CHAIRMAN said that a list of members 

of the committees concerned, indicating the outgoing members, would be circulated 

to the Board as soon as possible. 

As for the hours of work of the Board, he proposed that it should meet from 

9•；50 a.m. to 12.50 p.m., with a short recess at 11 a.m., and from 2.^0 p.m. to 

5.3О p.m•， with a short recess at 4 p.m. 

It was so agreed. 

5. PROCEDURE FOR THE CONSIDERATION BY THE EXECUTIVE BOARD CP THE DIRECTOR-GENERAL'S 

PROPOSED PROGRAMME AND BUDGET ESTIMATES : Item 3 of the Agenda (Document EB24/6) 

Mr SIEGEL, Assistant Director-General, recalled that the question of the 

procedure to be followed by the Executive Board in its annual examination of the 

programme and budget estimates had been raised towards the end of the twenty-third, 

session. Reference had been made to the existence of the Standing Committee on 

Administration and Finance, which comprised seven members and which met for about 

a week before the winter session of the Board in order to carry out a detailed 

examination of the programme and budget estimates. The Board had reviewed the 

procedure followed by the Organization for that scrutiny sinfee its inception. It 

had decided to reconsider the question at its twenty-fourth session, when it would 

be able to have before it additional information, bringing the situation up to ciate 



and giving details of the procedures followed by other organizations； that information 

was given in dooument EB24/6, Appendix 1 of which contained past decisions taken 

by the Health Assembly and the Board in that matter, and Appendix 2 excerpts from 

the minutes of earlier meetings at which the subject had been discussed. 

Mr OLIVERO believed that it would greatly help the Board if the representative 

of the Director-General could clarify the position regarding the legal status of 

the Standing Committee and its scope and functions
#
 as they appeared following 

decisions of the Health Assembly. 

Professor ZHDANOV asked whether there was any advantage from the point of 

view of economy of time in the Standing Committee making a preliminary examination 

of the prograimne and budget estimates as compared with the Board undertaking that 

task without the benefit of such additional study. 

Dr METCALFE wondered whether the increase in number of the Executive Board 

from eighteen members to twenty-four might not have to be taken into account in 

weighing the situation. 

Mr SIEGEL referred the Board to the Handbook of Resolutions and Decisions, 

pages I85-I89, which gave the resolutions adopted by earlier sessions of the Health 

Assembly and the Board on that subject, and drew particular attention to resolution 

WHA1.71. 

On the point of the present legal status of the Standing Committee, he recalled 

that, since the First World Health Assembly, the Board had at some of its sessions 

constituted the entire Board as the Standing Committee and at others had established 

a Standing Committee made up of seven of its members. Resolution VJHA7.37 had 

instructed the Board to establish a Standing Conraittee to consist of seven of its 



members to make a detailed analysis of the financial aspects of the proposed 

programme and budget for 1956. From the legal aspect, it would be difficult to 

argue that the Executive Board was bound by that decision to limit the Standing 

Committee to only seven members in respect of other years. It would, however, be 

recalled that since that time the Standing Coramittee had in fact consisted of seven 

members and that the Health Assembly had noted that situation. 

The scope and functions of the Standing Committee, with a few minor additions, 

remained essentially those listed In operative paragraph 2 of resolution EB16.R12. 

It was difficult to estimate, with any accuracy the time-factor of having a 

preliminary analysis by the Standing Committee since the activities of the Organization 

had developed over the past few years and the amount of time required to study the 

programme and budget estimates might therefore vary; past experience could not 

be considered an entirely reliable guide. 

The effect of the forthcoming increase in the membership of the Executive 

Board was also a matter for conjecture. It was of course not known when the 

Organization would receive the necessary ratification by two-thirds of its membership 

of the relevant amendment to the Constitution, but it was estimated that it was 

unlikely to be in less than two years. 

Professor ETEMâDIAN believed that it would be preferable to retain the present 

procedure which had the approval of the Health Assembly and had been functioning 

satisfactorily hitherto. 

Mr OLIVERO concluded from the explanations given by the representative of the 

Director-General that the establishment of the Standing Committee was governed by a 

decision of the Health Assembly but that the decision to have a membership of seven 

had been taken by the Board itself. He also understood that it had been the Board 

itself rather than the Health Assembly which had drawn up the terras of referenoe. 



As the Health Assembly had expressed its satisfaction with the work accomplished 

by the Standing Committee in the past, he was in favour of maintaining the existing 

procedure and of having a small standing committee of seven members； the Executive 

Board could then consider particular points of interest. 

Professor ZHDANOV supported the retention of a system whereby a standing 

committee would proceed to a preliminary examination of the proposed programme and 

budget estimates. The scope of that committee's functions, as outlined in 

resolution EB16.R12, was satisfactory. 

With regard to the composition of the Standing Committee, however, a study 

of the information given in document EB24/6 had inclined him to favour the constitution 

of the Executive Board aa a whole as the Standing Committee. It would be recalled 

that some duplication had occurred in the past as a result of the present system. 

It would accordingly seem preferable for the Board itself to lengthen its session 

by three days or so in order to undertake the examination direetly. The substantial 

question of the activities of WHO was concerned, and it was understandable that 

all members of the Board would want to consider the programme in detail. 

He would not make any formal proposal to that effect but merely wished to 

maice his position clear. 

Dr MOLITOR said that, while he had as yet no experience of the functioning 

of the Executive Board, he was under the impression that the present procedure had 

given excellent results. It seemed to him that any loss of time arising out of 

a second examination was more than offset by the efficiency of a scrutiny by a 

small group. 



Mr BRADY, alternate to Dr Hourihane, said that the question was one of 

great difficulty for the Board and the Health Assembly as was evident from the 

number of resolutions adopted on the subject. He tended to be in favour of 

the examination in question being undertaken by a smaller group; furthermore, it 

was evident that the Health Assembly had been impressed by the results. While 

he agreed with the representative of the Director-General that the Board was under 

no legal obligation to comply indefinitely with the requirements of resolution 

WHA7.357, the procedure indicated for 1956 had been followed in respect of 

subsequent years; the Board ¡should, therefore, if it considered changing that 

procedure, report to the Health Assembly as a matter of courtesy. That would 

also seem only prudent as the Health Assembly might even require the Board in 

such an event to revert to the practice of setting up a smaller group as the 

Standing Committee. 

There could be no doubt that some duplication of work might arise in instances 

when the Board queried particular details; that was, in his opinion, outweighed 

by the fact that a smaller group could carry out a more penetrating study. 

Dr GORDILLO-ZULETA was in favour of continuing to have only seven members 

of the Standing Committee, in view of the good results that procedure had given 

so far. 

Dr SHOIB associated himself with previous speakers in stressing the 

advantages of study by a small group, particularly when the membership of the 

Board would be increased to twenty-four. The risk of duplication of work did 

not appear serious and afforded additional security in such an important matter. 



M r
 LAWRENCE, adviser to Dr Togba, also supported a small standing committee 

consisting of seven members as best able to serve the useful purpose of screening 

the programme and budget estimates. : 

Dr METCALFE favoured maintaining the status quo because he considered that 

optimum efficiency could be assured only by a small committee; seven members was 

a
 good size for the Standing Committee, the work of which was so vital to the 

Organization. It would be less satisfactory for the questions involved to be 

discussed in the Board itself where the proceedings were more formal and there 

was a greater tendency to make speeches. 

The CHAIRMAN, observing that he might have associated himself with 

Professor Zhdanov's views had he not been in the Chair, asked whether that member 

had a formal proposal to make. 

Professor ZHDANOV, explaining that he had only put forward certain considera-

tions, said that since the majority appeared to favour the existing system he would 

subscribe to that view. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested the following draft resolution for the consideration of 

the Board: 

The Executive Board, 

Having considered the procedure for the consideration by the Board of 
the Director-General's proposed programme and budget estimates; and 

Considering that the present procedure for review by the Board of the 
Director-General's proposed programme and budget estimates is satisfactory 
and has greatly facilitated the work of the Executive Board and of the 
World Health Assembly, 

DECIDES that no change be made in this procedure. 

Decision: The resolution was adopted. 



EB24/Min/l 
page ЗЛ 

6. REPORTS OF EXPERT COMMITTEES: Item 9 of the Agenda 

Expert Committee on Insecticides », Ninth Report (Document ЕВ24/11) 

Dr KAUL, Assistant Director-General, introducing the report, outlined the problems 

dealt with by the Expert Committee and its main conclusions and recommendations. 

Mr OLIVERO, referring to the first sentence in the sixth paragraph of the section 

entitled "General" asked what could be done to prevent the use of WHO specifications 

for the purchase of pesticides for agricultural use. 

Dr KAUL replied that the Expert Committee had only been able to reiterate the 

warning that the specifications were for public health programmes and were not intended 

for other purposes where they might be harmful. Unfortunately as they were the only 

available specifications they had been used in disregard of that clear warning. It 

was a point to which the Board might wish to direct the attention of governments. 

Dr SHOIB, raising a general problem, asked whether there would be any objection 

to postponing until the following session consideration of the reports of expert 

committees, since members had not had an opportunity of discussing them with 

specialists at home. 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the report at present under consideration was the 

outcome of a meeting held in November 1958 and if its publication were not authorized 

until the following January it would not come out until early in i960; the information 

by then might be out of date. 



Dr НОШШАЫЕ agreed with Dr Shoib that members of the Board needed to have some 

technical briefing before they could discuss reports on highly specialized subjects. 

On the other hand the publication of some of these reports could clearly be authorized 

and was indeed desirable in the interests of speed. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL enç)hasized the danger of reaching a general decision appli-

cable to all the reports though there would be no objection to postponing discussion 

of some of them until January. Members would recall that the present item had been 

placed on the agenda as a result of the decision by the Board at its thirteenth 

session to consider any reports of expert committees which were ready at its summer 

session. 

The reports of study groups of course presented no problem since the decision on 

their publication lay with the Director-General and there would be no harm in post-

poning their examination until January• 

Dr SHOIB observed that since, according to the Regulations for Expert Advisory 

Panels and Committees, the Board could not alter the reports he was unable to see why-

it should devote time to discussing them, particularly as the subject matter was 

usually highly technical. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Board could in the interests of speed take a 

decision on the particular report under consideration at once• Dr Shoib should be 

reassured in as much as one of the Committee
1

 s members had been a distinguished expert 

from the United Arab Republic. 

Dr SHOIB emphasized that he was not seeking to postpone publication of the report 

but to raise a matter of general principle. 



The DIRECTOR-GENERAL, drawing attention to rules 10.7s 10.7 Л and 10.7*2 of the 

Regulations for Expert Advisory Panels and Committees, observed that the matter had 

been previously discussed by the Board which had recognized the difficulty of 

examining technical matters without necessarily having expert knowledge. On the other 

hand its members were closely acquainted with general health problems as well as with 

those of the Organization and were therefore fitted to draw attention to any matters 

of special interest emerging from expert committees
f

 reports or suggesting changes• 

It should also be remembered that the Board had had occasion in the past to withhold 

its agreement to a report being published. 

Dr SHOIB saw no reason why the reports of expert committees âiould not be handled 

in the same way as the reports of study groups: they represented only the opinion of 

experts and their publication should not require authorization by the Board. 

Dr HYDE was glad that Dr Shoib should have brought up a general issue which had 

been giving increasing concern, particularly because the reports of expert committees 

were becoming more specialized and more numerous. The Regulations had been dravm up 

at a time when WHO was feeling its way towards defining the responsibilities of expert 

committees and when it had had to protect itself against any possible adverse effects 

of publishing certain conclusions. Now that it was more widely realized that the 

views expressed in expert committee reports were the views of the experts alone, now 

that the Secretariat had gained experience of working with such committees, and when 

moreover recourse was also being had to study groups, the moment had perhaps come to 

review the Regulations with a view to their modification• For example, it might be 

found preferable in future for the Director-General to summarize tfee main findings of 

expert committees, indicating when action was required on them and any points that 

demanded guidance from the Board. 



A s m a n
y other members of the Board, he had always sought the opinion of 

specialists in his ovm country on such reports and had passed on any suggestions, 

which were usually extremely technical, to the Secretariat. 

In the meantime the Board could approve for publication the reports at present 

before it and include them again on its agenda for the next session, so as to enable 

members to make any technical observations that they wished. 

Dr SHOIB fully supported Dr Hyde's views. 

Dr METCALFE failed to see any advantage in authorizing publication of reports 

w h l
c h were to be discussed again in January, but he wholeheartedly agreed that the 

Regulations could with great advantage be reviewed at that time. 

Professor 2HDAN0V agreed that it would be desirable to review the whole method 

of handling expert committees' reports at the twenty-fifth session, at which time the 

Board would wish to discuss not only the reports before it but earlier ones as well. 

Dr HOURIHANE did not consider that the Board could authorize publication of any 

report without making at least some attempt at examining it. 

Mr OLIVERO had no objection to the procedure being reviewed in January but 

wondered how the Board should deal with the specific reports now before it. 

Dr HYDE said that if any member had doubts about the desirability of publishing 

the reports on the agenda he could raise the matter forthwith. 

D r
 togBA thought there was little need to spend a great deal of time on reports 

which in any case could not be altered. As the Board would in all probability 

eventually authorize publication of the reports before it, that decision could be taken 

at the present session. 
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The СШШШШ observed that there appeared to be general agreement on the need 

to review the whole procedure at the next session for which a document would have to 

be prepared by the Secretariat. In the meantime perh^js each report now on the agenda 

should be examined with a view to deciding whether or not its publication could be 

authorized at once. 

Dr SHOIB said that the Board must be realistic. The whole purpose of reviewing 

the procedure would be to sinplify it and axsy comments of a technical nature submitted 

in January would in any case not affect the substance cf the reparts but would be 

directed to the Secretariat. He therefore saw no harm in authorizing publication at 

once. 

Mr 0LT7ER0 asked to hear the Directca?-General‘s views as to which reports 

should be published as soon as possible. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL did not think there was any objection to the Board follow-

ing the same procedure as in the past pending its general review of the matter in 

January. There was no need to postpone publication of such reports as that on 

insecticides which would lose value if it did not appear soon. Moreover, authorizing 

publication did not preclude any member of the Board from subsequentHy making 

technical comments. 

Dr HYDE, saying he would have no objection to following at the present session 

the same procedure as in the past, asked that in each case the Director-General should 

give an assurance that publication was in the best interests of Щ0. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL stated that the ninth report of the Expert Committee on 

Insecticides should be published as soon as possible. 



The CHA.IRMA.N submitted the following draft resolution for the consideration of 

the Board: 

The Executive Board 

NOTES the ninth report of 

and chemistry -of pesticides); 

THANKS the meiribers of the 

3. AUTHORIZES publication of 

Decision: The resolution was 

Expert Committee on Cancer 
First Report (Document EB24/4) 

Dr KA.UL, introducing the report, said that in 1955 a consultative group had 

proposed the creation of pathological reference centres to help in establishing 

uniform classification and nomenclature for epidemiological studies， and the Board， 

at its seventeenth session^ had asked the Director-General to explore the 

possibility of organizing centres for the collection of human tissue for histo-

pathological examination» A stucfy group
;
 which had met in 1957，had presented 

certain recommendations and suggested priorities. In August 1958 an International 

Reference Centre for Lung Cancer had been opened in Oslo. 

He summarized the points considered by the Expert Committee and its main 

conclusions. 

Professor ZHDANOV, commending the Committee on an excellent report
>
 said there 

was no need to eirçhasize the importance of an International method of classification 

which should include all farms of carcinoma and not only lung tumours. 

the Expert Cornmittee on Insecticides (Specifications 

Committee for their work; and 

the report_ 

adopted. 
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Dr MOLITOR suggested that the Ccsranittee should consider the possibility cf an 

additional sub-division in its questionnaire so as to establidi whether exposure to 

dusts, fumes and toxic gases was undergone during working hours or was the result 

of general atmoq)heric pollution. 

The DIREGTCR-GENEML said that, as there was no need for haste as far as 

publication of the report was ccncerned, he could suggest to the Chairman of the 

Expert Committee that that addition be made in the questionnaire. 

The СпАШ'Ш submitted the following draft resolution for the consideration 

of the Board: 

The Executive Board 

1。 NOTES the first report of the Expert Committee ш Cancer (Histopathology 
of lung tumours)^ " " """ 

2。 THANKS the members of the Committee for their work; and 

3c AUTHORIZES publication of the report. 

Decision: The resolution was adopted. 

Expert Committee on Org^ization qf Medical Care (Document EB24/7) 

Dr ÍÍA.UL, introducing the report，described the Coramitteeis terras cf reference 

and outlined the problème discussed and the conduisions reached. 

Professor ZHDANOV, congratulating the Expert Committee csn an excellent report, 

said that the organization of nedical care was a subject cn which all members of the 

Board could regard themselves as experts. The Committee had most successfully 

examined various services in different countries and circumstances and had succeeded 

in elaborating sufficiently flexible recommendations that would be extremely useful 

to national health authorities. 



Professor ETEMDIâN endorsed the remarks of the previous speaker and considered 

that the report should be published. 

Dr METCALFE did not knew hour алуопе co-old become an expert in the organization 

of medical care as such» Members of the Board, well familiar with problems in their 

ода countries, certainly did not possess specialized knowledge on a world-wide basis. 

The authors of the report seeriEd to have taken the whole w o r M as their subject, but 

their recomuBndations could be of no real value to any individual country because the 

approach adopted had been too broad» For example) the recoiranendations had no 

application to his own country which had to provide medical services for large cities, 

scattered settlements and nomadic aboriginals；, A committee of that type should limit 

its study in such a way as to evolve useful recommendations» His general criticism 

could also be d.;^3cted to the reports of the Study Group on Diarrhoeal Diseases and 

on Mental Health Problems of Automation,, 

Dr HYDE said that it was remarkable that a group of experts from countries with 

such widely differing conditions should, have reached agreement. He had found the 

report extremely interesting and useful. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that the report could be published. 

The CHAIRMAN submitted the following draft resolution for the consideration of 

the Board: 

The Executive Bo?,rd 

1. NOTES the second report of the Expert Committee on Organization of Medical 

Care (Role of hospitals in ambulatory and domiciliary medical care)j 

2. THA.NKS the members of the Committee for their work! and 

3， AUTHORIZES publication of the report。 

Decision: The resolution was adopted. 

The meeting rose at 12
q
30 p«nu 


