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1. PROPOSALS FOR THE ELECTION OF MEMBERS TO DESIGNATE A PERSON TO SERVE 
ON THE EXECUTIVE BOARD

At the request of the CHAIRMAN, the DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL read Article 24 

cf the Constitution and Rule 100 of the Rules. of ■■•Procedure of the Health Assembly, 

governing the procedure applicable to the election.

The CHAIRMAN drew the attention of the Committee to the following four documents 

before it:

(a) A table indicating the. geographical distribution of the Executive Board 

by region and giving the names of the outgoing Members in May 1966;

(b) a list of the Members of WHO, showing by region the Members that were, 

at present, or that had been, entitled to designate persons to serve on the 

Board;

(c) a list of Members whose names had been suggested in accordance with 

Rule 99 of the Rules of Procedure of the Health Assembly;

(d) a table showing the composition by region of .the Executive Board 

in 1965-I966.

The Chairman then proposed that the same procedure should be adopted as had 

been followed in previous years; after a trial vote, the General Committee would 

first draw up a list of twelve Members, which would be transmitted to the Health 

Assembly, then a list of eight Members, which in the Committee's opinion would 

provide, if elected, a balanced distribution of the Board as a whole, in accordance 

with Rule 100 of the Rules of Procedure of the Health Assembly.
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Dr HAQUE (Pakistan) thanked the delegations which had suggested his country; 

however, his delegation did not wish the candidature of Pakistan to be taken into 

consideration and it supported that of Somalia.

Professor AUJALEU (France) pointed out that there were not sufficient 

candidatures, before the General Committee for it to be able to draw up a list of 

twelve Members. Doubtless the procedure laid down in the Rules of Procedure of 

the Health Assembly was not very satisfactory and should be modified, but, for the 

time being, the General Committee should endeavour to obtain the candidatures of 

countries which, while not wishing to see their names appear on the list of eight 

Members, would nevertheless agree to be included on the list of twelve Members.

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL indicated, to avoid any misunderstanding, that countries 

desiring to withdraw their candidature had to do so in the plenary meeting of the 

Assembly, at the time of the elections. The delegate of Pakistan had merely 

expressed the wish to withdraw the candidature of his country when the time came,

i.e. during the plenary meeting.

Sir George GODBER (United Kingdom) observed that at present no one serving on 

the Board was a national of an East African country; he therefore proposed the 

addition of Kenya to the list of names suggested.

On the proposal of Professor AUJALEU (France), the CHAIRMAN agreed to the 

inclusion of Switzerland on the list of twelve Members; nevertheless, his delegation 

did not desire the name of his country to figure on the list of eight Members.
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He then' read, a communication received from the delegation of Sweden, recalling 

that the five Nordic European countries attached great importance to the principle 

that one of them was always entitled to designate a person to sit on the Executive 

Board, according to a rotation system agreed upon by those countries. Sweden had 

made known its wish to designate a person to serve on the Board, in replacement of 

the person designated three years previously by Norway, and the delegations of 

Denmark, Finland and Norway had thereupon suggested the name of Sweden. However, 

as two other European countries which did not appear on the list for the elections 

of the previous year had indicated their desire to be elected, Sweden had decided 

to withdraw its candidature, while expressing the hope that it would receive wide 

support next year.

As only twelve countries appeared on the list of names suggested, the Chairman 

proposed that the preliminary trial vote be omitted.

Professor AUJALEU (France) felt that this would create a dangerous precedent; 

moreover, a trial vote was useful so as to avoid mistakes during the final ballot.

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL explained that the list before the Committee served only 

as an indication. Members of the Committee could, in fact, vote for any other 

Member of their choice. A preliminary trial vote would therefore be a useful 

pointer.

Dr N ’DIA KOFFI (Ivory Coast), Vice-President of the Assembly, wished to 

explain before the ballot, the reasons governing his vote. He pointed out that 

the allocation of four seats to the African Region, which had twenty-eight Members, 

was not very equitable. Thus, the Eastern Mediterranean Region, with seventeen 

Members, also had four seats, and the European Region, with twenty-three Members, 

had seven. If the number of seats on the Board were calculated in
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proportion to the number of the Members of the African Region, then this would give a 

total of five seats to the latter Region.

On behalf of the Members of the African Region Dr N'Dia Koffi therefore asked 

the General Committee to draw the attention of the Executive Board to these facts.

Dr Martinez (Mexico), Mr Makame (United Republic of Tanzania) were asked to 

act as tellers.

In reply to Mr SAITO (Japan) the DIRECTOR-GENERAL explained that the Committee, 

after having drawn up a list of twelve Members, would then vote again to establish a 

list of eight Members, without necessarily choosing the first eight names on the 

list of twelve Members.

The Committee proceeded to vote by secret ballot for the purpose of establishing 

a list of twelve Members to be transmitted to the Health Assembly. The following 

countries were nominated: Argentina, Burma, Dahomey, Prance, Kenya, Nigeria, 

Philippines, Pakistan, Somalia, Sweden, Switzerland, Union of Soviet Solialist 

Republics.

Before the Committee went on to establish the list of eight Members, the 

CHAIRMAN recalled that the delegations of Pakistan, Sweden and Switzerland would 

declare in the plenary meeting of the Assembly that their countries did not wish their 

candidatures to be taken into consideration.

The Committee then proceeded to vote by secret ballot in order to establish the 

list of eight Members which, in the Committee's opinion, would provide, if elected, 

a balanced distribution of the Board as a whole. The following countries were nomi

nated: Argentina, Burma, Dahomey, France, Philippines, Somalia, Nigeria, Union of 

Soviet Socialist Republics.

At the request of the CHAIRMAN, the DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL read the draft report 

of the Committee.



The CHAIRMAN stated that this report, which contained the names of the 

Members proposed, would be transmitted to the Health Assembly. The election 
would take place at the plenary meeting to be held on Wednesday morning,
11 May 1966.

2. PROGRAMME OF WORK OF THE HEALTH ASSEMBLY

Dr VENEDIKTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) asked what considerations 

had determined the order in which the Assembly was examining the various items on 

its agenda. There seemed to be some discrepancy between the order of the items 
as indicated in the Assembly Journal and that given in the agenda of the Health 
Assembly. For example, the Committee on Programme and Budget had begun discussing 

programme matters while consideration of item 2.2 (Review and approval of the 
programme and budget estimates for 1967) had been left pending. He asked whether 
that was a traditional procedure.

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL explained that the Assembly's agenda did not Indicate 

the order in which the various items were to be discussed5 that was decided by the 
committees themselves. Item 2.2 could not be taken up as long as the discussion 
of matters (such as that of salaries and allowances for ungraded posts) affecting 
the supplementary budget estimates for 1966 had not been completed. Furthermore, 

it was desirable - though not indispensable - for the Committee on Programme and 
Budget to discuss now certain questions with implications for the 1967 budget, 

namely, the smallpox eradication programme, the extension of WHO activities in 

research, and the international monitoring of adverse reactions to drugs. The 
order in which the Assembly considered the items on its agenda was determined by 

convenience, and not by tradition.
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Dr VENEDIKTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) felt it would be 

desirable first to determine the resources that would be available to WHO before 

discussing the actual programmes.

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL observed that, before it could determine the budget 

ceiling for 1967, the Assembly must take a decision on the supplementary estimates 
for 1966 and the scale of assessment for 1967. With regard to programme matters, 

he stressed that the long-term programme of the Organization - which meant in fact 
its general policy - should not be determined by the amount of money available for 
any one financial period.

Dr VENEDIKTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) considered that, even if 

an actual budget ceiling was not fixed, certain limits could at least be decided 
beforehand. He suggested that a working group be established to study the pro
cedure for considering the matters in question. The Soviet Union delegation would 

be glad to take part in its work.

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL stressed that the Secretariat would have no objection to 
a change in the established procedure. However, he recalled that, according to 
resolution WHA15.1, which governed the procedure for the present Assembly, the 

Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters could not meet when the 
Committee on Programme and Budget was examining the main features of the proposed 
programme (sub-paragraph (l) (b) of the resolution) and recommending the budgetary 

ceiling (sub-paragraph (1) (c)), and the Committee on Programme and Budget could 
not meet when the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters was 

examining the estimates other than for the operating programme. Moreover, 

paragraph (Д) of the resolution provided that items (b) and (c) under paragraph (l)



should not be considered by the Committee on Programme and Budget until the 

Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters had completed the work on 
items (a) and (b) of paragraph (2), i.e., the financial position of the Organization 
and the scale of assessment. If the Soviet Union delegation wanted that pro

cedure changed, a recommendation might be made to the Executive Board that it 
study the matter and submit proposals to the next Assembly.

Dr VENEDIKTOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) welcomed the suggestion 
that the Executive Board be invited to study the matter.

Sir George GODBER (United Kingdom) considered that the number of members on 

the Board was insufficient in view of the increase that had occurred in the number 

of members of WHO, and that the African Region was definitely under-represented.
He pointed out that other specialized agencies had already decided to increase 
the number of members on their boards. In his view, the necessary procedure for 
amending the Constitution should be set in motion immediately after the present 
Health Assembly.

The General Committee fixed the programme of meetings for Tuesday, 10 May.
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The meeting rose at 2.20 p.m.


