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1. OPENING OF THE SESSION: Item 1.1 of the Provisional Agenda 

T h e CHAIRMAN declared open the forty-third session of the Executive Board. He welcomed 

all m e m b e r s , together with their alternates and advisers, and particularly Dr A h m e d , 

Dr Gonzalez and Dr Street, w h o w e r e new members attending for the first time. The Board was 

happy to see that Dr M o n d e t , a past m e m b e r , was again attending. Welcoming Dr B a d a r o u , now 

the Minister for Foreign Affairs of his Government, he remarked that, had all international 

problems been put in the hands of physicians, they would doubtless have been solved long ago. 

A l t h o u g h members participated in their private capacity and not as representatives of 

g o v e r n m e n t s , he had noted among the members of the present Board a minister for foreign affairs, 

a minister of health (Dr Demberel), twelve directors-general of health services, three assistant 

ministers of health and a number of other important officials, including the President of the 

World Health Assembly. 

He also welcomed the representatives of the United N a t i o n s , the related agencies, and inter-

governmental and non-governmental organizations, and expressed appreciation of the support which 

the Director-General and his staff were ready to give. 

A l t h o u g h the Standing Committee on Administration and Finance under its Chairman, 

Sir William Refshauge, had done a great deal of preparatory work in analysing and evaluating 

m a n y of the problems, the Board nevertheless had a heavy agenda before it. He would welcome 

any questions or expressions of opinion by members and would do his b e s t , with the Board
1

 s 

assistance and constructive criticism, to carry out the duties of his office. 

2. A D O P T I O N OF THE AGENDA： Item 1.2 of the Provisional Agenda (Document EB43/1 and Add.1) 

The CHAIRMAN said that item 3.1 of the provisional agenda (Transfers between sections of 

the Appropriation Resolution for 1968 (if any)) should be deleted since there had been n o 

such transfers during the year concerned. Item 6.5.1 (Headquarters accommodation： report 

on financing) should also be deleted since there was nothing to report on that question. 

Decision： The provisional agenda (document EB43/1), as amended, and the supplementary 

agenda (document EB43/1 A d d . 1 ) were adopted. 

3 . ORGANIZATION OF WORK 

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the Board should meet from 9.30 a.m. to 12.30 p.m. and from 

2.30 p . m . to 5,30 p.m. 

It was so agreed. 

The CHAIRMAN said t h a t , apart from the Standing Committee on Administration and Finance 

and the Standing Committee on Non-governmental Organizations, the following committees would 

meet during the session, at times to be announced later: the Léon Bernard Foundation 

C o m m i t t e e , the Dr A . T . Shousha Foundation Committee, the WHO Staff Pension Committee, the 

Committee on Arrears of Contributions in respect of the Office International d'Hygiène Publique 

a n d , subject to the Board's decision in respect of agenda item 6 . 9 , the Jacques Parisot 

Foundation C o m m i t t e e . 

One of the Board
1

 s main tasks would be to review the proposed programme and budget 

estimates for 1970 under agenda item 3.5; work on that item should begin as soon as the 

Board had been able to study the report of the Standing Committee on Administration and 

F i n a n c e . In the meantime, the Board would have to take up the following items, which had 

budgetary and financial implications： item 3.2 (Transfers between sections of the Appropriation 

Resolution for 1969), item 3.4 (Supplementary budget estimates for 1969), item 6.6 (Salaries and 
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allowances - professional and higher categories of posts), item 6.7 (Confirmation of ajnend-

ments to the Staff Rules) and item 3 of the supplementary agenda (Financing of the promotion of 

sales of WHO publications)• Item 6.1.1 (Status of collection of annual contributions and of 

advances to the Working Capital F u n d ) , item 6.1.2 (Members in arrears in the payment of their 

contributions to an extent which m a y invoke the provisions of Article 7 of the Constitution) 

and item 6.2 (Voluntary Fund for Health Promotion) would be considered by the Board when it 

reached the relevant sections in the report of the Standing Committee on Administration and 

Finance on the proposed programme and budget estimates for 1970 (under agenda item 3.5). He 

proposed that consideration of the items in question should be deferred until the next meeting, 

when members would have had time to study the relevant documents. 

It was so agreed. 

4. ELECTION OF RAPPORTEUR: Item 1 of the Supplementary Agenda 

The CHAIRMAN proposed that Dr Street should be appointed English-language Rapporteur in 

the place of Dr W e d d e r b u r n , w h o was no longer a member of the Board. 

Decision： Dr Street was elected English-language Rapporteur. 

5. REPORT ON APPOINTMENTS TO EXPERT ADVISORY PANELS A N D COMMITTEES： Item 2.1 of the A g e n d a 

(Documents EB43/38 and EB43/WP/2) 

Dr BERNARD, Assistant Director-General, said that the information submitted in documents 

EB43/38 and EB43/WP/2 was similar to that which the Board had received at previous sessions, 

but for the first time the list of expert advisory panels in document EB43/WP/2 was a print-out 

by the computer and a slightly different presentation had been necessary. The Director-General 

had considered it useful to submit the information as a working paper on which Board members 

could express their views. Document EB43/38 had been drawn up in accordance with the 

regulations for expert advisory panels and committees, which required the Director-General to 

report on n e w appointments to each session of the B o a r d . The document also took into account 

the desire expressed at the B o a r d
f

s forty-first session that not only new appointments but also 

any other changes in the panels should be shown by r e g i o n . For example, page 2 showed the 

total number of experts appointed in the African Region as at 31 December 1968 and the number 

of countries from which they had come, with comparative figures for the previous year. 

Information was also given of any deletions or additions, by panel, and the same formula was 

followed for each of the six regions. 

Document EB43/WP/2 contained an index of the expert advisory panels, followed by the list 

of panels w i t h their membership in alphabetical order of countries. The list was followed by 

an annex showing the WHO expert meetings (expert committees, joint expert committees and the 

Advisory Committee on Medical Research) held in 1968, each being allotted a number between 

1 and 19 corresponding to numbers shown against certain names in various expert advisory 

panels. For example, the number 9 appearing against the names of six experts in the Expert 

Advisory Panel on Drug Dependence (pages 4 and 5 of the document) indicated that those members 

had attended the Expert Committee on Drug Dependence, which was shown as number 9 in the list 

of m e e t i n g s . It would be seen from page 114 that the same number 9 was shown against the name 

of a member of the Expert Advisory Panel on the Organization of Medical Care w h o had also taken 

part in the Expert Committee on Drug Dependence. Such information had previously been shown 

in a footnote, but it had not been possible to continue that practice with the computer system. 

The Secretariat would welcome Board m e m b e r s
1

 comments on the new presentation. 
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The number of expert advisory panels as at 31 December 1968, including the Advisory 

Committee on Medical Research, had remained at forty-three, the same as in 1967. They had 

comprised a total of 2610 experts, an increase of 103 over the previous year. There had been 

209 new appointments as against 106 terminations. Nineteen expert committee meetings had been 

held in 1 9 6 8 , including the Advisory Committee on Medical Research, and 156 members of twenty-

nine expert advisory panels and belonging to forty-one countries had participated. 

The CHAIRMAN said that he would appreciate information on the steps taken to implement 

decisions of previous sessions of the Board, particularly resolution EB37.R2, concerning the 

appointment of younger members of expert advisory panels and the need for ensuring a balanced 

geographical distribution. 

Dr BERNARD said that the Director-General had paid particular attention to the terms of 

that resolution and during the past year had terminated, for reasons of age, the appointment 

of thirty-nine experts belonging to twenty panels• He had, however, availed himself of 

the latitude accorded to him by the Board to renew for a period of two years the appointment 

of thirty experts who had reached the age of 6 5 , since he considered that the Organization 

still needed their technical qualifications and experience. 

With regard to the geographical distribution of panels, the Director-General was still 

concerned to have as wide a representation as possible. It would be noted from the comparative 

figures for each region in document EB43/38 that the greatest increase had been for Africa, 

where the number of experts appointed to the panels had risen by 31.6 per cent, in 1967/1968. 

The numbers from the Eastern Mediterranean, Western Pacific and South-East Asia Regions had 

increased by 8 per cent., 8.1 per cent, and 7.9 per cent, respectively. The smallest increases 

had been in Europe (2.7 per cent.) and the Americas (1.9 per cent.), for both of which there 

had previously been a large representation. Those figures reflected the fact that more experts 

were now available from the countries which had hitherto been less well represented. That 

tendency would n o doubt continue in future years. 

Professor MORARU said that he was gratified to note the trend towards more equitable 

geographical distribution in the appointment of experts to advisory panels and committees. 

The work of such bodies might, however, be still further improved 一 and cost less - if the 

experts gave their opinion more often by correspondence. He had already had occasion to make 

that suggestion in the past and wondered whether any progress had been made in that direction. 

Dr BERNARD said that the Secretariat had endeavoured from the outset to promote the 

practice of consultation by correspondence, since such consultation was expressly provided 

for under Regulation 1.2 of the Regulations for Expert Advisory Panels and Committees. It was 

difficult to assess the situation in precise terms, however, since forty-two advisory panels, 

covering all technical units in the Secretariat, were involved. He stressed that any WHO 

publications of special interest to a given expert were sent to him systematically. Many 

experts replied promptly to queries by the Director-General, or even volunteered their opinions 

spontaneously, but obviously some were more co-operative than others in keeping the Director-

General informed of their w o r k . He added that, besides consultation by correspondence, heads 

of technical units exchanged information in personal contacts with many of the experts. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that members would recall that hitherto the Secretariat had 

issued a voluminous Executive Board document twice a year containing the names of all the 

experts on the advisory panels. In the interests of economy, he proposed henceforth to 

present to each session of the Board only that information actually required by the Regulations 

for Expert A d v i s o r y Panels and Committees, i.e. to report on appointments (Regulation 4.1) and 

on early termination of appointments (Regulation 4.5.2). Information similar to that con-

tained in document EB43/WP/2 would be made available to the Board periodically. 

Dr AZURIN said that the figures cited by Dr Bernard showing percentage increases in the 

membership by region of expert advisory panels and committees, though valid in themselves, did 

n o t , in his opinion, affect the picture as a w h o l e , since 50 per cent, of the total number 
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of experts still came from one r e g i o n . He w o n d e r e d , t h e r e f o r e , w h e t h e r that situation coiild 

be remedied in some w a y , 

Dr B E R N A R D assured Dr Azurin that the Director-General w a s endeavouring by all possible 

m e a n s to lessen the difference in the number of experts appointed from each r e g i o n . It w a s , 

h o w e v e r , a slow p r o c e s s , the evolution of which w a s not immediately apparent from the figures 

he h a d given e a r l i e r , since they applied only to the year 1 9 6 7 / 1 9 6 8 . Dr A z u r i n
1

s concern 

m i g h t perhaps be allayed by the figures for a slightly longer p e r i o d , from 1965 to 1968, w h i c h 

w e r e as follows: for the A f r i c a n R e g i o n , 59.6 per cent.； the Eastern M e d i t e r r a n e a n R e g i o n , 

23.3 per cent.； the W e s t e r n Pacific R e g i o n , 21.8 per cent.; the South-East A s i a R e g i o n , 

16.2 per cent.； E u r o p e , 3.8 per cent.； and the A m e r i c a s , m i n u s 3.6 per c e n t . It w o u l d be 

seen that the three-year period already showed a m o r e marked evolution than the single 

y e a r . The Director-General was continuing in this s e n s e , always bearing in m i n d that the 

p r i m a r y consideration w a s , as stated in the R e g u l a t i o n s , the ability and technical experience 

of the experts selected, 

Dr OTOLORIN considered that, rather than seek geographical representation solely for the 

sake of equitable d i s t r i b u t i o n , the Organization should endeavour to use the experience and 

k n o w l e d g e gained by people actually working on a given problem in the area c o n c e r n e d . For 

e x a m p l e , A f r i c a n environmental sanitation e x p e r t s , even though there might not be m a n y of t h e m , 

could be of invaluable assistance to the D i r e c t o r - G e n e r a l . F u r t h e r , he n o t e d t h a t , out of a 

total of 2610 e x p e r t s , only 75 came from the A f r i c a n R e g i o n . It w a s therefore to be hoped 

that every effort w o u l d be made to bring about a m o r e balanced representation in the m e m b e r s h i p 

of the expert advisory panels and committees. 

Sir George G O D B E R , agreeing with Dr O t o l o r i n , said it w a s important to realize t h a t , even 

though the number of experts in a given subject m i g h t be smaller in regions such as A f r i c a , 

their relevant experience w a s considerably g r e a t e r , especially in regard to environmental 

sanitation. 

Referring to termination of appointments of m e m b e r s of advisory panels and c o m m i t t e e s , h e 

said that a w a s t a g e of only 106 experts out of a total of 2600 in the course of one year 

seemed rather less than natural to h i m . He stressed the importance of receiving advice not 

only from people in the right places but also from those who were in tune w i t h m o d e r n 

d e v e l o p m e n t s . 

T h e DIRECTOR-GENERAL agreed with Dr Otolorin but u r g e d caution in analysing the w h o l e 

q u e s t i o n . Scientific knowledge and technical experience w e r e not nearly so w i d e s p r e a d as 

w a s generally i m a g i n e d . Dr A z u r i n , in referring to a region w i t h a very large number of 

e x p e r t s , h a d undoubtedly h a d Europe in m i n d - but that was the one region w h e r e the spread 

of scientific and technical knowledge w a s m o r e uni form than anywhere else in the w o r l d . In 

certain other a r e a s , expertise w a s limited to a small number of c o u n t r i e s . 

W h i l e he appreciated the n e e d , w h e n selecting an e x p e r t , to take account of his e x p e r i e n c e , 

both w i t h regard to h i s own speciality and also to local c o n d i t i o n s , the fact remained that it 

h a d been extremely difficult to achieve equitable geographical distribution for half the 

expert advisory p a n e l s , and especially for those on subjects such as i m m u n o l o g y , genetics and 

the biology of h u m a n reproduction - all of w h i c h w e r e dealt with differently by different 

c o u n t r i e s . 

On the termination of appointment of experts who h a d reached a certain a g e , he said that 

h i s view differed from Sir George Godber's• A d m i t t e d l y , young people with new ideas w e r e 

n e e d e d , but their k n o w l e d g e should be tied in with the experience of those who h a d spent a 

lifetime doing a particular job: that w a s true not only of expert committees but of society 

a s a w h o l e . 

L a s t l y , he assured the Board that the Secretariat would do its utmost to improve the 

situation regarding equitable geographical d i s t r i b u t i o n . If the level of the advisory panels 

and committees was to be m a i n t a i n e d , h o w e v e r , it w o u l d have to proceed slowly. 
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In the absence of further c o m m e n t , Dr S T R E E T , R a p p o r t e u r , read out the following draft 

resolution: 

T h e Executive Board 

1. THANKS the Director-General for hi s report on appointments to expert advisory panels 

and committees； 

2. N O T E S that the Director-General has taken into account the recommendations of the 

Board at previous sessions concerning expert advisory panels and committees； and 

3. REQUESTS the Director-General to continue his efforts in this direction. 

Decision: The draft resolution w a s a d o p t e d ,
1 

6. REPORT ON EXPERT COMMITTEE MEETINGS: Item 2.2 of the Agenda (Document EB43/22) 

The CHAIRMAN recalled t h a t , in resolution E B 4 1 . R 1 2 , the Director-General had been 

requested to include in h i s report to the Executive Board on expert committee meetings 

i n f o r m a t i o n showing the results obtained in his continuing evaluation of the Technical Report 

S e r i e s with a view to improving their quality still further and giving them a wider and more 

rapid d i s t r i b u t i o n . H e asked what progress had been made in that regard. 

F u r t h e r , there appeared to have been a reduction in expert committees, and the number of 

their m e m b e r s , but an increase in seminars, s y m p o s i a , etc. - which appeared to be a world-

wide trend. He asked whether the Director-General
1

 s representative had any views he wished 

to express on the m a t t e r , if need be at some later point in the m e e t i n g . 

Dr B E R N A R D , Assistant Director-General, replying to the first point raised by the 

C h a i r m a n , said that the Director-General's action in pursuance of the recommendations in 

r e s o l u t i o n E B 4 1
#
R 1 2 had continued during the past y e a r , particularly in regard to the need 

to assure the wider and more rapid distribution of the Technical Report Series. It was 

interesting to note that the number of subscribers to that series had increased by eight to 

ten per c e n t . In the same resolution, the Director-General had been requested to include in 

any future reports information that might illustrate the results achieved. That information 

w a s not however contained in the report before the Board (document E B 4 3 / 2 2 ) , since no 

p a r t i c u l a r l y significant facts had come to light in the past y e a r . The Director-General was 

however keeping the matter in mind and would submit any such information in detail to the Board 

at a later m e e t i n g . 

In accordance with resolution E B 4 2 . R 1 2 , the Director-General had alerted regional 

committees to the importance and practical use of expert committee reports. A s stated in 

document E B 4 3 / 2 2 , the Directing Council of the Pan American Health Organization/Regional 

Committee of WHO for the Americas had discussed the matter at its meeting in Buenos Aires in 

O c t o b e r 1 9 6 8 , when many participants had expressed their interest in an annotated index by 

subject of the Technical Report Series , as well as in the need to ensure that such reports 

w e r e m a d e known in those sectors where they could be m o s t useful , for example, the universities. 

T h a t fact showed how a regional committee could react positively, to the extent of passing a 

r e s o l u t i o n , on the question of distribution of reports. 

Commenting specifically on the document before the Board (document EB43/22) he said that 

it contained the D i r e c t o r - G e n e r a l
1

s report on ten meetings of expert committees, whose names 

w e r e listed on page 1 of the r e p o r t . A n y points of substance raised on the reports of those 

1

 Resolution EB43.R1, 
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ten meetings would be dealt w i t h by the chiefs of the technical units concerned. The Board 

w o u l d , h o w e v e r , note t h a t , in accordance with past practice, each report contained a brief 

summary comprising four sections, which gave, respectively, the reasons for convening the 

m e e t i n g , a short résumé of the r e p o r t , the expert committee's recommendations a n d , where 

n e c e s s a r y , a reference to any possible repercussions on the Organization's programme. 

He said that, with the Chairman's permission, he would reply to his second question at a 

later meeting (see page 19). 

Professor AUJALEU noted that the print of the report of the FAO/WHO joint meeting on 

pesticide residues was different from that normally used for published reports and w a s , more-

over , f a r less clear to read. He wondered whether that was due to chance or whether it 

represented a new policy on the O r g a n i z a t i o n
1

 s part. 

A l s o , the report of the WHO Expert Committee on Drug Dependence did not contain the usual 

note on the cover p a g e , to the effect that the report did not necessarily represent the 

decisions or stated policy of WHO - a note that he personally considered to be essential. He 

asked whether that was due to a mistake or w h e t h e r , there again, it represented a new policy 

on the Organization's p a r t . 

Professor MORARU thanked the Director-General and Secretariat for circulating the expert 

committee reports to Board members well in advance of the session, as a result of which he had 

been able to consult the specialists concerned. The reports before the Board, which contained 

information gleaned from all the Organization's Member States, would be a valuable contribution 

in applying recent knowledge about the medical sciences. 

Sir George GODBER commended the Director-General on the speed with which the important 

report of the Expert Committee on Drug Dependence had been published. The report was topical 

and extremely valuable. He appreciated the difficulty of publishing reports speedily but 

hoped that every effort would be made to cut down delays, since reports often lost their value 

if they appeared too late. 

Dr MONDET stressed the vital importance of expert committee reports. In his own country 

they w e r e invaluable as a means both of keeping in touch with world opinion and of facilitating 

discussion at international and regional meetings of health ministries. He strongly endorsed 

Sir George Godber
f

 s comments on the need for more rapid publication and distribution. The 

latter was particularly important because, even when they had been received, reports had to be 

redistributed within each country. 

/ 
Dr GONZALEZ agreed with the two preceding speakers. Rapid distribution was particularly 

important to Member countries, since delay often prevented them from deriving the full benefit 

from reports - for example, by using them at international m e e t i n g s . 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL, replying to Professor A u j a l e u , said that the printing of 

Technical Report Series N o . 391 was not the result of a change of policy. It was due to the 

fact that the reports of joint FAO/WHO meetings were printed alternately by the two 

organizations. In the case in point, FAO was responsible for the offset p r i n t i n g . 

With regard to Professor Aujaleu's second question, the Expert Committee on Drug 

Dependence was the one committee on whose report the words in question never appeared, because 

the Organization had a statutory obligation to make recommendations to the United Nations on 

that subject. 

In response to Sir George Godber, he said that the Director-General was most concerned 

about the delay and was doing everything possible to remedy the situation. There was more 

than one cause： the difficulty of finding qualified translators or at least revisers for the 

highly technical material involved; and the inevitable time involved in reaching agreement on 

a joint report by members of the committee, w h o sometimes had to agree to the clarification of 

points of detail by correspondence after the m e e t i n g . This difficulty was often greater in 

the case of a joint report by two organizations. 
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The CHAIRMAN, in the absence of further comment, invited members to review the expert 

committee reports in sequence. 

Expert Committee on Planning and Evaluation of Health Education Services
1 

There were no comments. 

2 
Expert Committee on Microbiological Aspects of Food Hygiene (with the participation of FAQ) 

Sir George GODBER asked how and when the points raised by the Codex Alimentarius Committee 

on Food Hygiene subsequent to the Expert Committee's meeting would be dealt with. 

Dr KAPLAN (Veterinary Public Health) explained that, whereas WHO expert committees were 

not permanent bodies, the Codex committees met continually. No other expert committee on the 

same or a similar subject had met since the Expert Committee on Microbiological Aspects of 

Food Hygiene. Any points raised subsequently to that meeting would be dealt with at the 

forthcoming meeting of the FAO/WHO Expert Committee on Milk Hygiene, to meet in April 1969 in 

Geneva. Certain problems were being dealt with by collaborating laboratories and by panel 

members, and the results would be brought to the attention of the appropriate expert committee 

when convened; meanwhile progress reports were being made to the Codex committee. 

Joint Meeting of the FAQ Working Party of Experts on Pesticide Residues and the WHO Expert 

Committee on Pesticide Residues^ 

Dr NOVGORODCEV, alternate to Dr Venediktov, referring to section 3.1 of document EB43/22, 

pointed out that the toxic effects of pesticides might be cumulative and not appear immediately; 

the experts might therefore wish to go into greater detail on the matter of toxicological 

evaluation and the recommendation of tolerances. He recalled that an International Agency for 

Research on Cancer committee of which he had been a member had reported some evidence of the 

carcinogenicity of DDT. If that were confirmed, of course, it would have implications for the 

malaria eradication campaign and the Organization
T

s approach might have to be reconsidered. 

Dr LU (Pharmacology and Toxicology) said that the Joint Meeting had taken into account all 

available data on acute and long-term toxic effects and also carcinogenic effects. There had 

in fact been a report of DDT producing tumours in mice, and four laboratories were now working 

to confirm or refute it. 

Sir George GODBER said that he understood that what had been referred to the four 

laboratories was a report on an increase of hepatoma in mice; it would not be correct to 

speak of the carcinogenic effect of DDT since it was as yet only a hypothesis, 

Dr BADAROU thought that the last sentence of the third paragraph in section 3.2 was too 

positive. He welcomed the recommendation in the first paragraph of section 3.3. 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that the French text was more categorical than the 

English. The Secretariat would make the necessary adjustment. 

1
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Expert Committee on Water Pollution Control in Developing Countries 

Professor AUJALEU had reservations on two points. The first was in connexion with 

recommendation (14) of the Conclusions and Recommendations (page 37 of the Expert Committee's 

report), which read： "In selecting methods for treating sewage and waste water, considerations 

of public health should come before those of cost". He thought it was somewhat unrealistic： 

public health administrations were obliged to take into account the financial aspects. 

Secondly, recommendation (20) (page 38 of the report) read： 

"Charges for the use of water and sewerage systems, or for the discharge of wastes 

into receiving waters, are sometimes paid into the general treasury of a country. 

The Committee is of the opinion that such funds should be used for the operation 

and maintenance of water supply and sewerage systems, and for financing water 

pollution control.
, f 

That seemed to him an unwarrantable intrusion into a c o u n t r y、 management of its own affairs. 

Although an expert committee report did not necessarily represent the views of the Organization, 

he thought that the Secretariat might, at the drafting stage of such a report, use its 

influence to avoid such statements. 

Mr PAVANELLO (Environmental Pollution) said that recommendation (14) had been the subject 

of considerable discussion. Some members of the Expert Committee had been against any 

reference to cost, and others had been strongly in favour of bringing out the public health 

implications as an essential point. The recommendation, as it read in English, put the stress 

on health by saying that "considerations of public health should come before those of cost". 

The Expert Committee had not mentioned the basis on which a decision was to be m a d e , but had 

thought that when such matters were discussed at the planning stage, public health should be 

brought to the fore. Decisions w e r e , in fact, generally taken by bodies other than public 

health agencies, and that was why the Expert Committee had stressed that the public health 

viewpoint should be given prominence. The recommendation should be read and understood in 

that light, since that was the spirit in which the Expert Committee had adopted it. 

The question of cost was extremely important. The members of the Expert Committee had 

expressed the fear, and not for the first time, that when dealing with sanitary works - not 

only those for the treatment of waste water and water pollution control, but sanitary works in 

general - the taxes levied on the public for such services (whatever the method of collection) 

were not always ploughed back, i.e. the money received by municipalities in exchange for those 

services was sometimes used for other purposes. It was felt that sanitary works had to have 

sound financing and be placed on a solid business basis. That point would perhaps not meet 

Professor Aujaleu
1

s objection, but it had been stressed most forcefully at the time of the 

Expert Committee, and was therefore reflected in the report. 

Dr MONDET said that the recommendation in question was an important one, since it was not 

easy to obtain funds for the construction of sewerage works despite their importance, 

particularly in the developing countries: it was much easier, for example, to obtain money 

for building hospitals. It should be established, once and for all, that sewage disposal and 

water supply were just as important to the community as hospital construction, if not more so. 

The recommendation should not be construed as interference in national affairs: it would merely 

strengthen the hand of public health administrators in their discussions with the economists. 

The CHAIRMAN emphasized that the question was important, since WHO had greatly developed 

its work on community water supply in recent years. He suggested that the Secretariat should 

take into account the views expressed, especially those of Professor Aujaleu and Dr Mondet. 

1
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Expert Committee on Non-Proprietary Names for Pharmaceutical Preparations, Eighteenth Report 

Sir George GODBER said that the recommendations in the report were an example of the kind 

which should be circulated as soon as possible. The Expert Committee had met in April 1968 

and the report was not yet published. Perhaps the recommendations had been circulated in some 

other w a y . 

Dr BERNARD, Assistant Director-General, referring to section 5.4 of document EB43/22, said 

that its brevity did not mean that the Committee
f

 s recommendations had not been actively pursued. 

Quite the contrary. As an example of implementation of the Expert Committee's recommendations, 

he pointed out that under agenda item 2.12, the Executive Board would be invited to approve 

action pursuant to the recommendation in paragraph 5.3(e) (page 8 of document EB43/22). 

(For continuation of discussion, see page 1 8
#
) 

Expert Committee on Urban Air Pollution with Particular Reference to Motor Vehicles
1 

There were no comments. 

The meeting rose at 12»30 p . m . 

Wld Hlth Org, techn. Rep, S e r ” 1969, 410, 
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1 . OPENING OF THE SESSION (Item 1.1 of the Provisional Agenda) 

The CHAIRMAN declared open the forty-third session of the Executive Board, He welcomed 

all members, together with their alternates and advisers, and particularly Dr Ahmed, 

Dr Gonzalez and Dr Street, who were new members attending for the first time. The Board was 

happy to see that Dr Mondet, a past member, was again attending. Welcoming Dr Badarou, now 

the Minister for Foreign Affairs of his Government, he remarked that, had all international 

problems been put in the hands of physicians, they would doubtless have been solved long ago. 

Although members participated in their private capacity and not as representatives of 

governments, he had noted among the members of the present Board a minister for foreign affairs, 

a minister of health (Dr Demberel), twelve directors-general of health services, three assistant 

ministers of health and a number of other important officials, including the President of the 

World Health Assembly. 

He also welcomed the representatives of the United Nations, the related agencies and inter-

governmental and non-governmental organizations, and expressed appreciation of the support which 

t h e Director-General and his staff were ready to give. 

Although t h e Standing Committee on Administration and Finance under its Chairman, 

Sir William Refshauge, had done a great deal of preparatory work in analysing and evaluating 

many of the problems, the Board nevertheless had a heavy agenda before it. He would welcome 

any questions or expressions of opinion by members and would do his best, with the Board's 

assistance and constructive criticism, to carry out the duties of his office. 

2. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA： Item 1.2 of the Provisional Agenda (Document EB43/1 and Add.l) 

The CHAIRMAN said that item 3.1 of the provisional agenda (Transfers between sections of 

the Appropriation Resolution for 1968 (if any)) should be deleted since there had been no 

such transfers during the year concerned. Item 

on financing) should also be deleted since there 

6.5.1 (Headquarters accommodation： report 

was nothing to report on that question. 

Decision： The provisional agenda (document EB43/1), as amended, and the supplementary 

agenda (document EB43/1 Add.1) were adopted. 

3 . ORGANIZATION OF WORK 

The CHAIRMAN proposed that the Board should meet from 9.30 a.m, to 12.30 p.m. and from 

2.30 p.m. to 5.30 p
#
m . 

It was so agreed. 

The CHAIRMAN said that, apart from the Standing Committee on Administration and Finance 

and the Standing Committee on Non-government al Organizations, the following committees would 

meet during the session, at times to be announced later: the Léon Bernard Foundation 

Committee, the Dr A . T . Shousha Foundation Committee, the WHO Staff Pension Committee, the 

Committee on Arrears of Contributions in respect of the Office International d
f

H y g i è n e Publique 

and, subject to the Board's decision in respect of agenda item 6.9, the Jacques Parisot 

Foundation. 

One of the Board
1

 s main tasks would be to review the proposed programme and budget 

estimates for 1970 under agenda item 3.5; work on that item should begin as soon as the 

Board had been able to study the report of the Standing Committee on Administration and 

Finance. In the meantime, the Board would have to take up the following items, which had 

budgetary and financial implications: item 3.2 (Transfers between sections of the Appropriation 

Resolution for 1969), item 3.4 (Supplementary budget estimates for 1969), item 6.6 (Salaries and 
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allowances - professional and ungraded categories of posts), item 6.7 (Confirmation of amend-

ments to the Staff Rules) and item 3 of the supplementary agenda (Financing of the promotion of 

sales of WHO publications), Item 6.1.1 (Status of collection of annual contributions and 

advances to the Working Capital Fund), item 6.1.2 (Members in arrears in the payment of their 

contributions to an extent which m a y invoke the provisions of Article 7 of the Constitution) 

and item 6.2 (Voluntary Fund for Health Promotion) would be considered by the Board when it 

reached those items in the report of the Standing Committee on Administration and Finance on 

the proposed programme and budget estimates for 1970 (under agenda item 3.5). He proposed 

that consideration of the items in question should be deferred until the next meeting, when 

members would have had time to study the relevant documents. 

It was so agreed. 

4. ELECTION OF RAPPORTEUR: Item 1 of the Supplementary Agenda 

The CHAIRMAN proposed that Dr Street should be appointed English-language rapporteur in 

the place of Dr Wedderburn, w h o was no longer a member of the Board. 

It was so agreed. 

5. REPORT ON APPOINTMENTS TO EXPERT ADVISORY PANELS AND COMMITTEES： Item' 2.1 of the Agenda 

(Documents EB43/38 and EB43/WP/2) 

Dr BERNARD, Assistant Director-General, said that the information submitted in documents 

EB43/38 and EB43/WP/2 was similar to that which the Board had received at previous sessions, 

but for the first time the list of expert advisory panels (document EB43/WP/2) was a print-out 

by the computer and a slightly different presentation had been necessary. The Director-General 

had considered it useful to submit the information as a working paper on which Board members 

could express their views. Document EB43/38 had been drawn up in accordance with the 

regulations for expert advisory panels and committees, which required the Director-General to 

report on new appointments to each session of the Board. The document also took into account 

the desire expressed at the Board's forty-first session that not only new appointments but also 

any other changes in the panels should be shown by region. For example, page 2 showed the 

total number of experts appointed in the African Region as at 31 December 1968 and the number 

of countries from which they had come, with comparative figures for the previous year. 

Information was also given of any deletions or additions, by panel, and the same formula was 

followed for each of the six regions. 

Document EB43/WP/2 contained an index of the expert advisory panels, followed by the list 

of panels with their membership in alphabetical order of countries. The list was followed by 

an annex showing the WHO expert meetings (expert committees, joint expert committees and the 

Advisory Committee on Medical Research) held in 1968, each being allotted a number between 

1 and 19 corresponding to numbers shown against certain names in various expert advisory 

panels. For example, the number 9 appearing against the names of six experts in the Expert 

Advisory Panel on Drug Dependence (pages 4 and 5 of the document) indicated that those members 

had attended the Expert Committee on Drug Dependence, which was shown as number 9 in the list 

of meetings. It would be seen from page 114 that the same number 9 was shown against the name 

of a member of the Expert Advisory Panel on the Organization of Medical Care who had also taken 

part in the Expert Committee on Drug Dependence, Such information had previously been shown 

in a footnote, but it had not been possible to continue that practice with the computer system. 

The Secretariat would welcome Board members
1

 comments on the new presentation. 
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The number of expert advisory panels as at 31 December 1968, including the Advisory 

Committee on Medical Research, had remained at forty-three, the same as in 1967. They had 

comprised a total of 2610 experts, an increase of 103 over the previous year. There had been 

209 new appointments as against 106 terminations. Nineteen expert committee meetings had been 

held in 1968, including the Advisory Committee on Medical Research, and 156 members of twenty-

nine expert advisory panels and belonging to forty-one countries had participated. 

The CHAIRMAN said that he would appreciate information on the steps taken to implement 

decisions of previous sessions of the Board, particularly resolution EB37.R2 concerning the 

appointment of younger members of expert advisory panels and the need for ensuring a balanced 

geographical distribution. 

Dr BERNARD said that the Director-General had paid particular attention to the terms of 

that resolution and during the past year had terminated, for reasons of age, the appointment 

of thirty-nine experts belonging to twenty countries. He had, however, availed himself of 

the latitude accorded to him by the Board to renew for a period of two years the appointment 

of thirty experts who had reached the age of 65, since he considered that the Organization 

still needed their technical qualifications and experience. 

With regard to the geographical distribution of panels, the Director-General was still 

concerned to have as wide a representation as possible. It would be noted from the comparative 

figures for each region in document EB43/38 that the greatest increase had been for Africa, 

where the number of experts appointed to the panels had risen by 31。6 per cent, in 1967/1968. 

The numbers from the Eastern Mediterranean, Western Pacific and South-East Asia Regions had 

increased by 8 per cent., 8.1 per cent, and 7.9 per cent, respectively. The smallest increases 

had been in Europe (2.7 per cent,) and the Americas (1,9 per cent.), for both of which there 

had previously been a large representation. Those figures reflected the fact that more experts 

were now available for the countries which had hitherto been less well represented. That 

tendency would no doubt continue in future years. 

Professor MORARU said that he was gratified to note the trend towards more equitable 

geographical distribution in the appointment of experts to advisory panels and committees. 

The work of such bodies might, however, be still further improved - and cost less - if the 

experts gave their opinion more often by correspondence. He had already had occasion to make 

that suggestion in the past and wondered whether any progress had been made in that direction. 

Dr BERNARD said that the Secretariat had endeavoured from the outset to promote the 

practice of consultation by correspondence, since such consultation was expressly provided 

for under paragraph 1.2 of the Regulations for Expert Advisory Panels and Committees. It was 

difficult to assess the situation in precise terms, however, since forty-two advisory panels, 

covering all technical units in the Secretariat, were involved. He stressed that any WHO 

publications of special interest to a given expert were sent to him systematically. Many 

experts replied promptly to queries by the Director-General, or even volunteered their opinions 

spontaneously, but obviously some were more co-operative than others in keeping the Director-

General informed of their work. He added that, besides consultation by correspondence, heads 

of technical units exchanged information in personal contacts with many of the experts. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that members would recall that hitherto the Secretariat had 

issued a voluminous Executive Board document twice a year containing the names of all the 

experts on the advisory panels. In the interests of economy, he proposed henceforth to 

present to each session of the Board only that information actually required by the Regulations 

for Expert Advisory Panels and Committees, i.e. to report on appointments (Regulation 4,1) and 

on early termination of appointments (Regulation 4.5.2). Information similar to that con-

tained in document EB43/WP/2 would be made available to the Board periodically. 

Dr AZURIN said that the figures cited by Dr Bernard showing percentage increases in the 

membership by region of expert advisory panels and committees, though valid in themselves, did 

n o t , in his opinion, affect the picture as a whole, since 50 per cent, of the total number 
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of experts still came from one region. He wondered, therefore, whether that situation could 

be remedied in some way, 

Dr BERNARD assured Dr Azurin that the Director-General was endeavouring by all possible 

means to lessen the difference in the number of experts appointed from each region. It w a s , 

however , a slow process, the evolution of which was not immediately apparent from the figures 

he had given earlier , since they applied only to the year 1967/1968. Dr Azurin's concern 

might perhaps be allayed by the figures for a slightly longer period, from 1965 to 1968, which 

were as follows: for the African Region, 59.6 per cent.； the Eastern Mediterranean Region, 

23.3 per cent.； the Western Pacific Region, 21.8 per cent.； the South-East Asia Region, 

16.2 per cent. ； Europe , 3.8 per cent.； and the Americas, minus 3.6 per cent. It would be 

seen that the three-year period already showed a more accentuated difference than the single 

year. The Director-General was continuing in this sense, always bearing in mind that the 

primary consideration w a s , as stated in the Regulations, the ability and technical experience 

of the experts selected. 

Dr OTOLORIN considered that, rather than seek geographical representation solely for the 

sake of equitable distribution, the Organization should endeavour to use the experience and 

knowledge gained by people actually working on a given problem in the area concerned. For 

example, African environmental sanitation experts, even though there might not be many of them, 

could be of invaluable assistance to the Director-General. Further, he noted that, out of a 

total of 2510 experts, only 75 came from the African Region. It was therefore to be hoped 

that every effort would be made to bring about a more balanced representation in the membership 

of the expert advisory panels and committees. 

Sir George GODBER, agreeing with Dr Otolorin, said it was important to realize that, even 

though the number of experts in a given subject might be smaller in regions such as Africa, 

their relevant experience was considerably greater, especially in regard to environmental 

sanitation. 

Referring to termination of appointments of members of advisory panels and committees, he 

said that a wastage of only 106 experts out of a total of 2600 in the course of one year 

seemed rather less than natural to him. He stressed the importance of receiving advice not 

only from people in the right places but also from those who were in tune with modern 

developments. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL agreed with Dr Otolorin but urged caution in analysing the whole 

question. Scientific knowledge and technical experience were not nearly so widespread as 

was generally imagined. Dr Azurin, in referring to a region with a very large number of 

experts, had undoubtedly had Europe in mind - but that was the one region where the spread 

of scientific and technical knowledge was more uniform than anywhere else in the world. In 

certain other areas, expertise was limited to a small number of countries. 

While he appreciated the need, when selecting an expert, to take account of his experience, 

both with regard to his own speciality and also to local conditions, the fact remained that it 

had been extremely difficult to achieve equitable geographical distribution for half the 

expert advisory panels, and especially for those on subjects such as immunology, genetics and 

the biology of human reproduction - all of which were dealt with differently by different 

countries. 

On the termination of appointment of experts who had reached a certain age, he said that 

his view differed from Sir George Godber's. Admittedly, young people with new ideas were 

needed, but their knowledge should be tied in with the experience of those who had spent a 

lifetime doing a particular job: that was true not only of expert committees but of society 

as a whole. 

Lastly, he assured the Board that the Secretariat would do its utmost to improve the 

situation regarding equitable geographical distribution. If the level of the advisory panels 

and committees was to be maintained, however, it would have to proceed slowly. 
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In the absence of further comment , Dr STREET, Rapporteur, read out the following draft 

resolution : 

The Executive Board 

THANKS the Director-General for hi s report on appointments to expert advisory panels 

and committees； 

NOTES that the Director-General has taken into account the recommendations of the 

Board at previous sessions concerning expert advisory panels and committees; and 

REQUESTS the Director-General to continue his efforts in this direction. 

Decision: The draft resolution was a d o p t e d ? 

6. REPORT ON EXPERT COMMITTEE MEETINGS : Item 2.2 of the Agenda (Document EB43/22) 

The CHAIRMAN recalled that , in resolution EB41.R12, the Director-General had been 

requested to include in hi s report to the Executive Board on expert committee meetings 

information showing the results obtained in his continuing evaluation of the Technical Report 

Series with a view to improving their quality still further and giving them a wider and more 

rapid distribution. He asked what progress had been made in that regard. 

Further, there appeared to have been a reduction in expert committees, and the number of 

their members , but an increase in seminars, symposia, etc. - which appeared to be a world-

wide trend. He asked whether the Director-General * s representative had any views he wished 

to express on the matter, if need be at some later point in the meeting. 

Dr BERNARD, Assistant Director-General, replying to the first point raised by the 

Chairman, said that the Director-General
1

 s action in pursuance of the recommendations in 

resolution EB43.R12 had continued during the past year, particularly in regard to the need 

to assure the wider and more rapid distribution of the Technical Report Series. It was 

interesting to note that the number of subscribers to that series had increased by eight to 

ten per c e n t . In the same resolution, the Director-General had been requested to include in 

any future reports information that might illustrate the results achieved. That information 

was not however contained in the report before the Board (document EB43/22), since no 

particularly significant facts had come to light in the past year. The Director-General was 

however keeping the matter in mind and would submit any such information in detail to the Board 

at a later meeting. 

In accordance with resolution EB42.R12, the Director-General had alerted regional 

committees to the importance and practical use of expert committee reports. As stated in 

document EB43/22, the Directing Council of the Pan American Health Organization/Regional 

Committee for the World Health Organization had discussed the matter at its meeting in 

October 1968, when many participants had expressed their interest in an annotated index by 

subject of the Technical Report Series, as well as in the need to ensure that such reports 

were made known in those sectors where they could be most useful , for example, the universities 

That fact showed how a regional committee could react positively, to the extent of passing a 

resolution, on the question of distribution of reports. 

Commenting specifically on the document before the Board (document EB43/22) he said that 

it contained the Director-General* s report on ten meetings of expert committees, whose names 

were listed on page 1 of the report. Any points of substance raised on the reports of those 

1

 Résolution EB43.R1. 
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ten meetings would be dealt with by the chiefs of the technical units concerned. The Board 

would, however, note that, in accordance with past practice, each report contained a brief 

summary comprising four sections, which gave, respectively, the reasons for convening the 

meeting, a short résumé of the report, the expert committee's recommendations and, where 

necessary, a reference to any possible repercussions on the Organization's programme. 

He said that, with the Chairman's permission, he would reply to his second question at a 

later meeting. 

Professor AUJALEU noted that the print of the report of the FAO/WHO Joint Meeting on 

Pesticide Residues was different from that normally used for published reports and w a s , more-

over , f a r less clear to read. He wondered whether that was due to chance or whether it 

represented a new policy on the Organization
1

 s part. 

A l s o , the report of the WHO Expert Committee on Drug Dependence did not contain the usual 

note on the cover page, to the effect that the report did not necessarily represent the 

decisions or stated policy of WHO - a note that he personally considered to be essential. He 

asked whether that was due to a mistake or whether, there again, it represented a new policy 

on the Organization
1

 s part. 

Professor MORARU thanked the Director-General and Secretariat for circulating the expert 

committee reports to Board members well in advance of the session, as a result of which he had 

been able to consult the specialists concerned. The reports before the Board, which contained 

information gleaned from all the Organization's Member States, would be a valuable contribution 

in applying recent knowledge about the medical sciences. 

Sir George GODBER commended the Director-General on the speed with which the important 

report of the Expert Committee on Drug Dependence had been published. The report was topical 

and extremely valuable. He appreciated the difficulty of publishing reports speedily but 

hoped that every effort would be made to cut down delays, since reports often lost their value 

if they appeared too late. 

Dr MONDET stressed the vital importance of expert committee reports. In his own country 

they were invaluable as a means both of keeping in touch with world opinion and of facilitating 

discussion at international and regional meetings of health ministries. He strongly endorsed 

Sir George Godber
1

 s comments on the need for more rapid publication and distribution. The 

latter was particularly important because, even when they had been received, reports had to be 

redistributed within each country. 

/ 
Dr GONZALEZ agreed with the two preceding speakers. Rapid distribution was particularly 

important to Member countries, since delay often prevented them from deriving the full benefit 

from reports - for example, by using them at international meetings. 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL, replying to Professor Aujaleu, said that the printing of 

Technical Report Series N o . 391 was not the result of a change of policy. It was due to the 

fact that in the case of a joint FAO/WHO committee, the reports were printed alternately by 

the two organizations. 

With regard to Professor Aujaleu's second question, the Expert Committee on Drug 

Dependence was the one committee on whose report the words in question never appeared, because 

the Organization had a statutory obligation to make recommendations to the United Nations on 

that subject. 

In response to Sir George Godber, he said that the Director-General was most concerned 

about the delay and was doing everything possible to remedy the situation. There was more 

than one cause： the difficulty of finding qualified translators or at least revisers for the 

highly technical material involved; and the inevitable time involved in reaching agreement on 

a joint report by members of the committee, who sometimes had to agree to the clarification of 

points of detail by correspondence after the meeting. This difficulty was often greater in 

the case of a joint report by two organizations. 
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The CHAIRMAN, in the absence of further comment, invited members to review the expert 

committee reports in sequence. 

Expert Committee on Planning and Evaluation of Health Education Services'^ 

There were no comments。 

2 
Expert Committee on Microbiological Aspects of Food Hygiene (with the participation of FAO) 

Sir George GODBER asked how and when the points raised by the Codex Alimentarius Committee 

on Food Hygiene subsequent to the Expert Committee's meeting would be dealt with. 

Dr KAPLAN (Veterinary Public Health) explained that, whereas WHO expert committees were 

not permanent bodies, the Codex committees met continually. No other expert committee on the 

same or a similar subject had met since the Expert Committee on Microbiological Aspects of 

Food Hygiene. Any points raised subsequently to that meeting would be dealt with at the 

forthcoming meeting of the FAO/WHO Expert Committee on Milk Hygiene, to meet in April 1969 in 

Geneva. Certain problems were being dealt with by collaborating laboratories and by panel 

members, and the results would be brought to the attention of the appropriate expert committee 

when convened; meanwhile progress reports were being made to the Codex committee. 

Joint Meeting of the FAO Working Party of Experts on Pesticide Residues and the WHO Expert 

Committee on Pesticide Residues^ 

Dr NOVGORODCEV, alternate to Dr Venediktov, referring to section 3.1 of document EB43/22, 

pointed out that the toxic effects of pesticides might be cumulative and not appear immediately; 

the experts might therefore wish to go into greater detail on the matter of toxicological 

evaluation and the recommendation of tolerances. He recalled that an International Agency for 

Research on Cancer committee of which he had been a member had reported some evidence of the 

carcinogenicity of DDT
#
 If that were confirmed, of course, it would have implications for the 

malaria eradication campaign and the Organization
T

s approach might have to be reconsidered. 

Dr LU (Pharmacology and Toxicology) said that the Joint Meeting had taken into account all 

available data on acute and long-term toxic effects and also carcinogenic effects. There had 

in fact been a report of DDT producing tumours in mice, and four laboratories were now working 

to confirm or refute it. 

Sir George GODBER said that he understood that what had been referred to the four 

laboratories was a report on an increase of hepatoma in mice; it would not be correct to 

speak of the carcinogenic effect of DDT since it was as yet only a hypothesis. 

Dr BADAROU thought that the last sentence of the third paragraph in section 3.2 was too 

positive. He welcomed the recommendation in the first paragraph of section 3.3. 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that the French text was more"categorical than the 

English. The Secretariat would make the necessary adjustment. 

1

 Wld Hlth Org* techn. Rep. Ser,, 1969, 409. 

2 
Wld Hlth Org. techn. Rep. Ser., 1968, 399. 

3 
Wld Hlth Org. techn. Rep. Ser., 1968, 391. 



EB43/SR/1 

page 11 

Expert Committee on Water Pollution Control in Developing Countries 

Professor AUJALEU had reservations on two points. The first waô in connexion with 

recommendation (14) of the Conclusions and Recommendations (page 37 of the Expert Committee's 

report), which read： "In selecting methods for treating sewage and waste water, considerations 

of public health should come before those of cost". He thought it was somewhat unrealistic： 

public health administrations were obliged to take into account the financial aspects. 

Secondly, recommendation (20) (page 38 of the report) read： 

"Charges for the use of water and sewerage systems, or for the discharge of wastes 

into receiving waters, are sometimes paid into the general treasury of a country. 

The Committee is of the opinion that such funds should be used for the operation 

and maintenance of water supply and sewerage systems, and for financing water 

pollution control," 

That seemed to him an unwarrantable intrusion into a country's management of its own affairs. 

Although an expert committee report did not necessarily represent the views of the Organization, 

he thought that the Secretariat might, at the drafting stage of such a report, use its 

influence to avoid such statements. 

Mr PAVANELLO (Environmental Pollution) said that recommendation (14) had been the subject 

of considerable discussion. Some members of the Expert Committee had been against any 

reference to cost, and others had been strongly in favour of bringing out the public health 

implications as an essential point. The recommendation, as it read in English, put the stress 

on health by saying that "considerations of public health should come before those of cost". 

The Expert Committee had not mentioned the basis on which a decision was to be made, but had 

thought that when such matters were discussed at the planning stage, public health should be 

brought to the fore. Decisions w e r e , in fact, generally taken by bodies other than public 

health agencies, and that was why the Expert Committee had stressed that the public health 

viewpoint should be given prominence. The recommendation should be read and understood in 

that light, since that was the spirit in which the Expert Committee had adopted it. 

The question of cost was extremely important. The members of the Expert Committee had 

expressed the fear, and not for the first time, that when dealing with sanitary works - not 

only those for the treatment of waste water and water pollution control, but sanitary works in 

general - the taxes levied on the public for such services (whatever the method of collection) 

were not always ploughed back, i.e. the money received by municipalities in exchange for those 

services was sometimes used for other purposes. It was felt that sanitary works had to have 

sound financing and be placed on a solid business basis. That point would perhaps not meet 

Professor A u j a l e u
1

s objection, but it had been stressed most forcefully at the time of the 

Expert Committee, and was therefore reflected in the report. 

Dr MONDET said that the recommendation in question was an important one, since it was not 

easy to obtain funds for the construction of sewerage works despite their importance, 

particularly in the developing countries: it was much easier, for example, to obtain money 

for building hospitals* It should be established, once and for all, that sewage disposal and 

water supply were just as important to the community as hospital construction, if not more so. 

The recommendation should not be construed as interference in national affairs： it would merely 

strengthen the hand of public health administrators in their discussions with the economists. 

The CHAIRMAN emphasized that the question was important, since WHO had greatly developed 

its work on oommunity water supply in recent years. He suggested that the Secretariat should 

take into account the views expressed, especially those of Professor Aujaleu and Dr Mondet
# 

1
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Expert Committee on Nonproprietary Names for Pharmaceutical Preparations, Eighteenth Report"^ 

Sir George GODBER said that the report was an example of the kind which should be 

circulated as soon as possible. 

Dr BERNARD, Assistant Director-General, referring to section 5.4 of document EB43/22, 

said that its brevity did not mean that the Committee's recommendations had not been actively 

pursued. Quite the contrary. As an example of implementation of the Expert Committee's 

recommendations, he pointed out that under agenda item 2.12, the Executive Board would be 

invited to approve action pursuant to the recommendation in paragraph 5.3(e) (page 8 of 

document EB43/22). 

2 
Expert Committee on Urban Air Pollution with Particular Reference to Motor Vehicles 

There were no comments. 

The meeting rose at 12.30 p.m. 

1
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