
16 July 1971 

EXECUTIVE BOARD 

Forty-eighth Session 

SUMMARY RECORD OF THE THIRD MEETING 

WHO Headquarters, Geneva 

Tuesday, 25 May 1971 at 10 a.m, 

CHAIRMAN: Dr S. P. EHRLICH, jr 

CONTENTS 

1
#
 Report of the Joint Inspection Unit on a rationalization of the proceedings 

and documentation of the World Health Assembly 32 

2. Allotments issued and obligations incurred as at 30 April 1971 (continued from 

the second meeting, section 10) 35 

3. Voluntary Fund for Health Promotion 36 

4. Report of the Committee on Arrears of Contributions in respect of the Office 

international d*Hygiène publique 36 

5. Reports of the Joint Inspection Unit 37 

6. Gifts of land by the People's Republic of the Congo 38 

7. Gift by will of a property in Italy 39 
8. Closure of the session 40 



Third Meeting 

Tuesday, 25 May 1971 at 10 a,m. 

Present 

Dr S . P . EHRLICH, jr, Chairman 

Dr V . P . VASSIL0P0UL0S, Vice-Chairman 

Dr A . BARRAUD, Vice-Chairman 

Dr H . ABDUL-GHAFFAR, Rapporteur 

Dr A . SAENZ SANGUINETTI, Rapporteur 

Dr Esther AMMUNDSEN 

Dr D . ARNAUDOV 

Professor E . J . AUJALEU 

Dr O . AVILES 

Dr F. A . BAUHOFER 

Dr S . BEDAYA-NGARO 

Dr A . BENADOUDA 

Dr 0 . EGAS CEVALLOS (alternate to 

Dr F. Parra Gil) 

Dr С. HEMACHUDHA 

Dr M . U . HENRY 

Dr Y . R . JOSHI 

Dr J . L . MOIAPO 

Dr Z . ONYANGO 

Dr N . RAMZI 

Dr O . SCEPIN (alternate to 

Dr D. D . Venediktov) 

Dr 0 . SOUVANNAVONG 

Dr D . TERREFE (alternate to Mr Y . Wolde-丨 

Professor R . VANNUGLI 

Professor К. YANAGISAWA 

Designating Country 

United States of America 

Cyprus 

Upper Volta 

Saudi Arabia 

Uruguay 

Denmark 

Bulgaria 

France 

Nicaragua 

Austria 

Central African Republic 

Algeria 

Ecuador 

Thailand 

Trinidad and Tobago 

Nepal 

Lesotho 

Kenya 

Syria 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 

Laos 

Ethiopia 

Italy 

Japan 

Secretary: Dr M . G . CANDAU 

Director-General 



Representatives of Intergovernmental Organizations 

United Nations 

United Nations Children's Fund 

Organization of American States 

Mr P . CASSON 

Sir Herbert BROADLEY 

Mr D . Chadwick BRAGGIOTTI 

Representatives of Non-government a1 Organizations 

International Federation of Pharmaceutical 

Manufacturers Association» Dr J. EGLI 

League of Red Cross Societies Dr V . I. SEMUKHA 

World Federation of Hemophilia Dr Lili FÜLOP-ASZODI 



1 . REPORT OF THE JOINT INSPECTION UNIT ON A RATIONALIZATION OF THE PROCEEDINGS 

AND DOCUMENTATION OF THE WORLD HEALTH ASSEMBLY: Item 5.3 of the Agenda 

(Resolution EB47.R43； Document EB48/Ï1) 

Dr BELLERIVE, Director, Division of Co-ordination and Evaluation, introducing the item, 

said that the report of the Joint Inspection Unit on a rationalization of the proceedings and 

documentation of the World Health Assembly had been received by the Organization on 3 December 

1970. The report, together with the Director-General's comments, had been submitted to the 

Executive Board at its forty-seventh session, and the Board had decided in resolution EB47.R43 

to continue the study of the subject• The report had also been transmitted to the Health 

Assembly for information, and the Assembly in its resolution WHA24.54 endorsed inter alia the 

Board's observations and decisions as embodied in resolution EB47.R43. 

The report contained a very wide range of recommendations and suggestions for rationalizing 

the work of the Assembly, and the Director"General had paid tribute to the objectivity, care, 

and attention to detail shown by the Inspectors. The report could be roughly divided into 

three broad series of recommendations : those that the Director~General, at first sight, 

thought could be implemented； those that required the opinion and decisions of the Executive 

Board and the World Health Assembly； and those that would require an amendment to the 

Constitution of the Organization if they were to be put into effect. 

He proceeded to quote some examples. The Director~General, in considering Recommendation 

1， had indicated that he would have no difficulty in providing information on the direct costs 

of organizational and other meetings but had pointed out the difficulties there would be in 

providing meaningful estimates of the indirect costs of those meetings until a more complete 

study had been carried out. In regard to Recommendation 4, which suggested that Member States 

might derive greater benefit from the Technical Discussions if they could be made an integral 

part of the Assembly, the Director-General had indicated the reasons why, in his opinion, the 

Technical Discussions should remain within the framework of the Assembly but not form an 

integral part of i t . He had emphasized that, if the Technical Discussions became an integral 

part of the Assembly, the informal nature of the discussions would be lost and, moreover, the 

conclusions reached would be binding on the Organization. However, in the same connexion, the 

Director-General had decided that a wider dissemination of the recommendations of the Technical 

Discussions could be suggested to Member States. 

In regard to Recommendation 6, the Director-General had considered the percentages given 

by the Inspectors, which he believed could not provide an exact indication of the relative 

proportions of technical and administrative questions in the actual work of the Health Assembly. 

The Director-General believed, moreover, that many decisions were not solely of an administ-

rative nature but had serious repercussions on the policy of the Organization and its ability 

to fulfil its tasks efficiently and effectively. 

The comment made by the Inspectors in Recommendation 7, to the effect that the World 

Health Assembly might decide to meet normally at headquarters, was contrary to Article 14 of 

the Constitution, which laid down that the Health Assembly, at each annual session, should 

decide the country or region in which the next annual session would be held. If the recommen-

dation were to be put into practice it would mean amending the Organization's Constitution. 

The Director-General acknowledged, however, that steps should be taken to ensure that the 

general discussion proceeded without interruption and he had in fact brought that recommen-

dation to the notice of the General Committee at the last Assembly. In the Assembly a night 

meeting had been organized to safeguard the continuity of the general discussion. 

With reference to Recommendation 10, concerning the arrangement under which the Vice-

Presidents occupied a platform below the rostrum, there was no provision in the regulations 

that forced the Vice-Presidents to remain on the platform when an important matter arose that 

required them to be with their delegations. 



Recommendation 11 dealt with delegates who were officers of the main committees and who 

should stay until the end of the session. The Director-General and the Board had also been 

informed of this situation and of the recommendation that henceforth the chairmen, vice-

chairmen and rapporteurs of the committees should make known their willingness to remain until 

the end of the Assembly. 

In regard to Recommendation 11(c), which sought to place a time limit on statements in 

the Assembly, the Secretariat was studying that question and would like the benefit of advice 

from the Executive Board and the Assembly before taking a decision on the usefulness of 

reducing the speaking time to six minutes, as proposed by the Joint Inspection Unit, as against 

the 10 minutes that had hitherto been in force. 

Finally, Recommendations 12 and 13, which dealt with documentation, were being examined 

by the Director-General, who had set up a committee in order to see to what extent the docu-

mentation submitted to the Assembly could be reduced and better harmonized. The Director-

General would submit a detailed report on this study both to the Executive Board and to the 

Assembly so that a decision could be taken. Nevertheless, a reservation had been made by the 

Director-General, namely that he could not endorse the part of the recommendation suggesting 

the discontinuance of the reproduction of resolutions individually in final form, for reasons 

clearly set out in his report. 

With regard to Recommendations 14 and 15, biennial Assemblies and a biennial budget were 

matters that had been repeatedly discussed, the last time being in 1968 when the Assembly it-

self had decided to maintain the principle of annual Assemblies and budgets. 

In conclusion, Dr Bellerive wished to mention that all the recommendations were under 

study and that the Director-General proposed to submit the results of those studies to a coming 

session of the Executive Board in order that decisions could be taken regarding the report of 

the Joint Inspection Unit on the rationalization of the Assembly. 

Professor AUJALEU said that, owing to the postponement of the consideration of the docu-

ment until the present session, he had had time to confirm that the Director-General
1

 s 

comments on the suggestions made by the Inspectors were all highly justified. In some cases 

the Director-General agreed, in other cases he raised objections, and his objections were fully 

warranted. 

Regarding Recommendation 2, he thought the Inspectors had dealt with matters that did 

not concern them since what was involved was the rationalization of the discussions. The 

content of the discussions was something for the Assembly and possibly the Executive Board to 

decide, not outsiders. The policy of WHO was also decided by the Assembly and not by out-

siders. Consequently on this point he was in complete disagreement with the comments of the 

Inspectors. 

He agreed with the Director-General's views on recommendation 4 . The Technical Dis-

cussions would allow full freedom of expression of views only if they remained outside the 

agenda of the Assembly. Very often, participants were not the heads of delegations but 

younger persons who came both to show what they knew and to learn, and they had to be given 

freedom of expression. If the discussions were made an official part of the deliberations 

of the Assembly, they would lose much of their spontaneity and interest. 

Turning to Recommendation 8, he said that it was a matter for governments to choose the 

number of delegates they would send, and he did not feel that the Director-General should 

send any communication at all to governments on that point. Some governments sent many 

delegates because they were rich or because they were near, others sent only one because they 

were far away and it was expensive to send them. They must be allowed to do whatever they 

wished. 

Recommendation 9 proposed in effect that the President of the Health Assembly, elected 

at 11 a.m., should give his introductory address at the beginning of the afternoon. That 

left him a couple of hours in which to prepare his speech. Otherwise, it had to be supposed 

that the President knew in advance that he would be elected and had already prepared his 



speech, or that the Secretariat had provided a ready-made speech for him. Both suppositions 

were unfortunate. He did not feel that that recommendation was acceptable. 

Professor VANNUGLI said that he, too, was left rather perplexed when he read the docu-

ment and its series of recommendations. While it was true that qualified persons outside 

the Organization might consider a particular situation more objectively, it was also true 

that one had to be in it and have some experience of how things developed before one could 

properly realize the improvements that could be made. 

It was impossible to go into details about the recommendations but, in general, he did 

not find in the report anything of great help to the Organization. With regard to the 

rationalization of the proceedings, he had personally felt for a number of years a certain 

sense of frustration in the Assembly, because the proposed programme and budget estimates 

were considered rather hurriedly and towards the end of the Assembly's work. The Board at 

its next session might therefore give some thought to the question of the agenda. He was not 

sure that special items on the agenda were necessary to develop discussion on topical problems, 

and an attempt might be made to restrict their number• 

He thought that the Board was not in a position at present to say which of the reconmien-

dations could be adopted and which of them were unacceptable. Any discussion and decision 

on the subject should therefor© be deferred until the next session, when the Board would have 

the benefit of the Director-General
1

 s considered views. The Director-General was well placed 

to consider all the aspects and. with his report it might be possible to avoid making un-

necessary changes in the Constitution. 

• 

Dr SAENZ also felt that the Board should postpone the discussion of the recommendations. 

He agreed with Professor Aujaleu that the Technical Discussions should not form part of the 

agenda of the Health Assembly, so as to ensure for them greater spontaneity and freedom of 

discussion. He also agreed that no rules could be laid down about the number of delegates 

at the Assembly, since every country had the right to decide how many it would send. 

Dr BÊDAYA-NGARO said that another disadvantage of including the Technical Discussions in 

the Assembly
1

s agenda would be to create confusion in the minds of the participants between 

their position as participants in free technical discussions and their position as delegates. 

As participants and medical men, they should be left to themselves to discuss exclusively 

technical problems. 

Recommendation 13(a), that documents might be produced in the working languages on 

paper of a different colour for each language, suffered from the disadvantage that one day 

the number of working languages might perhaps exceed the number of colours in the spectrum. 

From the financial point of view, too, coloured paper might be more expensive than white paper, 

and from the medical point of view, it might be preferable not to dazzle delegates with a 

thousand colours. It was therefore perhaps preferable to keep to the present system, with 

different colours for the documents of the two main committees only. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL remarked that the document presented by the Inspectors was the 

result of their observation of only one Assembly; nevertheless, he thought it was very 

valuable to have the reactions of outsiders to the work of the Assembly. In analysing the 

recommendations, the Board had the possibility of implementing some of them, but he felt that 

it was not the best moment in which to do so. Members of the Board were still under the 

influence of the last Assembly and if they tried to come to conclusions at present they might 

forget the lessons of the past. He thought that the recent Health Assembly had been 

exceptionally smooth and all delegates had felt that the way of conducting the work had been 

very rewarding. But the Board should not forget that certain items had not been considered, 

or were going to be considered in the future, and that one Assembly was never similar to the 

previous one. He said that because, when he had looked at the recommendations again, he had 



tried to connect them with what had happened during the recent Twenty-fourth World Health 

Assembly. He thought that the Board and the Secretariat needed to allow a certain number of 

weeks to elapse before taking a fresh look at the recommendations. Questions of detail 

could be decided in the light of experience. One such question was whether the arrangement 

whereby the Vice-Presidents occupied seats on the rostrum in plenary meetings should be 

discontinued for all but the opening meeting. That suggestion would appear to have some 

merit, as experience had shown that Vice-Presidents often had a tendency to return home a 

considerable time before the end of an Assembly. The fact that the number of Vice-Presidents 

had been increased from three to five had not materially helped the situation, as had been 

demonstrated at the Twenty-fourth World Health Assembly, which had been attended by only one 

Vice-President at the end. There were more serious recommendations involving constitutional 

and legal considerations which, if feasible, could reduce the number of items on the Health 

Assembly
1

s agenda. One such recommendation was that the World Health Assembly should decide 

to meet normally in Geneva. Perhaps it would be possible from the legal point of view to 

formulate a resolution that the Health Assembly should meet regularly in Geneva unless it 

decided otherwise. 

The Director-General thought that the report needed to be looked at afresh, that an 

attempt should be made to separate the practical questions of detail from those involving 

legal or constitutional considerations, and that the matter should be studied again at the 

forty-ninth session of the Executive Board in January 1972. 

Dr ABDUL-GHAFFAR, Rapporteur, read out the following draft resolution: 

The Executive Board, 

Recalling its resolution EB47.R43 on the report of the Joint Inspection Unit on a 

rationalization of the proceedings and documentation of the World Health Assembly; and 

Taking into account the fact that the Director-General is studying the recommenda-

tions contained in the report, 

1. DECIDES to consider the subject further at its forty-ninth session; and 

2. REQUESTS the Director-General to submit to the Executive Board the result of his 

study and any other comments he may consider useful, taking into account the views 

expressed by the Board. 

1 
Decision: The resolution was adopted. 

2. ALLOTMENTS ISSUED AND OBLIGATIONS INCURRED AS AT 30 APRIL 1971: Item 4.2 of the Agenda 
(Resolution EB43.R29; Document EB48/5 Rev.1) (continued from the second meeting, 
section 10) 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL called the attention of the Board to agenda item 4.2, which had 

been discussed at the previous meeting and had been the subject of a resolution. A mistake 

had been discovered in the document that had been submitted to the Board and a revised 

document (document EB48/5 Rev.1) had accordingly been issued. The mistake appeared in 

Annex 1 of the document and was of a minor nature, and the Director-General wished to 

apologize for it. 



3 , VOLUNTARY FUND FOR HEALTH PROMOTION: Item 6.1 of the Agenda (Resolutions WHA13.24, 

EB26.R20, EB33.R4 and WHA19.20; Document ЕВ4в/б) 

Mr FURTH, Assistant Director-General, introducing the item, said that the Director-

General* s report on the Voluntary Fund for Health Promotion was submitted regularly to the 

Board* The annex to the report showed the contributions accepted for the period 1 January to 

30 April 1971. The table in the report gave the estimated obligations for operations planned 

in 1971 and 1972 and the estimated additional requirements necessary to implement them
#
 The 

projects themselves were presented in Annex 3 of the programme and budget estimates for 1972 

and had been endorsed by the Twenty-fourth World Health Assembly in resolution WHA24.43. The 

report included a short account of the eight World Health Foundations, five of which were 

passing from the developmental phase to the operational phase. It concluded with a draft 

resolution for the Board's consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the Board the following draft resolution： 

The Executive Board, 

Noting the report of the Director-4}eneral on the Voluntary Fund for Health 

Promotion; 

1. APPRECIATES the contributions made to the Fund, for which the Director-General has 

already expressed, the thanks of the Organization to the individual donors; 

2 . EXPRESSES the hope that, during the Second Development Decade, support of the 

Voluntary Fund for Health Promotion will substantially increase; and 

3. REQUESTS the DirectorGeneral to transmit this resolution together with the report 

which he has submitted to the Executive Board, to the Members of the Organization, 

calling particular attention to the Executive Board* s expression of appreciation of 

the contributions made. 

Decision： The resolution was adopted. 

4 . RETORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON ARREARS OF CONTRIBUTIONS IN RESPECT OF THE OFFICE INTERNATIONAL 

D'HYGIENE PUBLIQUE: Item 6.2 of the Agenda (Document EB48/l5)
2 

The CHAIRMAN informed the Board that the Board*s Committee on Arrears of Contributions 

in respect of the Office International d'Hygiène Publique had met the previous evening and 

Mr Tsunashima, alternate to Professor Yanagisawa, had been elected Chairman. He invited 

Mr Tsunashima to introduce the Conunittee's report. 

Mr TSUNASHIMA said that the Committee had had before it a report of the Director-General 

indicating that a quantity of smallpox vaccine, valued at US$ 694, had been received from 

Peru - the last of the countries that had been in arrears in respect of their contributions 

to the Office International d'Hygiène Publique, The Committee had approved the acceptance 

of the vaccine as a full and final settlement of the arrears of Peru, and had recommended 

that the Executive Board adopt the following resolution： 

The Executive Board 

Having noted the action taken by the Committee on Arrears of Contributions in 

respect of the Office International d
f

Hygiène Publique in approving the settlement of 

the debt of the last of the States in arrears in the payment of their contributions to 

the Office International d'Hygiène Publique; 

1

 Resolution EB48.R16. 
2

 See Off, Rec. Wld Hlth Org., 1971, No. 195, Annex 3. 



Recognizing that there are no further arrears of contributions in respect of the 

Office International d'Hygiène Publique, 

1. EXPRESSES its appreciation of the results achieved in the final settlement of the 

arrears of the Office International d
1

Hygiène Publique; and 

2 . DECIDES to disestablish the Committee. 

Professor AUJALEU thought that the Board should add a clause to the resolution thanking 

the members of the Committee for their work. 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL suggested that Professor Aujaleu's proposal could be carried 

out by inserting a new clause, number 2, reading 

"THANKS the members of the Executive Board who in the course of the years have 

served successively on the Committee on Arrears of Contributions in respect of the 

Office International d'Hygiène Publique." 

The present clause number 2 would then become clause number 3. 

1 
Decision : The resolution was adopted as amended. 

5. REPORTS OF THE JOINT INSPECTION UNIT: Item 6.3 of the Agenda (Document EB48/lO) 

Introducing the item at the CHAIRMAN
1

s request, Dr BELLERIVE, Director, Division of 

Co-ordination and Evaluation, said that the report entitled "UN activities in Indonesia" had 

been prepared by Inspector Macy following his visit to that country in 1970; WHO had received 

it on 21 April 1971. 

The Board would note that the Inspector's recommendations mainly concerned the programmes 

of the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), UNESCO, ILO and the International Bank 

for Reconstruction and Development (IBRD)
# 

The Inspector had indicated in section 7, page 2, the reasons for not focusing particular 

attention on WHO-assisted programmes in Indonesia. The Director-General, in his report, had 

particularly wished to highlight what had been done to assist the Ministry of Health of 

Indonesia to improve its services, particularly its laboratory services. 

The Director-General
1

 s report and the decisions of the Executive Board would be submitted, 

through the Secretary-General of the United Nations, to the Committee for Programme and 

Co-ordination (CPC) and the Economic and Social Council, to the External Auditor of WHO and 

to the Chairman of the Joint Inspection Unit. 

Professor AUJALEU suggested that, as the report was to be forwarded, it should be made 

clear that the importance of developing national health planning and the training of health 

planning administrators had not only been clearly set out in the fourth general programme of 

work covering a specific period (1967-1972 inclusive) but had also been taken up in the fifth 

general programme of work (1973-1977 inclusive). That would strengthen the Director-

General
 1

 s comment. 

He noted, in passing, that in the French text of section В 3(d) of the Introduction to 

the Inspector
1

 s report, the expression "medical travel" was variously, and mistakenly, trans-

lated as ,, • • • les voyages entrepris pour raison de santé • • .
,f

 and "Voyage • • • pour 

raisons médicales". 



The CHAIRMAN said that the Secretariat had taken note of those points and invited the 

French-language rapporteur to read out a draft resolution. 
• 

Dr SAENZ read out the following draft resolution： 

The Executive Board, 

Having considered the Joint Inspection Unit report on "UN activities in Indonesia" 

and the Director-General
1

 s report thereon, 

1. CONCURS with the comments and observations of the Director-General on this report； 

2 . THANKS the Inspector for his report； and 

3 . REQUESTS the Director-General to transmit his report and the decisions of the 

Executive Board to: 

(i) the Secretary-General of the United Nations for transmission to the Economic 

and Social Council through the Committee for Programme and Co-ordination； 

(ii) the External Auditor of the World Health Organization; and 

(iii) the Chairman of the Joint Inspection Unit. 

Decision; The resolution was adopted.
1 

6 . GIFTS OF LAND BY THE PEOPLE
f

 S REPUBLIC OF THE CONGO： Supplementary Agenda Item 1 

(Document EB48/13)
2 

Mr FURTH, Assistant Director-General, introducing the item, said that in accordance with 

Article 57 of the Constitution two gifts of land were being submitted to the Executive Board 

for acceptance. He outlined the substance of the first five sections of the Director-General's 

report (document EB48/13) and added that the total savings on rentals, including those 

resulting from the release b y WHO of two small properties, would amount to approximately 

US$ 3367 per annum. 

The Board might wish to consider the draft resolution which the Director-General had 

prepared on the subject. 

The draft resolution read: 

The Executive Board, 

Noting the report of the Director-General with regard to two proposed donations of 

land to WHO by the Government of the People's Republic of the Congo; 

Realizing the importance to the Organization of the acquisition of these two 

properties； and 

Noting the purposes for which the properties are to be used, 

1. ACCEPTS these donations; and 

2. EXPRESSES to the Government of the People's Republic of the Congo its profound 

gratitude for these generous contributions toward the work of the Organization. 

Mr Furth added that in the French text of the draft resolution there was an error of 

translation in the third preambular paragraph, which should read "Notant les usages auxquels 

ces terrains sont destinés"• 

1

 Resolution EB48.R18. 

See Off. Rec. Wld Hlth Org., 1971, N o . 195, Annex 4. 



Professor AUJALEU said that the Board should be grateful to the People's Republic of 

the Congo for its generous gifts. 

He noted that the second of the gifts was intended for a museum - or rather a teaching 

and research establishment - although the acceptance of the gift of the land at the moment 

in no way obliged the Organization to construct a museum. He suggested that to note in the 

resolution the purposes for wiiich the properties were to be used would be going too far 

towards a commitment regarding the museum and that it should merely note the intention to use 

the properties as suggested in the document. 

Also it was the possession, rather than the acquisition of the two properties, that was 

of importance to the Organization. The second preambular paragraph should be amended 

accordingly. 

Mr FURTH said that both amendments were acceptable and the two paragraphs would then 

read : 

Realizing the importance to the Organization of the possession of these two 

properties; and 

Noting the purposes for which it is contemplated that the properties are to be used, 

Decision: The resolution was adopted as amended. 

7
#
 GIFT BY WILL OF A PROPERTY IN ITALY: Supplementary Agenda Item 2 (Document EB48/l4) 

Mr GUTTERIDGE, Director, Legal Office, introducing the item, said that the property was 

situated in San Domenico di Fiesol©, which was on high ground overlooking the City of Florence. 

The testator had died on 24 January 1971 and shortly afterwards representatives of the Director-

General had been to Florence and to Rome to investigate the circumstances of the gift and to 

visit the property. As a result of conversations with the testamentary executors, it had 

been contemplated at that time that, as no heirs or legatees had entered into possession of 

the property, a curator would be appointed by the courts, who would make an inventory of the 

total succession. For various reasons, the contemplated arrangements had fallen through and 

the curator who had been appointed, as well as the testamentary executors, had withdrawn from 

their functions. At the end of February 1971, one of the potential claimants of the estate 

had assumed possession of the whole succession and requested the courts to make an inventory• 

That request had been granted, as from 26 February 1971• Under those circumstances WHO, 

to protect its interests, had appointed legal counsel in Florence to represent the Organization 

in the succession. The inventory had been begun on 26 April 1971 and had not yet been 

completed. 

The property consisted of a large and a small villa, contiguous, together with servants' 

quarters and various outbuildings in a garden and park of approximately three hectares. The 

legacy to WHO included all the contents of the villa, objets d
1

 art, furniture, furnishings, 

silver and so on
#
 As stated in the third paragraph of the Director-General

1

 s report, it was 

contemplated that, when the inventory had been completed and when it became possible to enter 

the villa, which was at the moment under seal, a representative of a firm of fine art 

auctioneers would make a summary evaluation of the contents of the villa» 

1

 Resolution EB48.R19. 
2

 See Off. Rec. Wld Hlth Org., 1971, No. 195, Annex 5. 



The legal and financial aspects of the legacy were currently still under study and it 

would not be possible to reach any final conclusions until the inventory of the assets and 

debts of the whole succession had been concluded and certain legal matters, relating in 

particular to the will, had been clarified. In the meantime, WHO had not formally entered 

into possession of the legacy. In order to fulfil the requirements of Italian law, it might 

be necessary for a decision to be taken with regard to entry into possession in the course 

of the coming months. It was therefore suggested that the Executive Board might wish to 

consider authorizing the Director-General to take such action as might appear to him to be in 

the Organization
T

s best interests, and requesting him to report to a subsequent session of 

the Board. 

Professor AUJALEU asked the name of the testator and expressed the hope, that if WHO 

eventually acquired the property, the Organization would put it to a use not unbefitting a 

region of outstanding natural beauty and cultural interest. 

Professor VANNUGLI expressed his confidence that the Organization would do so• 

Mr GUTTERIDGE said that the testator was a Mr Hugh S. Whitaker, a national of the 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland váio had settled in Italy. 

It was premature to discuss possible uses for the property. The park was subject to 

zoning restrictions and it was his understanding that it could not be reparcelled. 

Dr ABDUL-GHAFFAR, Rapporteur, read out the following draft resolution: 

The Executive Board, 

Noting the gift by testamentary legacy to the World Health Organization of a 

property situated in San Domenico di Fiesole, Italy, 

AUTHORIZES the Director-General to take such action with respect to this legacy 

as appears to him to be in the best interests of the Organization and to report thereon 

in due course to the Executive Board. 

Decision: The resolution was adopted.
1

 . 

The meeting was suspended at 10,40 a,m, and resumed at 11,30 a,m. 

8. CLOSURE OF THE SESSION 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the fact that the resolutions approved at the present 

meeting, together with the list of resolutions and index (document EB48/l6), had been 

distributed, completing the series of resolutions adopted by the Executive Board at that 

session. 

The Board had thus concluded its discussions and he thanked all its m fibers for their 

excellent co-operation in a successful session. He reminded new members that all members 

of the Board, even those who were not specifically members of the Standing Committee on 

Administration and Finance, were invited to attend the session of the Standing Committee 

immediately preceding the forty-ninth session of the Board, and it would be helpful if they 

did so. The forty-ninth session would be a most important one and, if effectively conducted, 

would make a considerable contribution to the success of the following World Health Assembly. 



Professor VANNUGLI expressed appreciation for the expeditious manner in which the 

Chairman had conducted the proceedings of the session. He was sure that all members of the 

Board were fully conscious of their responsibilities in the difficult task which lay ahead of 

them. The friendly atmosphere that reigned at the discussions of the Board made their task 

easier and he assured the Chairman that he, for his part, would make every effort to ensure that 

the following session of the Board was effective to the maximum extent. 

He thanked the Director-General and his staff for their help, and wished all members a 

safe return home to their respective countries. 

The CHAIRMAN, on behalf of the Executive Board as a whole, thanked the Director-General, 

the Deputy Director-General and the staff for their assistance. He extended his best wishes 

to members on their return home. 

He declared the forty-eighth session of the Executive Board closed. 

The meeting rose at 11,35 a,m. 
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1 . REPORT OF THE JOINT INSPECTION UNIT ON A RATIONALIZATION OF THE PROCEEDINGS 

AND DOCUMENTATION OF THE WORLD HEALTH ASSEMBLY: Item 5.3 of the Agenda 

(Resolution EB47.R43; Document EB48/ll) 

Dr BELLERIVE, Director, Division of Co-ordination and Evaluation, introducing the item, 

said that the report of the Joint Inspection Unit on a rationalization of the proceedings and 

documentation of the World Health Assembly had been received by the Organization on 3 December 

1970. The report, together with the Director-General
T

 s comments, had been submitted to the 

Executive Board at its forty-seventh session, and the Board had decided in resolution EB47.E43 

to continue the study of the subject. The report had also been transmitted to the Health 

Assembly for information, and the Assembly in its resolution WHA24.54 endorsed inter alia the 

Board's observations and decisions as embodied in resolution EB47.R43. 

The report contained a very wide range of recommendations and suggestions for rationalizing 

the work of the Assembly, and the Director-General had paid tribute to the objectivity, care, 

and attention to detail shown by the Inspectors. The report could be roughly divided into 

three broad series of recommendations : those that the Director-General, at first sight, 

thought could be implemented； those that required the opinion and decisions of the Executive 

Board and the World Health Assembly； and those that would require an amendment to the 

Constitution of the Organization if they were to be put into effect. 

He proceeded to quote some examples. The Director-General
;
 in considering Recommendation 

1, had indicated that he would have no difficulty in providing information on the direct costs 

of organizational and other meetings but had pointed out the difficulties there would be in 

providing meaningful estimates of the indirect costs of those meetings until a more complete 

study had been carried out. In regard to Recommendation 4， which suggested that Member States 

might derive greater benefit from the technical discussions if they could be made an integral 

part of the Assembly, the Director-General had indicated the reasons why, in his opinion, the 

technical discussions should remain within the framework of the Assembly but not form an 

integral part of it. He had emphasized that, if the technical discussions became an integral 

part of the Assembly, the informal nature of the discussions would be lost and, moreover, the 

conclusions reached would be binding on the Organization. However, in the same connexion, the 

Director-General had decided that a wider dissemination of the recommendations of the technical 

discussions could be suggested to Member States. 

In regard to Recommendation 6, the Director-General had considered the percentages given 

by the Inspectors, which he believed could not provide an exact indication of the relative 

proportions of technical and administrative questions in the actual work of the Health Assembly• 

The Director-General believed, moreover, that many decisions were not solely of an administ-

rative nature but had serious repercussions on the policy of the Organization and its ability 

to fulfil its tasks efficiently and effectively. 

The comment made by the Inspectors in Recommendation 7, to the effect that the World 

Health Assembly might decide to meet normally at headquarters, was contrary to Article 14 of 

the Constitution, which laid down that the Health Assembly, at each annual session, should 

decide the country or region in which the next annual session would be held. If the recommen-

dation were to be put into practice it would mean amending the Organization's Constitution. 

The Director-General acknowledged, however, that steps should be taken to ensure that the 

general discussion proceeded without interruption and he had in fact brought that recommen-

dation to the notice of the General Committee at the last Assembly. In the Assembly a night 

meeting had been organized to safeguard the continuity of the general discussion. 

With reference to Recommendation 10, concerning the arrangement under which the Vice-

Presidents occupy a platform below the rostrum, there was no provision in the Regulations 

that forced the Vice-Presidents to remain on the platform when an important matter arose that 

required them to be with their delegations. 



Recommendation 11 dealt with delegates who were officers of the main committees and who 

should stay until the end of the session. The Director-General and the Board had also been 

informed of this situation and of the recommendat i on that henceforth the chairmen, vice-

chairmen and rapporteurs of the committees should make known their willingness to remain until 

the end of the Assembly. 

In regard to Recommendat ion 11(c), which sought to place a time limit on statements in 

the Assembly, the Secretariat was studying that question and would like the benefit of advice 

from the Executive Board and the Assembly before taking a decision on the usefulness of 

reducing the speaking time to six minutes, as proposed by the Joint Inspection Unit, as against 

the 10 minutes that had hitherto been in force. 

Finally, Recommendations 12 and 13, which dealt with documentation, were being examined 

by the Director-General, who had set up a committee in order to see to what extent the docu-

mentation submitted to the Assembly could be reduced and better harmonized. The Director-

General would submit a detailed report on this study both to the Executive Board and to the 

Assembly so that a decision could be taken. Nevertheless, a reservation had been made by the 

Director-General, namely that he could not endorse the part of the recommendation suggesting 

the discontinuance of the reproduction of resolutions individually in final form, for reasons 

clearly set out in his report. 

With regard to Recommendations 14 and 15, biennial Assemblies and a biennial budget were 

matters that had been repeatedly discussed, the last time being in 1968 when the Assembly it-

self decided to maintain the principle of annual Assemblies and budgets. 

In conclusion, Dr Bellerive wished to mention that all the recommendations were under 

study and that the Director-General proposed to submit the results of those studies to a coming 

session of the Executive Board in order that decisions could be taken regarding the report of 

the Joint Inspection Unit on the rationalization of the Assembly. 

Professor AUJALEU said that, owing to the postponement of the consideration of the docu-

ment until the present session, h© had had time to confirm that the Director-General's 

comments on the suggestions made by the Inspectors were all highly justified. In some cases 

the Director-General agreed, in other cases he raised objections, and his objections were fully 

warranted. 

Regarding Recommendation 2, he thought the Inspectors had dealt with matters that did 

not concern them since what was involved was the rationalization of the discussions. The 

content of the discussions was something for the Assembly and possibly the Executive Board to 

decide, not outsiders. The policy of WHO was also decided by the Assembly and not by out-

siders. Consequently on this point he was in complete disagreement with the comments of the 

Inspectors. 

He agreed with the Director-General's views on recommendation 4 . The technical dis-

cussions would allow full freedom of expression of views only if they remained outside the 

agenda of the Assembly. Very often, participants were not the heads of delegations but 

younger persons who came both to show what they knew and to learn, and they had to be given 

freedom of expression. If the discussions were made an official part of the deliberations 

of the Assembly, they would lose much of their spontaneity and interest. 

Turning to Recommendation 8, he said that it was a matter for governments to choose the 

number of delegates they would send, and he did not feel that the Director-General should 

send any communication at all to governments on that point. Some governments sent many 

delegates because they were rich or because they were near, others sent only one because they 

were far away and it was expensive to send them. They must be allowed to do whatever they 

wished. 



Recommendation 9 proposed in effect that the President of the Health Assembly, elected 

at 11.00 a.m. , should give his introductory address at the beginning of the afternoon. That 

left him a couple of hours in which to prepare his speech. Otherwise, it had to be supposed 

that the President knew in advance that he would be elected and had already prepared his 

speech, or that the Secretariat had provided a ready-made speech for him. Both suppositions 

were unfortunate. He did not feel that that recommendation was acceptable• 

Professor VANNUGLI said that he, too, was left rather perplexed when he read the docu-

ment and its series of recommendations. While it was true that qualified persons outside 

the Organization might consider a particular situation more objectively, it was also true 

that one had to be in it and have some experience of how things developed before one could 

properly realize the improvements that could be made. 

It was impossible to go into details about the recommendations but, in general, he did 

not find in the report anything of great help to the Organization. With regard to the 

rationalization of the proceedings, he had personally felt for a number of years a certain 

sense of frustration in the Assembly, because the proposed programme and budget estimates 

were considered rather hurriedly and towards the end of the Assembly's work. The Board at 

its next session might therefore give some thought to the question of the agenda. He was not 

sure that special items on the agenda were necessary to develop discussion on topical problems, 

and an attempt might be made to restrict their number. 

He thought that the Board was not in a position at present to say which of the recommen-

dations could be adopted and which of them were unacceptable. Any discussion and decision 

on the subject should therefore be deferred until the next session, when the Board would have 

the benefit of the Director-General
1

 s considered views. The Director-General was well placed 

to consider all the aspects and with his report it might be possible to avoid making un-

necessary changes in the Constitution. 

Dr SAENZ SANGUINETTI also felt that the Board should postpone the discussion of the 

recommendations. He agreed with Professor Aujaleu that the technical discussions should not 

form part of the agenda of the Health Assembly, so as to ensure for them greater spontaneity 

and freedom of discussion. He also agreed that no rules could be laid down about the number 

of delegates at the Assembly, since every country had the right to decide how many it would 

send, 

Dr BEDAYA NGARO said that another disadvantage of including the technical discussions in 

the Assembly
1

s agenda would be to create confusion in the minds of the participants between 

their position as participants in free technical discussions and their position as delegates. 

As participants and medical men, they should be left to themselves to discuss exclusively 

technical problems. 

Recommendation 13(a), that documents might be produced in the working languages on 

paper of a different colour for each language, suffered from the disadvantage that one day 

the number of working languages might perhaps exceed the number of colours in the spectrum. 

From the financial point of view, too, coloured paper might be more expensive than white paper, 

and from the medical point of view, it might be preferable not to dazzle delegates with a 

thousand colours. It was therefore perhaps preferable to keep to the present system, with 

different colours for the documents of the two main committees only. 



The DIRECTOR-GENERAL remarked that the document presented by the Inspectors was the 

result of their observation of only on© Assembly; nevertheless, he thought it was very 

valuable to have the reactions of outsiders to the work of the Assembly. In analysing the 

recommendations, the Board had the possibility of implementing some of them, but he felt that 

it was not the best moment in which to do so. Members of the Board were still under the 

influence of the last Assembly and if they tried to come to conclusions at present they might 

forget the lessons of the past. He thought that the recent Health Assembly had been 

exceptionally smooth and all delegates had felt that the way of conducting the work had been 

very rewarding. But the Board should not forget that certain items had not been considered, 

or were going to be considered in the future, and that one Assembly was never similar to the 

previous one. He said this because, when he had looked at the recommendations again, he had 

tried to connect them with what had happened during the recent Twenty-fourth World Health 

Assembly. He thought that the Board and the Secretariat needed to allow a certain number of 

weeks to elapse before taking a fresh look at the recommendations. Questions of detail 

could be decided in the light of experience. One such question was whether the arrangement 

whereby the Vice-Presidents occupied seats on the rostrum in plenary meetings should be 

discontinued for all but the opening meeting. That suggestion would appear to have some 

merit, as experience had shown that Vice-Presidents often had a tendency to return home a 

considerable time before the end of an Assembly. The fact that the number of Vice-Presidents 

had been increased from three to five had not materially helped the situation, as had been 

demonstrated at the Twenty-fourth World Health Assembly, which had been attended by only one 

Vice-President at the end. There were more serious recommendations involving constitutional 

and legal considerations which, if feasible, could reduce the number of items on the Health 

Assembly
T

s agenda. One such recommendation was that the World Health Assembly should decide 

to meet normally in Geneva. Perhaps it would be possible from the legal point of view to 

formulate a resolution that the Health Assembly should meet regularly in Geneva unless it 

decided otherwise. 

The Director-General thought that the report needed to be looked at afresh, that an 

attempt should be made to separate the practical questions of detail from those involving 

legal or constitutional considerations, and that the matter should be studied again at the 

forty-ninth session of the Executive Board in January 1972. 

Dr ABDUL-GHAFFAR, Rapporteur, read out the following draft resolution: 

The Executive Board, 

Recalling its resolution EB47.R43 on the report of the Joint Inspection Unit on a 

Rationalization of the Proceedings and Documentation of the World Health Assembly; and 

Taking into account the fact that the Director-General is studying the recommenda-

tions contained in the Report, 

1. DECIDES to consider the subject further at its forty-ninth session; and 

2. REQUESTS the Director-General to submit to the Executive Board the result of his 

study and any other comments he may consider useful, taking into account the views 

expressed by the Board. 

Decision : The draft resolution was approved. 

2. ALLOTMENTS ISSUED AND OBLIGATIONS INCURRED AS AT 30 APRIL 1971: Item 4.2 of the Agenda 

(Resolution EB43.R29; Document EB48/5 Rev.l) (continued) 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL called the attention of the Board to agenda item 4.2, which had 

been discussed at the previous meeting and had been the subject of a resolution. A mistake 

had been discovered in the document that had been submitted to the Board and a revised 

document (document EB48/5 Rev.l) had accordingly been issued. The mistake appeared in 

Annex 1 of the document and was of a minor nature, and the Director-General wished to 

apologize for it. 



3 . VOLUNTARY FUND FOR HEALTH PROMOTION: Item 6.1 of the Agenda (Resolutions WHA13.24, 

EB26.R20, EB33.R4 and WHA19.20; Document ЕВ4в/б) 

Mr FURTH, Assistant Directors-General, introducing the item, said that the Director-

General* s report on the Voluntary Fund for Health Promotion was submitted regularly to the 

Board. Annex 1 of the report showed the contributions accepted for the period 1 January to 

30 April 1971. The table in the report gave the estimated obligations for operations planned 

in 1971 and 1972 and the estimated additional requirements necessary to implement them. The 

projects themselves were presented in Annex 3 of the programme and budget estimates for 1972 

and had been endorsed by the Twenty-fourth World Health Assembly in resolution WHA24.43. The 

report included a short account of the eight World Health Foundations, five of which were 

passing from the developmental phase to the operational phase. It concluded with a draft 

resolution for the Board* s consideration
# 

The CHAIRMAN put to the Board the following draft resolution： 

The Executive Board, 

Noting the report of the Director-General on the Voluntary Fund for Health 

Promotion; 

1. APPRECIATES the contributions made to the Fund, for which the Director-General has 

already expressed the thanks of the Organization to the individual donors; 

2 . EXPRESSES the hope that, during the Second Development Decade, support of the 

Voluntary Fund for Health Promotion will substantially increase; and 

3. REQUESTS the DirectorK}eneral to transmit this resolution together with the report, 

which he has submitted to the Executive Board, to the Members of the Organization 

calling particular attention to the Executive Board* s expression of appreciation of 

the contributions made. 

Decision： The draft resolution was approved. 

4 . REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON ARREARS OF CONTRIBUTIONS IN RESPECT OF THE OFFICE INTERNATIONAL 

D
f

HYGIENE PUBLIQUE: Item 6.2 of the Agenda (Document EB48/l5) 

The CHAIRMAN informed the Board that the Board's Committee on Arrears of Contributions 

in respect of the Office International d*Hygiène Publique had met the previous evening and 

Mr Tsunashima, alternate to Professor Yanagisawa, had been elected Chairman. He invited 

Mr Tsunashima to introduce the Committee's report. 

Mr TSUNASHIMA said that the Committee had had before it a report of the Director-General 

indicating that a quantity of smallpox vaccine, valued at US$ 694, had been received from 

Peru - the last of the countries that had been in arrears in respect of their contributions 

to the Office International d'Hygiène Publique. The Committee had approved the acceptance 

of the vaccine as a full and final settlement of the arrears of Peru, and had recommended 

that the Executive Board adopt the following resolution： 

The Executive Board 

Having noted the action taken by the Committee on Arrears of Contributions in 

respect of the Office International d'Hygiène Publique in approving the settlement of 

the debt of the last of the States in arrears in the payment of their contributions to 

the Office International d
f

Hygiène Publique; 



Recognizing that there are no further arrears of contributions in respect of the 

Office International d'Hygiène Publique, 

1. EXPRESSES its appreciation of the results achieved in the final settlement of the 

arrears of the Office International d'Hygiène Publique; and 

2 . DECIDES to disestablish the Committee. 

Professor AUJALEU thought that the Board should add a clause to the resolution thanking 

the members of the Committee for their work. 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL suggested that Professor Aujaleu's proposal could be carried 

out by inserting a new clause, number 2, reading 

"THANKS the members of the Executive Board who in the course of the years have 

served successively on the Committee on Arrears of Contributions in respect of the 

Office International d'Hygiène Publique." 

The present clause number 2 would then become clause number 3. 

Decision : The draft resolution was adopted as amended. 

5. REPORTS OF THE JOINT INSPECTION UNIT: Item 6.3 of the Agenda (Document EB48/lO) 

Introducing the item at the CHAIRMAN
1

s request, Dr BELLERIVE, Director, Division of 

Co-ordination and Evaluation, said that the report entitled "UN activities in Indonesia" 

was prepared by Inspector Macy following his visit to that country in 1970; WHO had received 

it on 21 April 1971. 

The Board would note that the Inspector's recommendations mainly concerned the programmes 

of the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), UNESCO, ILO and the International Bank 

for Reconstruction and Development (IBRD). 

The Inspector had indicated in section 7, page 2, the reasons for not focusing particular 

attention on WHO-assisted programmes in Indonesia. The Director-General, in his report, had 

particularly wished to highlight what had been done to assist the Ministry of Health of 

Indonesia to improve its services, particularly its laboratory services. 

The Director-General's report and the decisions of the Executive Board, would be submitted, 

through the Secretary-General of the United Nations, to the Committee for Programme and 

Co-ordination (CPC) and the Economic and Social Council, to the External Auditor of WHO and 

to the Chairman of the Joint Inspection Unit. 

Professor AUJALEU suggested that, as the report was to be forwarded, it should be made 

clear that the importance of developing national health planning and the training of health 

planning administrators had not only been clearly set out in the Fourth General Programme of 

Work covering a Specific Period (1967-1972 inclusive) but had also been taken up in the Fifth 

General Programme of Work (1973-1977 inclusive). That would strengthen the Director-

General
 T

 s comment. 

He noted, in passing, that in the French text of section В 3(d), on page ii, of the 

Introduction to the Inspector
f

 s report, the expression "medical travel" was variously, and 

mistakenly, translated as • • les voyages entrepris pour raison de santé • • 广 and 

"Voyage • • • pour raisons médicales". 



The CHAIRMAN said that the Secretariat had taken note of those points and invited the 

French-language rapporteur to read out a draft resolution. 
一 • 

Dr SAENZ SANGUINETTI read out the following draft resolution： 

The Executive Board, 

Having considered the Joint Inspection Unit report on "UN activities in Indonesia" 

and the Director-General
1

 s report thereon, 

1. CONCURS with the comments and observations of the Director-General on this report； 

2 . THANKS the Inspector for his report； and 

3 . REQUESTS the Director-General to transmit his report and the decisions of the 

Executive Board to: 

(i) the Secretary-General of the United Nations for transmission to the Economic 

and Social Council through the Committee for Programme and Co-ordination； 

(ii) the External Auditor of the World Health Organization; and 

(iii) the Chairman of the Joint Inspection Unit. 

Decision; The resolution was adopted. 

6. GIFTS OF LAND BY THE PEOPLE
f

S REPUBLIC OF THE CONGO： Item 1 of the Supplementary Agenda 

(Document EB48/l3) 

Mr FURTH, Assistant Director-General, introducing the item, said that in accordance with 

Article 57 of the Constitution two gifts of land were being submitted to the Executive Board 

for acceptance. He outlined the substance of the first five sections of the Director-General 

report and added that the total savings on rentals, including those resulting from the release 

by WHO of two small properties, would amount to approximately US$ 3367 per annum. 

The Board might wish to consider the draft resolution contained in section 6 of the 

Director-General
1

 s report. There was, however, an error of translation in the French of the 

third preambular paragraph which should read "Notant les usages auxquels ces terrains sont 

destinés". 

Professor AUJALEU said that the Board should be grateful to the People's Republic of 

the Congo for its generous gifts. 

He noted that the second of the gifts was intended for a museum - or rather a teaching 

and research establishment - although the acceptance of the gift of the land at the moment 

in no w^y obliged the Organization to construct a museum. He suggested that to note in the 

resolution the purposes for which the properties were to be used would be going too far 

towards a commitment regarding the museum and that it should merely note the intention to use 

the properties as suggested in the document. 

Also it was the possession, rather than the acquisition of the two properties, that was 

of importance to the Organization• The second preambular paragraph should be amended 

accordingly. 



Mr FURTH said that both amendments were acceptable and the two paragraphs would then 

read : 

Realizing the importance to the Organization of the possession of these two 
properties; and 

Noting the purposes for which it is contemplated that the properties are to be used, 

Decision: The draft resolution was adopted as amended. 

7. GIFT BY WILL OF A PROPERTY IN ITALY: Item 2 of the Supplementary Agenda (Document 

EB48/14 

Mr GUTTERIDGE, Director, Legal Office, introducing the item, said that the property was 

situated in San Domenico di Fiesole which was on high ground overlooking the City of Florence. 

The testator had died on 24 January 1971 and shortly afterwards representatives of the Director-

General had been to Florence and to Rome to investigate the circumstances of the gift and to 

visit the property. As a result of conversations with the testamentary executors, it had 

been contemplated at that time that, as no heirs or legatees had entered into possession of 

the property, a curator would be appointed by the courts, who would make an inventory of the 

total succession. For various reasons, the contemplated arrangements had fallen through and 

the curator who had been appointed, as well as the testamentary executors, had withdrawn from 

their functions. At the end of February 1971, one of the potential claimants of the estate 

had assumed possession of the whole succession and requested the courts to make an inventory. 

That request had been granted, as from 26 February 1971. Under those circumstances WHO, 

to protect its interests, had appointed legal counsel in Florence to represent the Organization 

in the succession. The inventory had been begun on 26 April 1971 and had not yet been 

completed. 

The property consisted of a large and a small villa, contiguous, together with servants
1 

quarters and various outbuildings in a garden and park of approximately three hectares. The 

legacy to WÍ10 included all the contents of the villa, objets d
1

 art, furniture, furnishings, 

silver p,‘d so on. As stated in the third paragraph of the Director-General
1

 s report, it was 

conter»«plated that, when the inventory had been completed and when it became possible to enter 

the villa, which was at the moment under seal, a representative of a firm of fine art 

auctioneers would make a summary evaluation of the contents of the villa. 

The legal and financial aspects of the legacy were currently still under study and it 

would not be possible to reach any final conclusions until the inventory of the assets and 

debts of the whole succession had been concluded and certain legal matters, relating in 

particular to the will, had been clarified. In the meantime, WHO had not formally entered 

into possession of the legacy. In order to fulfil the requirements of Italian law, it might 

be necessary for a decision to be taken with regard to entry into possession in the course 

of the coming months. It was therefore suggested that the Executive Board might wish to 

consider authorizing the Director-General to take such action as might appear to him to be in 

the Organization's best interests, and requesting him to report to a subsequent session of 

the Board. 

Professor AUJALEU asked the name of the testator and expressed the hope, that if WHO 

eventually acquired the property, the Organization would put it to a use not unbefitting a 

region of outstanding natural beauty and cultural interest. 

Professor VANNUGLI expressed his confidence that the Organization would do so. 



Mr GUTTERIDGE said that the testator was a Mr Hugh S . Whitaker, a national of the 

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland who had settled in Italy. 

It was premature to discuss possible uses for the property• The park was subject to 

zoning restrictions and it was his understanding that it could not be reparcelled. 

Dr ABDUL-GHAFFAR, Rapporteur, read out the following draft resolution: 

The Executive Board, 

Noting the gift by testamentary legacy to the World Health Organization of a 

property situated in San Domenico di Fiesole, Italy, 

AUTHORIZES the Director-General to take such action with respect to this legacy 

as appears to him to be in the best interests of the Organization and to report thereon 

in due course to the Executive Board. 

Decision: The draft resolution was adopted. 

The meeting was suspended at 10,40 a.m. and resumed, at 11,30 a,m. 

8 . CLOSURE OF SESSION 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the fact that the resolutions approved at the present 

meeting, together with the list of resolutions and index (document EB48/l6), had been 

distributed, completing the series of resolutions adopted by the Executive Board at that 

session. 

The Board had thus concluded its discussions and he thanked all its members for their 

excellent co-operation in a successful session. He reminded new members that all members 

of the Board, even those who were not specifically members of the Standing Committee on 

Administration and Finance, were invited to attend the session of the Standing Committee 

immediately preceding the forty-ninth session of the Board, and it would be helpful if they 

did so. The forty-ninth session would be a most important one and, if effectively conducted, 

would make a considerable contribution to the success of the following World Health Assembly, 

Professor VANNUGLI expressed appreciation for the expeditious manner in which the 

Chairman had conducted the proceedings of the session. He was sure that all members of the 

Board were fully conscious of their responsibilities in the difficult task which lay ahead of 

them. The friendly atmosphere that reigned at the discussions of the Board made their task 

easier and he assured the Chairman that he, for his part, would make every effort to ensure that 

the following session of the Board was effective to the maximum extent. 

He thanked the Director-General and his staff for their help, and wished all members a 

safe return home to their respective countries. 

The CHAIRMAN, on behalf of the Executive Board as a whole, thanked the Director-General, 

the Deputy Director-General and the staff for their assistance. He extended his best wishes 

to members on their return home. 

He declared the forty-eighth session of the Executive Board closed. 

The meeting rose at 11,35 a.m. 


