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

The CHAIRMAN declared the session open. He welcomed all members, their alternates and 

advisers, and extended a special welcome to the new members of the Board. He also welcomed 

the representatives of the United Nations, the specialized agencies, the International Atomic 

Energy Agency and other United Nations bodies, as well as of intergovernmental and non-

governmental organizations in official relations with WHO, whose presence at the session was 

further evidence of their close and fruitful association with the Organization. 

2 . ELECTION OF RAPPORTEUR 

The CHAIRMAN, noting that the English-language Rapporteur elected at the previous session 

was no longer a member of the Board, nominated Dr Jayasundara for that office. 

Decision: Dr Jayasundara was elected English-language Rapporteur. 

3 . ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA: Item 1.2 of the Provisional Agenda (Document EB55/l) 

The CHAIRMAN said that provisional agenda item 2.3 should be deleted, 

"if any" from items 3.2, 3.3 and 6.1.2. The title of item 6.10 should be 

"Salaries and allowances: professional and higher categories of posts". 

as should the words 

amended to read: 

Sir Harold WALTER remarked that the provisional agenda contained many items that were 

not appropriate for a meeting of a policy-making body such as the Executive Board. The Board 

should, in his opinion, act merely in a supervisory capacity in matters other than those 

requiring policy decisions. A radical revision of the approach to drawing up the agenda was 

called for. 

The CHAIRMAN explained that many items appeared on 

previous decisions of the Board. He would be happy to 

Sir Harold Walter. 

the provisional agenda as a result of 

discuss the matter privately with 

Sir Harold WALTER agreed. 

Decision: The provisional agenda, as amended, was adopted. 

4 . HOURS OF WORK 

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

from 2.30 p.m. to 5.30 p.m. An afternoon meeting, as well as a morning meeting would be held 

on Saturday, 25 January 1975. 

It was so agreed. 
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5 . PROGRAMME OF WORK 

The CHAIRMAN said that, in addition to the Standing Committee on Nongovernmental 

Organizations, the following committees would meet during the Board's fifty-fifth session : 

the Léon Bernard Foundation Committee, the Dr A . T , Shousha Foundation Committee, the 

Jacques Parisot Foundation Committee, and the WHO Staff Pensions Committee. The dates of 

the meetings would be announced later. At a later stage, he would suggest the establishment 

of working groups for the preliminary study of certain items on the agenda (item 2.14,2, on 

the B o a r d
T

s organizational study, and item 2.16.2, on the preparation of the Sixth General 

Programme of Work) and of some items dealing with coordination with other organizations 

(items 7.1.1, 7.1.2, 7.1.3, 7.1.5 and 7.1.6). Item 2.13 (WHO activities related to disasters 

and natural catastrophes) could be taken up in conjunction with the latter group of items. 

As there had been no meeting of the Standing Committee on Administration and Finance 

prior to the current session of the Executive Board, a review of the Director-General
1

 s 

proposed programme budget for 1976 and 1977 and of certain other budgetary matters would not 

have been preceded by a preliminary examination. The Board would therefore probably need 

more time than in previous years to complete its consideration of the proposed programme 

budget. He suggested accordingly that that important matter, preceded by other administra-

tive and budgetary items, should be taken up at the beginning of the session, thus enabling 

the Secretariat to begin preparing material for the B o a r d
T

s report to the Health Assembly. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV remarked that the agenda was unusually long and many of the documents had 

been received late. In view of the smallness of certain delegations, difficulties were 

likely to arise in connexion with the setting up of working groups. An exchange of views 

among members concerning the organization of the B o a r d
T

s work appeared necessary. He there-

fore suggested that consideration of the programme budget and other related agenda items 

should be deferred for one or two days. 

Professor REID, Dr EHRLICH, Professor KOSTRZEWSKI and Professor TIGYI supported that 

suggestion. 

Decision: It was agreed to begin discussion of the programme budget at the morning 

meeting on Tuesday, 21 January 1975. 

Professor AUJALEU said that he had reservations with regard to the Chairman's proposals 

for setting up working groups. If the Board was to be divided into five or six groups 

meeting simultaneously, there was a serious danger of curtailing its prerogatives in the 

important matter of the programme budget. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that discussion of certain items related to the programme budget 

(items 3.1, 3.2, 6.10 and, possibly, 3.3) should begin at once, items 6.1 „1 and 6.1.2 - on the 

collection of contributions - being discussed in connexion with the programme budget itself on 

the following day. Items 2.8, 2.9 and 2.12, on specific aspects of the programme, would be 

discussed in conjunction with item 3.4 (Review of the proposed programme budget). Statements 

by regional directors and the reports of the regional committees would be considered at an 

appropriate time during the review of the programme budget. Items 5.1.2 and 5.2.2 would be 

discussed separately in private. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV suggested that, to avoid confusion, the Board should take up the items in 

the order in which they appeared in the agenda, pending the consideration of the programme 

budget and related items on the following morning. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Board might follow Dr Venediktov's suggestion of taking the 

more routine items first and deferring consideration of the items relating to the programme 

budget until the following d a y . He explained that the proposed working groups would not be 

meeting at the same time as the Board itself• 
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Dr LEKIE said that despite the Chairman's reassuring explanation he was still somewhat 

concerned about the establishment of the proposed working groups• He agreed that steps 

should be taken to ensure that the discussions were not unduly prolonged. It should be 

borne in mind that the time available to members when the Board was not meeting was limited 

and some of them had no alternates to whom they could delegate responsibility. They would 

thus find it difficult to participate effectively in the proposed working groups and his 

doubts on the subject therefore persisted. 

The CHAIRMAN said that he shared Dr Lekie's difficulty of a lack of advisers, but the 

procedure of using working groups was well established. The fact that the working groups 

met when the Board itself was not meeting meant unfortunately that members with no alternates 

had to work somewhat harder than others, as they did in similar circumstances at sessions of 

the regional committees and elsewhere. The constitution and method of use of the working 

groups were flexible and members would have ample time to consider which of the groups they 

wished to attend. Suggestions would be placed before the Board in about two days
1

 time, 

giving an opportunity meanwhile for members to discuss the matter with him and with the 

Secretariat. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that he wished to make the Secretariat's position clear. It 

was there to serve the Board in whatever way and for whatever length of time the latter 

desired. It was not attempting to interfere in the working methods of the Board but had 

merely made certain suggestions in response to concerns voiced by members of the Board on 

previous occasions about the length of sessions. It would welcome a profound discussion by 

the Board on its Organization. The work of WHO was intended to b© carried out by th© 

Secretariat, the Board and the Health Assembly and the suggestion that working groups be set 

up accorded with the views the Board had expressed regarding its superficial treatment of 

subjects which could be better examined in depth by such groups and returned to the Board for 

decision. In the case of the Sixth General Programme of Work Covering a Specific Period, for 

example, working groups had been considered a good means of involving the Board more fully in 

organizational matters. The Secretariat was there to act in whatever way the Board wished. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Director-General's comments on the Secretariat's suggestions 

applied equally to the suggestions that he himself had made as Chairman. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV said that when working groups had been established in the past it had been 

for the purpose of examining questions requiring lengthy consideration and the groups had 

sometimes met between sessions of the Board. That useful custom should be continued. The 

Secretariat had always been very helpful in that connexion. 

In view of the shortened session of the Board and the suggestion that it might meet twice 

on the coming Saturday, the only time available for meetings of working groups would be at 

night. It might be useful to defer further discussion of the matter until the list of proposed 

working groups was available. 

Professor AUJALEU said that he had now been assured by the Secretariat that the proposed 

working groups would be similar to those established at previous sessions. His doubts on the 

subject had thus been dispelled. The matter could be discussed again when the time came to set 

up the groups, at which point the situation would have become clearer. 

Sir Harold WALTER said that the Chairman and Secretariat could rest assured that their 

loyalty, service and cooperation had never been in doubt. He questioned, however, whether the 

Board could legally delegate its authority to working groups for specific questions with which 

it was itself called upon to deal under the Constitution. The working groups would discuss 

the questions, report on them to the Board, and then inevitably the Board would discuss them 

again, thus duplicating work in an attempt to simplify it. 
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The best course might be to proceed with the agenda in the order in which it appeared. 

He failed to understand why such priority and emphasis were being given to iterns which had been 

placed well down on the agenda. 

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

(Resolutions EB53.R2 and EB54.R7; Documents EB53/SR/I Rev.1, pages 6-8, and EB55/2) 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL, introducing the report (document EB55/2), said that Part I 

listed all appointments to expert advisory panels made since 1 May 1974. Part II included a 

summary, by WHO Region, of all changes in the membership of the panels since the Board's last 

session. The names of experts invited to participate in meetings convened since 1 May 1974, 

namely, the sixteenth session of the Advisory Committee on Medical Research (ACMR), eight 

expert committees and four joint expert committees, appeared in an annex. 

There was no change in the number of panels, which totalled 44, excluding the ACMR. 

Since the publication of the report, the title of the Panel on Professional and Technical 

Education of Medical and Auxiliary Personnel had been changed to "Panel on Health Manpower". 

The panel would now cover additional aspects, including planning, production and monitoring. 

The number of experts appointed to panels at 31 December 1973 had been 2725 and at the 

end of 1974, 2684, a decrease of 41 members. A total of 140 new appointments and four rein-

statements had been made and 185 members had left; 77 members had not been reappointed, 19 had 

been suspended, 16 had resigned and there had been 35 reported deaths. Most of the deletions, 

34 and 106 respectively, had been in the Region of the Americas and in the European Region, 

including 74 concluded appointments. 

During 1974 there had been 13 meetings of expert or joint expert committees, one session 

of the ACMR and one session of the Committee on International Surveillance of Communicable 

Diseases. Invitations had been issued to 144 panel members drawn from 28 panels and 42 

different countries, although 11 had been unable to attend. 

In conformity with resolution EB37.R2, the Director-General had in 1974 extended the 

appointments of 180 experts for periods of two years and had terminated those of 77 experts of 

65 years of age or over. 

Document ЕВ5б/з, which had been listed in the provisional agenda, was to be a special 

report on the expert advisory panels. The work, which required in-depth study, was continuing. 

The Director-General considered that the report should be prepared in the light of the extensive 

discussions that had taken place at the fifty-third and fifty-fourth sessions of the Board and 

which might be continued at the current session. 

In reply to a question by Dr VENEDIKTOV, the DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL explained that the 

document in question was being prepared in response to requests made at the previous two sessions 

of the Board. Most of the necessary information was in the computers but it was desired to 

obtain as much further information as possible at the present session so that the in-depth study 

could go ahead. It was hoped that the report would be ready for the Board's next session. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV said that it would be useful to know what data would appear in the report 

with a view to avoiding repetition of earlier discussions as to what might be included in it. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that concern had been expressed at previous Board sessions 

regarding the utilization of the various panels. The Board had wished to have a better idea 

of the steps taken by the Secretariat to contact and mobilize the expertise available in them. 

Studies had shown that there were wide divergences in the way in which the expertise in the 

various panels was mobilized, some of the panels having come into being early in the 

Organization's existence and others being more up-to-date and dynamic. An effort had been made 

to draw up a document that would enable the Board to discuss whether the Secretariat was 
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mobilizing the expertise to WHO'S best advantage or whether there were new ways in which the 

expert panels could be used. He had concluded that the draft document would not facilitate 

such a discussion at the current session and that further work was required on it. He therefore 

suggested that the matter should be taken up by the Board at its next session. 

Professor TIGYI noted that only about 5% of the total number of experts on the panels had 

been invited to attend meetings in 1974. There must be many ways, such as reporting and 

advising, in which the experience of the experts could be utilized. He would be glad to receive 

more information on the subject. 

The CHAIRMAN assumed that the report being prepared for the following session of the Board 

would contain information on the point raised by Professor Tigyi. He suggested that 

consideration of methods of utilizing the panels be held over until that time. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL confirmed that full information would be given in the report, although 

he was of course prepared to provide any further details that might be required at the present 

stage. Some panels were totally identified with a specific programme activity, whereas others 

were less directly connected with ongoing WHO projects but their members were supplied with 

information on their subject periodically by the Organization. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV agreed that it would be desirable to defer consideration of the report until 

the following session. The document should represent a landmark in WHO'S utilization of the 

expert panels, which constituted one of its most valuable working tools. 

He hoped that that report would cover certain important points. The first was the 

selection of members of expert panels, since there was an obvious need to ensure that they 

retained a dynamic character, were representative of different regions and countries, and included 

young experts. Secondly, it was also essential to consider ways in which the full benefit of 

the expertise available through the panels could be derived； since, clearly, only relatively 

few experts could participate in meetings, it might be possible for the remaining members to 

contribute by sending the Organization written information on particular questions referred to 

them for study. Thirdly, the reports of expert committees should be published as soon as 

possible after their meetings, and should be submitted without delay to the session of the 

Executive Board immediately following the expert committee meeting. In addition, the reports 

should be published just as they had been adopted, without further editing or other changes. 

Lastly, there should be a periodical evaluation of the panels, which might be reviewed every 

four or five years with regard to their composition, effectiveness, and field of interest. 

Professor AUJALEU, speaking from his own experience as a member of an expert panel, said 

that while he had not served as a member of an expert committee for a number of years, he had 

frequently been asked for his written opinion and advice. He was sure that that was also the 

case where other members were concerned. 

The CHAIRMAN confirmed those remarks. Indeed, the procedure for written consultation was 

mentioned at the time of the appointment of expert panel members. 

Professor SULIANTI SAROSO said that the report to be presented at the Board's next session 

should contain a full explanation of the method of recruitment of experts for the panels. She 

agreed with Dr Venediktov as to the need for an injection of dynamic and young expertise. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the points made by members of the Board would be fully taken into 

account in the report being prepared for submission to the following session, at which time 

there would be opportunity for full consideration of the question. 
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Dr LEKIE, Rapporteur, read out the following draft resolution： 

The Executive Board 

NOTES the report of the Director-General on appointments to expert advisory panels 
and committees. 

Decision： The resolution was adopted. 

7 . REPORT ON EXPERT COMMITTEE MEETINGS : Item 2.2 of the Agenda (Document EB55/4) 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL introduced the report of the Director-General (document EB55/4), 

which summarized the reports of nine expert committee meetings published in English and French 

during the period since the fifty-fourth session of the Executive Board• 

Professor AUJALEU commended the reports, which in general were excellent• However, it 

would be desirable in future if the various reports could be given more specific titles so 

that their content could be grasped more clearly at first sight. Moreover, it might be 

desirable to limit somewhat the scope of the issues considered by certain expert committee 

meetings, which appeared unduly broad, so as to ensure a thorough study of particular problems• 

He regretted that the summaries provided under each of the nine headings in document 

EB55/4 did not include any critical appreciation by the Secretariat, which might not in all 

cases concur with the findings of the expert committees. He would defer his specific comments 

until the reports were considered individually. 

Professor KOSTRZEWSKI noted that three reports on food hygiene had been submitted by 

joint FAO/WHO meetings - on fish and shellfish hygiene, pesticide residues in food, and 

toxicological evaluation of certain food additives - and welcomed the increasing activity in 

that important subject• 

However, he suggested that the Director-General
1

 s report on the item to future sessions 

should provide background information by indicating what had been covered in the vast field 

of food hygiene in the past, and what topics would be tackled by expert committees in that 

field in the future. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV agreed with Professor Aujaleu that it would be valuable for the Director-

General 's report to show the implications for the Secretariat of the recommendations arrived 

at by expert committees, and whether or not the Secretariat agreed with the findings. He 

also agreed that it would be useful to add specific subtitles to the reports. 

The delay in the examination of the report on fish and shellfish hygiene, which had been 

adopted in September 1973, seemed too long. It was stated in the report that the use of 

antibiotics was not to be recommended in fish conservation. He suggested further study of 

the role of antibiotics in the conservation of fish products, contamination by heavy metals, 

and the use of ionizing radiation in preserving sea products. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL expressed his readiness, if the Board so requested, to include a 

critical appreciation by the Secretariat in the general document reporting on expert committee 

meetings. There were, of course, technical members of the Secretariat involved in the expert 

committee meetings at which a consensus was reached representing the committees' recommendations. 

A critical analysis by the Secretariat at a later stage, outside the narrow confines of a 

technical body, could be carried out if acceptable in the order of priorities of the 

Organization's w o r k . If the Secretariat had any particular points to which it would like 

to call attention, it would, with the Board's permission, endeavour to raise them. 



Professor AUJALEU said that his concern was that if criticisms were not expressed, the 

Board could later be confronted with a programme because the experts had recommended it. The 

expert committees were made up of specialists who did not take into account broader considera-

tions or WHO's general activities. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Board should examine the report of each expert committee 

separately. 

Fish and Shellfish Hygiene - Report of a WHO Expert Committee convened in cooperation with 

FAQ (Technical Report Series N o , 550) 

The CHAIRMAN said that the points made by Dr Venediktov in respect of the report had been 

duly noted. 

WHO Expert Committee on Drug Dependence ~ Twentieth Report (Technical Report Series N o . 551) 

Dr SAUTER said that, while the report contained much important material, he was disappointed 

by the way in which dependence on tobacco had been dealt with. For instance, it was stated 

on page 15, quoting an earlier technical report, that tobacco produced relatively few dis-

turbances in mood, thinking and behaviour. In the light of current knowledge of the subject, 

it would be better to state that tobacco dependence had not been considered, rather than repeat 

an outdated statement which, in effect, minimized the risks of dependence on tobacco. 

Dr EHRLICH considered that in many ways the report constituted an important first step 

towards future action in the prevention of drug dependence. It was essential that experts 

should investigate in depth what had been achieved so far by preventive measures with a view 

to establishing what work should be undertaken in that sphere. 

Health Aspects of Environmental Pollution Control； Planning and Implementation of National 

Programmes - Report of a WHO Expert Committee (Technical Report Series N o . 554) 

Professor AUJALEU welcomed the fact that the Expert Committee had warned against the 

adoption of extreme attitudes, including any exaggeration of the hazards of environmental 

pollution. Ill-informed public opinion had caused problems in a number of countries, for 

example over the building of nuclear power stations or pollution from particular enterprises• 

The report réflected a desirable spirit of moderation. 

Professor TIGYI, commending the report, referred in particular to the expert committee's 

findings on support programmes in research (section 7.2), which mentioned, inter alia, the need 

for examination of any conflicting results and gaps in knowledge with a view to identifying 

further research needs. He stressed the importance of linking such research with basic 

research already undertaken since, as the report pointed out, some past findings had not been 

established on an entirely satisfactory basis. 

Dr GARCIA emphasized the need for planning in hydroelectric, irrigation and similar infra-

structural projects in the developing countries to take full account of health protection of 

the human resources involved. Such projects often resulted in the introduction of diseases 

to new areas or the recrudescence of endemic diseases. That was true not only at the national 

level but also in international projects, when combined action by neighbouring countries was 

often complicated by questions of national sovereignty. 

Professor von MANGER-KOENIG welcomed the efforts being made by WHO to strengthen environ-

mental protection and to improve the management of activities in that field through a wide 

range of new concepts• The report, by furnishing a variety of practical examples, should 

provide valuable guidelines for day-to-day work relating to the problems involved• 
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Professor SULIANTI SAROSO said that WHO had a most useful role to play in assisting the 

developing countries, which were now being faced with pollution problems associated with 

economic development, to establish pollution standards directly relating to their geographical 

and climatic conditions; existing data referred mainly to conditions prevailing in Europe 

and North America. 

Professor KOSTRZEWSKI welcomed the excellent report. In respect of research and inter-

national collaboration, he stressed the importance of devising an adequate methodology for the 

study of environmental factors as a whole• Much had been done already in that complex field, 

but there was still a need for much more information. 

The meeting rose at 12.40 p.m. 


