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THIRD MEETING 

Friday, 26 May 1978, at 14h30 

Chairman : Professor J. J. A. REID 

1. SELECTION OF A SUBJECT FOR THE TECHNICAL DISCUSSIONS AT THE THIRTY-THIRD WORLD 
HEALTH ASSEMBLY: Item 9.2 of the Agenda (Resolution WHAIO.33, para. (3); 

Document EB62/5) (continued) 

Dr BARAKAMFITIYE said that, although he would support the decision taken by the Board on 
the selection of a subject for the Technical Discussions at the Thirty-third World Health 
Assembly for reasons of solidarity, he was somewhat concerned that a topic of such magnitude 
as that of clean water and adequate sanitation would not be receiving sufficient attention. 
The Technical Discussions were particularly valuable as they permitted a thorough study of the 
subject and were attended by all participants at the Health Assembly and not merely by members 
of one or other, of.the main committees. He wondered accordingly whether the third subject 
suggested in document EB62/5 should not be discussed at the Thirty-fourth World Health Assembly. 
After all, clean water and adequate sanitation were fundamental issues which should be stressed 
by WHO and which constituted a condition sine qua noil of "Health for all by the year 2000". 

Professor BEN HAMIDA associated himself with that expression of concern. While he did not 
of course question the principle of the vote, it did not seem entirely satisfactory for such 
an important decision to have been arrived at by such a small majority. 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the Board would have an opportunity at its sixty-third 

session to consider the agenda of the Thirty-third World Health Assembly, and the close division 

on the selection of the subject of the Technical Discussions would no doubt be borne in mind at 

that juncture. However, it was not possible now to administrate any decision for the Technical 

Discussions at the Thirty-fourth World Health Assembly. 

2. ORGANIZATION OF WORK (continued) 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL, replying to a point made by Dr Venediktov at the previous 

meeting with regard to the adoption of resolutions on the reports of expert committee meetings, 

drew attention to resolution WHA30.50, operative paragraph 2(1), in which it had been decided 

that the adoption by the Health Assembly and the Board of resolutions relating to certain 

reports, elections, etc., should be discontinued and replaced by "decisions" recorded in the 

Official Records under a collective heading. That had been done by the Executive Board at its 

sixtieth session in respect of the report on expert committee meetings (Official Records No. 242, 

page 10). 

Dr VENEDIKTOV said that he was satisfied with that explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN recalled that Dr Venediktov had made a suggestion at the previous meeting to 

defer consideration of certain agenda items until the Board's session in January. Items 11 and 

12， which were items of substance, could be deferred until the sixty-third session if the Board 

thought that appropriate; moreover, additional information on those items might be available 

by then. The essential was to ensure that there was adequate time for full discussions on the 

items. He recalled the suggestion that a small group of members of the Board might meet before 

the January session to crystallize the main points. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV supported that suggestion. The Programme Committee, or any working group 

set up by the Board, could undertake such a study. The documentation on those two items was 

of great interest and could receive thorough study before the Board's session. 
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The CHAIRMAN assumed that there was general agreement to defer consideration of agenda 

items 11 (Voluntary Fund for Health Promotion) and 12 (Report of the Joint Inspection Unit) 

until the sixty-third session, and to request the Programme Committee in the meantime to 

consider the desirability of setting up a small working group which would undertake preliminary 

discussions• 

It was so decided. 

3. CONFIRMATION OF AMENDMENTS TO THE STAFF RULES: Item 13 of the Agenda (Documents 

EB62/9 and EB62/1NF.DOC./N0. 1 

The CHAIRMAN noted that the Board would be taking into account, in its consideration of 

that item, the statement made by the Chairman of the Staff Association. 

Mr FURTH (Assistant Director-General) said that item 13 had arisen because of the 

necessity to amend certain of WHO
f

 s Staff Rules to confirm the decisions taken by the United 

Nations General Assembly on the basis of recommendations of the International Civil Service 

Commission, decisions that affected certain conditions of employment of staff and thus the 

Staff Rules governing those conditions. Under Staff Regulation 3.2 the Director-General was 

normally expected to follow basically the scales of salaries and allowances of the United 

Nations in determining salaries and conditions of service of WHO staff. The changes referred 

to in documents EB62/9 and EB62/1NF.DOC./N0. 1, and which were submitted for the Board
1

s 

confirmation, were the same provisions as those that would be submitted to the governing bodies 

of each of the specialized agencies in the common system for adoption effective 1 July 1978. 

The full texts of the amended Rules were set out in the information document; the report by 

the Director-General explained the changes relating to the operation of the post adjustment 

system for professional staff. 

He explained the system of post adjustments, which measured cost-of-living differences 

and exchange rate variations in the different duty stations and fixed a differential in order 

to maintain equality of purchasing power for professional staff, regardless of the part of 

the world to which they might be assigned. The International Civil Service Commission had 

recommended a minor refinement in the operation of the system, to which the Director-General 

and the other executive heads had expressed their opposition. However, the General Assembly 

had approved that refinement in resolution 32/300
о
 Stated simply, the changes in classes of 

post adjustment would now be based 011 a 5% movement of the cost-of-living index instead of on 

a movement of five points as hitherto. The primary impact of that refinement would be that 

the changes from one class to another at high-cost duty stations would take longer to occur 

but that, when they did, the dollar amount of each class would be larger. The budgetary 

impact was not expected to be of any consequence. 

The Director-General, although agreeing with the conclusions of his colleagues on the 

Administrative Committee on Coordination that the change would have a number of drawbacks, had 

nevertheless felt that he should accept the new system in order to maintain WHO within the 

common system. 

Those changes, which did not increase the emoluments of any staff, would be applied also 

in the normal way to ungraded staff. 

The CHAIRMAN drew the Board
1

s attention to the draft resolution confirming the changes 

to the Staff Rules contained at the end of the Director-General
1

 s report. 

Decision : The resolution was adopted. 

1

 Resolution EB62.R2. 
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4. DATE, PLACE AND DURATION OF THE THIRTY-SECOND WORLD HEALTH ASSEMBLY： Item 15 of the 
Agenda (Articles 14 and 15 of the Constitution； Official Records No. 242, decision (xi)) 

Mr FURTH (Assistant Director-General), introducing the item, recalled that the Thirty-first 

World Health Assembly had decided that the Thirty-second World Health Assembly would be held in 

Switzerland in 1979. It was for the Executive Board to determine the specific place and the 

date of the opening of that Assembly. The Director-General suggested that the place should be 

the Palais des Nations in Geneva, and that, in accordance with resolution WHA28.69 on method 

of work of the World Health Assembly, the date of the opening should be Monday, 7 May 1979. 

The Thirtieth World Health Assembly had requested the Executive Board, in determining the 
date and place of sessions of the Health Assembly, to fix also the duration of each session. 
It had been on the basis of that decision that the sixty-first session of the Board had fixed 
the duration of the Health Assembly which had just ended. 

He called the Board
1

s attention to the very clear financial considerations which made it 
desirable for the Executive Board to fix the duration of the ensuing Health Assembly at its 
May rather than at its January session; they related to the savings which could be realized if 
the contracts for freelance interpreters engaged for the Health Assembly could be issued for 
the specific period fixed for the Assembly's duration. In order to obtain the required 
interpreters, those contracts had to be established as early as in the autumn preceding the 
Health Assembly; if the duration of the Assembly had not been fixed, interpreters had to be 
given contracts for at least three weeks. For instance, had the duration of the Thirty-first 
World Health Assembly been fixed by the Board in May 1977 instead of in January 1978, savings 
of between $ 30 000 and $ 40 000 could have been realized. The Board might therefore wish to 
consider fixing not only the date and place but also the duration of the Thirty-second World 
Health Assembly at its present session. 

The Board would recall the decision of its sixty-first session that the closure of the 
Thirty-first World Health Assembly should be not later than Wednesday of the third week. That 
decision had been taken in the expectation that both the Health Assembly and the present session 
of the Board could complete consideration of their agendas within a total period of three 
weeks - instead of holding the Board session, as in the past, in the fourth week after the 
commencement of the Health Assembly. In the light of the experience of the recent Health 
Assembly, the Board might wish to consider the possibility of the closure of the Thirty-second 
World Health Assembly being no later than Wednesday, 23 May 1979. Thus, the Thirty-second 
World Health Assembly would last 16-l/2 calendar days. 

Professor AUJALEU pointed out that the Thirty-second World Health Assembly would be 

required to consider the biennial budget of the Organization, which was no mean task. Did 

the Board think that the suggested duration would allow adequate time for that, particularly 

in view of the pressure of work of the session just completed? 

Dr ABDULHADI thought it difficult to fix the duration of the next Health Assembly without 、 
some knowledge of what would be on the agenda. He accordingly suggested that the question of 
the duration should be considered by the Board at the same time as that of the agenda for the 
Health Assembly. While he appreciated the financial implications of the proposal made, 
economies should not be sought without due regard for the consequences - otherwise the Health 
Assembly might lose in terms of effective action what it saved in respect of salaries. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV said that he was in full agreement with the two previous speakers. He 
believed that the question of duration should be considered at the January session, but without 
necessarily binding the Health Assembly. It should be borne in mind that the Health Assembly 
had virtually doubled in membership whereas the duration of sessions had remained static. 

Dr VIOLAKI-PARASKEVA also thought that it would be premature to calculate the duration of 

the session. It might be helpful to have some information of the length of recent Health 

Assemblies. 
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Mr FURTH said that the average duration of sessions over the past seven years had been 

17 days. 

Dr SEBINA thought that the opening date could be fixed but that the question of duration 

should be postponed until the Board
1

s January session. 

Professor BEN HAMIDA felt that certain other factors required to be taken into account, 

notably the implications for national budgets of delegations attending over a longer period. 

It would seem desirable to adopt measures to expedite the proceedings of the Health Assembly, 

e.g. by reducing the length of interventions. 

z 
Dr ALVAREZ GUTIERREZ suggested that, since the Programme Committee was due to meet in the 

autumn, the Board could possibly delegate to it a decision on that point and ratify the 

decision once the agenda of the Health Assembly had been considered. 

Mr FURTH said that that suggestion would not really meet the difficulty, since the 

contracts for interpreters would have to be established before the meeting of the Programme 

Committee, which would not take place before November. 

一 , 
Dr KLIVAROVA supported the view that it was too soon to fix the duration of the Health 

Assembly before its agenda had been considered. The heavy workload at the recent Assembly 
might even imply a duration of three full weeks for the Thirty-second World Health Assembly, 
since it would have to consider the programme budget. Furthermore, she wondered whether the 
additional payment presumably due to interpreters for working at night meetings and on 
Saturdays might not offset any savings effected. 

Mr FURTH explained that no extra payment of interpreters was involved in respect of night 
meetings and Saturdays: the situation was met by rescheduling their hours of work. Of course, 
an economy in rent for accommodation in the Palais des Nations would result from a shorter 
session. 

The CHAIRMAN believed that the discussion had shown that a majority of members were 
doubtful as to whether the Thirty-second World Health Assembly could complete its session by the 
Wednesday of the third week. A compromise solution would be to decide that the session should 
not continue later than the end of the third week. That would imply that the Executive Board 
might have to meet in the fourth week. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV thought that proposal was sound. As for the duration of past sessions, 

he pointed out that a better basis for calculation would be hours of work rather than the number 

of days, in view of night meetings and Saturday meetings. 

Dr VALLE associated himself with the points made by previous speakers. In his own 
experience, discussions became less productive after late afternoon. Surely, the essential 
question was to ensure effective participation by delegations within their capacities without 
unduly arduous hours. 

Decision: It was agreed that the Thirty-second World Health Assembly should be held in 
the Palais des Nations in Geneva, opening on Monday, 7 May 1979， and closing not later 
than Friday, 25 May 1979 ； and that the Board would have the opportunity of reverting to 
the matter of duration when it came to consider the agenda of the Thirty-second World 
Health Assembly at its sixty-third session. 
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5. DATE AND PLACE OF THE SIXTY-THIRD SESSION OF THE EXECUTIVE BOARD: Item 16 of the Agenda 

Mr FURTH (Assistant Director-General) recalled that at its fifty-sixth session (June 1975) 

the Board had adopted resolution EB56.R14, providing for its fifty-seventh session to be 

convened on Wednesday, 14 January 1976. The decision to start the session in the middle of the 

week had been based on several considerations, including the prospect of finishing the session 

at the end of the week, thus allowing members to travel home at a week-end; and the Board's 

desire to avoid night meetings and committee meetings at inconvenient times. Since then, all 

January sessions of the Board had been convened on a Wednesday. The fifty-seventh session had 

finished on Friday, 30 January 1976, the fifty-ninth session on Friday,. 28 January 1977 and the 

sixty-first session on Thursday, 26 January 1978. The Board might wish to adopt a similar 

schedule for the sixty-third session by convening it for Wednesday, 10 January 1979. On the 

basis of past experience, it would probably end on Thursday or Friday, 25 or 26 January 1979. 

Since in resolution EB59.R8 the Executive Board had considered it desirable to continue 

holding its sessions in Geneva, it might wish to convene its next session at WHO headquarters 

in Geneva, Switzerland. 

The CHAIRMAN asked whether there was any objection to holding the session at headquarters 

in Geneva. 

Dr FRESTA said that in studying the records of previous discussions, he had been unable to 
find a valid argument as to why the January session should be held in Geneva. He agreed 
that it was logical for the May session, following as it did immediately after the Health 
Assembly, to be in Geneva； but there were many arguments for holding the January session 
elsewhere. Regional offices had made considerable investment in conference facilities, and 
it might be desirable for the Board to meet in one of those offices. 

Mr FURTH (Assistant Director-General) reminded members that, in resolution EB59.R8 

(operative paragraph 2), the Board had considered it desirable to continue to hold the sessions 

of the Executive Board in Geneva, whereas meetings of its committees and working groups might 

be held in regional offices. The rationale had been two-fold s first, the additional cost -

the total additional cost of holding a session of the Board, for example, in the Regional 

Office for Africa, would be $ 650 000 - $ 700 000 at 1976 prices; secondly, no regional office 

had sufficient office space or interpretation facilities for the additional staff required to 

give services in six languages. 

Dr FRESTA asked for how many languages simultaneous interpretation facilities were 

available at meetings of regional committees. 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that interpretation could be required in a maximum of 

four languages, in practice usually only in two or three. 

Decision; It was agreed that the sixty-third session of the Executive Board should be 

held at WHO headquarters, Geneva, Switzerland and should be convened for Wednesday, 

10 January 1979. 

6. CLOSURE OF THE SESSION: Item 17 of the Agenda 

The CHAIRMAN thanked members of the Board for their cooperation and declared the session 

closed. 

The meeting rose at 15h35 

•к -к -k 


