
EB79/SR/22 

23 January 1987 

EXECUTIVE BOARD 

Seventy-ninth Session 

PROVISIONAL SUMMARY RECORD OF THE TWENTY-SECOND MEETING 

WHO Headquarters, Geneva 

Friday, 23 January 1987, at 14h30 

CHAIRMAN: Dr Uthai SUDSUKH 

C O N T E N T S . ¿ 

1. Collaboration within the United Nations system (continued) 

Report of the International Civil Service Commission 2 

2. Collaboration with nongovernmental organizations 

Working principles governing the admission of nongovernmental organizations 
into official relations with WHO 2 

Applications of nongovernmental organizations for admission into official 

relations with WHO 3 

Review of nongovernmental organizations in official relations with WHO 5 

3. Collaboration within the United Nations system (resumed) 

Codex Alimentarius Commission (continued) 7 

4. Appointment of the Committee of the Executive Board to Consider Certain Financial 

Matters Prior to the Health Assembly 8 

5. Provisional agenda for and duration of the Fortieth World Health Assembly 9 

6. Date and place of the eightieth session of the Executive Board 10 
7. Closure of the session 10 

Note 

This summary record is provisional only. The summaries of statements have not yet 
been approved by the speakers, and the text should not be quoted. 

Corrections for inclusion in the final version should be handed in to the Conference 
Officer or sent to the Records Service (Room 4013, WHO headquarters), in writing, before 
the end of the session. Alternatively, they may be forwarded to Chief, Office of 
Publications, World Health Organization, 1211 Geneva 27, Switzerland, before 6 March 1987. 

The final text will appear subsequently in Executive Board, Seventy-ninth session: 

Summary records (document EB79/1987/REC/2). 



EB79/SR/22 
page 2 

TWENTY-SECOND MEETING 

Friday, 23 January 1987, at 14h30 

Chairman： Dr Uthai SUDSUKH 

1. COLLABORATION WITHIN THE UNITED NATIONS SYSTEM： Item 20 of the Agenda (continued) 

Report of the International Civil Service Commission： Item 20.5 of the Agenda (Document 

EB79/35) 

Mr FURTH (Assistant Director-General), introducing the twelfth annual report of the 
International Civil Service Commission (ICSC), submitted to the Board with document EB79/35, 
recalled that, under Article 17 of its Statute, the Commission was required to submit an 
annual report to the Board. 

He pointed out that matters involving ICSC and which affected entitlements of staff had 

been dealt with in a separate document, and had been considered by the Board under agenda 

item 15 - Confirmation of amendments to the Staff Rules. 

The Board
1

s attention was drawn to the summary of the Commission's recommendations found 
oil pages ix - xiii of the report, which were addressed to the General Assembly and the 
legislative organs of the other participating organizations. They were listed in section 3 
of the document. The Commission had consulted fully with both the administrations and the 
staff oil those subjects. 

The Board was asked to take note of the report. 

Decision: The Executive Board took note of the twelfth annual report of the 
International Civil Service Commission, submitted in accordance with Article 17 of the 
Commission's Statute.1 

2. COLLABORATION WITH NONGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS: Item 21 of the Agenda 

Working principles governing the admission of nongovernmental organizations into official 

relations with WHO: Item 21.1 of the Agenda (Document EB79/36 and EB79/36 Corr.l (French 

only)) 

Dr GRECH, Chairman of the Standing Committee on Nongovernmental Organizations, said that 
in its discussion of the subject (paragraphs 1-7 of document EB79/36) the Standing Committee 
had considered the report (document EB79/NGO/WP/1) that continued the review of the Working 
Principles which the Board had commenced in January 1986, and in response to its decision 
EB77(8) taken at that time. The report covered the experience in using the Working 
Principles oil a trial basis at global level, and the discussions in regional committees, 
particularly with respect to Section 5 of the Principles, dealing with relations with 
nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) at the regional and national levels. 

The revised Principles were contained in the Annex to document EB79/36. The Standing 
Committee had noted that experience in using them at the global level was satisfactory, and 
only a few editorial improvements to the text had been made in order to reflect more clearly 
the distinction between working relations, which were informal, and official relations, which 
were formal. With regard to Section 5, Regional Directors and their representatives had 
explained further to the Standing Committee the point which had been made in regional 
committees with regard to the need to enter into consultations with governments with respect 
to working relations between WHO and national NGOs. The Standing Committee had consequently 
made appropriate adjustments to the text of Section 5 and had added ail explanatory footnote 
relating to the constitutional requirement for consultation with governments. Finally, since 
the revised Principles reflected the overall aspects of WHO relations with NGOs and did not 
confine themselves to admission into official relations, the Standing Committee had 

1 Decision EB79(12). 
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recommended to the Board the new title of "Principles governing relations between the World 
Health Organization and Nongovernmental Organizations"• Therefore, in addition to 
recommending for the consideration of the Board the revised text of the Principles, annexed 
to document EB79/36, the Standing Committee was recommending the course of action foreseen in 
decision EB77(8), namely, transmission of the revised Principles for the approval of the 
Fortieth World Health Assembly in May 1987. 

A draft resolution, contained in paragraph 14(a) of the document, was proposed to the 

Board. 

Dr HYZLER (alternate to Sir John Reid), requesting clarification about official 
relations with nongovernmental organizations, said, first, that he understood the basic 
principle to be that when working relations were established between the Organization and an 
institution or nongovernmental organization and were on the point of becoming official, it 
was then that the Organization would consult the government of the Member State concerned. 
Taking into account sections 5.1, 5.2 and 5.3 of the Principles, he asked whether that 
assumption was correct. Secondly, when the Organization had recognized an international 
nongovernmental organization and given it full official status, it was accepted that national 
bodies affiliated to that international nongovernmental organization were included as having 
official relations with the Organization. He asked whether new bodies, subsequently becoming 
affiliated to the international nongovernmental organization, also automatically entered into 
official relations with the Organization or whether they had to wait until the status of the 
international nongovernmental organization was reviewed before official relations could be 
confirmed. 

Dr GRECH (Chairman of the Standing Committee on Nongovernmental Organizations), replying 
to Dr Hyzler

1

s first request, referred to the explanatory footnote to section 5 of the 
revised Principles in the Annex to document EB79/36, which confirmed that consultation would 
take place. 

Mr DEVLIN (Office of the Legal Counsel), in response to Dr Hyzler
1

 s second question, 
said that the substance of section 5.1 of the original Working Principles had been adopted at 
the Third World Health Assembly, National organizations affiliated to an international 
nongovernmental organization which were, by definition, in official relations with the 
Organization included those which subsequently became affiliated. However, the situation 
could be changed during the subsequent review and the Organization could, if it felt it was 
appropriate, make it known that the activities of a national organization were incompatible 
with WHO objectives and reconsider the whole question of official relations between the 
Organization and the international nongovernmental organization concerned. Should the 
Executive Board wish to recommend that a nongovernmental organization becoming affiliated to 
an international nongovernmental organization subsequent to the latter entering into offical 
relations with the Organization should not be recognized as having official relations until 
the next review, a specific statement to that effect should be added to the relevant section 
of the Principles. 

Dr HYZLER (alternate to Sir John Reid), thanking Mr Devlin for his explanation, said 
that any further questions he might have concerning the exact legal position would be raised 
on another occasion 

The resolution was adopted,工 

Application of nongovernmental organizations for admission into official relations with WHO: 
Item 21.2 of the Agenda (Documents EB79/36 and EB79/36 Corr.l (French o n l y ) ) ~ “ 

Dr GRECH, Chairman of the Standing Committee on Nongovernmental Organizations, referring 
to paragraph 8 of document EB79/36, said that the Standing Committee had considered six 
applications which had been reviewed by the Secretariat, to ensure that they were in line 
with WHO

1

s overall policies and with the objectives of relevant WHO programmes. Following 
its discussion and after supplementary information had been provided by the designated 
technical officers working with the NGOs, the Standing Committee had decided to recommend to 
the Board the admission of the six NGOs into official relations with WHO. 

1 Resolution EB79.R22. 
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The salient facts which had led the Standing Committee to that recommendation in the 
case of each NGO were recorded in paragraph 8 of document EB79/36. The NGOs recommended for 
admission into official relations were: the International Medical Society of Paraplegia; 
the World Organization of the Scout Movement ; OXFAM; the International Federation of 
Oto-rhino-laryngological Societies; the Network of Community-oriented Educational 
Institutions for Health Sciences, and the International Society of Dietetic including all 
Infant and Young Children Food Industries. 

A draft resolution was contained in paragraph 14(b) for the Board's consideration. 

Dr DE SOUZA (alternate to Mr McKay) said that he had some reservations concerning the 
application by the International Society of Dietetic including all Infant and Young Children 
Food Industries, dealt with in paragraph 8(f) of the document• Among its general objectives 
and main activities the applicant had highlighted its functions, which related to the 
development of and policies on food standards, the advice it provided on marketing and 
composition to member associations, and the information it disseminated about foods for 
special dietary uses, including infant and young child feeding. In addition, it had related 
its objectives to the activities of both the General Programme of Work and specific interests 
of WHO. The interpretation of those relationships needed rather careful study. For example, 
WHO had decided - and most nutritionists agreed - that there was 110 nutritional need for 
follow-up foods such as follow-up milks and commercially prepared weaning foods in less 
developed countries, since they were more likely to create or worsen problems of infant 
nutrition than to solve them. WHO statements on infant nutrition, supported universally by 
paediatric nutritionists, warned against the use of juices, herbal teas, etc. in infancy for 
reasons given earlier. The established practice in some parts of the world needed to be 
changed； there were few if any, situations in which the commercially produced products 
concerned could be justified on the grounds of medical need. WHO had produced for the 
Thirty-ninth World Health Assembly guidelines on physiologically-appropriate infant feeding 
methods for the main health and socioeconomic circumstances.^ No input from commercial 
interests was necessary to follow such guidelines. WHO had indicated in several instances 
that the production and promotion of appropriate educational materials to provide objective 
and consistent information on infant nutrition should not be a function of industry. 
Similarly, training in nutrition should be the responsibility of health authorities within 
governments rather than of industry. 

In his view, the Codex Alimentarius Commission was the appropriate forum for the 
contribution of industry to international consultation or debate on such matters as food 
safety, standards and composition. The stated objectives of the International Society were 
clearly in some instances at odds with those of WHO with respect to infant and young child 
nutrition. 

Dr GRECH said that he shared Dr de Souza
1

s concern. The Standing Committee had 
discussed the application and it had been decided that one of the most important aspects to 
be borne in mind when considering WHO'S relations with various bodies was whether or not 
those relations would enhance the Organization

1

s programmes and help it to fulfil its task, 
particularly in the developing world. The "pros and cons" needed to be carefully weighed and 
the Organization should be prepared to have a constructive dialogue with representatives of 
various groups and to listen to their views• It was only normal that there should have been 
conflicts and differences of opinion as to whether WHO should have a dialogue with 
representatives of industry. In the past, the question of relations with nongovernmental 
organizations connected with the pharmaceutical industry had been discussed and fears 
expressed that industry might develop too strong an influence on WHO. The Executive Board, 
the Health Assembly and the Secretariat had, however, demonstrated an ability to deal with 
both sides representing different interests. In order to fulfil its complex task, the 
Organization needed a constructive dialogue with all parties. That was crucial for health 
development. It was in that spirit that in January 1986 the Board had admitted the 
International Organization of Consumers into official relations, in addition to those 
representing industry relevant to health. 

1

 Document WHA39/1986/REC/1, Annex 6, part 2. 



EB79/SR/22 
page 3 

Dr DE SOUZA (alternate to Mr McKay), thanking Dr Grech for his explanation, said that he 
was not against constructive dialogue. In fact he considered it extremely important. He had 
some difficulties, however, particularly in the light of criterion 3.1 in the annex to the 
document, which referred to the need for the aims and activities of the nongovernmental 
organization to be free from concerns which were primarily of a commercial or profit-making 
nature. Though he fully understood the points made by Dr Grech, and his comparisons with 
another industrial organization that had previously been admitted, he had considered it fully 
appropriate to make the reservations he had raised. 

Professor MENCHACA said that he shared Dr de Souza
1

s concern. He was not convinced of 
the need to establish official relations with the nongovernmental organization concerned. 
The Board might perhaps be given some further information on which to base its decision. 
Meanwhile, it might be possible to maintain working relations and a dialogue with the 
International Society while considering whether official relations should be established. 
The situation might then be reviewed in 1988. 

Mr VOIGTLANDER (alternate to Professor Steinbach), supporting Dr Grech
1

s views, said 
that it was obvious from the list of nongovernmental organizations in official relations with 
WHO that the activities or programmes of a number of them did not always accord fully with 
WHO

1

s aims. That was natural, however, and in the case of the specific organization 
concerned, it was desirable, in view of the resolutions of the World Health Assembly and work 
on 'the Codex Alimentarius, for WHO to be in official relations with the International Society 
and maintain a constructive and permanent dialogue. 

Dr GRECH pointed out that there were already informal working relations between WHO and 
the organization concerned, as could be seen from the second paragraph of section 8(f) of 
document EB79/36. 

Dr BELSEY (Maternal and Child Health) said that the International Society had had many 
years of working relations with various technical programmes in WHO, as had been shown in the 
full documentation presented in the Standing Committee. Many of the technical questions 
raised by Dr de Souza had been taken up in the Codex Alimentarius Commission on which both 
WHO and the organization concerned were represented. Although there was no real need for 
"follow-up" foods, such foods did exist and there was therefore a need for standards to 
ensure appropriate safety. The Board might wish to request further information from the 
Secretariat. The Society's statement oil herbal teas, juices, etc. was consistent with the 
policy and programme statements of WHO, and there had been dialogue with WHO for several 
years to ensure that the members of the Society conformed to WHO'S overall policies. 

Professor MENCHACA, referring to Mr Voigtlander
f

s conunents y said that the list of 
nongovernmental organizations with which WHO already had official relations was reviewed 
periodically to consider whether such relations should continue and the Board was coming to 
it. That should not be confused with the current exercise of considering applications. He 
realized that working relations with the International Society had existed for some years and 
he had thought that they might be maintained. He continued to have reservations because he 
was not in possession of all the necessary information on which to take a decision. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Board might wish to adopt the draft resolution in document 
EB79/36, subject to the reservations expressed by Dr de Souza and Professor Menchaca. 

The resolution was adopted^ 

Review of nongovernmental organizations in official relations with WHO: Item 21.3 of the 
Agenda (Documents EB79/36 and EB79/36 Corr.l (French only)) 一 

Dr GRECH, Chairman of the Standing Committee on Nongovernmental Organizations, referring 
to paragraphs 9-13 of document EB79/36, said that： the nongovernmental organizations 
reviewed collaborated for the most part with the WHO programmes connected with mental health 

1 Resolution EB79.R22. 
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(including alcohol and drug abuse), environmental health, clinical and laboratory technology, 
essential drugs and vaccines, and drug and vaccine quality. It had been noted that many of 
those nongovernmental organizations were oriented to research or were scientific and 
contributed vital data to WHO health science and technology programmes. Their valuable 
collaboration was much appreciated. The Standing Committee had considered that special 
emphasis might be given to strengthening the collaboration in health systems research with 
those and other appropriate nongovernmental organizations in official relations. Two 
important areas mentioned were Alzheimer's disease and AIDS. 

Board members would note the reference in paragraph 10 to two organizations which had 
not responded for the current review, but with which the secretariat had already taken steps 
to stimulate collaboration. It would also be rioted in paragraph 11, that the Secretariat had 
been notified that the International Union for Child Welfare, with which official relations 
had been established in 1948, had been disbanded. In paragraphs 13(a), (b) and (c) of the 
document, the Standing Committee had indicated its recommendations to the Board with respect 
to the three NGOs identified during the Board's review in January 1986, where the Board had 
requested that efforts should be made to intensify collaboration. It was recommended to 
continue official relations with the Commonwealth Medical Association and the International 
Sociological Association until the next review date in 1989, and to request the Secretariat 
to consult the Biométrie Society concerning the appropriate type of relations with WHO, and 
report to the Board in January 1988. The Standing Committee had thus decided to recommended 
to the Board that official relations be maintained with the NGOs reviewed with the various 
provisos contained in the paragraphs referred to. 

A decision relating to the review was proposed in paragraph 14(c) of the document. 

Professor MENCHACA asked what action was normally taken in such situations as that 
described in paragraph 10 of the report, which stated that two organizations had not replied 
to the request for updated information. 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that the normal course was to investigate why the 
organization concerned had failed to respond. That was not limited to the case of 
nongovernmental organizations but extended to consultants and specialists who failed to reply 
to questions or to invitations to participate in the Organization

1

s work. Every effort was 
made to ascertain the reasons for the failure to respond, but in most cases if it persisted 
the relationship was severed. 

Dr SARTORIUS (Director, Division of Mental Health) said that since the meeting of the 
Standing Committee the Secretariat had succeeded in contacting the representatives of the two 
nongovernmental organizations mentioned in paragraph 10 and that a discussion oil what could 
be done in the future would take place. He hoped for successful results. 

Decision: The Executive Board, having considered the report of the Standing Committee 
on Nongovernmental Organizations, decided to maintain official relations with 37 
nongovernmental organizations reviewed at the current session, and expressed its 
appreciation for their valuable contribution to the work of WHO. With regard to the 
three organizations reviewed again in accordance with the request of the Board at its 
seventy-seventh session (the Biométrie Society, the Commonwealth Medical Association, 
and the International Sociological Association), the Board decided to maintain official 
relations with the two latter organizations until the next review date in 1989. It 
decided that the Biométrie Society should be consulted concerning the appropriate type 
of relations that might be established for the future and that the results should be 
reported to the eighty-first session of the Executive Board.1 

1

 Decision EB79(13). 



EB79/SR/21 
page 7 

3. COLLABORATION WITHIN THE UNITED NATIONS SYSTEM： Item 20 of the Agenda (resumed) 

Codex Alimentarius Commission; Item 20.3 of the Agenda (continued) 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to a draft resolution on the Codex Alimentarius Commission 

proposed by Dr de Souza, Dr Larivière and Professor Menchaca, which read as follows: 

The Executive Board, 

Having reviewed the report by the Director-General oil the Codex Alimentarius 

Commission； 

Recognizing the importance of the Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme and the 
role of the Codex Alimentarius Commission for the promotion of food safety and the 
facilitation of international trade; 

RECOMMENDS to the Fortieth World Health Assembly the adoption of the following 

resolution: 

The Fortieth World Health Assembly, 

Having studied the first report by the Director-General on the Codex 
Alimentarius Commission and the discussions during the Seventy-ninth Session of the 
Executive Board; 

Recognizing the role of the Joint FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme and the 
Codex Alimentarius Commission for the promotion of food safety and the facilitation 
of international trade; 

Recognizing the essential role of sufficient and safe food for health 
promotion and disease prevention; 

Aware of the benefits to all countries to be derived from the work of the 

Codex Alimentarius Commission; 

1. CALLS UPON Member States: 

(1) To participate actively, particularly their health sectors, in the work 

of the Codex Alimentarius Commission and its committees； 

(2) To make all appropriate efforts to adopt Codex standards, and to fully 
utilize the recommendations of the Commission for the promotion of food safety 
and the international food trade; 

(3) To promote active collaboration on the part of both the public and 

private sectors and nongovernmental organizations in national Codex work; 

2. REQUESTS the Director-General: 

(1) To continue to collaborate with FAO in support of the Commission; 

(2) To maintain appropriate technical and financial support of the Commission; 

(3) To collaborate with Member States in strengthening their infrastructure 
for food safety in order to facilitate the implementation of Codex standards 
and recommendations； 

3. RECOMMENDS to the Codex Alimentarius Commission: 

(1) To give priority consideration to the work of the general subject 
committees and the regional coordinating committees, which are responsible for 
food safety and consumer information; 
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(2) To encourage Member States to fully utilize and implement Codex standards 

and recommendations； 

(3) To invite Member States which have not yet joined the Commission to do so 

without delay. 

Dr DE SOUZA (alternate to Dr McKay) said that the draft resolution had been prepared 
following his suggestion to the Board at its previous meeting that it should submit a draft 
resolution on the Codex Alimentarius Commission to the Fortieth World Health Assembly at the 
same time as the Director-General

1

 s report to the Assembly on the subject. 

Dr HYZLER (alternate to Sir John Reid) said that while he had no objection to the draft 
resolution, he would have preferred the Board to have been allowed more time to consider the 
text. 

The resolution was adopted.丄 

4. APPOINTMENT OF THE COMMITTEE OF THE EXECUTIVE BOARD TO CONSIDER CERTAIN FINANCIAL 

MATTERS PRIOR TO THE HEALTH ASSEMBLY： Item 23 of the Agenda (Document EB79/37) 

Mr FURTH (Assistant Director-General), introducing the item, stated that Article 34 of 
the Constitution and Article 12.9 of the Financial Regulations required that the Board 
receive, review and transmit to the Health Assembly, with any comments deemed necessary, the 
financial reports of the Organization. 

As the interim financial report for the year 1986 would be finalized only in March of 
the current year, and the Board would not normally be meeting again prior to the Health 
Assembly, in conformity with past practice the Board could comply with those statutory 
requirements by designating a committee of four members to consider and review those reports 
on behalf of the Board immediately before the Health Assembly session, and to report thereon 
to the Health Assembly. In the past the Committee had been composed of the four 
representatives of the Executive Board at the Health Assembly, one of whom was, of course, 
the Chairman of the Board. 

Should the Board wish to continue that practice, a draft resolution was contained in 
paragraph 3 of document EB79/37. That draft resolution could be completed by including in 
operative paragraph 1 the names of the four members, together with any additional subjects 
the Board might wish to have considered on its behalf. Two such subjects were already 
included in the draft resolution: review of the Director-General's interim financial report 
for 1986, and Members in arrears in the payment of their contributions to an extent which may 
invoke the provisions of Article 7 of the Constitution. 

The suggested resolution also included a provision for replacement of any of the 
designated members who were unable to serve. Any member of the Board who wished to do so 
might attend the meeting of the Committee as an observer at his own expense. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Board should adopt the draft resolution with the 
inclusion of the names of Dr Ayoub, Professor Forgács, Dr Koinange and Dr Sudsukh. 

The resolution, as thus completed, was adopted.2 

Professor GIRARD asked the Secretariat to notify all Board members in due course of the 

date and place of the meeting in order to enable any member of the Board who wished to do so 

to attend the committee as an observer. 

1

 Resolution EB79.R24, 
2

 Resolution EB79.R25. 
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Mr FURTH (Assistant Director-General) said the Committee would meet at 9h30 on Monday, 
4 May 1987, at the Palais des Nations in Geneva. As a matter of course, the financial report 
would be sent in advance to all Member States, but the rest of the documentation for the 
Committee would probably have to be distributed at the meeting. He asked any Board member 
intending to attend the Committee as an observer to notify the Secretariat of that fact in 
advance so that appropriate arrangements for their attendance could be made. It would be 
impractical to send all documentât ion to all Board members, as past experience had shown that 
only a few attended the meeting as observers. 

5. PROVISIONAL AGENDA FOR AND DURATION OF THE FORTIETH WORLD HEALTH ASSEMBLY： Item 24 of 

the Agenda (Documents EB79/38 and EB79/INF.DOC./4) 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that, in accordance with Rule 4 of the Rules of 
Procedure of the Health Assembly, the Director-General had submitted in document EB79/38 
proposals for the provisional agenda of the Fortieth World Health Assembly. The resolutions 
and decisions adopted by the Executive Board at its present session would be reflected in the 
provisional agenda of the Fortieth World Health Assembly as presented in document EB79/38 by 
the addition of appropriate references under the relevant agenda items. A sub-item "Codex 
Alimentarius Commission" would have to be added under item 32 following the Board's adoption 
of its resolution on the subject. 

At a previous session the Executive Board had recommended that at its January session, 
when considering the provisional agenda of the next Health Assembly, it should, on the basis 
of suggestions by the Director-General, decide on issues which it wished to see highlighted 
in the debate on the reports of the Executive Board and the Director-General• The 
Director-General suggested that delegates addressing the plenary session should give special 
attention to worldwide cooperation among Member States to ensure the attainment of health for 
all by the year 2000. If the Board agreed with that suggestion, the Director-General would 
transmit it to Member States in his letter of convocation and would invite delegations to 
focus on that issue in their statements to be delivered in plenary at the forthcoming Health 
Assembly. 

At its seventy-eighth session, in May 1986, the Executive Board had decided that the 
Fortieth World Health Assembly should be held at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, opening at 
noon on Monday, 4 May 1987. In a resolution adopted at the present session, the Board had 
decided to propose to the Fortieth World Health Assembly that the duration of all future 
Health Assemblies should be not more than two weeks. The Board might therefore wish to 
consider fixing the closing meeting of the Fortieth World Health Assembly for Saturday, 
16 May 1987, at the latest. 

In resolution WHA32.36 the Executive Board was requested to "fix a preliminary daily 
timetable for the Health Assembly's consideration of its agenda". To assist the Board in 
that task a draft preliminary daily timetable for the Fortieth World Health Assembly had been 
drawn up (document EB79/INF.DOC./4). 

Professor GIRARD proposed that for practical reasons it would be wise for the Board to 
request the Secretariat to make provision in the timetable for an opportunity to hold one or 
two night meetings a week during the Health Assembly. Furthermore, advance notice of such 
meetings would be useful to those planning social events to take place during the evenings of 
the Assembly session. 

Professor MENCHACA said he doubted whether the Board could take such a decision, as it 

was the prerogative of the General Committee of the Health Assembly. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL corroborated Professor Menchaca
1

 s statement but suggested that the 

proposal should be made direct to the General Committee itself. 
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The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that the Secretariat would make every effort to avoid 

night meetings coinciding with planned events. 

Decision: The Executive Board approved the Director-General's proposals for the 
provisional agenda of the Fortieth World Health Assembly.

1

 Recalling its earlier 
decision that the Fortieth World Health Assembly should open on Monday, 4 May 1987, 
at noon, the Board, in view of its proposal to the Fortieth World Health Assembly that 
the duration of all future Health Assemblies be not more than two weeks, decided that 
the Fortieth World Health Assembly should close no later than Saturday, 16 May 1987.^ 

6. DATE AND PLACE OF THE EIGHTIETH SESSION OF THE EXECUTIVE BOARD： Item 25 of the Agenda 

Mr FURTH (Assistant Director-General) said that, in view of the fact that it had been 
decided that the Fortieth World Health Assembly would close on Saturday, 16 May 1987, at the 
latest, the Board might wish to consider convening its eightieth session on Monday, 18 May 
1987. Since the Fortieth World Health Assembly would meet in the Palais des Nations in 
Geneva, the Director-General proposed that the eightieth session of the Executive Board 
should convene at WHO headquarters, Geneva. 

Decision: The Executive Board decided that its eightieth session should be convened on 
Monday, 18 May 1987, at WHO headquarters, Geneva, Switzerland.^ 

CLOSURE OF THE SESSION 

After the customary exchange of courtesies, the CHAIRMAN declared the session closed. 

The meeting rose at 15h50. 

1

 Document EB79/38. 
2

 Decision EB78(14). 
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