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APPIOVАL OFD P OGR МмЁ FOR 1953: RECOIч ENDAТION ON вU тАВY CEIldiolОR 
, 

.195.3'AFТER EXAMINATION OF THE MAIN FEATURES OF THE PROGRАМјvЕ (continuation) 

Item_б03 of the Agenda (Off. Rec. 39 and A5 /Р&B /l) 

Dr. ВВAGA (Brazil) stated that the Brazilian Government fully understood 

that it was impossible for a growing organization such as WHO to develop its 

programme without its budget estimates growing at the same time. There was no 

need for him to go over the various points of the programme for 1953, which had 

been adequately covered at the previous meeting, particularly by the Norwegian 

delegate, whose remarks he fully endorsed. He would merely say that he felt that 

the general programme of work was adequate and the trend in the right direction. 

The Canadian delegate had urged that the budget for 1953 be maintained at 

the 1952 level. If that suggestion was approved he feared that the inevitable 

result would be to reduce the programme, since salaries and general costs had 

risen. The budget estimates proposed by the Director -General, Which included 

the contributions to be made by the new. Member States, seemed eminently 

reasonable. 

Dr. CANAPERIA (Italy) recalled that the work of the Organization had been 

begun by concentrating on certain problems Which all Members had agreed to be 

of the greatest importance. Certain priorities had been established at the 

First World Health Assembly, particularly on the questions of tuberculosis, 

malaria, venereal disease and maternal and child health, to which had later been 

added those óf environmental sanitation and nutrition Those priorities, 

however, were gradually departed from, and there was a tendency in later 

programmes of work to enlarge the Organization's scope of action. That change 
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might have been due to the .organization of the regional offices and to the manner 

in which they drew up their programmes. He recalled that the Italian delegation 

had always favoured the principle of regionalization since it felt that it was 

at that level that the needs of regions could best be appreciated and dealt with. 

However, the programmes put forward by the regional offices should be co- ordinated 

within the much wider framework of international health, Ву that he did not 

wish to suggest that WHO should indiscriminately give technical and financial 

assistance to meet each request put forward by a Member State, for that led 

to a dispersal of effort and frequently produced no very definite results. He 

urged the committee to bear those facts in mind in considering the proposed 

programme and budget. 

He also wished to stress that WHO should strive to follow the recommendation 

of the United Nations to stabilize its budget. By that he did not mean that 

the Organization's activities should be reduced As the Indian delegate had 

said at the previous .meeting, the work of 'NHO should be as -it were catalytic, 

and should lead to the development of .national health -services If that was 

in fact the case, the work performed by WHO in various countries should not go.. 

on indefinitely., but after a few years assisted countries should be able to 

continue the work by themselvess 'NI') funds could thereby be put at the disposal 

of différent States. :In that way, even with a budget stabilized at a. certain 

ceiling, there would be a constant renewal rather than a diminution of WHO's, 

health activities. 
. 

In conclusion, he agreed with the Indian representative on the primordial 

importance of the part WHO had to play in medical education, It was extremely 

necessary to train medical and auxiliary personnel in order to assist governments 
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and strengthen their health services; the Italian delegation attached the greatest 

importance to that aspect of the work and considered that it should be given a 

high priority. 

Dr. SIGURJONSSON (Iceland) wished to associate himself th the remarks made by 

the United Kingdom delegation at the previous meeting with respect to the number and 

the work of expert committees and to the representation of WHO at meetings of non- 

governmental organizations, While he would not go into details of those questions 

at that time, he thought it would be wise to bear the remarks of the United Kingdom 

delegate in mind in• considering the budget proposed by the Di: eotor*.G @nеral. 

T'r. BRADY (Ireland) recalled that the Irish delegation at previous Health 

Assemblies had always felt that, in view of the valuable work to be done in inter- 

national health, a steady expansion of WHO's programme must take place; it had, 

however, always 'apposed any undue expansion or budgetary increase. In the case 

of the proposed programme and budget estimates for 1953, his delegation felt that 

no unreasonable expansion was contemplated. He noted with pleasure that a budgetary 

increase was proposed for education and training and a decrease in administrative 

expenses. It was also to the good that some States would probably be enabled to 

pay at any rate a part of their contributions in sterling. In that connexion he 

wished to pay tribute to the Director -General and to the United Kingdom authorities 

who, despite considerable difficulties, had made that possible. 

His Government had also noted that the costs of the regional offices continued 

to increase. If that trend continued regional committees should, at an early date, 

consider the appropriation of extra funds on a regional basis for carrying out a 

portion of their activities, as was provided for in the Constitution. 
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As to the budgetary ceiling,. his delegation was prepared to accept in 

general the estimate proposed by the Director -General and approved by the 

Executive Board; the details would be revimed at а i1 &ter .atаge. 

Dr. SIDKY (Egypt) asked whether the possibility of relaxing the financial 

commitments and obligations of governments in connexion with services provided 

in their territories by WHO had been taken into account in drawing up the budget 

estimates. He would draw particular attention to resolution ЕB9.R20((Off 

Records- No. 40, page 8), a resolution Which, if adopted by the Health Assembly, 

would either result in additional expense to the Organization or in the reduction 

of expenditure on other activities. 

Dr. SCHEELE (United States of America) stated that in considering the 

question of the budget for 1953, his Government had constantly borne in mind 

the question of what was the scope of the programme which could effectively 

and efficiently be executed, aid had found that a number of considerations were 

significant to that point. •First, there were considerable increases in the 

total reserve available to WHO in 1952,as compared with 19951.. Secondly, there 

would be fairly large unobligated cash balances made up of miscellaneous income 

from past years, as well as anticipated unused cash reserves from 1952 to be 

applied to the 1953 programme. There were also indications from the Director - 

General that surpluses of almost equal size would probably be available for use 

in the 1954 programme. Thirdly, the size of available technical assistance 

funds, both accumulated and anticipated, made a continued expansion of the pro- 

gramme possible without any increase in the assessment . against embers. 
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Fourthly, many governments, inclйding that of 'the Unitéd States of America, were 

experiencing increasing difficulties in meeting worldwide financial obligations 

of a long-term humanitarian nat'ire in view 'of their total obligations. Fifthly, 

many countries were also experiencing increasing difficultçy in providing for 

the local costs of expanding regular WHO and technical assistance programmes. 

Sixthly, there was a general critical shortage of available trained and experienced 

public-health personnel and it appeared that, at any rate for the moment, demands 

mi ht havé exceeded the ability of WHO to staff its expanding programmes. Seventhly, 

it would be dangerous if, because large casual surpluses were available, the 1953 

and 1954 programmes were materially expanded at no increased cost to most Members 

as it might in future years be necessary either to increase assessments against 

Members sharply in order to maintain an established programme and secretariat, 

or to reduce both in proportion to the decrease in that casual income. He con- 

sidered it unwise for WHO to commit itself at the moment to the future necessity 

of either alternative. . Finally, it appeared that if the assessment for 1953 were 

held at the 1952 level, there could still be a considerable expansion of the 

regular programme in 1953 by making prudent use of resources available. The large 

technical assistance funds also available provided an opportunity for great 

expansion of the programme. 

In, view of those and other factors the United States Government had come to 

the conclusion that. the best- interests of the Organization and of its Members 

would bé served by adopting a budget calling for a'total assessment of 08,600,000, 

or the same as in 1952. He would consequently vote against any larger assessment. 

In taking that position, his Government would support a gross 1953 budget at 

approximately the same level as that for 1952, namely, $9,100,000. That would 
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be accomplished by adding w500,000 of the casual income available to the assessment 

of $$8,600,000.. He felt it would be wise to retain the remaining sum of approxi- 

mately $300,.000 from cas17a) income for future budgets in order to ensure a 

moderate expansion. of the .programme over the next few years. If, however, the 

committee could not agree to his suggestions regarding the casual income, he was 

prepared to support the utilization of all available casual income in 1953, thus 

making a gross budget of 49,400,000. . 

Dr. BRAVO, representative of the Executive Board, replying to the remarks 

cf the United Kingdom delegate at the preceding meeting, stated that the Executive 

Board had very carefully considered and analysed the reports of 15 or 16 Expert 

Committees, since it was increasingly coming to realize that some of the most 

effective work to be done by WHO as the co-ordinating authority in international 

health was due to the expert committees. It did, however, recognize that some 

improvements could be made in the procedure of those committees in order to 

economize. 

As to the same delegate's remarks regarding the representation of WHO at 

the meetings of non -governmental organizations, he pointed out that the matter 

would be brought to the Health Assembly' -s attention, since the Executive Board 

felt that it was necessary to review the whole question. 

To the Egyptian delegate, he would answer that the recommendations of the 

Executive Board concerning the participation of ЛΡгΡIember States in certain costs 

incurred by WHO would be put before the Health Assembly in an effort to obtain 

some relaxation in the charges made against governments. 
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Tо the United States delegate, who had urged that the budget should be 

kept to the 1952 level, he vo uld point out that the Director -General's 

proposals represented the sum of many government requests Which had received 

previous co- ordination by the countries concerned in the regional committees. 

It would seem particularly inadvisable to reduce the budget on certain of the 

bigger items at the present stage of work, and particularly to reduce the budget 

for education and training, Both the present and previous Health Assemblies 

had considered that education and training represented one of the most important 

aspects of the work that could be done by WHO; and if it was necessary to reduce 

the budget proposed for those services, it was verÿ probable that many countries 

which had availed themselves or were expecting to avail themselves of the 

services offered wculd be placed in a very difficult situation. 

He would point out also that almost all the observations on the budget that 

had been made in the committee had been previously voiced at meetings of the 

Executive Board and its Standing Committee on Administration and Finance. After 

'exhaustive discussions the Executive Board had adopted the programme and budget 

estimates proposed by the Director -General in the conviction that they were 

technically sound and that it was impossible to reduce expenditure on any item 

without a definite decrease in the amount of assistance the Organization could 

give; particularly to the under -developed areas of the world. It might be that 

some cuts could be accepted when the committee came to examine in detail the main 

items of the budget, but he doubted that it could be brought to thF level of 1952. 

He therefore wished, on behalf of the Executive Board, to emphasize the necessity 

of adopting the working budget proposed by the Director -General and confirmed by 

the Executive Board. 
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Mr. BOUCHER (United Kingdom) recalled that more than two years had 

elapsed since the General Assembly of the United Nations had adopted a resolution 

urging the specialized agencies to make every effort to stabilize their budgets. 

The response of the Fourth World Health Assembly had been to increase the 

budget for 1952 by 17 per cent over that for 1951, and it had therefore been 

with some anxiety that many countries had awaited the. Director -Generates 

proposals for 1953. In his introduction to those proposals, the Director -General 

had given encouragement to many governments by drawing attention to two 

important factors that seemed to foreshad'w a cessation in the increase in 

expenditure. Those factors were the shnrtage of trained personnel and the limited 

capacity of countries to absorb outside aid. Hawever3 the Director_ Generales con- 

clusions did not bear out 'hosе expectations, since he had. proposed an increase 

of 10 per cent, over the 1952 level., Thus, if his proposals were adopted, the 

World Health Organization would answer the plea for stabilization by raising its 

' budget by approximately 30 per cent. in the course of two years. 

He felt it was of the utmost importance to discriminate between those services 

which were essential and those vh ich were merely highly desirable and which might 

be stрpórte d in better timeso But the United Kingdom delegation believed that 

an inсéase in the level of expenditure could be avoided without detriment 

to the services that were being rendered to Member States. To the indications 

alien* given by his delegation as to how certain of the Organization s 

activities might to advantage be modified, he would add that it would seem 

possible to make, substantial savings by curtailing expenditure at headquarters 

in view of the services now provided by the regional organizations`. 
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In conclusion, he stated that his delegation would vote in favour of no 

effective working budget which was higher than that for 1952, and that it endorsed 

the United States proposal that the gross assessment should be reduced from 

$9,000,000 to $8,600,000. That would mean an actual revenue of approximately 

*7,300,000, to which might be added the requisite amount from casual income in 

order to arrive at the total figure for 1952. Any balance remaining should be 

put aside so that the Organization might, as any prudent organization should, 

accumulate a reserve fund. 

The CHAIPIAN asked whether the United States delegate had in fact been 

making a formal proposal and, if so, whether the United Kingdom delegate had been 

formally supporting it. 

Dr. SСHEELE said that his proposal had not been a formal one, but that he 

would rectify that omission by formally proposing that the gross budget for 1953 

shoulл. be $9,100,000 and the gross assessment $8,600,000. 

r. EVANG (Norway), turning to the question of the word "stabilization ", 

recalled that it had been the subject of much discussion at the Fourth World Health 

Assembly, when it had been agreed that a_ distinction should be made between 

stabilization as expressed in figures and the stabilization of activities. Lost 

national governments had great difficulty in stabilizing their own budgets in 

terms of actual money, since there was an inflationary trend and money was 

losing value. Therefore in order to maintain even the. .same level of activities 

it was necessary to increase the budget. To accept the Director- General's 

proposal for a ten per cent increase over the 1952 budget, a proposal which had 
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been seconded by the Executive Board, did not necessarily mean that the 

Organization would be able to increase its activities by ten per cent. 

Dr. MUDALIAR (India) recalled that the question of the budget ceiling was 

a "hardy annual" which appeared at every Health Assembly, where there were 

generally the Director -General's proposals, the proposals of the Executive Board, 

and the proposals of governments. It was a significant fact that the Director - 

General's proposals for 1953 had been approved and confirmed by the Executive 

Board. The Health Assembly should surely be guided in its policy by its expert 

body, the Executive Board, which had given the closest attention to the question. 

It .was obvious that the slight budgetary increase proposed for 1953 was due to a 

number of factors, including the necessary increase in salaries and the fact 

that membership, of the Organization had grown to 80 and that it was necessary to 

cater for the needs of the new Members. 

Generally speaking, the scales of assessment against Member States had 

decreased, and the few increases ranged from $679 for the United Kingdom to 

$10,899 for Japan and the substantial increase of $1.33,333 for the United States 

of America. Apart from that, considerable stress had been laid on the fact 

that the financial obligations of the different countries were so great that 

they found it exceedingly difficult to pay their contributions to WHO. However, 

it was a fact of considerable importance that during the previous two years the 

arrears of contributions had decreased; that in fact was a matter оn which he 

wished to congratulate the Director- General. If the Western Pacific region . 

would take a slightly More active interest in its payments, approximately 

99.x+ per cent of the total contributions would have been made, a record which 

few national budgets could excel. 
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It had been suggested that the 1952 budget ceiling should be maintained in 

1953, but that ceiling had been arrived at without the contributions of the 

Members admitted to the Organization at the Fourth World Health Assembly being 

taken into account. Those States were now contributing and would add some 

$x+00,000 to the total. When that fact was considered it would become apparent 

that the proposed increase was not so great as i:ight have been assumed. 

Turning to the United Nations recoгmLendation that specialized agencies 

stabilize their budgets, he felt that it should be construed as meaning that 

no activities should be pursued without there being reasonable hope of fulfilling 

them within the budget estimates. 

In conclusion he strongly urged the adoption of the Director -General's 

proposed programme and budget estimates for 1953. 

Mr. ВOUCHE R stated, in answer to the Chairman's question, that his 

delegation would support an effective working budget of $7,677,782 and a gross 

assessments figure of � .S 600,000. He understood that that gross assessments 

figure would produce an actual revenue or $7,308,x+11; therefore in order to 

bring that figure to the figure for the effective working budget it would be 

necessary to add $369,071 from the casual income. The gross budget would 

therefore b ,969,071. 

The СHAIRMAN then briefly summed up the three budget proposals before the 

committees those of the Director- General and the Executive Board, of the 

United States delegation, and of the United Kingdom delegation. 
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Dr. CANAPERIA proposed that the meeting be suspended for a brief period 

and that the three proposals before the committee be distributed in documentary 

form. 

It was so agreed. 

The meeting was susp ndeд at 3.50 p.m., and resumed at 1+.15 p.m. 

The СНAIRMAN called upon the United States representative to explain the 

proposals for the budget ceiling for 1953 which had been circulated during the 

recess. 

Dr. SCHEETF (United States of America) stated that, while he was very 

willing to explain the United States proposal, he thought it preferable that a 

member of the Secretariat explain and comment upon the implications of the 

figures which had been proposed. 

The CHAIRMAN asked Mr. Siegel, Assistant Director- General, Department of 

Administration and Finance, to explain the various proposals. 

Mr. SIEGEL, Assistant Director- General, Department of Administration and 

Finance, drew the attention of the comm t,tee to document А5 /Р&В /l, which 

contained two resolutions, identical in form with those adopted by the Fourth 

World Health Assembly, that the committee might wish to recommend to the Fifth 

World Health Assembly. The amounts which would be inserted in the spaces left 

blank would of course depend upon the decisions of the committee. He next 
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referred to the document which had been distributed during the recess and which 

contained the figures proposed for the effective working budget for 1953 by the 

Director -General and approved by the Executive Board, those proposed by the 

United Kingdom,and those proposed by the United States of America. He reminded 

the Committee that, owing to recommendations made earlier by the Committee on 

Administration, Finance and Legal Matters, the figures proposed by the Director - 

General needed to be slightly modified. The recommendations he referred to 

were: firstly, the decision to recommend that the publication of the Russian 

edition of the Chronicle of the World Health Organization be discontinued, which 

would effect a reduction of $4,800, and secondly, the decision to utilize $15,000 

casual income which was available in addition to the amount listed as item b 

(Casual Income) in the mimeographed sheet. The necessary corrections to the 

figures proposed by the Director -General would be circulated in the course of 

the meeting. 

Dr. SCEEELE (United States of America) reminded the committee that when 

reference was made to reducing the regular budget it did not necessarily mean 

reducing the programme, because the committee was considering the regular budget 

only, and he drew attention to the fact that in 1953, in addition to current 

funds, the technical assistance funds allocated to WHO would amount to some 

$8,000,000, which would in fact mean that the total programme of WHO could, be 

expanded even if the regular budget was reduced. He proposed that, when a vote 

was taken on the 1953 budget ceiling, separate votes should be on "Gross 

Assessments" and on "Casual Income ", as those two variables. affected different 

countries in different ways. He further pointed out that the amounts of the 

total budget and the effective working budget were made up of these two variables 

and that, were they voted on separately, it would make for clarity. 
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Dr. VOLTENGJEIDER (Switzerland) stated that his delegation was well aware how 

much the moral and material support which WHO could give was needed in the world 

to-day. To carry out that task WHO needed funds, and the amounts proposed by the 

Director- General and approved by the Executive Board deserved very close attention. 

Nevertheless, owing to the difficult financial position in which many countries found 

themselves, he saw no reason why the budget of WHO should not be amended as were the 

budgets of national governments. He therefore supported the proposal of the United 

Kingdom.. 

Dr. EVANG (Norway), on a point of order, stated that while he had no objection 

to separate votes being taken on items c and d, it was his opinion that item d, the 

effective working budget, should be voted on first as it was the basic figure. 

Dr. NEUВAUER (Yugoslavia) observed that the United States proposal would mean 

reducing the proposed budget by some $680,000; and the proposal of the United. 

Kingdom would mean a reduction of some $800,000. Yet no one had mentioned that any 

activities should be curtailed. On the contrary, they had suggested that WHO 

activities should be increased in view of the admittance of new Members to the 

Organization and the increased responsibilities that resulted. He wholeheartedly 

supported the view so eloquently and clearly put forward by the delegate of India. 

While he was prepared to accept realignment of the funds allocated to specific items 

within the budget, he could not support any reduction in the figures proposed by the 

pireotor- General. . 
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Dr. BELLERIVE (Haiti) stated that, while it appeared that all were agreed that 

the activities of WHO should be intensified, nevertheless the fact that the assessments 

of seven countries had been increased while those of 60 Member States had been 

reduced could not be overlooked. He suggested that, if those countries wished to 

maintain their assessments at. the 1952 level while the majority appeared to favour 

the budget as proposed by the Director -General, the difficulty could be overcome by 

sharing the difference among those countries whose assessments had been reduced. 

Dr. вRAGA (Brazil) agreed with the delegate of Haiti that it was a little unfair 

for the assessments of several Members to be increased while those of others were 

reduced, and pointed out that if the assessments were maintained at the 1952 level, 

which could give a total of 7,206,118 the sum arrived at by adding the 1952 

assessments against Germany and Spain would give a figure only >60,000 less than that 

proposed by the Director -General. 

Dr. SСНЕELE (United States of America) stated that he fully appreciated the 

goodwill shown by those Members who had spoken of the unfairness of increasing the 

assessments against some Members. Nevertheless his Government was quite prepared to 

accept the present position, namely that the United States of America should bear 

33 -1/3' of the budget. . 

Er. SIEGEL, replying to a question put to him by the delegate of Lebanon, stated 

that the suggestion made by the delegate of Haiti concerned the scale of assessments, 

which was on the agenda of the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters. 
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Dr. МASAYOSHI YAМAGUCHI (Japan) stated that his Government was prepared to be 

assessed at 214 units for 1953. 

Dr. КARABUDA (Turkey) observed that, according to the document prepared at the 

request of the United States delegation, showing the assessments for 1953 which would 

result from the acceptance of the United. States proposal, the difference in assessment 

as far as his own country was concerned was very small. Hi$ Government was very 

willing to accept the figure proposed by the Director- General and approved by the 

Executive Board. 

Dr. HOJER (Sweden) expressed his support for the ргорѕа1 'аdе ' the delegate of 

Norway and proposed that the committee proceed to a vote. 

Professor CANAPERIA (Italy) supported the proposal made by the representative 

of Sweden and proposed'that a vote be first táken on item c, "Gross Assessments ". 

Dr. DOWNES (Australia) supported the.. United States proposal to vote separately 

on items b and c before voting on item d, "Effective Working Budget ", and próposed 

that the vote be taken by roll -call. 

The CHAIRMAN reminded the committee that it was now confronted with four 

different proposals; first, that of the United States of .merica that LtenlS .b 

c be voted on first; secondly, that of Australia that the votes on items b and c be 

taken by roll -call; thirdly, that of Norway that a vote be first taken on item d; 

and finally that of Italy that a vote ,be taken first: on item c 
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After a short discussion in which Dr. Evang (Norway.), Dr. Downes (Australia), 

Dr. Scheele (United States of America), Dr. van den Berg (Netherlands) and the 

Chairman took part, it was agreed that a vote should first be taken by roll -call on 

the joint United Kingdom and United States proposal, and the proposal of the Director - 

General, for the figure listed as item c. 

A vote was taken by roll -call 

In favour of the Director- General's proposals . 

Afghanistan, Brazil, Burma, Cambodia, Ceylon, Chile, Costa Rica, Egypt, 

Ethiopia, Finland, Honduras, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, 

Israel, Hashemite Kingdom of the Jordan, Korea, Laos, Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, 

Philippines, Salvador, Sweden, Thailand, Turkey, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia. 

In favour of the United Kingdоm/United States proposal= 

Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Guatemala, Italy, 

Japan, Luxemburg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Pakistan, Portugal, Switzerland, 

Union of South Africa, United Kingdom, United States of America. 

Abstaining: 

Haiti, Lebanon, Saudi Arabia. 

Decision: The figure proposed by the Director -General was adopted by 32 votes 
to 19, with 3 abstentions. 

The CHAIRЦAN proposed that the committee now vote on item d, "Effective Working 

Budget ", for which there were three proposals, that of the United Kingdom, that of the 

United States of America and that of the Director- General. 
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Dr. НWER (Sweden) asked whether, in view of the result of the vote just taken, 

the United Kingdom and United States representatives were willing to withdraw their 

proposals so that the committee could vote immediately on items a, b and d as pro- 

posed by the Director- General. 

Hr. BOUCHER (United Kingdom) explained that, as the three amounts proposed for 

item b, "Casual Income'1, were all different, a vote would be necessary. IIe, in fact, 

would be forced to vote against his own proposal, since he had already made it clear 

that he could not accept a figure for the effective working budget (item d) which 

was higher than that for 1952. 

The CнAIRW.N stated that, in view of the remarks of the United Kingdom 

representative, he would now proceed to take votes on item b as proposed by the 

United Kingdom, the United States of America and the Director -General. 

Decision: The United Kingdom proposal was rejected by 34 votes to 10, with 
2 abstentions. 

The United States proposal was rejected by 35 votes to 12, with 1 abstention. 

The Director -General's proposal was adopted by 32 votes to 14, with 2 
abstentions. 

The CI-iAIRLIAII stated that in view of those votes, the Director -General's pro- 

posai for item d was adopted. 

It was so agreed. 

The CHAIRI.I&N, referring to the statement made by Ir. Siegel concerning the 

resolutions contained in document А5 /р В /1, stated that the blanks would now be filled 
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in as fбlloтst (а) 9,832,754 (b) .852,554; (c) .8,980,200; (d) ;;8,485,095. 

-He proposed that the committee vote on the draft resolution on the effective working 

budget for 1953 as drafted in document A5 /P&В /1, the figure of ;;8,485,095 being 

inserted. 

Decision: The draft resolution was adopted. 

2•, ЙDOPTION OF DRAFT FIRST R poRT OF TIC СO. &IIТTEЕ 

The CI'I11&U called on Dr. Gear, Secretary, to read the draft first report. 

Decision: The draft first report was adopted. 

The meeting rose at 5.30 p.m 


