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The CHAIRMAN informed the committee that the question of the date of 

termination of the Committee on Programme and Вudget's meetings had been raised 

in the General Committee the previous day. In view of the fact that the 

committee was somewhat behind schedule with its agenda, he requested members to 

bear in mind the need for brevity in making statements and to confine their 

remarks strictly to considerations relevant to the programme and budget without 

entering into detailed technical discussions unless necessary. 

1. DRAFT THIRD REPORT OF THE С0MMI'гΡrr ON PROGRAMME AND BUDGET (Document 
А5 /Р&В /5) 

The CHAIRMAN called on the Rapporteur to reed the committee's draft third 

report. 

Dr. NAZIF Bey, Rapporteur, did so. 

Dr. AUJALEU (France) said the resolution in section 6, on the production of 

antibiotics and insecticides, seemed, as it stood, to show some discrepancy with 

the position as it had appeared at the previous meeting. He was under the 

impression that the consent of governments would not be necessary in respect of 

activities to be undertaken by the United Nations Technical Assistance 

Administration in the future. 

Dr. GEAR, Secretary, said that the delegate of France had indeed interpreted 

the situation correctly. In order to make the resolution quite clear, he 

suggested that the words "in the latter case" be inserted following the words 

"provided the governments concerned are agreeable to such a procedure ". 
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Dr. AUJALEJ (France) expressed his satisfaction with that amendment. 

Decision; There being no objection.5.the draft third report of the 
Committee on Programme and Budget was adopted as thus amended. 

2. REPORT OF WORKING PARTI ON EXPERT COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

The CHAIRMAN requested the Rapporteur of the Working Party on Expert Committee 

Meetings to read the report (annexed to these provisional minutes). 

Dr. RESALA, Rapporteur of the Working Party on Exреrt Committee Meetings, 

°ead the report. 

The CHAIRMAN invited the committee to discuss the соnclUsions of the working 

i%a.r.Г.y. 

Dr. DOWNS (Australia) believed that, in spite of the findings of the working 

arty, it would be advisable to delete the item of expenditure relating to the 

meeting of the Expert Committee an Health Education of the Public, since health 

Oducation could more properly be studied by national committees. The sum set 

aside for that purpose by the Organization could be used more profitably in other 

ways. 

Dr. van de CA SEIDE (Belgium) supported the Australian delegate's proposal. 

Dr. VOLLENWEIDLR (Switzerland) opposed the working party's recommendation to 

postpone the meeting of the Expert Committee on Poliomyelitis since, in his view, 

such a meeting was most urgently needed in view of the prevalence of the disease; 
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particularly in. Europe and the United States of America. There was scope for 

considerable co- ordination of effort in the European Region, for instance, in the 

rehabilitation of the paralysed. His delegation therefore strongly maintained the 

inclusion in the budget of provision for the Expert Committee on Poliomyelitis. 

мr. STOWivIAN (United States of America) supported the proposal of the 

delegate of Switzerland. He believed that the world was on the threshold of new 

and important developments in the campaign against poliomyelitis, and an expert 

committee on the matter would be most useful at the present time, particularly in 

investigating such aspects as the behaviour of outbreaks of the disease since the 

var in the United States. 

His delegation considered that the sum set aside for the Conference of 

National Committees on Health Statistics was insufficient to ensure the success of 

that conference, even taking into account the services to be provided by the 

Secretariat of the Organization. 

Dr. нОJER (Sweden) was in favour of the maintenance of the meeting of the 

Expert Committee. on Health Education of the Public in accordance with the 

recommendation of the working party, since it appeared to him that discussion by 

an expert committee would be valuable to all countries. 

Dr. AUJALEU (France) agreed with the delegate of Sweden that it was important 

for the meeting of the Expert Committee on Health Education of the Public to be 

retained. He was surprised that the working party had not recommended the 

deletion of the item relating to the meeting of the Expert Committee on Мехtal 

Health of Students, since the problem was clearly a relatively minor one. 
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Dr. de FERREIRA BRAGA (Brazil) recalled that his delegation had consistently 

opposed the deletion of any expenditure on expert committees. He would therefore 

support the views expressed by the delegates of both Switzerland and Sweden. 

Dr. EVANG (Norway) also agreed with the statements made by the delegates of 

Switzerland and Sweden. 

Dr. WICKREMESINGHE (Ceylon) said that his delegation had always been in 

favour of retaining all expert committees recommended by the Executive Board. 

However, although he would at the present stage continue to support the retention 

in the budget of estimates for all those expert committees, he considered it 

desirable that the committee should adopt a resolution inviting the Executive 

Board to exercise great care in the selection of topics for study by expert 

committees in future years, since it would appear that a certain amount of 

duplication of work had occurred. 

Dr. BURGER (Netherlands) said that although the importance of health 

education of the public could not be denied, he thought the question could more 

profitably be studied on a national basis. He would therefore support the 

postponement of that meeting, as well as of the meeting of the Expert Committee 

on Mental Health of Students since, in his view, that'subject did not merit 

special study by an expert committee. 

Dr. BURTON, Observer, Central Council of Health Education, appreciated the 

opportunity of addressing the committee as the representative of a non -governmental 

organization in official relationship with the World Health Organization. 
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The Central Council of Health Education derived great staisfaction from the 

fact that the World Health Organization was making provision in its budget estimates 

for a seminar and an expert committee on health education. The Council was in the 

twenty -fifth year of its existence. It had to be admitted, however, that the need 

for health education of the public was not generally recognized and had not.yet 

received equal status with other branches of public -health work. That could partly 

be attributed to the fact that such health education work was at the present time 

largely being carried out by amateurs. Clearly, health education would gain the 

status it deserved once it had obtained the seгv.ces of really able and well - 

qualified people throughout the world. Such people were rare and it was 

consequently desirable that there should be an opportunity to discuss the question 

of health education, with particular reference -to the training and salaries of 

workers in that field. Consequently, the Council would welcome the advice of an 

expert committee and would be happy to provide any service and facilities it could. 

The SECRETARY, replying to a point raised by Dr. McGAVRAN (United States of 

America), stated that the recommendations of the working party on certain expert 

committee meetings did not in any way alter the status of the remaining expert 

committees and conferences referred to on pages 170 -171 of the Proposed Programme 

and Budget Estimates (Official Records We. 39). 

Dr. HARGREAVES, Acting Director, Division of Organization of Public -Health 

Services, wished to make it clear that it was not proposed to establish an expert 

committee on the mental health of students but to convene a single meeting of 

experts on the subject. That was true of many of the expert committees of the 

advisory services. . 
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Dr. AUJALEU (France) nevertheless maintained his proposal to delete the item 

of expenditure relating to the Expert Committee on Mental Health of Students. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the proposal of the delegate of France. 

Decision: The proposal of the delegate of France to delete the Expert 

Committee on Mental Health of Students was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the Australian proposal tci delete the item of 

expenditure relating to the meeting of the Expert Committee on Health Education 

of the.Public. 

Decision: The Australian proposal to delete the meeting of the Expert 
Committee an Health Education of the Public was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the proposal of the delegate of Switzerland to 

maintain the item of expenditure relating to the Expert Committee on Poliomyelitis. 

Decision: The proposal of the delegate of Switzerland to maintain the 
Expert Committee on Poliomyelitis was adopted. 

After a discussion on the procedure to be adopted for voting, the CHAIRMAN 

put to the vote the report of the working party, as amended. 

Decision: The report of the working party, as amended, was approved.,. 

The CHAIRMAN next put to the vote the recommendations of the Director -General 

as given on pages 170 -171 of Official Records No. 39, as amended by the report of 

the working party as just adopted. 

Decision: The recommendations of the Director- Gen>зral, as so amended, 
were approved. 



А5 /P&в /Мin /lo 
page 8 

3. LAY PUBLICATIONS OF THE SO- CALt,ED "WONDER" OR "MIRACT,F" DRUGS (continuation): 
Item 6.8 of the Agenda 

Dr. REGALA (Philippines) submitted the revised resolution prepared by the 

delegations of the Philippines, Norway and Sweden. 

Dr. AUJALEU (France) requested that discussion of the draft resolution be 

postponed until the revised document had been circulated in French and in English. 

It was so agreed. 

4. POLICY FOR CARRYING OUT HRALTH PROJECTS IN CERTAIN UNDER -DEVELOPED COUNTRIES: 
PROPOSAL SUBMITTED BY THE HASHEMITE KINGDOM OF THE JORDAN: Item 6.9 of the 
Agenda (Document A5/47) 

The CHAIRMAN asked permission of the committee to remit this item to the 

Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters. 

It was so agreed. 

5. SUGGESTIONS FOR FUTURE ORGANIZATIONAL STUDIES BY THE EXECUTIVE BOARD: 

Item 6.4.7 of the Agenda (Official Records No. 40; Resolution EB9.R83) 

Dr. КARUNАRAТNE, representative of the Executive Board, intróducirig the 

item, said that ever since its fifth session, in January 1950, the Executive Boars 

had been studying some aspects of the organizational structure of WHO. At its 

fifth session it had not only made a comprehensive study of the organizational 

structure but also of the administrative efficiency, and its report was contained 

in 'pages 22 -36 of Official Recoцdt No. 26. т4^.c:; Third World Health Assembly had 

considered that report in greot detail and passed resolution WHA3.89 commending 
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the Board on the thoroughness of its work, and agreeing that the organizational 

structure was generally sound and efficient. It had further requested the Board 

to examine critically the organization of the Secretariat at headquarters and at 

the regional offices and had given detailed terms of reference. The Board had 

duly reported to the Fourth World Health Assembly (pages 27 -35 of Official Records 

No. 33). The Fourth World Health Assembly had required the Board to continue its 

studies in that field and to give particular attention to biennial assemblies and 

publications. Studies of those two aspects of organizational structure had been 

made by the ninth session of the Executive Board, its report being contained in 

pages 52 -58 of Official Records No. 40. The report on publications had already 

been considered by the present committee and the other item was under consid 

eration by the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters. 

For the further studies on the organizational structure and administrative 

efficiency of WHO, the Executive Board recommended, in resolution EB9'Н &3;..that 

particular attention be paid to (1) programme evaluation and analysis and (2) 

education and training programmes, including fellowships, or, as an alternative 

• to one of those subjects, regionalization. The Board considered that those 

subjects were very, appropriate and suitable for special study at its eleventh 

session and it sought the views of the committee, which would greatly help it in 

making thо е studies. 

Dr. van den BERG (Netherlands) suggested that the item was more suitable for 

':discйssión'in the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters, where 

there might also 'be more time for it than in the already overcrowded programme of 

the present committee, and he therefore proposed that it be so transferred. 
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Dr. CLARK (Union of South Africa) said that, in view of the fact that six 

regions had recently been established, his delegation considered that the study of 

regionalization was a matter of immediate importance and should be substituted fox 

one of the other proposed subjects. 

• Mr. TURB0TT (New Zealand) agreed on the importance of a study of regionalizаL* 

but suggested that it be made a third subject without eliminating either of the 

other two. 

Dr. МасCORМАЮК (Ireland) supported the proposal to add regionalization as a 

third subject, and also proposed a fourth - Assembly procedure. This had previous 

been studied by the Board and considerable improvement had been effected, but now 

that many difficult policy and organization matters which had occupied the attention, 

of early Assemblies had been disposed of, and simultaneous interpretation was 

available, it should be possible to reduce the period of the Assembly and it was 

desirable that the work of future Assemblies should be compressed within the 

minimum period necessary for the competent discharge of their business. Technical 

discussions could perhaps take place either before the opening or after the close 

of Assembly proceedings. 

Dr. MacCormack therefore proposed that examination of Assembly arrangements 

with a view to the completion of the work of the Assembly within a period of two 

weeks might be added as a fourth subject for study by the Executive Board. 

Dr. EO(ER (Sweden) pointed out that the proposal of the delegate of Ireland 

was closely connected with the subject of Biennial Assemblies, which would come up 

later in the session, and might be discussed then. 
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The study of regionalization was certainly important, but if it were to be 

begun immediately it would be necessary to delete one of the other two subjects, 

because the studies allotted to the Board entailed very heavy work and it was not 

possible to carry out a really thorough examination of more than two, unless it 

was desired that the Boa d should considerably extend the period of its session. 

Dr. М СКENZIE (United Kingdom) supported the view of Dr. Hájer. The committee 

must decide whether it wanted a relatively superficial study of the three items or 

a more complete study of the two. The Board has considered the possibility of 

studying three subjects, but had realized that, allowing for the amount of work 

involved. in going into financial and progre:m -e aspectc of the budget) it would not 

be possible in the time available. 

The 5Еí;RETARY infor.пed the committee that the Director -General would not be 

able to provide the necessary material and information for three such studies, if 

required in an ordinary session of the Executive Board. 

Dr. AUDI== (France) agreed that the Executive Board should not bs asked to 

consider more than two subjects. The first question proposed in resolution ЕВ9.P,83, 

programme evaluation and analysis, fell within the Board's tеrns of reference and 

it was difficult to see why it should be made the object of a special study. One 

could eliminate this item without difficulty and replace it by, for example, the 

study of regionalization or any other second subject which might be decided upon 

by the committee. 
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Dr. van den BERG (Netherlands) supported the views expressed by Dr. Hбjer 

and Dr. Mackenzie. As a member of the Executive Board he had participated in such 

studies in previous years and could assure the committee that it would be almost 

impossib a to undertake three such studies even superficially. Studies should be 

confined to one or at most two subjects. 

At this point the CяAIВМAN proposed to adjourn the meeting and continue 

discussion on the item at the afternoon meeting. 

It was so mused. 

The meetinErose at 11.55 a.m. 
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ANNEX 

Report of the working party to consider the desirability of maintaining or 

convening the following expert committee meetings. 

The working party met on 13 May. 

The following members were present: 

Belgium Professor J. Rodhain 
Brazil Dr. A. Castro 

Ceylon Dr. W.G. Wickremesinghe 
Egypt Dr. Nazif Bey 
India Dr. C.G. Pandit 

Mexico Dr. Angel de la Garza Brito 
New Zealand Dr. H.B. Turbott 
Philippines Dr. Arsenio Regala 
Sweden Dr. A.J. H�jer 
United Kingdom Dr. Melville Mackenzie 

Professor J. Rodhain was elected Chairman, and Dr. A. Regala Rapporteur. 

The working party recommends to the Committee on Programme and Budget the 

inclusion of the following in its proposed resolution to the Fifth World Health 

Assembly on the Operating Programme for 1953: 

1. Expert Committee on Cholera 

The funds earmarked in the budget for 1953 should remain available but the 

meeting should take place only if the advancement of the research now in progress 

warrants it. 

2. Expert Committee on Filariasis 

The committee should meet in 1953, not to deal with filariasis in general but 

with onchocerciasis. Funds made available by the suppression of any other committee 

meeting may be used to expand the intended expert committee meeting into a 

conference in which experts from countries affected by onchocerciasis in Africa and 
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Axnex 

the Рnericаs would be invited to participate. 

3. Ex�ert Có�i.mittee�o�z_Po.lio,:�гel�.tis 

The meeting proposed for 1953 should be postponed. 

4. Expert Committee on Rabies 

The funds earmarked in the budget for 1953 for this meeting should remain 

available, but the meeting should take place only if the advancement of the 

research now in progress warrants it. 

5.1 Expert Committee on Environmental Sanitation 

This meeting should be held in 1953, since it is to discuss the specific 

problems of rural communities, with particular reference to under- developed 

countries.. 

5.2 Expert Committee on Hygiene and Sanitation of Airports 

This meeting is to be convened in collaboration with ICAO, and it was agreed 

to maintain the meeting for 1953. 

6. Expert Committee on. Health Education of the Public 

This meeting is in the interests of both the regular and the Expanded 

Technical Assistance. Programmes of the Organization, as well as to provide expert 

advice for health education programmes as part of the fundamental education 

programmes of UNESCO.. The meeting of this expert committee should therefore be 

retained in the budget for 1953. 
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Annex 

7. Expert Committee on Rheumatism 

It was decided to maintain the meeting of this expert committee in .1953 in 

view of the fact that expert advice was necessary on the therapeutic use of ACTH 

and cortisone in the treatment of rheumatism. 


