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The result was that at present WHO staff members in Geneva were 
receiving different benefits from those recieved by staff 
members of the United Nations Secretariat in Geneva, and matters 
had reached an impasse. 

He would not delve into past history, but he would confine 
himself to the facts as they existed. The Health Assembly was 
'faced with a request in the United Nations General Assembly 
resolution to which the Assistant Director- General had just 
referred and which urged WHO and another specialized agency to 
reoohnidor- the date from which changes in the cost of living 
at Geneva should be measured when determining post adjustments 
for their staff members. He did not consider it sufficient 
for the Health Assembly to adopt the Director -General's 
recommendation that it do no more than take note of the 
resolution. The United Nations request had been adopted 
without any negative vote, and in view of the fact that the 
membership of the United Nations was nearly the same as that 
of WHO, it would not seem correct merely to do nothing. To 

take a definite decision on the question at the current Health 
Assembly would be equally wrong since another agency was also 
involved. He believed that the origin of the difficulty was 
largely a failure to effect proper consultation. He would 
propose that the Health Assembly request the Director -General 
to ensure that the question was discцssed by ACC at the earliest 
possible moment. 
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1. SECOND REPORT OF THE COIJÜ °IITTEE ON ADMINISTRATION, FINиNCE AND LEGAL II1АТТЕRS 

(Document All /FL /23) 

At the invitation of the CHА1RК N, Dr м�T,т,ВYE (Norway), Rapporteur, read out the 

draft second report of the Committee to the Health Assembly. 

Decision: The draft second rencrt of the Committee (All /AFL /23) was adopted 

unanimously. 

2. М1 LARIL ERADICATION SPECIAL ACCOUNT: Item 7.21 of the Agenda (Resolution EB21.F. 

and ЕR21.нL l; Official Records No. 83, Annex 13; Documents All /.FL /8 and 

All /AFL /2L) (continued) 

Dr ?L WLHE (Iraq) recalled that his delegation had been one of the sponsors of 

the resolution setting up the Malaria Eradication Special Account at the Eighth World 

Health Assembly. Considerable progress had been made; in the past three years and 

he did not think it would be advisable to alter the basis on which the Account was 

operated. He also felt that WHO should preserve its independence and should 

control its own fund -raising operations. In the light of those considerations, his 

delegation, together with those of Iran, Sudan and the United Arab Republic, wished 

to submit the following draft resolution: 

The Eleventh World Health Assembly, 

Having considered the recommendation of the Executive Board in 
resolution EB21.Rl�1 and the report of the Director- General on the Malaria 

Eradication Special Account; 

Recalling the decisions of earlier Assemblies to carry out a programme 

which has as its ultimate objective the world -wide eradication of malaria, 

1. THANKS those donors whose contributions have made it possible for the 
malaria eradication programme to get under way; and 

2. REQUESТS the Executive Board and the Director -General energetically to 
pursue concentrated efforts to obtain funds for the Malaria Eradication Special 
Account from all possible sources, including governments, foundations, industry, 
labour organizations, institutions or individuals. 
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Dr de PINHO (Portugal) said. that WHO had from the outset included provision 

for the campaign against malaria in its regular budget, Later, Technical 

Assistance funds had also been set aside for this programme and, more recently 

still, a Special Account had been sot up for the collection of voluntary 

contributions. As had been the case in the past, the funds available were not 

sufficient and everything possible must be done to increase them. The eradication 

of malaria and other communicable diseases was one of the Organizations s most 

urgent tasks. It should, however, be borne in mind that, in addition to the 

international effort, individual countries were also spending considerable sums 

for malaria eradication on the national level. His delegation would support the 

draft resolution proposed by the Executive Board in EB21.R1ј1. He agreed with the 

Director-General that the draft resolution submitted by the Netherlands delegation 

(All /AFL /24) was in no way incompatible with that put forward by the Executive 

Board and he was prepared to support it as an additional resolution if the 

Netherlands delegation agreed to that procedure. 

Dr ,КWEI (Ghana) said that the eradication of malaria was of special interest 

to his country since it was one of the regions where the disease was endemic. 

On the other hand, it was only comparatively recently that malaria control had 

been started in Ghana and he must therefore approach the subject with some 

reservations. He was aware of the successes achieved in Rhodesia and Nyasaland 

and of the research being conducted on the subject, but malaria in Africa was stal 

a very special problem. Furthermore, Ghana was at present concerned with 

developing its public health services in general and was devoting large sums of 

money to the training of doctors. 
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не hoped that the Special Account would continue to exist and prosper and. ho 

appreciated all the efforts made by the Director -General to raise funds. He 

felt however that it would be premature to convene a special ad hoc committee 

for the purpose of announcing pledges to the Special .account for 1960. He agreed 

that WHO must have direct control over the funds needed for the malaria eradication 

programme and he suggested that the Regional Committees might be asked to consider.° 

the whole problem of fund -raising for the Malaria Eradication Special Account. 

Professor НUКАD0 (Cuba) wished to congratulate the Director -General on 

its excellent work in connexion with the Malaria Eradication Special Account. It 

had been stated that a programme of this type could not be started unless funds 

were available to carry on the work for at least five years. The programme 

however was not new: it had already started and was proving remarkably successful. 

In assessing the international effort, the individual contributions of each country 

to their own national malaria eradication programmes must be borne in mind. Mexico, 

for example, had set aside five million dollars for its national campaign and that 

must be regarded as a contribution to the international programme. 

He could not support the Netherlands draft resolution (All /AFL /24) because he 

considered that WHO must have full control over the funds needed to finance its 

programmeeN On the other hand, he would be glad to support the joint draft 

resolution which was very similar to that proposed by the Executive Boards 
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it BRADY (Ireland) suggested that the joint draft resolution might prove 

generally acceptable if the two following paragraphs were added as paragraphs 3 

and. 4 of the operative part: 

fв3. RECON NL6 that, in the further action to be taken, the Director -General 
should take note of the discussion on this subject in the Committee on 
Administration, Finance and Legal Natters; 

4. REQпESTS the Director -General to submit a report to the Twelfth World 
Health Assembly on any further developments in regard to the Special Account." 

Mr le POOLE (Netherlands) said that he was prepared to withdraw his 

proposal (All /AFL /24) in favour of the joint draft resolution and he hoped that its 

sponsors would accept the amendments proposed by the delegate of Ireland. 

The CHúIR.MA.N recalled that an amendment had been submitted to the Netherlands 

draft resolution by the United Arаb Republic, whose assent to the withdrawal of 

the resolution would therefore be required in accordance with Rule 64 of the 

Rules of Procedure. 

Dr EL- CHATTI (United Arab Republic) agreed to the withdrawal of the Netherlands 

draft resolution. 

Sir Arcot мUDАLIAR (India) recalled that. at the First World Health Assembly, 

very high priority had been given -to malaria control. It was only in the last 

three or four years that the idea of eradication had come to the fore. It was 

important that, whatevir the origin of the funds, WHO should be fully responsible 

for the programme and it would be preferable for the funds also to be contributed 

to WHO. The fact that WHO had set up a Special Account was having a considerable 

psychological effect and had encouraged many countries to devote large sums of 

money .to their national programmes. He felt sure that, if the appeal was repeated, 

there would be sufficient rе �ponse to meet the requirements. 
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In conclusion, he said that his delegation would support the joint draft 

resolution together with the amendments submitted by the delegate of Ireland:, 

Dr T0G3<, (Liberia) welcomed the interest which had been shorn in the problem 

of malaria eradication, particularly by countries where malaria did not exist. 

It showed that the Members of the Organization were thinking in worldr� ride term. 

He also welcomed the fact that the Netherlands delegate had withdrawn his 

resolution, and he supported the joint resolution, as amended by the delegate from 

Ireland, which was in line with the Director -General's recommendations. 

Dr DIIZ -CGLL 11 (1exico) wished to clarify a point which had been raised by the 

delegate from Cuba, who had quoted the figure of $ 5 000 000 being spent on 

malaria eradication in Mexico. That figure was for the year 1958 only. The 

m l aria eradication campaign in Mexico had been going on for two years, and the 

final figure for the campaign would probably be in the region of thirty or forty 

million dollars. 

He supported the joint resolution, as amended by the delegate of Ireland. 

Mr of GEIJERSTм (Sweden) said that the documentation before the Committee 

showed the extent of the task which had been undertaken by the Organization in the 

field of malaria eradication. The total cost of the programme in 1958 

-.vas $ 17 606 768, for which the funds in the Special recount were already sufficient. 

The costs in 1959 were estimated at $ 17 178 849, of which only $ 4 892 228 was to 

come from the Special Lссоunt, leaving over $ 12 000 000 to come from the regular 

budget and other sources.- in particular, from UNICEF, which was financed by 
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governments on a voluntary basis. Thus, although there was not a large sum in tie 

Special Account, he could not agree that the Organization had embarked on the 

malaria eradication campaign without the possibility of sufficient funds. 

He agreed with the statement which had been made by the Director -General, and 

accepted the joint resolution. He would, however, need to see the amendments 

proposed by the delegate of Ireland in '�тiting before being able to vote on them. 

His country would be unable, for constitutional reasons, to take a decision 

before the spring of 1959, on whether or not it would contribute to the Special 

Account, but the question would be considered at the earliest possible moment. 

Sweden had already contributed one million dollars in the current year to UNICEF 

and the Technical Assistance Programme, which was evidence that it was already 

playing an important part in the malaria eradication campaign. If it were to 

contribute to the Special Account, its contributions to the other funds might have 

to be reduced. 

it HANLS (United States of America) said that he believed that the best interest, 

of the Special Account would be served if the Committee were to adopt the joint 

resolution._ In addition, he supported the amendments proposed by the delegate of 

Ireland. 

Dr AL -WAhBI (Iraq) said that the delegate freп Cub hnd -s mеd to suppose that 

the joint resolution was an independent and isolated resolution, whereas iI fact it 

was supplementary to previous resoluticns which had been adopted and could not thus 

be taken as annulling then. The delegate of Ghana had been right in supposing that 

the object of the joint resolution was to ensure that the Organization would not 

be subordinate to other organizations in the field of malaria eradication. 
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The Malaria Eradication Special Account should be set up on a continuous 

basis, and it was for that reason that his country had provided for a yearly 

contribution to the Account in its oudget. 

The additional paragraph 3, which had been proposed as an amendment to 

the resolution by the delegate of Ireland, merely seemed to state the obvious, 

since the Director -General and the staff of the Organization in fact took note 

of all discussions in World Health Assemblies. Nevertheless, if the delegate 

of Ireland insisted on the retention of his proposed paragraph 3 in the joint 

-resolution-; he would raise no objection to .t. 
. 

Mr ВВ лY (Ireland) said that he did not wish to insist on the retention 

proposed paragraph. 3, but felt that it was not a question of insisting. 

The two paragraphs which he had proposed had received considerable support 

in the Coiпiлttее, In view of the spirit in which those two paragraphs had 

been put forward and supported, and in view of the manner in which the delegate 

from Iraq himself had referred to the proposed paragraph 3, he felt that it 

would be best if that paragraph were retained, 

The CHAIRMAN noted that the delegate of Iraq accepted the inclusion of 

the proposed paragraph 3 in the joint resolution. 

Mrs SHOнfМ SНARON (Israel) said that her delegation supported the joint 

resolution, as amended by the delegate from Ireland. However, since paragraph 

2 of the joint resolution requested "the Executive Board and the Director - 

General" to take certain action, the proposed paragraph 3 should be reworded 

to include the words "the Executive Board and" before the words "the Director- 

General". 
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Dr VITSI,XIS (Greece) asked for clarification with regard to the proposed 

paragraph 3, which spoke of "the further action to be taken ", by the Director - 

General. Did that mean that the Director -General should contact the authorities 

of the Special bсcount and report to the Twelfth World Health tissembly on the 

help which was to be given to Member countries in their malaria eradication 

campaign? 

Professor HUftTADO (Cuba) said that he quite understood the scope of the 

joint resolution. The difference between it and the Executive Board's 

resolution ЕВ21,RL.1 lay in the deletion of paragraph 2 of the latter resolution, 

The paragraphs proposed by the delegate from Ireland did not constitute 

amendments from a legal point of view, but additions. He therefore agreed with 

the view which had been taken by the delegate of Iraq with regard to the proposed 

paragraph 3. It was difficult to know what was meant by the words "the Director- 

General should take not: of the discussion on this subject in the Committee or 

Ldrtinistration, Finance and Legal Matters ", since, although the Director -General 

was not actively participating in the debate, he Was present at the discussions 

and must clearl know what was taпin piece. The ro osed paragraph a h was also y gP' p P p ��P= 4 

curious, since there could be no doubt whatsoever that the Director- General 

would present a detailed report on any further details regarding г.al�ria 

eradication to the Twelfth rlorld Health Assembly. He hoped that the delegate 

of Ireland would reconsider the amendments he had proposed, 
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Mr BRADY (Ireland) said that the question of whether the paragraphs he had 

proposed constituted amendments or additions was one which only the Chair could 

decide. He would be happy to accept the views of the delegate of Cuba, but f 

that the paragraphs which he had proposed had a value in that they rounded off 

the joint resolution. It was not unusual for resolutions to refer to discussions 

which had taken place in committees. With regard to the proposed paragraph Ј4, 

he felt that the Аasenb y should с kept in touch 1.г th further developments in 

regard to the Special Account. There was no intention of placing an obstacle 

in the way of such further developments, of restricting the fund, or of l_mјtin 

the sovereignty of Y, hO in any way. 

With regard to the request for clarification uhiсК had been made by the 

delegate of Greece, he felt that it would be for the Director -General and the 

Executive Board to decide on the action to be taken at the appropriate moment, 

since the general situation wac always liable to change rapidly. He did not 

feel that it was for him to attempt tc impose any procedure on the Director- General 

or the Executive Board. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the general opinion in the Committee supported_WH0ts 

independence in the execution of its health programmes within the framework of 

its budget. The proposed paragraph 3 was in no way intended to limit that 

independence and autonomy. 

He asked the delegates of Iraq and Ireland whether they were prepared to 

accept the amendment to the proposed paragraph 3 proposed by the delegate cf 

Israel. 
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Mr BRADY (Ireland) indicated his acceptance of the Israeli amendment. 

Dr AL,WAHВI (Iraq) said that he accepted the Israeli amendment. In 

addition, in paragraph 2 of the English text, the word "energetically" should 

be placed after the word "pursue ". 

The CHAIRMAN said that, in the proposed paragraph L, the words "Malaria 

Eradication" should be placed between the word "Special" and the word "Account ", 

thus bringing the English text into line with the French. 

Hе pointed out that the proposed joint resolution replaced the Executive 

Вoardls resolution Ев21.RLl. 

Decision: Д-iе joint resolution proposed by the delegation oî Iraq 
and supported by the delegations of Iran, Sudan and the United Arab 
Republic, as amenдed by the delegates of Ireland and Israel, was adopted 
by 62 votes to 2 with no abstentions. 

Mr de PINHO (Portugal) said that ho had felt obliged to vote against the 

joint resolution since he was in agreement with the draft resolution EВ21.RLl. 

Professor HURTADO (Cuba) :paid that he had voted against the joint resolution 

since he had been unable to agree with the procedure adopted in voting on it as 

a whole before voting on the amendments to it. 

Decision: The Executive Eоard's resolution ЕВ21.Н0 concerning the report 
of the Gomrrittee on Malaria Eradication was adopted by 58 оtеs to none 
with no abstentions. 
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З. REPORT ON CO- ORDINATION wITН AND DECISIONS OF ТHE UNITED NАTIONS iAND SPECIALIZED 
AGENCIES ON ADМIYISТRAТIVE AND FINANCIAL QUЕSТIONS: Item 7.25 of the Agныda 
(Res dations EB 21. R1l. and EB 21. R50.: and-Аnпехеs- d- 3. l 3 Doc, ш�ejrt Аll !l1FL /13 ) 

Official Records No. 83 

Dr MOORE, representative of the Executive Board, said that at its twenty -first 

session the Executive Board had adopted two resolutions which concerned the item 

before the Committee - resolutions EB21.Е1L.. and EB21.R50. 

hr SIEGEL, (Assistant Director- Gтeneэral, Department of Administration and 

Finance), Secretary, said that the first of those resolutions was on the subject 

of the report that the Аdl�isory Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Questions 

of the United Nations had submitted on a special visit it had made to WHO Headquarters. 

That report, which was particularly concerned with the working of the Expanded 

Programme of Technical Assistance was reproduced in Annex 7 of Official Records No. 83. 

The second resolution was on a report by the Director -General on co- operation with 

the United Nations organs and specialized agencies and their decisions affecting the 

activities of WHO. That report, which was reproduced in Annex 17 of Official 

Records No. 83, included the regular annual report of that Advisory Committee on 

WHO's administrative and budgetary situation. 

Section 1 of the report submitted by the Director -General (All /AFL /13) described 

the developments regarding the problem of cost -of- living adjustments since the 

Tenth World Health Assembly. The main development was the adoption by the 

United Nations General Assembly of the resolution which was quoted in full in 

section 1.2.2. The Director- General had found no basis for recommending (section 

1.5.2) that the Health Assembly should do anything in regard to that resolution 

other than note it. 

Section 2 of the report was concerned with the report on administrative 

questions which the Administrative Committee on Co- ordination (ACC) had adopted at its 

1 
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meeting in May 195$. That report, which would be discussed at the next session of 

the United Nations Economic and Social Council dealt with recommendations by the 

International Civil Service Advisory Board (I03AP), the United Nations Pavilion at 

the Brussels Universal and International Exhibition and the forthcoming review of 

the International Convention on the Protection of Industrial Property. 

i 

Dr DIA2- COLLER х (М� сo) said that his delegation had been interested in the 

оroblem of post adjustments for a long time. Hе proposed the adoption of the 

following draft resolution: 

The Eleventh World Health P:ssernьly, 

Having considered the reports on co- orGinat.ion with and decisioп_s of 
the United Nations and specialized agencies on administrative and financial 
questions; 

Having considered the report cf the United Nations Advisory Со: шitteе 
on Administrative and Budgetary Questions on administrative and budgetary 
co- ordination between the United Nations and '.'VHQ, with particular reference 
to the working cf the Expanded Programma of Technical Assistance; 

Noting that the Committee intends on ccniulеtÿ.cn of its studies at the 
headquarters of specialized agencies to make a further report in which it 
will formulate its general conclusions and recomпыndations, 

1. NОТЕS the reюcrts; 

2. EXPRESSES its satisfaction that the Advisory Committee sw nc occasion 
to suggest any changes in the various procedures for internal financial 

control; and 

З. EXPRESSES its interest in the further report which the Advisory 
Committee on Administrative and Budgetary Questions intends to make. 

1г БOTH1 (Union of South Africa) said that, in the light of whet had happened 

since the Tenth World Health Assembly had discussed the question of cost -cf- living 

adjustments and adopted resolution WHА1C. i48, it was clear that the Tenth World 

Health АЕSеЊ1у had acted unwisely in rejecting the proposal of the Netherlands 

delegation that it refer the matter to the Аdгэinиstrative Committee on Cc-- ordination 

(ACC); for at cresent WНO staff nembers in G neva were receiving different 
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salaries, allowances and benefits from those received by staff members of other 

inter- governmental organizations in Geneva, and WHO and those organizations were 

in an impasse. He would not delve into past history, but he would confine himself' 

to the facts,__ they existed. The Health Assembly was faced with a request in the 

United Nations General Assembly resolution which the Assistant Director -General 

had just mentioned and which, he believed, it had adopted without any delegation 

voting against it, that WHO re- consider the date from which hanges in the cost of 

living at Geneva should be measured when determining post adjustments for WHO 

staff members. It would be wrong for the Health Assembly to adopt the Director 

General ?s recommendation that it do no more than take note of the resolution, 

especially in view of the fact that the membership of the United Nations was near- 

ly the same as that of WHO. He believed the discrepancy was due largely to failure 

to effect proper consultation. It would be wrong to take a definite decision on 

the question at the current Health Assembly. He would propose that the Health 

Assembly request the Director- General to ensure that the question was discussed 

by ACC at the earliest possible moment. 

Dr VАRGAS- MENDEZ (Costa Rica) supported the draft resolution proposed by the 

Mexican delegate. He said that there would be no objection to adopting that draft 

resolution. The South African delegation was correct in stating that the member- 

ship of WHO was nearly the same as the membership of the United Nations; but it 

should not be forgotten that since WHO was a technical organization many of the 

staff arrangements made by the United Nations were not suited to WHO, although some 

were. 

Mr м0'ГСК (Canada) said he agreed with the South Lfrican delegate that the Health 

Assembly should not merely take note of the United Nations General Assembly resolutio 

especially since it had been adopted by an overwhelming majority of the members of 
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the United Nations, which formed nearly the whole membership of WHO. As stated in 

the document under discussion, the United Nations General_ Assembly had decided to 

maintain 1 January 1956 as the date from which changes in the cost of living at len_r 

should be measured in determining post adjustments for united Nations staff members 

there, whereas the Tenth World Health Assembly had decided that such changes should 

be measured from 1 January 1957 when determining a post adjustment for ? "hí0 staff 

members in Geneva. As the cost of liming in Geneva had risen approximately three 

points between 1 January 1956 and 1 Januery 1957, WHO staff members in Geneva would 

be eligible for an increase in cost of living adjustment before United Nations staff 

members in Gеrevе. if the recommendations of the Salary Review Committee were observer 

in the future. That discrepancy was the main reason for the request made by the 

United Nations General assembly. If Y7н0 changed the base date from 1 January 1957 tc 

1 January 1956 the staff of WHO would not be unfairly penalized, nor would that make 

it more difficult for WHO to obtain and retain the services of competent personnel. 

'n fact the Director -General's only argument against changing the decision ta�en at 

the Tenth World Health Assembly was that the decision taken by the United Nations 

General Assembly at its last session regarding post adjustment for United Nations 

staff members in New York was contrary to the recommendations of the Salary Review 

Committee, which had recommended that no post adjustment should be made until the со 

of living had risen five points and had remained five points up ±'er ripe months, Two 

vmongs did not make a right. Discrepancies i i the treatment accorded to internationa 

civil servants working in the seine city "�ere far nor° important than dif'forencee in 

the treatment accorded to international cixril servants йсгidn in different cities. 

If every time that one category was given a raise all other categories of internatior 

civil servants were given a raise also, there would be a spiralling movement which 
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would become completely out of control. To make things orderly, it was most 

desirable that the base date for determining post adjustments for all international 

civil servants working in Geneva should be 1 January 1956. 

Mr WARING (United States of America) said he considered the statement just made 

by the Canadian delegate a quite reasonable and objective one. He was prepared tc 

second a draft resolution in accordance with the views expressed by the Canadian 

delegate. 

The SECRETARY said the Canadian delegate was correct in stating that two wrongs 

did not make a right; but it was also true that one wrong did not make a right. The 

South African delegate had furnished some of the facts of the case; he would endeavcx 

to furnish the remaining facts. The South African delegate had expressed doubt as 

to whether there had been adequate consultation. The following extract from the 

summаry record of the 6146th meeting of the Fifth Comrпittee of the United Nations 

General Аssembly (A /C.5 /SR.6L6) showed that there had been consultation: 

"Mr TURNER (Controller), replying to the South African representative'з 
question concerning the agreements between the United Nations and the 
specialized agencies, said he believed that any recoпцnendation or observation 
by the General Assembly would be within the scope cf those agreements. Such 
a recommendation cr observation would be formally transmitted by the 
Secretary General to the Executive Head of the agency concerned, who would be 
responsible for bringing it to the attention of the legislative body. 

"There was a paint he wished to explain in connexion with the matter 
under discussion. Consultation and cc- ordination between the United 
Nations and the specialized agencies took place at two levels, that of 

governments and that of the secretariats. He regretted that he had been 
unable to make it clear at an earlier stage that consultation on the question 
of a class 2 post adjustment for staff at Geneva had taken place at the 
secretariat level. The Director- General of the ILO had informed the 
Secretary General of the proposal that I.e intended to make to the Governing 
Body cf that agency, and had requested the Secretary General's viewв, which 
had been given. The Controller understood that in that instance the 
Director- General of the ILO had beer acting in concert with the 
Director- General of VVHO." 
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Unfortunately the statement of which that extract was the summary record had net 

been made until after the Fifth Committee had approved the resolution. It had 

adopted it, not unanimously but by 49 votes to 7 with 4 abstentions. Before the 

resolution was adopted a member of the United Nations secretariat had said there 

had been nc consultation so far as he was awere. 

The Canadian delegate had argued that the same considerations should be aррlсd 

�о all staff members of the United Nations and the specialized agencies working ir. 

the same city. Surely it was even more important that the same considerations 

should be applied to all WHO staff members wherever they worked. Resolution НА10.4f 

applied to all WHO staff members. If the Health k_ssembly should decide that the 

base -date for determining post adjustments for WHO staff members in Geneva should 

be changed to 1 January 1956, different considerations would be applied to WHO 

staff members from the considerations applied to WHO staff members elsewhere, and 

that would place an Obstacle in the way of the Organization performing its 

functions properly. 

r 
Dr DIЙZ- COLLER (Mexico) said that РЛ�SO had experienced serious recruitment 

problems, since it had not been able to obtain the services of qualified health 

personnel of the necessary calibre. Consequently certain categories of 

technical staff cf the Pan xmerican Sanitary Bureau (which served as the WHO 

Regional Office for the Aimericas) were being given preferential treatment and 

higher salaries than corresponding staff se�lvice elsewhere in WHO. 'hе fact that the 
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might be differences in salry.'íes and allowances as between WHO and the United Nations 

was less important that the fact that one regional office of ' М .ras having to оffе_� 
higher salaries in order to attract personnel of the requisite standard. The basic 

problem was not on thich dates certain adjustments would become effective, but the 

necessity to improve the salary rates of the health ocrsonnel of the Organization 

above those provided for in the United Nations' scale. He cited as an example that 

in some Latin American countries, the salaries s paid by P: SO were not more than these 

in the national health service and that recruitment was consequently hampered. It 

was essential for the �5п) to free itself from the limitations imposed b the United 

Nationst scale to enable it to recruit health workers of the necess ry standard. 

Dr AI'Oц'EG1R (Iran) said he could not agree with the sistant Director-General 

that it was wore important that all X710 staff members should be treated in the same 

wе, �s than that the 110 staff members working in one place should be treated in the 

same way as other international civil servants working in that place; for the cost 

of living varied from piece to place, and there wбre other considerations such as 

climatic conditions which should be taken into account. 

The SECRET ,RY replied that he had not said all WHO staff members of the sana 

grade should be paid the same amount; he had said that the same considerations should 

be ap »lied to all of them. Those conddcretions incl"ded considerations regarding 

the base date for determ-i.nin post adjustments. If the Health Assembly changed that 

base date for "THO staff members 'corking in Geneva only, it would not be applyin. g the 

same considerations to all WHO staff members. 

The meeting rose at 5.10 p.m. 


