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1 ORDER OF DISCUSSION 

Dr. MANI said the Board had not yet dealt with the most 

important items which should be discussed during the present session, 

and asked that the items relating to allocation of funds and 

Regional Offices, in particular, be brought forward on the agenda. 

The CHAIRMAN agreed with Dr. Mani that those items should be 

given preference and thought they could be discussed on Tuesday, 

provided the relevant documents were distributed in time. He pointed 

out, however, that Dr. Holm, Chairman of the Expert Committee on 

Tuberculosis, would be in Geneva on Wednesday and the opportunity 

should be taJcen to discuss the report of the ad hoc Expert Committee 

on Tuberculosis in his presence, 

2 REPORT OF WORKING PARTY ON EDITORIAL MATTERS AND PUBLICATIONS 

(Document EB2/68) (Items 23，23.1, 23.2, 24，30.1 and 32.1 of 

the Agenda). 

， 

Dr. HALVERSON, presenting, the report of the working party, 

thanked the members of the committee, and also Dr. Dujarrie de la Rivière 

and Dr» Timmerman, who had attended as observers，and Dr
#
 Zhukova, who 

had been present by invitation. 

His suggestion that the items of the report should be dealt with 

separately only when comments were offered, was accepted. 

Dr. Halverson, referring to item 4, page 3 (Collaboration in 

publication of papers presented at international congresses of medical 

sciences), said it had been suggested that the "approval in principle" 

expressed in the last two lines of the resolution should be restricted 

to services rather than direct grants of funds from WHO to congresses» 



Regarding item 5, page 3 (Linguistic policy for publications), 

he said that, when discussing paragraph 2 of the recommendation, "that 

certain special non-serial publications should, when necessary， be 

produced in an additional language or l a n g u a g e s t h e committee had had 

in mind the international pharmacopoeia and the International Lists of 

Diseases and Causes of Death, which were produced in languages addi-

tional to the two working languages. It was suggested that when 

there were dociunents of that type,池ich should be published in 
. ：. . • • * » « 

languages additional to the two working languages, the.matter should 
. • • • ‘ ‘ 

be brought before the Executive Board• 

Dr. GEAR, with reference to itêm в, page 4 (Stimulation of pro-

duction, use and exchange of films and other audio-visual media)
}
 spoke 

of the difficulty experienced by countries in assessing films which they 

bought or obtained on loan. Many countries spent a lot of money on 

films, only to find that the majority were out of date and useless。 

He therefore suggested that the words ^critical appraisal
и

 should be 

inserted after the words "to stimulate the production" in the preamble 

and paragraph 1 of the resolution* 

The amendment was accepted. 
• '.. » 

Dr, MA.NI referred to item 4> page 3 (Collaboration in publication 

of papers presented at international congresses of medical sciences) 

and asked if the sum of |20,000 took account of the 470,000 which had 

been allocated for certain items at the end of the Health Assembly
0 

Dr. FORREST (Secretariat) explained that the sum of ？20,000 was 

in accordance with the provision made, under Section VII (Technical 

Meetings) of Chapter IX for the co-ordination of medical congresses。 

He also referred to document EB2/17， page 3， paragraph 4, namely, the 

allocation by the Executive Board of the sum of $70,000 to increase 



allowances for malaria, tuberculosis, venereal diseases, maternal 

and child care, public health administration and co-ordination of 

medical conferences. 

Dr, MANI signified that the explanation was satisfactory. 

Decision； The report of the Working Party on Editorial 
Matters and Publications (document EB2/68) was adopted, 
with the amendments proposed. 

3, DECISIONS OF ECOSOC AFFECTING THE WHO PROG-ШШМЕ (Document 
EB2/46) (Item 32.2 of the Agenda), 

Dr, HÏDE, referring to item 4.4, page 5 (Prevention of crime 

and treatment of offenders), asked in what form the recommendations 

of the expert appointed to consult with the United Nations on this 

subject would appear in the records of ¥Ш0, 

The DIRECTOR -GENERAL replied that a two-day meeting had 

recently been held in Paris, under the auspices of the United 

Nations, attended by about eight non-governmental agencies parti-

cularly interestod in the subject, and by WHO, UNESCO and ILO. A 

report of that meeting would be available shortly; it would include 

the report of the WHO expert, and would be incorporated in the 

records of WHO. He added that when those reports were obtained in 

a complete form, the Secretariat .would -consider their suitability 

•for inclusion in one of the publications of the Organization, perhaps 

the Bulla tin. 

Dr. MANI, referring to item 12, page 9 (United Mations Appeal for 

Children), said he f^lt sure all ratímbers of the Board would be 

interested in the position in regard to the appeal. ТЛе Health 

Assembly had passed a resolution on the subject, but item 12 gave the 

• 

impression that the Appeal was being wound up at the end of the year. 



The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said there seemed to be a feeling amongst 

various delegations that tho Appeal should be continued and the matter 

was still to be considered by the General Assembly of the United Nations, 

It would be considered during the present session of the General Assembly, 

although it had not yet been put on the agenda. 

Decision; The Board took note of document EB2/46 

4 CO-OPERATION WIIH THE ECONOMIC COMISSION' FOR U T I N AMERICA 

(Document EB2/27) (Item 38 of the Agenda). 

Dr. FORREST (Secretariat) explained that this item was submitted in 

continuation of the policy originally proposed by the Interim Commission, 

that WHO should continue as far as possible to draw the attention of 

economists and planners of development to the importance of the health of 

the people * On page 1 of the report would be found the resolution passed 

by the Economic Commission for Latin America, which was a subsidiary body 

of the Economic and Social Council of the United Nations» The Director-

General *s recommendation, on page 2, was mainly a suggestion for 

continued co-operation. 

A new element had now entered into the picture： the arrangements 

concluded in October with the Pan American Sanitary Organization and the 

Pan American Sanitary Bureau^ In many parts of the world there were 

analagous economic commissions to the Economic Commission for Latin America: 

one for the Far East, one in process for the Middle East, and the Economic 

Commission for Europe• It would be improper, or at least administratively 

difficult, for the Director-General to deal directly with such commissions 

and it was suggested that， in implementing the recommondatión contained 

on page 2} he should do so through the Pan 丨American Sanitary Bureau and 

the Pan American Sanitary Organization. At the same time， the general 

co-ordination of the whole approach to the problem would be between the 

Director-General and the Secretary-Gene ral of the United Nations. 



Dr» de PAULA SOUZA stressed the importance of economic 

development in any part of the world being accompanied by action on 

health matters and explained what had been done in his own country. 

Referring to item page 5 (Resolution on technical assistance)^ 

he suggested that some of the follcwships granted to Latin America 

should be given for Latin Americm schools, and that the best students 

nxight later pursue specialist studies in зэше of the Anglo-Saxon or 

European centres. 

The DIRECTOR-ŒNERAL said that in the days of UNRRA, and even 

of the Interim Commission^ it had not always been possible to give 

fellowships in the most suitable pl. ace s ̂  because local facilities теге 

insufficiently organized. In future it was expected that, wncrever 

possible^ junior fellowships would be given in the local regions， so 

that the teaching given "would be applicable to the conditions to which 

the fellows would return. There was a different kind of fellowship 

for senior people^ could gain greatly by travelling to other regions 

of the world. 

He explained that the draft letter to the Secretary-General of the 

United Nations would need revision^ since the Pan American Sanitary Bureau 

had indicated its intention of ̂ being integrated with tho Organization. 

Dr» MA.NI appreciated the principle enunciated by the Director-

General and hoped that^, as a corollary, it тюиЫ be possible for the 

Director-General to look into the status of teaching in local institutions 

to see whether assistance could be given to bring them up to date -where 

necessary. It was no use sending follows to local institutiens if those 

institutions iwere 25 years behind the times. 
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The CHAIRMAN tiiought the point raised by Dr. Mani was a very-

important one and asked the Dire с to г— G ene ral to take note of it 

Di% EVANG agreed in general with the principles outlined by the 

Director-General, but thought situations might arise where the regional 

rule should not be too strictly applied. There were a number of small 

countries with a relatively high standard of public health which were 

too small to e stablish modern schools of public health m t h i n their own 

territories, and depended upon sending a small number of men for basic 

training in public health to other parts of the world• 

Professor PARISOT thought that the Direc tor-Gene ral would keep 

himself fully informed of the standards, methods and languages used in 

the different schools, and arrange for suitable fellowship dispositions, 

taking into account the tasks which the students would later be engaged 

upon* 

Dr. RAE felt that the Board was merely enunciating general policy 

and that the Director-General would consider each case as it arose and 

decide vrtiat should be done. 

The CHAIRMN agreed with Dr. Rae that the Director-General should 

use his discretion. He thought it could be left to the Drafting 

Committee to re-draft the decision in the sense that the overall 

• - • . 
co-operation in such matters would be through the Se с re tary-General of 

the United Nations and that local arrangements would be made,through the 

local regions. 

This was agreed, 

5 HYGIENE OF HOUSING： COLLABORATION WITH THE UNIIED NATIONS AND 
NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS (Document EB2/10) (Item 42 of the 
Agenda)» 

The CHAIRMAN noted that the Standing Committee on Non-Governmental 



Organizations had taken this point into consideration and noted it 

in its report (document EB2/69). He therefore proposed that dis-

cussion of this item should be deferred until the report of that 

committee was considered. 

Decision; The Chairman
!

s proposal was accepted. 

6 GENERAL COUNCIL OF THE INTERNATIONAL UNION FOR CHILD WELFARE, 
STOCKHOIM (Document EB2/37) (item 44 of the Agenda) 

Decision: The Board took note of the Report• 

7 DECLARATION OF -THE RIGHTS OF THE CHILD (Document EB2/60) 
(Item 8 of the Supplementary Agenda). 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to an amendment of paragraph V on 

page 5： the word "useful" in the last line should be replaced by 

the word "responsible." 

He stressed the importance of the document and invited the 

4 

views of the Board. 

M. GROS (Observer^ United Nations) thanked the Chairman and 

members of the Board, on behalf of the United Nations, for the 

valuable contribution made to the study of this very important pro-

blem^ which was linked up with the problem of human rights now under 

discussion by the Third Committee of the United Nations, 

Dr. HYDE asked whether the Declaration of the Rights of the 

Child would come before the present General Assembly of the United 

Nations• 



The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said this subject was nót on the Agenda of the 

Social Committee (Committee III) of the United Nations Assembly, although 

it was part of the whole problem of human rights. It would be discussed 

at the next session of the. Social Commission (of the Economic and Social 

Council) in April• 

Dr. НШЕ was of the opinion that the question should be kept in a 

fluid and negotiating stage at the present time. He was a little 

concerned about the proposal on page 6 of document EB2/60, which 

« 

indicated that the Executive Board was approving the draft Declaration 

as a proposal from WHO, whereas, before "WHO made a formal proposal which 

constituted an extensive re-draft of the Geneva Declaration, it should 

be approved by the Health Assembly rather than by the Executive Board, 

He would like the Director-General to be authorized to put forward these 

ideas to the Social Commission of Ecosoc in its discussion of the draft 

on the rights of children• 

Mr. GROS (Observer, United Nations) drew attention to the fact 

that, if the Board decided to refer the matter again to the Health 

Assembly
5
 VÍH0

1

 s contribution to the study of this important matter would 

reach the United Nations only.two years from now. The question was on 

the Agenda of the next session of the Social Commission: if the Social 

Coïïimission adopted re commendations on the subject, those recommendations 

would come before the Economic and Social Council at its 9th Session in 

July I949. If the Economic and Social Council took a decision, in 

agreement with the nations concerned, the matter would be referred, to the 

General Assembly of the United Nations next year» 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said the United Nations had asked the Interim 

Commission of WHO to undertake the drafting of this document more than a year 

ago. Because of slowness in ratification by many countries, and the 
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limitations imposed on the Interim Commission, it had not been possible 

to undertake the work until recently. He proposed that the Executive 

Board shoiild forward this document as a working paper, as a recommenda-

tion from the Board, with the provision that it would be considered 

later by the Health Assembly as well. If this was not made available 

within the next three months, WH0
!

s contribution would not be available 

for the drafting of the document by the United Nations. 

Dr. HYDE thought that if presented in the way suggested by the 

Director-General
}
 the Social Coimnission of. Ecosóc might wel-' ‘ * 

come all the changes suggested. If, however, it provôd necessary for 

certain points to be insisted upon， it would be for the Health Assembly 

to consider them. 

Dr. GEAR said the document was a charter and therefore the wording 

should be considered very carefully, and that the Drafting Committee 

should bear in mind certain points. He thought the proposed amendment 
" • • > . • 

at the bottom of page 4 might be tightened up. He felt that the words 
, •‘ • ‘ 

‘ , . . 

"applicable for him" might be omitted from the first sentence• He 

suggested that the wordirg of paragraph 1 - "The Child mus*fe be protected 

beyond and above all considerations
,f

 蜂 should read: "The Child must be 

protected above all considerations • • He also noticed in the WHO 

amendment the use of the words
 fT

its rights" and "his rights", and sug-

gested there should be uniformity. 

The CHAIRMAN asked the Secretariat to taka note of' the remarks 

made by Dr. Gear. 

Decision: It was agreed that the draft contained in document ̂  
EB2/60, revised in accordance with the suggestions made， should 
be re-submitted to the Board before the close of the session• 



SEVENTEENTH INTERNATIONAL RED CROSS CONFERENCE, STOCKHOLM 
(Document EB2/38) (Item 45 of the provisional agenda) 

Decision? It was agreed that the item should be considered In 
connexion with the report of the Standing Committee on Relations 
with Non-Governmental Organizations^ 

•9. UNITED NA.TI0NS SCIENTIFIC CONFERENCE ON CONSERVATION AND 
• ^ UTILIZATION OF RESOURCES (Document EB2/44) (Item 7 of the 

supplementary agenda) 

J)r. FORREST explained that the questiort of representation of ШО 

had arisen out of decisions of the Interim Commission and World Health 

Assembly, recognizing the need for a conference which would stimulate 

the interest throughout the world, not only of economists and experts, 

but also of administrators and legislators, in an over-all approach to 

the problem of the conservation and utilization of resources• The 
• . * * . • ‘ ‘ , , _ 

suggestion was that Ш0 should put forward its views on the health 

aspects of the scientific development of the conservation of resources 

by two means : (1) by .prepared papers which would be circulated but not 

read at the conference; (2) by the attendance of two e!xperts, one to be 

nominated from outside, and the other a member of the Secretariat, both 

of whom "would *speak on prepared papers. When the Health Assembly had 

agreed to representation of T/1H0, it had been under the impression that 

the expenses would be borne by the United Nations• It had since 

been suggested that expenses in connexion with the attendance of an out-

side expert might be borne by the appropriate governmental delegation, but 

it was not certain that such a recommendation would be accepted. It 

was therefore necessary for the Executive Board to make an allocation from 

the I949 budget for the purpose. 

M. GROS (Observer, United Nations), stressed that the conference was 

not an inter-governmental one, but would be -composed of s cientific ex-

perts, whose recommendations would not be binding on governments. The 

United Nations was unable to pay the expenses of experts sent by 

governments or specialized agencies. 



It had originally been suggested that the conference should be 

held at a university in Tennessee but, for financial reasons, it was 

now expected that it would take place at Lake Success； and would be 

closely followed by a second conference on the protection of nature
y
 to 

be convemed by UNESCO。 He felt that Ш0 might wish to be represented 

at both these conferences» 

Decision? It was agreed that "WHO should be represented at the 
Scientific Conference on Conservation and Utilization of 
Resources, leaving it to the Directors-General»s discretion to 
appoint the best available expert for the purpose, on the under-
standing that the cost involved would not exceed $3>000« 

10, PREPARATOiil CONFERENCE OF UNIVERSITIES (Document EB2/55) 
(Item 12 of the supplementary agenda) 

Dr„ ZÔZAIA (Mexico) said that he had represented Mexico at the 

Conference of Universities
3
 and fully agreed with the proposal of the 

Director-General, He. recalled^ however, that the Executive Board of . 

PÀS0 had decided that that organization should make a study of the 

medical and public-health schools of Latin America, while the plan of 

UNESCO was to study all fields of education including the medical 

aspect， It should be clearly outlined which of the two organizations • 

Ш0 or PASO - was responsible for the medical aspect of the proposed 

studies， in order to avoid duplication of effort. 

Dr
fl
 de PAULA SOUZA agreed with Dr

w
 Zozaya. The wording of the 

penultimate line of the resolution should be amended to include "and 

public health" after the word %edical
T

4 

The Association of Universities should also devote attention 

to the question of the organization of studies in relation to the 

level of development reached in the area concerned. The International 

Association of Universities should draw particular attention to the 

training of sanitary personnel in accordance with the conditions in 

which they would be called upon to work. 



Decision: It was agreed that the word "health
1

，should be 
substituted for the word "medicalin the penultimate lii\e of 
the resolution, and that the Drafting Committee should submit 
an amended resolution to include the two points -raised by . 
Dr. Zoza.ya and Dr. de Paula Souza

e 

ANNUAL REPORTS SUBMITTED BY STATES UNDER ARTICLES 61 and 62 
OF THE CONSTITUTION (Document EB2/56) (Item 13 of the . 
supplementary agenda) 

Dr
è
 WICKREMESINGHE asked -whether the annual reports of govern-

ments would suffice for the requirements of "WHO under Article 62 of its 

Constitution. 

Dr. CHISHOLM said that Articles 61. and 62 requested a somenvhat 

different type of statement than the usual annual reports of govern-

ments on health matters. Article 61 required a concise picture of 

the improvements which had actually taken place during the year under 

review rather than a long statistical document
 £
 Article 62 required 

a separate and short report on the specific recommendations of Ш0 

which had been submitted to governments for action, 

Dr. M/iNI thought that a distinction should be made between 

Articles 61 and 62. The latter only required a report on the action 

in regard to specific recommendations of WHO» With respect to 

Article 61 he felt that governments could only offer annual reports, 

from which the Secretariat could extract pertinent parts. In the case 

of India, a short summary was attached to the annual report. He 

hoped that the Secretariat did not expect to receive a special report on 

particular health problems during a .given year. Governments could not • 

be expected to elaborate reports on progress during the past few years 

as suggested in the proposed letter
0 



Dr. RAE asked vihich year ttie reports were to cover. If required 

ibr the year 1949, governments would not be in a position to assess 

progress by November 1 of that year. 

Dr. CHISHOIii said that the report to be submitted in November 

1949 should cover the calendar year 1948, In the case of those 

countries vdaich had a fiscal year, it mi^at cover the year ending June 

1949. 

He explained that several factors had to be considered in the 

reception and submission of such reports. If approval of summaries 

made by the Seoretariat from annual reports had to be -obtained from 

about 70 governments, much time would be lost. Moreover, the services 

of additional permanent staff would be necessary, involving considerable 

expense. , 

Dr. DOWLING agreed with the views expressed by Dr, Mani in regard 

to the difficulty for governments themselves to undertake the necessary 

work. In Australia, for instance, tile Federal Government was respon-

sible for certain functions in the field of health, idiile others 

devolved on the local administrations » The central governments would 

have to collect such reports from the different States, ndiich would 

entail much delay. 

Dr. MANI thought that the discussion had proved useful, and that 

the proposed letter mi^it be sent. He agreed that the Organization 

could not have a special staff, and therefore suggested that an 

indication might be given that if annual reports were sent, it was 

hoped that they would be accompanied by summaries. His agreement was 

qualified by his objection, already expressed, to the furnishing of 

summaries of the last few years. 

Dr, EVANG thought it was too early to take a final decision； 

"WHO should proceed slowly. He outlined the system adopted by FAO in 

obtaining reports from Member States. He agreed that the letter 



should be approved, pointing out that it was not binding in the matter
# 

Professor PARISOT agreed to the proposed l e t t e r I t was 

indispensable, if use were to be made of the reports, that they should 

be submitted in a definite form. 

It was also necessary to decide Tñáiat action should be taken. 

The reports would comprise much material, which would require study and 

involve heavy expenses for publication, If they were not published, 

however, governments might conclude that their reports were of little 

interest to "WHO and eventually refrain from sending them. 

He felt that the suggested letter should be sent to Member 

Governments, in order to provide certain data on -vdiich and ultimate 

decision could be based as to future action» 

Decisiont It was agreed that the letter proposed in document 
EB2/56 should remain unchanged» 

The meeting rose at 12,30 p®m
# 
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1 ORDER OF DISCUSSION 

Dr
#
 MANI said the Board had not yet dealt with the most 

important items which should be discussed during the present session, 

and asked that the items relating to allocation of funds and 

Regional Offices, in particular, be brought forward on the agenda• 

The CHAIRMAN agreed with Dr.-Mani that those items should be ' 

given preference and thought they could be discussed on Tuesday, 

provided the relevant documents were distributed in time. He pointed 

out, however, that Dr
#
 Holm, Chairman of the Expert Committee on 

Tuberculosis, would be in Geneva on Wednesday and the opportunity 

should be ta,ken to discuss the report of the ad hoc Expert Committee 

on Tuberculosis in his presence•. 

2 REPORT OF WORKING PARTY ON EDITOxíIAL MATTEHS AND PUBLICATIONS 
(Document EB2/68) (Items 23,. 23.1, 23.2, 24, 30.1 and 32.1 of 
the Agenda). . 

Dr. HALVERSON, presenting the report of the working party^ 

thanked the members of the committee, and also Dr, Dujarrie de la Rivière 

and Dr
#
 Timmerman, who had attended as observers, and Dr

e
 Zhukova, who 

had been present by invitation. 

_ » . . • 
His suggestion that the items of the report should be dealt with 

• - • -

separately only when comments were offered, was accepted. 

Dr. Halverson, referring to item page 3 (Collaboration in 

publication of papers presented at international congresses of medical 

sciences), said it had been suggested that the "approval in principle" 

expressed in the last two lines of the resolution should be restricted 

to services rather than direct grants of funds from WHO to congresses. 



Regarding item 5, page 3 (Linguistic policy for publications), 

he said that/ when discussing paragraph 2 of the recommendation, "that 

certain special noh-serial publications should, when necessary, be 

produced in an additional language or l a n g u a g e s t h e committee had had 

in mind the international pharmacopoeia and the International Lists of 

Diseases and Causes of Death， which were produced in languages addi-

tional to the two working languages. It was suggested that vrtien. 

there were documents of that type,' viiich should be published in 

languages additional to the two working languages, the matter should 

be brought before 'the Executive Board. 

Dr. GEAR, with reference to item. 6, page 4 (Stimulation of pro-

duction, use and exchange of films and other audio-visual media), spoke 

of the difficulty experienced by countries in assessing films which they 
» . • 

bought or obtained on loan. Many countries spent a lot of money on 

films, only to find that the majority were out of date and useless» 

He therefore suggested that the words '«critical appraisal
11

 should be 

inserted after the words "to stimulate the production" in the preamble 

and paragraph 1 of the resolution. ‘ 

The amendment was accepted» • 

i 

Dr, M N 1 referred-to item 4, page 3 (Collaboration in publication 

of papers presented at international congresses of.medical sciences) 

and asked if the sum of |20,000 took account of the $70,000 which had 

been allocated for certain items at the end of the Health Assembly• 

Dr. FORREST' (Secretariat) explained that the sum of §20,000 was 

in accordance with the provision made, under Section VII (Technical 

Meetings) of Chapter IX fçr the co-ordination of medical congresses• 

He also referred to document EB2/1?, page 3> paragraph 4, namely, the 

allocation by the Executive Board of the sum of $70^000 to increase 



allowances for malaria, tuberculosis^ venereal diseases, maternal 

and child care
;f
 . public health administration and co-ordination of 

medical conferences• 

Dr, MANI' signified that the explanation was satisfactory. 

‘ . . . ' . ' • 

Decisions The report 'o£. the Working Party on Editorial . 

：Matters^and Publications (dociuiient EB2/68) was adopted, 

with the amendments proposed。 

3, DECISIONS. OF ECOSOC AFFECÏING THE WHO PRÓÓRMME (Document 
EB2/46) (Item 32,2 of the Agenda) „ 

. . . . ；••..•••'-' ' 

Dr, HYDE, • referring to i"bem..4»‘b page 5 (Prevention of crime 

and treatment, .of. offenders ). asked in what form' the recommendations . 

of the expert appointed to consi£Lt m t h the United Nations on this 

subject would appear in the records of WHO* . 

" The DIRECT0R，4ffiNERAL replied that a twó-day meeting, had 

recently been held in Paris, under the auspices of the United 

Nations， attended by about eight nqn-governmental agencies parti-

cularly interested in the subject^ and by WHO.> UNESCO and 工LCK A 

report of that meeting woiold be available shortly; it would include 

the report of the .WHO •expertj and woiild be incorporated in the 

... * • 

records of Ш0,- He added that when 'hhose reports were obtained in 
* • • . . • . • . ‘ 

^ a complete form》 the.Secretariat would consider their suitability 1 ' '• • • . , 
, , . • • ‘ . 

for inclusion in one of the'publications of the Organizaticn^ p rhaps 
i 

the Bulletin. -
• . ‘ ‘ 

Dr. MANIj referring to itam Г2',. page 9 (United Nations Аррза! for 

Children), said he f.elt sure all members of the Board would be 
. . . • - . . • . • ——-...•… ，......•

 w
 • 

interested in the position in regard " to the A ppeal • T.he Hoalth 

AssGDibly had passed a resolution on the subject^ but itam 12 gave the 

impression that the Appeal was being wound, up at the end of the year. 
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丄'he DIREC TOR- GEI ¡-С̂гАЬ said th^re seemed to be a foe ling amenoso 

various delegations that the Appeal should be continued and the matter 

was still to be considered by the General Assembly of the United liions• 

It would be considered during the present session of the General Assembly, 

although it had not yet been put on the agenda. 

Decision： The Board took note of document EB2/46 

4 . CO-OPERATION WIIH THE ECONOMIC COMMISSION 1Ш U Ï I N Х Ш Ш 
• {Document EB2/27) (Item ЗУ of the Agenda) . 

Dr
e
 FORREST (Secretariat) explained that this item was. submitted in 

continuation of the policy originally proposed by the Interim Commission, 

that ШЮ should continue as far as possible to draw the attention of • 

economists and planners of development to the importance of the health of 

the p e o p l e O n pago 1 of the report would be found the resolution passed 

by tho Economic Commission for Latin America, "which was. a subsidiaiy body 
• * * 

•.. . . • 
of the Economic and Social Council of the United Nations, The Director-

General»s recommendation, on page 2, was mainly a suggestion for 

continued co-operation, 

A new element had now entered into the picture j the arrangements 

concluded in October with the Pan American Sanitary Organization arid the 

Pan American Sanitary Bureau
#
 In marçr parts of the world there were 

analogous economic.commissions to the Economic Commission for Latin Americat 

one for the Far East, one in process for the Middle East, and the Economic 

Commission for Europe. It would be improper, or at least administratively 

difficult, for the В ire с tor-Gene ral to deal directly with such commissions 

and it was suggested that^ in implementing the recommendation contained 

on page 2y he should do so through the Pan American Sanitary bureau and 

the Pan American Organisation. At the same time, the general 

co-ordination of the whole approach to the problem would Ъз between the 

Di rec tor-Gene ral and the Seer etary- CJene ral of the United Nations. 



Dr. de PAULA SOUZA stressed the importance of economic 

development in any part of the world being accompanied by action on 

health matters and explained yáiat had been done in his own country. 

Referring to' item page 5 (Resolution on technical assistance), 

he suggested that some of the fellowships granted to Latin Ainorica 

should be given for Latin Americai cchocls, and that the best students 

iaight later pursue specialist studies in а>ше of the Anglo-Saxon or 

European centres. 

The DIRECTOR-(SNERAL said that in the days of UifflRA, and even 

oí the Interim Commission, it had not always been possible to give 

fellowships in. the most suitable places, because local facilities ште 

insufficiently organized.‘ In future it was expected that, wherever 

possible^ junior fellowships m m l d be given in the looél regions, so 

that the teaching given would be applicable to the conditions to which 

the fellows would return. There was a different kind of fellowship 

for senior people^ who could gain greatly by travelling to other regions 

oi the world. 

He explainod that the draft letter to the Se ere taxy-Gener al of the 

United Nations would need revision, since the Pan American Sanitary Bureau 

had indicated its intention of being integrated with tho Organization. 

Dr. MA.NI appreciated the principle enunciated by the Director-

General and hoped that^ as a ccrcllary, it TOuld be possible fcr the 

.Dire с tor- Gene r al to look into the status of teaching in local institutions 

to see A e t h e r assistance could be given to bring them up to date iwhere 

necessary. It was no use sending fellows to local institutions if those 

institutions теге 25 years' behind the times. 
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The CHAIRMN thought the point- raised by Dr. Mani was a very 
* • 

important one and asked the Director-General to take note of it 

Dr.•EVÁNG agreed in general -with the principles outlined by the 

Director-General, but thought situations might arise where the regional 

rule should not be too strictly applied. There were a number of small 

countries with a relatively high standard, of public health which were 

too small toestablish modern schools of public health within their own 
- , . ‘ • 

territories, and depended upon sending a small птдаЬег of men for basic 
• • 

training in public health to .other parts of the world. 

Professor PARISOT thought that the Director-General would keep 

himself fully informed of the standards, methods and languages used in 

the different schools, and arrange for suitable fellowship dispositions, 

taking into account the tasks which the students would later be engaged 

upon. 

Dr
e
 RAE felt that the Board, was merely emmciating general policy 

and that the Director-General would consider each case as it arose and 
• • .. 

decide what should be done, • 

The СНЛ1ШШ agreed with Dr. Rae that the Directors-General should 

use his discretion. . He thought it coUld be left to the Drafting 

Committee to re-draft the decision in the sense that the overall 

co-operation in such, matters would be through the Secretary-General of 

the United Nations and that local arrangements would be m d e through the 

local regions• 

This was agreed, 

5 HYGIENE OF HOUSING： COLLABORATION WIIH THE ÜNI1ED NATIONS AND 
NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS (Document ЕВ2/Ю) (Item 42 of the 
Agenda). 

The CHAIRMAN noted that the Standing Committee on Non-Governmental 



Organizations had taken this point into consideration and noted it 

in its report (document EB2/69)• He therefore proposed that dis-

cussion of this item should be deferred until the report of that 

committee was considered. 

Decision: The Chairman
1

s proposal was accepted. 

6 GENERAL COUNCIL OF. THE INTERNATIONAL UNION FOR CHILD WELFARE, 
STOCKHOLM (Document EB2/37) (item 44 of the Agenda) 

Decision; The Board took note of the Report• 

7 DECLARATION OF THE RIGHTS OF THE CHILD (Document EB2/60) 
(item 8 of the Supplementary Agenda). 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention .to an amendment of paragraph V on 

page 5： the word "useful" in the last line should be replaced by 

the word "responsible." 

He stressed the importance of the document and invited the 

» 
views of ôhe Board.

 r 

M. GROS (Observer^ United Nations) thanked the Chairman and 

members of the Board., on behalf of the United Nations, for the 

valuable contribution made to the study of this very important pro-

blem, which was linked up with the problem of human rights now under 

discussion by the Third Committee of the United Nations. 

Dr. HYDE asked whether the Declaration of the Rights of the 

Child would come before the present General Assembly of the United 

Nations• 
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The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said this subject was not on the Agenda of the 

Social Committee (Third Committea ) of the United Nations Assembly, although 

it was part of the whole problem of human rights. It would be' discussed 

at the next session of the Social Commission (of the Economic and .Social 

Council), in April. 

Br. HIDE was of the opinion that the question should be kept in a 

•fluid and negotiating stage at the present time. He was a little 

concerned about- the proposal on page 6 of document EB2/60, which 

indicated that .the Executive Board was approving the draft Declaration 

as a proposal from WHO，whereas, before WHO made a formal proposal which 

constituted ân extensive re-draft of the Geneva Declaration, it should 

be approved by the Health Assembly rather than by the Executive Board• 

He would.like the Director-General to be authorized to put forward these 

ideas to the Social Gonpission of Ecosoc in its discussion of the draft 

on the rights of children• 

M GROS (Observer, • United Nations) drew attention to the fact 

that, if the Board decided to refer the matter'again to the Health 

Assembly, WHO^s contribution to the study of this important niatter would 

reach the United Nations only .two years from now.
1

 ：• The question was on 

the Agenda of - the next sessi-on- of'the Social Commissiôni if thè Social 

Commission, adopted recomnèndations
v

«on the subject
л
 thosô recommendations 

* ‘ 

îVould .Gome before the Economic and Social Council at its 9th Session in 

July 1949'. If .the. Economib. and Social Council: took a decision/ in 

agreement with the nations concerned, the matter would be refèrred to the 

‘General Assembly of the United Nations next' year. 
••‘ -, . . . .... • ； .. 、 -

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said the United Nations had asked the Interim 

Commission of WHO to undertake the drafting of this documeht more than a year 
•Í • Г - ; . . : • • .

 1

 " . • . .... • • ： • 
‘ • * • • . . • : 

ago.. ; Because of slownës3 in ratification- by many countries, and the 



limitations： imposed on the Interim Commission, it had not been possible 

to undertake the work until recently. He proposed that the Executive 

Board should forward .this document as a working paper, as a recommenda-

tion from the Board, with the provision that it would be considered 

later by the Health Assembly as well. If this was not made available 

within the next three months, WHO
1

s contribution would not be available 

for the drafting of the document by the United Nations. 

Dr. HYDE thought that if presented in the way suggested by the 

Director-General, the Social Commission of. Ecosoc might wel- 、 • 

come all the changes suggested. If, however， it proved necessary for 

certain points to be insisted upon, it would be for the Health Assembly 

to consider them. 

Dr. CEAR said the docmsnt was a charter and therefore the wording 

should be considered very carefully, and that the Drafting Committee 

should bear in mind, certain points. He thought the proposed amenctnent 

at the bottom of page 4 might be tightened up. He felt that the wor、： 

"applicable for him" might be omitted from the first sentence. He 

suggested that the wordrg of paragraph 1 - "The Child mus-Ц be protected 

beyond and above all considerations" - should read: "The Child must be 

protected above all considerations . • He also noticed in the WHO 

amendment the use of the words "its rights" .and "his rights", and sug-

gested there should be uniformity. 

The CHAIRMAN asked the Secretariat to take note of the remarks 

made by Dr. Gear. 

Decision: It was agreed that the draft contained in document 

EB2/6o7 revised in accordanco with the suggestions made
}
 should 

be re-submitted to the Board before the close of the session. 



SEVENTEENTH INTERNATIONAL RED CROSS CONFERENCE, STOCKHOLM 
(Document EB2/38) (Item 45 of the provisional agenda) •. 

Decision: it was agreed that the item should be considered in 
connexion with the report of the Standing Committee on Non- • 
Governmental Organizations,• 

9. UNITED NATIONS SCIENTIFIC CONFERENCE ON CONSERVATION AND 
UTILIZATION OF RZSOÜRGE.S (Document EB2/44) (itea 7 of the -
Supplementary agenda) 

:
Dr. FORREST e^cplained that the questiort of representation of 1Ш0 

had arisen out of decisions of the Interim Commission and World Health 

Assembly
i
 recognizing the need for a conference urtiich would stimulate 

the interest throughout the world, not only of economists and experts, 

but also of administrators and legislators, in an over-all approach to 

the problem of the conseiTvation and utilization of resources. The 

> .• ‘ 
suggestion was that 1Ш0 should put forward its views on the health 

aspects of the scientific development of the conservation of resources 

by two means : (1) by prepared papers which would be circulated but not 

read at the conference； (2) by the attendance of two experts, one to be 

nominated frœi outside, and the other a member of the Secretariat, both -

of whom would .speak on prepared papers. When the Health Assembly had 

agreed to representation of 71Ю, it had been under the impression that 
. - - “ 

•
 4

 . . . 
* - • • . 

the expenses would be borne by the United Nations, It had since 

been suggested that'expenses in connexion with the attendance of an out-

side expert might be borne by* the appropriate governmental delegation, but 

it was not certain that such a recommendation would be accepted. It 

was therefore necessary for the Executive Board to make an allocation from 
• . ‘ • ‘ 

the 1949 budget for the piirppse^ 

M¿ OROS (Observer, United.Nations), stressed that the conference was 

not an inter-governmentai one, but would be composed of s cientific ex-

perts, whose recommendations would not be binding on governments. The 

United Nations шз unable to pay the expenses of experts sent by 

governments or specialized agencies• 
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• , ‘ 

It had originally been suggested that*the conference should be 

held at a university in Tennessee but, for financial reasons, it was 

now e:xpected.that it would .take place at Lake Success； and would be 

closely followed by a second conference on the protection of nature
s
 to 

be convened by UNESCO。 He felt that Ш0 might wish to be. represented 

at 亡oth these conferences. 
. • • • ： • • ( . 

* ‘ ‘ » * . , 

Decisions It was agreed that TffiiO should be. represented at the 
Scientific Conference on Conservation and Utilization of 
Resources, leaving it to- the Director-General<s discretion to 
appoint the best available -expert for the purpose, on the under-
standing- that the cost involved would not exceed $3^000, 

10/ PREPARATORY CONFERENCE OF UNIVERSITIES (Document EB2/55) 
(Item 12 of the supplementary agenda) .‘ 

^ - . • 

Dr» Z0ZAÎA (Mexico) said that he had represented Mexico at the 

.Conference of Universities, and fully agreed with the proposal of the . 

Dixector--General. 、 He- recalled, however, that the Executive Board of ". 
. ‘ t • 

• •‘ ... ‘ . 
PASO had decided that that organization should make a study of the 
medical and public-health schools of Latin America, while the plan of 

• . . . . 

UNESCO was to stùdy all fields of education including the medical 

aspect. It should be clearly outlined which of the two organizations • 

WW or PASO - was responsible for the medical aspect of the proposed 

studies, in order to avoid duplication of effort. 
* . ‘ • » ч 

Dr„ de PAUIA SOUZA agreed, witn Dr, Zozaya
#
 The wording of the. 

penultimate. line of the resolution should be amended to include
 n

and • 

public health" after the word "medical". 

The Association of Universities should also devote attention 

to the question of -th§ organization of studies in relation to the 

level of dèvelopment reached in the area concerned. The International 

Association of Universities should draw particular attention to the 

training of sanitary personnel in accordance with the conditions in 

which they would be called upon to work. 



Decision: It was agreed that the word
 tt

health
l?

. should be 
substituted for the word "medical" in the penultimate line of 
the resolution^ and that the Drafting Committee should submit 
an amended resolution to include the two points raised by 
Dr с Zozaya and Dr. do Paula Souza. 

‘ � • 

lio ANNUAL REPORTS SUBMITTED BY STATES UNDER ARTICLES 61 and 62 
OF THE CONSTITUTION (Document EB2/56) (Item 13 of the 
supplementary agenda) 

Dr
è
 WICKREIÍESINGHE asked whether the annual reports of govern-

ments would suffice for the requirements of Ш0 "ànder Article 62 of its 

Constitution^ 

Dr. CHISHOLM said that Articles 61 and 62 requested a somewhat 

different type of statement than the usual annual reports of govern-

ment s on health matters. Article 61 required a concise picture of 

the improvements vvhich had actually taken place during the year under 

review rather than a long statistical docuinent. Article 62 required 

a separate and short report on the specific.recommendations of ¥10 

which had been submitted to governments for action» 

• • • • • ... • . . . * 

Dr. MüNI thought that a distinction should be made between 

Articles 61 and 62. Tne latter only required a report on the action 

in regard to specific recommendations of Ш0» With respect to 

Article 61 he felt that goverr^nts ouuld only offer annual reports, 

from which the Secretariat oould extract pertinent parts. In the case 

of India, a short summary was attached to the annual report. He 
» 

hoped that the Secretariat did not expect to receive a special report on 

particular health problems during a given year» Governments could not 

be expected to elaborate reports on progress during the past few years 

as Tuggested in the proposed letter^ 
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Dr•丄RAE asked Tñáiich year the reports were to cover
e
 If required 

for the year 1949，governments would not be in a position to assess 

progress by November 1 of that year„ 
: : J " ‘ . . . ' . ^ , . . . . , , . . . . , • ’ 

Dro GHISHOIM said that the report to be submitted in November 

1949 should cover the calendar year 1948, In the case of those 

countries T«hidi had a fiscal year^ it mi^it cover the year ending June. 

1949. • 

He explained that several factors had to be considered in the 

reception and submission of such reports, If approval of summaries 

made by the Secretariat from annual reports had to be obtained from 

about 70 governments^ much time would be lost, Moreover^ the services 

of additional permanent staff would be necessary, involving considerable 

expense
y 

Dr
 0
 ' DOWLING agreed with the views expressed by Dr

s
 Mani in regard 

to the difficulty for governments themselves to undertake the necessary 

work i '• In Australia，for instance, the Federal Government was respon-

sible for certain functions in the field of health, #iile others 

devolved on the local administrations. The central governments would. 

have to collect such reports from the different States
д
 which would 

entail much delay . 

Dr, MANI thought that the discussion had proved useful, and that 

the proposed letter might be sent. He agreed that the Organization 

could not have a special staff, and ther.efor^ suggestetbtfeat 

indication might be given that if annual reports were sent,, it was 

hoped that they would be accompanied by summaries, His agreement was 

qualified by his objection, already expressed, to the furnishing of 

summaries of the last few years. 

Dr.t• EVANG thought it was too early to take a final decision; 

WHO shculd proceed slowly. . He outlined the system adopted by FAO in 

obtaining reports from Member States. He agreed that the letter 



should be approved, pointing out that it was not binding in the matter 

• 1 

Professor PARISOT agreed to the proposed letter. It was 

indispensable, if.use were to be made of the reports, that they should 
, , » i Ф 

be submitted in a definite form. 

It was also necessary to decide whàt action should be taken. 

The réports would comprise much materia;, which would require study án 

involve heavy expenses for publication. If .tliey were not published) 

however, governments might conclude that their reports were of little 
. • . • * 

interest to Ш0 and eventually refrain from sending thenu 

He felt that the suggested letter should be sent to Member • 

Governments, in order to provide certain data on ^iiich and ultimate 
, • * ‘ • 

decision could be based as to future action. 

Decision: It was agreed that the .letter proposed in : ^n^ent 
.EB2/56 should remain unchanged. 

The meeting rose at 12
#
30 p，rru 


