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1. RECOMMENDATION TO NATIONAL GO¥ERNMENTS THAT A UNIFORM DESIC2ÍATI0N 
BE USED FOR THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICERS IN NATIONAL HEALTH . 
ADMINISTRATIONS (Document EB2/77) (Item 15 of the Supplementary 
Agenda). 

Dr. WICKREMESINGHE, introducing his resolution, thought its 

adoption by the Board would help to counteract the confusion resulting 

from the use of varying designations in different countries 

Dr. van den BERG expressed the opinion that Ш0 should avoid 

interference in the internal problems of countries vben not absolutely 

í » 
in the interests of world health ; 

Dr* MANI, felt the resolution should be accepted in principle• It 
* • 

was not obligatory on governments to aocept the recommendations of TOO 

and he did not consider that the wording of the resolution in агцг шу 

constituted interference• 

• 4 -

The CHAIRMAN,
 %

viiilst agreeing that Dr. van den Berg's opinion might 

be justified^ pointed out that the resolution involved no commitment• 

Dr. EVANG asked if it would not be proper to await the examination 

of the information vdiich would be available as a result of the study being 

undertaken by Ш0 on public-health administration in different countries. 

Dr. MACKENZIE thought that information would take a long time to come in 

and therefore supported the proposals of Dr
#
 Wickremesin^e and Dr

9
 Mani

# 

Decision: The resolution contained in document EB2/77 
was adopted. 

* » 

2. TIME AND PLACE OF THE SECOND TORLD HEALTH ASSEMBLY (Documents 
EB2/16, EB2/16 Add.lj Ш/lè Add.2, EB2/16 Add.3 and EB2/92). 
(Item 16 of the Agenda), 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the Director-General
1

s note 
• • • . . ‘ 

(document EB2/16 Add J ) setting out the facts v M c h the Board must 

take into consideration in deciding on the site of the next Health 

Assembly. 
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.Dr, DÜJARRIC de la RIVIERE proposed the acceptance of the 

Italian Government's invitation to hold the Assembly in Rome. This 

proposal was seconded by Dr. de PAULA SOUZA, 

Dr, EVANG thought the work could be done more efficiently and 

» 

more quickly at headquarters and therefore proposed that the Assembly 

should be held in Geneva• 

Dr. van den BERG supported Dr, Evang's proposal. In his opinion, 

TOO should avoid giving an impression of being too much concerned with 

Europe, and the only justification for the decision to hold the 

Assembly in Europe for theœcond year in succession was to have it in 

Genova• 

Dr» GEAR also supported the proposal for Geneva• He did not feel 

that holding the Health Assembly in different parts of the world W)uld 

produce any appreciable effect on public opinion; the World Health 

Assembly was not a spectacular meeting and provided little news value. 

Dr. WICKREMESINGHE said that, if the Director-General could 

assure the Board that the тлюгк could not be done efficiently in Rome, 

he -would support the proposal for Geneva； if not, he thou曲t the 

Italian Government
1

 s generous invitation should not be rejected without 

serious consideration• 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL explained the alternatives contained in his 

note (document EB2/16 Add,3) and said the main factor to be taken into 

consideration was the timetable in document EB2/92• He doubted 

-vdiether thé Secretariat couXd produce documentation for an Executive 

Board in the middle of January, 



Dr« DOLLING agreed with Dr. Wickremesinghe and thought it would be 

ungenerous to reject such an invitation. He pointed out that govern-

ments for whom the question of providing currency to cover the expenses 

of representation at the Health Assembly was a serious consideration 

would be helped if the Assembly were held in a soft currency country. 

‘ * ：. • • . 

Dr о DUJARR1C de la RIVIERE said he recognised the value of. the 

arguments advanced by Dr. Evang, but thought there was a difference in 

their interpretation of the Assembly's decision。 In his opinion, if 

the Health Assembly had intended the next session to be held in Geneva it 

would have stated Geneva, instead of Europe^ in its resolution. That 

Was why he had proposed acceptance of the Italian Government
?

 s invitation. 
* '4 

Dr. de PAULA 50UZA said that, from the point of view of the South 

American countries, it was desirable that the Assembly should be held in 

June if possible. The desirability of having, a(j ̂ iiny ratifications as 

possible registered by the Pan American group was recognised^ but^ if the 

Assembly т/vere held too early: таг、, countries would be unable to partiel-

pate as full members • :• 

Dr• HAFEZ工 pointed out that a definite invitation had been re-

ceived from a Member State, and said the Board should not refuse the 

invitation without a strong reason for doinp so. He thought everything 

was in favour of holding the Assembly in -Rome, 

Dr. MANI moved the closure of the debate• His proposal was 

seconded by Dr. EVANG and accepted. 

» • . . ' _ • 

The CHAIRMAN summarized the arguments advanced during the debate 

and said he felt there were advantages in letting the world kriow something 
• ； • •• 

about the activities of Ш0, He also thought many governinents would 



appreciate it if the Assembly were held in a soft currency country^ 

In reply to questions, he said the difference in cost between Geneva 

and Rcxne amounted to $4
;
000« 

Decision: It was decided, by 10 votes to b
}
 to hold the 

second World Health Assembly in Rome. 

The time of the Health Assembly was then discussed； and the 

CHAIRMAN proposed that the opening date should be Monday, 20 Jund, 

Decision: It was agreed that, subject to consultation with 
the Secretary-General of the United Nations, the opening 
date of the second World Health Assembly should be Monday, 
20 June 1949. 

Dr. DUJARRIC de la RIVIERE referred to the note submitted by 

Professor Parisot (document EB2/75) on the functioning of the 

Executive Board, and called the attention of the Board to the observa-

tions contained in paragraph 12 on page 3 of document EB2/3.6 Add.l 

with regard to the meetings of specialized agencies. 

Decision: On the proposal of the CHAIRMAN, seconded by 
Dr. de PAULA SOUZA, it was agreed to defer discussion of 
document EB2/75 to the next session of the Executive Board. 

3. ESTABLISHMENT OF 紐0 EXPERT COMMITTEES AND APPOINTOENTS 
MADE THERETO (document EB2/59) (Item 17.1 of the Agenda). 

The CHAIRMAN said the subject had already been discussed at a 

previous meeting and asked Dr。 Evang to give a résumé of the present 

position, 

Dr» EVANG gave details of the subjects on ifrtiich no action had 

been taken and said he did not think the present session of the 

Executive Board should be adjourned without taking a decision on the 

recommendations of the Health Assembly, contained in document A/78 Rev
#
l, 

on the hygiene of seafarers (page 8), parasitic diseases (page 8), 

viruo diseases (page 9) and mental health (page 10)• He mentioned the 

suggestion by Dr
ft
 Mackenzie that a sub--committee on stillbirths should 
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be established under the Expert Committee on Health Statistics. 
• • • » _ .- ‘ — 

Dr
é
 MACKENZIE said the suggestion regarding the sub-committee 

on stillbirths had been made at the Paris conference when nomenclature 

was considered. It was actually provided for'in the budget presented 
• • . . . . - . . . " 

to the Health Assembly and subsequently included in the final agreed 

• . ..
 i

 . 
budget, but nbt as a separate item. He was satisfied that there was 

sufficient provision in the Rules of Procedure to meet the points as 

.• • - -
they arose. He quoted Rule 14. 

i * 

Dr. DUJÁRRIC de la RIVIERE agreed with the procedure suggested 

by Dr. Evang and Dr. Mackenzie^ but thought there should also be 

established a panel of experts in all categories, related to these 

questions, not with the idea of setting up sub-committees in advance 

but so that it might be known that there were experts on .these questions 

in the world. 
• • « 

The DIRECTCE-GENERâL explained the steps iwhich' had been taken in 

regard to the points raised by Dr. Evang and Dr. Mackenzie. He stated 

that there was a budgedbary appropriation of |17,000 f©r public-health 
r
-

 ..... • . . .... - . ... ...: -

administration which could be used for those items. There was no 

budgetary provision, however, for any work on parasitic and virus 

diseases or for any of the other committees 'i/riiich had already been pro-

vided for. ' 

....Dr.•. EVAUG proposed that the Board 3hould follow the decision of 

the Health Assembly ón the first two points ànd establish two small 

nuclear groups of experts, jointly with the ILO, on industrial hygiene 

and the hygiene of seafarers. 



The DIRECTOR-GENERAL explained that the Executive Board was 

in a difficult position, having a programme approved by the Assembly 

of approximately $p7,000,000 with only $5,000,000 with which to 

carry out the programme. In the $17,000 available for public-health 

administration there would be sufficient to begin work on industrial 

hygiene and hygiene of seafarers, with a little over which might be 

used for health education or nursing, whichever the Executive Board 

selected. No Contingency Fund was provided in the budget, which 

was a most unusual situation• 

Dr. HYDE asked for a clarification of the statement made by the 

Director-General in connexion with the Contingency Fund. His 

recollection was that it had been decided by the Administration 

and Finance Committee to combine the Working Capital FUnd, the 

Contingency Fund and Special Emergency Rind in one fund comprising 

^1,650,000 included in the 1948 budget. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that a Working Capital Fund had been 

provided with which the Assembly had included other ftinds. It 

contained a provision for unforeseen and extraordinary expenses• 

That provision could not refer to the activities under discussion, 

which had not been covered in the budget. It was essential to 

maintain the Working Capital Fund intact to meet the obligations 

for which WHO was already committed and to implement which the fund 

would undoubtedly be strained. The purpose of the fund was to 

provide money until contributions had been received from governments. 

There were indications that some of the largest contributions for 

I949 would not be available‘until the beginning of the second half of 

that year, which made it doubtful whether the fund would be sufficient 

to carry out commitments which had been undertaken for 1949 • 
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Dr. HYDE expressed himself satisfied with the explanation 

afforded by the Director-General• He wished it to be recorded that 

the matter of the Contingency Fund had been considered and that in 

the present situation money was not freely available from that fund, 

which had to be reserved for other contingencies• 

The CHAIRMiVN observed that the Director-General had made it 

clear that, when contributions had been received, certain monies 

might be made available in the latter half of 1949 for unforeseen 

contingencies. With reference to the Contingency Fund, the Chairman 

drew attention to Dr. Evang
1

s proposal for the establishment of two 

small nuclear committees for the study of industrial hygiene and 

hygiene of seafarers. Any balance available from the ilind might be 

used for the formation of a small group to study parasitic diseases. 

Decision: The proposal of Dr. Evang was adopted. 

3 REPORT OF THE AD HOC EXPERT COMMITTEE ON VENEREAL DISEASES 
(Documents EB2/7 and EB2/7 Add.l) (Item 17.2,1 of the'Agenda). 

The CHAIRMAN recalled that discussion of certain documents 

relating to penicillin had been postponed until consideration of the 

report of the Expert Oommittee on Vsnereal Diseases. He therefore 

proposed that document EB2/5Í on penicillin production should be 

considered in conjunction "with the report on venereal diseases* 

Dr. GÜTHE (Secretariat) introducing the report of the second 

session of the Expert Committee on Venereal Diseases (document 

WH0/VD/l2) said the Secretariat had the following observations to 

make. Firstly, the report contained certain recommendations with 

regard to the UNICEF anti-syphilis programme in relation to pregnant 

mothers and children and those recommendations had been presented 



to the TrJHO/UîiICEF Joint Committee during the simultaneous 

sessions of the tv/o committees in Paris. The Joint Committee 

had made several observations, with the result that certain of 

the rocommendations r.f the Expert Committee had already been 

acted upon, partly by tho Joint Committee and partly by the Board. 

Included amongst those recommendations were two designated 2.1 at 

the top cf page 31 of document .YJH0/VD/l2, which had been acted upon 

by the Joint Committee and also the Programme Committee of UNICEF. 

The same remark applied tc recommendation 2.3 on page 31- The 

Board had also taken action in respect of section 6 on page 33 by 

tho création of a final "WHO expert committee on venereal diseases 

and of a sub-conunitteG on serology. 

Mr. МШАТ (Observer, ILO). said that the report was a voluminous 

and highly technical document, which perhaps explained lAihy certain 

aspects had not received all the emphasis which had been expected in 

some quarters• ILO was particularly interested'in the
1

 discussion 

in Paris on фе Brussels Agreement• In the course of the discussions 

of the Sxpert Gommitteo on that agreement he had suggested that it 

would be desirable if the new c|raft text t о be drawn up by the WHO 

Secretariat should be submitted tc the Joint Maritime Commission cf 

ILO for consideration, in order to obtain the vi-ews of seafarers, 

who were vitally concerned • He had hoped that the point would Ъ e 

mentioned in the report, particularly as'several members had 

favoured the suggestion. He would also hâve welcomed a specific 

reference to ILO in the fourth paragraph of pagó 25 of the 

report, in which it was stated that the draft text should be 

referred to relevant international organizations• The‘reference to 



л; 

consultation with international organisations appeared to have been 

inadvertently omitted from the first recommendation on page 27 

of the report. He suggested that if the Board was adopting that 

recommendation it might wish to add its own comment to the effect 

that the international organizations concerned should be consulted 

on the draft text• Finally he said it would be of practical 

advantage if the draft text could be prepared before the meeting 

of the Joint Maritime Commission on 26 Novemberas otherwise 

there might be considerable delay in obtaining the views of that 

commission, which did not meet at regular sessions• 

• • • • • . •‘.. ..... -

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the report of the expert committee 

had not been approved but was. new. under considération» . 

Dr’ GUTHE (Secretariat) said that the second report of the 

expert committee should be considered in relation to its first 

report,relating to its session last January. He pointed out. that 

paragraph 3 on page 25 of the second report indicated development 

of the principles laid down by the Health Assembly on the revision 

and expansion of the Brussels iigreement, in connexion with which he 
• ‘ . ... • • 

quoted the relevant passages from the first report of the Expert 

• « • • . . . . 

Committee (WHO. IC/l47)
9
 in which specific reference was made to 

• . . . . , • . . . • • ‘ ‘ 

H O . In regard to Mr, Mowat
1

 s request for the draft text of the 

second report to be available by 26 November, he also quoted 
• » . • . • •‘ • • •' - •-
from the first report in which procedures had been laid down, 

• • • , . . … ..• ： * 
including a provision that the report should be drafted in consultation 

with the Expert Committee for the Revision of the International Sanitary 

Conventions. The text of the report would therefore require to be discussed 
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with that committee and could not be in final form by 26 November. 

Dr. DÜJARRIC de la RIVIERE considered that the recommendations 

of the expert committee were of great value. He asked whether it 

was intended to include in the demonstration teams persons capable of 

teaching methods of serology. A considerable amount of inaccurate 

diagnosis resulted from the present lack of trained serologists. 

Dr. GUTHE, in reply, referred to paragraph 3 of page 14, to 

sections 2.5 and 2*5,1 on page 16 and to section 2.5*4 on page 18 of 

the English version of the report, in which similar opinions had been 

expressed on the necessity for serological evaluations. 

The CHAIRMAN remarked that the composition of demonstration teams 

should not be uniform but should vary with the requirements of the 

country. 

Dr* BANNING (Alternate to Dr. van den Berg) expressing appreciation 

of the report and said that he did not think that too much attention 

should be given to the results of the Gallup poll mentioned at the bottom 

of page 21 of the report. He regretted that no mention had been made 

on pages 23y 24 and 25 of the question of alcohol. The fight against 

venereal disease necessitated the combating of its major allies. He 

suggested in that connexion that at least some unofficial contact should 

be made with the International Bureau against Alcoholism, since such 

organizations possessed special methods of counteracting alcoholism* 

The CHAIRMAN agreed with Dr. Hyde that, since pages 30 and 31 of the 

report contained reconimendations having implications on the programme 

and on budget, those recommendations should be considered seriatim by the 

Board. 
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The first of.the recommendations (page 30 of document WH0/VD/l2) 

read：. 

(2.1) Further information on penicillin production and 
distribution be Collected, and that active measures 
be taken by ТШ0 and other international organizations 
to ensure a wider availability of the antibiotic； 

the rehabilitation of the UNRRA penicillin plants be 
further considered as soon as the contemplated survey 
of these plants has been carried out, and that this 
matter be studied also by the United Nations Economic 
Commission for Europe ; 

WHO be prepared to advise on the quality and standard 
of penicillin products. 

Dr. DÜJARRIC de la RIVIERE said that there was no longer the 

same scarcity of penicillin as there had been some years ago, as it 

was now being produced in enormous quantities throughout the world• 

He advocated therefore that' WHO should now render assistance in the 

production of other important drugs such.as antibiotics for tuberculosis 

and chloromycetine for typhus, which were in the initial stages of 

development* 

The CHAIRMAN said he knew of a number of countries where penicillin 

was rationed, and therefore it could hardly be correct to say that 

penicillin was available everywhere. Referring to the last paragraph 

of page 8 of the report, he asked the Secretariat for a statement on 

the possibilities for mass production of penicillin alluded to thereiru 

Dr. DÜJARRIC de la RIVIERE observed that he had not intended to 

imply that there was an abundance of penicillin in all parts of the 

world but that the technique of its manufacture was now so advanced that 

the problem had become industrial rather than scientific, and was there-

fore perhaps outside the domain of WHO• 

Di% GUTHE (Secretariat) said that it would be noted that the refer-

ence in the report to the mass production of penicillin was a very-

guarded preliminary statement of a general nature. The information 



obtained by ТОЮ was not for general dissemination but would enable the 

Organization to follow developments and possibly at a later stage to give 

a technical report on the question. 

The CHAIRMAN asked the Secretariat to give due attention to the 

matter with a view to giving more detailed explanations to the Board 

at its next session. 

Dr. MANI said that the report of the expert coiranittee demonstrated 

that the whole projected programme would fail if the production of 

penicillin proved insufficient• He pointed out that the manufacture of 

BCG vaccine had not passed the experimental stage but WHO had found it 

advantageous to establish laboratories for its manufacture. He there-

fore urged the acceptance of the principle enunciated in the first 

recommendation, that every encouragement should be given to the manufac-

ture of penicillin in different countries. He suggested that the 

Director-General should seriously consider what assistance he could give 

to countries by way of advice and otherwise» 

Dr. GOODMAN (Secretariat), in reply to a query by Dr. Hyde as to 

whether it would be advisable to refer the question of the rehabilitation 

of the UNRRA plants to the Economic Commission for Europe before the 

reference could be accompanied by some recommendations
y
 gave a summary 

of the attempts which had been made to put the UNRRA penicillin plants 

into operation (document EB2/51)» A suggestion had been made that 

funds might be obtained from the residuary funds of UNRRA to enable 

WHO to put those plants into operation. It had been found impossible 

in the available time to make the essential detailed survey. UNRRA 

had at a later stage decided against the contribution on legal grounds. 

The expert committee had suggested that approach be made to UNICEF and 

to ECE. The former had not seen its way to provide funds for the 

purpose and time had been too short for the inception of other than 



purely unofficial talks with ECE. 

Dr. EVANG ¿raid, with reference to document EB2/51^ that the fact 

should not be hidden that commercial interests had dominated the 

health aspects of the problem. Some hope still existed of the 

possibility of finding a new approach and he was glad to note the 

suggestion in regard to ECS. 

Dr. DUJARRIC de la RIVIERE hoped that the recommendation would 

include the encouragement of research as well as of the manufacture 

of penicillins and alluded to the possibility of the discovery of a 

synthetic penicillin• 

The CHAIRMAN sumaarised the problem as one relating to the revival 

of plants on which initial capital had been spent and to the finding of 

another organizing body which would bake that work in hand。 He a r g o ^ 

that the Director-General should pursue negotiations with ECE； and 

perhaps with the Economic Coimission for Asia, to that end. 

Dr. de PAULA SOUZA observed that the problem required a decision 

as to the best procedure to be followed； the encouragement of the 

extension of existing factories or the building of new plants. He 

mentioned the serious shortage of personne丄 for the production of 

penicillin. The role of WHO was to ensure even distribution in 

support of its programme • Hg asked that the Direcr,or4Jeneral should 

examine the possibilities In that light. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that the suggestion amounted to an ideal 

plan for the overall distribution of penicillin-, A world survey of the 

type envisaged would be conducted in the face of many difficulties and 

was beyond the resources of ？/НО, which was not equipped to undertake 

anything on such a scale. The only contribution "Ш0 could make would 

be to attempt to give information where possible and to do what was in 



its power to stimulate production. The 1/Ш0 effort must necessarily 

be on a limited scale because no staff had been provided in the 

Secretariat for the purpose. Nothing appreciable could be achieved 

in that field without some expenditure. 

Decision; Recommendations (2#1) on pages 30 and 31 of 
document WH0/VD/l2 were approved with due regard to the 
observations made during the debate. 

The meeting rose at 12» 50 p.,m. 
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1, RECOMMENDATION TO NATIONAL GOVERNMENTS THAT A UNIFORM DESTINATION 
BE USED FOR THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICERS IN NATIONAL HEALTH • 
ADMINISTRATIONS (Document EB2/77) (item 1.5 of the Supplementaiy 
Agenda), 

Di、ЖСКИЕМЕЗ工細E; introducing his resolution, thought its 

adoption by the Board would help to counteract the confusion resulting 

from the use of varying designations in different countries 

Dr) van den BERG expressed the opinion that TOO should avoid 

interference in the internal prob.lems óf countries "when not absolutely 

in the interests of world health
 ? 

MANI> felt the resolution should be accepted in principie
e
 工*fc 

was not obligatory on governments to accept the reccMnendations of WHO 

and he did net consider that the wording of the resolution in any way-

constituted interference > 

.The CHAIRMAN; M/vi)i 1st agreeing that Dr
0
 van den Berg^tí opinion might 

be justified； pointed out that the resolution involved no commitment. 

Dr o EVANü asked if it would not be proper to await the examina tion 

of the information which would be available as a result of the study being 

undertaken by WHO од public-health administration in difforent countries» 

Dr
e
 MACKENZIE thought-that information would take a long time to come in 

and therefore supported the proposals cf Dr
0
 Wi okr eme si ng!i e and Dr, Mani, 

Decision: The resolution contained in document .ÏÏB2/T7 
was adopted. . 

2. TIME AND PLACE OF THE SECOND WORLD HEALTH ASS'MSLY (Documents 
EB2/16, ЕБ2/16 Add ci, ЕБ2/16 Adi,2, EB2/Í5 Add:J and EB2/92)

c 

(Item 16 of the Agenda), 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the Director-General
!

s note 

(document EB2/16 Add』setting out the facts т/vhich the Board must 

take into consideration in deciding on the site of the next Health 

Assembly
й 



Dr, DÜJARRIC de la RIVIERE proposed the acceptance of the 
• . « 

Italian Government's invitation to hold the Assembly in Rome. This 
• • •' • « 

proposal was seconded by Dr, de PAULA SOUZÀ. 

“Di» EVANG thought the work could be done more efficiently and 

. • » 
mdre qtdokly at headquarters and therefore proposed that'the Assembly 

should be held in Geneva• 

Dr. van den BERG supported Dr. Evang
1

s proposal. In his opinion, 

WHO should avoid giving an" impression of being too much concerned id.th 
• • 

• • • •• - • . • 

Europe, and the only justification for the decision to hold 'the 

Assembly in Europe for the ascond year in succession was to have it in 

Genová• 

« 

Dr. GEAR also supported' the proposal for Geneva, He did not feel 

that holding the Health Assembly in different parts of the world would 

； . • • ‘ » • 

produce any appreciable effect on public opinion; the World Health 

Assembly was net a spectacular meeting and provided little- news value. 

Dr. WICKREMESINGHE said that, if the Director-General could 

assure the Board that the work could not be done efficiently in Rome, 

he w u l d support the proposal for Geneva； if not, he thought the 

Italian Governments generous invitation should not be rejected without 

serious consideration• . 
» ‘ - ‘ 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL explained, the alternatives contained in his 
� - .• . . . ' • • 

note (document EB2/16 Add,3) and said the main factor to be taken into 

consideration was the timetable in document EB2/92• He doubted 

•whether the Secretariat could produce documentation for an Executive 

Board in the middle of January» 
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Dr. DOyíLING agreed with Dr. Wickremesinghe and thought it would be 

ungenerous to reject such an invitation. He pointed out that govern-» 

ments for vrtiom the question of providing currency to cover the expenses 

of representation at the Health Assembly was a serious consideration 
• 

would be helped if the Assembly were held in â' soft currency country. 

» . * 

Dr* DÜJARRIC de la RIVIERE said he recognised the value of the . 

arguments advanced by Dr. Evang, but thought there was a difference in 
, t ' • 

their interpretation of the Assembly's decision. In his opinion, if 

the Health Assembly had intended the next session to be held in Geneva it 

* .. • • . • •： • ' • 
would have stated Geneva, instead of Europe, in its resolution, . ïhât 

• . .., •-•.‘... 
was why he had proposed acceptance of the Italian Governments invitation, 

• ‘ ... 
Dri de PAULA I^OUZA said that, from the point of view of the South 

_ . , i 
American countries, it was desirable that the Assembly should be held in 

• . . . .- • 
» 

Juné if possible. The desirability of having ae many ratifications as 

possible registered by the Pan American group was recognized, but, if the 

Assembly were held too early, many countries would be unable to partici-

pate as full raeuibers • . : 、‘ 
争 - • . . • 

Dr. HAFEZI pointed out that a definite invitation had been re-

ceived from a ifember State, and said the Board should not refuse the 

invitation without a strong reason for doing so. He thought everything 

was in favour of holding the Assembly in Rome, 

Dr. MfNI moved the closure of the debate. His proposal was 
. * •» . •. 

seconded by Dr. EVANG and accepted. 

. T h e CHAIRMAN summarized the arguments advanced dwing the debate . 

and said he felt there were advantages in letting the wqrld know something 

about the activities of Ш0. He also thought many governments would 
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appreciate it if the Assembly were held in a soft ciirrenry country. 

In reply to questions, he said the difference in cost between Geneva 

and R^mè amo'iintéd to $4, ООО• 
• ‘ ‘ . • • -

• . . . . . . 

Decision: It was decided, by 10 votes to 6, to hold the 
second "World Health Assembly in Rome. 

‘ • «•‘ ‘ • . 、 . 

. • . . . • - •• 
The time of the Health Assembly was then discussed, ；and the 

： • .
 1

 * * 

CHAIRMAN proposed that the opening date should be Monday, 20 Jùnd^ 

Dooîsion: It was agreed that, subject to conault>atión with 
the becrctary-General of the United Nations/ th© opening 
date of the second World Health Assembly should be Monday, 
20 June 1949• 

'Dr. DUJARRÏC de la RIVIERE referred to the not© submitted by 

Professor Parisot (document EB2/75) oft the functioning of the 
* * 

Executive Board, and called the attention of the Board to the observa-
• . » 

tions contained in paragraph 12 on page 3 of document EB2/16 Add.l 

With regard, to the meetings of specialized agencies. 

Decision: On the proposal of the CHAIRMAN, seconded by 
Dr. de PAULA SÓUZA, it was agreed to defer discussion of 
.document EB2/75 to the next session of the Executive Board. 

3. ESTABLISHMENT GF ЛНО ЕХРЕЖТ COMMITTEES AND APPOINTMENTS 
MÁDE ТНШ1ЕТ0 (document EB2/59) (Item 17.1 of the Agenda). 

• • ‘‘ • . . . 

The CHAIRMA.N said the subject had already been discussed at a 
j
 *. . ： • 

previous meeting and asked Dr. Evang to give a résumé of the present 

position. 

Dr. EVaNG gave details of the subjects on which no action had 
- • . . . . . . . . . . . 

been taken and said he did not think the present session of the 
• . . « • i • 

Executive Board should be adjourned without taking a decision on the 

recommendations of the Health Assembly, contained in document A/78 Rev.l, 

on the hygiene of seafarers (page 8), parasitic diseases (page 8), 

viruo diseases (page 9) and mental health (page 10). He mentioned the 

suggestion by Dr. Mackenzie that a sub-committee on still—births should 



be established under the Expert Committee on Health*Statistics, 

Dr. MCKENZIE said the suggestion regarding thé sub-committee. 
• % 

on still-birth s had been made at the Par is conference when nomenclature 

was considered. It was actually provided for in the budget presented 

to the Health Assembly and subsequently included in the final agreed '.
 ! 

budget, but not as a separate item. He was satisfied, that there m费 
• . * 

sufficient provision in the Rules of Procedure to meet the points as 

they arose. He quoted Rule 14. 

Dr. -DÜJARRIC de la RIVIERE agreed with the procedure suggested 

by Dr. Evang and Dr. Mackenzie, but thought there should also be 

established a panel of experts in all categories related to these 

.questions, not with the idea of setting up sub-committees in advance 

but so that it might be knowi that there were experts' on these questions 

in the world. • 
• / . • 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL éxplaiñea the steps which had been taken in • 

regard to the points raised by Dr. Evang and Dr. Mackenzie. He stated 

that there was a budgetary appropriation of $17>000 f^r public-health 

administration which could be used for those items. There was no 

budgetary provision, however, for any work on parasitic and virus^ 

diseases or for any of the other committees which had already been pro-

vided for, 

Dr
#
 EVANG proposed that the Board should follow the decision of 

the Health Assembly on the first two points and establish two small 

nuclear groups of experts, jointly with the ILO, on industrial hygiene 

and the hygiene of seafarers. 



The DIRECTOR-GENERAL explained that the Executive Board was 

in a difficult position, having a programme approved by the Assembly 

of approximately 机ООО,000 with' only W O O , 0 0 0 with which to 

carry out the programme. In the $17,000 available for public-health 

administration there would be sufficient to begin work on industrial 

hygiene and hygiene of seafarers, vdth a little over which might be 

used for health education or nursing^ whichever the Executive Board 

selectedc No Contingency Fond was provided in the budgst^ which 

was a most unusual situation. 

Dr. HYDE asked for a clarification of the statement made by the 

Director—General in connexion with the Cóntingeñcy Fand. His 

recollection was that it had been decided by the C: :imitte0' on Admini-

stration and Finance to combine the Working Capital Fund, the 

Contingency Fund and Special Emergency Rxnd in one fund comprising 

¿1,650^000 included in the 1948 budget. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that a Working Capital Fund had been 

provided with which the Assembly had included other funds, It 

contained a provision for unforeseen and extraordinary expenses. 

That provision could not refer to the activities under discussion, 

which had not been covered in the budget. It essential to 

maintain the Working Capital Punu intact meet the obligations 

for which WHO was already committed and to implement which the fund 

would undoubtedly be strained. The purpose of the fund was to 

provide money until contributions had been re reived from governments. 

There were indications.that some of the largest contributions for 
• ‘ 

1949 would not be available until the beginning of the second half of 

that year, which made it doubtful whether the fund would be sufficient 

to ’ carry out commitments which had been undertaken for 1949. 



Dr• HYDE expressed himself satisfied with the.explanation 

afforded by the Director-General, He wished it to be recorded that 

the natter of the Contingency Fund had been considered and that in 

the present situation money was- not freely available from that fund, 

which had to be reserved for other contingencies
6 

The CHAIRMAN observed that the Director-General had inade it . 

. . . . . . . - ‘ 

clear that, when contributions had been received, certain monies 

might be made available in the latter half of 1949 fcr'unforeseen 
• - .* . . ; . . .. 

contingencies. With reference t,o the Contingency Fund, the Chairman 

drew attention to Dr« Evang
!

s proposal for the establishment of two 

small nuclear committees for the study of industrial hygiene ...nd 

hygiene of seafarers. Any balance, available from the fund might be 

used for the formation of a small group, to study paraj^itic dis ases. 

Decision: The proposal of Dr.、Evang was ad opted e 

3 REPORT OF THE AD HOC EXPERT 00ММГГТЕЕ ON VENEREAL DISEASES 
(Documents EB2/7 and EB2/7 Add.l) (Item 17.2.1 of the'Agenda). 

. ‘ •• • “ 

The CHAIRMAN recalled that discussion of certain documents 

relating to penicillin had been postponed until consideration of the 

.report of the Expert Committee on Vanereal Diseases• He therefore 

proposed that document ЕВ2/51 on penicillin production should be 

considered in conjunction with the report on venereal diseases'^ 

Dr, GUTHE (Secretariat) introducing the report of the second 

session of the Expert Comraittee on Venereal Diseases (document • 

WH0/VD/l2) said the Secretariat had the following observations to 

make. Firstly， the report contained certain recommendations with 

regard to the UNICEF anti- syphilis programme in relation to pregnant 

mothers and children and those recommendations had been presented 



tc the IfiHO/UNICEF Joint CominittGo during the simultaneous 

.sessions cf the Ьгю coinmittees in Paris, The Joint Committee 

had made several observâtions^ with the result that certain of 
• • . . . . : . • • • 

the rocommendations cf the Expert Committee‘had already been 

acted upon, partly by the Joint Commiutee' and partly by the Bourel, 

* ‘ . . “ i 

Included amongst those recoramendations were two designated 2。1 at 

th<5 top pege 31 of documont .ШО/УБ/хг̂  whicb пЫ bocm aefceti upon 

by the Jqint Committee and also the Programme Committee of UNICEF. 

The samo.remark applied tc reccinmendation 2.3 on page 31. • The 

Board had - also taken action in respect of seçticn 6 on page 33 by 

tho creation cf a final РГНО expert committee on venereal diseases ‘ « 

and of a sub-comïïiittec oii serology^ 

Mr. МСЖЛТ (Observer, •工LO).said that the report was a voluminous 

and highly technical docuai^:it
5
 V;"hich perhaps oxplainocl why certain 

aspects had net received all the emphasis which had been expected in 

some quarters, ILO was particularly interested in the discussion 

in Paris on the Brussels Agreement。 . In the course of the discussions 

of the Expert Committee oxi that agrœment he had suggested that it 

would be desirable if the new фгаГг text t с *be drawn up by the WHO 

Secretariat should, bo submitted tc the Joint Maritime Commission cf 

ILO for consideration^ in order tc obtain the views of seafarers
3 

* ‘ 

who were vitally concernóde Ho had hoped that the point would Ъe 

mentioned in the report^ particularly ás several' members had 

favcurod the suggestion^. He would also have welcomed a specific 

reference to ILO in the fourth paragraph cf paga .25 of the 

report, in -which it was stated that the draft text should be 

referred tc relevant international organizations. The refere ice :c 
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consultation with international organizations appeared to have beei 

inadvertently omitted from the first re comme ndat ion cn page 27 

of the report. He suggested that if the Board was adopting that 

recommendation it might wish to add its own comment to the effect 

that the international organizations concerned should be consulted 

on the draft text. Finally he said it would be of practical 

advantage if the draft text could be prepared before the meeting 

of the Joint Maritime Commission on 26 Noverriber, as otherwise 

there might be considerable delay in obtaining the views of that 

commission, which did riot meet at regular sessions. 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the report of the expert committee • 

had not boen approve'd but was new under consideration» 

Dr» GUTHE (Secretariat) said that the second report of the 

expert committee should be considered in relation to its first 

report,relating to its session last January. He pointed out that 

paragraph 3 on page 25 of the second report indicated development 

of the principles laid down by the Health Assembly cn the revision 

and expansion of the. Brussels ügreement, in connexion with which he 

quoted the relevant passages firom the first report of the expert 

committee (TfflO. IC/l47), in which specific reference was made to 

ПО. In regard to Mr. Mowat
1

 s request for the draft text .of the 

second report to be available by 26 November, he also quoted 

from the first report in which procedures had been laid down, 

inclurting a provision that the report should be drafted in consultai.ion 

with the" Expert Committee for the Revision cf the International Sanitary 

Conventions• The text of the report would therefore require to be discusser 



with that coiranittee and could not be in final forai by 26 November. 
• . / ‘ 

“ • • . . � . 

Dr. DÜJARRIC de la RIVIERE considered that the recommendations 
‘ . • • 

of the expert committee were of great value ̂  He asked whether it 

was intended to include in the demonstration teams persons capable of 

teaching methods of serology. A considerable amount of inaccurate 

diagnosis resulted from the present lack of trained serologists. 
» . • ' • * 

• . * . . . . • ' • • 

Dr» GUTHE, in reply, referred to paragraph 3 of page 14, to 

sections 2»5 and 2.5-1 on page 16 and to section 2.5*4 on page 18 of 

the English version of.the report, in which similar opinions had been • 
• ‘ , . ' . ‘ ‘ . ‘ ». • 

expressed on the necessity for serological evaluations. 
.. ； ^ • • * . '. 

The CHAIRMAN remarked that the con^osition.of.demonstration teams 
. . . . • • . . . • • ‘ ‘ 

should not be uniform but should vary with the requirements of the 
, • . . . . . . . 

country、 •• . • . ： • . 

• . • . •. . , • . . 

Dr. BANNING (Alternate.to Dr# Van den Berg) expressing appreciation 

‘ . • • • •..‘ 
of the report and .said that he did not think that too much attention 

• ' ' ' . . . . . . . ‘ 
* • 

should be given to the results of the Gallup poll mentioned at the bottom 

of page 21 of the report. He regretted that no mention had been made 

on pages 23, 24 and 25 of the question of alcohol. The fight against 

venereal disease necessitated.the combating of its major allies. He 

suggested in that connexion that at least some unofficial•contact should 
... - • 

be made with the International Bureau against Alcoholism,, since such 
. . . * ； ‘ • 

organizations possessed special methods of counteracting alcoholism. 
. ‘ . • • ' • • •... , . ' , • ‘ - * 

The CHAIRMAN agreed with Dr. Hyde that, since pages ,30...and 31 of the 
• . . � 

report contained ^ecoirmiendations having implications on the programme 

. . . . . •. • . î ,..
 :
...г:“... • 

and on budgétV thoëe recommendations should be considered seriatim by the 
；......

;
...•• .• ‘ ‘‘ •‘ 

. . - , » ... . • • - •‘ 

Board ¿ ：
 :

 ‘ • . • • • •；. 



The first of the recommendations (page 30 of document WH0/VD/l2) 

read： ‘ 

(2.1) Further information on penicillin production and 

distribution be collected, and that active measures 
be taken by TOO and other international organizations 
to ensure a wider availability of the antibiotic ; 

—the rehabilitation of the UNRRA penicillin plants be 
further considered as soon as the contemplated survey 
of these plants has been carried out, and that, this 
matter be studied also by the United Nations Economic 
Commission for Europe； • 

WHO be prepared to advise on the quality and standard 
of penicillin products• 

： . ' • '. . •••*••' * . ： . . . . 
• " f . • - •； • . . . 、 . * 

, , . ; : ： - • • • . . 

• * i. • . ., • • 
Dr. DÜJARRIC de la RIVIERE said that there was no. loiiger the 

same scarcity of.penicillin as there had been some years ago, as it 
. . . . . . ‘ • - . .•-：；； 

was now being produced in enormous quantities throughout the world» 
‘ ‘ • • . ..' ：...... л .,..• 、 

He advocated therefore that WHO should now render assistance in the 
‘ ' • • ' . • . • ； • •• - * . . : 

• • . •• . : — ‘ . . . ' . • 

production of other important drugs such as antibiotics for tuberculosis 
•+:、. •• •• •-•i..... , , . . .. 

and chlorcHiiycetine for typhus, which were in the initial stages of 

development» 
• . - .'4..... ' 

• " * ‘ < •’ ' - • •
 4 

The CHAIRMAN said he knew of a number of countries where penicillin 

was rationed, and therefore it could hardly be correct to say that 

penicillin was available everywhere. 

• . . . . : . . . . . . . 

of page 8 of the report, We asked the 

the possibilities foi? mass production 

Referring to the last paragraph 

Secretariat for a statement on 

of penicillin' alluded tp therein. 

Dr. DÜJARRIC de la RIVIERE observed that he had not intended to 
• .. • • . . • • • . • 

. . . • ' . • i 

imply that there was an abundance of penicillin in all parts of the 

world but that the technique of its manufacture was now so advanced that 

the problem had become industrial rather than scientific, and was there-

fore peitiaps outside the domain of ТШ0. 
• .':. . '••... . .. ' ... ......... _ . 

. ‘ " " !. . " Л.. .:,•.•、..•- . 
Dr. GUTHE (Secretariat) eaid that it would be noted that the refer— 

• ••‘ ‘ .. ••• - . . . . ...:• 
• • •». . • ‘ ; 

ence in the report to
:
 the production of penicillin by new methods was a 

very guarded preliminary statement of a general nature. The information 
.
:

 ...... . i • -



obtained by WK /as not for general dissemination but would enable the 
• • . • • . • 

Organization to follow' developments and possibly at a later stage to give 

a technical'report on the question- . • 

Thç ÇHAIRMAN asked the Secretariat to give due attention to the 
‘ • • � " • • . : ’ • . . . . 

matter with a view to giving more detailed explanations tô
:

 thé Board 

at its next session. •、 

. • • : .； . . - • • ： • . . . 

. D r . MANX said that the report of the expert committee demonstrated 
. . ‘ ’ • • - - • • . 

• • • . * 

that the whole projected programme would fail if thè production of 
• • • • . • * 

• » • . ‘ , • 

penicillin proved insufficient. He.pointed out that the manufacture of 

BCG vaccine had passed the experimental stage but WHO had found it 

.. .• • • 

advantageous tó 'establish laboratories for its man^acture. He there-

fore urged the acceptattce of the- principle enunciated in the first 

re o ommenciation, thatr é ve ry e nc ouragement should be given to the manufac-

ture of penicillin in different countries. He suggested that the 

Director-General should seriously
:

consider what assistance he. could give 

to countries by way of advice and othei^wlse. 
• “ * « . , 

Dr. GOODMAN (Secretariat),, in reply to g. query by Dr'. Hyde as 'to • 
• ‘ 

whether it would be advisable to refer the question of the rehabilitation 

of the UNRRA plants to the Economic Commission for Europe before the 

* - -

reference could be accompanied by some recommendations
9
 gave a summary 

of the attempts which had been made to put the UNIîRA penicillin plants 

into operation (document EB2/51)» ；?.' suggestion had been made that 

funds might be.obtained from the residuary funds of UNRRA to enable . 

•WHO to put those plants into operation. It had beèn found impossible 
ч .... • t • • 

• : ' • . •• . 
in tha available time to make the. essential .detailed survey. UNRRA. 

had at.a later stage decided against the contribution on legal grounds• 

The expert committee had suggested that approach be made to UNICEF and • 

to ECE. The former had not seen its way to provide funds for the • 

purpose and time had been too short for the inception of other than 



purely unofficial talks with ECE.“ ‘ 
. . • • � ‘ - • ' ( , 

' .i. • . … • 
’ • • , • 

Dr. EVANG sald^ with reference to document EB2/51, that the fact 

. •、.、.• ： ..... • ..、• 
should not be hidden that commercial interests had dominated .the 

• ‘ . . , . • . - Г»'-

health .aspects of the problem. ‘Some hùpe still existed of the 

possibility of finding a new approàch ând hè was glad to note the 
S ' ‘ 

‘ • \ .... 4 • 

suggestion in regard to ECE. 

., Dr. DUJARRIC' de la RIVIERE hoped that the re commendation would 

. •! . Л • 
inolude the encouragement of research as well as of the manufacture 

. 、 . . . . . . ; ； : • . : ； ； . . ； 

.of penicillin, and, alluded to the possibility of the discovery of a 
. • . •.. . ,...•• 
synthetic penicillin. 

The CHAIRMAN summarised the problem as one relating- to th^ revival 

of plants on which initial capital had been spent and t
:
.o. the finding of 

• ^ . * . • • ： * . . . • • . . • 

another organizing body which would take that work in hand. He argued 

. . … ， : ： • •• • ! . . • • • • . . , . 
that the Director-General should pursue negotiations^ with JECE, and 

. . . - .г •• • • ^ ' 

perhaps with the Economic Coimnission for Asia, to that end* 
. • • . •‘ . . , . . • . . . . . . … . . 

br. de PAULA SOUZA observed that the problem required a decision 
. . . , • • • • .. 

- . . . . . . ' : . ' • 

as to the best procedure to be followed; the encouragement of the 
• • ¡ • • \ • ‘...•.. i , ‘ 

extension of existing factories or the building of new plants. He 
• • • , • . • • . . ^ é •-- . 

, . . . . . ‘ - •‘ 
.• r . ’ … • • ‘ 

mentioned the serious shortage of personnel for the production of 
, . . . . .. . • • • 

penicillin. ‘ The role of WHO was to ensure even, distribution in -

support of its programme. He asked that the Director-General should-
. . . . . ‘ . • > . • • 

examine the possibilities in that light• 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that the suggestion amounted to an ideal 

р1ац for the overall distribution of penicillin. A world survey of the 
* . . • . • ... ». ••• ••'；. 

type envisaged would be conducted in the face of many difficulties and 

was beyond .the resources of WHO,
1

 which was not equipped to undertake 
. ' . * •、

；
 ！ • 

anything on such a scale. The only odntribùtiori "WHO could make would 

be to. attempt to give information wheï^e possible and to do what was in 
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its power to stimulate production. The WHO effort must necessarily 

be on a limited scale because no staff had been provided in the 

Secretariat for the purpose. Nothing appreciable could be achieved 

in that field without some expenditure. . 

Decision: Recommendations (2»1) on pages 30 and 31 of 
dociMent WHO/VD/12 were approved with due regard to the 
observations made during the debate. 

The moetino; rose at 12*50 р、пь 
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