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1. REPORT BY THE BUILDING COMMITTEE.: (Documents EB/BC/8，EB/35 Add., i ) 

The CHAIIMAN called upon Dr. Parisot. 

Professor PARISOT stated that the Building Committee had met during the 

morning and, after discussion with Mr. Siegel and Mr. Modercw it had been 

felt that as the Executive Board was in session certain matters should be 
. . .. • .： -i . 

‘. . ‘ ： ‘ • ! -

put before it. Since Dr. van den Berg had presided at the Building 

Committee meetings in November^ he would ask him to give an account of the 

situation. 

.: alternate to Professor De Laet, 

Dr. van den BERG/explained that the ad hoc Building Coiranittee which 

had met in November had had a rather difficult task: to come to a decision 

with regard to the plan proposed to Ш0 by the Secretary-General of the 

United Nations and with regard to the schemes for financing the building -

as offered by the Swiss Government. In addition, however, there had 

arisen a point of principle in.regard to the final arrangements: the 

Building Committee had found it difficult to be sure whether, in taking up 

a certain position with regard to the proposal made by the Secretary-

General of the United Nations in the matter of security of tenure, the 

Building Committee would be within its terms of reference» In the 

proposals put forward by the United Nations, there was a phrase stating that 

ТШО would have priority in the renewal of the lease after 99 years 
• • ‘ • . . . 

"provided that the conditions are the same". It was felt that at that 

date there might be some other institution able to pay a much highçr figure 

with which M O would be unable to compete. Л request was therefore made 

to the Si-crûtary-Ganeral to delete the words in question, but since the 

Building Committee was not certain mth regard to its terns of reference 
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seeing that this request had been refused, it had been : considered 

advisable to refer the matter to the Executive Board, Another point was 

that although the plan provisionally agreed to by the Secretary-General of 

United Nations and the Direitcr- Coricral of "WHO had been considered by the 

conunittee to be the best，there .in faot, a feasible alternative 

vrfiich would be less expensive, and the Secretary-General was therefore 

requested to give consideration to the alternative project for financial 

reasons. The reply received from the Secretary-General, as given in 

Annex II of document ЕВ/ВС/8, was.not satisfactory and some surprise was 

caused by the statement in the letter of the Sesretary-General to the 

effect that the "clause 1 provided that the conditions are the same' has 

never been a point of issue between the two Secretariats". It was not 

supposed that the Executive Board would wish to reopen the T^ole question 

Iwit the Building Committee would like a ruling as to its.terms of 

reference• 

The CHAIRMAN said that with regard to the project itself, it was olear 

that the provisionally agreed proposal -was feasible. The question of the 

renewal of lease terns had vary rightly been brought forward by the 

Building Committee for the consideration of the Executive Board, He would 

refer members to the 'following words in the resolution contained in the 

report of the fourth session of the Executive Board (Official Records No. 22 

• » 

page 9) : • 

"X. Ш0 is 'to be guaranteedд having regard to th!e terms of paragraph 

4 below, permanent occupancy of the space to. be allocated to the 

• Organization in the Palais des Nations； it being understood that 

in any event Ш 0 shall ha guaranteed an amount of spaoe equivalent 

to the amount of space, resulting from the reconstruction of the 

Palais des Nations at WiC^s expense." 



Annex II of EB/BC/8 showed that the Secretary-General had been unable 

to accept the proposals by Ш0 but on the other hand in Annex III of the 

same document Article V - renewal of lease - it was stated: 

"1) The UN hereby grants to the Ш0 the option to renew the lease 
under such conditions as may be agreed upon between the parties hereto 
ia preference' over any other entity offering to lease the demised 
premises 

The parties hereto shall consult with one another not less 
than three years before the expiration of the 99 year term of this 
lsase with a view to its renewal on such terms and conditions as 
may be agreed upon between the parties haying regard to the provision 

.of clause (1) of this Article", 

There-was obviously less security in the matter of rene-ш! than 

there would be if the conditions were that the lease could be renewed if 

similar terms were offered ЬуШ?. The Building Committee felt that such • 

a fundamental change in what the Executive Board had put forward and i^at 

it was now asked to accept should be discussed by the Board, 

Professor de L/iET said that Dr. van den Berg had given a very exact 

account of the positionj he would like to add that in the resolution 

adopted by the Executive Board at its fourth session the project to be 

adopted was very definitely defined and the architect's name was given, 

whereas TOO was now asked to bear an additional cost of Swiss Fr 250,000 for 

the reinforcement of foundations, which was a complete Change in the 

project. 

The CHAIRííAN extended a welcome to the representative of the Swiss 

Gtoyernment and invited him to address the-Board. ‘ 

.M»f. GRiiNDJEAN, representative of the Swiss Government, stated that 

after the visit of the Swiss authorities to the Palais des Nations there 

had been unanimous agreement about the expansion of the building and the 

Swiss Government would view with some concern the reopening of the i/vhcle 



question• 

l\/¡r• LINDSAIj alternate, to Dr. Mackenzie, stated that he was doubtful whether 

the Building Committee had been within its teras of reference if the proposals 

âgreed to -were not satisfactory to the Director-General as required by the original 

delegation from tho Health Assembly• (Resolution YfflA2.61, Official Records No, 21, 

pagos 37-3S)• The United Nations did not wish to grant WHO a complete priority 

over all other applicants but WHO would, in fact, get no priority at all if the 

conditions made it possible for WHO to be outbid by anyone offering a higher price• 

He supported Professor De Laet in his objection-to paying a further Swiss Fr. 250,000 

for the strengthening of foundations » 

Mr, SIEGEL, Acting Assistant Director-General, Department of Administration 

and Finance, speaking on the points of security of tsnure and the tarras of 

rofûrence of the Building Committee, said that reference had been made to the 

delegation of authority^ but in the paragraph following the one already quoted 

from the resolution on page 9 of the report of the fourth session of the Executive 

Board there was another pertinent paragraph} 

,!(2) AUTHORIZES the Diroctor-General to negotiate an agreement on 

the foregoing lines or one affording equal security of tenure to 

1Ш0 and. to sien the agreoment aftor it has been • approved by the 

Building Committoe mentioned below." 

He stated that the Building Committee fjavo very careful attention to this 

point and reported fully on it. He referred the Board to document EB5/35，pagos 

10 and 11，from "In tha face oí the situation e^Xained where concom 

was expressed mth regard to the words "provided that thü conditions are the same" 

and it was recommended that the Seсrotary-General of United Nations be asked to 

reconsider this point• (There was read all the part indicating the thoroiighnoss 

with which the Building Committee had considered tho matter)• 



In requesting the Director-General to submit its report to the Secretary-

General, the Building Committee also requested the Director—General to advise the 

Secretary•-General that the committee had expressed a wish that this provision be 

reconsidered? only a wish was expressed and it was clearly stated that this was not 

to be con- îdered as a condition. 

Mr, LINDSAY thought that if it was to be understood that the proposed arrange-

ment was acceptable to the Director-General cf Ш0 $ then what the Building Committee 

had done was within its terms of reference. Furthermore, if the provisions of 

Article 260 of the Code Suisse des Obligations would secure some measure of priority, 

then it would seem that the desired end had been achieved。 

Mr. SISGEL stated that he could affirm that the Director-General d id consider 

that the provisions of the lease would afford sufficient security of tenure. With 

regard to Article 260 of the Code Suisse des Obligations, this made r¿o reference to 

priority rights ï the reference cited was to the rights of WHO being епГогг>шЬ1© 

against third'parties. The question of a priority right could。nly be resolved 

within the terms of the agreement i t se l fand the proposed agreement^ as approved 

by the Secretary-General of United Nations, provided that WHO should have a priority 

over any other party "provided conditions are the same". 

do PAUIA SOUZA enquired if steps had been taken by the Director-General to 

seo whether better conditions could not be.obtained from -the United Nations : he felt 

that those were the conditiens which it would be necessary for WHO to acceptл but 

he did not feel they were very favourable to the Organization. 



Mr. SIEGEL replied that the Director-General had mads many attempts to obtain 

a s favourable conditions as possible from the Secretary-General of the United'Nations, 

not only in regard to the point in question, but in regard to the entire project. 

After discussion of this specific question by the Building Committee, the Director-

General had addressed a letter to the Secretary-General calling attention to the two 

points raised; on the question of the claiose "provided the conditions are the same", 

the Secretary-General had now categorically stated that he could not accede to the 

request of the Building Committee. The provisions of the lease were for 99 years1 

occupancy with a provision that it might be renewed on certain conditions. The 

Director-General was of the epinion that it was quite reasonable that, after 99 years, 

the United Nations might vdsh to negotiate the conditions for the renewal of the 

lease; even if there were no provision such as that implicit in the words "provided 

the conditions are the same", the United Nations would still have the right to decide 

whether or not the conditions offered by WHO for a further period were acceptable： 

r e n e w a l w o u l d s t i 1 1 be automatic. In effect, the words referred to only provided 

that the conditions offered by WHO must be acceptable to the United Nations, and they 

hsdite r^b to .ослракяЛanfflfcra róth Шлв which might be offered by any other organization. 

D r ' H 0 J S R thought that although the Board would certainly prefer not to spend 

another 250,000 Swiss francs, it was only fair to say that the proposition had great 

advantages for WHO: the alternative would be to build in another place. 

The CHAIRMAN stated he assumed it was the opinion of .the Board that although it 

would havo been desirable to obtain better conditions if possible, it would be well 

to accept those which had been offered and 他ich had been approved by the Director-

General. He would, therefore, read the resolution as proposed in document EB5/35 Add.l, 

pages 7 and 8. 



Dr, van den BERG thought that the only decision, to be taken at this point waa 

、. J whether the Building Committee would be within its terms of reference in 

accepting the proposal; if it were in order, the matter should be. referred back' to 

the Building Committee which would-then report to the Board. 

Professor PARISOT agread with Dr. van den Berg on the point of procedure but 

considered that after the discussion which had already taken place, and after the 

statement made by the representative of the Swiss Government, it would be in the 

interest of the Organisation to proceed quickly, and he thought there was no reason 

why the Executive Board should not give its approval to-day, so that the necessary 

discussion with regard f to details could be started at onçe. . 

The CHâlRMàN pointed out that the first five paragraphs of the resolution in 

question did in fact confirm what the Building Committee had done and ask it to go 

further; if the Board wore agreeable the resolution could be adapted.. 

•Decision: The draft resolution in EB5/35 Add.l, pages • 7 and 8, was adopted, 

2. 1Ъ0/ИЮ JOIHT EXPERT С0ШТТТЕЕ ON THE' HIQIENE/OF SmFASERS: REPORT ON THE ПЕ&Т 

SSSSXOÍI: ITEÍ.I 42 OF THE AGENDA (Docuncnt EE5/77) . ‘ 

Dr. MILLER, Assistant DirectiOr, Division of the Organization of Public Health 

‘ accompanying EB5/77) 
Services, presented the report (WH0/HYG.Sí¿i./2/ of the Joint ILO/WHO Committee, which 

had been set up on the recommendation of the First Health Assembly. The third session 

oí the Executive Board in July 1949 decided' that the WHO representation on the Joint 

Committee should consist of four members. The Sxecutive Board might wish to refer the 

subjects in the report to the relevant expert committees, where such existed, for a 

further study or for the implementation of the resolutions, together with any other 

comments which the Board might- care to make. 



г 
On the invitation of the Chairman, Mr. Mcwat, representative of the 

International Labour Office , addressed the meeting. 

representative of ILO， ' . • 

Mr. М0ШГАТ/said that his Organization attached great importance to the 
' « • * * 

fteeting of the joint committee, the first of its type in which the International 

Labour Organisation had collaborated with another specialized agency. The 

purpose of the raseting had been to pave the way for future work by asking the two 

organizations to collect information on the basis of which action could be taken, 

the proceedings had been harmonious and the decisions unanimous. 

He explained the composition of the ILO membership of the committee. Since 

1920 there had been in existence, in the International Labour Organization, a 

.Joint Maritime Commission which must be consulted on all maritime questions, and 
• 1 - • * • , • ' . “ , 

which had accordingly been consulted before the institution of üie joint committee. 

It had also been asked to nominate the four ILO representatives on that committee, 

which nominations were then confirmed by the Governing Body. Consequently, these 

representatives comprised two shipowners and two seafarers, as representing the 

tvro groups in the Joint Maritime. Commission, itself a body el.eçted by'the . ship— 

owners' and seafarers' delegates from Member States of the- Organization.. The ILO 

representatives did not therefore act in a purely individual capacity, as did those 

of. the World Health Organization., but were men with first-hand knowledge of sea-

farers 1 conditions, who could also speak on behalf of the organized shipowners 

a n d seafarers of the majority.of the maritime countries； one of the members had 

moreover had as adviser tnc Ohxei•меахса! Officer of the British Shipping Federation. 

The combination of medical experts and representatives of both sides of the shipping 

industry gave promise of producing ue.eful results. .. 



Dr. van den BERG asked whether the principle of geographical distribution 

received any recognition in the committee, since it seemed that some maritime 

countries were represented by several members, and others not at all, 

Dr. DUjTkRRIC de la RIVIERE^ alternate to Professor Parisot, was appreciative 

of the advantages to be derived from ILO/WHO collaboration. While agreeing with 
• } 

the desirability of the medical examinations and records mentioned in Parb 工工 of 

the report (pages 7 and 8 of WH0/HÏG.SSA/2) he suggested the deletion of the third 

sentence on pago 8，as being the type of remark .which, although permissible in 

debate, should riot be published. 

The coimnittee had studied primarily tuberciilosis and venereal disease, but he 

suggested that trachoma was a disease to which attention might usefully be directed. 

He further suggested that the study might be extended to include the hygiene 

of'aircrews^ a group subjected to similar risks and danger of infection. He asked 

the 工LG representative for his opinion. 

Mr с МСЖАТ said that as regards geographical distribution, the 工 nterrlational 

Labour Organization was represfented on the committee by seafarers1 delegates from 

the United Kingdom and Belgium， whose substitutes were from Sweden and the 

Netherlands respectively. Nominations were made by the Joint Maritime Commission, 

a thoroughly representative body from the geographical aspect and one which members 

of the committee would certainly consult before taking major decisions. 

He agreed that the third sentence on page 8 of the. report should be deleted, 

particularly since similar remarks made in the course of discussion had not5 in 

fact, been published. The International Labour Organization did not intend to 

publish the report， though it had no objection to the World Health Organization's 

doing so; it would merely ask its Governing Body for authority to carry out the 

undertakings proposed in the committee. 



He welcomed the suggestion that the committee should study trachoma. The 

suggestion that it should extend its activities to aircrews might present practical 

difficulties, inasmuch as the International Labour Organization had separate 、 

sections to deal with maritime and air personnel, the latter moreover coming under 

the jurisdiction of the Inland Transport Committee and not of the Joint Maritime 

Commission. If the Executive Board made such a proposal, however, the Organization, 

.would be prepared to consider it. 
• • 

Dr. HDJER suggestëd that the report should be published along with that of 

the second meeting, which wowld presumably contain the answers to the questions . 

raised at the first, 

Dr, HYDE endorsed Dr. H'djer's proposal, which would also enable authority to 

be obtained from the committee for the deletion of the sentence on page 8, the 

correct action from the point of view of procedure. 

Dr. FORREST, Acting Director, Division of Co-ordination of Planning and Liaison, 

thought that the Executive Board might ask the two Directors-General to study the 

matter of publication further. It would also wish the committee to publish the 

Board's remarks as a commentary to their report. 

D r ' B A R R E T T^ R e m a t e to Dr. Mckenzie, thought that the medical problems of 

aircrews were différant from those of seafarers, being in the main psychological ； 

stress and fatigue, or physiological complaints occasioned by high altitudes' and 

èpeeds. Aircrews were, moreover, selected only from among the physically fit, and 

operators of airlines, in view of the limited supply of personnel, usually provided 

satisfactory working conditions and health services. . 

hygiene of aircrews from the lœdical point of view 

s^Jec1/would be more mthin the province of a. joint côimîttee of ШЮ and the 

International Civil Aviation Organization. | 

.J^cision; The Or aft resolution contained, in Jccunent EB5/77 was amended as 

follcws： ； - Г ' • 

ïhe .Jfecoutive Board .、 ¡ 
t h e r e P ° r t o f t h e f i ^ t session of the Joint ILO/WHO Committee on 

the Ду-giene of Seafarers, , r 

EXPRESSES its appreciation of the work acconrolished, . 
and 1 t h e Dir^tor-General to communicate to the Committee the remarks 
of the Execu-oxve Board." 



3 . INFECTIOUS DIARRHOEA, MEMORANDUBÍ S U M I T T E D BY T H E . Ш О СШМ1ТТ2Е FOR 

FINLAND ITK. 2 OF" THE SUPPLJÛ SÍTILRI “GEND“ (Documents EB5/5T ^rd Adi.1) 

Decision: The Executive Board adopted the clraft resolution contained, 

in document EB5/57, ADD. 1. 

4 . DENTAL CARIES , MEMORANDUM SUBMITTED BY TH3 WHO СШМ1ТТ32； FOR FINLAND 

IHSL 3 OF THE S U P P K E L 娜 Û Ï AGENDA、(boctiment E B 5 / 5 9 ) 

what was 

Dr. MACKENZIE asked /the position with regard to dental health, for 

whiah money had been provided in the previous budget. 

DR. MILLSH said that it was envisaged that the Organization would 

have the services of A dental consultant during the months of April, May apd 

June I95O5 for the purpose of drafting A programme on dental health. 

Décision: The Executive Board took note of document ЕВ5 /59 AND 

referred it to the Director-General for appropriate action within" 

the budgetary limits of the Organization» ‘ 

5 ILXIERGIC DISEASES F М З М Ш Л Ш Ш SUBMITTED BY THE WHO С(Ш1ТТ..32 F(M FINÎ4FFLJ 

工TEL: 4 OF THE SOFPLmîENTAlîï “GiWDA (Docuncnt SB5/58) . 

Decision: The Executive Board took nota of document 2 3 5 / 5 8 and 

referred it to the Director-General for appropriate action within 

the budgetary limits of the Organization. 

6. JOINT. 01НР/Ш0 STUDY-GROUP ON “FrJCLJÍ RICKETTSI0S.5S, -REPORT ON THE FIRST 

SESSION: 1 Т Ш 3 8 . 6 OF ТНЕ'АОЕШЛ' (Document EB5 / 60 ) 、.V ; 

Dr# BIRáUD, Director, Division of Epidemiology^ said that the report 

in question was A preliminary study intended as A basis for A detailed enquiry 

into THE subject which would be undertaken by experts in African Rickettsioses 

at Brazzaville from 8 to 14 February 1950. It was A collection of technical 

informátion for distribution to health authorities in view of the coming 

meeting. 

DR. MAGK3NZIS regretted that the excellent report made no mention of 

West AFRICA, It is hoped that the yellow-fever laboratories in Lagos 丄ND 

Uganda, which had now been extended to become virus laboratories , would be drawn 



» 

into the scheme. 

Decision: The Executive Board took note of document 235/60 and 
looked forward to receiving a further report after the meeting of 
the experts. 

7. JOINT OIHP/.THO STIDY-GitOUP ON CHOLEliA, ii^ OliT 'ON .КШ' TH^u) SSG6I0N: 
ITÉM 3 8 , 7 OF T I K / ‘ G I M I (Document ЕБ5/55) • . 、 

' C H á I R M á N informed the meeting that Annexes I , II and I I I to 

the report would be published in the Bulletin of the World Health Organization, 

with cross-references to documents already published. 

Decision; The Executive Board adopted the < ЗгаГЬ rfesplution contained 
in document E35/55. ' 

8. INTSRNATïONAL PHAroíACOPQSIA^ NON-PROPRIETARY NilMSS FOR DRUGS ； 
1 Т Ш 8 OF THE』U球LEI AGEWDA ’（Document EB5/52) 

t 

M. BLANC, Division of Therapeutic Substances, recalled the 

instructions given by the third and fourth sessions of the Executive Board, 

resulting in the presentation by the Expert Committee on the Unification of 

Pharmacopoeias of a report on General Principles for a System of International 

Non-Proprietary Names for Drugs (lH0/Pharm/90, annexed to ¿B5/52) 

The committee proposed oertatin general principles already being 

followed in certain countries, #iich would enable the Organization to establish 

names whieh could be proposed to governments for adppticm, in, the event of the 
‘ • « 

drugs concerned being used in their countries. The committee recommended the 

adoption where possible of names already in uss in national pharmacopoeias or 

irv official or semi-official documents (in France the Journal Officiel de la 

République française, in the United States the publication New and Non-Official 

Remedies, in Great Britain as recœimended Ъу the Pharaacopoeial Commission). 
- *• . * 

The committee further recommended a series of terminations to be used in 

preparation of the naitfes, where possible. 



Dr. MACKENZIE quoted from the report pf the fifth session of the 

Expert Coramittee on the Unification of Pharmacopoeias, which stated (TOO/Pharm/ 
！ . ‘ 

88, paragraph 2.10): 

"Difficulties are to be expected, particularly from a 

legal point of view, before a system о an be regularly intro-

âuced, a n d w a s considered advisable to consult governmentsэ 

the national ph armac opoe i al commissions, the manufacturers1 

associations, and the International Union for thê  Protection of 

Industri al Prope rty *” 

He asked at îwhat stage the governments woiûd be consulted. 

M. БЬЛМС said that the general principles, if adopted by thé present 

session of the Executive Board, could be communicated to governments 

immediately. 

Dr. MACKENZIE pointed out that resolution contained in doctunent 

EB5/52 made no provision far such consultation, and proposed that it be amended 

by inserting3 as first paragraph oí、 the operative parts 

UESQU38TS the Director-General to circulate the general principles 

to governments for their observations 

Dr. FORREST， Acting Director, Division of Co-ordination of Planning 

and Liaison, thought that the adoption of Dr» Mackeüzie^s amendment wcruld 

enable governments to give their opinions in time for the Third Health Assemblyд 

where the matter could then be discussed, always providing that sufficient 

replies had been received. 

draft 
Decision; The Executive Board adopted the/resolution contained ±ц 
document ЕВ5/52, as amended by Dr. Mackenzie, on the understanding 
that if an insufficient number of replies were received from 
governments, the Third Session of the World Health Assembly would 
not discuss the matter. 

The meeting rose at 5*35 
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1 , . REPORT BY THE BUILDING COMMITTEE: documents ЕВ/ВС/8, EB/35 ADD. 1. 

The GHAIHpW called upon Dr • Parisot . 

Dr* PARISOT stated that the Building Committee had met during the 

morning and, after discussion with Mr. Siegel and Mr, Moderow it had been 

felt that as the Executive Board was in session certain matters should be 

put before it. Since Dr, van den Berg had presided at the Building 

Committee meetings in November, he would ask him to give an account of the 

situation. 

Dr. van den BERG'explained that the ad hoc Building Committee which 

had met in November had had a rather difficult tâskt to come to a decision 

with regard to the plan proposed to Ш0 by the Secretary-General of the 

United Nations and with regard to the schemes for financing the building 

as offered by the Swiss Government, In addition, however, there had 

arisen a point of principle in.regard to the final arrangements: the 

Building Committee had found it difficult to be sure whether, in taking up 

a certain position with regard to the proposal made by the Secretary-

General of the United Nations in the matter of security of tenure, the 

Building Committee would be within its terms of reference. In the 

proposals put forward by the United Nations, there was a phrase stating that 

WHO would have priority in the renewal of the lease after 99 years 

"provided that the conditions are the same"# It was felt that at that 

date there might be some ether institution able to pay a muçh higher figure 

with which Ш0 would be unable to compete. A request was therefore made 

to the Secretary-General to delete the words in question, but since the 

Building Committee was not certain with regard to its terms of reference 



seeing that this request had been refused, it had been considered 

advisable to refer the matter to the Executive Board. Another point was 

that although the plan provisionally agreed to by the Secretary-General of 
- . * . 

United Nations and the Director-General of W O had been considered by the 

committee to be the best, there was, in fact, a feasible alternative 

T«hich would be less expensive, and the Secretary-General was therefore 

requested to give consideration to the alternative project for financial 

reasons. The reply received from the Secretary-General, as given in 

Annex II of document EB/BC/8, -was not satisfactory and some surprise was 

caused by the statement in the letter of the Secretary-General to. the 

effect that the "clause 'provided that the conditions are the same' has 

never been a point of issue between the two Secretariats". It was not 

supposed that the 'Executive Board would wish to reopen the #iole question 

but the Building Committee would like a ruling as to its terms of 

reference. 

The CHAIRMAN said that with regard to the project itself, it was clear 

that the provisionally agreed proposal was feasible. The question of the 

renewal of lease terms had vary rightly been brought forward by the 

Building Committee for the consideration of the Executive Board. . He. would , 

refer members to the following words in the resolution ccntained in the 

report of the fourth session of the Executive Board (Official Records No. 22 

page 9)： . 

«1. Щ0 is to be guaranteed, having regard to the terms of paragraph 

4 below, permanent occupancy of the space to be allocated to the 

Organization in the Palais des Nations, it being understood that 

: i n any event Ш ) shall be guaranteed an amount of space equivalent 

to the amount of space resulting from the reconstruction of the 

Palais des Nations at Ш0' s expense." 



Annex II of ЕВ/ВС/8 showed that the Sec rotary- General had been unable 

to accept the proposals by 1H0 but on the other hand in Annex III of the 

í • ‘ 
same document Article V - renewal of lease - it was stated: . 

, .. . .： ,.-...•
 :
, - • ... _ • 

. •• , ‘ . . ' ' - . ‘ ‘ 

"1) The UN hereby grants to the "WHO the option to renew the lease 
under such .conditions as may bq agreed upon between the parties hereto 
in preference over any ether entity offering to lease the demised 
premises f . ’ • ‘ . 

* • ‘ 

..••• ：； “ • " : . . ‘ 》 ‘ • •• , . • 

"2) The parties hereto .shall consult -with one another not less 

than three years before the expiration of the 99 year term of this 

lease with a iriew to its rene m l on such, terms and conditions as 

may be agreed upon between the párties having regard to the provision 

of clause (1) of this Article", 

There,;wa8 obviously less security in the matter of rene-wal than 

there would be if the conditions were that the lease could be renewed if 

similar terms were offered by W O . . The Building Committee felt that such 

a fundamental change in what the Executive Board had put forward and what 

it ш в now asked to accept should be discussed by the Beard, 

Professor de LAET said that Dr, van den Berg had given a very exact 

account of the position; he would like to add that in the resolution 

adopted by the Executive Board at its fourth session the project to be 

adopted was very definitely defined and the architect's name was given, 

whereas "WHO was now asked to bear an additional cost of Swiss 

the reinforcement of foundations, which was a complete change 

project. 

The CHAIRMAN extended a welcome to the*representative of 

Government and invited him to address the Board", . • . . 

• ». . - ‘ ； -. i] •. 

M, D. GRiiNDJEAN, representative of the Swiss Goverrmient, 

after the visit of the Swiss authorities to the Palais des Nations there 

had been unanimous agreement about the expansion of the, building and the 

FR 250,000 for 

in the 

the Swiss 

• ‘ • . • . 

• .!.，-

stated that 

Swiss Government would view with some concern the reopening of the whole 
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question, 

Mr. LINDSAY, alternate to Dr, Mackenzie, stated that he was doubtful 

whether the Building Committee had been within its terms of reference since 

the original delegation of authority was from the Health Assembly 

(Resolution ША2.61. Official Records No,. 21, pages 37-8), The United 

Nations did not wish to grant 1H0 a complete priority over all other 

applicants but ШЮ would, in fact, get no priority at all if the 

conditions made it possible for TOO to be outbid by anyone offering a 

higher price. He supported Professor de Laet in his objection to paying 

a further Swiss FR 250,000 for the strengthening of foundations. 

Mr. SIEGEL, speaking on the points' of security of tenure and the 

terms of reference of the Building Committee, said that"'reference had been 

made to the delegation of authority, but in the paragraph following the one 

already quoted from the resolution op,;.page 9 of the report of the fourth 

session of the Executive Board there was another pertinent paragraph: 

it (2) AUTHORIZES the Directoiv. Gene ral to negotiate" an agreement on 

the foregoing'lines or one affording equal security of tenure to 

IHO and to sign the agreement after it has been approved by the 

Building Committee mentioned below*" 

He stated that the Building Committee gave very careful attention to 

this point and reported fully on it. He referred the Board to document 

EB5/35, pages 9,； 10 and 11, from "In the face of the situation explained 

vihere concern was expressed with regard to the -rords 

"provided that the conditions are the same" and it was recommended that the 

Secretary-Gene ral of United Nations be asked to reconsider this point.. 

(There was read all the part indicating the thoroughness with which the 

Building Committee had considered the rtiatter). 



In requesting the Director-General to submit its report to the Secretary-

General, the Building Committee also requested the Director—General to advise the 

Secretary-General that the committee had expressed a "wish that this provision be 

reconsidered: only a wish was expressed and i七 was clearly stated that this was not 

to be considered as a condition• 

Mr。 bINDSAY thought that if it was to be understood that the proposed arrange-

ment was acceptable to.the Director-General of WHO，then what the Building Committee 

had done was within its terms of reference. Furthermore, if the provisions of 

Article 260 of the Code Suisse des Obligations would secure some measure of priority-

then it would seem that the desired end had been achieved. 

Mr. SIEGEL stated that he could affirm that the Director-General d id consider 

that the provisions of the lease would‘afford sufficient security of tenure. With 
• . « 

regard to Article 260 of the Code Suisse des Obligationsy this made no reference to 

priority rights； the reference cited was to the rights of Ш0 being enforeeabie 

against third parties. The question of a priority right could only be resolved 

within the terms of the agreement itself^ and the proposed agreement^ as approved 

by the Secretary-General of United Nations y provided that WHO should have a priority-

over any other party "provided conditions are the same"• 

Dr. de PiiUIA SOUZA enquired if steps had been taken by the Director-General to 

see whether better conditions could not be obtained from -the United Nationsj he felt 

th°.t these were the conditions which it would be necessary for WHO to accept^ but 

he did not feel they were very favourable to the Organization. 



Mr, SIEGEL replied that the Director-General had made many attempts to obtain «< 

as favourable conditions as possible from the Secretary-General of the United Nations, 

not only in regard to the point in question, but in regard to the entire project. ' • 

After discussion of this specific question by the Building Committee, the Director-

General had addressed a letter to the Secretary-General calling attention to the two 

points raised! on the question of the clause "provided the conditions are the same", 

the Secretary-General had now categorically stated that he could not accede to the 

request of the Building Committee. The provisions of the lease were for 99 years' 

occupancy with a provision that it might be renewed on certain conditions. The 

Director-General was of the opinion that it was quite reasonable that, after 99 years, 

the United Nations might wish to negotiate the conditions for the renewal of the 

lease; even if there were no provision such as that implicit in the words "provided 

the conditions are the same", the United Nations would still have the right to decide 

whether or not the conditions offered by 丽0 for a further period were acceptabler 

renewal would still not be automatic. In effect, the words referred to only provided 

that the conditions offered by WHO must be acceptable to the United Nations, and they 

haite i^bto coiçaecaAcoxffláms vvüh tboœ whiA might be offered by any other organization. 

D r ' H D J E R thought that although the Board would certainly prefer not to spend 

another 250,000 Swiss francs, it was only fair to say that the proposition had great 

advantages for WHO: the alternative would be to build in another place. 

The CHAIRMAN stated he assumed it was the opinion of the Board that although it 

would have been desirable to obtain better conditions if possible, it would be well 

to accept those which had been offered and which had been approved by the Director-

G e n e r a l * H e W O u l d , t h e r e f o r e ^ r e a d the resolution as proposed in document EB5/35 Add.l, 

pages 7 and 8. 



Dr. van den BERG thought that the only decision to be taken at this point was 

as to whether the Building Committee would be within its terms of reference in 

accepting the proposal; if it were in order5 the matter should be referred back to 

the Building Committee which would-then report to the Board. 

Professor PARISOT agréai with Dr. van den Berg on the point of procedure but 

considered that after the discussion which had already taken place, and after the 

statement made by the representative of the Swiss Government, it would be in the 

interest of the Organization to proceed quickly, and he thought there was no reason 

why the Executive Board should not give its approval to-day, so that the necessary 

discussion with regard to details could be started at once. 

The CHAHMlN pointed out that the first five paragraphs of the resolution in 

question did in fact confirm what the Building Committee had done and ask it to go 

further; if the Board were agreeable the resolution could be adopted. 

D e c i s i o n : T h e Proposed resolution in EB5/35 Add»l, pages 7 and 8, was adopted. 

2. HYGIENE OF SMFARERSi REPORT OF THE FIRST SESSION OF THE ILO/WHO JOINT EXPERT 
COMMITTEE, 12 - 17 DECEMBER 1949 (itcaJ 42 and 42,1 of the agenda) (EB5/77) 

D r* M I L L E R> Assistant Directorл Division of the Organization of Public Health 

Services, presented the report (WHO/HYG.SEA/2) of the Joint ILO/WHO Committee, which 

had been set up on the recommendation of the First Health Assembly. The third session 

o f t h e Sbœcutive Board in July 1949 decided that the WHO representation on the Joint 

Committee should consist of four members. The Executive Board might wish to refer the 

subjects in the report to the relevant expert committees, where such existed, for a 

further study or for the implementation of the resolutions, together with any other 

comments which the Board might care to make. 



0 n t h e invitation of the Chairman, Mr. Manat^ representative' of the 

International Labour Organization, addressed the meeting. 

Mr. MOWAT said that his Organization attached great importance to the 

meeting of the joint committee, the first of its type in which the International 

Labour Organization had collaborated with another specialized agency. The 

purpose of the meeting had been to pave the way for future work by asking the two 

Organizations to collect information on the basis of which action could be taken. 

The proceedings had been harmonious and the decisions unanimous. 

• • • 

• H e explained the composition of the 1Ъ0 membership of the committee. Since 

1920 there had been in existence, in the International Labour Organization, a 

Joint Maritime Commission which must be consulted on all maritime,questions, and 

w h i c h had accordingly been consulted before the institution of the joint committee. 

It had also been asked to nominate the four ILO representatives on that committee, 

which nominations were then confimed by the Governing Body. Consequently, these 

representatives comprised two shipowners and two seafarers, as representing the 

two groups in the Joint Maritime Commission, itself a body elected by the ship-

owners1 and seafarers' delegates from Member States of the Organization.' The ILO 

representatives did not therefore act in a purely individual capacity, as did those 

o f t h e W o r l d Health Organization, but were men vdth first-hand knowledge of sea-

f a r e r s ' conditions, who could also speak on behalf of the organized shipowners 

and seafarers of the majority of the maritime countries； one of the members had 

moreover had as adviser the Chief Medical Officer of the British Shipping Federation. 

The combination of medical experts and representatives of both sides of the shipping 

industry gave promise of producing useful results. 
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Dr Г van den 'BSH.G âsked whether the principle of geographical distribution 

received any recognition in the committee, since it seemed that some maritime 

( . t 

countries were represented by several members, and others not at all. 

'Dr. Dujarric de la RIVÍERE， adviser to Professor Parisot, was appreciative 

of the advantages to be derived from ILO/WHO coil'aboration. While agrseing -with 

the desirability of the medical examinations and records mentioned in Part I I of 

the report (pages ? arid 8 of WHO/HÏG.SEA/2) he suggested the deletion of the third 

sentence on pago 8, aç being the type c-f remark which, althcra^i psïroissible in 

debate, should not be published. ' • ‘ 

The committee had studied primarily tuberculosis and venereal disease, but he 

suggested that trachoma was a. disease to which attention might usefully bé directed. 

He further suggested that the study might be extended to include the hygiene 

of aircrews, a group subjected to similar risks and danger of infection. He asked 

the ILO representative for his opinion. 

Mr. MOWAT said that as regard's geographical distribution, the International 

Labour Organization was represented on the с emmittee by seafarers‘ delegates from 

the United Kingdom and Belgium, whose substitutes were from Sweden and tho 

Netherlands respectively. Nominations were made by tho Joint Maritime Commission, 

a thoroughly representative body from tho geographical aspect and one'which members 

of the committee would certainly consult before taking majôr decisions. 

He agreed that the third sentence on page 8 of the report should be deleted, 

particularly since similar remarks made in the course of discussion had. not, in 

fact, been published. The International Labour Organization did not intend to 

publish the report, thougli.it had no objection to the World Health Organization's 

doing so； it would merely ask its*Governing Body for authority to carry out!!the 

undertakings proposed in the committee. 



He welcomed the suggestion that the committee should study trachoma. The 

suggestion that it should extend its activities to aircrews might present practical 

difficulties, inasmuch as the International Labour Organization had separate 

sections to deal with maritime and air personnel, the latter moreover coming under 

the jurisdiction of the Inland Transport Committee and not of the Joint Maritime 

Commission. If the Executive Board made such a proposal, however, th e Organization 

•ffould be prepared to consider it. 

D r« HOJER suggested that the report should be published along with that of 

the second meeting, #iich would presumably contain the answers to the questions 

raised at the first. 

Dr. HYDE endorsed Dr. HT6jer's proposal, which would also enable authority to 

be obtained from the committee for the deletion of the sentence on page 8， the 

correct action from the point of view of procedure. 
‘ 

Dr. FORREST, Acting Director, Division of Co-ordination of Planning and Liaison, 

thought that the Executive Board might ask the two Directors-General to study the 

matter of publication further. It would also wish the committee to publish the 

Board's remarks as a‘commentary to their report. 

Dr. BARRETT, alternate to Dr. Mckenzie, thought that the medical problems of 

aircrews were different from those of seafarers, being in the main psychological 

stress and fatigue； or physiological complaints occasioned by high altitudes and 

speeds. Aircrews were, moreover, selected only from among the physically fit, and 

operators of airlines, in view of the limited supply of personnel, usually provided 

satisfactory working conditions and health services. 

The subject would be more within the province of a joint committee of the 

International Labour Organization and the International Civil Aviation Organization. 

Decisiont . The Executive Board amended the resolution contained in 
document ÈB5/77 to read： 

"NOTES the report of the first session of the Joint ILO/WHO Committee on 

the Hygiene of Seafarers, expresses its appreciation of the work accomplished, 

and 

REQUESTS the Director-General to communicate to the Committee the remarks 
of the Executive Board,w 



3. INFECTIOUS DIARRHOEA： MEMORANDUM SUBMITTED BY THE WHO COMKITTSE FOR 

FINLAND (Item 2 of the Supplementary Agenda)(3B5/57 and ¿dd.l) 

Decision; The Executive Board adopted the resolution contained 

in document EB5/57, üdd. 1. 

4. DENTAL CARIES: MEMORANDUM SUBMITTED BY TH3 FHO C(M«TTEE FOR FINLAND 

(Item 3 of the Supplementary Agenda) (ÊB5/59) 

Dr. MACKENZIE asked the position with regard to dental health, for 

t 

which money had been provided in the previous budget. 

Dr. MILLER said that it was envisaged that the Organization would 

have the services of a dental consultant during the months of April, May and 

June 1950^ for the purpose of drafting a programme on dental health. 

Decision: The Executive Board took note of document EB5/59 and 

referred it to the. Director-General for appropriate action within 

the budgetary limits of the Organization. 

5. iiLLERGIC DISEASES: MEMORANDUM SUBMITTED BY THE WHO CCMMITTIE FOR FINLAND 

(Item 4 of the Supplementary Agenda) (ЗВ5/58) 

Decision: The Executive Board took note of document S35/58 and 

referred it to the Diractor-General for appropriate action within 

the budgetary limits of the Organization, 

6. REPORT OF THE JOINT OIHP/WHO STUDY GROUP ON 遍ICAN RICKETTSIOSES FIRST 

SSSSION, PARIS, SEPTSMB2R 1949 (Item 38.6 of the Agenda) (SB5/60) 

Dr. BIRáUD, Director, Division of epidemiology, said that the report 

in question was a preliminary study intended as a basis for a detailed enquiry 

into the subject which would be undertaken by experts in African Rickettsioses 

at Brazzaville from 8 to 14 February 1950. It was a collection of technical 

information for distribution to health authorities in view of the coming 

meeting. 

Dr. MACKENZIE regretted that the excellent report made no mention of 

West “frica. It vr,s hoped that the yellow-fever laboratories in Lagos 二nd 

Uganda, which had now been extended to become virus laboratories, would be drawn 



• - . . . . … • • � ‘ 

into the scheme. 
. , . . , • ' • ‘ ~.. . . . . . 

Decision: The Executive Board took note of document EB5/6O and 
looked forward to receiving a further report after the meeting of 
the experts. 

7, REPORT OF THE JOINT OIHP/lHO STUDY GROUP ON CHOLERA, THIRD SESSION, 

NEW DELHI, 16-22 November 1949. (Item 38.7 of the Agenda) (EB5/55) 

The СШЗЖАЫ informed the meeting that Annexas I , I I and I I I to 

the report would be published in the Bulletin of the World Health Organization. 

with cross-references to documents already published. 

Decision: The Executive Board adopted the resolution contained 
in document ЕЗ5/55. 

. * ‘' 

. I N K I R N A T I O N A L РНАШ^АСОРОЕХЛ： NON-PROPRIETARY NAMES FOR DRUGS 
(Item 8 of the Supplementary Agenda) (EB5/52) 

M* BLANC/ Division of Therapeutic Substances, recalled.the 

instructions given by the third and fourth sessions of the Executive Board, 

resulting in the' presentation by the Expert Committee on the Unification of 

Pharmacopoeias .of'a report on General Principles for a System of；International 

Non-Proprietary Names for Drugs (WHO/Pharm/90, annexed to ¿B5/52) 

The committee proposed certain general principles already being 

followed in certain countries, which would enable the Organization to establish 

names which could be proposed to governments for adoption, in the event of the 

drugs concerned being used in their countries. The corranittse recommended the 

adoption where possible of names already in use in national pharmacopoeias or 

in official or semi-official documents (in France the Journal Officiel de la 

République française. in the United States the publication New and Non-Official 

Remedies, in Great Britain as recommended by the Pharmacopoeial Commission). 

The committee fürther recontended a series of terminations to be used in 

preparation of the najries, where possible. 
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Dr. MACKENZIE quoted from the report pf the fifth session of tbi 

Expert Committee on the Unification of Pharaiacopoeias, which stated (ШО/Pharm/ 

88j paragraph 2.10): 

"Difficultiss are to be expected, particularly from a 

legal point of view, before a system can be regularly intro-

duced ,and it was considered advisable to consult governments} 

the national pharmacopoeiai commissions, the manufacturers1 

associations, and the International Union for the Protection of 

Industrial Property." 

He asked at what stage the governments would be consulted. 

M。 BLANC said that the general principles, if adopted by thù present 

session of the Executive Board, could be communicated to goverments 

immediately. 

Dr. MACKENZIE pointed out that resolution contained in docmsnt 

EB5/52 made no provision for such consultation, and proposed that it be ¿aiended 

by inserting, as first paragraph of the operative.part: 

"RSQUESTS the Director—General to circulate the general principles 

to governments for their observations." 

Dr. FORREST, Acting Director, Division of Co-ordination of Planning 

and Liaison, thought that the adoption of Dr. Mackenzie's amendment would 

enable governments to give their opinions in time for the Third Health Assembly, 

where the matter could then be discussed, always providing that sufficient 

replies had been received. 

Decision; The Executive Board adopted the resolution contained in 
document EB5/52, as amended by Dr. Mackenzie, on tho understanding 
that if an insufficient nmber of replies were reçeivod from 
governments, the Third Session of the World Health Assembly would 
not discuss the matter. 

The meeting rose at 5.3$ p.m. 


