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Director-General 

* Later, Dr. M. Jafar , Vice-Chairman, took the Chair. 
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1* REPORT BY THE REPRESENTATIVES OF THE EXECUTIVE BOARD AT THE THIRD WORLD 
HEALTH ASSEMBLY: Item 6 of the agenda (document EB6/12 and Add.l) 

« 

The document having been circulated, it was agreed to note the report of 

the members of the Executive Board who had attended the Third World Health 

Assembly. 

2
e
 TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT OF UNDER-DEVELOPED COUNTRIES -

PROGRESS REPORT* Item 10 of the‘agenda (doeuraënt EB7/82) 

At the CHAIRMAN'S request, Dr. FORREST, Director, Division of Co-ordination 

of Planning and Liaison, introduced the Director-General
1

 s first progress report 

on the expanded programme of technical assistance for economic development of 

under-developed countries (document EB7/82) and called attention to the following 
‘ « . . • • “ 

point on which the Director-General wished to have the Boardts opinion and 

advice‘ ’ 

The original resolution of the Economic and Social Council (Resolution 222 

• 、广....,: . 

(IX)> Annex I) stated that technical assistance "shall be rendered by the 

participating organizations only in agreement with the governments concerned 

and on the basis of requests received from them", but it was the Director-General's 

view that WHO had a responsibility to assist governments to make the best 

possible use of their opportunities, ^s the Organization had been led to believe 

that further funds might be available in 1952, the Board might consider the 

advisability of asking the Technical Assistance Board to indicate how much might 

be available over the next four or five years, so that the long-term planning 

so necessary in public health could be facilitated. 

The second paragraph on page 3 of the report contained a suggestion that 
each specialized agency should conduct its Assembly discussions against a 
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background of economic development, so that the Economic and Social Council 

would not have to debate the question of technical assistance for economic 

development in a technical vacuum, as it had so far had to do. Without such a 

background, the Council's decisions were likely to be unrealistic. 

The first paragraph on page 4 referred to the availability of supplies, 

and the next paragraph to the question of th© absorptive capacity of assisted 

countries, to which Dr. Rae had referred previously. One country had alreacfy 

indicated that i t could not absorb any more technical assistance. 

Technical Assistance Conference (section 2, page 4)t This conference, 

convened by the Secretary-General of the United Nations i n June 1950, had been 

mainly concerned with ja is ing money for financing the technical assistance 

programme• 

Technical Assistance Committee (section 3> page 5)ï A large part of the 

functions of the Economic and Social Council devolved on this committee which 

could also meet when the council was not s i t t i ng . The committee had met once 

and was due to meet again at New York on 5 February. 

Technical Assistance Board (section 4 , page 5)i The work of the Technical 

Assistance Board involved more than was at first apparent, and Dr. Forrest 

hoped that the Executive Board would not underrate its task. WHO, which was 

perhaps more familiar with programme planning in the field than other special-

ized agencies, had consistently taken tha view - which had been partially 

accepted - that the work of the Technical Assistance Board should be to establish 

and co-ordinate broad l ines of polioy, take decisions on major projects involving 

a number of agencies in a part icular country, and perhaps designate the agency 

to take the lead. The International Bank for Reconstruction and Development and 

the International Monetary Fund, although not receiving any of the technical 
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assistance funds
í
 actively participated in the work of the Board； and the 

Universal Postal Union had asked to be included, in its membership» 

Status of resident technical as si s tance_ repre s<^t atl ves (section 5, page 6): 

Dr. Forrest called particular attention to the second paragraph, saying that, 

whilst YfflO would co-operate with the representatives and give them all possible 

assistance and information, it could not allow the intervention of other 

officials or units in the constitutional relationship of the Organization with 

the health administrations of the countries concerned. 

Arrangements within WHO (section 6； page 6)s Montioning that there were 

divergent cpinioas within various organizations on how the internal arrange-

ments should be handled
i
 Dr, Forrest explained that the tsohnical assistance 

unit established within WHO workod along with a sub-committea of the Directors' 

Committee, In three of the otner agencies concürned, all technical assistance 

work had been concentrated in one new section) but WHO had set up a small 

co-ordinating unit» The United. Nations, on the other hand, had established a 

technical assistance administration, 

Requests received under the proprarame of technical assistance for economic 

development (TÁEE) (section 7, page 7)s Details of tho re quests received were 

given in the annexes to the document; some 36 requests had so far been cleared 

through the Technical Assistance Board, Dr, Forrest then explained how the 

clearing mechanism operated. He concluded his explanation by saying that this 

was the first occasion cn wtich the Secretariat had had any real information 

to put before the Board; it was hoped that much more would be available for the 

Fourth World Health Assembly. He suggested that a meeting of the ad hoc 

committee cf the Executive Board on Technic4l Assistance be convem-.d by the 

Director-General during or irniedi "-tel: before the Health Assembly, to save 
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travelling expenses, as it was the policy of the Organization to keep down 

non-service expenditure from technical assistance funds. 

Dr. BERNARD congratulated the Director-General on the presentation of the 

report, which was complete, precise and clear, and could be regarded as a 

prototype for documents to be considered by the Executive Board. 

In regard to section 6, he asked what was the procedure from WHO'S point 

of view for examining requests for technical assistance, from the time a 

country made a request to the time for putting it into effect. Various explana-

tions had been given in the Standing Committee on Administration and Finance, 

but he would like to see included in the report to be submitted to the Health 

Assembly a description of the channels of the somewhat complicated machinery. 

Dr. Bernard also asked, in regard to section 7, what was the exact meaning 

of the word, "important" applied to the certain types of request. 

Dr. FORREST, in reply； said that the detailed information asked for by 

Dr. Bernard would be included in the next document prepared on the subject. 

The procedure was only complex because there were too many sources of requests 

and too many channels; other agencies sometimes received requests relating to 

purely health projects. But, by the clearing-house mechanism established, the 

requests found their way, in the end, to the correct agency or agencies. He 

gave details of the mechanism. 

In regard to section 7, Dr. Forrest 

WHO alone until the three weeks‘ waiting 

other specialized agency was concerned -

explained that no request concerned 

period - to ascertain whether any-

had elapsed. The word "important" was 

a kind of technical assistance shorthand, meaning those requests which must be 

discussed by the Technical Assistance Board, Two categories always designated 
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as nimportant" were 5 (1) requests which called for a comprehensive approach 

because ecoaumic conditions which made such approach desirabie5 and (2) requests 

which were regional in character, WHO would have more to do with the latter 

type when it had developed its work in connexion with training institutions с 

Other requests might be declared important
??

 if their fulfilment involved a 

large sum of money or if a project was likely to extend over a period of years. 

The importance" of a request was usually decided by the Chairman or the 

Executive Secretary of tho Technical Assistance Board, but
 с
япу specialized 

agency could ask that a request be declared important"
e 

The third category of requests -
t?

those in which WHO had expressed interest"-

ihcluded projects which were the responsibility of another agency but in the 

progress of which WHO was interested and might later offer as sj. s tance о 

Dr« RAE， after supporting Dr. Bernard's remarks on the presentation of 

the report
 5
 asked for deletion of the word a

 :T

when debating the economic value 

of preven Li v e medicine
11

 at the top of page in view of the Board^s decision 

that the subject should not be discussed at the Fourth World Health A-ssombly. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Board was mainly concerned with the introduction 

to the report, which gave the Director-Generalas point of view
e
 He thought that 

tho explanation given by Dr. Forrest would reassure the Board in regard to the 

f i na l paragraph on page 2t 

Dr. ALLWOOD-PAREDES^ referring to the first paragraph on page 3. asked if 

the Technical Assistance Committee had already made a statement i n regard to the 

problem of long-term planning； if not) did the Director-General consider there 

would be any d i f f i cu l ty in obtaining such a statement at an early elate ？ He 
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believed it was essential that the specialized agencies should be able to make 

plans for at least five years in connexion with each project. 

Dr. FORREST replied that, during the discussion on the technical assistance 

programme in the Economic and Social Council, that point had been emphasized 

and, whilst there had been no specific resolution on the subject, the general 

tenor of the debate had been that a programme could not be undertaken for one 

or two years only but that there must Ьз such long-term planning. There was a 

reference in the f i r s t paragraph of page 3 to the des i rab i l i ty of an expl ic i t 

decision. The Technical Assistance Coimnittee would be meeting in New York on 

5 February and the Director-General had considered that a recommendation from 

the Executive Board would help the committee in its discussions» 

The CHAIRMAN, referring to the second paragraph cn page 4, felt sure the 

Board would agree that the United Nations economic commissions, through the 

Economic and Social Council, should be asked to help in ensuring that Member 

Governments would make available for international health programmes existing 

supplies where they were most required. The Board would also doubtless wish 

to draw attention to the necessity of assisting governments to become self-

sufficient in the matter cf essential supplies. 

In regard to the last suggestion in the Intrcduction, the Chairman said 

that considerably mere infermation would be available by the time the question 

was discussed at the Fourth World Health Assembly. 

Dr. JAFAR pointed out that the ad hoc Committee of the Executive Board 

on Technical Assistance, appointed at the Board
1

s sixth session, had not yet 

held a meeting. He felt that, if the committee was to discharge its duties, it 
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should meet, say, one day before the opening of the Fourth World Health 

Assembly. 

It was agreed to note the suggestion. 

Decisions The Board, took note of the progress report on technical 
- assistance for economic development (document EB7/82). 

3. REPORT OF THE DARLING FOUNDATION С0Ш1ТТЕЕ ON THE THIRD AWARD OF THE 

DARLING MEDAL AND PRIZE» Item 13.1.12.1 of the agenda (document EB7/90) 

The CHAIRMAN presented the report of the Darling Foundation Committee, 

!

 which had agreed unanimously, on the recommendation of the Expert Committee on 

Malaria, to award the Darling Medal and Prize jointly to Professor He E. Shortt 

and Dr. P. C. C. Garnham. 

He then proposed that the Board should adopt a resolution on the 

following linesj 

The Executive Board 

1. • NOTES the report of. the Darling Foundation Committee and 

2. CONCURS in its recommendation that the Third Award of the Darling 

Medal and Prize be presented jointly to Professor He E. Shortt and 

:Dr. P. С. C. Garnham, and that Sir Gordon Соveil, member of the Darling 

Foundation Committee, be asked to make the presentation on behalf of WHO 

at a forthcoming meeting of the Royal Society of Tropical Medicine and 

Hygiene in London. 

Decisionj The draft resolution was adopted.. 

Dr. Jafar, Vice-Chairman, took the Chair 
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4. REPORT OF THE WORKING PARTY ON EXPERT COMMITTEE REPORTS Î 
Item 13 of the agenda (document EB7/91) 

At the request of the CHAIRMAN, Dr. ALLWOOD-PAREDES presented the report 

of the working party appointed by the Board to study the question of how 

expert committee reports should be prepared and dealt with (document EB7/91). 

After calling attention to the suggestions made by the working party, 

set out in its report, Dr. Allwood-Paredes said that possibly the most 

important suggestion was that when the reports of expert committees were published 

the ir part icular nature should be mads quite clear and a statement should be 

included to the effect that the experts took full responsibility for the 

contents of their reports. The working party had not reached any conclusion 

as to what should be the task of the Executive Board in connexion vrith the 

reports of expert sub-committees, nor in regard to the latter's relations with 

the main committees, nor on the question of reports of sub-committees to main 

committees and to the Executive Board. 

The working party had proposed certain draft resolutions for the 

implementation of its suggestions, the adoption of which by the Board, it had 

been felt, would help to avoid future obstacles. The working party had also 

felt that resolutions adopted by the Executive Board in connexion with expert 

committees should be standardized. 

Draft Regulations for Expert Advisory Panels and Committees 

Mr. GiiLDERWOOD made the following comments: 

Section 2.1 Principles (page 2)» Calling attention to Regulation 10.3 of the 

Draft Regulations for Expert Advisory Panels and Committees (Official Records 

No, 29, pp 42-45), he suggested that an addition should be made to section 2.1 

incorporating the sense of Regulation 10.3. 



EB7/Min/15 Rev.l 
Page 11 

In connexion with the second paragraph of the suggested statement to be 

included in the reports of expert committees, Mr. Calderwood called attention 

to Regulation 2.3 of the Draft Regulations for Expert Advisory Panels and 

Committees (Official Records No, 29,.p. 43) and proposed that Regulation 2«3 

be amended by tho deletion of the words "until formally approved". 

Dr. FORREST pointed out that》 if the Board accepted Mr. Calderwood^s 

proposal, the draft resolution proposed by the working party (page 4 of 

document EB7/91) in regard to an additional regulation would have to be amended. 

Mr. CALDERiïOOD suggested that the draft text of Regulation 10.7.2 

(additional regulation proposed by the working party) be amended on the follow-

ing linest "The Board, however, shall postpone authorization cf publication of 

a report containing statements vrtiich may be detrimental to the Organization or 

any cf its members, such as pronouncements having political implications, 

statements outside the committee‘s term of reference, references to a particular 

commercial product, etc. Should a report be proved objectionable according to 

the provisions of Regulation 10.7#2, the Board may request a committee to 

reconsider its report." 

In regard to the second sentence of the proposed Regulation 10.7*2
f 

Mr» Calderwood pointed out that the deletion of a statement might have the 

effect of modifying the substance of a statement made by an expert committee. 

He thought that the Chairman of a committee might delete a statement if its 

deletion did not modify the substance of a report. 

Dr. FORREST, in reply to Mr. C$,.derwood»s first point, said it had been 

felt that a statement of the kinds of reasons why tho Executive Board might 
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wish to have removed some remarks in a report belonged more properly in -the 

proceedings of the Board than in a regulatiorb 

Replying to Mr, Calderwood^s second pointy Dr
a
 FORREST said that the 

question had been raised en previous occasions - for example that the 

deletion of the word ”not^ might change the substance of a reporto He thought 

that was an extreme case, however
P
 and one not likely to arise^ as the experts 

and the members cf the Executive Board were reasonable people. 

Mr. GALDERWOOD agreed to withdraw his proposal. 

Dr. FORREST
5
 referring to the suggestion in the third paragraph of section 

Í.2 (page 3 of EB7/91)> said that the text as drafted might lead to certain 

dangers. Ii^ however^ the Director-General was to understand it to mean that 

reports could be published with an accompanying statement in a footnote that 

certain parts had been omitted - not stating what those parts were 一 it would 

be acceptable. 

The Board agreed to accept Dr。 Fcrrest^s suggestion. 

Decision^ Draft resoluticn 工（page 4， EB7/91) was adopted. 

Draft Resolution II - Resolutions of the Board cn reports of expert committees 

Mr, CALDEKTOOD，cn behalf of Dr., Hyde，proposed the addition to sub-

paragraph (d) of the draft resolution cn page 4 of the words "in so far as 

affects WHO." 

Dr. RAE supported the proposals 

Dr» de PAULA SOUZA asked what was meant by the wording of sub-paragraph (ci) 

of the draft resolution^ 
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Dr. ñiE replied that it had been suggested by Dr, Mackenzie because it 

had been felt thatj whilst a group cf people might bo experts in their own 

subject, they might not understand conditions existing in various parts of the 

world and that it was tho duty of the Executive Board, by virtue cf its 

knowledge of public-health conditicns throughout the world, t。,point out that 

there might bs difficulty in applying each and all cf an expert committee-s 

recommendations
t 

Dr. I'iLLWOOD-P/iRSDSS proposed the deletion of sub-paragraph (d). 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL
s
 in response to a request by Dr» Rae for his opinion, 

said it was reccgnized that persons wh(. were expert in a relatively narrow 

field might becoiae unduly enthusiastic in their rGccmrasndations relating to 

a particular field, without giving due regard to its relationship to other 

aspects of public-health administration. Moreover, whereas members of expert 

committeos had to be drawn largely frcin the more highly developed countries, 

the membership cf the Board was based on a wider geographical distribution, 

and one of its responsibilities was therefore to see that recommendations of 

expert committees were applicable tc countries at different loveis of 

development, 

Dr„ ALLWOOD-PAREDES said the question, of action to. be taken by the Board 

in the case of a report by public-health experts dealing m t h the medical 

administrative aspect had been answered, but, on the other hand, tha Draft 

Regulations explicitly stated that the Board could not withhold publication 

of recommendations with medical administrative aspects. He therefore considered 

that sub-paragraph (d) was unnecessary. 
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The CHAIRMAN expressed his personal view that each report of an expert 

committee had two aspects： (1) the purely technical and specialist point of 

view, and (2) recommendations falling into the category of medical administration. 

M

embers of expert committees inight not be specialists in administration nor 

have a comprehensive view of public-health administration as such; in that case, 

their reports would be examined and if the Executive Board considered that they 

needed modification it could express its opinion without hurting the feelings 

of the experts• 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL agreed with the Chairmant he believed that the 

Executive Board should maintain its right to examine the administrative aspects, 

in order to be able to advise the Health Assembly on them» 

Professor De LAET thought that misunderstanding might be avoided by the 

deletion of the word "medical" from sub-paragraph (d). 

After some farther discussion, Dr. ALLWOOD-PAREDES suggested that the 

problem might be solved by adding to sub-paragraph (f) the words "and to 

Member Governments^. That would enable the Board so to deal with the 'reports 

of expert committees as to recommend only those administrative measures which 

it considered useful. 

Dr. BERNARD disagreed with Dr. Allwood-Paredes, saying that it was for 

the Health Assembly to convert the proposals into recommendations to govern-

ments. He supported the amendment proposed by Professor De Laet as being the 

best solution in regard to both substance and form. 

Dr, HOJER also supported Professor De Laet
f

s proposal, believing that 
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retention of the word "medical" might suggest to the experts that tho Board 

wished to modify the medical aspects of a report. 

It was agreed that, the word "medical" should be doleted. 

Sub-paragraph (g) of draft resolution II? 

Dr. FORREST suggested that sub-paragraph (g) of the draft resolutions be 

amended to readj "views on continued work in the same field", explaining that, 

under the new Draft Regulations (Official Records No. 29, Annex 9) a committee 

did in theory - although perhaps not entirely in practice - cease to exist 

once it had completed its work. 

Mr. CALDERWOOD recalled that, during the consideration of the Draft 

Regulations at its sixth session, the Board had felt that although the 

composition of a committee was not fixed, the committee itself, once established, 

did continue to exist. 

Dr. FORREST replied that it was the panel which continued to exist so.long 

as work in a particular field continued. He added that the expert panels did 

not cost the Organization anything. 

•.-

Dr. RAE and Dr. HOJER supported Dr. Forrest's suggestion, the latter 

calling attention to Article 39 of the Constitution. 

Dr. ALLWOOD-PABEDES considered that the views of the Board on continuation 

of work in the s.ame field would always be the same - that it must be continued. 

Dr. RAE did not agree, saying that certain viork might be brought to a 

conclusion by the solution of a problem in connexion with a particular disease. 
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In such cases the Board would certainly say that there was no need to continue 

the work, 

• « 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL explained that in some cases export committees were 

convenod to consider a limited aspect of a question, such as the classification 

of sora, which might be completed， The Executive Board should be in a position 

to suggest changes in the work of expert committees and the proposed amendment 

would provide for that function. 

Decision; Draft résolution II (document EB7/91, page 4) was adopted 
with the deletion proposed in sub-paragraph (d) and the amendment 
suggested to sub-paragraph (g)# 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Board to consider the draft resolutions on 

particular expert committee reports reviewed by the working party, as set out 

under section 3 of document EB7/91. 

3.1 Report of the Expert Committee on School Health Services 

Decisiont There being no objection, the draft resolution was approved, 

3.2 Report of the Expert Committee on Tuberculosis 

FORREST proposed that paragraph 2 of the resolution be amended to 

read： "AUTHORIZES the publication of this report", and that an additional 

resolution be added, as follows： 

The Executive Board, 

Having authorized the publication of the report, 

REQUESTS the Director-General to submit it to the expert committee 

before publication for review of paragraph 8, part 2, in the light of the 

opinion expressed by the Board, 
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Decision? The resolution was approved as amended. 

3.3 Report of the Expert Committee on Mental Health 

Decisiont There being no objection, the draft resolution was approved. 

3.4 Report of the Expert Committee on Biological Standardization 

Decisionj There being no objection, the draft resolution was approved. 

3 . 5 Report of the Joint ILO/WHO Expert Committee on Occupational Health 

Decisions There being no objection, the draft resolution was approved. 

3.6 Report of the Expert Coimnittee on Venereal Infections and Treponematoses, 
Sub-Committee on Serology and Laboratory Aspects 

Decision; There being no objection, the draft resolution was approved. 

3.7 Report of the Expert Committee on International Epidemiology and 
Quarantine~ 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL, drawing the Board's attention to paragraph 4 of the 

draft resolution, pointed out that under Article 23 of the Constitution the 

Executive Board did not have the authority to make recommendations to govern-

ments, except in cases of emergency as provided for under Article 28 (i). The 

function of communicating directly with governments reaained with the Health 

Assembly itself. The Board did however have the authority to call certain 

matters to the attention of public-health administrations. 

Dr. HOJER accordingly proposed that paragraph 4 be amended to read î 

"REQUESTS the Health Assembly to call the attention of the said governments 
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Mr. CALDERWOOD proposed that in paragraph 3 the words "established by" be 

substituted for the word "of", and that the word "additional" be deleted in 

paragraphs 4 and 5. 

Decision; The draft resolution, as amended by Dr. Hb'jer and Mr. Galderwood, 
was approved. * 

3«B Report of the Legal Sub-Committee of the Expert Committee on International 
Epidemiology and Quarantine 

Mr. CALDERIVOOD proposed that the words "established by" be substituted 

for the word "of" in paragraph 3. 

Decision： The draft resolution was approved as amended. 

3.9 Report of the Section on Quarantine of tho Expert Committee on International 
Epidemiology and Quarantine "“~~ 

Decision； There being no objection, the draft resolution was approved. 

3.10
 R

eport of the Expert Committee on the Unification of Pharmacopoeias 

Decision： There being no objection, the draft resolution was approved. 

3«11 Report of -';he Sub-Committee on Non-Proprietary Names 

Dr. ALLWOOD-PAREDES proposed the inclusion of a paragraph thanking the 

members of the sub-committee for their work, in keeping with the procedure 

followed in resolutions of a similar nature. 

Decision; The draft resolution was approved as amended. 
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3.12 Report of the Joint WHO/FAQ Expert Group on Zoonoses 

Dtf. HOJER proposed that paragraph 4 be amended to read* «CALLS the 

attention of public-health administrations 

Dr. FORREST called attention to a typographical error in paragraph 4. 

"Affected" should read "effected". 

Decision: The draft resolution was approved as amended. 

3.13 Report of the Joint FAO/WHO Expert Panel on Brucellosis 

Dr. STAMPAR, commenting on the two reports, on zoonoses and brucellosis 

respectively, welcomed the activities of the specialized agencies in that 

field. He thought an expansion of such work would be most desirable» 

Dr. HOJER proposed that paragraph 8 be amended to readt "REQUESTS the 

Health Assembly to call the attention of governments •…" 

Decision: The draft resolution was approved as amended. 

3.14 Report of the Expert Committee on Insecticides 

The CHAIRMAN proposed that "Member Governments" be replaced by 

"competent authorities" in paragraph 8» 

Decision: The draft resolution was approved as amended. 

3.15 Report of the Expert Coarndttee on Malaria, and Report of the Malaria 
Conference in Equatorial Africa 

Dr. HOJER proposed that, again, "competent authorities" be substituted for 

"Member Governments" in paragraph 6. 
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,• « • 

Decision; The draft resolution was approved as amended, 
* • . 

5. PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE REPORT .ON THE FIRST SESSION OF ШЕ EXPERT 
COMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENTAL SANITATIONS МЕМОМЖШ! SUBÎIÎÎTEL BY DR» HYDE 

(document EB7/87). 

Dr. FORREST wished, without in any way expressing an opinion on the 

proposed amendment, to call the attention of the Board to the implications of 

the action proposed in the memorandum. The reprinting of the report without 

the comments, as well as ths destruction of the existing stock of the report 

in its present form, would cost approximately |400. The remaining stock amounted 

to almost 1,000 copies in English and approximately 600 in French
n
 To bleach 

the parts of the report to which Dr. Hyde had taken objection would be an 

unsatisfactory solution since that would at first glance resemble censorship. 

Moreover since the report had already been distributed, it would prove extremely 

difficult to take retrospective' action. 

Dr. RAE, supported by Professor CANAPERIA,, considered it preferable not to 

aggravate the situation by taking complicated measures. He was however in full 

agreement with the substance of Dr. Hyde‘s proposal. 

• * . 

Decisions The Board agreed that it would be inadvisable to take any 

further action in the matter» 

PROPOSAL BY PROFESSOR CANAPERIA ON FUTURE METHOD OF 1CRK 

Professor CANAPERIA considered that whereas at tho current session of the 

Board the administrative and financial aspects of the Organization had been 
« 

most carefully examined and had given rise to considerable discussion, sufficie.nt 



EB7/Kin/16 RÜY.I 
Page 21 

time had not been devoted to a technical study of the Director-General's 

programme. He therefore proposed that the Executive Board should set up a 

programme committee, as existed in the Health Assembly, which would be called 

upon to publish a report in the same way as the Standing Committee on 

Administration and Finance. 

D r
. BERNARD thought such a proposal should be most carefully considered. 

Although administration and finance had been exhaustively studied, discussion 

of items of great technical importance had been held over to the latter part 

of the agenda and not all had been subjected to sufficient examination. He 

agreed vdth Professor Canaperia's proposal in principle, but would appreciate 

the views of other members o'f the Board as to how it could be carried out with-

out prolonging the B o a r d s meetings. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL suggested that, in view of the fact that the 

discussions in the Standing Committee on Administration and Finance did 

inevitably touch upon certain technical aspects of the subjects before it, the 

Standing Committee丨3 terns of reference might be extended to enable it to make 

a thorough technical study of the programme. Such a solution would obviate the 

n e e d
 of convening a second conunitteG before the session of the Executive Board. 

Dr. HOJER also agreed that Professor Canaperia's proposal was sound in 

principle. He suggested that the Director-General should be requested to study 

possible ways of dealing with the situation and should report thereon to the 

next session of the Executive Board. 

Professor De LAET thought that general agreement existed on the principle 

expressed by Professor Canaperia. He would support the Director-General's 
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proposal until some more satisfactory solution could be found. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that, pending any decision which might be taken, 

it would be advisable in futurs to establish some order of precedence for the 

consideration of items on the agenda. 

Dr. RAE supported the proposals made by the Director-General and the 

Chairman» 

Professor CANAPERIA was in agreement with the temporary solution proposed 

by the Director-General. 

Decision: The Board noted the proposals made. 

7 , report on health information centre establ i shed by the p a c i f i c sc ience 
COUNCIL, PACIFIC SCIENCE ASSOCIATION (document EB7/88) 

Decision： The Board took note of the report. 

8. APPOINTMENTS TO EXPERT ADVISORY PANELS: Item 13.1.13 of the agenda 
(document EB7/93； Official Records No. 25, annex 9, item 4.1, page 41) 

Decision； The Board took note of the appointments. 

9
C
 DATE Ш PLACE OF THE EIGHTH SESSION OF THE BOARD: Item 20 of the agenda 

(document EB7/89) 

Decisiont The Board adopted a resolution deciding to hold the eighth 
session of the Executive Board, in Geneva, Switzerland, the first meeting 
to be held at 10 a.m. at the Palais des Nations on Monday, 4 June 1951. 
It was agreed that ths date would be set provisionally, the Executive 
Board to follow on the Fourth World Health Assembly with an interval of 
a minimum of three days. 
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10. PRELraNARY ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE FIFTH WORLD HEALTH ASSEMBLY; 
Item 19 of the agenda 

Decisiont The Board adopted the following resolution? 

The Executive Board 

DECIDES that the Fifth World Health Assembly shall be convened in 
the first days of May 1952. 

The meeting rose at 11<.55 a.m. 
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Sixteenth Meeting 

Saturday, 3 February 1951, at 9.30 a.m. 

Present 

Dr. H.S, GEAR, Chairman 

Dr. J. ALLWOOD-PAREDES 

Dr. L. BERNARD . . . . 
(Alternate to Prof essor "Parisot)- • 

Dr. F.J. BRADY ........,..•：：一. 

(Alternate to Dr. ííyde) 

Dr. A.L. BRAVO 

Professor G.A. CANAPERIA 

Dr. S. DAENGSVANG 

Dr. J.A, HOJER 

Dr. M. JAFAR 

Dr. N.' 'KARÁBÜDA 

Professor M. De IAËT 

•ï • . 

Dr. C.K. LAKSHMANAN 
(Alternate to Sir Arcot Mudaliar) 

Dr. A.M„¥. RAE 

(Alternate to Dr. Mackenzie) 

Dr. G.H. de PAULA SOUZA 

Dr. A. STAMPAR 

Dr. Л. VILLARAMA 

Representatives of other agenciest 

UNITED NATIONS .. 

Daal^natlng Country 

Union of South Africa 

El Salvador 

France 

United States of America 

Chile 

Italy 

Thailand 

Sweden 

Pakistan 

Turkey 

Netherlands . 

India . 

United Kingdom 

Brazil . 

Yugoslavia 

Philippines 

Mr. B. PICKARD 

Secretary： Dr. Brock CHISHOLM 
Director-General 

Later, Dr. Jafar, Vice-Chairman, took the Chair. 
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1. REPORT BY THE REPRESENTATIVES OF THE EXECUTIVE'BOARD AT THE 
.THIRD WORLD 'HE/iLTH ASSi34BLY : Item 6 of the Agenda (Document EB6/12 • 
and Add.l) . . . . . . . • 

The document having been circulated, it was agreed to note the report of 

the members of the Executive Board who had attended the Third World Health 

Assembly. 

2. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT OF UNDER-DEVELOPED 
COUNTRIESî PROGRESS REPORT: Item 10 of the Agenda (Document EB7/82) 

» 

• At the CHAIRi']AN
T

s request, Dr. FORREST, Director, Division of Co-ordination 

of Planning and Liaison, introduced the Director-General
1

 s first progress teport 

on the expanded programme of technical assistance for economic development
 (
pf 

under-developed countries (document EB7/82) and called attention to the following 

points on which the Birector-General wished to have the Board's opinion and 

advice. , , , . , , 

The original 'resolution of the. Economic and Social Council (Resolution 222 

(IX)， Annex I) stated that technical assistance "shall be rendered by the 

participating organizations only in agreement with the governments concerned 

and on the basis of requests received from them," but it was the Dire с tor-Ge ne ral*s 

view that WHO had a responsibility to assist governments to make the best 

possible use of their opportunities. Asxthe Organization had been led to believe 

that further funds might be available in 1952， the Board might considër the 

advisability of asking the Technical Assistance Board to indicate how much 

finance might be available over the next .four, or five years, so that the long-

term planning so necessary in public health might be facilitated., 



EBVMin/16 
page 4 

The second paragraph on page 3 of the report contained a suggestion that 

each specialized agency should conduct its Assembly discussions against a 

background of economic development, so that the Economic and Social Council 

would not have to debate the question of technical assistance for economic 

development in a technical vacuum^ as it had so far had to do. Without such 

a background, the Council
1

s decisions were apt to be unrealistic* ’ 

The first paragraph on page 4 referred to the availability of supplies, 

and the next paragraph to the question of the absorptive capacity of assisted 

countries, to which ür. Rae had referred previously. One country had 

already indicated that it could not absorb any more technical assistance. 
». .. • “ • . . . . 

Technical Assistance Conference (Section 2， page 4)5 This Conference, 

convened by•the- Secretary-General of the United Nations in June 1950，had 

been mainly concerned with raising money ..for financing the technical 

assistance programme. '丨 

Technical Assistance Committee (Section page 5): A large part of 

the functions of the Economic and Social Council devolved on this Committee 

which could meet when the Council was not sitting. Ihe Committee had met 

. • i 
once and was due to meet again at New York on 5 February. 

Technical Assistance Board (Section 4， page 5)： The work of the 

Technical Assistance Board involved more than was at first apparent and 

Dr. Forrest hoped that the Executive Board would not underrate its task. 

WHO, which was perhaps more familiar with the programme planning in the 

field than other specialized agencies, had consistently taken the view -

which had. l^een partially accepted 一 that the work of the Technical 

Assistance Board should bé to establish and co-ordinate broad lines of 

policy, take decisions on major projects involving a number of agencies in 
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a particular country, and perhaps designate the agency to take the lead. 

The International Bank for Reconstruction and Development and the International 

Monetary Fund, although not participating in the proceeds of the funds raised, 

had actively participated in the work of the Board, and the Universal Postal 

Union had asked to be included in the membership. 

Status of resident technical assistance representatives (Section 5, 

page 6): Dr. Forrest called particular attention to the second sub-paragraph, 

saying that， .whilst WHO would co-operate with the representatives and give 

them all possible assistance and information, it could not allow the inter-

vention of other officials or units into the constitutional relationship 

of the Organization with the health administrations of the countries concerned. 

Arrangements within WHO (para.6, page 6): Mentioning that there were 

divergent opinions within various organizations on how the internal arrange-

ments should be handled, Dr. Forrest explained that the technical assistance 

unit established within WHO worked along with a sub-committee of the 

Directors
1

 Committee. In three of the other agencies concerned, all 

technical assistance work had been concentrated in one new section, but WHO 

had set up a small co-ordinating unit. The United Nations
y
 on the other 

hand, had established a "technical assistance administration. 、 

Requests received (para. 1， page 7): Details of the requests received 

were given in the annexes to the document; about 36 requests had so far 

been cleared through the Technical Assistance Board. Dr. Forrest then 

explained how the clearing mechanism operated. 

He concluded his explanation by saying that this was the first 

occasion on which the Secretariat had had any real information to put before 

the Board； it was hoped that much more would be available for the 
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‘ • •'',•'•• • • 

Fourth World Health Assembly. He suggested that a meeting of the Technical 

Assistance Committee be convened by the Director-General during or immediately 

after the Health Assembly, to save travelling expenses, as it was the policy 

of the Organization to keep down non-service expenditure from technical 

assistance funds. 

Dr. BERNARD congratulated the Directcr-General on the presentation of 

the report, which was complete^ preciso ard clear, and could be regarded as 

a prototype for documents to be considered by the Kxecu-oive Board. . 

In rpgard to section 6, he asked what, was the procedure from WHC^s 

point of view/for examining reqijests for technical assistance from the time 
_ ‘ t 

a country made a request to the time for jutting it into effect. Various 

explanations had been given in the Standing Committee on Administration and 

Finance, but he would like to see included in the report to be submitted to 

the Health Assembly a description of the channels of the somewhat complicated 

machinery. 
. . ' . • , 

Dr. Bernard also asked, in regard to section 7, what was the exact 

meaning of the word "important
n

 applied to the second type of request. 

Dr. FORREST, in reply, said that the detailed information asked for by 

Dr. Bernard would be included in the next docnament prepared on the subject. 

The procedure was only complex because there were too many sources of 

requests and too many channels; for•instance, UNESCO often received requests 

relating to purely health projects， But, by the clearing-house mechanism 

established, the requests found their way，in the end-, to the correct agency 

or agencies. He gave details of the mechanisme 
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In regard to section 1
3
 Dr. Forrest explained that no request concerned 

Щ0 alone until the three weeks
1

 waiting period - to ascertain whether any 

other specialized agency was concerned - had elapsed. The word "important" 

was a kind of technical assistance shorthand^ understood to mean those 

requests which must be discussed by the Technical Assistance Board. Two 

categories always designated as "important- were requests which called for 

a comprehensive approach arising from economic conditions which made such 

approach desirable
5
 and requests which were regional in character. WHO 

would become more involved in the latter type when it had developed its 

work in connexion with training institutions* Other types might be declared 

"important" if fulfilment of the requests involved a large sum of money or 

if a project was likely to extend over a period of years. The "importance" 

of a request was usually decided by the Chairman or the Executive Secretary 

of the Technical Assistance Board, but any specialized agency could declare 

a request "important". 

The third category of requests -"those in which "Ш0 had expressed 

interest" 一 included projects which were the responsibility of another 

agency but in the progress of which WHO would be interested and might later 

offer assistance. 

Dr. EAE- after supporting Гг. Bernard's remarks on the presentation 

of the report^ asked for deletion of the words "when debating the economic 

value of preventive medicine, etc，" at the top of page 4， in view of the 

Board丨s decision that the subject should not be discussed at the Fourth 

World Health Assembly. 
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The CHAIRMAN said that the Board was mainly concerned with the 

introduction to the report, which gave the Director-General
1

s point of view. 

He thought that the explanation given by Dr. Forrest would reassure the 

Board in regard to the final paragraph on page 2. 

Cr. ALLWOOD-PAREDES, referring to the first paragraph on page 3
9
 asked 

if the Technical Assistance Committee had already made a statement in regard 

to the problem of long-term planning; if not, did the üLre сt or-Ge ne ral con-

sider there might be any difficulty in obtaining such a statement at an early 

date? He believed it was essential that the specialized agencies should be 

able to make plans for at least five years in connexion with each project. 

Dr. FORREST replied that, during the discussion on the technical 

assistance programme in the Economic and Social Council, that point had been 

emphasized and厂whilst there had been no specific resolution on the subject, 

the general tenor of the debate had been that such a programme could not be 

undertaken for one or two years only but that there must be such long-term 

planning. There was a reference in the first paragraph of page 3 to the 

desirability of an explicit decision. The Technical Assistance Committee 

would be meeting in New York on 5 February and the Director-General had con-

sidered that a recommendation from the Executive Board would help the 

committee in its discussions. 

The CHAIRMAN, referring to the second paragraph on page 4, felt sure 

the Board would agree that the Economic Commissions, through the Economic 

and Social Council, should be asked to help in ensuring that Member 

Governments would make available for international health programmes existing 
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supplies where they were most required. The Board would also doubtless wish 

to draw attention to the necessity of assisting..governments to become self-

sufficient in the matter of essential, supplies. 
‘ . . ' » 

In regard to the last.suggestion in paragraph the Chairman said that 
• • • 參 》 • 

...• . . . 
considerably more information would be available by the time the question was 

discussed at the Fourth World Health Assembly. 

Dr. JAFAR pointed out that the ad hoc committee on technical assistance 

o.f the Executive Board appointed at the Board^s sixth session had not yet 

held a meeting. He felt that, if the committee was tq
:
 discharge its duties, 

it should meet； say,. one daybèfore" the opening of the Fourth ¥orld Health 

.、. •''' 

Assembly. 

It was agreed to note the suggestion. 

Decision： The Board took note of the progress report on . technical 
assistance for economic development (document EB7/82). 

•• \ * ‘ • * 

3. REPORT OF ÏHE DARLING FOUNDATION COMMITTEE ON THE THIRD 狐 R D 
OF THE DARLING MEDAL AND PRIZEt Item 13.1.12.1 of the Agenda 
(Document EB7/90) .. 

The CHAIRMAN presented the report of the Darling Foundation Committee, 

which had agreed unanimously, on the recommendation of the Expert Committee 

on Malaria, to award the Darling Medal and Prize jointly to Professor H. E. 

Shortt and Dr. P. С. C. Garnham. 

He then proposed that the Board should adopt a resolution on the 

following .lines : 
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The Executive Board 
. • ； ； 

NOTES the report of the Darling Foundation Committee and 

CONCURS in its recommendation that the Third Award of the 

Darling Medal.and Prize be presented jointly to Professor H. E. 

Shortt and Dr. P.'С. C. Garnham, and that Sir Gordon Covell， member 

of the Darling Foundation Committee, be asked to make the presentation 

on behalf of Щ0 at a forthcoming meeting of the Royal Society of 

Tropical Medicine and Hygiene in London. 

Decision; ïhe draft resolution was adopted. 

Dr. JAFAR, Vice-Chairman, took the Chair 

4. REPORT OF IHE WORKING PARTY ON EXPERT COMMITTEE REPORTS: 
Item 13 of the Agenda (Document EB7/91) 

At the request of the CHAIRMAN, Dr. ALLlïOOD-PAREDES presented the 

report of the working party appointed by the Board to study the question of 
、 .•.. 

how expert committeé reports should be prepared and dealt with (document 

EB7/91). 

After calling attention to the suggestions made by the working party, 

set out in its report, Dr. Allwood-Paredes said that possibly the most 

important.suggestion was that when the reports of expert, committees were 

published their particular nature should be made quite clear and a statement 

should be included to the effect that the experts took full responsibility 

for the contents of their reports. The working party had not reached any 

conclusion as: to what should be. the task of the Executive Board in connexion 

with the reports of expert sub-committees, nor in regard to their relations 

with the main committees or the question of reports of sub-committees to main 
committees and to the Executive Board. 
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The working party had proposed certain draft resolutions for the 

implementation of its suggestions, the adoption of which by the Board, it 

had been felt, would help tó•avoid. future obstacles. The working par ty had 

also felt that resolutions adopted by the Executive Board in connexion with 
. i • • • 

expert committees should be standardized. 

I. Draft .liegulations for Expert Advisory Panels and Gommlttees 

Mr. CALDEIÛ700D made the following comments : 
._. . , . . . • • ‘ 

2,1 Principles (page 2): Calling attention to Itegulati.bn: 10.3 of the Draft 

Regulations for Expert Advisory Panels and Committees (Official Itecords No. 

PP 4 2 - 4 5 h e suggested that an addition should be made to paragraph 2.1 

incorporating the sense of:Regulation 10.3. 
. . . . . . . ' • •• ••：' 
In connexion with the second paragraph of the suggested statement to 

- • • * •* 

be included in thé rèports of expert' committees, Mr. Calderwood called 

attention to Regulation 2.3 of the Draft Régulations for Expert Advisory 

Panels and Committees' (.Official Records No. 29, p. 43) and proposed that 

Its gula tiori 2.3 be' amended by the deletion of the words "until formally 

approved". 

Dr. FOücEST pointed out .that, if the Board accepted Mr.. Calderwood's 

proposal, the draft resolution proposed by the working party (page 4 of 

document ЕВ7/91 )' in regard ée ,art additional regulation would have to be 

amended. 

Mr. CALDERÏTOOD suggested that the- draft text of liegulation 10.7.2 be 

amended on the' following lines Î； "The Board, however, shall postpone 

authorizatiôiï'
;

of publication of a report containing statements which may be 
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detrimental to the Organization or any of its members, such as pronouncements 

having political implications, statements outside the committee
1

 s term of 

reference, references to a particular comercial product, etc. Should a 

report be proved objectionable according to the provisions of Regulation 10.7.2， 

the Board may request a committee to reconsider its report•“ 

In regard to the second sentence of the proposed ¿egulation 10.7*2, 

Mr. Calderwood pointed out that the deletion.of a statement might have the 
, • . • . . . , . - . • • _ •• •„ ‘ ；_'• • • . . “ . . ' , . . . . . 

effect of modifying the substance of a statement made by an expert committee. 

He.thought that the Chairman of a committee might delete a statement if its 
• . * . - • • •.. • •. •• •• 

deletion did not modify the substance of a report• 

...Dr. FORREST, in reply to Mr. Calderwood
1

 s first point, said it had 

been felt that a statement of the 'kinds of reasons why the Executive Board 

might wish to have removed some remarks in a report belonged more properly 

in the proceedings of the Board than in a regulation. 

Replying to Mr. Calderwood's second point, Dr. FOItlcEST said that the 

question had been raised *on previous occasions 一 for example, that the 

deletion of the word
 ,r

not
,f

 might change the substance of a report. He 

- » 

thought that was an extreme case, however, and one not likely to arise, as 

the experts and the members of the Executive Board were reasonable people• 

Mr. CALDERWOOD agreed to withdraw his proposal. 

： . . . . . \ 

Dr. FORREST, referring to the suggestion in the third paragraph of 

paragraph 2.2 (page 3 of EB7/91), said that the text as drafted might lead to 

.... ：• • - . 
certain dangers. If, however, the Dire с tor-General was to understand it to 

mean that reports could be published with an accompanying statement in a 



EB7/Min/l6 
pagë 13 

footnote that certain parts had been omitted - not stating what those parts 

‘ . 

were - it would be acceptable. 

The Board agreed to accept Dr. Forrest's suggestion. 

Decision: Draft Üesolution I (page 4, EB7/91) was adopted. 

XX. Resolutions of the Board on Reports of Expert Committees 

Mr. CALDERWOOD, on behalf of Dr. Hyde, proposed the addition to paragraph 

(d) of the draft resolution on page 4 of the words "insofar as affects IVHO-" 
Dr. RAE supported, the proposal. 

Dr. de PAULA SOUZA asked what was meant by the wording of paragraph (d) 
, • '.. ‘ ' . 

of the draft resolution. 

Dr. RAE replied that it had been suggested by Dr. Mackenzie because 

it had been felt that, whilst a group of people might be experts in their 

own subject, they might not understand conditions existing in various parts 
• , . . • 

of the world and that it was the duty of the Executive Board, by virtue of 

its knowledge of public-health conditions throughout the world, to point, out 

• • •.‘ 一 

that there might be difficulty in applying each and all of an expert 

• : * • 

committee's recommendations. 

Dr. ALLWOOD-PAREDES proposed the deletion of paragraph (d). 

The .DIlíECK)R-GENEFiAL, in response to a request by Dr. Eae for his 

opinion, said it was recognized that persons who were expert in a relatively 

narrow fi^ld might become unduly enthusiastic in their recommendations 

relating to a particular field, without giving due regard to its relationship 
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to other aspects of public health administration. Moreover， whereas members 

of expert committees had to be drawn largely from the more highly developed • 

countries, the membership of the Board was based on à wider geographical 

distribution^ and one of its re sppns ibili tie s was therefore to see that 
* • ‘ • . 

recommendations of expert committees were applicable to countries at different 

levels of development• • • ••' 

Dr . ALLVroOD-PAIiEDES said the question ;of action to be taken by the 

Board in the case of a report by public-Hèalth experts dealing with the 

medical administrative aspect had been answered, but, on the other hand, 

the Sraft Rsgulations explicitly stated that the Board could not withhold 

- • f 

publication of recommendations with medical administrative aspects. He 

therefore considered that paragraph (d) was unnecessary. ——" 

The CHAIRMAN expressed his personal view that each report of an 

expert committee had two aspects: (1) the purely technical.and specialist 

point of view, and (2) recommendations falling into the category of medical 

administration. Members of expert committees might not be specialists in 

administration nor have a comprehensive view of public health administration 

as such; in that case, their reports would bë examined and if the Executive 

Board considered that they needed modification it could express its opinion 

without hurting the feelings of the experts. ' 

The DIRECTOR-GENEEAL agreed with the Chairman:‘ he believed that the 

Eixecutive Board .should maintain its right to examine the administrative 

aspects, in‘order to be able to advise the Health Assembly on them. 
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Professor De LAËT thought that misunderstanding might be avoided by 

the deletion of the word "medical" from paragraph (d). 

After some further discussion, Dr. ALLVÍOOD-PAREDES suggested that the 

problem might be solved by adding to paragraph (f ) the words "and to 

Member Governments". That would enable the Board so to deal with the reports 

of expert committees as to recommend only those administrative measures which 

it considered useful. 

Dr. BESNARD disagreed with Dr. Allwood-Paredes, saying that it was for 

the Health Assembly to convert the proposals into recommendations to 

governments. He supported the amendment proposed by Professor De La8t as 

being the best solution-, in regard to both substance and form. 

Dr. HÎJjER also supported Professor De Laët* s proposal, believing 

retention of the word "medical" might suggest to the experts that .the 

wished to modify the medical aspects of a report. 

It was agreed that the word "medical" should be deleted. 

..Paragraph (g) of lie solution II: 

Dr. FOIutEST suggested that paragraph (g) of the draft resolution 

amended on the following line s : "views on continued work in the same 

explaining that, under the new Draft Regulations (Official Records No 

Annex 9) a committee did in theory 一 although perhaps not éntirely in 

practicó i- cease^ to. exist once it had completed its work. 

, 

Mr. CALDEûïïOOD recalled that, during the consideration of the Draft 

Regulations at its sixth session, the Board had felt that although the 

that 

Board 

be 

field's 

• 29， 
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composition of a committee was not fixed, the committee itself, once 

established, did continue to exist. 

Dr. FOREST replied that it was the panel which continued to exist so 

long as work in a particular field continued. He added that the expert panels 

did not cost the Organization anything. 

Dr. M E and Dr. EÔJER supported Dr. Forrest's suggestion, the latter 

calling attention to Article 39 of the Constitution. 

Br. ALLWOOD-PAREDES considered that the views of the Board on con-

tinuation of work in the same field would always be the same, that it must be 

oontinued. 

D r

*
 m E d i d n o t

 agree, saying that certain work might be brought to a 
• • • • 

conclusion by the solution of a problem in connexion with a particular disease. 

In such cases the Board would certainly say that there was no need to continue 

the work. • 

The DILJECTDR-GENEKAL explained that in some cases expert committees 

were convened to consider a limited aspect of a question, such as the 

classification of sera, which, might be completed. The Executive Board 

should be,in a position.to suggest changes in the work of expert committees 

and the suggested amendment would provide for that function. 

Decision； braft Resolution II (document EB7/91, p,4) was adopted 
with the deletion proposed in paragraph (d) and the amendment 
suggested to paragraph (g). . 
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The СШШЖЫ invited the Board to consider the draft resolutions on 

particular expert committee reports reviewed by the working party, as set 

out under paragraph 3 of document ЕВ7/91» 

3.1 Report -af the ̂ .Expert Committee on School Health Services 

Decision: There being no objection, the resolution was approved. 

3.2 lieport of the Expert Committee on Tuberculosis 

Dr. FORREST proposed that paragraph 2 of the resolution be amended to 

read: "Authorizes the publication of this report", and that an additional 

resolution be added, as follows: 

The Executive Board,. 

Having authorized the publication of the report, 

REQUESTS the Director-General to submit it to the expert 

committee before publication for review of paragraph 8 part 2, 

in the light of the opinion expressed by the Board、 

Decision: The resolution was approved as amended. 

3.3 Report of the Expert Committee on Mental'Health 

Decision; There being no objection, the resolution was approved. 

3.4 lieport of the Expert Committee on Biological Standardization 

Decision: There being no objection^ the resolution was approved. 

3.5 Report of the Joint ТЬОДШО Expert Committee on Occupational Health 

lecision: There being no objection, the resolution was approved. 
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3.6 Report of the Expert Committee on Venereal Infections and Treponematoses. 
Sub-Committee on Serology and Laboratory Aspects “ 

Decision; There being no objection, the resolution was approved. 

3.7 Report of the Expert Committee on International Epidemiology 
and Quarantine 

The l^iECTOR-GENEPuiL, drawing the B
o a r

d,s attention to paragraph 4 of 

the resolution, pointed out that under Article 23 of the Constitution the 

Executive Board did not have the authority to make recommendations to govern-

ments, except in cases of emergency as provided for under Article 28 (i). The 

function of communicating directly with governments remained with the Health 

Assembly itself. The Board did however have the authority to call certain 

matters to the attention of public health administrations. 

fir. HOJER accordingly proposed that paragraph 4 be amended to read: 

"Requests the Health Assembly to call the attention of the said governments 

ii 

Mr» CL'1L,..'E£WOOD proposed that in paragraph 3 the words "established by" 

be substituted for the word "of", and that the word "additional" be deleted 

in paragraphs 4 and 5. 

Üecision: The resolution as amended by br. H»jer and Mr. Galderwood, 
was approved. 

3-Q Report of the Legal Sub-Committee of the E^iert Committee on 
International Epidemiology and Quarantine 

Mr. СШ)ЕШ001) proposed that the words "established by" be substituted 

for the word "of" in paragraph 3. 
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Decisión: The resolution was approved as amended. 

3 . 9 Report of the Section on Quarantine of the Expert Committee on 

International Epidemiology and Quarantine“ 

Decision: There being no objection, the resolution was approved. 

3.XO Report of the Expert Committee on the Unification of Pharmacopoeias 

‘ t 

Decision; There being no objection, the resolution was approved. 

3 . I X Report of the Sub-Committee on Non-Proprietary Names 

Dr. ALLIÜOD-PAHEDES proposed the inclusion of a paragraph thanking the 

members of the Sub-Committee for their work, in keeping with the procedure 

followed in resolutions of a similar nature. 

Decision: ïhe resolution was approved as amended. 

3.12 Report of the Joint FaO/ЩО Expert Group on Zoonoses 

Dr. EÜJER proposed that paragraph 4 be amended to read: "Calls the 

attention of- -public health administrations •… " 
• *. ‘ 

Dr. FOIaiEST called attention to a typographical error in paragraph 4. 
.... . ‘ • • • ‘ 

"Affected" should read "effected". 

Décision: ïhe resolution was approved as amended-

3 . 1 3 Report of the Joint FAO/VfflO Expert Panel on Bruce 11 o_sis 

Dr. STAMPAR, commenting on the two reports on zoonoses and brucellosis 

respectively, welcomed the activities of the specialized agencies in that 
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field. He thought an expansion of such work would be most desirable. 

Br. HOJEIi proposed that.paragraph 8 be amended to reads "Requests the 

Health iissembly to call the attention of goveraments.,. 

Decision: The resolution was approved as amended. 

3.14 . Report of the Expert Committee on Insecticides 

The CHAIRMAN proposed that "Member Governments" be replaced by 

"competent authorities" in paragraph 8. 

Decision: The resolution was approved as amended. 

3'15 Iieport of the Expert Committee on Malaria, and Iteport of tho 
Malaria Conference in Equatorial áfrica ~~~~~~~~~ 

Dr. HÜJEIí proposed th?.t, again, "competent authorities" be substituted 

for "Member Governments“ in paragraph 6. …一' 

Beoision: The resolution was approved as amended. 

5. PROPOSED AM ENDMENT TO THE REPOIiT ON IH.E FIKST SESSION OF THE ÈXP5ET 
COÏIMITTEE ON ENVIRONIV^KI-I SANITATION (Memorandum submitted by 
Dr. Hyde)j Item 21.2 of the Agenda (Document -EB7/8?) 

Lr. FOFÍREST wished, without in any way expressing an opinion on the 

proposed amendment, to call the attention of the Board to the implications 

of the action proposed in the memorandum. The reprinting of the report 

without the conunent's, as well as the destruction of the existing stock of 

the report in its present form, would cost approximately ^400. The remaining 

stock amounted to almost 1,000 copies in English and approximately 600 in 
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French. To bleach the parts of the report to which Lr. Hyde had taken 

objection would be an unsatisfactory solution since that would at first glance 

resemble censorship. Moreover since the report had already been distributed, 
• .. • 

it would prove extremely difficult to take retrospective action. 
• • . 

• • 

Lr. YikÉ^ supported by Dr. CANAPERIA
?
 considered it preferable not to 

aggravate the situation by taking complicatéd measures. He was however in 

full agreement with the substance of x>r. Hyde
1

 s proposal• 

Decision: The Board agreed that it would be inadvisable to take 
any further action in the matter. . 

‘ ‘ ‘ . . . 

6. PROPOSAL BY Ж. CANAPE МЛ ON FUTU“E liEIHOD OF WOIJ( 
J : U • . 

vr* СЛ№.РЕГс1А considered that whereas' at the current session of the 

Board the administrative and financial aspects of the Organization had been 

most carefully examined and had given rise to considerable discussion^ 

sufficient time had not been devoted to a technical study of the Piire с tor-

Gene ral
f

 s programme. He therefore proposed that the Executive Board should 

establish a programme committee, as existed in the Health Assembly, which 

would be called upon to publish a report in the same way as the Standing 

Committee on Administration and Finance. 

j)r. BERNARD thought such a proposal should be most carefully considered. 

Although administration and finance had been exhaustively studied, discussion 

of items of ^reat technical importance had been held over to the latter 

part of the agenda and not all had been subject to sufficient examination. 

He agreed with Canaperia' s proposal in principle^ but would appreciate 
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the views of other members of the Board as to how it oould be carried out 

without prolonging the Board*s meetings. 

The DIRECTOR-GENETJ.L 5t^o«sted that、 in view of the fact that the 

discussions in the Standing Committee on Administration and Finance did 

inevitably touch upon certain technical aspects of the subjects before it, 

the Standing Committee's terms of reference might be extended to enable it 

to make a thorough technical study of the programme. Such a solution would 

obviate the need of convening я second committee before the session of the 

Executive Board. 

Dr. HOJER also agreed that Lr. Canaperia
!

s proposal was sound in 

principle. He suggested that the liir e с tor-General should be requested to 

study possible ways of dealing with the situation and should report thereon 

to the next session of the Executive Board. 

Professor De LAËT thought that general agreement existed on the 

principle e^ressed by Dr. Canaperia. He would support the Director-

General*s proposal until some more satisfactory solution could-be found. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that， pending any decision which might be taken, 

it would be advisable in future to establish some order of precedence for 

the consideration of items on the agenda. 

Лг. RA.E supported the proposals made by the Director-General and the 

Chairman. 

Dr. CANAPERIA was in agreement with the temporary solution proposed 

by the Líirector4}eneral. 
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incision: The Board noted the proposals made. 

7. REPORT ON HEALTH INFOIcMTION CENTRE ESTABLISHED BY THE PACIFIC 
SCIENCE COUNCIL, PACIFIC DCIENCE AOSOCL'.TTONî Item 21.3 of the 
Agenda (document EB7/88) 

Decisionr The Board took note of the report. 

8. APPOINTMENTS TO ЕХРШТ 'ATVISORY PANELS s Item 13.1.13 of the Agenda 
(document EB7/93； Off. Itsc. World Hlth Org. 25, Annex % item 4,1, 
p. 41) 一 

Decision: The Board took note of the appointments. 

9. BATE Ш) PLACE OF IHE EIGHTH SESSION OF THE BOAiaJ: Item 20 of the 
Agenda (document EB7/89) 

^ecisiont The Board adopted a resolution deciding to hold the 
eighth session of tbe Executive Board in Geneva, Switzerland, 
the first meeting to be held at 10 a.m. at the Palais des Nations 
on Monday, 4 June 1951. It was agreed that the date would be 
established provisionally, the Executive Board to follow on the 
Fourth World Health Assembly with an interval of a minimum of 
three days. 

10. PRELIMIMFcY ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE FIFTH WORL厂 HEALTH ASSEMBLY: 
Item 19 of the Agenda 

Decision: The Board adopted the following resolution: 

The Executive Board 

.ÜECIJ.ES that the Fifth World Health Assembly shall be 

convened in the first days of May 1952. 

The meeting rose at 11.55 a.m. 


