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REMARKS BY THE CHAIRMAN 

t 

The GHAIRMàN welcomed Dr. Hayek to the Executive Board» 

• He informed the meeting that the question of the Regional Organisation for 

Africa (item 27 of the agenda) should be listed among the items for discussion at 

the present meetir^, because of the necessity of convening the regional committee 

in the near future• 

2. JOINT COMMITTEE ON HEALTH POLICÏ, ÛNICEF/TO: Item 32 <£ the Agenda 
(See minutes of the second meeting, section 8.) 

Decision： The Board approved the addition of the following sentence for 
inclusion in the resolution on participation of members of the 
Board in the Joint Committee: 

Takes note of the proposal made by the Executive Board 
of UNICEF to the effect that some sessions of thq Joint 
Committee on Health Policy should be held at the headquarfcere 
of the United Nations. ， 

З̂  TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FOR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT : Item 11 of the Agenda-
(Document ЕВ8Д1; resolutions WHA 4,22, IHA 4,23/ WHA 4.24) 

The ШЛ1НШШ called for comment s and suggestions regarding the substance and 

form of document EB8/X1 (Progress report on technical assistance)• 

Dr# FORREST, Director, Division of Co-ordination of Planning and liaison^ 

introducing the progress report, explained that information contained in Official 

Recordg No.32； annex 1$, had been brought up to date as of 30 April, or, in some 

cases, 14 May. It was hoped in future to provide reports twice yearly, on 

progress as of 31 December and 30 June, It would be noted that 131 requests had 

bean received by WHO as of 31 May, and that WHO had expressed interest in 51 

requests received by other specialized agencies, 48 countries and. territories 
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having requested assistance : 38 experts had been appointed, of whom 19 were 

already in the field and 24 experts in addition had been selected for a total of 

24 projects; 8 TAB basic technical assistance agreement s and 11 supplementary-

agreements had been signed with governments5 17 WHO basic agreements had also 

been signed. . 

Dr. HÏDE ‘ edngratiilated 七 h e Director-General on the factual and encouraging 

nature 'of the progress report. 

After recalling that an ad hoc conmiittee on technical assistance had been 

sot up to advise the Director-General on behalf of the full Board at a time when 

the programme was ill-defined and vaguo^ he submitted there was no longer any 

need for an ad hoc committee with such wide authority, and suggested that it be 

disbanded. 

...Dr. JAFAS, speaking at the request of Dr. MACKENZIE, said he had no strong 

views on the matter, which it was for the Board to decide. He was more or less 

of the same opinion as Dr, Hyde, namely that the technical assistance programme 

had. now reached a stage where it was nô longer essential to maintain the ad hoc 

committee, except possibly for the purpose of advising the Board generally on the 
• ‘ • 

implementation of the programme. 

, . 、 ’ • .警 

Dr. MACKENZIE expressed the view that the ad hoc committee should be 

maintained - particularly as no additional expenditure was involved, although 

it might be advisable to limit its terms of .reference- ’ ‘ 

• . . . , ‘ 
Professor OANA'PERIA reminded the meeting of his proposal at the seventh 

session of the Executive Board, namely, the setting up of a' working group or' small 

committee to s t u d y all technical aspects of the progranane of 七 h e Organization, 
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similar to the Standing Committee on Administration and Finance. He would refer 

to the matter later in connexion with technical discussions. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL explained that the ad hoc committee had been set up as 

an emergency measure in order to advise the Director-General on how best to 

handle unexpected situations which might arise in a rapidly developing programme 

when the Board was not in session. If, however, the Board was in a position to 

exercise such functions, that could be clone by means of a working party or some 

other procedure forming part of the normal structure of the Board. 

Dr. HYDE maintained that the ad hoc committee had outgrown its usefulness. 

In his view, a dangerous precedent irould be created by giving such full authority 

to act for the Board, except in unusual circumstances, but he agreed that a 

working party could be set up to examine technical assistance problems as they 

arose. 

Professor De ШЕТ felt that Professor Canaperia's suggestion would not run 

counter to the maintenance of the ad hoc committee, on the understanding that the 

latter would be called upon to advisa the Director-General only in special 

contingencies. 

D r
. BRAVO, in supporting the maintenance of the ad hoc committee to advise 

the Director-General, stressed the fundamental importance of the technical 

assistance programme to under-developed countriesо 

p
r
. GONZALEZ, speaking as a member of the ad hoc committee, supported the 

views of Dr. Hyde. Should the need arise, the Director-General could request 

advice from individual members of the Executive Board in writing. 
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Dr HÔ'JER, Dr. PADUA, and Dr. DAENGSVANG supported the views expressed by 

Dr. ííyde. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL, replying to Professor De Laet, said that the suggestion 

that advice might be obtained by correspondence was sufficient in the present 

circumstances. He agreed that there was no need for continuing tho ad hoc 

comrtdttee with such wide powers. That, however, did not exclude the setting up 

of a working party to deal specifically m t h technical assistance problems. 

Decisions: 

(1) The Board unanimously agreed by vote to the suppression of the ad hoc 
committee on technical assistance as at present constituted. It was further 
agreed that the proposal for the setting up of a working party to deal with 
all technical questions connaoted. with the programme should be discussed in 
connexion with general technical questions» 

(2) The Board adopted the following resolutions . 

The Executive Board, 

Having examined the Director-General's report on the expanded 
programme of technical assistance for under-doveloped countries; 

Having noted the resolution of the Fourth World Health Assembly 
(ША 4.22) concerning the programme of technical assistance, 

CONFIRMS and EXTENDS for the ensuing year the authority granted to 
the Director-General in re solution EB6.R 1, adopted by the sixth sassion 
of the Executive Board (Official Records No.29). . 

4. REGIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR AFRICA: Item 27 of the Agenda'(Documents EB8/2X 
and A4/AFL-Prog/Min/2, pages 15 to 19). • 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the documents mentioned in the footnote .to 

document ЕВ8/21> with special emphasis on the statements made ty Dr. Togba, chief 

delegate of Liberia, and Dr. Cluver, chief delegate of the Union of South Africa. 

(A4/AFL-Prog/Min/2). 
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Dr* TOGBA. said that the African region presented a perplexing problem in that 

only 七 w o Member States resided in Africa, whereas Africa contained a considerable 

number of other countries with no international responsibility for their own 

affairs. The latter were represented by foreign powers. In taking a decision 

in regard to the establishment of a regional organization, the Board should 

remember that non—self—governing territories might one day be represented in the 

Organization. The decision should take account of the special interests of 

Africans themselves» There were still regions in Africa "where Africans Wer© not 

� 

granted equal treatment with Europeans or other races. Tho Board should there-

fore instruct the Director-General that the headquarters of a regional "office for 

Africa - if established - should be located where Africans would be treated on an 

equal basis with other races. Moreover, the Board should carefully examine in 

the light of the Ctonstitution the record of the second joint meeting of the 

Gcmmilttee on Programme and the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal 

Matters, which contained a statement likely to violate the Constitution^ 

In his opinion, it would be advisable to postpone further consideration of 

the matter under discussion to allow sufficient time for a careful study of Dr. 

Cluver
!

s statement• "While he himself had originally been responsible for the 

proposal to set up a Regional Organization for Africa^ he was definitely opposed 

to any proposal which would contravene the provisions of the Constitution. 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL, while agreeing that the matter deserved careful 

study, indicated that a decision should b© taken one way or another with a view to 

convening a meeting of the regional conimittee on 11 June. 

The DIRECTOR — GENERA!^ replying on behalf of Dr. Togba to a request Ъу Dr, 

JAFAR for clarification of vdiat had been described as an unconstitutional 
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approach stated that extracts had been made from the verbatim record which 

completely clarified the position» It would indeed seem that the statement made 

by the delegate of the Union of South Africa was not in strict accordance with 

the provisions of the Constitution and the Agreement with the United Nations. 

The statement in question, fc.r instance, inferred that the conditions under which 

the regional organization would be set up would confomi "with an arrangement made 

between the governments in the rsgion", while in point of fact such conditions 

had already been laid cloTO'by the Health Assembly, 

In 〜vhat was largely a quotation from the Constitution, certain parts were 

omitted and certain clauses inserted which had the effect of considerably 

changing the meaning of the tsxb� In the l ist ing of functions, of the regional 

committee^ an important phrase had been omitted, namely that, concerning 

co-operation with the United Nations and specialized agencies。 There was also 

the inclusion of sentence concerni:og the .manner and extent of co-operation 

receiving the prior approval of gov3rnm.ents reprèsented. on the regional committee; 
s u c h

 co-operation was alreadj the subject aï .a decision by the Health Assembly and 

did not rest m t h the regional есстпИ.ее” Further, that ."the location of the 

headquarters of the regional office would be determj.ned by the regional conmittee" 

had not so far been approved by-the-Hea3.th Assembly as a function of regional 

coiTiraittees. Consultation with the United Nations was. mandatory in the matter and 

decision was the responsibility of the Executive Board, The statement that a 

regional organization for Africa should be established "in accordance with the 

terms of the arrangement which the governments concerned have accepted as between 

themselves" was not in accordance with the Constitution» ' 

Conditions such as were laid' down in the statement referred to - If adopted -

would seriously jeopardize, even isilliiy, the conditions oí the Agreement between 
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丽 0 and the.United Nations. They would make for all kinds of difficulties as. 
» 

between WHO and the Technical Assistance Board, the Technical Assistance Committee 

and the Economic and Social Council， charged with co-ordinating the work of the 

United Nations and all the specialized agencies. Co-operation and co-ordination 

must take place at the regional level and could not be excluded by an arrangement 

between certain governments vdthin any one region. 

In conclusion, the Director-General stressed that no vote nor decision had 

been taken in the matter either by the joint meeting or by the Health Assembly 

itseli. While many Members had gained the impression 七 h a t portions of the 

statement had been directly quoted from the Constitution, he submitted that it 

was for the Executive Board to establish or not, as it saw fit, a normal regional 

organization in accordance with the Constitution and the decisions of the Health 

Assembly. 

T

a n den BERG said it was obvious that the statemeñt of ths delegate of 

the Union of South Africa had given rise to confusion and misinterpretation. He 

felt however that the matter should not be over-estimated. No doubt the salient 

points mentioned would be discussed in the regional committee and it would be a 

simple matter for the Director-General or his representative to explain any 

misquotation or omission of clauses from the Constitution. 

№. RAE, alternate to Dr. Mackenzie, recalled that, at a meeting during the 

Health Assembly,, the Director-General had suggested that it -yrould be useful if 

the representatives of the countries concerned who were pre sent in Geneva could 

meet， and he (Dr. Rae) had said that ho had been urging these representative¿ to 

hold a meeting. The speech under discussion had not given rise to any comment at 

•the time it was made and only the delegate who had made it could explain its exact 
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meaning. He strongly urged that an exploratory meeting shpuld be held and that 

a verbatim record of the present debate should be made available to the 

representatives taking part. 

Dr, TOGBA, while agreeing with Dr. Rae, could not agree with Dr. van den 

Berg's last remark. lhat was said in the Board concerned many people in other 

parts of the world vdio could not be represented on the Board because of their 

present situation. It would be a v-ri.se procedure to have a meeting of the 

representatives of the African countries; the date of 11 June had been 

tentatively suggested. If the proposal that a meeting should be held was 

accepted by the Board, he still maintained that the Director-General should be 

directed to inform all"those concerned that any regional organization set up for 

Africa should be set up, bearing in mind the interests of the people concerned. 

It should not be forgotten that in the near future certain territories not now in 

the Organization might become members of the regional organization, and the 

regional office should not be located in a place where an African would not bs 

welcome. 

Dr. HIDE, agreeing with Dr. Rae that it was difficult to base a discussion on 

a speech fcty a person iwho was not present, said that the members of the Board were 

entitled to know the facts of the case. He asked what the arrangement was which 

the government s concerned had accepted among themselves, and which were those 

governments (A4/AFL-Prog/Min/2, page 18). 

Br. RAE said he had no cognizance of any such arrangement. 

Dr. TOGBA said that, although members of the Board did not speak as 

representatives of their governments, he could state that Liberia had made no 
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special arrangement with South Africa, concerning a regional office for Africa. 

Dr. JAFAR suggested that the remarks of the delegate of the Union of South 

Africa referred to future procedure once the regional organization had bean sot 

up, and not to procedure for its establishment. 

Dr. HOJER failed to understand the difficulty. According to the minutes of 

the meeting In question tho delegate of the Union of South Africa had indicated 

what would be tho menibership of the proposed regional coramittee for Africa and 

Dr. Togba had then thanked South Africa for its co-opcration. He now appeared to 

•vdsh to mthdraw his thanks, but that could not alter the decision to establish a 

regional organization as soon as possible* 

Dr. TOGBA explained that, when the speech WËS made， many of the delegates 

prosont had thought that the delegate of the Union of South Africa was quoting 

from tho Constitution, He himself had been informed by the dolsgate of the Union 

of South Africa that the Union Government was prepared to make a formal request 

for the establishment of a regional organization for Africa, since Liberia was 

also ready to do so and those were the only two countries able to make such s. 

request. He thought it was clear from the records of the meeting that his-thanks 

referred only to the co-operation of the delegation of South Africa in tha 

establishment of a regional office. 

Dr. HAYEK suggested that consideration of the question of a regional office 

for Africa should, in view of the divergent views expressed, be postponed until 

the next session of the Board. 
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Dr» TOQBA said that if the Board agreed that a regional organization for 

Africa could be set up only in accordance with the Constitution, he would jaropose 

that steps should be taken to establish 

the lines of the speech of the delegate 

oppose it. 

The DIREGTOR-GENERAb said that the 

it, but if action had to be taken along 

of the Union of South Africa, he wbuld 

only way in which a regional office could 

be set up was in accordance with the terms of the Cpnstitution. In view of the 

controversy it might be advisable for the Board to adopt a more detailed 

resolution than was usual in such cases, making it quite clear that the Health 

Assembly had authorized a normal regional organization for Africa. He therefore 

suggested the following resolution： 

The Executive Board 

1. NOTES the letters which provide the "consent of a majority of 
Members", prerequisite to the establishment of a regional organization 
in accordance with Article 44(b) of the Constitution and the resolution 
on regionalization of the First World. Health Assembly, 

2. AUTHORIZES the establishment of a Regional Organization for Africa 
on the basis of the provisions of Article 44(b) of the Constitution, 

3. REQUESTS the Director-General to notify all the governments 
concerned of this decision, 

4. NOTES "with approval that the Director-General will convene the first 
session of the Regional Committee for Africa in consultation vâth the 
Members concerned and will act on the decisions of this committee in 
accordance with the terms of Article 47 of the Constitution and the 
relevant decision of the Assembly and the Board; and, further 

5. DECIDES that the selection of the site for the regional office shall 
subsequently be approved by the Executive Board after consideration of 
the recommendations of the regional committee and following consultation 
with the United. Nations. 
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Dr. HOJER suggested that a reference should be made in the resolution to the 

" consultations,, mentioned in Article 47 of the Constitution, "with the Member or 

other authority having responsibility for the international relations" of non-

self -governing territories, concerning their rights and obligations in the 

regional committee. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL thought the point was covered in the draft resolution, 

which referred to the decisions of the Health Assembly. The rights and obligations 

of Associate Members and other territories had. been defined by the Second World 

Health Assembly. 

Dr. HÔ'JER declared himself satisfied with the Director-General' s explanation. 

Dr. TOQBA proposed and Dr. JAFAR seconded adoption of the proposed resolution. 

Decision； The draft resolution was 

5. MâTTERS ARISING OUT OF THE DECISIONS 

YffiO REGULATIONS NO. 2 (INTERNATIONAL 

Agenda. 

adopted, with only one abstention. 

OF THE. FOURTH WORLD HEALTH ASSEMBLY ON 
SANITARY REGUIATIONS): Item 13 of the 

Dr. BIRÍIITOÍ Director, Division of Epidemiological Services, speaking at the 

invitation of the СШИШШ, recalled that the Health Assembly had at its meeting 

on 25 May approved the regulations prepared by the Special Committee and had 

adopted ten resolutions on related subjects. Several of those resolutions 

concerned the Board. 

Kamaran Quarantine Station (Resolution 職 4.84) 

Dr. BIRilUD recalled that the Board at tha seventh session had considered that 

it would be useful to take preparatory measures for the functioning of the Kamaran 
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,-‘ « 

Quarantine Station should an emergjency. arise (EB7.R88). On the one hand, 

however^ the Government of the United Kingdom had formally announced that it 

would be responsible for the operation of that station during the 1951 Pilgrimage 

and， on the other hand^ the Government of Saudi Arabia had made known its 

intention of accelerating the construction of the quarantine station at Jeddah tó 

replace the Kamaran station. There was thus no longer any reason for the Board 

to take action, 

. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Board should take note of resolution WHA4.84 

and express appreciation to the Governments of United Kingdom and Saudi Arabia for 

*their co-operation-

Decision： It was so agreed» 

Consideration by the Expert Committee on Irvbernational Epidemiology and Quarantine 
of rejections of, or reservations on WHO Regulations No* 2 prior to their “ 
"ó^íTsTiürátion by the Fifth World ̂ Health' Assembly (Document EBB/35) . 

Dr. BIRAUD said, that the second point for consideration of the Board concerned 

the no ce s si ty for a meetijig of experts to advise the next Health Assembly concerning 

aiiy intended rejections or reservations made by Member States under Article lo6 of 

the Sanitary Regulations» The question had been brought, before the present meeting 

of the Board because there would be no meeting between the end of the nine months
1 

* 

period foreseen in Article 106 for notifications of reservations (March 1952) and 

the opening of the Fifth World Health Assembly. It was proposed that the Board 

should authorize a meeting of experts to report direct to the Health Assembly. 

If that suggestion were not adopted, examination of the reservations would, have to 

Ьз postponed until the Sixth World Health Assembly, which would compromise the 
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possibility of the entry into force of the Sanitary Regulations on the date 

foreseen by the Health Assembly, namely 1 October 1952.. 

The CMAIRMAN drew attention to the draft resolution contained in document 

EB8/35. 

Dr. HOJER suggested that if the proposal of Dr. Hyde that the Board should 

meet two days before the Sixth World Health Assembly were adopted, the words 

"Fifth World Health Assembly" could be changed to read, "Executive Board".. 

After a short discussion it was agreed to add at the end of the draft 

resolution the irords, "such advice to be tendered through the Executive Board, if 

the Board is convened immediately before the Assembly". 

Decision： The draft resolution in document EB8/35 was adopted as amended. 

D r
. MACKENZIE considered, it probable that the reservations would be important 

from a legal point of view and that there should therefore be a large proportion 

of legal experts on the committee, and the chairman or vice-chairman should be a 

jurist. If the Board agreed, that consideration might be recorded in the minutes 

for the guidance of the Director-General in selecting the experts to be invited to 

serve on the committee. . 

The CHAIRMâN thoMght the point would be dealt with under the nexfc item of tho 

agenda. • • 

Modification of the terms of reference of the Expert.Committee on International 

Epidemiology and Quarantine (Resolutions WHA 4.77 and 78; d o c m e n t EB8/3B) 

D r
, BIRATO recalled that after lengthy consideration the Special Committee on 

» 

International Sanitary Regulations had drawn up a resolution, approved by the 
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Health Assembly ( W M 4.77), laying down tho chief functions of the committee vriiioh 

would be entrusted with keeping the regulations up to date and solving the disputes 

which might, arise in their application. Slight changes in form but not in
 л 

substance had been made in that resolution as it appeared in the documenb befors 

the Board (EB8/38). ‘ 

The Special Conrad ttее had stressed 七 h e advisability of including in the 

• ， 

committee in qiestion a nucleus of experts on epidemiology and on quarantine 

matters. Specialists on particular questions which might be dealt with ty the 

committee could be called upon as the need arose. 

'He confirmed that the question of rejections or reservations by Member States 

was largely, but not exclusively a- legal matter, and that legal experts would b© 

invited to participate in the session of the committee dealing with those 
‘ ‘ 

questions. 

Paragraph 2(3) of the draft resolution dealt with various resolutions of the 

Fourth World Health Assembly on studies to be undertaken with a view to future 

recommendations of the Health Assembly, which it was proposed should be referred 

to the expert committee. 

The last paragraph of the draft resolution, referring to the role of expert 

committees on various diseases, insecticides, etc., touched on the question on 

which Dr. Jafar had made a proposal. 

Dr. HOJER, referring to Dr. Mackenzie's observations, said that it was 

understood that the Export Gommittee on International Epidemiology and Quarantine, 

merrfcionod,in the resolutions^ was not a special board with a fixed membership; 

the Director-General was freo to call on arçr appropriate experts. 
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Under the terms of paragraph 1(4) as drafted, the Director-General and the 

expert conimittee might deal vdth the same disputes at the same time. He therefore 

suggested that it should bo amended to read "if thG Director-General formally 

requests the committor
1

s intervention in the mattor." 

Гг. BIRAUD saw no objection to the proposal. It was the function of the 

Director-General to attempt to settle a dispute by arrangement between the parties 

and up to the preseat he had succeeded in of the cases that had arisen
f
 The 

paragraph had, however, been drafted in order to enable a government to bring its 

case to the competent committee if it so desired. 

Dr. HYDE felt somewhat disturbed that the Board was being asked to take a definite 

decision on the constitution of the Expert Committee on International Epidemiology 

and Quarantine without time for study of the matters Some of the members of the 

Board were not familiar with 七 h e background of the subject• The Health Assembly 

had, after mature consideration, referred the question of the constitution and duties 

of the committee or committees connected т/vith the International Sanitary 

Regulations to the Board for study and docision. Moreover, in accordance with 

resolution WHA 4.78, the Board had to examine not only the quarantine aspects but 

also the epidemiological aspects of the Sanitary Regulations and make 

re commendations thereon to the Health Assembly. He suggested that the only urgent 

question that arose was covered by the draft resolution in document EB8/35 which 

the Board had just adopted. He therefbre proposed that the other points should be 

postponed to allow of time for careful consideration ard that documentation on the 

subject should be furnished. 
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Dr, BIRA.UD explained that the draft resolution before the Board had been 

prepared by tha Secretariat as a basis for discussion. He .recalled that the 

discussions in the Special Committee on International Sanitary Regulations m v o 

recorded in documents A3-4/SR/Min/22,23 and 26, from ^shich it w u l d be seen that 

after considerable discussion the decision concerning the use of the existing 

machinery of 1H0 had been taken by a large majority. It was for that reason that 

the Secretariat had maintained in the draft resolution the title of the existing 

committee of experts and made it conform to the rules now applicable to expert 

committees. It had seemed to the Secretariat that it was urgent to decide upon 

the terms of reference of the committee concerned with international sanitary 

legislation and the disputes which might arise from its application. On the 

other hand, the question of relations between the different expert committees 

concerned with epidemic diseases was not urgent. 

Dr. M C K E N Z I E , agreeing with Dr. Hydo, proposed that the discussion should 

be postponed until the next session of the Board» 

Proposal by Dr. JAFAR (Document EB8/29) 

Dr. JAFAR introduced his proposal that the decisions taken by vote in tho 

Special Committee on International Sanitary Regulations which were not in 

conformity with the recommendations of the différent expert committees should 

be referred back to 七 h o s e conrndttees. He considered that the number of 

reservations would be reduced if the regulations were supported by the opinion of 

the expert committees. 
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Dr. BIRAUD said that the legal aspect must not b© overlooked• The 

regulations as adopted ly the Health Assembly should come into force on 1 October 

1952 and it was not possible to alter a decision of the Assembly» Moreover 

the views of specialized expert committees, though technically sound, might not 

be practicable from the point of view of international traffic. 

He suggested that the decisions of the Special Committee and the Health 

Assembly should be brought to the attention of the technical conrniittees， which 

might also be asked for advice on specific questions with a view to amendment of 

tho regulations by the Health Assembly at a future date» 

Professor CANAPERIA agreed with the proposal to postpone consideration of 

EB/3S for further study. He agreed with Dr. Biraud
1

s proposal» The 

International Sanitary Regulations having been approved by the Health Assembly, 

it was not within the competence of the Board to refer point s therein to expert 

conauittees which might express different opinions. The decisions of the Special 

Committee had not satisfied all members but had been the result of a compromise^ 

The CHAIRMAN thought that as a result of the discussions it would be 

noeessary to ask tho Director-General to include on the agenda of the March 

session of the export coiranittee the question of rejections or reservations as 

foreseen in paragraph 2 (2) of document EB8/38* 

Professor CANAPERIA thought the point was covered by the resolution in EB8/35. 

Dr.- JAFAR considered it important that the opinion of the expert groups 

should be obtained before the regulations came into force, in order that the nexb 

Health Assembly could rectify any points that were technically imsound# 
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Dr. MACKENZIE suggested that the first step was to determine whether any 

alterations could legally be made in the regulations after they had been adopted . 

by the Health Assembly and submitted to governments. 

Dr. BIRAUD replied.that,, according- to the Constitution, only the Health 

Assembly could make and modify such regulationsi 

Dr. MA.CKENZ1E reminded the Board "that the regulations, like. the agreements 

• .• • * 

which they replaced, were based not on expert committees
1

" reports but on ndiat ； 

R • • 

governments were willing to undertake, and therefore necessarily* represented a 

compromise• He did not think government s would be likely to go further at the 

present time. ,
 1

 • 
.» • .； ' 

Dr. D O R O L L E Í Deputy DirectOR-General, thought all speakers were agreed on 

one poirit, namely that the next Health Assembly would have to consider not 
* » • . . t 

rejections but reservations, some of which would certainly concern points to 

which Dr."Jafar
r

s proposal related. It was therefore in the interest of the 

Organization to obtain the opinion of the expert committees in advance. 
« 

‘ » . . 

‘ ‘ • ‘ 

The GHAIRMN asked whether the Board agreed that expert committees should be 

consulted on certain point s with a view to diminishing the number of possible . 

reservations. 

• • • • •• • . •.: 

Decision： . ït
;

 was so agreed. . • 
� Dr, BIRAUD .explained that it would be necessary to consult the members of the 

technical conMiittees in writing, there being no funds available for meetings in 

1 9 5 2 . • — — . . . i • • . 

The Board approved the procedure indicated. 

The meeting rose at 5*20 p»m> 
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1. REIvLiRKS BY THE CHAIRMAN 

The CHAIRMAN welcomed Dr. Hayek to the Executive Board. 

He informed the meeting that the question of the Regional Organisation for 

“frica (item 27 of the agenda) should be listed in the itens for discussion at 

the present meeting-, because of the necessity of convening the regional committee 

in the near future. 

2

. JOINT COBÍITTSE ON HEALTH POLICY, UNICEF/^fflO: Item 32 of the Agenda 

Д е с

，
о п :

 The Board approved the addition of the following sentence for 
inclusion m the resolution on participation of members of the Board in the 
Joint Committee: 

Takes note of the proposal made by the Executive Board of UNICEF 
to the effect that sorae sessions of the Joint Committee on Health 
Policy should be held at the headquarters of the United Nations, 

3. TECHNICAL ..‘SSISTJCE FOR ЕССЖОЩС H L O P M E N T : Item 11 of the /eenda 
(Documents EB8/11, A 4 / R / 7 8 , 球 ¡ 1 % and A4/R/80) 

The C M I R M u N called for coinnents and suggestions regarding the substance and 

form of document SB8/11. 

D r

'
 F 0 R R E S T

‘ Director, Division of Co-ordination of Planning and Liaison, 

introducing the progress report, explained that information contained in Official 

R e C o r d

?
 N o

.
3 2

，
 A n n e x

 15， had been brought up to date as of 30 “pril, or, in some 

cases, 14 May, It was hoped in future to provide reports twice yearly, i.e. on 

progress as of 31 December and 30 Jun«. It would be noted that 131 requests had 

been received by WHO as of 31 May, 51 requests had been received by other 

specialized agencies in which 1H0 had expressed an interest, 48 countries and 
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territories having requested assistance. Thirty-eight experts had been appointed, 

of whom 19 were already in the field and 24 experts in addition had been selected 

for a total of 24 projects. Eight ТлВ basic technical assistance agreements and 

11 supplenentary agreements had been signed with governments¿ 17 1H0 basic 

agreements had also baen signed. 

Dr. HIDE congratulated the Director-G¿noral on the factual and encouraging 

nature of the progress report. 

After recalling that the ad hoc committee on technical assistance had been 

set up to advise the Director-Goneral on behalf of the full Board at a time when 

the progranmo was ill-dofined and vague, he submitted there was no longer any 

need for an ad hoc committœ with such wide authority, and suggested that it be 

disbanded. 

Dr. J-xF.Ji, speaking at the request of Dr. Mackenzie, said he had no strong 

viows on the matter, which it was for the Board to decide. He was more or less 

of the same opinion as Dr. Hyde, namely that the technical assistance programme 

had now reached a stage where it was no longer essential to maintain the ad hoc 

committee, except possibly for the purpose of advising the Board generally on the 

irriplementation of the prograriimo. 

Dr. MACKENZIE expressed tho viow that the ad hoc committee should be 

maintained - particularly since no additional expenditure was involved 一 although 

it might be advisable to limit its terms of reference. 

Professor C U R I A reminded the meeting of his proposal at the last meeting 

of the Executive Board, via., the setting up of a working group or small 

committee to study all technical aspects of the programme of the Organisation, 
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similar to tho Standing Committee on “dninistration and Finance. He would refer 

to the matter later in connexion with tochnical discussions. 

' . . = ： 

Th3 DIRECTOR-GENEÍLiL explained that the ad hoc committee had been set up as 

an emergency measure in order to advise the Director-General on how best to 

handle unexpected situations which might arise in a rapidly developing, programme 

when the Board was not in session. If, however, ths Board was in a position to 

exercise such functions, that could be done by means of a working party or some 

other procedure forming part of the normal structure of the Board. 

Dr. HIDE maintained that the ad hoc committee had outgrown its usefulness. 

In his view, a dangerous precedent would be created by giving such full authority 

to act for the Board except in unusual circumstances, but he agreed that a 

working party could be set up to examino technical assistance problems as they 

arose. 

Professor De L.JET felt that Professor.Canaperia's suggestion would not run 

counter to the maintenance of the ad hoc committee, on the understanding that it 

should be called upon to advise the Director-General only in special contingencies. 

Dr. BR-.VO, in supporting the maintenance of tho ad hoc committee to advise 

the Diroctor-General, stressed the fundamental importance of the technical 

assistance programme to under-developed countries. 

Dr. GONZALEZ, speaking as a member of the ad hoc committee, supported the 

views of Dr. Hyde. Should the need arise, the Director-General could request 

advice from individual members of the Executive Board in writing. 
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Dr. HOJER, Dr. РАШЛ, and Dr. DAENGSWiNG supported the views expressed by 

Dr. Hyde. V 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL, replying to Professor De Laet, said that the 

suggestion that advice might be obtained by correspondence was sufficient in 

present circumstances. He agreed that there was no need for continuing the 

functions of the ad hoc committee with such wide powers. That, however^ did not 

èxclncle the setting up of a working party to deal specifically with technical 

assistance problems• 

» . * ' , 

Decisions г 

(1) The Board unanimously agreed by vote to the suppression of the ad hoc 
conimittee on technical assistance as at present constituted. It was further 
agreed that the proposal for the setting up of a working party to deal with 
all technical questions connected with the programme should be discussed in 
connexion with general technical questions, 

(2) The Board adopted the following resolution: 

The Executive Board, 

Having examined the Director-General
1

s report on the expanded 
programme of technical assistance for under-developed countries; 

Having noted the resolution of the Fourth World Health A s s e m b l y 

(A4/R/78) concerning the programme of technical assistance; 

CONFIRMS ЖВ EXTENDS for the ensuing year the authority granted to 

the Director-General in resolution ЕВб/R/l, adopted by the sixth session 

of the Executive Board (Official Records No.29)• 

4 . REGI ON丄丄 ORGANIZATION FOR «uFRIC/u Item 27 of the Agenda (Documents EB8/21 

and il4/AFL-Prog/Min/2，pages 15 to 19). 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the documents mentioned in the footnote to 

document EB8/21, with special emphasis on the statements made by Dr. Togba, Chief 

delegate of Liberia, and Cluver^ chief delegate of the Union of South Africa 

(A4/AFL/Prog/Min/3) 
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Dr» TOGB:‘ said that the f r i c a n region prcsoivted a porploxinj problem in that 

two Hembur States rosidod in -J*rica, while “frica contained a considerable 

number of other countries with no international responsibility for their own 

affairs. The latter wore represented by foreign powers. In taking a decision in 

regard to tho estáblishraünt of a regional organisation, the Board should rononiber 

that non-self-governing territories might one day be represented in the 

Organization, “ decision should take account of the special interests of 

Africans themselves• There were still regions in ；.frica where .fricans were not 

granted equal treatment with Europeans or other races. The Board should there-

fore instruct the Direct or-General that the headquarters of an Office for .áfrica -

if established - should be located where Africans would be treated on an equal 

basis with other races. Moreover, the Board should carefully examine in the 

light of the Constitution the record of the second noeting of tho Joint ^utin-j 

of tho Conrnitteo on Programme and the Cornmittoc on administration, Finance ani 

Legal Matters, which contained a statement likely to violate the Constitution^ 

In his opinion, it would be advisable to postpone further consideration of 

the matter under discussion to allow sufficient time for a careful study of Dr. 

Cluver
1

 s statement. While he had originally been responsible for the proposal to 

set up a Regional Organization for ijprica, he was definitely opposed to any 

proposal "which would contravene the provisions of the Constitution. 

The DEPUTY i)Iïi3CT0R-GENERAL，while agreeing that the matter deserved careful 

study, indicated that a decision should be taken one way or another with a view to 

convening a meeting of the Regional Committee on 11 June. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL, replying on behalf of ûr, Togba to a request by Dr. 

Jafar for clarification in regard to \vhat had be^n described as on unconstitutional 
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approach, explained that extracts had been made fron tha verbatim record which 

completely clarified the position. It would indeed soem that the statement nade 

by the delegate of the Union of South áfrica was not in strict accordance with 

the provisions of the Constitution and the agreement with the United Nations. 

The statement in question, for instance, inferred that tho conditions under which 

the regional organisation would bo set up would conform "with an arrangement made 

between the governnc-nts in tho region", while in point of fact such conditions 

had already been laid dcvm by the Health assembly. 

In what was largely a quotation from the Constitution, certain parts were 

omitted and certain clauses inserted which had the effect of considerably 

changing the meaning of the text. In the listing of functions of the regional 

committee, an important phrase had been omitted, namely that concerning 

co-operation with the United Nations and specialised agencies• There was also 

the inclusion of a sentence concerning the manner and extent of co-operation 

receiving the prior approval of governments represented on the regional committeej 

such co-operation was already the subject of a decision by the Health assembly and 

did not rest with the Regional Committee. Further， that "the location of the 

headquarters of the regional office would be determined by the regional committee'
1 

had not so far been approved b/ the Health assembly as a function of regional 

committees. Consultation with the United Nations was mandatory in tho matter and 

decision was the responsibility of the Executive Board. The statement that a 

regional organization for áfrica should be established
 n

i n accordance with the 

terms of the arrangement "which the governments concerned have accepted as between 

themselves" was not in accordance with the Constitution. 

Conditions such as were laid down in the statement referred to - if adopted -

would seriously jeopardize, even nullify, the conditions of the agreement between 
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:Ж) and the United Mations. It would nake for all kinds of difficulties as 

betvv'oen 'Ш0 arel the Technical ..ssistance Board； the Technical assistance Committee 

and the Economic and Social Council, charged with co-ordinating the work of the 

United Nations and all tho specialised agencies. Co-optration and co-ordination 

mast take place at the regional level and could not be excluded by an arrangement 

between certain governments within ацу one region. 

In conclusion, the Director-General stressed that no vote, nor decision had 

been taken in the matter either by the Joint Maeting or by the Health AesembQy 

itself, iïhile many Members had gained the impression that, portions of the.... 

statement had been；directly quoted from the Constitution, hs submitted that it 

was for the Executive Board to establish or not, as it saw fit, a normal regional 

organisation in accordance with the Constitution and the lecisions of the Health 

assembly. 

Dr. van den BERG said it was obvious that the statement of the delegate of 

the Union of South “frica had civen rise to confusion and misinterpretation. He 

felt however that the matter should not be over
r
estinated. No doubt the.salient 

points mentioned would be discussed in. the Regional C o m i t t e e and it would be a 

simple matter for the Director-General or his representative to explain any 

misquotation of, ojr omission of clauses from the Constitution. 

Dr, Riffi, alternate to Dr, Mackenzie, recalled that, at a meeting during the 

Health Assembly, the Director-General had suggested that it would be useful if 

•the representatives of the countries concerned who were present in Geneva could 

meet, and he (Dr. Rae) had said that he had been urging these representatives to 

hold a meeting. The speech under discussion had not given rise to any comment at 

the‘time it was made and only the delegate who had made it could explain its exact 
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noaning* Ho strongly urged that an exploratory meeting should be held and that a 

vorbatim record of tho present debate should be nade available to the representa-

tives taking part. 

Dr. T〇GB“, while agreeing with Dr. Rae, could not agree with Dr. van den 

Ber.^
r

s last remark. ¥hat was said in the Board concerned many people in other 

parts of the world who coul-l not be represented on the Board because of theii 

present situation. It would be a wise procedure to have a meeting of the 

repre sent at ivo s of the JTrican. countries, and the date of' 11 June had been 

tentatively sir^stod. If the proposal that a meeting should be held was accepted 

by the Board, he still maintainod that the Director-General should be directed to 

inform all those concarnod that any regional organisation set up for “frica should 

be set up, bearing in uincl thu interests of the people concornod. It should bo 

borne in mind that in tho near future certain territories not now in the 

Organisation might become members of the Regional Organisation, and the regional 

office should not be located in a place whore an “frican would not be welcome. 

Dr, HYDE, agro sing with Dr.. Rae that it was difficult to base a discussion on 

a speech by a person who was not present, said that the mambors of the Board were 

entitled to know the facts of the case. He asked what was the arrangement which 

the governments concerned had accepted among themselves, and which were those 

governments (“4/‘iFL-Prog/Min/2�page 18). 

Dr. said he had no cognisance of any such arrangements, 

Dr, TOGBA said that although the members of the Board did not speak as 

repre sent at ive s of their governments, ho could state that Liberia had made no 

spécial arrangement with South j^frica concerning a regional office for íifrica. 
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Dr. J.'iFiJR suggested that tho remarks of the delegate of the Union of South 

Africa referred to future procedure once the regional organisation had been set 

up^ and not to procedure for its establishment. 

Dr. HOJER failed to understand the difficulty. According to the minutes of 

the meeting in question the delegate of the Union of South Africa had indicated 

what would be the membership of the proposed Regional Committee) for ,áfrica and 

Dr. Togba had then thanked South áfrica for its co-operation. He now appeared to 

wish to withdraw his thanks, but that could not alter the decision to establish a 

regional organization as soon as possible. 

Dr. TOGBA explained that when the speech was made many of the delegates 

present had thought that the dcalegate‘ of the Union of South áfrica was quoting 

from the Constitution. The delegate of the Union of South Africa had informed 
• • V 

him that his Government was prepared to make a formal request for the establish-

ment of a regional organization for Africa since Liberia was also ready to do so, 

and those were the. only two countries able to make such a request. He thought it 

was clear from the records of the meeting that his thanks referred only to the 

co-operation of the delegation of South Africa in the establishment of a regional 

office. 

Dr. KLÏÏEK suggested that consideration of tho question of a regional 

for Africa should, in view of the divergent views expressed, be postponed 

the next session of the Board. 

Dr, TOGBA said that if the Board agreed that a regional organisation 

Africa could only be set up in accordance with tho Constitution, he would 

office 

until 

for 

propose 

that steps should be taken to establish it, but if action had to be taken on the 
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linos of the speech of the delen;ate of tho Union of South “frica Ь would oppose 

it. 

Tho ：：)工丄-{ECTOR-G¿NSíi 丄 said that the only way in which a regional offico could 

be set up was in .accordance .with tho terns of the Constitution. In view of the 

controversy it might be advisable for the Board to adopt a more detailed 

resolution than was usual in such cases, making it quite сloar that the Health 

assembly had authorised a normal regional organisation for .frica. He therefore 

suggested tho following resolution： 

‘ The Executive Board 

1. NOTES tho letters which provide the ''consent of a majority of 
Members", prorequisite to the establishment of a regional organisation 
in accordance with „.rticlo 44(b) of the Constitution and the resolution 
on régionalisation of tht； First ¥orll Health .'.ssoiribly, 

2. AUTHORIZES the establishment of a Regional Organisation for ..frica 
on the basis of the provisions of article 44(b) of the Constitution, 

3. IlEQUSSTS the Diroctor-Gencr?.l to notify all tha r;overrmonts 

concerned of this decision, 

4 . NOTES with approval that the Jirector-Goiioral will convene tho first 
session of the Regional Cojpjnittoo for .áfrica in consultation with the 
I/iembers concerned and will act on the decisions of this committee in 
accordance with the terns of article 47 of the Constitution and the 
relevant decision of the assembly and tho Board¿ and, further. 

5. DECIDES that the selection of the sito for tho regional office shall 
subsequently be approved by the Executive Board after consideration of 
the recommendations of the xiegional Committee and follo?iing consultation 
with the United Nations. 

Dr. HOJER susgested that a reference should be made in the resolution to ths 

consultations, mentioned in ...rticle 47 of tho Constitution, ''with the Member or 

other authority having responsibility for the international relations" of non-

self-governing territories, с oncoming thoir rights and obligations in tho 

regional committee. 
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The DIR3CT0E-GENER-L thought the point was covered in the resolution since 

it referred to tho boisions of the Health .ssenbly. Tho rights and obligations 

„f associate ïlcmbers and other territories had boon defined by the Second World 

Health assembly. 

Jr, HOJER declare! himself satisfied with the Director-Gûneral's explanation. 

Бгч TOGBà proposed and Dr., J:FAR se con-led adoption of the suggested 

resolution. • 、 

Decision: The draft resolution was adopted unanimously, with one 

abstention. 

5 MATTERS R I S I N G OUT OF THE DECISIONS OF THÏÏ FOURTH WORLD H E J T H ASSEMBLY ON 
" “ R E G U L A T I O N S NO‘ 2 (INTERN.,TlONii S ^ I T -Ж REGULATIONS) : Item 13 of the 

Agenda 

Dr. В1ШШБ, Director, Division of Epidemiological Services, speaking at the 
4 

invitation of the CHAIRMAN, recalled that the Assembly had approved at its 

meeting on 25 May the Regulations prepared by the Spécial Committee and had 

adopted ten. resolutions on related subjects. Several of those resolutions 

concerned the Board. 

Kamaran Quarantine Station (A4/R/70) 

Dr. BlibUD r e c a l l e d that the Board had considered at its previous session 

that it would be useful to take preparatory measures for tho functioning of the 

Кшпагап Quarantine Station should an emergency arise. On the one hand, however, 

the Government of the United Kingdom had formally announced that it would be 

.responsible for the operation of that station during the 1951 pilgrimage and, on 

the other hand, the Government of Saudi “rabia had made known its intention of 
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accelerating the construction of the quarantine station at Jeddah to replace the 

Kamaran station. There was thus no longer ацу reason for the Board to take action. 

The CHAIRE:suggested that the Board should take note of resolution A4/R/70 

and express appreciation to the Governments of United Kingdom and Saudi arabia for 

their co-operation. 

Decision: It was so agreed. 

Consideration by the Expert Committee on International Epidemiology and Quarantine 
of rejections of^ or reservations on， WHO Regulations No^ 2 prior to their 
consideration by the Fifth World Hoalth"¿ssembly (EB8/35)

 : 

Dr. BIRÚUD said that the second point for consideration of the Board 

concerned the necessity for a meeting of experts to advise the next Health 

i 

Asseirbly concerning any intended rejections or reservations made by States members 

under Article 106 of the Sanitary Regulations. The question had been brought 

before the present meeting of the Board because there would be no meeting between 

the end of the nine months
r

 period foreseen in Article 106 for notifications of 

reservations (March 1952) arid the opening of the Fifth Yiorld Health Assembly. It 

was proposed that the Board should authorize a meeting of experts to report direct 

to the Assembly. If that suggestion were not adopted, examination of the 

reservations would have to be pqstponed until the Sixth World Health jissembly, 

which would compromise the possibility of the entry into force of the Sanitary 

Regulations on the date foreseen by the Health Assembly^ namely 1 Octobe? 1952八 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the draft resolution contained in document 

EB8/35. 
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Dr, HOJER suggested that if the proposal of Dr. Hyde that the Board should 

meet two days before the Sixth World Health Assembly were adopted, the words 

"Fifth Yiorld Health Assembly
11

 could be changed to read, "Executive Board". 

After a short discussion it was agreed to add the. words, "such advice to be 

tendered through the Executive Board, if the Board is convened immediately before 

the Assembly"• 

Decision: The draft resolution in document EB8/35 was adopted as amended. 

Dr. MACKENZIE considered it probable that the reservations would be 

important from a legal point of view and that there should therefore be a large 

proportion of legal experts on the committee, and that the Chairman or Vice-

Chairman should be a jurist. If the Board agreed, that consideration might be 

recorded in the minutes for tho guidance of the Director-General, in selecting the 

experts to be invited to serve on the committee• 

The CHAIRMAN thought the point would be dealt with under the next item of 'the 

agenda• 

Modification of the terms of reference of the Expert Committee on International 
Epidemiology and Quarantine (Documents ¿4/R/63 and 64 and EB8/38) ~ — — 

Dr. BIRAUD recalled that after lengthy consideration the Special Committee on 

International Sanitary Regulations had drawn up a resolution, approved by the 

Assembly (A4/R/63), laying down the chief functions of the committee which would 

be entrusted with the keeping up-to-date of tho Regulations and the solution of 

the disputes which might arise in their application. Slight changes in form but 

not in substance had been made in that resolution as it appeared in the document 

before the Board (EB8/38). 
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The Special Committee had stressed the advisability of including in the 

committee a nucleus of exports on epidemiology and on quarantine natters. 

Specialists on particular questions which might be dealt with by the coramittee 

could be called upon as the need arose. 

He confirmed that tho question of rejections or reservations by States 

Members was largely, but not exclusively a legal matter, and that legal»experts 

would be invited to participate in the session of the committee dealing with them. 

Paragraph 2 , sub-paragraph (3), dealt with various resolutions of the Fourth 

World Health assembly concerning studies to be undertaken with a view to future 

recommendations of the Health Assembly, which it was proposed should be referred 

to the expert committee. 

The last paragraph of the resolution referring to the role of expert 

committees concerning the different diseases, insecticides .etc., touched the 

question on which Dr. Jafar had. made a proposal. 

Dr. HOJER, referring to Dr. Mackenzie，s observations, said that it was 

understood that the Expert Coramittee on International Epidemiology and Quarantine, 

mentioned in the resolutions, was not a special board with a fixed menibership; 

the Director-General was free to call on any appropriate experts. 

Under the terms of paragraph 1, s u b 一 < 4 ) as drafted, the Director-

General and the expert committee might deal with the еда® d i s p ^ t e ^ t i f ô same 

time. He therefore suggested that it should be amended to read "if the airefitor-

General formally requests the committee's intervention in the matter". 

Dr. BIRAÜD saw no objection to the proposal. It was the function of t-he 

Director-General to attempt to settle a dispute by arrangement between the parties 

and up to the present he had succeeded in 98% of the cases that had arisen. The 
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paragraph had, hovíover.,� been drafted, in order to enable a governraont to bring, its 

•. . ' • ‘ . . . . . •+ . 

case to the competent committee if it so.desired. 
• • • '• ' • . , . • 

D r

- HYDE, felt somewhat disturbed that the Board was being asked to take a 

definite decision on the constitution of the Expert Committee on International 

Epidemiology and Quarantine without time for study of. the matter. Some, of the 

members of the Board were not familiar with the background of the subject. The 

Health Assembly had, after mature consideration, referred the question of the 

constitution and duties of the coiranittee or committees connected with the 

International Regulations to the Board for study and decision. Moreover, in 

accordance with resolution Á4/R/64 the Board had to examine not only the 

quarantine aspects but also the epidemiological aspects of the Sanitary Regulations 

and make recommendations thereon to the Health assembly. He suggested that the 

only urgent question that arose was covered by the draft resolution in.document 

EB8/35 which the Board had just adopted. Ho therefore proposed that the other 

points should be postponed to allow of time for careful consideration and that 

documentation on the subject should be furnished. 

Dr. ВГЯЛЮ explained that the draft resolution before the Board had been 

prepared by the Secretariat as a basis for discussion. He recalled that the 

discussions in the Special Committee on International Sanitary Regulations were 

recorded in documents A3-4/SR/Min/22,23 and 26 from which it would be seen that 

after considerable discussion the decision concerning the use of the existing 

machinery of WHO was taken by a large majority. It was for that reason that the 

Secretariat had maintained in the draft resolution 'the title of the existing 

committee of experts ancí made it conform to the rules now applicable to expert 
• • � - . - • • ‘ . 

committees. It had seemed to the Secretariat that it was urgent to decide upon 
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the terms of r^foronco of the с o m i t tee concerned with international sanitary 

legislation snd th。 disputes which might arise frora its application. On the 

other hand the question of relations between the different expert committees 

concorned with opidemic distases was not urgent. 

Dr. MACKENZIE, agreeing with :〕г。Цу(1е，. proposel that the discussion should 

bo postpone-î until tho next session of the Board. 

Proposal by Dr. J“F“R (Document EB8/29) 

Dr. JAF,:R introduced his proposal that the decisions taken by vote in the 

Sp&cial Committee on International Sanitary Regulations which were not in 

conformity with the recommendations of the different expert committees should 

be referred back to those comnittees» He considered that the number of 

reservations would be reduced if the regulations were supported by the opinion of 

the expert committees。 

Dr. BIRaUD said that the legal aspect must not be overlooked. The 

regulations as adopted by the Health ..ssembly should come into force on 1. Octob-

er 1952 and it was not possible to alter a iecision of the Assembly. Moreover 

tho views of specialized expert- committees, though technically sound, might not 

be practicable from the point of view of international traffic. . 

He suggested that the decisions of the Special Committee and the Health 

assembly should be brought to the attention of the technical committees which 

might also be asked for advice on specific questions with a view to amendment of 

the regulations by the Health assembly at a future date.. 

Professor C^NAPERIn agreed with the proposal to postpone consideration of 

EB8/38 for further study» He agreed with Dr. Biraud's proposal. The 
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International Sanitary Regulations, havin*; been approved by the Health ..ssenbly, 

it was not yrithin tho conpetcnce of the Board to refer points therein to expert 

committees which might express different opinions. The decisions of the
T

 Special 

Committee had not satisfied all nenbers but had been the result of a compromise. 

The CHailRliiN thought that as a result of the discussions it would be 

necessary to ask tho Director-General to include in the agenda of the March 

session of the expert committee the question of rejections or reservations as 

foreseen in paragraph 2 (2) of document EB8/38. 

Professor CANAPERIA thought the point was covered by the resolution in 

EB8/35. 

Jr. Ü A R considered it important that the opinion of the expert groups 

should be obtained before the Regulations came into force in order that the next 

Health Assembly could rectify any points that were technically unsound• 

Dr. MACKENZIE suggested that the first step was to determine whether any 

alterations could legally be nade in the Regulations after they had been adopted 

by the Health Assembly and submitted to governments. • 

Dr. BIRAUD replied that according to the Constitution only the Health 

Assembly could шако and modify such regulations • 

Dra MACKENZIE reminded the Board that the Regulations, like the agreements 

which they replaced, were based not on expert committees * reports but on what 

governments were willing to undertake and therefore necessarily represented a 

compromise. He did not think governments would be likely to go further at the 

present ticie. 
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D r
. COROLLE, Deputy Dircctor-Generàl, thought all speakers were agreed on 

o n e
 point, namely that the n&xt Health Assembly would have to consider not 

rojections but reservations, some of which would certainly concern points to 

which Dr. Jafar's proposal related. It was therefore in the interest of the 

Organisation to obtain the opinion of tha expert committees in advance. 

The CHAIMÍ.N asked whether the Board agreed that expert committees should 

Ы consulted on certain points with a view to diminishing the number of possible 

reservations. 

Decision: It was so agreed. 

Dr. BIRAUD explained that it would be necessary to consult the members of 

the technical committees in writing, there being no credits available for 

meetings in 1952. 

The Board approved the procedure indicated. 

The meeting rose at $.20 p.m. 


