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1. PROGRAMME AND BUDGET ESTIMATES FOR 1953: Item 20 of the Agonâa 
(document ЕВ9Д9) (continuation) 

Level of Expenditure (continuation) 
•m i m in il i > ни » • ил—mb—_ihi ЧЫ in . •••»»• 、 » 

Professor De 1ЛЕТ, referring to 

meeting, proposed that the comnittee 

the adoption of the budget estimates 

vdth ah amendment to the effect that 

contribution in 1953 than in 1952. 

the suggestions made at the previous 

should recommend to Ше Executive Board 

for 1953., as presented in document ЕВ9Д9, 

no- country should be asked to pay a higher 

Dr. HOJER expressed approval of the proposal, but drew attention to the 

complicated procedure it involved. . 
- » , 

Dr, BRADY was concerned about advocating changes in the assessment 

percentages approved by the Health Assembly, 

Mr, SIEGEL, Assistant Director-General, Departaent of Administration and 

Finance, directed attention to the major change to established financial policy 

involved in the proposal, If assessments wore to be the same in 1953 as in 

1952, the amount of rionoy available, plus miscellaneous, incomo, would fall a 

little short of the total required in the Direc tor-Geno ral̂  s budget, i#e, by 

$64,000. Approval of the DircctorirG-eneral's budget na estimated rras hardly 

compatible v/ith a recommendation that assessments should be tho some as for 1952 

He explained that tho peculiar situation in regard to the 1953 assessoonts чав 

largely due to the fact that there \?oro three пот; Members, assessments on whom 

reprosontod й largo sum of money, v/hich would Ъо available in suoccoâing years. 
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. . \ 

I n accordancc with established financial policy, assosments of new МзпЪогз had 

hitherto been used on a pro-rata basis in order to reduce the assossnonts of all 

govomnonts in ftxture y e a r s ,咖 proposal to deviate fron previous policy 

would noan that not all МшЬег States would shar^ propprtiomtely in the income 

available for 1953. 

ProfeSsor De IAEÎ said 伪at his anenctaent would not entail a genoral return 

t0 tho pe^entage assossnents of 1952. He proposed that the scale for 1953 be 

accoptcd, but with the qualification that no Member State should contribute 

aoro than the amount of its 1952 assessment, 

Dr'f MCKENZIE also expressed some anxiety about Professor De baet's 
suggostion. In his view the ccmittce 丨 s roport, in approving the budget . 

ceiling for 1953, should also rcconunend that the Health Assembly consider the 

inplications of the budget as far as 195.5 was conceded. He proposed too� 

following wording for inclusion in the roporti 

Ihile not ashing to cornent adversely o f ^ l o ^ d 
b u d„ e t cciiinp for 1953, the c_ittee draws the attention of the Board 
S l h o /ас Л а ； the Sreased expenditure in 1 9 5 3 be met ^ o s t 
^tirely from fond^ which are nob-recurrent and mil not be available 
by the year Х955» 

It follows the^fore, that to maintain the rate of expenditure 
propo¡ed for 1953,抛 assessments against all Member States must 
inevitably be increased in the year 1955. 

•the committee considers thowfore that on the basis of long-term 
consiSration of progmnmes of the Organization, the Executive Board 
•should give due consideration to the long-term financial position and 
the abiliiy of the Oreanî atioft to maintain its expendxture at the rate 
proposed for 1953* ? 
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The CHAIRMAN, after a brief reference to the fact that the committee was 

dealing with one of iiie most delicate recommendations to be made, stressed that 

the following points should be oarefully consideréd-in the solution of the problemi 

(1) Ацу proposal involving modification of the financial policies might result 

in unforeseen complications in future years and might lead to adverse criticism 

and. prolonged discussion,in the Health Assembly concerning discrimination between 
• . » 

• ； . 

some countries with respect to assessments in 1953； (2) Modification of the 

principle of scales assessments might entail serious consequences. 

Dr. PADUA, said that in his view the assessments as proposed by the Director-

General should be approved • 

Drf HOJER endorsed the above remarks* 

Dr. BRABÏ supported Dr. Mackenzie1 s proposal• 

Mr. SIEGBL, speaking on behalf of the Director-General, said that Dr# 

IfeckenzieT s proposal was sound and could appropriately be inoluded in the 

committee1 s report. It might, however, be wise to add some reference to the 
• • • < . . . 

situation of the budget ceiling for 1954, together vdth details o£ the estimated 

income for that year. 
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Dr. MACKENZIE agreed to the. above suggestion. 

On the. proposal of Mr. SIEGEL, it was agreed to add after the words "for 

1953" in the second paragraph of Бг» Ifeckenzie's proposait "and. unless the 

amount of income available is maintained". 

Decisionj Dr. MACKENZIE'S proposal, as amended, т«аэ adopted 
in the committee»s report, and the budget estimates (ЕВ9Д9) were approved. 

CONSIDERATION OF ADDITIONAL ITEMS 
. , .‘ ,• . • . * 

On the proposal of the СНЛ1ШШ，the committee agreed - In order to save 

time - to consider a number of items on the agenda of the ninth session of the 

Executive" Board - not yet formally referred to 

Supplementary Budget Estimates for 1952» ítem 22 of the Agenda 
(doctimsnt EB9/11):"“ 

% 

Decision: Document EB9Al was tmanimously approved. 
« 

Transfer between potions of the Budget " 1952'. Item of the AgoHda 
一 ^(document EB9/55) "" 

« • 

Mr» SIEGEEL, replying to a query by Mr, Mells, adviser to Dr. Mackenzie, 

explained that the office space for the Liaison Office situated in the United 

Nations building in New ïork consisted of one large room, which was used by five 

people, as же11 as including corridor space. Another small room contained files 

and documents; and a small unoccupied room was available for the use of visitors 

from other offices of the Organization, Three additional rooms were used by staff 

in the office. In any case, the office space was provided by United Nations 
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as a unit, and it would be difficult to get rid of a single small room in the unit. 

Decision? Document EB9/55 was unanimously approved. 

Status of Contributions аз of 31 December 1951 and Arrears of Contributions for 
1948, 1949 and 1950?Items 24.1 and 24.2 of the Agoada 
(document EB9/62)~~ 

Mr, SIEŒL introduced document EB9/62, stressing that conslcterablo progress 

had been made during 1951 in regard to the receipt of contributions, particularly 

those of earlier years. 

He added that the percentage of contributions still unpaid for 1950 was 

2.49艿 an3-9.90窝 for 1951* As would Ъе seen from, the documGntj the percentage 

amount remaining unpaid to the Working Capital Fund шэ.5^75%. All the figures 

quoted referred to the status of contributions and advances of activo Members only. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the committee » s report should include some 
< 

reference to tiie advisability of sending a special representative to the Argentine 

to discuss the question of outstanding contributions. 
. � 

Mr. MELLS expressed some concern about the amount of funds duo from the 

Argentine which could be considered as reasonable expectations. Some definite 

assurance should be obtained about the payment of all outstanding contributions, 

since otherwise those cteficits had to be met from the Working Capital Fund. 

Referring to paragraph 6.2 on page 2, he asked why the payment of |2,196 for 

I949 from Ecuador had not been used to meet the Working Capital Fund liability. 
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Mr* SIEGEL explained that, as hs remembered, Ecuador was only assessed in the ,..... 
I949 budget, (the year in vihich it became a Member) after a scale of assessment 

had been approved for that year»- Ecuador had. become liable In respect of the 

Working Capital Fund only after payment of the 1949 assessment. 

Ur. BRADY raised tha question of the application of Article 7 of the 

Constitution in connexion with the failure of a Member to meet its financial 

obligations. Some clarification of the matter should bo n®de in the comraittoe's 

report. 

The CHAIRMAN directed attention to Resolution EB8.R32, calling attention to 

Article 7 of the Constitution and. requesting the Director-General to report on 

tho status of contributions. 

.ч 

Dr.' HOJER said that it was essential to take a new resolution on the matter, 

since all previous resolutions had been fulfilled. 
t 

Mr. SIEGEL suggested the possibility of requesting the Director-General to 

fulfil the obligations of the Board by submitting a report to the Fifth World 

Health Assembly, i.e. a full report on all outstanding contributions for the years 

1948, 1949 and 1950. 
^ > 

Referring to paragraph 4 of document EB9/62, he submitted thôt it might be 

useful for the statement concerning the position regarding the collection of con-
4 

tributions to be reste ted by the Executive Board. ' He pointed out that the spirit 

of Article 7 of the Constitution was eoirored In paragraph 4 of Resolution WHA4.35, 

which requested the Executive Board to make rooommencîations for any action that it 

might consider necessary and appropriate* 
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Dr. HOJER felt that personal̂  u^otjiatip^ viras the- best procedure to adopt in . 

connexion with the collection of un̂ jaid contributions. 

Mr. MELLS reiterated his concern about the disregard of payment in arrears. 

In the case of Argentine, it was a matter of some |406,000, and^ even as an 
• • » 

a'drainistrative provision, expenditure should be reduced by the amount of the 

Argentine assessment» 

The DIREGTOR-QENERAL referred to the assurances given fcy the Regional 

Director for tiio Amôriôas that assessments would eventually be paid by the 

Argentino. Renevrod assurances had been given by the Argentine delegate at the 

Regional Committee for the Americas that steps were being taken to pay all out-

standing liabilities both to WHO and PASB. Often extensive delays were involved 

owing to the legal requirements involved in issuing the necessary decrees 
• • • • ' authorizing the paynients. 

Dr* BRADÏ was of the opinion that the question of sending an official to 

discuss the matter vdth the Argentine should be considered, rather than the 

application of Article 7 without due notification.. . 

Decisión> 工"fc was agreed that document EB9/62 should be referred back to 
the Executive Board with a summary of the views expressed during the 
discussion. 
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Aasessmont of Japan» . Item 25 of the Afienüft (dowmettfee BB9/14 .. 
EB9/14 Add. 1； 

, 、 . . , ；
4
 • ‘“ _ 

The CHAIBMAN informed the committee that a representative of the Japanese 
, ‘ • . • . • » . •. 

.. • ‘ -i. . , • 

GroWramont wished to Ъс present iwhen the aasessment of Japan was discussed the 

Board. He suggested that the question was 

of |139»534 shown as Jape's assessment for 

docurent ЕВ9Д9 was based on 192 units, the 

ouiside the oompotonoe of the coramlttoe. 
» ••,. 

IAET, Mr. SIEOEL said that the figure 

1952 in the table on page of 

following figure, |12,691, representing 

In reply to a question by Professor De 

the increase if the assessment were at the rate of 214 units, 
• • . . . V “ V 

He thought there were two questions to consider. First, the assessment of 
• . » ' 

Japan for 1953 and future years as requested by the Fourth World Health Assembly 
.• ‘ . % •: , 

in paragraph 4 (4) of авеsolution 1Ш4.47; secondly 1Ae request contained in 
. « - • 

the Japanese Government's letter (БВ9Д4 Add. 1) concerning the assessment for 

1952, which arose out of s Tib-paragraph (2) of paragraph 4 of the ¡заш résolution» 

The Go-vernment of Japan had pointed out that, although the peace treaty had . 

been negotiated before 1 January 1952, it had not yet como into force, and a^ced 

the Board to give special consideration to the matter in view of the extreme, 

financial difficulties still existing in the country. Ibe point in question 

therefore appeared to be the interpretation of the intentions of the. Health 

Assembly in using the word "negotiated" in eub-parügraph (2)，in connexion with 

the peace treatŷ  
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Dr, FANG, Regional Director, Western Pacific, speaking in response to a 

request by Dr. HOJER, said that it appeared likely that the peace treaty 

would come into force during 1?52, as it had alre'ady been ratified by the 

United Kingdom and it seemed likely that the United States of America and 

other countries would ratify it before long. Until the peace treaty did 

come into force, Japan was subject to occupation and in those circumstances 

was perhaps not in a position in which it could be assessed at 214 units. 

Mr. CALDEHWDCID, adviser to Dr. Brady, considered that the reference in 

paragraph4(4) to the "status of the poace trealy" implied that it was the 

Health Assembly is intention that the ytovd "negotiated" in sub-paragraph (2) 

should be taken literally. 

Dr« F A N G suggested that as the peace treaty had been negotiated before 
1951, it might be argued that the assessment for 1952 should, be at the 
rate of 170 units. 

Mr. MELLS, adviser to Dr. Idacksnzie, asked if the Secretariat could 

state 他ether any account had been taken of the fact that no peace treaty 

had been negotiated тйгеп the assessment of 214 units, which was the original 

assessment, had been made. 

Mr. SIEGEL replied that 214 units would represent the assessment for 

Japan based on the factors normally taken into account in making assessments 

But the Fourth World Health Assembly had adopted the recommendation of its 

Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters - vnhich had 

established a working party to deal with the question - that a lower number 
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»• . 

of units be allotted to Japan in view of the fact that it • still in a 

position which did not enable it to carry on noraal economic transactions. 

As he recalled it, there had been no discussion in the working party on the 

difference' between "negotiation" and "ratification" of the paace treaty. 

Mr. MELLS thought the committee should disregard the allocation, of 170 

units for 1951, which was based on special circumstances. The question now 

was 恤ethet the cofittlttee should rocommend that the oilginsa assessment of 

214 units be maintained or, in view of the letter from the Japanese 

Government, be reduced to 192 units'. 
. -

D r. MCKENZIE thought that the le'tter from the Japanese Government 

raised'two different questions, the first point m s the purely legal question 

of the interpretation of the word "negotiated"^ the second, the statement 

that there were still extreme financial difficulties due to particular 

circumstances which the mere signing of a treaty could hardly change. The 

second question was much more within the province of the committeG than the 

first, 

Dr. padUA considered that if, as Mr. Calddrwood had stated, there was 

a distinct difference between a negotiated and a ratified treaby, tho 

assessment should, be 214 units, sinco the peace treaty had been negotiated 

before 1952. 

Mr. CilLDERWOOD was firnüy of the opinion that the committee shouLd 

recommend that the Board should take no action with regard to 1952 but should 
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refer the Japanese request to the Health Assembly, since tho Assembly had 

taken a definite decision with regard to that year in paragraph 4 (2) of 

resolution "ША4.47. The question the Board had been asked to exaadne was 

the assessment for 1953 and future years. 

Mr. SIEŒL stated that, on the basis of paragraph 4 (2), the Secretariat 

had billed the Japanese Government at the rate of 214 units for 1952. 

Possibly that had been ад erroneous interpretation» He cirew attention to the 

fact that, in the last paragraph of its letter, the Japanese Government 

requested that the assessment for 1952 "be given favourable consideration 

after a thorough examination by the Executive Board". Thë committee might 

consider that the jnatter shoüld be postponed or referred to the Board in 

order that the views ojf the Japanese representative might Ъе heard. The 

committee might also consider it advisable to postpone consideration of the 

assessment for 1953 until it knew what action the Board vrould take vdth 

regard to the assessment for 1952. The factors to be considered might 

include the general economic situation of Japan, the occupation costs borne 

by Japan, etc. 

Dr. HOJER and Mr. GALDERVfOOD,他ile agreeing that the matter should be 
* • 

referred to the Board, considered that the Secretariat should be asked to 

clarify the question of the legal interpretation of paragraph 4 (2). 

Replying to a suggestion by Professor De LAET that the meaning was 

clear from the words "est conclu" in the French text of the resolution, the 

DIRECTCB-GENSR/lL explained that the English text was the original one. When 
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the assessment of Japan had been considered, the effect on its capacity to 
» 

pay 0f the financial load that the Govern>nont was carrying, and the diffi-

culty of re-establishing' its economic position because of the occupation, 

had been taken into account, Apparently the fact that the economic ' 

situation of.Japan would not change until the Peace Treaty was ratified 

a n d the county was no longer occupied had not been considered when the 
decision was taken by the Health Assembly. 

• . » . . . 

� < • • 
Decision: To Dostpone further consideration of the assessment of 
japan for 1953 until the Executive Board had taken action on the 
letter from the Japanese GoYcrrauent. „ 

Additional f.unds_for tho budget 竺丄h三孜挫Ji^í^ílHÉHÜ^ 2 6 

of the Agencia ̂ âocûriicnt SB9/T?； 

The CHAIRAN attention to the fact that no reply had been 

received from 39 of the Meiubor States to 池on the Director-General had 

submitted a proposal for tbo imposition of taxes on certain products in 

accordance with resolution Ш14.41, seven countries had merely acknowledged 

receipt of the circular letter and 32 countries had indicated that they felt 

unable to agree to the proposal at the present time. 

.In reply to a question by Professor De LAET, the DIRECTOR-GENERAL said 

that there тгаз nothing to prevent WHO f-̂ otn nuking cbntact with organisa-

tions, industrial or othe^se, and suggesting that they contribute fuMs to 

1H0. The Health Assembly had adopted the principle that gifts couLd be 

• accepted provided that the purposes for «hich. thoy wore made ware not in 
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conflict with the aims of the Organization. The suggestion had been mado to 

certain foundations that they might consider financing certain specific 

projects of 丽0 for which funds were not provided in the budget, but no 

positive response had been received up to the present. 

Professor De L/iET proposed a recomendation to the Board, to the effect 

that the Director-GoneraJL be asked to examine the possibility of obtaining 

funds for such purposes from sources other than govetnmntB* 

ThQ DIRECTOR-GENMAL said there was a danger that commercials orgaxü.na-

tions might impose conditions in Eiafcing contributions^ and it would be 

desirable for the Board to give clear indications a,s to the kind of 

organizations to which an appeal might be made. Should the appeal be a 

general one or should specific foundations or persons be approached? 

Indications should also be given of -the use to which such outside resources 
. . » . - + .... 

wore to be put. Were they to be used to reduce the total contributions of 

governments,л or was the appeal to be made on behalf of a specific project 
‘ • ‘ 

î iich would not be financed from the regular budget? 

Dr. MACKENZIE felt that, "while it would be appropriate to approach 

philanthropic institutions such as the Rockefoller Foundation, it would not 

bo appropriate to appeal to commcrcial concerns, which could hardly be 

expoсted to put money into a project which they could not control. The 

League of Nations had experienced considerable difficulty because of the 

conditions attached to proposed gifts. For that reason, and because of the 

opportunity afforded the donor for advertisement, great caro ha^^fen taken, 

in drawing up the Rules of Procedure, to provide that any gifts must be 

approved by the Board. 
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» ^ ‘ 

Dr. HOJER considered that, in vierr of fact that Ш 0 had no. funds for 

a public campaign to raise funds, the whole matter should be dropped, though 
r • • • 

the individual members of the committee should not lose any opportunity, in 

their personal contacts, of advertising the needs of the Organization. 
» ' , - » 

Dr BR/JJY feared that, if money were obtained from other sources, 

governments might feel that thoir responsibility to support Ш.0 卿s lessened. 

It might be desirable In certain circumstances for 鄉0 to co-operate with « " 
non-governmental groups irtiich received grants for certain specific medical 

research projects. Apart from that, gifts should be entirely unsolicited and 

unconditional, and commercial interests should be kept out of the matter as 

far as possible. 

Decision; To rccoaraend to tho ÈicecuUvo Boa«i that no further action 
should be taken on thu proposal to obtain additional funds by the 
^position of taxes on certain products. 

The nesting rose at 5,2$ p»a 
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1. PROGRAMME AND BUDGET ESTIMATES POR 1953 (document EB9/L9) (continuation) 

Budget Ceiling (continuation) . 

Professor De IAET-, referring to the suggestions nade at the previous 

meeting, proposed that the comnittee 

the adoption of the budget estimates 

with an araendnent to the effect that 

contribution in 1953 than in 1952. 

Dr. HOJER e^ressed approval of 

complioated procedure it involved. 

should rscommend to the Executive Board 

for 1953) as presented in document ЕВ9Д9, 

higher 

"ttie proposal, but drew attention to the 

no.с ountry should be asked to pay a 

Dr, BRÍ'.DY was concerned about advocating changes in the assessment 

percentages approved by ths Health Assembly, ‘ 

Mr. SIEGEL, Assistant Direсtor-General, Department of Administration and 

Finance, directed attention to the major change to established financial policy 

involved in the proposal. If assessments wore to be the яате in 1953 as in 

1952, the amount of money available, plus miscellaneous infcomo, would fall a 

little short of the total required in the Director-Genoral's budget, i.e. by 

|64,000. It was hardly compatible to approve the Direc tor-Gene ral‘s budget as 

estimated and thon recommend that assessments should be .the same as for 1952, 

He explained that the peculiar situation in regard to the 1953 assessments was 

largely due to the fact that there were three new Members,'assessments on whom 

represented a large sum of money, which trould be available in succeeding years. 
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In accorclanco with established financial policy, assessments of new Members had 

hitherto been used on à pro-rata basis In order to reduce the assessnents of all 

govemnonts in future years. The proposal to deviate from previous policy 

would noan that not all Member States would share proportionately in the incone 

available for 1953. 

Professor De LâET said that his anendnent would not entail a general return 
i 

to the percentage assessnonts of 1952. He proposed that the scale for 1953 be 

accepted, but with the qualification that no Member Stats should contribute 

more than the amount of its 1952 assessnent, 

Dr, M/1GKENZIE also expressed some anxiety about Professor De Laet's 

suggestion. In his view the committee < s report, in approving idle budget 

ceiling for 1953, should also rccommend that the Health Assembly consider the 

implications of the budget as far as 1955 was concerned. He proposed the 

following vrording for inclusion in the roport I . 

While not wishing to comment adversely on the proposed regular 
budget coiling for 1953, the comittee draws the attention of the Board 
to tho fact that the increased expenditure in 1953 vdll be met almost 
entirely from funds which are non-recurrent and will not be available 
by the year 1955. . 

It follows therefore, that to maintain the rate of expenditure 
proposed for 1953, the assessments against all Member States must 
inevitably be increased in the year 1955. 

The committee considers therefore that on tbe basis of long-tein 
consideration of programmes of the Organization, the Executive Board 
should give due consideration to the long-term financial position and 
the ability of the Organization to maintain its expenditure at the rate 
proposed for 1953. 
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The CHAIRMAN，after a brief reference to the fact that the apmmittee was 

dealing with one of the most delicate recommendations to be made) stressed that 

the following points should be carefully considered in the solution of the problema 

(1) Any proposal involving modification.of the financial policies might result 

in unforeseen complications in future years and might lead to adverse criticism 

and prolonged discussion in the Health Ascombly concerning discrimination between 

some countries with respect to assessments in 1 9 5 3 ； � Modification of the 

principle of scales assessiïfônts might entail serious consequences4 

Dr. PADUA, said that in his view the assessments as proposed by the Director-

General should be approved • 

Dis HOJER endorsed the above remarks. 

Dre BRADY supported Dr« Mackenzie's proposal* 

Mr* SIEGEL^ speaking on behalf of the Director-General,, said that Dr. 

Mackenzie1s proposal was sound and could appropriately be included in the 

committee，s reports It might， however, be -wise to add some reference to the 

situation of the budget ceiling for 1954, together то-th details of the estimated 

income for that year. 
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Dr, biâCKENZIE agreed to the above suggestion. 
. . « . . , . • \ , . . . . . 

On the proposal of Mr. SIEGEL, it was agreed to add after the words "for 
, � . . . • -, . - ... •. 
1953u in the second paragraph of Div Mackenzie >s proposal： "and unless the 

amount of income available is maintained". 
..... '

 1
 , ‘ ‘• . ‘ •’•.，• * 

Decisions Dr. MACKENZIE1 s proposal, as amended, даэ. adopted for inclusion 
in the ooml.ttee，s report, and the budget estimates (ЕВ9Д9) wero approved» 

2. CONSIDERATION OF ADDITIONAL ITEMS 

, On the proposal of the CHAIRMâN，the oormnittee agreed 一 in order to save 

time - to consider a number of items on the agenda of. the ninth session of the 

Executive Board - not jet formally referred to it. 

Supplementary Budget Estimates for 1952; Item 22 of the Executive Board's 
agenda (document ЕВ9Д1ТГ"" “ "*"，“ ’ 

Decisions Doomónt EB9/11 was unanimously approved. 

Transfer between sections of the Budget - X952 (item 23»2 of tiie Executive 
Board's agenda ？ (d^üraeñt-EB9/55T"" " 'T 

Mr» SIEGER replying to a query by Mr» Mells, adviser to Dr. Mackenzie, 

explained that the office space for the Liaison Office situated in the United 

Nations building in New York consisted of one large room, which was used by five 

people, as well as including corridor space. Another small room contained files 

and documents ； and a small unoccupied room was available for the use of visitors 

from other offices of the Organization» Three additional rooms were used by staff 

in the office* In any case, the office space was provided by United Nations 
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as a unit, and it would be difficult to get rid of a single small room in the unit. 

Decisiont Docximent EB9/55 was unanimously approved. 

Status of contributions аз of 31 December 1951 and arrears of contributions ̂ or 
1948д 1949 and 1950> Items 24.1 and 24»2 of the Eagcutivo Board1s agenda 
(document EB9/62 ) 

Mr» SIEGEL introduced document EB9/62, stressing that considerable progress 

had been made during 1951 in regard to the receipt of contributions, particularly 

those of earlier years» 

He added that the percentage of contributions still unpaid for 1950 was 

2.49% and 9*90^ for 1951. As would be seen from the documentj the percentage 

amount remaining unpaid to the Working Capital Fund was 5»75%. All the figures 

quoted referred to the status of contributions and advances of activB Members only. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the committee‘s report should include some 

reference to the advisability of sending a special representative to the Argentine 

to discuss the question of outstanding contributions. 

Mr. MELLS expressed some concern about the amount of funds due from the 

Argentine which could be considered аз reasonable expectations. Some definite 

assurance should be obtained about the payment of all outstanding .contributions, 

since otherwise those ctoficits had to be met from the Working Capital Fund. 

Referring to l^ragraph 6.2 on page 2, he asked why the payment of $2,196 for 

1949 from Ecuador had not boen used to meet the Working Capital Fund liability. 
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Mr, SIE'GBL explained that, as ho romemborod., Ecuador ~ms only assessed in the 

I949 budgoti (the year in which it Ъооатэ a Member) after a scale of assessment 

had been аррготес! for that year. Ecuador had become liable in rcspeot of the 

Working Capital Fund only after payment of the 1949 assessments 

Sto BRADY raised tho question of the application of Article 7 of the 

Constitution in connoxion with tho failure of a Member to-mset its financial' 

obligations. Some clarification of the matter should bo mado in the coramittoe's 

report» . 

The CHAIRMAN directed attention to Resolution ЕВб,Е32л calling attention to 

Article 7 of the Constitution and roquosting the Director-General to report 011 

the status of contributions. 

Dr« HOJER said that it was essential to take a now resolution on the matter, 

sinco all previous resolutions had been fulfilled» 

Мгч SIEGEL suggested the possibility of roquosting the Director*—General to 

fulfil the obligations of the Board by submitting a report to the Fifth World 

Health Assembly, i.e* a full report on all outstanding oóntributions for the years 

1948s 1949 and 1950. „ 

Referring to paragraph 4 of document EB9/62, he submitted that it might be 

useful for the statement concerning the position regarding the сollection of con-

tributions to be restated by the ЕзазсиЦ-те Board» He pointed out that the spirit 

of Article 7 of the Constitution т/vas covered in paragraph 4 of Resolution 職4.35, 
* ‘ ‘ • * 

which requested the Executive Board,to raako recommendations for any action that it 

might consider necessary and appropriate. 
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Ero HOJER felt that personal—negotiation was-tJae-Ъеэ-Ь-ргосеdure- to adopt in 

connexion with the collection of im^id contributions� 

Mr� MELLS reiterated his concern about the disregard of‘payment in arrears.. 

In the case of Argentine3 it was a matter of some $406；,000j and) even as an 

administrative provision^ expendituro should be reduced by the amount of the 

Argentine assessment. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL roforred to the assurances given by the Regional 

Director for tho Americas that assessments would eventually be paid by- the 

Argentine« Renetred assurances had been given by the Argentine delegate at the 

Regional Committee for the Americas that steps were being taken to pay all out-

standing liabilities both to WHO and PASB» Often extensive delays were involved 

.owing to the logal requirements involved, in, issuing the necessary decrees 

authorizing the paymentsл . 

Dr, BEADY was of the opinion that the question of sending an official to 

discuss the matter with the Argentine should be considered, rather than the 

application of Article 7 wibhout due notification» . 

Docisiong It was agreed that docment ЕБ9/62 should be referred back to 
the Executive Board with а зшпшагу of tho riews expressed daring tho 
discussion., 
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Assessment of Japans Item 25 of tho Board's Agenda (Docuaionts EB9/14 and 
ЕВ9Д4 Add. 1) 

The CHA.IRMA.N informed the committee that a representative of tho Japanese 

Gowrnment wished to Ъс présent iñ*ien the assessment of Japan vras discussed by the 

Board. He suggested that the question was outside tho competence of tho comirtittoe. 

In reply to a question by Professor Do IAET5 Dr. SIEGEL said that tho figure 

of fL39,534 s h _ as Japan's assessment for 1952 in the table on i^go 65 of 

document ЕВ9Д9 was based on 192 units, the following figure, ̂ 12,691, representing 

the increase if the assessment wore at the rate of 214 imits» 

He thought there wore two questions to consider» First) the assessment of 

japan for 1953 and future years as requested by the Fourth World Health Assembly 

in paragraph 4 (4) of Resolution 1Ш4е47； secondly the request contained in 

the Japanese Government's letter (ЕВ9Д4 Add. 1) ‘ concerning the assessment for 

1952j which arose out of sub-paragraph (2) of paragraph 4 of the same resolution. 

The Government of Japan had pointed out that, although the peace treaty had 

been nogotiated "before 1 January 1952, it had not yot como into force, and asked 

the Board to give special consideration to the matter in view of the extremo 

financial difficulties still existing in the country» That point in question 

therefore appoarod to bo tho intorprotation of tho.intentions of the Health 

Assembly in using the word "negotiated" in sub-paragraph (2), in connexion with 

the peace treaty» 
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Dr. FANG, Regional Director, Western Pacific, speaking in response to a 

request by Dr. HOJER, said, that it appeared likely that the peace treaty 

о would come into force during 1952, as it had already been ratified by the 

United Kingdom and it seemed likely that the United States of America and 

other countries would ratify it before long. .Until the peace treaty did 

come into force, Japan was subject to occupation and in those circumstances 

was perhaps not in a position in which it could be assessed at 214 units. 

Mr. СШ)ЕЮШ), adviser to Dr. Brady, considered that the reference in 

paragraph4(4) to the "status of the peace trealy" implied that it was the 

Health Assembly is intention that the word- "negotiated" in sub-paragraph (2) 

should be taken literally. 

. Dr. FANG suggested that as the peace treaty had been negotiated.before 

1951 > it might be ai-gued that the assessment for 1952 should be at the 

rate of 170 units. 

• • 

Mr. MELLS, adviser to Dr. MackBnzie^ asked if the Secretariat could 

state "whether ацу account had been taken of the fact that no peace treaty 

had been negotiated -when the assessment of 214 units, "Which was the original 

assessment, had been made, 
» 

Mr. SIEGEL replied that 214 units TTOuld represent the assessment for 

Japan based on the factors normally taken into account in making assessments. 

But the Fourth World Health Assembly had. adopted the recommendation of its 

Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters - "which had 

established a working party to deal with the question — that a lower number 
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of units be allotted to Japan in view of the fact that it was still in a 

position which did not enable it to carry on normal economic transactions. 

As he recalled it, there had been no discussion in the working party on the 

difference between ’1negotiation" and "ratification" of the peace treaty. 
f 

Mr. MELLS thought the committee should disregard the allocation of 170 

units for I95I, which was based on special circumstances. The question now 

was ̂ whether the committee should recommend that the original assessment of 

214 units be maintained or, in view of the letter from the Japanese 

Government, be reduced to 192 units. 

Dr. MACKENZIE thought that the letter from the Japanese Government 

raised two different questions, the first point was the purely legal question 

of the interpretation of the word "negotiated"； the second, the statement 

that there were still extreme financial difficulties due to particular 

circumstances "which the mere signing of a treaty could hardly change. The 

second question was much more within the province of the committee than the 

first. 

Dr. PADUA considered that if, as Ш , Calderwood had stated, there was 

a distinct difference between a negotiated and a ratified treaty, the 

assessment should be 214 units, since the peace treaty had been negotiated 

before 1952. 

Mr. CALDERWOOD was firmly of the opinion that the committee should 

recoramend that the Board should take no action mth regard to 1952 but should 
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refer the Japanese request to the Health Assembly, since tho Assembly had 

taken a definite decision with regard to that year in paragraph 4 (2) of 

resolution ЯВА4.47. The question the Board had been asked to examine was 

the assessment for 1953 and future years. 

Mr. SIEGEL stated that, on the basis of paragraph 4 (2), the Secretariat 

had billed the Japanese Government at the rate of 214 units for 1952. 

Possibly that had been an erroneous interpretation• He drew attention to the 

fact that, in tho last paragraph of its letter, the Japanese Govermient 

requested that the assessment for 1952 "be given favourable consideration 

after a thorough examination by the Executive Board"• The committee might 

consider that the matter should be postponed or referred to the Board in 

order that the views of the Japanese representative might be heard. The 

committee might also consider it advisable to postpone consideration of the 

assessment for 1953 until it knew what action the Board would take "with 

regard to the assessment for 1952• The factors to be considered might 

include the general economic situation of Japan， the occupation costs borne 

by Japan, etc. 

Dr. HOJER and Mr. CALDERWOOD,祖le agreeing that the matter should be 

referred to the Board， considered that the Secretariat should be asked to 

clarify the question of the legal interpretation of paragraph 4 (2)#. 

Replying to a suggestion by Professor De LAET that the meaning was 

clear from the words "est conclu" in the French text of the resolution, the 

DIRECTOR—GENERAL explained that the English text ivas the original one. When 
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the assessment of Japan had been considered, the effect on its capacity to 

pay of Ш е financial load that the Government m s carrying, and the diffi-

culty of re-establishing its economic position because of the occupation, 

had been taken into account. Apparently the fact that the economic 

situation of Japan would not change until the Peace Treaty was ratified 

and the countxy was no longer occupied had not been considered ̂ en the 

decision was taken by the Health Assembly. 

Decision: To postpone farther consideration. of the ^sessment of 
j a p a n for 1953 until the Executive Board had taken action on the 
letter from the Japanese Government. . 

Additional funds 如 b ^ ^ t of the World Health Organizationt It咖 26 
of" the Board's Agenda (Documerrb ЕВУ/丄7) 

The CHAIRMàN drew attention to the fact that no reply had been 

received from 39 of the Member States to 他om the Director-General had 

submitted a proposal for the imposition of taxes on certain products in 

accordance with resolution 碰4.41; seven countries had merely acknowledged 

receipt of the circular letter and 32 countries had indicated üiat they felt 

unable to agree to the proposal at the present time. 

. I n reply to a question by Profesor De LAET, the DIRECTOR-GENERAL said 

that there was nothing to prevent ТОЮ f 而 making contact with organisa-

tions, industrial or othermse, and suggesting that they contribute to 

The Health Assembly had adopted the principle that gifts could be 

accepted provided that the purposos for 他ich. they were.made were not in 
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conflict with the aims of the Organization. The suggestion had been mado to 

certain foundations that they might .consider financing certain specific 

projects of 丽0 for which funds were not provided in the budget^ but no 

positive response had been received up to the present, � 

Professor De LAET proposed a rocoinaendation to the Board, to the effoct 

that the Diroctor-General bo asked to examine the possibility of obtaining 

funds for such purposes from sources other than governments. 

The DIRECTOR-GENEEAL said there was a danger that commercial organiza-

tions might impose conditions in making contributions, and it would-be 

desirable for the Board to give clear indications as to the kind of 

organizations to which an appeal mi^ht t.. made. Should the appeal be a 

general one or should specific foundations or persons be approached? 

Indications should al$o be given of the use to which such outside resources 

were to be put. Tfere they to 'bo ustîd to reduce the total contributions of 

go Vermont s, or was the appeal to be made on behalf of a specific project 

which would not be financed from the regular budget? 

Dr. MACKENZIE felt that, while it would bo appropriate to approach 

philanthropic institutions such as the Koekefellor Foundation^ it Would not 

be appropriate to appeal to commercial concerns, v/hich could hardly be 

expccted to put money into a project which they could not control. The 

League of Nations had experienced considerable difficulty because of the 

conditions attached to proposed gifts. For that reason, and because of the 

opportunity afforded the donor for advertisement, great care had been taken, 

in dravdng up the Rules of Procedure, to provide that any gifts must be 

approved by the Board. 
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D r. HOJER considered that, in view of the fact that YfflO had no funds for 

a public campaign to raise funds, the whole matter should be dropped, though 

the individual members of' the committee should not lose any opportunity, in 

their personal contacts, of advertising the needs of the Organization. 
‘ * •• '••••-. . 
Dr. BEADY feared that, if money were obtained from other sources, 

governments might feel that their responsibility to support Ш 0 was lessened. 

工七 might be desirable in certain circumstances for Ш 0 to co-operate with 

non-governmentnl groups 命ich received grants for certain specific medical 

research projects. Apart from that, gifts should be entirely unsolicited and 

unconditional, and commercial interests should' be kept out of the matter as 

far as possible.. 

Decisioru To recommend to tho Executive Board that no further action 
should be tsiicen on the proposal to obtain additional funds by the 
imposition of taxes on certain products. 

The meeting rose at 5»2$ p#m. 


