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1. STUDY ON NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS: Item 23 of the Agenda (resolution 
EB9.R42, documents EBll/6 and Corral) (continuation from eleventh meeting, 
secticn 1) 

The CHAIRMAN noted that the Board had before it two draft resolutions on relations 

with non-governmental organizations, one proposed by Professor Canaperia and the other 

proposed jointly by Dr. Allwood-Paredes and Dr. Togba• 

The draft resolution proposed by Dr
#
 Canaperia was as follows г 

The Executive Board, 

After having examined document EBll/6 presented by the Director-General on 

the question of relations with non-governmental organizations, 

1. IS OF THE OPINION that there is no need to modify the principles governing 

the admission of non-governmental organizations to relations with WHO, as approved 

by the Third World Health Assembly; 

2. CONSIDERS that, in accordance with these principles, there is nothing 

against the plurality of representation of non-governmental organizations active 

in the same field and that, consequently, this solution could be adopted in 

special cases, when the organizations concerned satisfy the corxiitions laid down 

for their admission• 

The draft resolution proposed by Dr, Allwood-Paredes and Dr. Togba was as followrst 

The Executive Board, 

1. RECOMMENDS that the criteria to be fulfilled by a non-governmental organi-

zation for admission into relations with ТШО remain as at present； 

2. RECOMMENDS nevertheless that the procedure for admitting such organizations 

into relationship, as well as the privileges conferred by such relationship, be 

revised； 

3
#
 REQUESTS the Director-General and a committee on non-governmental organi-

3ations jointly to submit to the thirteenth session of the Executive Board a 

study on this question and a complete set of rules to govern relationship. 



Dr. HURTADO thought that the two draft resolutions were not greatly different 

in substance. It would perhaps be possible to combine them if paragraph 2 of.the 

joint draft resolution гтеге amended to read as follows? "Recommends nevertheless that 

the procedure for rights and obligations conferred by such relationship be revised". 

Paragraphs 2, as amended, and 3 of the joint draft resolution would thus become 

paragraphs 3 and 4 of Professor Canaperia^s draft resolution. It was in his opinion 

desirable that specific provisions be laid dowi regarding the functioning of relation-

ships. However, it was most important that a reopening of the discussion on non-

governmental organizations be avoided in the World Health Assenbly. 

0 

Professor CANAPERIA was prepared to support Dr. Hurtado
1

s suggestion. 

Dr. FORREST, Director, Office of External Relations, in reply to a request by 

Dr. TOGBA for clarification regarding the rights of non-goverranental organizations, 

called attention to the Working Principles, paragraph 3) (Handbook Qf Basic Documents， 

page 119) setting out the privileges conferred by relationship with the World Health 

Organization. In addition, the Director-General was authorized to develop working 

relationships vdth international bodies "whose services were of use to the World Health 

Organization. Document EBll/6 included reference to services carried out by non-

governnental organizations for the ïiorld Health Organization under contract and further 

services by the non-governmental organizations were on occasions made available without 

payment, such as, for instance, the draft conventions drawn up by the World Medical 

Association. 

Dr. ALLT/OOD-PAREDES considered that it had been the intention of the Health 

Assembly in conferring certain rights on the non-governmental organizations that 



such rights be considered in the light of privileges. It was, in his view, essential » 

that the rules governing relationships and the procedures for admission be clearly 

established so that the non-governmental organizations might have a definite under-

standing of their responsibilities and in order to avert any difficult situation 

arising in that connexion in the Organization in the future. 

He wovild agree to the amendment proposed by Dr. Hurtado to the draft resolution 

of 他ich he was joint author and he w o u ü furthermore agree that it should be incor-

porated into Professor Canaperia's draft resolution. 

Mr, SJNALS, observer for the World Federation of United Nations Associations, 

asked permission to speak again on a point of clarification. 

The joint draft resolution introduced a new element which had not existed at the 

previous meeting, since it proposed to reconsider the privileges conferred on the non-

governmental organizations. Hitherto, the Board had not criticized those privileges 

and the Director-General had indicated that the 27 non-governmental organisations were 

satisfied vdth the existing situation. It would consequently be helpful if, before 

a vote were taken, some explanation were given as to vAiy such a revision was thought 

necessary. 

Dr. AIIITOOD-PAREDES emphasized the fact that reference to rights and obligations, 

instead of privileges, was intended to improve the existing relationship between 

non-govermental organizations and the World Health Organization by introducing closer 

collaboration between them. 

D r

' HITADO supported that view. He emphasized the fact that no disagreement 



existed as to the relationship between the non-governmental organizations and the 

World Health Organization and, in that connexion, he expressed appreciation of. the 

fact that his suggestion to combine the draft resolutions had been accepted, 

The СНЛ工ШШ suggested that a drafting committee be nominated^ consisting of 

the authors of the draft resolutions and possibly of another member, to prepare a 

final draft resolution along the lines of the combined draft resolution as amended. 

Dr. van den BERG supported that proposal. 

Mr. IIzlSON
}
 alternate to Dr. Turbott, recalled that he had at the previous 

meeting proposed the adoption of the second alternative in document EBll/6
1

 namely^ 

that official relationship should be continued as it now stood• He wished to maintair 

that proposal. 

Dr. TOGBA believed that, since the representatives of the non^govorxmeiytol 

organizations had indicated the satisfaction felt by those organizations т/ith the 

existing situation, the amendment suggested by Dr. Hurtado might well complicate 

the situation. He added that he wished to withdraw his sponsorship of the joint 

draft resolution, and expressed his support of Mr. Mason's proposal. 

Professor CANAPERIA, replying to a request for clarification from Mr. M¿\30N 

in regard to his use of the word "principles" in his draft resolution^ said that he 

had intended that term to have a comprehensive meaning and to cover all three 

Y 了
 ; 

See mii-mtes of tenth meeting, section 



sections of the Working Principles - criteria, procedure and privileges. 

He recalled the reasons for thë study undertaken by the Secretariat, which had 

been carried out following instructions given by the Board at its ninth session. 

However, if the Board felt at the present time that there was no need to revise the 

conditions for admission of the non-govemmental organizations into relationship 

with the TTorld Health Organization, he would personally have no objection to intro-

ducing a more restrictive interpretation of the word "principle". 

Professor FERHEIRA. noted that the question of revising relationships with 

non-governmental organizations had been introduced only at the present meeting. 

It seemed, ho\rever> from what had been said, that relationships at present were 

satisfactory. 

In his view,it was not possible to consider the two different aspects of the 

question - relationship and admission - in a combined draft resolution, and he 

therefore requested that the various alternatives contained in the Secretariat 

study, as they appeared in the proposals submitted by members to the Board, should 

be voted upon. 



Dr. HÜETADO thought that, since the Board was concerned only vith the second 

and third alternatives contained in the Director-General
1

 s study, it would 

considerably expedite the proceedings if a vote were first of all taken on the 

second proposal, which was supported by Mr. Mason. If^ however
д
 that proposal 

were rejected, the Board would then vote on the third alternative
7
 as embodied 

in the combined draft resolution consisting of Professor Ganaperia
1

s draft 

resolution and the amended form of the joint draft resolution. 

Dr. van den BERG believed that any decision taken at the present stage would 

not be a sound one in view of the complicated situation which had arisen. He 

therefore reiterated his support of the proposal to form a working party. 

Dr. ALLWOOD-PAEEDES considered that an:, confusion vhich might have arisen 

was partly due to the title of resolution WHâJ.llJ, vh5.ch failed to include 

reference to the working relationships with non-governmental organizations. 

If the Board considered it advisable^ he was prepared to agree that a drafting 

committee should Ъе appointed to formulate a resolution which might meet with 

general approval. 

Dr. TOGBA supported Dr, Hurtado's suggestion. There was no need to nominate 

a drafting committee until such time as the third alternative were accepted by 

the Board• 

Mr, MASON also supported Dr. Hurtado
1

 s proposal. He thought it had been 

agreed at the previous meeting that the difference between the points of view 

expressed during the discussion was too great to make a working party practicable. 



The CHAIRMAN wished to make it clear that while the Director-General's 

suggestions in document EBll/6 could Ъе used as a basis for discussion, the vote 

would have to Ъе taken on the draft resolutions submitted by members of the Board. 

After an exchange of views on the order of voting, the DIHECTOR-GEKEBAL said 

he believed that the original motion was that of Dr. Mackenzie, later taken over 

by Mr. Mason. He felt that procedure should not be allowed to hamper the taking 

of a vote on the question whether or not any change should be made in the existing 

procedures as regards non-governmental organizations. Should the Board decide in 

favour of a change the draft resolutions might be combined into one resolution to 

cover that requirement. 

In reply to Mr. MASON, Dr. MACKENZIE confirmed that he had withdrawn his 

proposal. 

Professor CANAPERIA suggested that a working party was unnecessary； he and 

Dr. Allwood-Paredes - since Dr. Togba had withdrawn his name - mi^ht agree upon 

a combined resolution for submission to the next meeting. If Mr. Mason would 

submit his proposal in writing, there would be two resolutions before the Board. 

Dr. BEAVO was opposed to submission of the matter to a drafting committee 

as the question of principle must be settled in the first place. 

Mr. MASON suggested that the matter had already been euffioiently discussed and 

moved that a vote be taken. He had understood from the Director-General's 

explanation that his proposal took precedence because it was furthest removed from 

the original proposal. His proposal was, specifically, that the second possibility 

suggested by the Director-General in Document EBll/6 be adopted. 



In reply to a question by Professor CANAPEEIA, he said he had understood 

from the Director-General
f

 s statement that possibility 2 meant the continuation 

of the Working Principles contained in the Handbook of Basic Documents. 

Dr. ALLWOOD-PAREDES said that the Director-General appeared to give support 

to his own proposal because it was stated in the second paragraph of Section 2, 

page 5 of document EBll/б that "the present working principles and procedures 

appear to Ъе inadequate in certain instances"• 

Mr. MASON asked if the Director-General could confirm that the paragraph to 

which Dr. Allwood-Paredes referred was in fact only a link paragraph leading on 

to possibility 5，and that the Director-General
1

 s suggestion vas contained in the 

title of section 2, "To continue the official relationship as it now stands"• 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL replied in the affirmative. 

Dr, van den BERG maintained the view he had expressed earlier that possibility 

2， now proposed by Mr, Mason, was not clear since a question of interpretation 

was Involved. Was Mr, Mason's proposal in contradiction with the second part of 

paragraph 2 of Professor Canaperia^ draft resolution? 

Mr. MASON said there was a difference. Professor Canaperia's resolution added 

to the procedures that the Board must follow in determining the admission of 

non-governmental organizations to relationship with WHO. He himself did not 

believe that that was necessary. 



Professor CANAPERIA suggested that it was not for the Board to give a different 

interpretation to the resolution of the third World Health Assembly (ШАЗ .113), 

•which had eliminated the word "sectional" from the criteria governing the admission 

of non-governmental organizations. 

Mr. M S O N said that there was no mention of sectional non-governmental 

organizations in the resolution in question. After confirming the forking 

Principles the Third World Health Assembly had left the matter to the Board to 

decide in each individual case in the interests of 丽0. 

Professor CANAPERIA could not agree. Resolution 1ША3.113 stated, "Approves 

the working principles ... with the deletion of paragraph (vii)". Paragraph (vii) 

had stated, "The organization shall not be sectional". 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL explained that by removing the barrier to the admission 

of sectional organizations the Third World Health Assembly had not directed, the 

Board to admit any particular kind of organization but had given it the possibility 

of admitting a sectional organization should it so désire. 

Professor CANAPERIA said that was the interpretation on which he had based 

the second paragraph of his resolution suggesting that plurality could be adopted 

in special cases. 

Mr, MâSON said Professor Canaperia's resolution referred to plurality, not 

to sectional organizations. 



The DIRECTOR-GENERAL wished to make it clear that the suggestion in possibility 

2 was that official relationship should continue as at present. Hitherto the 

Board had not accepted plurality of representation nor had it admitted any sectional 

organizations• The intention of section 2 of the document was to draw attention 

to the difference between the present situation and the suggestion in section 3* 

Professor FERREIRA said that the whole discussion had revolved round a single ， 

difficult point• Mr, Mason's proposal was clearly the Director-General
1

 s suggestion 

2; Professor Canaperia
f

s proposal was really suggestion 3 expressed in other words• 

Therefore the question before the Board was "whether or not it desired to change the 

present position• After hearing the views put forward he still maintained that 

the present was a bad moment to make any change • There was no reason v̂ ny the Board, 

after hearing the arguments put forward during the present discussion^ should not 

reconsider the decision made at its ninth session to modify the working principles 

concerning non-governmental organizations. There seemed to be a conflict between 

paragraphs one and two of Dr. Allwood—Paredcá
f

 proposal. "Whereas in paragraph one 

he recoimnended that the present criteria for admission should be maintained - the 

Director-General
1

 s possibility 2 - in paragraph two he recommended nevertheless 

that the procedure for admission and the privileges be revised• He (professor 

Ferreira) was strongly opposed to any proposal that would result in reopening a specific 

case that had been brought before the Board and the World Health Assembly• 

Mr* MASON asked that his proposal be put to the vote. 



Decision: 

⑴ The proposal that the Board adopt the second possibility 
suggested by the Director-General in document EBll/б, "to continue 
official relationship as it now stands", was rejected by 8 votes 
to 8, with 1 abstention. 

(2) It was agreed that a working party comprising Dr. Allwood-
Paredes, Professor Canapeira, Dr. Hurtado and Dr. van den Berg 
should draft a resolution for consideration by the Board at its 
next meeting. (For continuation, see thirteenth meeting, section 1.) 

The meeting rose at 12 noon. 
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1. STUDY ON NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONSj Item 23 of the agenda (resolution 
EB9.R42, document EBll/6) (continuation) 

The CHAIRLIâN noted that the Board had before it two draft resolutions on relations 

with non-governnental organizations, one proposed by Professor Canaperia and the other 

proposed jointly by Dr. Allwood-Paredes and Dr. Togba. 

The draft resolution proposed by Dr. Canaperia was as follows» 

The Executive Board, 

After having exanined document EBlV6 presented by the Director-General on 

the question of relations with non-governmental organizations, 

1. IS OF THE OPINION that there is no need to modify the principles governing 
t h s

 admission of non-governmental organizations to relations with Ш0, as approved 

by the Third Tforld Health Assembly； 

2

' CONSIDERS that, in accordance with these principles, there is nothing 

against the plurality of representation of non-governmental organizations active 

in the same field and that, consequently, this solution could be adopted in 

special cases, when the organizations concerned satisfy the conditions laid down 

for their admission. 

The draft resolution proposed by Dr. Allwood-Paredes and Dr. Togba was as follows* 

The Executive Board, 

1. RECOM厕ÜS that the criteria to be fulfilled by a non-governnental organization 

for admission into relations with 丽0 remain as at present； 

2

. RECOMMENDS nevertheless that the procedure for admitting such organizations 

into relationship, as well as the privileges conferred by such relationship, be 

revised； 

3

'
 R E Q U E S T S t h e

 Director-General and a committee on non-governmental organizations 

jointly to submit to the thirteenth session of the Executive Board a study on this 

question and a complete set of rules governing relationships. 



Dr, HURTADO thought that the two draft resolutions were not greatly different 

in substance. It would perhaps be possible to combin© them if paragraph 2 of the 

joint draft resolution were amended to read as followsji "Recommends nevertheless that 

the procedure for rights and obligations conferred by such relationship be revised"• 

Paragraphs 2, as amended, and 3 of the joint draft resolution would thus become 

paragraphs 3 and 4 of Professor Canaperia^ draft resolution. It was in his opinion 

desirable that specific provisions be laid do*vm regarding the functioning of relation-

ships. However
д
 it was most important that a reopening of the discussion on non-

governmental organizations be avoided in the World Health Assembly. 

Professor CANAPERIA was prepared to support Dr^ Hurtado
1

 s suggestion. 

Dr. FORREST
}
 Director, Office of External Relations^ in reply to a request by 

Dr. TOGBA for clarification regarding the rights of non-governmental organizations, 

called attention to the Working Principles
>
 paragraph 3.» (Handbook of Basic Documents

д 

page,119) setting out the privileges conferred by relationship with the Tiorld Health 

Organization. In addition, the Director-General was authorized to develop working 

relationships with international bodies "whose services were of use to the World Health 

Organization, Document EBll/6 included reference to services carried out by non-

governmental organizations for the World Health Organization under contract and further 

services by the non-governmental organizations were on occasions made available without 

payment, such as, for instance, the draft conventions drawn up by the World Medical 

Association. 

Dr. ALLT/OOD-PAREDES considered that it had been the intention of the Health ‘ 

Assembly in conferring certain rights on the non-governinental organizations that 
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such rights be considered in the light of privileges. It was, in his view, essential 

that the rules governing relationships and the procedures for admission be clearly 

established so that the non-governmental organizations might have a definite under-

standing of their responsibilities and in order to avert any difficult situation 

arising in that connexion in the Organization in the future. 

He would agree to the amendment proposed by Dr
#
 Hurtado to the draft resolution 

of iñáiich he was joint author and he w o u H furthermore agree that it should be incor-

porated into Professor Canaperia's draft resolution, 

Mr, ENNALS, observer for the World Federation of United Nations Associations, 

asked permission to speak again on a point of clarification. 

The joint draft resolution introduced a new element which had not existed at the 

previous meeting, since it proposed to reconsider the privileges conferred on the non-

governmental organizations. Hitherto, the Board had not criticized those privileges 

and the Director-General had indicated that the 27 non-governmental organizations were 

satisfied with the existing situation. It "would consequently be helpful if, before 

a vote were taken, some explanation were given as to vdiy such a revision was thought 

necessary. 

Dr. ALLYiOOD-PAREDES emphasized the fact that reference to rights and obligations, 

instead of privileges, was intended to improve the existing relationship between 

non-governmental organizations and the World Health Organization by introducing closer 

collaboration between them. 

Dr. HURTADO supported that view. He emphasized the fact that no disagreement 



existed as to the relationship between the non-governmental organizations and the 

World Health Organization and, in that connexion, he expressed appreciation of the 

fact that his suggestion to combine the draft resolutions had been accepted. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that a drafting committee be nominated, consisting of 

the authors of the draft resolutions and possibly of another member, to prepare a 

final draft resolution along the lines of the combined draft resolution as amended. 

Dr. van den BERG supported that proposal. 

Mr. M S O N , alternate to Dr. Turbott, recalled that he had at the previous 

meeting proposed the adoption of the second alternative in document EBll/6 namely, 

that official relationship should be continued as it now stood. He wished to maintai] 

that proposal. 

Dr. TOGBA believed that, since the representative of the non-governmental 

organizations had indicated the satisfaction felt by those organizations with the 

existing situation, the amendment suggested try Dr. Hurtado might well complicate 

the situation^ He added that he wished to withdraw his sponsorship of the joint 

draft resolution, and expressed his support of Mr. Mason
1

 s proposal. 

Professor СЛЫЛРЕН1А, replying to a request for clarification from Mr. M/VSON 

in regard to his use of the word "principles" in his draft resolution, said that he 

had intended that term to have a comprehensive meaning and to cover all three 



sections of the Working Principles - criteria, procedure and privileges• 

He recalled the reasons for the study undertaken by the Secretariat, which had 

been carried out following instructions given by the Board at its ninth session. 

However, if the Board felt at the present time that there was no need to revise the 

conditions for admission of the non-governmental organizations into relationship 

with the World Health Organization, he would personally have no objection to intro-

ducing a more restrictive interpretation of the word "principle". 

Professor FERREIRA. noted that the question of revising relationships with 

non-governmental organizations had been introduced only at the present meetings 

It seeraed, however, from what had been said, that relationships at present were 

satisfactory. 

In his view, it was not possible to consider the two different aspects of the 

question - relationship and admission - in a combined draft resolution, and he 

therefore requested that the various alternatives contained in the Secretariat 

study, as thesy appeared in the proposals submitted by members to the Board, should 

be voted uporu 
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Dr. HURTADO thought that, since the Board was concerned only with the second 

and third alternatives contained in the Director-General
1

 s study, it would 

considerably expedite ths proceedings if a vote were first of all taken on the 

second proposal, which was supported bj Mr. Mason. If, however^ that proposal 

were rejected/ the Board would then vote on the third alternative, as embodied 

in the combined draft resolution consisting of Professor Canaperia
1

s draft 

resolution and the amended form of the joint draft resolution. 

Dr. van den BERG believed that any decision taken at the present stage would 

not be a sound one in view of the complicated situation which had arisen. He 

therefore reiterated his support of the proposal to form a working party, 

Dr. ALLWOOD-PAREDES considered that any confusion vhich might have arisen 

vas partly due to the title of resolution WHA3.113, which failed to include 

reference to the working relationships with non-governmental organizations. 

If the Board considered it advisable, he was prepared to agree that a drafting 

committee should be appointed to formulate a resolution which, night meet vith 

general approval. 

Dr. TOGBA supported Dr. Hurtado
1

 s suggestion. There was no need to nominate 

a drafting committee until such time as the third alternative were accepted by 

the Board. 

Mr, MASON also supported Dr, Hurtado's proposal. He thought it had been 

agreed at the previous meeting that the difference between the points of view 

expressed during the discussion was too great to make a working party practicable. 



T h e

 CHAIEMAN wished to make it clear that while the Director-General's 

suggestions in document EBll/6 could be used as a basis for discussion, the vote 

w o u l a h a v e t o b e

 taken on the draft resolutions submitted by members of the Board. 

After an exchange of views on the order of voting, the DIEECTOE-GEMEML said 

he believed that the original motion was that of Dr. Mackenzie, later taken over 

Ъу Mr. Mason. He felt that procedure should not Ъе allowed to hamper the taking 

of a vote on the question whether or not any change should be made in the existing 

procedures as regards non-governmental organizations. Should the Board decide in 

favour of a change the draft resolutions might be combined into one resolution to 

cover that requirement. 

In reply to Mr. MASON, Dr. MACKENZIE confirmed that he had withdrawn his 

proposal. 

Professor CAHAPEBIA suggested that a working party was unnecessary； he and 

Dr. Allwood-Paredes • since Dr. Togba had withdrawn his name • might agree upon 

a combined resolution for submission to the next meeting. If Mr. Mason would 

submit his proposal in writing, there would be two resolutions before the Board. 

Dr. BEAVO was opposed to submission of the matter to a drafting committee 

as the question of principle must be settled in the first place. 

Mr. MASON suggested that the matter had already been sufficiently discussed and 

moved that a vote Ъе taken. He had understood from the Director-General's 

explanation that his proposal took precedence because it was furthest removed from 

the original proposal. His proposal was, specifically, that the second possibility 

suggested by the Director-General in Document EBll/6 be adopted. 



/ In reply to a question by Professor CANAPEEIA， h© said he had understood 

from the Director-General
!

s statement that possibility 2 meant the continuation 

of the Working Principles contained in the Handbook of Basic Documents. 

Dr. ALLWOOD-PAREDES said that the Director-General appeared to give support 

to his own proposal because it was stated in the second paragraph of Section 2, 

page 5 of document EBll/6 that "the present working principles and procedures 

appear to be inadequate in certain instances"• 

Mr. MASON asked if the Director-General could confirm that the paragraph to 

which Dr. Allwood-Paredes referred was in fact only a link paragraph leading on 

to possibility Jj and that the Director-General
1

 s suggestion was contained in the 

title of section 2
}
 "To continue the official relationship as it now stands". 

The DIRECTOE-GENERAL replied in the affirmative. 

Dr. van den BEEG maintained the view he had expressed earlier that possibility 

2, now proposed Ъу Mr. Mason, was not clear since a question of interpretation 

vas involved. Was Mr. Mason
1

s proposal in contradiction with the second part of 

paragraph 2 of Professor Canaperia
!

s draft resolution? 

Mr. MASON said there was a difference. Professor Canaperia
1

s resolution added 

to the procedures that the Board must follow in determining the admission of 

non-governmental organizations to relationship with WHO. He himself did not 

believe that that was necessary. 



Professor CANAPEEIA suggested that it was not for the Board to give a different 

interpretation to the resolution of the third World Health Assembly (WHA5.1Í5〉, 

which had eliminated the word "sectional" from the criteria governing the admission 

of non-governmental organizations. 

Mr. MASON said that there was no mention of sectional non-governmental 

organizations in the resolution in question. After confirming the Working 

Principles the Third World Health Assembly had left the matter to the Board to 

decide In each individual case in the interests of WHO. 

Professor CANAPEEIA could not agree• The resolution stated, "Approves the 

working principles with the deletion of paragraph (vii)
ft

. Paragraph (vii) 

had stated, "The organization shall not be sectional”• 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL explained that by removing the barrier to the admission 

of sectional organizations the Third World Health Assembly had not directed the 

Board to admit any particular kind of organization but had given it the possibility 

of admitting a sectional organization should it so desire. 

Professor CANAPEEIA said that was the interpretation on which he had based 

the second paragraph of his resolution suggesting that plurality could be adopted 

in special cases. 

Mr. MASON said Professor Canaperia
1

s resolution referred to plurality, not 

to sectional organizations. 



The DIEECTOR-GENEEAL wished to make It clear that the suggestion in possibility 

2 was that official relationship should continue as at present. Hitherto the 

Board had not accepted plurality of representation nor had it admitted any sectional 

organizations. The intention of paragraph 2 of the document was to draw attention 

to the difference between the present situation and the suggestion in paragraph 3. 

Dr. FEHREIRA. said that the whole discussion had revolved round a single 

difficult point. Mr. Mason's proposal was clearly the Director-General's suggestion 

2î Professor Canaperia's proposal was really suggestion 3 expressed in other words. 

Therefore the question before the Board was whether or not it desired to change the 

present position. After hearing the views put forward he still maintained that 

the present was a bad moment to make any change. There was no reason why the Board, 

after hearing the arguments put forward during the present discussion, should not 

reconsider the decision made at its ninth session to modify the working principles 

concerning non-governmental organizations. There seemed to be a conflict between 

paragraphs one and two of Dr. Allwood-Paredes
1

 proposal. Whereas in paragraph one 

he recommended that the present criteria for admission should be maintained - the 

Director-General
1

 s possibility 2 - in paragraph two he recommended nevertheless 

that the procedure for admission and the privileges Ъе revised. He (Dr. Ferreira) 

was strongly opposed to any proposal that would result in reopening a specific case 

that had been brought before the Board and the World Health Assembly. 

Mr. MASON asked that his proposal be put to the vote. 



Decisions 

w The propos.al that the Board adopt the second possibility 
suggested Ъу the Director-General in document EBll/6, "to continue 
official relationship as it now stands", was rejected by 8 votes 
to 8, with 1 abstention. 

(2) It was agreed that a working party comprising Dr. Allwood-
Paredes, Professor Canapeira； Dr. Hurtado and Dr. van den Berg 
should draft a resolution for consideration by the Board at its 
next meeting. 

The meeting rose at 12 noon. 


