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1. DRAFT FIFTH REPORT GF THE COЛΡо.IТТЕЕ ON ADЛΡ ".1NISТRAТION, FINANCE AND LEGAL MATTERS 
(Document A22 /АFL /2g) 

Dr DE CONINCK (Belgium), Rapporteur, read out the :!raft fifth report cf the Committee 
(document А22 /AFL /28). 

Decision: The draft report was adopted. 

2. TEXT OF P.E APPROPRIATION RESOLUTION FOR THE FINANCIAL YEAR 1,70: Item 3.3.4 of the 

Agenda (Official Records, No. 171, page 14 and Official Records, No. 174, page 88, 
para. 45, Document А22 /AFL /WP /1) 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee's attention tc a working paper which consisted of 
the draft second report of the Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters to the 
Committee on Programme and Lueget. The draft report contained the proposed text cf the 
Appropriation Resolution. Nе invited the Secretary to introduce the subject. 

Mr SIEGEL, Assistant Director -General, Secretary, said that members of the Committee 
would find the proposed text of the Appropriation Resolution on pages 14 and 15 of the 
Proposed Programme and Budget Estimates (Official Records No.171). They would note that 
the Executive Board, in paragraph 45 of Chapter III of its report (Official Records, No.174) 
had recommended the adoption of that text. For the Committee's convenience, that same text, 
incorporating the figures approved by the Committee at its tenth meeting, under items 3.3.1, 
3.3.2 and 3.3.3 of its agenda, had been attached to the working paper in the form of the 
Committee's draft second report to the Committee on Programme and Budget which would proceed 
to enter the figures in Part II of the text of the Appropriation Resolution. 

The Committee on Administration, Finance and Legal Matters might wish, firstly to 
agree on a text and secondly Lo adopt a second report to the Committee on Programme and 
Budget. 

Dr DE CONINCK, Rapporteur, read out the draft second report of the Committee on 
Administration, Finance and Legal Matters to the Committee on Programme and Budget. 

Decision: 1. The text of the Appropriation Resolution was approved. 
2. The Committee's second report to the Committee on Programme and Budget 

was adopted. 

3. FINANCIAL PARTICIPATION BY GOVERNMENTS IN THE COSTS OF IMPLEMENTATION OF WHO- ASSISTED 
PROJECTS: Item 3.3.5 of the Agenda (Official Records, No. 174, page 86, paras 
31 - 33; Documents A22 /AFL /7 and А22 /P &B /15) 

Mr SIEGEL, Assistant Director -- General, Secretary, introducing the item, called atten- 
tion to document А22 /AFL /7 in which the Committee would find the necessary background 
information, including references to resolutions EB6.R20 and WHA4.60 of the Executive Board 
and Health Assembly initiating the practice of including figures for the financial partici- 
pation by governments in the costs of implementation of WHO -- assisted projects in the 

proposed programme and budget estimates. The resolution of the Fourth World Health 
Assembly also specified the items of costs which recipient governments should report. 

At the forty -third session of the Executive Board, some members had questioned the 
value of figures which could not be precise because of the difficulty of forecasting two 
years in advance. The Director -General had replied that the figures, though imprecise, 
were nevertheless indicative of the extent to which governments were financing WHO- assisted 
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projects, and they had proved useful. The:COmmittee would note that the long -standing 
practice of WHO had been adopted in other parts of the United Nations system; such as the 
Special Fund component of the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), where each plan 
of operations contained an indication of the counterpart contribution by the government as 
well as the total amount of funds expected to be devoted by the government to each activity. 
The Executivë'Board had seen the figures available .in December 1968, which had been included 
in Appendix 2-2 to its report (Official Records, No. 174). A subsequent list, updated to 
11 July 1969, was contained in document А22 /P &B /15. That document reported that as at 

18 June 1969,.79 per cent. of governments implementing WHO- assisted projects had supplied 
some estimates of their contributions towards the operation of those projects, but that a 

number of them had not been able to do so for all of the three years. • Concluding its dis- 
cussions, the Executive Board had requested the Director -General to put to the Twenty -second 
World Health Assembly the'qùestion'of whether the Organization should continue to obtain the 
information and whether the information should continue to appear in the annual proposed 
programme and budget estimates. 

• Mr ALLEN (United States of America) said that his delegation, while regretting the 
lack of precision in the figures, did not consider, that reason enough for abandoning the 
practice of obtaining them and including them in the proposed programme and budget estimates 
when the Director -General considered that the figures were useful and when the practice of 
obtaining them was gaining ground elsewhere. For UNDP the information was a requirement for 
inclusion in plans of operation. He therefore considered that, unless some other arguments 
could be adduced,, the present practice should continue and governments should be encouraged 
to provide more, and more precise, information for the assistance of the Organization in its 
forward planning. He would propose a draft resolution to that effect. ' 

Professor AUJALEU (France) said that his delegation had been among those questioning 
the usefulness of the figures, forecast two years in advaгдce, for the financial participation 
of governments in WHO -assisted projects The compilation of such figures, which were of 
doubtful value, entailed work for' both the countries and the Organization. He agreed that 
it was absolutely necessary for governments requesting assistance from the United Nations 
Development Programme to provide preçise figures of their contribution to the project con - 
cerned, •Turn:ing to the li§ts"of countries and figures, he pointed out that the best 
organized countrès, which could have provided the information relatively easily had not 
supplied it they included the United States of America and his own country. Some 
countries received .. direct assistance from WHO only in the form of fellowships for which it 
would be difficult to assess a government participation without indicating the whole national 
health budget or the whole budget for national education. On the other` hand, he admired the 
precision -tithe nearest two dollars - of some of the information provided. He felt that 
the collection and publication of those figures could well be discontinued: they were a, 
typical example -of.a task undertaken in the past and continued, although now serving no use- 
ful purpose. 

Dr DOLGOR (Mongolia) said. that information on governments' contributions to WHO -assiste 
projects in their countries was important for the work that those governments carried out 
jointly with WHO. The information provided, however, was very inaccurate and he agreed with 
the delegate of France that governments were not in a position to provide anything better. 
Mongolia did riot' have a detailed financial plan, and therefore could not provide accurate 
information, and the same probably applied to other countries. 

In those..circumstances, the documents on the subject provided by WHO had little signifi 
cance .Would it not be possible to request governments for information, not for future, but 
for past years - for instance, to provide data in 1969 for 1968 on the sums actually spent on 
WHO- assisted projects? Such'datá could be easily supplied, would be fairly accurate, and 
might encourage governments to find money for such projects. At the 'same time, governments 
might perhaps usefully give some kind of evaluзtión of the' project carried out in their 
countries. 

He would be grateful if consideration could be given to his suggestion. 
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Professor OLGUIN (Argentina) said that, in his opinion, the figures had a certain value, 
allowing for a margin of inaccuracy, as an indication of the strength of the country's effort 
to support WHO- assisted projects. They were also indications of the country's intentions 
regarding those projects and when shown as figures which had not been rounded off, they might 
be based on budget forecasts and so a reflection of fact. As the Director- General found the 
figures useful and their collection did not cause a great deal of work, he would support views 
expressed by the United States delegate. 

Mr ALLEN (United States of America) said that his country would be very willing to supply 
that information in the future. 

He had referred to ONDP requirements merely to show that the provision of information on 
government participation was sound international practice. He fully appreciated the difference 
between the UNDP and WHO- assisted projects. 

He agreed with the delegate of Mongolia on the usefulness of figures for past government 
participation in WHO- assisted projects but considered that it should be provided in addition to, 

not instead of the forecasts. He would therefore incorporate the Mongolian suggestion in his 
draft resolution. 

Mr SAITO (Japan) supported Professor Aujaleu's view that the figures were fairly 
unreliable. 

In Japan, in the case of consultants, it was custoщary to list the credits obtained for 
payment of national counterparts, for secretarial assistance and for the consultants' travel 
expenses. In the case of fellowships, Japan merely listed the fellow's salary while abroad. 
Similarly, in the case of malaria eradication, he wondered whether it was correct to say that 

30 per cent, of the cost of a WHO- assisted programme was paid by WHO and 70 per cent. by the 

country, with assistance from other sources. That was an example of how his country prepared 
the figures. 

He thought that the proposal of the Mongolian delegation would provide better information 
but as time was short, the Committee might wish to refer the whole question back to the 
Executive Board for further consideration. 

Mr BREW (Ghana) agreed that it was difficult to provide meaningful figures. Particularly 
in the case of local personnel services, office space and buildings, local transportation and 
even postal and telecommunications - all of which were often employed for purposes other than 
the WHO project - how the budgetary allotments were apportioned between the various uses was 
often a matter of very personal and arbitrary assessment, even a matter of conjecture. At the 

same time, the collection of figures was a salutary exercise for governments, which brought to 
light deficiencies at the national level which could then be remedied, or needs which could be 
brought to the attention of WHO. It also brought home to governments the need for them to 
assume responsibility for projects and showed to what extent they were doing so. However, that 
might not be sufficient reason to perpetuate the practice if the sole purpose of the Organiza- 
tion in collecting the figures was to publish them. He would like to know what use the 
Organization made of them, before forming an opinion on whether or not the practice should be 
continued. 

The SECRETARY explained that the application of the exchange rate to round sums in national 
currencies produced the misleading appearance of accuracy on which the delegate of France had 
commented. 

He recalled that the practice had been instituted because a number of delegations had felt 

that ways and means should be found to make it clear that governments receiving WHO- assisted 
projects were themselves making large cantribut4ons. The delegate of Ghana had explained the 

value of the practice to governments in leading them to a proper appreciation of their responsi- 

bilities. Those were his own recollections on the subject. 
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Dr HOOGWATER (Netherlands) asked whether WHO- assisted projects were carried out wholly by 
governments with WHO guidance, or whether they received some contribution from WHO. He would 
also like to know whether the figures supplied were traceable in national budgets or not. 

Referring to document A22 /P &B /15, Dr BAGIASTRA (Indonesia) said that there must be some 
mistake as his Government would be contributing not US$ 110 101, but some four hundred million 
rupiahs, or at least one million United States dollars at current rates of exchange, to WHO - 
assisted projects in 1969. 

Dr GONZALEZ (Venezuela) said that the figures carried not only the risks of inaccuracy but 
lent themselves to false comparisons. Mention had been made of the fact that they were based 
on different criteria, with the result that they could not be comparable from country to country, 
even if they had been strictly accurate. Again, translation into United States dollars made 
them misleading in terms of equivalence of purchasing power. Moreover, had they been both 
accurate and comparable, they could not have served as an indication of the relative efforts 
countries were putting into WHO- assisted projects, particularly in the case of inter -country 
projects. 

It was good for the Organization to review its decisions from time to time to prevent the 
continuation of practices which had outlived their usefulness. He could not agree that the 
matter be referred back to the Executive Board which had already discussed it and looked to the 
Health Assembly for a decision. He shared the views of the delegate of France, and suggested 
that the practice o.f collecting and publishing those figures should be discontinued. 

. 

Mr BREW (Ghana) said that he had not been much enlightened by the Secretary's reply to his 
question and that he still wished to know for what purpose `the figures were used. Were they 
merely for the record, or were they used in programming or evaluation? 

Mr SAITO (Japan) explained the procedure by which the annual budget proposals were compiled 
for discussion by the regional committees before being transmitted to the Director- General. 
The form used by countries in the Western Pacific Region, for example, when submitting their 
requests for WHO assistance to the regional director in March each year contained a column for 
information on the counterpart. contribution. The figure finally published as the government's 
contribution was arrived at by adding the amounts given in the individual project requests. 

He also asked for more information on the uses made of the information, and suggested that, 
if the practice were to be continued, the figures supplied might be more useful if the category 
of items required could be defined. More information was needed on what should or should not 
be included. 

Dr ROUHANI (Iran) said that the arguments against the practice were mainly based on the 
possibility of inaccuracy and the difficulty of the countries in compiling the figures. 
Perhaps the reason why most of the developing countries had produced the figures and that 
most of the developed countries had not, was that the latter had few WHO- assisted projects. 
He remained of the opinion that it was useful for developing countries to make known the 
magnitude of their contributions to those projects and so supported the continued collection 
of the figures and their publication in the programme and budget estimates. 

Professor VANNUGLI (Italy) said that his delegation found itself in a similar position to 
that expressed by the delegate of France: the Italian authorities had in fact experienced 
difficulties in providing the data required, which related mainly to fellowships and were 
therefore not easy to assess exactly. The information requested under the terms of resolution 
WHA4.60 was useful provided that it was accurate. Perhaps the Secretariat could draw up more 
precise directives as to how governments could establish the figures relative to their financial 
participation, particularly in respect of operational projects as the question was clearly more 
complex in respect of fellowships. He drew attention to the total amounts of the costs to 
governments included in Official Records No. 174, page 86, paragraph 31, from which it should 
be possible to draw some deductions as to trends. 
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The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the items of costs, enumerated in resolution 
recipient governments should provide. 

Mr ZÁDOR (Hungary) said that his delegation had no strong position in the m 
Government had provided the figures required and would continue to do so, if the 
practice were maintained. However, for the reasons which had been put forward, 
increasing doubts regarding their usefulness. It had been stated that the main 
furnishing such data was to demonstrate the participation of Member States; he 
however, that there were any doubts on that score. 

WHА4.60, which 

atter. His 
present 
he entertained 
value of 
did not think, 

The SECRETARY thought that it might be useful to recall the background for the procedure 
followed in respect of information on the financial participation of governments in WHO - 
assisted projects. Originally, data had been requested following a requirement established 
many years previously by the United Nations Expanded Programme of Technical Assistance with 
regard to governments meeting the local costs of experts provided under that programme. WHO 
had not been in agreement with the procedure required by the Expanded Programme, as was apparent 
from the provisions of resolutions EB13.R44 and WHA7.42, which recognized that the contributions 
nde by governments in local currencies towards the overall costs of projects in their respective 
countries exceeded, in most cases, the amounts provided by the Organization for such projects. 
The decision in that connexion might have been at the origin of the decision to evolve a 
reporting system which would show that governments were in any case participating substantially 
in WHO- assisted projects. The formula for developing criteria had been laid down in 
resolution WHA4.60. 

Replying to the points raised by the delegate of the Netherlands, he said that the projects 
covered were country projects assisted by WHO. He did not think that expenditure could be 
identified in national annual budgets since the information was established on an entirely 
separate basis for submission to the regional offices. The extent to which WHO required 
government participation varied as between countries. He drew attention to resolution WHA21.47 
and Official Records'No. 168, Annex 11, which related to policy governing assistance to develop- 
ing countries; government financial participation was not required in all cases. 

The Committee might wish to consider at the present stage whether the information provided 
had been and would continue to be useful, whether the criteria should be refined and whether it 

was useful to have the information printed in the annual proposed programme and budget estimates 

submitted by the Director -General; some or all of those stages could be eliminated at the 
discretion of the Committee. The Committee might, for example, decide to have the information 
submitted solely in the form of a document, as in the present document А22 /P &B /15, to assist 
the Health Assembly in its consideration of the budget estimates. 

Dr DE CONINCK (Belgium), Rapporteur, then read out the following draft resolution proposed 
by the delegation of the United States of America: 

The Twenty -second World Health Assembly, 

• Having considered the report by the Director -General on the financial participation 
by governments in the costs of implementation of WHO- assisted projects in accordance with 
the request of the Executive Board that the matter be resubmitted; 

Considering that the Organization should continue to obtain information on the 
financial participation by governments as required by resolutions WHA4.60 and WHA7.36; 

Recognizing that a number of governments are unable to provide complete information 
on their estimated government contributions towards the implementation of WHO- assisted 
projects in their own countries and territories for inclusion in the annual proposed 
programme and budget estimates, 

1. DECIDES that information on the financial participation by governments in the costs 
of implementation of WHO- assisted projects shall continue to be reported; and, further 

2. DECIDES that financial data on projects carried out should also be reported. 

Decision: The draft resolution was approved by 41 votes to 4, with 19 abstentions. 
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4. IMPLEMENTATION OF RESOLUTION WHА7.33: Item 3.9 of the Agenda (Resolutions WНА7.33, 
WHА11.21 and ЕВ43.R27; Official Records No. 173, Annex 13). 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the following draft resolution which had been proposed 
by the delegations of Bahrain, Cyprus, Iran, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Libya, Pakistan, Saudi 
Arabia, Sudan, Syria, United Arab Republic and Yemen: 

The Twenty -second World Health Assembly, 

Having noted the report of the Director -General included in Annex 13 of Official 
Records No. 173 in connexion with implementation of resolution WНА7.33; 

Bearing in mind that the considerata, discussions, and the circumstances which led 
the Sixth and Seventh World Health Assemblies to adopt resolutions WHA6.47 and WHA7.33 
remain unchanged; 

Reiterating that it is highly desirable that the task conferred upon the World 
Health Organization be accomplished fully in order to satisfy the legitimate health needs 
of the Member States in the Eastern Mediterranean Region, 

. 1. CONFIRMS the decisions as contained in resolutions WHA6.47 and WHA7.33; 

2. REQUESTS the Director -General and the Regional Director to take necessary measures 
to ensure implementation of these decisions. 

The DIRECTOR- GENERAL, introducing the item, drew attention to Official Records No. 173, 
Annex 13, which contained his report to the Board on the implementation of resolution WНА7.33. 
Sessions of the two sub -committees A and B had taken place since 1958. In 1968, Sub - 
Committee A had met in Nicosia, Cyprus, as arranged. However, the session of Sub -Committee B, 
to be held from 13 to 16 August 1968 in Geneva, had been cancelled following the receipt of a 
communication dated 14 July 1968 from the Government of Israel stating, inter alia, that Israel 
would no longer attend sessions of Sub -Committee В. As no other Member had intimated its 
intention of attending the 1968 session of Sub -Committee B it had accordingly been cancelled. 

He recalled resolutions WHА7.33, WHA11.21 and ЕВ43.R27 which were relevant to the situa- 
tion. Furthermore, the Committee had before it for its attention a draft resolution sub- 
mitted by a group of countries which confirmed the decisions contained in those resolutions 
of the Health Assembly and requested him and the Regional Director to take the necessary 
measures to ensure implementation of those decisions. That draft resolution would have the 
effect of specifically requesting him to pursue the action he was already taking. He 
considered that the adoption of such a draft resolution would be the best course the 
Committee could follow, provided that a certain number of governments attended the sessions of 
Sub -Committee B. In that connexion, he recalled that the provisions of resolution WНА7.33 
clearly expressed the hope that some of the Member States in the Region would join both sub- 
committees in order to strengthen the work of WHO in the Eastern Mediterranean Region. He 
assured the Committee that, should it decide to adopt the draft resolution proposed, the 
Director -General and the Regional Director would naturally do their utmost to implement it 
to the full. 

Professor AUJALEU (France) reminded the Committee that it had been the then head of the 
French delegation, the late Professor Parisot, who had been the prime mover of resolution 
WНА7.33, which had in fact allowed WHO to pursue its regional activity in the Eastern 
Mediterranean in spite of a delicate situation. That situation had certainly not improved. 
It seemed to him that it was essential at the present moment to gain time and to do nothing 
which could worsen the position with regard to WHO's regional action. It was to be hoped 
that the situation would eventually improve; history had shown that traditional enmities 
did not last forever. 
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His delegation would support the draft resolution submitted by a group of countries, 
on condition, however, that it would be implemented in toto. The Government of Israel had 
no doubt been distressed by the lack of attendance at the sessions of Sub -Committee B. His 
country was ready to participate in Sub -Committee B and he urged other countries, qualified 
to do so, to do likewise in the interests of conciliation. He would therefore propose that 
the first operative paragraph of the joint draft resolution should be amended to read: 
"CONFIRMS the decisions and hopes contained in resolutions WHA6.47 and WНА7.ЗЗ", thus referring 
to the specific hope expressed in the fourth operative paragraph of resolution WНА7.ЗЗ as it 
would seem that the Government of Israel attributed importance to that point. As a 

consequential amendment, he suggested that the last word in the secom operative paragraph 
of the draft resolution should read "resolutions" instead of "decisions ". He did not think 
that his amendments altered the substance of the text and he urged its co- sponsors to accept 
them. 

Mr MOUSSA (United Arab Republic) was not entirely happy with the wording suggested by 
the delegate of France in respect of the first operative paragraph. 

Mr ALLEN (United States of America) suggested that it might prove acceptable both to 
the delegate of France and to the sponsors of the draft resolution if the first operative 
paragraph were to read: "REAFFIRMS resolutions WНА6.47 and WНА7.ЗЗ". Naturally, he would 
not press that amendment. 

Professor AUJALEU (France) said that the amendment proposed by the United States 
delegate entirely met his purpose as he had solely intended to ensure that the whole of the 
World Health Assembly resolution was taken into account. 

Dr NABI (Sudan), Dr ROUHANI (Iran), Mr HACHEME (Mauritania), Dr S. HASAN (Pakistan), 
Dr SHAM' (Jordan) and Dr AL- ADWANI (Kuwait) accepted the amendment proposed by the delegate of 
the United States to the first operative paragraph of the draft resolution of which they were 
co- sponsors, as well as the amendment proposed by the French delegate to the second operative 
paragraph. 

Dr GJEBIN (Israel) said that he did not intend to take part in the discussion on drafting. 
He wished to express his delegation's deep regret that the present matter had been included 
in the agenda of the present session. His Government had, since the inception of the 
Regional Committee for the Eastern Mediterranean, wished it to function in the normal manner 
laid down by the Constitution; it had been prevented from doing so on grounds unrelated to 
the action of WHO. As a result, resolution WHА7.33 had been adopted and the machinery it 
had set up constituted an anomaly in the United Nations family. The arrangement was an 
essentially provisional one and had been accepted as such by his delegation in a spirit of 
compromise. However, the system had not functioned satisfactorily. Objections to 
resolution WНА7.ЗЗ still persisted and the difficulties were not of the making of his Govern - 
ment. The situation which had arisen at the present time was due to the fact that one 
Member State was being prevented from participating in the Regional Committee and that was 
altogether unacceptable. He reserved his right to make a further statement. 

Mr MOUSSA (United Arab Republic), as a co- sponsor of the draft resolution, also accepted 
the amendments proposed by the United States and French delegates to the first and second 
operative paragraphs respectively. 

The fact that the present item was on the agenda of the Health Assembly had not been the 
result of any initiative on the part of his own country. The arrangement for Sub -Committees 
A and B had proved workable and he recalled, in that regard, the provisions of the third 
operative paragraph of resolution WНА7.33 which laid down that the provisional regime should 
be terminated if at any time all Member States in the Region agreed to work on the usual 
basis of a regional committee. The arrangement had functioned satisfactorily until such 
time as Israel had no longer complied. He failed to see why, after a full decade, the 
Israeli Government had decided the system was unworkable; it had been the only Member 
State in the Region to do so. Both the Director -General and the delegate of France considered 

• 
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the scheme as workable. The draft resolution submitted by a group of countries endorsed the 
situation as the only possible solution and he proposed that the Committee should adopt it 
forthwith, incorporating the amendments submitted by the delegates of the United States and of 
France. 

The CHAIRMAN assumed that the remaining co- sponsors accepted the amendment proposed by the 
United States delegation to the first operative paragraph, as well as that proposed by the 
delegation of France to the second operative paragraph of the draft resolution. There being 
no objection, he noted that that was the case. 

Decision: The draft resolution, as amended, was approved by 49 votes to none, with 16 
abstentions. 

Dr GJEBIN (Israel), explaining his vote, stated that, after having heard the Director - 
General remind the Committee of the need for implementation of resolution WНА7.33 in its 
entirety, including operative paragraph 4, aid in view of the amendments proposed by the 
delegations of France and the United States, his delegation had decided, in a spirit of con- 
ciliation, not to vote against the draft resolution and to abstain. He hoped that that appeal 
would be heeded so that, in practice as well as in theory, the Constitution would be adhered to. 

Mr MOUSSA (United Arab Republic) made it clear that in his view the amendments accepted 
had not altered the meaning and intention of the co- sponsors of the draft resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN said that those statements would be duly noted. 

He announced that the Committee had completed consideration of its agenda. 

Mr КASAТКIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that during the present session of 
the Health Assembly representatives of the Secretariat had several times stated the opinion 
that members of the WHO Executive Board, when carrying out their official duties, acted in a 
personal capacity. 

In view of those statements he wished to make an official request to the WHO Secretariat 
to ask the Legal Adviser of the United Nations for an interpretation of Article 24 of the WHO 
Constitution in regard to whether members of the Executive Board, duly designated by the 
governments of Member States, carried out their duties as representatives of governments or 
in their personal capacity, in view of the provisions of Articles 24, 28 (a) (b) and (i), 29, 
57, and 58 of the WHO Constitution, Rule 104 of the Rules of Procedure of the Health Assembly, 
and of Rules 1, 2, and 3 of the Rules of Procedure of the WHO Executive Board, which were in 
some degree an interpretation of Article 24 of the WHO Constitution. 

In view of the time factor, he said he did not insist on receiving the interpretation of 
the Legal Adviser of the United Nations before the end of the present World Health Assembly and 
would be fully satisfied if it were communicated in writing to the Member States of WHO after 
the end of the session. 

The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the provisions of Rule 12 of the Rules of Procedure of the 
World Health Assembly which governed the conditions for submission of supplementary items to 

the agenda and ruled the remarks made by the Soviet Union delegate as out of order. 

Mr КASAТКIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) emphasized the fact that he had in no 
way intended to open consideration of an additional item but had merely wished to put an 
official request for an opinion from the Legal Adviser of the United Nations on a specific 
point. 

The CHAIRMAN said that his question had been duly noted by the Secretariat. 



A22 /AFL /SR /11 
page 10 

5. DRAFT SIXTH REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON ADMINISTRATION, FINANCE AND LEGAL MATTERS 

(Document А22 /AFL /30) 

Dr DE CONINCK (Belgium), Rapporteur, read out the draft sixth report of the Committee 

(document А22 /AFL /30). 

Decision: The draft report was adopted. 

6. CLOSURE 

The CHAIRMAN expressed his appreciation of the valuable experience he had derived from 

his participation in the work of the World Health Assembly at such an epoch -making stage in 

history. Like many other delegates, he viewed WHO with high expectations which he hoped 

would come to be fulfilled as a result of a continuing and dynamic process. Health should 

be the main beneficiary of all present -day human efforts. Paying tribute to the work of WHO 
on the basis of his own experience at the national and regional levels, he emphasized the 
importance of its action evolving even further. 

He thanked the officers of the Committee, the Assistant Director -General and all the 

Secretariat for their help. The members of the Committee were to be commended on their valuable 
deliberations despite the pressures of time. 

Dr KADAMA (Uganda) proposed a warm vote of thanks to the Chairman for his able conduct of 

the meetings. 

Dr ROUHANI (Iran) expressed his gratitude to the Chairman for his authoritative and 

judicious conduct of the proceedings which had led to the successful conclusion of the 
Committee's work. He also thanked the representative of the Executive Board, the officers of 
the Committee, the Assistant Director -General and the Secretariat for their efforts. 

The meeting rose at 5.45 p.m. 


