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1. HEALTH ASSISTANCE TO REFUGEES AND DISPLACED PERSONS IN THE MIDDLE EAST: Item 3.11 
of the Agenda (Resolution WHA27.42, Parts A and B; Documents A28/20, А28/39, 
А28 /WP /1) (continued) 

The CHAIRMAN reminded the Committee that debate on item 3.11 had been closed at the 
previous meeting and a resolution voted; consequently he could only entertain requests to 

speak in explanation of votes. 

Mr GAYNOR (Ireland), explained, on their behalf, why the nine Member States of the 
European Communities had abstained. Health assistance to refugees aid displaced persons 
was a humanitarian problem to which the States for which he spoke were not indifferent. 
It was regrettable that the Special Committee of the World Health Assembly had not been 
able to carry out its functions. The nine States would have liked to vote for a 

resolution that would have assisted in solving the problem, but the resolution adopted 
had wording and implications that they considered inappropriate. It was unfortunate, 
too, that the resolution had made no specific reference to UNRWA, whose excellent work 
was well known. 

Mr THIBAULT (Canada) said that while his delegation agreed in spirit with the aim of 
the resolution adopted - namely, an increased assistance to the populations of the occupied 
territories - certain parts of the resolution were not in accord with his Government's 
policies. With regard to Part C, for example, Canada was not in a position to take 
a stand on the question of the Palestine Liberation Organization as the sole spokesman 
for all Palestinians. Moreover, his Government considered that the future status of the 

occupied territories was an important element in forthcoming negotiations between the 
countries concerned. For those reasons his delegation had abstained. 

Mr REKOLA (Finland) said that, while his Government was concerned about the inhabitants 
of the occupied territories and considered unacceptable any changes in the physical 
character, composition of population, institutional structure, or status of the occupied 
territories, his delegation had abstained because the resolution had contained paragraphs 
that it could not support. They included the third preambular paragraph of Part B of 
the resolution, which implied a limitation, in accordance with Article 7 of the 

Constitution, of the rights of Member States in exceptional circumstances; in the 
opinion of his Government the circumstances in question did not justify the application 
of Article 7. He regretted that the Special Committee had not been established in a 
way that would have enabled it to carry out its humanitarian mandate and that Israel had 
therefore denied it entry to the occupied territories. It was of the utmost importance 
for the Assembly to have reliable and complete information on the conditions there. His 
Government thought that Security Council resolutions 242 of 1967 and 338 of 1973 provided 
a basis for a just and durable solution to the problems of the Middle East. A prerequisite 
for such a solution was the withdrawal of Israel from the territories it had occupied in 
the war of 1967. The aim should be a solution that took account of the legitimate rights 
of Palestinians. 

Dr MORK (Norway) said that his country shared the general anxiety about the health of 
the population in the areas dealt within the resolution and had contributed substantially 
to the international relief programme for the refugees and displaced persons in the 

Middle East. His delegation had, however, been unable to support the resolution because 
it contained formulations that might contravene the principles of his Government. That 
was especially true of the third premabular paragraph of Part A and the third preambular 
paragraph of Part B. 
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Mrs RODRIGUEZ LARRETA (Uruguay) said that her country was in favour of sincere and 
constructive dialogue and would support all types of programme for the betterment of 
health. But the draft resolution approved had a considerable political content made even 
more serious by the problems for the solution of which WHO was not the appropriate forum 
and which had not been solved elsewhere. Part A of the resolution, which dealt essentially 
with the maintenance and improvement of health and living conditions in the occupied 
territories, deserved warm support as being within the aims of WHO and what her country 
stood for; as regards Part B, concerning the Special Committee of Experts, an open and 
sincere dialogue might have permitted a compromise solution; Part C, however, she did not 
consider relevant since it would give powers of control to a belligerent organization. 
Those were the considerations on which her delegation has based its vote. 

Mr WHITLAM (Australia) said that his delegation had abstained because, in spite of 
its natural concern for the health and welfare of refugees and displaced persons in the 
occupied territories, it did not feel that the tone and general thrust of the resolution 
would be likely to contribute constructively to the urgent search for a lasting settlement 
to problems in the Middle East. 

Dr TORRES NAVARRO (Bolivia) said that his delegation maintained that the introduction 
of political problems into the discussions of technical organizations should be avoided: 
such problems were the concern of other international organizations. For that reason 
his delegation had not been able to support the draft resolution as a whole. It would, 
however, support any measures to improve the living conditions of and any health assistance 
to the refugees and displaced persons in the Middle East and so had supported the proposal 
that the parts of the draft resolution be put to the vote separately. 

Dr VALLADARES (Venezuela) said that much to his regret he had been unavoidably absent 
at the time of the vote at the previous meeting. He wished to place on record that the 
Venezuelan delegation would have abstained for the reasons given by the other delegations 
that had done so. 

Mr MENA (Costa Rica) said that Cost Rica was opposed to no country, and, indeed, had 
no army. Problems that countries did not wish to solve could not be solved by the 
international organizations, and he urged that an urgent appeal be made to the parties in 
conflict to get together to resolve their problems immediately for the benefit, not only 
of the population of the area, but of all mankind. 

Mrs CRUTCHLEY (New Zealand) said that her delegation had abstained from voting, 
particularly because of its reservations concerning the third preambular paragraph 3 of 
Part B of the resolution. The implications of that paragraph were disturbing and not in 
accord with the stand that her Government had traditionally maintained on the question. 
However, she wished to record her Government's sympathy with the refugees and displaced 
persons in the Middle East. 

Dr CARRAL TOLOSA (Argentina) said that if the draft resolution had been put to the 

vote paragraph by paragraph, his delegation would have abstained on paragraph Э of Part A 
and on Part B. Paragraph 3 of Part A was too partial, going into political matters that 
should be dealt with in other forums, and he regretted that the problem had had to be 
considered in WHO once again. However, since the resolution had been put to the vote as 
a whole, his delegation had voted in favour of it, since it considered that any person 
needing help if his health was threatened should receive it, especially with the partici- 
pation of bodies related to WHO. 

Mr ONISHI (Japan) said that his delegation had wished to support the humanitarian 
aims of the resolution but had abstained because some elements in Part C were not 
acceptable to his Government. 
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2. USE OF GERMAN AS A WORKING LANGUAGE IN THE REGIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR EUROPE: Item 
3.13 of the Agenda (Resolution EB55.R12; Official Records No. 223, Part I, Annex 5) 

Dr TAYLOR (representative of the Executive Board) said that the Regional Committee 
for Europe, having taken into consideration the wish expressed by Austria, the Federal 
Republic of Germany and the German Democratic Republic that German be introduced as a 

working language in the Regional Committee and the Regional Office for Europe had adopted 
a resolution to that effect at its twenty - fourth session. At its fifty -fifth session, 
the Executive Board had examined the proposal to introduce, as a first step, interpretation 
from and into German at the twenty -sixth session of the Regional Committee in 1976. The 
estimated cost would be US$ 5000 per year for 1976 and 1977 and could be met within the 
budgetary provisions for those two years. 

The Board had also been informed that the cost of using German as a working language 
in the Regional Committee for Europe would be approximately US$ 106 000 a year and if, in 

addition, German was used as a working language in the Regional Office the total cost 
would be approximately US$ 380 000 a year. After consideration of the matter, the 
Executive Board had adopted resolution EB55.R12, recommending that the Twenty - eighth 
World Health Assembly support in principle the adoption of German as a working language 
of the Regional Committee for Europe and that it request the Regional Committee to examine 
at its twenty -fifth session proposals to be submitted by the Regional Director for the 
gradual implementation of the principle, taking into account the material aid financial 
implications. The same resolution also requested the Director -General to examine, with 
a view to a decision to be taken later, the material and financial implications of a 

phased extension of the use of the German language in the Regional Office for Europe. 

Professor AUJALEU (France) added that the proposal of the Regional Committee for 

Europe had been adopted unanimously by the Executive Board. 

Mr PARROTT (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) welcomed the 
Executive Board resolution EB55.R12, which proposed the introduction of German in a very 
restrained way. 

Professor LISICYN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) also supported the proposal. 
Experience in various United Nations bodies with the introduction of the use of German 
had shown that the proposal was rational and could be successfully implemented. 

Dr VALLADARES (Venezuela) (Rapporteur) then read the following draft resolution. 

The Twenty - eighth World Health Assembly, 
Noting resolution EB55.R12 adopted by the Executive Board at its fifty -fifth 

session concerning the use of the German language in the Regional Organization for 

Europe, 

1. SUPPORTS in principle the adoption of the German language as a working language 
of the Regional Committee for Europe; 

2. REQUESTS the Regional Committee for Europe to examine at its twenty -fifth session 
proposals to be submitted by the Regional Director for the gradual implementation of 
the principle, taking into account the material and financial implications; and 

3. REQUESTS the Director -General to examine, with a view to a decision to be taken 
at a later date, the material and financial implications of a phased extension of the 
use of the German language in the Regional Office for Europe. 

Decision: The draft resolution was approved. 
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Professor Renger (German Democratic Republic) took the Chair 

3. PARTICIPATION IN THE REGIONAL COMMITTEE FOR AFRICA OF MEMBERS NOT HAVING THEIR SEAT 
OF GOVERNMENT WITHIN THE REGION: Item 3.12 of the Agenda (Document A28/21) 

Mr GUTTERIDGE (Director, Legal Division), introducing the item, said that at its 
twenty - fourth session the Regional Committee for Africa had adopted resolution AFR /RC24 /R8, 
dealing with the participation of colonial powers in Regional Committee meetings, and 
inter alia, requesting that the resolution be transmitted to the Twenty- eighth World Health 
Assembly for it to take action that would put an end to the participation of any colonial 
power in the meetings of the Regional Committee for Africa. That resolution was annexed 
to document A28/21, which also bore an introductory note by the Director -General; he called 
attention to the fourth paragraph of that note, which referredto the constitutional and other 
provisions affecting the matter. 

Miss BOA (Ivory Coast) explained that the purpose of resolution AFR /RC24 /R8 was to 
resolve a contradiction between two past resolutions of the Health Assembly. Resolution 
WHA2.103 authorized colonial powers representing the interests of countries and territories 
in the African Region to participate in Regional Committee meetings as Member States. On 
the other hand, resolution WHA27.37 requested the Director -General to take the necessary 
steps to invite the representatives of national liberation movements recognized by the 
Organization of African Unity to attend the meetings of WHO in an observer capacity. The 
second resolution cancelled the first, since it was unthinkable that one country should be 
represented by two delegations. She appealed to all delegations anxious for the rapid 
liberation of countries and territories under colonial administration to act in conformity 
with resolution 3118 (XXVIII) of the United Nations General Assembly (which requested all 
specialized agencies to take measures to ensure the representation of national liberation 
movements at their meetings) and to support unanimously the resolution adopted by the 
Regional Committee for Africa. 

Mr FINDLAY (Sierra Leone) said that resolution WHA27.37 had had the 
of the Regional Committee for Africa, at its twenty - fourth session, when representatives 
had also expressed their disapproval of the participation in the Regional Committee of any 
colonial power. In 1949, when resolution WHA2.103 had been adopted, nearly all countries 
in the African Region had been under colonial domination. Today, however, the vast 
majority were sovereign States. It was a matter of regret that resolution WHA2.103 had 
not been expunged or amended with the passage of time. However, as it still formed part 
to the decisions of the Assembly, both the Director -General and the Regional Director 
continued to be bound by it. His delegation therefore moved the amendment of resolution 
WНА2.103 by the deletion of paragraphs 2 and 3(4) and the consequent renumbering 
of the remaining paragraphs. He also appealed to the Committee to approve the resolution 
that had been adopted by the Regional Committee. 

Mr CHU Hsing -kuo (China) said that the prolonged, merciless plunder of Africa by the 
colonial powers had aroused the vehement resistance of the African people, who had finally 
won their independence. The resolution of the Regional Committee for Africa had been 
fully justified and had the support of his delegation. 

Dr HASSAN (Somalia) also agreed with the resolution, but thought that its scope should 
be widened. Some parts of Africa were in other WHO Regions, and colonial powers still 
represented certain territories in Regional Committees. He proposed that operative para- 
graph 3 of resolution AFR /RC24 /R8 should be amended to read "a Regional Committee" rather 
than "the Regional Committee for Africa" and operative paragraph 4 to read "in the meetings 
of Regional Committees" rather than "in the meetings of the Regional Committee for Africa ". 

Dr TOURE (Senegal) hoped that the voice of France - as the power principally concerned 
by the Regional Committee resolution, in respect of the Comoro Archipelago and Réunion - 
would be heard in the debate, which would benefit by France's deep understanding of colonial 
problems. 
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Professor LISICYN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) expressed his support for 
resolution AFR /RC24 /R8 and for the amendments proposed by the delegate of Somalia. 

Dr TARIMO (United Republic of Tanzania) said that the aim of the Regional Committee's 
resolution had been to rationalize an anomalous situation brought about by the changes 
since 1949, when resolution WHА2.103 had been adopted. He supported the amendments pro- 
posed by the delegate of Somalia, because it would make applicable to the whole world a 
resolution originally intended to apply only to the African Region. 

Dr WRIGHT (Niger) thought that the time had come when the colonial powers should 
realize that they were out of place in meetings of Regional Committees. Countries that 
had attained independence were mature enough to take care of their own interests. He 
supported the resolution as it stood but the amendments proposed by the Somali delegate 
placed him in a quandary as they extended a regional resolution to an interregional scale. 
He agreed with the spirit of the amendments and could support them if other persons or 
other committees felt that the scope of the original resolution should be widened. 

Mr PARROTT (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) expressed concern 
regarding the procedural aspects of the discussion. The agenda item under consideration 
clearly referred to participation in the Regional Committee for Africa. The Constitution 
of WHO dealt not with colonial powers but rather with countries responsible for the con- 
duct of the international relations of territories or groups of territories, and some 
territories in that situation would resent the term "colony" being applied to them. In 

accordance with the Constitution and decisions of the Health Assembly, a country that had 
responsibility for a territory was allowed to participate in Regional Committees, and that 
was recognized in the third preambular paragraph of the resolution under discussion. The 
agenda item under discussion would take on a different complexion if amendments were to be 
made to a resolution already adopted by the Regional Committee for Africa. He felt that 
some guidance was needed from the secretariat on whether the proposed amendments and 
expansion of an agenda item were in order. 

GUTTERIDGE Division) said that the conditions for the 
pation in Regional Committees of territories that were not responsible for the conduct of 
their international relations and were not Associate Members were laid down in resolution 
WHА2.103, adopted on 30 June 1949. In accordance with Article 47 of the Constitution, 
the nature and extent of the rights aid obligations of those territories should be deter- 
mined by the Health Assembly in consultation with the authority responsible for the inter- 
national relations of those territories and with the Member States in the region. 

Operative paragraph 1 of the resolution, interpreting Article 47, defined the States 
Members in a region; operative paragraph 2 prescribed the arrangements for participation 
of States Members not having their seat of government within the region. Those pro- 
visions had, of course, been adopted in the light of the conditions prevailing at the time, 
and the Assembly could, if it so desired, modify them by a further resolution. 

The Committee had before it two proposals. The first was that resolution WHA2.103 
should be amended by the deletion of operative paragraphs 1 and 2 and operative subpara- 
graphs 3(1), 3(3) and 3(4), so that the resolution would relate to Associate Members only. 
At the present juncture aid having regard to the comments made by the representative of 
the United Kingdom, since the participation of the territories in question in Regional 
Committees was governed by a Health Assembly resolution, the modification of the arrange- 
ments for their participation could hardly be considered in respect of one Regional 
Committee in isolation from the other Regional Committees. It could therefore be 

considered to be within the competence of Committee B to examine that question in a wider 
framework if it chase to do so. 

The second proposal, put forward by the delegate of Somalia, was that resolution 
AFR /RC24 /R8 should be modified, but it was doubtful whether the Committee could modify a 

Regional Committee resolution except by recommending to the World Health Assembly a new 
draft resolution to that effect. If the Regional Committee resolution were rather recast 

as a new resolution, the difficulty would then be that as long as resolution WHА2.103 
remained in force the two resolutions would be in apparent conflict, although the latter 

resolution could be presumed to overrule the earlier. Members might, however, deem it 
preferable to find a way of avoiding such a conflict. If the intention was to abrogate 
the provisions of operative paragraph 2 of resolution WHА2.103, then it might be advisable 
to consider the possibility of undertaking a re- examination of WHA2.103. 
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Mr SCHUMANN (German Democratic Republic) said that he supported the resolution 
AFR /RC24 /R8 and the amendment proposed by Somalia. In the event of a conflict of interpreta- 
tion between that resolution and resolution WHA2.103, there could be no doubt in his view 
that the principle lex posterior derogat priori applied. 

Dr CAMARA (Guinea) said that he supported resolution AFR /RC24 /R8, which had been 
adopted unanimously at Brazzaville, and the amendments proposed by the delegate of Somalia, 
which were intended to give it universal application. 

Dr HASSAN (Somalia) thought it could be assumed that a later resolution overrode ipso 
facto the provisions of any earlier resolution apparently in conflict with it. On that 
basis he urged the acceptance of his amendments to resolution AFR /RC24 /R8 so as to avoid 
the duplication of work that would be necessary if other Regional Committees had to submit 
similar draft resolutions in respect of their own regions, as would certainly be the case 
in the Eastern Mediterranean Region. 

Dr SACKS (Secretary) explained that the amendment proposed by Sierra Leone referred, 
not to any constitutional text, but to resolution WHA2.103 which had been adopted by the 
Second World Health Assembly. Resolution AFR /RC24 /R8 was a resolution of the Regional 
Committee for Africa transmitted as such for submission to the current Health Assembly; 
any decision with regard to it would have to be taken by a Health Assembly resolution based 
on the discussions in the Committee. 

Mr FINDLAY (Sierra Leone) said that the adoption of the amendment he had proposed to 
resolution WHA2.103 would remove the legal problems that had been raised. In addition, 
the resolution AFR /RC24 /R8 should also be approved. 

Dr OULD BA (Mauritania) supported the resolution which had been adopted unanimously 
by the Regional Committee for Africa and the amendment proposed by the delegate of Somalia 
because it would simplify the task of the Assembly and avoid the possibility of the 
Committee's having to consider other similar resolutions in future years. Territories 
not responsible for their international relations could no longer be represented by countries 
outside their region, but only by their own leaders or liberation movements. He proposed 
that the secretariat be asked to draft a text that would express the consensus of the 
Committee. Operative paragraph 2 of resolution WHA2.103 should in any case be amended in 

order to avoid possible misunderstanding in the future. The Assembly could also treat 
resolution AFR /RC24 /R8 as a draft resolution proposed by the Regional Committee for Africa 
and adopt it separately. Alternatively, both matters could be dealt with in a single 
draft resolution. 

Dr ADESUYI (Nigeria) said that the question could be dealt with step by step. The 
Committee should first approve the resolution of the Regional Committee; it should then 
forward the resolution to the Director -General for transmission to the Health Assembly as 
requested in operative paragraph 4 of the resolution, and afterwards deal with the question 
of the amendment of resolution WHA2.103. 

Mr PARROTT (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) said he supported 
the proposal made by the representative of Mauritania that the secretariat be invited to 
prepare a draft resolution that would amend resolution WHA2.103, if that was the general 
desire. Action was, however, called for in order to avoid prejudicing the rights of 
certain territories that were not yet responsible for their international relations, some 
of which did not wish to assume that responsibility at that stage. Furthermore, since 
the resolution before the Committee related to the African Region only, it might be more 
courteous to allow other Regional Committees to consider the question before making the 
resolution applicable to all parts of the world. 
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Mr NOZIGLIA (United States of America) reminded the Committee that the agenda item 
under consideration related to Africa alone. What the Committee should find was a simple 
means of satisfying the wishes expressed by the Regional Committee for Africa. There was 
no item on the agenda under which the Committee could consider the position of the other 
regions nor did it have information regarding their views on the question. While it 
would be easy to meet the wishes of the African Region, the amendment of resolution 

WHА2.103, which would affect all the other regions, would be premature. 

Dr DOLGOR (Mongolia) said that he supported the resolution of the Regional Committee. 
The problem was not, however, exclusive to the African Region. He therefore also 
supported the amendment proposed by the delegate of Somalia and suggested that a small 

working group be set up to draft a suitable resolution. 

Dr KEITA (Mali) said that the countries of Africa south of the Sahara had taken a firm 
decision in resolution AFR /RC24 /R8 and asked the Regional Director to forward their case to 
the Health Assembly. While the amendments that had been proposed were laudable, to try to 

extend the scope of the original resolution might be to hazard what had already been gained 
for Africa, particularly if an attempt was made to reword it so that it would, in effect, 

embrace liberation movements the world over, some of which were not even recognized in 
their own regions. Resolution AFR /RC24 /R8 referred only to liberation movements recognized 
by the Organization of African Unity, and he considered that it should be voted upon without 
change. 

Miss BOA (Ivory Coast) expressed her agreement with the delegates of Nigeria and Mali. 
It was on the Brazzaville resolution, which, recalling resolution WHА27.37, applied only to 
liberation movements recognized by the OAU, that the Committee and the Health Assembly 
should take their decision. 

The DIRECTOR- GENERAL said that the Regional Committee resolution asked the Health 
Assembly to give effect to the wishes of the African Region by a resolution that would 
permit their implementation by the Regional Director and the Director -General. Two 
proposals had been put forward during the debate in the Committee. One group of speakers 
wanted the terms of the resolution to be made applicable to all the other regions. That 
wish could be met by modifying the Regional Committee resolution along the following lines. 
The resolution could begin with the words, "The Twenty - eighth World Health Assembly" 
replacing the words "The Regional Committee ". In the second preambular paragraph, the 
words "and the League of Arab States" would be inserted immediately after the words 
"Organization of African Unity" in order to make the resolution consistent with other 
resolutions; in the third preambular paragraph, the words "in the African Region" would 
be deleted; and in the fourth preambular paragraph the words "at this juncture of 
African history" would also be deleted. Operative paragraph 1 would remain unchanged; 
operative paragraph 2 would be deleted; operative paragraphs 3 and 4 would be merged in 
a new operative paragraph 2 to read: "DISAPPROVES of the participation of any colonial 
power as a Member of all Regional Committees and DECIDES to put an immediate end to the 
participation of any colonial power in Regional Committees "; aid a new operative 
paragraph 3 would read "DECIDES FURTHER that resolution WHА2.103 shall stand amended 
accordingly ". 

The proposal made by a second group, including the United Kingdom aid other 
delegations, would be that the resolution should remain applicable to the African Region 
only; that proposal could be expressed in a resolution stating that the Assembly took 
note of the resolution adopted by the Regional Committee for Africa and decided to give 
immediate effect to the content of that resolution. 

Mr NOZIGLA (United States of America) suggested that there was a third possible course 
of action for the Committee, which could be expressed in a resolution stating that the 
Health Assembly noted with approval the resolution of the Regional Committee for Africa, 
requested that the Assembly give effect to that resolution and that the Director -General 
should bring that resolution to the attention of other Regional Committees, inviting them 
to take such action as they deemed to be in consonance with it. 
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Mr PARROTT (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) supported the 

United States suggestion. He drew attention to the fact that if the first alternative 

resolution suggested by the Director -General were approved there might be a risk of putting 

an immediate end to the presence of any "colonial power" - a term that was not clearly 

defined - at the meetings of any Regional Committee. That, however, was a question of 

drafting, and he would welcome the opportunity to see a written draft. 

Dr OULD BA (Mauritania) said that since other regions had not yet studied the question 

raised in the resolution of the Regional Committee for Africa, he hoped that the Committee 

would approve the resolution as it stood. 

The meeting was suspended at 4.20 p.m. and resumed at 4.50 p.m. 

At the CHAIRMAN's request, Dr VALLADARES (Venezuela) (Rapporteur) read out the 

following draft resolution, which had been prepared to take into account the various views 

expressed: 

The Twenty- eighth World Health Assembly, 

Having considered resolution AFR /RC24 /R8 on the participation in the Regional 

Committee for Africa of Members not having their seat of government within the 

Region, 

1. DECIDES to give effect to operative paragraph 4 of resolution AFR /RC24 /R8 and 

requests the Director -General and the Regional Director to act accordingly; and 

2. REQUESTS the Director -General and the Regional Directors to bring these 

resolutions to the attention of other Regional Committees. 

Decision: The draft resolution was approved. 

4. COORDINATION WITHIN THE UNITED NATIONS SYSTEM: Item 3.16 of the Agenda 

General matters: Item 3.16.1 of the Agenda (Resolutions WHA27.32, EB55.R47, EB55.R56, 
aid EB55.R69; Official Records No. 223, Part I, Annex 11; Documents А28/23 and Add.l, 

2, and 3, and Add.1 Corr. 1) 

Dr TAYLOR (representative of the Executive Board) informed the Committee that, at 

its fifty -fifth session, the Executive Board had considered a report by the Director -General 

reviewing the major decisions of concern to the Organization taken by the Economic and 

Social Council at its fifty -sixth and fifty - seventh sessions and by the General Assembly of 
the United Nations at its twenty -ninth session. 

The Board had established a working group to consider the many questions to which 
those decisions gave rise, and on the group's recommendation it had adopted resolution 
EB55.R56, dealing with general coordination matters with other organizations of the 
United Nations system. 

The Board had also adopted resolution EB55.R69 concerning the United Nations World 
Food Conference. That resolution recalled in general the recommendations made at the 

Conference for improving food and nutrition policies in collaboration with other 
organizations of the United Nations system and, in particular, its call to WHO, in 

cooperation with FAO and other organizations to develop intersectoral food and nutrition 
plans and to participate in a global nutrition surveillance system. In document А28/23 - 

which, with its addenda, constituted the Director -General's report on general matters of 
coordination - the steps taken by the Director -General to participate fully in the World 
Food Conference and to implement its resolutions were described. He invited the 
Committee's particular attention to the substance of the first and fourth operative 
paragraphs of resolution EB55.R69. 

Document А28/23 also covered developments in the coordination of administrative, 
budgetary and financial matters within the United Nations system, as well as the decisions 
taken by the United Nations General Assembly on administrative issues of interest to the 

Organization. The Board had noted the information provided concerning the cost 
measurement system, the studies related to the International Computing Centre and its 

cost /effectiveness and location, and the reports of the ACABQ on interagency coordination. 
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In that connexion, the Committee would also wish to consider resolution EB55.R47, 
concerning the report of the Joint Inspection Unit on the use of travel funds in WHO. 
The Board had considered that report at length, together with the Director -General's 
comments (reproduced in Official Records No. 223, Part I, Annex 11). The Committee would 
wish to note the alternatives that the Director -General had proposed for travel of 
delegates, Board members and expert committee members. 

The Board had been of the opinion that the motives that had led early Health 
Assemblies to authorize reimbursement to each Member and Associate Member of WHO of travel 
expenses for one delegate only remained valid. It had likewise reaffirmed its belief 
that the travel expenses of Board members attending the post- Assemibly session of the 
Board should be reimbursed whether or not the Board members were also members of their 
country's delegation to the Health Assembly, thus preserving the independent nature of 
the Board. 

As regards travel standards, the consensus reached and recommended to the Health 
Assembly in resolution EB55.R47, operative paragraph 4, was that the current practice of 
reimbursing first -class travel for delegates to the Health Assembly and members of the 
Board should be maintained. As regards travel by members of expert committees, study 
groups and scientific groups, the Board considered that entitlements should be determined 
by a uniform method which would also apply to experts employed on a short -term basis, such 
as consultants or temporary advisers. It therefore decided, in operative paragraph 5 of 

the same resolution, that all experts be entitled to economy -class fare. Finally, the 
Board had noted the measures that the Director -General had taken, or intended to take, to 

rationalize further the planning for and utilization of the Organization's travel funds. 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR- GENERAL said that the report in document А28/23 was a consolidated 
and edited version of the Director -General's report to the fifty -fifth session of the 
Executive Board. He now wished to report developments that had occurred since then on 
the various subjects dealt with in the report. 

The Declaration and Programme of Action for the Establishment of a New International 
Economic Order (section 1 of the report) had been taken into account in WHO's mid -term 
review and appraisal of the health sector as a contribution to the overall mid -term review 
and appraisal of the International Development Strategy of the Second United Nations 
Development Decade. As requested in resolution EB55.R61, the review had been transmitted 
to the Secretary -General of the United Nations, together with a copy of the resolution, as 

a contribution to the material being prepared for the seventh special session of the 

General Assembly which was to be held in September 1975 on the subject of development and 
international economic cooperation. The Organization had participated in the work of the 
ACC subcommittee on the Second United Nations Development Decade which reviewed the various 
mid -term review and appraisal reports submitted by the organizations of the United Nations 
system, and so its views would be taken into account. The Director -General had expressed 
his views to the Secretary -General of the United Nations on some of the questions which, 
following a decision of ACC, would be discussed at the special session; those included the 

Programme of Action for the Establishment of a New International Economic Order, the 
International Development Strategy, the World Population Conference, and the World Food 
Conference. Those views, together with the views of the executive heads of the other 
organizations, would be transmitted to the special session. 

As regards science and technology (section 3 of the report), both the ACC and its 

Subcommittee on Science and Technology had reviewed some of the outstanding questions. 
The Director -General had continued his collaboration with the Secretary -General of the 
United Nations and the executive heads of the other organizations in ACC in order to find 

the most satisfactory way of studying institutional arrangements for science and 

technology within the United Nations system and to make proposals on the subject to the 

Economic and Social Council and the General Assembly. Steps had also been taken, in 

cooperation with other organizations, regarding studies on arid and semi -arid zones in 

preparation for a United Nations Conference on Desertification suggested for 1977. 

The Committee would note the wide range of activities relating to International 

Women's Year (section 4 of the report) and the World Conference of the International 

Women's Year to be held in Mexico City in June /July 1975. The Organization had contributed 

to the preparation of a World Plan of Action for submission to the Conference. One 

section of the Plan was devoted to "health and nutrition ", oriented to the changing needs 

and the changing role of women. 



A28 /B /SR /7 
page 11 

Regarding information systems (section 5 of the report and А28/23 Add.2) the Committee 
would note, in connexion with Аdd.2 in particular, that the development of WHO's own system 
was regarded as a practical prerequisite to effective participation in the overall work of 
developing United Nations information systems, and that WHO's contribution could only be 
as effective as the WHO information system itself. That had already been greatly 
strengthened and redesigned. The steps being taken as part of a more general effort to 

which the Director -General remained committed were outlined in section 8 of А28/23 Add.2. 
Regarding the development of principles of medical ethics (section 6 of the report), 

following the adoption of resolution EB55.R64 the Director -General had written to all 

Member States, the United Nations, ILO, UNESCO, and selected nongovermental organizations 
in official relations with WHO, to obtain their views and any information at their disposal 
for inclusion in the document to be prepared for the Fifth United Nations Congress on the 
Prevention of Crime and the Treatment of Offenders, to be held in Toronto in September 
1975. A few Member States, the United Nations, ILO, UNESCO, and some nongovernmental 
organizations had replied and it was hoped that other Member States would also find it 
possible to assist the Organization in preparing that document. 

He informed the Committee that the twenty -ninth session of the General Assembly had 
adopted resolution A /RES /3264 (XXIX) entitled "Prohibition of action to influence the 
environment and climate for military and other purposes incompatible with the maintenance 
of international security, human wellbeing and health ". The General Assembly had 
considered it necessary to adopt effective measures to prohibit such action, through an 
appropriate international convention. The matter was to be discussed further at the 
thirtieth session of the General Assembly and the Organization would consider, meanwhile, 
how it might effectively collaborate with the United Nations. 

UNDP- supported activities and those financed from other extrabudgetary funds were 
described in document А28/23 Add.1, which was the report the Director -General had 
submitted to the Executive Board. In accordance with resolution EB55.R59, the 
Director -General had continued cooperating with the other organizations of the United 
Nations system. At a meeting of the Inter -Agency Consultative Board in April, the 
Director -General had emphasized the key role that UNDP could play in coordinating economic 
and social aspects of total development. That meeting had also given attention to 

recent trends in multilateral and bilateral aid programmes and the funds that might become 
available from resources for development. The UNICEF /WHO Joint Committee on Health 
Policy had met in February and had discussed the report on the WHO /UNICEF study on 
alternative approaches to meeting basic health needs of populations in developing 
countries. The Organization was also collaborating with UNICEF in the preparation of 
reports for submission to the UNICEF Executive Board concerning child nutrition in the 
developing countries. Discussions on future collaboration had been held with the World 
Bank in February; they had focused, in part, on a paper on health policy issued by the 
Bank and describing its intention to emphasize in future the identification of health 
programmes arising out of projects financed by the Bank. The Committee would be glad to 
hear that the Organization's continuing contacts with the African Development Bank had 
resulted in the earmarking, by the Bank, of nearly US$ 63 million for possible loans to 
African governments for health activities. 

As regards the World Food Conference (section 2 of the report), the Committee would 
note that document А28/23 Аdd.3 had been prepared in response to the fifth operative 
paragraph of resolution EB55.R69. 

The meeting rose at 5.20 p.m. 

* * * 


