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EIGHTEENTH MEETING 

Wednesday, 29 January 1975, at 9.30 a . m . 

Chairman : Dr С. N . D . TAYLOR 

1. REVIEW OF THE PROPOSED PROGRAMME BUDGET TOR 1976 AND 1977 : Item 3.4 of the Agenda 

(continued) 

Draft report of the Executive Board (Document EB55/wp/l6) 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Board to consider the draft report on the proposed programme 

budget for 1976 (document EB55/\VP/l6). He pointed out that of the appendices referred to in 

the draft report only those not yet examined by the Board were attached. The others would 

be included in the final report submitted to the Health Assembly. 

After drawing attention to the main features of the draft report, he said that the details 

of the Board
f

s discussion were reflected in the summary records which, for the first time, 

would form an integral part of the final report. He also pointed out that Chapter II, section 

4 , of the report listed certain matters calling for the Health Assembly
f

 s special attention. 

Professor AUJALEU suggested that, to save time, he should indicate certain errors in the 

French text to the Secretariat. 

It was so agreed. 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Board to consider the draft report paragraph by paragraph. 

Chapter I 

Paragraphs 1-4 

There were no comments. 

Paragraphs 5 and 6 

Professor AUJALEU noted that an overall figure was given in respect of the increase 

proposed in the budget for 1976. In his opinion, the figures for the component elements of 

that increase, namely the increase in salaries and the drop in the rate of exchange, should 

be given too. 

Mr FURTH (Assistant Director-General), agreeing, said that the total figure would be 

broken down to reflect the two items in question. 

Paragraphs 7-9 

There were no comments. 

Paragraph 10 

Professor AUJALEU said he was a little worried about the reference in the penultimate 

sentence to the „coordinating role of the WHO representative". It seemed to him that 

coordination should be effected at a slightly higher level and that to cast the WHO represen-

tative in such a part might lead to difficulties. He suggested that the sentence should be 

toned down or deleted. 
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The DIRECTOR-GENERAL suggested that Professor AujaleiTs point might be met by simply-

deleting the word "representative". 

Professor SULIANTI SAROSO said that she would prefer that word to be retained. 

Dr LEKIE said that he too considered it advisable to keep the word "representative ’ � � 
though he well understood Professor Aujaleu

1

 s concern. 

Dr SHAMI pointed out that many countries had no WHO representative and it would there-

fore seem inappropriate in such cases to stress their role. 

Professor SULIANTI. SAROSO suggested, in the light of comments m a d e , that the penultimate 

sentence be redrafted to read : 

"The need to strengthen the role of the WHO representative at country level was 

recognized, specifically in collaborating with governments to harmonize bilateral-

or multilateral-assisted health activities with WHO'S own programme." 

It was so agreed. 

Professor KOSTRZEWSKI, referring to the fifth sentence of paragraph 10, reminded the 

Board that it had been decided to prolong the organizational study in question by one year. 

To reflect that point, he suggested the addition at the end of the sentence of the words 

"which will continue". 

Professor REID suggested, as an alternative drafting, that the words "to be completed 

in 1976" be added after the word "study". 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraph 11 

Professor SULIANTI SAROSO, referring to the second sentence, proposed that the words 

"demonstrate leadership by" be replaced by "initiate". 

The CHAIRMAN suggested instead that the first part of the sentence should be redrafted 

to read "WHO should develop and apply evaluation methods • • 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraphs 12-22 

There were no comments. 

Paragraph 23 

Professor TIGYI suggested that, to avoid comment at the Health Assembly, the percentage 

figure representing the proportion of the budget allocated to the Director-General's Develop-

ment Programme should be added in parenthesis. 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraphs 24-25 

There were no comments. 



EB55/SR/l8 

page 5 

Paragraphs 36 and 37 

Professor SULIANTI SAROSO said that the sections of the draft report concerning primary 

health care, and also those on malaria and coordination of research, dealt only with the 

budgetary aspects and did not take into account the Board
T

 s discussion on those topics. She 

felt strongly that at least one sentence should be included in the draft report to convey the 

importance the Board attached to those matters. 

Following an exchange of views in which the CHAIRMAN, Professor SULIANTI SAROSO and the 

DIRECTOR-GENERAL took part, Dr DIBA, alternate to Professor Pouyan, suggested that a suitable 

reference should be included in section 4 of Chapter II of the draft report (Other matters 

of major importance). 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that a sentence or two could be added under each item listed 

in paragraph 31, section 4 of Chapter II, expressing the Board's views. 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraphs 38-41 

There were no comments. 

Paragraphs 42 and 43 

Professor AUJALEU suggested that reference should be made in paragraph 42 to the United 

Nations Fund for Population Activities, in view of the important part it played in the 

family health programme. 

He further suggested that the words "as much if not more attention than" in the second 

sentence of paragraph 43, should read
 M

a s much attention as". 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraphs 44-46 

There were no comments. 

Paragraph 47 

Professor REID proposed that the word "apparent" should be added before "budgetary 

resources" in the first line. 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraphs 48-68 

There were no comments. 

Paragraph 69 

Professor AUJALEU said that, as he recollected, the Board in considering the reasons for 

the difficulties in eradicating malaria, had laid more stress on problems of governmental 

support as regards organization and finance than on biological problems such as the resistance 

of Plasmodium to drugs and vector resistance to insecticides. To reflect that, he suggested 

that the words "and for other" should be replaced by "but probably the failure was due, more 

than to any of these factors, to . . 

It was so agreed to amend the text along these lines. 
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Professor REID proposed the deletion in the second line of the words "which still had its 

unknowns in some areas". 

It was so agreed, 

Paragraph 70 

There were no comments. 

Paragraphs 71-79 

Dr EHRLICH said that he saw no reference to schistosomiasis, on which the Board had passed 

a resolution. He therefore suggested the insertion of a new paragraph between paragraphs 76 

and 77, to read : 

"The Board discussed the importance of schistosomiasis, the fact that it is 

largely uncontrolled and that its prevalence seems to be increasing. It therefore 

adopted a resolution requesting the Director-General to report on the matter to the 

Twenty-eighth Health Assembly". 

It was so agreed that a paragraph should be added along those lines. 

Professor SULlANTI SAROSO suggested that the following sentence should be added to the 

proposed new p a r a g r a p h � "The Board also noted the new programme on soil-transmitted 

helminthiasis". 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraph 78 

Professor KOSTRZEWSKI said he thought the statement that smallpox was endemic in only 

three countries was somewhat over-optimistic and might influence the Health Assembly's thinking 

when it came to allocation of funds. In fact, at the beginning of 1974 the disease was known 

to be endemic in four countries, namely, Pakistan, India, Bangladesh and Ethiopia. 

He added, in response to a point made by the Director-General, that he did not think the 

reference.to the need for guarding against complacency was couched in strong enough terms. 

Dr TABA (Regional Director for the Eastern Mediterranean) said that there had been no 

reported cases of smallpox in Pakistan since mid-October 1974. Hence the reference to only 

three countries. 

Professor KOSTRZEWSKI observed that a lapse of three months hardly warranted the statement 

that Pakistan was no longer an endemic area. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL suggested that the paragraph be redrafted to r e a d � 

"Although the Board was encouraged by the progess made during the past year, 

especially in the remaining endemic areas, it cautioned against complacency and hoped 

that eradication would be completed within a short time despite prevailing difficulties". 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraphs 79-84 

There were no comments. 
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Paragraphs 85-88 

Professor AUJALEU, referring to paragraph 87, wondered if the Board could be certain that 

drug abuse was indeed as prevalent in developing countries as it was in developed countries； 

the paragraph might perhaps not be entirely accurate. With regard to paragraph 88, he 

suggested that in the last sentence the last phrase should be amended to read simply "adopted a 

resolution to that effect
 e
” 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL suggested that Professor Aujaleu's first point might be met if 

paragraph 87 were amended to read . . problems associated with drug abuse which were prevalent 

in the developing and the developed countries". 

Dr VALLADARES considered that paragraph 86 was a statement of the obvious, and should be 

deleted. He further suggested that, in paragraph 88, the phrase "stressing psychosocial 

aspects, but also including neurological and physical factors，’ should be deleted； he did not 

think that a distinction should be made between the various aspects of mental health or that 

emphasis should be placed on one aspect rather than on another. 

The DEPUTY DIRECTOR-GENERAL pointed out that the Organization had recently instituted a 

new programme of neurosciences which, although an integral part of the mental health programme, 

was nevertheless completely independent. He therefore thought some reference should be made to 

the neurological aspect of the programme. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL suggested that the various points raised might be met if, in 

paragraph 85, the word "neurosciences” were added before "manpower development" and the 

following sentence added at the end of the paragraph 85: "Members expressed support for the 

new programme as outlined',. Paragraphs 87 and 88 might be combined to read as follows : 

"The Board noted that there had been a growing awareness of the extent and consequences 

of mental disorders including the problems associated with drug abuse which were prevalent 

in the developing and in the developed countries. Dramatic advances in methods of 

treatment and control had been made in the past two decades. Effective non-institutional 

management was now possible. The members of the Board also emphasized the importance of 

rehabilitation of the mentally ill, of psychogeriatrics and of the need for further 

knowledge in the field of mental health. The Board looked forward to an opportunity to 

assess the effectiveness and output of this programme after two or three years and adopted 

a resolution to that effect/' 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraphs 89-93 

There were no comments. 

Paragraph 94 

Professor SULIANTI SAROSO proposed that, in the first sentence, the word "national" should 

be added before "drug policies’,. Before the phrase (seventh line) "assistance to Member States 

in ensuring quality control of drugs" the words "besides existing programmes o f
M

 should be added. 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraphs 95-143 

There were no comments. 
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Paragraphs 144-147 

Professor SULIANTI SAROSO said that to her recollection the question of allocations as 

between the various regions had not been discussed. She suggested that attention be drawn to 

document EB55 / w p / l l in that connexion. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that in fact that document had been presented to 

discussion, but there had been only one intervention, made by Dr Jayasandara. 

Professor Sulianti
 f

s point if mention was made in this section of the report of 

document E B 5 5 / w p / l l had been presented. 

the Board for 

It might meet 

the fact that 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraphs 148-161 

There were no comments. 

Chapter 11 

Paragraphs 1一16 

There were no comments. 

Paragraph 17 

Professor AUJALEU did not think it was necessary to list those countries which had made 

payment of arrears of contribution during the period 1-25 January 1975. It would be sufficient 

simply to state that by the end of that period a certain total of arrears of contributions had 

been received. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that the names of the countries concerned had been included in 

response to a request from a member of the Board. However, he agreed that there was no need for 

them to be listed in the report ； the list could be included in the summary records. 

It was so agreed. 

Paragraphs 18-23 

There were no comments. 

Paragraphs 24-27 

These paragraphs were discussed in conjunction with the draft resolutions on item 6.1.2 of 

the agenda (Members in arrears in the payment of their contributions to an extent which may 

invoke the provisions of Article 7 of the Constitution )
 # 

Dr EHRLICH did not think it was appropriate, having regard to past practice, to include in 

the report the text of the resolutions on Members in arrears in the payment of their contributions. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL suggested that paragraph 27 should simply read "The Board adopted a 

separate resolution for each individual Member concerned", followed by a list of the reference 

numbers of the resolutions. 

It was so agreed. 
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The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the series of draft resolutions concerning Members in arrears 

with contributions, namely: Bolivia, the Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Haiti and Paraguay, 

and suggested that the Board adopt them. The draft resolution relating to Bolivia read: 

The Executive Board, 

Having considered the report of the Director-General on Members in arrears in the 

payment of their contributions to an extent which may invoke Article 7 of the Constitution ； 

Noting, that unless payment is received from Bolivia before the Twenty-eighth World 

Health Assembly, to be convened on 13 May 1975, it will be necessary for the Assembly to 

consider, in accordance with Article 7 of the Constitution and the provisions of paragraph 

2 of resolution WHA8.13, whether or not that Member
T

s right to vote should be suspended 

at the Twenty-eighth World Health Assembly； 

Recalling that resolution WHA16.20 requested the Executive Board "to make specific 

recommendations, with the reasons therefor, to the Health Assembly with regard to any 

Members in arrears in the payment of contributions to the Organization to an extent which 

would invoke the provisions of Article 7 of the Constitution"； 

Noting that Bolivia, although it has made partial payments, has not fulfilled the 

conditions accepted by the World Health Assembly in resolution WHA15.9； and 

Expressing the hope that Bolivia will arrange for payment of its arrears before the 

Twenty-eighth World Health Assembly, so that the provisions of Article 7 of the Constitution 

need not be invoked by the Health Assembly, 

1. URGES Bolivia to arrange for payment of its arrears before the Twenty-eighth World 

Health Assembly, to be convened on 13 May 1975, thus fulfilling the conditions previously 

accepted by the World Health Assembly for the settlement of its arrears； 

2. REQUESTS the Director-General to communicate this resolution to Bolivia and to continue 

his efforts to obtain payment of its arrears； 

3. REQUESTS the Director-General to submit a report on the status of contributions from 

Bolivia to the Ad Hoc Committee of the Executive Board which is to meet prior to the 

discuss ion on arrears in contributions by the Twenty-eighth World Health Assembly; and 

4 . REQUESTS the Ad Hoc Committee to consider the circumstances relating to the arrears 

of Bolivia, should that Member, at the time of its meeting, still remain in arrears in 

the payment of its contributions to an extent which may invoke Article 7 of the 

Constitution ； and to submit to the Twenty-eighth World Health Assembly, on behalf of the 

Board, such recommendations as it deems desirable. 

Decision: (1) The resolution relating to Bolivia was adopted.^ 

(2) Similar resolutions were adopted relating to the Dominician Republic, 
El Salvador, Haiti and Paraguay.^ 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Board had now completed its consideration of item 6.1.2. 

Paragraphs 28-30 of document EB55/wP/l6 

There were no comments. 

Paragraphs 31-32 

It was agreed to defer consideration of this section of the report until the following 
meeting. 

1

 Resolution EB55.R29. 

2 
Resolutions EB55.R30, EB55.R31, EB55.R32 and EB55.R33. 
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2. METHOD OF WORK OF THE HEALTH ASSEMBLY: Item 4.1 of the Agenda (Resolution EB54.R6； 

Official Records N o . 218, pp. 220-221 and 243; Summary records of the Executive Board, 

fifty-fourth session - EB54/SR/I Rev.l, p. 10; Document EB55/l7) (continued) 

Rationalization of the work of the World Health Assembly (continued) 

Dr VALLADARES, referring to the draft resolution in document EB55/l7, asked if the 

meaning of part III, paragraph 4 , was that the first eight candidates should be nominated 

in the usual w a y , and that then, if there were more than eight, a supplementary list should 

be drawn u p , to a maximum of four； if so, he could agree to it. 

Regarding the setting up of a Committee on Nominations in advance, he recalled a comment 

made to the effect that it was Member States that were elected to that Committee; if that 

were the case, he could agree to part III, paragraph 1, of the resolution. 

The points that should be emphasized in the resolution were, first, the concept that 

one main committee should work at the same time as plenary meetings of the Health Assembly； 

secondly, the method proposed for elections to designate a member to serve on the Executive 

Board； thirdly, the authorization to the General Committee to allocate items as between 

Committee A and B; and fourthly, the establishment of the Committee on Nominations. 

Dr DIBA, alternate to Professor Pouyan, asked whether any economies resulting from 

shortening the duration of the Health Assembly would be used to reduce the contributions of 

Member States, or whether they would be used to strengthen the programmes being carried out 

by the Organization in the field. It was important that delegates, who had the opportunity 

to take part only once a year in the important forum constituted by the Health Assembly, 

should have sufficient time to put forward their proposals and describe any difficulties 

they had encountered in the execution of their programmes. It was at the Assembly that 

they would have the opportunity to make contacts and bring their problems to the attention 

of other governments, thus facilitating the possibility of bilateral or multilateral 

assistance. He did not think therefore that a reduction in the duration of the World Health 

Assembly would necessarily result in benefit to the Organization's programmes. 

With regard to the recommendations and conclusions set out on page 10 of document 

EB55/l7, the proposal in paragraph 7.1.1 to provide for election of the Committee on 

Nominations one year in advance was not a very practical one, since the composition of 

delegations was not likely to be known until the beginning of the Health Assembly. It 

would be better to follow the usual procedure whereby the Committee on Nominations was 

elected at the first meeting, particularly as that did not normally take too much time, 

since it usually involved approval by the Health Assembly of a list based on geographical 

distribution which had been prepared by the President. 

With regard to paragraph 7.1.6, he did not think the method proposed would gain much 

time. Since the General Committee had in any case to. formulate the work programme of the 

plenary, it could also decide what reports should be submitted to the plenary meeting and 

on what date. 

With regard to paragraph 7.1.7, there were a number of ways in which a Member could 

become a candidate for election to designate a person to serve on the Executive Board : 

first, delegations could submit the candidature of a Member to the General Committee; 

secondly, Members could themselves put forward their candidatures； and thirdly, the General 

Committee could decide itself to include a Member on its list of nominations. 

The proposals would have the effect of eliminating the ballot in the plenary meeting. 

If there were only eight candidatures and the Health Assembly had to decide only upon those 

eight, that procedure would be possible. But not all regional groups followed the same 

procedure in proposing a Member to designate a person to serve on the Executive Board. In 
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some, Members were chosen on a rotational basis and there would always be the same number 

of incoming as of outgoing Members. In others, however, countries might fail to reach 

agreement and that might result in a list of more than eight Members. He suggested that 

if the method were to be improved, eight Members should be selected by the General Committee 

on the basis of geographical distribution； if any additional names were put forward those 

should be added to the list - up to a maximum of four 一 in order of priority according to 

which had received the most votes. 

Another suggestion was that the Health Assembly, instead of beginning on a Monday, 

should begin on a Thursday morning. The whole of Thursday could then be devoted, in 

plenary, to such formalities as the election of the President and the election of the 

Committee on Nominations. The report of the Executive Board and the report of the 

Director-General could be dealt with on the Friday morning, to be followed by the Technical 

Discussions, which would then continue throughout Saturday. The real work of the Assembly 

would not therefore begin until the following Monday, and could be completed by the Friday 

of the second week. The post-Assembly Executive Board could then meet on the following 

Monday morning. 

The CHAIRMAN said that Dr Diba
f

 s last suggestion could be considered later together with 

the other proposals listed on page 10 of the document. 

Dr SHAMI was inclined to go along with the proposals. He supported the suggestion by 

a previous speaker that they first be tested to determine their impact, without a definite 

resolution being taken. Regarding the duration of the Health Assembly, however, it must be 

borne in mind that the Assembly offered a unique opportunity for bringing together leading 

people in the health field from all over the world, and he was convinced that the social 

contacts between them contributed considerably to the goal of better world health. 

Mr FURTH (Assistant Director-General) said that he would reply first to the general 

comments. 

The Director-General agreed with Professor Aujaleu's point that the Health Assembly 

should not be scheduled in advance for too brief a time, in order to avoid night meetings. 

No such suggestion had been made in the document : the time estimates shown in Annexes 1-3 

were merely illustrative. 

In line with Professor Kostrzewski's suggestion that documents should be shortened and 

better prepared so as to facilitate the consideration of issues by the Health Assembly, the 

Director-General had established a Committee on Documentation and Conference Support Services 

in the Secretariat. The task of that Committee was to streamline documentation for both the 

World Health Assembly and the Executive Board; it would keep the size of documents under 

continuous surveillance, review overall problems relating to documentation, and recommend 

further rationalization of administrative procedures and arrangements for the Health Assembly 

and Board. He hoped that its work, the results of which would soon be evident, would be 

found satisfactory. 

In reply to Dr Chitimba, he said that no reference had been made to biennial Health 

Assemblies in the document because the Secretariat had not thought that this was within the 

terms of reference: there was no mention of biennial Assemblies either in resolution EB54
#
R6 

or in the summary records. The adoption of such a procedure would require an amendment to 

Articles 13 and 14 of the WHO Constitution. While it could be looked into, it would have to 

be the subject of a separate study. 

Dr Chitiraba had also asked how much time had been taken up by delegates speaking for 

more than 10 minutes in the general discussion at the Health Assembly. Calculations showed 

that the average speaker spoke for 10 minutes and 42 seconds, and thus only 65 minutes would 

have been saved had the.10-minute limit been observed by everyone. In further reply to 

Dr Chitimba, he said that only a handful of delegates at the Twenty-seventh World Health 

Assembly had submitted proposed statements for inclusion in the verbatim records of plenary 

sessions rather than addressing the plenary. 
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Professor Tigyi had asked how the Secretariat could serve the Health Assembly in such a 

concentrated fashion. His own guess was that most of the Secretariat would prefer to 

continue working in a less concentrated manner. The proposals had not been greeted very 

enthusiastically by the Secretariat and if implemented would result in a greater strain on 

them as well as on the delegates themselves. However, the proposals were realistic and if 

the Health Assembly so wished they would be implemented by the Secretariat. 

Replying to comments on the specific suggestions contained in section 7.1 of the document, 

he felt that there had been a misunderstanding about recommendation 7.1.1. As had been 

pointed out by Professor Sulianti, the Committee on Nominations pursuant to Rule 24 was 

composed of Member States, not persons. As the Committee would be elected at the end of the 

Health Assembly, the delegations of those Member States elected to the Committee would return 

home with the knowledge that they would have to be represented at the Committee meeting just 

prior to the opening of the next Health Assembly. As at present, each Member State would be 

free to appoint whoever it wished to represent it at the Committee, whose actual work would be 

done one day before the opening of the Assembly. 

While not all delegations would have arrived in Geneva one day before the Health Assembly, 

Rule 22 - which might have to be enforced more strictly - provided that each Member or 

Associate Member was to communicate to the Director-General, if possible 15 days before the 

opening of the Assembly, the names of its representatives, including all alternates and 

advisers, If that rule were complied with, the Committee on Nominations should know who 

would be coming to the Assembly and thus could nominate the officers. 

Recommendation 7.1.2, which as Dr Valladares had said was the most important one, had 

apparently met with everyone's approval. 

Although Dr Venediktov had had no objection to recommendation 7.1.3, he did say that he 

had some doubts about it. The recommendation had been put forward primarily because (a) it 

seemed more rational for the Health Assembly to consider the components of a programme budget 

before deciding on the effective working budget level 一 that had in fact been the procedure 

followed the previous week by the Board itself, and (b) if Committee A could begin its work 

with a detailed review of the programme budget, instead of beginning and then suspending a 

discussion on other agenda items, a more equitable distribution of those i terns could be made 

between the two main committees, which would shorten the Health Assembly. 

There seemed to be general agreement on suggestions 7.1.4 and 7.1.5. 

He agreed with Dr Venediktov that the adoption of recommendation 7.1.6 would not save 

much time, but the Secretariat had been asked at the fifty-fourth session of the Board to 

examine ways of reducing excessive formalities in the present proceedings of the Health 

Assembly. It was at that session that, he believed, that Professor Aujaleu had suggested that 

reports be transmitted to the plenary meeting directly by the main committees, and that 

proposal on balance seemed practical. 

With regard to recommendation 7.1.7, he stressed that the only reason for the suggestion 

was to prevent the type of embarrassment for Member States that had occurred under the present 

procedure. 

In the absence of comments on proposal 7.1.8, he assumed the Board was in agreement with 

it. 

As regarded recommendation 7.1.9, the only real advantage of the suggested rescheduling 

would be that the Chairman of the Technical Discussions and the Secretariat would have all of 

Sunday to prepare the necessary reports. However, if the Health Assembly should prefer not 

to work on Saturday afternoon, the Technical Discussions could continue to be scheduled on 

Friday, or Dr Diba’s suggestion could be followed, or else the Discussions could be scheduled 

at any time during the Health Assembly at the delegates' convenience. 
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Lastly, with regard to the inclusion, in subparagraph (2) of paragraph 1 (Part I) of the 

draft resolution on page 11, of a statement that in even-numbered years the budget would also 

have to be adopted 一 a point raised by Dr Venediktov - he said that once the appropriate consti-

tutional amendments entered into force there would be no need for the Health Assembly to review 

the programme budget in the even-numbered years
 #
 During the transitional period a budget would 

have to be adopted in even-numbered years, but since the budget would already have appeared 

in the Official Records volume considered by the Assembly in the preceding year, its review 

would be much briefer. In any case, the review and adoption of budgets during the transi-

tional period was already fully spelled out in resolution WHA26.38. 

Mr GUTTERIDGE (Director, Legal Division) noted that previous speakers had correctly 

expressed the motivation behind proposal 7.1.7. In recent years a consensus of opinion had 

often been reached in advance among delegates on the candidatures. Under the present rules 

of procedure, when such consensus existed the General Committee was nevertheless obliged to 

add four names to the list of eight to make up the full 12 candidatures required, and in 

some cases considerable embarrassment had been caused the Member concerned when there had 

been no prior consultation before the name had been put forward. If Rule 100 were amended, 

it would no longer be obligatory for the General Committee to provide more than the list of 

eight candidatures. If in the balloting for that list votes were cast for additional 

Members then a maximum of four such names could be put forward by the Committee. 

Dr Sauter's point regarding the wording of Rule 100 had been well taken; improvements 

could be made in the drafting of that Rule. Perhaps a revised version of Rule 100 could be 

included in the draft resolution to be prepared by the Rapporteur. 

Dr EHRLICH commented that, in general, the concerns expressed by Board members seemed 

to have been fully dealt with in the discussions and by the clarification of each itern by 

Mr Furth and Mr Gutteridge. The Board had made vigorous efforts to streamline the programme 

and the managerial -features of the Organization, including the Secretariat, and he hoped that 

it would now take action to eliminate practices from the Organization
1

 s own governing body 

that seemed to persist only because of tradition or unwillingness to rationalize. 

The CHAIRMAN said that recommendation 7.1.1 was open for discussion. 

Professor VENEDIKTOV said that, beyond the points replied to by Mr Furth, he objected to the 

proposal on other grounds. In general, the candidatures for the posts of President and 

Vice-Presidents of the Health Assembly were decided upon by agreement between countries and, 

under the present procedure, the members of the Committee on Nominations had the possibility 

of discussing with the delegates of countries in their regions which candidates were most 

suitable. Moreover, when the nominations for the posts of Chairman of the main committees 

were made, consideration was given to the organizational ability of candidates actually 

present at the Health Assembly. The Committee's work would be made more difficult if it were 

obliged to meet the day before the beginning of the Health Assembly, when the exact composition 

of delegations was still unknown. It was true that, as Mr Furth had said, members could 

communicate that composition in advance, but there would be no guarantee that an individual 

designated two weeks in advance would not fall ill or be prevented by some circumstance from 

attending the Assembly. The proposal was not realistic and could bring no benefits. 

Professor SULIANTI SAROSO felt that not much would be gained from implementing the 

proposal because the composition of the delegations would not be known with certainty. While 

it was usual for some approaches to be made in advance as regarded candidatures for President 

of the Health Assembly, the other officers tended to be chosen from those present. 

Dr DIBA felt that the present procedure should be retained. 

Professor TIGYI agreed fully with Dr Venediktov and Professor Sulianti Saroso. 
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Dr LEKIE was against the recommendation. 

A suggestion was made by Professor AUJALEU and supported by Professor REID that Board 

members should vote on the recommendation by show of hands. 

It was so agreed. 

Dr EHRLICH asked whether it would be feasible to put into effect Dr Diba's suggestion 

that the Health Assembly should begin on Thursday. If the Committee on Nominations continued 

to meet as at present but start on Thursday, there would still be a saving of time because the 

Assembly would begin its substantive work on Monday. Some of the procedural work could thus 

be completed on Thursday and Friday together with the Technical Discussions. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL pointed out that the Technical Discussions could not be organized, 

with participants being assigned to the proper language groups, etc., in less than two or three 

days. They could thus not be begun on Friday if the Health Assembly were to start on a 

Thursday, but perhaps an attempt could be made to hold them on Saturday morning - unless it 

was judged preferable to hold them at some other time during the Health Assembly. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV felt that the suggestion by Dr Diba was excellent and opened up many 

interesting possibilities, but as a starting day Wednesday might perhaps be better. If the 

formalities could be completed on the first day, including election of the officers of the 

Health Assembly and the presentation of the reports of the Director-General and the Executive 

Board, on Thursday the various items of the agenda could be started and the Technical 

Discussions could begin on Friday. 

In reply to a question by Professor SULlANTI SAROSO, the CHAIRMAN said that the voting on 

recommendation 7.1 • 1 could be deferred until the Board had furthered considered Dr Diba
f

 s 

suggestion, which could affect their thinking on other questions. 

Professor AUJALEU said that with each successive speaker they seemed to be getting closer 

to a starting day of Tuesday, which was the present arrangement. 

Dr EHRLICH asked why, if it was impossible to organize the Technical Discussions on the 

first weekend, the Health Assembly should not begin on Friday, deal with procedural matters on 

that day and on Saturday morning, and start the general debate and perhaps the meeting of 

Committee A on Monday morning. The Technical Discussions could then be held on the following 

weekend. 

Dr DIBA said that by beginning on Wednesday an extra day was gained - the Health Assembly 

could finish on Thursday instead of Friday of the second week. 

Professor SULlANTI SAROSO reminded the Board that duration was not the only important 

aspect of the Health Assembly; there was also the question of contacts between delegates. 

In fact, the resolution leading to the study (EB54.R6) did not mention duration but rationali-

zation . Moreover, at present Sunday was used as a travelling day by many delegates； they 

would lose valuable working time at home if the Assembly were to begin on a Thursday 

Dr CHITIMBA endorsed Professor Sulianti Saroso's remarks. It should not be Dver)ooked, 

moreover, that OAU countries and Commonwealth countries - a substantial proportion of WHO 

Members - were in the habit of meeting prior to the Health Assembly. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV said that another argument for beginning on Wednesday or Thursday, but not 

on Tuesday, was that the ad hoc committee of the Board normally met just before the Health 

Assembly. If questions arose among delegates requiring agreement and compromise, the 
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beginning of the week could be used for all sorts of negotiations. It was also undesirable 

to oblige delegates to travel long distances at the weekend and begin intensive work immediately 

upon arrival. A mid-week start was therefore preferable, but it was up to the Secretariat to 

decide exactly which day would be the most appropriate. In any case, resolution EB54.R6 did 

not call for a decision on the starting day of the Health Assembly. 

The CHAIRMAN said that there was no possibility of influencing the starting day of the 

1975 World Health Assembly, but the Board might wish to suggest to the Health Assembly that it 

start on a Wednesday or Thursday. 

Professor SULIANTI SAROSO felt that the Board's report should spell out the various 

alternatives together with their advantages and disadvantages. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV pointed out that the Board could come back to the point when discussing 

item 4.5 of the Agenda. That would give everyone the opportunity to think about the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN asked for a vote by a show of hands on the recommendations in section 7.1. 

Recommendation 7.1.1 

Decision： The recommendation was accepted by 10 votes to 9, with 2 abstentions. 

Recommendation 7.1,2 

D e c i s i o n � The recommendation was accepted. 

Recommendation 7.1.3 

Professor SULIANTI 

of limiting speeches in 

addressed themselves to 

achievements. 

The DIRECTOR-GENERAL wished to excuse the Secretariat from that formidable task. There 

was nothing more dangerous than introducing electricity into a committee. It was tremendously 

difficult for a chairman to instruct members to confine themselves to the issue under 

discussion； that required a degree of tact and skill that was almost superhuman. The 

chairman should be given guidance to facilitate his work but should not be pushed too far. 

Dr VENEDIKTOV said that in the United Nations system the delegates of Member States could 

not be deprived of their right to express themselves as they wished. If delegates found it 

useful, they must have the opportunity to speak about their countries' achievements, 

especially since it had been decided they should not do so in the general discussion, which 

should be devoted to the Director-General‘s report. If Professor Sulianti Saroso's proposal 

were followed, it would lead to the violation of the constitutional rights of Members, whose 

delegates should have the opportunity to say what they considered necessary on any item of 

the agenda. The discussions at the Health Assembly were becoming more concentrated as 

delegations gained experience, and there was no need to push the process too far. 

Professor SULIANTI SAROSO said that she had been misunderstood. She simply proposed that 

terms of reference for examining the budget might be developed for the Health Assembly along 

the same lines as the Board's terms of reference for examining the programme budget. There 

had been no intention of suggesting that the chairman should cut speakers off but rather that 

a method of work should be developed, especially for the main committees• As regards the 

general debate, an appeal had been made that delegates should focus on the Director-General's 

report, but very few countries really spoke to that issue, although they were of course free 

to decide what to say. 

SAROSO suggested that consideration should be given to the possibility 

the main committees and briefing the chairmen to ensure that speakers 

the point, instead of delivering lengthy reports on their countries
f 

The meeting rose at 12.30 p . m . 


