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FIRST MEETING 

Monday, 23 May 1977， at 10 a.m. 

Chairman: Dr E. TARIMO 

Later: Dr S. BUTERA 

1, OPENING OF THE SESSION: Item 1 of the Provisional Agenda 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN said that as Dr Valladares, the outgoing Chairman, was no longer a 

member of the Board, although he was present at the current session in his capacity of 

representative of the Executive Board at the World Health Assembly, and since Dr de Villiers, 

who had been chosen by lot as the first Vice-Chairman to be requested to serve, was not 

attending the session, he had pleasure, in his capacity of second Vice-chairman to be 

requested to serve, in declaring the session open and in welcoming participants and especially 

new members of the Board. 

2. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA: Item 2 of the Provisional Agenda (Document ЕВбо/l) 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN said that item 6 of the provisional agenda (Report on appointments to 

expert advisory panels and committees) should be deleted since at its fifty-eighth session the 

Board had decided that, in order to rationalize the reporting system, such reports should be 

presented to the Board only once a year, at its January session. Item 8 should also be 

deleted as there were no study group reports to be presented to the current session. 

He suggested the addition of a supplementary item entitled "Statement by a representative 

of the WHO Staff Associations", since the Director-General had agreed to a request by the 

Headquarters Staff Committee to present its views and those of regional staff committees on 

matters concerning personnel policy and conditions of service in accordance with resolution 

EB57.R8. 

Decision: The agenda was adopted as amended. 

3. ELECTION OF CHAIRMAN, VICE-CHAIRMEN AND RAPPORTEURS : Item 3 of the Agenda 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN invited nominations for the post of Chairman. 

Dr DLAMINI proposed Dr Butera. 

Dr VIOLAKI-PARASKEVA, Dr AZZUZ (alternate to Dr Abdul Hadi), Dr FRESTA and Dr PINTO 

supported that nomination. 

Decision: Dr Butera was elected Сhaiman by acclamation. 

Dr Butera took the Chair, 

The CHAIRMAN invited nominations for the posts of the three Vice-Chairmen. 

Dr GOEL proposed Professor Khaleque. 

Professor SPIES proposed Professor Reid. 

Dr GALEGO PIMENTEL proposed Dr Pinto. 

Dr FARAH proposed Professor Shaikh. 



Dr KLIVAROVA (alternate to Professor Prokopec), Dr FRESTA, Dr VALLE and Dr LARI CAVAGNARO 
supported the nomination of Dr Pinto. 

Professor de CARVALHO SAMPAIO seconded the nomination of Professor Reid. 

Dr DLAMINI seconded the nomination of Professor Khaleque. 

Dr FARAH withdrew his nomination of Professor Shaikh in view of the fact that the three 
other nominations had already received support. 

Decision： Professor Reid, Professor Khaleque and Dr Pinto were unanimously elected 

Vice-Chairmen and designated by lot to serve in that order, in accordance with Rule 15 

of the Rules of Procedure. 

The CHAIRMAN invited nominations for the post of English-speaking Rapporteur. 

Dr HOWELLS proposed Dr Acosta. 

Decision: Dr .Acosta was elected English-speaking Rapporteur. 

The CHAIRMAN invited nominations for the post of French-speaking Rapporteur. 

Dr AZZUZ (alternate to Dr Abdul Hadi) proposed Dr Farah. 

Professor SHAIKH seconded that nomination. 

Decision: Dr Farah was elected French-speaking Rapporteur. 

4. HOURS OF WORK 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Board should meet from 9.30 a.m. to 12.30 p.m. and from 

2.30 p.m. to 5.30 p.m. 

It was so agreed. 

5. REPORT BY THE REPRESENTATIVES OF THE EXECUTIVE BOARD AT THE THIRTIETH WORLD HEALTH 
ASSEMBLY: Item 4 of the Agenda (Official Records No. 238, resolutions EB59.R7, EB59.R8, 
operative paragraph 1(2), and Annex 1) 

The CHAIRMAN, recalling that the four representatives of the Executive Board at the 

Thirtieth World Health Assembly had been Dr Valladares, Dr Curaming, Professor Reid and himself, 

invited them in turn to present their report and comments. 

Dr VALLADARES (representative of the Executive Board at the Thirtieth World Health 

Assembly) said that, in accordance with the procedure decided on in resolution EB59.R8, he 

would present orally the report of the representatives of the Executive Board at the 

Thirtieth Health Assembly. 

The representatives of the Board at the Health Assembly were in full agreement with the 

procedure whereby those representatives were elected at the Board session immediately 

following upon the Health Assembly session, as would be done under agenda item 5 • They did 

not consider, however, that only representatives holding office as Vice-Chairmen or 

Rapporteurs should be eligible. Experience at the Health Assembly just concluded had been 

entirely satisfactory, but the Board might wish to consider the point, since the result might 

be that more members would be more deeply involved in the Board
1

s work. Furthermore, they 

felt that the representatives of the Board to the Health Assembly should be included in the 

drafting group responsible for the preparation of the Board's report to the Health Assembly 

on the proposed programme budget and that at least one of the four representatives to the 

Health Assembly should use a working language other than English and French, preferably one 



used by a large number of Member States. They recommended that different representatives of 
the Board should be elected each year, unless one of them were to be elected Chairman of the 
Board. 

With regard to the work of the Board's representatives immediately before the Health 
Assembly, the prior distribution of documentation and of briefings prepared by the Secretariat 
had proved useful and should be continued. It was nevertheless essential that, on the basis 
of that material, the representatives should draft their own introductory statements. That 
would have the advantage of ensuring that all aspects calling for special attention by the 
Board were brought before the Health Assembly, as well as giving such statements a more 
personal character. Representatives of the Board would thus be obliged also to review the 
original documentation, together with the summary records, so that the Board

1

s discussions 
were fresh in their minds. Furthermore, the impression that the Board

1

s representatives 
were Secretariat spokesmen would be avoided. The two days

1

 discussions before the Health 
Assembly between the Secretariat and the Board

1

s representatives had been extremely useful 
and should be adopted as established practice in the future. He also expressed satisfaction 
with the briefings, secretarial help and offices provided. 

He drew attention to the need for delegations to the Health Assembly to be fully 
informed from the outset of the role of the Board

1

s representatives； it would accordingly be 
useful to include a statement on their functions in the presentation of the Board's report to 
plenary session. He paid tribute to the Chairmen of Committees A and В, who had been 
particularly effective in guiding the proceedings； it was important to ensure that the 
Committees were presided over by persons of that calibre. The meetings held between the 
Chairmen, the Secretariat and the representatives of the Board before each committee meeting 
had been very helpful, and he commended the efficient assistance provided by the Secretaries 
of Committees A and В and their staff. 

The representatives of the Board had been of the opinion that the new method of work, 
calling for greater participation by the Board

1

s representatives in the Committees, had 
functioned satisfactorily in so far as that delegations were better acquainted with the 
workings and discussions of the Board and had felt involved, through the Board, in the 
Organization's work, with the result that delegates

1

 interventions had been less frequent and 
more specific. The Board's representatives, for their part, felt that they also had the 
task of expressing the views of the Committees in the Board when necessary. It had been on 
the basis of that two-fold function that the Board

1

s representatives had agreed that each 
should now add to the general observations he had just made, on which all were in agreement, 
his own personal view. 

In connexion with the discussions in Committee A under agenda item 2.4.10, the possibility 
of putting technical matters identified by delegates during the review of the programme 
budget for additional examination under that general item had facilitated and expedited that 
review. However, the discussion of a number of subjects considered had suffered from the 
absence of a background document to support and explain the draft resolutions. The Board's 
representatives had concluded that, in future, when a delegation requested that a specific 
technical matter should be considered under that heading, it should be asked to submit a 
short working document to serve as a basis for discussion of any draft resolution. 

He expressed to all concerned, on the completion of his term of office, his deep 
appreciation for the cooperation he had received during the time he had had the privilege of 
participating in the Board's valuable work. 

Dr CUMMING (representative of the Executive Board at the Thirtieth World Health Assembly) 

said that Dr Valladares had summed up very well the impressions of the Board
1

 s representatives 

on the new method of work of the Health Assembly. Consequently he would report only on three 

major agenda items that he had himself introduced. 

The first was "Programme budget policy" (item 2.2 of the Health Assembly
1

 s agenda). 

The topic was important, since the whole of the proposed programme budget for 1978 and 1979 

had been based on the new strategy, and there had been a considerable number of speakers. 

The majority had been in favour of the proposals and several had pointed out how rapidly the 

Organization had moved to implement resolution WHA29.48. A few delegates had raised 

questions concerning the Director-General
1

 s and the Regional Directors
1

 Development Funds, as 

they considered it not good financial practice to place such large sums into funds with no 

designation as to their use. Only one delegate had questioned the basis of the calculations 

put forward by the Director-General and the Executive Board to demonstrate compliance with 

resolution WHA29.48. As the Board's representative, he had been able to reply that it had 

been satisfied that the proposals complied with both the letter and the spirit of that 



resolution and that the new strategy involved a very real transfer of resources within the 
Organization to technical cooperation. In the ensuing vote there had been no votes cast 
against the proposals； the new strategy had therefore received strong support from the 
Health Assembly. 

The second item was "Review of the proposed programme budget and of the Executive Board
1

 s 
report thereon" (agenda item 2.3.1). In introducing that item, he had explained that the aim 
was for the Committee to concentrate on the Board

1

 s report as contained in Official Records 
No. 238； however, the proposed programme budget itself (Official Records No. 236) was under 
consideration and delgates could refer to either document in their comments. As each major 
programme area had been introduced, reference had been made to the appropriate paragraphs of 
the Board

1

 s report and the corresponding pages of the programme budget volume. In the event 
there had been few direct references to the programme budget volume and little need to ask 
delegates to defer discussion of specific technical matters to item 2.4.10， since comments had 
been closely aligned to programme areas and their budgetary implications. Almost all major 
programme areas had been actively discussed, particular interest being shown in the 1978 
international conference on primary health care and in the transfer to Sweden of the opera-
tional aspects of the programme of international monitoring of adverse reactions to drugs. 
Although reservations on the transfer had been expressed by several delegations, the Committee 
had been satisfied with the explanation that WHO would retain full responsibility for the 
programme and had approved the proposal. He felt that the new procedure had facilitated 
discussions and enabled delegates to concentrate on major strategic issues. Delegates had 
seemed to find it an improvement and want it to continue. 

The third item was "Consideration of the budget level and Appropriation Resolution for the 
financial year 1978" (agenda item 2.3.2). A number of delegates had commented that their 
countries

1

 assessments had increased considerably because of the introduction of the new scale 
of assessment combined with an increase in the WHO budget. However, no votes had been cast 
against the budget in the Committee or in plenary, for the first time in a number of years. 

The Board's proposal that reimbursement of travel expenses for members of the Board and 
delegates to the Health Assembly, should be at the economy class rate in future had given rise 
to little discussion and no objections. 

Professor REID (representative of the Executive Board at the Thirtieth World Health 
Assembly) agreed with all that his colleagues had said. He too had had the impression that 
the Assembly ' s work had been facilitated by the small amount of documentation provided and by 
the concentration of discussion on the comments of the Board

1

 s representatives in the case of 
the items introduced in that way. The Assembly had been fortunate in the choice of the 
Chairmen of the main Committees and the regular meetings between them, the Committee secretaries 
and the Board

1

 s representatives had done much to facilitate each day
1

 s proceedings. As a 
result of the introductions and, in some cases, replies to discussions by the Board's repre-
sentatives , there had been less need for long interventions by Secretariat staff members. 
However, it was important for the future to ensure that both the Board's representatives and 
staff members were as brief as possible. The grouping of points under themes in replies to 
discussions had proved useful, and should be encouraged. An important advantage of the 
increased part played by the Board's representatives in the Health Assembly had been that it 
had encouraged delegates to remember that the Board was not a separate mechanism but merely a 
means of carrying out the work of the Assembly and the Organization. The Director-General 
had made that point clearly at the penultimate plenary meeting. It was important for the 
Board to be clear about its role of assisting the Assembly, which should never feel that the 
Board was trying to dictate to it. 

He fully agreed with Dr Valladares on the usefulness of the two days allowed for the 
Board

1

 s representatives to prepare their introductions and refresh their memories about the 
course of discussions in the Board. 

He had introduced seven agenda items in Committee B， as well as the report (document 
АЗо/41) of the Ad Hoc Committee of the Board set up to consider, inter alia, the External 
Auditor

f

s Report. On five of them, there had been no substantial discussion. There had 
been a useful exchange, however, on the Report of the External Auditor, during which particular 
attention had been paid to his remarks on evaluation. There had also been a substantial 
debate on the smallpox eradication campaign. The report (document A3o/l2) had received 
general support, particular attention being paid to the current final problems of the campaign 
in Africa and to the need to reduce to the minimum, or even eliminate in due course, the 
holding of variola virus stocks in laboratories. 



The current organizational study might, with hindsight, have been more effectively 

presented if the Health Assembly had been provided with a brief précis of its content and a 

list of the points on which members of the Board's Working Group on the Organizational Study 

would welcome delegate's comments. He suggested that such information be provided in 

connexion with any future study for which the Board required more time. 

As regards the presentation of the Board's report on the proposed programme budget for 

1978-1979, he considered that Official Records No. 238， Part II, was an improvement over 

previous years, and he looked forward to further improvement, with comments concentrated still 

more closely on major issues. He hoped that early in its sixty-first session the Board 

would take up the problem of further improving its report and so promoting the even greater 

success of the Thirty-first Health Assembly. 

The Board now also had the opportunity of showing leadership through fixing the closing 

date of that Health Assembly. He hoped that it would be possible to hold the Board's session 

within the final week of the Health Assembly. After hearing the General Committee discuss 

the financial advantages to WHO of early closure of the Health Assembly, he considered that 

inadequate attention had been paid to the heavy commitments of delegates in their own countries 

and to the fact that they could not afford to stay in Geneva longer than was required to carry 

out the work of the Assembly efficiently. That consideration, in his opinion, tipped the 

balance in favour of the earliest closure date compatible with the adequate consideration of 

the agenda. 

Although all agreed that there had been an improvement in the method of work of the 

Health Assembly, there should be no relaxation of effort and the Board should keep the matter 

under review, thus providing the leadership that the Assembly and the Secretariat had the right 

to expect. 

Dr HOWELLS said that, although he was in no position to make comparisons since he had not 

attended the Board's fifty-ninth session, he would have welcomed more constructive criticism. 

Personally, he doubted the need for four representatives and thought two would be enough. He 

pointed out that small countries might have difficulty in releasing enough experts in inter-

national health to staff a delegation at the same time as providing a representative of the 

Executive Board, for whom there might be periods of underemployment. Furthermore, the more 

Board representatives there were, the greater the tendency for them all to speak on an item, 

as shown at the penultimate plenary meeting of the recent Health Assembly and during the 

current meeting, where there had been a certain similarity between their statements. 

Coordination meetings, necessary when there were four representatives, might be less so if 

there were only two or three. 

He agreed with Dr Valladares that representatives to the Health Assembly must thoroughly 
understand Board procedures； they must discipline themselves so as not to obscure the role of 
the Secretariat； they should not usurp the Chairman's function, repeating the same 
introductory words. He also doubted whether they should sit on the rostrum which seemed, 
from his inquiries among delegates, to have inspired some suspicion. Finally, he saw little 
point in representatives reporting back to the Board, whose members had been - or ought to 
have been - present at the Health Assembly. 

The procedure adopted at the Thirtieth Health Assembly was, in his opinion, worth 
continuing but not without review. 

Professor JAKOVLJEVIC congratulated the Board's representatives on the way in which they 

had presented the views of the Board at the Health Assembly and on their oral reports to the 

Board. They had proved genuine representatives whose role in the Health Assembly had been 

more than formal. He supported the suggestion that the Board should continue to be 

represented by four members at the Health Assembly, since their presence was necessary to give 

the leadership required of the Board. 

On the question of programme budget policy， the fact that few delegates had challenged 

the way in which the policy laid down in resolutions WHA28.76 and WHA29.48 was being 

implemented or the calculations on which measures had been based should not be allowed to 

obscure the need for the Board, its Programme Committee or some specially constituted group to 

go into all the points raised, dispassionately. Failure to do so would give rise to 

difficulties in the future. 

Dr VIOLAKI-PARASKEVA, thanking the Board's representatives for their work, said that it 

was necessary to explain the role of the Board to the Assembly in order to avoid misunder-

standing. She particularly stressed that Board representatives should be selected for their 

capability rather than as representatives ex officio. They should be persons well acquainted 



with WHO and they should have already attended one or more Health Assemblies. They could 
thus be of great assistance to the Chairmen of the main Committees in helping them to keep in 
contact with Committee members， as well as in adding to Secretariat explanations. In her 
own experience, they had been particularly helpful at the coordination meetings mentioned by 
Professor Reid and Dr Howelis, at which they had offered valuable advice on the way Committee 
meetings were likely to go. 

She agreed with previous speakers in considering the new method of work a success, and 
stressed the importance of Committee chairmen， as well as Board representatives, being 
selected for their personal competence and experience of one or more Health Assemblies. 

Dr HELLBERG (alternate to Professor Noro) agreed with Dr Howelis on the need for criticism 
but considered that the lively oral reports of the Board's representatives would contribute to 
the discussions on the role of the Board within WHO and its relations with the Health Assembly. 
In that connexion he considered that formality should be kept to a minimum in the Organization. 
A small step had been taken in the right direction but there was still a long way to go. The 
Board should continue its efforts to bring about further improvements because its relations with 
the Health Assembly were crucial. It was especially important that representatives of the 
Board should prepare their own introductory speeches on the basis of the briefings provided. 

He agreed with Dr Valladares that although little use had been made of item 2.4.10 of the 
Thirtieth Health Assembly's agenda, the item should be retained at future Health Assemblies. 
The question whether each draft resolution should be accompanied by a background document had 
been debated before. In his opinion, there should be an opportunity to consider if any 
particular draft resolution made unrealistic demands on the Director-General. The Board 
should therefore study whether all draft resolutions should be accompanied by a background 
document， and if so whether a deadline should be set for their submission； whether the 
Secretariat should assist delegations in preparing background documents conforming to certain 
formal requirements, in which case a deadline would be needed； or whether important draft 
resolutions raised during an Assembly should be reintroduced some time later accompanied by 
a document. In the light of Professor Reid's remarks, it was also important to avoid any 
tendency to the hurried passing of resolutions at the end of the session. 

Dr DLAMINI congratulated the Board
1

 s representatives on their oral reports and expressed 

his pleasure that there was no document。 He did not consider their reports unduly similar 

since they had covered a number of different technical points. 

As regards the new procedure, he had been in Committee A when the explanation to which 

Dr Cumming had referred had been given. Several paragraphs of the Board's report had then 

been approved with very little comment until a delegate had asked for further explanation, 

after which the Committee had gone into much more of the detail of the programme budget. 

He considered that it was too early to say whether either the early closure of the 

Assembly or the absence of votes against the proposed programme budget was due to the good 

work of the Board
1

 s representatives； the new procedure might have played a part. 

The Board had discussed the number of its representatives at the Health Assembly at some 

length at its previous session and had concluded that it would be better represented by two 

members in each main Committee, since a great deal of work was involved and two representatives 

would express different viewpoints on the work of the Board. He doubted if the matter need 

be reopened so soon after the previous decision. 

A number of draft resolutions had been submitted under agenda item 2.4.10, and they were 

the ones unaccompanied by background documents. Those that had re-emphasized past resolutions 

had gone well but those raising new topics had gone less well. In such cases there was a 

need for a background document, the discussion of which would enable delegates to have a clear 

idea of the issue. However, he was not sure that Secretariat assistance should be provided, 

and would welcome the Secretariat
1

 s opinion on that point. Such assistance would be helpful 

in ensuring that the document was in an acceptable form, but the introduction of a new require-

ment was hardly compatible with the reduction in documentation. As to the need for a deadline 

for the submission of draft resolutions, it would obviously be profitable for them to be 

considered for a while, perhaps overnight, before they went to the Committees. The Secretariat 

might also comment on that. 

He agreed that the Board
1

 s representatives needed to be introduced properly to the Health 

Assembly, since it was not clear to many delegations what was their function at the Assembly, 

or even their position as Board members. It was important to the functioning of the Assembly 

that the Board
1

 s representatives should be there to facilitate its work, and the practice 

should continue. 



In connexion with Dr Violaki-Paraskeva
1

 s comments on the selection of Chairmen of main 

Committees for their personal competence, the need for a Chairman of a Committee to intervene 

from time to time as a delegate seemed to have caused some confusion. He would like to know 

whether such interventions were constitutionally correct and whether any other solution could 

be found. 

Dr KLIVAROVA (alternate to Professor Prokopec), referring to the suggestion that delegates 

should present a background document when submitting draft resolutions on technical subjects 

under agenda item 2.4.10, agreed with Dr Hellberg that it might be difficult for delegates to 

prepare such a document without assistance from the Secretariat. 

Reference had been made to the fact that the Health Assembly had ended on a Thursday and 

the Executive Board did not begin until the following Monday. On the other hand, it should 

not be forgotten that meetings of the Assembly had been held on Saturdays, which were not 

normally working days. 

She fully supported Dr Violaki-Paraskeva
1

 s view that those who were elected as committee 

Chairmen should be people having considerable experience of the work of the Assembly. She 

also agreed that the Board
1

 s representatives should present to the Assembly the views of the 

Board rather than those of the Secretariat. 

The general approach to the new method of work seemed to be right, but experience so far 

was insufficient for definite conclusions to be drawn. 

Dr GALEGO PIMENTEL considered that the method of work at the Thirtieth Health Assembly had 
shown considerable improvements over that of previous years. In particular, the fact that the 
representatives of the Board had presented oral reports to the Assembly on the Board

1

 s work, 
and not merely documents, had been especially helpful for delegates who were not members of the 
Board. Professor Reid had spoken of the image that the representatives should present to the 
Assembly. Surely they could produce no better image than the one they provided through their 
active participation in its work. 

The brief summary of the work of the Assembly that had been provided to the Board by three 
of its representatives had been very useful； despite the fact that the representatives had not 
had an opportunity to coordinate their reports, these did in fact coincide. 

While she did not oppose the suggestion that a background document be presented when 
certain draft resolutions were submitted, she emphasized the incongruity of requesting such 
documents at a time when efforts were being made to reduce documentation. Perhaps a better 
procedure would be for the delegate presenting the draft resolution to give a clear and 
objective explanation of his arguments. 

Dr TARIMO considered that the performance of the representatives of the Board at the 

Thirtieth Health Assembly had far surpassed expectations. For the first time the presence of 

the Board had not only been felt at the Assembly but its representatives had also helped to 

guide the course of the discussions when they risked becoming irrelevant. 

As Dr Hellberg had rightly stressed, there had been unnecessary discussions in Committee A 

owing to the absence of adequate information. It would be better to postpone submission of a 

draft resolution until the following Assembly if that was necessary to allow time for 

information to be collected and made available to delegates. Many resolutions were based on 

documents such as the programme budget； no additional documents were required in such cases. 

On the other hand, additional information should be provided (either orally or in the form of 

background documents) with regard to resolutions expressing a consensus on specific subjects. 

It was difficult to obtain a clear view of the implications from an oral presentation； a 

document giving references and an outline of previous discussions and future implications, 

however briefly, would therefore be valuable. Otherwise there was a tendency for Committee A 

to discuss single items without taking fully into consideration the wider implication of a 

draft resolution under discussion. 

He felt that if the representatives of the Board were to participate fully in the work of 

the Assembly they should be at least four in number. He supported the remarks made by 

Dr Howelis regarding seating arrangements for the representatives of the Board. It was 

important that they should report back personally 一 either collectively or individually - to 

the Board, and not merely submit a written report. 

Dr Violaki-Paraskeva had rightly stressed the importance of anticipating the line 

discussions would follow ； that applied also to the representatives of the Board, who would 

thus know which particular aspects to stress during the presentation of an item. Unnecessary 

discussion would thereby be avoided. 



The DIRECTOR-GENERAL said that the Board would no doubt wish to continue to keep its 
methods of work under review； the many important points raised during the present discussion, 
including the question of resolutions and background documents, could be outlined in a brief 
document prepared for submission to the Board's sixty-first session, in January 1978. The 
Secretariat would be able to provide background documents, if so required, with the collabora-
tion of the sponsors of the resolutions. 

One subject that the Board should consider at its January 1978 session was the question of 
resolutions that were riot related to the agenda and were new proposals having financial 
bearings. As Dr Hellberg had said, gratuitous resolutions did not necessarily further the 
work of WHO. A background document should give an indication of how the Director-General 
could implement the resolution from the point of view of strategy, tactics, and financial 
resources. 

Confrontations were sometimes essential for dialogue. At the same time, any unnecessary 
confrontation or polarization should be avoided. In that connexion, he would be grateful to 
have the opinion of the Board regarding the submission to its sixty-first session of a proposal 
for the establishment of a consensus committee to consider resolutions of particular signifi-
cance to the whole membership of WHO - for example, resolutions concerning programme budget 
policy and certain political issues which the Assembly as a whole had difficulty in 
considering. The committee would consist of about 30 members, drawn from among Assembly 
participants. It would have adequate time to discuss the resolutions in detail, and even if 
it was unable to reach a consensus the Assembly would at least know why that had riot been 
possible. A similar idea had been tried out with apparent success at the recent meeting of 
UNESCO in Nairobi. 

The CHAIRMAN noted that speakers had emphasized the value of the new methods of work. 
The Board

1

 s representatives served as a valuable link between the Secretariat, the Assembly 
and the Board. Many Assembly delegates knew nothing of the working methods of the Board, its 
committees and other groups, or the Secretariat, and many hesitated to question the Secretariat 
on particular policies or technical points• Psychologically they found the dialogue with the 
representatives of the Board much easier. The Assembly

1

 s agenda was bulky, and many technical 
and policy questions had become very complicated. The increase from two to four representa-
tives had allowed them to specialize to some extent and had facilitated formal and informal 
contacts with delegates. 

In conclusion, while clearly some progress had been made, he warned that the Board should 

not rest on its laurels, but continue to study its methods of work with a view to further 

improvements. 

Dr SIWALE (alternate to Dr Chuke) said that Committee A had seemed to be dissatisfied 
that the Board had not provided some working definition of technical cooperation. In fact, 
perhaps both the Board and the Assembly had each expected some guidance from the other in that 
respect. He understood Professor Jakovljevic to have suggested that the Board set up 
a subcommittee to consider the question. In view of the importance of the subject, he would 
like the Board to take a decision on the matter. 

Professor SHAIKH welcomed the Director-General's proposal that a brief document on the 
Board's methods of work be prepared summarizing the various points raised. The document 
should be distributed to members of the Board well in advance of the sixty-first session, so 
that it could be adequately studied. 

It would have been useful if some background information had been provided for some of 
the resolutions adopted by Committee A towards the end of the Thirtieth Health Assembly - for 
examplej those on technical cooperation and traditional medicine. 

Stress had rightly been laid on the importance of considering whether a resolution was 
worth passing, how it could be implemented, and any difficulties that might ensue for 
governments. Member States expected serious consideration to be given to all those aspects 
before a resolution was adopted. He therefore supported the Director-Genera 1

1

 s proposal 
concerning the establishment of a consensus committee. It was important that its functions 
should not clash with those of the Board; he therefore suggested that its terms of reference 
should be clearly defined in the document proposed for submission to the sixty-first session 
of the Board. 



Dr FRESTA could not support the suggestion that a consensus committee be established. 

So many bodies of that type already existed. Indeed, the Executive Board was in itself a form 

of consensus committee. Much remained to be done to improve the method of work of the 

Assembly; he felt that time was still being wasted - valuable time that delegates should be 

devoting to the solution of problems in their own countries. 

He thought that there needed to be four representatives of the Board if their report was 

to be adequate. They should, however, act as a team, and their subsequent report to the 

Board should be a,coordinated whole. 

The meeting rose at 12,40 p.m. 

Vc Vv 


