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Presentation of reports of expert committee and study group 

meetings to the Executive Boards-

Background 

1. During the Board
1

 s discussion, in the present session, of agenda item 4 (Report on expert 

committee meetings) and agenda item 5 (Study group reports), the issue was raised of how to 

shorten the time between the meetings of expert committees and study groups and the presenta-

tion of their reports to the Executive Board once these were available in English and French. 

2 . In this context it was suggested that thought be given to ways of conveying to readers 

the Director-General's comments on the implications of the reports for national and inter-

national public health practice and for WHO's programme, as well as the views of the Board 

thereon. It was urged that this would enhance the value of the reports and their authority 

for Member States, although it is stated clearly in each Technical Report that it "contains 

the collective views of an international group of experts and does not necessarily represent 

the decisions or the stated policy of the World Health Organization". 

3. The Board subsequently agreed to discuss this matter further under agenda item 22.2, 
11

 Implementation of recommendations of the organizational study on the role of WHO expert 

advisory panels and committees and collaborating centres in meeting the needs of WHO regarding 

expert advice and in carrying out technical activities of WHO" 2 

Proposals 

4 . In order to present reports of expert committees and study groups to the Executive Board 

in English and French within about six months of the end of the meetings, it would be possible 

to despatch most reports to Board members in typed form after editing and translation, instead 

of awaiting their publication in the Technical Report Series as at present. Some reports 

could be presented in the form of page proofs. 

5• This early presentation would make it possible to include in the final, published volume 

a short statement by the Director-General on the implications of the report for national and 

international public health practice and for the Organization ' s programmes-^ as well as a 

succinct statement of the Board's corporate view on these issues. 

1

 WHO Basic Documents, 30th ed., 1980, p . 93, and resolution EB17.R13, operative 

paragraph 4 . 

2 

Provisional summary record of the first meeting (EB67/SR/l, pages 8 and 9) and second 

meeting (EB67/SR/2， pages 8 and 10). 
3 

This would be taken from the Director-General•s report to the Board on meetings of 

expert committees and study groups； see, for example, paragraph 2.4 of document EB67/39. 
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6 . It is stressed that the published views of the Director-General and the Board would 

relate to the relevance, meaning and usefulness of the report for public health and for WHO, 

particularly with respect to its priority for attaining the goal of health for all by the year 

2000. They would not relate to the validity of the technical content of the report, since 

this is the independent product of outstanding specialists in their field. The comments of 

the Director-General and the Board would therefore not reflect on the standing of the members 

of the expert committee or study group concerned. 

7 . The Board is reminded that, for this practice to be effective, the Board, in addition to 

reviewing reports at its January session, would have to review a number of reports of expert 

committees and study groups at its short May or June session following the World Health 

Assembly. In the past this has caused difficulty. 

8 . The Board should also be aware that this arrangement might delay the actual publication 

of some reports. For instance, if the report of the Study Group on BCG Vaccination Policies 

(Technical Report Series No. 652), which met in June 1980, had had to await the inclusion of 

the Board's and Director-General's views it would not have been published before March or 

April 1981. It w a s , in fact, published in English in October and in French in November 1980. 

9 . If the Board wishes, a trial of this arrangement could be made at the sixty-eighth session 

at the end of May 1981. The reports of expert committees or study groups that are now being 

prepared for publication or that are to be held in the near future would be submitted to the 

Board in whatever form they may be in at the time documents for the sixty-eighth session are 

despatched to members• The reports that might otherwise have been published in one or more 

languages would be held back until after the Board had reviewed them in proof form. Other 

reports would be presented in typed form after editing and translation. Reports that are 

now in a very advanced stage of preparation (e.g., that are being bound) would not, however, 

be delayed but reviewed by the Board in published form. 

10. Under this arrangement, the Board might be reviewing 3-4 published reports and 6-7 

reports in proof or typescript at its sixty-eighth session. 

11. If this trial were m a d e , the Executive Board, at its sixty-ninth session, in 

January 1982, could consider a report by the Director-General on the experience with this 

arrangement (including a report on the costs involved) and take a definite decision 

accordingly. 

12. An alternative possibility would be to proceed with the publication of reports of 

expert committees and study groups in the Technical Report Series as at present, and to 

publish the Director-General
1

 s and the Board's views on the public health implications in an 

appropriate WHO periodical• While this would allow for publication of the views without 

further delaying the issue of the reports, it would not hasten the review by the Board and 

would not permit the inclusion of the views within the same covers as the report. 


