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65th World Health Assembly 
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EU Statement 
 
Mr. Chairman, 
 
I am speaking on behalf of the European Union and its Member States.  
 
The EU welcomes the EB130 Decisions to improve governance in the WHO and remains 
optimistic that these can lead to true improvements, if properly implemented.  
 
Concerning the principles for WHO governance, we are ready to endorse the EB Special 
Session decisions. At the same time, we would like to stress the importance of continued 
focus in the reform debate on the unique role of the WHO in global health governance, based 
on the functions established in its Constitution and its governance as a Member State driven 
Organization. 
 
Regarding the scheduling of governing body meetings, we support option D. Adapting the 
meeting cycle to fit the budgeting year would offer advantages in allowing member states to 
have an informed discussion on programmes and budgets at WHA. It would also ensure 
approval of the budget immediately prior to the start of the implementation and thereby 
provide a much better overview of predictable funding for the following biennium given that 
2/3 of the available funding would be known by the 4th quarter of the year.  
 
In addition, it would give the Regional Committees a clearer role in the budget process as 
well as stronger coherence, efficiency and follow up between the governing bodies.  
 
We understand that such a change may take time and therefore a managed transition to the 
cycle could be made. We would ask the Secretariat for proposals on overcoming potential 
logistic challenges and on financial implications.  
 
On enhanced alignment, we welcome the recommendations. However, alignment is not 
confined to the relationship between RCs and the EB but should apply between all three 
levels of the Organisation. This issue is essential and should remain central in the reform 
debate.  
 
In fact, the first stage evaluation underlines the importance of further detailing of 
organisational effectiveness, alignment and efficiency in order to achieve results in other 
areas of governance. We strongly endorse the recommendation by the first stage evaluation to 
redesign accountability and responsibility structures for the three layers of governance in the 
Organization. 
 
Regarding the strengthening of the executive and oversight role of the PBAC, we welcome 
the proposal for PBAC to examine financial, administrative and programmatic implications of 
proposed resolutions as an important element in the strengthening of strategic decision-
making in governing body meetings.  
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On strategic decision-making in governing body meetings, we are ready to endorse the 
proposal. We strongly support a more disciplined EB agenda and the key role of the Officers. 
Also, we find reflections on using the 12th GPW to structure the debates of governing body 
meetings interesting. We would appreciate more information from the Secretariat on this 
proposal, for example, on the grouping of agenda items and the procedure for resolutions. 
 
Concerning engagement with other stakeholders, we welcome the proposed initiatives. We 
consider that any new draft policy on WHO's relations with the private sector would have to 
provide a coherent framework on WHO's engagement with stakeholders.  
 
We support a greater official involvement of civil society and NGOs, both at country level 
and with the Secretariat, but would welcome clarification on the different types of relations 
which the Secretariat intends to establish with the private for-profit sector, business-oriented 
and public interest NGOs.  
 
We would also welcome an explicit policy line regarding the relations of the WHO with the 
different categories of non-governmental organizations. Also, at a later stage a draft document 
to further discussions on this issue would be appreciated. (FR) In the forthcoming 
consultations we ask for the 2002 civil society report to be kept in mind. The importance of 
protecting the credibility and independence of the Organisation has to be taken into account.  
The appropriate involvement of regional economic integration organisations should also be 
looked at. 
 
Finally, with regard to WHO's roles and responsibilities towards partnerships, we would like 
to emphasize that partnerships can be a strong asset to WHO if roles and responsibilities are 
clear. Where a partnership brings added value, WHO and its partners need to work to 
optimize the contribution of the partnership to the work of WHO, while enabling each of 
them to deliver what we would expect them to.  
 
Thank you. 
 
 

________________ 
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