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The Director-General has ths honour to transmit herewith 

to members of the Executive Board, document ¥HO/Snv.San./3 

Expert Committee on Snvironmental Sanitation, Report of first 

session. 

Unless the Board has any comments to make on this report, 

it is suggested th-it tiie following resolution might be adopted: 

The Executive Board 

NOTES the Report of the Expert Committee on 

I 
Environmental Sanitation and 

AUTHORIZES its publication. 
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Draft preface by the Executive Board 

INTRODUCTION 

The Executive Board, at its fifth session, examined the report of 

the first meeting of the Expert Committee on Environmental Sanitation. 

The Executive Board authorizes the publication of this report and 

draws attention to its comments on certain aspects of this report,油ich 

are appended below. 

The Executive Board draws the attention of Governments and National 

Administrations to the fact that this report gives the findings of an 

Expert Committee, and does not necessarily represent the established 

policy of the World Health Organization. 

COMMENTS 
.i 11 

Following a study of the context of this report, the Executive Board 

considers that the Expert Committee has covered the wide field of 

environmental sanitation and has produced, in their first meeting, a 

large amount of information 碰ch mil be most useful tc the World Health 

Organization in the development of-its programmes in this particular 

field. 

In general, howeve!, the members of the Board consider that undue 

emphasis has been placed on the engineering aspect of the problem rather 

than on the sanitation viewpoint. In this connexion, the progress made 

in the United States and Great Britain over the past years has been 

stressed, whereas the Board feels that this progress has not been confined 

to those two countries alone. 

I n the very important matter of the training of sanitation personnel, 
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the Board feels that special emphasis should have been laid on the report 

on the necessity for the integration of their training with that of public 

health doctors and other related medical personnel. 

The Board feels that the recommendations contained in the report are 

largely applicable to those parts of the world which have developed a high 

level of sanitary control, and thinks that fuller consideration should have 

been given to the question of rural sanitation which is frequently a 

problem of grave importance in under-developed areas. 

In addition, the Beard is of the opinion that the nomenclature used 

in describing sanitation personnel does not have a universal acceptance 

and therefore requires clarification. 

The Board also nctee the omission of such items as noise control in 

large cities, research and the safe use of compost. 

The Board, in its resolution concerning this report, recommends that 

Item 3,5 - Occupational Hygiene, and Item 3.6 - Reduction 'of Accidental 

Injuries - should be referred to the ILO/ïfflO Joint Expert Committee on 

Occupational Hygiene.. 

The Beard. has> in addition, the following specific comments to make 

with regard to the substance of the report: 

1. Page 10, paragraph 1. The Board feels that the meaning of the last 

two lines cf this paragraph is not sufficiently clear, and consider? that 

the following wording might better convey the opinion of the Expert Committee : 

“。…the United Nations will concern itself with the broader issues 

involved in population pressures." 

2. Page 11, paragraph 2, last 2 lines. The Board considers that in its 

present form this wording might give rise to controversy and could be 

paraphrased to read: и . . . . environment is lost for i«ant of a sanitary 

engineer to indicate the engineering implications and possible solutions." 

3. Page 11， paragraphs 3 and 4. The Board points out that the implications 

of the se two paragraphs are nc.t applicable in many countries of the w^rld 
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and considers that the policy indicated therein should not be generally 

encouraged, 

4 . P a g e 17. paragraph 1。 The Board considers that in view of Ше complex 

nature of the problem of international certification generally, the question 

o f international certification of sea and airports should be left to the 

consideration of the Expert Committee on ¿pidemiclogy and Quarantine within 

vAicso province it rightly falls. 

5 . P a g e 23. paragraph 4. The Board is not in agreement with the opinion 

expressed in this paragraph. 

6. Page 23. paragraph 5. last sentence. The Board feels that the political 

and economic implications cf this statement are beyond the scope of the 

Organization at the present time; 

7 . Page 24, paragraph 4. The Board expresses some doubt as to the ‘ . 

desirability of the Environmental Sanitation Section of W O setting itself 

up as a co-ordinating agent for information of this nature. 


