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CATEQQRI'A. ceieeen pages 3 - 9
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APPLICATIONS UF NON-GOVERNMENTAL
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N.B.' Will delegates - who wish to have corrections made tn
: the Summary Record, please submit such corrections
in writing ts the Secretariat, Room C-436 within
twenty-fur hsurs gf distributien of the Summary
Record. .



Present: | |
' CHAIRMAN < Mr. ALEXANDAR (United Kingdom)
China Mr., WU
France . - Mr., LAM/RLE

Union of Soviet ‘
Socialist Republics Mr. ROSTOWSKY

United States of - .
America Miss BELL
5 i 1 != - .
Mr., Lyman White 'Sécretary of the Committee

The CHAIRMAh, béfore proceeding to business, asked the :
Committee if 1t would authorise the Secretary to inform the
International Committee for Mental Hygiene of the deci;;on
to recommend-thatlits application for Catggofy B
consultati%é svatus be rejected, on the groundslof its
specialized character and the g;eater appositeness of
relations with UNESCO or the World Health Organization.

The President of the International Committee for Mental
Hygiene ﬁad specially requested to be informed of that
decision- before 18 August, when the Internntional Congress
for Mental Health would meet,

It was agreed that this 1nformation might be given, as
an act of courtesy, although it was the practice to
communicate to the public only the positive recommendations
of the Committee at the time'they were made. Alﬁ the
recommendations of the Committee became public when the

Report of the Committee to the Council was 1ssted.
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1. .- CONSULTATIONS OF COMMITTEES OF THE COUNCIL'WIfH.NONa
GOVERNMENT.AL ORGANIZ.TIONS IN CATEGORY A. (chuments
E/SR/189, page 32, E/C.2/119) )

_ The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the President's note
:(E/C 2/119) asking the Committee, in view’ of ‘the new
. procedure of sanding various items of the agenda direct to
the Committecs without a prior hearing in plenary, to ‘
consider a recommendation providing 'Bh?t Category A\
organizations .could be heard in committee as well as 1n
plenary. Without such 2 prptision, the'hearing of
organiza;ionslmight n;t take place during the' discussion of
the substance of an ite-m.

He presented a Draft Resolution yhich would améhd

Resolutions 95(V) and 133 (VI) and read as follows:

"THE ECOVOMIC ﬂND SOCIﬁL COUNCIL

RECALLING its Resolution No.95(V) as amended by
Resolution No.133(VI).G, which established the
procedure for a nonngovernmental crganizagtion in
category 4 to be heard by the Council NGO (Committee
and by the Economic and Social Council,

AND NOTING that these resolutions do. not provide for
an organization in categdry A to be heard by a-
Cormittee of the Council, even though the Council .
may have reférred agenda items directly to Conmittees
and nay, therefore, not discuss then in plenary .
sessions,

RECOGNIZES that the intention of 'the above-mentioned
resolutions was to enable non-governmental organiza-
tions in category A to express their views before

the Council during the course of the debates,’

AND RECOGNIZING that the procedure.of referring :
matters directly to Committees of the Council might .
deprive these organizatlons of this opportunity, .
'DECIDLS that Part III of Resolution.No,95(V) as .
amended by Resolution No.133(VI) G, be further:
amended to read as fo’lows. .

E THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIﬂL COUNCIL,
DACIDAS with a view to the further implementation
of the General Assembly Re ution of 15 December 1946 .
/No,49(1), sections B a and- the Council Regolutio
of 21 June 1946 /No, 2/39 and of ™28 March 1947 zﬁb 95(V
THAT whenever the Council gorra Committe
Council discusses the substance of an item proposed by
.a non—governmental organization in category A and .-
include’ on the'agenda of the Councll, such an
organization 'shall be entitled to present orally
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her to the Council ' e C
of the Council an introductory statement of an
expository nature,

"THAT such an ofganization nay be invited by the

President of the Council, Mﬁhﬂm&aﬁm

C (o] e C
Committee, to make in the course of the discussion of
the iten before the Council, gor befor ouiis g6
e Council, an-additional statement for purposes of
clarification, ' : 3y W . g Mg

/

©STHAT non-governmental organizations in categorr‘&
- will be expected .to follow the procedure already
- establishedy; of presenting their views, in the first
instancg, to the Council’'NGO Committee on all items
which they have not proposed, it being understood that
the Committee may recomnmend that the Council or a 4
Committee of the Council invite "the organization to

present an oral statement to it, and

"THaT any request on the part of non-governnehtal
organizations in-category A, referred to in the
preceding paragraph, to be ‘heard by the Council

Committee of ‘th q_mggngil_on any item of the agenda of
the Council should be made to the Council NGO Comnittee

not later than forty- eight hours axter the adoption of
the agenda. by the Council."

"THAT 4.ls Resolutioa shall replace that part of
Resolution No.95(V) entitled "III, Consultation with
Non-Governmental Organizations in category A“ as amended:
by Resolution No 133(VI) G, *"

In reply to a query frém tﬂe rep;esentatifp.of the
United States, the CHAIRMAN sald that thé'referenﬁe'to
Committees in that document meant Committees of” the Whole,
and accepted-a suggestion from the representatiVG of China
that that should be specified.” ‘ f~"' "; o 1‘?;,4m

Mr. LﬂMARLE (France) accepted in principle tha ;
prOposal made at the President's reqpest (E/C. 2/119/Rev 1};
but he wondered whether that request had begn oceasioned by
some specific éircumstance-or'by{an apﬁroach'made by a none

gavernmental organization.

- The parts of .the draft resolution, which, if adopted,
woui. amend resolutiona 95(V) and 133(VI), are undorlined
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' concerned came up before the Council, or, as a third

.p.

The CHAIRMAN replied.that the President's note arose
from the logical consequences of the new procedure; but

several items on which category A orgénizations ha& requested

to be’heard during the,cﬁrrent gession had, in fact, been *

.among those sent to a'Committee before discussion iﬂ plenary,

Mr. ROSTOWSKY. (Union of-Soviet.Socialist Republigs)

expressed concern that the phrase "to either the Council or
)

to the appropriate Committee" would prevent organizati&hs

- that had been heard in committee from-asserting the right to

be heard also in plenary. '

The CHAIRMAN erphasised that the intention of the
Qr;ginal R9501ution was to allow organizations to be heard
at_the,highest'levelland also in the preliminary debate, but
in the past there had been no ecagse of a-category A -
organization addressing both Committeé and Council, What
had tq'be heéided Qas whethér it was more advanyageous for
category u'oféanizations to be heard by'Commit§ees of the
Whole, or to wailt $111 the question with which they were
possibility, whether they should be gilven facilities'for
Speqking bo&h in comnittee and in,plenary; He-dgubted
whether the Council would agree that the same organization
;hould be heard more than twice on any one iteq.oﬂ the
agenda, wiih the interests of such Qrganizat%Pns %t hearty

it was necessary to 'see how those legitimate interests

-

L4

could best be servéd.‘.

Mr. LAMARLE (France) agreed that the arguments he had
just heard, particularly from the Soviet Union
representative, were extrenely weighty and apﬁosite, The

Committee's réle should be to leave all possibilities open.
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It might indeed be a matter of importancé‘for category A
non-governmental organizations to be éble in certain cases
to offer their views at the very outset of a diScussion;

but provision’should also be made for the possibilify of
their being heard by the Council pefore the end-of such
discussion, He app?eciated the CHairman's fear lest non-
governmental organizations abuse such a right, but it woﬁld
rest with the Council and with the Committee to assert their
authority and decide whether or not a further heariﬁg should
be given to organizations requesting it. ‘

Miss BELL '(United States of america) égreed to some
extent with the representative of Frapce? but thought_the
case in point had'begn‘covered when it had been.agfeed,that
the representative of the fimerican Fedefatiqn of Labor might
withdraw his request to Bpeak in case the ground should
prove to have been covered by Members of the Council. . The
United States delegation could nop agree.that an'oréénization
should be allowed to express new Qiews after a recommendation
had béen forwarded to the Council by a Cormittee of ‘the
Whole. -

Mr, WU (China) concurred in this view. The Draft
Resolution before the Committee proﬁided that an
organization could speak more than once before the Committee
but not in plenary as well - though naturally the Council
was free to declde .whether it wished to hear an organization
in plenary. ' : \/

Mr. ROSTOWSKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)
reaffirmed his view that the phrase "to either the Council
or to the appropriate Comﬁittee“ restricted the rights of

the non-governmental organizations, There wers nc grounds



"page 7.. £

for fearing that they would abuse their rizht to'Speék;'
| should any one of then do so, it would always be possible
to point out the fact to the . organization, .

The CHAIRMAN cxplained that the draff Resolufion did
not affect the right of the non-go;ernmeﬁtél organizations
to be heard in the Counissions, in which they had taken an
active part in accordance with Part V of Council résolutio
No,2/3 of 21 June.1946, which provided that consultations
with Category A organizations "should nérmally be with the
Comiission itself", |

The original Resolution ;poko of the right of
catogory A organizations résponsible for itéms on the
agenda, to nake "an introdgctory statenent" and "an
additional statenent for purposes of elarification" to
the Council, That wording was adopted to prevenf general
debqtes in the Courieil which should properly occuf in the
Cormissions, |
* " No category A orgadization had -yet Spbken before a
Cormiittee of the Whole. The draff ﬁesolution left it ope
for both the introductory statenment and the eventual
ciar@fyihg statenent to be made either in conﬁiﬁtee or in
plenary; or, when the introductory statenent had been nad
in comiittee, for the invitation to nake an additional
_statement to cone fron theICSuncil. He did not feel
entitled, under the terns of the President's note, and in
the light of precedent, to suzzest that an organization
should be able to épeak twice in committee and twicec befor
the Council, ) - ‘

Mr. WU (China) suggested thqt'discuséiﬁn shnuld be

1. .ited to the President's request, i.e. to consider only
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the aspect of the problen affected by the new procedure of
"sending 1tens direct to the Coruaittees. There were other
aspects - e.g. lters referred by plenary .to committee, to

be brought up again in plenary arsecond tine, which should

Mr, LAMARIE (?rancé) said fhatjthe Chairman's explana-
tions had.enabled hin to forn a clearer opinion; but he
would 1ike sone fgrther-details. lIn the first—place, the
second paragraph of the ﬁesolutioni‘in its present Eofu,
seened to, indicate that non-governnental organiéations
could not thenselves rcquest a heéring, but had to awalt an
invifafiaq fron the President of the Council, He doubted
whether thét was the Chairnan's inten;ioh. Secondly, the
penultinate paragraph did not specify Jhether organizations
Should state in advancofyy wh;t body they wished to be
heard = the Comnittee or the Council, He wanted to avoid
the possibiiity’that they naizht bé prevented from being
heard by eithef, as a result of failure éo nake that point

" elear, - Subject to those reservntions;jthe French
i

" “delegation could support the, draft subnitted.

Miss BELL (United States. of America) pointed out that
two categories »f organizations were épv;saged: firstly, .
those which had Islaced an item on the agenda of the Councils
suc@ organizations should E? entitléd to speék botﬁ beforé
a Cﬁdpittee and before the Council, and  secondly, organiza~
tions that hég sinply sent in requgsts to sPéak on certain
- 1tens. The-;nfter shouid be enabled‘ﬁo speak either in
comnittcejo:_in plenary; the course of debate would
determinelwhich. _ ’ ‘

The CHAIRMAN noted that that was a fundagental point,

In regard to the French observation, the original



E/C.2/SR.49
page 9,

Resolution nade clear the Council!s defihite intention to
leave the question of an additional,stategent to fhg
Prosident's diseretion - as brought out by the words "shall
be entitled® in the first substantive paragraph and "may
be invited by the Prosident of the COuncil“ in the'second..
There could b%e no question at that juncture of altering the
original Resolution 95(V) as anended by 133 (VI) G which |
had been approved by the Gengfal Assenbly. There was sone
anbiguity in the penultinate parégraph oflthe English fext,
which night perhaps be nore easily obviated 1n French
where a doubt was left whother a non-Oovernﬁental organizatio
in'category A could formally request to be heard by both
Council and, Committee of the Whole. _. The‘refefénce in the
.preceding pafagraph to "an oral statenent" suggested indeed
the intcntion to provide for one statement oﬁly; but the
-Comﬁittee was free to fOrﬁ_its own judznent on what ;as
advisable., |

The Conmiittee accepted his proposal.that, as the
discussion had faised'tricky and fundanental poinfs, on
which delegations would wish to rofleet, it should be
deferred £111 the next meeting,

2, REPORT ON THE CONFERENCE OF HOHkGOVEBNMENTAL
ORG.\NIZATIONS

Miss BELL (United Stotes of Anerica) gquestioned whether
it was desirable that the Comnittee!s Reﬁort shoﬁld include
thé summary of a report on a conference over which it had
no eontfol, where phe Unitgdiations reﬁrésentatives were
nerely observers, ) ‘

| Mr. WU (China) shared the doubts of the United Stétes‘

representative. He had proposed that that item should
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figure on the agenda out of a desire to show an interest in
the work of the non-governmental organizations, but in
view of the heavy prqgramme of the Committee he now prOpoeed
that the Report of the-Non—Govefnmental Organizations'
Conference be struck off the Committeefs_agenda, and’ that
the Secretary be dinected to prepare a mémorandnn\for _ 3
circulation to the ndn-govefnﬁenta; organizations,‘assn?ing
them “of the'oontinned';nterest of the commitfee inﬂtheir’
work., ‘ ' ' .

The CHAIRMAN, as a result of a genefal e;change of views,
put to the vote two alternatelﬁroposals, that pnoposed by |
the representative of Chilna, seconded by the representative
of the United States, to.the efféct that the Report of the
-Conferenoe'of Non-Governmental Organizations sﬁould be
struok off the agenda, and reference to it deleted from
the Comnittee's Report while he as Chairman should write
@ letter for circulation to those organizations,
encouraging their efforts* and seoondly, d proposal that a
report on the Conferences in question, to be prepared by the

Secretariat, should be considered before reaching a decision.;

e

Each proposal secured two votes, The' CHAIRMAN, in
his capacity as United Kingdom repre entative, gave the

casting vote in vour of. the ina-United .States rogosaltv

T

3. REVISED DRAFT REPORT OF' THE COMMITTEE ON APPLICLTIONS
OF NON-GOVERNMENT4L ORGANIZATIONS FOR CONSULTATIVE
_ STaTUS (Document E/C.2/W.17)
1t was agreed, after a short discussion on the
proposal of the USSR representative, seconded by the
representative of France, that discussion -of this item

should bo postponed to give time’ to read through the
\ ) ) ; =
revised draft, which ‘had been received only that day.
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i The CHAIRMAN pointed out ‘that it could. then be

copsﬁdered together with Part 4 of the Committee'!s Report,
' :Mr.'LhMARLE (France) requested that'ﬁhe dﬁcuments be
distributed simultaneously in French and English., There
_ had been occasions when, had he been in.possession of the
French translation of barticular docuﬁents, he would not

4 .
have intervened during the present méeting. p

The meeting rose t.



