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Present: 

CHAIRMAN 

China 

France 

Union of Soviet · 
Socialist Republics 

United States of · 
America 

Seereitariat: 

Mr; Lyman White 

l 

~r. /~EL~NDJR (United Kingdom) 

Mr. WU 

Mr. LAMJJ{LE 

Mr. ROSTOWSKY 

Miss 'BELL 

Secretary of the Committee 

The CHAIRMAN, before proceeding to busi'ness, asked the 

Committee if it wouln authorise the Secret~ry to inform the 
/ 

International Committee for Mental Hygiene of the decision 

to recommend that its application for Category B . 

consultative ::;tatus be rejected, on the grounds of its 

specialized ch~racter and the greater appositeness of 

relations with·UNESCO or the World Health Organization. 
l 

The President of the International Committee for Mental 

Hygiene had s~ecially requested to be informed of that. 

decision·before 18 August, when the Intern~tional Congress 

for Mental Health·would meet. 

It. was agreed th~t this information might be g~ven, as 

an act of courtesy, although it was the practice t9 

communicate to the public only the positive recomm·endations 
, 

of the Committee at the time they were made. A1~ the 

recommendations of the Committee became public when the 

Report of the·. Collli!li tteG to the Council was ispued. 
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coNsuL~~TioNs oF coMMITTEEs OF Tim coUNciL'WITH.NON~ 
GOVERNMENT .. l.L OHG;!.NIZ.~TIONS IN C.L-i.TEGORY A. . (pocumen~s 
E/SH/189, page 32, E/C·. 2/119) 

/ . . ' 
The CJLURMAN drew attention to the President's note 

(E/C •. 2/119) asking the Committee, in view· of 'the n~w 
t 

\ 

I procedure of sending various items of the ag~~da ~irect to 
I I 

' ' I the Committe~s without a p~ior hearing in plenary, to _, .. 
considet a_recommendation providing that Category A" 
organizations .could be heard in committee as well as 1n· ... \ ' 

plenary. Without such a ·pro~ision, the'hearing of 
' / ' I 

organiza.t~ons night not tn.ke pl'ace durfng the' discussion" ot 

the substance· of an i tern. 

He present~d a Draft Resolution which would amend 
I I 

Resolutions 95(V) and 133 (VI) and read as follows: 
,.r ' / '•I ,' • ' ' 

' ' "THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL 
RECALLING its Hesolution No. 95(V) ··as amended by 
Resolution No~l33(VI).G, which.establ±shed the 
procedure for a non-governmental organization in · 
category h to b~ heard by the Council NGOrC6mmittee 
and by the Economic and Social Council, . 
AND NOTING that these resolutions do. not provide. for 
an organiz~tion in category A to be ~eard by a· . 
Cotll!li~t.ee of the Council, even though 'the Council . 
may have' referred o.genda.iterns·directly to Conm.ittees 
and nay' therefore,, not. discuss them in plenary'. . . 
sessions, ·, ·' 
RECOGNIZES that the intention of the above-mentioned 
resolutions was to E:nable non-goYernmental 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 

,I!la.tters directly to Cotl!!littees of the Council might _ 
deprive these organizations of this opportunity,. : 

·DECIDl!:S that Part III of Be solution, No. 95(V) as . 
amended by Resolution No.l33(VI) G, be further'. ,. 
amended to read as follows: · 

I , 
' •' 

THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL 'COUNCIL, _ . 
D.ti.:CID~S with a view· to the further implementation 

of the Gener~l Assenbly Re~~lution of 15 D~cember 19~6 . 
LNo.49(1), sectiO.ns B and Ql and· the Council Re.§.oluti()~ 
of 21 June 1946 LNo. 2/3/ and or-·28 March 1947 LNo.9'}{VV 
' THAT whenever the Council ~-G.o..rnr.J.J. tt~.e .. »t: th~ ' 
Council discusses· the substance of an j_tem proposed by 
,a non-governmental organizatio~ in category A and 
include,~ on the I agenda of the Council' such an . 
organization ·shall be entitled to present orally 
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~ither to the Council or to the .. appropriate Committe~ 
Qf the Council; ~n introductory stater1ent of an 
expository nature, . . · 

. . . 
"THi~T such an organization ctay be ·invited by the 

President of the Council, or the Chairman o( a Cogmittea 
of the Council, w.tth the consent.of the Councils ·or-tba 
Committee, to make, in the course of the discussion or .· 
the iteo before the.Council, or before a Cornmitt~e Q[ - ~ 
the CQunpil, an·additional statement for purposes of 
clar~fication,. 

1 
· 

"'l'tLlT non-governmental organizations in -category 4 
. will -be. expected .to follow the procedure already · 
.' -established, of presenting their· views, in the first 
instanc~, to the Council'NGO Coa~ittee on all items· 
which.they' have not .proposed, it-being understood that 
the Co~~ittee nay recomr~end that the Council -~Ja ~ 
Comroittee_g~1h~Cbuncil invite·the organization to 
present_ an oral statement to it, and · · 

' .. 
"TF:Lc~.T any request on the part of non-governnental 

organizations in-category A, referred to in the 
preceding paragraph, to be'heard by-the Council or bX ~ 
Qommi tt_ee of. 'the__Qgyn.ill. on any i tern of the agenda or 
the Council should be made to the Council NGO Comnittee 
not later th~n forty-eight. hours after the adoption or 
the ~genda, by th~ · Council.• 11 · 

11 THAT t: .. .:.s Resolutio:l shall replace .that· part of 
Resolution No.95(V) entitled "III. Consultation with 
Non-Governmental Organizations in ca+.egory Att as amende4 
by Resolution No.l33(VI) G.*" 

•' ' 

. . -

I 

In reply to a query from the representativ~ of the 

United States, the CIL~ImL'l.N said that _the ·reference ·t9 

Committees in that document meant Co~ittees Q~-the Whole, '- \ '' - '• 

\' 

and accepted ·a suggc stion from the represe.rit~ti va dt Ch.iri.-~ .. ~·. ·. 

that that should be specified. · 
' :· _;. --

Mr. L!Jfu\RLE (France) accepted in principle thG-. .. . ' 
f 'f~· ' -·· 

proposal made ~t the President's request (E/C.2/119/uev.l); 
I ' _, ' f ' 

.but he wondered whether that request had been occasioned b,y 

some specific circunstance or'by,an approach-made by a nor~ 

governmental organiz~tion. 

~----·---
.·The parts of.the draft. resolution,~ which, if adopted, 
woul\.. a1:1end resolutions 95(V) and 133(VI),. are underll.ned. 

· .. 
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The CHAIRMAN repliad.that the President's note arose 

from the logical consequences of the new procedure; but 
- ! • 

L f ¥ ':: 

several items on which category·A organizations had requested 

to be-' heard during the 
1
current ~ession had, i~ fact;·· ·been • 

I 

amorig those ~ent to a·Cornmittee before discussion i~ plenary. 
' ' . 

Mr. HOSTOWSKY. (U,nion of ·Soviet .s~cialist Republir~) 

expressed concern that the phrase "to either the Couneil or ., 
- . ~ 

to the appropriate Comm1ttee11 rwould prevent organizations 

. that had be~n heard in committee from·asserting the right to 

be heard also in plen~ry. 
' The CILURMAN eophasised that the intention of the 

?riginal Resolution was to allow organizations to be heard 

at the.highest'level and also in the preliminary debate, but 

in the past there had been no case of a-category A 

organization addressing both Commi~te~ and Council, What 
, L • 

had to be decid~J was whether it was more qdvan~ageous for 
I/ 

category li. 'organizations to be. he.ard by Committees of the 
' I 

Whole, or to wait till the question with whi?h they were 
' I 

· concerned came up before the Coun~il, or, as a third 

possibility, whether they should be gfven facilities 'for 
I . 

speaking both in comnittee and in.plenary. He doubted 
' ' . 

whether the Council would agree that the s·ame~ organization 

should be heard more than twice on any one iteq. o~ the 

agenda. With the interests of such organizations at heart,, 
. ' 

it was necessary to see'how those legitimate interests ·' 

could best be c serve'd. , 

Mr. LAMi~RLE · (France) agreed th:1 t the arguments he had 

just heard, particularly fran the Soviet Union 
,. 

representative, were extremely weighty and apposite~ The 

Con~i~+.ee's role should be to leave all possibilities open. 
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It ~ight indeed be a matter of importance for category A 

non-governmental organizations to be able in certain cases 

to offer ,~heir views at the very outset of a di~cussion; 

but provision should also be made for the possibili.ty of 

their being heard by the Council before the end-of such 

discussion. He apprecia~ed the Chairman's fear iest non-

governmental organizations abuse such a right,. but it vrould 
. ' 

rest with the Council and with the Corumittee to assert their 

authority and decide whether or not a further hearing should 

be given to organizations requesting it. 

Miss BELL '(United States of .iimerica) agreed to some 

t extent with the representative of Fra~ce, but thought the 

case in point had been .covered when it had been.agreed .that 
•. 

the representative of the AmeriQan Federation of Labor eight 
' I 

wi thdraiv his request to speak in case •the ground should 

prove to have been covered by Members of the Council, .. The 
-

United States delegation could not agree.that ar1.organization 

should be'.allowed to express new views after a recommendation 

had been forwarded to the Council by a Cor.nnittee of·the 

Whole. 

Mr. WU (China) concurred in this view. The Draft 

Resolution before the CoQflittee provided that an 

org~nization could speak r1or·e th:m once before the Cor.unittee · 

but not in plen~ry as well - though naturally the Council 

W'~s free to decide .whethel' it wished to hear an organization 

in plenary. 

Hr. ROSTOW.SKY (Union of Soviet Socialist Repuhlics) 

reaffirr.1ed his vj_ew that the phrase :rto either the Council 

or to the appropriate Cor:rrrri ttee 11 restricted the r:!.gbts of 

the non-governmental ;organizations. Thm·e wer·0 nq 'g:rounJs 

( 
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for fe:1ring th3t they would abuse t~eir right ,to speak; 

shoulcl. any one of then do so, it.would ~lways be possible 

to point o11t the fact to the.orgnnizntion. 

The Cffi~IR}L\N explained thnt the draft Resolution did 

not affect tho right of the non-governoental organizations 

to be henrd.in the Connissions, in Which they had taken an 

active part in nccord~ncc with Part V of Council resolutio 

No.2/3·of. 2l Juno.l946, which provided that consultations 
I .,.. • ' , 

with Category A orean~zntions t1should nornally be ·with the 

Co::u.1ission itself". 

The original Resolution spoke of the right ?f 

category A organizations responsible for itens on the 
'. 

agenda, to r .. mke "nn introductory statenent.'' and "an 

addition'll st:ltenent for purposes of cl'1rification11 to 
the Council. That wording wa~ 3d~pted to prevent general 

debates in tho Council which should properly occur in the 

Cor.'lfJ;J.ssions. 

No category A org~nization hnd·yet spoken before a 

Conaittee of tho Whole. The draft Resolution left it ope 

for both tho introductory stntenent and the eventual 

ciar~fyil1£r sta.tor.1ent to be r.1nde either in corn:1ittee or in 

plenary; or, when the introductory statenent had been nad 
.. 

in c0r.:11:1i tteo, for the invitation t.o n9.ke an· additional . 

sta te:·.1ent t0 c0ue fron the Council. He did not feel 

entitle~, under the tarns .of the President's note, and in 

the light of precedent, to sli~3es.t th:1.t an o~ganiza.ti0n 

should. bo able to spank twice in c·x1r.1ittee and twice befor 

the Council. 

Mr. WU (China) suggested th·:tt discussirm sh0uld be 
I 

1~. ,i ted to the Pr8sident' s request, i.e~ to consider only 
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a 
tP,e aspect of the probleu -affected by the new procedure of 

. •. I . 

:sending iteos direct to the Cor.n.1ittees. Ttiere.wera other 
I 

aspects -,;e.g. iteo's .referred by plenary .to· cor:u:Jittoe, to 

be brought up again in plenary a.~ second .tine, which should 

be discussed at a late~ sta~e~ 
•• 

Mr. LAMf~IE CFrnnce) said that. ·the Chairnan' s .explana-

~ions had, enabled hir1 t.o farn a clearer opini-:m.; but he 

would· like s0ne further details. In tho first place, the 
-

second pnragru..ph of the ReS0lution; in its present forn, . . 
seer.1ed to,: indicate thnt_ non-govet_:nnental organizations 

could ~ot ther1sel ves request a hen ring, but had to .await an 
. ~ . . .. 

invitation fron the President of the Council. He doubted 
' . . 

p whether that was the Chairnan 1 s intention. Secondly, the 

. . 

. . 
penultinate paragrap~ qid not specify whether organizations 

I ~ 

should sta to :1 n advance by what body they wished to be' 

heard· ~ the Cortni ttee or tho Council. He wanted to avoid 

the possibility·that they :c:1ight be prevented f_ron being 

heard by either, as n result of failure to nake that point 

clear, ·.Subject to those re?ervntions, 
1 
the French 

! 

·.delegation could support the. draft subnitted. 

Miss BELL (United St~tes. of Anerica) pointed out that 

two categories of or~anizations were envisaged: firstly, . 
• 0 • 

those which hnd placed an iteD on tho agenda of the Counc'il; 
I 

such organizations should be entitled to speak both before 
) . 

a C.01:)pittee and .before tho Council, and, secondly, organiza-. 

tions that had sinply sent in rcquosts to speak on certain 
\ ' 

· 1t0ns. The· }~tter should be enabled to spank either in 
.I 

conoittoe o~- in plenary; the course of debate would 
' -. 

deternine which. 

The CIV~o.J.RM.AN no~ed th£~.t that .was a fundm:1ental point. 

In regard to the French obscrvati~n, tho original 
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Resoluti')n n0de clear the Council's defihi:te intention to 
' 

leave the question of nn additional staten~nt to the 
' ' . 

President's discreti::>n- as brought out by the words "shall 
,t • I 

be entitled" in tne first substantiv,a paragraph apd "nay 
' ' 

be invited by- tho President ot tho Council" in the'second .. 

Thoro could ~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 General Assenbly. There was sor1e 
' 

a::1biguity in the .penultina'te paragraph of the English text, 

which ni(5ht,:t;Jerhaps bo nore easily obviated in French, . 
. . .. 

~here a .dou~t was left Whether n. rion-governn'ental organiza tio: 
' 

in 'category A could foroally request to be'peard by both 

Council and .. Cor.mittee of the Whol:e~ 
• 

The reference in the 
J 

' 
. pro ceding paragrllph to "an oral sta ter.Jent" suggested 'indeed 

, 
the intention to provide for one staterJent only; but the 

Cor:n:littee was free to foro .its own judenent on what was 

adyisable' •. 

The Co~mittee accepted his proposal . that, as the 

discussion 'had raised 'tricky and t'undanenta.l poi,nts, on 

which delegations would wish·to reflec~,/it should be 
I 

deferred till the.next oeeting. 

• I 

2. REPORT ON THE CONFERENCE OF NON-GOVERNMENTAL ·' .. 
ORG .. '~,NIZATIONS . 

Miss BELL (United Stntes of Anerica) que$tioned whether 
' I 

it was desirable that the ' coonitteets Rep~rt shou~d include 

the suru.1ar~ of a report on a conference over which it had 
.. 

no control, where ~he United:Nations representatives were 

.nereiy observers. 

Mr. WU (China) shared the doubts of the United States 
-~ 

representative. He had proposed that that .iten should 
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I 
I I 

figure. on the agenda out of a desire to show an- interest in 
; . 

the work of the non-governmental organizations'; qut in 
~ . ~ \ . 

view of the heavy prqgramme of the Committee he. now proposed 

that the Report of the ·Non-Governmental Organizations' : 
,, . ...- ,, ' 

Conference be struck off the Committeefs agenda, and'that 
" . ' 

' the Secretary be direct~d t~ prepare a memorandum,for. 
. r 

; ' ; circulation to the non-governmental organizations,_assuring 
• • . ' ~ ~ " IJ,J 

them-of the continued· ~nterest of the Committee in~. their, 

work. 

The CHAIRMAN as a result' of a general exchar,g~ of views, 
' ' ' 

put to the vote two ~1 terna te _proposals, that pr_oposed by 

the represe~tative of Chiria, seconded by the representative 
II' I 

of
1 

the Un~ted Sta~es, to.the effect that·the Report of the 
; ' 

·Conferenre o~ Non-Governmental Organizations should be 
I . 

struck off the agenda, and reference to it deleted from 

-~he_ Committee's Repo!t, while he as Chairman should write 

a letter1 'for circulation to ·th.ose organizatioi\s; 
I 

l I l J1 

encouraging their efforts; and secondly, c:f proposal that a 
/ 

repprt on the Con~erences in question, to be p~ep~red by th~ 

Secretariat, shoUld be considered before reaching a decision. /. 

his capacity as United Kingdom representative, ~ve the 

castine· yote in favour of. the China-United,.Sta.tes proposal: 

3. 

'' 

REVISED DRAFT REPORT OF' THE COMMITTEE· ON APPLIC.SIONS 
OF NON-GOVERNMENT.~'.!. ORGANIZii.TIONS FOR CONSULTl~.TIVE 
ST.~TUS (Document E/C.2/W,c17) . 

\ . -
It was agreed, a_fter a short discussion on ~he 

proposal of the USSR rep~esent~tive, s~conded by the 

representative of Franc·e, that discussion ·Of this item 

shc:1ld be postponed to give time·· to r-ead through the 
' - . 

\ \ 
revised draft, which·had been received o~ly that day. 

/ 
I 
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r The CHAIRMAN pointed out ·that it could. then be 

cons'idered together with Part 4 of the Committee's Report. 
•' ' . \ 

'Mr.· Lil.MARLJ: (France) requested that the documents be . 
distributed simultaneously in French and· English. There 

t, I 

had been occasions when, had he been in.possession of the 
' French translation of particular doeuments, he would not 

y 
have: intervened during the present meeting~ 

The meeting rose at 2.40 p.rq. 


