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The following communication from the Secretary•Goneral of this 

. ,organization re11.cbed the Secretariat on 28 December 191-t-8: 

~ar Mr. White, 

December 14, 1948 

. Mr. J:urman WRITE 

Non•Governmental Organizations Section 

Division of Coordir~tion and ~aiaon 

United ~ations, 

lake Success, 

NEW·YORK --
1. May I. acknowledge with thanks the receipt of your letter of October, 

/ 

21st,· 1948, from which appears 

a) That the Economic & Social Council of the United Nations has 

postponed consideration of the Report of the Comn::J.ttee on Ar.t"angementa for 

consultation with non-governi!lental organi2.ations until its e~.ghth sesoion 

which will begin on 7th Febr. 1949, at Lake Succes.s; 

b) That the above-mentioned Committee has d(;lcided U2i to recommend 

consultative status ~o be granted to the International Committee of 

Scientific ~~nagement. 

I understand from Part B of the Document E/940/Add.3, enclosed with 

your lettor, that such negative decisions may be taken 

either because the respective Organizations can be brought mo:x:e 

ep~ropriet~ly icto consultation with one or the other of tha specialized 

/or because 
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or because these organizations do not meet the req_uirements laid down · 

in the Council's resolution of 21st Jun~ 1946. 
2. These req.uiroments are enumerated in the Document E/43/Rev.2, 1st July 

191~6, as fullows: 

1 •••• to be concerned with matters falling within the competence of 

the Economic & Social Council; 

2 •••• aims and purposes in conformity with spirit, purposes, 

principles of the UNO charter; 

3 •••. not to be discredited by pust collaboration in fal:icist 

activities; 

4 . 

6. 

••• to be of raco8nized standing ••• represent a substantial 

proportion of the ••• particular field of interest; 

••• have established headquarters with an executive officer 

policy-makinc boC.y. 

... have authority to speak for its members; 

7 •••• bo international in its structure. 

~•· a 

3. When you sent us on 1st DGc3mber 1947 tho questionnaire E/Form 3, 

16th April 1946, we filled in the data askod for with a view to prove that 

the CIOS lives up entirely to all the above mentioned rog_uirements, as we 

were then and still are convinced in good conscience that it does indeed 

do so. 

Should we h~ve failed to convey this conviction and to deliver this 

proof to the Committee in a satisfactory way, we would consider it our 

right and our duty t) submit such supplementary data and expl~:matory 

inforraation as may be necessary to clarify possible nd.sunderotandings and 

to dispel possible misinterpretations. 

In this case we would only reg_uest you to specify as to which reg_uiroment 

or req,uiremonts CIOS is pres"Jllled not to have complied with. 

Tho negative recommendation of the Committee is a verdict so seriou,s 

in its· implications and so far-reaching in its conseg_uences that we cannot 

believe that its rvasons and arguments should not be specified to the 

defendAnt, and his appeal admitted, according to normal and fair legal 

procedure. 

Should on the other hand the decision of the Committee not be based 

on the point of requirements but on the other one, viz. that our Organization 

can be brought more appropriately into consultation with one or the other 

of the specialized agencies, I venture to suggest the followir~ arguments 

for tho Committee's cunsideration: 

a) CI03 was, as a matter of fact, connected from 1927 up to 1938 in 

::ma vay or :mot~er with the International labour Organization. But this 

'' 
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connection was strictly limited to that t1ala or Scientific Management 

which concerns the "human factor", while its manifold economic aspects 

and problema were dealt with 1n cooperation between CIOS (and its formar 

Institute in Geneva) and the Economic oi'gans of the . League of Na·tions. 

While the present Secretary of CIOS ia a retired official of the 

n.o, to whom a room in its Geneva premises has been granted as a personal .. 
favor, eros has since the war not entered into any sort of official 

connection with the International Labour Organizat~on. 

Highly desirous of stressing in its international connections both 

its basical interests - (economic ~ social alike) - it does not wish to 

appear by a one-sided connection with the Labour Organization, to be 

entangled with Labour politics, without counterbalancing this one-sided 

connection in a firm contact with the Economic and Social Council of the 

United Natioil.S. 

b) eros has been awuitted to the benefit of consultative arrangements 

with the United Nations Educat1one.11 Scientific and Cul:~ural Ors<:nization 
I 

by the General Conference of UNESCO, at its second session in Mexico, 1947. 
This connection is probably Justified by the scientific character of 

our Organization; but it is obvious that the scientific aspect of the 

Management Movemunt bas, since its more recent developments, been decidedly 

overshadowed by the social and still more by the economic factors. 

While during the earlier years the application of principles and 

~ methods of the natural sciences to the art of management and organization 

were in the foreground of eros activities, now it is the practical 

day•to•day work of Top ~mnagement in its economic as woll as in-its social 

departments which predominates (sea First Sat of "Exohango of Top Management 

Letters" attached confidentially). 

4. We are bound to draW from this factual situation the logical conclusion, 

that our Organiz~tion should receive and could well enter into consultation 

with all three governmental international bodies: 

i) in the first place with the Economic and 3oc1al Council of the 

United Nations, 

ii) in the second place with the International Labour Organization, 

iii) in the third place with UNESCO. 

Since we know of Org~~izati~ns, aa for example the International 

Institute of Public Adminl9tration in Brussels, and the International 

Fed.erati0n for H~usi~ and. Town Planning, which have consultative statutes 

with ECOSOC as W\311 as with UNESCO, we do not see why CIOS should not be 

~ntec 00n3t:J.t,aticn with three: EOOSOC, ILO and UNESCO, if it happens • 

as it d~es - that such thr0efold consultation is in the common interest 

/of the cause 



of the cause for which w~ stand accord~ to th~ Statut~s: 

II 

••• 

Section Paragraph 2. ObJect of CIOS: 

application of scientific manag~ment methods 

(scientific factor) 

••• where their application may r~sult in a larg~r return 

(economic factor) 

and in improved working conditions 

(social factor)" 

5. Cvnsidering these circumstances and arguments, considering further the 

fact that the forms of the questionnaire which you sent us, according to 

your letter of January 6th, 1948, on your own initiative, included the 

printed question as to whether CIOS would apply for consultative status L!j 

'',, l 
; ' 

a question which we answered by a "yes" (covered by President Gabrielssona and ·:, 

the Secretary's eignatures) - I venture to beg you to submit the application .~ 

of CIOS to the Committee on Arrangements for Consultation with · '5 

non-goverllmental Organizations for reconsideration in tho light of the ~· 
"'l~ 

arguments of this letter. :;i 
),~ 

S1noo:rely yours, 

(3igned) Hugo de Haan 

Secretary.n 

• 

-----

The routina questionnaire has at the top of the page the question • 

"D:> you apply for consultative status vi th the Economic and Social 

.. ::~ 
'I'~:'"; 

~ -::/~ 
U'! 

' ,:.'~~ 

. ·~ 
·-:rt~ 

CounciU Yes ••• No ••• ". The purpose of this question 1a to ascertain ·~··~ 
\<~ 

whether an organizati::m definite~· iiisbes to apply. , . 

'• 
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