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At thti· p~eae~t· t~, · t~ ·- ~~~ton t~ t$i~iar, Ot~~ti~- d- tbe Departmeil. 
i . . • . .. . . \ . • . ~ . •• . . ~ 

or Nbllo · :tnrorDB:t1an aes1sted- arganfiatibrls vh1c~ we~e 1n _a. position to e:tv~ . 
• I • • . . . ·- . 

to their members 1Dtormat1~ abol.'lt -the th1ted\ ila.ttCZlS. the sec~W,. _ . . 
. . • • . • . · • . . • 1, 

·auggaated tl:8t the CCamnitt~e:•m1gbt .: w1sh to -take :1Jito ca:iei.demticn ·the · 
'I .. ;\' ~ . . . • I ) • 

_arra.p.getpents made by tbat Departm.8nt, -~ connection with· t;he question· 
.. ' ' ' . ' 

Of' whether en.. n~t azst. otgarltza.t1~ sho~d 'be, plAced in ·Category (.c).' .' · .. 
• , I • ' •' , ~ ' 

\ ' '. . : . . ' ' ,· . ) .. ' . . . . . 
- -,- Mro ALEXAIIJ)J;B (United ltillgdan) -o01l81derod tha~ - 1t i!l18ht be prot~~ 1 
t .o J!Bka. :air,_ 4e~.1n1te r:~~da~1~· con~~~ t~~- 1ques.t1_ao. _at ·_th~· p~eent 

. . . 
" -

· atago of. diecu~s-ian;. The -Counc_ll ~bad _ d~c111ed · t~ ·establish three ~erent 
o ~ ' o ,I I 0 ', ' I 

Ce.tegol;'i'es; and.:~ c~ in that1 respect·-w®ld c'0o.et1tute ·a. s~b~~tfal . . . \ 

: f ' ·- . . • -- . : • ' • • . 

de~ture f~~ the Council's ~o~s1an~ I~ ~ght be poe~ibre, h~eT~.p, 1!o_ 

reduc~ : t}te . numb~r - .Of' ~rg~~nh~~i~ ·in Cate~017 {c-) and ;~lude the -bulk ·of 
• .: sac~--~~;et1cns ~ -C~yeg017 .(b·},. p~o~~d ~~t' ther ~t ·~1~ - ~~:-~~e~~ I 

. .. ' - . . . . 
. requirements. . · , · \ · · · "' v 

' . 

' · Mr • . C~OtlX (France) supported the v1ewe ~xpreesed by" the. rep;resentative 
' . · .... - .· . ,· . . - . . ~ . . j .. ' . :· . .. -= .. 

. ·Of the United jt~~an. · .. ·. . '. · , 
. ' 

· ' ·)h:,- ZUEV (thion of ·soviet Soc+al1st Republics) felt tba.t ·.it vas . 
~ ' , • ' • • ,.• • •• • • . i • 

. . _., r' . . • 

· pref ~rable ·to leave e. tizlal. dee1s.1'on ,fpr t'\lture · consid.e;re.tion.. ., It was · 
I , ' • • 

d1,ff:toul.t:· ~o· aetel'JI11ne the ditte;~co 'between . catosoriea (b > e.n~ < c >.. ' ... 
' ~ ' • . ' ' • I 

l_(oreover·, . ~he probl~ was of a broad: ec_ope and should be ' studied in~ great . 

_ :~~u. • .. Mr/ z..~ i:~1dorod 1~_ 41tf1o,dt . t<> <>xPl"••• ..;, ,a.o~wto DPln,t.,.. llt 1 

the _present time end .suggested that' ln(mibers · ~, the 'lh>rkins .Partr _ ~h9U+d-.: 
• t - ; 

excih;anue ·opinions on the subj~t and make roo~ndations- to t~e ·full ·' 
c~~te~ a~\te n~xt ·iJte~tinS ~ .. 25 Feb~ 1947· . . · ·. · · 

: • ' • I • .., • • • • ' • - ,· • • • ·, , • • •" ' • • • • • •. ' • 1, 

. ' '•. The CHAIRMAN .remarked that the Wor~1ng Parti. CUd not }¥1ve. t~ 'power to 
' . I . 

~~ fi~ deci~ions·~ but s~~a·~~~- -~~~n~t~dnS ~o t~e ~ c_~t~ej 
:-By . ~~~ op~~ and ~~-def~te 1d~s ~cmendns the ~ious . 

. P,roble.m's cctlf'rop.ting the -d-ttee1 the, Delegat e's-' w~d l'iav~ . ~ e~ea.rer. VieW 
' • ' I • ~ ' • • ' I ' • ; 

-: o:f those »robleme _at .th~ next meet'ing o:f: the full c'on,nnittee.. : ., ., ,._ . 
: ' '. • • 0 • • \ · -' • • ::· : • • • • • • •, ' • • ..~ • • .. • : . • • • ' ;~ 

·. M'r~ Y.MG ·(China). asreed With. ·the representative .of''.tl1e Uni.ted. K1rlgdom · . 
• r ' • • • . , • ' • • •• , • • • 

., '· /t~t it was · 
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• J.. • . 

that ;~ ~ was preferable 1 for the time ·_being·~· to maillta1n Categories (a} J ;(b), 

and ( c ~ , b~t suggested that, in practide 1 ·. Category (c) shouJ.d be used 

s:pal.'i ngly. 

~he cHAIRMAN, speaking as representative of the United States of America, 

a~~ed t hat it waa· diffi cuit. 'to distinguish between· Category (b) and (c). 

Frem ."·t he point · of view of logic 1 it might be preferable to. eli~ate the latter. 

OUt· sUCh a change Would constitute a departure :from the principle established . ' 

by the Council. While adhering to that principle, organizations should 'be 
. ! 

placed ae f ar as. ross1ble ,1n Category (b) • . In reply to a question fram 'the 

Chairman, Mr. ALEXAliDER ~ (United Kingdom) t hought that the following · 

orsc.n:Lzations could be included in Category (c) : Rotary_ International (No. 43r 
I 

· I I 

Inte~national Association of. Lion's Clubs (No.· 9); International Af'rica.Ij. 

Institut e (No. 54) ; World ·Alliance for International· Friendship through 

Cbu:tches (No. 77); Internati-onal St udent Service (No. 17). 

1 · • ~ :i. YANG. (China) remarked that the degree of relationship between the 

Cotinc·' l and the organizations belongi ng t o Categories (b) and (c) was small, 
I • • • o • 

since t he former were c011cerned wit h only f .ew fields of activity ·covered by 

the Co~~cil, while the latter were primarily interested in th~ development of 

public opinion. 

The SlinRETARY pointed ou:t tba~ t he arrangement s made by the Department of 

:Publfc Information .provided for t he dist ribution of information regardi~ the . . . . . 
I . 

United Nations to volunt ary organi~atione, for dissemination to their members. 

Consultat ive arrangements were intended for the opposite purpose of obt~ining 

th;P ideas of private orsanizati~ fo.r the benefi"t of t he Unit ed Nations. 

~e CHAIRMAN sug~eat.~d that 1 . since there appeared to be 11 ttle d1f:ference 

~twaen Categories (b) and (o) 1 orgtUliza"f?ions with consultative status ~hould 

be :: r:.~lude~ 1n Categoey (b~ I and that t he camniit tee sh~d _examine What field 

was l~ft f or . Catesory' (c) without attemptil:lg to abolish that Categoey . 

!~ . ZUEV (Union of Soviet Socialie~ Republi cs) pointed out. that it 'would 

be di- -' icult to alter the resolution of the Economic and Social Council. It 

/yas preferable 
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was preferable to postpone a dec!s1~ resarding Category (c) until ·the 

Cammi~tae was faced with the practical problem of placing the various 

organizations concerned in either category. 

'Ihe Committe~ agreed to follow that procedure. 

Discus3:!.9n of Ite!D. 1 !a): Whether or not Consultative Status Shoul.d be 
Grant(d to National Organizations. ' 

The CBAIIU>W'l recalled that the report of the Council NGO Committee bad 

cl~arly ·stated that national organizations could be admitted. However 1 it 

had been agreed that this privilege should be used sparingly. 

Mr. ALll!'XAEDER (United Kingdom) recalled that the Counc:a had ru.led that 

national organizations would be e~igible for consultative status, only if 

the-y represented a field riot already covered by an intarna~ional ' org,ani~tion~ 

Be considered, therefore, that it would not be possible to l!lake recomm.endatio 
. ' 

on the national organizations until the completion of the Committee's work 

on internat ional organizations. 

Mr. YANG (China), and Mr. ZOEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) 
, . . . . 

euppcrted the view taken by the representative of the UnitedK·ingdam. 

'!he SlOO:RETJ\.RY called attention to :pa.ragraph 7 of t he Secretariat· 

menior.an.dum dated 29 ·November 1946, which sta.ted that the Secretariat w~ld 

not, unless otherwise instructed, prepare a working paper on national 

organizations , since it was understood that it was intended to establish a 

·general principle applicable. to all such organizations. The Committee agreedl 

to request the Secretary ·to prepare a working document on national organizat~ 

on the basis of the principle previously enunciated. The Committee also 

d<'lcided ·to begin with examination of international organizations 1 and 

postpone consideration of natio~ organizations, without omitting tha latter' 

frcm the report. · 

Diar .. 1ssion of Item 1 (c): Consideration of the Number of Organizations that 
Mi :1 be Given Consultative Status Without Over-13urden1 the Council or ita 
Corr~ : ssions Secretariat Me:corandum Dated 13 November 1 

. . 
The SECRETARY called attention to the table prepared by the Secretariat, 

/listing the 
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listing the number of appHce,nt ixtterrie.tional n~n-governmental orge.n.iz~ti<?Ds . \ . . 
having a SJ)ecial interest in the various specialized agencies and Camnissions. 

I, 

He pointed out that in many cases ~he interests of the organizatians 

11s~9dvere only marginal. 
. . 

Mi-. ZUEV (union of soviet' Socialist Re:publics) remarked that DJ8n1 · 

or e;anizat.ions did .not possess. a clear' cut programme; th~ Camnittee shou).d 

post?ane consideration of such applicants, and deal first with 

orge:ui zatioru! ~hich had definite programmes of activity at. the ' pr·e~ent t;tme. 

'l'he Canmdttee adopte<i the view that it was unnecessary to evidence 

cone ern at the pres~nt time that t}le machiner~ of the C ounc.il might be 

over-burdened by consultative arrangements. 

Discu~sion or Item l d): Position of ·Organizations That HRYe Members in 
Spain:· Secretari at Mamorandum Regar ding Spa.nish Mamber'Bii'IP-of Appli cant 
orwi.::.3.tio!'...a). ' 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee should examine the lists · 

prepared by the Secretar~at. 

The ~bllowing organizations were pointed out as having members in 

Spain: No.2, 3, 11 ll, 14 1 16 , 18 1 27, 32,· 35 1 31, _38, 44 (?), 51, .(?}., 
' 

. 55 , 63, 64, 91 (?), 92, 99, 101, 105 (?), 107 (?), 108; Wamens' Organizations: 

No. 7K (?), 8K (?), l6K (?}, 17.K (?). 

The CRAIRMAl'l referred t~ the ,General Assembly r eaolutj.on concerning 

relations of members of the United Nations with Spain, which recon:mended, 
I 

among other provisions, that the Franco Government of SPain should be 

debarred fran membership 1n internaticoal agencies -established by or brought 

into rela~ianehip with the United Nations (Journal No. 75, .Suppl. A/64, 

Add.l, page 826). Be also referred to the General Asse~ly resolutio~ 

.regarding agreementa with specialized agencies (Journal No • . 75, Suppl. A/64, 

.Add.l, :pag~ 84o). An in~erpretation of the l etter of those resolutions 

abowad that there was no provision on reeord which barred private 

organizations havfng membership 1n $pain from consultative arrangements 

wit h the F.oananic and Social Oounoil; ho epecifi~ action had been taken 

/by the General · 
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' · by "':~e . General Assembly in that r~spect • . ·iev. action would be required on 

the 3;art of the l!:ccnomic and Social Council if it were desired that thos e 

provieione ehould .aleo apply to non-governmental organizations. 

Mr. YANG (China) felt that three different cases should be taken into 

coneiO.eration: organizations in which the Franco Government toqk an active 

~rt; organizations which did not identif'y themselves with the Franco 

Govel'llll.3nt; organizations having a programme of work in Spain (Churches, etc. 

It was . obvious ~hat organizations belonging to the first group should be 

b~rred from consultative status. 

Mr. ALEXANDER (United Kinedom·) observed that the action of barring 

private organi~ations having Spabish membership fr?Jll coneu~:t~ative status 

wit h the United Nations might militate against the objectives of the 
\ 

General Assembly resolution, which stated that the peoples of the United 

NatiOns a.s~ed the Spanish people of the cordial welcome awaiting them when 
- • 0 • • • -

circumstances enabled them to qe admitt-ad to ·the U~ited Nations. I t .was in 

the :nterest of the United Nations to maintain the channel of approved . . . . 

organizations operating in Spain so as to encourage and help the Spanish 

people in .tP.ei;r fight against t};le FalanGe. 

l•tr . CATROUX (France) stated that it was d..lfficult to disassociate 

governments from peopl es. There was no doubt ' that organizations in which 

' the Frnnco Government took an active part should not be allowed consultative 

status. The same was true of organizations which included among their 

members corporations or associations authorized by the Franco Government, 

A more fleXible policy was needed ~n resard to organizati OnS· with incurldua.11 

members having a programme of work in Spain, 1 t being understood that such 
. . 

inel:iv:~dual members ahO\lld not take .part i n the activities of the Franco 

Government. 

M.r. ZUEV (Un~on of Soviet Socialist Republ.ics) pointed out t hat a 

deciaiqn in tba.t r espect would )lave to be taken at the forthcoming meeting 

of t he Council IDO Committee. 

/The diocuoei~ 
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~ · The diacu~e:!on of the problem: sho.UJ.d. be based on the terms of t he 
I 
I 

' , I 

General Assembly resolut ion.; it wat1 hecessary, for that purpose 1 tq fol~ow . 
a procedure of Slla.logy, and to conform with' .. the· spirit in· which the reso;Lution 

I 

was .adcpted. It was clear that· the Committee should not giye consicleration . 
to int 3:rnat1onal organizations having corp<:>rate membership in Spain. li9Wever, 

the USSR representative required additional time to stuny- the problem of · 
I 

organiza t i ons having indiVidual. members in that country. 

Mr. ALEXANDEB (Uhited Klnedom) asked ,,hat kind of action might be 

contemplated in t he case or · cath~lic organizations having group me.mbership in 
' 

,Spain; 

Mr. CATROUX (France) replied that this problem brought up the question 

of the universality of the Catholic religion. lie was not at present in a 

posi t ian to eta te his Vi 6'-TS 1n the. t respect, since the problem involved 

highly important considerations which required f urther stu~. Be felt, 
·: 

however, that the ' Committee should avoid raising the matter ··ot State 
. I 

sover~ignty over associatione . The C~ttee should cal;'efully ~tuey the 

entire question, and examine it from the point of view of international law, 

avoiding any premature decision. 

:he C~ stated that tha Cc:mmittee had to take ·a position in tba.t 

respect by 25 February 1.947. Be remarked that certain organizations having . . 
members in Spain were not necessarily implicated politically in the affaire 

of t he Franco Government 1 such as the International Association f or Prevention 

of Blinaneea and the J ewish Agency for Palestine. 

· Mr. CATROUX (France} replied that the Committee should consider the 

social r easons of· t he or88Illza.tions concerned, but should also II!Bke 

recommendations ae to the general principles governing the questicin. 

Mr. ALEXANDEB (United ·Jrin8dom) stated that the Committee should establish 

gen~ral :pr!ncipl~s, rather ths.n consider each case solely an i<ts merits, 

but acknowledged that this would be a difficult tssk. 

/The C omm1 t :tee 

( 
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Held at the Empire State BuildtnS1 New York, N.Y., on Wednes~ 
5 February 191~7 1 at 10: 4o a .. m. 

Cl::.s,irman: Mr. Xotschnis (United States ot America) . 

Mr. Yal'lS 
Mr. Catroux . 
Mr. Zuev 

Mr. Alexander 

Secr etary: Mr. 'White 

!China) 
France) . - : 
Union ot Soviet Socialist 
Republics) 

(United Kingdom) 

(Non-Governmental Organiza~ions 
Section) 

Diacuseio,E g;t the guee_!t,on as to whe+Jler the word "Consultant" or 
"Re12rese~~ive" should be used in ~fez·rins to pe!J!ona al2J2ointed & 
Organizati ons siven consultative status 

The SECP.ETARY eeked it such persons should be called "Consultant~" 1 
I 

"R.epreaen~tivee" or "Observers". He .. stated that it seemed to him that since 

they came from organizations given consul~tive statue· tor the pUrpose df 

consulting, that they should be called "doJ:Jsultantatt. 

The CHAim.fAN felt that this we entirely logical. 

V...L·. ZUEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republica) felt that they should be 

called "Representatives" rather than "Consultants" because even though the,y 

had a "CoDSulta.nt" cape.9ity there was no need to call them "Consultants". The 

.iv.l.t'!ll ~spreeentatives" was less restrictive. 

Mr. YAJrG (China) po~tsd out the distinction between "participation" and 

"coneulta.tion" and stated ·that the decision of the Social Commission was that 

.:the word "consultation" was the proper one to uae. 
I 

V..r, ZUEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republica) d1sctJeeed what , bed he.p~_ened 

in the Sc ::ial Collllllission and stated that such a distinction should not be drawn 

. /sine~ 
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sines both Specialized Agencies an~ ~QlliooGOVel'Ili!lental Organizatiac.s did 

partie . pate and that Represen.tati vas or the Nan-Governmental Organi zatione 
I . 

I 

should ~ot be limited by calling them "Consultants"~ He referred to 

Chapter IV, paragraph 2, of document Efo.3/Rev.2 the first eente11ca of which 

reads as follows: 
I 

"Organizations in c.ategory (a) mi3:1 designate authorized 

reprs~entativss to sit as observers at all the public meetings of 

the Council." 

.Mr~ YANG (ChiD.a) said that the real problem before thQ Committee was 

to coAaider which non-governmental o~ganizatians should be given consultative 

statu~ . It was clear 'that the functions were consultative and it was not for 

the l;orking Party to disquss the question of participation m:d conEmltation. 

He fe:.t ·that it made little difference whether the i;erm "Representativesn 
I . 

or "Ccnsultants" was used. He_thought t he phrase "Representatives of 

Organizations givsn Ccneultative Status" might be used. 

1-U:-~ ALEXANDER (United Kingdom) agreed that 1t was not a subject f or 

the Werking Party 1:ut he wished to :put an record that he ce-uld not a£rea. 

to the use of the word "Representatives" nor could he agree that it was a 

-
matter 1,f little imparlance. He felt . that the distinction betwec.n 

partici~tion : a;ud conoultation was very important. 

Mr. Y.Ali'G (China) sug~ee1ied that the lllB.tter be dropped. 

The CHAIRMA:..V agreed and stated that hie Govermnent also f elt that 

there was a very real distinction bstween participation and consultation. 

Mr. ZUEV (Ub.ion of Soviet Socialist Republics) agreed that ~hia 

que.stion need not be discussed in detail by t ·be Working Party but he wished . . 

to :· tYe 1t made clear that he objected to calling them rrconeultants". 

:lr' . YANG (China) propose d that the Working Party should go an to 

discu. .. 1 individual organizati~a and that 1t should e1:1deavour t o _ go t hrou!h 

the eut 1re list of applications, classifying those which were c~eerly 
I 

accept able 1 those not acceptable, end those for which more informatitm 
I 

would be needod. 

/(Nota: .. · 
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(~ate: The Secretariat was d1rect~d t6 qover the discussion of general· :: ·:.. .. ···' .~·.: 

principl ,Js at the beginning of the Su.nuna.ry Record and to. place the discussion o~~ 

individual organizations at the end thereof. Therefore, the folloWing statement. . . ; 

are an attempt to present the opinions of the vlorking Party on general principler 
. ~ . 

which were develop~.d out of the discussion on i~dividual organizations.) : 

The Questi,2!! of Jewish· Organizations 

It was rather generally agree~ that t~e Committee should pick out a ;few 

of the more ~ortant ~eWieh Orsaniza~ions and that those of minor importance 
. . . 

should not be given consultative statue • 
. 

~)uestion of Referring Orsanizatione to Spec;alized Agencies . 

This question came up frequently throughout the discussion of individual 

organizations, and it was frequently found that certain organizations woUld 

·r eally have nothing to of f er to the Council or. its Commiesione and that ~hey 
. . 

should be told to get in conts;ct With one or another of the Specialized :Agenciee 

Y.r . AlEXANDER (United Kingdom) .felt strongly that organizations should, 

whenever possible·.,· be ·referred to Specialized Agencies . I!e felt it would be 

rare when they should be related both to Specialized Agencies and to 'the Counc1: . . 
Some of ·the members felt that there were cases when an organization mi~t -be 

related both to 'specialized Agenci~e and to the Council." 

Mr. ZUEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) asked what the situation 

would be if an organization was referred to a Specialized Agency. Did it mean 

thet the organization could have no further re~tione with the Council or its 

Coi!IIl'.issions? 

The CHAIRMAN stated that an organization referred to a Spe.cialized Agency 

sho~ld work through that Specialized Agency before approaching the United 

Na t i : •:1.s . 

~· ~ion of an rnterna~ional Organi zati on 

?x . ZUEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republica) · asked how many cpuntries 

had to belong to an organization before it could be considered an inter.nationaJ 

orgahiza~ion. He felt that an organization should not be considered .. 

international if it had members in only a few countries. 



t 
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.. 
The 'CliAIRMAN ·1J01ntea out that . this matter had been cUscuased by the 

. Committe.e which had prepared tll& report : adopted by the' Council on 
. . . 

21 June 1946, and that 1 t had been agreed that · if an organization had 
c. 

·members in only two countries it vas .internation.al. He :felt, ·however, 

that the Working Party would certainly consider this point in estimating 

the il.n;portance o:f any applicant orga.n.izati~n and that ~t Wa.s 11kely that 

an brg~zation which had a 'tery l'imited membership would not be acceptable • 
• 

The 'Qu.astion of the F?rmation o:f Joint or Liaison _Qommittees amo;ns 
6r,aar,izat1ons ~v1ng similar aimS tor th.e purpose of conaultation 

This point came up-in regar~ to ~ different organizations and tllere 
! 

I 

. was ger.e·ral .asreement that organizat~o:as . haviilg similar aims should be 

strongly enco'!U'a.ge<l to form Joint or Liaison Committees. This question came 
} 

up particularly in the discussion·of the Liaison Committee of Women's 

International OrganizationS. {See t~.e discussion on that Organization). 

The que.stion also came up in the discussion of various t~p6rt organizatioDS 
' 

and it was hoped .that representation for most o~ them J!light be found throug~ 

the Ce~tral CouncU for International .TouriDg. (See Summary. Record on that 

·Organization). 
I . 

The PrinciEle of Double Ropreae~tation 
I 

It was genera.J.;l;y agreed that dOuble rep~sentatio~ sh~uld be !!-voided. Fo~ 

exfqllple 1 the various ·trade federations, such as . No. 20, Internati_o~ , 

Federa·~ion of Christian Factory and i'l:ansport Workers, which are af:filia.ted 
I 

to the International Federation of Chr:iStian Trade Unions, should not be given 
' ·, 

consulca.tive status. It ' we.G felt that the:tr 1ntel'0ats would be represented by: 
. . 

. I 

the ~arger body. This q~ation also came up in connection with No. 74, 
: , 

Inter-P~~lia~nta.ty Union • 

. D1scuea~~n on Particular O~gani~~tionA . .. . ·- ----
(Note: fr. ZUCV ('Gnion of So\":f~t SociS.::.ist :Re publics) e+.a.bed that he had not 

·yet ·X'e06 ; ved the. RUflaian translation of the statehs nts on the orga.I:rl~etions 
\ 

numbered l to 19, and that he therefore had no op~~~on to offer on ~hese 

organize.tions.} 

'l 
I • /1. · ~des . Israel: 
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l. A l'~de.e Israel World Orga.niza.f:iti~ ---.- "":"'-

It was felt that this organi~atfon vas ~t one of tbe more tmportant 
• :, • '1,. 

Jewish organizations. The World Jewieh ·Congress, the Jewish Agency for 

Palesth _s and the Consul.tative CouncU of Jewish Organizations were ment:toned, 
, • 6 • • • : . : • • 

It was e. greed to pass over th113 organization e.xid to consider it in 

connection with a list 0f applicant ~eWioh Or~zations to be submitted by · 

the Secretariat. 

2. ~tic and Interoat1onal Maritime Conference 

The:a was S<?IJ18 d1scuas1~n as _to whether this orgs.nization should be . 
related e~clusively to a Specialized Age~cy, i.e. IMCO. The general tren~ 

of th9ught seemed .to lead toward associating it with the Transport Commission •. 

3. ' Catholic International Union f'or Social Service 

The CHAIBMAN asked if the Worki.De Party would consider the Spanish 
. "' ' I . 

question 1n relation t o each of the orgaQ!~atio~ at thi~ ~1me. 

Mr • .ALEXAimEB (United Kingd~) replied that it would be necessary for the1 

. . •. . . . 
' oolX!ll11ttee members to . consul-t( their govei+llllents. Leaving the ·spanish question 

• • .• • • • I 

as1d.e 1 it was generally' felt that this organization should be put in 

Catego~-y (b) . 

. (Note: ~ of thf! or ganizations considered have members in Spa:f:n. This· 

questio,n was npt considered. by the Wo~king Party in relation to each of the 
I • • , ' t . ' ' 

organizat ions :t;ha~ it discussed. Tentative ppsit.t ona were ~ take:1 on each 

organization, leaviDS the Spanish question out of consideration for the t'i.me 

.. , . 

4. . Corporatioa of' Caribbean L1br~1ans, Archivists and Curators of Museuma 

It vas agre.ed that this organization should be. referred to UNESCO • . 

5· Gen~ral Association of Municipal Health and Technical Offioere 

After soll\e discue.si.on on the general problelll of relat~ org~zati.~~ 

to the Specialized Age~c1es1 and the definition of an iriternatiorial 
' ' 

orgac!zation, it was agreed that this organization should be referred to WHO. . . ' . 

The Se0retariat is to .f:tnd put 1:f' this or~ation .te interested 1n housizls • 
. '. 

\ / 6. International 
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6 . . l£~rnat1onel Abolitionist Federat1SR 

\ 

~ '. 

The CHAIRMAN ~ug~eeted th~t this ~ra~zation ·h&d lost some of ita 

~1gour ·and t hat Ito. 12, The. :i:iiternat :!..anaJ:]hlreau ·"f'or t he Supprees1ori . of ~ . . 

TraN'tc· in Wome~ and Children "1a more active. Mr. YANG (Clii.oa.) and · 

Mr. CATROUX: (Franoe) felt that this organ1zati~n wae essentially soo1al. 

Mr • ALEXAl'mER (Uili ted Killgdom) said that both Nos. 6 and 12 belo:cged in 

(b) Cats~ory i He wondered if they oould not be grouped togethor sirice 

they had similar interests. The CHAIRMAN tel t that they ehouid. be ae'ked to 

have one ep~keeina.n . . 'It was agreed that both beio:oged in ·category (b) but · 
. . 

' I 

that 't;he Work~ Party ho:ped thoy would. f~.rm a Joint Co:mmi ttee. The · · 

Seore~1at was d1reotea , to find .out 1f .these two organizations had s imilar 
, ' 

aims and if so, t o indicate to them the desirability. of .1'orm.1Ds a Joint 

Commi ·ttee. 

1. Ir-ternat1onal Air Transport Association 
t • : 

!Jll,, CHAmrAN ~t~ted that ~his vas a very aotive organization. 

·Mr •. AU:.XAllDER (united K1nsd.om) felt that this orgwzation shoUld be in·· 
. ( . 

Oatego~ (b) and also related to PICAO. This vas gene.rally aoce:pted·.: 

·a. Ic~ernatiGnal Association of Or1m1nal Law 
. . 

.. Mr. CATBOUX (Fr~ce) ·stated that this was a very 1mport814t organization. 
:. \ ~ . 

. . Mr . AI.Ji:x.'\NDER (Ulli ted. Kti:lgd:bmj . rafsed the que~t1on as to· whether or not 1 t 
• # • • • 

vas etiil really active. He "wished to postpone etatiilg an· opinion until . . . . . 

he was :f"J.rther ixl:formed. · 

9· International Assooiation or L~ona Clubs 
• I 

:i:t was generally agreed that :this sh~uld 'be piaced 1n Ca~s0ry ( c}. 
~ . 

10. Internatio~ Assooiati on of Public Employment Services '· . 
'The~ ~uggeeted that thts organizati~n should ~Qrk · tbroagh the 

Unit~d Ste..tes end ·canadian. Del~gatio~. This po~t of view WAS ·aoc"epted. 

· ll. ·~9 · Interl:lB.tional Association ~f Reoogidzed Automobile Clubs . ·~ · .. · . 

~r.e ~ supported this organiz~tion atati:og that it .va~ very . . .' . 

( : . u~eM i:a COl:llleotion with'· transpor:t 8.lld that 1 t beloiJ8ed in c~ teg0:";Y . (b-)~ : 
II 

/Mr. ALEY.ANDER 
, 
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Mr. ALE1:P.NDER (United Ki.Dsdom) ~d:::Uot toei that it was im})6rtant and 

' . ' , ' 

eta ted that he could not r~colilll1end j t '·~Ot (b) Category. Mr. CATROUX (France) 
·-: 

' 
wae w1111Ils to reccmme:ld it for Catesory (b), Mr. YAl'lG (China) was 

non-camm:!. ttal. It could ~ot be ea id that the Workilla Party came t o ~ 
.. . 

cor.clusion. (SEle remarks undor 35) .. 

12. The :r.nternational Bureau f or the Suppression 'or Traffic in Wo~n and 
CiiiT.dren · · · - . . . 

This organization was discussed 1n connection With No. 6. 

13. J»,temati omu : Committee of' Schools :for Social Work . 

·Mr. ALEXA.NilER (United Ki ngdom) stated that this was the only 

r epre Lantative body' 1n ita field • . Be fel't th~t it aho_!Ud be in Category ' (b). 

T.hie was generallY ~ccepted. · 

14. Intern.a t fonal Comcittee of the Red Crose 

T~e CHAIRMAN brouebt up ·the question of Spanish memb~rship. 
' 

Mr. CATROUX (France) felt tbat ·the nature of' the Red Cross should be . 

considered and felt that it would come under Catesory (b ) . This .opinion. 

was acc9pted. 

15. ~ernational Confeder~tion of Christian Meta).workere ' Or§anizatioll8 

It was agreed ·that this organization, as well ~a ~of the other 

trade secretariats. belOIJBed t o the International F.edarat!on of Chi'istian. 
~: 

Trade Unions; should not be given consultative. status. 

16. International Conference on Large Electric. Systems 

' It wa.e aSl•eed to postpone jud@ll.ent on .th1s organization. , 

i 7. Internatfons.l Council of Musemns 

I t was agreed that this organization should be ref'erre~ tP. UNESCO. 

18. :::nternational ElectrotechnicaJ.. Commission 

~e SECRETP.RY_ pointed out that this orge.nizatiol;l was oo:neider1ns 

aff1~~&ion with the International Standards Association . :no~ being 

oreanL: .:·d. It was aereed to awa1 t developments. 

1 /19. International 
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19 · ~~rnat1onal federation :for ··~ ~~b.idB;tion, Draw1tig and Art A'ppUed 
~IDduetriee 

It ·wa~ agreed to r~fer this organization to UNF~co. 

20. :rilt0rna.t1onal Federfltion of Cbriat.ian Factory ~d T~port Workers and 

21. Int~rnat1onal Federation of Christian Textileworkere Orsanizationa 

It 'was· ~eed that these two organi~ations · could not be accepted 'as 

~ey are .members of the Interne.t1·onal Federation of Christian Tre.de Unions. 

22. The In-ternational Federation of Christian Trade Unions 

Mr. CATROUX (France) stated that the ~ortal:lce of this orsanizat.ion · 

vas such that it ahmud be put in ~ategory (~). Mr. YANG (China) felt it 

should be in . Category (b) since only f1 ve co,untriee were represented. . : . ' . . 
Mr. CA':r:ROUX (Fran~e) stated that this organization .had alweys. been consulted 

by th~ teague of Nations. Mr • .ALEXAliDER (United KiiJ8dom) agreed: tha:t ·it 

was a var,y important organization but not sufficiently eo to be placed in 

Category (a). He felt it belonged very high up in the ·(b) ~~st. The 

. ~VAN felt that the n~ber . of organizations given Category (a) statue 

should be ver,y limited~· He agreed that from the point of view of its . . 
broad 1pterests, it should be t,n Ca:tegory (a),. Mr • . zmw. (Union of ~oviet . · 

' . . . . . . . . 

' Socialist Republics). felt that the organization vas not eu:t'fieientl,y .' . . . . . 

im;po:.;ta.nt to be put ill Categoey (a) •. lie thought it .sh9uld .be put 11\. · 

Category ( b}. Mr. CATROUX (France) felt 1 t certainly should· be in 

· Category (p) and perha.p.s even ~ (a}. Mr. ZO'EV (~nion of' Soviet Socia:J.is~ 

Republica) felt he did not have suff~cient ~ormation to knov whether or 

n:ot it should be in (a) Category. It was agreed that the question of thiS 

organ+~ation ~hould be discussed .at the .,.next meeting. 

23. Internat ional Federation of Christian Trade Unions of Workere in tbe '' 
l!'ood and Drink ~rade e 

T:!a organiz~tion is a member of the international Federation of' 

Chr..iet:!' :.n Trade Ui:uons. It therefore was excluded. 

' / 

24. rn-:ernational. Federation of Commercial, Clflrical and Technical Emp1?_lees - : : 

~e CHAIRMAN asked if there vas a chance of thie organization joining 

/the ·WFTU 

' ' 
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the WFl'U. ·Mr. ALEXANDER (United K$~6.om) . ,ata.ted that it should be suggest~d 
J , . 

to this orgaxuzati 9n that 1 t should ~·6ih ~e · Wll'TU. The Secretariat was 

directed to ascertain 1f there ~s . a:rr:1 pian for 1 t to affiliate with the ~. 

25. The International Federation of Friends " of Y?Uil§ ~ 

It was felt th~t more 1nforma.tio~ was. needed and the r Sec~etariat was. 

directed to find out ~f it could affiliate with another organization. 

26. ~In...._t...,e ... rna.;..o.;,-t.-1 .... o;...;na;.;.wl..;;F;...e;..;.d_-e.;.r.;.at...,1.-o;.;;.n;...;.o..;.f..,.;T;.;.eo;...;.;;;;hn=i~_Jal~-A.::::gr;;;..i;;;..c;...;ul~t-ur;.;..1;;;.e.;;..t.;_.e 

.'The CHAIRMAN asked if this organization could :!lOt work . throush the 

International Federation of Agricultural 'Producers. Mr. ALEXANDER (United 

KiDgdom.) agreed that it should. do that o~ that it should be referred to FAO. 

It was agr~ed to exclude this or ganization. 

27. International Federation of the Phonographic !pdustry 
' 

I t was aereed that thie organization, ehould be referred to UNESCO a.nd 

ILO. 

28. The ~teroattonal L!!.fssooiat1on .. 

Mr. ALEXANill!!R- (United Kingdol';ll} thqlJ8ht that The Interna.tfonal Law 

Association was darrying on the .work of the Rome Institute and that ~t should 

be in Category (b). T!lie was ge:o,erally accepted •... 

29. The I:l.ten.a.t1onal Loa~e for the Rights of. Man~ · 

T~e CHAIRMAN aaid that this organization could not laft out as .it 1s 

the only one of ita kind. Mr. CA'l'ROUx (France) raised the question of, the 

various national l eagues for the rights of man which were. not members. It 

was gE'~rally felt that acceptance of the Int ernational League would 

encourage these na~icn.a.l organizations to joi,n it • 

30. I~ternationa.l Mi Ra:l.ollEI.:g Council 
. ' 

I -
The~ po1~ted out that althoush this was a. religipu~ org~z~t1on 

it carried on~ ~;~.~.tivitiea -of irnportan~e from ~e social J!Oint of. v:;iew. 

Therefore-, ~t ehould be admitted. .It. '¥aa s.enera1ly. agreed ~.at it beloDSe.d · 

1n Catesory (b). -

/31. · International, 
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·~l • . Iri.t&me.t1.orlal &!L.:· o¥ Co ~ ."'&~..::;..;~ .. . . . ·, . ' . ·-. •' . :~..,.: · ..... 
"{ FW-....... ~;;;;;;;~;.;;;_~-;)i;;;::;· .... ~t_:....•=.;;• 0/l..~ • .fi I .r:az:~·P, • . ' . ' 

.. ~ . ' ,. .. . ! t . , - •• • • , .. • - •• l . . 

Mr •. J.UEV· (Union· of s-oviet s·od!~is~ ~~publics } 11~s. _doubttul.~~ :to 'the · .. ~ 
f ', , 

1 1 
' o, 0 \ • ' ' 0 f"' : : • ' • . \ ' ' .• \ • ~ •: I • 

useful.ness of this ·o-rgam;at1on. · ·The oth~r ,_~&t~ '9f the · coinmitie'e ·ei:sree~ ., 
. . . • l I • • • ' •• • 'I . . : , . . . . :. . . ·. . . ' ~ ~ .: . . . 

. that 1 t mi~t ·a,ff111ate· with· tha World 'Women 1 e · Christian Temper¢ce: Utrl.oii · · · 
• . . ' . ,' . . I , . , . • 

· ~d .that· 1 t shOUld 'tie placed ~ Cat~gory, (b) . . . ' ·, · ,. : '. · -.:1 -~ ' 

~' • • ' • I ' . , . . . 
'32·. · Inte~tional Or~zat1on of ~uetr1a.J. ~pioyere. • . 

' • • • • • ' \ ' •· . . a '-. 't , .·.. •· • ' ~ .· . . •· :. . • . . 

··. · : 'Mr. AiExArmER ·(United· Kil:lgdc;>mffelt that ' this -orsen!z·atiol;l. shOuld. be in 
• .. 0 • # - • • • • 

• ' . • , . ' • • , I . • 

.. ·cat~ory ·(a) ·1n -order· tb:at ·~ere Would be a 'baJ.e.no$· in this cateeoey .lJhi.ch ~ ·. 

. ~.j .was ' lii.rge~·. labour·. Ee. ;elt._·~~ ·catego:ey (a·)· eh~~d i~lud~ · two · or ·. . 

. . ' " . . . ' . ' :· ' . . 
. . ' . . . ' 

· three ~rganizattons repreeent!Ilg: labour ' t¥9 or three ~presentirlg emplofera; 
i .· . ' • n . ' . . \ . ' • .. • . \ . . , • . . ·. ·. \ . ... 

. and ~o or . three repreeent1D6 p~b~1c Ol?~fJion·. ~e ~ reserved -~s : . . . 
oP:ini~Jl· Mr . .' YABG (China).·rait tt. ·de~~d:ed. · ·~· hov· s~- ttt18 ~rgeMz~t~on 

) . . . . I ' , 
" ~I ' I t • ' I • 1 • ' 

1 

' -. ._, • 1 ' ' , -

actue.J.lJr ¥aQ; Mr. · CATR_(}UX- (J'ranee} fe~t it Ddsht be placed 1n Cateeor,y.'.(ah:· ' 

Mr·: -~:.(Union:J~f ~ovie:t Soc1~st Republics) .felt.· he -~~ ··ne·t have ~uBh, :< 
• 1 ' • 

• , • • , .. • .' • • • ' • I , ;\ . , ' • ' 

1ntormat~Qll· . 'ae Secretariat ~as· .~cted tQ hnl,i~ a-tbree or_ f!:>Ui" -~e .. 
. . ·lt . <>'. • • :..... • l • • • - •• • • • ' • ; • • 

' : e~te1119nt.' on · the aot~v1'ti1es Qf this . orsamiati·on. At this point. the -
. 'l • . . • • . . '-

. . . Seo~taria~ we also ~~ctecl to ~p -~~ o~~~atio~ ·, in~ ;U._e~~ . e.Q~Qr~ . 
• • ' ,, J t I 

· . · to the·· eu'bJe~Et' Witll which they dealt. 
I ,. .•· • • . 

('• \• • ' I • I ) 

~3· The In~ernatiorml: .Ore!lf~at1~,ot ,lou;rna:qsts ._.. .:.: . .. 

' rt·' ~e -te1 t tlltlt· this ' ~ge.Diza~ion sliaaid· b8 p~ed 1u ·ca~~~ry : (b_·). · · . : 
. . . .. 

34. · Iriternatioilal:· Tea COmmittee . · .. ·: . ., . . . . 
• .. • ) '! • , • • ,_ • • ... ; • 

. · ·.- ·'- · ·,The OHAl:BMAN Qtated that_ thie orsan1~·at1~ -was entirely 'l'ele.ted.· to .nro • .-
. . . . . ' \ .. . ' . 

· - ~:rue point of. new Wa.s sepere.J.l.y.: accepted. \ · 
. - .... · . .. 

... j · - • • • :-· • • 

. . - ~ . 
zed Automo~ile Clubs 

I ~ • · , ' ' ~- ~ ,;., • 

.. ' r . . The Secrete.rY wa~ tiultructed to rind out if the Cen~ c'oUI4cil· of' :! .. 
~ ~ , t . • • • • • • , •. •. • • . , : ' r '\ , ~ . •· , . - ~· . · ' . • , 

.. Intel'Mtio~ To~ vas e;Jtill aet1ve1 what~ 1}. ha~ .at .. pre~nt-,· · ·!· 

. ~ I. - '. ' , , •· : • "; ., ~ • • . ! • \ . • - • • \ 

, t\nd would th~se membe_rs agree th~t ~e Central Council:· ello~d. ~J\1;. them-
• • I ~ . ' ! ' I' ' \ 

·for ~Qnaulta:!five -pUrpQ~;Jes. ~t ·~a llOted · that 't4he_ ~ouring_ · · 
. ' . ·. ' . " . - . . ~ . . ' 

I l · · · · , - e : 

' Alli~ee ~d. tlltt .:tnternat1onal Ass.oeia.tion ~~d A~tomobile Clu~a .· · 
• ~ : - •.. . ' ' ' . . ' . • • . ' I . ,. , • 

I 
~. \ 

' /veni · ~otb . 
. • .. I 

. t . '~ . . ' 

. ·• 



' 't • ~ 

were both members· of the Cent:t-al Cbtltlcii b,e~_?~~}•be war. 

36. International · TrBJiaportwotlte:;:~ .tader~ti~· 
' 
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The CHAIRMAN stated that this org~12ation w~e . cons1dor1ns affiliation 

to the World Federation of Trade Unions and he eusgeated that decision should 

be postponed until this matter was settled. This was generally agreed upon. 

37· International Union for Child Welfare - . . 
! .. 

It was generally SBJ'Sed that this ·organization belongs in {b) Category. 

38. JeWish A§ency for Palestine 

The CHAIRMAN stated that this orgaclzat1on was concerned with the 

probl~m of refusees; it was, :Qowever, a somewhat special ease, since it was 
I 

an international organization with a national atm. 

·Mr. ALEXANDER (U~"ted Kiogdcm) stated that he would not obJect to it 

because of its national a~, but he £elt ·tnat it· Should not present .its 

political views. It was generall;r agreed that it belongs in Category (b). 

39. Ministers International Peace Union 

It was generally agreed. to exclude this organization. 

40 . New Ed.ucati on Fellowship 

It was agreed that this organization should be ~eferred t o. UNESCO. 

41. Pan-African Copgrese 

The CliAIBMAN questioned whether this organization was really effective .• 
' 

Mr. .ALEXAimER (United KiDedom) stated that he. had seen a :Resolution 

::>f. this organization, which was against the trusteeship s;rstem, _end therefore 

asainst the a~ of the Charter. He felt that it could not be accepted. 

It wae generally agreed to exclude this organization. 

42. Pan-Pacific WQmen•s Association 

This organization was discussed lat er 1n connection with the ~·a 

paper. 

43. Botaey IntE~rnational 

lt was senerally agreed that this orgeni~atton belongs to C~tegor;r ( ~) • 

/4.4, The World 
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44. ~ Worl!! 'Calepdar Associalito.t();ncf •. 
. ' 

.; . 

The CHAIRMAN stated that thts Qt<eanlmation was reilll.y an American 
. ' 

or~an1zat1on. It was asreed tliat conside1~ation should- be po!3tponed • 

. 45=· ·World Federation of Democratic Youth 

Mr. ZUEV (U~on of Soviet Socialist Republics) stated that this 

·organization should be plaoed in Category (a). Youth problems are ver1 

impo1•tant· and have a. direct bearil'18 on problems w1 thin the scope of ·the , 

Eoono~o and Social Council. This organization was the ,largest organization­

representins youth, therefore it should be placed in Category (a~ in order 
. ' ) 

that youth should be represented 1n the United Rations. 

Mr. Ai.Ex.~ER (UIU,ted .K1D.gdom) stated that ·it Va.s impossible to 

separate youth from the rest of ·humanity; youth was actually a part of other 
, 

orsantzations such a~ Trade Unions; to admit · this organi~at1on would _mean 

double ~epresentation. 
\ 

Mr. ZUEV (union of Soviet Soc1aliet Rep~blics) stated that he could 

not asree with Mr • . <ALEXANDER, because it ~ou1d not be said that all youth 

were in Trade unions. 

Mr. YANG (China) stated that not all of tbe members of tllie organization, 

were YOtm8· 

· Mr. ALEXANDER ·(United Kingdom) ·stated. that was one reason why he was 

suspicious of its real motives; was 1t aq org~zation primarily conce~ed 

· with youth's economic and social problems or was it a political organization. 

The OIIAIBMAli inquired as to whether this organizat~on had 81\Y 88f!' 

limlt. 

Mr. OA'rROUX (France) sueseeted that it should .be 1n Category (b) .end 

possibly (a). · 

The ~ stated ~at he w~a not sure regardins t he membership 

figure a g1 ven by thie orgM.ization. He quoted the de;t'ini tioa of Ca."tegory (a} . . . 

and eaiO. ·that 'this ~rg~zat1on did not f'1t into. that def1m.t1on. Re alao 

/stated 

, 
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. , 
stated that this was trUe for the Yo~bfs -~te~tlonal . Demoeratio Federation. . . .... . . . . 

He felt therefore that both .Shb~d be in ottegory (b). 

Mr. YANG (China) agreed. 

Mr. ALEXANDER (United Ktnsdom) felt that the decidon should' be .J>oetponed 

e!nce the organizat1on ·waa yeey ·new. Be asked what it had· accomplished. He 

was for an indefinite postponement, · 

Mr •. ZUEV (Union of Soviet Sooial~st Republics ) stated that there could 

~e · no· doubt about the membership of thi$ or~anizat~on north~ .fact that it 

represented ~ countries. He said that 1 t dealt ·vi th all the subject~ 

covered by the Economic and Social Council · and could be of a grea~ assistance 

to the Council. He strongly f elt that it should be placed in Category (a). 

It was felt that the Committee could not profitably continue the 

discussion as to whethE)r this organization ·~ould ~o in Category (a). or (b). 

It waa aereed however, that a decisi·on ehould be- taken when the Coii!mi ttee· 

meet on 25 February. 

46. World: Federation of United Nations Aaaociat1ons 
~--_.--~--~~._~~--_.--~~-----~--~-

~e CHAIEMAN said it was difficult to Judea this organization, to know 

how well established it was since it was ver.y r ecently founded. 

Mr. ALEXANDER (United Ki»gdom) eta:ted· th~t it should be taken into . .. . 
. . 

consideration tht.t it was real).y e •. . succeaeor .to the International . Fede;r:a.t i on 

of League of Nations Societies, and tbe~erore rea~ had a l~ng history. 

Tbi'oush ita affili ation·· it could give valuable advice.. He felt that he ·woul.d 

probably support it for .~ateeoey. (a) •. , 

Mr. CATROUX (France) · felt that it shvuld.be in Categoey (c)· With the··· 

understa.nd1:Il8 that 1:.f it -proved'_i,tse+f 1~ _- co~d ~e ~ placed :1:-a:ter_.-'?n. :t.n .. " 
. ... . 

Category {a).· . ' 

Mr. ZUJ!;V (Union of SoViet Socialist Republics) stated that'· he n~ded · • 

fur't;her information r egard,ixlg 1 ts membership. · 

The Secretariat was instructed to obtain thts information. · 

/4 7. Wor J.d Government 

,. 
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.• I .. r.:, , 
4 7. World Gove.rxun$nt .A.ee.~e.!,e,~~~. · :.. ." . 

' j ••::\ I 

Since this ·orge.nizahoh Ve.U·t eol~lq. .lul1ertceJi, t-t vas agreed ·to postpone 

oone1dera~1on of it for a year. 

~.! :_World JeWish COJJBrees 

, . ~e OBAIEM.I\N stated that this was the most representative Jewish 

organization and felt that it should be in Category (b)~ 

?:'hie. vas general:l;y accepted·. 

49. · ~ld • .. e . Poul trz Science Aseoeiation 

It ~e agreed that this organ1zat1on·should be referred to FAO• 

50.. Union ·fqr: ·· the Prote.otion of the Human Person 
' . . . 

I~ was generally agreed to exclude ·thie or,sanizat1o~ on aooount 'of ~ta 

ama.ll member_ehip. · . 

51. Ce!;ltral Council of International Touz:!!?S 

Th1s . o~ganizat1o~ was diecu~sed. in. c~ot1on with 35~ 

52. Th~ Econometric Society , 

The ~ tel t that this organization m:laJ:lt be put ~n Ca.tesoey (b) 

but h~ . r~tf;L~d some doubts·. It was generally agreed to put it in. Category (b) 

but to bring it up · · f'o~ consideration ·at the next meetirlg. 

53· Inte~tiona:l Aca.dem.y on the ·Hietorz of Soiez:oes 

:It wa~ ~enerally agreed to refer this o~genization to uNEsCO~ 

54. Inte~tiq:ne.l African Institute 

It was" generally agreed that this· organization· belongs to .category· (b). 

55· ~ternat1onal Aesociat;l.on for Prevention of Bl1nd:ct8es. · 

It we,e generally agreed- to reter ·thie orgenlzation to~. 
l • • ' 

56. International Aux111erz ;ansu~·Aesociation 
; 

It vas sener~ agreed that this vas an American orsanization and should 
1 . 

be ref'er±~ed :to UNESCO. · · 

57. Internatio~ Chr1e"t1an Esperanto League . 

tt vas generally 8ereed to refer this organization to UftESOO. 
.·, 

/58. InternatioD&l 
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58. Int~rnational Committee for SecuriDS Employment to Refuses Professional 
workers I • • • 

The CllAIRMAN ste:ted that he vas familiar with the origins of this 

organization but he vond.ered wheth~r it was still active. lie felt it ehoul.d 

be related only to :mo. This was generally agreed upon. 
I 

59· Internationa-l Cyclists ~~ 

It was agreed to exclude this organization. 

60. Internation~ Federation of Agricultural Producers 

The CHAIRMAN stated that this was probably the only representative 

agricultural organization and that it should be in Category (a). 

This ~a generally acceptable. 

61. International Federation of Arts, Letters and Sciences 
I 

It was 88%'eed that this organization should be referred to UllESCO. 
I 

International Federation of the Cinematographic Preas 

Mr. ALEXAliDER (Un!ted Kingdom) stated that this organi~ation was 

important, b'!lt . should be referred to UNESCO. 

The Cli.AIBMAN pointed out that it might be concerned with the World 

CoDgrees on the Freedom of the Press, which was to be called bY. the 

United Nations and that 1t might possibly be put in C&.tegor,y (b). 

It was agresd .to postpone consideration of this organization. · 

63. International Federation of Motorcycli.Ilg Clubs 
' 

It was agreed to exclude this organiza~ion. 

64. International Federation of Olive-Growers 

It waa ·agreed to· refer this organization to FAO. 

65. InternatiollB.l. Friendship League 

It was agreed that this organization should be referred to UNESCO. 

66. International Institute of Administrative Sciences 

~e Secretariat was directed to prepare an eeaay on what this 

orsa:oization 1a doir.g and whether or not it could be related to ltlmsCO • 

67. Internatio;o.al ~ue for Recor.cUiation and Fmtemization 
I 

. : 
. . 

It .was agreed that this organization should be excluded on the ground · 
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68. Internat1oJJB.l Order of Good Templars 

This organization had alrea~ been discussed. (See Bo. 3~). 

69. International Stamatologica! Association . . 
It was agreed that this organization should be referred to WHO. 

70. International Stud~nt Service 

Mr. YANG (China) stated that this .organization should be placed in 
, 

Category (b). 

Mr. AI.J!:XANDER (United Kingdom) ate. ted that the organization was not 

controlled by the vot!ng process. 

The CIIAIRMAN stated that th1e ~s correct. · 

Mr. ALEXANDER (United Kingdom) suggested that it might be put 1n 

(c) Category. 

After a brief d.ieoues1on it was aereed that it should be referred to 

UNESCO and possibly be put in Category (b). 

71. International 'frain11?8 Administration, Inc. 
t I 

This organization was excluded for the time being sine~ it is a 

national · organization. 

72. Internatio~ Union against Tuberoulos1e 

It was agreed to refer this organization to WHO. 

73. , International Union of Public 'l'ransport 

It was agreed to postpone consideration of this organization and to · 

consider all transport organizations together. 

74. Inter-Parliamentary .Union 

The SECRETARY pointed out that this organization had stated that it 

should be placed in 9ategocy (a) or nothi~. 

Mr. CATROUX: (Frru:lce) felt that recognition of' this organization would 

involve double representation. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that there · w~s some question as to whether this 

organization might not be an inter-governmental organiza.tio:p. In regard to 

the question of double repreaentat1on1 he pointed out that it might b~ possible 

/to get 
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t o get more support for the Uni~ed Nations through this organization and 

that therefore the question .of double representation should not -be given 

too much weigbt. 

Mr • .AI..EXANDER (United K1Dgdom) suggested that it might poseib~ be 

put .in_. Category (a) • 
' . 

It was general~ aereed to postpone ~ decision until 25 February. 

' 75. Permanent International Association of Navigation Congreeeea 

Mr. ALEXANDER (United Kined~) suggested that it should be 'referred 

to IM<'lO. 

The CHAIBMAN pointed out that Mr. Luka.c, Director of the D1y1sion of 

Transport and Communications was iiltere·sted in this organization. 

Mr. ALEXAmlER (umted KiDBdom) felt that it should be considered in 

connection with a complete list of -transport organizations. 
0 

. . . 
It was agreed that it miebt possibly be put in Categ~ey (b) ·after 

co~sideration of the. other trapsport org~zations. 

76. The Theosophical Society 

It was agreed to exclude this organization. 
I 

77· World Alliance for International Friendship through the Churches 

-It 'was agreed that this orgSnization belongs to Category (c). 

78. World EDgpeerine Conference 

It was agreed to postpone consideration of this or ganization. 

19· World Power Co:lf'erence 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that this organization could be .very useful 
. . 

and should be put in Categocy (b) . 

The Working Party agreed. 

80 . World Prohibition Federation 

It was agreed to exclude this organizatiop. 

81. World Union for Progressive Judaism 
I The CHAIRMAN .pointed out that this organization was parallel to No. 1, 1 
i 

Agudas Ie:rfJ.el Wt;>rld Organization~ Since 1 t had been agreed to exclude the i 
i 

/most conservative 
0 
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moat conservative Jewtsh organization, this one, ~ich ie perhaps the most 

liberal Jewish organization, ehoul~ also be excluded. 

The WorkiD8 Party accepted this point of view. 

82. Interna~1onal Agricultural Credit Conferences - -- ---"--
It was agreed to refer this organization to FAO. 

83. International Broadcasting Organizat~on 

The CBAIRMAN state~ thRt th1~ organization ~hould be reterred to ITO 

and to PNESCO. 

It was agreed to postpone consideration. 

84. Int~rnatioilBl Centre of Tobacco , 

.It was agreed to exclude or possibly to· refer this organiz~tion to FAO 

and ITO. 

85. International c'ommieeion for Family Education 

It was. ~eed to exclude this organizatiop since it was felt that it 

' was not really active at this ttme. 

86. International GeograJlhical Union 

It was agreed to refer this organization to UNESCO. 
' 

87. Illternational Hotel As.sociat1.on 

It was agreed to exclude this organization for the time being since. it 

was in process of organization. 

88. "" International Lenguaee Union 

It was agreed ~o exclude this organization. 

89. International Social Service (or Internat1~ Migration SerVice~) 

The CHAIRMAN stated that this organization had done excellent work in 

the pe.st. 

The SECRETARY pointed out that he had reason to believe that it was 

still very active. 

The CHArnMAN stated that it should be put in Category (b) • 

. ~s:wae general.ly accepted. 

/90. International 
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Mr • ALEX.AND~ (Un1 ted ·Kingdom) stated that this organization was 

practically dead. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that 1n ~ case it should be referred to ITO. 

It was generally agreed to exclude it. 

91. Interna~ional Committee of Military Medi~ne and Pharmao~ 

The CHAIRMAN stated that this organization was inter-governmental and 

therefore should be excluded. 

92. International Wool Textile Organization 

It was agreed that this or89Dization should be referred to ITO. 

93. Salvation A.rr&, 

The ~ state.d that the Committee which had prepared the report 
' . . 

acce-pted by the Co1mcil on 2l June 1946, bad decided that 'this organization. . . 
.. . 

al thouf3h 1 t was not controlled by ~e · Totil:l8 process , misht be adm1 ttecl to 

consultative status. 

I 

that it would be .up to the Council to decide this matter. 

94. South American Petrol eum Institute 

It was agreed that this organization should be referred to ITO or to the 

new International Petroleum Organization should it be established. 

95. Table of Selected Constanta and Numerical Data 

. ' 
It . ~as pointed out that this organization is, in fact, already related; 

I 
to UNESCO, s1r.ce ~msco has made arrangements with the Iote~tional Counci~ 

of Scientif~o Unions. 

96. Inter-American Council.of Commerce and .Production 

It was ~reed t o secure further infofmStion before considering this 
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organization. 

91· 
I 

International Federation of Christian Employees Trade Unions 

It was agreed to exclude this organization. 

98. International Federation of Workmen's Ev8llBelioal Aeeoc1~t1one 

It was agreed to exclude this organizatio~· since it did not seem to have 

e.eyth1ng to offer the Council. 

99· Intern~tional Office of Cocoa and Chocolate 

It was agreed that this organization should be referred t o ITO and FAO • 
. 

100. International Permanent Secretariat of Social Workers 

It was agreed to postpone consideration. 

101. International Union of Rail~ 

It was agreed that this organization sho?ld .be ~n Catego~ (b). 

' 102. World's Alliance of Young Men Christian Associations 

The Wor~1ng Party generally agre~d that this organization should be in 

Category (b). 

103. Apostleship of the. . S~~ International Counctl 

It was felt that tllis organization might be put in Category (b) but that 

the members of ~e Working Party' would need to ~ecure further !~ormation. 

104. Conaultative.Council .of Jewish Organizations 

The CHAIRMAN stated that this organization ehould .be in Category (b). 

He said that it had been for.med for the p~ose of meeting the wishes of the 

Council regarding the joining together of organizations with similar views 

to;r the purpose of consultation. 

Mr. ALEXAIIDER (United .Kingdol!l) said that he had no instructions. Re 

felt that consideration of thi~ organizatio~. should be postponed; it might 

possiblY be put in Category (b). 

The Working Party came to no conolueion. 

105. Federation of International Semi-Official and Private Institutions 
Established at Geneva 

The CRA..tBMAN said that this organization had a local purpose. Be · could 
.. 

see no reason why it should co~sult · with ~e .Counc1l- It wae agreed to 
I 

loos t'Done 
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postpone consideration. 
. . 

106. International Conference 'of Social Work 

107. 

It was generally agreed that this organization should be in eatego~ {b). 

International Committee f~r the Diffusi on of Artistic and Literary Work~ 
by the Ci nema I 

. It was agreed that this ·organization should be referred to UNESCO f.pr 

the time being. 
. . . I 

108. International Union against Venereal Disease 

It was agreed to. refer this organization to 'v.HO. 

109. International Union of Civil Register Officials 

' Thi s ~rganization was excluded since it has members in only 

110. Specia1,Librar1es Associatiou 

This organization ~s ·referred to UNESCO; · 

'I 

I 
two co4triee . 

I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

( . - i 
Note: Kl, K2, ••• etc. refer to the annexes in the working paper present~d 

by the CHA~) 

• I 

I 
i 
I 

.Kl • . Aeecc1a1;,ed Country Women -of the We~ , . i 

The CHAIRMAN stated that this organization afforded an effect~ve me~s 
i 
I 

of liaison wtth rural women. Be suggested Category (b). 
j 

Mr. ALEXANDER (United Kingdom) felt that he could not agree until s1me 

decision had been-tak:e;n as regards the Liaison Committee of Women'.s 1

1

. 

International Organizations. 
. I 

I 
The CHAIRMAN stated that this Liaison C?mmittee was not very strong ~ 

. i 
The affiliated organizations, he said1 are willing to use the Liaison Co~itte~ 

I 

for matters on which they agree, but they are not willing to speak entirely 
. I 

through ·it since each of the affiliated organizations have specific inte~ests. . ' i 
They would rather dispand the Liaison Committee than work solely through iit. 

Mr. AlEXANDER (Vnited Kingdom) suggested that it might be possible when women's . . I. 
questions were involved fo~ consultation to be made through. the L~aison 1 

I Committ ee, -but when other questions came up, the organizations could 
I 
I 

consult separately. . I 

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that women's organizations often look at tfings 

differently from men's organizations. They are often better informed ei*ce 
l 
l 

women have more time. Re felt that the support of women's organizations jhad 
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been very important dur:tne ~he ·time or the establishment of the Un1 ted Nations 

and ad~ed t hat it would be very important to the united Nations to continue 

to receive · their support. Re said that women could· not be expected to operate 

thro~ menta org~izatione and recommended C~tegory (b·). 

Mr. ALEXA1IDER (Uni.~ed Kingdom) state<l that an org~ization once given 

separate consultative status would never join with other organizations for 

consultative purposes. 

· The CliAIT..M.\N ste.t ed that this org~zation has a very definite character 

of 1 ts own and should be in Category (b). 

Mr. CATROUX (France) agreed. 

Mr. ALEXAIIDER (United Kl~dom) reverted. to the question of the Liaison 

Committee. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that since the parts are stronger than the whole, 

that the proposal to consult only through the Liaison Committee would not 

wo:t-k. Re read from a letter of Mrs. Rome Peel, Honorary Secretary of the 

t1aiapn Committee (Copies of this l etter are being distributed to. the Members 

of the Committee). 

K2. International Alliance of Women for Equal Rights and Equal Respone1b1llt1e 

The CHAIRMAN stated that if it were t o be given consultative status at .all 

1 t should belor.e 1n Categc,ry (b). 
I I 

K3. ~rnational Co-Operative Women's Guild 

'l'he CHAIRMAN atatod, that this organization could speak throush the 

IntarLat1onal Co- operative Alliar.ce. 

K4. International Council of WOII?~ 

The CHAIPJ.fAN stated that this organization should beloiJ8 in Category (b) 

and poeG1oly even (c). 

K5. In"tE1 . .-nat1onal Federation of P.ue1n.eoe end Professional Women 

Tho CHAIRmAN stated that this orgl",nfzat1on was more closely connected 

with economic life than some of the other women's organizations. 

Mr. ALEXPJIDER (United KiDedom) suggested (c) Category. 

jx6 . Ir.torpr..t1.onal _..__ _..._ __ _ 
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The CHAIRMAN !>01nted out that· this o:r,-ganiz.at!on was one of the moat 

firmly established and one of the moet 'active women's organizations. 

Mr. ALEXANDER (United Kingdom) sueg9eted (c) Category. 

K1· International Federation of Women Magistrates 

It was felt that this organization was very w~ak and might be ~xcluded. 

K8. Liaison Committee of Women's International Organizations 
----~--~~--~~--~~~~~~~~~----~--------
Th1a· organ1zation was d1eo~seed in connection with its various member 

orsanizations. 

K9. Pan-Pao1f1e Woman's Association 

The CRAIBMAN pointed out that' this org~ze.tion was, being re-organized 

and therefore consideration should be postponed. 

KlO. St.J6an1 s Social- and Political ·Alliance 

The CHAIRMAN stated that this organization although small was very 

aotive and that it should be put in Category (b). 

Kll. Women's International Democratic Federation 

Mr. ZUEV (Union of Soviet Soeialist Republics) stated that it was the 

most important women' e organization, had the largest membereh'-P, and should 

be pla0ed ill Category (a). He ·did not· ee.e how it could be asked to affiliate 

itself w1 til· ·the Liaison Committee. If aeythiD~h the Liaison Committee should 

be asked to Join this organization. Re could not understand how the Liaison 

Committee would actually qper~te . . He stated that he would noed furth~r 

1Ilformat1on about tlie other organizations before he could express hie ·opinions 

rae~ them. 

The CHAIRMAN felt that the WorkiDg Party would not be abl9 to agree on 

the Women's :Internat1onal- D9mo~at1c Federation o~ ~e Intorna~ional 

Fedaration of Democratic Youth •. This question would .have to be taken up a~ 

th•-, noxt :l''">'li1::g. There was no poe:;Jib1l1ty of the Women's Interna~ioD&J. 

· lJemocl•a''i1c: :•··~erat1on be'comi.ng· a member of the Liaison Comni ttee. 

/02. Women t a 
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n2. Women 1 e International League tor. Pe~ce and Freedom 

It was felt that consideration regarding thi~ organization should be 

postponed since it was rather inactive. 

Kl3. ~'he World Union ' of Women for International Concord 

The CHAIRMAN stated that this organization was not very etrone. He read 

a letter from this organization dated 10 January 1947, which stated tbat this 

orgaoization was undergoing a very grave crisis~ had not yet been able to 

re-group its members, except en a few places, and that it was in great 

financial difficulties. 

It was agreed that consideration of this organization should be postponed. 

IU4. The World Women's Chriettan Temperance Union 

It was. felt that this organization should Joill: With 68:· The In~rnat1onal 

Order of Good Templars. , 

K15. World WomP.n' e Party. for Equal Rights 

The SECRETARY pointed out that the National Women •a Party of the 

United States which was named among the affiliated organizations neither paid 

dues nor voted. There was apparently no rea~ connection. 

The Workiug Party felt that consideration should be postponed. 
' 

K16. ~ld Young Women's Christian Association 

The OHAIBMAN stated that this organizatlon should be in Category {b). 

This wa~generally acceptable. 

Kl7· International Union of Catholic Women's Leagues 

The CHAIRMAN stated that if the World Young Women's Christian Assoeiatiott 

w~re g1ven~ coneultat1ve. status, then consultative status oUght to be given to 

this organization. 

The Conmdttee then oonsidered the Women's International Organizations as 

a whole and it was found that five had been definitely eliminated, leaving 12 

fc~ further ool".sl:derat1on. 

The Oommtttee entered into a general discuesioa regarding the Liaison 

/'J!he CHAIBMAN 
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Tt.e CB.A.IEM.~ asked if it ' woiil~ be·· poslrl.ble t 9 sa.;y. that the Li_aieon 
I ' •) 

Cammi ttee would B]?eak on agreed· ma ttera w1 tb. the und.erstan.~ing that by 

inference its affiliated. organizations would be recognized for the purpose of 

expreeaiDg either a minorit,t point ·ot view or views on subjects 1n which the ·. 

other affiliatad~ organizatione were not interested. 

Mr • ZUEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) st at ed t hat the W<;>men' e 

Internat i onal Det!Ocratic Federation should be 1n Category {a). He did not 

see how it could ·combi~e With the Liaieon ·Committee. 

Mr. ALEXANDER (United K1IJ8dom) stated that he would not exclude puttiDg 

the Liaison Committee ·in Category {a) if it were reEil.ly representative. 

~- CATROUX (France) said that the Liaison Committe~ could not be ]?Ut 

' in Categor;y {a) and that it could not even be given consultative statue. 

The CHAIRMAN sussested that tlle moat important organizations· might be 

given Categor;y (b) and that they might be t old that they would etreDSthen 
I 

their case 1f the;y would speak through the Liaison Committee on all agreed 
I 

subJects -. He felt that this CODtPromlse was one f or which the Comm1 ttee misht 

work. Of course, the \olomen•s International Democratic Federation would not 

be included 1n the Liaison Committee. 

Mr. ZOEV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) stated th~t it should be 

noted in the summa.r;y Record that the Representative of the USSR expr essed 

a defin1 t e opi .n1on onl;y abOut the Women' s International . Democrati c Federation 

and the International Federation of D~mocratic Youth and that he ~aaorved 

his opinion on the other applicant organization= until he had a~ud:i(ld th~ 

material on theaa .organ1zat1ona. He had not. r eceived the Ruaeisn tranalat1ona 

1n euff1c1ent · tiril.e and did not have full information. He expected to express 

de'f1n1te ·op1nlons a t a later date. 

At thia po1nt 1 the Workina Party' t~ok up the cons i derat i on of the f ourth 

and f i f th I tems of the Agend~: 

Cona1d9ra~1on of Communicat ions in Support of the WFTU 

~a1d.arat1on of Oommlm!-.2!tior.s in Sup~ of' Other Qr§allizat1ons ·. 
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The SECRETARY stated that numerous oommuni~ations ~n support of the 
' 

WFTU had been received by the Secretariat. "' These communications were of 

differing character. 
. l 

Same re~uested that the WFTU should be recognized by 

the United Nations, others asked that it should be made a Member of the 

United Nations. 

The SECRETARY also stated that a few communications had been received 

in support of other organizations. The Secretariat had replied to these 

communic~ttons stating that they would be brought to the attention of the 

Cotuictl NGO Comm1 ttee. 

The CHAIRMAN felt that no further action vas necessary and that the 

Members of the Committee could see these communications whenever th~y wished 

in the office of the Secretary at Lake Sucoese. 

The Committee then discussed Item 2 of the Agenda: 

Discussion of the probable recommendations of Commissions "that the 
CoW'Jr.il oonfer on thom the :right to call in organizations for 
~Uitat!on, even though ~ey Have llot ~een glvon consultative status. 

The SECRETARY explained the bacJreround. It vas posai ble to interpret the 

Council's decision of 2l June 1946 as restricting consultation with Commissions 
' . . 

to those organizations given consulUtive status. On the other hand, it vas 

equally possible to give an opposite 1nterpretat10n. to the Council's decision, 

which was not expl1c1 t . on this point. Working papers prepared by the 

Secretariat for various Comm1as1ons .had suggested that the Commissions might 

wish to recommend t o the Council that 1 t confer on the Commissions the rigl!t 

of calling 1n non-governmental org~zationa for con~ultat!on. 

Mr. YANG (China) felt that there should be a diatinctio:n between: one 

consultative act and. consultative status. He felt that a Cpmmdesion would 

not need aQY. authorization by the Council in order to call in a repres~ntat1ve 

of a Inn-Governmental Organization for consultation 

Mr. ZUEV (Union of Soviet SociaJ.ist Republics) sta~d that he :f'elt that 

only t.:'loea with conaultative statue could consult With the Commissions. He 

ttekvU. -"·:t!:.~ votld be the d1fferenee, if tli1s were· 'iiot"so, between organizations 

/give%1 
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• i . l \ 
I 

s1v&~ eoii.alU,te.t1ve status and those vhioh were: not .given consultative status • 
. • ~ • • • ' . • • I • • • ' 

· · ':J!h,e· CB'AIRMAN pointed · out that ·the d1ftS~e:tte'e would be that orsa:ili~atiou 
• • j .: ' • • ' 

1 ·~ • \ 
• ,. . • • t 

. not g1ven consultative ate.~us would not be •'siven the facilities sr~ted to . 

'those ' g1ven consultative status. . . . ' ,I 

Mr. CATROui (France ·at~ted the.~ or8anizations not ~1ven eonsultativ&. .. . 
. . . , . - . . ,r 

~tatue, 'but Yh~eh were oalle_d in for oonsultati()Jl1 would ~ot have , aey risbt .. 
' ( . . . 

. ) . 
to c~nsult and th~t that was the difference. :' . 

. . 
· ~e CHAIBMAN stated that ' it woUld be improper for a; Commise1on to . 

I 

cont111u~ call 1.n the same orsanizat1on asSin' and asa1n when -1 t had ndt , ·· .. 
J, • I • ' ", 

• - .• ' '$ , I 

.. 
been Sfven 'eonst!J,ta.tive status • 

• I ' . I 
. . ., The discuss1on of 'thiq probleln Was 

I , . 

-. ' · 

dropped as the Wor~ PartT considered 

·1t. vas · not an m·8ent · matter.' I• 

·· The mee.t1:ce rose at ·6: 10 p.m. '. 

'· 
':: I' 




