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WORKTNG PAPER ON THE INTERNATIONAL STUDENT MOVEMENT

The purpose of this working paper is to outline the history
of the world student movemsnt, to assess its present position
and the rature of the problemscorfronting L%, and to discuss
future possibilities.

Pre-World Var JT

After. the first World War, part of the tremendous movenent
towards internationalism was the Confederation Internationale
des Etudients (CIE) which was the first international
student movenent in the world. It was mainly composed of
Western Eurcpean Hation-1l Unions of Students, which had grown
up as a part of a symiinalis. (trade unions, professional

‘associations ete) movement in Western Burcpe, CIE was

mainly concerned with practicel matters and practical co-
operation svuch as iravel and bilatersl contact between
National Unicns of Students.

However, with the growth of fascism and nazism in Western
Burope and as one of the results of the 2nd World War, the
CIE broke down completely, When the nazis occupied Brussels,
they confiscated the files of the CIE, thereby smuffing.cut
the life of the 15 year old student organisation.

PostVlorld War Ti

After Weixld War II; studen%s in Surope becane more and morc
comvineed vhat international stludent cooperation and under—
standing were n2tessary and indispensabls for pesce and
human welfare. Regardiess of the countries fpom which they
came, swuden.~ were all filled witn the hop: thet the war
should not take pluce agaimn and that they, as students and
gtudent leadesrs, were determined to so whatevver thsy

could, nationally and internationally. to ses that student
unions and organisations played their part in shaping a world
where university education coubd take place and where mane
kind could live without fear of war. They-began this task
without any expericnce eand in the spirit of an experimmnt,
They had different political points of view, different national
points of view, bul were 'mited by the idea that students

had to co--operate internationally to prevent the devastation
of war which they hnd themselves only so recently witnessed.
Because this was their hope, they were ready to disregard
political differences, to comprimise on what they thought
were technical matters. In 1946, the World Stuient Congress
was called in Pargus. This Congress was intendzsd as a
preparatory meeting for the establishment of an inter-
national students' union and wos attended by 300 students
from 38 cowntrics. The congressdecided to form an
International Union of Students (IT®) with a central sec-
retariat and an executive committee with ~fficers who could
speak on behalf of the organis=tion.

However, cven at this ztage it was apparent that the majority
of the participants in the Congicss were more concermed
with.putting =cross one particular political ideology than
with promptirs student wity. The executive committee
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was alacted nnd controlled by the majority, and furthermore,
since the IS wus = Jnion, the decisions of the majority were
binding on the minorty, o the sxsoutive couuiittee was enm=-
powered to male: statements on bhehalf of all Mational Unions
which ware mesbors of the IUS.

It was uwnfortunate that, even wery calry in its histroy, the IT0S
had o tendency to be dorninated by ons ideological lins.,

The reasons woro vericus - for one thing, voting in the TUS at
that time was provortionil. - This meant that the Soviet Union,
a8 the largest meuber organisation, had proporticnately more
vobes than many of the other membor orgemisations combined.
Furthermors, since after the 2nd World War, the National Undons
were wzak in mmber of ccuntriss, ¢nc had the situntion where the
I8 Credenitlas Comnitleo, dealing »ith India and Italy, attempted
to foree the Italian and Indian student delegations to accept,
with fu11 voting powers, minority student prganisations. When
the mojority of delegations refused to accept this, it was mado
clear -t them that there would be no place in the IS for then.

Defection from the IUS

Towards the cnd of the 19405 when the IUS had been in existence

for someyears, the pclitical diffcrrnces which had sxisted fra:

the outset became cleasrer and some diappointment and disillusiomment
with the exdstineg structure was felt. Thars wers a mmmber of
reasons for this disillusichument. The first was the stand -

taken by the I8 on a numbor of political matters, nationel

and international., in example was the complete silnece of the

IUS on the coup d'etat in Czechoslovakia, where students who

had demonstrated r.:rinst the Communist take-over were sarrested

and imprisoned, Illot only was the Czech student demonstration fired
on, but all student geoups and the Hational Union of Students

wera dissolved and certain professors and students were banned

from the umiversity. Yot the ITS Seeretariat erfused to con-

demn the action of the Czoech authorities in suppressing the
demonstration.

Tho most serious .of 2]l these political crises was the YIS Yugoslovia
issue, Sericus ideclogical differcnces between the Boviot Unien
and Yugoslavia furing 1947-8 led to the exelusion of Yugoslavin
from the comintern and to the cutting off of 21l Soviet aid

to Yugoslavia, This wus immediately followed by the exclsuion

of the People'd Youth of Yugoslavia (YUS), a full member of tho
TUS, fron the IUS, by’ the exccutive comrdttes, which now replaced
enrly cocperation with emmity by ealling the Peoplels Iouth
"faseists", The oxpulsion was, quite élewarly, motivated by
ideological differences, but was also unconstituticonal, in that

the executive committeo itself cxpelled the People'’'s Youth

from the IS, which was beyond its scope of authority.

In addition, o number of orgnnisations were dissatisfied with

the ITS simply because, during its exdstence, despite a mmber of
resclutions taken on specific siituntions, the IS had not been
able to provide a practical programme of benefit to monber
orgamisations, and for nany of these National Undons of Students,
the primary puwpose in jodnine en internaticonal organisation wne
te give smoething to, as well as to reccive somcthing from,
international cocoperaticn. These werc tie thre: nuin ressons
for the spread of didsasisfaction.
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Four elements facilitated e-ntrol of the IB by pro-Soviet
olement: (1) the pern-mant locatien of the hoadquarters in
Pregus, (2) afsiliation with the World Federatiod of Denoeratic
Yeouth flej"f-‘]]‘f'_} ph (3) th: recuirement that the member ¥ational
Umions carry oub o1l tho decisions of the IUS governing bodlies,
and (4) the granting of extensivepolicy-meXing powors to an
axueutive wnich would run the IUS with a free hand betwsen
Congresses,

Le disillusiomaent with the IS gained ground, a mmber of

speeinl mectings were cilled to try to irmprove the situation.

It should be mentioncd that optimisn, the hope of trying to change
the world, existed for severak years and that students, although
dissatisfiad with the ITS, hoped that by voising their dissgreoomant,
they could offect changes within the organmisstion., However, this
became more and more Aiffiecult as the intransigence of the IUS
loadership grew, and a mumber of Notional Unions deeided to

try other means of achieving thoir sims and idenls,  Although
many of the arganisations which took the imitiative disaffiliatod
from the IUS, there was no organiad walkegut from the IUS,

The defection from the IUS took place oer ~a rnumber of yeers; for
instance although a number of crganisations came together in 1950
at the first Internstion-l Student Confercneca (ISC) many of the
founders of the ISC werc mombors of the I8 wp %o 5 years later,
Tha ISC was not necessarily ssen ot that time ss an alternative

to the IUS; rather it wns seen as zn orgenisd ion which could
perhaps satisfy some of the crises and hopes which had not

been fulfill=ed by the IUS,

Formation and Yevelopment of the ISC

1950 - L mmber of tationsl unions, on the intiative of thres Scandanavisan
ned -gbndass notional wdons, came together for the first time in 1950 in .
S eai s Stockholm, to discuss a new manes of student cooperation, 17 Unions,
meinly from Western Burope and North ..merice and ineluding TS
Yugoslavia, attended this Conference., At the first meeting,
heated discussions took place concerning the strueture of what
became the ISC, Strong opirdion was expressed in favour of a new
organisation with an executive boly, with exe€utive powers and wiin
officers, vamprising a structure which could be ~n nlternative
to the ITS. 4 lerge najority, howsver, becauss of their ex-—
periences in the TS, wanted a structure where everything was de-
cebtealised, where only the nationsl unions of students had any
powers, where nc centralised body cxisted which could in any
wey take upon itself powers which had not been given to it
by the national unions of students,

Hence the meeting decided hot to ~stablish = new organisaticn,
but rather to create a mush looser form of cooperation which
would ennble national unions of students to participate ina
conference which could have no binding effect, no exc utive and
no standing policy.

This - structure, which existed only for a year, was that of inter-
national cooparnticn bnsed upon ddlegated responsibilities to
national unicns of students. The basi idea was theat each
Conference wns to come together wighout any control foree, being
only o grouping of noticnal unions of stwlents, Practical

work, which was supposed to mect the nceds of the student comwmunity,
was given to nationnl unions by the Conference as delegated
responsibilities. One national union, eg, might be asked to
organise a seminar, another to propare = list of student hostels.
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It must be renlised that the original motivating foree behind
the Conference was, in part, the reaction of all the Western
Buropean Nationnl Unioms to the blatartly polilical excelusion

of Yugoslavia, in part a desire to see a new non-pertisan
political coopoeration built up which would avoid the pitfalls
that the ITS ssemed to have fallon into, and which they believed
could be organised in a way “that would aveld the bitterness that
had resulted from the IUS! partisan politics. This cooperatidon
they believed, could be based on a stractwe, rather than a move-
nent; astructure which would avoid the problems of the IUS by
concentrating on practical activities and awvoiding political
engagenent completely. Thus, eg, they believed it would be
possible for such ideclogieally disparate national unions as Y5
Yugoslavia and NUSEWNL Great Britain to sit together to plen
cooperation.

1951 - The - 2nd ISC tobk place in Edinburgh in 1951 and was the first
COSEG occasion when nalional wnions had the cpportunity to present to
founded the Conference ‘their delegated responsibilities., Partly becausec
most Unions hhd not realljl beon efficient in carrying out their

tasks, and partly because ti was felt that this proecdure ineolving
20 nmh overlapping ani extra eﬁ'ﬂcmm Was wrong za:grhcm, the

question at th-o 2nd ]EC‘- wes again Whether or not some
central structure should be organised which would assist National
ubions in carrying oub their dei¢gated responsibilities. The
result of the 2nd ISC was the creation of the Coordineting
Secretarint of Notional Unions of Studsnts.

The decision tc establish the Sceretariab wns taken only after
long discussions. by & <louder majority of 3 votes. The mein
reason against h.ving such an internsiional secretariat was the
fear resulting from theexperiesnce with: the TUS. A number &f
National Unions foresaw a damger = navii their rigits and
powers taken over by an irternaional sccretariat which might
later becime a different body. The pajority, however, felt that
it was possihle to leg’slats ugainst ihese possible dangers

and insisted that iflationel Unions of Students wanted some
practical results of codoperation, oy had o have sometiody whib
eould work fulitime on the problams of the international student
commumnity. It was, therefore, decided to set up an international
secretariat which didnot have ) policv-mgiiy _g__'g_g}_.-_g_', but which
could assist national unidns in ﬂea't.u.ng the nzeds of their
dtudents, Toge: her the Conference iteelf and the Secretariat
could, if people  wanied it. oe thé Tramework for a worldwide
stuients cooperation andnot only on a linmited sca-e.

1953 The 3rd ISC which took place in Copenhagen in 1953, was significant
(1) \fricg fOT & number of rea oms. Althoogh there had Leen representatives
%% at the first two ISC: from other continents othor than Eurcpe, the

mca real impact of n wider student participations was fiwpst felt
join at the 3rd ISC. L mumoer of African and asian countries came

for the first time and for the forst time also, a significant
nuber of Latin American national unions was reppesented.

The participation of the representatives from African, J[sian and
Lotin American countries brought a mmber of new problems which
to a largc extent were unlnown to the previous participsnts.

The whole question of the impact of colomialisg on hghgher ed-
ucation was one which students at thre ISC had nover before had
the opportunity to discuss,



(i)
Define
National
Union

1964 -

(i) Increns-—

ing aware-
ness polit-
ieal soc=-
ial prob=-
lens

(1i) Form—
ation of
Research
Commi ttee

1955 -
new pro=
Erammes

5

The other sigmificant hippening at Copenhagen was that for tho
firet time, not only the T3C but in the entire history of the
internatisnal student movement, a1 meeting of netionsl unions
tried to define what a national wion is. It was generally
agreed that to be recogmised ns a represcntative national uwnion
of students, Lhe emeutive organ should be freely elected by the
students in the country concernsd. Tt was argued A%  the timc
thnt if one wants to =stablish a structure which will be a
wothwhile meetingplace for every notionsl student organisation
in the world, ome cannot lusisi®that the officers and executive
be freely elected, because it is a faet that in gnmmber of
comntries they are not. Although it was realised that this

was a basic problem, it was also re-lised that a truly rep-

re: entative ptudehte movement cannot be built unkess students
are allowed to elect their representatives. Further, there was
ingisatance that represcentation from other parts of the world
should be by represehtatives of “he students of those countried
and not of their governments or vodies cutside the universitfes.
This part of the definition has been kept ever since,

To the 4th ISC in Istanbul, Turkey in 1954 came a great number of
student organisations from outside Europé, particularly ifrican
ghd Letin smerican organisations who believed that, through the
I3G, they might advance the solution of some of their national
problems, many of which could be called political, These Nat-
ional wundons were not interested in internationcl student
identity cards, or guides for stulent hostels and restaurants -
they were not at themoment wery mmeh interested in intornational
stulent exshange; their problems were not to obbtain s cholar-
ships to study, but 1n get into the university without deocud
monts giving politienl opilions. Thess problems were difforcent
from those of most of the Buropesn cpuntries which had wp till
then been discussed by the I2C.,

Lt this Conference, it was felt that if students in faraway countries
are to be supp rted in - sitvation of a nationel character
involving political, social and economic problems, it was necesssry
for those ® ho werc asked t©o support them to know the fact.

If g resoclution of support is to have any meaning, it must

reflect a position based wpon facls and with a full understanding
of the background situation. For this reason, the Rosearch

and Information Commission wasset up. This Committee was ereated
because it was realised that the -roblems facing stulsnts in

any country were the proetical problems which the ISC had to

solve,

The Brimingham Conference in 1955 (which NUSAS was meant to attend,
though it did not baeause its felegates was refused » passport),
sew the Wwirth of a world wide COSEC,/ISC programme. .JUp to that
tine, the actual progremme as regards the number of seminars
meetirgs and publications was wery limited, but at the time of the
Birmingham Conference, the ISC was strong enough to cstablish a
meaningful programme. It wa s at this Conference
that the magazinc The Student, was . = »1iched. Tho Information
tin was then existing as a mimecgraphed sheet, but after the
ISC, became o regular publication. The first international
student delezations were established to promote understanding
botween diffaerent parts of the world about conditions in the
comntries wisited and the countries from which students on the
delegations came.
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The 6th TSC took placz in Ceylon in 1956, This NISLS attended,
The major problem facing that Confersnce was ilgeria, whichy
clthough it was = nationsl siuation, became of direct importance
to the whole future of the ISC. UGEM. Llgeria applied for stedus
a8 a notional union of students and got it. But they also
gsked for support in taair firth for independence for lg ria.
his wes the first time that the Conference was ssked directly by
4 national union participating in it to support the straggle for
independence of a specific country. The erux of the matter

to be discussed was whether ob nob independence is o pre-
requisite for higher educetion. This was a major political
question and makkecd the dividing lins between the old days of

the ISC and the new phase,

It should be made clear that no stlidents participating in the

TISC ever felt one could dissociate onssslf from politicsy’ ~The
tradition however, in many countries was that as far as politiecel
preblems are concerned, the stuwlent may -opress his cpimion through
a political party in his country bub as far «s international
student coopoeration is encerned, he must have a mandate to express
ary political opinion because he was representing students of

all - political opinions.

The Ceylon Conference was significant for two reason : First,
beeause its result, as expressed there and st follewing Cone-
ferconees, was thet no poroblem of a political cheracter raised
by students can be disregarded by the ISC, and secondly, because
it was held thav independones is indeed a prerequistite for o
really free and ful]l higher educrtion. The important result of
the whole debate was that it was the first time at any
international student mecting that an cpportunity was given

for discussion. of all the defeets, political, socinl and
ecnncomie, of higher education znd of society as a whols,

and the role which student associctfons and international
student organisations should have in relation to them., At the
1957 ISC in Ihaden, Nigeria, a resolution on iilgoria, which went
even further than the one of the year bhefore, was passed
without much difficulty.

Lt this time, ammber of sognificant probkems were posod fron
outside the ISC, The IUS had proposed the etsablishment of joint
projects with the ISC, This wns rejected becnuse it was felt
that it was not possible to havejoint projects between the two
organisations, not simply because of their different structurcs -
the ope being an organmisatiin with cxeculdvebody and officers, the
other being a framework with a ccntral techmical agency -

but also bo ause there were basic differences of opindon, nany
grounded on principle, between groups belonging to the two
gtructures, The ISC felt there had first to be a sclution

to basic problems of difference of attitude and approach

bofore one could emb~'c on techmical cooperation,

Another problem was thet of success, The I5C had increased uore
than-four times since it had started with 17 national unions,

Az more and more students = .gathered together from 211 ober the
world, the things they had in common because fewer and fewer,

These differences of opirdon and approach resulted in the Con~
ference becoming almest paralysed at certain sfages in "amajoritica®
and "minorities" though their composition was chenging all the time,
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The 9th ISC wns held in Switzerland., Tho major problems facing
that Conforsrce was one of* trying to solwve the pr{*hlcma caused

by the h:-:iﬂt.e*ma of tws structurcs within the internctional siuwlent
‘1fﬁn,mant At ths ::‘I:h ISC in Feru in 1959; it had bocan proposcd
and the resocluticn had bern adopted, that s Round Table confercnce
beheld prior to. the 9th I5C where 111131(:311:‘1 udons, regardless of
their affiliation to one or othsr Znternational structurs,

‘conuld ecme together to dizcuss some of the bzsi difficulties

that divided them, However, hhe Eastern European cowntries

¢id not attend the conference and it wns in this resvect a frilwrc,.
the 9th ISC had then to dizcuss weys of trying to solus thesc
problers to which ng real sclution has so far been found, and to
which nc solution which works has ye® been found, ‘his is dis-
cussdd in uore details ot a later stage 'in this paper.

Changing Concepts Within the ISC

What, dms-.'t‘ie' I5C stand for? To answer this questicn, one must
eramine ths vr riﬂuﬂ panses cf the chanpes which the ISC underwent,

The first ISC in 1950 was in. e way neeting under the :shadow

of the 'I0S, the participants réscting to -any policies of and
specific {-‘biizitic-s ndertaken by the I8, Theref-re they werc
bqsl'cullar ccncerned with what had haplensd in the 3 or 4 pervi s
years and the 1st ISC therefore tock = very clear politieal cecision
ag to what it wo spld not becone., In rzacticn td the fach that the
IUS. hid bechne an organisation serving ope only as an instrument of the
UOCR and ite allies, soue IJal‘tlﬂ_..pﬂl‘"tﬂ wanted the ISC to becomo an
anti-communist org L"J_E"‘tl;n? “his point of view was r::varwhe_[.i,zgly
rejected at the I3C.  But having uade this deecision the ISC did aot
sor farther and definc what it would «iand for. ho sovreignty of =
nationel union of studerts was defined as an absolute coneept with ths
implication that cvery decidion in relation to politdes could only be
taken by National unicns of students themselves; international student
cocperation therefore could be nothing more than a sum total of thoss
actions, Obviously a sum total as such would still have to find
some comson Cenominator, Instead of defining a vomaon policy for
international student coopoeration, they were omphasising tho
absolute sovr ingty of csach national uniop of students to take wp,
?r::h nations and internati nrll*r, certain kind of plicy.
his.trend contimued later, and only racentl;r has the futility of
this become sapparent,

The major pclitical decision taken at the 1st ISC excluded the
possibility of this structure ever beccming a "wedtorn” structurc
in the future. Séechdly, ths decision to exclude for the time
being consideration of what the I3C stocd for in ternd of political
philosophy, meant that the urions gathering at the ISC eould only
discuss wucetions which were practieal in rnature, witrich were
related to activities taking place n- ti:m;l_w , and whore, becausc
it was considered uscful to cxechange idoas and cxperiences with
othars, the unions were preparesd to eome together and discuss,

The emphasis was not 8o much on internationzal coop cration gs

such, but ocn the benefits that internationsl eocperntion could
provide to what wns bas -:."'J_'LJF nationil activities. If s for
instance, the student press in one particular country was engaged in
certain method or tochnique of grt}ductil:}n, by drawing attenticn to
this it was Joped that the studont press in ancther country could be
improved. ‘his the comeept of practicsl cooperaticn we s related
in some way to the lack of a clear-cut and open political objective
sot for the Conference, and it meant basidally a mechanism to
provide bencfits t7 the national ubions themselwés,
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This process, of course, changed :n nay ruespecis a3 the IG5 gro,

as more unions fomm arceas cutside J!-‘l.lr:]pe sterted partieipating in

it, and as they kegan 4o bring to *he TS50 probtlems with vhich they
ware concerncd and on which. they wontod other national wmions to

take action. Bubt in doing %11 this, tho ISC acted clways very
cautiowsly and cnly in steges. In these earlier yoors, the

ISC roacted quite Aflmirrbly and acdequotely to situstions which

arose in different countries and different continents and toclk
action which scemed to fulfi the specific demands made wpon it.

Tt did'not, however, sttompt at any time to evolve for itself o hasic
t:rﬂsltlﬂn frcm which all -these specifica acrions could bs t-rﬂ”lﬂ-.

The concept of the "students as such", the roluctance to got imvilwed
in questions whichdid not relate %o -l:ha functiona of students

within the university commmity or at a broader level in the

content of higher education, was also a part of the unwillingness

of the ISC to make a fundsmental assessment of the concepts which
vere brought before it. The Conference met the voery wgent, the
very specific nseds presented before it at a perticular time,

but failed to alopt &t any ;iven point a basie phileogophy which wouldl
underline logically and consistensly all-its actions,

It the 9th ISC, the situstion c hanged for the first time, L new
bnses of Gcmparat:r.ﬂn wss presented which wont much fupther than any of
tho previosi ISCs in dﬁfi‘]ing ‘what the I3C wanted %o do, what it
stood for, whot it was aiming "at. But olthough representing o
remarkable ddparture from the prvicus pjﬁiti"mﬂ of the ISC, in thot
it sttempts for the first time +o define in coneise ond-precise
torms what tho ISC is, it did not go as far as it.might have in
really defining the positive aspects of the aims of the Confercnocc.
It certainly defined tn very clear terms what the IS0 stood sgeinste
imperialism, colonialism, dictatorship, social injustice, toteliterianism
It also defincd +the concept of studonts rifhts and responsibilities
in clearer torms than every befors in its histery. It nccepted
the reaponsibiil_it}r of students to their countries and the role thoy
could play in this comtext. But having gone so far, it did not
define what exactly the role of the stuwlent in gocioty doss entodl, or
:waht was its concept of this role. It is not encugh to say ﬂl.,.t
since a particulsr phgnomenon represents an injustice, thereforc it
should be romoved. “het is the negative .part of the task.
The other part is to define what would hsppen once the phenomenon
were changed, "hat would hoppen if toltalitarianism were to be
elininated or if the diectatorship in arny given country were o be
removed? Do wo have n philoscophy of economic and sceial™developuent
shich can be pursued once national imlependence has been attnned?
The Bases of Cooperantion of the 9th and 10th ISCs aid not go far
onough in de ining the principles ot be followsd, in invalunble
positive contributicn on the aimd and objects which students, in
their role in the universitt commnity, in their rolc in socicty,
and in their wole in international affairs, should follow, wos
made at the 14th International Student Seminer in lugust 1963 ot Loysin,
Switzerland, in the Declaration of Leysin, For the first time this
Decleration suggested ~ positive philoscphy for the ISC.
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The 11th ISC wasz held in June, 1964 at Christchurch in
NewsZealand., The conference was significant because it accepted
the recommendations of the Derzlﬂrat-:l.nn of Le:l,rsin, and for the
first time a Charédr of the Internationsl Student Conference

wag unanimously adopted. Frem this charter the ISC now derives
its essential ideals and structures. The predmble tp the
Charter reads as follows :

"We, the national uwnions of stirlents and national delezations

- deriving our strength and inspiration from the milliuns of stwients
who form our constituents,

- committed to encourage ald and defend the democratic student
nwvement througnout the world, since only through dynamie,
udted and indepenient action can students fulfil their role
as conscience of society in the vanguard of political, economic
and s ocial progress,

- comitted to the principle that the student commmity and
the nationnl unions of atudents arec integral parts of society
and sharena commofi destiny with it,

~ convinced that cooperaticn améngst representatives of indep-—
endant democrwtically organised student asscciations, based
on commonly Shared and universally applied p=ineiples
is the most cffective means for students to defeat oppression
in 21l its forms and to build together a free umiversity, a
free society and a‘peaceful world ordedr emboyding the hope
for mankindbset forth in thé Universal Yeclaration of
Human Rights,

- hereby establish this chereir of the Intornational Student
Conference which will delermine and guide the actions of its
organs and members in the frameweork of the conference,"

In terms of ‘the new Charter the supreme policy maling body of

the International Student Corference is a E-ﬁ_;g%_nf delegates
representing member national umions of studehts, he Conference
is held every two years and at that time receives and considers
reports from the various ISC organs on poliye, programmes and fin-
ances for the preceding inter-conference period,

Membership in the ISU is didided into two basic categories :
members and associates, IS0 members are national unions of
students which have ratifiecd the Charter and which give evidence *
of their support for the charter in their actions and statements,
Members have a irtht to participate in ISC programmes and to
speak and vote &t the Conference itself. .An assoclate status
is provided for student organisations:which meet the structural
requirements of & national union of students and which demon-
strate their commitment to the ISC and its programmes. AsSsoc—
intes may take part in ISC nrogrammes -and may speak at the Con-
ference, . In addition, other-national, regional. or ov erseas

‘students organisations which show interest in the work of the

ISC may be invited to attend the Conference as observers.,

The mots important structursl change in the ISC came with the
estahlishment of th-a ISC Secretariat which is loeated in Ledien,
The etherlands., ‘he Secretariat consists of the Scretary-General
and a number of issociate Secretaries, all elected by the
Supervision Committee of the ISC. The Smnwisinn C ommi ttee

of the IBC is elscted by the Conference and is composed of 11
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member organisations. .t is charged with reviewing the work

of the ISC Secretariat and preparing a sepuit for submissl on

to the Conference. The Committee mects four tiges between

the Conferences and is the solec authority for interpretting the
Charter during the Inter-lonference perioed. The new structure

of the ISC allows for the Secretariat to iritiate new programme
and issue statements on variocus puestions always basing its actions
and statements cn the principles of the Charetr. In all its
activities, the Secretariat ih responsible to the Supervision

Comrd tteo.

Lt the NUBAS Student Assembly in July 1965, a resokution was
unanimously adepted to spply for full membership status in the
Internationnl Student Conference. This membership was granted
to NUSAS and NUSLAS attended the 12th IBC which was held in
lugust, 1966 in Nairebi as a2 full delsgate.

Meny of the difficultics of operating an international student
movoment have not been settled with the establishment

of the Charter of the ISC and the relevant constitutional changcs.
Nevertheless, it is the cpinion of NUSAS that the ISC offers

the most positive framewrok for International student cooperation.

In terms of the definition of the Charet of the Internationsl
Student Conference a notional union of students "shall be an
organisation whose membership is composed of individuals engaged
in study a4t wniversities and institutions of higher learning in
any territory if that territory has a da facto separate Govermont
adimirnistration whether politically independont or not, whose function
it is to ropresent the interest of these individuels whose
executive body is freely eliecied by the stulents and whuse
membership is open to 211 students in that territory, provided
that such an organisation is either the only onein that territpry
claiming to exercise the functicn of o nationel undon of students,
or that, if there be more than one, it exercises this funetion

ort behalf of the majority of individuals",

Helations betweon NBAS and the ITUS

194-6 jon = T i IUS
TU0S -ﬂ.ffﬂ- In 191":-61 NBLS .-_"l.fflll-.'ur’:d to the &

iattan In 1948, after the crisis over the Czechoslovak issus, NUSAS

reserved the right to dissent form any decisions taken by the
TUS which we & not scceptable to the Student fAssembly of NUSLS.

1949 - In 1949, NUG:i5 defined its anttitude to the IS as being:
2t il tude 1) In favour of maximum cooperation between all student,
defined 2) LAmdety to form international student friendship and wanting
to belong to an internationsl wdion of stuwdents which would
promote the we;fare of students and help the exchange of ideas
betweun students., However, NUS.S asserted its right {to work
with National Unione which wers not members of the IUS,

3) Recogmition that the IS must take certain logitimate
political decisions and actions, but felt (at that tims) that
these decision and actions must be limited to gainipgg purely
student objecctives.
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4) Objection to the fact that the IG:was being,used to pronots

ons specific political ideology, sinco 1t -felt that an inbernsition”l
wnion of stufconts.should not dso *his boeceus. of  dits neture

ng an internestionnl orgnrnisation.

5) ‘H-'_*.I_EI-I:'_".I"i.T‘F'_tiGH, once riore, »f the rizht to dissent from IUS
deeisions which the Student .ssermbly of NUS.LS did not accept.

6) Statement of its bolief that, in terms of the IUS constitubion,
the IUS wos bourd to defent the rights of 211 its members, sim 1y
beonuse they worc nohmbers.

7) Objoctions to ~ tendency in the IUS to use, dn its analysds
of international situntions, o viewpoint which wns not aeccopt hle
to all its members; this, said US.LS, tended to maks the

IB very one-sided, particularly in its. publicentions,

wIthough MSLS did not s ed cye to eye with the executive and the
exceutive committec of the ITS on these matters, it dseided thatb
it should: not withdrew from theIUS, sincs the omistence of

en internatiohsl student wdon was more i'upurt:mt than o dis-~
ngrecment between ME.S and the IUS executive, - WUSLS felt that
it should gtay in the IS to try to influence #ibts decisions fron
within, It salso appssled to nationsl undons which did not
agree with decisions taken by the IUS executive committee, to
make their “riews lnowm.

NUS.5 furthermore requested the IUS executive to note the wide-
spread dissatisfactions with the IS that existed within NUE.S
and other national anions,

In 1950, NUS.S recorded its extrene dissati~faction with the IUS,

in parti®ular because of the faet that YIS Yucoslavia had been

expelled from the IS, by the I ex cutive cowdttes, following
e politiecal rift between the governmonts of the USSR and Yug-

oslavia, It should be noted thit, at about this time, there

was # S&L representative - though nﬂt a 1TISAS rapresuan‘t-ati're -

on the IUS cxecutive commdttee, Lionel Form:

;E!%S_dis- In 1953 NUSAS disaffiliared from the IUS a3 a result of the refuscl
1intes by the IUS to resnect that attitude of NU4.S.
oy T80t e s vy e it o e T8
associate s g ’ Lan I
nenbership

a) MNUS4S should be nssoecinbed only tith sueh resclutions, statous-ibs
and activities of the IUS vwhich denlt with practical student
activitics,

b) MWSALS should not be associated with any rebolution, activity
or statement made by th IlB, execépt when NISLS specifically
requested to be associated.

¢) The IUS exceutive should not speak on behalf of NUSAS except
whaen specifically requested to 8+ so. NUBLS requested that)
when the IS exccutive committee issusd a statement, it shmu.-r_.
meke clear that NUSLAS has not approved is, if in fEL":".'r it had not,

d) IUS should furnish NUSLS with its anmual sudited spatement of
accounts, including a detailed statement of its sowrees of revenuo,
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1955 — In 1955, because none of these condition hnd been obsarved by tis
disaffile IS executive eomrdtiees,.snd slthough it Hao sgreed to a1l of
ol ot them, NGBS disaffiliated from +the TIS, Tn ‘195‘?‘* this decision
’ was reaffirmed bacause the IS had shiown itself in no way willin:
to eccomodntoe NUBAS.

It is interestins to note that during the period $950-55, NUG.S
mnode 2 mamber of ettempts to reconeils the national wndons which
disaffiliated from the IUS ~nd to promoto world stulent und iy

in fret, the first proposal aver nmeadz for in inddpendent unity
neating "outsilde the +two structures" was made by JB.35, Howuver
the IS5 refused to support any undity venture outisds its own
framework and also refused to reconsider its sttitude to YIS
Tugoslavia,

(48. a postseript, one might nention taht whefi the Soviet Union in
1956 repaived its relations with Yuroslaviaz, the IUS tol bagan te
tako a hew .attitude to YUS T‘l.gt:rﬁl?wn}

Since thet time, the attitude of WUS.S to the IS has been that

if the I[E‘Ehmm itsclf tenlly concernccd with “the situation

in Euu‘l:h dfricn to .the stent of of:rin real assistance to

people in this.countrr ond if it saows that it is prepared to

riss above particular ideologrenl ronwiderations and apply non—

party politicsl considerations in its deslings with South africon
students, NUSLS will be prepared o chango its attitude.

Togive exrmples of this, the IS xn 1960 stated that it had
affored HUS.S "sons scholsrships, rderoscopes, camer:s, type-
writers etc a8 ~n oxpression of our sympathy with South africen
student”, The IS statement, howes-or, went on to sgy, "HIG.S
di? not.aeccot such "1."‘“‘3".?"‘11‘"& " Trnveatization by NUSLS hos
shown that this statenent was untrue, as the dscuusntation
bslow shous,

sagistance to ITBAS fror tha IUS

(1) Scholarshins

(&) VUS Bulgnria was suwop sed to have offered o Echﬂl“rshi}:l to
NELS in 1951, When MBAS asked in 1955 what had heppencd ""L'I.'.h'_'J'l.lu
yhis scholarship, VWS did not reply.  HUSAS further discoverad
that VUS Bulgoria had in fact.never offered the schiolarship

to FUS.AS but had merely scid ot an-IB mecting that it would

of fer scholarships.

(p) 3 full medienl schelarships were supposed to have been

offored by VUS Bulgsrfa in 1955. When NUS4S.heard -gbout this,

it eccepted the offer gratefully. ﬂowewr, MBS pnin‘b-:-::’f. oub

that ‘there was graat dirficulty involved in gebting .frican
studonts fron South <frica to Pulgaria snd requested VIS Bulgsri-
to consider the possibility of offering the anhalurshlpa to

n South .fric-n wiveorsity (the Medienl School ate YWits wes ot

this stnge still oren to u«fricans), VUS Bulgaria did not reply

to this letter ond nothing further was hesrd zbout the Eﬂhﬂl&rﬂ-ml.ﬂ-

(¢) 1In February 1958; Mr Jolobe of UNMiE informed NU iS5 that he
had boon granted an IUS scholarship to study -t Eing's Collogo

London. VWhen NUS/S wrbte to the IUS for further infornation,

the IS denmicd thnt it had given such o scholarship.

(d) In 1962 the IS offered iUS.iS 5 schol-awships on Ghana, Tho
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General Secrctary of the IUS in a letter dated February 4, 1963,
wrote: "For a year now, wehave been contimuing our efforts to
offer some scholarships" to South .frican students in Ghana.
Nothing has come of this atl ail, despite repeated requests.

(2) QOther “ssistance

(a) The IUS Council promised, in 1956, that it would give to
MBAS for the «frican Medical Scholarships Trust Fund (WMSTF)
microscopes, cameras and typewrivers. lmter this offer becamc
ono typewriters and ons micrecscope. HNgthing was heard from
the IS about this again, though soveral letters were writiten
h}r NUS 43 &

(b) In 1957 the IUS officiallydropped MuSTF from the list f
projects which it supported,

(e) NUSAS made repeated regresis to the I8 for assistonce to
its ~cademic Freedom Fund. The TUS praised to lock into tho
matter, but nothing heppened.

One should note that MISAS is not the only lNationmal Union which

has had this sort of difficully with the IU5, in examples of

this is the Hurgarian revelution, when many thousands of Hungarian
students died fightinzg Stviet wro'ps. The IUS issued a state-
ment expressing ":concern", but later supported the Soviet imvnsion,
and repudisted the national Unfon of Hungarian Students of the tine.
inother more recent example is ke attitade of the IS to muclear
disarmament, which conderas nmucicar testing by Western powers,

that is by the "irmperialist" powers. but no by the Soviet,

Conclusbons

It may this be seen that relations between FUS.S and the IUS
fall into four stages:

(1) The early period when NUSis was a full member of the IUS,

(2) The period when NIEAS was “»ying %o siay in the IUS bub
finding it extremely difficult to d» so because the IUS
refhsed tc Despect Uhe wishes and ideas of NUSLS,

{3) The periocd of hotal disillusiomment when NUSLS refused to
P :
have apyythirg to do vith the IS bucause of its contampt
for NUSLS' wishes.

(4) The periodiof gradual re—ecatablishrent of relations based
on & sincere desire By NBAS o fuwrther international student
untiy.

sttempts to Prmote Student Unity

In September 1952, a IUSLS delegation attended the "unity
meeting” orggnised by IUS in Bucharest just before the IUS
Council meeting. This meeting was meant to be one between non-
member national unions, the sponsoring bodies and the IUS Sec-
retariat, to explore a means of cooperation snd to attempt to
resolve differsnces. However, the IUB Secretariat, invited
participants from other organisations which were all full membere
of the IUS. and so were able to prevent the attitudes if
dissentiant national unions faom being heard,
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In 1955, the IUS proposed a "conference of coopepation"

between the IUS and ISC, This the 5th ISC, which met in
Birmingham, rejccted; because it believed that such a con-
ference could only enfcree a "two bloce" mentality; the ISC did
not regard itsclf as a "bioe', Furthermore, the structure of
the ISC made it extremely difficul’ to have a joint conference
with the IUS, The IS0 was a structurc, the IUS an orgardsation.

Two individual attempts by V85 Swltzerland and UNEF F ance collapsed
bacause of the same difficulitiea.

By 1956 the Prague congress of the IS suggested a new method

of xoopperation "jolnt projects" undertaken by the IUS and the
Coordinating Secrstariat of the ISC., The 1957 and 1959 ISCs
both rejected this because of the structural differences between
the ISC and IUs, and becausc it was impossible for an executive
committee like the IS5 excveutive, and an administrative agency
like COSEC, to undertake joint projects., Moreover it is difficult
to see how there could be joint projects on issues such as help
to Hungarian refugee studente where the IUE called them "counter
revolutionaries". This illusvrates clearly a point made below -
joint proljccte *ecams most difficult when there are no uni--
versal definitions of words like “national liberation"y Instead
the ISCs both suggegted that there shovld be bilaterla contact
bwtween individual Mational Unions partiecipating in the ISC

and those which were menbers of the IS,

At the 1958 IUS Ccngress in Peking, FEUU Urugauy proposed that

a Round Table Conference should ce called cutside the existing
structures of the ISC and the I0S. FEUU Urugauay suggested that
all Yational Unions of Sdudents should take part, Nothing
concrete came of this priposal.

in 1959 the 8th I2C cailed for a Round Table to be held outside
the structure of the 15C and the IUS,

In February 1960 the I8 exscucive commitbee meebing in Tunis
Euh]iahud an Open Letter erdorsing the prinsiplemcf infependent
ound Table but refusing to cooperatz with this Znmitiative on the

grounds that COSEC has issued the invitaiion. - “his objection
was maintained in the face of the fact that COSEC undertock to
igsue en invitation to E.rg.r student organisation which requested
one, and th-t COSEC put ithe arrangements for the Hound Table

in the hands of the indepudent host country, VSS Switzerland,

In March 1960 at the Z5° Pojand Congress, a 3-nation :committec on
World Student Unity was established nmong the National Unions
cbserving; this consited of Z5P Prland, UNURI Italy and CHUE

North 4ifrican Comfederation. This committee was set up at

a chance necting which had nc edtablished representative charscter:
therefore bts task tc mediacbte betwesn the ITUS executive comuittee
and COSEC sbout the Round Table was fruitless,

Finally VSS Switzerland tock full responsibility and convened a
Eound Teble to which approximatoly 60 national unions came.,
Hnt{a.bla. absentees were nost of tho Wationsl Unions from the

astern Buropean countries, UNEF France, UNURI Italy and the
national wions of Worth Africa.

NUSAS attended this Round Table-
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Unfortunately this Hound Tabke cannotu be celled an entire
success because it was not representative siougi. H wewer,
o1l nationsal wurlons from Asia, Latir ‘merica and most from
iifrica did attend, and these 60 did pul out a unanimous
comrmni que. It mwst be noted that it is impossible to have a
conferenve or Round Table unless some organisstion ecalls it
Yot when GOBEC calls a conference, the ITG executive resuses
to attend; when the TS executive commitce ealls a conference,
COSEC refuses to attend since as an addudsirabtibe agency

it has never been given mnmandale by any ISC to attend s Round
Rable on student unity as a f1.1° participant - it nmay only
attend as an observer,

In 1963 UGEt Tunisia covened a seminar cu th: Siructure of the
Internationsl Student Movemert end e Moens of Ubtaining Uni-
vorsal. Cooppration. Because mompare of the IUS Secrotariat come
as representatives of national uregns. wivich practise many
nntional wrdons feel is unfaiv, 2inece a person commitbed to
either the I8 o.o so SOSEC must cbviously he unable to speak
unbiasedly on behalf of 2 hational wiicr. 12 national unions
walked out. Despite the cther successes of the seminar, the
walkout demonsirated pet another failwe of cooperation.

The 10th I2C appoinied a Commitiee n Uriverss, Student
‘Cooperation. Thia Commitiee “niertimated and trisd to promote
the cause of world stwdens urily, The Commitviee senv a long
quastionaire to all netlonal wmioms of studenis, tryimg to gauge
their attitudes. Onl; five (one of which was WMSAS)

replied to the guestionnai-e.

In 1964, the 11th Interraiions]. Stuleat Cerlcrence adopted
the following mesnlniion with rcegerd bto Uni-ersal Student Cooperation -

"This student conferercc Lellieving that apreemant on common principles
of cooperation amongs® diverse nobtional unions of students as
possible, as shown by the uwasnimovs adop ion of the Chareter

of the International Stwlent Coafersucs:

consldéring the vival aigaifircance ol 'miversal student coop-
eration as a means *o achieve the reasiisation of these principles;

showing thc desire of students ‘hvovghout the wrold to create
the conditior. of freedem, peace aid social justice, which will
break down the barriers to internalicnal. uuderstending and opeon
communication and cooperation bevwear students andpeople of
differing social sysioems,

recognising thet today neither the ISC nor the IS is or likely

tc become a forum for internaiional. student cooperationj

convinced that efforts to achleve universal stuwlent co-operation
must be directed towards the creation of conditions in which
.eooperation ean take place on o Jirm and nmeaningful basis,

rather than to the clearly ubovian and wwrealstie proposals for
imediate amelgamation of the IEC amd the TJS5, the immediate
ereation of a single world=wide student orpanisdion or the

jmmediate convening of a conference for all the student organisations
in the world, since the conditions nccessary for the success of
these undertalings do not yet exiat; +ths 11th ISC thorefore nandates
the Secretariat on the basis of the ISC Charter and its principles,
to enter into discussions ané negotiations id.ih the Secreteriat

of the IS %o achierej
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- agrecment on a set of conmon principles fo operation between
the two international orsamisation;

— implementation of these greed upon prineiples of cooperation
through initiative supported by botn international organisations

= edpansion of bilateral mul*ilaterdl and regional cooperation
between the members of the ISC ard the members of the ITS
and those participanis participatine in both student organisation;

-~ a nore thopough public understanding oF the comparison ofntho
struecture, and funetioning of the international organisations nnd
the mammer in which they implemont these principles;

The Secretariat shall publish a report of those discussions
for distribution to all nationsl wmions of studchis and keep
them informed of further developments.

Through t hese diseussions and througl: the individusl efforts Sf£
national uwndons of stulents, throughout tks world,

international cooperation can begin, for it is only through the
universal acceptance and appliecation of thise prinsiples thet
mere coexistonce ~an be transformed inco meaningful cocperation, ¥

In the light of this resclutiocn, the IZC Secretariat wrote

to the Secretariat of the IUS and proposed that the two See—
retariats hold pr-a.llmxmry discazaions with a view to reaching
agresment on zommon ﬂr:.nq::r les which coulg lend to joint
getion in support of the Moscow Lest Ban - reﬂ‘t-j,r, the Charet of
uman Rights and the work &f the United Naciona, In the additdon,
the ISC sent a delegntion to attend the IUS Congress which wos
held in Sofia Dulgaris ia Decomber 19864,

The IS refused even to considsr the proposals and a resolutdon
aflopted at the 84n Congraesacl the 10 orchibited the IUS See-
retariat from entering inso discussions with the ISC Sec—
retariat and urged that the aesxt TIE Congress make all efforts
to reverse the decicion.

NUSAS' Attitpde ot Wopld Stwlent Unity

In its resolutions NUSAS has aliways s ‘ressed that any form

of international studernt couperation must be develdd of any
partisan spiri%, independenv of a:l party political and
ideological concepts. and must he based on the princ iples con—
tained in the Universal Declarntion of Human Rights., his is
in terms of Correlated Resolution 173/63. NUS.LS regards the
following principles as bthe best for international student coon-
eration:

"(a) Mutunl resioct for the righte of each n tional union of
students

ngb) Representativity of coopeorating national unions;

"(c) ”Evﬂlﬂpman'b of practicnl cocperation on questions common
to students of il countries;

"(d) The national unions must be independent of govermmental
control for truc student cocperation to be furthered;

"(e) Support for students figh'irz the cuppression of stulent
rights, no natier wha’ nature or form the suppression may take,."



gtresses that this internationsl co-operation must be devoid of any
partisan spirit and independent of all party political and
ideological concepts, and must be based on the principles of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights,

feels that the very serious problems which will have to be overcome
before wity is reached, such as the form of co-operation,
representativity of co-cperation organisations, the universal
acceptance of common definitions of such concepts as "freedom",
i ndependence", "democracy", "Academic freedcm” and "student rights®
should be discussed in all parts of the student world through
bilateral contacts, informal meetings, regional conference, ete,

affirms that it would welcome the holding of a Round Table
conference on world student unity, outside of exdisting intermational
structures, to which all national student orgamisations would be
invited.

Further Bevelopments since 1967.

In March 1967, the United States Jlational Student Association (USISA)
revealed that it was being subsidi sed by the C.I.A. The money
from the CIA was being chanelled to [BIBA via certain foundations
which had been established as C.A, front organisations,

It was found that those same foundations were giving money to the
ISC. The ISC reacted by a) dismissing all Americans, executive
members and secretarial personnel,

b) Inf-rming the foundations that they would
no longer accept money from them.

¢) Setting wp a commission to determine
whether ISC officials had knowingly accepted money from CIA, Commission
found that, though certein Americans in the organisation had been
CIA agents, no Secretary General had known that the money was coming
from the CIA.

The CIA revelations led to a mumber of Hational Unions disaffiliating
from the ISC and either joining the ITE or dropping out of the
International Student Movement altogcther.

WUSAS deferred any decision until the publication of the ISC Commissions
report on the CIA. Congress must decide whether to remain a member
of the ISC or not.

Today, the ISC iz a weasker body due to the CIA exposure. Finaneially,
it is struggling and is attempting to find alternate sources of
revenuue. JLhere is a possibility that the 13th ISC scheduled for
August 1968 will be postponed until next year due to lack of funds.

The Secretary-General of the ISC is Ram Lakhina from India.
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