Brench secretaries, l2¢th September, 1932 (2)

-&- those who sre in 2 jocsition to influence publiec oninion,
end most imjor.ent those who shane 3uolmo policy: e.g. men who
are influentiel behind the scenes in dolities &s well s narty
lezders and meaber“ of legi chUfeS benkers; industrielics sts:
journalists; trade union lezders les ders of agrarian end other
occupationsl essociations.

-b-(1) those who are experts in internccional affsirs in
business, the civil service, end univers sities, especially those
who have been delegates ©o 1nuelabu1onal conxercncc celled by
the Lezgue of NWations, the IﬂucrngblOﬂcl Lebour Office, Chsmbers
of LOMmerce, the Interns:ioncl Trede Unions, etc.

(ii) those whose 1ﬂuclllgeace ena penc*°1 knowledge fiv
them o become experts in incernsiionsl affz 5 4%

-c- a smaller number of younger men of ]melS; whom it is
hoped will graduaie in u]Je to classes (a) end (b). The Toronto
branch has for some years made such men agsociate members znd
cherged them no zubvcrljbwon fee. 1I{ is now 3ronosed to cherge
them (2,00 ner ennum end to invite them to gensral meetings end
grouss at vne discretion of the executive. This essociate
memoerchlp i1s seid to serve two useful purposes: it hes enebled
the branch to take advantage of the services of -ome younger men
who were not in s -osition to ey the enauel subseripiion of
$10.00 end it hes provided & jprobationary nerioc during which it
becomes evident uneuhLL the essocizte meunber were entitled %o
full membership., Toronto projoses this year to invite the
execut ives of cne ?or:iqn Affeirs Club end the Tistorical Club
of the univercity tc some me 61nfs.

Do you ejrbe that these three CL°OS
those who ere most volusble? If not, wh

e T member rejresentc
&t las=zes should
be included? Is the Torcnto eugyectiuﬂ gbout the ecsteblishment
of an associaie me.bership :,jrupriate only ©o & univercity
town, if garropriete there

5. Publicity (l-b,peragrash 2, snd Ainendix A).

Do you agree wich vhe prontoszls of the lloncreel bronch on
Fub]iCiCy? Do they serve the jurjoce mentioned by lir.%averd of
oringing the Censdizn Inztivute end i.c ork ¢O The zctcenvion
of those who woull be decsirzble mcubers? Do they serve eny other
useiul purjpose such cs che buil’ins up oif ¢n infiormed ublie
opinion? Are the zdverse Cf1u101i‘3 msd: et the Ottewa meeting
valid when levclled sgainst che 3rooscls in their amended form
€S eiven in Aspendix A? And in serticular ic it not correct |
that the publicity desired by cthe liontiezl brench -uhstever its
velue- ig even more restrice el than th:¢ encouraged by uhauh”m
Houcze, e.g. the ilontzecl bronch wishes . aublish notiges but
not TC\oltJ of mbeulnmﬁ while Chethem House »ublishes fgwolus
ot certein meetings in ic¢s journal "Intzsrn-cionsl Afici:s"™ which
is open to sublie subseriizcion. Is 1¢ nerhaps desirsble for




