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Perhaps the most difficult question to answers, which, in some ways is a preliminary question, is: what exactly is an international organization? The short answer is, quite simply, that we do not know. We may, in most cases, be able to recognize an international organization when we see one, but it has so far appeared impossible to actually define such organizations in a comprehensive way.
It is common in the literature to delimit international organizations in at least some ways. One delimitation often made depends on the nature of the body of law governing the activities of the organization. If those activities are governed by international law, we speak of an international organization proper, or at least of an intergovernmental organization. If those activities are, however, governed by some domestic law, we usually say that the organization in question is a non-governmental organization; examples include such entities as Greenpeace or Amnesty International. While the activities of such entities may be international in character and they may even have been given some tasks under international law, they do not meet the usual understanding of what constitutes an international organization.
An international organization has been defined “as a forum of co-operation of sovereign states based on multilateral international organizations and comprising of a relatively stable range of participants, the fundamental feature of which is the existence of permanent organs with definite competences and powers acting for the carrying out of common aims.
In the widest sense, international organization can be defined as “a process of organizing the growing complexity of international relations; international organizations are the institutions which represent the phase of that process. They are the expressions of and contributors to the process of international organization, as well as, the significant factors in contemporary world affairs.” Further” international organizations, as institutions may come  and go in accordance with the significance of the dynamism of international  relations. But international organization, the process, exists as an established trend. It was   the stimulus of the existing process ready   at hand  that automatically led, after the collapse of the League of Nations, to the creation of new organizations like the U.N. Thus, international organization is the process by which states establish and develop format and continuing institutional structures for the conduct of certain aspects of their relationships with each other. It represents a reaction to the extreme decentralization of the traditional system of international relations and the constantly increasing complexities of the interdependence of states’’
Following are the essentials of international organization, the institution:
I.  Its origin is based on multilateral international agreement.
II.  The institution has a personality of its own, which is distinct from that of its individual members
III.  It has permanent organs which carry out common aims.
As compared to the will of all members, its organs exhibit autonomy of will.
For the international lawyer, it goes without saying that the activities of those organizations that are subject to international law will be of most interest. Usually, those organizations will have a number of characteristics in common although, in conformity with the fact that their founding fathers are relatively free to establish whatever they wish, those characteristics are not more than characteristics. The fact that they do not always hold true does not, as such, deny their value in general.
One of those characteristics is that international organizations are usually created between states, or rather, as states themselves are abstractions, by duly authorized representatives of states. This, however, doesn’t tell the whole story. For one thing, there are international organizations which are themselves members of another international organization and sometimes even founding members. The EC, thus, is a member of the FAO, and a founding member of the WTO. Still, we do not exclude the WTO and the FAO from the scope of international organizations simply because they count another organization among their members. Generally, then, it is not a hard and fast rule that international organizations can only be created by states.
Secondly, not all such organizations created by states are generally considered international organizations. States may, for example establish a legal person under some domestic legal system. Perhaps an example is the Basle-Milhouse Air-port authority, a joint venture, between France and Switzerland and governed French law.
Moreover, sometimes treaties are to be implemented with the help of one or more organs. For instance, the European Court of Human Rights is entrusted with supervising the implementation of the European Convention on Human rights. Yet, the Court is not considered to be an international organization in its own right; it is, instead, often referred to as a treaty organ.
In what exactly the distinction between an organization and treaty organ resides is unclear, and perhaps it may be argued that its importance is diminishing at any rate: scholars writing in the field of, for example environmental law, have more or less started to unite the two forms of cooperation, and use the rather generic term of “international intuitions”, as encompassing both treaty organs and international organizations. Others have pointed out that treaty organs endowed with  decision- making powers may well be international organizations in disguise,  and , in the political science literature, reference is often made to ‘international regimes’  or, again, ‘institutions’.
A second characteristic which many organizations (but again, not all) have in common is that they are established by means of a treaty, their creation was not brought about by some legal act under some domestic legal system, but was done in the form of a treaty, which international law in general terms defines as a written agreement, governed by international law. And as the treaty will be governed by international law, so too will the organization.
Not all organizations derive directly from a treaty, though. Some have been created not by treaty, but by the legal act of an already existing organization. The united Nations general Assembly, for instance has created several organizations by resolution: the united Nations industrial Development organization (UNIDO) and the United Nations children’s fund (UNICEF) come to mind, as do various institutions set up by the Nordic Council, including financial institutions such as the Nordic Investment Bank.  Indeed, the Nordic Council itself originated as a form of cooperation between the parliaments of the five sates concerned (Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Norway and Sweden), rather than being clearly treaty-based. The importance of this characteristic, then is above all to indicate that the creation of an international organizations is an intentional act. Organizations rest upon conscious decisions of the states involved; they do not come out of the blue, and are not created by accident.
That said, a describable recent tendency is to remain nebulous about intentions when creating international institutions. In recent years, organizations such as the organization for security and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE), Asia- pacific Economic Co-operation (APEC), the Arctic Council and the Wassenaar Arrangement have been established, but with all of them it remains unclear whether they indeed are to be regarded as full-blown organizations rater than, say, frameworks for occasional diplomacy, and even whether their constituent agreements constitute treaties or not. The legal status and structure of the European Union have, likewise, been subject to debate, and the G-7(or -8; the confusion is telling in itself) defies any attempt at a definition and classification.
In order to distinguish the international organization from other forms of international cooperation, another often-mentioned characteristic holds that the organization must posses at least one organ which has a will distinct from the will of its member states. Where the collectivity merely expresses the aggregate opinion of its members, giving it the legal form of an international organization would, in the extreme, be a useless act. One might as well have appointed a spokesperson.
Important though the characteristic of a ‘distinct will’ is, it is also the most difficult in terms of both practice and theory .As several authorities have noted, in practice not all organizations usually referred to as international organizations possess this characteristic. In heretical terms, the characteristic of the distinct will goes to the heart of the entire concept of international organization: the problematic relationship between the organization and its member states.
In one way, an international organization is little more than the tool in the hands of the member states, and viewed from this perspective, the distinct will of the organization is little more than a legal fiction. Yet, the international organization, in order to justify its raison d'être and is somewhat special status international law, must insist on having such a distinct will. For, otherwise, it becomes indistinguishable from other forms of cooperate, and if so, it will become extremely difficult to justify why, for example, the constituent treaties of organizations warrant teleological interpretation, as is so often claimed, or why such constituent treaties appear to possess far greater possibilities for deriving implied clauses (in the form of implied powers) from them than regular treaties are said to do.





Importance of International Organizations
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The main objective of all the international organizations has been welfare improvement of member countries. The importance of international organizations lies in the following:
1. International organizations, such as International Trade Centre and World Trade Organization, assist member countries in promoting fair trade with each other.
2. The aim of the international organizations, such as Natural Capitalism and International Development Research Centre, is to enhance sustainable economic development in the world.
3. The World Bank and Institute of International Finance are international organizations that provide monetary help to member countries.
4. The purpose of the incorporation of international organizations, such as Food and Agriculture Organisation (FAO) and World Food Programme, is to provide food security to member nations.
5. The endeavor of international organizations, such as Global Environment Facility and United Nations Environment Programme, is to ensure environmental protection.
6. The protection of human rights is ensured by international organizations, such as the International Court of Justice and Amnesty International.
7. Emergency/disaster relief is taken care of by several international organizations, such as the International Committee of the Red Cross and ReliefWeb.
8. The World Health Organization helps member countries promote health care and facilities.


Characteristics of IO’s:
 i. Membership of IO’s is always open for the sovereign states.
ii. Member states are treated equally.
iii. IO’s lack binding force
iv. It develops mutual cooperation among member states.
Objectives of IO’s:
i. To promote international peace and stability.
ii. To develop friendly relations among states and people.
iii. To promote economic stability and social progress.
iv. Promote resolution of disputes through peaceful means.
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Problems of The Congress of
Vienna

Disagreement between Russia and
Prussia on the one hand and Britain and
Austria on the other about boundary
provisions in Eastern Europe led to a
threat of renewed hostilities. The new
French government, under the restored
Bourbon d?/nasty in theJ)erson of King
Louis XVIIl, was enlisted as an ally by
the British. France was invited to send a
representative to the Congress of Vienna
and was, thereafter, involved as the fifth
great power of the Grand Alliance.
Agreement was reached avoiding war
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The League of Nations, 1920

*«The League of Nations was an
international organization,
headquartered in Geneva,
Switzerland, created after the First
World War to provide a forum for
resolving  international  disputes.
Though first proposed by President
Woodrow Wilson as part of his
Fourteen Points plan for an equitable
peace in Europe, the United States
never became a member.
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Why the League Failed

After the Abyssinian crisis, the League gradually died:
Italy left the League in 1937. Few other countries left
the  League, but all of them realised that it had failed -
instead they began to re-arm as fast as possible.
During 1938, Britain and France tried a new policy -
‘appeasement’ (negotiating directly with Hitler); this
failed in 1939 when Hitler invaded Czechoslovakia.
When war broke out in 1939, the League closed down;
its headquarters in Geneva remained empty throughout
the war.
In 1943 - at a Conference in Tehran - America, Britain
and Russia agreed to set up a new international
organisation (the 'United Nations’) when the war
finished.
On 12 April 1946, the League met in Geneva and
formally abolished itself. The British delegate, Robert
ﬁecil, said: 'The League is dead. Long live the United
ations'.
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| «The first and oldest intergovernmental
organization is the Central Commission for
Navigation on the Bhine, created in 1815 by
the Congress of Vienna.

« The Congress of Vienna was convened in
1815 by the four European powers which had
defeated Napoleon. The first goal was to
establish a new balance of power in Europe
which would prevent imperialism within
Europe, such as the Napoleonic empire, and
maintain _the peace between the great
powers. The second goal was to prevent

olitical revolutions, such as the French
evolution, and maintain the status quo.
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« It was a conference of ambassadors of European states
chaired by Austrian statesman Klemens Wenzel von
Metternich, and held in Vienna from September 1814 to
June 1815. The objective of the Congress was to
provide a long-term peace plan for Europe by settling
critical issues arising from the French Revolutionary
Wars and the Napoleonic Wars. The goal was not
simply to restore old boundaries but to resize the main
powers so they could balance each other off and remain
at peace. The leaders were conservatives with little use
for republicanism or revolution. France lost all its recent
conquests, while Prussia, Austria and Russia made
major territorial gains. Prussia added smaller German
states in the west and 40% of the Kingdom of Saxony;
Austria gained Venice and much of northern Italy.
Russia gained parts of Poland. The new Kingdom of the
Netherlands had been created just months before, and
included formerly Austrian territory that in 1830
becameBelgium:





