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FREEDOM OF INFORMATION (E/CN.4/814 and Add.l; E/CN.4/L.580, 1.581, L-582) 
(continued) 

Mr. BEAUFORT (Netherlands) said that he was not certain that the UNESCO 

report fully met the requirements which had been stated in General Assembly 

resolution 1313 (XIII). Although an excellent study of the present situation 

and needs, it did not appear to provide an adequate basis for further action. 

The report referred in paragraph 62 to the possibility of e~tablishing 

regional paper production centres. His delegation would be interested to learn 

what a'ction the Food and Agriculture Organization planned to take in that 

connexion. 

Mr. MADSEN (Denmark) remarked that the Director-General of UNESCO was 

to be commended for the excellent report he had submitted. Freedom of information 

posed no problem for tenmark, but his Government would support any effort to 

promote the development of information media in the under-developed countries. 

Mrs. BAKER (Women's International League for Peace and Freedom) said that 

the Women's International League had hoped that the Commission might pay some 

attention to the content of information and not concern it3elf solely with the 

techniques of its dissemination. She was pleased to note that several 

representatives held ·similar views. 

Freedom of information should be developed and guarded even more by voluntary 

than by governmental forces. Too often, developed countries with highly perfected 

information media had produced information that was not educational, that did not 

serve the truth and that was even destructive of national character. In the under

developed countries, non-governmental organizations could, as they did in the 

·advanced. countries, play a vital role in preventing censorship abuses and excessive 

Government control of info~tion. The Commission should aim to promote a sense 

of civic responsibility among the peoples of the under-developed countries and not 

assume that mere competence in information techniques could bring. freedom of 

information to those areas. In its concentration on the technical aspect of 

freedom of information, the UNESCO report was perhaps of more value to the 

Technical Assistance Administration than to the l;mmission on Human Rights. 

Mr. Ia,tJTZNICK (United states of America), introducing draft 

resolution E/CN.4/L.580,said that he fully syrrpathized with the view expressed by the 

I ... 
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(Mr. Klutznick, United States) 

preceding speaker. However, the draft had been prepared by the co-sponsors within 

the framework of item 7 of the Comrnission 1 s agenda and in the light of the UNESCO 

report. He believed that the minimum information facilities recommended in 

paragraph 87 of that report constituted a realistic target which the Commission 

should endorse. 

Operative paragraph 3 had been drafted, with the welcome assistance of several 

delegations, in order to emphasize the duty and obligation of the advanced countries 

to assist the less developed countries in overcoming their difficulties in the 

field of information. Operative paragraph 4 reproduced, in concise form, the 

principal recommendations of the UNESCO report and presented them, not in a spirit 

of paternalistic guidance, but rather as ideas suggested for consideration by the 

Governments of the under-developed countries. The words "taking into account the 

over-all financial needs of the country" had been added to the recommendation in 

operative sub-paragraph 4 (f) because some delegations had suggested that tariff 

and fiscal policies affecting the development of information media should not 

be reviewed in isolation. 

Mr. PAZBWAK (Afghanistan) stated that the sponsors of draft 

resolution E/CN.4/L.580 were to be commended for their initiative. During the 

general discussion he had expressed appreciation of the report submitted by 

UNESCO and he could not therefore criticize the draft resolution as it embodied 

the principal recommendations of that report. 

However, he felt that the wording of the draft resolution was lacking in 

certain respects. All the recommendations, with one exception, were addressed to 

the Governments of under-developed countries, but they were merely a statement 

of needs, of which those countries were already fully cognizant. The draft 

resolution made no suggestion about methods of meeting those needs. His delegation 

had therefore submitted certain amendments (E/CN.4/L.582), calling for some 

rearrangement of and additions to the text. The recommendations put forward by 

UNESCO should, in his view, be placed at the beginning of the operative part of 

the resolution. •espite the addition of the words "taking into account the over

all financial needs of the country" in sub-paragraph 4 (f), he would, on the whole, 

prefer the deletion of that sub-paragraph. 

I . .. 
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(Mr. Pazhwak, Afghanistan) 

The additional operative paragraph proposed in point 6 of his amendments 

called for further action which was needed if Economic and Social Council 

resolution 718 (XXVII) and General Assembly resolution 1313 (XIII) were to be 

fully implemented. 

Mr. ARRAIZ (Venezuela) congratulated the co-sponsors of' draft 

resolution E/CN.4/L.580, and thanked them in particular for having included 

operative paragraph 3· His delegation supported the comments made and amendments 

suggested by the Afghan representative, including the deletion of operative sub

paragraph 4 (f). If that sub-paragraph was to be retained, he suggested that 

the words nthe review of their tariff and fiscal policies with a view to 

facilitating" should be replaced by the words "facilitation of". 

Subject to those comments, he would support the joint draft resolution, 

but he felt that, in addition to adopting the draft, the Commission should also 

recoiTJmend that the UNESCO report should be sent to Governments for study, as 

there was much of interest in it besides the recommendations. 

Mr. VELLODI (India) said that his delegation had some difficulty in 

accepting the joint draft resolution in its present form. Economic and Social 

Council resolution 718 (XXVII) requested UNESCO to prepare the report on which the 

joint draft resolution was based; but operative paragraph 2 (b) of Council 

resolution 718 II (XXVII) also requested the Secretary-General to prepare a 

substantive report for submission to the Council in 1961 on developments in the 

field of freedom of information since 1954. For some reason difficult to 

understand there was no provision for the submission of that substantive repo1~ 

to the Commission. Thus, the Commission was about to make a recommendation to 

the Council based on a part only of resolution 718 (XXVII). In those 

circumstances, it might be better not to anticipate the Council's action at the 

present stage. 

~oreover, the main purpo~e of resolutinn 718 (X):VII) vas to er.able the Econ~mic 

and Social Council to implement General Assembly resolution 1313 (XIII); but the 

joint draft resolution contained no programme of concrete action as envisaged by 

the General Assembly. Operative paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 made tentative suggestions 

for action, but they did not go far enough. Some provision should be made for a 

I ... 
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follow-through. In that connexion, the statement in annex B of the report of 

the Committee on Freedom of Information (E/CN.4/762, paragraph 17) was pertinent: 

"It is not possible to ascertain precisely the extent to which Governments 

have taken into account the suggestions for action or the extent to which 

Governments, separately or jointly, have studied the possibility of 

'encouraging the development of existing, and the establishment of new and 

independent radio broadcasting facilities, news agencies and other information 

enterprise'. One is tempted to question the value of such exhortations where 

provision is not made for intensive implementation or 1 follow-through 1 ." 

He supported the amendments proposed by the Afghan representative 

(E/CN.4/L.582), and in particular the proposal to request UNESCO to prepare a 

report to the Commission on the difficulties with which the under-Q~veloped 

countries were confronted in the development of their national informotion media. 

The information and experience acquired by UNESCO in preparing the report now 

before the Commission would be of value in preparing such a study. 

Mr. CHENG PAONAN (China) supported all but sub-paragraph (f) of operative 

paragraph 4 of the joint draft resolution. Sub-paragraph (g) should be read in 

conjunction with the Convention on the International Right of Correction and 

the Convention on Freedom of Information. Those Conventions, when adopted, would 

furnish the basis for such professional associations. 

Discussion had revealed some difficulty in accepting sub-paragraph 4 (f). He 

understood that by a review of tariff policies was meant mainly the reduction of 

tariff barriers on the importation of newsprint and equipment needed for maes 

media of information. The free flow of information within a country was not, 

however, a question of tariff policy and went beyond the bounds of fiscal policy. 

It was more closely related to the development of certain industries manufacturing 

equipment for information media. However, fiscal policy in many under-developed 

countries had a bearing on such matters as postage and cable rates. 

He felt that the Universal Postal Union and the International Telecommunication 

Union could take some useful measures, as international postage and cable rates 

affected the free flow of information between countries. Operative paragraph 5 of 

the draft resolution should therefore mention those two agencies specifically, and 

also the Food and Agriculture Organization, since the question of wood pu1p for 
I . .. 
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paper production was highly relevant. As some of the measures envisaged in 

operative paragraph 5 were not designed to meet needs, he suggested the deletion 

of the words "meet 11 and "needs of" in that paragraph. 

Mr. CASSIN (France) said that two alternatives had been proposed: one 

was to take no &ction at all on the UNESCO report, the other was to recommend s 

programme of concrete action without examining the substantive report which was 

forthcoming. His delegation was suggesting a third approach, namely, that the 

UNESCO report should be circulated to all Governments for their observations and 

that the Commission should indicate to the Economic and Social Council that it 

had been unable to complete its task without the substantive report, which it 

hoped to consider at its eighteenth session. Accordingly, he was proposing an 

amendment (E/CN.4/L.58l) on those lines to the joint draft resolution 

(E/CN.4/L-580). 

All countries should be asked to co~operate in meeting the urgent requirements 

of the under-developed countries and the Governments of the latter should be 

addressed in the first instance because it was for them, as Governments of 

independent nations, to decide what should be done. The provision of aid to those 

countries should not be allowed to provoke the cry of neo-colonialism. It should 

not be forgotten, moreover, that there were newly independent countries, such 

as Senegal, whose information media were more highly developed than those of 

countries which had been independent for a much longer time. It was the duty 

of all States to help the under-developed countries in their difficulties, but 

such assistance must be disinterested and must respect their freedom. 

Sir Samuel HOARE (United Kingdom) said his delegation was not ready at 

the present stage to comment on the issues raised by the French and Indian 

representatives regarding the inadequacy of the joint draft resolution 

(E/CN.4/L.580). In any case, it would be difficult for the Commission to expand 

that text in order to meet the desire expressed by the General Assembly in 

resolution 1313 (XIII) that the Council should formulate a programme of concrete 

e~t.:!cn since th0 only materietl bGfore it vras the present report. 

Turning to the draft resolution itself, he agreed with the Afghan 

representative that its main recommendations were addressed to the under-developed 

countries and therefore that operative paragraph 3, which was addressed to the 

developed countries, should become the last paragraph. 
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In operative paragraph 4 the use of the word nencouragen in the introductory 

phrase seemed to have given rise to some difficulty. It might be better to adopt 

the wording used in the recorr®endations put forward by u~SCO (E/CN.4/8l4, 

paragraphs 311- 335)) and say that the Governments of the under-developed countries 

"might consider the possibility ofn carrying out the measures listed. In any case, 

it seemed inappropriate to repeat UNESCO's recommendations without acknowledging 

their source and at the same time modify their wording and introduce a new wording 

(sub-paragraph 4(f) which seemed to meet with objections from representatives of 

the under-developed countries. It might therefore te wiser merely to commend the 

UNESCO report and its recommendations to the careful consideration of Governments 

of Member States without attempting to summarize them. An additional phrase, 
11 and in particular to the under-developed countriesn, might be inserted in order 

to stress the point on which all delegations appeared to be agreed, namely, that 

the recommendations were primarily addressed to such countries. If the Commission 

preferred to spell out each recommendation made by UNESCO, then operative 

paragraph 4 might read: nRecommends that the Governments of the under-developed 

countries give consideration to the possibilities suggested in the report, as 

follows: n and then the series of UNESCO recommendations could be listed. 

The drafting of the resolution would be improved if in operative paragraph 3 

the words n give their co-operathm so far as possible towards meetingn were 

substituted for the words nco-operate in meeting" and in operative paragraph 5 

the words nthe authorities ofn v.-ere inserted before the words nthe United Nations 

Expanded Programme of Technical Assistance". 

Mr. Ph.ZHW.I'.K (Afghc.nist:ln) coul:l nJt o.t;ree with the wcrdir:g suggested 

by the United Kingdom representative for operative paragraph 4. It was not enough 

merely to corr~end the UNESCO recomffiendations to the careful consideration of 

Governments. Governments ~ere perfectly aware of their needs and had carefully 

studied them. What should te put in the draft resolution was advice on how those 

needs should te met in practice. 
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In operative paragraph 3 the important point was that Governments should 

co-operate with the under-developed countries in meeting their urgent 

requirements; the actual wording could perhaps be worked out by the United Kingdom 

and the United States delegations. 

The French representative had observed that many countries which had long 

been independent were more backward in the field of information media than some 

newly independent States. Afghanistan was a good example of such a country, 

although it should be made clear that its backwardness was attributable not to 

the fact that it had actually been colonized but to the fact that it had devoted 

so much of its energy to fighting off the colonialists. In any case, the question 

of colonialism was a delicate subject which should be avoided in discussing the 

draft resolution before the Commission. 

Miss KAMAL (Iraq) thought that the draft resolution "Yras generally 

satisfactory, but she agreed with the criticisms which had been voiced by the 

Afghan and Indian representatives. In particular, she supported the additional 

paragraph proposed by Afghanistan (E/CN.4/L.582, point 6). In operative 

paragraph 5 she suggested that the words "their national information media" should 

be substituted for the words "information media in these countries". UNESCO had 

produced an excellent report, but it was the Commission's task to formulate 

specific proposals. Governments were well aware of their needs; their difficulty 

was to overcome the financial problems involved. 

The French representative had raised an important point in questioning 

w•ether the joint draft resolution met the requirements of General Assembly 

resolution 1313 (XIII) but it might be better for the Commission to concentrate 

on the recommendations in the UNESCO report rather than to detract from their 

importance by adopting the French arrendments (E/CN.4/L.58l). 

Mr. MC"SOZ<2.':_ (Union of Soviet Socialist RepubLics) said that the 

Corr@ission should not forget that the question before it was closely bound up 

with that of colonialism and that the backwardness of many newly independent 

countries in the field of information media was due to colonialist exploitation. 

I ... 
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He fully supported the criticisms of the joint draft resolution which had teen 

expressec by the Afghan, IndianJ Iraqi and Venezuelan representatives and felt 

that the text should be amended so as to meet fully their respective points of 

view. As the Afghan representative had pointed out, everything should be done to 

strengthen the national information media of the under-developed countries. He 

found it difficult to comprehend the import of the French arr.endments; the 

substantive repart in question was surely a matter for the Economic and Social 

Council rather than for the Commission on Human Rights. 

Mr. VELLODI (India) failed to understand why that substantive report 

was not to be sent to the Commission on Human Rights. He agreed with the French 

representative that the Commission should have all the necessary information at 

its disposal before making recownendations to the Council, but he felt some 

anxietylest the course suggested in the French amendments might lead to undue 

delay. 

Mr. CASSIN (France) replied that it was not the intention of the French 

amendments to cause any delay but merely to ensure that the Commission had all 

the facts before it. 

Mr. KLu~ZNICK (United States of America) thought that there might have 

be~n good reasons why the Council had adopted the course set out in its 

resolution 718 (XXVII). The difficulty might perhaps be solved by informal 

consultations between the Chairman of the Corr~ission and the President of the 

Council. His delegation would be reluctant to support any resolution which 

implied that the Council had not discharged its obligations towards the 

Commission. 

Mr. CASSIN (France) thought the Commission might adopt a separate 

resolution expressing the hope that the Council would transmit to it the 

substantive report mentioned in Council resolution 718 (XXVII). 

Mr. VELLODI (India) recalled that that resolution had been adopted onthe 

recommendation of the Commission. He agreed with the French representative that 

the substantive report would be extremely valuable to the Commission, but doubted 

whether any useful purpose would be served if the Council discussed that report 

I ... 
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at its next session and then transmitted it to the Commission. The proper procedure 

surely would be for the Coffimission to discuss it first. 

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said his delegation 

also entertained doubts concerning the seQuence pr~posed in the French amendments. 

He hoped that the French delegation would not press its amendments or that the 

problem could be salved, as the United States representative had suggested, by 

informal discussions. 

The meeting rose at 5.45 p.m. 




