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Eight months separate us from the time when the first session began its
work., That is why before I begin to discuss the concepts of freedom of
information and of the nress I would like to dwell on the decisions of the
first session of this Sub-Commission, on the effect produced by those
decisions, and on some new circumstances that arose in the period between the
two sessions of this Sub-Commission.

It seems to me that zt the first session the Sub-Commission the latter
did not adont a correct decision not having determined the basic tasks of the
press. The Sub-Commission concentrated its major attention on secondary
technicel guestions rather than political ones and thereby, I think, placed
itself in a very difficult position.

As you undoubtedly remember at one of the meetings of the Sub-Commission,
on Mey 26, 1947, I introduced = proposal concerning the definition of the
basic tasks of the press, to be inserted into the agenda of the World
Conference. This task was formulated as follows: struggle for the princinles
of democrecy, for exposing the remmants of fasclsm and the eradication of
fascist ideology, for the decisive and dailly exposure of the enciters of war
and the working out of effective measures against those organs of information
and the press, which engage in enciting towards aggression; the develoopment
of friendly relations emong nations; aid to the solution of problems of
economic, social and humanitarien character and also the development of
respect toward rights of men and toward baslc freedoms for all, without
distinction of race, sex, language and religion.

?ﬁm&h ﬂ @éfinition of the basic tesk of the press and its inclusion as
one of the poipts of the agenda of the Vorld Conference would undoubtedly have

30 : :
a&zﬂ!@gxnwmus significance, and every person respecting progress cnd

--."fdemocracf would have supnorted such & course for the press with great
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satisfaction, This nronosal of mine had a most immedieste Ptearing on the
purnose for which the second session was to cssemble: that is, it related
directly to the concepts of freedom of information and of the press, to the
rights and duties, which must be included in the concept of freedom of
informction.

A rumber of representatives came out against such o definition of the
tasks of the press. After some hesitation and confusion voices hegan to be
heard at the Sub-Commission, voices encouraged and supported by some one,
to the effect, that it does not mske sense to struggle with tkc remrcrts of
fascism, that "fascism is an indefinite and out dated concept, that fascicm
is an ebstract concent," etc... Neither Mr. Mackenzie, nor Professor Chafee
wanted to have the press expose the remnants of Tascism and the fascist bundits
still dreaming of revenge, did not want the press to expose the inciters of
wer. There burst out e flood of demagogy in which all those proposals were
drowvned, to the detriment of common sense, to the detriment of muzzling of
the inciters of wer end the exposure of the remnants of the fascist cut-
throats.

Events of the past months heve confirmed, thet our opponents were wrong.
The facts of 1life have confirmed that having refused to fight against the
remants of fascism and undertoke the exposure of the inciters to war the
Sub-Commission first of all displeyed weekness and obJjectively encouraged

the inciters to wer, who hang out in the press, to even greeter activity, and
rloced itself in o most ewkward position, beceuse a few months hence the

General Assembly adopted resolutions, directed ageinet the inciters to wur

and untruthful communications.

Even more than that, In the course of the work of the first session oi the
Sub=Commiesion end the session of the Economic Council various utterances
appeared in the American and English press presenting the matter in a fashion
that the American end English representatives in the United Nations asllegedly
are inspired by noble motives (having refused to expose the inciters to war
and the remmants of fascism) in defining true freedom of the press and
information, while the representatives of other countries were portrayed by
the American press, as people, who encroech on the freedom of the press and
guide the press towards an incorrect course.

That press tried to chow that only it, the Anglo-Americen nress is
ideally free, while the press of other countries was portrayed and still is
portrayed as not free, as controlled, etc...

All this is not only surprising, but it is truly monstrous. The facts
of life have demonstrated, in the course of a relatively short pericd o time,

who was right and who was wrong.
/Since when
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Since when hes the exptbure of the imciters to wer become an injust
course? Since when and accdBding to whose concepts has the exposure of the
reunants of fascism to be portreyed ms an unnecessary and Incorrect task
and fascism itself as an sbsiract cancept?

What took place after the close of the work of the first session of the
Sub-Cormission? Has the situation changed for the betiter? It seems thet it-
has not! The inciters of a new war have noticeably become more active. The
still existing fascist nests have noticeably geined vitality. They place
great hopes in the disagreements among the pgreat powers. They are activizing
their work, they are bullding new plans.

In the big press of the United States there 1ncreaued the number of
utterances inciting to a new war. A more active inciting of mistrust among
peoples has bequn. The inciters to war in the sphere of the press, radio anc
cinema have begun to apreal, without reluctance, for preparation for war,
for the dispatch of troops to other countrles, for the use of threats.

They eppeel to carry out the policy, they find necessary by the force
of arms, by way of threats of interference in the affairs of other countries.
All this is sufficiently well known to us.,

The head of the Soviet delegation at the last session of the General
Assembly of the United Nations, A. Y. Vyshinsky, in his speech of
September 18, 1947 unveiled and showed to the entire world the inciters of
a nev war, their methods, their desires and the dangers which they bring
to the world. The heads of other delegations also spoke of this at length
and convincingly.

The General Assembly adopted & special resolution, condemning the
inciters of & new war, condeming untruthful communications (see documents
AfC.1/428 and A/C.3/180).

But the inciters of war have as yet not desisted. -As before they
utilize the press towards théir ends, knowing that the press is a mighty
weapon of propagenda,. a mighty weapon for influencing the mass.

- They: continue sowing mistrust eméng peoples, spreading lies and
misinformation, appealing for armement, for wer. The Hearst newspapers have
long ago chosen the incitement of mistrust and appeals to war as their
prinoiple specialty. After Hearst, there follow the others. To please
their owners, newspaner syndicates and individual so-cnlled Journalists
daily spread lies and appeal for var, .

You cen find such examples nearly in any large newspaper, publisched in
the United States of America.

Such are the facts. They do not favour the decision of the flrat
session of the Sub-Commission that worked on the problem of an agenda for the
World Conference on freedom of information and press. Gentlemen and

[oxperts; lies
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experts; lies, misinformation and the pr%ﬁganda of war do not 'fcic'ilitatc
collaboration. In spite of the difi’arant Byst.ems, the great: powera can
suceessfully collaborate. ' mEL B
The Concept of the Fieedom of Information

M. President, T listened attentively to the stitements of ‘experts
concerning the concept of freedom of information ‘and the pre"s and with due
- attention read all the do¢uments issued relating ts’ this question_. writ'l:en

by verious members of the Sub-Commiséion., =~ :

First of all the views presonted contain one gcneral line a.nd hencc 5
from my point of view, a common shcrtcoming.

- Vhet is this shortcoming? * T
; .The detachment of the vievws ‘expressed concerning 'the.jcdr"xcept of
freedom of information from reality, from the facts of life, from ”
copgtemporary conditions, from'what goes on in the worlfl, their qp'stréctness.

. Accopding to the conception of some representdtives froedom of

information presents itself us o moad in itself. ‘TFreedom for frecdom’s
sake and for nothing olse, such an idea of freedom is an empty phrasc.

In reclity this is freedom for a few monopolists of the pross and
means, of comumication, who have at their disposel printing prasue &, paper,
hroadcasting stotions; moving picture studios, and press 'agcncioa ’ to
pervert. the news in their intercsts, to trade in news, as one trades in
tobacco G__prroducts,_ and derive from this a profit. - a1 1 S

What is represented by the concept-of tho freedom of "informationtof :
Mr. Cruikshenk, presonted in his docvment  which Me, Maockenzic offess 1o

o, B

accept as a basls for discussion?

_ Tfns i.: not o bad example of how one can ddtach oneself from rcality.
The docuuent of Mr. Cruikshenk is floating in the clouds, it is a classichl
exaple. of chstraction. : : o ' '

In. division, 1 under points 1 and 2 'of general: definitions he statess
"Le. Every person is.free to publich and express his ddeas by wo:‘d of

. , mouth, in writing, fhrough forms of ert or any other meanms.

2,_;_ '.Ever& pérsoﬁ is free to receive. ond spread any Kind of information 5

i“CIuding facts, as well as critical comments on’booksy newspaper

“articles and statements by v;ord of mouth, and. mpke use of all
i+ lawful means of commi'cuﬁlon. o ca y :

Thicugh these tws pointe M. Cnﬂksha.nk Q:an'ts cltisens tb;a "eroodont”
to publish, rececive and ﬂprea.d, m.'l.nd. you, any kind of, in.fomatiqp. - PXease
note - cnf kind of 1Aformation. s S, . e o b

This is cxcoptionglly generous, But a.fter auch aenerosi-ty can & man,
who has 1o means, , zin materiai 'ba.,o and somtimes no -educatien, publish and

Jexpresg his - ..

et LY,
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cxpress his idenas? Cen after this anyonc who so would dosirc, reccive and
spread information? Can that be done by millions of workers and
“intellectuals, who only cain their means of subsistonce?

0f coursc, thoy can not. ’

Vhat docs the freedom of Mrs Cruikshank moan for them, the frecdom
"to publish, rcceive and communicate idcas?" It does not mean a thing,
gentlemen. An cmpty sound, a-play on words. The froedom of Mr., Cruikshank
will be utilized and is made usc of by single individuals, who have at
their disposal tclegraph acgencics, nowspepers, radio stations, printing
presses and moncy. They will make usc of it and doing so in their own
interests and no ane can tell them otherwise, What is new in the concept
of Mrs Cruikshank? Absolutcly nothing., It is old demagogy.

But one should not forget one other generosity of Mr. Cruikshank,

He awards with the right to publish and communicate any information, and
this means the right to incitec to war, to incite race hatred, to sprcad
the ideas of fascism, Noto, that ho has no limitations. 1Is that bad for
the remmonts. of fascism? Ie that bad for the inciters of o new war, who
want to enrich thomselves from furnishing armaments, who want to complicate
the rclationships among peoples?

Who will moke use of this xight? First of all thoce who have the
printing presses and paper, broadcasting stations and news agonciés, thosc
that have the money.

. Does not Mr. Crulkshank know, how difficult it is to start a
newspaper without money? How hard it is to start cven a tiny peper, not
cvon for a single worker or teacher, but for a werkers organlzation with
sevoral thousand meuwbers. It is siwply impossible. In the Unlted States
somc pcople who had even up to severel millions dollars tried to do so and
went bankrunt, They woere squeezed out. One can clte many such examples.

Ve give Mr. Kruckshank the freedom to start in London or Bostén such
-an agency, as the Associated Press. Try to do so0.- '

In the third point Mr., Cruikshan¥ srlready limits the frecdom of spoech
and information. In that point he worries ovér the inmterests of national
socurity, over .o change through forcc and violence of the system of -
government, he worries over the fact that thore should not bc any ﬁrcspuro
on the courts, that no other persons should be libelcd and defa.mcd._ But
herc as well he forgot to limit the Bpreading of roce hm:.red , of incitcmont
to war, untruthful communications concerning other peoples and statcs.

In division C "Private side of the question" he also makes stra.nge
conclusion particularly in the paragrﬂ.ph, where it 1s said:

' ' ~ /"....the utilization
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Miinr the #611zation and evailobility of varlous mass mchns of
coommni®ation, but not their ownership, are thorofore thc basic
problem in‘céhhoction with the protection of frecdom of information.”
You arc mistaken, My, Cruikshank? - ' b
Tyy to maké'use of the broadcasﬁing station of mny company if thot

“ happens to bo wnprbfitable for-such a company, and you will abcndon such
‘a conclusion. Thé argumentations of Mr, Cruikshefl ‘nro Just solid fog,
whicH Bovers up' "thé: surreptious introduction of favourable coadié{on for
“he tactivitics of ‘the kings of the press, the impunity of eany type of
"propaganda, inclu&inﬂ the incitement of mistrust among peoPlcs and the
propagenda’in Pavour of ‘war, a fog which is in turn shiclded by tbe high
“oundiﬁg -statement on the frcedom S dnforidtida. v
' 6w a few remarks relaotive to the conceﬁtiéh of freedom of specch of
the ‘éxpért from the  Uaitcd States Profes 6:‘ Chafé’e, uhiéh 15 givcn :tn
document EFON{L/Sub,1/325 - bt '
¥ I T% 1o vory pleasant to converse Hith—the prﬁfcssor ond to rcaa his
‘books; e ean clearly formulate tnoughts, hos o sense of hutior and
L froquehtty uses historical cxommlés) but his argumentations containcd in
the document concerned with frcedom of informnt1on, are very thngled up and
&ontraﬁIGEOry. Werc onc to acoept i conception, the pre*s will tnﬁn
servb—bnly those to whom it bclongs, “triie freedom of tne preas Jill be mcde
usce of by only the largc rnonopolists of industry and means of *nformation
and inciters of a new war will concluc'b 'bhcir ‘activities with impuni
' “Here is an example. To supnort hiu thougrt that one should not foar
' £ho ‘miotEe ‘of freedbm of speedh Profeéssor Chafee brings forth quatations
‘from Fustice Brandols,’ It thls quctation proper? Ham not much canngcd
‘From the days when it was written? Why did hc need this quotutlon? why
Was 1t necossary to bring in this good numc when 1t doeqn’t fit? Vhether
obJectively or' vubjécti?ely, but the professor has ta&en tha wrong gath and
that is exqctly wator undor the mill of fascist and pew inciters of war.
"Thits professor; atebdding o yoi 1£® avpcars Ehaf the?propaganda of a now
‘wir is only z misus§of Fhlocadn “6f speéch’a ma.nifcsta‘ﬁion of evil and. that
it will bo drowned out fH the’chorus of Sensfble ?oiccg. For | you, profc:sor
‘a'big specialist ‘1n/’the 1at snd the press, ‘suéh ndivete 1s unforgimble.
You. Jmow who owns {the {ress in. the: United Statesof Americd, what its
_monopelist owners want. -They.omn and glreddy heve brought ‘war propaganda
to @ level of hysteriay -suppressing sohox . voices.  Inthelr. actions “the
large monopolists of 'industry an@ the prossiguide themselves least of all
by wmoral cgnsideratigns: i . doawnoton nad gl Ulna i 1 3 =

* Defending freedom of specch abstractly, you place yourself, whether

fyou want to

Y £ 3
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you went to or not, on the side of defanding-freedom of speech for the
inciters of hatred, and of emmity ambhg pobples, you enter the path of
defending freedom of speech for the inclters of a wew wor. Yov Ymow whet
strencth end whet material base is possessed in the United States by the
- sober -heads, which you refer to, jou know, how many newspapers, news
egencies, and broadcasting stations belong to workers and their organizetions,

You undoubtedly would be indignant if some one in the press were to
appeal for the murder of a concrete individusl and you undoubtedly were
indignent, beceuse such cases did take place in the press of the : .
United States. But when reactionaries propagandize through the press in
favour of & new wer, appeeling for mass murder, you do not object, but on
the contrery defend their freedom of action in the press.  This, professor,
is suger water liberalism that has long ¢ .utlived its - dey.

A few words ebout freedom in genereal,

Professor Chafee s well as other representetives who, expressed
themselves in my opinion male an importent mistalke speaking of some kind
of sn unlimited freedom. I do not share such views. All this is done,
I think,_fo; show. Who of all people, but certainly not the representatives
of the United States should be talking ebout unlimited freedom of the press.
Stfictly spealing unlimited, ebsolute freedom never existed and does not
exigt in eny country. Through the entire course of humen history there
gxisted definite restrictions on the freedom of people. In civilized
gociety therc are corresponding laws, These lews limit the will of separate
individuels, directed to.do herm to other people and society as a whole.
Discbedience to lew, the manifestation of ones will be one or the other
~ person or group of people to the detriment of society - 1s a crime and for
this one used to punish end does punish in any country. Al Capone wanted
to rob and kill without restriction and he was locked up in Alcetraz. In
the same fashion one .should stop criminels of international scope, who
incite to war, to mass purders, end that will only benefit humanity. The
_ principle of absolute and unlimited freedom of the will of man has never
and nowhere existed, It is an empty phrase.

Freedom of Informetion end Internaetional Collaboration

One can not argue ebout the freedom of information and the press
abstrecily, not taking into account the interests of millions .of people.’
One can not decide problems sbout frdedom and even unlimited freedom of
information, outside of time and spacs, to decide them in [70NOral.
Investigeting such problems it is imperative to begin with the concrete
historicel situastion, to start out from what is wanted in this period by the
overwhelming majority of people, The overwhelming majority of the population

' [of the globe
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of the globe now wents peace, friendly relations, good trade, cxchange of
achiievements in the fields of science and culture,. geperal progress,
freedon and indepeandence. - - ; ; .
TlLe* peoyle have shed much bloed in the Second World War for freedom and
‘deperdence end now, as never-before, the peoples strive.for peace, Only
a truly firm end long peace will give humanity an actuel possibility to heel
the wounds of war fost, tc raisc the cultursl lovel and to move forward on
the rord. to further progress. 3
Higtory teaches us that peace can.be secured ornly through frianﬂlj
- colleboration emeng peoples, in the first place, among the great powers, whosc
: co=ordingted ections in the Second.World War broucht us to victory over
Hitlerite Cermeny end militarist Japen, Life has demonstrated to us the
singuler fruitfulness-of such collgboration of greet:powers and every person,
even with a minimum of understanding of historicel events and current
politics, understands what role is pleyed by the press. in the cause of
strengthening collaboration among peoples, in the cause of exposing the
ireiters 'of & new wer, It is impossible to over-velue the role of the press
in this question. The preks is the greatest instrument of educeticn for
friéndly relations, a mighty weapon of evercising influence over millions
‘of ‘peorle. If the fress portrays events truthfully end honestly, without
111-4111, ‘without prejudice, it Pacilitates the strengthening of peace and
frieridship, if, on the contrary, the press parverts reality in the interests
of* the .enemies of peace, in the interest of the: enrichment of a small group
o pvenrle - I% cnciucs lamired .among peoples; widens the sphere of the conflict
dends to war. . . s R T
You undovbtedly remember whet a singulerly negative role was pleyed by
tlhie Anglo-fmericen end French press in the pre-war years, .in the yeers of
lMunich, when 1t .engeged deily in yreise of Hitlerite Germany ‘and in baiting
the Soviet. State. - The reactionary newspapers of these countries purvertod
-Soviet reglity end.the peace-loving policy of the Soviet State. This press
- concealz=d ell the: eeonomic and political, achievements of the Soviet Unicn.
The press sheded out the true danger of aggression fnom the forces: of the
noterious . a.xis" a.nd. incessantly infleted the myth about "Sovlet expansion”.
The war. that begen with Hitlerite Germany ' closed the mouths of the
_slanderers, Vhile the wer lasted it, wes hard:for them to prevent:facts and
powr myd, et the Soyiet Union. The literating role-of the Soviet people in
this wexr was too obvious to every man, to millions of people. lNillions of
reople in the entire yorld admire the breyery.of the Soviet fighters, the
unity of the Scviet iae.qplp,”fchjeiz‘- high moral guelities., The bravery.showmn
by Gw.gt :ightt;;s_ end the advantages dt_a:;;gnstra.ted‘by the Soviet system
i3 | /arrested
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arrested the riverc of lies and misinformation, which were diligently
generstad in the course of twenty-five vea.rs. But even in those dﬂ“s,

and thet we ere forced to note, when the Soviet IiahtEIS near Stallnbrﬁd
wvere deciding the cutcome of the Second World War, when they were breaXing
the stiff beck of Hitler's wer nachine, the haoters of the Sov:et state and
pertisans of Hitler, like Villien Randolph Hearst end his hirelings, Like
various Karl von faigantu, strived to throw mud at the Soviet Union, strived
to 1libel our axriy and sav wmlstrust amons the ellies, to injure our commen
cause, to aid Fltler, by ut*l;zinf the difference in ocur econom:c sy stems.

Barely had tlie lest battle for Berlin died dowm, barely were the last
battles of the Second Werid War oveér, as once esgein “herc begen the old
campaisn of insinueting end lies against the Coviat Qtate; against the
Soviet people, the cempaizn known to all and boring to mos t, groundless,
fruitless end without eny justificetion. Slander against the Soviet Union
becane the rrincipel specialty of owners of large newspepers, of all kinds
of Heersts and McCormicks, it becsme the proposition of mercenary journalists,
vho wented to malie capital ocut of ineiting of hatred among people.

As you see histofy repeats itself. It reyecats itself at the epense
of mutual underctanding, agrinst log*c, to the &etriment of milllons of
people. What is the matter, what is all this for, what ceuscs such ections,
which ere unintellicont, founded on nething, based only on "ou51p of a veuel,
but powerful press? What is at the bottom of these Lhenumena. Savege
hatred, gentlemen, It blinds the eyes, it dulls the brain. Whether you
want to agree with this, whether you want to give it thought éf not, thet
is your businecs, but it is a fact, a non-controvertible fact.

All thece lies hamper the estaﬁliéimant of real end possible
colloboration. This coues sbout beceuse the press belonss to single units,
large monopolies. ‘These units because of savege hatred do not went reel
mutual urderstending end collsboration, All this becan#e hétﬁeen theories

1

of "freedom of the press" aud the actusl situation of the froedem of the
press there is a deep ebyss, In the United Stutes there does.not exist a
single daily newspéper, thet would helong_fo trade unions; The trede unions
heve only inadequete weekly bulletins., There exist here 1iterally'only a
few progressive newspapers, which lead & precarious existence. Such are the
fecte. '

Deternining the Tass of the Press

The determinetion of the tasks of the press has great sign*ficance.

At ‘the present time the press will iive up to its hlrh celling, if it
will facilitate along all lines the broedening of democracy:and cerry on the
strugsle against the remnants of fascist nests, against the inciters of &

[nev wer,
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new war, i1f it will serve the cause of Universal peace and of develoyment
of friendly relations. - T : Tt IR B '

The Basic. Principal of Freedom of Informestion end tile Préss -
Gentlemen exverts: T 5

Lc the basic principel of the freedewm of informetion erd the press it
is essential to recognize fresdem of information and the press as the right
of all citizens, exclusive of per=ons who care out’ Wlt”l propagand e 4n favour
of wer and fascism in eny form. ' .

But ‘it must-be talen in%o account, that the bere proclemation of the
principal of freedom of iInformation snd the press does not as yet give uhe
people this freedom, if the broud masses of the people end their .
organizations do not have at tieir dlsposal such mate“:.hl means, '.ithout
which the actual utilization of the freedom of imomuaw.on and the press is
impossible, '

A full guarentee of the freedom of the press for the people will exist
vhen th people will have at their disposal, in public hands, modern meens
of informetien, . ' ‘

Such a fuarantee is fully ree.hzed et the rpresent time in the -'

Union of Soviet Socielist Lepublics. * ' o

But we think that in all democratic countries there exist possibilities
for a strugple against the use of informetion end the press for anti-populer
and anti-democratic ends for a strugsle in favour of honest end truthful
information, against lies end libels, egainct micinforwnticn, )

Therefore L put forth the following proposels:

1. To recomnize the freedom of the press &s the right of all citize"ls,

exclusive of persons whe come out with propagande of fascism in any

. form, witl. rropegonde of a new war.

2, To recoyuize thet full fresdom of the press and informatidlh‘c'e.n be

secured only under the condition of plecing at the dispoaal of broad

masses of peopls -and of their organizations of meterial means

necessary £or the publication of organs of the ress ‘end for tho.

functioning of other means of informetion. o

3. In localities where the organs of thé mress find theémselves in

direct dependence on private owners enc on their commerciel interesfi'sl,

to recognize the mecessity for taking effective neasures towsrde the
liguidation end prevention of prectices of direct end 1ndirect:.1'3ribery
of orgams of the press and 1nf@nae.tion, having the perverswn of the
truth as their-eim: .- : " ‘

T

/Richts and Duties
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hipkts end Duties of Orzang of Informetion end the Press
1. To consider it escential in the interest of the spreed of honest

information, to provide telegrarh agencies, newspapers and broedcasting
ccmpanies with & broad access to the sources of information and to the means
of communication on the territories of their own countries, as well as in
other countries, within bounds that are compatible with the interests of
netional security.
2. To consider essential the working out of such measures, which would
secure the increasing evailebility of the communicetion of truly honest
and objective Information.

Belying to lMeasures for Combatting the Communicetion of

Untruthful and Libelous Statements

In accordance with the thesis, that freedom assumes also a regpousibilit;

to recormend the establishment through legisletion of effective measures for
affecting owners of such orgens of the press end informeation, who communicate
untruthful eand libelous stetements egbout cther peoples and stetes.-

Oue must take a particularly strict attitude towards such wnbiuthful
communicetion, which mislead public opinions with the eim of worsening
relations among countries, provoke conflicts and incite to wer.

The Masks of the Press end Information in the Strugele for

International Peace, Security end the Development of

Friendly Belations Among Countries

1. he organizetion of the struggle for the principles of democracy, for
exposing the remmants of fascism and the eradication of fascist ideology in
ell forus,
2. IExposure of warmongers, individuals and orgenizations, throush effective
strugrle against organs of press and information which engape in inciting
to war and aggression,
3. The develoment of friendly relations among nations on the basis of
respecting the principles of independence, equality and self-determination
of peoples,
L, The fecilitation of the solution of problems of economic, social and
humenitarian character end elso the development of respect for the rights
of men and for basic freedoms for ell, irrespective of race, sex, language
and religion.

Such & conception and such tasks relative to the freedom of information
end the press will, in my opinion, bring great benefit to the common cause,
to the interests of peace and friendship among peoples.





