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THE ADEQUACY OF THE NEWS AVAILA.BLE TO THE PEOID.'S OF 

TE.E WORLD iiND THE OBSTACLES TO TEE FREE ~'LOU oF INFOm:!A'riON 

TO TEEM (E/CN .4/Sub.l/106, E/CN .4/Sub •. l/114; E/CN .4/Sub.l/121, 

E/CN.4/Sub.l/122) 

Draft of intern~~J....2od? of ethics (E/CN. 4/Sul) .1/llh): · 

Third Sectton (ccnttnued) 

1. The CEJ~r~ recalled that at the prooedinc 

meeting l4r. Jordan had proposed ·the deletion of the words 

"and legal" .from the first sentence of the second paragraph 

of the third section. It had lat~r beb~ proposed that 

the ward umoru.l" ehould also.. b& d.elatad,. ·Aecordingls 

ho invited the Sub-Oommiseion to proceed. to the vote 

on the first sentence, as :f'ollovs: 

"Full rea!Jonsibility shall be assumed for ali 
information and CoJlllOOnts published." 

Tho .f1rst sentence .£!..the second parap;raf!t ~s a.p:prE.!E~ 

in that form b~ 5 votes to one. 

The second eontenao of the second paragrapP. wag approved 

without change. 

2. . Mr. AZKOUL indicated that tho first sentence of 

the third pa.rae,raph lla.e not very well phras0d. While tho 

/publication 
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publication of information on the private life of individuals 

should be prohibited if such information was lU:.ely to herm 

their reputation, that didnot justify the conclusion that 

public curiosity was an evil in itself and that it would bo 
. . . 

a·breach of professional ethics to satisfy it. 

3. !ill". AQUIJITO stated that the dintinction between 

public interest and public curiosity was completely justified. 

For example, it ~~e perfectly l~&itimate to reveal details 

of the private life of a public s0rvant likely to prejudice 

his reputation if the purllOSe w.s to show that he was 

unfit for his office. The code shoUld, however, formally 

prohibit the publication of euch information basad only 

on a desire for sensationalism and, contrary co the ethics 

of journalism. 

He himself would prefer to have the text romain 

uncha.:nced. 

4. lvl'r. AZKOUL pointed out that if' the details "ivhich 

wer£:-; published served better to acquaint ·the public lTith 

those of their oontomporariea who~e actions or talents made 

them outstanding, such -:.. course was perfectly legitimate • 

The essential point was to avoid having tho publication of 

those details harm the individuals concerned. He 

/therefore 
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therefore formally propose4 the followlng amendment to the 

first sontonce of tho third paragraph: '''l'he rep~1tation of 

individuars shall b~ respected and news regarding .. the~r 

>". 

private lives which is likely to harm their reputation shall 

not be published 14\lees it is in the pub~ic ~nterest ••• n 

5. The CHA!RK:W put to the vote Hr •. Azkoul' a 

. proposal. 

That propose.~ ~ a.pp:oves_ bt'. 6 votes to .none with 2 

abetent~. ·· 

The second S$ntence of the third par~{r~ph was approved 

without change. 

The first sentence ot the fourth ~aragraph was approve~ 

without chanp,e. 

6. The CHAIRMAN recalled that l!Jr. Jordan had requeste,d 

the deletion of the second sentence of the fo~th paragraph. 

He had. later agreed to its retention on condition the.t the 

limitation suggested by Nr. Azkoul be added as follq\rs: 

"taking the law of the country into account". 

7. SpealciJ;l€ 1n his personal capacity, the Chairman 

expressed the view that none of the provisions of tho code 

could be considt;;red as lyinf:, outside tho province or 

national legislation. Mr. Jordan himself had opposed 

the inclusion of a similar reservation in the 

/precedinc section: 
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preceding se:ction; the same•· .al."e;1..llllli>nts applied in the caser 

of the present section: 

8. Ocviously professional secre.cy could be invoked only 

to the extent to which it :was recognized. U4"ld6l' the lau 

of various .. countries •. The inclusion of a. special·reservation 

to that effect in tho .. third section might give the erroneous 

impression that the reservation did not apply to the other 

provisions of the code. 

9. Mr. AZ.KOUL stated that the reservation was 

justified in that J?B.rticular case :because a· nUlllber of 

countries had laws limiting the right of professional secrecy 

in certain circmnstanc·es. Care ntl.tat be taken to avoid 

giving journalists the impression that the code authorized 

them to claim the ;pri v1l6f;e of professional secrecy · 

in violation of the law. 

10. ~~. AZMI did not thinl~ there need be any fear 

of creating a:n.y such impression since, a.ccordine: to the 

text, the journalist "may" invoke the privilege of· 

professional secrecy but,was not obligated to do· so. The 

text therefore did not set forth an obligation but recorded· 

one of the basic rules of professional ethics. Mr. Azmi 

objected to the inclusion of any reservation on the 

additional grounds that it should be made clear· tha·t 

journalists considered professional secrecy a primary duty 

/and looked upon 
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and looked U})cn any '1-estraint placed upon it ·~a 1Iicompat1ble) 1.;it1i 
'' ,_, --. 

conce})tion of' pl'cfessional ethics. 
. ' 

11. :r;;r. G:BRAUD concurred in the views ex:Preaeed by Mr:'t. Azmi. 

In his opinion the original text should be retained to rea:fiirin, ·at 

least implicitly, the legitilnacy of the privilege of profea~foru:i.l 

secrecy. Any journalist worthy ·of the mine was duty l1o~md: to resist 

the law if he felt that hie honour we.e at stake. The code lllUSt · 
. . . 

encourage that legitimate attitude • 

.12. 1--11:. AZKOUL pointed out to Mt: ~ Azmi that the text contained 

the words: "~y al'tmye" 1vhich mi{)ht be interpreted to mean "had the 
. .· • t . • . 

right in all circUlllStances". Much more than a efmpl.e case of 

discretion was i.._volved. Ill certain· jU'stifiable circumstances_.· · 
. . . ' . 

when required by nat!onal interest for example, the jour.nB.list' could 

perhaps be required not to respect profe~;~aional secrecy •. He 
. . 

empllasized that in seneral laws were baaed on realistic and' :Practical 

considerations which could not b~ :tgncired ev~n iuthe d.r'afting of a 

code of ethics. .· 

13. The purpose of the ·reservation was not 'to encourage journalists 

to fail to observe :Professional secrecy in countries which placed 

limitations on it, but merely to bow to the :Prctrisfons of the law 

' '. ~ . . . · . ·. 

/when considerations 
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when considerations of a higher ~rder e1roered. 

14. The CEA1R.MAN put to the vote 1-'lr. Azkoul' s :propos..."ll 

to ina:ert the words "taking the law of the cotmtry into 

accounttt at the end of the second sentence of the fourth 

paragraph. 

That proposal was adopted bl 4 votes to one, with 2 

abstentions. -
l5. IY.ir. AZKOUL pointed out that as a result of the 

adoption of the reservation regardi~3 national legislation, 

the first sentence of the fourth ~agraph had become too 

weak. It should be clearly stated that the Journalist 

was under the obligation to rea~ct professional secrecy 

and that he could not legitimately escape that obligation 

except when required by higher interests under the laws 

of his country. He therefore proposed the following 

amendment to the first sentences "Professional secrecy 

shall be resJ?ected and may always be invoked, taking into 

account the laws o:f the country". Such a formula would 

satis.tT those members who had voted. age.inst the inclusion 

of the reservation which he had proposed in tho fear that 

it might weaken the concept of professional secrecy. 

16. He also pointed out that the word "discretion" in the 

first sentence of the fourth paragraph was qualified in 

the French text but not in the English text. 
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17•. _ ·l>'lttAQVINO e~prese~d th~ view tijat any qualifiq~:tion 

was_ euperfl~ou.~~-
18. .Mr •. Gl!RAUl) commented that th$ French word ••Q.iscr~tion.t' 

1m,plied t.he. .:poseil>ility ,Qf a_ ohoicei it was therefore weak when 

it stood a.lone _am\ required quaU:f'icat:l,on. _ He would, however 1 

prefer _not _to :have it used, because of its· vaguepeeo. 

19. Nr. AQUINO objected to an,y modification of the 

English text which merely repeated an expression used in. 

moat of the existing coQ;es of ethics presented in .document 
. '• . 

E/CONF.6/~o. In his opi~cn the mglish was the au~hf)ntic 

te.xt. 

20. . l4r• ·D:E.DIJ]R _nqted 1/ha.t both English- and French_ · 

were working languages and that th~ E;ngliah text ce:uld not. -

be considered the only authentic one, ·. ' ' . . ' . ' ·.• ...... . . . . . ~ . 

21. The CHAIRMAN 1-·ointed out that the c~~ o! .. 
Mr. Aquino was Justified in the present ca~e in v1evr _ Qf. ·the'_ 

fact t.p.at_ th,e ~ code: aubmitted:to t}?.e $Ub•Qommission )lad 

been Fep:!red ~ .cllglish and. t-hat t.he Frencb -text ~a . 

. actua.J.;Ly~ -_onl.y a tr~el.a:b;ton •. 

Mr. _A;ZKOUL urged that- the peed f.or tl:!Q.-journalist . . ,·· ... 

to resp~c.t_ pr_ofe.ea1opal._ SEXS;rfJcy_ should be br.o~· ou:t more · 

~.on&lY. i~ -the text.. , 

/23, The CHAlRMAN 
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23· The cHAmMAii noted that the SUb..Colilmiaaion Ma·'· 

already adopted the first sentence. Therefor~· oriiy J,urei:y 
formal amendln.enta relating to the translation of tho 

original text were in ·order• He invited .Mr', Azkoul to 

re .. sul>m'it his proposal during the ae'eond read.i.Lg~ 

24. z.u-. AZ.'vl.I suggested the folldw:l.ng.formUla:ior 

,:, r ... 

; .. 

the French text in order to adhere more closely to the • 

Ene;liah: 

It was so decid.ed, 

25. The CllA!B~~ put to ·the vote the teXt of the 

third section as a whole. 

The third eection·was ado~ed bz 7 votes to none, 
with 2 abstentions·. 

Fourth section 

" •· ' .. • 

26. Mt", BIND:ER· ata'bed that the fourth section was 

the least acceptable part of the entire code. Actually, 

the :primary function of the Journalist ·was 'to report ta.a.~­

as they were rather than as they ought to be. ·Journalism 

baaed on that principle enabled the public to realize 

the true state of affairs and did not seek ;to :niialead. it• 

/That was the 
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That was the concept which guided the majority of' .Aro.erican 

'Journalists and none of thelll:1 no '!TAtter how great. his love 

of peace and his desire to promote friendly relations 

among nations, woUld accept the obl~&ations of the fourth 

section. 

27. 1~. GIRAUD expressed agreement with 1-'Ir. Bilider's 

views. He felt that the entire section should be 

reJected because, instead of ensuring freedom of information, 

it im:posed the duty of disseminating :pror..e.genda. It was 

to be hoped tlle.t freedom. of information might produce results 

simil.a:t to the objectives set forth in that sect;ion, but 

Jour.oa.lists should not be given il:lstructions lthich in fact · 

limited that freedom. 

28.. !llhe CHAJR.MAN COliltnented that the obJections .... 

raised to that section prortded further proof that it 

had been a lllistake not to establish a distinction between 

news and comments. He hi.mselt would llave .been in favour 

of the section if it related onl..y to commentators, ·because 

on Mr, Binder's premise that reporters should relate racts 

obJectively 1 it might be held that coJ-..nn.entators should 

direct their professional activities towards the peace;t'u.l 

settlement of disputes or the dissemination of ideas in 

/favour of 
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favour of. pea.ce JUl.d: ,aoc1:al .pr:ogress. In the d;cumst.e..rices, 

he would bav;e. to .vote. e;gaibst the section. 

29. Mx.· •• AZ.KOUL also· Qp.posed' .the> retention of the four'bh 

sec.tio;l in it~ p:respnt. form for tlletreasons given by 

Mr. B.ind.er and lfx. Geraud. nevertheless, it must be recognized 

th~t at the current ata,ge of' techn.tcal a.ahievement9 the 'press 

and the other media of :wtorma.tion were amon8 the greatest 

fo.ro.,a which might :work in favour: of ·&ither war or peace; 

Journalists were actl.lally mare pawer!Ul than governments .. .. ' ,• 

since. they infl\lenced public opinion while govo:i:nments·. 

coulQ.. act only wi tp the. support of public opinion. 'llhe . 
• ,6' ' 

tdeals p:r:esented -in the faar1#h secticin were ideals which 

the entire world was anxious to defend. That purpose •ccUld 

be achieved by retainina the fourth section of the dra.f"b 

coda with the sole reser:vation that Journalists, ·in 

fulf1lling their functions as indicated,· should e.J.wa;ys 

remain .faithful to the .. truth. With that reservation, he 

considt>~ed the. ar:t{-io,le.as camplete.l,y acceptable. · 

·.;; - • 4' 

/30~Nevertheless, if 
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30, . Ney~eleso, it that was not the opinion .. or the 

SU'b..c~as1on, the valid ideas cont~ined in ~~t section 

could still~ be inserted in the preamble, which had not yet 

been discussed. 

31•. Mr • GliRAUD also thought that the. Finciples 

appearing tn the. fourth section should be aet forth in the 

preamble rather than :1n the b('lcly of t~e code •. 

32 • - Mr. AOO, supported by Mr. DIDIJ.ER apd Mr •. AQ~NO 1 

proposed tba't; the SUb-Commission should consider. ~e fifth. 

section_ before_ making a decision in the matter. 

33. Ml". AZKOUL and Mt'. SILVA CARVA.LW pointed out 

that .the fifth section would ~ive rise to the same obJ_ecti_ona 

of :principle as the fourth section. They would prefer to 

proceed immediately. to the consideration of the preamble .• 

34. The 9HAIRMAN called for a vote on Mr. Azmi' s . 

proposal to proceed. to consider the fifth section. . 

That PfOEoaa.l was adol'ted bz 4 votes to one, with 4 

abatentigns •. 

35. Mr. AZMI .su~ested. tha.t. the words "and in 

cOIIIIlenting thereon"· sho\'Ll.d be ad:ded after "in the gathering, 

tra.nsm1as1on and dissemination of information". 

•'· 

/36. Mr. DIDIJ.ER 
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36. · ' '·11r: DliDIJEB.' ttb.fct tlis.t the· d!stti:iet!an:'!1fhtol! sflibe 

m~mb~~~- wish~d. to dtaw' 'between: news' a.a auch~ and· c~t!~ 

them d:i<! not' exist in' IOC'actice~ but·ohl,Y. in the-!4-l:awn·;th~ory. 

At the precedinB meetin;; he had voted for tne·:ddl.'et!on/'of.: 

the first' aerit:en6e of the fourth :};aragraph: ;(If' the second.: .. 

ae~tlori. 'b~cauae in' his''opinion 'the ·di:stinction:·refe~edt~to 

was purely artificial. 

~ ···37. '· IJ!~: Su.b-coDmdssion should be Udd:er "D.ti illttsion: 'tine 

'veri ~~:r:· of 'preseilting ·tlie· riws 1n .. 'an artic:l.e' wb:ich ; •: ... 

appeared t 0 contain' no 'e o:tiim.el1t . wauld ine'V"fta'blj" 'leave -:~h~ 

r~aer. Vi tli . a ~ertO.in ~~s.siOn., Yliicli depenO:~d directq 

.: 0~ 'th.~ vi~~ which either the r~:P~ter or 'his :n.e*s:r;aper·li~ld 

38 •. ·There· was ·no su~h 'thing:: as completelj-:neutral··newe}:. 

every. statement of fact 6ontained an ad:mi%ture'-- of prope;gwna. 

ln thost{ cfrcu:inS~es,'' ai&e' ~trtber; Stat'es' of tha''Uriit'ed 

Nati ~lis· ·~e ·bound ~bY--· \:iJi ·proVis1oti!il·~Of:. the, Qhi\rT;er;' even as 

mankind in general was bound by those of the Uriiv~.aal:~:.:..~-~ 

Declaration of ~Rights, it: was itnthinlre;ble that ~·:; . 

. J~11'8ts '·should 'not be held to· certain 'gener8ll:Y''acoopted 

:principles. -. ; ," 

39. The Ctlde of ethics must lay down :principles which 

applied to all Journa.lists1 both those who reported the facts 

and those who commented on them.; the artificial distinction 

/proposed by 
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pro:posed.cbt some member& shouid not. 'b.e. n:r.aintained, lest it should . ~· . . . . . 

enable-~ journalist to endanger h\U)lan;,i~.·ights or to engage in 

insidious. prOP'oG&lda against the ;peace. 
' ' . ' ' ". ,.-' - .- . . ' 

40. He .ther.efore considered the fifth section to be 
' . ~ . . : ~ - ' " 

perfect~ Justified and. was in favour of retaining it in the 

code. 

41. Mt. G.ERJ\,UD felt that the fifth section mere~ 

developed the ~oncepta stated in the fourth. . It should 

thel;'ejf'ore be de~eted, although. the ideas it contained miS,ht 

be ·placed in the preamble. 
' . . ., . . 

Mr. BINDER re~·k~d that while same social 

systems accepted the principle of guiding public opinion, 

there were others which would reJect any code of ethics 

based on such a notion. . . 
4J •.. Re.waa a.nxious as anyone to see peace1 JUf!3tice1 

freedom and security for a.ll1 but he had always thought it 
. . ' ' 

unworthl of a newspaperman to :turn the news into propaganda. 

for those ideals •. The :public must be given accurate facta; 

and. the adoption of the f:Lfth section w.ould permit a 

totalitarian regime to influence the. presentation of those 

facts. 

44 •. He therefore hoped that both the fourth and the 

fifth section would be deleted. 

/45. The CJLURMAN 
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-45.·; · . · ·.The CBAJlU-1.~ I.Steed idtn Mr. Dedijer that. it ·:; 

·was· impossible to: draw a ·clear d1st1nctio~/~~t:Ween neirs:·e;nd 

comment, but added ·that, from.a. realistic point: o:f:'·:Y.i·ew;;:.it 

was essential to make sure that the ·news nJle&se'lt t:o: the~, 

46. The Sub-commission's task in ~hat connexion was to :. 

lay down the i;!rincipl.ea which Should govern an:activity.:tha.t 

was of great im:portance in: the modern :world,. ' /'.' '~ ; ; :. ';-' .. ·. ; 
'·'' - ( ; . 4·,.·, 

· 47. · Mr~ AZKOUL proposed the 1nsert1cin ot :the. words.; 

"baaed an the truth" after the words "gatherin~, '. 'brmi•ssion 

referred t;o bT ·Mr. 'B1ridar •. 

48,. Mr. AZV.U: ~gain proposed tha.t:the SU.b-'Oommise:Lon 

should. 'consider the preamble before voting on t~ f.Ourth·i;a.nd 

.. fifth sections~ . 

'4n ..... 
;T• ' ' . Mr~ Gl!RAUD supported that proposal,. -'When th~w 

publication a:f a piece Of ·t.LeltS lTaS J,ll."ohibitedj:· JO~ata 

often: reported it itlClirectl.y in their c omme:ht-s. ·:.·:He ' th&3l"ef ore 

considered it impossi bl.e to: sepB:rate new a as suCh· fr-om· . ·; 

comment. ~: '. 

- . -~- i 

,.. ••••• 4 ,,. • 

.. I..... , . ........ s- ••• -.: 

/50. Ml:'. AZKOUL 
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. ,50~. l/Jr~ AZK9UL said that the ideas presented in the 

. preamble would not be bindine;, whereas. the bo?Y of the 

code was. He w.ould therefore :PI'efer to maint~in the ... 

fourth and fifth s~ctions with his amendment •. 

,51. l'lr. BINDER was una:t>le to accept. those two 

eectiona1 even with Mr. Azkoul' s a.m:endlllent, 

,52. ~lr. AQUINO reJDarked that most members wore i;n 

favour either of deleting the two.sections ~ of 

transferring to the preamble the principles laid dmm in 

them. · He requested that the n:t~.tter should be put to the 

vote. 

53. The CH.a.IRl<IAIJ put to the vote the deletion of 

the fourth and fifth sections. 

It was decided, by 5 y~J-es to 3, with one ~bstenti.on, 

tb delete the fourth and fifth sections. 

54. Mr. DEDIJ".d\ explained that he had voted _agains;t 

the deletion of those two sections because in.bie opinian 

the ~O]Osal for deletion had :been baaed on an .erroi1eous 

conce]tion of what a code of ~thics should b~·· Inh:l.s 

view, it should take into account the exigencies of ~e 

international situation, end shoulq. help to strength~n. 

peace 8Dd to· ensure the res]ect of .. h\Ullan rights. 

/Additional section 
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k\ddi~ional paction, I;FO~oci·ed: "Pl Mr.>chana-fE!gli:.4Lsub.J./121} 

55·' Mr. AZMr thought .th&t while th6' Ulicler-l,yilig principle 

of Nr; ·c~gt:~ text ws Un.exee:pti:.Onable-1. it did .not . · 

belong in the code since it vas entireJ.1 .. eoncerned with· 

the ptofessional:training of Journalists.· . 
. . . 

Mr • AZKOUL supported Mr:'. ChangJ a proposal in 

p.rinoi:Pl.e;·:it contained·a worthwhile idea which should · 

be included: in the cod.e. He recalled that his country 

'J.lad "~uffe~&d a 8r~at · deal· at ·the hands of. certain .foreisn 

cbrreapondents lacking in honeRty and integrity.· ~he .. 

intention of Mr:'. ChanG' a proposal. was that journaJ.ists 

should 'iJiake an effort to unde:est,and the COU"rJ.tries they 

visited; that was vital fer amall cour.tries which did 

: ... -n~ .. b&ve .til:$ -~tis· of. r.ef.utilig t.lle .. 1,'$~1;\oo.~s. _and. 

tendentious pro:pasaina. of .. wb.:ich tlley were. o~ten ~be 

victim. . '. 

57~ Di order 1 however, to exp:ese that aim.pl.e idea in· 

general· t$~ more in keeping ·with the other provisions 

o:r th~· oo"de~ h~ auggesteO.· toot the ;text following on· the 

weirds "ab.tiil·make the utmost erideavcu.r to acquire 1~ m:l.sht 

be. re~ced by 1"be.ckgr0Und. knowledge conducive to accurate 

ana. obJective re:Pcrtins .. :snd odimnetlt. ooncernil:ls other 

countries." 

/58. Mr. J3IND.BR 
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generally chose fore1£7l. corresp6ment:a: who.:.e:it~~-:nad..:': ...... . 

broad- ba:ckgrourid knowlea~ie ar ·were .:cap~ble of' ·rapidly · _.: 

acqu±iibg lte . Th.oroueh knoWled:ge ·of the l~~e·,·of the~·,_ 

country'·.in which the nel'ts' was ·to< be· gtit!rar~d 'mis ·udt: ~ prime 

r·eg,uisite; ·wait'was required from: ·a. :tci·~i'sri·corre~·ipcihdent 

was a. swift \Uldersta.ndiilg of 'the events lie: obaer~Jd~ :~ . · .. 

59. · He haci, ·however, no gitounds · of pr1nc·1~le· ·:far ·. a:Pio~ing 

¥.a:-. Chang's proposal. ,· 

6o. Mr. DEDIJJ!E pointed out that :all lifs· knOwledge· 

would not nece'ssaril.y prevent a. JOUrne.liat. frOm present:tns 

· the faeta in a biased· manner. · \,nn!e ·h:E; would :riot' ·a:PPo:se ; 

the :pr·o:Posal, he did not ezPeOt it to haVe any efi'ectr":: 
61.t Mr. G:ERA1JD said that Mr. -chahg' s liropoSal''' .... ,,. >: 

introduced a ·new idea ·that journalists should hav~ · ~:' 

:prof~·ssional 'training. • That idea··might be reta:b:leci' ::i..n -the 

code 1 ·);lrov.ided that it ,res re-stated 'in very general ·t-end.s. 

'62~ Mr/Azkoul' s amendment to Mr. ChanS' a FD!JOSe.i. "rae· : 
awoved.'bY 2 ·votes to none, with 2 abstentions• ·. 

·63. The cllicr.RMAN put to the v-ote w. Chans'·s 'p:-'C:ipo~ 

as amended, BIJedifying that its. heading as Well as the .. 

phc~ ·in wliidh ·it would appear wOuid be :determined at tlie· 

second reading. ··-· ' . '.t ; " .• '1 

;., .. /64. !!:,: . Chan;?' s ;prol'osal1 
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;64 • .VJr. ChaA§,S J!'O;eosal, as amended, was ado~ted bl 2 

to none , .. with 3 abst('))ntiol\s .• ···: .. . 

65. ~· AQU~o,. tocether with 1~. ,s~lva carvallo1 . 

prese:;_J.ted a ·lll'Opoaal (E/C1:r.4/sub.l/ll2) to t!-te effect that 

· a distinct! on should be drawn. between news and comments 

.t~erepn ·~ .inte~preta:tiona thereof. Be request~.d the sub­

Comm1~s1pn to consi~er o~ t~e substance of that text 

. and to d.ec~de,later. at what point. it miJ}lt be inserted • 
. · - . ' ' . . . ' ~ .. . 

66. Tbe CHAIRMAll stated that at that stage of the 

debate the proposal was out of_ order. . . . . . 

Jq. lf.tr. SIL,VA ~VAI.LO acce;pted the Chaiman1 s 

deci~;~ion from the procedural, point of view 1 but pointed out 

that .,."J.i ~s absolutely essential to draw a, distinction " . ,. -· - . ' ' . .. . ~ •.. . 

between news and comments •. l~ews was an accurate presentation 
. . . ' . . " 

of the fac.ts,..wha.tever their cbaracter. He fully ;understood 

Mr. Geraud's J?Oait.ion,;. it _was natur.al, .for,. a cOimnentator 

tp introduce some news into his qOllllll;ents,;. that was a 

perfec_tly acceptable f~rm of mixed journalism. rr:he r~verse 1 
~ . . . . ~- . . . 

hcwever 1 did not hold true 1 and he therefore felt that the 
~ ' .. 

~b-cammission moat -lay d~ the basic principle that there 
' . •.. . t 

was a. difference. between news and comment. 

68. ,, . I<Ir:• .AZMI failee\, to see the aim of Mr. Aquino 1 s 

and t.t.lr .. Silva Carvallo's pro,posal. 

·/In his view, 
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In.llis:v1ew,,.it was· ~po~;3ible to ·make~ a ,e~p1ete 

' ': !. . · se:par.ati on betwe!3~ oo~nt and new~; such ~~xternals . 

as ·tl:ie·.::wording of::tbe .t:itle of a news, ~ti.<:~!3 1 the .. 

size -of :type l.lJ3ed i,n the titl.e, the place a.:se~gned to. 

the article. in the n,ewapa.per 1 the. use of exclamati.on_ 

points and question mnrkJJ., ~d the ·S:ddition of the. ~ase 

"No cCII'llllent" were hish.l.Y indicative of tlle reporter • s or . . ~ . ' . ~ 

edit.orta ()'pinion ·ot the news in question.·and might 

therefore influence· the reader even before he had read the 

comments on that piece of news in ·a se:parate article. 

69., ·Mr• AQUINO said that ~s and Mr. Silva Carval.lo's 

propos~ ws ·of the same kind as. ltf!:. Chang' a and cou~d.' 

therefore also be given immediate consideration. 

70. The Cl!AlRMAN pointed out that thei:r proposal . . . . .. 

sought to re-introduce a text which had already. been 

rejected by the Sub-Commission; it could therefore 

be considered onl1 at the second •eading~ 

71. Jv.tr. DEDIJ]R observed that .there bad been no 

formal decision in favour . .of a second reE~.ding. b."'V'en if 

it vere to take place, he wondered whether members should 

have the r18ht to propose the re-introduction into the 

draft code of texts rejected during the first reading. 
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72• ¥.tr. m1MPBREY (Representative of the secretB.!'y•Genera.l.) 

said that ther:e wa.'s nothing in·the :rules of ·:procedute·;;reU.ting 

to the recorrsiderati on of the same text. at· a second r.eadiJ'l8. 

It was therefore fer the sub-Conmiasion itself tp d..ecide whether 

it Wished to ha.ve a second reading of the draft ·c.ode anQ. if so, 

what procedure it shoUld :follow. 

73. The CHAlllMAN ruled tlla.t 1 .in . tha.t case, the- SUcb• 

COllllllission woul.d ]?i"ooeod to deal. with tho preamble :Qnd . 

woul.d determine later whether, and under what condition~, 

a second reading should te.ke place. 

74 •.. 

75· 

Mr • AQUINO accepted. the Chairman' a. rul.ing. 

Mr. DI!:DIJ'.rlB resel"Ted. tlltlt right to :present at · 

the second readi..~ a proposal of' the same kind ae · 

Mr. Aquino's and Mr. Silva Carvallo' s. 

The meeti~ rose !3-t l.lO_bE;:_ 




