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Held at Lake SUccess, New York, on Mond.q1 4 August 1947 at 10:45 a.m. 

Present: · 

Chairman: Mr. Moe 
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Mr. Sun 
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Mr. de C lermont-Tonnerre 
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Mt. Ahmad 
Mr. Sen 
Mr. Van der Mandele 
·Mise Hampton 1-a-. Bt.er · 
~.r. "·Seyeroted 
Mt-. Sur 
Mr. ,Qor&-l3ooth 
Mr. MackenUe , 
Mr. V'eysoy · 
Mr. Sttnebower 
Mr. Xotachnig 
Mr. Borieov 

Mr. Lomak1n 

Secretariat: Mr. Stanczylt 

(l3ieloruseian Soviet 
socia.fst Republic) 

g=uda . Chile 
China , 
China. 
Chi~ · cuba 
Czec.. oilovakia) France. 
France 
Freno India~ 
Indiaj 

· Netherlands) 
New zerd> No:rwa;r . 
Norw~ 
TUrke~ 
nitea. Kina. dom} 
n1 ted KiilgdOlll . 
ni ~ed Kinadom · 
nited States of Amer~c~) · 
nited States of .America) 
n1on of Soviet , 

(U
Socialiet Republica) 
nion of Soviet 
Socialie~ Republ~cs) 

, 

Mr. B6gan 
Mr. ])lmontet 

(Rep:reaent!ng the Assistant· 
Secretary-General· tor Soc. !al 
Affaire} · · • . 

(Division of Human Rights) . , 
(Joint D1 viSiQll of Co·o~tiQd 

l. 

. .., and Liaison) ' 

Consideration of Reeolu~ion Relating to Chapter III of the RePgFt 
of' the Firat Session of the Commission on the Statue of WoiQen 
(~oument E/AC.?/32) - - , 

Mr. de JOLIN (France} presented the report of' the Drafting Sub-colliill1tte4 
. l 

an~ explained the adaptat~one which had been made fr?m th~ Report of · the .. 

Commission on Human Rights. Resardi.Dg communications from specialize~ 

agencies and non-governmental organizations, the sub-committee felt· :tha:t 
. • I 

a simple reference in the summary record to the faot that tliey would be 

treated different~ would be sufficient. There would be nothing private 

about those communications., 



I/NJ.?/Sa.l7 
Reae a . . 

ID re~ to a que17 from the representative ot tbe UDiaD of,Scm.et 

8oo1aU.et RepabUos . as to tJJe :aeoeasi t7 tor the t1Dal HDte!loe ot pa.resrapb ( 4) 

le ateted ._t it WU 1D8erted SO that the dit:f'e::reDOe between oCIIp]e1nts 

aDI other o...,nsoatiCIIJ8 BliGul4 be made clear. 

ID the abaeDOe ot diaoussion tbe "CIIAlllfAlf ptt 1JB1'88l'&pba ot tJJe • 

INo.lntion to tbe vote. 

JBOJBIOll: The :IDizoductioD ... ac1optecl b,r tb1rteen ~s 1D laYaAr, 
with two abetentim:.. 

h.resmph (a) was a4opted 'b7 tb1rteen YOtes 1D fawar, with 

tw'O abetentiona. 

!F!Il'!* (b) vas a4opted 'b7 tb1rteeD TOtes to cme, with 

cme abstention. 

l.!FMm* Co) was acloptecl 'b7 tb1rteeD votes in favour, 
with two abetentiona. 
!F!Smpb (4) vas a4opte4 'b;y elnen 'VOtes in favour, 
with two abetent10Dih 

f'rMM* (e) vas adopt.ec1 'b7 twlve 'tOtes in favour, 
with three abetent1caa. 

Die flrat parasraph ot tbe OoealuiOD was a4apte4 'b7 
twlve votes 1n ta'YOIU"1 with two abstentions. 

2.'h9 seoOD4 J!F',.., ot tb! Oouolllllp vas deleted after 

the representatives or the United States ot Mlrioa aD4 

tbe Union ot Soviet Soo1a11et BePlbUos had }I01Dte4 out 

' tbat t!le paresraph referred to bac1 ~ been DOted 'b;y 

the prev1CNa aeaa1on of tl:le OOWlOU. 

Parasraph' vas adopted 'b7 twlve votes 1D taYOUr1 

with two abetenticma. 

!l.'be RNo:blt1oD u a w!Jol! wu adopted b7 twlve TOtes to 

two, with cme abstention. 
111-. BORlBOV (Union ot SOT1!t Soo1al1st It.pablios) reaer'f8Cl tbe 

i8bt to ralae tbe question esa1D later s1Doe lie telt tbat tbe prooeare 
plied vas eptDBt tbe pro1'1sioua o:t tbe 011arter ot tbe United ·~iODB 

vu •se'uat tlle procedure set 4ovA tor be""'1'ns Ck m1cat10D8 :trca 
J10lal.1zed esena1es end mn-sover~~~ental orpnizat10DIIe . . 
• 9?'1c!Fat1on o'f BeaolUt1on EMar41zw tbe JDt1; Ogeypt1a1 e the 

ec.~t1oD ot Draft Beeolut1on on tba on. ot QeDooide 
(liri2f i/itO el/31) 

"' Ill". de OTB'fll)lfl~ (hauoe) telt tbat in new ot tbe \U'88DOJ' ot 
Mtter tbe wor41Ds ot tbe "list ooul4 be 11101"8 111ptrat1ve. Be propO.ed 

t S.D tbe fourth pe;rasrapb. "as soon u paibla" be replaoecl 'bJ "with 

llaortest cJelq pou1ble and if poaalble before the DaXt aeaalon ot tbe 

/Ger»ral 

• 



General AssembJT', 1n paragraph 6 "proposes" be replaced by .. intends", and 1n 

the final pe.raSraph "11183 be" be •r.oplaced by "ha-ve been". 

Mr. JrAMnmY (B7elorussian Soviet Socialltst Retublic) was unable to 
. . 

accept the Fre!fh propos~ because. ·he felt that ~ this case governments 

knowinSly m.i.ght 'be w1 thholdine 1~ormat1on which they woul.d submit at a 

later date . , .. · 

Mr. STINEBOWER (Um.ted· States of America} explairled that both the 

sense of urgency ~d the governments• .s:bi~tr to collect information haJi , 
been taken into consideration in the wordi~ of the draft resolution. 

With regard to the poes1b1l1ty of discuss~ the que~t1on again before 

the meeting of the G~neral Assembl3 he felt that "it. would . f'lllfil no 

' uee:f\ll purpose in the llsht of the ~'Jter of replies which would have been • 

re9eived. , 
Mr. DAVIISON (canada) preferred the • compromise text which )lad been 

' 1 

drafted by the aU.b-coDIDi ttee but _if· .BJ:13 slJ8ciri.c date ";ere to be considered 

1 t should be t he date of the me·et~ of the· O~sion on. Human Rishts and . . ,. . ,, 
not of the General Assembl3. '" 

!-

Mr. 1JAAR (Nol'Wfq). suggested ~t a 1s~~~ vote should be taken on 
I ~ l • • 

t-he tbree French proposals since he·:-was prepared to support the f14'et and 

last 'bllt not the second. 

- Mr. AHMAD (India) supported the 'French· proposals because they did not 

give a definite date and because the date of the meeting of the Commission 
I . 

on Human R1S}lte was not as yet known. 
1 

ZECISION: 1. The Fre~h proposal that "as soon as possible" 1n ( 

paragra-ph 4 be replaced by "with the 'shortest del.ey possible, 

' and if -pOssible befo~ the next session of the General . \ 

Aseemb]J" was rejected by eleven votes 'to three . 
I • . 

2. The :French pro~sal that "pro'PQses~' in ~agraph 6 
be re'Plaoed b;r !'intends" was withdral(ll after the Canadian 

representative sUggested that the amendment was probabq 

prompted b,y a d1ffi~lty . 1n translation. 
, \ . . 

3. The French p~'posal f~- ~ndine the last phre.oe of the 

f~ paragraph to re~d "8IJ3 comments from member soverD~Dente 

received in time ••• " was accepted by nine votes to one w1 th , ' 
one abste~tion. .. 

' \ 
The draft Resolution as a whole, with the. 8lllendment aoottpte4 

' • , I 

, above 1 was adopted by t~teen v9tes in ~~vour 1 w1 th two 

,:abstentions. 
... 

. . .: ' r 

.-. 
CouJj.cleratiOil 
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Mr. BORJBOV (Uns.on ot SoYiet Soo1al.1at Replbl1oa) aa14 tbat lie Jla4 DO 

~t1cae to the UD1 ted. •t1cme oont:hm1-. the a4Y1eOr, fUDDtioDe olUEBA 

in JSIJ81 prortc1ed. tllat other...., ot tiDalloq the eo-. ooald. be taaD41 

a1Doe the a-me on tbe bllclpt ot the UD1ted Jllt10DS wre llee:f7 8114 tbue 
wen .are ~ •tten 'llld.oh had t1ret call on the ava1lable faDI18. 

Mr. OBAlO (Ch1Da) felt tbat 1t was "mec:teBBIII7 aDd 1111pl'optr to 
• 

~t1o1se tile 418tr.1bat1ol1 aD4 ellocat1cas lmde b7 the Seoreteriat tor tbe 

Jeer -T a1Doe thoee fol.lowcl tbe t~&ttern laid 40WD b7 VERA.. Be 

ll'OJOII8d tile eacevtence ot the Reaolllt10D a1Doe tbe Beoretal7.QeDeral. 
waal4 be able to oODIUlt v1th the Sooial Ca.18a1on before •Jrtns e1q"' 

aet1D1te prov181on 1n the 1~ wdpt. • 
lire DlVIISOB (C&Dlda:)Jre'alDd tbat tbere Hellld a oerta1D IJIIOUDt ot 

onrlaVPlDs 1D tbe 1aet tvo aeot10D8 of the Beaolllt1on aD4 proped tbat 

tJaiJ be rewraed 1D orcJer • 
.:JBIC.z Tbe C•nedten propo881 to reveree tbe order· ot tbe t1Jia1 two 

aeot1oaa vaa aooepted.. 

lire tBJBii (United E'nsc'•) pro:poeed that tbe ~ "abcold 1t 

1Dtereete4 ahare" be N)laoed 1J¥ "ahoa14 haw tbe o-ppw tmd't7 ot ~ • 
lire DlVIJSOB (CBD&da) felt that the aeot1on vas \1'11'18'll!ll881"1 aiDDe 1t 

t~QNIIM4 an aTtdent tact. 
11r. JKmlBOV (Union ot Scm.et Soo1al1at Bepabl1oa) eDC1 Mr. CBA10 (ObSDa) 

wre UD&ble to aooevt tbe Umted E1J:r8dca propoeal 011 tbe gram4a tbat tbe 

'1lar'C18 "it 1Dtarellted" tulftl1ed a useful puopoee a1Doe DOt all Mnlber 

Statea voul4 requeet ac1T18017 earnoea. 
11r. DAR (~) oppoeecl cJelet1on ot tbe eeot1on beoauee he felt tbat 

tile priDD1ple oQiltainecl 1D it was 1mporteDt 1D reprd to t.ltare work. 

The oanecUaD aDd UD1ted EiJJS4011L repreaentatiwa 414 not -preaa tbe1r 

Jl'OVOUl•e 
At the 811888at1on ot the IM'an repreaentat1w o~ wre 1Dsertecl 

U'OGD4 tile pbraae "it· 1J:Ltere•tecl". 
J80JB:mBz The DNft Reaolllt1on as .. Ddecl vu aooepted b7 th1rteeD 

Totea to cme, v1th ODe abatentioD. 

'-• ~1Jiaat1]J! tM D1aoue1on on tbe •e ot tbe~W.Ua1qe 99 
-· -~tion aD4 ot tbe Pre•• ___:•ut ____!) 
In re~ to the CbairMn1 lire UIIAEI1f (UDiOD ot 8oT1et Soo1al1et BetD'bl1ol) 

aiel that b1a pro-poaal ahol1ld be ooua1dered as a IN'bat1tute text tor tbe 4ntt , . .,.,.. 



•' 

agenda contained 1n the Report, and as .such, should be voted upon. :first. ' 
J 

Mr. SMITH (Canada) pointed out that the general principles upon which 

the dra:ft ~enda had been based had been the subJect o:f a lengthy discussion 

in the SUb-comission. In the opin1on or the Canadian Gove~nt the draft 

eeenda should not be replaced by the te2t put :forward by the representative · 

of the tni on o:f Soviet ~ocialiet Re~iice. 
Mr. KA1vUNS.KY (Byeloruesi~ Soviet Socialist Re.public ~ regretted that the 

press was not al~s ooneo1ous of ·its reaponeibflity towards the c~uae or peace 
0 0 

and the democrat~c ideal. The task which ley before all the organs of the ~ 

United Nations ,.,as to wipe out the remnants of fascism which still threat&ned 

the peace of the world. 
I 

The denazification of western qe~ had not yet been completed and in 

the press could be :found pro-fascist articles a.nA occasionallY even a defence 

of Franco SJl8-1n• . The fascists were cryine out eee.inet the communists, in ' .a 

manner reminiscent of Hitlerite qel'lllelll, and their ories were receiving 

support 1n various countries . 1 

Not ~ the press b\lt the re.d1o was be~ '\lSed llbell.ousl3' t~ l>reak 

down mtual respect between nations. In the name of freedom of the p~ss, ., . , 
propasanda was 'being carried on for a new war. 

The peoples of the world looked to the United 'Natiox_lS to Sua.ran~ee a 

tirm peace • The press must serve active~ the oaufe of peac~ or it would ~e 

worlrlns ~t the Uqited Nati.one. ' 
( 0 

Mrr Kaminsky warml.y. BU'PPQrted the Un1qn of Soviet Sooialiet nt~:::".Ab~e~ : . 
• 0 ) 

proposal which he considered should be taken ae the basis of th<- ~~~~i of the·· 

forthoom1ns conference·. \ 

Mr. STINE:BOWER. (United States of America) was troubled 'by the fact that 

· the text put tor:wrd by the Union ef, ~vi.et Socialist Republics rep•ee~~ve 

ap~eoh~d th~ question ·of freedom of information from the negative 

rather than the positive side. The American peQple were wholehearted:cy asainst 

ltar-mongerer and fascists ·but there wae aleo a need' to have sotoo concrete ideal . 
to work towards. The United Nations was for the freedom o:f the individual 

• I ' 

and ~he·: promotion .of peace and the drart agenda, had not been made restr1~1iive 

for that very reason. 

The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics proposal was base.d on the 

assumption that :freedom of th~ press did not depend on the ~llest ldiffusioh 
\ I 

of in:formation but rather, that a State or one--party monoJ?O~ of informs:t;i~ : 

would make tor freedom ot the press. With such~ approach the United Sta~es, 

. ) GoverJlllent was unable to eare~. 

The form of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republica proposal ~s more 
' suite<:

1
to a phil~ophical treatise than to an agenda. for a Of:?nference. The 

/draft 

. . 



ar.n 1181""'• •l.s.tte4 b7 tbe 811~1aD c1Nl.t with the aatt.riDI, 
tile iDtwDatS.ODal Vulalaas.on an4 tile tubl1oat1on ot 1Dtomat1oD. It laid 

c1Gm tile 1'18bta, ob11eatS.cma aDd practices 1Dberent in tbe ooaoe,UGD ot treec1ca 

ot tntaraUCD and in ~ tD!.Da approaobed the problea 1n a nal18'tiotfealdca. 

Ill ODe _,. cao eDCJtller, eaoh point contaiDed 1A the VDiaD ot Scmat 

Soo1al1Bt Bepa'bl.S.oa P"Opoeal vas covered .1n the 4ratt epma mt tbe latter 
lla4 been ozopzd.zed 1D a 11101'8 uaetall 1118DD8r. rurtber, tbe eaeD4a had bMD 

W011De4 oa.t on the bula of the 8ub-Ca.iaa1on•a tel'l8 of retereDDe1 tbat :1.81 

OD tbe 'buS.a ot the idea of treec1cll. 

Ill'. AJDW) (ID41.a) esreed that tbe draft aaenda waa better orpni1ed 

ad that s.t cO'fel'e41 1n larse part, the 1101nta ot the Union of Bonet Soo1al1at3 

Blptbllca propoaal. The latter, therefore, cOilld be treated aa -uaeuta to 
• t11e fOIWr. Sboal4 tile VD1CIIl ot 8oY1et Soo1al1at Repab11ca propoeal be pat 

to tbe wte aa a wbole, · he vaal4 haw to "fete ap1 nat 1t. 

llr. IIACDIZD (Umted nDsdc!ll) 8Uppn'te4 tlle aaueat1on tbat the 

41acua10D be 'bued CD the cJrart 88"""• clravn up 'b7 tile Sub-c~aion. 

'l!lle VD1CD ot Scm.et Sco1al1et Bepablica propal amtted ~ nt81"81108 

to aach ilqartaDt qaeatioDa aa ceD80l"Bh1p1 treecka to tn.vel, arb1tral7 

eqal81cD aD4 tbe VS.tbbol41Ds ot.DeVB tree tbe people ot a ccautq. 
Ill'. lORD (ITe.Doe) drew attention to the diwrpnoe of prillpS.~ vldoh 

eztated aD4 vldoh waa evident frOIIL the speech of tbe re}ll'eaentatiw of 

tile BJelDl'uaS.U Bonet Soo1aliat BePlblic. 

While the PNBS aaat 4efeD4 the truth, blmlan fl'e.il't7 aD4 beDoe the 

poeaibi11t7 of error, would haw to be taken into consideration. hrther, he 

414 DOt consider th&t the press ahould sene B1J7 particular caue al.oDe 1 

bc:Ne'ftr poble. 

Be vu DOt entiN~ oppoaed to certain points conta1Ded 1D tbe Union ~ 

acm.et Sooial18t Bepablioa propoaal aDd the henoh peo})le had alvap comidered 

tbat tile f18bt ap1nat tuoiaa vu illportant. Collaborationist editore had 

been ailenoecl ewn in caaea where the7 had been acquitted 1D tbe ccurte. 

Be asreed that oartela, __,\)O].lea aDd ec0'1QR1o preasure could nitle 

OClalJBtiUCD and under tbe p1ae of treeaa ooul.d eJUnU"e tbe auooeaa ot aeltiah 

intereata. 
1'be dut1ea aD4 respoDBibi11tiea of~ voul.4 haw to~ drfelopt4 

and ewn acnotiou. and ccnt1"ola iapoeed wileD new had been fals1t1e4 

&.liberate~. 

'1!18 heDoh &tl.eption felt, bowe'V'er, tbat the SU.'b-c~sslon had apt some 

ot theae oonaiderationa 1n mind and tberetore would wte tor ita 4ratt epnda 

CD the adera~Sns that each retreHntatiYe VOQld be tree to aullltt 
_,.-nt •. 

• 
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Mr. STOLZ (Czechoslovakia) considered that the representative of the 
~ 

United States was incorrect in sqins that tthe Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics proposal was against, rather than for, something. The items 

out~d on the bottom of page 3 .(document E/NJ.7/30) were ve.cy positive. In 

connection with item 4, "Measures to combat-the spree.dins of false and 

libellous information," he reoaned the unfortunate role which had been p~d 

by a great part of the press at the time of the MUnich Crisis. . . . 

He 8greed with the procedure suggested by the representative of India, 

that the Union of Soviet Socie.list Republics propoee.l be regarded as 

amendments to be incorporated 1n tber draft agenda. ~ 

Mr. ·:ooMAKIN (unionl of Soviet Socialist Republica) epok~ strons~ against 

8.ey tendency to subordinate a subject as important as the agenda of the . 
Conference to the question of time. A correct agenda had to be drawn up eo 

that the peoples of the world. would. be ensured a lasting peace. 

· The struegle ese.inst fascism and the preservation of peace was the main 

task of the United Nations. • 
# 

There was noth1D8 in' the U!Uon of Soviet S~1e.l1st Republics proposa.l vhioh 

would be difficult to accept and as the fi'Ve ~in items had bee~ p\lt forward 

.. ill the sUb..COIIIIIission, it woul.d be fam1lier 1i:o the various representatives. . . . . , 
Ih the Sub-co~esion certain ex~~s ·~(),. -~c~ involved 1n the question 

. . ·..:.r .. :. •. 
of voting procedurl3 in an effort 'to avoid a subetant1 ve vote. Every proposal 

I 

deserved to be co~idered on its intrinsic merits and the main interest never 

should be a procedural one. 

The future of the press was of enormous significance for the whole world. 

It was e. question in which the United Nations shoul.d actively interest 
~ . 

itself. 

In rep~ to a request from the representative of the Union of Soviet 
I ' I • 

Socialist Republics · that hie proposal be voted on paragraph by paragraph, the ·-
CHAI:R.fAN explained that i t would have to be._ voted on as a whole as it had been 
. ) -
presented as an amendment to the draft agenda. ~ · . . . \ 

· Mr. KAMIR3KY (Byeloruesian Soviet Socialist· Republic) requ.este4:~a.:mll-call · 

vote. / 

IECISION: The proposal that the draft agenda drawn. up by the 

Sub -commission be reple.ced by the Union of Soviet Soc1e.l1st 
. . 

Ro~ublios text was rejected by tw&lve votes to three with 

tbDee abstent~ns . 

The voting vas . as fo~ws: In favour 1 Byelorussian Soviet 

Socd.e.11s.t Republic, Czechoslovakia and the Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republics~ 

.. 

Against, Canada, Chile, Chi;na, Cub.a1 France, India, Netherlands, 

/New Zealand 

' 



1lew f-l•nd1 ~~ TUrb7, United Xi~ UD1tecl sta'bNJ 

A'bNDt, J:.banon1 Peru, VeDenela. 

C!!fpter I, l'r'MP"rt 1 ot the Provisional Draft .Aema 
In re~ to a quntion trca the Indian revre~tiw, Mr. SN1'DI 

(Cenada) atated that tbe Sub-Oc.D1ttee vov.ld haw the riaht to a44 De¥ 

11"Anlll to tbe apn4&. 

Mr. AJifAD (~) 1DCJU1re4 vbetber it voul4 be ~~NCtioabla to .S.t 

11114 eee it tbere VCQl4 be DeW i tew. tar cona1clerat1on before tbe contereaoe. 

b CIIAiliWf etated that 80ftl'liii8Dte V01l.4 be able to 1NliD1t them to 

tbe oaoterence. 

Ill". ll\CKDLD (United X1Dadoll) supported the p!ll'88raph. 

*"• AHMAD (In41a) CIUetioned whether the United :S:~ ame~t 

(Ooomant B/,o8) VOill4 DOt be better considered with the 1Bl'88l'&l1b UDder 

cHenaaaion than with Chapter II. 

MI-. MACKDZD (Un1 ted XinSdoa) stated that t.be SUb~a.iasion had 

telt tbat the clet1D1tion vas restrictive and Eibo1ld not be al'Plled to 

Chapter I. 

Mr. AHMAD (tndia) withdrew his ~t1on and aeocm4ed the United 

"JV'ca propoaal. to accept Cha-pter I, '(18.1'88raPl 1. , 

Dr oozmection v1 th a atate111cJlt b7 the re'(ll esentatlw ot the BJelorueie,u 

Sm1et Social.iat Rep~blic, the CBAiliiAN suaaested that the propoaal. ot the 

l'8Jr1N&eDtati ve ot tbe 11n1on ot Soviet Soc1a11Bt Rep!bllca ( clocUIIIImt K/ AC. 7/~) 

be sent to the Sub-c~ssion tor its 1nformt1on. 

'1!le CBAiliiAN p~t Cbapter I, {l8.r88['aph 1 to tbe vote. 

IBCIBIOB: Cbapter I, parasra\)h 1 ot tbe Provisional Dre,tt Apnda vas · 

adopted b7 eleven votes 1D tavcur, w1 th three ablltent10D8. 

O!lepter I, P!£yre:eJ1 2 ot the Provisional Jntt Apnda 
Ml"e SMrD[ (Canada) 1110Ved the adoption ot tbe parasraph. 

lire AIDIAD (In41a) inquired vbether the United Dngclca aMndment 

( doaaent Bho8) ~d be diacuaaed 1D c01lD80t1on with tbia pansre.pb. 

Mr, SIID'B (Canada) ausseated tbe 8\lbatitution ot the pDeral p1Due •aDd 

otber 1Dt~t1on" tor "u media ot 1Dt01WI.tion" to a..-oid the dov.ble 41ecuM1on 

of cJetinitiODB. 
Mr. :BOBIB (1-nnoe) obJected to a pDBral pbrase u it 1apl.ie4 tbe 

t.Dolliaion ot boob 8IIIOD8 tbe •41& ot iDtcmaation. 

llr. ABMAD (ID41a) •JBSMted substitution ot tbe llbraae "media ot 

1DtGI'Iat1on as defined in chapter II". 

Mr. MACDNZD (United K1DSdcD) felt that media ot ilatOl'lll&tion ahcW.d not 

1Mt 11a1ted in this ll&1'8fJl'&pb b7 azvt;h1ns that tolloved, and propoaed delet1'on 

/ot all 



or all ~tions to "media. or inf'omation". 

Tbe CJIAll1WI put tbe United Xinsdoa 8'ftl8lldllent to tbe vote. 
• J • 

IBCISION: The United KinSdom amendJient vas adopted by WelTe •Totee 
\ 

to one vi th tvo abstentions. 
Mr. U»WC:B (Union ot Sortet Socialist BetJ'lblios) proposed the subat1tut10D 

ot the· relevant pe.ragraph (A 1 to 4 ~lu81"Ve) ot his delegation's proposal 

(document E/ AC. 7/30) tor th1B '1 tem. 
• 

The d180U8s1on ,vas adJourned. 

The meet1ng rose at 1:45 -p.m. . .. . 

-----

I 

I· 

., 




