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Mr, EKaminsky Byeloruss Soviet Socialist
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Mr. Blais - . Canada)
Mr., Iarrain Chile : :
Mr. Sun : China
Mr. Perez-Clsneros Cuba) !
Mr. Stolz ' Czechoslovakia)
. Mr. Boris France)
! Mr. Ahmad India)
Mr. Malik *  (Lebanon)
Mr. Van der Mandele Netherlands
Miss Hampton New Zealand
- Mr, Haarr Norway)
* Mr, Benavides Peru)
Mr. Tarhan Turkey) - )
Mr. Lomakin . Union of et Socialist
Republics
" Mr. Mackenzile United Kingdoni)
Mr. Stinebower United Sta.tea of America)
Mr', Perez=Perozo Venezuela)

Ramaantatiwu of Specialized Agencles:

Miss Maass (UNESCO)
Consultants of Non-Govermmental Organizations: .
Miss Minter International Chamber' of Commexce)
Miss Sender American Federation of Iabor)
Secretariat: Mr: Hogan . {Division of Human Rights)
Mr. Messing o
Consideration of the sional of the Conference on dom
ormation e :
Considgration of the Amendment to Paragraph 5 (b) Submitted by the Indiam

Delegation.
The CHATRMAN recalled that this amendment had already been accepted in

principle and that it now only remained to approve the new wording.
DECISION: The Indian Dslegation's amendment to insert in paragraph 5 (b)
a new item (11i), reading as follows:
"Conaiderina the present unequal development of news
agonciea :l.n certain countries, and recognizing the problem
of the dowlopnant of national news agencies through
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provisional measures until such time as these news agencies
are capable of meeting international competition,”
was ;adopted-by: 14 votes.
Consideration of the New Zealand Amendment to Paragraph 6.

The new wording of the New Zealand amendment which was adopted in principle
at the Camittee's previous meeting reads as follows:

"Consideration of the advisability or necessity of establishing or
maintaining an agency subject to the United Nations Jurisdiction to carry out
the above functions.” ( !

NOTE: When considering the advisability of placing the above item on

the Conference's agenda, the Economic and Social Council observed
that the Conference's terms of reference did not allow it to create
an agency, but the Council felt that the Conference might report on
this subject to the Council.

Miss HAMPTON (New Zesland) also proposed the deletion of the word
"preferably” from the title of paregraph 6.

TECISION: The New Zealand amendment was adopted by 14 votes to 2 with

2 abstentions.

Miss HAMPTON (New Zealand) proposed omitting from the title of paragraph 6
the words "within the framework of the United Nations".

DECISION: The words "within the framework of the United Nations" were

deleted by 15 votes to 2.

The CHATIRMAN put to the vote the Indian delegation's amendment
(document E/AC.7/35), the voting at the Social Committeé's previous meeting
having resulted in a tie.

DECISION: The Indian Delegation's amendment on the insertion of the new

paragraph 6 in Chaptes IT (document E/4L1, page 17) was adopted
by 9 votes to 6 with 3 ebstentions. Former paragraph 6
becomes paragraph T, etc.

Consideration of Pamm 1.

MConsideration of the problems involved in the esteblishment of informetion
gervices by govermments, groups or persons in order to make information
available in countries other than their own." (In the final version of the
report, peregraph 7 becomes paregraph 8).

Mr. MACKENZIE (United Kingdom) proposed an amendment to paragraph 7 of
document E/AC.T/33.

He stated that the purpose of his amendment was to facilitate the
implementation of the Conference's future recommendation.

Mr. LOMAKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) was in favour of the
deletion of the whole of paragraph (a) keeping the title only, and adding the

words: "by means of bilateral agreements”.
/Mr, STINEBOWER
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Mr. STINEBOWER (United States) observed that 1f the United Kingdom
amendment were adopted, paragraph 1 would have to be completely revised. Hs
reserved the right, in this event, to propose a change in the title, but he
preferred the Sub-Commission's phrasing of this peragreph.

The USSR proposal was put to the vote.
TECISION: The proposel was rejected by 8 votes to 3 with 4 abstentions.,

The United Kingdom amendment was put to the vote.

IECISION: - The amandment. wae adopted by 11 votes to 3 with &4 a‘bstont:l.tms.

Sub-paregraph (a) as amnd.ed was put to the vote, .

IECISION: It was adopted by 12 votes to O with 5 abstentions.

Mr. STINEBOWER (United Sta.tes) proposed an amendment to the title of
paramph 7 )

TECISION: The United States amendment modifying the title of peragreph 7
' to read as follows:

. "Consideration of the problems involved in the establishment
of govermmental or aemi-go@amntal information services in
order to make information available in countries other than
their own".

. -was adopted by ‘11 votes to*0 Withc7cabstentions.
Consideration of Paregraph 8. .

. KAMINSKY (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) considered it
outside the Conference's cmupetence to draw up modsl lsgiala.t!.on.

Mr. STOLZ (Czechoslovakia) observed that the Conference had no power
to make recommendations to the Council. It was important not to create a bad
precedent by. relinquishing the authority which should belong to the Cowncil. |

Mr. KAMINSKY (By;aloruﬁs:lan Soviet Socialist Republic) proposed the
deletion of paragraph 8.

Mr, BORIS (France) remrked that in its resolution concerning the
responsibilities of newapaper owners, the Comnmittee had already roquested.
the Conference to considerx the possibility of raccmand:lng adequate
legislation.

' Mr. MALIK (Lebanon) thought that the Conference should discuss
separately the pringiples ?d the poesibility of applying thpm.,

He felt that paragraph 8 gave, perhaps, too much authority to the
Conference but he thought that this was a good thing. '

Mr. KAMINSKY (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) called the French
, representative's attention to the fact that in the resolution on the
responsibilitiee of newapaper owners, the Conference was asked to recommend
legislation, whereas in pamgraph 8 the Conference was asked to draft & model
legislation.

/Miss BAMPTON
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Miss HAMPTON (New Zealand) proposed that the title of pexagraph 8 be
changed as follows:

"Consideration of the modes of action by which the Conference considers
the recammendations and agreements of the Conference can best be put into
effect,” \

Mr. STINEBOWER (United States) said thet by its very nature an
intermational conference could not do more than make recommendations to
govermments.

Mr. AHMAD (India) agreed with the United States representative and
proposed the omiseion of the words "acceptance by States of model legislation
drafted by the Conference".

Mr, MALIXK (ILebenon) felt that the Indian representative's proposal
greatly reduced the force of the paragraph. He thought that the Conference
should be free to examine the question of model legislation, and he proposed
replacing the words "model legislation drafted by the Conference" by the
words "model leglslation suggested by the Conference",

Mr, STOLZ (Czechoslovakia) proposed cmitting the words "Resolutions
of the Ceneral Assembly”.

Mr. MACKENZIE (United Kingdom) opposed in principle the omission of any
words from peragraph 8., However, if the representative of the Byelorussian
Soviet Socilalist Republic accepted paragraph 8 after deletion of the words
"drafted by the Conference", the United Kingdom delegation would accept this
compromise solution. .

Mr. EAMINSKY (Byeldrussien Sovlet Socialist Republic) said that the
words "resolutions of the General Assembly” and "acceptance of model
legislation drafted by the Conference" should be deleted.

Mr, LOMAKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) supported the
Byelorussian proposel but suggested a compromise,

Mr. KAMINSKY (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) withdrew his
amendment in favour of the USSR representative's proposal.

Mr. MACEKENZIE (United Kingdom) supported the Soviet amendment.

Mr. STOLZ (Czechoslovekia) and Miss HAMPTON (New Zealand) withdrew
their respective amendments. :

The CHAIRMAN put the amended paragraph 8 to a vote.

DECISION: Paragraph 8 was unanimously accepted as follows:

"Consideration of the possible modes of action by
which the Conference's recommendations can best be put
into effect, whether by

Resolutions of the General Aesembly, Intexrmational

Conventions, Bilateral Agreements, or acceptance by

Staetes of corresponding legislation or other means."

/Consideration
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'.Ihe cmmm said that a.lthcmgh decisions had alreo.dy been taken
concerning the amended paragraph (a), he was ready, if the members of the
Social Chnﬁittee agreed, to.open a discussion on the Soviet amendments,
Item 1

Mr, LOMAKIN (Unton of Soviet Socialist Republics) explained that the
purposo_of his amendment was to atrength?n the sense of Chapter I, |,

paragreph 2, He recalled that this paragraph was a Philippine amendment
to'an original Soviet proposal, He requested that his amendment be voted
on 1item by. item, | g

Mr. PBEIZ-CISII!RCB (Cuba) expresued doubts as to where this amendment
shoun .be pl.a.ooa. >

C!lhoqa doubts were ehered: b!; Dr. VAN IER MARIEIE (Nethorlands) and
Mr, STINEBOWER (United 3ta.taa) :

' Mr. STINEBOWER (United Stauasa paintad out t-.m; It-.on (el et the
amendment was elready covered by Item (d), and the Item (u) vas equm:tmt.
to Item tc) (1), pege, 16 of document B/b1.

' 1&- KAMINSKY (Bplmum Soviet Soeialist Republio) inquized whether
the Guui;toq'a ob,joct.i.cma commd the form of the Russian amendments,
-As to the mm he pointed. out that nowhere had the Report um‘lm
he_question of “unmasking the vestiges of Fasciem and plots’ agatnet. the.
freedom of the press", or ut‘{“tho development ust friendly: mhb‘w bom
mtians in the i‘i.eM of information;"

ur ‘BORIS (Fra.nce]' thnught that the taxt of the amendment wae
111-adapted to - tha wmm text, emoﬁm Itam (e) which mrma. to the
"orgenization of a campa.ign He had. not- :mt. had . tﬁb to amdrﬂb
'q.lpndmat but ho was 1no],1.nml to agree, & nr_iori, with cortein ideas
arpmnod. hy ‘tho Swiot ﬂolegit.tm

M, mmm (Union wof Soviot Socialist Republica) inquired why this
oxt Sould not bo placod in Chaptor I; pege 12, Itom (b) road as follows:

&=t

“"to factlitato the solution of the ocemomic, social and humanitarian problems

of tho world as a whole through the frge intorchange of information bearing
on such probloms,” Tho proposed wording for Items (o), (£), (g) was
stmilar to this, Ho roguested that tho Committoo voto on tho emsndubnt
1tom by 1itom, "

Mr. VAN IER MANDEIE (Hothar.‘lands) proforred the eub-cumium*a toxt,
and considored tho proposed Itom (g) oquivalont to Item (d), already adopted.
Ho mado an txception, howovor, as rogards Itom (£) which scomed. to .
introdnce a now point of viow. )

Mr. BORIS (Frence) said that if tho now amondment waro adopted 1t would
bo out of place horo, and if 1t woro hot adoptod cortain good 1dons might

be lost. /Mr. SEN (India)
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Mr, SEN (India) felt that it would be pushing metters too far to

apaak of the "organization of a campaign".
« SANTA CRUZ (Chile) suggested finding a more genoral formula to

express the same ideas.

Mr. SEN (India) suggested changing Item (e) to read as follows:

"Organization of a campaign for democratic principles, for -

unmasking the vestiges of Fascism and for eradicating all forms

of Fascist ideology”.

The CEAIRMAN proposed proceed:l.ng to a vote on paragraph 1 of the
Soviet amendment, oonuid.ering each item separately.

Item (o)

IECISION: Item (e) was rejected by 9 votes to 5 with 4 abstentiona.

Item (£
IECISION: Item (f) was rejected by 9 votes to 4 with 5 abetentions.

Item (g)

IECISION: Item (g) was rejected by 8 votes to 5 with 5 abstentions.
Peregraph 2

The CHAIRMAN éald that here it was merely a question of adding the
word "private" to the text already accepted. (Chapter II, paragraph 5,

(v) (iv)).

Mr. LOMAKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) saild that the reason
for adding this word was obvious. It was necessary to limit the activities
of certain monopolies which, if not supervised, might spread slanderous or
1ibellous reportes, This limltatlion was necessary eince monopolistic
activity often hampered the work of other press agencies.

Mr. STINEBOWER (Unlted States) proposed that the discussion be closed,

Mr. SEN (Indie) was of the same mind ae the United States delegate and
emphasized the fact that the asddition of the word "private" contributed
nothing, tut might, on the contrary, tend to exempt govermment monopolies
from supervision.

Mr, LOMAKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) observed that =
certain American newspaper had never even mentioned the great effort and
work of the Sub-Commission on Freedom of Informetion and of the Press.

He stressed the fact that a distinction must be made between private
monopolies where decisions were made by two or three persons only, and
State monopoclies wherein the people themselvea made decisions.

The CHAIRMAN put paragraph 2 of the Soviet amendment to the vote.

TECISION: The amendment was rejected by 12 votes to 3 with 3 abstentions.

Mr. PEREZ-PEROZO (Venezusla) explained that he had sbstained from
voting, not because he disagreed with the Soviet amendment, but because

/be felt




-he felt that the items proposed were embodied in texts which the Committee
had already accepted. . A
Mri MALIK (Lebenon) made this seme observation.

The provisional agenda of the Conference was put to a vote.

IECISION: It was adopted by 15 votes to 2 with 1 abstention.

Mr. LOMAKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) stated that the L
result of the vote was regrettable, and he made several further o‘baerutim "
on the 1aaas contained in the amendment presented by hie delegation.

The meeting rose at 5:4Q p.m.





