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Chairman : Mr. T. A. STONE (Canada). 

Financial reports and accounts, and reports of 
the Board of Auditors 

[Item 39] * 

Consideration of the revised joint draft resolu
tion submitted by the United Kingdom and the 
United States ( AjC.5j463, AjC.5jL.109jRev. 1) 
(concluded) 

1. The CHAIRMAN drew the attention of the Com
mittee to document A/C.5/463, containing the data on 
contributions pledged and received in connexion with 
various voluntary programmes requested by the New 
Zealand representative at the Committee's 2·93rd 
meeting, and to the amended text of the joint draft 
resolution submitted by the United Kingdom and 
United States delegations (A/C.5/L.109/Rev. 1). 

2. As regards the latter document, he pointed out that 
the sponsors were anxious that the question of setting 
up a negotiating committee should be settled as soon 
as possible in order that any recommendations made 
by the Fifth Committee might be submitted to the next 
plenary meeting of the General Assembly. 

3. Mr. HANCKE (Norway) suggested postponement of 
the vote on the joint draft resolution until 28 or 
29 November 1951, as he had not yet received instruc
tions from his Government. 

4. The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the Norwegian 
representative's proposal. 

The proposal was rejected by 13 votes to 8, with 
22 abstentions. 

5. Mr. VOUGT (Sweden) regretted that the Committee 
had decided to reject the Norwegian representative's 

* Indicates the item number on the General Assembly 
agenda. 

proposal, which he had supported. He would vote 
against the joint draft resolution, as at present the 
General Assembly had before it no question which 
would have to be submitted immediately to the 
proposed negotiating committee. It would be preferable 
to wait until there were such a question before setting 
up the committee. 

6. Lord WAKEHURST (United Kingdom) felt that 
certain representatives did not fully realize the 
necessity for setting up a negotiating committee as 
soon as possible, and pointed out that it was in no 
spirit of hostility that the United Kingdom and United 
States delegations were urging the adoption of their 
joint draft resolution. It was of real importance and 
significance that the negotiating committee should be 
set up as soon as possible, in order that it might be 
approved by the forthcoming plenary meeting of the · 
General Assembly. 

7. Mr. FENAUX (Belgium), referring to the objections 
which had been raised to the original version of the 
joint draft resolution (A/C.5/L.109), felt that they 
could be classified as (1) objections against the pro
cedure adopted; (2) constitutional objections, and 
(3) objections against the competence or terms of 
reference of the proposed negotiating committee. His 
delegation considered it a dangerous precedent to 
submit a draft resolution on the financial implications 
of projects which had not yet been dealt with by the 
appropriate committees of the General Assembly. 
Nevertheless, as the matter had been described as 
urgent, the Belgian delegation felt that a negotiating 
committee should be set up and should start its work 
when the Main Committees had come to a decision. 
It would therefore support the revised draft resolution. 

8. As regards the constitutional objection raised by 
the Swedish representative, he drew attention to the 
Australian representative's statement at a previous 
meeting pointing out that the proposal before the Fifth 

75 
A/C.5/SR.298 



·,Committee was simply to set up a committee which 
Jmd already operated during the fifth session of the 

'General Assembly, on a basis of purely voluntary 
. contributions. 

.·9. The third <>bjection, and the most serious, con· 
'.cerned_ the negotiating committee's terms of reference, 
'and his delegation considered that the committee's 
tasks should be limited to clearly-defined purposes. 

, 10. Mr. BUSTAMANTE (Mexico) said that his dele-· 
sation had carefully studied the draft resolution 
submitted by the United Kingdom and the United 
States· delegations (A/C.5/L.109/Rev. 1) <>n the setting 
'up of a negotiating committee in connexion with 
voluntary contributions for financing special pro-

. grammes for which funds were not allocated in the 
, United Nations regular budget, and c<>nsidered that 
·
1no new procedure was being introduced. A nego-
tiating committee had been set up at the previous 
session of the General Assembly and bad been dis
continued at the end of that session. The sponsors 
of the joint draft resolution suggested that a new 
negotiating committee should be set up immediately 
tb carry out similar duties to tho'i>e . assigned to the 
previous one, which they felt had been unable to work 

. effectively because it had been established towards the 
end of the fifth session when a number of represen
tatives had already returned to their countries. The 
·members of the Fifth Committee who proposed the 
joint draft resolution considered that negotiations 
regarding voluntary contributions ought to be carried 

· on before the beginning of the fiscal year in order 
that there might be sufficient contributions t<> cover 
the cost of any project which the General Assembly 
might approve. 

· ll. Although his delegation had some doubts of the 
, ·Practical efficacy of the joint draft resolution during 
the financial year 19.52, and felt that a direct appeal 
t<> Member States by the General Assembly might have 

. more effect, it would support the resolution in order 
· 'that any projects not covered by the regular budget 
.. might be financed from voluntary contributions, 

should the General Assembly so decide. Those contri-
. butions would naturally first have to be approved by 
the respective governments. 

. 12. Referring to the various activities which might 
'be assigned to the Secretary-General by various United 
Nations organs, he felt that the Charter should contain 
some! directives on which activities might be deemed 
to cdme under the regular budget and which might be 
covered by voluntary contributions of Member States. 
In the absence of such directives the Secretary
General might find himself in difficulties. If the joint 

'draft: proposal submitted by the United Kingdom and 
United States delegations were approved, an additional 
resolution should be submitted to the General Assembly 
suggesting that no special activities to be covered by 

· 'voluntary contributions should be undertaken by the 
;,- -Secretariat until formal guarantees that such contri
,. ·butions would be forthcoming had been received from 
·'Member States. 

.13. Mr. MACHADO (Brazil) considered that the fact 
that certain delegations had not received instructions 
from their governments regarding the joint draft 
resolution proved that the need to set up a negotiating 
committee was very urgent. 

, 14. On procedure, he pointed out that the same 
, d,elegations were represented in the Fifth Committee 

as in the Second and Third C<>mmittees, where pro• 
grammes to be covered by voluntary contributions were 
first discussed. · 
15. Referring to the four programmes at present 
covered by voluntary contributions, he emphasized 
that all Member States knew that the programme of 
activities for 1952 had been drawn up and were aware 
of the total sums involved. 
16. Although the Brazilian delegation would vote in 
favour of the setting up .of a negotiating committee, it 
would not feel bound to subscribe any definite sum. 
17. Mr. VOUGT (Sweden) said he had referred in his 
previous statement to practical and not to constitutional 
reasons. He felt it would be much better to set up 
a negotiating committee when definite programmes 
were ready f<>r its consideration. 
18. Mr. FRIIS (Denmark) said that his doubts, which 
were similar to those expressed by the Norwegian and 
Swedish representatives, had not been dispelled by 
the various statements made. His delegation had sup
ported the setting up of a negotiating committee at 
the fifth session of the General Assembly to deal with 
the pr<>gramme for Korea, and might vote for a similar 
committee to be set up at the present session if needed . 
The committee proposed by the United Kingdom and 
United States delegations would deal with short-term 
and long-term economic, social, technical and huma
nitarian problems, and his delegation saw no need 
for such a committee at present. 

19. Mr. BRENNAN (Australia) felt that certain dele
gations had misgivings regarding the proposed nego
tiating committee because they feared that all questions 
of financing programmes fro.m extra-budgetary funds 
would automatically be referred to it. In reply t<> a 
question he had asked when the original version of 
the joint draft resolution had been submitted, the 
sponsors had agreed that the establishment of the 
proposed committee did not necessarily mean that all 
such questions would be referred to it as a matter 
of course. It was his understanding that the joint 
draft resolution had been submitted in order that 
machinery might exist should other Main Committees 
of the General Assembly decide that it sh<>uld deal 
with certain problems. Those other Committees would 
still have to decide whether or not the financing of 
the four programmes nqw covered by voluntary con
tributions should be submitted to the pr<>posed com
mittee, and a separate decision would have to be taken 
on each programme. 
20. He asked the sponsors of the revised joint draft 
resolution to explain the meaning of the words 
"identity and integrity" in paragraph 2 (i). He took 
them to mean that the negotiating committee sh<>uld 
remember that the funds for each programme would 
remain -separate even though the committee might 
collect funds for more than one programme simul
taneously. If that were so, his delegati<>n would vote 
for the revised joint draft resolution. 
21. Mr. HALL (United States of America) confirmed 
'the Australian representative's interpretation of the 
words "identity and integrity". 
22. Referring to the Swedish representative's state
ment, he drew attention to the last two lines <>f para
graph 1 of the , revised joint draft resolution, and 
pointed out that the General Assembly would have to 
take specific action before the proposed neg<>tiating 
committee acted on any particular programme.· The 



joint draft resolution had been submitted because 
three weeks had elapsed between the adoption by the 
fifth session of the. General Assembly .of the resolution 
setting up. a negotiating committee and the time that 
committee had begun to function. 
23. He regretted that he had been unable to support 
a further postponement of the vote on the joint draft 
resolution. Although sympathizing with the Norwe
gian representative's position, he pointed out that on.e 
of the principal reasons for introducing the joint draft 
resolution was the feeling that the proposed negotiating 
committee should be set up as soon as possible. He 
hoped the Norwegian representative would abstain 
from voting or would make a further statement when 
he had received his Government's instructions. 
24. Mr. POLLOCK (Canada) said his delegation had 
stated at a previous meeting its reasons for supporting 
the joint draft resolution. It supported the Australian 
representative's interpretation of the words "identity 
and integrity" as confirmed by the United States 
representative. 
25. Referring to the summary record of the 293rd 
meeting, he wished to correct any wrong impression 
that might have been created by the statement 
erroneously attributed to him that "the programmes 
submitted to the negotiating committee were not 
generally very important". 

2·6. Mr. VOUGT (Sweden) said he was aware that the 
phrase ;1t the end of paragraph 1 of the joint draft 
resolution had been introduced to dispel the fears of 
certain delegations. That phrase did not, however, 
meet his point that it would be better to wait until 
voluntary contributions were needed for certain pro
grammes before setting up a negotiating committee. 

27. Mr. FENAUX (Belgium) wished to dispel any 
misunderstanding of his delegation's attitude towards 
the joint draft. resolution. The Belgian delegation 
would support that resolution provided that it was 
understood that the negotiating committee was being 
set up to discuss problems referred to it after sub
stantive decisions had been taken in the various Main 
Committees concerned on each separate programme to 
be covered by voluntary contributions. 

28. The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the jo!nt draft 
resolution submitted by the United Kingdom and 
United States delegations. 

The joint draft resolution was adopted by 29 votes 
to 5, with 13 abstentions. 

Budget estimates for the financial year 1952: (a) 
Budget estimates prepared by the Secretary
General (A/1812 and Add. I, AjC.5/448, A/ 
C.5/L.ll4, AjC.5/L.ll5, AjC.5jL.ll6; (b) 
Reports of the Advisory Committee on Admi
nistrative and Budgetary Questions (A/1853) 

[Item 41] * 

First reading (continued) 

·PART III, SECTION 13; PART IV, SECTION 20 (CHAPTER 11); 
PART V, SECTION 21; PART VIII, SECTION 26 (CHAP-
TER I, ITEM (vii)), . 

· 29. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the detailed 
proposals made by the Assistant Secretary-General in 
chal'ge of the Department of Public Information on 

,, 
the way in which the reductions sugg~ted by ~·t. 
Advisory Committee on Administrative and Budge~:. 
Questions in its second report of 1951 (A/1853) might,i 
best be made (A/C.5/L.114), and to the draft resolution:' 
submitted by the Philippine delegation (A/C.5/L.U5).;_; 
30. Mr. KAZEMI (Iran), supporting the Advisory Com~) 
mittee's recommendations on section 13 of the bud~t-t 
estimates, said ·that a thorough examination of thtdf 
Secretary-General's estimates would lead to substantia·'~ 
economy in the appropriations for that section. H~·) 
emphasized, however, the very valuable services being:,; 
rendered by the Department of Public Information a~d'~~ 
was sure that the smaller nations would regret 1Ulf:!·1 
large curtailment of those services. · 
31. Referring to the various national broadcasts, Jl"e,.~ 
praised the objectivity of the information supplied by,,d 
the United Nations, and said that the United Nations'.; 
daily wireless broadcasts to Iran, although they miglit·l': 
be improved, were rendering a great service to th~tf'', 
country and should be continued. • · · 
32. The United Nations Information Centr~ recently:.': 
opened in Teheran was carrying out its work in a.} 
satisfactory manner though hampered by a shortage(;; 
of staff. . . ·· 

33. Expressing the fear that the reduction proposeJi;.; 1 
by the Advisory Committee in printing, and a reductio~J·.,: 
in the budget estimates for section 13, might adverselY'·, 
affect United Nations work on the economic, soci•l : 
and educational development of the under-developed.',l 
countries, he asked for a definite assurance from U.e/l 
Secretary-General that such reductions would not ·be:' ! 
made wholly ~t the expense of the broadcasting~.' 
services to Middle Eastern countries, of an improve
ment in the information centres in that region, or qf 
United Nations publications printed in non-officilll 
languages. 

34. Mr. MENDEZ (Philippines) expressed his dele• 
gation's belief that the dissemination of unbiased ,j 
information on the United Nations was a h:i,ghly { 
important part of the work for wold peace. HiS.." 
delegation had therefore always subscribed to th,·:~ 
broad policy directives laid down by the first Generar·d 
Assembly in 1946 (resolution 13 (1), annex I), whiclt ,.; 
had in fact never been -seriously challenged. '·;; 

35. The fifth session of the General Assembly b~d • 1 
asked for a special review of public information a~ti~, . 
vities, t and in the light of the Advisory Committee'&~.' 
report of this review his delegation believed that t~ ~ 
present General Assembly should confirm those direc-4' :) 
tives and thereby aid the Department of Publl~<) 
Information to make rational long-term plans, which ~l 
it could not do if kept under yearly threat of cuts. ~ . 
intended to make a declaration on those lines. ;.,'~ 

36. Though. appreciating the conciliatory gesture of._-~ 
the Secretary-General in accepting the Advisory Collh·\~ 
mittee's proposals for reductions under sections" 1S'if. 
and 21, he felt that, coming in conjunction with th~ ~ 
severe reductions already made,. they gave cause ~or;{~ 
concern. He supported the Assistant Secretary-Geme.,;~ 
ral's suggestion that it might be better to save · OJ!i~: 
certain items other than those detailed in the Advisocyl-'; 
Committee's recommendations. 1 l!!l 
37. · It would be easy for the Fifth Committee to I~tJ 
all unpleasant decisions to the Secretary-General, ~-~~ 

... ~ 
1 See Official Records of the General Assemblu, 'Pif~Ji.i1 

Se .. ion, Annexes, agenda item 39, document A/1734, . ·~:;1 
l 
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as· it had been asked for guidance he proposed to 
recommend certain curtailments and expansions which 
would involve no additional funds, 

38. It seemed logical that the Secretary-General should 
be given special power to make transfers of funds 
between sections 13 and 21. He would be glad if the 

· Director of the Bureau of Finance would enlighten 
him on the technical propriety of such a procedure. 

39. Without truth, understanding was impossible, and 
without understanding, peace would remain out of 
reach. Hence the importance of expanding the disse
mination of objective information on international 
affairs. In many parts of the world national infor
mation media were sadly inadequate, and less-developed 
countries were unable to extend them with their own 
resources and were therefore very eager for material 
from the United Nations. He hoped that their hunger 
for truth would not have to go unsatisfied. The 
attempt to satisfy it must surely have the sympathy of 
more fortunate countries, whose security was inse
parable from that of the rest of the world. 

40. His delegation had the impression that the Depart
ment of Public Information had done relatively little 
for the peoples of the Far East by way of radio broad
casts in their national languages. For instance, the 
Philippines received a ten-minute broadcast per day 
in the national language, which was quite inadequate 
to satisfy growing interests there. The national station 
at Manila was always ready to give an hour or more 
of its best time but had failed to secure more than 
the ten-minute afternoon period. 

41. He urged governments to take full advantage of 
the United Nations radio services as the most direct 
and least expensive means of information, and one 
which their peoples had a right to expect. Since the 
United Nations had sent soldiers to the Far East to 
protect the independence of the people of Korea, it 
was only natural that the peoples of Asia should look 
to the United Nations for information, 

42. His delegation wished to propose that all such 
expansions of the United Nations information service 
should be made within the existing budgetary frame
work-in other words, within the amounts recom-

. mended by the Advisory Committee for 1952, He was 
submitting a resolution to that effect, as his delegation 
felt that the Fifth Committee was fully competent to 
act in the matter and did not need to appoint a sub
committee to prepare a resolution. 

43. Mr. ABBASI (Pakistan) said that the United 
Nations public information services were far from 
adequate for the needs of the under-developed coun
tries. He would welcome an assurance from the 
Assistant Secretary-General in charge of the Depart
ment of Public Information that the proposed budge
tary reductions would not affect the new information 
centre at Karachi. Until the previous year Pakistan 
had been served by the New Delhi Centre; the Karachi 
Centre had been established in April 1951 by detailing 
one information officer from New De.Jhi. Its staff was 
quite inadequate to serve a country with a population 
of 80 millions. There was a great demand for United 
Nations news in Urdu, the official language of Pakis
tan; to meet. that need alone the Karachi Centre 
required more staff. He feared that any reduction in 
the item for printing costs might affect the non-official 
languages, which would hamper the provision of 
suitable publicity to under-developed countries. Before 

the Committee considered the budget of the Depart
ment of Public Information item by item, he would 
welcome clarification on the points he had raised. 

44. The CHAIRMAN said that note would be taken 
of points raised by delegations and they would be 
answered at an appropriate time by the Assistant 
Secretary-General. 

45. Mr. ROSHCHIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Repu
blics) recalled that the Department of Public Infor
mation had always been the subject of lively discus
sions in the Fifth Committee, mainly because its budget 
was out of proportion to that of other departments, 
representing 12 per cent of the total for the United 
Nations. The USSR delegation considered that pro
portion unjustified. He reminded the Committee that 
ever since the second session of the General Assembly 
criticism had been levelled at various activities of the 
Department, such as the production of films and the 
contents of the Bulletin. The Secretariat's answer to 
requests for reduction had been that large-scale reduc
tions could only be made gradually, to avoid breaking 
contracts. That argument had been accepted at the 
time but expenditure had continued to rise. At its 
fifth session the General Assembly had adopted a 
resolution 1 concerning the review of public informa
tion activities with a view to economy. In the view 
of the Soviet delegation that resolution had not been 
adequately carried out. The proposed total reduction 
of $ 218,000 was inadequate and further reductions 
were possible without prejudice to the work of the 
Department. In answer to the Advisory Committee's 
statement that any change in the structure of the 
Department would require a decision of principle, the 
Soviet delegation wished to point out that such a 
decision had in fact been taken by the General Assem
bly in its resolution of the previous year, and the 
Fifth Committee should see that it was effectively 
carried out. The budget for 1952 indicated no sub
stantial reduction; a glance at each section showed 
that the staff was being maintained at the 1951 
strength. 

46. The estimates for the information centres had 
increased from $ 730,229 in 1950 to $ 934.000 in 1952, 
which the Soviet delegation considered unjustified . 
Adoption of the Secretariat's estimate for 1952 would 
be a contradiction of the decision to reduce taken by 
the General Assembly at its fifth session. 

4 7. Referring to criticism of the Moscow Centre by 
the Canadian delegate at the previous day's meeting, 
he said that the Centre had been inspected twice by 
United Nations officials during 1950 and their reports 
had been favourable. The Canadian delegate's asser
tion that there were difficulties in circulating the 
Bulletin in the Soviet Union was incorrect. The fact 
was that its contents were not satisfactory; it reflected 
unilaterally the attitude of the Anglo-United States 
majority in the United Nations. It had given inade
quate coverage to USSR opinion on such subjects as 
prohibition of atomic weapons, and to the views of 
Egypt in the Suez controversy. The real need was 
to prevent the Bulletin and all the public information 
services from becoming one-sided in their reporting. 

48. Considering that the Advisory Committee's recom
mendations were insufficient to enable execution of the 
decisions taken at the fifth session, the Soviet delega
tion supported the Syrian proposal for the establish
ment of a sub-committee to make a further review of 



the activities of the Department of Public Information. 
It would reserve its concrete proposals for presenta
tion to that sub-committee; but it reserved the right, 
if the Syrian proposal were rejected, to make proposals 
to the Fifth Committee. 

49. He asked for an explanation of the difference 
between the estimate of income given on page 110 of 
the budget estimates and that given in document 
A/C.5/L.116. 
50. Mr. BEZERRA DE MEDEIROS (Brazil) said that 
his delegation also was in favour of economies and 
would like to see a further stabilization of the expen
diture on public information. Clearly, however, any 
reduction would mean the curtailment of specific 
services, such as the provision of information in the 
non-official languages. Recognizing that reductions 
would also have political implications, his delegation 
would prefer not to raise far-reaching discussions on 
those implications and was in favour of maintaining 
the estimates recommended by the Secretary-General. 
51. Only the most wealthy Gountries could proviue 
adequate national information services. United Nations 
ir formation services were therefore highly valuable 
in the poorer countries, which had an equal right to 
be kept informed on proceedings of such universal 
interest. Moreover, the monopolistic tendency in the 
private cable and radio agencies was apt to centralize 
public information and result in practices which failed 
to fulfil the Principles of the Charter. Expenditure 
on the Department of Public Information was political 
expenditure, as necessary as any other political 
expenditure. 

52. He appealed to the more fortunate countries, 
which had better national information services, to 
recognize the needs of regions such as Latin America, 
the Middle East and Asia, and to ensure that countries 
whose languages were not official languages of the 
United Nations should be enabled to receive direct 
information on United Nations activities. 
53. Mr. FRIIS (Denmark) regretted the lack of p1:ogress 
registered since the Assembly's fifth session. However, 
the starting point for the present discussion should be 
the fact that both the Advisory Committee and the 
Secretary-General had sought the Assembly's guidance. 
The Assembly therefore must not shirk its responsibi
lities, for, if it failed to discuss and settle certain 
fundamental questions now, the unfruitful discussions 
of the last few years would probably be repeated every 
time it met. · 
54. It was essential to appreciate the yery special 
position occupied by the budget of the Department of 
Public 1nformation. There was practically no limit to 
the tasks which the United Nations information services 
might carry out, and it was because the scope of their 
activities could be considered from widely divergent 
points of view that the Assembly would probably have 
to undertake certain adjustments from time to time. 

5,5. The Danish delegation had two main considera
tions in mind. On the one hand it was convinced of 
the value and necessity of an effective information 
service, while on the other hand it was anxious to 
obtai '1 certain savings in the budget. Savings could 
be secured through measures providing for the 
elimination of less valuable projects, the reduction of 
tasks of limited importance and the co-ordination and 
simplifi ·ation of specially important branches. In the 
latter case his delegation would not refuse to consider 

increased appropriations. It was not presenting at u:.•1 
present stage a proposal for retrenchment by a certain' 
amount or percentage, being convinced that a more 
precise definition of aims and priorities and possibiy 
a reconsideration of methods would result in economie• 
both in the current and in subsequent years. 

56. It must be remembered that the directives • 
adopted by the Assembly at its first session were very, 
general in character. They had been worked out in., 
the infancy of the Organization, when no one could 
foresee future developments. Moreover, the pro·· 
gramme then envisaged might have been influenced by, 
the tendency to over-organization noticeable during 
the period immediately following the war. He hoped· 
that it might be found possible to take into account 
the views of the non-governmental organizations;· 
which were among the best customers of the Depart· 
ment of Public Information. 

57. In any case, it was essential that the task be under; 
taken during the present session. A clarification of·. 
future aims and methods would certainly be useful' 
for the long-range planning of work, both in the Depart ... 
ment at Headquarters and in the information offices; 
whose activities he considered very important. ,His 
delegation reserved the right to present observatio.na 
and proposals on the various aspects of the probleliJ · 
at a later stage, but from a cursory perusal of the,, 
Philippines draft resolution he could say at once that. 
he felt that it was not quite adequate to deal with the 
situation as seen by his delegation. · 

58. Mr. ALBORNOZ (Ecuador) said that at the present.· 
time, when the hopes of all those who looked for •' · 
slackening of world tension and who believed that 
different political systems could exist together were , 
centred on the General Assembly, the dissemination of· 
accurate, impartial and concrete information on United· 
Nations activities was particularly necessary. Such' 
information brought encouragement to many parts of 
the world not at present well provided with information · 
services; it supplemented news services in morel· 
favoured areas, and contributed indirectly to the poli
tical development of areas which did not yet enjoy · 
self-government. 

59. Reference had been made to the distinction :· 
between information and propaganda. Intolerable ,. 
though propaganda, was in the national sphere, it was· 
even more so in the international. Unfortunately,,, 
however, political, commercial and other forms of 1 

propaganda were widespread in the present world, and·' 
a supra-national source of information such as the . 
Department of Public Information was urgently; 
required. Though national and private news agencies·. 
supplied information on events in all parts of the'.

1 
world, their services were deficient in certain respects. 
Some organs of the Press, for example, tended to stress'; 
points of difference in international relations and to 
give a one-sided account of discussions in the United , l 
Nations; those services should therefore be supple~ 
mented by an impartial news service on United Nations·:. 
activities. Having regard to their importance to the ·, 
peoples of the world, the public information services,··,· 
of the United Nations should be allotted the funds·. 
which the Secretary-General and his technical advis.ers 
considered necessary. United Nations actitivites in 
the political, social, economic and cultural fields must" ,\ 
be given full publicity in order to ensure that none of,,· 
their effect was lost through ignorance or misunder-· 
standing. 
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60. As a Spanish-speaking country, Ecuador was in 
favour of an expansion of public information services 
in Spanish, particularly of those producing material 
for reproduction in that language. It did not fear the 
dissemination of any information; it permitted the free 
circulation of all information about the United Nations 
and made good use of all material received by its 
educational institutions. It was glad to note the 
increased circulation of the United Nations Bulletin in 
Spanish and would like to see an expansion of United 
Nations broadcasting in Spanish; by re-transmission 
through local services, such broadcasts could reach 
many people who, on account of illiteracy, could not 
be reached through other media of information. 
Ecuador was similarly in favour of the production of 
films which could be used in rural education pro
grammes. The Secretary-General might consider the 
possibility of expanding regional information services 
by establishing an information centre in the northern 
part of South America. 

61. Ecuador supported the estimates submitted by the 
Secretary-General and could concur only in the 
reductions proposed by the Department of Public 
[nformation itself, considering that the Department 
must have the necessary funds to discharge its respon
sibilities. It would be useful if the Assistant Secretary
General in charge of the Department of Public Infor
mation could investigate the possibility -of carrying out 
the suggestions made in the course of the debate. The 
proposed sub-committee could not easily carry out a 
satisfactory inquiry away from Headquarters and under 
the pressure of General Assembly work. The Com
mittee's general views on the public information 
activities of the United Nations had been fully stated 
in the course of the debate and would be reflected in 
the summary record. 

62. Mr. FABREGAT (Uruguay) said that the budget 
estimates should not be examined from a purely mathe
matical standpoint but in the light of the services 
which the Department of Public Information was called 
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upon to provide. Although the Committee had before 
it various proposals for a reduction in the appropria
tion for section 13, the number of speakers who had 
called for new or expanded services proved the need 
for an increase rather than a decrease in the appro
priation. While the Uruguayan delegation was in 
principle in favour of reductions, it found in practice 
that the existing services of the Department of Public 
Information were inadequate to meet the needs of its 
own and other peoples, who had a right to be fully 
informed about the United Nations. 

63. It did not therefore consider that the reductions 
recommended by the Advisory Committee were 
advisable in view of the services which the Depart
ment -of Public Information must provide if it were 
to fulfil its function of promoting world peace. The 
Uruguayan delegation would be glad to learn whether 
the Assistant Secretary-General regarded reductions he 
had outlined in document A/C.5/L.114, which would 
involve, inter alia, the elimination of the Weekly News 
Features service to 2a per cent of the newspapers now 
served in North America, Europe, Latin America, Asia 
and Africa, and the elimination of publications for 
educational establishments and non-governmental orga
nizations, as justified, or whether he had proposed them 
by way of a compromise in view of the reductions 
recommended by the Advisory Committee. It would 
also like to know whether the enforcement of the 
reductions would leave educational institutions without 
a source of information on United Nations activities. 

64. The Uruguayan delegation could not vote for the 
reductions proposed by the Advisory Committee. On 
the contrary, it consictered that the character, scope 
and quality of the services provided by the Depart
ment of Public Information should be fully reviewed 
and trusted that the Department would submit concrete 
suggestions to the next session of the General Assembly. 
It did not consider the appointment of a sub-committee 
necessary. 

The meeting rose at 5.50 p.m. 
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