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THE ADEQGUACY CF THE NEWS AVAILARLE TO T

WORLD 4aMND THE OB3TACLES TO TEL FREE FLO
R Tt Jw .

THEM (&/CN.4/Sub.1/106) (continued)

HE PECPLES CF THE
W OF INFORMATICN TO

3

Rescluticn suzzested by Mp., EBinder condemning jamminz of

radio broadcasts and nther interferences with the free flow

of information across national boundaries (&/CN.4/Sub.1l/115)

¥Mr, 2INJER asked the Sub-Commission to disregard
the [ifth pavssraph of his draft resolution, as his atten-

tion had been called to the fact that the problem to which

[¢)

it referred ought to be considered separately.

He observed that his draft resclution raised a political
guestion which the Sub-Commiszcsion could not evade., The Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics had set up about 100 trans-
mitters designed sclely to jam the broadcasts of the Voice of
America and the BBC and probably of other radioc networks. It
might be assumed that that method was not being quite as
successful as had been anticipated, but it was certain that
it prevented the inhabitants of the USSR to a considerable
extent from listehing to broadcasts from abroad., The press,
radio and films available to them were strictly censored., The
information transmittsd to thew was designed not for their
enlightenment but for their indectrination and the promotion

of distrust of foreign countries.

/He thought
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Ho thousht cﬁ&t_a'situaﬁiéh Qf‘tﬁat,kiqﬂ'35Culé he ﬁhe
cobcérn ¢f the Sﬁbf@ommission and of 21l free peoples."ﬁe
did not pvgreatimate the inrlucnce mh' ch h's araft rasolutlon

miéht‘ xhrﬂlue‘ﬁ'c h ads or uta ; hu* hﬂ bx;l 7 d it
:”ﬁ cevsarv off101ﬁ11y‘to ;Qndamn é t“reaf to 1%@ m;:nt:ngnce
’“5€Wih5§}ﬁé£idﬂélAyeééa and uecurlty B
Mp.. OFANG was prepared to support Mf. Binder!
iraft resolutian.’ ‘He had heard fecently, howeVef; that

'Y

certain Unituzd States radio stations were retallablnv by

Q.

13 g

jamming broadeasts {ros the TSR, He was not sure th 37 that
S wWas ‘a fact ~and therefors n -“qu<3aﬂ* Mr. Binder to c]ear up
that point.
.Mr{fBINQER stated that so far as he kprw,'no Unlted
States statioen was ‘jamming brozdeasts from the USSR. -Hé,
personally had slways oncouraged Americans to listen to
foreign broadecasts and he would be the first to condemn aﬁy
jamming done in hik country. It should be noted, in that
connexion, that most dvailable information ahout the Soviét
‘Union had bsen-obtainsd from the mcnitofiﬁqtdf Soviet bfdéd—
easts rather than from correspondents! despatches.
Mr. AZMI observed thet Mr, Binu@f'éfdrafﬁ.reéolﬁ-
“tion was based upon two considaritions: firs f]y, hat certaln

radio opev%ulng agencies were dr¢1b~ratblv j amming the

/ broadcasts of

14 LRI I S
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broadcasts of foreign stations and, second, that that practice
was contrary to article 44 of the International Telecommunica-~
‘tion Conventien. Cther articles of that Convention, however,
also provided that any State could‘prevent the recéption in its
territory of any private mess age by telegraph, telerhone or
teletype if it considered that such a measurc was required in
the interest of national defence or for the maintenance of
public order and security. States, therefore, had an even
sreater right to prevent the reception of radic broadcasts
when they were, in their opinion hirmful to the administration
of the State. He therefors thought that Nr. Binder's draft
resclution was likely to defeat its own purpose, as the USSR'
Government might perfzctly well assert that the broadcastsAwhich
it was jamming were harmful to its security, to the maintenance
of public order-and to mecrals and jeopardized its national
defence, an objection which the General Assembtly and the

Economic and Social Council would not be in a pesition to
refute. He did nct deny that the USSR was artlng obstructive-
ly and indulging in reprehensible practices'which hampered the
exercise of freedom of information, N@vcrtheless, in view

of the provisions clearly laid down in the international

/ instruments
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logtroments doaline with fa:t subject and the arguments which
the U3SK Goveornment. could advance, Mr, Azmi proposed the
additicn of the words "with the vrception of measures directly
relap@d_torn;*;onal‘defunce" a2t the =nd ©f the final para-
graph,

The CHAIRMAN thought thut 1t -would bz bettsr to
adont a‘drnft vegalution couched in ganeral terms, The |

oparative part of Mr, Binder's resolution, however, followed
directly from & preaswble in which specific raference was made
toipapticular~ga§es.; Th=t preamhle should therafore Le
altered in such a way as to omit-wny referencs to a specific
,ekamplc.

Mr, BINDER cbegerved that the example cited in his
text concerned hundrodsvcf millions of ypersons, That was why
he had thought fit to refer to it, particularly as that
situgtion was, liksly to affect the maintenance of internstional
peace and security. He believed that that aspect of the

question came within the scope of the Sub-Ccmmission; it
siould dseide once and for o1l whether it was or was not
willing to take it up. Furthermere, ho could not zccept

.

Mr, Azmi's preposal,

/ The CHATIRMAN,
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-The CHAIRMAN, replying to Mr. Binder, said that
the Sub-Commission could adopt only resolutions of 2 generai
nature., All cases were of equal concern to it; there was no
need to specify that the draft rescluticn under discussion
was based on a special case.

Mr. AZMI observed that the purpose of his amend-
ment was not to anticipate whatever reply the USSR Government
might make nor to intimate what objections might be advanced.,
The draft resolution was, in his opinion, a general one and
set akprecedent. Should his amendment not be adopted, he
feared that he wculd be unable, in the circumstances, to
defend the Egyptian Government's position if it decided to
jam brcadcasts from the USSR in. the interest of the State.

It was a double-cdged weapon; and he urged the Sub~Commission
to adopt his amendment,

Mr. JORDAN, commenting on an observation by Mr,
Binder, said that the BBC had never tried to jam foreign
broadcasts., He entirely agreed with the Chairman's view that
the draft resolution ought‘to be couched in general terms and

should apply to the jamming of all radio broadcasts,

/ Undoubtedly,



o OMYT G iy, [sa 1
£/0HL/5ub .l/o;i W71
Pore 8

Undrubtodly, the USCR wnz the worst offender in that raspeéﬁ;
out, in ovdor te be tactful, it would he better to condemn
£11 reprehensibtls practices, rcgardlesss of the identity of,
those rosponsible fer them, o
Mr. fQUINO sni¢ thut he realized that the adoptlon
¢f n rescluticon couchad in gencral terms woulq spare the_Sgb;

Commission the necegsity of hoving to adopt 3 new draft rese Usy,

“tismvasoling with ancther specizl case at every ssssion.

therefore fully agroed with the Chairman and Mr. Jordan. .

-0On the other hond, he hud a: risgiv

I
B

proposal. -Evoeryone knew, of eourss, that certain St tes thou@ht

fit to take measurszs. to combut cnvt~in ideclogies in the

terests of thelr sccurity, but it was to ba doubted wheéher

" such precrutions could justify meansurcs designed to 1mpe§§~
listening to foreign radic brendeasts. Mr. Azmi's amendﬁéptf%
might cpen the dcor to ashuses and restrictiéqs on freedom of
information, which weould defent the purpose‘of,thﬁ Sub=-

“Commission, He therefore proroszd that the Sub-Commission

by ths.Chiirman, but not with Mr. fami's amendment,

/ Mr. CHANG
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Mr. OIANG drew the Sub-Commission's attenticn to
paragreph 3 of the operative port of
cbserved thot the recommendating swbodied in it wes cruchad
in wholly general terms., He could noat goa ary resson
refraining from refsrance t6 o nerticul .r cnes in the praamble,
nomelv, ths jaaming operztsd by the USSR Government, as 1t was
coczatial, ir 2is opinion, to identify the principsl offender.

b, Onorr entirely agreed with Mr, Aquinco's views about

Mr. BINGER calised the Sub-Commission's attention teo
the faect thot the texhs to wiica Mr, Avel hod referred in
support of his argument provided thot States :‘W;a vahlhlt

the reception in their tervitory solely of private,Cﬁmmunlca~

)

»

tions by telezraph and telephone
The CHATMIN supperted Mr., Binder's commonts., He
theuesht that the rescrvation which Mr., Azmi wished to b2

inserted in ths text merely confused matters,

Fr. SILVA CIRV.LLO thought that the jemming of

r"‘n

radiv broadcasts [vom sbroad by the USSR Gevernment wos a Tact

50 well known tho t roferency shwuld be made to it.

/ He could nnt
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He could not sze what wis to e gained by thp iullu.v to
refer in a droft rescluticn to = State of'affzirs which was
commen lncwlodge.ls He would therefnre vote for the criqinai
text of the draft resolution,

Mr. AZKQOUL remarked that Jamming of radio bréud~
cists was only one cbstaclé; Smohgvmany, to the freé flow of
~infermation. . The climination of thOSe‘obstacles féquifed

hat their cormen orizin should first be détermined.i Mr.
Azkoul considered that the basic task of the Sub—Commissién.

In his view, the underlyine resscn for a2ll restrictions
3 J >

placed upon freedom :ticn 2nd of the press was thép
certain States derived their power frcm'avmotapﬁysical or |
religious: philcsophy which hzid that the State alone had a
menepoly of the "truth" and was empowered to USé forCe te
combat all idens or opinicns which it considered contrary
tc that "truth", |

Fascism, nazism and communism were examplés of meta-
physical philosophies. " Mcrecver, Mr. Azkoﬁl menticnead the
offorts being made at the-presentvtime by some religious |
groups to seize pewer in certain countries. R

It would certainly be difficult for the United

Naticns to remedy that situstion;

/ neverthelsss,
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nevertheless, he thought that the Sub-Ceommission cheould
proclaim to the world that totalitarian regimes constituted
the greatest obstacle to the exercise of freedom of informa-
tion and cf the press.

Mr. Binder's draft resclution dealt with a specific
example of one zspect of that deepiseated evil and he could
only support its general princirple.

Mr. fzkould feared that the reference to a provision of
the International Telscommunication Convention in the text of
the draft resoluticn might create difficulties.  The fact
that only one of the many provisiens of that Ccnvention
dealing with ﬂﬁn&aticns was menticnasd might be taken as
evidence of partiality. Furthermore, the reference to the
Cenventicn justified Mr, Azmi's amendment. Besides, it must
not be forgotten that provisions concerning the procedure to
be followed in cases of viclations wers included in the con-
vention itself,

The Generazl ssembly's resolutions wzre based on the pro=-
visions of the Charter or of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights, Fcr that reason, the draft resclution would

be more forceful if its third paragraph were deleted,

/ Mr. izkoul
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r, Azkoul fuarther r 1o et tne reeregenta-

tiver of the UISR ucd b= qerntion names

)

of Strtes din the text of resolutions,  That innova-

ting: kusd rever found much Tavour, The draft reso utloﬁ

f.de
e
ot
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w
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to tie USSR in the fifth varairaph wure’g¢1m*nated.

Bo one wcwld be in any doubt rerarding whst gountry

fastiy, Mr. Azkoul suggssted deleticn of the

clause, in the £ifth rarasraeh beginning with the words

"in vieletion of...®.  Hi did net Lhink That  the Sub-

. -

Cunmlss o ocould sav that tos JoUA had violated the pro-

visions of the ftlantic City Jopventicn withcout first

S P

carrving ocut an investigation erd 1 cal study cf the

iy, AZML withdrew his amsndmeant and supported
Mr. Azkoul's suggestlions,
Er, L.UTHO pointed out that rhu cn“r'tive‘part

of the ‘f'ft reeolution would lose nhuch of its force 1if

oF
s
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3
D
Y
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-

wers wadx,ugd b7 tnu doletion of the third

that the Sub-Courigsion @hould

‘shoul ,"“Ltz & cauniouzsiy So o legal f roun d bu* pﬁlntbd out

¥ -

that it was not nocecsary to bo a legal renius to realize
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provisiong of the Cenvention. It wes in fact one of
the most serious cbotacles to the exercisc of fresdom
of information end orz of those most to be condemncd.
Tho Sub-Commnissicn should net allow itsslf to be
hampered by legal subtletices. Since it could denouncs
violations of the Chertsr ¢r the Ualverssal Declaration

oI Huwan Fizhts, a _fortieri, it could state that the

Atlantic Oity Quonvention hed 2lso been viclated.
B, AZKOUL said tnat he would be compelled to
Cvote against the whole resolation if the weords which he
wished deletod in the filtn paregraph were retained.
In his vicw, it wonld Be vagy difficult to cbtain the
approval of the Beonomic sxnd social Council and the
General Assemuly for a resclution worded in those terms,
The CHAIRMAN, speaking in his perscnal capa-
cf ths

city, emphasized the differsnce botween article 4

;.s.

3
»

b 4
Convention and the .provisions referred te by Fr.o Azn

articls L& dealt

k.ll

lely with freedom to broadeest and
rzeeive news, whilc the asrticles mentionazd by ¥Nr, - fami

:pport of his cmzadment referred only teo means of

e
o
o
>

communication othsr than radic brozdeasts,.

r, DEDIJUR poictzd oub that the broadcasts
“which the USSR was sccused »f jamming were of a rather
dubjous nature; .it was in fact very difficult -to deter-

mine where informat

/Moreover,

[0
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Mereover, some members of the Sub-Commissicn secmed
to consider Mr. Binder's draft resslution as pert of
the fight sgeinst comrunism, Fr, Dedijer stresscd thet

the Unitad Wutlxﬂo shimuld not inteorving in the M"eceld

3
o
[

wor, but shauld simply it »3 & threat to
internsticnal pecce and sscurity, Mr. Dedijer thc afore

could not zupnort Mr, Binder's draft resanlution,

Th G%IXRYAJ zeid thet the Sub-Commission was

n.t combetting ony nerticulsr ideclogy; it was fighting

-

nformation and

bte

fﬂr the fullest vossivle frecdom of
of thé vress, It wos not htrus b sty that Mr. Binder's
draft r@soluﬁimn wes sart of tis flshe asainst communism.
Mro BINDEBR wes in comnlete sgreemant with the

Chairman. He would be equally opposcd to any attempt
Qn the part of any Membar Stete te jom radio broadeasts

. the United Stetes emznating from the USSR or any other
country with 2 communist regima,

" ﬂrﬂ,nZ“OUL wanted the United “Nations to proclaim

that totalitarion regimes constituted the greatest
obstacle 0 Ehe exer cise . of humen rights and freedom of ¢
information., He thisught thot the fight against communism
cculd be carriad uny, nut b Jememing redio broadeasts,

but by trylnﬂ to establisn grosver frecdom in the dis=-

tribution of informotion in communist countries.

/ Thus, it was

Ll SR F
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Thué, it was not his intention to suggest mcasures
similor to those in force in totalitarien ccountries,
With regerd to the text of the dralt resclution,
Mr. Azkoul said that even ii his suggestion for the
delation of the third paragrorh were not acceptad,
he would not vets against the draft fesalution as =
whole, beocouse nd Judzment wes prounounce? in that

parsgront. But if the words whnich he had esked to

ra

>

e v s .
dalete in the ifth paresg

)
3

I were reteined, he would

have to vobe

inst the Adreft resclution because he
did not sce how the Sub-Cuommiscsion could make such
. Judgment,

Mr. BINDER cgreed t2 leleto tho words "in
violation of the obligetion undertaken by the USSR
under the atlantic City Counvention®.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote Mr, fAzkoul's

propesal toe delete the third paragroph.

Vr, Lzkoul's nprovosal was rajected by 7 yotes

LD EAFER P | e 2. -
to 2, with 2 zpstentions,

/rw‘,_

he CHAIRMAN

-
tee

/



The CH:IRMAN put to the vote Mr. hzkoul's

to 5 with one shatentizn.

Mr, GERLUD seid he uad sbsteincd from voting
an WQUId'ﬁEStxin in 11 votes on Mr. Rinler's Arsft
resolutl v, The Araft resoluticn was in fact ooced on
:aftiﬁlé-17 ff the vur%nl Decleraticn- of Humean Rights.

While propag

war to fight for o cruse, it weo the Juty of the Sub-

ihf&rmation and ffeaf&m S prowogands; it could not
'iﬁVOKQ a provision of the Declaration to justify what
W23 pr@panunﬂ” rﬁther then informstion.

Mr. AZKOUL requssted a separate vote on the

third and fourth poragraphs,
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p

ty 9 votes to none,

The first »arasraph was adopted

with 2 abvstenticns,

The second paragraph was zdonted by 8 votes to ncne,

with 3 abstenticns,

oy 7 viotes toe one,

The third varasraph wos adootid

with 3 abstentions

The fourth varagraph was adopted by 6 votes to 2,

with 3 sostontions.,

The rovsaining naragraphs of the

draft resclution were

—r

sdepted by 8 vot

5t none, with 3 avstenticns,

The draft resclution ag a wihole,

as zmended, was

adopted by & votes to nune, with 3 al

3 tbntlu ns.

The mesting rose

2t 5.45 p.im.






