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The PRESIDENT: I decla;e the one hundred and sixteenth nmecting
of the Economic and Social Council opcn.

RIPORT OF THE SOCIAL COMMITEE 'CONCERNING THE REPORT OF THE
SUB..CCMMISSICH ON FREEDOM OF INFORMATION AND OF THE PRESS
- i

The PRESIDENT: There\is_q misteke in the agenda for today,
docunent E/552, The.last itém we wefe.dgscuésing yesterday wes
ormitted in today’é agenda, but it was understood that we should
continue with that item and finish it if posgsgidble.

I hépe that the Members of the Council will have no objection
to going on with the Report of the Socilal Cormittee concerning

-

the Report of the Sub-Commission on Frccdom of Information and of
the Press, \

Mr. STINEBOWER (Unitod States): When we adjourned last
eifning, we were in‘d little bit of procedural @ifficulty it
scomed to me. Certainly we had agréed to hold a furtheor session
of the Soclal Committee to consider he Tequest for information
which is réferred to on page 3 of the document. |

At the close of the meeting, I had thrown out o suggestion
vhich I think I had not mode fully clear. At least, I had the
feeling that I had not made the purpose of it cloar, If it would
necet with the cpproval of the Members.around this teble, we could
avoid the mceting that is scheduled for this aftcrnoon. A

Overnight, we have all had a little more time to lcok at the
document E/550. T think vo can soe that aside from various
drafting changes--when ve all get eur hands on a document, we have

individual oxprcssions that #fe think we can improve--basically, it is

bascd on the agendd that we shall adopt,
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If, in the course of: our further discugsion this morning,
we modify that Agenda, it:would‘follow that thié.request for inform-
at;og mighp have to be somewhat altered. But I still see no reason
why,  having approved an agende for the Conference, it is dncumbent
upon us carefully to consider7every wprd of/the request that goes‘oﬁt
., to the Governments, ori vhy ve cannét igave_thét in the hands of thé‘
Secretary-General. |
That would be quite simpl& écéompl;shed if, on page 3, ve were
wto omit the following vordg in f@r@grapb 7: "To apfrove the follow-
ing request for informaﬁion concerning‘freedaﬁ.of information" and

.

then make the next line read: &fé request. the Secretary-General to Bena
. . i
a requeste based .upon the Agenda of phe Conference, to all states
Members of the United Nations" and so onj
In that event, we could also omit the blank which';efers fo the

reguesp for information. ;n other words, make this & Secretariat

task rather than a formally approved memorandum of this Council.
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Mr, BOR;S (Frghce)(iﬁterprqqatiOn £ron French): If the repre-
sentative of the United States had not tallen this inftiative, I should
have been ready to teke a similar initiative, since having dcqueinted
myself with the text I felt that 1% néeded some—bhanges. However, I
wes afraid that e long discussion might énsue in an endeavour to find
& toxt on which there would be agreemeht;.and I thereforq‘feel that
the text suggested by the United States representative should be accepted,

It should be understood, howevef, that as the original document was
to be sutnitted to the Cémmitteé, the now text should similarly be sub-
nitted, as po doubt ail Members will have obsarfations to meke upon 1t,
In the light of the discussion which will teke ‘place in the Cbx‘:‘xmitteel
this afternoon, the Secretary-Geﬁeral may be able‘to.change the.text BO
ae to take into account the observations made. Pefsonally, I shall
have some serious observations to meke on this‘text.

The PRESIDENT: Does the Council asgree on thé emendment proposed
by the representative of the United States, which is to the effect that
the first paragreph of Point 7 should be omiﬁtea; and the second para=-
graph changed so that 1t would read: .

"To request the Secretary-General to send & request for information'
based upon the esgenda of the Conference to all states Members of the
Unlted Natlons and to all states npn-members of the Unlted Na@ions which
will be invited to the Intermational Conference on Freedom of Informetion;

ki

end

"To Request the Secretary-General to prepare a pemorandun based upon
‘ N \
the replies received as documentation Tor the Conference; end

"To Request UNESCO to submit..." etcs

e

The emendment, therefore, 1s to delete the first parsgraph and to

insert in the second a reference to a request for information,
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Mr, MOE (Norway): T think 1t would be more correct o say,
Mihe provisional agendae", because it is only provisional.

Mr. MOROSOV (USSR) (Second Interpretabion; originel in Russian):
With respect to the words "based on the agenda” or "besed on the -
pfovisiﬁnal'agénda" as suggested by‘therrepreéentative of Norwsy, |
T should_like to say that the Soviet Unlon delegation objects to this
wording beceuse the Soviet Unicn delegation is not accepting the
agendé proposed by the Council and the Social Gcmmitteé.

| The PRESIDENT: Does the ropresentative of the Soviet ﬁnion have
any suggestions for amending the agenda?

Mr. MOROSOV (USSR} (Second Interpretaetion; original in Russian):
Inesmch es it has been stated that the question unaer discussién would
be the responsibllity of the $ecretary-Gener§l, I do not see any necessity .
for the words "based un the provigional agenda", and therofcre, I feel
that these words shoﬁld be excluded, because of the fact that it ls
clearly stated that 1% 1s the responsibllity of the Secretary-General.

Mr. SMITH (Canada): T %g not think we should exclude these words,
It seems to me that to exclude them would be to place a very unfair )
responsibility on the Secretariat, and we should avoid that,

It eppeers from the discussions which we Lave had in the Committem
and in the Council that the agenda is a very controversial topic.

We shell certainly adopt an qgenda; I hope we shall adopt some agenda
very shortly. We are asking the Secretery-General to send out a
request for informetion, and this inevitably raises many of the
controversial pointé as the discussion on the agende has raised; unless
we approve the request for information. And I am willing to accept

here the proposal of the United States delegation to save us time,
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We should give a leed to the Secretariat to ‘save time in se‘ctling
this mat ver, Ve should give them the ins‘bmc'tions that 1t be
placed on the agende that we édopt, Otherwise, we &re, in
effect avoiding our own responsibility énd trying to place it
unworthily, I think, on the head of the Secretary-Ganeral who

is an. in‘bernational oivil servant
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The PRESIDENT: I thought it would be tased on any agenda that
would be adopted. The Council must-adopt a provisional agenda, and
whatever will be adopted by this Council will not éhange the fcrrmu-
Jation of the text in this fesolution; it will notlaffect it. It
geens to me that our further discussion of Draft Resoldtion 6 will -
come, so tkat we can decide upon it.

Could the Council decide on this amendment?

Mc. MOROSOV (USSR)(Second interpretation; original in Russian):

I

must agein draw the attention of the Council to the fact that the draft

agenda which has been submitted by the Social Ccmmittee, a Committee of

the Whole of the Economic and Social Council is not acceptable to the
Soviet Union delegation. As I stated yesterday, the Soviet Union dele-
gation will vote against this draft, to the extent that it dées not re-

flect the basic tasks'of the press, which follow from the basic tasks

of the United Nations. ' Here we have a wording which refers to this

agenda. The Soviet Union delegation therefore does not accept this
’

wording, and I propose that we exclude it.
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Mr. STINEBCWER (United States):‘ I am sure we all respect the
right of the Soviet Union delegation to hold their own view as to
what should be the nature of the agende. That is not quite what is
in question here. When a majority view has been expresged a little
leter, when we come to the agenda, we have the task of asking the
Secratary-General to prepare the preliminary documentation for the

‘
Conference. If we were to omit the words suggested by the Soviet
Union there would be no instruction whatever to the Secretariat. We
would éskhthem.to gend a request to all states Members of the United
Netiones It does not even say on what, end it does not even say
for vhat purpose.

Desplte the fact that we mey heve a divided view in reaching
our agreement on whet is to be the nature of the agenda, once ve
have come to that decision, we must ask }Sl:ai:retary—(}eneral to collect
information relevant to the agende so that the Conference may have
the views of the govermments before it.

It seems to me, thereforxe, that it does not préjudice the .
views of the Soviet Union representative to express his opinions
guite full& when we come to hear this question of the agenda. But
if we come to a decisién, as we did in the Social Committee, which
does leave him in the minority, it seems to me that we will still not
be able to make a worthwhile qugstionnaire to governments unless
we meke a guestionnaire that is pertinent to what the Conference is
asked' to discuss. I do think that this is & procedural issue which ig
distinct from the substance of the agenda itself.

Mr. MacKENZIE (United Kingdom): It was my Govermnment that
originally felt most strongly that this request for information should

be submitted for epproval to some governmentel body such as this.
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It is a document going tq.govEﬁnmentglfpd will have to be answered.
by govermments, and it was our understanding that the Secretariat
would heve been glad to get such a check on their product. How;ver,
as we know,the whole -calander has been changed by decisions mede here
in the lest few weeks. and I would personally like to congratulate the
Secretariat in getting out this provisional document E/550 in such
short time so that we could seé it hefe.

In the circumstances,therefore, I am prepareq to,accept.the change
Buggegted by the United Statea. As for the‘point raisgd by the
representative of the Soviet Union, I can not really think that there
is a sefious poinf of issue here because surely he must agree, Just
as much as any of us, that if there is going to be a request for
information--and I may say that the original phrasing of this in the
Sub-Cormissien's Report was very carefully considered in order to
meet the points ralsed by the Soviet Union representative on thet
Sub-Commission--then it must be information’ relevaent to the Conference.
There 1s no other point in sending out the questionnaire, and I shouid
have thought we ere just stating that obvious truth in stating that 1t
should be based on the agenda whatever the agenda is going to be.

The PRESIDENT: Perhaps™~ after these explenations we can decide on
the emendment of the rerresentative of the United States. I will reed
the amendment egain and then we wiil vote on it,

On page 3, under Point 7, the first paragraph would.be deleted,
and the first line of the following peragraph would.read as follows;
"To request the Secretary-Generel to send a reéuest for information
based upon the provisional agenda to all stateé Members." The text

would follow.
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‘ The emendment was adopted by fifteen votes to two, with ome

sbstention.

'The-PRESIDENT: The words between Points 7 and 8 "request for
information” would be deleted. Point 8 would follow.

If there are no comments on this draft resqlution,HWe will vote
on 1ts adoption &s it was amended'yesterday and this morning, and
es 1t is found in documert E/547 under heeding One.

The resolution was edopted by fifteen votes to none, with three

abstentions.
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By this docision of the Council, there is no neceasity of
having a mooting of the Social Cormittee this afternoon.

Arec there any cormments on the draft resolution proposcd by
the Comuittee under Section II? You will find that draft
resclution on poge 4 of documeﬁt E/54T.

Mr, STINEBOWER (Unitod States): I do not attach much iumpoitance
to this comment, but it was my understanding that what appears as
sub-paragraph (d)‘was nore by way of a Commiftee noting a procedural
gucgtion and did not cnter into the formal rcsolution,

If, on the othor hard, thore arc those who think it chould remain,
I would hot press the point, But my undergtonding is that the formal
rcogolution that the Council itgelf adopts chould cnd with sup-paragraph
(c).

The PRESIDENT: As there is no objoction to the suggestion of
the Unitcd Statos represcntative, sub-poragraph (a) will do dolotod from

A
the draft resolution,

Draft rcgolution II, as amended, wag adopted,

Draoft resolution I was adopted.

Droft rogolution IV wao adopted,

The PRESIDENT: Io thero any objection to draft resolution-V?

Mr, STINEBOWER (United Statos):  Horc again, I have not the |
slightest obJection to the resolution, but it seccms to re that it is
in the naturc of a roport to this Council ef what the Soclal Cormiittec
did, I doubt if it is the kind of item that we would sce in our final
regolutions when they are printed togethor.

I would suggest its dolcticn, not oun the basis of any opposition

at all, but as being agaln a proccdural internal matter.
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Mr, MOE (Norway): I agroe ontirely with the representative of the
United States so far as sub-paragraophs Cbl_and (c)' of resolution ¥
are concerncd, But I think that subaparaéraph (a) should be retained,
because that was the decision of the Cormittce,

The PRESIDENT: Is there any objection to the deletion of sub-
paragraphs (b) and (¢)?

Mr., MocKENZIE (United Kingdon): I would support the United States
suggostion.\ll think that none of the paragrophs here cspocial;y Join
in . with the ropert we are passing now. I.do pot toke oxcoption to the
subatance of any one ¢f them,

)} regord to sub-parsgraph (a), I think thot it was o most informal
decigion of the Ceuncil ag far as referring to thic particuler docuient,
There have been many statenents from different delogations on the

Igeneral principles of informationg I felt that the Sub~-Commisglon
thought that at the tine the-Soviet Union statenent was mede, 1t wos
not appropriate to discuss it, but that it would be discucsed later,
like meny othcors in the Sub-Commiigsion. I just wonder whethor we nced
to make very special reference to it hefe. _

I therecfore support the United States suggection,
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Mr. MOROSOV (USSR)  (Secomd Interpretation. Original in
Russian): At the first ‘meet: ng of the SOCl&l Committee tne Sovie*
Union’representative'1ndicated that the proposal of the Sub-Ccmmieeion
‘on Freedom cf Information end ‘of the Press did not contain a formulation |
of the principles of freedom of informstion and of the p:ess. In the
opinion of the Soviet Union delegatlon the omission of such an im-
portant element constitutes & very serious shortcoming and therefoze
the" Soviet Union delegation submitted to the Sociel Committee wn*ch
is En‘orgen:of_the Economic and Social Council, a proposal concerning
the fpxmulation'of these principles.“

ﬂ if;tne.Economic and Social Council feels thet it cannot consider
this queeﬁion_;- e'noﬁnt of view with which the Soviet Union deiegation.

does not agree because without a formulation of these pxlnciples

2.
!

it is not possible to determine exactly the discussions of the Conference -
it 1s'on1y natural that thege propoeals Be considered by the Sub-
Conmittee'at its next session.' The Social Committee has suegested
the procedure which has been gdopted and used meny times in the past
by the Ecohomic and Social Coundil for the consideration of documents
on unich discussion had not been finished, and when 1t was found :
neceseaiy £6 continue the diecussion of & duestion contalined 'in
these documents. |

That is the intent of the proposal we have here; 1t &ces not
refer éo %ﬁeféuﬁéténée, but'simbly mesns that the queéfion wouldf’
be refg;fed'fo;.coneidefetion.cy the.approbfiéfe orgen of the.ﬁoonomicy
and Social Council. ﬁhét ie'there'abnofmaifin"this procetire? '

Mr. STINEBoWER (Uhited States) - I 'went to assure the réﬁfeeentetﬁve

of the Sovieﬁ'Union ‘thet I do not find anything abnormel in this pro-'r

cedure:j‘Ke'ng”said;’uerhéve'done ft‘many‘timee; T hed assuued 1t yas“
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the practice of phe Security Council to transmit to the next
meeting of any sub-commission all the documents; all the proposals,
and all the relevent discussions that hed taken place om this sub-
Ject 1n the Economic and Social Council and the -Social Committee. :

What I héa in mind when I said it seemed to me that this was- -
& procedural matter, and not.a formal fesolution-we‘need.to adopt,
wag that all these documents would go to the Committee. It is furthest
from.my intention to guggest the repregsion of discussion on a subject
such as freedom of information. Thqt would be an inconsistency which
would be hardly tolerable. I.spoke;in good faith when I suggested this,
because I hed qot rgalised we had‘taken quite so formal a decision in,
the Sgcial Committee. I speak subject to correction by the Chalrmen
of the Social Committee, but I think that at the end of the discuseion
it was sald, as it is so frequently said, "this will be. brought to.
the attention of the Sub-Comn@sgiqaon Freedom of Information end of the
Pressl' I hed not realised we were singling/gzs of our docunments, and -
adopting a‘formal‘mption‘that it would be brought to the attention of
the Sub-Commission on Freedom of Informétionlgnd bf the Press. I cssuied
that 1t would be, end that everything sald on the subject would be
brought to the attention of the Sub-Commission. That was my only
point, ‘

Mr. ABMAD (India): I am frenkly alarmed at the way in which
even gﬁﬁllimatters‘of procedure discussed and decided inlﬁhe'SQcial‘
Commi ttee are being reropenaihere{ Coming to the subg?ance of this,

,_I,real;y do not see anything.too’rgpugnant to our wrocedurs or!prscedent,

in referripé'thipvdocument to the Suﬁ-Cotmission on Fresdon of Inforunticn
ené of the Press; cspecizlly since this wrs ¢ decision of the Soc;gl

Committee.
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Ve have already taken note of the document submitted by the
International Organisation of Journaliste, and decided that the resol-
uvtion should bd called to the attention of the Conference. In our
last plenary -sesslon, an agenda wgs submitted by the represehtative
of France, and this ébuncil, in its Resolution, took mote. of that, and
.decided to pass it on to the Sub-Commission on Freedom of Information
and of the Press.

I really do not see any reason why, when a document is presented
and the Committee takes a decision to pass it on to the Sub-Commisgsion,
we should try to reverse that decision. In fact, this Is the least
that can be done in respect to the document that has been discussed,ﬁ
unless we take a vote on it and reject it. Evidently, in this parti-
cular case the Social Committee was of the opinion that this document
merited further copsideration, and, therefore, decided to remit it to
the Sub-Commission on Freedom of Information eand of the Press. I think

that (a) should stend as it is.



GR ' : E/P.V.116
' 46

Mr. MOE. (Norway): Since tho question has been raised, I think
that the decisinn of the Committeé was more formal than usual, because
the situation was this, The representativé of the Soviet Union pressed
for a discussion of the principles af the freedom ¢f information and.
what constitutes the concept nf freedom of information, The attention
of the Soviet Union representativo was then drawn to the fact that dis-
cugsions had taken place in the Suyb-Commission on Frcedom of Information
which planncd to discuss the subject at its next session; the Committee
therefore refused to enter into eny discussion of the substance of the
gucstion and decided to transmit the dpcument to the Sub-Commission fqr
its considoratign at its next session,

~Naturally, I agree with the represent&tive of the Unitecd States to
a certain extent; this is somothing ef an automatic refercnce, but en
the ebher hand I would also call attention to the fact that this has been
incorporated in a document which is before the Economic and Social‘
Council and I am ver& much afraid it would give rise to wrong interpre-
tations if we decide& to delete it, Therefore I ask the Members of the
Council to let it stand as‘it is,

Mr, McKENZIE (United Kingdom).: I am not interested in pursuingjthis
point but I feel I should like tm make two corrections of what has Just
been said by the reprosentative of India, The first is the comparison
he drew between this item and the question »f the internatiohal rrgeniza-
tioﬁ of journalists item, I think there 1s a very significant difference
in that the item regarding the internaticnal organization of Journalists
rclates directly to the World Conference, which 1s the subject of this
Report; we should be noglig@nt‘if vwe did not specifically enter into it.

The item we are concermed with now ic called "Miscellaneous Items"; it
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is not directly germane to the World Conference, although 1t may be
.Jndirectly I am not 1ntetested in purusing that. |
The second point 1n'the remar{s of +he renresentative of Indie
to Whlch I wished to refer is that certainly there is nothing repugnant
in trans mitting 1tem.(a), and I do not think either the United States
repnesentative or the United Kingdom representative suggeSced that
there was. Perhaps the representative of India has overlooked the
fact that we also wanted to cut out item (h); which is a tecommendation
that certain United Kingdom and Lnited St&tes documents should be passed
on. There was no attempt to distinguish in any way betveen British,
Soviet Union, Czechoslovek or any other documents. '
Mr. SMITH (Canada): It seems to me that we are spending e.great
deal of time on a vety small point. lThere are'only two issues here.
The first is whether we should allow a report of the statement by
the Soviet Union reoresentative(n the subject of the general principles
of.fteedom of 1nformation to be lost sight of. The answer, clearly, is
~no. ) | |
The second question is whether we should singie out, end thus'dis-
criminate against,other stateménts on thisquestion, and the ansver here,
clearly, should aéain be no. I would suggest that.we substitute ior
this resolution the following: |
"The Economic and Social Council calls the attemtion of the
Sub-Commission on Freedom of Information and of the Press to'the various
statements concerning the general principleS‘of freedom of information

made by Members of the Council at its Flfth Seseion."”

If we adopt that, I think we could get on with our business.
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Mr. MOROSOV (USSR)(Interpretation from Russian)° First of all, T
should like to express my surprise at the remarks made by the representa-
tive of the Uhlted Klngdom. The general meenlng of his remsrhs were, if
I un@erstood.them{ that the Soviet Union proposal cohtaining general
principles on.the freedem of press and informetion had no direct bearing
on the subject of the World Conference, To sey theé least, this seems
strange to me~ and I cannot agvee with his point of view,

I cannot agree either with what has been said about some sort of
Vdrscrlmlnatlon that had been suggested here, That deals with the
document; +hat had been formully submitted as a draft resolutlon to the

’

Economic and Social Council}, and bears a spealal part of the agenda.

I do not know whether there had been any other formal documents of this
kind submitted in writing to the Economic and SOCl&l Council. I have
never heard of them, 3But, of course, if any delegatlon had submltted
formelly in wrlting any proposal analogous to the Soviet Union proposal
it should be dealt with in exactly the 'same say.

\ It had also been mentioned that the attentlon of the. Council was
drawm to this point out of proportion with its importence, and in this
connection, the Canadian representatire has mehtioned the necessity for
econohizing time. It is.always.the habit to mention the necessity of
saving time when the Canadien representative does not like the contents
of a propossl. I am afraid that on this point I eannot be of .any help
to him. ' |

Mr, AHMAD (India)’ i must clear the mlsanderst nding that seems
to have arisen, partlcvlarly in the mrnd of the representatlve of the

Unitéd Kingdom,that I had in view any distaste for this document., .
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I can assure him ﬁﬁat-ﬁy remafks were based entirely on principle
and my remarks/ﬂould have been fhe‘game Irrespective of the source of
the documert in question. M&‘maiﬁ point is this: We have & document-
ation submitted by a Member State, This documéhtation is germene |
to the problem Sf'the Yorld Conferencé on Freedom of Information.

' The Ecoﬁbmic and Social Council in its fourth session adopted
the following resolution: ;Transmits to the Sub-Commission on Freedom
of Information and of the Press, the draft.agenda for the Conference
on Freedom of Information, presenfed'by the deiegation of‘France,and
ény ofher similaer communications receivéd from Member States.”

Irrespectivé of the source or of the neme of tﬁe State from which
a communication coﬁes, if there is something wvhich is gefmane to the
problem; if it is something which has not been adopted or rejected
by the Social Committee or by this Council; if it is something in
respect of which it 1s felt that further consideration is necessary,
we have to refer it to the Sub-Commission, In this particular case,--
and agaln spesaking irrespective of the source of the document -- the
Social Committee discussed 1t; the Social Committee did not adopt it;
the Social Committee did not ieject it; the Social Committee showed -
that it merited further consideration, and referred it to the Sub-
Commission on Freedom of Information ané of the Press, and it is
exactly this which we are now deciding upon.

I really do not see any particular reason for deleting this item
from the agenda, and again, I must clear the misunderstending which
seems to bg in the mind of the representative of the United Kingdom.

There is no question of any particular Member state here at all.

It is purely a question of principle of a document vhich has been
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considered, but which hes not.been adopted or rejected but which
has been found worthy of further consideratioﬁ and is being referred .
to the Sub-Commission, I should like to know why this Council
cannot teke a decision on tk/xis.-i ‘

Mr. ven der MANDELE ( Netherla.ncis): My delegation would not
like to go on record 'as,.belittling the importance of the document
mentioned in the proposal which 1s before us, dr; the contrary, 1
think it is a highly important document, end after the discussion
ve have had, my delegation is afraid that by rejJecting this proposel

Qwhich we have before ﬁs s We would give the \ir.apression that we do

belittle its importance. -Therefore; we would not vote for the

prroposal to delete this .proposak altogether.
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On the other hand, my delegation is of the opinion that the
discussions which followed the'submitting of this dcocument in the
Committge are also very important'an¢ very relevant‘td the subject
Wwe have ﬁhder diséussion. 'Thérefbre,.my‘delegation supporfs the
proposai made by the Canadian representivive.

Yr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) (Interpretation from Spenish):  The
Chilean delegation agrses with the view expiessad by‘the'representative
of the United States that it is not neccssary fo have here the
resolution that we have before us, but we are also of the opinion that
there ié-no-reason'to;have if hers as it is.

We agree with what hés been said by the repfesentafive,of Noxway,
ﬁpat under present circumstances we might“give the impression in the

'pwesept,resolution that wé are in disagreément wiﬁh what the Soviet
delegation haé represented, apd also‘thax we should liké to ayoid
further discussioé on this point. - Un&ér such circumstanées, alfnough
we know 1t is ndt truc, we may give such an impressiop. ~ For this
reason, we support the maintenance of paragraph (&) of this resolution.

Mr. BORIS (France) .(Intefpretatioﬁ from French): I will bo
vgry bricf on a eubjéct wﬁich I do n6t feel has the merits to retain
8o long the attention of. the Council;’ fhé French delegation did not
attach a very particular interest to‘the wording of the reeolution‘under
discussion.  We felt that it was natural inaemuch as the Soviet Union
delegation hed submitted a substantial wérk on the freedom of information
and the press, and that the Committee had exemined this document in
some respects and recommended that it be referred to the Sub-Curmiseion

which is competent to concern itself with this matter,
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. We felt thap it was quite natural’ to meke mentioh of this
refegence. Wo also felt that if it were decided otherwise, it would
not ﬁe Incorrect if the documents were referred to the Sub-éommittee
without any resolutlions. 'But after the discﬁssio; which has taken
place, we agree with the representatives of Norwey and Chile -- and the
: / .

French delegation also agrees -- that if.this text is not sdopted as.
it stands at”the presént time, it might lead toninterpretatipns which
the Frencb delegetion would find regrettable.

Under the circumstances, I fesl that we should bring to an end
this long and somewhat desultory discussion, put the resclution to a
vote, and eccept 1t as it stands. '

Mr. KAMINSKY (Byeolrussian S.S.ﬁ.)(lnterpretation from Russian):
This discussion 1s very 1ndicat1ve of the views of the Members of the
Council. Tt was started on the initiative of the representative of
the United State;. I wish, however, to rémind the Members of the
Council that in the Social Committee there were no objections
whatever as to the decision of referring thie document submltted by
the Soviet Unilon delegation, concerning one question which has not

been discussed but which 1s importmt, to the Sub-commission on Freédom

of Information and of the Press; for its consideration.
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We axe dealing here not with the text of & statement concerning
a question which has been discussed and decided upon, but we are discuseing
the status of & formal document which appears on the egenda of the
Conference - and which has pot been discussed by the Sub-Commission, end
which in the opinion of the Members of the Social Cormittee merits the
‘ettention of the Cormittee, end if my memory i; correct, it Qas a '
uneninous decision which called for the reference of this document to
the Sub«Cormission,

I feel that the gquestion has been sufficiently clarified and that
we should proceed to vote on this metter. Thé:eforg, I.suéport the
motion to vote on this' question..

The PRESIDENT: I have two more Members on my list of‘speakgrs
and I nope after that we will progeed to the vote, This matter hes been
discussed for over an hour, |

Mr. SMITH (Capada): I apologize for speaking again; I meré;y
vent the record to show that this document undef discussion contains
two parts. The second part is a proposal for amendﬁents to the egenda.
That part was voted on in the Committee clause by cleuse, and theféfore
has Yeen deaslt with. The first part exists because the very important
statement made by. the representative >f the Soviet Union was made in
the Committee of the Whole, not in plenery session, where there was no
verbatin report, and it wes at my suggestion thet the Sovﬁet Union.
répreséntative gave this to the Secretariat so that we sould have it in
writing. I appreciate -his kindness 1n dolng that but I do want the
recofd to show thét the first half of the document 1s exactly on a footing
with the verbatim stetements mede by every othe;'delegation. It would
not have existed if I had not made thaet suggestion, The second pert,

as I have stated? vwas discussed and voted on in the Commjttee of the Whole.
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It ﬁgy ve, ih_d;scussipg the matter in plenary session, we shell have
to ypte’again'on‘these,questions.

Mr, KARIM AZKOUL (Lebanon)(lntefpretatﬂop from French): fhe
Lebanese .delegation w§uld be in favour of voting for -the maintenance
of the text as it stands; that 1s,the text Ve'aré‘néwf&iscussingi The
Lebanesé delegation ie firmly éoﬁViﬁéed of the»impgrtancé of this prob-
lem, As this quesﬁion éets'forth the princ¢iples from which all décisions
will emeanate concefning the freedom of the préssvin tﬁeﬂfuture, and as
the étudy of the problez. Was 0ot carried out to a sufficlent degree 'in
the original projJect, we considéftthat the heét way to grawffhe attention
of the Sub-Cormission to. this point is té 8tate 1t in the regolution;
Aand s wa1A wnta For tha téxt as 41t sta‘nds-..

Mr. SUN‘(China): In copnection with the problem of whether we
should refer the document to the Sﬁb-Commiss;op, our delegation 18
inclined to think along thé same lihe as the delegations of thg Uhitéd
Kingdon and the Uﬁited‘Stateg for the seame reasons presented B& those
reyresentatives,

At this point I wish to direct the attention of the Council to
paragresh (a) which reads: "The ﬁcopomic~aﬁd Social Council refers
docurment E/AC,7/30, Stdtement made by the Delegetion of the Unlon of ~
Soviet Socialist‘Republic55 to the Sub-Commissiqp.,." It seems to me
that the whole docurient would be submitted to the Sub-Commission.

With regard to document E/AC,7/30 I would 1ike to put & question
to the President. On pagq'5, the lastaparagrgph—on that page,?nder
III (a) and (b), it veads "To epprove the‘SubJComﬁittee;s pgopqsg} )
that participation 1n‘the‘C9nfergnce on Freedom of Infprmation should
not be confined to Member sﬁateéa,." Then there is abotﬁer‘paragraph

relating to the Mongoliah Peoplets Republic%
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\I think these two, items havé already been voted upon., So if
we are golng to take 2 vote upon persgreph (a) in document E/S4T,
ve muet.first conaidef that the last ﬁérégraph in document E/AC.7/30
should be deleted. That is Just a question I heve in my mind.

The PRESIDENT: There are three proposals before the Council if
we shoﬁid conslder the point of view of the repreesentative of No}way
a8 2 proposal for points (v) ahd.(c). ‘

The firses proposal is that of the répresentative of the United
Statés to the effect thet . Areft resolution V, which you find on
page 5 of the document, should be deleted. We will vote on that pro=
posal. : \

The proposal was rejected by ten votes to five ,with *threo absten-

tions,
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In it a foripl propooel?

Mr, MOE (Norway): I wifhdraw ry proposal,

The PRESIDRINT: 'In that case, we have the proposal of the
ropreacntative of Canoda which reads:

"The Econonic aﬁd Social Council calls the attention of the
Sub-Corrrigoion on Freeden: of Information and of the Preoa to the
Varicus'statements concerning goneral principleo ;f frecdon cf
information made by Mombers of tho Crvuncil at ito fifth scooion.”

Mr, SANTA CRUZ (Chile) (Inteiprotation frem Spanich): I ohould

1like to know whether this has to ﬁake the place of gub-paragraph (a)
or hos to be added to the rescolution,

- e

The PRESIDENT: Ag I understand it, it io is replacenent of the
draft resolution V, It is an amcndnient of the draft rcgelution V
contained in the docuﬁ.ont°

Mr, XAMINSKY (Byclorusoian SSR) (Sccond interprotaticn; original
in Russian): I consider that this anendment cculd be accepted, bub
we have two disbtbinct questions here; the first cne being a formal
preposal in the form of a document, end the secend one being a
sta£oment in referénca to the questions which have been dimc:l;ssed6
Tho Cancdian aﬁendment specifically refers to this gtatenment.

* Therofore, I fecl that if ée are o accept sub-paragraph (a) of
the resolﬁtion, then we could add to it the Canadian preposal,

Mr, SMITHE (Canada): I once new a hotel in Tours which wes
known ap Hetel de 1'Univers et du Pcrtugal, the Hotcl of the Univorsity en
of Portugal.. It oecmo to me we have that sort of situation here.

I would certainly includo the Sevict WUnion statement, to which I

attach great importaonce, among the other staﬁoments cevercd by ny
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regolution., It oeems to 1e unnecessery to name cpecifically every
general otatement on the oubject, and I intended ny resolution,
therefore, to call the attention of the Sub-Cormigsion to all the
relovant stotements, including Ypat radc by the Soviet Union
representative.

The *RESITERT: We will now tﬁko a vote on the drzft rccolution
proposed by the Canadlan reprecentative, which would replace
draft resolution V of the Cormiittce.

Tho recolution weo rolectod by cizht voteg to ten.

\
The PRESIDENT: We will now vote on * - draft resclutioh V ag

it otonds in the docunent,

Boaclution V won adopted by ten votes to_none.

Mr. SITINEBOWER (United States): I apologize for delaying thie,
but I do want to apologize for you for having the question, in all-
gincerity, in this Council that it %as straight procedure., I asked
a very simple gquestion; it could have been onswored.

I would dirmct tho Council'o attention, whon the verbatin is
ready, to the original inquiry I rnade and to the second otatenent which
I nade after the represcntative of Norway inbtervened. I nention it
because we otill have some work to finish in this Council, and I, for
one, an distreosed that it is impossgible to raise small procedural
guegtions of interpretation without setting off a terrific debate on
subgtance, I do fecl that it puts a great burden on an individual
who does not want to challenge decisions of sub-cormittees, doeg not
want to re-open iosue, but sirply aske a question or makes a simple
propogal without re-opening any icsues,

While I an speaking, I want.to raise just one other issue which I

did not raise, you will recall, in dobate. I think I will have to agk
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the Présideht to moke an explicit statement for the record.inasnuch
as varioug other statements have becn made. The point is, that
certainly in referring'this docunient to the Sub-Cormission, the
Council is in no way referring to’the Sub-Corxiigsion items on which

the Council itself has taken a negative vote. That st be in the
interpretation of whut we arc doing, otheéwise we-will be naking
an eerly foolish procedure in the Council,

The PRESIDENT: Scveral timec in the paot, I have declared that
docunents which are proporod by verious Members of this Council, and
- which are refcrred to comiiccions or.organizations without any
opecific recommendatign or ingtruction, ere the opiniong expressed
by thesc Memberc, But'I do nog feel that at thic point we can re-

2o I woo asked by the representative of Chino, which

open a question,

is not on the cgenda. That docc not belong hore at this time.
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The PRESIDENT: We will now take Resolution VT.

Mr. BORIS (France) (Interpretation from Fremch): The French
delegation shares the opinion of the Chilean and the Norweglan
delegations on the subject. of resolution VI and hgs the honour to
submit en amendment to it. If the Council will allow me, I would
likxe to eleborate the reasons why we are submitting this amqndment
in a plenary sessién without having given an opportunity to havé
a dlscussion upon it in Committee. This amendment is designed
£d dbmplete paragraph .2 of chapter I of the agenda by giving a
nore precise definition of the fundemental principles of freedom
.6f'information and the fress. -If this emendment is accepted, éﬁb-
paregraphs (c) and (d) would ;ead:

"(¢c) to help to promote respect for humen rights end fundamental
freedoms for sll, without distinction as to race, sex, lenguege or
religion; to combat fascist 1deology by removing the remnants of
fasciem and colleborationism from the media of ihformatiqn;

"(d) to help maintain international peace and security through
understanding and co-ope;ation between peoples, and to combat forces
which incite war by removing bellicose influences from medle of
information." |

Ve have already had a debate. in the Sub-commis;ion on two
texts, ana the ‘majority showed ite favour for the document now
under discussion: The reason for which the majority indicated its
opinion in this way 1is that thie text gave effirmestions of a more
'general end vague cheracter. This text was prefereble in the opinion
| of the majority, although I should like to point out thax.éome of thg
experts who were present, imcluding Mr. de Rose of France, felt

that in the other text thefe were elements with which they were
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in sympathy and which £hay felt should be adobted or at least-
considered with a view to seeing whether they could Se incorporated
in the final text. |

On two or three occasions we have had debates in the Committee
in rether particular circumstances. B& this I mean that it was
not pqssiﬁ}e for the Members of the Committee to seek a'formula
by which they could amaslgamate the tﬁo texts Into a single coherent
vhole. The alternatives with which‘fhe Committee was confronted
were elther to adopt one text‘gg bloc or to sdopt the other text
en bloc. 1In so far as any conclusion wés arrived at, the majority
of the Sub-commission adopted the text which had been adoptod
by the méjqrity of the Council.

The question arose in the Sub;commissipn of parasgraph 2,
(a), (b), (c) and (d), which was adopted in the form in which it
appears in the present text. At thet time the quiet'Uhion repre-
sentative provosed a new text wﬁicﬁ consisted of four points
proposed as an addition to the text which was adopted. It could
only be considered at that tiﬁe as an eddition to the original text
‘which weas not to be touched. Those additions were considered in
such a menner, and were written in such a form, that very often
they seeméd to be s duplicatioﬁ of what wes to be found in‘the
original text. They repeated certain thingé already stated in the
original text and s§metimes di1d not conform to the notions which
some countries, particulaerly my own, have a8 to the freedom of
informatlion and the press. .

We felt that an opportunity should be éiven to have the
two texts amalgemated, end thcreforelthé French delegationldid

not vote at that stege on this text. It felt that the final

-
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text should be completed with the other texts which have been
submltted. That 1is why we'-are‘submitting thie amendmentlin
the plenary session. We feel“that it is logicai foAamaigémate
it with a document which has been deborated in‘tﬁeVSub-commission,
end we hope to recelve the approéai of the‘majority for this -
amendment. 4

The French delegation is happy to present this amendment,
which has the apﬁroval of the aelegafions'of Chilé and ﬁofway.
We considered, as has already been stated, that the text submitted
to the Sub-commission by Mr. Lomskin, and which was defended by
the representative of the Soviét Union, formed a negaﬁi;é approach
to the problem, whereas the text we have before us forﬁs a positive
epproach. It 1s true that one text promotes certain principles
whereas the other promotes different principlés, and in the opinion
of the French délegétion~one set of pfinciples completes the other
set. It 1s obVious that one cannot struggle fér certéiﬁ principles

without at the saﬁe time opposing the éontfary ﬁrinciples.
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This is ‘why we wented to edd "ideological fascists gnd bellicose
influences" in paragraph (c) and (4d) respect-iveiy in the amendment,
because in paragraph (c), ve are dealing with - v rights and freedom,
and in paregraph (d), we ave déhling with peacé end international
security. | |

The text we §f0posed and the text which Mr, Lomakin and the
Soviet Union delegatiOn supported merits the following obseﬁabions.
The»Sovie’c Union proposal ié not limited to a recommendation
conceminé the elimination of faeqié‘i; idéolegies’ aﬁd wer mongers,
but it also provides for very precise instructions with regard
to the z;adq.o and press, such as leading organized campaigns and
unmesking certain war monger personalities, ' This organizaticn
of campaigns 'and the unmasking of personalities is not compatible
with our conception of the freedom of information and of the press.

If it 1s possible to advocate certain genéral principles, and
express our opinions in réspect to these principles, we feel
that it wogld not be possible to order or to force the press to
carry out ;:ertain campaigns which actually would lead towards aiums
that we feel ere intimately our cwn.

I wish to state that we dislike;as much as any one else, fascist
and war mongers, but still we are not of the opinion that jJournalists
gshould be given instructions, These instructions could only be given
by our Government to orgenize cempaigns in order to fulfil these tasks.
We believe thet if we proceeded in this menner, we would not achieve
the results we are trying to secure. Such synchronization is‘ not our sim,

At the seme time, I should like to point out that our own conception,
while egainst totalitarianism is not one which should allow complete

irresponsibility on the part of the press, because we feel that in a
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commercial regime where the soie arbiter is, in the' long run, monej,

the press and radio would become monopolistic, We have always befa—n
againet monopoly ih pubiic or privé.te organizations R as | faxr as th'e‘.pres‘s
18 concerned. In accordance with t'hat, wé are nét leaving in the

meens for the procs or radio w.hose mem‘bers:'iﬁcludje fascist elements.
compfonised by collaboration, to put out the pews.

Afte;r' the storm w-hich'has Juét teken place, we feel that 1t is
Just that the high besi of forming public opinion showld not be
* left in the hands of those who have co].labora;ced and who are the
adversaries of the very .p'rincig;)les‘ of the Cherter. Ve feel thet
we should not leave this medie in irresponsible hands which might
incite é fescist revival or be bellicose., We feel that by simply
incorporating these ele'mgnts which we have spoken about in our
amendment, we would effectively obviate this danger,

. By adopting this principle, we would ensure the freedom of
informaetion and of the press by leaving it in the hands 'o;f‘ people
who are deserving and responsible to carry out such tasks, In this:
manne:é, the freedom of information would be in the keeping of people
worthy of this task, It would be placed at the service Af humen
i.ntelligenc’er and wisdom, and wculd help to v;rin the cause of humen
rights and peace which are ths aims of the United Natioms,

Mr. SMITH (Canada): The -Canaiiian delegation profoundly sympathizes
with and admires the obJectives of the delegations of France, Norway and
Chile in proposing thege amendments, My delegation also would be very.
happy if this Council could reach unanimity on the principles of
freedsm of ipfonnation, I regret to have to say that I do not think

we shall reach unanimity., One of our Members has already stated that
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he proposes to vote against the agenda sv:bmit‘bed to us by the Committee
of the wholé and, ‘o'f course,:' mle;s tﬂat posit:ion ié reversed, we‘ shall
not reach wnenimity, We, 00, would be gled if we could. |

I want to meke & few detailed éomﬁepts on some of the words in this
amendmehf, the~ word "fascist", for exa@le. I heve lived in sew}eral |
fascist countries and I cer’cainiy share the warrents whic;h I am sure
we all do, T belieVe I know exactly what I mean by : ;'fascism" , exactly
what tech;iciues, what methods and so on are involved. But the word in
the press of the world is used ﬁmch more loosely. It is used sometimes

to deseribe merely as a term of abuse, to describe people or principles

with vhich one disagrees.
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- I would feel -happi_.er'if the smendment read "to combat totalitérié,n
ideology by removing the remneuts of totelitarianism", and: instead\lof o
the words "collaborationiem)" "fifth coluwmiem from the medis
of informetion." I thigk, however, :l:ha.t people are piore used té co‘nsidéring
these words objectively, :, without the emotional commént which the word
"fascist" involves. As for substituting "fifth columnism” for collabora-
tionism" it seems to me .that' that would meke the principle more universal,

Many countries, happlly, were not occupied by fascist forces
during. the war, and the counterparts of the collaborationists were
fifth columnist members. That is a more universal term. In other
words » With these changes I would feel much happier with the
amendment.

But there is a.problem of basic philosophy involved, and T .f‘eel
that we must give it consideration in examining this proposal.
The tasic function of the press, -in the opinion of my delegatiop
and in the opinion of the Canadian people, is:to tell the truth.
We believe that this' fundamental principle is admirably formulated
in paragroph (a) of the agenda recommended by the Committee of the Whole,
U'to tell the truth without prejudice, and to spread knowledge without
melicious intent.” We do believe, as a metter of faith and as a
matter of knowledge based on experience in the further dictum thz‘rb
“"the truth shall make you free." We believe that very genuinely,
but we do believe that it is dangerous, in philosophy to jump a
stage as 1t were., We do believe that to say that the object of the

press is not to tcll the truth but to promote democracy or. to promoto
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.any other set of values however good, is mistake;ﬁ. in. philosophy-and
profoundlywd.a_.ngeréué’ in practice. _

Let me give an illustration from quite & different field to
sug\gestwhat,l mean. It might be -suggested that the function or
purpose of a looking-glass is to refiec’q the beauty of a woman's
face. That is a very admirable function, but I . think it would
be a very dangerous formuwlation. The function of a looking-
glass is to reflect a woman's face whatever it may be and to tell
the truth, and to the extent that the locking-glass performs that
funetion, I think it will contribute to beauty.

But on the other hﬁnd, if the looking-glass could be distorted--
and there have been sﬁch things-~a0 as to reflect what might per -
haps be more acceptable and more pleasant, it would not be serving
its funcblon and it would not be helping its function; it would
harm i\t. I think that this analogy is quite relevant.

I was some years ago a working jJournelist, and I have learmed
from experience some of the purposés,' to which: nobie principles
|can be put. I know that many Journalists have found perfectly
true factu&l reports on matters of Importance cengored by certain
governments, and the censors have Justified their action on the
grounds, that the purvose of the press is to prcmots international -
friendship, that the facts reported, whilé'trug, were unpleasant
and would not promote friendship, and so on.

In other words I am suggesting that inherently we are here
dealing with something realiy serious when we get down to-the level
of this council of working Journalists in various parts of the world.
I do think that 1f we compromise and mitigate the basic principle.

that has been discussed at length in the Sub-Commission and the Cgmmittee
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of the Whole and in this pWenary session, e W“ll be doing a dlsservice
to the peonles of the world and to the working Journalists of the
world.

I have one other observation to make on this matter, and that
is that we are, I hope, certainly seeking to establish fundamental
principles of frsedom‘of the press. Perhaps I should not say
for all time, but at least fof a long time. I believe that the
formulation worked out by the Sub-Commission, and adopted by the
Committee of'the Whols, does fgrmulate thils case very wellf

| To insert intc these baslc proposals,words based on particular

pplitical problems in particular parts of the world--which I hope
belong now to a rapidly'passing périod in history--does seem to
me most updesirable . Fundamental principles are, after all, fundamental.
If.we forge these principles well and express them well, they
should last for centuries. If we dc not forge them well for the
seke of reaching unenimity, and if we do not apply them sharply
and specifically to a particular problem and a part;cular country,
we will mitigate the basic principles. Further, I think we
will be doing ourselves a disservice.

For these reasons,'much ag I do admire gnd sympathize with

the purpose of this amendment, I hope the Council will not adopt it,
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Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile)(Interpretation from Spanish): The
representative of France has expleined in a cleér and eloquent manner
the reasons for' which the delegations of france, Norway and Chfle.
were presenting & proposal to the Economic and Social Council. For
this reason 1t is not necessary for me to again relate the arguments
that were in our minds in presenting this proposal, but I should
like to.make a few comments on the observations made by the rééreéentative
of Ca?ada. Thé Cunadian represenﬁative stated at the beginning of'his
gpeech that he would like to éée the term"fasciét"Areplaced by some
term of a more general meaning because in ﬁis mind it was difficult
to maﬁe it clear and precise as to what the térm "fascist" meens.

I should like to submit that it is precisely because the people
of the United ﬁations knew the meaniﬁg of thé term "fascist" that
we are able to be where we‘are today. I ﬁiéhtvadd, however ,that for
my pert I would find no difficulty in replacing the word "fascist”
on oné of the fwo occasions when it wes used in the amendment by a

10

word such as "anti-democratic' because we can concieve of enti-democratic
fprces and orgenizations which mey not be fascist. Unfortunately we
have some exampleé in Iatin America, although they are fast dreswing to
en end, of military dictatorships that * are not exactly whet.might
be called fascist, but are ~ertainly anti-democratic.

The néxt‘ﬁéint bthat I wish to meke is théf I cannot conceive
thet the United Nations, which has‘ fought fascism, which was brought
into being through the fight against fascism, could consent to have
the word "fascist" or "fascism" eliminated and declared teboo.

The Canadian representetive also spoke of the part that the press

hes to play. - Although I am in agreement with what the representative

of France has stated and that we cannot limit the press to some definite
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ideology or compel 1t to express Just one definite ideology.
Nevertheless, I think that the main ﬁrinciple of the United Nations
is to defend peace and democracy and that the prqsé has to stand iy
this principle. If we declere that the ainm ana duty of the press
is to fight anti-democratic, fascist and bellicose influeﬁces, T

think we are pleinly performing our duty.
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The Cenadian representative also said that the Conference on
Freedom of Information and’qf the Press has to establish some
main basic principle,and for this reason should not comsider what,
to the mind of the Canadian represenpative,-is a passing aspect
of the question, A

First, I Phould like to state that the resolutions taken by
people are usually, to & very large extent, based on preégnt
conditions, and on things they actnally see in the life- around them.
It is & fact that there are arownd us rempants of fascism which
we must fight. The Canedian representative says and thinks that
these remnants of fascism are just a passing aspect, We hope it'
is going to be so, but unfortunately, we cannot be absolutely sure
of that.

Therefore, I think that if, for the Conference on Freedcm and
Information and of the Press to be held in 1948, we decided it should
fight fascism, we would be recommending an action there that certainly
does not lack a real. ané serxriousg hasis,

The resolution brought foxrward by the delegations of France,
Norway and Chile also says that the Press must fight bellicose in-
fluences, and fight influences that ere promoting war. Here, once
again, we certainly cannot ignore realities, and we know that scme-
times, not only by ill will, but by being irrespcnsible, the Prees
really <foments wer.

‘There are sufficient reasons to fear new conflicts., There
are sufficlent poesibilifies that might provoke them, The situation

is resl enough not to add new perils through this irresponsiblity.
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For all these reasons, I think that the Council would be wise
in adopting. the draft amenduwent presented by the three delegations,
which appears to our eyes &s being necesaary.

Mr. ven der MANDELE (Netherlands): Our distinguished colleague
from France made mention of the additions to the paragraph under
congideration proposed by the Soviet Union delegation, which additions
vere rejected by the Comiittee because the contents, in the opinion
of the Cormittee, were already covered by the other points of the
draft agenda, as adopted by the Committes.

If my delegation cannot give its vote to the amendment proposed
by the delegations of France, Norway and Chile, i£ is not because
it is not cbnvinced of the importance of the struggle against fascism
and incitemente to war, but solely because it iz of the opinion
that these points are fully covered by sub-paragraphs (c) and (d)
of paragraph 2.

One cannot, as in sub-paragraph (c), help promote resgpect
for human rights and fundamental freedoms without combatting fascist
ideclogy. One cannot, as in (d), help mainﬁain international peace
and security without struggling against remnants
of fascist and Nazi sympathizers, wherever they may be found.

My delegation is of the opinion that the Sub-C;mmiseion had
been very successful indeed in drafting thie paragraph 2. Theréfore,
ny delqgation is for meintaining it as it stands.

The PRESIDENT: We will convinue this discussion this afternoon.
Before adjourning, I should like to inform the Members of the Council
that the Committee on Rules of Procedure reached a decision concerning

the sessions of the Councll, and the Committee would like to have the
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decision of the Council on that recommendation before 1t begins to
consider the calender. This decision will facilitate making
fihal recommendations in regard'to the célendaf for 1948,

Therefore, the first item we will take will be this interim
réport concerning the sessions of the Council, vith the hope that
they will be ﬁery short, and then we will continue our previous dis-

\
cussion,

There will be no meeting of thé Social Committee, as I sald
before,
The meeting'of the Council 1s.adjourned until 3:00 p.m.

The meeting rose at 1:30 p.ﬁ.






