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Sub-Commission on Freedom of Information and of the Press
JoONF,6/72, EfW.3, Bf1125, B/1125/add,1, E/1128, E/1128/Add.1,
B/a0 T/ L3, E/AC.7/0. M, E/aC.T/H.L5, EfaC.T/W.47, (see also E/1118
4 E/CH.4/5ub.1/68)) ’

Sheirman: B, STOLX
Ebers: Mr, JCCEEL Australia
¥, VIGULBROUN Belgiun
Mr. de SOUZA GOMES Brazil
Mr, STEPANENKO Brelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic
Mr, LARRATN Chile :
Mr, WU " China P
Mr, FRIIS Denmark
Mr. ORDONNEAU . France
Mr. SBASTRI ) India
Mr. HAAKIM " Lebancn
‘ My, LENTRUM New Zesland ;
Mr, ENCINAS Peru
Mr. BORATYNSKT. Poland )
Mr, SAVUT Turkey
Mr. BORISOV Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics
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her of the working languwages (English on French}, end within two

king days, to Mr. E. Delavenay, Director, Official Recorda Diviasion, i
ol ]i‘-852J Lake Success. é'orregtions shouid be acccmpanied by or !
: qgrhw on headed notepaper, bearing the appropriatie
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ve abHIR w3tiOfGre o edily by the services concerned if delegations
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Mescers: ( continued)

. MACKENZID tnited Kingdon _ (B-COMMTTTEE O FREEDOM OF INFORMATION AND OF THE LEESS (E/CONF.6/79,
Mr. FREE : United States of America ! w/M.3, B/1125, B/1125/hdd.1, £/1128, B/1128/add.1, E/aC.TH .43,
Mr. PEREZ PFROZO Venezuela e : % /AC. 7ML, B/AC.TM A5, B/AC.TM.47, {ses also E/1118 and E/CN.4/

Representative of the Specialized Arencies:

i f UNESCO (United Naticns Educatio
e, CARNES Scien‘tis‘.’ic and Cultural Crganiz

Docurent E/112%, Ssction VI, laragrsph 2

The CHATRMAN drew the Cemmittee's atiention to the second
1ast paragraph of the United States amendment (E/1125) to the draft

j:-esolution concerning the Sub-Commissicn on Freedom of Information

Secretariat: ‘
Mr. BUMFEREY Director, Division of Human Righ

ieT, Section of Freedom of .
e HOGAR CInh%‘gxﬁatgon : and of the Yress snd also the Chinese amendment (E/AC.TM.4T) to
Mr. LANSKY Chief, Accounts Control Section that veragraph.
Mr. DUMCHTET Secretary of the Committee ’

Mr. IANSKY (Secretariat) at the raquesﬁ of Mr. BORISOV :
: :{Unicm of Soviet Sccialist Repuvlics) , etated that if every representative -
ceme to New York from the capitel of his own country for a special

roeting of the Commission on Human Rights, the estimated travel costs

uld be $19,605.- He pointed out that the total allotment for the

vol of representatives to the Third Seesion of the Commiesicn had

ourted to $9,384. He also drew the dﬁmmittee's attention to &

curent prepsred by the Secretary-General at the requesi of the

SR representetive giving detalls of the travel costs of members

the Commission on Human Rights (document E/AC,TA.48).

Mr. JOOKEL (fustralis) remarked that on the previous day,

00 kad been quoted as the average travel cost for one representative
tending a special meetling of the Commissior whereas the average
ffigure in 1948 had been spproximately $500.

As the average amoupt had now been made knowvn, the provisions
' rule 30 of the Council's rules of procedure had been satisfied
‘the Secretariat therefore was required to make nc further

Mr. IANSKy (Secretariat) expleined that the figure of

+00 represented the average amount Ter representative taldng into
t all commissions. Naturally, the figure would very aséording
tHs composition of the various commissions.

Mr, ORDONNEAU (France) stated that he would vote against the

8¢ emendment (E/AC.TM.4T) for reasons of principle; +the Council
1ot decide om fimancial grounds that representatives and

Wtes to an important mission mhould be limited to & given number

/and. should
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and should necessarily be appointed from among people available in
Hew York. States must be able to choose whom they wished to send,

Mr. WU {China} replied that, in the case of important meetings,

he was of the same opinion as the French representative, byt the

nmeeting under discussion was not of that nature.

In reply to the Australian representative, he explained that he
had used the word "lnvite” in his amendment as the most apposite term;
he was well auare that the Council courld not oblige governments to
degignate alternates.

Mr. YEREZ }EROZO (Venezuela) said. that , if the Chinese
amendment'were rejected, the suggestion wmade by the Vénezuelan
Gelegation on the previous dey could still hold good; namely, that
the report accompsuying the Committee's reseclution should request
the Economic and Social Council to authorize the Secretery-General to
inform members of the Commisseion on Humen Rights that, if their
representatives could not attend the special meeting of the
Cormission, the Council felt that alternates mvailable in New
York might be designated.

He agreed with the French representative that Governments worc
sovereign and counld send which representatives they pleased., It was
advisable to avoid & direct invitation on the lines of ‘the Chinese

omendment and he would vote againet that smendment.

Me. ORDONNEAU (France} and Mr. LNCINAS (Peru) supported
the Venezuelan suggestion.

The Chiness amendment was rejected by 11 votes to 5, with 2
abstentions .

Paragraph 2 in the second half of section VT of document 5/1125
was adopted by 1% votes to 3, with 1 abstention.

Document E/1125, section VI, paragrazh 3

Mr. ¥REE (United States of America) explained that parae-
gravh 3, the final paragraph of his ilist of amendment, was intended
as a subatitute for the last item in document EM.3. The reasons
for the suggested substitution were twofold.  Firstly, he objected
to the reference in the Secretariat document to full time expert
staff, a parase which seemed to imply that one special group
vas earmarked for one organ of the Uniteg Nations; the Secretary-Gemer

/should be
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ihould be allowed full flexibility in his choice of perscmmel to eervice
ine various United Nations bodies. Secondly, if the work of the
‘oub-Commission were to-be implemented immediately, more was needed thaw
a contemplated in the Secretariat document.

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) wished to
ow why the wording of the United States amendment was weaker than
:i-.hat of the Secretariet document. As indicated in document E/1128,
shich dealt with the finenciel implications relating to resolution

g of the final act of the Conference on Freedom of Information,

lergs sum of money was being asked for and the decision of the

neral Assembly, in that conmexion, should not be disregarded. With
zard to the mamning table, he felt that soms members of the

. “propossd Secretariat beld too high & grade and that the staff might

& reduced. The United States amendment, however, seemed to encouxagre‘

at uneconomical plan.

Mr, MACKENZIE (United Kingdom) alse feit that there was

ced for economy. The United States emendment, in his view,

provided a better chence for econcmising then the Secretariat version.
His Govermment was concerned with the sherp rise in expenses. On

page 4 of document E/1113, for example, it cowrld be seen that the
stimate in connexlon with the work in this fileld hed risen sherply

vom $38,300 4n 1949 %o $71,500 in 1950, An explanation had been

iven in document E/1128, page 2, paragraph 3. It was perhaps not e
wginess of the Committee to go into the matter in detail, but he felt
bat it might be possible to curtail some of the asdditional posts menyioned
1 paragreph 4 of that document. For example, the Ytwo general press
xperts in the intermational field" and the "two experis possessing
'both general sxperlence in the field and special knowledge of specific
ie1d9 such as radic, news release and news print" might be reduced to

ene or two.

HBe concluded by paying & tribute o the efficiency of the
Secretariat at the first and second sessicme of the Sub-~Commission
Band at the United Nations Conference on Freedom of Information.

Mr. WOUIBROUN (Pelgium) said thet, if the expression "full
time expsrt" in document E/MW.3 were deleted, he would fully support i%.

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said
t, as the United States proposal was not an amendment but an

/indspendent
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Section I, paresraph 2 of the Unrited States smendwents (E/1125)

independent resblutiou, the vote should first be taken on the
Secretarist's drafi (EM.3) and then on the United States proposal,

The CHAIRMAN ammounced that the United Staekes delegabion hed
accepted the United Kingdom smendment to parsgraph 2 (E/AC,7/W.46}.
A5 the third sub-psregraph of paragreph 2 had givea rise to some
dissgresment, thal psragraph would be comsidered and voted wupen in
perts, Furtber, it had been declded to insert the word "DECIDESY

The CHATRMAN repiied that, as he had considered the two
documents to deal with the same subject and the United States text
to represent an addition to the originsl wording, he hed proposed
to regard the United States text as an amepndment in oxder to
facilitate the Committes's work.

bvetween perugrephs 1 and 2 of Section I,

Mr, FREE (United Stetes of fmerica) thought that objections
* made to the cal_:tcellation of the present terms of referemce of the Sub-
Commtission proposed in the first sub-parsgraph of persgraph 2 vere fully.
engvered by the adoption of the United Kingdom amondwent. The terms of
reference suggested by the Conference puffered Ifrom a lack of precisiom;
the United States text as emended by the United Kipgdom delegabion, while
not too far removed in substence from the original text, was neaster and.

Mr, ENCINAS (eru) supported the Chaivman's interpretaiion.

The Committee decided by 15 votes to 3 to conslder the United
States text (E/1125, section VI, last paragreph) as an amendment.

The United States amendment was adopted by 14 votes to 3, with
1 abgstention.

nore satisfactory.

Mr, BORISCY (Unlon of Soviet Soclalist Republics) drew attention -
t0 the fact that the United States - United Kingdom text cmitted the ‘
important provisicn in paragraph (a) of the Sub~Comzission’s present
terms of reference as contalned in resolution 46 (IV) of the.Ecox;Lomic
and Social Council, according to which it wes the Sub-Commission's function -
to report to the Commissicon on Humen Rights on any imsves theb might arise -
from the exemination of whet righta, obligetions and practices should be ‘
included in the concept of freedom of information. That formula hed been
wnanimously sdopted by the Council; the matter was en importent one, as
many representetives held that the Sub-Commission should not report directly:
to the Council but only %o the Commissicn on Human Rights. Mr. Borisov
conid not understend why the United States delegation now propased that “that
provision should be drcpped from the Sub-Commission's terms of reference.

Mr. LENIRUM (New Zealend) egreed that the poimt raieed by the
USSR delegation regarding the possibility of independent action by the
’ Sub-Commission was &n importsnt one; he pointed out that the matter woulﬁ‘—
come up for consideration when the Committee took up peregraph 3, Section
¥ of the United States smendments. .

Mr, BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) suggested Ghat - _-
consideration of the firet sub-peregraph of pearsgraph 2 should be deferred

until & decisicn had Yeen tgken on paregraph 3 of Section V.
Mr. FREE
[Section T /
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Mr, FREE (United States of America) thought that in the intere ed for a concrete basis for ection. The text proposed by his delegation,

of clarity it would bte more adviseble to cencel the present terms of mile defining fur more clearly the powers of the Sub-Commission, yet loft the -
refrrence before vroceeding to dreft nmew omem. The first sub-persgraph '. ter quite free to examine the more general sspects of fresdom of informaticn
pareggraph 2 might be vobted upon with the understanding thet the dscisicn. fnus, if the Sub-Commission decided to wake recommsndations with regard to
e thirdé convention on the freedom of information, spensored by the

mited Kingdom delegation to the Conference, which involved the congept

[ior freedom of information in terms of beaic human righta, it was perfecily

wonld in no way preJudge the vobts om pearegreph 3, Section V.

Mr, SHASTRI (India) pointed out that under the new terms of
referen.e proposed by the United States delegation, the functions of the
Sub-Cormission on Freedom of Information were largely of & technical natur

while the present terms of refereace were far wider and more general,

obvions thabt under the proposed teruws of reference it would make those
igcommendations to the Commission on Humen Rights rather than éirectly

. o the Council.
Consequently, while under the present terms of reference mattera considere

by the Sub-Commission were likely to be of direct interest to the Commission

on Humen Rights, 1%s work under the mew terms of reference would be of

Mr, SHASTRI (India) stated thet in view of the United States
épresentativa‘s reply, he wished his remerks to be considered &8 comments
concern to the Council rather then to that Commission, He thought there- - gther than as a suggestion,

fore that 1t would be advisable first to decide whether or not to adopt ¥, MACKENZIE {United Kingdom) thougbt that the Commibtes ran

the terms of reference proposed by the United States delegation before he risk of Forgetting that bhe Sub-Commission om Freedom of Informafion

.establish:‘mg to which of those two organs the Sub-Commission should report iad slready done a considersble smount of work on sub-paregreph (a) of

te present terms of reference. It had drafted an article which had been
incinded in the Declaration of Humen Rights; it had submitted another
article for inclusion in the propeaed Convenant on Humen Rights; it had

Mr. MACKENZIE (United Kingdom), while not contesting the truth
of $he Indisn representetive's yremarks, thought thet the terma of reference

 proposed by the United States, taken s8 u whole, were sufficiently general.
) ent & peper on the concept of freedom of information to the Conference

on Freedom of Information held in Geneva in 1948. It would therefore
gomewhat wisleading to re-introduce that sub-peregraph, since most of
he work enviseged by it hed already been eccomplished,

" Mr. Mackenzie pointed out further that the eddition of the United
Kingdow smendrent to the United States text ensured the performance by

be Sub-Commission of ell functions -which might be entrusted to it by

ke Commission on Humen Rights. Moreover, he drew attenticn t0 the fach
hat aub-peregraphe 2 (&) end (4) of the draft resolution prepared by the
cretary-General (E/W.3) provided that the Sub-Commission should report .
¢ mske recomrendations on verious matters to the Bcomomic and Social
ouncil.

-ené by no mesns overlocked the concept of freedom of information embodied -
in the present terms of reference, He was in favour of voting in arder
on each sub-paregraph of paregraph 2.

Mr. BCRISOV (Union of Soviet Soclalist Republics), supported by
Mr. BORATYNSKY (Poland), criticized the arrengement of the United States
arendments. Proposed srendments to the existing terms of reference were
scattered, cstensibly at random, throughout the document; it wWes extremely
difficult to eatablish a loglcal order of vobing.

Mr, SHESTRI (Tndie) pointed out thet a decision on paregraph 2 !
could not fail to prejudge the voting on persgrsph 3, as the issues involved’
were so closely comnected, He wondered if the United States representative

The first sub-persgraph of parsgraph 2 was adopted by 1k votes to 3,

ith 1 gbstention.

would accept & ouggesbion whereby the text of sub-parsgraph (a) of She
present terms of reference wes added to the second spub-parsgraph of tke

proposed United States - United Kingdom text, Mr. BCRATYNSKY (Poland) proposed sm amendremt to the second sube

Persgraph of the United States text, consisting in the addition after the
Words 'radic vrosdcests end newasreels"” of the words “to report to the

Mr. FREE (United States of fAmerice} wes unsble %o sgree to the

Indisn representutive’s suggeetion., The phraseology of the present terme
of referenre wes far too vegue end did not correspond to the Sup-Commission's
/need for

mmission on Humen Rights on eny issues that may arise from such
amination”,

/The Polish
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The Polish amendment was relected by 9 votes to 5, with L absteﬁ{.

The second sub-perssrsph of pereeraph 2, as smended by the United
abetent.iong,

Kingdon delegetion, was adopted by 13 votes %o 3, wikth 2
The meeting rose st 1,15 p.m.

BEighth Session
S0CIAL COMMITIER
CORRIGERDUM T0 THE SUMMARY FECORD OF THE SIETY-SIETH MEETING
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ze 3, penultimate line: Delete the phrase: "that representatives

and alternetes to an important mission
ghould be limited to a given nunber and..."
and substitute: "that rspresentatives
should be replaced by alternates who..."
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