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hir. hlRCxEb!ZIE 

Mr. FaFE 

Mr. PERF2 PmOZO 

Remss@ntative of the Sp~~izlized 

i4r. CPRPIPS 

Secretariat: 

t.k. H l r . r n E Y  

Mr. IPNSlN 
Mr.  DWICIUTET 

united ICin&dom .COMMFIm ON FREDOM OF INTORMATION AND OF TBE ? m S  (E/CCW.~~~, 

united States of America 

Veceauela 

:ies: - 
m~sco (United Nations Educ Document ~/1125. Section TI, Paragrhph 2 
scientific and Cultural Ore 

The CHAIRMAN drew the Camittee's attention to the second 

mrector, muision of Elunan 

Chief Section of Freedom o 
Infor&t ion a of the krass and aleo the Chinese amendment (E/AC.7fi.47) to 

chief, Accounta Control 

sewetary of the Committee 
h l r :  IANShT (Secretariat) at the request of Mr. BORISOV 

to Nev York frmo the capital of hia ovn oountry for a special 

ing of the Comisaion on H w  Riathta, the estimated travel coats 

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

vel of representatives to the Third Session of the ConmLiesion had 

uzted to $9,344. He also drew the Committee's attention to a 

cwent prewed by the Secretan-Genera at the requeet of the 

SR representative giving details of the travel costs of mambera 

tho Cdssion on Human Rights (document E/Ac.~/V.~~). 

M r .  JOCKEL (Auetralia) remarked that on the prerrious day, 

ing a special meeting of the Commiaeion whereas the average 

in 1948 had been approximately $500. 

A= the a ~ e r ~ g e  am-t had now been made !mom, the PrOTisions 
ule 30 of the Counoil'a m l e e  of procedure had been satisfied 

Mr. IANSKy (Secretariat) explained that the figure of 
00 represented the average -unt per representative t a w  into 

all codsaions. Naturally, the fiyre would sat1 arirordjq 

Mr. ORDCNNEAU (France) stated that he would vote winst the 
Bmendment (E/AC.7fi.47) for reason8 of principle; the Council 

Qt decide on fipancial pounds that representativee and 

/end should 

~ 
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end should necesasrily be appointed from among people available i n  
T?ew York. States must be able t o  ohooae whom they wiahed t o  aend. 

M r .  M (China) replied t ha t ,  in the case of important meeting 

he ?:as of the same opinion as tho Frenoh representative, but the 
oontemplatad in the Seoreta&.t document. 

nceting under discussion was not of t b a t  nature. 

I n  reply t o  the Australien representative, ha explained t ha t  he w. BORISOV (union of sovie t  Socie l ia t  R~publice) wished t o  

llad used the word ' ' Invi te '  i n  h i s  amendment as the most apposite tern; hnoV why the wording of the United Sta tes  amendment w e  weaker than 

he was well amre *hat the Council could not oblige governments t o  the secre tar ia t  document. AS indicated in document ~ /1128,  

designate a l te rna tes .  dealt  with the f inancial  implications re la t ing  t o  resolution 

Nc. PREZ PZROZO (Venezuela) eaid tha t ,  i f  the Chinese 

nmendmant were rejeoted, the sufgastion nadc by the v6nazuelan 
cenara1 n s s e m b ~ ,  in t h a t  oonnexion, should not be disregarded. With 

delegation on the previoua day could s t i l l  hold good; namely, t ha t  
to the =mi= table,  he f e l t  t h a t  some members of the 

the report  aocomzri:ving the Caamittee'a resolution should request 
s ec r e t a r i a t  held too higo a made and t h a t  the s ta f f  might 

the Zconomic end Social Counoil t o  authorize the Seoretary-General t o  
be =educed.  he united Stattea amendment, however, seemed t o  encourage 

inform members of the Commission on Eman Rights tha t ,  i f  t he i r  
that  uneconomical plan. 

representatives could not attend the special  meetiw of the 

Comoission, the Council f e l t  t ha t  al ternate8 wa i l ab l e  in Rew w. MACFBNZZ (united Kingdom) a l so  f e l t  t h a t  there w.0 

York might be daaienated. mad for  eoonoq. The United Sta tes  amendment, i n  h i s  view, 

Ee agreed with the French representative t h a t  Governments waro 
His Government was concerned with the sharp rise in expenses. On 

sovereien and could send which representatives they pleaaed. It i ias  

advisable t o  avoid a d i rec t  invi ta t ion  on the lise.es o f t h a  Chineaa 
estimate in conneaion with the work in t h i s  f i e l d  had r i s en  sharply 

amendment and he would vote against  t ha t  amendment. 
from $38,300 i n  1949 t o  $71,500 in 1950. &I explanation had been 

given i n  document E/1128, p g e  2, p a g r a p h  3. It weas perhapa not the 

he. ORDONXWU (France) and KT. laCINAS (Peru) supported businesa of the c-ittee t o  go in to  the matter in deta i l ,  but  he f e l t  
the Venezuelan suggestion. 

that  it might be possible t o  c u r t a i l  same of the  addit ional  posts mentioned 
The Chinese amendment was rejected by 11 vote= t o  5 ,  2 

abstentione. 
expert8 in the  +ternational f ie ld"  and the  "two experts posaeeeing 

Parawaph 2 i n  the eecood half of eectio" 771 ,,f document ~ /1125  both general experience in the Piela and apecial  bowledge of specific 
adopted 1 4  votes t o  3, with 1 abetention. 

f ie lds  auch as radio, news re leaeeand nave print" might be reduced t o  

Document ~11125,  section 71, paregraph 3 me or two. 

He conoludsd by paying a t r ibute  t o  the efficiency of the 
FREE (United Sta tes  of America) explained tha t  para-. 

gaph 3, *he f i n a l  parswaph of h i s  list of amendment, was intendad d a t  the  united  ati ions Conference on Freedom of Infomation. 
as a fo r  the l a s t  item in document ~ j V . 3 .  ~h~ reasons 
for the augBeated subs\titution were tvofold. ~ i ~ ~ t l ~ ,  he objected m. WOULBROUN (8aigium) said t ha t ,  i f  the exprssaion "full 

t o  the reference i n  the Secre tar ia t  document to full time + expertre in document ~ b . 3  were deleted, he would fu l ly  eupport it. 

s t a f f ,  a phrase which seelced t o  imply t ha t  one 

was earmarked for  one organ of the u0ited the Secretary.ie 
w. BORSW (union of Soviet Socia l i s t   republic^) anid 

t, as the  United States proposal waa not an amendment but an /should be 

/independent 
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independent resolution, the votaehould f i r e t  be taken on the 

Secre tar ia t ' s  draf t  (Efi.3) and then on the United Sta tes  proposal. 

The CEAIRMAN replied t ha t ,  as he had considered the two 

dooumente t o  deal  with the  same subject and the United Sta tes  tex t  

t o  represent an addit ion to  the or ig ina l  wording, he had propoaed 

t o  regard the United Sta tes  t ex t  as an amendment in mder  t o  

f ao i l i t a t e  the C d t t e s ' a  vork. 

Mr. EnCIN4S (kern) su~por t ed  t h s  Chalrmanla interpretat ion.  

l'hs C d t t e e  decided by 15  votes t o  3 t o  consider the  United 

Sta tes  t ex t  ( ~ h 1 2 5 ,  section VI, l a s t  p r amaph)  as an amendment. 

The United Sta tes  amendment "a3 adopted b~ 14 votes t o  3,  with 

1 abetention. 

Section I. parearaph 2 of the United S t a t e s  mendmnts (Efll25) ! 
The C k x E W m  armounced t h a t  the United States delegation had 

~ocepted  the United Kingdom emendment t o  paregraph 2 (~ f~c .7 f i . 46 ) .  

& the t h i rd  eub-paregraph of paregraph 2 hed given r i s e  t o  soma . '. 

1 d i a w e w n t ,  t ha t  p~regraph would be aonsiaered and voted upon in 

paxis. Further, it hed been decided t o  inaer t  the word "DECIDES" 

betwem parrgraphe 1 snd 2 of Section I. 

Mr. FREE (United Sta tes  of M i c a )  thought t ha t  objections 
'. made t o  the oanoellation of the preeent terms of reference of the Sub- 

Cammleeion propoeed io the P i r e t  eub-paregraph of paregraph 2 were f u l l y  

answered by the adoption of the United Kingdom amendment. The terms of 

. r e f e ~ s n c s  suggested by the Conferonoe suffered from a lack of precision; 
: the United Statee t ex t  as amended by the  United Kingdom delsgatlon, while 

: not too  f a  removed in substance from the or ig ina l  t ex t ,  we8 neater and 

' -8 satisfactory. 

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist ~ e p u b l i i e )  draw a t ten t ion  . ' 

t o  the f ac t  t ha t  the United Sta tes  - United Kiqdom t e x t  omitted the 

impartant provision in paregraph (a) of the Sub-Commission's p-esant 

terms of reference as oontalned in r eeo lu t im  46 (N) of the Ecoqomio 

and Social  Council, aooording t o  which it waa the Sub-commission's function ' . 
: t o  rep& t o  the Commission on Buman Bights on eny issues t ha t  might = l e e  

from the exemination of what r i gh t s ,  obligations and practices should be 

t o  the Council but only t o  the Commission on Human Rights. Mr. Borisov 

could not understand why the United Sta tes  delegation now proposed t h a t  t h a t  :i 
provision should be drcpped from the sub-Cammiseionls t e r n  of reference.. j 

W. IENWUM (Nyw Zealend) egraed t ha t  the point raised bg the 

USSR delegation regarding the p o s s i b i l i t ~ .  of independant action by the  

Sub-Codaaion w a s  eo important me; he pointed out t ha t  the matte* would :: 
came up fo r  conalderation when the Committee took up parsgraph 3, Saotion ~' 

V of the united Sta tes  mndments. 

Mr. m L S O V  (Union of Soviet Soc i a l i s t  Bepublice) suggested t h a t  1 
conalderation of the f i r s t  sub-paregraph of parsgraph 2 should be deferred 

u n t i l  a deoisicn had been t a n  on parsgraph 3 of S e d l o n  V. 
/Mr. FREE 
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m. FREE (United Sta tes  of h e r i o a )  thought t h a t  in tbe in d for a concrete basis f o r  ection.  he t ex t  proposed by h i s  delegation 

of c l a r i t y  it vould be more adviseble t o  canoe1 the present terae of 

reference before proceeding t o  d r a f t  new ones. The 

parsgraph 2 might be voted upon with the understanding t ha t  the dsois i  

would in no way preJudge the vote on paregraph 3, Section V. he t h i rd  convention an the freedom of information, sponsored by the 

i ted Kingdom delegation t o  the Conference, which iwolved the concept 
M r .  SBPSTRI (India) pointed out t ha t  vlder the new terms of freedom of information in terms of basic h u m  r ights ,  it was perfectly 

referen-s proposed by the United Sta tes  delegation, the functions of the 
ious t ha t  under the proposed terms of reference it would meke thoaa 

Sub-Codsaion on Freedom of Infomation were largely of a technical  nat 
ecomndations t o  the Commission on Human Rights ra ther  than d i rec t ly  

vhile the present terms of refereace were f a r  wider and more general. 
o the Council. 

cmaequently, while under the present t a m  of reference matters coneidere 

by the Sub-commission were l%ely t o  be of d i r ec t  in terea t  t o  the Commissi hlr.  SHASTRI (India) stated t hc t  in view of the United Statae 

on E7~man Rights, its work under the new terms of reference would be of 

conoern t o  the Cov+oil ra ther  than t o  t h a t  Commission. Ee thought there- ather than as a suggestion. 

fore tha t  it would be advisable f i r s t  t o  decide whether o r  not t o  adopt 
MP. MCKENZIF (United Kingdom) thought t ha t  the Cornittee r an  

the terms of reference proposed by the United Sta tee  delegation before he r i s k  of forgett ing t ha t  the Sub-Comission an Freedom of Information 
establishing t o  which of those two organa the Sub-commission should report. ad elreedy done a considerable mount of work on sub-paregraph (a) of 

M r .  l.iYCI(EiVZDE (United Kingdom), vhile not contesting the  t ru th  t s  present t e r m  of reference. It had drafted an a r t i c l e  which had been 
' of the Ind im representative 's  remark,  thought t ha t  the terms of refsrenoe oluded in the Psclaration of Human Rights; it had submitted another 

proposed by the United States,  t&en as a rrhole, were s d f i c i e n t l y  general t i c l e  fo r  lnclusian in the proposed Convenent on Human Rights; it had 

and by no meens overlooked the cmcapt of freedom of information embodied 

in the present t e r n  of reference. He was in favour of voting in order 

on each aub-paregraph of paregraph 2. 

1.k. EEaIsOV (union of Soviet s a c i a l i a t  Republice), supported by 

~ r .  EORWYhSKY ( ~ o l a n d ) ,  c r i t i c i zed  the a r r q s m e n t  of the United States ingdom mndaen t  t o  the United Sta tes  t ex t  ensured the psrformanoe by 
anendments. Propoaed mendments t o  the exis t ing  terms of reference -re 

mattered ,  ostaneibly a t  random, throughout the d o c m n t ;  it vas extre-1 
be Commission on Human Rights. Moreouer, he drew a t ten t ion  t o  the faot  

d i f f i cu l t  t o  es tabl i sh  a logica l  order of voting. hat sub-peegraphs 2 ( 6 )  and (d)  of the  draf t  resolution prepared by the 

Mr. SHlSTRI (Indie) pointed out t ha t  e. decision on paregraph 2 cretmy-General ( ~ f i . 3 )  prmided tha t  the Sub-Commlsaim ehould repor t  

oould not f a i l  t o  prejudge the 7oting an paregraph 3, as the iaaues involve d meke recomaendations on various matters t o  the Economic and Social  

were so olosely connected. ~e wondered if the United States representative 

would aooept a suggestion whereby the t e x t  of sub-paregraph (a) of the 

present t e r m  of reference was added t o  the eecond aub-paregraph of tbs 

proposed United Sta tes  - United Kingdom text .  k'. BEaAl'Yh5Kl (Poland) proposed an mend=ent t o  the second sub- 

Mr. FREE (United Sta tes  of h r i c a )  was unable t o  egrse t o  the "agraph of the United S t a t e s  t ex t ,  consisting i n  the  addition af te r  the 

Ind im representative 's  suggestion. The phraseology of the present t e r n  ..mda "1.adio broadoeats Bnd nevereals" of the warde "to report  t o  the  

of reference w a s  f e  too vague and did not correspond t o  the ~ u b - ~ o m m i a s ~  

/The P0li.h 
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