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DRAFT DN RATICEAL COVINAYCS OH HUMAL RCCHTS AND $S5SUCES (F DOLEEI2ATION

{c/i992; Efonb/=ea, Efou.Afs28/ade.); EfCLA/L.166, fcn.u L. 125,
E /b L.1N, BfCH.N/LASE, BfCLAfLASR, BfCIY/1.193) (contifuod)

Artiels 1L

AZVI Day {Raypt) oaid that thy Egypiinn asornirent (271992, smmex 111,
soction A, pope 32) sddod to ths limitations nov contained in thy covonant
to provent abuie of froodom of the preon, limitaticno necoceary *or tho
mainterance of pence end fricndly relsticns butween thy Skotos, vhich mo
ono of the objactives oot out in the Chartsr, The eccucatimn thet FoyTE
would thureby encournrn ccnoornkip wno unfruricd, oo bio country bad elvaya
pdvocated fiveloz of thy pross; 2ts solc purpoan was to provent ony obuso
of tint frexdco,

Hr, JCVREMOVIC (Yugeslovio) onphocizod thet froodes of information
ond tha proan, icpoartont though it wes, €12 not conotituts en abaolute or
unlisite! right. Socisty and the Sicto could end =wt izmeso cartain
li=mitatinns or that right in order to piovont abusqs,. The 1ifTiculty was to
druft a toxt vilea, vhaile gmmntseing freadsm of the press, would provice
for rsoearadle limtatisns ond bo In eomfornits with tho provialens of
apctinma B and € of Gunorel Assembly roaclutisn 421 (V). Tho curront toxt
of articls 1% wos not quite sdvqunts for that purpoou Jince ita vegucoas
elgtt Te plous:d by govirnoonta to Juntify oll kinds of wwarmnted linltatirno.
Tha Yugoslavy omondoent (371452, onnax IIT, coctlen A, pegn 32) would mnke
parograph 3 of articl: 1% more prurioo ord practicoble. According to thot
amndssnt, only sach Fencltica, 1iobilitieos and ruatrictions might be ioposod
o wore otrictly mocaconry for ths protoctisn of the purpogen of the Chortor
end the principlss of thy Univarssl Doclorution of Huun Righto, Soafaguards
weTe alos provided emiaet ubuwaps by ftateo. Lowva might, for oxesplo, rolfoct
fosclat tendunciss and oncourngs he preso to print snti-domocrutic propagnndo.
Furthermore, somo rzall Statea wero unabls to dofund (hesmclvoo offoctively
sgainat the propapundn organe ouboidized by cortsin preat Fowors. Provision
must tharefors bo madu for the protaction af the Indepondancs of Statos ond
their sycurity from that kind of propapurda, end aloo for tho oupnroanicn
of all profopanda in favour of ogorovolon and cincriminetion. L v tho

purposs of tho lost part of tho Yugoolov amsuvdzont.
fHr. MORO2CV
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Kr. MOFRZOY {Thion of Soviot Seeiallct Baowblicn) rieallad tiot
his cowntry's comatitution grantsd frusdem cf gpecca, asdorbly, souifintatlom
and the mrass te nll citizeno; In edditisn, It unaurnd 9o offuctive erJrynmt
of theoy froedzra bty providing the pocorsary focllitiud.

Tho USSR hod caintoined throoghout tho dircuseinn an huwmn rights
that o zers otatirant of Shese rights was ro% enseskh, bui thot Utatca it
wndattoke to implomant tham. An 1t oteod, erticly 1% woo nothing rFolo choa a
doclaretion and wvas tharofors inefsqeate.  3to LS3R apcodmens (E/50.5/L.123)
vould ruplscsy 1t by a merw pmolse toxt. By rucognizing tho thoootical right
to hold ony opinien, tan orticls om 1t stood mizht ba veen U3 ORI [aXDORS Of
a Juitificetion for prmogonia for war, recind hetnud epd ell Tuoclst onl nard
dootrizge .

Fimt thy 153% nronde=ent poasontoed 5o ight o Mruslzs o oxrprsoeian
6o long 83 that froufem war expsviand in thy Intimcto of daesrnsh. It tharoly
protacted the purpates enl principlos of the Unitad Kations Charter,

Suernily, the enendcont lald dwen, in opelile telirs, the ananntinl
1izitosions on fresdem of opaca and the Promn. Doy woru doaled In prcticular
tn oupbToon Toopapeids In favous of @ now var, incitumont to batred among
peoples nnd roeinl diserimdnotisn, and dioorninatlion of 0landaroun oo,

If fredem of exproreiar won wnjoyold wider nuch cordliidcan, the wr poyehoils
vhick now oxisted 17 vorlows coantriso wan brund to co= o o otop.

lir. EOAR: (thited ¥inocom) ooid that hia amondesnt {5 /G L L2140
cell.d, firas, for thy éalstion ef articls 14, parrrroph 1. Thy lgitor
provialen in ita Eaplish versfon offirred occoething whick vis hordly worth
peying, vhile the Fronch verolon woulld by difficult to arcapt o5 it 1=plicd that
a0 person could o goloobed In any woy vhatoocovor beeaunn of hio boliefo.
Yot Staten could nat by oxpoctad to undartaky to prohlbit pickot linss nr Fublic
protoato sgolnot viewy kEald by an irdividual, owen though 1% miph% wall bu that
thy ipdivideal wes incemeaded by such protesto. Tho Unit:d dingdeo czandoent
progoou? that persgroph €, which wouald thon bocoon paramrapb 1, shouid includs
the worda "without intorforanco”, which arpoarac iz k2 srogent peragroph I, with
tho ndditicn of "by putlic muthority”, ninco the primery purpoce of tha articlo
wa3 to got limits to interforenco by public puthority and 1t wvaa icponiible to
provido in e singlo srticls @ cody govorming conduct 1n the flold of jercamnl
rolntionahips. The pow porecoph 1 wonuld slao otato tho »ight to hald cpindon,
It voo nopential tn of flim the right to froodom of oxpresoalen nnd opinien, and

ft-n arotact
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ta protect 1t epafnnt arbitrary restrictiorns vhich night be Zzponel o
Corermmonts ond thy richt ghould thornfor: ba sublict eniy to ithe cpoeific
Ipdtetiane of parsgroch 3. Account chondd, howaTer, br taken of tho facs
that in coot commtrica the wie of certoin csory of exproscion ouch o3 razle,
vas contrel).? 1n various vors, roneing from liceauing to Stets dfrsstlon. Thes
wne viy ot the ond of pemgnph 1 of the Unifed Mingdwm ssundzont thy wardz
“lewfuliy oo :ratad” bad becn uvaed to ﬂml:rrp toe r.fomame to =odin o8
digauzinoting Infaxrreticn and 1leas.

T Unibad Kirg'ss em:nd=ent proviéed £z scoy ¢hwrng.o in pernprath 2,
which voald then brocoza sorarzant 2. ho exlatirg t:xt vecopnized tuot olnce
tho Fruedome 4o quartlon cooriza with thor esrtzin dutlen Bhuy miShb tharelam
bavo to bto sullict to cortoin lirdtatiens. IS wap IAfTeudt, i not Irmooaisls,
to ecvar By wholo ;*nn;q.- af Ji=itesionn vhisl ale%u Bo moemacasy Lo druvent
abuiea af frocdam oF oxp=93icn, but tle zotled adspiod In Ghe vxintine wrilcle
af forslating - el eats 3arien whlek eculd arply oo Indlv{duws] cooos peoisd
to o thy arly mime.lzatl, ozo.  Tho wan'o “rarmnliticr end enmiitisme” ard
thn roforance ta Ttorritarind dntazrity™ wom, freolul-a in e maTenan Cryonnn®
on Duzon Righta snd 4h- Cerxiopicn might wish to enpaidicr thodr aloptien In the
pronunt tust. D v “pievuntien ef Mdorrlir ar erime” wers vooruael Lnotoed
of "publiec ovuar” teea o, P mensors which he bl alrendy wrplatiod, thed
wern much rasTow T in meape. Thy eEondwent onittud the maatiss of the froudora
of sthamm, and 3=2%> iy obwt the mputetisn ood rizhta of etharm,  Aftor eil,
ovo=y frosden var at the pewy timo & Tight. Llootly, tie teo edditlone at iko
and of “ha or onded prrepraph 2 Tulstel ta catepnries of limftationn ret gontion-d
wolars cnd Aanrerma’ 41thsr infarcatisn received iu confidcncs nr the fair
erd propas emdust of Judiriel procimdinem. In thoar o codon frusacm of
axp=oosion pight have to Lo 1lizitaed, and thuoo lizitationn wemm 205, 10 his
dulogntion®n Timwe, rovsiwd b oany oL thn pro-ialams of tha oxloking toxt.

fer, cassT



Pnre 6

lir. CASST {#rance) explained thst his delenetion's muendzent
(£/cr.bfL.156) was desipnsd to ovcld detalled eipoeration of linitaticns
on freedcs of exnression, Also, it propoced tha inclusion of the words
"in a denceratic gociety” vhich cppearcd ‘n the Universal Deslaraticn of
Human Hichts, in onder to 1isit the too general reanine of "public order”
wvhich micht give rise to abuse under & digtatcricl reniaa.

Freedon to hold eplnish ves comothing entirely different {roo
frecden of expreasion. Every person must have the ri‘ht to think as he
pleaced and to hold his ovn opinions vithout belny cubject to mbltray
supervision by peblic zuthority, Thot was the meaning of the French text
for pacrgroph 1 of article Zi.

The CHALIRGAN d@ew the Coemizciorts attention to the [irsl twe
artlelas o~ the convention on frecdom of inforzatlon {ifelin/5)2) end the
Internotionol Telecomminieations Unionto observatiors on erticle 1L
(Efcy.b/52h Aad.1) .

1231 Bey (Eqypt) prefurred the orlininal text of article 1k,
lle was prepered to suptort the Yugazlav nendeent (2f12, onnex 1II,
section A, page 32), vhich recormized the condltlona recoooary for the
melntenance of pegse and ool Telatizan between taten.

e nlso supportsd the brench azendment (LfCH.5/L.156), but would
pronose modifying it by his oum wrendixent {10, ennex 113, section A,
rarme 22), Iz would vote in favour of the Uil nieadcent {L,jci.b/L.125).
e wves in fovour ef parnsaph 1 of the Unlited dingdon noerdment (EyCIrM /L, 1Y,
but could rot agree to the words “formalitics, cosditicns” ard "the preventicn
of diserder or =rize", wilch imvolved dsnmpers for the [recden of the preas,
17 the Cormisaion adopted the Unlted Kinplow ancndoont, the Egyptian
delepatlion would propose uodifyins it b itc cwn oncudsent.

1. ROOSEVELT (United States of America) thourint oost ol the
amendoents propesed lesc saticfectory than the precent text of erticle ik,
The Vs scendment,(Z/CH.4/L,125) in particulnr, almed ot prontiog freedm
of the press to certain groups only, ard for limited sins. Taat, In the

fviev of
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view of the United States delesation, ves inrcopatible vith gemuln: Treedos

of the Press. Mereovar, it wvos undesiveble to erumerate restrictitns on the
freedon of the oress in the Coverant, for such a list =ight becoze endless.
The efJorts mot: by dsle-mtlons in 1952 to [erolate all the peasibl:
linitaticns hed trasforoed ihe couventian on frexlecas ef informaticonad

of the rrecs into ; corvertion cn restriciions on the freelos of T2 Tredd.
Thet ves vhy ths Gonesnl Aszesdly hed guspesded the drefting of tix ccavention
at that time, The Yugoslav amendasert contained a long List of restrictli.is
and wiuld tand -- doubtlecs enintenticeally -- to caxe a=ticle 14 e
rropocundn ingtrument in tho hards of the Stetle,

The Kryption czendweat {E/1™2, annex ITI, cectisn A, pace 32)
would lepelice censorehlp and control of the Trean, oince the gqueztion of
vhat woes contrary to thy sainterance of pesce and pocd reletiors befueen
States vuld have to be dsternin=d by puthorins, Ir 13%9 the Third Comittee
of tho Cerorrl Awsacsbly hod secopied )iaitotiono cuch ng these propsced
by the E7pilan reprecentatlive, but *he Commlzzion =n lluman ights rojected
them ot 1ts sisth geapion,

An Dor perspravh 2 of the United Dincdan aosndsent (00005 L, 10LY,
tho United Jtates dolegntlon did not oppose replasing the wvords "th= protectliom...
of publie ordes” Ly the vards "for the prevention of dlpapder or erine™, but
eould not agree ta the wnords "for the preventicn of...erfmm™, whizh, like
the other provielors of the ccwe parngroph, served no ugeful purposu.

AEL Bey {Lr_r:-t] ehollenged the Unlied St<tes reprucontativete
sccartion that the £eyptian omendment (21052, amnex III, section A, page 32)
would lead to censerchin, Lile the other ~blipatiors end resatiictions
emmerated In poregrepin 3 of article 1h, the restriction dezlt with in the
Zoyptian acendeent could te inpaced on the Iress anly ty lesfcluticrn, At its
fifth segoion, =orcover, the General Aceenmbly hod acked the Beonoals and
Socie’l Council to coommlcate rocndments roloting 2o criinlegl’ ond 14 of the
Draft Coverant to the Comiszion 6n Hurma: Riphta. The ncendnmest now proposed
by the Egyption delegation wvas Aifferent M = the cne it had proposed in 1550,

Jir. TONG
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¥r. BAT (hitod Einglon) tharkold tic Soptian repoesantatis) far

a2 supmort of merurmuph 1 of tho thited Eingdom azondzant (4000150, e
sAcked 3 ruply o hin comonta on pamgropt 2. 1 Lol sppaatad R viroa
"frznlitien” and Tcomeitiomn” Lacousw thoF visw pers SRarolly devciiotive of
the Xizda »f limitationn whick worv mooooooty ik penotics. Dy o parv tonded
towrds coproTaniny than A2 the wvacde of the wodnting toxt; dub ho etlached
1o Tunda=ontal irrariunce to thot cmorndrunt. Eo ogrood with thy Zptinn
ruprosantntivs that froode= of tha preas wan vital, ard wirhad &3 point out thet
in tko United Einpfmoo the poens andsm d coplats indupadencz.  Tha tors
"tnrritorinl 1t erdts" psritud the CoonmizolZon'a particilsr aticntisn bocauns

% aprsamz 1n an fagortuct Incenetinnal decuront. Th. Aulating of thoe
vorda "public nri.r™ ma 1o eceanianca with e censlusions of Arews nt 5CNLE S
end with thy S.emtasv=Notaral’™s deglored visr thot thnt tors wvan too ol
and T1.atbl., nd ripht pive logal sanctism £9 pyevo ataat. Ui She
Unttad 3ict.n rupreountative, ho comaidorsd thet the worda “Par thy jroavontl~n
ef @loanlir or orinsT Ware Rot.aaatry;  auntrietian Jor RRwne nurmtoun, ©orooYer,
koi. bn necoptid hy tha I"--'l:':.'-.t't.m an the Dnmit Comrantion on I'wadam af
InTerzution (LfCR.L/552, prregresh 11).  Tho othor Jirttations Inid imm in
peraareph & oor the Umity? Hingls emndment elso agorsd apoinl, ard wiuld kot

LT

1zoad s Bhe onprion of froyxlss of Information and of Lie poi=o.

My, JTROUCY (tfan 3 Soviet Joelelist Tpebiies) pndd taat in
oopeaing tha T pilen aencdeent Cf1002, womex IZI, auebion &, papo 32}, tho
Unitsn Seotes mupooaentative bed alown hor oponoltion to Orwies o the prooo,
vhieh ofw olofaed 40 Yo dufuniing. For all ito -elnodean, sho Hieptlen
oEcnimont ofleTed A prvweaalTe farmula, ond the 10T delgmation w3ild volo L0
foroar of it if 1tn =n arndzat (S/0047L,129) vaa rovaklle The Undtsd Blato
roprescntotive opponsd eny reatricklens eimed ot the rdntonaies of paacr end
good Inturrationn. rulotsicna docauss tha ihitd Dknten pmom ves onepeling in
wor propeporda dadri-untal %o gol Intermati~nel noletirne.

Li moply to the United Stalen eritician of the it manArant
(5/C5.5/1,125), b= dunfed that the offzct af thet amondsont would b to potrict
frmdee of t's proos, Sovist Japdalation provided fir th wxareing of Imeedrs
of thy proas in *he Intargsts of democrocy, il.0. »F the mojoriiy o tho warli's
populatinn, ‘il VTR erwdment 2034 dowvn thot (rasfes of oxprocalon and of

Janinien
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propagands, hatred among the peoples, recisl diserimination and slander.
mmxmmm,mmm,mmm-nmmmuwm
war propagenda, In 1949, the United States Committee oo Preedoc of

ths Press had sdmitted that in the United States medis of information

were largely coptrollsd by capitalist groups, end tha fact that pmvepapers
derived their main profits from sdvertising implied some right of sgupsrvision
of the neve publishbad in them.

Mrs. HERTA (India) pointed cut that article 1k wvas based on
article 19 of the Universal Declaration of Buman Rights, vhich laid down
the right to freedcm of cpinion and exjwession, the right to holA cpiniono
without interference end to meek, recelve end ispart inforsation apd ideas.
The USSR acendment (EfCW.4/L.125), vhich, unlike tha other wrticles of the
Covenant, 414 not begin with tha word “eweryons™, cosbined the two rights
by saying freedoa to axpress opimica, It 4id not, bowever eay snything
sbout inforwstion, It would ba better to state clearly those three concepte.

Sha supported paragreth 1 of the United Kinglowm ecendment |
(B/ci.b/L.1kk), vhich began by declering tha right to fresdom of expression.
She wan in fawur of the French smendment {E/CN.4/L.156), which replaced
paregreph 3 of article 14. The Indian dolegation would not vote egainat
the Egyptisn amendment, though it considersd that only genersl limitations
shauld be incluled.

Nr. AU (Creece) preferred the text of article 1k, It ves
regrettabls that the United Kinglom smsudment (F/CH.b/L.144) conbined
parsgraphs 1 wod 2 of article 1L, and eliminated the clause that everyons
sbould bave the right to bhold cpiniong Wthout interference. As & result,
the wee of the plusl "these freedoma™ in paragreph o oads no sanss. The
Yugoslav eestdment (E/1992, amnex III, sectiocn A, page 32) aissd at
styengthening freedon of the press by extending the list of conditions under
vhich tha fresdom of the presp might be restricted contained in the existing
taxt of paragreph 3 of article 1k cf the draft. Journaliste ware
particularly sensitive to all satters affecting freedca of expresslon, and
they balisved restrictions oo that fresdos 1o bo more dangercus than its abuse.

[Be vas
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_Eﬁlmtnluppnﬂthew%:;nﬂmtl: lm:‘im' ipeluded in
the French asendment (E/CH.B/L.156), but vould be unsble to vote for any of
the other azendzents to article 1h., .

Mr. JEVREMOVIC (Yugoslavis) thankeld the Egyptisn representative for
bis support of the Yugoslav snendment {E/1552, annex III, secticn A, pepe 32).
Be protestod sgainst the United States representutive’s assertion that the
effect of that asendment would be to allow freedon of information %o the
Btate alone, By apjroving sevesraph 3 of acticle 1b the Unitea States
!!ll-l.‘ﬂt‘ll'.'ln di2 in fect accept an snuseration of cases in vhich Freedos
‘of informstinu might be linited tlot was tantasount to suthorizing
censorship anvd the suppression of freedom of information. It wes for that
reagon that the Yugoslav amendzent proposed to take freeloo of inforoation
subject to the purposes and principles of the United Nationa, precisely in
order to prevont any psibility of the mieuse of State control for
antl-democratic purposes. He ssked the United States repressntotive in what
TArner the 'laited States delegation propoaed to glve effect 4 the provisions
of Genorol Assesbly resclution 21 B (V) which recommended the Commission,
in drafting the Covenant, to teke account of the purposes and principles of
the Charter of the United Haticns.

Hra, ROOSEVELT (United States of Azerica) wished first to explnin
for the benefit of the Egyptien representative that vhat che hod referred to
Wwas the relaction of the Egyptian proposal on frecdon of the press by the
Corztsaion on Humon Rights. The United States delegation had Just suboitted
an snendzent (E/CH.4/L.193) to the United Kingdos omerdmont, and enother -
ecendaent (B/CN.4/L.152) to the French socndeent. In reply to the Yugoslov
represmntative she wvished to state that the Urited States delegation vas
prefared to accept any soendment which would improve article L4, but opposed
any sdditicnal restrictions oo freedoo of expression. The Fgyptian wesudnent
(Bf1992, armex III, section A, pege 52) vas open to criticism because its
legiclative provisions were insdequate; eoreover, the press should be
encouraged to publish the truth, l.e. all the facts, whatever they were,
rather than be anked to promots peace,

/5he 412 net
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She did"pot wish to defend certain articles which had appeared in the
Americen press, but would simply stress that the authors of theae articles
alone were Tesponaible, and that the Oovernment was in no way involved.
Certain Soviet pewvejapers published articles just as open o criticism
a5 pome Americen erticles, but st least the latter appesred withnut the
suthorization and without the approval af the Oovernment. Indirect control
bty certain groups ‘or individuals who used nevspapers for thelr sdvertising
was certainly not desirable, but except in the most Tlegrant cases it
left conziderable scope for individual expression. In any event, suck
coptrol vas less dangerous than Btate evmtrol,

The United Statss delegation would support poragraph 1 of the
United Kinglon esendeent (B/CH.4/L.14L), subject tn the sdoption of the
United States sub-amepdment (E/CH.4/L.193). It cpposed the sdditicnal
restrictions vhich the amendment would introduce in paragraph 3 of article 14,
apd wished for these sdditiopal restrictiona to be put to the vote sepaxatoly,
She would likewlee support the French acendment (EfCN.4/L.156) 4f 1t wvas
modified in sccordence with tbe United States cub-asendment (EfCE.4/L.152).

She could not agres to the vords "in a demdcratie soclety™.
She considercd these pointless snd would ask frr a separate vote on theo.

) Mr. CASSIF (Prance} stressed the considerable fmportance of
mragraph 1 of articls 1h; that paragraph referred to freedoa of opinion,
vhich vas sbsolutely different from freedom of expression and must be
protected.

He ssked the Thnited Kingdom representativa vhether he would agrec to
plter his ssendrent to paragraph 2 of article 14 ond use the wording "by
any lawful sedium of bis cbolce™ instead of the expression “through the
nedive of any lawfnlly operated devices™; that change seemed to be
depirable because "lswiul pediuo™ werely meant any oediuvm which ves pot
probibited by lav and no mention was thus made of any express legal
sutharization. The words "without interference by public euthority”

did pot gilve riee to mny importsst criticlsm, but could imply that
interfersnce might be authorized from quarters other than the governoment,
which wvould be Just as objectiopable.

/The probles
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The problem with which the Coemission was confronted with repgard to
poragraph 3 lay in choosing betwveen the disadvantages of & general formula
and thoge of o detailed enumeration. The United Kingdon amendment might be
eriticized for cocbining both dipadvantages. [Oe van in favour of retaining
a general text and thought that the original article 1h wee, if not the best
text, at any rate the least objectionable. There wera tve considerutions
that must not be lost eight of . It wms important, first of all, “hlle
reaffirming ond respecting freedom of expressicn and af information, to avold
any icpaircent of the rights and repulntions of individuals; secondly the
wotional community as o wvhole cust be protected agrinet any Incitezent by the
prees to violate public osder, soraols and oational securlty. lastly,
rospect for public policy, both natiozol o . internotionnl, hod to be
ecsured by stipulating that the preso ond other pethods of inforcation
should respect the purposcs and Jrinciples of the United Nations. His
delegation would revise the text ~f ito amendcent in sccordance with the
idens he hod expressed.

In cenclusion; be eophbasized thot the proposed lisitations were not
tantasount to prelizinary censorship. There wos all the difTerence Iln the
world between suck censoroblp and 4 wvarning to the Journaliets respeonsible
that, If they viclated certaln rules, they would loy thecselves open to
penalties such as the obligation to issuvs corrections, actions for slander,
and criminol prosecution in serlous caoca. Io short, the (reedom of the
press sust be proclaimed, but at the samo time the reapongibllities incu=bent
uren Journaliets oust be made quite clear.

Mr, AZ¥OUL (Lebanon) thought that three foctorc wvhich eomplicated the
work of the United Hatlons with regord to frecdowm of infcrEnticn were:
the i=portance sssumed by Information medla and the extent of thelr influence
on public opinicn in sodern tismes; the foct thot those medis were unegually
distributed acong the varioue countriec; ond thirdly, the difference between
the concept of information in Communist and non-Communist countries. In
spite of those Aifficultics, o cosson dencoinator ocust be Tound which the
o jority of the Mezbers of the United Notions would accept. To that end,
limitations to freedosm of informotion had to be worded in teres which would
be uniforuly accepted by ull, care being taken to ovold tercs which were open

Jto controdictory
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;tu contredictory interpretations. Froa that peint of view, the waniing of article
1k vas most catisfectory, theugh thare might be yoox for sesa drafting
w“. Toetores “pational security”, "bealth®, "mcrals” end

, "protecticn of tho rights, fresioms or rejutations of othere™ wete perfestly

clear and macnt aore or less the seme io all opustries, The tarms cf the

USSR, Yopoelrv, Egyptian snd Fremh casndsents, oo tha coatrasy, wero vogue

end extremaly dongerwvus, sinss they et tho State up es the suprute criditer

of vhat vas or wvaa not allowwd, Thus, the introduction in the USEL aceodaent

of the des of "democywcy”, vhich was intarproted in Aismetrically opposite

vaye in differeat comtyies, emghlad the Bato to suppress all individual
liberties, inelwling froofon of axpreseicn; the pame ofplied to the

motions of “war propugasda” ond "hatred csouds the pospleo”™. In the Yugoslav

smndesret, the sarw ws trus of sush Ydoos s "the proteciion of tha purposes

of the Clcrter of the United Hations™, "the protection of the ipdepsndmnce of
the Gtate” ocd "the ectedblistsent of upequal yolaotions betwesn peoplos”.

Adtbough the Exyptian scendetnt vap open %0 lave paricus eriticiom, it hat

the setw shmtoomings, cod the spoe wos true of the revised vorslon of the

Frooch amcodesnt,

Toe United Klpgdoo poendment, on the ather hond, wos en etteopt

: to provide fof specifis limitations; neverthelews, thosa limitaticoe were
slready included in srticle 4. For exsaple, the word "liniteOlons™ included

the iden ¢f "forvalitios, conditions, restricticns or pecaltisa™; the ides

ef "pational accurity” included that of "tirritorial intagrity™; the prevention

of the disolcewre of ieformation received in eonfidence sed the ensuring of the

falr and proper omduct of Judiciel proceedings arose gut of the potion of the

Froteation af tha rights ond freedess of others. Only the substitution of

the idea of “the preventica of discrder™ for that of "public crder” should be

rotaloed .

LE T S

ADLI Bey (Ezyvt) vould oupport parcgreph 2 of the United Kingdom
essndaent (B/CH.4/L.144) 1f o words “"formalitics® ecd "for the prevention
of disorder cr erime” were deleted., Be fully underctocd the trpditional
desire of the United Dtateo delegation to maintain the absoluts fresdos of ths
Freas] navertiwmlass, that ecuntry bad rencunced icolationiss 1in order to becsse

Jon interoatiossl
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gt ioternetinnel power snd 1ta tred 1titnsl conseption of fracldos ef the proas
ahould be adjusted sccndingly, since 1% mua . taks the roquircesnts ef
international poclety into sczount, ‘Ehe absolute froedsa pov <ujoyed bY

the sreriesn preser wnuld give rise to dipcontent vhich the United 3tzlce
wat heod, nov tamt it eculd oot Lgnore the impostaucs f eaintaining poxd
ralations with other pecplec. IHe wya cure that, by accamting his azandwent,
tha United Gratos delegation vould be rendoring o great oervica to I1ts own
country.

The USSR refreseniotive bed pointed out to the United 3Malsa
representative the onxiety to which the pooition of ©e Egyptien prass ohould
Sive rise. ‘That question, however, wed Pegulrltod by articla 15 of the Egyplien
Constitution, which mrovidyl for {resdom of the rrace withino the lioitc prescribod
by lav; rmelicinery censorshic sos probibited and so vere cossured such
as tha suspension of nreopopers, vhich could not e decrecd exoapt in capes
where they vero nocesunyy for the protsction of publio exder; the latter
FEovision vrea o sofepun=d npaing® Eolesherisr. Tha TUoited Stotes representative
aight therafe=e rest cscured tlat the Egyptish press wos Sreo snd thot ns
canscaahip was pooeible vnleps martiol low wvas pooclaioed.  As mapands the
maintenance of pence ond good relations betwesn Statos trovided for in
tho Eqystian wxmodrent, he vould confine himself to cuoting the Sgypticn
Pecal Code, vhich rrovided that the crioe of Llbse-mots3*d epplizd pet oaoly in
caces of lmoults wpainst 3be King but alsoc to any insutt sgsinet o fereign
beed cf Gtate; the Egyphlon delepaticn would like that leglelat!-n, wvhich
had alrecdy tecn pasoed io cany countries, Lo be gencrclized.  Ee fol? that the
tize had eocs for the Unitsd States to renounce, in Ita ovo intercots, & ocazept
vhich vas aporupriate ooly to an isclstionist countsy, but which w=s oo longer
adnissible io a country that had been iotegrated in the intermaticmal community.

T™he parh roas at 5.4% nom,
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