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has shown all too clearly that governments do possess the means

. to apply any necessary restrictive measures and that these

measures have sometimes been used to. curb the voices of freedom.
Should we not consider this matter in a positive rather than a
negative sense? Surely, the most important aspect of this
article is the need to ensure that people everywhere shall have
the right to hold opinions without interference and the right to
express them freely. This is admirably and succintly phrased

in the first and second paragraphs of Article 19. The third
paragraph gobes on to express the general limitations placed upon
these fundamental freedoms:. Those who drafted the third para-
graph have seen wise in not going beyond these general considera-
tions, and I suggest, Sir, that we will be wise in confining

ourselves to them. Many delegations can, I am sure, go on to

.speciﬂy a great many other limitations which are of particular

concern to them. But it is our opinion that by adopting further

limitations we weaken the article itself, perhaps defeat its

intent, and run the risk of making it an instrument which would
countenance the suppressi on of the very freedom we seek to
preserve.

This is not to say, Mr. Chairman, that we regard
the present text as in any way sacrosanct - indeed, many nations
now represented on this committee were not present here when
i1t was drafted and have had no other opportunity to discuss
1t. We welcome their comments and agree wholeheartedly that
where we can improve the text we should most certainly do so.

We sympathize with the fears of many of those who have

poken about the need for further limitations in the third para-

@ craoh of this article, and with the difficulties they have

encountered in dealing with this subject. The vast technical
improvements in the media of communication have most certainly

created newand complex problems for all of us. We are not



