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As a newcomer to this Committee, Sir, I trust I Mnay
be forgiven, if throughout our discussion of this article, I
have sometimes had the impression that we have been more
concerned with the abuses of freedom of Information, than Witll
our efforts to ensure that everyone shal, have the right to
freedom of opinion and expression, The experience ef historY
lias shown ail toc clearly that goverments do possess the ineafl0
to apply any necessary restrictive measures and that these
measures have sometimes been used to curb the voices of :treedolu"
Should we flot consider Vhîs matter in a positive rather than a
negative sense? Surely, the moat Important aspect of tliis
article Is the need Vo ensure that people everywhere shail hale
the riglit to hold opinions without interference and the n ght
to express then freely. This is admirably and succintly phrasea
in the first and second paragraphs of Article 19. The third
paragrapi gees on te express the general limitations placed UPOXl
these f'undamental freedoms. Those who drafted the third paragraP'
have been wise In net going beyond these general consideratiflS1
and 1 suggest, Sir, that we wiil be wise in cent Ining ourselVes
te then. Many delegatiens can, I am sure, go on te specify agreat many ether limitations which are ef pearticalar concernf tOthem, But It is Our opinion'that by adopting f urther liniitatiCewe weaken the article itselt, Perhaps defeat Its Intent, and rua'the rislc ef xualing it an Instrument which weuld ceuntenanoe Ce~suppression of the very treedora we seek to preserve.

This is net te say, Mr. Chairinan , that we regard thepresent V1ext as lu any way sacrosanot - lndeed, many nations X1OWrepresented, on this coxnmittee were net present here when It waOdrafted and have had ne other epportunity te dIscuss it. Wewelcome their CerMMents and agree wheleheartedly that where We Cao
improve the text we should mest certainly do se. We sympathiZ6
with the f ears et many ef those Who have speken about the needfor further limitations in the third paragrapi er this article,and with the diffIcu1ties Vhey have enceuntered in dealing wItI'this Subject, The vast teclinical improvements In the medÎa Of 1qcommu~nication have most certainly created new and complex pro Ùelfer ail ef us, We are net convinced, hewever, that the reinedYlies In turther restrictive measures, In Canada we believe tliaVit lies inatead in havIng the courage te permit Our people afldt.1fithose engaged In the press radie and television, te develop «Wthemselves a sense ef public 1esponsibility, with which they Oebest serve the interest and welfare et the cemmunity as a whOJle*Te us this IS a vital element in the heritage et demeoracy.

1 listened with great interest te the colments ef thedistînguished representatîve et Chile when lie spoke on thissubject on Friday hast, Hie made a number of mest useful suggeSt'
I was also irapressed by the statement made by the distinguishledrepresentatîve ef Pakistan, and with her comment that some oftlearnendxn.nts WhIcb. have been proposed relate more appropnIatelY VArticle 28 than they do te Article 19.

I have endeavoured, Sir, te eutlIne the peint ef view OIVhis article et my dehegation, and I shahl net take Up the V3.meet the Cemmittee te indicate eur position on each et the ameuduebetore us. Where we think such amendmenta will improve the tee'or resuit in an acceptable compromise, we wihl support theia,ervIe dhyo noV in our opinion prejudice in any way theIntetio ofthose whe drafted the article, te ensure'the baSi-0 ci,treedonis set t orth in the first two Paragraphes. We should flOtýe1
lose siglit et our basic objective in aur endeavours, hewever WOeX
te prehibit licence.,


