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REPLIBS RECEIVED TRCTT GO\TER}IIIENTS

AUSTRIA

lOriginalr EngIlshl

[5 October 1984 ]

l. The Governmene of Austria, Iike many other Governments, is deeply and gravely
dlsturbed by the continuing pracllce of tortule throughout the lrorld and by tbe
fact tha! existlng international instrumenta and the machinery provided therein
have not been able !o eradicate torture. Austrla haa been supporting all efforts
alned at the eradlct.ion of torture and other cruel, lnhunan or degrading treaenent
or punishment. rn this context, it has to be pointed out that Austrian delegationE
have been participating acEively ln negotiatlona of the past years leading to the
draft convention now under consideration.

2. The Gov€rnnent of Austrla ig aware thaC the exiseing draft lnstrument
constituteE a conpromise between a seriea of proposals and suggeations fornarded by
a nunber of delegations and, therefore, do€s not provide for as strong an
inpLementation nachinery as the Auatrian Governnent rrould have wished to be set up
by the envisaged convention.

3. The covernment of Austria, never theleaa, t ish€s to put on record its support
for the draf! convention elaboraled by the forklng Group set up by the Human Rights
Conmission.

4, In concluslon, ttre Governnent of Austria wishes !o emphasize the decislve
imporiance of nandatory inplementatlon provialons Co lhe effectiveness of the
convention. nithout even those ninlmal inplenentailon provlslons, Ehe draf! would
fail to rnake a contribution to the pronotion of hunan rights going beyond e:(lsting
internati.onal lnatrunentE

BURUND I

lOrlginal: French I

[3 Ausust 1984 ]

1. vle cannot praise this draft convention too highty. However, Eome renarks are
called for on certain articles.

2. In paragraph I of article 3, where It i6 stated that nno State party shall
expel, return (nrefouler") or extradite a peraon to another State where there are
substantial grounds for believing that he r.rould be in danger of being subjected to
torturen. mentlon ls made only of 'torture', and not of any other forn of cruel
lreaunent.
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3, Articles 5' 6 and 7 advocate a universal jurisdiction. Our Governnent whlle
recognizing the intrlnsic nerlts of thia concept, has sone doubts about its
Practical implenentation.

4. The State party concerned would not ahrays be willing to submit to such a
jurisdlction or to its rulings. lhe statuE of the individual as a subject of
internalional law remains a rpot pointt an international jurisdictlon, with no
means of enforcernebt, would i.n practice have limited powers. Such a jurlsdiction
might apply noral sanctions, but it€ scope for direct action would be llmited.

5. Our Government considera that lhe solution lies in the good will of the
individual States partles to the convention, who alone conmand the necessary polrera
to ensure the enforcenent of lard in aII its ramificatj,ons. It is therefore up to
these States to enact the necessary leglslation for the punishnent of torture and
other reprehensible acts.

6. ArEicIe 20, paragraph I, provides for the comnittee recelving n information
nhich appeafs !o it to contain reliable indications lhat torture ls being
systematically practised in the territory of a State partyn. This paragraph ralses
the gueslion of the sources of such rellable information and the criteria which the
Committee should apply in considerlng any information it rnight receive.

7. Nevertheless, fhe inquiry systen provided for in article 20 rnarks a step
forhtard in practical arrangements for enforcing intelnational instrumenEg.

CYPRUS

loriglnal3 Eng lish I

[ll october 19841

I. In spi.te of the fact thaC torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading
treatment or punlshment ia prohibited world-wide, still. with great regret it is
noticed tbat torture practices continue to occur in many countries. Tlrus, Che
adoPtlon of a new international inslrunent i6 more imDeratlve now than ever.

2. IC is our stand that certain articles of lhe convention could be i$proved, so
as to cover other acts of cruel, inhuman or degrading lreatment, as is Ehe case
aith article 3 of the conventiont however, in view of tbe general consensus reached
aE the meeting held at Geneva, it is not desirable !o make any amendments at this
stage and thus, give the opportunicy of reopenlng discussion.

3. Furthernore, it is our stand that tbe draft convention, the product of
detailed discussions ln the norklng croup and now pendlng before the United Nations
General Assembly for adoption, ghoul_d be accepted aE a whole, particularly as
regards the inplenentation provisions contained ln artlcles 19 and 20 which should
be nade nandatory and not optional.
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GREECE

loriginal! Englishl

[10 october 1984 ]

l. Greece attaches the greateat inportance to the fight against the heinous act
of torture. The adoption of a blll againat Corture by the Greek parlianent, nhich
nill conplete existing leglelatlon, is itwrinent. A translatton of this bill is
enclosed. Greece has strongly supported the drafting of the convention agalnst
torture and other cruelr inhunan or degrading treaLment or punlshnent and conslders
the Present draft a nileatone and a declslve step forward. The draft is in many
ways a renarkable docufipnt. Greece etrphaaizes in particular its satisfaction eith
the inPlenentation system and the adoption of mandatory lnternational
jurisdiction. Honever, the draft conveneion i8 far from an ideal or a flavrlesg
text. Indeed' i! is fraught with minor weakneases and ia characterlzed by a
cerbaln lack of precision on a nunber of issues. Nevertheleas, creece reallzes
that any lnternational legaL lnatrument of Ehl€ kind ls necegsalily and inevltably
a product of corpromise. It took aix years of atrenuoue efforts to overcone the
multipLe and unfore8een inpedlments to the drafting of this convention, whlch, in
our view, is long overdue ln a norld where the abhorrent practice of torture
continues unabated.

2. Greece is therefore prepareal to accept the alraft convencion against the act of
gorture as it stands and would like to 6ee it adopted at the earliest possible aate. 

I
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APPendlx

Bill for lhe penal punishment of torture

ARTICI,E I

Article 137 A is added to the speclal sectton of chapter A of the Penal Code
entitled "offences agalnst the existing sysEen of governrlentn. llhe said artlcle is
che follording !

Artlcle 137 Ar Torture and otber abuses of hunan dignlty

1. A public official, civil or rnllitary, whose duties include prosecution,
invescigation, examlnatlon of criminal offences I breachea of dlscipliner
enforcement of penaltiea, protectlon or guardianship of a person, is subject to
inElrisonment if, in tbe course of his duties, he inflicts torture on any person
under hls authority with the purpose ofr (a) obtaining frorn hin or fron a third
Person a confession, a teStiltpny, lnformatlon or a statement, in particular one
alenouncing or approving a political or any other type of ldeologyr (b) punlshlng,
and (c) intinidaCing hin or thlrd persons. A public officlal, civil or nilltary'
is subject to the game punishnenC, rrhen, under orderg of his superlors or on his
own iniliative, he uaurps such porrer 9 and performs the duties mentioned in Ehe
amve parag raph.

2. The act of torture consists of any systenatic infl-tction of acute physical
Pain or physical exhaustion endangering the health of a person or psychological
Pain leading to severe psychological injury, as weII as any lllegaL use of
chemicalB, drugs or other natural or artificial neans capable of bending ihe
victinrs will.

3. A minlnun of tlro yearEr imprlaorutrent .is 6et for caaes not expllcltly mentioned
in paragraph 21 unless strlcter punishtnent i€ provlded for. Ttrese lnclude bodily
harn, health damage, exerciae of lIIegaI physlcal and psychotogical vlolence and
any oeher conmensurate severe abuse of hurnan dignlty committed by persons under the
circum6tances and purposes provlded for in paragraph l. Abu6es of hunan dignity
include in particularr (a) the use of a lie detectort (b) extended solitary
confinenent, (c) sexual harassment.

4. The splri.t of the present article does not include acts or conseguences
related to the lawful execution of punishments or to any latful reatrlction of
freedom or other lawful measure of procedural enforcement.

ARTICLE 2

Article I37 B is adateal to the speclal section of chapter A of the Penal code
entitleal 'roffences against the exisci.ng system of government". The said artlcle
provldes as follorrs !
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Article I37 Br Special case6

1. The acts of the first paragraph of the Previous artlcle are punishable by a

tnininum of I0 yearsr imPriaorunent:

(a) If nlethods or mean6 of systernatic torture dre used' in particulart
beaiings on the vicEimrs soLes, electroshockr flctitious execution or the use of
tlal]-ucinatory subslancest

(b) If they result in serioua bodil-y danage !o the vlctins,

(c) It the perPegrator comrnita these acls on a regular basis or if
circumstances indicate that he i5 excePtionalLy dangeroust

(d) If lhe perpetratorr in his caPacity as a auperior' gave the orders to
conni ! the act.

2. The accs of ParagraPh 3 of the previous artlcle are punished by inprlsonment
of up !o l0 yeara' when cases (b), (c) or (d) of the previous paragraph apply'

3. Should the above act6 result In the aleath of Che victim, Iife imprisonnent is
imposed.

ARfICI,E 3

Article 137 C is added to the Penal code entitled "offences againaE the

existing sysEem of govern$entn. The said aEticle ls the following!

Ar ticle I37 C: Accessorl-!gl!!99

1" The convictlon for acts of articlea 137 A and I37 B entails ipso iure
dFprivacion of Political rightst Pernanent in lhe case of conviclion for life
ipprlsonrnent, a ninimurn of l0 years in caEe of imprleonrnent and a mlnlmun of
tl.r. y."r. in case of imPrisonment when no otber provision exists entailing nnre
severe deprivalion. It also resulls in incaPacity to acquire attributes Provided
ih case I of article 63! perrnanenE in cases of confinement and l0 years in cases

of impri.sonnent.

ARTICLE 4

AreicLe 137 D is added to ttre Penal coale entitled 'roffences agalnst the
existing system of government". The said artlcle ia the following'

A,rlicle I37 Di General Proviaions

I. A Elate of enerqency cannot exclude the illegal character of the act3 of
arttcles I37 A and I37 B.

a
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Z. A superlorrs order concernlng the acts of artlcles 137 A and I37 B cannot
exclude their lU character.

3. In the event that ihe acts of artlclee 137 A and I37 B are carrled oul durlng
a period of a non-democratically elected Governnene, the date of prescriPtion
begins only ri.th the regtoratlon of, legitlnate authorlty.

4. The victin of the acts of articlea 137 A and I37 B, is entitled to claim frotn
the offender as well aa from the State - both of which are liable ln toto for the
datnages auffered - due conPensatlon fo! psychological and moral lnjuries.

AIITICL,E 5

At the end of artlcle 239 (a) of the Penal Code, lhe followinq phrase is
addedr nProvialeal the act 19 not more 6everely puntshed according to articles 137 A
and 137 Bn.

ARrICI.E 6

The Present lav entera lnto force as of the date of ils publication in the
Officlal Gazette.
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IRAQ

Ioriglnalt Arabicl

[4 october 19841

The provlsions of the draft conventlon which prohibit torture and nake it an
offence conforn generally in spirit wlth the provisions of the lragi consEitutlon
and Iraqi leglslation 1n force. However, the Iraqi Governnent l|lshes co make the
following observatlonsr

I. the title of the draft ls conprehensi.ve. rihat is meant by "torturen is
defined in part Ir article I, paragraph I, but the concePt of "cruef inhuman or
degrading treatment or punlshment" remalns undefined.

2. The Iragi Government considers that, in the last sentence of article 1,
ParagraPh I, ttre rtord "nea8ureg" abouLd be inserted after the word nsanctlonsn.

3. Allicle 3 provides broad grounds for non-extradigion of Pelsons whose
extradition ls requested under agreementa concluded and rules recognized in lhat
regardt in addition, ttrere nay alao be negatlve effects on international relationa.

4. Tbe Iragi Govelnnent has some reservation nith regard to articlea 5, 6 and 7
of the draft convention.

5. Article 8 is, ln general, without justificationr because the offence of
tortule i9 an offence like aII other offencea and lhe general rules relatlng to
extradition apply to lt.

6. Artlcle 20 of the dEafc contalns provieions wbich infrlnge on the sonereignly
of the State and interfere in lts internal affairs, which is unaccePtable.

LUXEMBOUEG

lor19lnal: Frenchl

t5 october 19841

l. Luxembourg wlahes !o exPress great satlsfaction with the fact that the
Cpmtllssion on Hunan RlghtE, ln accordance r||ith the nandate entrusted to lt by the
thirty-second session of the General Assenbly, has drawn uP a draft convention
against torture and other cruell inhuman or degrading treatment or Punishment. and
has transmitted it to gtre General Assenbly.

2. Luxembourg believea that this document represents an inporlanE stage in the
efforts of the international conmunity to put an end to the abhorrent Practice of
torture and inhuman treatment.
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3. Luxembourg naturaUy attachea high Priority to the natter and exPresses the

hope that thiE inPortant conventlon l'ill enter into force without undue delay'

4. Luxenbourg ls cognlzant of the fact that the text of the conventlon haa been

drawn uP only after harat anal long negottationa. Even though lt contains sone

expreasions whlctr rr. would have prefirred to see formulaged nigh greater exactness

anal preclElon' Luxenbourg is pleased to announce that lt i5 able to accePt the texc
as subnitted to the General A83enbly.

5. Luxenbourg ls, indeed, arare that this conProniae text is a fragile uork whlch

cannot be altered trlthout risktng the collaPse of the shole carefuLly constructed
etlif ice.

6. An egsential condltion for this consentr however, ls that artlcles 19 and 20

of the alraft, relatlng to the aubnisalon and consideratlon of rePorts fron States
and the estsablishnent of an inquiry system - on which there ta still no general
agreement - should be kePt fn itreir present forn and becone an lntegral Part of the
minaatory itnPlementation syBtem aPPlicable to alt States whlch accede to the
convention.

7. The Govern$ent of Luxembourg hoPes tbat the General Assembly w111 be able to
adopt this convention a5 qulckly as possible so that the lnternatlonal corununlty
nay take effectlve action to conbat one of the olatest scourges of hunanity'

NEII ZEALAND

lOriginal: English l

[5 October 19841

The New Zealand Goverruoent has given careful consideration to the text of the
draft convention and suPPorts tts adoPtlon by the General Assembly in its present
form. Thls aEatementr ho$ever, doea not Prejudlce New zeaLandr€ rlght to commenc

further on the text lf lt deetnB lt aPProPriate to do 60.

PANAMA

Ioriginal: sPanish I

' t9 october 1984l

1. Tlre corner-atone of Ehe Prison sy€tem of the RePublic of Panana may be found
in artlcle 28 of the national Constltutlon, whlch reada as follottsr

'@3gr The priEon syslern is based on princiPles of security'
rehabllitation and soclal proteition. The use of tneasures injurious to the
phy6lcal' nental or noral lntegrity of prlgoners -iE Prohibited'
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' rProvialon shall be made for the trainlng of prlaonere ln trade€ which
htlll enable ttren to re-enter goclety as useful nenbers.

nPrisonera sho are minors shall be subject to a speclal sygtem of
custody, protectlon and educatt on. .

2. The prohlbltion of [€aEurea which are lnjurloua to the physical, mental or
noral inlegrity of pr iaonera, added to the fact that the Republlc of panafia, by
Act No. 15 of 2g october 1927, ratlfied the &rerlcan Convention on Human Rights of
the Organization of Anerlcan Statea, knonn as the pact of San Jos6, denonatratea
the intereat whlch the Gov€rnDent of the Repubrlc of panarna ba8 ln establiBhing
nachlnery which. at the lnternatlonal level, yould protect the lnvlolabttlty of the
indieidual and the lnnate rlghtE of the hurnan per6on.

3. It Is undeniable that respcct for the physlcal integrlty of the lndividual is
a baslc princlple of the rule of law and, ln that connectlon, the Repubtic of
Panama welcomes tbe efforts nade by the Unlted Nationa Comrrilsslon on Human Rlghts
Eo provlde the lnternatlonal cor{lunity wlth a conventlon nhich r,rourd offer more
effective protectloR to lndlvlaluala threatened with torture and other cruel,
inhuman or degradlng treatment or punlsbnent.

4. The provlsions of the dtaft convention under conEideratlon sould have great
Iegal and polltical value, and Hould thus help to aolve the problem of aafeguarating
the invlolabllity of the individual. Neverthelesa it should be noted that, ln the
case of the Republlc of panana, moat of the prlnciples contalned in the draft are
already incorporated in i,ts leglslarlon.

5. Firat, reference should be nade to article 160 of the penal Code, nh lch
defines the crine of torture ln the follohring flranner:

"Article I60t Any public offlclal nho subjects a prisoner to undue
hardship or coerclon shall be punlBhed by a tern of 6 to 20 nonths.
lnPrisonnent,. If the ill-treatsent tncludes torture, degradlng punishnent,
harassnent or arbltrary acts, the Eentence shall be 2 to 5 years.
imprisonment. r

6. Special reference should be nade to the fact that the case of a publlc
official actlng on the order of a superlor ia deal! wlth in article 34 of the
Constltution, whlch states thatt

nAlticle 34r In caae of nanlfest vlolallon of a constitutional or legal
Provisionr to the detrinent of any peraon. the order of a superior does not
relieve lhe agent who executes it fr6 regponslbility. ThiE provlslon shall
not aPPIy to membera of the public Forceg uhen they are on duty, in rrhich case
the responslblllty rest8 nlth the superlor ln rank nho gives the order.n

7. It is also important to point out that the 1983 constitutional reforn nEde
Provision in the legal syaten for the rlght of the prlsoner to obtain the
assistance of Legal counael as aoon as he 16 deprlved of liberty. Ttris legal
provislon elininateE the poseiblJ,lty of the prisoner being lawfully held
incomnunicado
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8. Notvrlthstanaling ttre foregolng ' lt ls a natler of concern that the description
of torlure ln lhe proposed article I lE linited to thoae cases ninflicted by or at
the instlgation of or with the conaent or acguiescence of a Publlc official or
otber person acting ln an official capacltyi. That Bu99e6ts that, if perforned by
an lndlvidual, civilian organization or pseudo-rellg lous sectr lhe acts described
in the article rrould not b€ considered aa torture.

9. This article ls concerned only t'lth lnstltutionalized violence. nitbout
enconpassing other situations. In our vi€n, the ptoblen is not, in princlPle,
confined to publlc offlcials. Other sttuatlons lnvolving what i6 essentlally
lorture ahould be covered, particularly aince the intent is firmly to repudiate any
acEivitles wbich violate the physical and psychological integrity of the indlvidual.

I0. with regard to Ehe problem of extradition (artlcle 3), the Republlc of Panama
has signed a nunber of agreenenta and treaties on the matter, but none of then has
clearly specified the right of states to deny a reque6t for extradllion where there
are sound reaaons f,or believing that the person in quegtion might be in danger of
belng tortured. The draft convention Hould be extremely useful in that regartl.

11. The Republic of Panama con€iderE that there would be great benefit ln
establlshing international machinery to conaider and recornnend appropriate measure€
in response to the acts which have Ied to the formulation of this draft.

SPAIN

loriginal: sPanishl

[24 sePtenber 1984 ]

1. The Spanish delegation has particlpated with the greatest interest in the nork
of preparing a draft convention against torture and other cruel, inhuman or
degradlng trealment or punishment. It is gratlfleatr therefore' that the Commission
on Hunan Rights sbould have declded, by lts resolution 1984/21, to transnlb the
report of the norking Group to the ceneral Aaaembly and to have reconrnended that
the General Assembly consider the draft convention as a natter of Prlority with a
vier{ to its early adoption.

2. The implementation of the draft convention does not give rise to juridical
Problems th spai,n since torture is ctassified as an offence in article 204 bis of
the Penal @de, as amended by Act 3t/1978 of 7 JuIy.

3. wlth re€pect to lhe deEirabUity of aalopting such a convention, the spanish
delegatlon has supported the prlnciple that the internatlonal protection of bunan
rights i5 effective only l{hen declaratlons contained in internat ional texts are
converted into internationally enforceable legal obliqations and when dornestic
machinery for the contlol, the prevention and punishmen! of huroan rights violations
is coupled nith an internatlonal system for verification of Statesr cornPliance wlth
these norms, based on a specific organ.
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4. Inevitably, the text prePared, wbicb ls the regult of a comPromlse, cannot be

futly satisfactory to aII. Itre SPanlEh Government would have Preferred the scope
of the conventton to be fllaler and in ltne wlth the D€claratlon on the Protectlon of
AIl Persons from Being subjecteal tO Tbrture and other cruelr Inhuman or Degrading
Treatment or Puniahnent (General Assenbly resolutlon 3452 (XXX)), 3o that the whole
syaten of protection established uould cover not only torture but also other
inhunan or alegrading treaht0ent or punishnent. The SPanish Governnent would also
have preferled the internagional nonltorlng syaten egtabllahed ln articles 2l
and 22 of the alraft to be binding on states Parti,es to the conventlon rather than
dependent on glgnature of a declaration recognizlng the conunlttee I a conPetence r
since, in the oplnion of the Spanish Governnent, the cqmittee providetl for in the
alraft should be an international organ of a guasi-judicial nature wlth
verification, investigation and deciSion-naking Powers. However. in the inE€rest
of compromiae, the spanish delegation co the comnlssion on Human Rlghts accepted
the pr;posed text and the SPanlsh Government 13 prePared to do everything possible
to obeain a consensus on che articles on rhich consensus has not yet been reached.

5. Nevertheless, the sPanlsh Government woulal enPhaslze the need to maintain the
preaent wording of articles 19 anat 20 rrlthout bracketa, slnce iE conalders that
these clauses of the conventlon should not be oPtional but should be an integral
part of lti otherwise the convention would lose nuch of 1t6 PurPose, if not its
raison d | 6tre.

6. The spanish Govelnment wlshes to emPhasize the deairabll'lty of th16 draft
being approvetl by the General Assembly ae soon as pos3lble, since it conslders that
it is sufflciently nature. t'or lts part the spaniah delegatlon niLl use its best
endeavours !o ensure that it is adopted by the General Assenbly at lEa thlrty-ninth
session.

YOGOSI,AVIA

lorigloal: Engllshl

[2 october 19841

1. The Yugo6lav Government has carefully studied the draft conventlon submitted
by the Conni.Esion on Hutnan Rights for adoPtlon by the General Aasenbly at its
thirty-ninth ses3lon, and would like to lnforn the secretary-General that tbe draft
text is ln large part accePtable to Yugo6lav1a. It conslders that the draft
convention voices In a satisfactory nanner the naln Problem6 nhich may arise from
the apptlcation of torture, and defineA measures tO be taken by the lnternational
cornnuni ty with a vtett to elininaEing all forna of cruelr inhuman or degrading
treatment or punishment. It has, therefore, instructed the Yugoslav delegation to
lhe thirty-nj.nth session of the ceneral Assembly to nake naxlmum efforts to arrive,
in close co-operation and con6ultatlon $ith olher Menber States, at the final text
of the convention so that 1t nay be adoPeed by the Assenbly.at lts current gesslon.

I
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2. In thls conneclion, it wishea to inform the secretary_General that theYug.slav deregation w111,b'e prepared to take part in a nore approprlate fornur.atlonof sorne parts of the draf! convention, princi;auy those rerated to extradilion andthe nandate of a conunittee.

3. Regardlng er(traaution, whlch is alealt uith in artlcle 3 of the draftc-onventl.n, the rugoarav Government believes that it can be better regulated.NatoeLy, paragraph r of artlcle 3 States one of tne rea€ona for refusrng extraditionof the accused or convlcted persona. This i€ auty taken ineo account in theexistlng practlce of international extradrtion treatr.es, which fornulate thisreason in a different nay by saying that extradition shart also be ,.to""i"iinother substanrial groundi.,-,eri*ing a;";;;;;;t and foremo.r, to reasons ofpersonar safety of per60ns whose extraditl.n 16 belng requested; and to torture andother cruer, inhurnan or degrading treatnen! of auch persons. Thrs practlce shouldbe naintalned, because the nannei in nhich tnis princrpte ia fornur.ated inparagraph I of articre 3 0f the draft convenEion can create rn practlce theParalysis of the instltution of extradilron as an important forn of internationarlegal asslstance in crlnlnal naeter6.

4' Paragraph 2 of artrcre 3 €hould arso be revienedl since it onry paraphraaesthe provisions of paragraph l and can therefore be deleted.
5' The Yugoslav Government wourdr llke alao to coffrent on article 20, rrhtch dearsttlth a cqmitteer its nandate and functioning. The cover rcnt ls of the view thatParagraphs 2t 3, l and 5 of artrcre 20 shouti be more caref,urry wo'ded so as toavoi.d the lrnpreaslon that_ the rrhole system of control and supeivision by thecomnittee ls baEed on mislruBt or nationai iir]-'rn. rigbt of the co{f,rrttee to mar(ea- rconfj.dential lnguiry'-ln the terrltory of a State party, as provi.ded for inParagraph 2 of artlcle 20, lmplies in 1ai9e roeasure profound disErust vis_i_visstates. rherefore, the yugosrav Governrneir r" ""i"iir..J-iii..-lii"l*itt-u;draft convention could be lmprovecl if agrebment i6 reached on tho6e solutiona and
T:.H:: ::-:::: ":_:l .?yi.ree which ,rrr u" based on co_operation amons srates.
of article 20 should be nade.
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