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The mae ting was called to order at 3.35 p.m.

AGENDA ITEMS 49 TO 69 AND 151 (continued)
CONSIDERATION OF AM ACTION ON DRAFT RESOLUT IONS ON DISARMAMENT ITEMS

Mr. HYLTENIUS (Swedan) | I have nuked to speak today to introduce draft

decision A/C.1/44/L.6 and draft resolution A/C.1/44/L.15.

For a number of years Sweden haa introduced a draft resolution in the First
Committee on the 1980 Convention on Prohibi tionu Or Reatrictions on the Uae of
Certa in Convent ional Weapons Which May Be Deemed to Be Exceasively In jut ious or to
Have Indiscriminate Effecta, Them texts have en Joyed the sponsorship of a large
group of non-alignad, Western and socialiat States and have, like laat year's
resolution 43/67, heen adopted by consenaus.

This year my delegation is introducing only a draft deciaion - contained in
document A/C.1/44/L. 6 - in order to maintain this item on the agenda of the General
Assemhly. We do so hecause we are not prepared at this session of the Asaaemhly to
propose any auhatantive change in the text of last year'a resolution. |t was also
conaldered that rapetition of the resolution would not add to the strength and
authority nf the atatement adopted unanimously hy the General Assembly year after
year on the 1980 Convention when it urged all States that had not yet done so to
exert their best endeavoura to hecome par ties tn the Conven tion and ita Protocols,
80 an ultimately to ohtain universality of adherence. The Assemhly has also
conaia tently notead the possib {11 ties, under article 8 of the Convention, of
consider ing amendments Or addi tional protocols t.0 it. Next year it will he
10 years since the Convention waa concluded.

It is the view of. Sweden that it is time to consider whether or not further
categories of weapons should he made the object of specif ic restrictions. In this

cnntext my delega tion has repea tedly mentioned incendiary weapons and specific

anti-personnel laser weapons. My delega tion has also suggested a new protocol on



A/C.1/44/PV. 20
3
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the usa of naval mines, though not necessarily within the framework of the present
Cionvention. It is thun the viaw of Sweden that there in room for new initiative8
for further developmnt of interna tional humanitarian law in this field.
In the mean time we expect the decision to inolude the item in the provirional

agenda of the forty-Pi fth sess ion of the General Assembly to ho taken without a

vote.

My aecond responsihility is to introduce draft resolution A/C.1/44/L. 35, On
"Naval armaments and disarmament", | do no on behalf of Auatralia, Austria,
Bulgaria, China, Finland, the German Democratic Republic, Iceland, Indonesia,
Malaysia, Mexico, New Zealand, Sri Lanka, Yugoslavia and Sweden.

The General Assembly last year recalled its request in 1985 to the Disarmament
Commimmion to conalder the issues contained in the Unitrd Nations atudy on the
naval arms race (A/40/535) with a view to facilitating the identification of
poasible measures in the field of naval arms reductiona and disarmament, pursued
within the framework of progress towards general and complete dirrrmament, as well
au confidence-building measures in this f ield. In so doing the Disarmament
Commission was alao asked to take other relevant measures into account.

During 1 ta 1989 session the Disarmament Commiss ion continued its considecra tion

of the isaue. The meetinga held resulted in a number of substantive findings and
recommenda t ion8 on the aub je ct. These are contained in a working paper of the

Chairman (A/CN.10/134), which met with the approval of all delegations
per ticipating in the substantive conuultationu and which, in their view, could form
the basis of further del iheratione on the aubject.

This working paper was richer in subatan tive content than the corresponding

document of the previous year. Several new euhetantiva working papers were
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submi tted in the course of the conaulta tiona. The working paper ata ted that there

was

"widesprvad concurcence of view that, at this stage, confidrncr-building
measures Of var ious kinda, both in the glohal and the region81 context, could
be more amenahble to further conridrration and possible negotiation in the

appropr ia te furums®.

A number of possihle measures were suggested. Specifically, mention could be
made here of

[hegotiating a multilateral agreement concorning the prevention of incidente

at aea heyond the territor ial sea in addi tion to exis ting agreemants”.
Such an agreement is not intended to replace or ® upera*ns existing hilateral
agreements but ahould be an important complement to them. A mul tila teral agreement
would go beyond the so-called rules of the road. It would, furthermore, promote
homogeneity in the norma tive sys tem and be an important confidence-building measure.

Another example of concrete measures propoaed as a modernization of the laws
of sea warfare was the updating of The Hague Convention VIII of 1907 on Laying of

Automa tic Submarine Contact Miner.
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It was also recognized in the report by the Chairman
"that the harmful ef fectsa that conflict at sea could have on freedom of
naviga tion and other uses of the sea, in accordance with current in terna tional
law, for States neutral to or otherwise not involved in an ongoing conflict
have been amply demonstrated in recent yeara. The maintenance of freedom of

navigation and other uses of the sea is an important objective for all Sta tea

neutral to or otherwise not involved in such conflicts.[]

The item Naval armaments and disarmament" has been on the agenda of the
Disarmament Commiaaion for four years now. The deliberationa have led to a
deepened understanding of the subject, Concrete measures on which neqotia tiona
could be conducted have hren defined. Other important issues would need further

elaboration hy the Disarmament Commission. It is to be hoped that all States

concerned will take an active part in developing a common approach to those issues.

Draft resolution A/C.1/44/1.35 is of a procedural nature. 1In it the
Disarmament Commiss icn is requested o continue the substan tive considers tion Of
the question at its forthcoming session in 1990 under the agenda item entitled
Naval armaments and dir armament ", and to report on its deliberations and
tecommendations to the General Assemhly at its forty-fifth session.

On behalf of the sponsors, | wish to commend the draft resolution to the First

Comni ttee and recommend that the Conittee give if full support.

Mr. GRONDAL (lceland) ¢ According to the draft resolution (A/C.1/44/L. 35)
introduced by the representative of Sweden, the Disarmament Commission would he
requested to continue consideration of the question of the naval arms race and
diearmament and to report on its del iherationa and recommendations to the General

Aaaembly at its forty-fifth session,




FEMS/5 A/C. 1/44/PV.28
7

(Mr. Gebndal, Iceland)

The General Assembly adopted the first resolution on this matter as long ago
as 1383. At that time the naval arms race was at its height, and relations between
the super~Powers were so tense that talk of naval disarmament was hardly more than
wishful thinking.

Now, however, there has been a transformation in super-Power relations, and a
spirit of peace and conciliation has spread across continents. Perhaps the summit
mee:ing in Reykjavik thrae years ago was the tutning-point, the beginning of the
multilateral disarmament process in which we happily find ourselves.

The super-Powers began with important steps in the field of nuclear arms and
are proceeding to greater agreements in that field. It was self-evident that the
process oOf reducing armaments should he started by concentrating on the most
dangeroua weapons of all. It was equally logical to proceed from there to
conventional arms and further confidence-building measures, and this is being done
in Europe in a spirit of optimism.

The Government of Iceland has expressed its view that, once the current
negotiations, in Europe have yielded satisfactory results, confidence-building and
arms control should be extended to the seas. The oceans have not received much
attention in disarmament negotiations so far, although several treaties apply to
the maritime domain,

Some delegations dealt with this subject in their statements in the general
debate in this Committee. My deleqgation is in complete agreement with what the
Ambassador of Denmark said:

MNaval armaments and disarmament have gained attention. The role of
naval forces must be examined in an overall military and political context and
it should be noted that the principle of undiminished security has a special

importance with reqard to naval disarmament in consequence of well-known
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geographical asaymetties. Openneaa, transparency and ohjective information
are important for naval as well as for other disarmament areas. A deepened
international discussion in appropriate multilateral forums, with a view to
eatabliahing the necessary preconditions for further development of

confidence- and security-building measure8 and diearmament, ia called for in

the area of maritime forces as well." (A/C.1/44/PV.16, p. SO)

The Foreign Minister of Iceland said in his statement to the General Assembly

last month:
[There is also a growing understanding that confidence-building at sea must be
compatible with the principle of freedom of navigation and must take into
account the asymmetrical dependence of different State8 upon the seas and

secure ocean |line8 of communications." (A/44/PV. 19, p. 33)

Diaatmament at sea is, of course, closely connected with the strategic arme
talks, because a large number of strategic nuclear weapons are placed in
submarines. Rut on the other hand naval armaments are entirely different from
continental ones in that navies have the mohility to go all over the world.
Capital ships seen in the North Atlantic may well be on their way to the Indian
Ocean or the Far East. That problem ha8 a world-wide dimension.

Security and the environment are becoming increasingly interrelated. A large
number of naval vessels are propelled by nuclear plants and may carry nuclear
weapons. They are floating or submerged nuclear plants that are subject to the
same danger of accidents as similar plants on land.

As the Foreign Minister of Iceland and the Foreign Minister of Ireland both
pointed out in their statements to the Assembly, these submarines pose a constant
threat of a very significant increase in the danqers already existing from
radioactive waste in the sea. Recent accidents to nuclear submarines in northern

waters are ample proof of that danger.
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It is no coincidence that two island States iNn the crowded North Atlantic
should he calling attention to this danger. A nuclear accident near the rich
f isiving-grounds would scare consumers from buying the fiah, and that would be an
economic catastrophe for my country.

The Foreign Ministera of all the Nordic countries diacussed that danger at
their recent meeting in Iceland. They agreed to appeal to all nuclear Powers to
exercise the greatest poasible caution in order to reduce the danger of nuclear
accidents. This is a matter of training and discipline, but it is also posaible to
get international guidelines for the safety of sea-borne reactors worked out by the
International Atomic Energy Agency.

Mr. MOREL (France) (interpretation from French): | wish to advise
members that my Aaleqation has circulated the text of the ntatement | made at the
informal meeting of the First Committee held on 25 October, informing delegations
about progress in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons in Geneva.
| communicated that information as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee during its 1989
session. As delegation8 will see, the document summarizes the points | addressed

during the meeting; | felt it would be useful to retain the references to the text

of the report as circulated to delegations at the present session.
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Lastly, | would like to say that the infornal statement | made in ny personal
capacity is binding only upon nyself.

Having said that, | should now like to turn to agenda item 63 (d),

"Conventi onal disarmament™, on which| am speaking on behalf of the State members
of the European Communi ty.

Nucl ear di sarmanent is one of thenmost inportant priorities for the countries
on behal f of whom | am speaking. Thus the Twel ve have regul arly emphasized that
conventional disarmanent is essential and must be pursued as a matter of urgency as
an integral part of theprocess of general and conplete disarmanent, in which all
States of the world nust take anactive part. The process of arms control and
disarmament must address both conventional and nucl ear weapons, since a bal anced
reduction in bothtypes of armaments will contribute to strengthening security.

One of the highest priorities for the international commnity must be the search
for Progress to achieve balanced and verifiable cuts in conventional weapons. The
conventional-disarmament process is intended to achieve verifiabl e arms-control
agreenents ensuring security at the | owest possible |evel of forces and weapons
alike in order to elimnate threats of surprise attack andcorrect the imbalance in
conventional forces that can act against security and stability.

Conventional weapons have been responsible for the deaths of nillions of human
beings in conflicts throughout the world. |ncreasingly powerful weapons continue
to be devel oped world-wi de. Expenditure on conventional weapons and forces absorbs
a considerable part of budgets all over theworld, putting an increasingly heavy
burden on the economies of many countries.

G ow ng recognition of theover-all inportance of conventional arms-control
and disarmament i S tO bewelcomed. Al States, and not only the nost heavily

arned, should be involved in the conventional -di sarmament process, paticularly
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through the concluaion of regional agreemanta. T he req ional approach is likely to
Prove the most practical in achieving progresa in the foreseeahle future.

Conventional-armr control is a matter of particular concern for Furope, where
the concentration of troops and weapona is high. 1In the view of tho Twelve, every
ef fort muat be made to correct the imhalance in conventional forces in Europe and
to create 5 stahle balance of conventional forcea at a lower level. Weare
convinced that the movement under way in Europe with regard to conventional-arms
control and secur 1 ty~ and confidence-hu 11ding measures representa a ma jor
contribution to the procesa of comprehenaive disarmament.

In addition, tha Twelve consider that to strengthen security in Europe a
stable and secure balance in conventional forces at a lower level mich he reached
through the introduction of a new series of confidence- and securi ty-building
measures designed to strengthen and build upon measures already agreed upon in the
Stockholm Document,

That is8 why we welcomed the initiation last March of the two rounds of
negotiations in Vienna within the framework of the Conference on Security and
Co-operation in Europe (CSCE). Negotiations on conventional forces in Europe are
designed to atrengthen stability and aecuri ty on the continent through a more
stable and secure balance of conventional forces at lower levels, thereby making
imposaible the launching of surprise attacks or the unleashing of large-scale
offensive act ions. The purpose of the negotiationa on secur ity- and
confidence-building is to enhance tr anaparency and opennessa through a fuller
knowledge of military activities, thanks to new steps to increase conf idence and
security. The £ irst sessions were characterized by the constructive approach taken

by all participants, which augurs well for subsequent negotia tions,
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The queation of conven tionrl disarmamant must therefore remain one of the

priority issueas in the multilateral disarmamant debate. FOr that reamon the Twelve
welcomed the fact that the Disarmamant Commiasion war undertaking a comprehenaive
study of the prohlema related to conventional disarmament. \We note with regret
that at its 1989 mesaion the Disarmament Commimsaion was unable to reach aqreement
on #at gueation. However, progress was made on a number of esaential componenta
of a draft report on conventional report that will, we hope, he completed in 1990.
In that connection the Twelve asupport draft resolution A/C.1/44/L. 20, nuhmitted by
Denmark and denigned to further consideration of that important matter by the
Disarmament Commissaion.

The development of confidence-huilding measures and a qreater openneas and
tcsnrparency in the military sphere, including defence hudqgets, is an essential
component in |[imiting armaments, hoth world-wide and on the regional level, In
that connection the etandardized repor ting syatem of the United Na tions is an
important factor in the attainment of greater transparency with regard to world
military expenditure8 and the comparison of such data. It would therefore he
desirable for the largest posaible number of States to furnish auch atandardized
reports to the Secretary-General .

In that connection the Twelve are convinced that the queation of arma
tr anafer s requires coneidera tion hy the in terna tional community. They welcome the
fact that in General Assemhly resolution 43/75 | the Secretary-General was
requested to undertake a study of the subject with the assistance of a qroup of
governmental exper ts.

The Twelve Sta tes metiers of the Community are convinced  ag they have made
clear in their replies to the Secretary-General on the questionnaire in General
Assenbly ceeolution 43/75 G, document A/44/396 of 18 July 1989, that better

information on military capabili ties would help to alleviate international
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tension and to ® atrblirh confidence among Sta tes at the world, regional. and
subregional levela. The availablility of ® uoh data is an important prereauisite of
the oonolurion of verif iable arms=control and disarmament agreements. The need for
a freer flow Of objective information on military capabilities has been stressed i n
General Assembly resolu tionr, inoluding several sponsored by ths Twelve. | might
add that the Twelve regularly provide deta iled, objective and readily aoccesaible
data on those quen t iona,

Mr. von STULPNAGEL (Federal Republic of Germany) | During the general

debate a lot of empharir har been placed on the issue of chemical weapons, and
rightly se. In reviewing the past year one oannot help but note that the glohrl
han an chemical. weapons, the diminationof ® [(J¢OJ4XMA] chemical-weapons stocks and

production tacilities and the prohibition of any Further manufacture, azquisition,

8 torage, transfer or ume of chemical weapons have def ini tely hacom a common cause

of the whole international community.
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Thr Paria Conference held in January thin year testif ies to thaty 14O Sta tes
have expressed their abhorrence of those ghastly weapons and have commi tted
themaelves tO proven ting any recourse to chemical weapons by completely ® liminrting
them,

Follmwing the call of the Par is Conference, the negotiator8 in Geneva have
intensified their efforts to conclude at the earliest date 4 truly global,
comprehanaive and effectively ver ifiahle convention, As 4 result of the 1989
seasion, the new no-called rolling text of the canven tion, 44 presented in the
report Of the Conference on Disarmament to the General Assembly, is recording
further solid progress in the negotiations, Although we were not able to achieve
the break through we had hoped for after the Par in Conference, we consider the
rolling text now to offer a good bhaais for arriving at speedy and practical
solutionr to the rema ining problems,

Further auhstantial headway on thn outstanding key issues should now he
posaihle. There ia a growing sense of urgency, and the in tsrna tional community has
hacome ful |y aware that a truly glohsl, comprenhensive and effectively verifiable
han on chemical weapons is clearly the only way to free mankind once and for all Of
the ncourge of chemical weapons, and also, as Foreign Miniaters Baker and
Shevardnadze put it at the conclus ion of their Wyoming mee ting, "the heat means to
address the threat posed by the spread of chemical weapons on 4 durable long-term
hasis".

The sense of urgency, which seems to he shared world-wide, was also felt

during the Government-Industry Conference against chemical weapons convened by

Australia in Canberra from 18 to 22 September 1989, As the Australian Foreign

Minister, Senator Ev ans, ohserved in his summary statement, [n bringing the
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convention to conclusion, 1990 is seen by nost delegations as a critical year". My
country clearly shares that assessment.

My Governnent sees recent devel opments as supporting and reaffirmng its
policy on chenmical weapons. W have all along advocated a stepping-up of the work
on the el aboration of aglobal convention and argued for its speediest conclusion.

The conditions for achieving ourgoal in 1990 are favourable indeed. First,
the Paris Conference has brought us the conmitnent of the entire international
community to a global banon chemical weapons. Secondly, the intensified efforts
in the negotiationsin Geneva and the solid progress achieved this year have
brought us closer to the finalization of the text of the convention. Thirdly, the
results of the bilateral United States-Soviet discussions and both sides’ agreenent
on an early exchange of data, questions of verification and the order of
destruction of chemcal weapons are conducive to transparency and confidence
bui | di ng and shoul d accel erate the solution of some crucial problens in the Geneva
negotiations. Fourthly, the successful Canberra Conference, which resulted in the
unqual i fi ed support of the chemical industry for the Geneva negotiations, will have
a favourabl e impact onthe progress of work undertaken there and on preparations
for the inplenentation of theconvention. Fifthly, the significant proposals and
commitments presented by President Bush to the General Assembly a few weeks ago are
aimed at expediting thefinal destruction of chenmical weapons and will give fresh
impetus to the CGeneva negotiations.

Those facts speak for themselves. However, our conmon cause al so requires
common action. Not only those States thatare menbers of the Conference on
Di sarmanment are called upon to live up to their responsibilities. The whole
international commnity nust do so. As the States participating in the Paris

Conf erence solemly declared:
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[AlIl Staten are requested to make, in an appropriate way, a significant
contribution to the negotiations in Geneva by undertaking efforts in the
relevart fields. The par ticipa ting States therefore helieve that any State
wishing to contribute to those nugotia tiona should he able to do so".

All States without exception can and shall contribute to our common cause and
to the objectives set out in the two draft resolutions on the subject of chemical
weapons, which we give our full support and hope will he adopted by conasensus again
this year.

Mr. KIBIDI NGOVUKA (Zaire) (interpretation from French) s+ On behalf of my

delega tion, | should like to comment on certain specific agenda items.

| mhould |ike first to reiterate, Sir, my congratulations on your election to
the port of Chairman of the First Committee, a distinction that i matched by your
skill., your breadth of diplomatic experience, and your remarkable knowledge of
disarmament affairs.

| wish also to eay that the delegation of Zaire holds in high esteem all the
other memhere of the Bureau and the Secretariat whose dedica tion to the cause of
disarmament is well known ana highly valued. | alao wish to emphasize the qroa t
merits of Mt. Akashi, Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs.

At this stage in our work, my delegation wishes to speak first on agenda item
51, entitled [Amend ment of the Treaty Bann ing Nuclear Weapon Tee t8 in the
Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Wa ter".

There is no doubt that the testing of nuclear weapons in the atmosphere, in
outer space and under water involves grave hazards to the environment, to the life

of human beings and all life in general. Such nuclear teats also sustain a warlike

spirit hecause they carry the qerms of nuclear war: if certain nuclear Powers
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frequently ter t such weapona, it ia in order to verify through new technology their
death-dealing efficiency and their terrible capacity for masa destruction - as if
the sad experience of Hiroshima and Nagasak i were not enough to convince all Of us
of the danger of nuclear weapons to the human species and its environment.

Zaire is among the 41 States that have called upon the nuclear Powers and all
signatory States Of the 1963 partial test-ban Treaty to amend that Treaty. 1Itis

regrettahle that, notwithatanding the existence of the Treaty, which is an
excellent |egal framework that should have deterred certain rignatory States from
rerorting on such & large scale to nuclear-weapon tes ta in the atmoaphere, in Quter
space and under water, those Staten have often dieregarded its relevant clauses.,
That is why we welcome the new awareness of the interns tional community, which has

urgently called for an amendment of the Treaty to make it a comprehensive nuclear

teat-ban treaty.

Zaire associated itself with the non-aligned countries at the ninth Conference
of Head8 of State and Government of the Non-Aligned Movement, held in Belgrade from
4 to 7 September 1989, calling for the convening of an international conference in
1990 to convert the present Treaty into a comprehensive treaty on the prohibi tion
of nuclear tests. Zaire will attend that conference with a firm determination to

work, in harmony with other countries, towards the success of the conference.
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Notwithatanding the palpable improvement in international rela tions and the

easing of East-West relations, particularly between the United Staten and the
Soviet Union, since the signature and entry into force of the Treaty on the
Elimination of Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Misailes - the TNF Treaty = the
road to general and complete disarmament is atill long, ntrewn with obataclea and
characterized by mistrust. That is why we feel that the anticipated 1990
conference should confront the conscience of mankind with the imperative need for
changes in the concept of international peace and security. Thoae changes must
involve new approaches, indeed a new political philosophy committing the
international community to a world of greater solidarity.

The survival of mankind can be achieved only in that way. Either we shall

proceed blithely towards world self-deetruction with the nuclear and conventional

arme race, or we shall build during the coming century a new world of peace,
progress and prosperity for all.

Addressing the General Assembly during the general debate on 4 October,
Marshal Mobutu Seae Seko, Chairman and founder of the Popular Movement Of the
Revolution and President of the Republic of Zaire, apoke inter alla about matters
pertaining to the environment and the radioactive waate dumped in Africa. He raid,

0 recall with emtion my own youth closely intertwined with the majesty of

our rivers and the purity of our streams. | also recall our virgin and

luxuriant foreets from which every morning one heard the call of birds. 1t is
with deep sadness that we witness today the accelerated deter iora tion of our

natural environment under the impact of multiple and repeated aggression."

(4/44/PV.19, p. 18)
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That brief quota tion gives me the opportunity to refer to the auestion of
radioactive waste, which is the ruhject of agenda item 63 (k), entitled
[Prohibition of the dumping of radiocactive waster for hostile purposes". Memher s
will recall that last year African States introduced a draft resolution on that
subject, which was adopted wi th some ahaten tions. We are introducing a similar
draft resolution this year.

We reaffirm that dumping such wastes in Africa or eleewhere is abominable from
every point of view. We would like to hope that this year the hesitation of
certain countr lea, who were unwill ing to condemn those practices, will have
dieappeared and that the draft resolution will be adopted by consensus.

Africa euffers from a considerable lag in the sphere of economic development
for both internal and external reasons, and it would be criminal for certain
industrialized countries to exacerbate the situation by dumping radioactive wastes
bringing disease, death and the impoverishment of the soil, and therefore
large-scale famine and the accelerated deterioration of an already worrisome
economic and social situation.

With respect to agenda item 62 on chemical and bacteriological weapons, my
country has been following attentively the various stages towards the adoption by
States Of a universal convention prohibiting the manufacture and stockpiling of
chemical and ba cter iological weapons.

The delegation of Zaire welcomes as encouraqing recent developments with
respect to chemical weapons, in par ticular the Paris Conference on the 192 5 Geneva
Protocol held in Paris in January, the recent Canberra Conference, and the
Soviet-United States undertaking of 23 September 1989 on the prohibition and
alimination of chemical weapons, following the presentation of their proposals for
destroying exis ting stockpiles and the conclusion in Wyoming of an agreement on the

exchange of information in the sphere of bilateral negotiations.
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The Republic of Zaire is convinced that 1990 will he marked by the adoption ©of
asuch a universal convention, which will supplement and remedy the inadequacies of

the 1925 Geneva Protocol.

The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish)s 1 call upon the Secretary Of

the Commi ttee .

Mr. KHERADI (Secretary of the Commi ttee): | should like to inform the
Committee that the following countries have hecome sponsors of the following draft
resolutions: A/C.1/44/L.10, Argentina, Myanmar and Romaniaj A/C.1/44/L.11,
Myanmar y A/C. 1/44/L. 12, Luxembhourgy A/C.1/44/L.15, Luxembourqg and the Philippines)
A/C.1/44/L. 21, Democratic Yemen, Lebanon and Yemen) A/C. 1/44/L. 22, Cameroon!

A/C. 1/44/L, 24, the German Democra tic Republic y A/C. 1/44/L. 25, Tha iland, Togo and
Uruguay) A/C. 1/44/L. 27, Malta, New Zealand and Romaniaj A/C,1/44/L. 29, the German
NDemocra tic Republic y A/C.1/44/L. 34, Corta Rica ) A/C.1/44/L. 36, Angola and the
Philippines) A/C.1/44/L. 37, Singapore; A/C.1/44/L.41, the German Democratic
Republic s A/C.1/44/L. 43, Greece and Roman iay A/C. 1/44/L. 44, Luxembourg and Niger iagy
A/C. 1/44/L. 47, Arqentinajy A/C.1/44/L. 56, Bol ivia and the philippines)

A/C.1/44/L.59/Rev.1, the Philippinesl and A/C.1/44/L.63, Myanmar and Singapore.

The meeting rose at 4.20 p.m.




