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CONSiDERATICN OF LEGAL PROBLEMS ARISING FROM THE ZXPLORATION AND USE OF OUTER
SPACE (item 3 of the egenda)(continued)

General debate (continued) ’
iir. AlZiOUN (Lebanon) egreed with the Chairman that law should relete
closely to the facts.

e affirmation in General issembly resolution 1721 (ZV
that the United Nations Charter applied to outer space therefors raised a pumbe
of questions. The Charter hiad been framed for sovereign States with frontiers
and humen populations. Thether it could be applied in the very different
conditions of outer space wes doubtful. The second affirmation in the resolut
that outer space and celestial bodies were not subject to national appropriatio
appeared much more important. It stated a novel principle in lew, in thought
in action. It was a portent of the future, an expression of humen solidarity
transcending conflicts of interest or prestige, and might well usher in a naw
era. The principle, though affirmed by the Genexal issembly, should be
reiterated by the Committee either in a declaration, as proposed by the Soviet
Union representative, or in a preamble to a conventicn, or in eny other suitabl

form.

For the Sub-Committce's programme of work certoin specific problems hed beed

suggested for studyy liability for damage caused by space vehicles, and
consequences of their emergency landings.
the Sub-Committee and a study of the documents of the Commiitee's previous
sessions suggested that comprehensive ccdification wos not regarced as either
practicable or desirable at the present stege, becouse it might prejudice
subsequent efforts based on & better understanding of the facts.
opinion, it might be contended that e spece code could usefully lay down certei
general principles and was quite capsble of evolving in step with new develormen
In its sbsence, some countries might create precedents favourable to themselvesj
its presence might limit their ambitions. Moreover, no code claimed to providA
for every possible contingency.

The debate s¢ far reflected not only a profound knowledge of intermational
law but an awareness of the facts now confronting humanity.
Committee, though jurists, were not so engrossed in their work's legal spect =8

to overlook its general political side.

The members of thej

With regerd to metiod, statements in

fgainst that &

i i

£f4C.105/C.2/SR.D
pege 3 ‘

: fReference had been made to the meu:ages excbgnged between President Xennedy
pd Prime Minister Khrush hev, end the United States representative had rightly ssid
t’thé 2irst meeting that collaboration in space exploration might lead to a
o;itical atmosphere in which the problems of disarmement would lend themselves
c¢h more readily to solution. The delegation of Lebsnon had been happy to see
the two c¢ountries which could be described ss discoverers of outer space find
ommon ground in the Sub-Commit’ea.
Miss GUTTERIDGE (United Kingdom) said that her Goverrmeant fully
supported the principles ecrunciated in part A of General Assembly resolution
721 (XVI).

spects of the use and exploration of cuter space must be agreement on a legal

The ultimate objective of all who ware coneerned with the legal

‘regime for outer space and the celestial bodies. It might be attractive to

draw up 2 code of rules immediately, but her delegation considexred that the law
of space should be made responsive to the facts of space and that & legal

regime should be established step by step as the need arose. i comprehensive

Scientific
and technical advances were so rapid that premature codificotion might prejudice

logal code wog not desirable ox practicable at the present stage.

ubgequent efforts to develop the law on the basis of 2 more complete understanding
" the problems.

Her delegation therefore favoured s different approach; +o identify the

gal problems vhich might arise, and to decide which of them required early

ction. That approach eppeared to commend general acceptance in the Sub-Committee.

,Anong the practical problems already defined were the return of spece vehicles

nd assistance to space vehicles in distress. Her delegation would support a

aft resolution of the kind to which the United States representative had

Qferred. Its adoption would not necessarily preclude & formal agreement later.

She also agreed with the Soviet Union and United States representatives that

1ability for space vehjicle accidents should be regarded as a priority item. It
uld not be satisfactorily dealt with by the adoption of a General issembly
flolution embodying general principles, but required a specific international

/ . Her delegation would consider both the United States proposal that
small group of experts appointed by the Secretary-General, and the Czechoslovak

I*eement .
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vroposal thet a working grcup eomsisting of Stetes represented on the Sub-Committee:
ord chosen on a geographical basis should draft the sgreement. The United Xingdom
uelega ion would comment later on both proposals and enlarge on certain questions,
such a8 the basis of liability when a satellite had been put into orbit jointly by g
or more States, or by an internatiomal organization. :

The Sub-Committee might also wish to discuss the regime which should anply
to 8 manned station established on a celestial body, a problem which might soon
ascquire practicel importance. In doing so the Sub=-Committee would in no woy
derogate from the general principle that outer space znd the celestiel bodies
were free for exploration and use by &ll States. The topic of a declaration
governing the relationship of States in outer space would be difficult to discuss
until a fuller explanation had been given of the proposed scope and contents and
particularly of the extent to which the existing provisions of international law,
including the United Nations Charter, were considered to be inadequate.

The ultimate goal of 2 satisfactory legal regime for outer space would be
brought considercbly nearer if the Sub-Committee could agree on practical
proposals for giving effect to recognized general principles.

Kr. PICO (Argentinﬁ) said that the subject transcended by its very
magnitude the means and interests of individual States and called for internatione
co-operation, 48 the exploration of outer space was still et an early stage of
development, it was important to recognize the limitetions imposed by lack of
information. In evolving the law of outer space, caution should be the watchworad
lest rules arrived at too hastily should be réndered inapplicable by rapid
technological progress.

His delegation would like in particular to hear debate on demgrcation
between the atmosphere and outer space; the logal regime appliccble to celestial
bodies on which any State had established stations; +the legal status of spacecraft
eontrol over the lounching and orbits of spacecraft and artificial satellites; aond
liability for damage coused by spacecraft or artificial satellites in the

territory of & State or by atmospheric pollution.

Jfof the twc basic principles set out in resolution 17214 (XV1).

what the Assembly hsed had in mind.
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br. PATBY (Frence) said thet his delegation believed thet the problems
yuld be catalogued; o

Yer which an order of priority should be established.

tever approach was adopted, however, it should be borne in mind that any solutions
sen by the Sub-Committee would have to fit into o larger whole and should not be

rigid as to hamper future action.

The USSR delegation had referred to the problem of locating and rescuing

pece vehicles and their crews after an oceident, and the USA delegation had
oposed o study of liability.

Both topics were closely linked with a number of
For example, if a space vehicle was to be returned to the launching
state, or had cpused damage for which that State might be held 1i:

thers.

able, provision

Furthermoro, it wight have been launched Jeintly by o
instance of

riamber of States, or at the

an international organization.

A generzl problem of particular concern to his delegation was the exact scope

For most of
e preceding speakers those two principles were apparently the immutable

foundation on which the lew of outer space was to be builty; nor did he wish to

hod been approved unanimously by the General Assembly.

contest them, since they

was doubtful, bowever,

whether their wording axpressed fully and precisely

To take the first principle, not all rules
ot international law could apply to cuter space:

for instance, its rules for the

propriation of unclaimed territories. Moreover, he would hesitate to

bhat the Charter contained ne provision incompatible with the objectives
His

affirm

concerned.

Government subscribed without reservation to the second part of

: the second
rincxple.

In the first part, due weigbt should be given to the words "in
aformity with international law"

» since some limitations on freedom were
ndisponsable if it was not to be abused.
etormine wic

The Sub~Committee would have to

t limitations would be necessary in order to ensure moximum freedom

or all and emong other things to prevent contamination of spece and celestial bodies.

The meeting rose at 4.l0 D,




