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CONSIDERATION CF LEGAL PROBLEMS ARISING FROM THE EXPLORATION AND USE OF OUTER SPACE
(item 3 of the agends) (continued)

General debete (continued)

fr. SI1OS (Brazil) recalled that his country had consistently advoccted

the principle of the equality of all Member States in the exploration and use of
outer space, so that every country, irrespective of its stege of development, could
share the benefits end, even though it could not participate directly in exploration,
moke its political end legal contribution to the establishment of the law of spacse.

The Sub-Committee should chiefly study such practicel probleas as liability
for damage csused by satellites, and the recovery of space vehicles and their crews;’
it should perheps also draft a declaration of the general principles which should '
govern the exploretion and use of outer space. The existing proposals concerning
those practical problems were not related to the law of outer spece, but merely
derived from its exploration end use. They could therefore be dealt with under tae
internationel lew of Earth. PFor thet work, as the representetive of Itely had
pointed out, the provisions of existing international instruments might provice a
starting peint, His delegetion would eo~operate at the eppropriete time in seeking
e solution for any specific legal problem which pight erise. In the meantiue it
would support the meking of studies, particularly those mentioned by the United
Stotes representative, which should - nt leest at first - be undertaken by working
groups of the Sub-Committes. ‘

His delegetion would support a declaretion of principles of space law, with
the first and fundemental prineciple steted in the sscond preambuler peragraph of
Genernl Assembly Resolution 1721 A (XVI): that the exploration and use of outer
space should be only for the betterment of mankind end to the benefit of all States,
irrespective of the stage of their economic or scientific development.

The extension of internatiomal law and the United Nations Charter to outer
spece should be regarded as an initial stage, to be followed by broad limitetion of
the sovereign rights of States. Neither existing internaticnal law, based upon
State sovereignty, nor the United Nations Charter, had foreseer the coming of the
space era or the use of nuclear energy.

The use of outer space for military purposes, the execution of nuclear tests
in outer space, =nd the use of satellites for reconnzisance purposes should De

Aenl4 with not in the declaration but by the Eigltecn-Nation Disnrmement Cormitica.
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His Government opposed such uses of cuter space, bu. % would be useless to deny
the politicel realities of the time znd to try to prevent such uses outside o
disarmement sgreement implemented under effective internstional control.

His delegation did not in principle favour nuclecr tests cerried out to explore
the geomagnetic fields, and deemed it highly advisaeble that they should be restricte
to scientific purposes and internationally observed and controlled.

The declarstion could state principles governing redio and television broad-
casts, which should be placed under United Nations control.

He was fully aware of the limitations imposed by the posgition of his country,
which at the present stage of its development did not participate directly in the
exploration end use of outer space. Since, however, every nation shared the
potential risks, nll nations were entitled to -seek ways of avoiding them.

Sir Xenneth BAILEY (Australia) seid that the Sub-Cormittee's mendete,
derived from resolution 1721 (XVI) end from the decision of the Committee on the
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space at its session in March 1962, was fortunately wice:

it embraced nothing less then the ultimate snd possibly long-range development of a

comprehensive legel régime regulating, in the interests of internstionsal co~operatio.

the peaceful uses of outer space. Certain factors must, however, limit the present
task of the Sub-Committee. The state of men's knowledge, incomplete though repidly
growing and changing, of the exploration and use of outer space pointed clearly
towards work of an inductive and empirical kind on those metters which required
immediate and praectical adjustment. The attempt to draw up e comprehensive general
code or régime for outer space should therefore be postponed. In s milieu subject
to rapid change the wise course, as the history of sir law clearly illustreted, was
to avoid adopting in any forn principles which might fetter evolution. For leck

of experience the first air nevigation convention, drewn up in 1919, had been founde
on rather abstract general considerations and had recognized the sovereignty of
States over their superjscent air space, 2 rule on which the international law of
the air was still based., It had proved an inadequate foundation for civil purposes
because it mode overflight, even of the territorial sea and in mere trensit,

without the express consent of the subjacent State an international trespass.
Although in prectice no other course might have been open to the international lawe

nmakers of 1919, how much essier and nmore setisfactory would heve been the subsequent
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development of international civil aviation if o decision on basic legal principles
could have been deferred until the world's flying needs had taken clear factusl
shapel

In search of the proper rule to be applied to a new situstion, the lawyer
turned first and naturally to the rules already governing situetions that could be
recognized &8 comparable. Thus, in the early development of the internactionzl law
of the air, enalogies had been drawn from the law of property in land. Situctions
were, however, seldom if ever really identical, snd the sppropriatoness of cao
anclogy must clways depend on the closeness of the comparison. In a field such
a8 outer spéce, where mon's knowledge was so repidly developing and changing, it
was peculiarly difficult to isolate features on which reelly fruitful analogies
could be based. He 4id not suggest that it hod been 2o mistake to formulate the
two principles noted in resolution 1721 (XVI), which embodied the General Assenbly':
views on certain urgent proctical issues. Tn the opinion of his Governuent,
however, the existing state of men's knowledge of outer spece and his activities
in it made prenature eny otterpt to work out the full implications of those
principles or to oxtend them into enything like a general régine.

If the Sub-Committee atterpted to draw up a comprehensive regulatory code,
one of its ezrly problems would no doubt be to work cut a demarcetion between that
eir space within which the subjacent State had sovereign rights, and the outer
space which was open to 211 States end contained nothing subject to nationel
épproPriation. 14 would be wiser, in view of the illustration from air law, to
postpone ony ettempt to formulate a criterion of demarcetion, which might even in
the end turn out to be functional end not spatial &t all.

Por the seme reasons his Governnent suggested thet the Committee should defer,
until the scientific investigations of COSPAR disclosed a clearer factual beasis
for o sound and definitive formuletiom of principle, eny attempt to deal in the
Sub-Committee with prevention of the use of outer space by States in weys thet
might be hernful to the scientific experiments of others.

The Sub-Committee would best discharge its task if it kept faithfully within
the bounds imposed by its legol charecter. Some of the matters specifically

mentioned during the March meetings of the parent Committee, such as prohibition
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of the use of spree vehicles for the dissemination of wer propegande or - an even
wider suggestion ~ prohibition of eny military use of outer space, seemed to his
Government plainly within the competence of the Disarmsment Committee rather than
that of the Sub-Committee. Even if no Disarmament Coumittee were in being, such
natters could not properly be settled by o Legal Sub-Cormittee, since intrinsically
they were wholly politieal. -

The representatives of India end France in particular had called the Sub-
Committee's attention to some aspects of the first of the two princizles embodied
in General issembly Resolution 1721 A {ZXVI): that internationai loew, including the
United Nations Cherter, applied to outer space end celestisl bodies. No question
could be more plainly political then whether to go beyond the Charter, and indeed
to modify In respect of outer space the rights which both expressly and implicitly
the Charter reserved to Steotes. It wes, of course, elmost customary for the
lawyer tc enter only efter the policy cecisions had Deen teken by others. The

Sub-Committee was not to decide whether there should be rules reguleting the use

of space vshicles for meteorological purposes or to supplement the world's tole—

communications systems; although, when the scientific, technical and policy
decisions hed been tcken, it might properly advise on rules for giving effect to
them. Perhaps some of the other matters referred to at the March neetings of the
parent Comnittee were likewise essentially scientific or politieal rather than leg:

In the time available for the Sub-Committee's present meetings, it could not
hope to exhaust its terms of reference. There would clearly have to be other
meetings later, not only beczuse time wes limited, but because new problems would
arise or old ones become more pressing a3 the exploration of outer aspace continued
end its use became more variad.

There seemed to be generel agre¢ment that the Sub-Committee should take up
first two specific questions which might become practical problems st any time:
the rescue and return of space vehicles and astronauts, snd liability for dansge
ceused by space vehicles. The second stage would epperently include the importan’
questions of contemination of and from outer space, ond of space experiments that
might prevent or impair the scientific work of others (interference betweun spzee
projects). The formalation of logal rules in thoso fields must, however, aweit

the answers not only to the scientific and teehnicsal but also to essentially
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politicel questions. VWhen the consultent groups esteblished by COSPAR hed
comuunicated their views to the parent Coumittee end to others, both on the iuportar
end urgency of the questions end om how they might best be enswered, it might even
appear thet no legal action wes required.,

Next in priority, in his Govermment's view, would come questions of the juris~
diction and lew applicable to ren in space and manned stations on celestial bodies,
and demarcation between the air space which belonged to States in sovereignty and
outer space which did not. Here the formulation of rules would bhe & distinctively
legel task; but, again, highly politicel decisions might have to De taken first,
no doubt in virtue of scientific and techmnical decisions mede in the light of man's ,
growing knowledge of outer space and the activities that were possible within it

Such & scheme of priorities would have pructical adventages, enebling work to
be planned well ahead and giving some assurence of an orgenized study of the whcle
legel field. It should, however, be kept under constant review so that it nighv
be modified in response to changing needs.

Mr. PETREN (Sweden) agreed that it would be premature to attempt to draw
up a comprehensive code of space lew. What wes required wes & review of the legal
questions arising out of spatiel ectivities so far, or about to be, undertalken, and
decisions on sction which could or should be taken. He ayreed alsoc that the
Committee should concentrate first on the law of assistence end of liability. The
first might be stated in o General Assenbdly resolution proposed by the Sub-Committe: (
The second wes more complicated end called for a special convention which would
have to be drafted by e working party or a separate sub-committee.

It would be useful if, befere a working party or separate sub-committee were
established, “he members of the Sub-Committee debated such questions as the nature
of the damnges for which coupensation night be cleimed, the State liesble to nzke
compensation, the principle on which liebility was to be based, end the boly -
preferably an international asuthority - which was to decide cleaims.

dr. CiDIEUX (Cansds) said the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer
Space and its two sub-committees hod been placed at the helm of a ship about te
embark on the greatest voyage of discovery of ell time. The Legal Sub-Cormittee

was to lay the foundations of an entirely new field of law. Space law would

govern not only relations between States in outer space, but also relatiocns between




A/4C.105/C.2/8R.4
pege 7

Eerth as a whole and outer space, including above all the celestial bodies. No
one know what forms of life existed in outer space, and it would be presumptuous to
conclude that there was life only on eesrth.

His delegetion had listened with interest to the Soviet proposel that the Sub-
Committee should draw up a set of basic principles to guide States in the exploretion
end use of outer space. 4s yet, however, Cenade wished to retain a completely
open mind on that proposal.  Some representatives had doubted whether sufficient
knowledge of outer space had been gained to form the basis for e legal code.
Tentatively Cenade shared that view, but his delegation would comment on it loter.

In the meantime, the very fact that the Sub-Committee was considering the
return of space vehicles, and legal ligbility end financial responsibility for
space vehicle accidents, marked an importent stage in planning the foundations of
a code on outer space. The question of what else should be covered by that coce
would undoubtedly tend to answer itself as progress was mede in the study of those

'two specific subjects.

There seemed to be genersl agreement that the Legal Sub-Cormittee itself could
not draft o trecty on State responsibility for space vehicle accidents, and thaot the
first draft should be prepered by a small drafting group. If that course vere
followed, the Sub-Cormittee would have to give the drafting group cs many guidew
lines as possible for its work.

Over the yeers Cannda had given full support to the principle enunciated in
resolution 1721 L (XVI) that the exploration and use of outer space "should be only
for the betterment of mankind and to the benefit of States irrespective of the
stage of their economic and scientific development", In 1959 lr. Diefenbcker
bad said of Canede in the space age:

"He would be a bold men who would venture to forecast which might be the
practical epplicotions of the extensions of fundemental knowledge which rescerch
into space is bringing. One thing, however, can be seid, and that is that
interest in the phenowena of space is universal. It is unthinkable that knowledge
aof the cosmos should be concesled or exploited for narrow netionelistic reasons.

We must strive, therefore, for the development of effective co=~operation between
governments and nctions in the exploration of space. We have before us the
inspiring tradition of the scientific fraternity, which has consistently recognized

that co-operction between the scientists of different nations is an imperative

necessity,"
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Lawyers wore given e unique chence 4o establish for outer space a rule of law
which would be free of all the imperfections merring the rule of law on earth over
the past centuries. - He hoped the Sub-Committee would seize that chaence.

Mr. TUNKIN (Union of Soviet Socislist Republics) read out a statement
vhich his Government haed issued on 3 June 1962 on the subject of the United Stetes
high-altitude nuclear exPlosions.l/

Mr. I'EEKER (United Stetes of America) said that he very much regrettced
thet the representativc of the USSR had seen fit to inject & polemical statement
into the Sub-Coumittee's discussions. In October 1958 the United States, the
United Kingdom and the Soviet Union had entered upon a moratorium on nuclear weapons {
tests, when serious negotistions were begun on a trecty to prohibit the testing of
puclear weapons. Those negotiations had continued for clmost three years. Turing
thot period detailed proposcls had been submitted and it had been hoped and believet
that progress was being nade. Late in the sumuer of 1961 the USSR had suddenly
announced that it was repudisting the moratorium. That announcement, which had
been followed by & series of Soviet tests in the atuosphere of o very high yield,
cast doubt on the good feith in which negotietions had been concucted. The
United States Government had been seriously concerned at that development and, with
the Government of the United Kingdom, had oppecled to the Soviet Government in
September 1361 to halt testing. The Soviet Union hed ignored their appeal, and
also the General Assembly resolution calling upon it to abendon further plonned tes {

Efforts to secure agreement on a nuclear test ban had been renewed in ierch
1962 when the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament had met in Geneve. A Sube
Committee on = Treaty for the Discontinucnce of Nucleer Weapon Tests, composed of
representetives of the USSR, the United States and the United Xingdom, had been
established and started work. Unfortunately no progress had been mode in the
Sub-Committee because the USSR entirelyrejected effective inspection and control.
After seeking for meny additionel months to secure an effective test ban, and with
no egreement in prospect, the United Stotes Government hoad no alternciive but to

proceed with neesures necessary to protect its own Cefence end security.

l/ The complete text of the statement wes circuleted as document L/AC.105/C.2/1




A/LC.105/C.2/SR .4
page 9

The USSR statement had given a highly~coloured sccount of the high altitude
tests., To ;orrect misapprehensions that the statement might have created, he
wished to recd out the following portions from a public statement issued by the
Government of the United States on 28 May 1962:

"The Atomic Energy Coum:ission and the Department of Defence announce that a
series of hizh~altitude nuclear tests is scheduled to begin over Johnston Islend
in the Pacific in about four deys. The initial test will be in the sub-megaton
renge and will be detoneted at an altitude of tens of kilometres. In addition to
the initial detonation there will be two detonations in the ionosphere ot an
eltitude of hundreds of kilometres. One of these will be in the megaton range.an
the other in the sub-megaton renge. At the request of President Zennedy a gzroup
of outstending U.S. scientists, including Ir. Jemes Van Allen, met recently io
review the possible effects of the high altitude tests on the earth's naturel
rediation belts - the Van Allen belts. This group considered the questions
regerding sucia possible effects that have teen raised by some scientists in this
country and abroad. The two detonations at altitudes of hundéreds of kilometres
are of primary interest in this connexion. It has been concluded thet the
detonation 2t the highest altitude may cause perturbation of & fraction of the
inner Van Allen radiation belt. Any disruption of the inner belt is expected to
disappeer within a few wecks itc a month. There will be no hozard to health.
There is no need for concern regarding any lasting effects on the Van Allen helt
end associated -henomena. On the contrary, these tests will give an opportunity
to scientists to obtain important scientific data regerding the physics of the
upper atmosphere, including the nature ond cause of the Van Allen bhelts,”

The Unitecd States cdelegation bhoped thot the Sub-Committee would not be diver
by any political selly but would give its whole-hearted sttention to the problems
law with whieh it had been entrusted.

Mr. GLLSER (Romenic) endorsed the statenent by the USSR Government. T
action of the United 3tates Government in carrying out nuclear tests at a very hi,
aeltitude, which by its own admission would affect conditions in outer gpace,
contradicted its expressed intention of co-operating in the work of the Legal Sub

Committee. The United States reply to the Soviet Union's stotement had been an

excuse. The full history of the first stonmic bombs end of nuelecr testing, znd
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the vicissitudes of the disarmement talks, were however well known. The United
States representotive had cttempted to minimize the possible effects of the high-
altitud: tests; but no one could be sure of their extent or nature, since no
government had ever cerried out such tests before. For en unknown period conditions
in outer spece would be chonged: vast smounts of rodiation would hemper movement anc
reseorch there end give rise to the unprodictable cnd long-term 2angers of fall-out.
The appointment of the Sub-Cormittee cemonstrated the confidence of governments in
the rule of law. The greztest obstacle to its success was not lack of tiase or of
adequate technical informetionm, but the trensference of the arms rece to outer space.

Altbough it might be argued that it was too early to codify the law of outer
space, it might subsequently be found too late to stete the generel principles which
. must guide international co~-operation, In stating the principle thet there wust
be no use of outer space for aggression, the Sub-~Committee would not be meking but
interpreting internationel law, which, &8 the General hssembly hed stated in
resolution 1721 & (XVI), epplied with the United Nations Charter to outer space cnd
celestial bodics; since under the Chorter there could be no aggression on gaxrth or
in the etmosphere, there could be none in outer space., Espionage as an act iccding
to aggression must also be prehibited.

The funcemental principles of internetionel life on earth - the good-neighbour
policy, cc-operction for pecceful purposes, end pecceful co-gxistence - must also
epply to outer space, ond should be incorporated in the Sub-Committee's declaraticn
of principles, along with the principles adopted by the Genmeral Assembly that outer
space and celestial bodies were free for exploration and use by all Stetes end not
subject to nationel appropriation. It wos still unnecessary to determine the
demarcation line of outer space, just es it had been found unnecessery in 1919 to ’
establish the limits of the stmosphere in order to regulste air traffic.

Consideration of that question could therefore be postponed.
He endorsod the Australien representative's views on the danger of enalogies.

The concept of res commnis usus might, if applied to outer space, be used to hinder

the use of space for research by any State on the ground that it wes common property.
In addition toits decleration of principles, the Sub-Committee should teke decisions

on two questions, perhops less urgent than the prohibition of eggression but of

great topicel importence: assistance to space vehicles and their crews in distress,
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and liebility for damage caused by mceidents to spoace vehicles, His delegstion
favoured the adoption of a treaty on each question, os having grecter force end the
support of the conventions on aviation and life-saving at sea. & mere expression
of intention in & resolution would be inadequate: governments rust enter into
formal undertakings.

His delegation huped thet the United Stetes Government would meke a positive
contribution towards the initial regulation of the exploration and use of outer
space so as to cllow the progress of scientific resecrch.

“iss GUTTERIDGE (United Kingdom) expressed her delezation's regret that
the represcntative of the Soviet Union had seen fit to indulge in polemics and to
| nake a politicel statement attocking the Government of & State represented in the
Sub-Committee., Poth that statement and the political part of the statement by the
Romenian representative were completely out of place in the Sub-Committee and eould
only prejudice the outcome of its discussions. _

Yr. RAO (Indie) again advocated the conclusion of a convention benning
the use of outer space for military purposes. The debate had strengthened nis
delegation's opinion that the Sub-Committee should seriously consider whether to
declare that outer space should be used for peaceful purposes only. The rewresenta-
tive of Australia had doubted the wisdom of debate in the Committee on the benning

of outer space for militery purposes. His delegation could not accept thet view.

(. To ban outer space for military purposes would not only bring credit to the Cormnittee

rﬁbut would also ovoid legal chaos in a field potenticlly dangerous to the welfare of
mankind.
His Government's considered view was that nucleer tests should not be undertsken

by ony State at any place, st any time, in any circumstences.

i, SZTUWCKI (Polend) regretted that, while the Comittos was discussing a
basis for international co-operetion in the peaceful uses of outer space, some
States intended to use that space for entirely different purposes. It had Leen
asserted thet the question was purely politicel. The problems raised in the Soviet
Government's stetement were, however, closely related to the Committee's immediate

legal work, since they bore directly on the principles of resolution 1721.

The important legel erguments in the Soviet Government's statement ceserved tc Dbe
fully considered by the Sub-Committec.
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Mp. A/BROSINI {Itsly) vegretted the eourse the debate had teken. He
could mot sontsst the right of the Government of the United States of Americe under
international law to carry out the tests, nor the right of the Goveroment of the
USSR to refer to She matter. He did, however, contest the wisdon of introducing
a purely political wattexr in the Legal Sub-Committec at o time wnen the Bighteen—
Nation Committes on Disermument was at work in the same building. Generally
spesking, he agreed with the many representetives who had seid thet outer spece
should be used for peacsful purposes only; but he wondered how. they were to zchieve
that object, especially in view of the absence of unenimity in the Sub-Committec.
bgein, if thot objective was to be attained, it wculd be necessary to mcke an
exception to the rule that low smet follow the fact#, as had been the case in the
1919 Convention on civil aviation. He wondered whether the Committee could not
ban the use of outer space for militery purposes.

He appesled for a return to hermony in the Sub~Committee.

Vr. TETREN (Sweden) said that the questions raised by the USSR came within
the terms of roference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disermament. The Sub=-
Committee ought ® restrict itself to its proper tesk, the peaceful uses of outer
space.

Yr. GEORGIEV (Bulgariu) seid that the spirit of co~operation which reigned
in the Sub~Committee eould be ascribed to the exchengze of messages between the
Cheirmen of the Council of Hinisters of the USSR end the President of the United
States. Phet enchangn of messages hed provided & suitable atmosphere for inter-
notional co-operation, including solution of problems of internstional law. if
the Sub-Commitbtes wishad thet spirit of co-operetion o contirue, they mast consider
every happening in internctionel life which had o bearing on existing treaties end
sgresments,  Thet spirit of co~operation therefore obliged the Sub~Comumittee to
discuss the gquestions raised in the Soviet Governuent's statement. 4s the USSH
representative hel stated, the Guvernnent of the United Stetes of hmerica hed
compitbed sn oot of vgpression ugeinst humenity. It wes therefore within the
Sub-Committee!s competence to discuss the mabter. If it did not do so, it would

£5il in its vesponsibilities to mankind. Undoubtedly the question was politicel,

but it nlso had very definite leyal implications.
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dr. TUNEKIN (Union of Soviet Socislist Republics) said, in reply to the
statements by the representatives of the United States and the United Kingdom, thet
the USSR memorsndunm dealt with facts on which the success or failure of the Sub-
Committee's work depended, The United States representative had blemed the USSR
for breaking the morstorium; yet the United States Government itself hed repectedly
declared thet in certain cireumstonces it would not be obliged to abide by the terms
of the moretorium. He could not gee therefore why the United States Government
expected the Soviet Union to be vnconditionally bound by the moratoriuvma. The
Government of the Soviet Union hed spared no effoxrt to secure disarmoment cnd 2
nuclear ‘tect ban, To eny impartial observer it was clenr that responsibility for
the failure so far of negotiations on that subject did not rest with the Soviet
Government,

The wepresontetive of the United States had quoted the opinions of seientists
on the possible effects of the recent high-altitude tests. The Sub-Commitiee
should note, however, that those were the opinions of Tnited Stotes scientists znd
thet, even in the United States, some scientists did not share them.,

Mr. COLLIFR {Sierra Leone) said that the sphere of the Sub-Committeo's
discussion was clearly outlined in resolution 1721 (XVI), paragraph 2, which
envisaged the study by competent experts of the legal problems arising from the
exploration and use of outer space. He urged the Sub-Committee not to¢ be led
further into Ciscussion of politicel implications which it was in no way competent
tc consider. It must confine itsel? to iis specific task, and examine the
principles governing such motters es the activities of cosmonauts and the return
of space vehicles, end the procedure for dealing with issues which might erise later
a8 knowledge of the subject grew, end might be discussad by & smeller group of
experts.

‘ir. KOPAL (Czechoslovekia) expressed surprise that some delegaticns
considered the questions raised by the Seviet Government's statement outside the
Sub-Committee's torms of reference. It wes the task of the Sub~Cormittee to
facilitate o the utmost the further peaceful exploration and use of onter space,

The smerican tests wight hemper space research and endanger the henlth of

astronesuts; they were therefore in clear contradiction with the ; purposes of
General Assembly resolution 1721 (ZVI) end with all the efforts uade by the
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Committes on the Penceful Uses cf Outer Spaca. He protested on behalf of his
Government azninst preparctions for such tosts. The dangers of those tests nod

to be kept in mind, snd it wns Yoxy importent that o document should be drsfted
consaining general prineiples to guide the nction of governments in mntters of
outer spece. He hoped that & copy of the USSR stetement wonld socn be distributed
to all delegations. '

Yr, VEIKER (United States) said thet eara should be exercised in deperting
from the Sub-Committee's decision that its delibarastions were to be reoported in
sunmary and nnt verbatim rucords. If exceptions were sduitted, it would be diffi-
sult to denide which sgtontemenis were to be cireulated in full. ' ‘

Yo, TUNKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics} suid thet it was
recognized in o1l United Nations bodies thot any delegation could submit & document
ond ask tor it to be sircuicted as a conferonce document.

Mp. CADIEUX (Coneds) assumed thot other delegations wighing to pregare
comments on the Soviet Govermmernt's statement conld circulate them ns confercnce
documents.

The CHATRMAN snid he would discuss that guestion with the Secreteriat.,

The meeting rose at 6,20 H.m.




