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to be. acceptable as a basic legal pr1n01ple UOVE“Dan tle act1v1t1es Ol States
(A/AC.105/C.2/8R.23). That contention dlsregarded th° deflnlte prov1s ons of -
General Aaacmbly reoolutlon 110 (II), whlch should be applied to outer space.-‘ .
The remarks of the Bra21llan reoresentatlve (a/Ac. lO5/C 2/SR.2h) concernlng the |
de51ra5111ty of establlahlng 1nternatlonal superv1swon and control over.v. N
telecommcnlcatlons actlvltnes in ou+er space seemed +to support the propcsal for=
pron:blulon of Var propaganda 1n that env ronment. rrhe first qten in curblng
the actlvitles whnch che Bralelan rﬂpreseﬁtatlve leared mlght oceur would be to
ban thcm uncer a prov1s1on auch as paragr ph 5 of the UoSR draIt declaratlon of
ba51c pT inclples. o v i o N S
Tf the future space actlvltleg of St tes were peaceful . €y 1on-milltary :
and non-agﬂr6351ve, the exploration and uue of outer space could be e;pected to
beneflt all manhlnd. ‘mn the other hand, 1f such activities were unlimited by EE
law und therefore una*chlcal the expl oratlon and use of outer space Would Dbe a, '
menace to preu ent and future generutlons on earth .Pleedcm in the explorat;oq
and use of outer space did not mean anarchv. _ | o | _ o
The use of art ificial oatellltes lor mllluary purposes or for the collectlon'
of 1ntelllvepce 1nformation should be ef'f eCulV@lJ precluded by int ernaulonal
agreemenvs.' In his dclegatlon’“ view, tﬁe argument that reconnalosance satellltes
travelled above the spheres of voverelgntj of the subjacent Suateg and could
therefore coperate free from legal prohlbitlons was ill-conceived, was based on an
alleged vacuum in space and gave a false 1nt°rpretat10n to the neva+1ve side of

the theorv of soverewgnt Admittedly, General Assembly resolution 1721 A (XVI)

declared outer space a res communis omnlum, but 1n 1nterprct1ng that resolutlon
it must be understcod that outer space could be used only in conlo*mlty with
1nternat10na~ law, including the United Nations Charter. In his delegaticn's
opinion, the use of reconnaissance satellltes constituted a delict under
international law, being in v1olat10n of the relevant provisions of the United
Nations Charter and being perpetuated in "zones" whick were unquestionably subject
to the soverelgniy of the subjacent State. . | .
He wished to refer next to one specific point in connexion with the problem

of the rescue of space vehicles ahd_their personnel. His delegation believed tha@“
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(Mr. Prandler, Hungery) . o

simplﬁﬁreference,to the International Court of Justice was not,satisfactory. Ir
the parties were unable to reach an agreemen* w1th1n a reasonably short Derlod o
time, as env1uaﬁed in Artlclu 33 of the Unlted Nat 1ons Charter, they should be

bound to submit  the dispute to arb¢tratlon bv mutual consent. In his delcgatlon'

v1ew, ‘provisions settlng up an arbitral body and estaollahlng its procedure mlght
be embodied in a special agreement ' - |
In conclusion, he w1ﬂhed to stress again that no major achievements were
possible in any particular field of space law without an ﬁpreement on basic
principles. For that reason,  his delegat;on cons*dezed that, unt; progress had
been made in establishing a set of basic principles - which was the oub—Ccmmittéé
primary task - any orgenizational measure aiming at el aboratlon of a limitéd filel
of -space law'Would'be premature.

Vj? » Mr. ~. JUCU (Rcman;a) said that there appeared'to be divergent views in
;.fr the Qub Ccmmlttee ag to both the form and the subsfance of -the proposed declaration
: of basic pr1n01pleo. _ , :
In v*cw of the part which the’declaratidn of principles was intended to playf'
in ggvernlng tﬁe activicies f States in outer. space, nis delegation believed that
iﬁ shouid have bihdipg force. fIs HMr. Amoroo¢n¢ had rightly said in the First ‘
Cummlttee, in any human act¢v1ty'wh1ch was new, 1nterests were created wh*ch might
give rise to dl putes or differences, and they'muﬁt be equltably and retlonally
regulated on the JUTldng plane lest confusion and anarchy arise _
v(A,C.l/PV.982, page 51). The activities of States.in outer space demanded such
regulation. Most publl“lSuS hed drawn attention to the consequences wnich might
ensue frcm delay in the regulation of the eynlo ation and use of outer space.
Mr. Eugene Pépin - to cite only one of many -.hud declarcd thqt the total absence
-of rules concerning the exolcratlon and use of ocuter space could only.lead to
anarchy, ‘with each State considering itself free to act as it W1shed ("Les problime;

Juridiques de l'espace", Revue francaise de droit aérien, no. L4, Oct.-Dec. 1959).

The Sub-Comittee must at its present session agree that the d°c7aratlon of baS’C
principles on the law of space should have binding force.

With respect to the substance of the declaration, the debate had shown that
scme States were opposed to the inclusion of principles pfohibiting war propaganda

@ :
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(Mr. Jucu, Romaenia)

and the uée of artificial setellites for the collection of intelligence
information. His delegation considered that the most important crlterlon for
inclusion of a principle in the declaration was its Juridical elfectlveneos in

ringing about peaceful co-operation among States in outer space. The inclusion
of the principle prohibiting the use of outer space for war propaganda would
help to encourzge constructive international co- operation.

War propaganda in atmospherﬁc space had been prohibited since 1936 by the
International Convention convernlrg the Use of Broadcasting in the Cause of Peace.
The parties to that Convention included, among others, the United Kingdem, France,
?‘i India, Brazil, the United Arab Republic, Sweden and Australia. Under article 2
E’; of that Conventlon, the parties mutually undertook to ensure thét transmissions
4 from stations within their respective territories should not constitute an
: incitement either to war against snother party or to acts likely to lead thereto.
. Uncer article 1, the parties were required to prohibit within their territories
"any transmission which to the detriment of good international understanding is
of such a character as to incite the porulutlcn of any territory to acts

" incompatible with the 1nternal order or the security of a territory of a High - ‘

| i |
- Contracting Party." Thet Convention was a precedent, which shoved that, as 3
. ‘ R
. broadcasting hed grouwn, States had felt the need to prohibit the use of ~§
+ atmospheric space for purposes contrary to international law, and specifically |

for‘war propaganda. With the develorment of television and of the means of using
. outer space for war propaganda, & similar prohibition of war propaganda in outer
space had beccme imperative. He hoped the members of the Sub-Committee would

i be able to zgree on that very important issue. ' g

pod o . Mr. COOK (Australia) inquired whether the procedural suggestion made
§ { by the Lebanese representative at the previcus meeting was before the Sub-Committee
' , as a formal proposal. / \ |

: » |
g Mr. TIAKIM (Lebanon) said that he would submit a formal proposal to the ‘1
} Sub-Committee only if it appeared that there was wide support for the suggestion 2
! he had made. : ‘ i

Mr. COOK (Australia), Mr. PEARCE (Sierra Leone) and Mr. MEEKER (United .

{

. ik

States of America) expressed support for the Lebanese suggestion. ’ r
. . : I
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Mr. FAHMY (Unlted Arab Republlo) suggested uhat tner& shculd e a , :
further opportunlty for 1nformal conqultatlon o L R 3 ,z
Mr. TIMERBATV (Union of Soviet: Sctialist . Repuollcs) believed that - A
}13 there had been some -eXpressions of onpoultlen to the action suggested by the = ; ’}

Lebanese representatlve. o . ot

Mr. PRANTLER (Hungarj) ‘seid that he had made no specific: refereﬁce O

to the action which had beén oUPFCutEd by the Lebanese representa*ivc, as the

Sub=-Committee had had no formal proposal before it. Howevbr, he thouﬂht ‘he' nad

made his delegation's position clear. at the ‘end of his prev1ous statement. '

Mr. F\JMY (Unlted Arao Republly) proposed that the meetlng should be .
adjourned.

It was so decided.

The.meeting rose at 12.5 p.m.




