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The meeting was called to order at 3.17 p.m.

The CHAIRMAN:  Good afternoon ladies and gentlemen, distinguished delegates, I now declare open the 706th meeting of the Legal Subcommittee of the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space.


This afternoon we will continue and suspend consideration of agenda item 10, Draft Protocol on Matters Specific to Space Assets, continue and conclude agenda item 12, Practice in Registering Space Objects, and continue consideration of agenda item 13, Proposals to the Committee on New Agenda Items.


Following the Subcommittee plenary, the Working Group on Agenda Item 10, Draft Protocol on Matters Specific to Space Assets, will hold its fourth meeting, and the Working Group established by the Committee to prepare a report on the implementation of the recommendations of UNISPACE III for submission to the General Assembly will continue with informal consultations.  At 5.15 p.m., or earlier, if the informal consultations conclude before 5.15 p.m., the Working Group on Agenda Item 6, Status and Application of the Five United Nations Treaties on Outer Space, will hold its ninth meeting to adopt its report.

Draft protocol on matters specific to space assets (agenda item 10)


Distinguished delegates, I would now like to continue and suspend consideration of item 10, Draft Protocol on Matters Specific to Space Assets.


The first speaker on my list is the distinguished representative of Argentina.  Argentina, you have the floor Sir.


Mr. S. SAYÚS (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish):  Thank you Mr. Chairman.  Mr. Chairman, given that this is the first time that my delegation is making use of the floor in the plenary, I would just like to wish you the most sincere congratulations for your election to preside over this Subcommittee and you can count on the full support of our delegation for the successful conclusion of our work.


We would also like to state for the record that my delegation fully supports the statement made by the delegation of Colombia on behalf of GRULAC at the beginning of this session.


Mr. Chairman, with regard to the item (a) considerations of the possibility of the United Nations acting as a Supervisory Authority for the draft Protocol, we believe that the United Nations assuming the function of Supervisory Authority is something that should go hand in hand with its compatibility in light of the Charter of the United Nations and not lead to any conflict of interest.  And, thus, the Secretariat’s report of 10 January 2003, document A/AC.105/C.2/L.238 is still fully in force and thus its recommendations should be duly considered before adopting a decision.


In the event that in the future it is concluded that indeed the United Nations can act as a Supervisory Authority, no funds should be earmarked from the ordinary budget of the Organization for the financing of this function.


Turning now to subparagraph (b) of our agenda, which is considerations regarding the terms of the draft Protocol and the rights and obligations of States in the legal regime applicable to outer space.  I would just like to highlight that in the judgement of my delegation, it is vital to underscore the public service nature of satellite services and the need to protect the interests of the users of these services, attending not only to the needs of the owner companies of these services.  This issue is related to Article XVI of the draft Protocol, Annex CRP.5, regarding the limits of the measures in the case of non-compliance with obligations which brings with it the possibility of a Contracting State being able to limit the conditions of exercising remedies established in Chapter III of the Convention and Chapter II of the draft Protocol.  When the exercise of such remedies could lead to or require or demand the transfer of assets, technology, data, services, control services or imply the transfer or cession of related rights.


This subject has been discussed in terms of the guarantee in the event of insolvency for public services where a State might consider these services as essential.


Argentina believes that we should make it possible for Contracting States to be able to declare at the time of ratification, acceptance, approval or adherence to the draft if, and this with the conditions that the measures provided for in Chapter II, Articles IX to XII of the instrument could be implemented with regard to a space asset when this asset is used with a view to establishing or contributing to public services.  This would be specified in the State’s statement or once it has been determined by the national competent authority.


The aforementioned position is geared to protecting and safeguarding essential public services of the Contracting State in the event of insolvency, broadly defined, and it is also geared to ensuring and maintaining continuity of such public services.  And this is why, due to the special nature of space property, with regard to activities geared basically to public services, the final drafting of the Protocol is of particular importance in measuring the consequences of the provisions in terms of the infrastructure geared to providing services for telecommunications and in terms of all related applications, i.e., radiophony, television transmissions, Internet services, electronic commerce, etc.


Mr. Chairman, we believe it is also necessary that the final draft of the Protocol clearly establish that the norms of public international law must prevail, as contained in the treaties and principles of the United Nations on outer space over which the general rights contained in the Protocol would reflect this.


Article XI of the draft project establishes a special regime of insolvency which will only be applied if the State Party, in whose jurisdiction the principle insolvency occurred has thus declared it in ratifying, accepting, approving and adhering to the Protocol in keeping with Article XXVI, paragraph 4.


In their statement, State Parties could opt for alternative A or alternative B.  Option B is the less liberal one, less liberal than option A in that delivery of possession of the object to the creditor is authorized by the tribunal with jurisdiction of main insolvency and is not automatic as occurs in option A.  We should also bear in mind that alternative A is that which is most likely to be successful in terms of attracting capital to finance the acquisition of space equipment.

Consequently, we must presume that the costs associated with operations of leasing or conditional sales of assets or space equipment must be greater when the debtor party is in a position to conclude an agreement with a State Party having declared their decision to opt for alternative B.  In this regard, my delegation believes that alternative B might be modified to make it more attractive compared to alternative A in that it might offer more guarantees to the creditor who would then be able to guarantee it with greater speed.  Thank you.


The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish):  Thank you to the distinguished delegate of Argentina for his statement.  It was a very extensive and appropriate statement.


I have no other requests for the floor on my list.


(Continued in English) I do recognize the Czech Republic.  Thank you.


Mr. V. KOPAL (Czech Republic):  Thank you very much Mr. Chairman.  Mr. Chairman, I would also like to intervene a little bit quite modestly in the discussion on the preliminary draft Protocol on Space Assets at this level under your chairmanship and I would like to present what is the position of my delegation.


First of all, I believe that there has been visible progress in the elaboration of this draft that was reached under your very able guidance during the session of the Governmental Experts in December last year and that many substantive questions have been further developed.  But, of course, we concentrate here on two issues that are well known, I do not need to repeat it, and I believe that in these issues too there has been now, within the Subcommittee and its Working Group, a certain movement, that negotiations have been advanced and that we should now proceed and think very carefully how to continue in these efforts and how to bring this consideration to a constructive conclusion.


On behalf of my delegation, I would like to state that we have sympathies with the proposal that was made this morning in the Working Group, namely the proposal advanced by the distinguished delegation of The Netherlands and supported by several delegations, including the delegation of your own country and including the delegation of Germany and Japan.  Of course, when accepting such a proposal, we should think very carefully how to make this work that should be done in an unusual way, it means by electronic means, how it should be really effected and what should be the target date for which such a proposal should be effected.


We believe that, for this reason, it would be useful if the item, as it stands now on our agenda, could be also included in the agenda of the next session of the Legal Subcommittee and, in the meantime, the proposal advanced by the distinguished delegation of The Netherlands, could be really fulfilled.  It means that there should be a certain period of time reserved for this work and there should be a deadline established for this work.  I believe that there is already sufficient ground for such further proceeding because already last year we reached conclusions on some fundamental issues.  If I may demonstrate it, for example, on paragraph 7 of your report from the last session of the Subcommittee, so it was stated here “the Working Group recommended that any assumption by the United Nations of the functions of the Supervisory Authority should be taken on the understanding that all costs incurred would be recovered by start-up funding and user fees”.  Is this a very important conclusion?  And my understanding was at the time that it was agreed upon by consensus within the Working Group.


Or another such conclusion that the United Nations Organization would keep full immunity with respect to the performance of these functions as provided for in the Convention on Privileges and Immunities of the United Nations.


And the third such important recommendation was adopted, namely that the United Nations acting as the Supervisory Authority would not accept any liability for the performance of these functions.


So on these assumptions and still others because in the report there are still other assumptions and I do not wish to read everything here, it would be possible to develop the basis of a draft resolution.  And, of course, this draft resolution should, and during the negotiation of this draft resolution, each delegation can present its concerns, its, let us say, objections or so and we should try then to find how to reconcile these differing position and differing comments and differing suggestions.  I believe that if we proceed like this we could then fulfil the mandate that we have received so far and that we perhaps will also receive for the next year and prepare the final conclusion to this particular item.  Thank you very much.


The CHAIRMAN:  Thank you distinguished representative of the Czech Republic for your statement and your useful suggestions.


And I have on my list the Russian Federation.  The Russian Federation, you have the floor.


Mr. D. V. GONCHAR (Russian Federation) (interpretation from Russian):  Thank you very much Mr. Chairman.  Our delegation would like to officially in plenary of our Subcommittee to present our position with regard to item 10(a) of our agenda.  Though within the Working Group we have already spoken presenting our position on this, it seems to us that the time has come to make this official.  It seems to us, Mr. Chairman, that we would like to say that we support the views expressed in particular by the delegations of Greece, Belgium and Argentina.

We continue to have serious doubts, Mr. Chairman.  Firstly, with regard to the possibility of having the United Nations Organization or one of its bodies within the framework of powers given to the Organization as per its Charter should take the responsibility of supervising organ, as per the Protocol on Outer Space Property to the Convention having to do with international liability for mobile equipment, the Convention on International Interests in Mobile Equipment.


Further, Mr. Chairman, we continue to have serious doubts as to the wisdom of actually giving this sort of responsibility, this sort of mandate to the Organization.  We would like to declare as well that some extremely significant substantive issues having to do with the possibilities, the capabilities of the United Nations in fulfilling this sort of task, this sort of function, have remained, for the time being, unanswered, and these issues would have to do with the question of responsibility, the liability of the controlling, supervising, as well as the financing thereof, as well as various no less subsidiary issues and problems.


So for this reason, Mr. Chairman, we must note that on this issue within the Subcommittee, for the time being, there is no consensus.


In this connection, Mr. Chairman, we would propose that consideration of this matter be pursued at the next session of the Subcommittee and, at the same time, we should not limit ourselves to just consideration of the issues having to do with whether or not only the United Nations Organization could fulfil the functions of controlling body here.  Possibly some alternative suggestions could be entertained as well, in particular, and the proposal which was made by our delegation at the Working Group on this 10(a).


And finally, Mr. Chairman, our delegation feels that the question of the establishment of any working group on any issue having to do with the agenda of the Subcommittee, including intersessional working groups, can be decided upon by our Committee only on the basis of consensus.  We, of course, cannot prohibit interested delegations from conducting, in the intersessional period, consultations on any issue on the agenda.  However, we remain convinced, Mr. Chairman, that the establishment of a working group is exclusively possible when the Subcommittee decides on that and that means that it is only on the basis of consensus that that decision could be made by the Subcommittee.  Thank you very much Mr. Chairman.


The CHAIRMAN:  I thank you very much distinguished representative of the Russian Federation for your statement.


Are there any other delegations wishing to take the floor at this stage on this item at this afternoon’s session?


I see the Greek delegation.  You have the floor Greece.


Mr. V. CASSAPOGLOU (Greece) (interpretation from French):  Thank you Mr. Chairman.  I just wanted to support the views expressed by the distinguished delegate of the Czech Republic.  We agree to resume discussions next year and to conclude our debates to produce a very clear and reliable text.  Thank you very much.


The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French):  Thank you distinguished delegate of Greece.


(Continued in English) Are there any other delegations wishing to make statements on this agenda item?

France.  France, you have the floor.


Mr. C. LECLERC (France) (interpretation from French):  Thank you Mr. Chairman.  I did not wish to dwell on this matter unduly in our forum but I wanted to say that indeed we would like to see our discussion in this Subcommittee to continue to achieve consensus.  And without going into details, we would like to recall the position of our delegation which has already presented its views, i.e., without being absolutely focused on one single precise organization that could play the role of Supervisory Authority, we think that it would be relevant to entrust this role and function to an existing organization.  And furthermore, we would endorse and support the opinions of those delegations which have spoken saying that the Protocol is not in any way encroaching on existing rules within space law and should not do so.  Thank you very much.


The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French):  Thank you France.


(Continued in English) Are there any other delegations wishing to take the floor.


I see none.


We have, therefore, suspended our consideration of agenda item 10, Draft Protocol on Matters Specific to Space Assets.

Practice in registering space objects (agenda item 12)

Distinguished delegates, I would now like to continue and conclude our consideration of item 12, Practice in Registering Space Objects.


The first speaker on my list is the distinguished representative of Sweden.  Sweden, you have the floor.


Mr. N. HEDMAN (Sweden):  Thank you very much Mr. Chairman.  Mr. Chairman, first of all, I would like to highly commend the Secretariat, and in particular Ms. Rodrigues, for the excellent and highly informative presentation that we heard yesterday on the United Nations Registry.


Therefore, Mr. Chairman, my delegation would like to ask the Secretariat to develop a background document for the Working Group containing information that was provided by the Secretariat in its presentation that we heard yesterday.  Such a document could actually be a note by the Secretariat transforming the information that could be considered then in the Working Group that will commence its work at next year’s session of the Legal Subcommittee.  So we would very much appreciate if the Secretariat could do that.


Secondly, Mr. Chairman, allow me as to make a few reflections on the Swedish registration practice.  My delegation has submitted information to the Legal Subcommittee under this agenda item and this information is contained in two documents, the L.250 and in the CRP.3.  The first L.250 contains a fairly short but anyway informative information on the Swedish registration practice.  And annexed to that is the National Register of Swedish Objects Launched into Outer Space.  The second document, CRP.3, contains the Swedish space legislation which means the Act on Space Activities and the Decree on Space Activities.


The legislative basis for registration practices are contained in these two documents, the Act and the Decree.  The Act forms the basis, inter alia, for national jurisdiction, authorization procedure and supervision and control of space activities.  And then the Decree sets out the more detailed rules on registration of space object.  The Decree has two major functions.  It first of all defines the role of the Swedish National Space Board regarding the authorization and supervision of space activities and secondly sets forth the national requirements for the registration of space objects for which Sweden is considered the launching State in accordance with Article I of the Registration Convention.


The Swedish National Space Board, which is a central governmental agency under the Ministry of Industry, Employment and Communication, maintains the National Registry of Space Objects.  After the launch of a space object for which Sweden is regarded as the launching State, the Swedish National Space Board, in its capacity as Registrar, furnishes the relevant information to the Ministry for Foreign Affairs for further submission to the Secretary-General.

At present there are 10 space objects registered in the Swedish Register and, as you will see, the annex to this presentation contains the National Register of Swedish Objects.  On the second page of this annex, there is a footnote (a) and it refers to the satellite Sirius 1, and I have to make a correction, ask for a correction, it should not be “brought in orbit in 1996”, it is “bought in orbit in 1996”.  So if the Secretariat could correct the word “brought” and replace it with “bought”.  It is quite a substantial correction, I would say.  Thank you very much.


The CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much distinguished delegate of Sweden.


I have now on the list of speakers the distinguished representative of Kazakhstan.  Kazakhstan, you have the floor.


Ms. G. OMAROVA (Kazakhstan):  Thank you Mr. Chairman.  First of all, on behalf of the Republic of Kazakhstan, I would like to congratulate you on your appointment as the Chairman of the Legal Subcommittee and to wish you very successful work.


We would also like to thank Professor Kopal for his outstanding contribution to the work of the Subcommittee.


We appreciate the distinguished delegates for their reports on their national practices on registration of space objects.


This is of great importance for Kazakhstan since this year Kazakhstan announced its plans to push forward its space activities.  One of the top priorities is to launch next year our first national telecommunications satellite.  We would like to assure you that the launch will be procured in accordance with the United Nations Convention on Registration of Objects Launched into Outer Space.


We would also like to take this opportunity to note that Kazakhstan ratified all five United Nations treaties on outer space and presently we are working on elaboration of our national space activities Act that will promote the development of national space activities in accordance with the principles of international law.  Thank you very much.


The CHAIRMAN:  I thank you very much distinguished delegate of Kazakhstan.


I have on my list the distinguished representative of Argentina.  Argentina, you have the floor.


Mr. S. SAYÚS (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish):  Thank you Mr. Chairman.  I would like to present my country’s practice with regard to space objects registration.


With regard to the 1985 Decree, we have legislation on this, under the auspices of the National Space Activities Administration.  Pursuant to the Decree I have just referred to, the operators and owners deposit registration papers for the corresponding space objects along with resolutions and contracts related thereto.  The registration process for space objects is mandatory and along with international norms, it confers a proper status on the space object wherever it may be located.  The registration process is always in writing.  The National Space Administration manages the registration process and the contributions which apply.


In the Registry, the following is noted.  Firstly, the time of launch of a space object with mention of the one or several Member States involved, reference is made to the international conventions concluded with those States.  Secondly, designation of space objects.  Thirdly, the date of launch.  Fourthly, the basic period, the nodal period, the slant, the perigee, the apogee, the function of the space object and the name and domiciles of the operators and owners, the manufacturer of the space object and its launcher.  Next, the identification of the surface maintenance entity, identification of the entity which is responsible for the control of the space object.  Next, the characteristics of telemetry, of remote control of the satellite in question and the station in charge.  And next the frequency of the control mode, the mass of the space object, the life span of the object, followed environment precautions taken for celestial bodies, in particular when the mechanisms of transfer to another orbit are provided for once the life span is over.  And then decommissioning time, followed by the identification signs on the non-fragmentable periods.


Once the life span is over, in case of an accident which prevents the space object to continue its mission, all of the related information is put into the registration mode.  Once registration is completed, information is sent to the United Nations Organization, all the information which is provided for in Article IV of the Registration Convention.


The Registry is public.  Any interested party may get a certified copy of the registration particulars.  The competent authority must be referred to for that purpose.


Thank you very much.


The CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.


Mr. V. CASSAPOGLOU (Greece) (interpretation from French):  Thank you very much Mr. Chairman.  I, in turn, would like to join the congratulations conveyed to the Secretariat, and in particular Ms. Rodrigues, for her presentation of yesterday.  That was very extensive work indeed and we certainly would like to see follow-up to this effort.  The proposal made by our colleague is very positive in this regard.  States not yet having introduced national legislation on space activities and on registration certainly need information and specific data on the work to be done in the way in which it is to be done.

We would especially be interested in the legal conditions required for registration in various national registries for space objects.  It is possible, for example, in some instances to have a private consortium of various nationalities involved so it is important to know how the percentage rules of shareholders work.  Various issues arise which are rather private law considerations but nonetheless they are very important indeed and we should be informed of this before anything is done.  This is why I was indicating yesterday when I spoke that publication of this work would foster greater uniformity among the practices of States in this regard.


We would certainly be in favour of having the Secretariat, possibly with our assistance, prepare such a note just as the distinguished representative of Sweden has referred to.  Thank you.


The CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much distinguished delegate of Greece.


Are there any other delegations wishing to take the floor?


Yes, I see the United States of America.  You have the floor Sir.


Mr. K. HODGKINS (United States of America):  Thank you Mr. Chairman.  I just wanted to make two points.

First, to express my delegation’s appreciation for the excellent presentation made yesterday by Ms. Rodrigues of the Office for Outer Space Affairs on the United Nations Registry.

The second point I would like to make is to express my delegation’s support for the proposal by our distinguished delegate from Sweden concerning a compilation of information by the Secretariat for our next session when we will be meeting in a working group to consider further State and international organization practice in the registration of space objects.  Thank you.


The CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much distinguished delegate of the United States.


Are there any other delegations wishing to speak on this agenda item?  This is the last chance for speaking within this agenda item so please if you have any comment.


I see none.


I think that we have got to take action on the proposal made by the distinguished delegate from Sweden and supported by Greece and the United States.


May I assume that we agree in asking the Secretariat to prepare a note based on the presentation made yesterday as a background document, a compilation of information that will be for the working group that will be convened next year on the agenda item concerning the practice in registering space objects?


If there is no objection.


It is so decided.

We have, therefore, concluded our consideration of agenda item 12, Practice in Registering Space Objects.

Proposals to the Committee on new agenda items (agenda item 13)


Distinguished delegates, I would now like to continue consideration of agenda item 13, Proposals to the Committee on New Agenda Items.


I have one speaker on my list and this speaker is the distinguished representative of Brazil.  Brazil, you have the floor.


Mr. R. DE ALENCAR LIMA (Brazil):  Thank you very much Mr. Chairman.  Mr. Chairman, Brazil has been carefully considering the legal issue of remote sensing over the last years, especially in view of the huge technological advancement recently observed.


Brazil has also demonstrated its capacity for building a solid infrastructure in this field.  More specifically, it can be mentioned the cooperation between Brazil and China, which has allowed the joint construction and launching of two Earth resources satellites and the planning of constructing and launching of two more in the coming years.


Both these aspects have presented Brazil with a new challenge regarding the further development of international cooperation based on a consistent and firmly established international legislation in the field of remote sensing.


As a consequence, the Brazilian delegation has proposed in the Legal Subcommittee last year the elaboration of a convention in this field, on the assumption that it could be based on the 1986 Principles.  Brazil continues to be, in principle, in favour of this general idea.


Nevertheless, Brazil understands that the process of negotiation of a multilateral instrument has its own convenient timing and has to observe its proper pace.


However, Brazil considers of utmost importance to explore new possibilities of dealing with the issue of remote sensing, in view of the current stage of discussions of this matter, in order to achieve greater support of States in this area.


In this context, Mr. Chairman, Brazil is pleased to present for consideration of the plenary the following new proposal for inclusion in the agenda item for the forty-fourth session of the COPUOS Legal Subcommittee.


The Brazilian delegation would like to propose a new issue to be addressed in the forty-fourth session so as to analyze the current remote sensing practices, especially with a view to renewing, re-invigorating and reinforcing the 1986 Principles, taking into account the new reality of contemporary remote sensing activities.


The following reasons served as bases for the Brazilian proposal.  The principles of freedom of remote sensing and the distribution of its products derive from the 1986 Principles, have appropriately served States and international communities since then, allowing the development of the remote sensing activities although there are a number of issues that still deserve consideration.


Due to the technological evolution, certainly in the last 18 years, many specific issues related to the 1986 Principles have to be re-addressed in order to update and precise definitions and terms contained in the Principles, as well as to examine the level of applicability and effectiveness, vis-à-vis, the conveniency for all States of the further development of international cooperation in remote sensing activities.


The implementation of an increased number of remote sensing bilateral and multilateral agreements currently being celebrated deserves to be examined in the light of the 1986 Principles.  The task of renewing the 1986 Principles would probably be centred in modernizing and improving the definitions of Principles and, if necessary, establishing new ones.


The Brazilian delegation believes that these considerations may justify the establishment of a working group for a three year period in the Legal Subcommittee to deal with them.  The working group could have the following schedule.


In the first year, there will be a gathering of information to identify issues in current remote sensing practices, such as questions relating to process, modalities and conditions of receiving and using data, commercial conditions for the purchase of images, application of the principle of access to data on a non-discriminatory basis at a reasonable cost and joint ventures in remote sensing, rights and obligations of States in remote sensing.


In the second year, the Committee could analyze and evaluate specific practice questions raised in the previous years with a view to improving cooperation among States in the area of remote sensing, taking into account the interests of all countries, especially those in the process of development.


In the third year, the working group could analyze the information provided in the two previous years with a view to enhancing applicability and effectiveness of the 1986 Principles as well as the possibility of recommendation of action to be taken by COPUOS in this area.  Thank you Mr. Chairman.


The CHAIRMAN:  I thank you very much distinguished representative of Brazil for introducing this proposal, this document.


Are there any reactions, any comments for the time being?


Are there any other delegations wishing to take the floor on this agenda item?


I do recognize the distinguished delegate of Argentina.  Argentina, you have the floor.


Mr. S. SAYÚS (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish):  Thank you Mr. Chairman.  My delegation would like to support the proposal just put forth by Brazil and we would like to further congratulate the delegation of Brazil on their presentation of this new proposal and the arguments put forth.  We believe that in the area of remote sensing, that it is valid to analyze the practices more in depth and we think that it is reasonable to develop a working plan over three years and that would be a good path to better understanding of current practices.  Thank you Sir.


The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from Spanish):  Thank you to the distinguished delegate of Argentina.


(Continued in English) Are there any other delegations wishing to take the floor at this stage on this agenda item, new agenda items?


I see none.


We will, therefore, continue with our consideration of agenda item 13, Proposals to the Committee on New Agenda Items, tomorrow morning.


Distinguished delegates, I will now adjourn this meeting of the Subcommittee for the Working Group on Agenda Item 10, Draft Protocol on Matters Specific to Space Assets, to hold its fourth meeting, and the Working Group established by the Committee to prepare a report on the implementation of the recommendations of UNISPACE III for submission to the General Assembly to continue with informal consultations.


At 5.15 p.m., or earlier, if the informal consultations conclude before 5.15 p.m., the Working Group on Agenda Item 6, Status and Application of the Five United Nations Treaties on Outer Space, will hold its ninth meeting to adopt its report.


Before adjourning, I would like to inform delegates of our schedule of work tomorrow morning.  We will reconvene here at 10.00 a.m.  At that time, we will continue consideration of Agenda Item 13, Proposals to the Committee on New Agenda Items.  Following the Subcommittee plenary, the Working Group on Agenda Item 8(a), the Definition and Delimitation of Outer Space, will hold its fifth meeting to adopt its report.  Thereafter, the Working Group on Agenda Item 10, Draft Protocol on Matters Specific to Space Assets, will hold its fifth meeting, if necessary, and the Working Group established by the Committee to prepare a report on the implementation of the recommendations of UNISPACE III for submission to the General Assembly will continue with informal consultations.


Are there any questions or comments on this proposal?


Yes, the Czech Republic.


Mr. V. KOPAL (Czech Republic):  Yes, Mr. Chairman, thank you very much for your information about the programme of our work for tomorrow morning.  My question only is, should there be, indeed, planned the consideration and adoption of the report from all working groups for tomorrow.


The CHAIRMAN:  The problem is probably for Working Group 10 and I do not think that tomorrow we will be ready to adopt the report.  Probably it will be necessary to postpone it to Thursday morning.  Thank you.


Greece, please.


Mr. V. CASSAPOGLOU (Greece) (interpretation from French):  This is a matter of point of order.  My delegation spoke yesterday and we proposed extending the Working Group’s mandate, that is Working Group Number 6, so that it would work for a longer period of time and so I was wondering if we would continue with this subject matter during the official plenary of the Subcommittee or rather would we continue this during the discussion of the Working Group’s report.  At what time will we address this issue?  Thank you.


The CHAIRMAN (interpretation from French):  We could have you work on it in the Working Group.  You might want to mention it there so mention it to the Working Group, see what the reaction is and then, depending on the reaction, bring it to the plenary for the decision.


(Continued in English) Are there any other comments or observations?  Are there any delegations wishing to speak on this agenda item?


I see none.


We can now continue with our work giving the floor to the Chairman of the Working Group on Agenda Item 10, Professor Kopal, Draft Protocol on M Specific to Space Assets, to hold its fourth meeting.


This meeting is now adjourned until 10.00 a.m. tomorrow morning.

The meeting closed at 4.11 p.m.

________________________________________________________________________________________________
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