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CONSIDERATION OF:
(a) REPORT OF THE LEGAL SUB-COMMITTEE (A/AC.105/147)(continued)

(b) REPORT OF THE SCIENTIFIC AND TECHUICAL SUB-COMMITTEE (A/AC.105/150)(conti
\

.+ it was my delegation, among others, which while fully associating itself
u

{th that approach, stressed that the international approach on a

1obal level should not be lost sight of for reasons that we have stated
i i i found in an

: ' i i d Technical Sub-Committee and which can be

lir. CHRISTIANI (Austria): In commenting on item 4 (b) of our p the Scientific an

. . ‘o  cal
' 1 i raph 27 {xii) of the Scientific and Technica
agenda this afternoon, my delegation wishes to make a few brief remerks and 1abbreV1ated form in paragraph 27

observations on remote sensing -- as it has been dealt with by the ub-Committee’s report.
Secientific and Technical Sub--Committee--the Programme on Space Applications,
the question of co-ordination within the United Nations system and, finally,
a very brief additionnl observation on the space conference,

As far as the question of co-ordination is concerned, before going into
the substance of my statement I want to express, on behalf of my delegation, our
appreciation to the representative of the O0ffice for Inter-Agency Affairs and-.
Co~ordination, Mr. Muller, who has given us a most interesting and valuable
account, which I understand was circulated a few minutes ago in written form.
I think that the Committee will appreciate the efforts being undertaken by
that Office of the Secretariat.

With reference to the first subject, remote sensing, many delegations
have spoken on it in their general statements and I think that the
following assessment emerged: there was a generally favourable view of the
work domne by the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee so far as remote
sensing was concerned --- and, of course, my delegation can fully associate
itself with that general feeling. I think it was a good session which
brought us a considerable step forward, owing in large measure to the fact
that we had comprehensive and generally excellent documents before us,

I think that the last session of the Scientific and Technical Sub--Cormittee
succeeded in further clarifying the issues, and 1 believe that the results
testify to the importance of that kXind of interdisciplinary approach that
has been stressed over and over again by several delegations.

One zeneral trend emerged during the session of the Scientific and
Technical Sub-Commititee, in other words, there seemed to be a feeling that, for

the time being, a regional approach is the one that holds greater promise.
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We think that, for the reasons I have already stated, and also and in
particular in view of the political and legal apprehensions that have been
voiced, delegations should give serious congideration to the global approach,
Again, however, I want to stress that we aggee with the general trend in this

respect ~- that is, that for the foreseeable future the establishment of

regional centres will probably be the first important step that the internationa;

community can take.

In that connexion we have carefully noted the contents of paragraph 27 of
the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee's report.
(iv) and (x).

I would stress
subparagraphs (iidi), We feel that it is very important to
meke information available to other countries in a region. Subparagraph {iv)
relates to co-operation with the United Nations, and subparagraph (x) to =~
the transmission of information to the United Nations by the regional centres,
Both those points are very valuable, and the Scientific and Technical
Sub-Committee would stand to gain a good deal if they were put into effect.
and I

would stress subparagraph (a) (2), relating to a feasibility study on a

I turn now to the recommendstions in paragraph 29 of the report,
possible co-ordinating function for the United Nations. That seems to my
delegation to be of particular importance.

My delegation hopes that next year, when the Scientific and Technical

Sub-Committee considers these further studies and also, as we hope, a report

by the Secretary~General on the practical steps he has taken under paragraph 29,

it will be possible to take some specific decisions. And by the words

"specific decisions" I do not mean thet further studies should be commissioned.
Of course, such studies are always useful,but I have in mind specific decisions
that could eventually lead to a decisive role for the United Nations in
remote sensing.

I shall supplement my general and preliminary remarks on this subject by

more specific comments later, as appropriate.

A/AC.105/PV,153
7

(Mr. Christiani, Austria)

1 come now to the second major item in the report of the Scientific
Technical Sub- Committee, the programme on space applications. I think it
11 xnown -- indeed, my delegation has repeatedly stressed this in past

My delegation

. +hat we attach great importance to that programme.
ainly should express its deep appreciation-to the Expert on Space

who, within the very limited means at his disposal, has done

Without,

1ications,
excellent Jjob. of course, wishing to interfere in the

retary—General g responsibilities, my delegation expresses the hope that

he future 100 this Committee will be able to penefit from Mr. Murthy's

xpertlse.
The programme oOn Space applications began several years ago on & quite

dest secsle. TFor various reasons, it is still modest in scope. Nevertheless,

feel that through the combined efforts of the Expert, this Committee and

‘specialized agencies, the programme has been put on the right track.

Tt might be appropriate at this stage to say a few words about the

My delegation has repeatedly stressed that we think

cessity of co-ordination.

his is & very important point., I think we should be very frank: we all know
hat many of the specialized agencies have quite advanced programmes and

pt1v1t1es within the framework of making the venefits of space technology

and
itself

available to developing countries. When we talk about co~ordination

?ocal point", my delegation has the feeling that the United Nations

iz still the junior partner, &s it were, in this undertaking, in the sense

‘thet our very modest efforts are sometimes surpassed, and even far surpassed,

by the activities of the specialized agencies. Of course, we welcome the

‘activities of the specialized agencies buk we must bear in mind the foregoing

fect when we ask the specialized agencies to co-ordinate their activities

' with those of the United Natioms. Co~ordination should not be only an

it should be a give-and-take process. If one partner

" exchange of information;
has mueh more to offer than the other, the process of co~ordination will

Perhaps never function as perfectly as it should.
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‘gone into the substance, perhaps eliminating or adding one or another

There is snother point in the space applications activities that my
amme and really establishing a dislogue between the Expert and the

delegation has stressed from the outset -- that is, that the scope of the pogr

Wb-Committee. Perhaps that could be done in the future.

programme should be expanded and that additional financial means should be
made available. Of course, that should not mean -~ and I can only emphasize
this again -- that we should not undertake a critical and thorough review |
of the programme itself. T think that we would all subscribe to the
necessity of reviewing the programme in order to make it more effective,

Tn that connexion I cannot hide the fact that we are quite unhappy
with paragraph L8 of the report. Those representatives who were present at
the session of the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee know that the
present text of that paragraph was arrived at only after very lengthy
discussions, and it of course represents a compromise. It states, in pert:

Mgeveral delegations expressed the view that the United Wations space

applications programme should be expanded ... Other delegations

did not agree to this view and stressed that the most appropriate

way for further improving the programme would be to increase its

effectiveness". (A/AC.105/150, para. 48)

Anyone reading that for the first time would have the impression that there is

a deliberate contradiction between those two notions. Of course, that should
not be so. Certainly my delegation and I trust all other delegations subsarlbe
to the position that the programme should be made as effective as possible.
But that has nothing to do with the other side of the coin -~ that is, that the
programme should be expanded.both in scope and in content. My delegation
does not advocate the expansion of those programmes that the Sub-Cormittee
or this Committee has found to be ineffective. I must say quite frankly that,
while the Sub-Committee has over the years always looked at the programmes

prepared, and very excellently prepared, by the Expert, it has never -- at leasta

this is my delegation's feeling -- really gone into the substance, veviewing the

programmes and making its own proposals. 1t has recommended the adoption of

these programmes but, so far at least, has placed the entire burden on the
shoulders of the Expert. Of course, there have always been discussions about

whether or not o give the Expert the financial means, but unfortunately we have
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That is what I have to say on paragraph L8 and, as I have said, of course
it is drafted here it represents a compromise, but it could lead to the wrong

conclusions. ¥

T will touch only very briefly on the guestion of funding. Especially in
replies sent to the Secretary-General, proposals were made to the effect that
funding for part of or the whole Programme should be made voluntary, while my
delegation -- as we also expressed in our reply to the Secretary-General -- feelg
that the bulk of the Programme should continue to be funded through the regular
budget. UNevertheless we feel there are quite a number cof indirect ways in which
member countries could help by absorbing costs, by meeting subsistence costs,
travel costs and so on. Of course, that does in fact happen already, but it
could perhaps be done to a greater extent. It would provide welcome additional
means for the Programme.

During the meetings of the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee the
representative of Egypt made what we consider a very important proposal that shoul
certainly merit detailed consideration: it concerns a review of the space
applications Programme in such a way as to gtudy the question of whether it shoul
not lead into a technical assistance programme as envisaged, let us say, by the
International Atomic Energy Agency, and whether or not funds of the United Nation
Development Programme c¢ould be made available for that purpose. I think this is
a matter that certainly merits considerable consideration.

Those are the few comments my delegation wanted to make on the space
applications Programme. Perhaps I should make an additional comment as to the
question of funding. We have more than once expressed our opinion that this
Committee should be concerned mainly or solely with the content of the Programme
and should, of course, also perhaps express a general desire that the funds
requested by the Expert be provided. I would repeat that, in our view, this
Committee should not talk about specific figures in dollars and cents. I think
that i1s a matter for other bodies of the United Nations. The Committee should
express itself on the genersl desirability of making available the funds requested.

A few words on the question of the space conference. My delegation has dealt
with this question in its general statement. The other day the representative of
India introduced a paper jointly sponsored and placed before the Committee by
his delegation and the Austrian delegation. There is little for me to add, but

I should like to reiterate one proposal we made in our general statement which,

/5 A/AC.105/PV.153
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f acceptable to the Committee, would, we hope, be reflected in the report.

hat proposal would have this item of the space conference removed from the

‘agenda of the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee and placed on the

enda of the main Committee; perhaps, in order not to prejudge this question
for years: to come; we. should have a recommendation and to include the item in
'hé sgenda of. the nineteenth session ofethe main Commititee, next year.

My delegation of course fully associates itself with the remarks and
proposals made by the representaﬁive of India as to the technical possibilities
vhich might be open for the Working Group of the main Committee to meet, and
wﬁ hope the Committee will find these proposals acceptable.

That concludes the brief remarks I wanted to make. I hope my delegation

‘will have the opportunity to make further comments as the discussion proceeds.
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Mr . KANGWANA (Kenya): I would ask the Committee's indulgence once
agein this afternoon in order to clear

i onal
T4 is perhaps not appropriate to equate the sea-bed beyond natio

6 1t o ons whleh sesned to cone ion with the moon and other celestial bodies as there are many

. . . ) . - e
up in this morning's discussion. I should like to reiterate our position. juris

i i 1
: ficant differences, but we believe that the rationale which clearly
“gignill s

Regarding the work of the Legal SubtCommittee, I think it would be wrong for _ 1 the General Asembly bo declare such ocean zones s constitubing the
' ‘motivate

common heritage of mankind applies mutatis mutan

- celestial bodies. Once this is generally agreed,
c

wy delegaticn not to recognize the excellent work that was done by the e moon and other

it should not be difficult to
which would facilitate the
With goodwill and a spirit of

Ambassador of Poland and the Chairren of Working Groups I, II and III, I think

they produced excellent work and that on the basis of that some Progress ought
to be made, remove to the moon.

doption of the draft treaty relating to < session
@ ould very easily be accomplished during the ne

the various brackets in articles X and X bis,

As many delegations have mentioned, some considerable progress has been mad .
, one con01llat10n, this task ¢

:of the Legal Sub-Committee.
On the question of the elaboration of principles

on the question of the draft treuty relating to the moon, though cutstandin~ issye

are far from being resolved. We are all aware that the Legal Sub-Committee was \overning the use by States

able to agree on a draft consisting of a preamble and 21 artieles in 1972 and that e

of artificial earth satellites for direct television broadcasting, S o
er
“recalled that the General Assembly, in resolution 323k (XXIX) of 12 Novem
¢
. the Legal Sub-Committee should at its fourteenth session

six further provisions were agreed upon in 1973. The three unresolved issues

which continue to be debated relate o the scope of the treaty, the information

. had recommended that
to be furnished on missions to the moon and the question of the natural resources

CCHSlial tlle Elat:latlcrl Of E"I‘:tl rincl lES iil‘_':h' a viev tc :OI]'Clu'j‘lng an
P p

1

resolution 2916 (XXVII) of 1972.

My delegation is heartened to note that a high degree of ?o -
and I think that the Chairman of Working Group . ‘
And should this spirit of compromise

While the solution of these probiems was not achieved, useful discussion

took place relating mainly to the problem of the legal status of the surface and eneus has been

sub-surface of the """ 4l the natural resources thereof, and that is reflected . ‘
reached on this subject,

1 ded.
. Vellodi of India, should be commen ‘ .
it 1 there is indeed hope that the Working Group will

in articles X and X bis. These articles do not, however, reflect a common

agreement, and that is brought out clearly in numerous bracliets which reflect a |

- . . prevail during the next session, . o

" sssmion st lete its work. My delegation is aware of the major advantag

be able to complete 1ts . . . e
hich be obtained through direct television broadeasting, particularly

which can be

My delegation believes that the scope of the treaty dealing with the moon

must also extend to other celestial bodies and that such bodies cannot be subject .
educational field.

- | - . . : . T (o)
to acquisition by any State, group of States or international organization. - e e taste of mtual S ains o the States iov

We believe that such bodies and their resources must be considered the common

i i 1y in
with a view to assisting social and economic development , particularly

d should not be used as an instrument for subverting the
N Qur statement

heritage of mankind to be exploited for the benefit of all, .
developing countries, -
political, economic and cultural institutions of other coun .

a

this morning was in fact alluding to that. ‘ e i comation.
i d for the widest dissemina
While we subscribe to the nee

i decide for any
we cannot agree to a proposition that any State has the right to de

1 to that State and its nationals or its

other State what is beneficla
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institutions. This does not mean, however, that there need be an insoluble If necessary, the General Assembly should, during the next session, be

conflict between the right to disseminate information end State sovereignty. quested to state whether the Legal Sub-Committee is required merely to consider
What is required is strict acherence to the existing principles contained in the legal implications of remote sensing or to consider also the formulation of a
the Charter of the United Wations and othé} relevant conventions and declaratiop legal instrument to cover the field of remote sensing from space.
which determine what is and what is not permissible in the conduct of States, My delegation is firmly convinced that there is a need for a legal instrument
We particularly believe that direct television hroadcasting by means of iﬁ this field, and we find that the draft basic articles for a draft treaty on
artificial earth satellites specifically aimed at a foreign State requires the ?emote sensing, submitted by Argentina and Brazil and also sponsored by Venezuela,
consent and the collaboration of that State, We alsc believe that States should ‘thile and Mexico, offer the most useful basis for discussion of such a treaty.
bear responsibility for such broadeasting conducted by them or under their |

authorization. Mr. VELLODI (India): In my statement this afternocon I propose to deal

This is particularly so in comnexion with unlawful broadcasts not consented with the report of the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee (A/AC.105/150). As

to by the States from which they are beamed. we know, the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee had four issues on its agenda,

Turning now to the problem of remote sensing by satellites, my delegation ‘ell of them important ones, which have been fairly well covered in the report of
has carefully listened to some comments that have been made on this issue and we the Sub-Committee., We believe that on the whole the Scientific and Technical
wish to congratulate the Working Group for the start it made in identifying the Stb-Committee did succeed in having a fairly productive session. We would have

common elements to be found in the existing proposals on this subject. We liked to have given a little more attention to the question of the United Nations

strongly disagree with those vho have insisted that the mandate of the Committe : Programme on Space Applications, to which I shall return later, but if one goes

under General Assembly resolution 3234 (XXIX) precludes the drafting of an ~through the report, one has reason to be happy in general with the work of the
international instrument on remote sensing, and that the Sub -Committee should Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee. My delegation would certainly like to
concentrate merely on the consideration of the legal implications on the basis of " congratulate Mr. Carver, the Chairman of that Sub-Committee.
vievs expressed by States. My delegation cannot accept the proposal that the law I shall deal with the various items in the order as they appear in the report
should await the development of technology before providing a basic framework on Cof the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee, Therefore, I shall first take up

this important subject. . the item relating to remote sensing of the earth from space. The terms of

If the Sub-Committee shied away from providing the basic legal framework reference of the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee in this area of remote
under which remote sensing can be conducted, we would be condoning the imposition sensing I think were fairly clear. It was asked to continue the important work
of a fait accompli by the few States which at present are in a position to which had earlier been initiated in the Working Group on Remote Sensing, because
conduct such remote sensing. We do not believe that the elaboration of legal it was generally the féeling in the main Committee lest year that that work should
principles need be in conflict with the preparation of a legal instrument to not be azbandoned and that it was sufficiently important for us to carry it on.
govern remote sensing of the earth resources. Of necessity, any treaty on this
subject would have to be based on the legal principles and, consequently, it is
unfortunate that the Working Group found it necessary to spend most of its time

on procedural debate.
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The Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee, in a sense, alsc had another

: s . : ' cation understends this to mea atter ral
mandate which was that the further study of organizational and finarcial matters W geleration uaderstonds this to nemn that we should avierpt b0 maie

; i in both directions. Now, we believe -- and I have stated m
should progress —- and I stress the word "progress™, not "nroceed” -- together progress v

. . . “ . on's and my Covernment's position on this -- that, despite the
with the consideration of the legal aspects of remote sensing. I should like to delegatl Y P > P

. . . . 5 pecessity of such a legal framework, its formulation or finalization cannot
submit my delegation's view, particularly on that second mandate. We certainly

. ) . . ‘pe a precondition or a prerequisite for trying to make progress on the
do not have the imtention of starting an argument on this score here, but I think . ]
) . . organizational side. I think this is something we should be very clear about,
it would be helpful and useful if there were at least some consensus, a meeting of )
. pecause otherwise all the work we might do in the Scientific and Technical

minds, as to what exactly we mean when we say that the study of organizational an&
. . ; X . : Sub--Committee might come to naught. I do not believe there is any difference
financial matters should progress together with the consideration of the legal
. of opinion on this, and I shall try to explain why I draw that conclusion.
aspects of remote sensing.
If we were to take the view that on the organizational side we should
not do anything until the legal framework is completed, either in the form
of principles or a treaty then,as you will find if you read the repcrt of the
Seientific and Technical Sub.--Committee, particularly paragraph 2T, many
recommendations and suggestions 1i~ht make the reader feel that there is
some sort of dichotomy because, for example, if we say that we should do
nothing on the organizational side, it would be a strange conciusion for the
Sub-Committee to make specific recommendations and include specific expressicns
of hope in that resard. T ~ill deal with just three or four 23 an illustration.
In paragraph 27 (iii) the Sub-Comrmittee expressed the hope, for example,

that countries in other regions would set up stations similar to those

Zaire in addition, of course, to those in the United States. If, therefore,
we were to take the view that activities in the field of remote sensing should

not be embarked upon until we are ready with the legal framework, i1t would be

good it would be if other countries should set up stations, because stations
are set up to be operational. If a country sets up a station, it is there.-
after engaged in remote sensing activities.

Again in the same paragraph 27, we took note with satisfaction of the

| decision taken recently by the Conference of Ministers of the Economic

Commission for Africa for the establishment of a regicnal international remote

sensing centre for Africa. We expressed the view that countries setting up

which are either operational or are being set up in Brazil, Canada, Italy, Iran and

somevhat strange for the Sub-Committee to make such recommendations and to say how
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receiving stations should endeavour to co-operate to the maximum extent feasible
with the United Nations. We noted that facilities for data storage and
dissemination have been established, not only by some Member States but even

by the specialized agencies -~ that is, w%thin the United Nations system. Ve
noted with appreciation the erfforts made Dy the specialized agencies to utilize
and apply satellite remote sensing data in their programmes on behalf of
developing countries.

If we did all this, it was certainly not the intention or even the thought
of those who drafted this report that activities in the field of remote sensing
should not be undertaken until the legal framework was finalized and adopted.
Therefore, although at some point or in some discussion there might appear to
be that kind of a disagreement or dichotomy, I do not believe that there
actually is any. 1 believe that we are all agreed that progress should be
made in parallel, that we should certainly try to achieve progress in both
directions: on the organizational and legal sides alike. I wanted to clarify
this point because I think it important that we should have an understanding
on that.

Then, of course, the question arises: What is to be done under the
auspices of the United Fations in this area of remote sensing? We have made
some recommendations -- and, incidentally, I might say at this peint that the
recommendations contained in paragraph 29 are, in our opinion, very constructive
ones, and we hope that the various studies and the information sought from the
Secretary--General and the Secretariat will help us at our session next year to
make further progress on the organizational side.

One other point is this: while we have in this report expressed the
Sub- Committee's hope --- and, in a sense, the United Nations hope -- that
countries other than the five that have stations or are planning stations will
set up stations, we were told last time that the setting up of these stations
and the establishment thereby of scme sort of a global framework of receiving
stations would assist considerably the operations of ZRIS-B, particularly in

view of the difficulty that they have experienced with the tape recorders.

/et A/AC.105/PC.153
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That brings me to yet another point, and that is that I think countries in
.other regions will perhaps want to know whether they can expect any assistance
jfrom the United Nations or the United Nations family in the setting up of these
:Stations, because the setting up of such stations is very difficult for
countries having inadequate resources. At the same time, all cf us in the
‘developing countries recognize the great potential in this area of space
technology and would certainly like to benefit from it. Therefore, if it
develops that only through a framework of stations around the world, and on a
real time telemetry basis can we derive fullest advantage from the satellite that
is now operational, it is possible that several countries might decide to build
stations, particularly since we do not seem -~ at least in the eyes of many
developing countries - to be making much headway towards having a system under

United Nations auspices, whether for data storage and dissemination, or for data

:gcquisition. Countries that had perhaps thought it possible to wait until such

time as a facility under United Nations auspices came into being might now be

.thlnking that perhaps if they really want to get into this they should "go it

;_alone”. In a sense, it would be unfortunate, but perhaps it is unavoidable.
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Thet is all that I wish to say on remote sensing. We are generally happy _
with the progress that was achieved in the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee,
Ye had massive documentation under this item. HMany of the documents were
extremely useful, and some of the further documentation that is being sought
will, I think, help us at the next session of the Scientific and Technical
Sub-Committee to make further progress on the organizational side.

As far as the connexion between the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee
and the Legal Sub-Committee is concerned, I generally tend to agree with most of
the representatives that have spoken that there has to be that kind of
co-ordination. I am glad to see that the Scientific and Technical Sub--Committee
in its report has referred to the work of the Legal Sub--Committee and has even
commended to the Legal Sub-Committee the relevant parts of its report on remote
sensing. I think it is important and I also feel that perhaps the fact that
the Scientific and Technical Sub--Committee is meeting before the Legal
Sub-Committee next year might assist in speeding up the parallel work in the
Legal Sub-Committee.

I shall now meke some brief observations on the United Wations Programme
on Space Applications. As most members here know, my delegation has during past
sessions of the Committee and of the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee taken

considerable interest in this, and therefore it will probably not be necessary

for me to speak at great length about it. I shall only refer to the major points,'

the points that I feel we should always keep in mind.

First of all, I must express my delegation's unhappiness at the fact that,
although we had a clear, specific mandate from the main Committee last year to
give in--depth consideration to this question during the meetings of the
Seientific and Technical Sub -Committee, we did not have any in-depth consideration.
It was peripheral except on some procedural points. It may be that delegations
were not prepared. It may be that delegations were waiting to see the replies
from over 100 countries to the questicnnaire that was sent. Yhatever the reasons,
we believe that the detailed consideration that was asked for has not been
given, and we sincerely hope that at its next session the Secientific and

Technical Sub-Committee will do better in that regard.

needed to be done. We ourselves believe that the development of the Programme
‘involves its expansion. In fact resolution 323k (XXIX) had an additional

:poncept which is contained in operative paragraph 17, where specific reference

"Seientific and Technical Sub-Commitiee this time decided not to go into figures - -

-~ offers of voluntary assistance, either for fellowships or for the holding of
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Like the representative of Austria, we also feel that paragraph 48 of
‘the report of the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee could perhaps have been
petter drafted. In any case it should not, in our opinion, give rise to any
disagreement. As regards the past three General Assembly resolutions, I made

‘a note of the resolution numbers and the operative paragraphs. I did not have

ﬁo take down the texts of those paragraphs, because they are identical. In each
of the three resolutions - 2915 (XXVII), 3182 (XXVIII) and 3234 (XXIX) -

there was an ldentical paragraph which recommended the continuing development of
‘the Programme, taking specially into account the needs of the developing countries.
‘fhese resolutions were adopted unanimously, and therefore there should not be

any disagreement among ourselves about the need for developing the Programme.

Tt may well be that people understand different things in regard to what is

is made to the desirability of expanding the Programme, but, even without that,
the development of the Programme in my mind does involve expanding, to cater
to the needs of the situation.

Like the representative of Austria, we were in a sense happy that the

vhether it was $110,000 or $92,000 or $75,000 that are available - but merely to

endorse the Programme as it was put to it by the ixpert on Space Applications.

We believe that the Expert, within the constraints and difficulties -- most of

them financial - has done good work. We are alsc very happy to note that the

panel meetings and so on, are

delegation would certainly like to express its gratitude to all those countries

Vhich have offered assistance

the representative of Belgium.

-Saying that it might not have

from developing countries but

financial assistance to o wherever they wanted. In fact the representative

Of Belgium was quite clear in

any constraints on it. I think this approach is excellent. We should like to

on the increase and this is a good sign. My

in this area. I was particularly happy to listen to
The Government of Belgium went to the extent of
facilities in Belgium for receiving students

that it was prepared to sponsor them and to give them

stating that his Government would not put
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place on record our appreciation of the offer of the Belgian Government ang we
hope similar offers will come from other Governments.

How T will touch on the general que@tion of the United Wations Programme
and particularly the way in which we see the future of the Programme. To do
this I should like, Hr. Chairman, with your permission, to refer to a document
we had in the Scientific and Technical Sub -Committee, that is, the
report of the United Nations Expert, contained in document A/AC.105/1kh,

In that report the United ¥ations Expert devoted one section to future planning
for the United Nations Programme on Space Applications. He digd so, I am sure,
with the hope that, as desired by the main Committee, the Scientific and
Technical Sub-Committee would want to have a thorouzh discussion of this
question, particularly to consider the long-term cbjectives of this Programme,
Therefore he took considerable trouble in preparing that section, which, we
feel, merits our attention., In paragraph 40 he has taken five points which
arose out of the answers to the questionnaire that was sent out last year to
assess the needs of the developing countries. I shall not repeat those Tive
points, but they are very clear and they are stated in paragraph 40. 1 feel
that when we talk in terms of long -term objectives and long term planning of i
the Programme we should xeep  in mind very clearly what has come out of the
replies. We do not accept the thesis that the number of replies received was

small and therefore it is not possible to assess the needs of the developing

countries. After the meetin~s of the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee, I N

took the trouble once amain of going through the replies, and, in our opinion,

the replies are quite adequate for us, if we want to, to look at the long-term
planning. In this context I should also like to say this, If we send out

2 questionnaire to find out the needs of +the developing countries in zeneral

or in the area of remote sensing in particular, to which I referraed this morning,
it would be most unfortunate if there vere no follow -up action. Tf we send out
a questionnaire and after two years send out ancther questionnaire, that is not
goine to make (% very nleasant for the recipient Governments, and the effeetiveness ¢

of soliciting their views would, I think, be lost.

pHS/dt A/AC.lg;/PV.l53
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I wish in particular to refer to paragraphs 43 to 50 of the report of

..the Bxpert. I think again that the reference he has made to the International

Atomic Energy Agency and the technical assistance programme given by IAEA
is important. My own delegation had referred to that during several meetings
of this Committee in the past, but not because we felt that we should mount
a programme of that magnitude. I think the IAEA techpical assistance programme
in all amounts to something over $7 million per year, of which a little over
$3 million is provided by the Agency itself. We are certainly not thinking
in terms of such a programme, but if the International Atomic Energy Agency
started in 1958, or whenever it was, with $250,000 -- a quarter of a million
dollars -~ for technical assistance, we believe that for this Committee or
for the Scientific and Technical Sub~Committee to haggle over figures of
$100,000 or $90,000 would be most unfortunate. I say this because we believe
that there is certainly a comparison. One can compare in a sense the potential
benefits in these two areas -- and I do not say this because I belong to the
Department of Space in India. We certainly believe that the area of space
application has as much, if not more, to offer to the people for national
development purposes.

I have said that the comparison with the IAFA technical assistance
programme is relevant. Although it might take five minutes, I should like
to read out some paragraphs from this book that was given to us last time,

entitled IAEA Services and Assistance. I shall read out four paragraphs, but

in doing so whenever it states "nuclear” T shall refer to space. Members will
see that vhat is indicated there for atomic energy is equally applicable to
space. As T have said, T shall change all references made to the nuclear
field to the space applications field. It reads as follows:
"Space training opportunities available under the Agency's
fellowship programme include fellowships which have been made available

to the Agency by various Member States at their own expense (Type II
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fellowships), ns well as openinrs in those countries which have indicated
their -“1lin-ness to accept IAEA feliows for training, financed out of
Amency (Type I fellowships) or UNDP funds.

“Seientific visits: A scientific visit, usually for not longer than two
months , is awarded to a scientist from a developing couniry to enable him
to visit space applications centres in more advanced countries for the
purpose of studying the development of space sciences and technology,
organizational aspects and functioning of special services, training
programmes and schools in space applications and sciences, and observing
research activities in his field of interest. Thus, these awards are
intended to broaden the scientific qualifications of specialists from
develoning countries and enable them to contribute more effectively to
scientific progress upon their return home.

"Intercountry wprojects: These activities are financed mainly from
regular programe~s «nd TIDP funds. The Agency organizes a number of training
courses cevery year in co-operation with its Member States and other United
Wations orpanizations. The courses are of a regional or interregional
nature. The participants in these courses have the opportunity te study a
definite range of questions connected with the peaceful applications of
outer space in different fields, of doing laboratory work, of visiting
research cenfres in the country where the course is being held ete.

"Depending on the »vogramme, trainir-~ courses may be divided into
Adifferent groups: courses on general space applications, refresher courses,
courses on an advanced level, and seminars. In addition, the Azency
orranizes study tours on speciulized topics to space applications [acilities
in advanced countries for groups of scientists from developing countries,
When it organizes such projects, the Agency takes the major responsibility
for their actual adninistration: nrovision of a seientific adviser, visitin g ¢
nrofessors, fellowships and, sometimes, of squipment.”

!

o bhe susgestion
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T read this out because it seems to me that on thx basi

made in the rvoport of the Txpert to the Sclentific and Technieal Dab-{Committee

while not necessarily Pollovwing it entirely, wo might telie & lesson fr-m the
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prograjme which - and T can say this also vitn some experience —-- has sarked verv,

very effectively in the International Atomic Energy Agency.

We believe, therefore, that the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committec should
at its next session do what it was supposed to have done this vear, that
is, give in-depth consideration to the question of the space applications wrogramme,
to see what exactly we can do, and then to see how it can he done effectively.

I think we have enough material for such an in-depth study.

I shall not refer to the question of inteorarency co-ordination now because ,
as I indicated this morning, T should like to do that when we have with us eilther
Mr. Muller or someone else from the Office for Inter-Agency Affairs and
Co-ordination, and after we have the answers to one or twe minor polnts of
elarification that we sought this rorning. Dut we shall certainly have
something to say on the matier of interanency co -ordination.

With respect to the other question, that is, of the United Nations conference,
I think that the paper that my delepation and the delepation of Austria submitted
Friday evening fairly well explains how we view the situation. We sincerelr
trust that this modest proposal, which we hope will not have any serious financial

implications, will be accepted by this Committee and that we can make continuing
progress with regard to the conference,

Lastly, we have very little to say on the section relating to the future

role and work of the Secientific and Technical Sub-Committee. There is one proposal

E

that is the proposal of the representative of Austria , vhich we support, namely,

that the question of the possible conference might be dealt with in the main

Committee, as has been the case on previous cccasions. Otherwise, we have little

to say. Ve note that remote sensing and the space applications Programme will
continue Lo be the priority items and we trust that the Scientific and Technical
Sub-Coumittee will at its next session continue to make even more progress than

Yas possible this year.
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v, JIATORSKI (Uni { i iali i i i
(Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation frog” Uith regard to the draft treaty relating to the moon, we should like to

"s

Russian): The Soviet d ~ati i : . . ;
elesation would like in turn to give its views on some of thi ﬂake the following comments. During the past four years of discussion of this

issues associated vi 3 i i i P
ated with the reporits of thevLegal Sub~Committee and the Scilentifie rt a good deal of ground has been covered, a good deal of effort has been

and Technical Sub-Commit i ) i
mmittee which are before the Committee. ed, and the draft may be considered as relatively ready. Ve would say

ilith respect to the work of the Leg - i
egal Sub-Committee, of the statements that that there is no representative -- including those representatives who two or

we have recent in : 1 i i
ly heard in thet regard we should like to single out the statement three years aso expressed certain doubts in this respect -- who does not now

made today by the representative of Kenya i
P o ya, I should like to congratulate the reel that completion of the work on the draft treaty relating to the moon is an

representative of Xenva, who is i ri i i
ya, a relatively recent arrival in our Committee, ortant matter and that that would not represent substantial success for this

- imp
< i he si- i ] ; .

upon his pr?found analysis of the situation, and of the questions associated with fommittee. The draft treaty relating to the moon in its present form is a

remote sensing and television broadcasting. Ilfany of the views expressed by him useful document.

are entirely shared by the Soviet delegation. Ve also agree with those delegations which have said that the basic
obstacle to completion of work on that treaty is the question of the legal
‘status of the natural resources cf the moomn.
: Tt is difficult for us -- and we are perfectly sincere in saying this
" because it is a very serious matter -- to agree with those delegations which
. maintain that the only approach to achieving & compromise in this respect ig
for some delegations to yield to the position of others. I will not repeat all
the well-known arguments on this matter. Several vears' work has
outlined for us two opposing positions, and it would be difficult to expect
those positions to coincide now. Thus, a solution of this problem must be
found somewhere in between those two opposite positions . we are willing tO lcok
for it. If there is any concept supported by some delegaticns but not
acceptable to others and if we are to achieve constructive sucecesses, it will
be necessary to develop a new formulation or one partly reflecting the
Convention but more or less incorporating those two positions.

laving said that, I should like to reiterate the readiness of the Soviet
delegation to do everything incumbent upon it,formally or informaliy, to

develop such a Pormulation. Ve believe that such a compromise is possible and

e call upon all other delegations to join us in this.
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Vith regard to the work of the Secientific and Technical Sub-Committee,
ve naturally have to speak first about the work done by that body on the
question of remote sensing. Ue heard many sharp arsuments here about what is more
izportant or which question should be siven first criority: the establishment of
legal infrastructure for the future development of international co-~operation in thig

area or on the contrary, the development of co-cperation without the elaboration of

any specific legal rules -- because, of course, cereral standards do exXist -- and
then the translation of what has been achieved by that co-cperation into the form of
lecal standards. Again, the Soviet delegation’'s position on these matters
is well known and.I need not repeat it, since there is a special document
submitted by the Soviet delegation in co-operation with the French delegation
and there are other decui ents submitted by other delegations.

[ siiould like, however, to call the attention of representatives to the
fact that the concrete proposals that are before us on the organizational
structure of international co--operation with repard to remcte sensing,
and in particular international co-operation under the aegis of the United
dJations , are based primarily on the legal standards applicable to remote

sensing that we have zo far succeeded in  elaborating. They do not as a rule

70 beyond this and this is no accident -~ because we are occupied here in

a very complex process. The United Mations does not speak in its own name
and for itself The United Mations is an instrument of international and
intersovernmental co--operation. and when States want to co-operate with each
other ther aiways try to determine the rules by which they will be governed
in such co operation. Bo it is a question of co--ordinating the sovereign desires of
Jtates , and, furtherrores. since they are States with Jdifferent orranizational
structures it is necessary to display a great deal of patience in accurately
devising ways in which the desires of the various 3tates are to be co-ordinated.

In this connexion, it would seem incorrect te separate one issue entirely
But we

from the other they have to be developed in ecreative harmony.

oranet ourselves ira sine developin® orranizational forms of international
co-oneration on remote sensing without basing them on rules agreed to by

States.

EI—
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Of course the objection can be raised that, while everything I am saying

ig correct when applied to international co-operation as a whole in which

many countries are involved and in which the efforts of dozens of States have
£o be co-ordinated, it is still not gquite true when it is a question of
co-ordinating the policies of one or two States on a bilateral or trilateral
basis. Some might even tell me that we are now coming upon cases where
the information obtained by remote sensing is being freely circulated
and that any State can acquire any information of interest to it without

observing any particular agreed rules.
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Wle understent 1 >t perfectly well, and we are realistic encugh to see

what is involved. However, we would still like to say that States
rarticipating in such co-operation must do so at their owm risk, if we may
use that term, and the consequences, both languterm and short-term, of
such interaction are not entirely clear.

I am not a prophet, but I think it would be much better if this form
of State co operaticn embodied some “enerally agreed principles.

In that connexion I should like to make one specific comment. ‘

At the request of th= Scientific and Technical Sub-Cormittee, which has
certainly vitalized its work on remote sensing, some important studies were
prepared and submitted to the Sub.Committee at its session this year. We
see now that in paragraph 29 of the Sub--Committee’s report it is nroposed
that the United Nations Secretariat be requested to prepare a vhole series
of additional studies and reports. That is a perfectly legitimate request.
One must never rest on one's laurels. But we think, on the one hand, that it
1s necessary to give States the facilities required to make use of what
has already been achieved and to assess the information already produced
and, on the other hand, that it is very important for all of us to take =2
sober look at what really needs te be done in this field in the coming year:
specifically we should consider whether all of these proposed studies and
reports are really necessary -- for instance, the one suggested in
sub paragraph (a) (4) of paragraph 29.

I should now like to make some comments on the programme on snpace
applications. We know that States would like to make use of that programme to
solve all or most of the problems that have arisen with regzard to the
dissemination of information and the possibility of the application of
space technology. But it seems to us that we have to be realistic, in the best
sense of the word. Taking too great strides in this area could militate
axainst the programme itself,

Ve have ourselves witnessed one very important step in this domain.

The Scientific and Technical Sub -Committee was the first +to adopt a new way
of anproving the prosramme on space applications. I shall not o into

details re:arding the advantages of the various approaches. That has already

- peT/ief

peen done.
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But we cannot lose sight of the fact that even during this
gransition period there was a substantial increase in the budgetary
allocations for the programme. Perhaps the increase was not as

substantial as some representatives might have wished, but this new approach
4id involve an increase in the allocations. Clearly it is necessary to

meke an appropriate assessment of that fact.

In their statements at both this session and the last session, many
representatives stressed the need for the 3ub-Committee to seek maxiéum
effectiveness in the programme on space applications. That thought 1s
reflected in paragraph U8 of the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee's
report, which states that

“there was agreement in the Sub--Committee that everything should be

done to ensure the most effective use of all means placed at the

disposal of the Expert”. (A/AC.105/150, para. 48)

It seems to us that it would be very useful, both for the programme and for

the Sub Committee itself, if the draft programme were drawn up at least six
months before the session o: the Sub-Committee, if that draft programme were
then distributed to States for their reactions and if the Secretariat were to
communicate those reactions to members before the Sub Committee session began.
In that way the Sub-Committee would have before it at its session both the
proposed programme and States’ reactions to the programme. The USSR delegation
made that proposal to the Sub--Committee at its last session, and T think it
deserves some attention.

Finally, I turn to the question of a possible United Hations conference
on space. We have studied the documentation on this subject , including the
replies by States to the Secretary-General's gquestionnaire. We have listened
%o the opinions expressed during the general debate here as well as during
the pres;nt discussion on agenda item 4. There are differing opinions on this
matter., One could draw the conclusion that there was not yet any unanimity of
Views. To be perfectly frank - .- and I find it very hard to say what I am
about to say because you, Mr. Chairman, represent a country that has submitted

an official proposal on this subject -.- the Soviet delegation cannot understand
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at all how the establishment of a special working grdup on this matter, or the
deletion of this point from the Sub-Committee’s agenda and its inclusion as a
gspecial item on the main Committee's agenda, would serve to solve the problem.
Wé do not see why the main Committee cannot Yiscuss this gquestion without
making it a special item on its agenda, or why the Sub-Committee has to delete
the item from its agenda. We do not see what prevents the Sub-Committee and
the main Committee from discussing all the problems that would be discussed in
We think that these existing bodies could do that within the

We do not think that the establishment

a working group.
time allocated for their own sessions.
of a special subsidiary body, with all that this involves in additional
espense and additional efforts by delegations, is justified unless there is a
real necessity for it. We are not at all sure that any such necessity exists
in the present case.
That does not mean that the Soviet delegation feels that these matters

should not be discussed.

Quite the contrary: we are prepared to participate

mest actively in any such discussion, in any forum. However, we feel that this

is a question of general policy for our Committee. We should try not to create
an additional infrastructure, not to generate additional expense when that can

be avoided.

A/AC.105/PV.153
hé

Mr. KATO (Japan): I should like to offer a few comments in connexion

w1th the report of the Scientific and Technical Sub.-Committee.

My delegation can in general endorse the report of the Scientific and

Téchnical Sub-Committee. We welcome in particular the recommendations contained

n paragraph 29 of the report calling for further study of remote sensing in
in our view, would not only be

1ts organizational and financial aspects, which,
able but necessary to ensure balanced consideration of problems relating

de31r
to remote sensing, including its legal implications.

Tncluded in the recommendations, in this connexion, is "a preliminary study

oﬁ the organizational and financial requirements of a future operational space
l"l
Begment of global coverage to be internationally operated, owned and financed

which appears in paragraph 29 (a) (L) of the report.

The view of my delegation on this question is as given in its general

statement of 11 June. We believe it would be premature at this stage to consider

the possibility of an international orgenization or a similar international

‘yenture which would own, finance or operate on its cwn an earth satellite for

However, that does not, of course, mean that my

’remote-sensing purposes.
‘delegation sees no purpose in the kind of study that is recommended be undertsken,

d we would be ready to consider and carefully study all the suggestions

‘that will be mede available to us by the Secretariat.

I should like to turn briefly to the proposal made by Austria and India on

the question of conveninsg a United Wations conference on space. As stated in
“the reply of the Japanese Government to the Secretary-General's inquiry seeking

‘the views of Member States, my delegation supports in principle the idea of
We see great merit

iholding a second United Nations conference on space matters.

iih holdin - such a conference towards the end of this decade, because we

'hélieve that by that time space technology, even that which is at present in an

experimental stage, will have become fully operational in a number of fields.

 “9 believe it will be opportune, therefore, to take stock of the technological

developments and possibly to chart a future course of action that may be regquired

in the field of space applications, including making space technology and its

 benefits more available to develo-ing countries.




RH/12 A/AC-lgS/PV.153 - A/AC.105/PV,153
T : 48-50

(Mr. Kato, Japen)

(Mr. Kevin, Australia)

For these reasons my delegation listened with great interest to the statenm

made by the representative of India last Friday introducing the joint proposal: "At this session of the Committee it has been suggested that its role might

and the statement just made by the representative of Austria on the establishmen egerded as that of a sort of sciemtific adviser giving advice on particular

of a working group to consider the confere?ce question. Ve are grateful to ﬁh uésbions such as the scientific aspects of the definition of outer space. Vhile

two delegations for their positive initiative in this regard. Indeed, we welco not wishing to oppose this idea, my delegation feels that the Scientific and

any procedural or organizational proposals and suggestions on the conference chnical Sub-Committee has a potentially much broader role, and that is, I would

question which will assist in focusing the Committee's attention in ccncrete te suggest one of giving advice on orgenizational aspects of the international

as to the objectives, the necessary preparstory work and so forth for the conéer" rganlzatlon of outer gpace activities.

The establishment of a special working group of the whole will, in our view, gr Let me take up first the question of remote sensing. Australia is in favour

facilitate our addressing ourselves to these matters in a direct manner, and the development of the fullest internationel co-operation in the expansion of

therefore my delegation supports the proposal made jointly by Austria and India this new technology. We believe that such co-operation is the only practical

We hope that at the current sesgion of this Committee a firm step will béﬁ means of ensuring that the interests of the developing countries in the application

taken in formulating a positive recommendation for a decision by the General ; the technology are met. Both the legal and the organizational aspects of the

Assembly along the lines indicated in document A/AC,105/L.8hL. evelopment of remote sensing networks must be considered with a view to

stablishing a system that meets the needs of the developing countries.

Finally, I should like to express the continued support of my delegaiion;
' Looking at the results of the scientific Sub-Committee's discussions, I would

concerning the necessity to increase the budgetary sppropriations for the :
feel that they have given us some very clear guidelines on the sort of

rganizational frameworks that perhaps might be established with a view to

:adhieving these desirsble ends. When we look at the Scientific and Technical

United Nations Programme on Space Applications..

Mr, XKEVIN (Australia): I have asked to speak for two reasons; first,

to offer some comments on the report of the Scientific and Technical Sub~Commitf Ub Committee's report we see in paragraph 27 (iii) that the Sub-Committee has

and, secondly, to introduce to the Committee the blue-print document that hcs jus xpressed the hope that countries planning to set up remote sensing stations would

been distributed. associate with them data storage, data dissemination and training facilities that

First of all, some comments on the report of the Scientific and Technical ‘could be made available on reasonsble terms to other countries in their regions.

Sub-Committee., As we stated in the general debate, we were very pleased with the :Mbreover the scientific Sub-Committee felt that

work of the Sub-Committee this year. We ourselves were particularly glad that "oountries contemplating the establishment of stations might ... abt an

for the first time this year we were able to.send a scientific administrator and early stage in their planning consult with other countries in their region

censequently my own delegation was able to take rather more part in the discussio in order to examine the feasibility of setting up such stations on a basis

of regional collsboration ...". (A/AC.105/150, para. 27)

of scientific, technical and organizational questions than in previous years.
Indeed, when one looks st the record of the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committe
discussions and recommendations in the field of remcte sensing one wonders whethén
one might not expand the title of that Sub-Committee. One might perhaps call it
"the Scientific, Technical and Organizational Sub-Committee™, because it is very

clear that thot Sub-Committee is covering important organizaitional ground.




AW
¥&/ jo A/AC.105/PV.153 TP A/AC.105/PV.153
_ 52

51
(Mr. Kevin, Australia)

(Mr. Kevin, Australia)

For our part we will be willing to examine means of offering practical

assistance,if and when a receiving station is established in Australia,
We believe that details of the optimal

Moreover, the Sub~-Committee expressed the view that countries setting

up receiving stations should endeavour now to co-operate to the maximum
to countries of our own region.

and with other United Nations bodies and specialized agencies, and that they fﬁrm of international co-operation in this field are dependent to a large
stent on evolving technology.

study by the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee of this matter.

T turn now to the second main topir of the Scientific and Technical

extent feasible with the United Nations, w%th its regional economic commissions

should operate their stations in such a manner as to maximize their contribution: Therefore, We support the continued close

to scientific research concerning problems of a global nature. Moreover, in

subparagraph 27 (x) "the Sub-Comrittee felt that it would be extrerely useful to
gub-Committee, the United Nations space epplications Programme and the

question of co .ordination. Australia supports the Programme, budgeted at

centres on the proposed scope of the centres and the schedule for commissioning $ US 110,000 for the next financial year. BSo far as co-ordinetion is concerned,
them ye have been very interested in the proposals that have been made, both at

f the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee and at this

have reports from countries that had established national centres

on their experience with these centres, and from countries planning to establish

Now, I have only singled out subparagraphs (iii), (iv) and (x)} of paragraph ihe last meeting o :
of the Sub-Committee's report, but I suggest that we already have here a remarkabl meeting. We still do not consider that a case has been made out for the
degree of international consensus, at least in the Scientific and Technical establishment of a permanent United Nations space agency, but we do support
Sub-Committee, on the sort of organizational lines along which we should be {he establishment on & permenent basis of a special committee of ACC or,

nt programme committee

Pakistan and
ub-

proceeding. We are not operating in a legal vacuum. We are operating according alternatively, the proposal which was submitted for a joi
ained in the paper of Austria, Belgium, Egypt, India, Kenya,

neluded as an annex to the Seientific and Technical 5

to a generally established legal framework, that of the Outer Space Treaty. ‘as cont

‘Romania, which was i
Committee's report.
_ should provide adequate co-ordination.

Finally, I should like to take up the questio
Here I have a number of points o

y inclined to

Admittedly it needs to be refined, but this is not to say that we should not
be proceeding at the same time with progress in developing an appropriate We believe that for the time being this sort of approach
international organization of remote sensing.

If I might just refer to the work of the Legal Sub~Cormittee briefly, we

n of the possible United

Wations conference on space applications.
meke. PFirst of all, on the procedural level, we are rathe
posal of the representatives of Austria and India t

corsider that a promising apprcach t6 the rroblem of national sovereignty, which is

being handled in thaet Sub-Committee, is that of seeking to establish a principle of
o set up

privileged access to imegery for the sensed State. I recall that this approach favour the pro

parent committee. And our reason is the

a working group answerable to the
nce, it will have to transcend

If it is to be a useful confere
Tt will have to look gt the area

was suggested by the delegation of Canada. This would remove much of the concern

of States over the potential commercial value of information or the misuse of following.
. scientific and organizational questions.
and this includes legal aspects, we believe.
v on the

information about their natural resources derived from this source.

As we made clear, we believe that the practical guarantee of the legal : of space applications as a whole,
ust briefly refer to the terms of the Australian repl

right of national sovereignty is the establishment of better regional and Tf T could j
ce, we suggested, that the principal

international co-ordination of receiving-station establishments. We believe question of the conferen
that the decision of the Economic Commission for Africa to establish a regional objective of such a conference should be the discussion and dissemination of

information asbout the demonstrated res

space technology applicable to developin

ults and practical applications of

centre to serve African countries is a very good one, which might be examined by
g countries. Ve felt that the

the other reaional econcnic commissions.
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(Mr. Kevin, Australia)

(Mr. Kevin, Australia)

topics for the conference could include the legal problems of using space Now it seems to me that those are a1l the kinds of issues which we are
3

king about here in the area of space applications. They suggest for the

onference on gecience and Technology that there should be a limited number of
and that these should be defined as problem areas

such as sovereignty; machinery for launching, operating and receiving data

from vehicles; environmental monitoring and the development of natural resourcesg:
3

bject areas, namely five,

education and communications. These are afi very broad subjects that go beyong
vith socio-economic implications, thet can be solved utilizing science and

the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee's mandate. We think it would be useful

echnology” that they should require an integrated and interdisciplinary approach
and an interagency approach: that they shoul
at of all countries: and that they should be clearly delineated

therefore, to have a working group to meet just prior to the convening of the
d have clear relevance to the problems

Scientific and Technieal Sub-Committee, answerable to the parent Committee,

of developme

Now my delegation is a little bit disappointed that we have not had more

and limited in scope.
o me that space applications would be a very strong candidsate
And I think the question we should

discussion of the substance of the issues pertaining to a conference at this

It seems
for being one of these five subject areas.
5 is whether space applications will get a proper hearing if it is

In other words, are we perhaps velegating ourselves

meeting of the Outer Space Committee. We would have liked to see a little more

discussion of the very interesting paper which was prepared by the Secretary-
General (A/AC.105/142/84d.2) on the United Nations Conference on Science

and Technology and how it might relate to our own interest in a space

k ourselve

exeluded from that Conference.
rns of science and technology if we do not make an

the periphery of conce
attempt to have our subject included in that Conference.
. yes, we should have our own conference becsuse

applications conference,

Reading through that document, T am struck by the remarkable appropriateness

1t is all very well to say,

in that wey our subject has more prominence.
ject more prominence by ineluding it as one of these

ntext of the Conference

of some of the issues involved in that projected Conference on Science snd

But is this necessarily true? Are

Technology to ocur own subject., If I may jJjust pick out some of the salient

we not perhaps giving our sub

points in this document, the Science and Technology Conference is going to

five key areas that are going to be talked about in the co
My delegation has no fiym views on this question,
d be thought about

be recommending the adoption of concrete decisions on ways and means of applying
‘on Science gnd Technology?

‘but we think it is & question that should be posed and shoul
g our subject the greatest service by opting

science and technology in establishing a new international economic order; the

adoption of effective means for the utilization of scientific and technological

very seriously: whether we are doin

ibr s conference in isolation or by opting for its incor

potential in the solution of the problems of development of national, repional and

poration within

~lobal si nificance and the provision of instruments of co-operation to developing

countries in the utilization of science and technology for solving socio-economic: this broader framework.

problems that cannot be solved by individual action.

The agenda includes science and technology for development; new science and
technology aimed at overcoming obstacles to development; mechanisms for the
exchange of scientific and technological information; promotion of co-operation

among developing countries and the role of developed countries.
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(Mr. Kevin, Australia)

(Mr, Kevin, Australia)

. .. . 1 in that report, a number of
I have jiv-; one further remark in that regard, and it is the following: T as the Chairman correctly points out in a T

. ] ] ) . o
ncepts were subject to detailed examination, and cerxtsan common elements wer
co

beund in the three drafts submitted and in the views expressed; and these
On the other hand, there were a number of issues on

note that the Committee on Science and Technology will be considering the draft

resolution I have described here at its third session, to be held from 2 to
’fcommon elements are listed.

L yhich there were substantial differences of approach, and obviously these

So what I have tried to do in paragraph k is

20 February. Our own session of the Sciéntific and Technical Sub-Committee will
be held in ifarch and April. This means that it would be open to us to meke some

.' present two separate categories,

inguiries of the Committee on Science and Technology for Development as to how L.
to divide up the tasks of the Legal Sub-Committee -- to suggest a division of

it would view the incorporation of the space applications item as one of its key

' . : ; iti i ienced at the
problem areas, if we decided on that. If we were to send such a letter to the . tasks which might approximate to the realities which we exper

Committee on Science and Technology for Development, we might be able to have a previous session.

Hence in subparagraph 4 (a} we would request the Legal Sub-Committee to continue

reply in time for our own meeting of the working group on the space applications .
n of the legal implications of remote sensing of the earth

its detailed consideratio
taking into account the various views of States expressed on the

conference, and this might be a useful piece of documentation for us.

I should like %o turn now to the working paper which my delegation has just from space,

: : ; i international
submitted. The purpose of this working paper is to suggest possible language subject, including views advanced in proposals for draft inte

for the section of Our report dealing with the report of the legal Sub-Committee : instruments. .
- Now, I might add that there are three words there - '"views advanced in
necluded

and the mandate of the lLegal Sub-Committee for next year. We have no

. \ . . . . - b deliberately i
pretensions as to the ultimete value of this document; it is put forward simply which were not in the original mandate, and they have been

here in order to make it clear that under subparagraph b (a) I would envisage that we
In other

as a basis for argument -- as something on which some of us might like to focus
would be talking about legal implications and views and opinions.
of issues that were identified in

our arguments,
words , we would be talking about the sort
paragraph € of the report of the Chai rmen of Working Group ITI.

T have suggested that we would proceed to the drafting of

I think the situation we want to avoid is the situation that the
representative of Egypt has warned us of -~ namely, that if we do not define the

mandate of the Sub-Committee on remote sensing more precisely, we might very In subparagraph 4 (b)

as of the subject where common

well have a repetition of what happened last year: that is to say, a very long legal principles in regard to those particular are

And here we would be
aph T of the

and rather useless procedural debate as to what we should be doing. elements in the views of States have been identified.

What T have tried to do in this draft working paper is to set out as talking about the sorts of subjects which are identified 1n paragr

report of the Chairman of Working Group III.

Finally, in paragraph 5 I have expressed a view, which I think ha
k]

regarding the need for co-ordination of the work of the two

recisely as possible, in paragraphs 1 and 2, the position that w hed .
P Y P s P grap. s P G & as reac:ine s been a faa.rly

earlier this year. In paragraph 3 I have tried to suggest a consensus view on
widespread view here,

how we all might see the role of the legal framework governing remote sensing. ‘
this particular case, that the Legal Sub-Committee shoutd

Committees; and in
take full account of the discussions and recommendations concerning
nsing, as contained in paragraphs 27-29 of

And I might add at this point that I was very impressed by the remarks of the

representative of Kenya.

organizational aspects of remote se
the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee's report.

As T said. I have put this forward as a basis for consideration and
n we come to draft

In paragraphs 4 and 5 I have tried to specify with greater precision than
was possible with the wording used last year what we may be doing in the Legal
Suwb-Committee at its next session. In drafting this blueprint, I have tried to
adhere very closely to the language that appears in the report of the Legal discussion, in the hope that it may prove useful whe
Sub-Committee, and in particular in annex III, the report of the Chairman of our report later in the weelk.

Working Group IIT on remote sensing.
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Mr. CHRISTIANI (Austria): I apologize for speaking again this

afternoon, but I should like to make a few brief comments in answer to the
representative of the Soviet Union concerning the question of the space
conference and the proposals submitted by the representative of India and my

L

delegation. \

Of course, I stand to be corrected if I am mistaken, but I recall his two"
remarks as being the following: first, why should this question be put on the
agenda of the main Committee rather than on the agenda of the Scientific and
Technical Sub-Committee, when it could be discussed in btoth Committees; and,
gecondly, we should discuss the conference, but there does not seem to be
any necessity for establishing a subsidiary body.

I will try to answer the questions individually, but before doing so perha;
T might be permitted to make a remark of a more general nature.

I do not wish to prejudge the views of representatives on the matter -- an

in passing, I

indicated the

might say that the representative of the Soviet Union has not

whenever over the years the Outer Space Committee has taken up & proposal

which perhaps was the basis then for concrete action, there have been basically

two ways open to the Committee:

to prepare studies of various kinds, or to set up an ad hoc subsidiary body.
Wow, in the present circumstances, we already took the first step last
year, and the Secretary-General has sent out a questionnaire. Of course, I am
the first one to admit -- and we have admitted this in the Scientific and
Technical Sub-Committee --- that the number of answers was certainly not
overwhelming; but this, I think, is a sort of common phenomenon in the United

Nations, with a few exceptions. I think -- and many delegations hold the

same view -- that those answers should not be construed as not being representative

I think the answers were a fairly good cross-section, and the overwhelming

majority of them were in favour of a conference.

But we do not even want to go into that, because with our modest proposal

we do not intend to prejudge the outcome but Just to have us move a step forward;

and I think it is in keeping with our Committee's reputation for seriousness to
move a step forward on a matter on which there are of course divergences of

opinion, but which is 2 serious one.

stand of his delegation on the matter itself —- but I think that,’

to ask the Secretariat or the Secretary-General

A/AC.105/PV.153
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(Mr. Christiani, Austria)

Wow I come directly to the guestions asked and the statement made by the
}epresentative of the Soviet Union. Of course, the confer?nce could be
‘giscussed in the main Committee without having & separate item. That goes
ﬁithout saying. But I submit, with all respect, that past experience ?as shown
_%hgtg if we want seriously to consider a mattgr, we could better O?gaHIZE, or
‘gtreamline, or whatever you want to call it, our discussion by hav1ng”a
separate item. We have not proposed having an item "Space conference f
-ﬁecause this again could be construed as prejudging the question: the item

i1 Pl
' i i we <0 nov have a
‘should read "Question of convening a conference, ". If

'éeparate item, of course, I must stress here, neithexr the delegation of
India nor my own delegation is wedded to any specific proposal, as long as

‘some progress is made. So, if we 40 not have a separate item, of course

. . £
‘to put the example of the first Conference on record ~- if we are serious abou

the guestion of whether or not to have a conference we should discuss 1t

.seriously and we feel that it can be discussed seriously only if there 1is a

" separate item on the agenda. ' i
Now, why take it away from the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee?

I think the representative of Australia has taken the words out of my mouth.

| i it i . al
. He has given the main reason for 1t, and we have stated it in our gener

We think that the scope of a possible

statements in April and now.
| conference should go beyond the scope of the Scientific and Technical

Sub-Committee. It should have a broad interdisciplinary approach,

encompassing or putting on the same level or even giving special emphasis

to the legal questions, and this, of course, goes beyond the scope cof the

Secondly, we have two very

Seientific and Technical Sub-Committee. -
important items on the agenda of the Secientific and Technical Sub--Committee:
We feel that the

remote sensing and the Programme on Space Applications.

Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee would then be freed to devote more

time to a more thorough discussion of those two items.

it can be discussed, but we are afraid -.- and it is for this purpose that we tried




A/AC.105/PV.153
62

NR/jaf

(Mr. Christiani, Austria)

Furthermore, the representative of the Soviet Union has said that we

could discuss the conference but there is no necessity for an auxiliary

body. To that I should like to reply as follows. First of all, the working

group that is envisaged in our joint propdsal should be an ad hoc working
group. We discussed the question of the proliferation of auxiliary bodies
two years ago at some length, and my delegation was among those that

cautioned against the proliferation of auxiliary bodies. On the other hand,

auxiliary bodies are, in our view, necessary for the study of a question in depth

We do not feel that we could possibly discuss this question next year without

having a paper --- not a paper prepared by the Secretary-~General, soliciting

10 more answers instead of 26, but a paper prepared by the delegations themselve

by an augmented working group. Otherwise it does not seem possible to us to
make an intelligent judgement, first of all, on whether or not to have a
I cannot see, for our part,

conference., I think that is the first question.

how we can make a judgement on the scope of the conference and whether the
aim is strong enough to warrant such a conference, I do not see how we can
discuss and decide on this gquestion, without having a comprehensive paper

before us. Again, I cannot see how such a paper can be prepared without the

aid of an ad hoc working group.
Now, the representative of the Soviet Union has rightly referred to the
financial implications, and my delegation is always to be found among those
that are very conscious of costs. With your permission, Mr. Chairman, I

would submit a question to the Secretariat and I hope this quegtion can be
answered either tomorrow or the day after. We should like a rough estimate

of the costs for a one-week session of such a body, without records -- I

feel that the working group would not need any records —- with interpretation, oF

perhaps not even with interpretation for all five days of the week but perhaps

only at the beginning and at the end when the paper is finalized, and with a
translation into the official languages of the paper, which in my view would

I submit --- of course, without knowing
If we decide to

be only twe . three or four pages.
the answers -- that the costs could not be overvhelming.

have a conference, I think that the financial implications would be of

A/AC.105/PV.153
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(Mr. Christiani, Austria)

gnitude than the modest implications of seriously
So T submit, with all due respect, that

considering

“much greater ma
gn.important question in this way.

.ﬁisnmtter should not prevent us from seriously congidering such

rks, I should like to say that our
Without having the benefit so

Tn concluding this part of my rema
roposal was intended to be a modest one.

£ knowing from all countries where they stand on %
nd we do not want to prejudge the

he conference itself,

far o
ve know the divergencies of opinion a
We only want to give the main Committee the means to make

question itself.

an intelligent judgement.
T should like to add one or two sentences on the statement by the

I would agree with much of what he says. I

répresentative of Australia.

do not think that we should put the question in an absolute way -- whether to

ications in the Conference on Science and Technology or to

include space appl

Tt should not, in our view, be a question of
We even think that
ce could be

ace conference later on. So I
f -- that we

have another conference.
feither -or'. It should be a question of both.

including the question of space applications in this Conferen

‘an excellent preparation for a larger sp

think - and I hope that this approach might commend itsel

‘should not talk about whether to inelude it in that Conference or to have

‘another conference. In our opinion, both are possibilities, and &

ce could immensely benefit from a discussion of these questions

'space conferen
in a different body.

statement of Australia.

Those were the remarks I wanted to make about the
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(Mr. ven Brusselen, Belgium)

Mr. VAN BRUSSELEN (Belgium) (interpretation from French):
are two sections of the report of the Seientific and Technical Sub
on vwhich I should like to make some brief comments,

There

~Committee

e, and
commendation seems to my delegation to be of great importance,
'Thls re

. hope that our Committee will give it special attention.
but for the time being

(] n =)

work that
Jalegation entirely supports this Progremme as well as the
‘deleg
recommendations contained in the report of the Scientific and Technieal

d 3

e number of
ome years and has certainly given very good results. A larg
S
by the Sub-Committee on page 12.

for

to their
organizing or welcoming
e Sub-Comittee SEVS That 1t would be ountrles have participated directly either by g

1lity of util Y y v to
plore the feasibilit . scholarships. But it seems

| izing exist fterr:.tor study groups snd seminars or by giving

” DIl ilizi isting facilities and

S50 . g 3

or some years now we have found in the report of the Scientific and TzczzlcaL
‘Sub-Committee a paragraph that is similar if not identical to paragrap
o ent A/AC.105/150. | -
e i e o,

little become organize

;;:i222121r:t11t1iZflianur view, a sign of a certain lack ?f authzfltz Ojaz?e i:rt
;of our Committee, which apparently cannot go beyond a prev1ous%y ;:iiois e
iwe should ask ourselves whether it is truly, as was sugg?steé 1ihi o
:a uestion of a lack of interest. I am struck by something 1? aze P
.re;ort devoted to the 1976 Programme, and that is the suggestlzzcz e
:Secretary—General that he draw the attention ?f Member St:z:zn o e

the questionnaire of 19 August 197k, In passing,my deleg

1 do not
if that were not to be the case,

i ext year, and if

& larger number of replies n

i rest.
believe that it would be because of a jack of inte

H -] Tl g

i i IIJB.tt er:
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{Mr. van Brusselen, Belgium)

Mr. LINDENBERG SETTE (Brazil), Rapporteur: I should like to thank

"It is the view of my delegation that participation and co~opera$iég representatlve of Australia for the draft paragraphs that he has suggested

from the developing countries will not be readily fortheoming in the absen for inclusion in the report. They do bring up a question that I tried to raise

of adequate information. It has been\implied in these discussions that rore the Committee last week, and I shall raise it again, perhaps in &

poor response to the questionnaire drafted last year 1s due to the Tact h alightly different form, seeking the guidance of the members of the Committee,

the developing countries were probably not interested. I should like to's and of you, Mr. Chairmen.

Tike the members of the Committee, I have not had an opportunity to study

that, for the developing countries, the problem is by and large one of

inadequate co-ordinated information; ...7. (17th meeting, ». 82) the paper presented by the delegation of Anstralia with all the attention

I believe that this leads me to the proposal made by the representative 9. hat it deserves, but it seems to contain two different types of material.

Egypt, which no doubt, Mr. Chairman, you would rather have discussed under the aragraphs 4 and 5, T suspect, are in the nature of proposed decisions by

item entitled "Other matters". I shall return to it at that time. he Committee, while paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 geem to be paragraphs of a reporting

I also wonder whether this year or next year we should not decide to inclﬁ

on the agenda of ouwr Committee an iten which could be entitled "Programme of As T have said, I welcome the initiative of any delegation in putting forward

s of this kind on matters cn which they feel strongly. I would suggest that
ems should also put them forward.

United NWations assistance in the field of the application of space technologf

roposal
A debate on this item could be held not at the level of one of the sub—commlttge ther delegations having proposals on obher it
If the Cormittee does not guide me otherwise, I would consider myself relieved

on which delegations have

but in the plenary meetings, and that could probably be the beginning of a

solution. If this were not the case or if no agreement were arrived at to enabl of the duty of presenting my own drafts on points

ubmitted proposals, with the proviso that, while not trying in any way to interfere

£ draft decisions or draft recommendations which are not within

a detailed study by our Committee of a revision of the Programme, my delegatio

would consider this as a bad sign. in the matter o

T should like now to deal with the United Nations conference on space ny province at all, I could feel free to propose amendments to those drafis that

applications. My delegation is in favour of the convening of this conference an
has already informed the Secretary-General of thiz. I should like to thank the
Secretariat for having presented document A/AC.105/1h2/Ad4.2, which describes the

;are presented by delegations in cases where there might be factual
“inaccuracies or possibly not enough balance or with respect to minor
drafting matters.

As T have said, I am in the hends of the Committee.
and if the Committee feels that I should proceed in a different manner, I would

situation, at least on the basis of the information now available. This is my first reaction,
I must confess, after a first study, that this document has the merit of
strengthening the opinion of my delegation that it is necessary, if a conferencé_ be most grateful to be SO instructed by the Committee.
is to be held, to organize it separately from the one envisaged by the Economic 8
Social Council. Many delegations have not yet taken a position with respect to
this conference, nor have they expressed themselves with regard to the
advisability of organizing it or with regard to the items that should appear on
its agenda. That is why my delegetion welcomes the publication of document
A/AC.105/L.84, submitted jointly by Austria and India. We hope that the Committee
will take the decision to create a working group so that its first meeting may

take place next spring.
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vr, KEVIN (Australia): I should like to apologize to the Rapporteur

if I have been guilty of any discourtesy towards him in putting forward this
paper. vhat I was trying to do was simg%y to provide a chopping board on which
ve wight focus our argument - which quite obviously is still a very lively
argument .- about what the Legal Sub-Committee might do in the forthcoming year,
It was very far from my mind to attempt to do a job of rapporteurship, as it
were. I was simply trying to put forward a working blueprint on which we might
focus our argument. Ve have not yet solved the problem. 4s our Rapporteur
correctly pointed out, paragraphs 4 and 5 are of a policy nature -— indeed,
very much so. I felt that by setting down some suggested sentences on paper
we might be able to identify just where the common ground of this Comittee on
the topic lay.

That was the sole and total object of my delegation in putting forward this

paper.

¥r, LINDENBERG SETTE (Brazil), Rapporteur: I should like to explain
to the representative of Australia that I do not at all resent the help he

has given me and the Committee. I do understand that the initial paragraphs
are a necessary lead-in to and explanation of the paragraphs that are of
a policy nature, as he described it.

All I was saying was that it seemed unnecessary to duplicate drafts
that had already been put before the Committee. If members submit these kinds of
documents for the Committee's consideration, I shall let them stand as drafts
proposed for that part of the report, making observations of my own if I have any

within my sphere of competence.

The CHATRMAN: Before I adjourn the meeting, I should like to ascertain
the Committee’s views on our schedule of work from tomorrow. I understand from
the Becretariat that at tomorrow morning's meeting lir. Muller, from the Office '
for Inter-Agency Affairs and Co-ordination, will be available to0 answer questions

that were put to him this morning. We shall then resume our consideration of

ECT/ k8 A/AC.lO?réPV.lSB

(The Chairman)

agenda item b (a) and (v). I assume that we shall need only one further
ﬁeeting ..~ that is, tomorrow morning'’s meeting —- to cover the ground that we
have not yet covered. In that case, we should be able to consider item 5,
‘bther matters', tomorrow afternoon. I hope to be able by that time to report
to the Committee on the reaction of the Committee on Conferences concerning
certain matters that have been brought to their notice. I think that we shall
ﬁeed only one meeting to deal with agenda item 5 -~ at least that has
proved to be possible in the past. We could then begin consideration of the
Committee's report on Wednesday morning, if the Rapporteur will be able by then
to provide some portions of the report. In accordance with our tradition, we
shall consider our report in closed meetings.

If I hear no objection to that proposed schedule, I shall take it that the

Committee agrees to it.

Mr. VELLODI (Indis): I am in agreement with the schedule you have

. suggested, Mr. Chairmen. I would merely ask this: Under agenda item 5,

- "Other matters", we have one issue to discuss -- that is, the venue of

the sessions of the Legal Sub-Committee. Can you, Sir, or the Secretary of the
Committee indicate whether any other matters are likely to come up under item 57
That information would help delegations to prepare for the discussion, by

referring to previous documentation, and so forth.

The CHAIRMAN: As the representative of India has said, one matter is

the venue of the sessions of the Legal Sub-Committee. There is another guestion

that has been put before the Committee ~. that is, the request of the Huropean

Broadeasting Union for observer status. Our consideration of that question 1is,

hovever, contingent on the conclusion of the consultations that have been gging

on and that may perhaps make it possible for us to take a decision on the matter.
The Secretary of the Committee wishes now to ansver a question put to him

by the representative of Austria.
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Mr. RODINSON (Secretary of the Committee): The representative of

Austria asked for information on the possible financial implications of the
holding of meetings of an ad hoc working group one'week before the session of
the Seientific and Technical Sub--Comaittee. The Office of Conference Services
has informed us that if the proposed working group were to meet from
15 to 19 larch with interpreters but no records the services could be proveded
by the permanent staff of the United Nations Secretariat with no additional
financial implications.

As a matter of procedure, however, if this Committee decided that such
meetings of a working group should be scheduled, it would have to send that

decision in writing to the Committee on Conferences, which is now in session.

The meeting rose at 5.50 p.m.




