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Mz, __GOLDBERG (United States of Americs 2) welcomed ths general agreement
that the treaty should include a provision designed to avoid contamination of

celestial bodies and adverse changes in the cnviromment or the earth res ulting

from the return of extra-terrestrial mnatter and that the US

willing teo include th

repvresentative was
> esgence of article 10 of the United States text in the
draft treaty. The United states

o

delegation, in its Turn fully aupported

Gicle VIII ol the Soviet draft and considered that some of the amendients vut

%t be included in it. It intended

ct

0 submit a working paver

in which it had tried +o merge article 10 of its draft and article VIII of the

Oovietd

of the questions dealt with in the two

texts was still

scientific study. Consultations were belng conducted

zuniect, particularly thraough the COSPAR Consultative Groun.

Care must

be taken, however, not to establish too rigia procedures, which might hindew

NNQFQZOV (Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics) assured the

revresentative of Japan that the Soviet Union s willing to provide for two

tynes of information in the trecty. The first type would concern activities

undertaken on celegtial bodies and would be communicated voluntarily to the
fa

secretary-General of +the Uni ted Nations, the international scientific community

and the vublic in general. The second type, which was dealt with in article VIII

of the Soviet draft treaty, was of a special nature, different from that of the

the Secretary-CGeneral.,
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The CHAIRMAN said that the text of the proposal submitted by the

representative of the United Arab Republic would be circulated as a working paper

and discussed in the working group. He invited the Sub-Committee to take up the

question of the settlement of disputes, which was the subject of article 11 of the
United States draft and article X of the Soviet draft.

Mr. DELEAU (France) considered it essential that a multilateral treaty of
that type should include a procedure for the binding settlement of disputes. The
Soviet text, which referred only to a customary practice, was altogether
insufficient in that respect, whereas the United States text, which recognized the
competence of the International Court of Justice in the matter, was satisfactory.

It might also be stated that the parties might agree on some other means of binding
settlement.

Mr, MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that, when the

French representative specified what improvements he wished to be made, he himself
would consider the possibility of amending the text of the Soviet draft article X
in order to make it acceptable to all. However, there was no need to go so far as
to mention in that article all the means for the settlement of disputes which were
enumerated in the Charter of the United Nations.

He was also prepared to give favourable consideration to the proposal that
disputes relating to the interpretation and application of the treaty should be

referred to the International Court of Justice, subject to the consent of all
parties concerned.

Mr. DARWIN (United Kingdom) said that he agreed with the observations of
the French representative and expressed his preference for the United States draft,
which provided the assurance that a judgement binding on the parties could be
obtained. However, his delegation would also be able to accept an alternative
procedure which provided the same assurance and was equally satisfactory, if it had

the support of the Sub-Ccmmittee.

Mr. Krishna RAO (India) recalled that in 1958, in connexion with the

Conventions on the law of the sea, the States Parties to the Conventions had been

given the option of signing or not signing a separate protocol; the same had been

true of the Vienna Conventions of 1961 and 1963. India had accepted without
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(M, MoTOZOV, USSR)

of universality was not yet a fachk, and the pressd + gituation, as wall as the

evrors comaltved certain 4 4o be boragé In mind,

’-Jo

[

woadered what the attitude o° the Secretariat would be if, as in

that paragraphs L and o of ardticle XL of the Soviet draft

o guestion

@y vy o
[RINRGRV HRNS

the wrovisic

sa international instrument bl ding uoon all

the Sub-Commit

kd 4

nsidayation tne following worniag and not begin

U
!

+ would then

its consideration of bne drait bresty article




