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The meeting was called to order at 11.45 a.m. 

PREPARATION' FOR THE UNITED NATIONS CONFERENCE ON THE EXPLORATION AND PEACEFUL 

USES OF OUTER SPACE 

The CHAIRHAN: The Committee is meeting this morning to consider 

a8enda item 6 in its capacity as the Preparatory Committee for the United Nations 

Conference on the Exploration and Peaceful Uses of Outer Space. As members are 

aware, the Horking Group on .the Conference has in recent days held a number of 

meetines, under the chairmanship of the representative of India, Mr. Yash Pal, 

and I shall now call first on him to introduce the report of the Working Group 

to the Committee. 

Mr. YASH PAL (India): The Working Group has held several meetings 

and it has, we believe, been able to accomplish a great deal of work, some of 

which was done by the Drafting Group which was set up under the chairmanship of 

the representative of Brazil, Mr. Garcia. That part of the work which, I believe, 

has just been finished this morning could probably be taken up directly in 

the Preparatory Committee, under your chairmanship, Mr. Chairman, so that 

there might not be any need for the Working Group to meet again. 

With regard to our report, we have not yet had the opportunity to 

have it reproduced in the various languages in final form, but I am informed 

by the Secretariat that this will be done by tcmorrow. 

Briefly, we have a working document (A/AC.105/L.115), which was discussed 

yesterday. In that document, which was distributed to members, the 

following amendments have been made. It was agreed that we recommend that the 

Conference be called the Second United Nations Conference on the Exploration and 

Peaceful Uses of Outer Space - and so the word "Second" is now reflected in 

this draft. 
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(Mr. Yash Pal. India) 

On page 3, the important thing on which we had a great deal of discussion 

and finally arrived at a consensus is paragraph 18 containing the general 

description of the agenda. The paragraph rE>ads as follows: 
11 The agenda should be broad enoui:;h to encompass all the 

considerations set out above and permit discussion of scientific, 

technical, social, economic, organizational and other relevant 

aspects and their interrelationship." 

In the Working Group, we reached a consensus on that paragraph. 
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(Mr. Yash Pal, India) 

On page 4, in subparagraph (b) under heading 3, after the words ;;Consideration 

of reports on the activities of the United Nations" we have added the words 

", including its specialized agencies ... "; the balance of the subparagraph 

remains as in the earlier document. 

It was decided by the Working Group, and is reflected in this document, 

that the paragraph which was included in the earlier documents about the final 

report ought to appear here. It has been included as paragraph 20 which 

begins: 

"The Conference could prepare a report to the General Assembly 

on its work, which might include its recommendations on conclusions 

The language is taken from what had already been agreed to and appeared in earlier 

reports of the Committee. 

On page 5, it is made clear that, as in earlier documents, the dates 

mentioned here are only applicable on the assumption that the Conference will 

be held in the second half of 1982. Those dates could be amended, when we 

agree on the date on which the Conference ought to be held. 

The square brackets that we had introduced on page 6 of the draft in 

the first paragraph have been removed, because there has been a consensus 

on the Bureau of the Conference which appears on page 6 of document A/AC.105/1.115. 

Subparagraph (k) has been added at the top of page 6 and reads: 

"The specialized agencies of the United Nations should be invited 

to make appropriate contributions to the preparation of papers and 

studies referred to under B (1) (c)." 

Under the section entitled "Form of the Conference", we have a paragraph 

that was agreed to and there is another paragraph which was at the bottom of the 

agenda section in the report of the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee, but 

which the Working Group decided would be more appropriate in this section. That 

paragraph begins: 

"The review of programmes, presentation of national/international 

programmes, results of scientific experiments, etc., . should not consun:e 
II 
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(Mr. Yash Pal. India) 

Next there should be a paragraph under "Ceiling for cost of the Conference". 

This was discussed by the Drafting Group a while ago, and I suppose that a 

paper on it will be presented a little later directly to the Chairman. 

We then have a very important paragraph at the end on procedure on which 

there was a consensus. It reads: 

"It is proposed that best endeavours be made to ensure that the 

work of the Conference and the adoption of its final report are accomplished 

by general agreement." 

I should say at this point that we have two additional paragraphs that 

were submitted by a number of representatives to be included in the part 

preceding the stateTient of specific items on the agenda. Those paragraphs 

have been reproduced in document A/AC.105/L.115/Add.l. 

That, then, is the work that we have accomplished with great co-operation, 

a great deal of thought and many inventive suggestions from all representatives 

and with special assistance from the Chairman of the Drafting Group and the 

Drafting Group itself which worked in a very clever and supportive way in order 

to reach this stage. 

We do not yet have a specific recommendation on the date and venue. 

We held discussions yesterday afternoon on the question of the date. I do 

not believe that we had time to arrive at a formal consensus. 

If I may for a moment speak as the representative of India, my general 

impression is that 1982 is a date that should be favoured. We favour it and 

it appears that several other delegations would also do so. But we did not 

formally propose that and ask for a consensus at that time, 

so I cannot as Chairman of the Working Group say that we arrived at a consensus 

in 1982. 
I am sorry that we did not get to discuss the question of venue. Huch 

consultation took place; we rcse at 6.15 p.m. yesterday. Speaking again for 

my delegation, we hope that it will be possible to arrive at a solution on that, 

bearing in mind the fact that we could of course hold the Conference at 

Headquarters, but clearly we have a very good invitation still open to us. 
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The CHAIRliAN: I thank the Chairman of the Working Group on the 

Conference for his report and express the Committee 1 s gratitude to him and 

the other members of the Working Group for the work accomplished and for the 

constructive spirit of compromise that prevailed throue;hout its work. 

I call on the Chairman of the Drafting Group who will now kindly 

suppleeent the information provided by the representative of India 

concernin~ questions of a fjnoncial nature. 

n. , };r.T n (-o,.~ zi· 1) • 
• .a. . ,.,, .i... _i \.. £ _ , l. .J.. • ThP Drn.ftinr, Group worked this ncrninr: until 

o. fev minutes ago nnd was able to prepnre a list of nsslJllpticns on which 

th~ 2t·cretariat will do the budgeting. That paper is nou in the hands of the 

Cor:,mittee Secretary for typinr, end distributicn to the members of this 

Committee. 

The CH.l1.r:m.ffirI: I thank the Chairman of the Draftini:; Group for the 

additional information which reflects another area in which ae;reement has 

been reached among delegations, namely, the area of financial implications 

for the Conference. 

I shall now call on representatives who ,rish to r::ake comments on the 

reports from the Horking Group and the Drafting Group to enable us to wind 

up the Corrmitt<:e I s wcrk in its capacity f'..S the Prl"r,r :·dory Corimittee for the 

Ccnference as rapidly as we had envisae;ed. 

Hr. KOSTOV (Bulgaria)(interpretation from Russian) : First of all, 

we should like to thank the Chairman of the Working Group, the representative 

of India 1 Iir. Ya.sh Pal, and the Chair:--r:n of the Drnftinr; Groun, 

Mr. Carlos Moreira Garcia of Brazil ) for their persistent 110rk on one of the 

important agenda iteMs for this session, namely, the holdinG of the Second 

United Nations Conference on the Exploration and Peaceful Uses of Outer Space. 
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Ur. 1(ostov, Bulr;ariaJ 

The positions of States thnt have been set forth in the plenar~r Cc:r:,mittee and 

in the uorkin:::; :::;rou-_ps testify to the fact that, althouch significant proe:;ress 

has been achieved in sol vine questions related to the holding of the 

Conference, none the less there arP. a nu;c1ber of questions that are yet 

unresolved - for example, the c~uestions of venue and len; th of the Conference, 

its financial costs, the form of the final document and so forth. It is hardly 

necessary to en1phasize that all these questions can be settled on the basis of 

reasona"i.:Jle coupromise in li:.:;11.t of the just req_uire;-:1.ents of States. 

In regard to the length of the Conference, our delegation holds with 

the States which insisted that the Conference should not last more 

than t1:o weeks. i;xperience c;ained in boldine; conferences of this kin cl. shows 

that that would be a fully sufficient time, provided that there is c;ood 

organization and that all the necessary facilities and 111aterial base are 

available for brinc;inc; about the optimal solution of the problems facing that 

Conference. i~oreover, we ;:mst ta.!.;:e into account the considerations express eel 

here uith rec;ard to the work-loacl. of the participants, the over·- .burdened 

interr:c:tior:.nl calendar and the financial costs involved. 

Fi th respect to the venue and the date of the Conference O my c1.elecation 0 

as it hes already stated , firmly supports the Soviet Union; s proposal •• namely, 

to hold the Conference in iioscow in Aueust 1982. The fact that one of the 

Fouers most advanced in the conquest of outer space is proposin:::; to act as host 

to the Conference constitutes, in our viev, a sufficient [;Ue.rantee of the 

success of the Conference , and ·,re shoulc. all be 6rateful for that proposal. 

1Th2,t is more 
O 

knowins well the situation in the city of hoscmr and the e.bili ty 

of the competent Soviet bodies to organize such rneetinc;s, and lmowini:; their 

hospitality and readiness to share their experience, my delegation has further 

&,rounds for bein:=; certain the results arrived at that Conference would indeed be 

outstandinc;. 
Spealdnc frankly 

O 
we c',.o not understand the situation in which this Cor,rrnittee 

finds itself uith rec;ard to this question. The Soviet Union •• the first to explore 

and to conquer outer space and which has prepared the ground~ork for outer space 

research - has issued an official invitation to us to hold tGe Ccnference 

in ~cscow. It would s eem that Eembers of the Ccrr.mittee should pay due respect 
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(Mr. Kostov. Bulgaria) 

to such an invitation, especially since there are no other official invitations in 

this regard. I should like representatives to think about this situation. 

The Soviet delegation is 1 in my opinion, entitled to wonder what considerations 

are hidden behind the reluctance of some delegations with regard to the 

matter of accepting that invitation. The international community of course 

expects that the Soviet Union, like other States which have had tremendous 

success in the conquest of outer space, should share its experience with other 

States, and that cculd no doubt best be done if the Conference were held in one of 

those countries. I personally have no doubt that in Moscow we would have all the 

conditions necessary for holding this Conference at the highest professional level. 

1ve welcome the achievement of agreement in the Working Group on the election 

of the President, the Vice-President and the Rapporteur General for this 

Conference in the light of the need to guarantee representation of all regional 

groups comprised by the United Nations. We think that, in accordance with 

established practice, the post of President should be held by the representative 

of the country that is acting as host to the Conference. 

During discussions, considerations were expressed concerning the nature of 

the Conference. We think that the nature of the Conference is defined by the 

goals set for it and by the questions that it must take up. Thus, the 

Conference should be scientific and technical in nature and not diplomatic - not 

forgetting, of course, that it will be held under the aegis of the United Nations. 

It should focus its efforts on the application of space science and technology, 

bearing in mind the needs of all countries, especially those of the developing 

countries. 
a 

Finally, we should like once again to confirm our readiness to meet halfway 

all constructive proposals for the purpose of providing the best possible 

preparation for the Conference and obtaining the optimum results from it. 

Mr. RYCHLEWSKI (Poland) (interpretation from Russian): Our delegation 

with great satisfaction concurs with the gratitude expressed to the Chairmen of 

the ~forking Group and of the Drafting Group who prepared the work that we are 

considering today. We express the hope that the questions that remain may be 

resolved in a spirit of compromise; our delegation will display a flexible 

attitude in this regard. 
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(Mr. Rychlewski, Poland) 

Alln,- me to make one small comment that is purely formal in nature. Our 

delegation listened attentively to the part of the discussion that dealt with 

the financial side of the question of the Conference. We share the views 

expressed concerning the need to adopt a very careful attitude towards the 

calculation of costs. We have today received a working document on the 

financial implications of the Conference. It is a valuable document that 

substantially enriches our understanding of this subject. But there is one 

annoying lacuna. In the introductory part of the text it is stated that 

the document gives various possibilities relating to the duration of the 

Conference, its venue and the number of languages required. 

With regard to the length of the Conference and the languages required, 

the document does indeed deal with the different possibilities that were studied 

in this Committee. Unfortunately, that is not the case with regard to the 

of the Conference. As we understand it, only one invitation has been made 

these meetings, and it came from the Government of the Soviet Union to hold 

Conference in Moscow. Acceptance of that invitation has been supported by 

a number of delegations, including my own, and there have been statements 

indicating that other delegations have a flexible position on the question. 

venue 

at 

the 

But that is not reflected in the document, though there were no other proposals 

made. For the sake of clarity I would say that we are not in favour of 

excluding from this document other possibilities that could be considered in the 

light of resolution 31/140 of the General Assembly. But we should like this 

document to be supplemented by the inclusion of a city that is not a headquarters 

of the United Nations: Moscow. It would be advisable to reissue this document 

and to have it include that supplementary information. That is necessary 

primarily for purely formal reasons in order to reflect what has taken place in 

this Committee. 
At the same time, the question also has its financial aspects. As we 

understand it, from the viewpoint of the United Nations, this alternative of 

another city, Moscow, is apparently not more expensive than New York. A host 

country takes the costs upon itself. Therefore I propose tbat this working 

document - and I understand it is a working document - be reissued and that it 

contain additional information reflecting what has actually taken place in this 

Committee. 
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The CHAIRMAN: I am sure that it will be quite easy to meet the 

request of the representative of Poland. 

Mr. MAiINIG (German Democratic Republic): My delegation shares the 

opinion that the Workine; Group on the Conference has made remarkable progress, 

especially at its meeting yesterday, so a great number of problems have been 

settled. My delegation welcomes this progress. 

In connexion with the venue, my delegation would like to thank the 

delegation of the USSR for its invitation to holcl the Second United Nations 

Conference on the Exploration and Peaceful Uses of Outer Space in Moscow in 

1982. I think it is not necessary to remind representatives that the 

Soviet Union was the first country to send a Sputnik and, later on) the 

first cosmonaut, into space. That means the Soviet Union has great experience 

in this field. I think this Committee should honour those successes by 

accepting the Soviet invitation. 

Furthermore, no other country has declared its readiness to be the host 

of the Conference. Therefore, my delegation holds the view that our Committee 

should decide to hold the Second United Nations Conference on the Exploration 

and Peaceful Uses of Outer Space in Moscow in 1982. 

Proceeding from the great experience of the Soviet Union in the field of 

research work in outer space, my delegation is convinced that Moscow would, as 

the venue of the Conference, offer the best possibilities and conditions for 

fruitful work and a successful outcome of that very important international 

conference. 

The CHAIRMAN: As there are no further comments on the reports of 

Mr. Yash Pal and Mr. Garcia the Committee is now approaching the conclusion of 

its work as the Preparatory Committee for the Conference. In the course of this 

preparatory work we have, as representatives here have stated on numerous 

occasions, made great progress in the preparations for the Conference, and a 

large area of consensus has emerged and is reflected in the papers that the 

Working Group on the Conference has put before the Committee this morning. 

The CoIDillittee has thus to a great extent fulfilled the mandate entrusted 

to it by the General Assembly. Concerning the issues that have been, and indeed 
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(The Chairman) 

still are , before the Committee, it appears that the area of consensus can be 

further supplemented by a definite decision on the date of the Conference, 

2.nd the representative of India has mentioned that it is his feeling .. and it 

is rny feeling too - that the Committee could agree that the Conference should 

be held in 19/J2. 

It is a ma.tter of regret for all of us, I am sure, that in another important 

area of the Committee's preparatory functions we do not yet seem to be able to 

come to an agreement and that the Committee might have to expend further 

common efforts in a constructive spirit, keeping in mind all the proposals 

that have been made on this issue of the venue. However, it seems to be the 

command of political wisdom that for the time being we not recommend a specific 

venue to the General Assembly but ask the Assembly to allow us to come up 

with a recommendation in this regard next year. 

I believe that with a recommendation of this nature concerning the 

preparation of the Conference, we might, while not fully implementing the commands 

of the Assembly, still come up with a large number of constructive proposals and 

then be able next year completely to fulfil the mandate the Assembly has given 

this Cornmi ttee. 

If this tentative summing-up meets with the agreement of the Committee, I 

believe we can conclude our consideration of agenda item 6 in our capacity as 

Preparatory Committee for the Conference. 

It was so decided. 

Mr. KOLOSSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian) : The Chairman of the Working Group, Mr. Yash Pal, has mentioned that 

almo t meeti·ng of the Workin~ Group there was issued an s at the very end of the u 
the Group said would be printed 

addendum to the Working Group's document ' which 
p 1 h that addendum will be 

aua distributed. I should like to ask Mr. Yash a wen 
dist""i'buted ·tt wi'll discuss it, and how it will be adopted. 

,I, , whether this Cornnn ee 
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~Jr. YASH PAL (India): I had thou~ht that the docm1ent had been 

distributed alre2.dy. The docur..ent contains two para0raphs which were subraitted 

yesterday by the representatives of Indonesia, Pakistan ancl. Ronania. They read 

as follmTs: 

nThe Conference shoulc'l contribute towards the orderly growth of 

space c.ctivities favourc.ble to socio-econoI!lic advancer.1ents of T!lankind 

and in particular to the peoples of the developinc countries throu,r•;h 

the creation and reinforcement of national capacities. 

"The Conference should e.lso stimulate and enhance the co-ordinatin,3 

role of the United Nations which is eI!linently suited to brine about 

increQscd international co-operation and assistance to the developinG 

countries to achieve the optir.mn results. 11 

Since ue did not discuss these paraGraphs properly after they were 

circulated yester-d3.y, perho.ps the Chr.irnan of the Committee could give members 

the opportunity to nake corrections either at this stage or uhen we are adoptinG 

the report? 

The CIIJ\IRMAN: I think ue should present apolo~ies to all delegations 

which have not so far seen these two paragraphs in writing. One possibility, 

of course, uould be, as the representative of India mentioned, to consider these 

para~raphs at the appropriate tirne, ·when we are considering the report. In any 

case the Crn,1r-1ittee will have to make an appropriate decision, uhatever comments 

and reflections ere made in this re0ard. 

FUTURE HORIC OF THE SUB-Cm1i'HTTEr::S 

The CHAIR.MAH: Yesterday under ac;enda iten 7 a uorkinc paper, 

docUI':lent l-',./AC.105/L.lllr was introduced by the representative of Prance. That 

workin,~ paper e.ncl. any other natters pertaining to the future work of the 

Sub-Committees are now before the Comnittee and I invite members' comments and 
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( The Chain!an) 

suw;estions in this recard. There are no other workinr, pa::_)ers or docUI'lents 

before the Co1§,dttee under this iten. 

Mr. RICHER (France) ( interpretation fron French): I do not want to r.mte 

any additiono.l comments concerninc this docunent but I shoulcl simply like to say 

that the docv.;,1ent was not submittec"i lJy France alone, even though that is what is 

indicateu on this paper. It is co-sponsored by the delecations of the 

Netherlands, E~ypt and the Federal Republic of Ger:oany. 

Mr. CHAlIBERLAIN (United I'Cint;don): I should like first of all to express 

the gratitude of the United Kinc;don for the proposal presented by France and 

co-sponsored by a number of other dele~ations and to say that ny delecation will 

support the proposals contained in this paper. It seens tony delegation that 

the proposals contain several useful features. In the first place, the 

suGGestion that the general debate should be confined to the plenary neetin½ of 

the Outer S~,nce Committee itself is a very useful one. My delege.tion has been 

very conscious of the fact that under the present system we have three sessions, 

all of which are preceded by a General debate and we thinlc that this does tend to 

,raste a certain rui1ount of the time of the Cor'1!nittee and its Sub-Cornaittees and ue 

consider th2.t there is perhaps sone merit in ensurin~ that the general debate 

takes place only in the nain Co1~1.1ittee. 

The second fea.ture which my dele3ation finds useful is the proposal to have 

the affairs of the Legal Sub-Conm1ittee and the Scientific and Technical 

Sub-Committee more closely co-ordinated. There have been several cases in the 

past in ,rhich such co-ordination has been lackinc, particularly for exanple 

in the field of remote sensing. Therefore, my delegation feels that it would 

be a useful step forward to ensure that there is closer co-crdination between 

the work of the two Sub-Cor:n11ittees. 
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(Mr. Chamberlain. United. Kin,-;d.0,11) 

:;:'inally, my clelec;at ion notes that the proposal of the rrench 

dele.=:;ation is that this nev procedure should be followed for an 

e::perimental :9eriod. That should perhaps calm the f e2-rs of cl.elec;at ions 

which feel that a departure frorn the present practice may be a step in the 

Jark - if I may use that ex:,_::iression. If ve find after the year's experir.c.ent 

that it has not been useful we can always GO back to the 

e1~istin3 system. 

~ir. YASH PAL (India): i'Iy cleler;ation welcomes this effort, this 

very valuable sugcestion, iThich has been put foruarcl. by rrance o.ncl several 

other delec;ations. However, ue have a few remarks on it, one uorry and 

one sue;r:;estion. 
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The suc;:.;estion is that we should ensure that tJ,ere is :-.. U '-) of ~tl::oui: tlirc·: ­

or four nonths between the Beeti11..·ss of the Sub-Cor.uiittees ::p(l tl:osc of tl1(· 1~f'i•.· 

Cornittee so thc.t it would be possible for the r.i;,,in Cor-c 5 ~t<'::.- to Jnv0 rll the­

reports 2.nd sufficient time for thinldn'I, in order to be c-.')J.c t o Lliscu:;:; tll•:T. 

For exan ple, if the Sub-Cor.1.mittees ,rere to r:e0t in Ti'elJruf'ry, t11cn i;l1c· ri,1.in 

Corm1ittee should meet, as it does nou, in the nonth of June. 

'.1y worry is sonethinG to uhich probably the Secretnri:i.L cr-. ,, ndc1rcss itsel ~. 

If we hav2 the two Sub-Cormittees r,ieetin,n; sir-mltaneouslv, ti1C' f":ccrct~i·int ~•ill 

have to service both Sub-Col'1Nitt ees 0 There would also riossii1ly lie ·.10rkin·; 

c;roups. For e;~2ri1ple, the Scienti fie and Technical Sub-Co; ··ui ctcc cert f'.inly 11oulr1 

be Heetin,:; in 2. working croup, perhaps as the Advisory Cor:in ittcc for the 

Conference. 'J'here might also be a nuclear pouer sources uorld.n:•; ::roup. I won:'.cr 

whether, with all those bodies uorld.nG sirmltaneously, this ,,rn,7.r:1_ pose r.ny 

probler.i.s for the Secretariat. If the Secretariat sees no 11,:oblc:1s, then clc::-.rJ.y 

we have no problens. 

Hr. IWLOSSOV (Union of Sov:i.et Socialist Renublics) (inter!'ret2.tion 

from Russfa.n): Our delet~ation has attentively stucliccl. the 1,ro:,osc.l sut::-.i hcG. 

by the dele::_;~'..tion of France, which is also sponsored, as ue ho.vc just lc~r:i cl~, 

by three other delegations. our cl.elec;ation uould lil:e to 2;:press its :;r:r:i-1:. t.c:.c 

to the F,~ench clelegation anc1 the other deler,ations for their efforts i:1 

c t 1·n the work of our Co;·: :it":ec rm·1• its 
on ributins to yet Greater efficiency 

two Sub-Committees. We also have sowe doubts vith res:,)ect to t,;·.::inr: su:::· • • 1. 

decision nou at this session, and ve should lil,c to sh:1-rc t!1cse ,~_cubts •rith 

the dele j ations present here, 
t • "" •..,1..;rtr- i,., ; ·" n 

It seei,1s to us that reducinG the nunbcr. of nee inr;s m s :,)cci • ~-' _ _, " , .. ,~ 

ar . · t11e peaceful exr,loration 2n:l ·..:se: c;' ,:;u+.,,·, 
ea of intern1:.tional co-operation in 

sp . th t t,,0 ner vec1r ~10ul0 ]Jr.rdl .. "tc ~1sc:~1:1 
ace within the United Eations fro111 ree O • - • • • 

in t . . .,t · of intern:i.ticnal cc-o:~crr~icn r.:1:. 
erns of proGress in the orcaniz~ ion 

further solution of problems in this fielc1. As is lmmr.1, :-. ::,,<):->r of' l':.<>lc · ::: ·;ic:, ~ 

have strict instructions at those sessions and the feet :.:~-.7, those <ldc ·:., ':icns ::r-.·; c 
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( I~olossov. USSTI ) :.ir • . 

the opportunity to neet three t i nes a year, and thus the oppc-rtunity to renew their 

instructions thre e tirnes a year in the search for compromise solutions, 

seeBs to us, to be a favourable factor. 

\fith r egard. to the insufficient co-ordination between the activities 

of the Scientific and Technical Sub-Cornuittee and the Lec;al Sub-Committee, 

it see!,lS to us that ,re mic;ht take a different road : we n i '."'.;ht 

t ake the road of firmer and more specific guidelines which our Committee 

coulc"i. draft for its two Sub-Cor:11t1i ttees. Ap:r:,arently our Cornmi ttee should 

thint about this and perhaps at the next session we could hrwe a 

special discussion of this question. Fe could include it as an iten of the 

ac;enJ.a , nm;1el y , the ro1.e of the Com..mittee on the Peaceful Uses of o~ter 

Space in the ;-,atter of co-ordination betueen its Scientific anc_ 'l'echnical 

Sub-Corm11i tte e a nd its Lec;al Sub-Comrni ttee. 

tith r espect to the probleu of the opportunity for consultations betueen 

specialists in the area of space technology and jurists, political 

experts and specialists in other areas, it seems to us that holdin~ 

simultaneous sessions of the two Sub-Conu'.'.ittees in the snr:1e place would 

be insufficient to solve th2-t ps.rticula.r problen. He lmou that in 

the history of the Coi{]illittee's work, instances have occurred when ue needed 

sr c·cial "ilorLine; groups. Such working c;roups were established to discuss the 

q_uestions of direct television broadcasting, remote sensing of the earth 

and navi t~ationa l matters. It see1:1s to us that the method of setting up 

specia l worldnG groups on these questions when necessary, croups which e.re open 

t o t echnica l a s well as lec;::11 specialists - in a nu..r:iber of instances it wa s also 

foum1. useful to have sociol ogists and econonists particii)atinc;, as in the c2,se of 

the >:Torl~ii.11 ·; Gr oup- on direct television broadcastinr; _ the n ethocl. of havin-:,; 

specin.lis•cs in different disciplines work jointly, 1mulc1 

oe more effective and allows us to inclucle in such worldn[s r,roups not only 

t echnice.l f)eople or l er;al peopl e , but also specialists in other 

disciplines . Furthermore, there is nothine; to prevent States frord formin13 

their delegations in such a way that they can have technical specialists 

at the sessions of the Lc~al Sub-Co;,mittee as well as le:3al specialists at 

the sessions of the Scientific and Technical Sub-Comr.i.ittee. Our delegation, 
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as everyone lmows full uell, does tha.t. Therefore, we hRv<• no c'lifficulty 

in that regard. 

In conclusion, we should like to say tha.t it will be difficult for 

us to take a final decision on the proposal submitted by France and 

the other sponsors. ~-)hat I have just said constitutes our preliminary set 

of considerations. ~he proposal is very interestinG. It is a very 

serious proposal. If we take a decision in that sense, eYen on an experimental 

basis for one year, very serious consequences might result , s erious 

consequences not ~nly in ter.tJ1s of procedure but also in terr'ls of the 

substantive issues of the problems bein~ discussed. It seems to us 

that delec;ations should take this proposal with them to their countries 

ancl carefully study its possible consequences. They should closely 

examine whether this procedure would hasten our work ancl. would leac1 to 

greater chances of achievinc; consensus or whethP.r it would have the opposite 

result an.d lead to a lesseninG of our ch~nces of reaching consensus. 
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~li .o·J:.t this not introduce an element of confusion into our wor},? Therefore, we 

p::-o:pose that we take r..ote of this document~ and the interested delegations could 

come back to this propos,".l at the next session of the Co~ittee. 

In connexion with the proposal for this experimental programme, we should like 

now to return forr.ially within the fr81'lework of this agenda item to the question 

of imother experiment which we already mentioned earlier. As is known, we had 

this year on a trial basis the agenda of the Corrimittee on the Peaceful Uses of 

0·<1ter Space drafted in a different way from previous sessions, that is, there was 

a specific sequence in which all substantive questions were laid out, questions 

1 •hich were being discussed in the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee and the 

Le13al Sub-CoJ1llllittee. T}e have not hearcl the opinions of other delegations, what 

they thir:1-. of this experiment, whether or not it was successful . But in our 

delei:;ation's opinion this experiment has not improved our work over that of earlier 

sessior..s of the Committee. It has not facilitated discussion:. it has not 

facilitated the achievement of consensus on a murrber of questions. 

'l'herefore, our delegation will not be able at this session to support a 

decision whereby this experiment would be considered successful and whereby we 

would continue to draft the agenda of the Con:anittee for subsequent sessions in 

keeping vith the experiment we have just conducted. Fe shall recommend that this 

experiment remain nothing but an experiment. 

Mr. HOSENBALL (United States of Anerica): I have listened with interest 

to the various statements :me.de by delegations on the working paper submitted by 

France, which is apparently supported by other delegations. 

This is not a new issue. If memory serves me right, last year the same 

question as to the co-ordination of work between the Scientific and Technical 

Committee and the Legal Sub-Committee was raised. I am not certain, but I 

believe that it had been raised in earlier years as uell. It is a modest proposal 

and? as indicated, labelled experimental, and we should experiment - some 

experiments work, sone do not. 
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The comments made by the representative of the Soviet Union with respect 

to the agenda are probably very well taken. But this CoI!l..ro.ittee has experimented 

before. In years gone by vre have had the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee 

meet after the Legal Sub-Committee, and then we reversed it and went back to 

the system of having the Scientific and Technical Sub-Committee meet before the 

Legal Sub-Committee. 

If we do not take a decision this year and postpone it ae;ain for another 

year and do not conduct the experiment, my dele~ation and I are not convinced 

that it will work. The representative of the Soviet Union has raised sorie 

concerns which, I believe, are fully legitimate, for example, concerning the 

impact on the composition of delegations. :C:one the less, it is still a modest 

proposal. What it basically does is to eliminate two weeks of general debate. 

With the growth of the Committee to its present 47 mer'lbers and the very 

substantial interest of delegations with regard to the agenda, we spent a full 

week in the Legal Sub-Committee devoted to a general debate. I did not attend 

the session of the Scientific and Technical Sub-Cow.mittee this year, but I 

imagine that quite some time was spent in general debate. We also spend a full 

week in general debate in the plenary Committee, and I suspect that if one were 

to read the statements in the general debate one would find them repetitive in a 

great many respects. 

So, while I admit that this is a serious step and that it requires 

consideration, we should consider it seriously at this session. It is an 

experiment, and my delegation believes that it is worth trying, reservinr, 

judgement after the conduct of the experiment on vrhether or not it should be 

continued. 
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I hwe listened 

·,: :-ith _;:..-eat o.ttent::_on to ecll the cor,;:..•.e:1ts L:.2.c1e by the re1,resentative of t he 

Soviet ·,,:1,ion i:Ti·c:1 re,'."·:-'.l.r,·, to our -,,:;:·o:::,o3e.l O uhic~1 is sup:r_:Jo:ct ec1 by a nur.:be:;,• of 

I unc1.er st and th2.·c his 6cl -=r~atio11 reo_uires tir:1e to r eflect Emel. t2.ke 

• • • ·' • " 'Du.+ I ,,11o·L1.l1~ 1,_·,_.·_e -'-l,o '_,,_:,_l,.,_) 1·:,_ th __ i· s t'.111·n,_-_.1·,_, _ _-.-, ·_orocess .. J 0~1~1on on ~nis pr0Jos2,i . u _ _ - - _ 

hy n2;.; 1, _:; S O!.!le co,.::.,>ients e.bont l1is observations. 

•~::1c 2.r::;t)::.1ent set out at the 1:lec;ir..nin.::; of the sto.ter,1ent of the represent2.tive 

of th0 Jo•.riet Union on the q_uestim1 of 8;0inc.; fro:01 th1·ee to ti:ro co,muittees 

t lle:,:e be: sone co-m·l:i n.2.ti on beti:·!een t lie::·,1 . Tl1e1· efor e , our Dro:oosal does not 

ct"t. 2.J.l ai:..1 at ro i,1::_: fron three to tuo co:·Y!.:i i ttee3 but retD.ins t he :,::,le11c1.ry 

r.:,on:..cittec e.nc1 t!2 e tuo 0nb-Crn~1c,1itt ees. 

~Ti·ch r ec;Rr c7. to t11e co .. ord.inc.tion which ue ho1Je to ac11i eve by this proposal , 

:.-c i::-oulcl. :-_)e1·he.1Js not be i c7_ec,l, ancl. the Soviet Union cl.elec;ation has even saiC::. 

t1 i:=-.t i.t mirr,t not suffice. T"ndoubtedlv ~ it vill not suffice. But , then ) 

1r:,e.t is t:1e Soviet c~_el e.:;ation thin::inz about 1!i.1en it say s this? Does it 
new hav~ 2.110-.:;her propos2.l t!i.2.t voulc1 ~-ia~~e it :~,ossible to ir:1prov e ours, or a brand 

:oro:::-os.3.l, vhich we ,,ould be ready to consider? As one d8l err,ation recalled? 

this 1'.lroblem of co--ordination is indeed an old one - in this r.on:1ittee and in 

the histor~r of all conmittees it has existed for hundreds of years. 

I sho1.1.lu. lite to rece.11 i n this connex ion the.t the 8ecretc.r~r-General 

o-Z our Or ~:a1:ize.tic,n is r1.ee:ply concerneC::. with this probl em ancJ. that h e has, 

l i! e1 ':m·l:iil~ GrouJ 1:h ic 11 he convened. , ~sl';:e('. that 2.11 effort be ::.,1ade. 

is 1-rl12.t \re u t,.nt ec.1 to C.o " and I thinl.~_ t'_,1'.=l.t • 1-, bl O -i:-_, r, ; 11 - r·:2'.'oun_! s - - ~c.e i;,ro er.i WO -~- <, _ 

t~1::-.t ims rr..:i.secl. in this conne::ion is th c'I • ff t bl a ra .. er __ J. eren :nro . ell". 

~. it:.1 re~n.rd to the role of tl1e Cor111~1ittee in conne~{ion 1ritl1 its 

C:ub-CoL12-:1i-::.cees, uell , I thin): tl1at it is obvious th2.t the Cornnittee is responsibl e 

for i t s Sub-Co;'.!!1ittees : it i$ r e sponsible for their uork and, hence, for their 

vorl:in::; :·1ethocls 2.nC. , p2..rticu1 ::crly, for co--orc.1in2.tion betueen ther.1• That is 1-rhY 

I s :,oul ci. li~:e once a.:ain to e.s!: sone 0.elee;::1.tions uhich still enterte.in c.ouots 

!)l ease to -:~eEonstr2..te 2. scientific s,;iiri t 2.nc1 allow the expcr i rne:1t. The 

'.1el e.=,:ation o:? Pro.nee~ just lite other delep:ations, is not sure of its success• 
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There are two other points on which I should lfa0 t 0 :.;p<:nl:. ::it!l 

reference to the general debate, I share the opinion of the Uni te<l Stf'.tes 

delegation. Indeed, I believe that to be very it1portont that we rlecide 

tho.t the Committee should not or(!;anize a general debate en the 

v~rious i.tems. That woulr~ save a week's work in ench Sub-Cor1ritt<>e. 

That wou1cl represent a very ,::reat improvenent in their worldnc r.:cthot1s. 

Finally, with re{sard to the uorldng nethods of this Co::u1itteP - I 1~ust 

adtri.t that my experience in this recurd is rn.ther 1i1T1itetl., since this is the 

first time that I have participated in its worl~ - I belfov<> t,int tl1<> nnnlyticul 

method which has been adopted is perfectly loGical. It has nude it ::cosniblP. 

for the Cor.nnittee over the past three weeks not to have to repeut the sur.:c 

thines over and over again nor to exaBine a r.:atter in its le,,,al a:.;pect 

on one day and in its scientific aspect some days later. 'Y-his method hos ctviously 

been quite successful. The worl,;: has been done sru:?(:ily. 'l'hat is doubtless not 

the only reason, but this workinr method has no defect l:'nd I do not set: :rnj' 

reason for abandonin~ it. 

Mr. KESTEREN (Netherlands): It is not cnly the dele.--:o.tions 

tl1nt joi11ed in sponsorinG clocunent A/AC.105/L.114 whic11 J:c-.ve exr:rcs!1e2 

concern durinc; the general debate about the Comnittee; s wor;,inc ::.ethocls: 

r.:f'.ny others also have done so, It ir the impression of ,y delc:n.ticn 

that there is a Beneral feeling that something should be done atout our 

working methods. It is certainly possible to hold a lencthy c1_iscussion nto:1t 

the ideal solutions for the problems that we face in this rc~o.ru, 

vie1r it is more important to talce concrete steps at this juncture 

the problems with which so many deleGations are concerned. 

but in ot:r 

The approach reflectecl in document A/~C.l05/L.ll4 is, in our 

very d careful step and, r,:oreover, r..eant to be an 
mo erate one, a very 

. f n= delegation' which has j oine6 
experimental one. In the v1ev o 1,., 

· • t try i!e ur.":e other 
this document, there is ample reason to Give 1 a • • 
d l po~.si'bi'lity of puttinr, this c;~crirent ir.to 

e ee;ations to think about the ., 

Practice as soon as possible. 
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IIr. DE Ut PK1Ri\<T1\ (r'exico) (interpretation from Spanish): 

i-i~r deler;ation since2.·ely thcnks the <:J.e.legrrtion of France and tl7P otl:er s:i;:onsors 

for t~12ir efforts to find a system that woulc".. make it nossible .Zor our work 

in this Committee and the Sub-Crn.m:1ittPes to be more flexible an<l, as a 

cm!sequence, for us to :r.:.ake rr..ore speedy progress in the discharge of our duties. 

JU thouch ::: ::'. ', 2.Fare of the ::;ood inte:rtions behind this ini ti a.ti ve ., I r-i lmost 

fully concur in the statement macle by the deleg/;',tion of the Soviet Union 

concerni1,.~ the ::.dvisability of lY,::.intaininc our :9resent system of meetincs , 

at le~~st for tl1e time being. 

I belicvr~ that~ 9.pE,rt fron the fact th[:lt having three separate 

sessicr.s durinr, the year provides a very useful means for each 

J.,;leco.ticn to verify its instructions and change them if necessary, 

it also provides an op:i;:ortunity to think about some of the as~ects 

on uhich -proc;ress coulC. :"ore easily be nade in consideration of the ite:ns. 

In thin connexion, my deler,ation believes - and I believe this is a 

problem that other delPr,ations ,;-rill recognize -· that if there were 

simultaneous meetini:;s of the~ Scienl~ific and Technica.l Sub-Committee and the 

Lecal Su1)-.CornnittEe, as well as of related working groups, it would be impossible 

for u.e l "'.~'1.tions such as Lune to attend all those meetings . 

With reference to co-01·d.ination of the ,;rork of the tuo Sub-,Committees, I 

t!1ink that one of the many reasons wlly such co-ordination exists between them is 

the fe.ct th[';i; delegations hF.l.ve wished to avoid a discussion in one 

Sub--Corm-:iittee of iter:is allocated to the other Sub-CornHittee. On this 

point, DY deleGation has proposed that each Sub--Comrnittee be empowered to discuss 

it.ems allocated to the other. Perhaps if the main Co;mnittee were to decide 

to cl:t"s.ft a sinc;le agenda for both Sub--Commi ttees ue coulc1 solve to some 

decree the prol1leI:1 of co .. ordination. 

Mr. DAYRELL DE LIMA (Brazil) (interpretation from French) : Although 

objections have been raised to the French proposal , my delegation believes 

that the French pro:posRl as submitted presents us with no difficulties. Indeed, 

ve believe that the workin~ metho<ls in the Committee and in the two 

Sub-ConL1ittees would benefit frcm the measure proposed by the delegation of 

Frnnce. 
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However, if the Ccmmittee does not accept the proposal in its entirety, even on 

an experimental basis, there are nevertheless aspects that could be considered. I 

am thinkine particularly of the elimination of the general debate from sessions of 

the two Sub-CCF.Jnittees. That wculd make ~vailable a substantial amount of time 

that now is spent each year in the two Sub-Committees on a ~eneral debate that 

should more appropriately take place in the main Committee. 

Reference has l)een made to the neiT way of drafting our ae:enda. In 

this regard my delecation is particularly pleased at the method adopted this 

year and believes that an analytico.l agenda should be prepared in future, as 

was done this year. 

Irr. MEHHUD (Pakistan): He have listened with creat interest to 

the views e;~pressed by the representatives of the Soviet Union and the 

United States of .America. My delegation feels that holding the sessions 

of the tuo Sub •~Co1mnittees concurrently or with an overlap, rr,_ay not solve all 

the problems, because it may become necessary for some Governments to have 

the repo:-cts of those Sub-Committees before tl1em to consider them at length. 

So, again, there may be an argument in favour of stagGerinG the uork of the 

tvo Sub--Commi ttees to enable Governments to take a clos~r look at final 

subtleties of certain details. There are arcu..ments that could be advanced 

both for and at:;ainst, and perhaps we may not be able to resolve this issue. 

As an interim solution, may I sU[mest that the two Sub--Committees 

be asked to consider directly the ae;enda items allocated to them,without a 

ceneral clebate. 

delegations here. 

That could perhaps be an acceptable solution for the 
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!ir. CHA>DE0LAIN (United Kin['.'dom): Hy delegation has listened with 

c;reat interest to the doubts e;:pressed by the representatives of the Soviet union, 

:.;exico and other States as to the French proposal, but I wonder ,-rhether we could 

not e.t least reflect on one element in it on which we micht be able to reach 

agreer,lent - an element that was mentioned by the representatives of Pakistan 

anci Brazil - namely, the question of dispensing in the Sub-C01mnittees uith a 

ceneral debete and confining it to the main Committee. I think that at lea.st 

this element of the French proposal could commend itself to the Committee. 

i-:r. v:.~RESHCiiETIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

from ·;:-:ussian): It seems to us that the considerations expressed by a nUEber of 

dele6ations, in particular the delei:sation of Pakistan ann. supported by the 

delebation of the United KinGdom, deserve attention. However, it would serve no 

purpose for our Cor.rr2ittee to take such a definite decision and nake such a 

recori.nendation to its two Sub-Comnittees. It seems to us that the rules of 

procedure of the Sub-Committees and the competency vested in theH and 

in their Chairmen would allov them, in cases where it was necessary, to resolve 

the question at each particular session whether to hold a e;eneral debate, on 

what item and for hou long. 

If ri::;ht now we issue such strict ~uidelines to the Sub-Committees, not 

to have a r;eneral debate, then situations may arise when, on some newly 

introduced item, it would be absolutely necessary to have an exchance of views 

in a general de bate, with a record of them :; but, for a purely formal reason - because 

our Conr:iittee had tc'.ken a firn decision - thnt would turn out tc be inpossible. 

Therefore, we feel that it would be quite sufficient to say in our report that 

a n1.u~ber of delegations expressed concern over the fact that there were 

repetitions in the seneral debates of the Committee and its Sub-Committees 

with regarci to certain items and that the opinion was expressed that debates 

in the Committee and its Sub-Committees should not duplicate one another and 

that the Committee recommended ~oits Scientific and Technical Sub- Committee 

and Legal Sub-Committee that, in specific instances, they consider at each 

session the question of the need to hold a general debate and, if no necessity 

existed, that such general debates not be held. 
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J·l!'· ~ICI-IER (Prance) (interpretation from I·'rench): Uhen tJ1e 

representative of the Soviet Union asked to speak , I hacl the hope that uith 
re r,.ard t th . t. " · 

~, 0 is g_ues ion of a [$eneral aebai:.e he was c;oint to a6Tee that it cou:.t 

oe omi ttec1 at the Sub--Cornr.1i ttee level. It seer,1s that that still poses a problem 

to that delesation. I must say that ar;,onc ourselves we are fully a,-rare of ,hat 

a general debate is and that that is not the concern of the Soviet Union. The 

representative of the Soviet Union has told us that if there is c:. specific subject 

that is to be debated then it must be debated. 

To be sure, the Sub-Committees must be able to debate all items , but, 

if I am not mista~.:en , there is on their agenda an item called "Other matters" 

that r.1akes it possible for discussion to be helcl.. on any particular matter. t-Te 

all know that in an assembly havine as many participants as this one has 

the general debate consists of a series of statements that are termed a debate 

but that are not truly one. The Sub-Cammi ttees have the means of conducting 

a debate through their A.penda, A.nd I truly believe that it would help them and 

save them ti1;1e, perhaps not if we radically eliminated the concept of a general 

debate but if we formulated a recommendation that would be tantamount to that 

and that would say that, except when necessA.ry and so forth, the general debate 

would be omitted. I propose a formula of that kind. 

':i.'he CI-IAIP.~·JAii: I believe that we have had a good and thoroue;h discussion 

of this fr1portant aspect. I hope that as we approach consideration of our report -

and this item uill coiile up fairly late in that consideration - we can hold 

further consultations so as to reconcile points of view, and that we may eventually 

reflect our common feelin0 in the report to the General Assembly. 

I believe that this winds up our ~onsideration of agenda item 7. I sur:::Gest 

that this afternoon ue start our consideration of agenda item 8, .:Other matters ··. 

'.i.'his ,Till , I hope, not take lone;, and we could then proceed to consider the 

draft report, portions of uhich are ready and available to delegations. 'i'his 

Hould enable us to proceed smoothly and quickly and l~eep uithin the schedule 

that we have set for ourselves. 
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i: :.r. DAYm:11 DE_ LIUA (Brazil) : I shoulu just like to have a point 

clarified. J.s I unclersta.nd it, iir. Chairr,1an, you e,re co int:; to close our 

consideratioa of aGencla item 7, which deals with the future work of the 

Suo-Conm1i ttees. Are we e;oing to deal with the question of the allocation of 

priorities for iter,1s or are ue not? 

'i'he CHAilli iA.iT: 'l'he representative of Brazil is, of course, free to 

brin[~ this L1atter up uncler acenda itei,l 7. It can also be dealt 1·rith in our 

consic.l.eration of the report~ uhich has usually been the tine when we dealt with it. 

If the Conmittee so wishes, we can devote sone part of the afternoon to a further 

consideration of acenda item 7 ~ but it would be 1,i.y preference to take up this 

111t~tter unde1~ at;enda i telil 9. 'l'herefore, if tl1e Cammi ttee is ac;reeable, we have 

concluded our consic.7.eration of acencla iterii 7. He shall st::1.rt this e,fternoon 

~;ith agencla item 8 and then proceed ir,irnediately to consider ti:1e clra.ft report. 

I uould , of course, rei,1ind members that any question that is outstanclinc; on 

an:' agenc.1.a item can be brought up uhen we discuss the report. 

'I'he Heetinr~ rose at 1.10 p. H. 




