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The meeting was called to order at 3.02 p.m.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Good afternoon
distinguished delegates,
I now declare open the 895th meeting of the
Legal Subcommittee of the Committee on the Peaceful
Uses of Outer Space.
This afternoon, I will begin by suspending our
meeting so that the Working Group on International
Mechanisms for Cooperation in the Peaceful
Exploration and Use of Outer Space can hold its final
meeting with the view to adopting its report.
We will then reconvene to continue and conclude
our consideration of agenda item 6, Status and
Application of the Five United Nations Treaties on
Outer Space with the view to endorsing the Report of
the Working Group on the Status and Application of
the Five United Nations Treaties on Outer Space,
contained in document A/AC.105/C.2/2014/TRE/L.1.
We will also continue and conclude our consideration
of agenda item 7 (a), The Definition and Delimitation
of Outer Space, with the view to endorsing the Report
of the Working Group on the Definition and
Delimitation of Outer Space, contained in document
A/AC.105/C.2/2014/DEF/L.1. We will also continue
and conclude our consideration of agenda item 13,
Review of international mechanisms for cooperation in
the peaceful exploration and use of outer space, with
the view to endorsing the Report of the Working Group
on International Mechanisms for Cooperation in the
Peaceful Exploration and Use of Outer Space,
contained in document A/AC.105/C.2/2014/IMC/L.1,
that means we will endorse all three Working Group
reports.
Distinguished delegates,
I will now suspend this meeting so that the
Working Group on International Mechanisms for
Cooperation in the Peaceful Exploration and Use of
Outer Space can hold its final meeting with the view to
adopting its report.
Break

Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Agenda item 6, Status
and Application of the Five United Nations Treaties on
Outer Space with a view of endorsing the report of the
Working Report on the Status Application of the
five United Nations Treaties on Outer Space as
contained in document A/Ac.105/C.2/2014/TRE/L.1. I
would now like to present the report of the Working
Group on agenda item 6 in my capacity as acting
Chairman of the Working Group.
Distinguished delegates I am now speaking on
behalf of the Chairman of the Working Group. It is my
pleasure to inform you about the work of the Working
Group on agenda item 6 at the current session of the
Legal Subcommittee. That it was very productive and
successful. The Working Group held 4 meetings during
which it was able to elaborate a number of
recommendations and to adopt a set of decisions which
constitute a good foundation for its future work at this
meeting during the fifty-fourth session of the Legal
Subcommittee in 2015. The report of the Working
Group as it has just been adopted by its members is
contained in document TRE/L.1. It is my pleasure to
submit the report to the Subcommittee for its action.
Now you have in front of you this document and
I would like to ask you if there are any objections vis a
vis this report.
I see none.
So, I take that the Subcommittee endorses the
report of the Working Group on agenda item 6.
It is so decided.
We have now concluded our consideration of
agenda item 6, Status and Application of the five
United Nations Treaties on Outer Space.
Distinguished delegates, I would now like to
continue and conclude our consideration of agenda
item 7 (a), Matters relating to the Definition and
Delimitation of Outer Space with a view to endorsing
the report of the Working Group. I would like to give
the floor to the acting chair of the Working Group of
the Definition and Delimitation of Outer Space.
Mr. André Joao Rypl of Brazil to present the report of
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the Working Group to the Subcommittee. You have the
floor.
Mr. A. J. Rypl (Brazil) Mr. Chairman, thank you
for this slight delay. Mr. Chair, distinguished delegates
as you recall, Professor Monserrat Filho, of the
Working Group of agenda item 7 (a), Matters Relating
to the Definition and Delimitation of Outer Space had
to leave last week and I was asked, therefore, to present
the report on his behalf. I’m pleased to inform you that
the work of the Working Group on the Definition and
Delimitation of Outer Space at a current session of the
Legal Subcommittee was very productive. Active
deliberations were held on the topic and the discussion
was enriched by constructive views expressed by
delegations. On the basis of its discussions, the
Working Group arrived at agreements containing
report A/AC.105/C.2/2014/DEF/L.1. At its fourth
meeting today, the Working Group adopted the above
mentioned report. I hereby submit this report to the
Subcommittee for its adoption. Thank you Mr. Chair.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) I thank the Mr. Rypl
for that report. Distinguished delegates, I would now
like to endorse the report of the Working Group on the
Definition and Delimitation of Outer Space as
contained in the said document DEF/L.1. Do I take it
that the Subcommittee endorses the report of the
Working Group on the Definition and Delimitation of
Outer Space.
I see no objections.
So the report of the Working Group on the
Definition and Delimitation of Outer Space as
amended is endorsed.
We have now concluded our consideration of
agenda item 7 (a) on the Definition and Delimitation of
Outer Space. Distinguished delegates, I would now like
to continue and conclude our consideration of agenda
item 13, the Review of International Mechanisms for
Cooperation and the Peaceful Exploration and Use of
Outer Space with a view to endorsing the report of the
Working Group on International Mechanisms for
Cooperation in the Peaceful Exploration and Use of
Outer Space.
I would like to give the floor to the Chair of the
Working Group on Review of International
Mechanisms for Cooperation and the Peaceful
Exploration and Use of Outer Space; Ms. Setsuko Aoki
of Japan to present the report of the Working Group to
the Subcommittee.
Ms. Aoki, you have the floor.
Ms. S. Aoki (Japan) Thank you Mr. Chair.
Mr. Chairman, distinguished delegates, it is my
pleasure to inform you that the work of the Working

Group on agenda item 13 Review of International
Mechanisms for Cooperation and the Peaceful
Exploration and Use of Outer Space at the current
session of the Legal Subcommittee was very
productive and successful. The Working Group held
five meetings during which it was able to elaborate the
number of recommendations and to adopt a set of
decisions which constitute a good foundation for its
future work at this meeting during the fifty-fourth
session of the Legal Subcommittee in 2015. The report
of the Working Group as it has just been adopted by its
members
is
contained
in
the
document
A/AC.105/C.2/2014/IMC/L.1 as amended.
It is my pleasure to submit the report to the
Subcommittee for its action. Thank you Mr. Chairman.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you Ms. Aoki
for that report. Distinguished delegates, I would now
like to endorse the report of the Working Group on
Review of International Mechanisms for Cooperation
and the Peaceful Exploration and Use of Outer Space
as contained in the said document IMC/L.1. Do I take
that the Subcommittee endorses the report of the on
International Mechanisms for Cooperation and the
Peaceful Exploration and Use of Outer Space.
I see no objections.
So the report of the Working Group on
International Mechanisms is endorsed.
We have now concluded our consideration of
agenda item 13 Review of International Mechanisms
for Cooperation and the Peaceful Exploration and Use
of Outer Space. Distinguished delegates, we are now
turning to the adoption of the report of the Legal
Subcommittee and we will start this exercise with
document A/AC.105/C.2/L.294. This document
contains the following parts; the introduction, general
exchange of views, information on the activities of
international and intergovernmental non-governmental
organizations relating to space law and the status and
application of the five United Nations treaties of outer
space. Do all delegations now have before them this
document L.294?
I see no indication. So we will now start our
consideration of document L.294. We will do that
again by paragraph. We start with paragraph 1. And
comments on paragraph 1?
I see none. So it is adopted.
Paragraph 2 will be completed in due time. Then
we can immediately turn to paragraph 3. Any
comments on paragraph 3?
I see none. Paragraph 3 is adopted.
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We come now to C attendance and we start with
paragraph number 4. Comments on paragraph 4?
Yes. I see the Netherlands. You have the floor.
Mr. Oosterkamp (Netherlands) Thank you
Chair. To be sure we speak about Status and
Applications to the five United Nations treaties of
Outer Space.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) We are in Document
L.294. We are page 2, C attendance, paragraph 4. Any
comments on paragraph 4.
I see none, so it is adopted.
Paragraph 5. No comments.
Adopted.
Paragraph 6. No comments.
Adopted.
Paragraph 7. No comments.
Adopted.
Paragraph 8. No comments.
Adopted.
Paragraph 9. For paragraph 9, the secretariat
would like to take the floor.
Mr. N. Hedman (Secretary) Thank you
Mr. Chairman, yes in paragraph 9 it will be inserted the
Ibero American Institute of Aeronautics and Space
Law and Commercial Aviation. Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you for this
addendum. Can we adopt then the paragraph.

10?
Adopted.
11?
Adopted.
12?
Adopted.
And we now turn to D Symposium, paragraph 13
on the IISL Symposium.
Adopted.
14?
Adopted.
And then we turn to E which of course has to be
filled in.
15?
Adopted.
We turn to II, General exchange of views. And
we start with paragraph 16.
There is a square bracket, Libya, and we will
remove this square bracket because we made a
statement.
So it is adopted.
17?
Adopted.
18?
Adopted.

No objection, so it is adopted.

19?

Paragraph 10, I see Mexico.

Adopted.

Ms. R. M. Ramirez (Mexico) Thank you
Mr. Chairman. Just a question, I see among the
participants we do not mention the International
Institute of Space Law and also we had a presentation
from the International Astronautics Academy. Thank
you.

20?

Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) I thank the
distinguished representative from Mexico. I do see
IISL in paragraph 9. I personally cannot recall a
presentation by the International Academy of
Astronautics, I must say. So I think this paragraph 9 is
mirroring the fact IISL was there, is still there, IAA
was not participating or was not attending the session.

22?

So we can, as we already did adopt this
paragraph with the addition of the Ibero American
Institute.

Adopted.

Adopted.
21?
Adopted.
Adopted.
23?
Adopted.
24?
25?
Adopted.
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26?
Adopted.
27?
Adopted.
On 27, Brazil.
Mr. Rypl (Brazil) Thank you Mr. Chairman. Just
in fact, 26 I was still reading and comparing
something. Something you had said in the statement... I
wonder, if we should not perhaps include in paragraph
26 some reference also to the possibility of developing
new treaties and new binary treaties, because as I recall
this was voiced by our delegation and a couple of other
delegations, so maybe, perhaps, we could add
something based on the existing treaties and principles
as well as consider the need for new instruments, to
ensure greater transparency etcetera. Would that be
possible?
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) I will ask the
delegations. Would you read that out again, please?
Slowly so that delegations can take note?
Mr. Rypl (Brazil) The paragraph would start as
it is:
Some delegations reiterated the importance of
further development of the international legal
regime based on the existing treaties and
principles, as well as looking into the possibility
of developing new instruments as appropriate, to
ensure greater transparency
and the rest of the paragraph as it is.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you Brazil.
Can delegations accept this change and then we adopt
the paragraph as amended by Brazil.
Yes, so this paragraph is adopted as amended by
Brazil.
Venezuela.
Mr. M. Parra (Venezuela) Thank you
Mr. Chairman. It’s not an objection regarding the
proposal made by distinguished delegate of Brazil. It’s
just that with regard to this paragraph I don’t find it in
the draft report. I know the proposal is related to
something was stated by GRULAC the Group of Latin
American and Caribbean States. And they propose
paragraph would be in that sense. Some delegations
express the opinion that with objective of emphasizing
the multilateral nature of outer space activities, in the
view of scientific and technological advances, it was
necessary to review, update and strengthen the five
United Nations treaties on outer space with a view to
revitalizing the implementation of principles that

govern space activities of States, strengthening
international cooperation and making space technology
accessible to people.
This would be our proposal, Mr. Chairman. We
would be happy to submit the text in writing to the
secretariat to facilitate the work of the Subcommittee.
Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) [No sound]
M. N. Hedman (Secretary) Thank you
Mr. Chairman. Just a question to the distinguished
delegate of Venezuela. In the same document L.2/294,
paragraph 50 on page 9, paragraph 50, would that take
into account the concerns raised by Venezuela?
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Venezuela, you have
the floor.
Mr. Parra (Venezuela) Thank Chair, I’ve just
read the statement made by GRULAC on this agenda
item and we believe it would be appropriate for this
paragraph to be also under general exchange of views.
Since it was stated under that agenda item. Thank you
Chair.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) We proceed in the
following way. Thank you Venezuela. Can we adopt
the proposal, can we adopt the paragraph as amended
by Brazil? Can we do that? Yes. So we do that. You
would like then to have an additional paragraph right
after this one? I understand on which you, I would then
kind ask you to read out the text again. Would such an
additional paragraph be acceptable to the delegations? I
see no objections. So I would like you to read out that
paragraph again so that we then can adopt it.
Mr.
Parra
(Venezuela)
Thank
you
Mr. Chairman. The paragraph that we propose would
read:
Some delegations expressed the view that for the
future harmonizing multilateral norms that
regulate outer space activities, with the new
scientific and technological advances, it was
necessary to review, update and strengthen the
five United Nations treaties on outer space. With
a view to invigorating the guiding the principles
that govern the space activities of States.
Strengthening international cooperation and
making space technology available to all people.
Thank you Mr. Chairman.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you
Venezuela. I think all delegations have duly taken note.
Can we accept that proposal which would be
paragraph 26 bis? I see no objections.
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Paragraph 26 bis as read out by Venezuela is
adopted.
We turn to paragraph 27.
Adopted.
28?
Adopted.
29?
I see Brazil.
Mr. Rypl (Brazil) Thank Mr. Chair. This is
perhaps rather a question to the Chair and the
Secretariat. I see no reference here in the general
exchange of views to the work done by the German
delegation on proposing a re-organized Subcommittee
and we made reference to that. Perhaps you are going
to do that under item 14. That’s why I ask you. But I
think it would be just fair to take note of that under the
general exchange of views as a way of expressing our
gratitude for so much effort that has been put forth by
the German delegation. And I would suggest perhaps
paragraph 28 bis for your consideration. The view was
expressed that the role of the Legal Subcommittee
should be strengthened so that it can properly address
current legal challenges of the space arena. And the
German proposal on the re-organization of the work of
the committee was a welcome development towards
making the work of the Legal Subcommittee more
effective.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you Brazil.
You have heard the proposal by Brazil to add a new
additional paragraph 28 bis as just read out. Are there
any objections.
I see none.
So, we adopt that paragraph.
You would like to take the floor again? Yes
please.
Mr. Rypl (Brazil) No, just to mention that I’ll
submit it in writing. Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you very much
Brazil. We then turn to 29.
No objections so it is adopted.
30?
30 is adopted.
So we continue with III — information on the
activities of international intergovernmental and nongovernmental organizations relating to space law. The
first paragraph there is 31.

I see no objections, adopted.
32?
Adopted.
33?
33 is adopted.
34?
Adopted.
35?
Adopted.
36?
Adopted.
37?
China.
Mr. Z. Shang (China) Sorry Mr. Chairman, are
we adopting 36 about the moot court? Just want to add
the place of the moot court competition in 36.
Including the outcomes the 2013, I believe it is the
world final of this moot court held on 26 September
2013 in Beijing. Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you China. We
will add that. These two elements; the finals as well as
in Beijing and then I would suggest that we also add
that the Eighth Eilene Galloway Symposium which
was held on 5th December 2013 taking place in
Washington D.C. and we have the place of the next
Colloquium on the Law of Outer Space and the
associated finals of the Manfred Lachs court already in
place which is in Toronto, Canada. With these
additions we can adopt the paragraph 36 and we can
turn to 37 and possibly I can ask the secretariat also to
add the place of the ECSL Summer Course held on
2-13 September 2013 which was Klosterneuburg, I
think, in Austria. Any other comments?
I see none.
So it is adopted.
38?
Adopted.
39?
Adopted.
40?
Adopted.
41? We have to fill in the date of the presentation
or statement given by the Unidroit observer. Otherwise
we can adopt this paragraph.
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It is adopted.
42?
Adopted.
We now turn to paragraph IV — status and
application of the five United Nations treaties on outer
space and we start with 43. Paragraph 43.
Adopted.
44?
Adopted.
45?
And again, we fill in the respective dates and
number of meetings.
Adopted.
46? Comprising subparagraphs a to g?
Adopted.
47? Comprising subparagraphs a to e?
Adopted.
48?
Adopted.
49?
Adopted.
50?
Adopted.
51?
Adopted.
52?
Adopted.
53?
Adopted.
54?
Yes, I see the Netherlands.
Mr. Oosterkamp (Netherlands) Thank you
Chair. Sorry for my confusion, my earlier intervention
that is my first time in this committee. I was more
involved in the Brussels negotiations but this is also a
special experience for me. Dealing with paragraph 54,
we would like to add an additional point on
registrations and as you may be aware of that, I would
like to recall the Subcommittee that we have already
requested the issue of registration regarding this item
many times, also during this session. And for that

reason I would like to add point after 54, 54 bis, and I
will read it out that it reflects the Dutch position on
registration.
The view was expressed that while a State has
responsibility under article 6 of the outer space
treaty, it does not mean that the State is liable
under article 7 of the outer space treaty for the
liability convention for damage caused by space
object that is owned or operated by an enterprise
registered in that State, where the enterprise has
requested that the launch takes place from a State
other than the enterprise State. That delegation
further expressed the view that liability in such
an instance could be appropriately allocated in a
bilateral agreement between the enterprise State
and the State which launched the space object.
I will also submit the statement in writing to the
secretariat. Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you
distinguished delegate from the Netherlands. Maybe
you should read that out again so that delegations can
fully take not of it.
Mr. Oosterkamp (Netherlands) I will do that
again. So it will paragraph after 54. It will be
paragraph 54 bis.
The view was expressed that while a State has
responsibility under article 6 of the outer space
treaty, it does not mean that the State is liable
under article 7 of the outer space treaty for the
liability convention for damage caused by space
object that is owned or operated by an enterprise
registered in that State, where the enterprise has
requested that the launch takes place from a State
other than the enterprise State. That delegation
further expressed the view that liability in such
an instance could be appropriately allocated in a
bilateral agreement between the enterprise State
and the State which launched the space object.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you. Can
delegations accept this paragraph 54 bis as read out by
the Dutch delegation? Canada, please.
Mr.
Legerdan
(Canada)
Than
you
Mr. Chairman. Just one technical point of drafting. I
believe that the second part of this paragraph began
with the word “this delegation further expressed”, I
would like to suggest instead of, unless I am getting
something wrong, I would suggest that this particular
part would begin by “The view was further expressed
that” and then we take the rest and keep it. Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) The Netherlands.
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Mr. Oosterkamp (Netherlands) We can agree
with the suggestion from my distinguished delegate
from Canada.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you. So with
this we adopt this paragraph 54 bis as amended by
Canada.
55?
Adopted.
56?
Adopted.
57?
Adopted.
58?
Adopted.
59?
Adopted.
60?
The Russian Federation.
Mr. Gudnov (Russia) Thank you very much. I
would just like to back to paragraph 58. This paragraph
ends with the words “views expressed” but begins with
expressed. It was necessary to review and update. I
would like to remember some paragraphs, 50. That
was, “that such reviewing and updating should not
undermine the fundamental principles underlying the
existing legal regime” and so and so I would like some
notice about that excuse.
Maybe regarding paragraph 50? An amendment
in 58? After “on outer space, regarding article 50”.
Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) I apologize
representative from the Russian Federation. Can you
read out again what exactly the amendment is. Is it that
you want to have added to 58, after the last sentence on
outer space and then the words “regarding 50” or what
is your precise.
Mr. Gudnov (Russia) Yes certainly. Maybe such
wording taking account article 50.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) This is understood
now. Of course this might change the numbering and
the secretariat will take care that it is done, “taking into
account paragraph... the view expressed under... in
paragraph 50 or whatever that paragraph in the final
numbering will be.
Any objections?

I see none.
So we have adopted this paragraph with the
amendment by the Russian Federation with paragraph
58. I think we have already adopted 59. And we can
then turn to paragraph 60.
Adopted.
61?
Adopted.
62?
Adopted.
63?
Adopted.
Distinguished delegates, there is another proposal
for an addition to the report which would relate to
paragraph, roman III and would contain invitation to
the Unidroit observer to report about the activities of
this organization under the respective agenda item. The
secretariat will read out the proposal so that you can
see where it is located and what the content is.
Secretariat.
Mr. N. Hedman (Secretary) Thank you
Mr. Chairman. This is a slight error in fact. If I bring
delegations to paragraph 42 on page 7 of this
document, there the secretariat is mandated to again
invite intergovernmental international and nongovernmental organizations to continue reporting on
their activities. Now last year, the Legal Subcommittee
agreed that Unidroit should be invited to update the
Subcommittee on developments relating to the space
status protocol. And this is what then of course gives
the secretariat the mandate to officially invite Unidroit
to do so, which we could do and that is the reason why
we have paragraph 41. So, if delegations have no
objections, the secretariat would suggest that it be
inserted at paragraph 42 bis which could read as
follows:
The Subcommittee agreed that Unidroit should
be invited to update the Subcommittee at its
session in 2015 on developments relating to the
space status protocol;
And of course the full name because of the
protocol, because Unidroit is not a permanent observer
to the committee and that is the reason we need a
specific mandate. Thank you Mr. Chairman.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you secretary.
Has this been clear? Just to make really clear this is not
a new agenda item, it is just the invitation to a Unidroit
to report under the item on information on international
intergovernmental organization.
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I see no objections so we can add this paragraph
to the III chapter. This concludes our consideration of
document L.294 and we now turn to document L.294
addendum 1. Do all delegations have before them
document L.294 addendum 1? I do not see any alarm
signals so we can start our consideration of this
document L.294 addendum 1. It starts with V —
Matters relating to the definition and delimitation out
outer space and we start with paragraph 1 which starts
with “Pursuant to General Assembly resolution 68/75”.
Paragraph 1.

Paragraph 17?
Adopted.
Paragraph 18?
Adopted.
We now turn to VI — National legislation
relevant to the peaceful exploration and use of outer
space. Paragraph 19?
Adopted.

Adopted.

Paragraph 20?

Paragraph 2?

Adopted.

Adopted.

Paragraph 21, comprising subparagraphs a and b?

Paragraph 3?

Adopted.

Adopted.
Paragraph 4 comprising subparagraphs a to g?
Adopted.
Paragraph 6?
Adopted.
Paragraph 7?
Adopted.
Paragraph 8?
Adopted.
Paragraph 9?
Adopted.
Paragraph 10?
Adopted.
Paragraph 11?
Adopted.
Paragraph 12?
Adopted.
Paragraph 13?
Adopted.
Paragraph 14?
Adopted.
Paragraph 15?
Adopted.
Paragraph 16?
Adopted.

Paragraph 22, comprising subparagraphs a and b,
before that, the secretary.
Mr. N. Hedman (Secretary) Thank you
Mr. Chairman. In paragraph 22, there will be added a
subparagraph c. As follows; the title of the
presentations:
Developing a provisional draft of the Brazilian
national legislation for space activities: a nongovernmental initiative by the representative of
Brazil.
Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you. China
asked for the floor.
Mr. Z. Shang (China) Thank you Mr. Chairman.
My comment is about Chinese translation or
interpretation concerning the title of this presentation
by Chinese representative. The current wording uses
the word “regulations”. This word in China sounds like
supervision in Chinese so we suggest placing this word
with in Chinese with [Chinese] regulations. Thank you
Mr. Chairman.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you. So can
we adopt this paragraph with the addition, with this
additional c and the adaptation in the Chinese
translation.
I see no objections so it is adopted.
23?
Adopted.
24?
I guess it is General Assembly resolution.
Adopted.
25?
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Adopted.
26?
Adopted.
27?
Adopted.
28?
Adopted.
29?
Adopted.
30?
Adopted.
31?
Adopted.
32?
Adopted.
This ends our consideration of document L.294
addendum 1 and we turn to addendum 2. Do all
delegations have in front of them document L.294
addendum 2? Which starts with X — General
exchange of information on non-legally binding United
Nations instruments in outer space. L.294 addendum 2.
So we start our consideration, paragraph 1?
Adopted.
Paragraph 2?
Adopted.
Paragraph 3. Russian Federation.
Mr. Gudnov (Russia) Thank you Mr. Chairman.
It seems to us that it would be appropriate that to
reflect in this paragraph, the objective of agenda item
12. Not just exchange of views on the topic of
exchange of information with regard to non-legally
binding instruments, but also as proposed by Japan,
and Brazil and Venezuela and Mexico and China and
others to refer analysis here as well. Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you Russian
Federation. Is this acceptable that analysis in the text?
It obviously is. Canada please.
Mr.
Legerden
(Canada)
Thank
you
Mr. Chairman. To be honest with you, Mr. Chairman,
I’m not sure I understood the intervention of our
distinguished colleague from the Russian Federation. Is
the proposal right now in front of us is to amend the
title of this particular item as it is written here in the
report?

Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Russian Federation,
please.
Mr. Gudnov (Russia) Let me respond to the
question of the distinguished delegate of Canada. Both
the Russian and English version states the
Subcommittee recalled that the objective of the item
were, now while we were discussing this agenda item,
as I seem to recall, we arrived at the understanding that
objectives consisted not only in promoting exchange of
views but also the analysis and the development of
certain recommendations. I think we reached that
understanding this morning. Therefore, in this
paragraph 3 here, when we refer to objectives of this
item as the Subcommittee understood, those things
should be reflected. Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you Russian
Federation. U.S.
Mr. B. Israel (U.S.A.) Thank you Mr. Chairman.
I should note that the views expressed by the delegate
from the Russian Federation was not what we
understood to be embodied in the paragraph that was
presented on the screen earlier this morning. We would
actually tend to agree that in the exchange of views that
the premise the exchange of analysis and that the
delegations in exchanging views are welcome, and in
fact, have been providing their analysis of the role of
non-legally binding mechanisms in the cooperation of
space governance. But we do not have the
understanding that we have reached a consensus that
this item would accommodate the production of
recommendations. That said, the proposal of the word
analysis is fine by us, even though we think it is
encompassed in the views, but we just want to clarify
this misunderstanding. Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you U.S. The
Netherlands.
Mr. Oosterkamp (Netherlands) Thank you
Chair. I just want to recall as was said by my
delegation, also supported by my distinguished […]
colleague and I would think would also be in line with
what was proposed by the Russian Federation. We
would like not to speak about general exchange of
information on non-legally binding United Nations
instruments but talk about review of non-legally
binding, change the title, I just want to remind what has
been said yesterday. Me and also my […] colleague.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Distinguished
delegates, we have two options; option 1 is to delete
this paragraph. Would delegations accept to delete this
paragraph just in order to avoid the debate which we
have already let... U.S.
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Mr. Hodgkins (U.S.A.) Thank you Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Chairman, the point that we are trying to make, it’s
a very simple point. Paragraph 3 reflects what was
agreed to in 2013 as shown in paragraph 2 of L.288. So
this is just a statement of fact. If delegations wanted to
add more from paragraph 2 of L.288. that would be
fine. We understand that we had a discussion this
morning on how we move forward with this particular
agenda item. For next year, and that will be reflected
later in the report. So this is not where we reflect those
changes because this is just a statement of fact as to
what we did this year and on what basis we did that.
The other changes that had been suggested we can, will
certainly be reflected later in the report under agenda
item 14. Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Before I continue in
the speaker’s list; South Africa and Russian Federation,
let me tell you my second option and the second option
would have been but U.S. has already more or less
indicated it. The second option would be that we
simply write the Subcommittee recalled the objectives
for the item as contained in L.288. Would that be
acceptable? I think it is the easiest reference than
simply to L.288. I think this is acceptable. Thank you.
Paragraph 3 is adopted.
Paragraph 4? China.
Mr. Z. Shang (China) Thank you Mr. Chair. I
have a simple question. It seems that we haven’t
touched the CRP documents submitted by Japan.
According to add.1 which we have just adopted, I refer
to paragraph 21. It said to this extent in English “The
Subcommittee had before it, the following document”
so I suggest that paragraph 21 of add.1 should be
changed into the following, I will read in English:
The Subcommittee had before it a conference
room paper; that means we should delete “for its
consideration of this item”.
Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you China.
The request was to bring that in line with the other
Working Groups. Is that acceptable? It is.
It is so decided. Adopted.
Which will bring us to paragraph 5.
Adopted.
Paragraph 6?
Adopted.
Paragraph 7?
Adopted.

Paragraph 8? Russian Federation.
Mr. Gudnov (Russia) Thank you Mr. Chairman.
In paragraph 8, after the comma “and clarifying” there
is a comma in the Russian text. I’d like to see greater
clarity in fact. In the English language version, it says
“shed light on and clarify the use of non-legally
binding United Nations instruments” as we see it, this
is not entirely correct. We said here that such a
discussion would help us understand the effectiveness
and applicability of such instruments, non-legally
binding instruments. And I think that should be the
language, in fact, I think it is more concrete. Clarify the
acceptability, effectiveness. That’s all.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you Russian
Federation. Are there any objections? You will provide
us with a text. South Africa.
Mr. Kotze (South Africa) Chair, thank you for
allowing me the floor. I would like just to double check
the South African statement because I think that’s the
wording we used before I agree to this amendment.
This paragraph can just […] until the end.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) We will do so thank
you. Eight with that is adopted and we will have an 8
bis. 9?
Adopted.
10?
Adopted.
11?
Adopted.
12?
Adopted.
13? China.
Mr. Z. Shang (China) Thank you Mr. Chair.
Here is a minor change to this paragraph. In line 5, we
would like to change the word “preparation” to
“drafting” so as to reflect our statement. Furthermore, I
will read another addition in English.
The view was further expressed that this item
duplicates with certain agenda items in STSC,
LSC and COPUOS and the discussion under this
agenda should be carried out on the basis of
existing consensus.
Thank you Mr. Chairman because that is what we
have said. Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you China. So
then we adopt 13 with this change and the additional
amendment. Thank you.
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It is adopted.
Can you then please pass the text to the
secretariat of the amendment? Thank you.
14? Russian Federation.
Mr. Gudnov (Russia) Thank you Chairman. We
would like to add some language to paragraph 14 after
the first sentence. After “in outer space” we would like
to add in the following language, clarifying this point:
is an important measure to conserve peaceful use
of outer space.
I repeat for delegates.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you Russian
Federation. You have heard the amendment. So with
this amendment the paragraph is adopted. 15?
Adopted.
16? Republic of Korea.
Mr. Y. Lee (Republic of Korea) Thank you
Mr. Chairman. I would like to reflect my interventions
involving these issues. I would like to request you put,
to add, the end of this paragraph 16, I will read out the
languages at the dictation speed:
The view was expressed that consideration by the
Subcommittee under the item should be given
more on the exchanging of views and legal
analysis of non-legally binding instruments in
order to promote the policy development of space
law.
Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank Korea. That
would be 16 bis. Any objections?
I see none.
So we have also adopted this paragraph. Now we
turn to XI — Review of international mechanisms for
cooperation in the peaceful exploration and use of
outer space. I see Venezuela.
Mr. M. Parra (Venezuela) Thank you
Chairman. As we continue approving the report, we
would like to ask for clarification When we refer to
CRP.29, there’s no Working Group or report. The
question is fairly lengthy in that CRP. So my question
is, how will it be circulated? Will it be circulated in the
6 official languages of the United Nations? So through
you we ask maybe the secretariat, maybe the Japanese
delegation, what status are we going confer on that
document. Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you. My
understanding is that this was a document which the

delegations had before them but no decision was taken
on its use.
Mr. M. Parra (Venezuela) Thank you Chair. I
didn’t understand your response. Could you say that
again, please.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you. This was
a document that was before the delegations but the
delegations did not decide on any further action
regarding this document, regarding this questionnaire.
There was no decision taken by the Subcommittee on
the further use of it. Is that clear? Please.
Mr. M. Parra (Venezuela) Thank you
Mr. Chairman. In that case, I wonder how we are going
to conduct this general exchange of views if we are not
going to circulate this document among delegations.
Then I don’t understand what would be the
effectiveness of such a document. What would be the
follow up? Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Well, Venezuela, this
was a document which was submitted as we have a
number of other documents and the Subcommittee did
not take any further action on it. So, we have that with
other CRP’s. How many other CRP’s have we had?
30? So this is a normal procedure. Thank you.
So this brings us now to XI, and we start with
paragraph 17. I apologize, South Africa has...
Mr. Kotze (South Africa) Chair, I thank you for
your indulgence, I have double checked the statement
we made under this item and we used the words
“would shed light on and clarify the use of” this is in
relation to paragraph 8, so I also beg the indulgence of
your distinguished colleague from the Russian
Federation, the South African delegation would like
this paragraph to stay as it is reflected and not to be
amended. I thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you. So that is
decided, thank you very much.
Mr. Gudnov (Russia) Yes, Chairperson, in that
case I have a major question that arises. If we delete
paragraph 3, and we keep the reference as the U.S.
correctly said, we are noting a fact, we are noting our
understanding of the aims and objectives under this
item of the agenda. We delete in paragraph 3 this
statement of fact which this morning we confirmed. So,
if that is the case well then I think it is already clear
that in paragraph 8, exchange of opinions does not just
include statements so forth, we need to determine to
what extent they are effective, useful, and so forth and
applicable so for this reason we would request that our
understanding of what we discussed this morning
should be reflected. Thank you. Otherwise, from the
report, well, the understanding of the Subcommittee of
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its objectives under this item of the agenda disappears
from the report.

was presented as an international mechanism. Thank
you.

Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Russian Federation, I
just checked with the secretariat, my understanding is
that you will draft an 8 bis with what you just said and
this will then be added here to the report.

Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you. You
would suggest to put, to add ESA? I look at the
observer of ESA whether he is happy with that. He’s
smiling, so I think we can go ahead with this proposal.
So it is adopted with this amendment.

Mr. Gudnov (Russia) Thank you. I think that not
just ourselves but together with the countries that
supported us and that this was not just an exchange of
statements, that there was a discussion, under this
discussion included analysis and recommendations so
we will, together with those countries prepare such an
additional paragraph.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you very
much. That was already decided and the secretariat will
be glad to receive this wording to be incorporated.
Now we can continue with paragraph 17.

23?
Adopted.
24?
Adopted.
25?
Adopted.
26?

I see no objections. So it is adopted.

Adopted.

18?

27? Yes, Canada.

Yes, United States.
Mr. B. Israel (U.S.A.) Thank you Mr. Chairman.
I recall that my delegation made a statement under this
agenda item. Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you, it will be
added. Any other delegations who had spoken and not
contained? Mexico.
Ms. R. M. Ramirez (Mexico) Thank you Chair.
Yes, we also made a statement so we should be
mentioned. Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you. How
could we have forgotten that? Thank you indeed, it will
be added. 19?
Adopted.
20? Comprising a to f.
Adopted.
21?
Adopted.
22?
Czech Republic
Ms. Smuclerova (Czech Republic) Thank you
Mr. Chairman. I will be grateful for a little clarification
in respect to paragraph 22, last sentence that refers to
variety international and regional forums. Why do we
include both for us without legal personality and
intergovernmental organizations because in that light,
we might maybe next to APSCO mention ESA that

Mr. Legerden (Canada) Thank you Mr. Chairman.
While you were going through the paragraphs from this
particular item, I was checking my notes to verify
whether or not Canada had made a statement under this
particular item. So, with your indulgence I would like
to go back to paragraph 17 and ask the secretariat,
according to my notes, Canada made a statement under
this item. Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you, we will
add that under paragraph 17. Thank you. So we
continue our deliberations. We are at 26.
Adopted.
27?
Adopted.
28?
Adopted.
29?
Adopted.
Distinguished delegates, secretariat is checking
whether we will have another addendum, addendum 3,
available so we will take a few minutes to check that
and then either continue with our deliberations or then
adjourn that meeting.
Break
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Distinguished
delegates. I received information that we will have the
two remaining documents addendum 3 and addendum
4, both tomorrow morning at the latest during the
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morning session so we will be able to continue and
possibly even complete our consideration tomorrow
morning. I cannot guarantee that. But we have the
opportunity to do so. So I will shortly adjourn this
meeting and before doing so I would like to inform
delegates of our schedule of work for tomorrow
morning. Before doing so I would like to give the floor
to Italy.
Mr. Colapinto (Italy) Thank you Mr. Chairman.
I am sorry to revert back to X in addendum 2. I will
very briefly, it just a signal that Italy also made a
statement under the item 12, so to amend the paragraph
2 under X in this regard. Thank you.
Mr. K. U. Schrogl (Chair) Thank you Italy we
will add that. So, we will meet tomorrow morning
promptly at 10 a.m. At that time we will continue with
the adoption of the report of the Legal Subcommittee.
And I have already explained that we will then have at
least addendum 3 and in the course of the morning also
addendum 4 and this is then also our proposed
schedule. I see no questions.
This meeting is adjourned until tomorrow
morning at 10 a.m.

