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Among the many problems involved in creating

such an agrec >nt, the most crucial one is related.

t6- the principle of. freedom of information. Two
opposing views emerged in the debates on this issue.
One view, sharcd by the United States, stresses the

—— -concpt of the free flow of information; the other

[y

view stresses the concept of prior consent, that is,
the notion that no state should be allowed to engage
in such broadcasting without the prior approval of
the state which may be the intentional or uninten-
" tional recipient. The United States voted against the
resolution calling for creation of a Convention to

govern states using satellites for direct television -

broadcasting, and is fundamentally opposed to any
legal regime inhibiting the frec flow of information.
- The United States, however, has been reccptive
“to discussing gencral principles that could appro-

priately apply to the use of direct broadcast satel--
lites. The United States tabled a set of voluntary '

principles in March 197+ at the fifth session of the
-U.N. working group on Direct Broadcast Satellites
in Geneva. While some support for U.S. views was
evidenced, there nevertheless continues to be wide

‘epdiffrences of opinion over the formulation and appli-

cation of appropriate principles to govern _the 1

of this technology. These differences continued to

be apparent when the Leaal Subcommittee failed to
achicve agreement on principles at -3 subsequent
meeting in May 1974, Debate continues on this issue,
and the matter is unresolved. . e

OTP participated in the di serations of both the
U.N. working group of Direct Broadcast Satc tes

and the Legal S icommittee, and wi  continue to -

work with other interested TS, agencies in formu-

lating and presenting U.S. policy views on this issue.

Frequency Management

The radio spectrum consists of that portion of the
electro-magnetic spectrum by which radio communi-
cations are conducted. This resource. shared by all
countries of the world. requires coordination, not
only on a national basis but also on an international
basis to ensure mutual compatibility of radio fre-
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7. Harmful contamination of the env '‘onment must be avoided
and ternational consultation made in connection with
potentially harmful space experiments;

8. A launching State shall be internationally liable for damages
caused by its space vehicles;

9. The State on whose registry an object launched into outer
space is carried retains jurisdiction over the object and
~ over any personnel thereof; B e

10. 1 » weapons of mass destruction nﬁay be placed in orbit or
on celesti: t .dies.

11. Military activity is permitted in space for '"peaceful
purposes' and insta ations on celestial bodies may be
inspected by any other State.

12. States are to conduct their outer space activities with due
regard to the corresponding interests of all other States.

It should be added that space law regulation of satellite teiecommunications,
remote sensing direct broadcasting, as with a other kinds of uses of
outer : race, must also be based on these principles.

A's the Convention on Registration of Objects Lau 1ed in Outer Space
becomes open for signa ire and ratification, it w add the rules
governing the registration with an international body of:

All space ¢ jects, o ed or unmanned, to be launched
into orbit or to be sent to the Moon or other celestial
bodies; :

2. A ins taliations to be established on the Moon or other
cele: ial »odies; .

3. All . itary personnel, equipment, or facilities intended
to be used for peaceful exploration of the Moon or other
celestial bodies subject to the conditions prescribed in
Article IV of the Space Treaty.






















Mar: :ime Policy Background




























even a planning and operational role to non-U.S.
users in areas as critical as safety and distress,
which many nations regard as governmental
responsibilities. In summary, the major limitations

of MARISAT are three: 1) the technical problem of

limited capacity, and 2-3 years of exclusive U.S.

Navy use, 2) the geographic limitation that the

system will serve the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans
but not the Indian Ocean, 3) the. lack of foreign
participation in the system with concomitant polit-__

_Sggﬂtfprob :ms. A second generétion MARISAT could

resolve most of these problems.

2. INTELSAT. ‘
The I TELSAT spe 2 segment can be used for maritime_

communications services. INTELSAT has considered the

possibility of a maritime communications services option -
in the next generation of satellites, the INTELSAT V.
There has been no serious consideration of the

possi  ty of a dedi._ted maritime satellit .

INTELSAT attention to maritime communications services
has been ambivalent at best. Sor : me bers, such as the

U.K., prefer to delay t = establishment of any maritime




























the important early years of the organization.

Moreover, it will be years before INMARSAT can launch
an operational satellite. In the meantime, the

most likely interim service will be provided by a
MARISAT/MAROTS combination. Therefdre, by taking
this approach, the U.S. is implicitly endorsing the
MARISAT/MAROTS program which, if it fo_lows the
qualifications set out in paragraph 4, is an
intensive system. Finally, any follow-on system
under INMARSAT auspices would most likely build on

the MARISAT/MAROTS interim system, thus insuring

that the U.S. leadership in this telecommunications

field will be preserved.

There are courses of action sﬁch as a multi-
lateral cooperative arrangement other than INMARSAT
with principal maritime powers and excluding other
nations; or a decision not to participate in the Ap_.1
Conference and let other countries go their own w§yr

but they would seem to be of questionable advantage

and significant disadvantage to 1 e U.S.
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