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Remarks by the Delegation of Egypt  
Open-ended Consultations on the GGE on PAROS pursuant to A/72/250 

 
I- Introduction  

Mr. Chairman, 

1. Allow me at the outset to express my delegation’s sincere appreciation for your 
remarkable efforts in chairing this important GGE and to welcome the constructive 
and invaluable contributions of all experts of the GGE during the group’s first 
session in 2018, which managed to cover all the substantive aspects of a possible 
legally binding instrument at an unprecedented level of depth.  

2. We highly value the professional and dedicated efforts of UNODA and UNIDIR in 
support of the work of the GGE. And we thank the Governments of China and the 
Russian Federation for the very useful workshop organized in Beijing in July 2018 
in preparation for the work of the GGE. 

3. We also welcome convening this important session of open-ended consultations 
which ensure the transparency and inclusiveness of the process. And we appreciate 
the Chair’s initiative to invite all interested delegations to submit written proposals 
that could further enrich the work of the Group. 

4. I assure you of our full cooperation towards successfully fulfilling the mandate of 
the Group and reaching a comprehensive final report on the substantive elements of 
a legally-binding instrument on the prevention of an arms race in outer space 
(PAROS), including inter alia, on the prevention of the placement of weapons in 
outer space. 
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II. The existing Legal Framework 

Mr. Chairman, turning to the first substantive topic, 

5. My delegation fully associates itself with the statement delivered by Nigeria on 
behalf of the African Group. Egypt believes that a comprehensive legally-binding 
instrument on PAROS is necessary to avert serious threats to international peace 
and security as well as saving the world a huge opportunity cost from the socio-
economic point of view, taking into consideration the vast economic resources that 
would be wasted on an arms race in outer space that no one can win. We consider 
that a legally binding treaty is necessary to preserve the long-term sustainability of 
the peaceful uses of outer space. 

6. There is no dispute that the existing legal framework remains relevant and provides 
an essential basis for future work. However, this legal framework is insufficient and 
incapable of capturing the increasing and unprecedented threats surrounding 
today’s outer space security, especially in light of the rapid technological 
developments and the rising international rivalry and tensions. 

7. There are about 2600 satellites orbiting the earth today, out of which 1100 are 
active. The reliance on satellite technology in all aspects of human activities and 
critical infrastructure is increasing exponentially, especially as the cost of the 
relevant technology continues to diminish. There are estimates that suggest that 
several thousand more satellites are planned to be launched in the course of a 
decade. Furthermore, some states have declared intentions to deploy weapons in 
outer space, and many states are developing significant anti-satellite capabilities.  

8. Taking into consideration the extreme vulnerability of outer space environment, and 
the magnitude and severity of the risks of weaponizing outer space, it is essential to 
explore possible means to codify legally binding rules sooner rather than later in 
order to reverse the current alarming trends and prevent an arms race that no one 
can win and that can lead to truly catastrophic consequences. 

9. TCBMs may well contribute to avoiding misperceptions and miscalculations. But 
they cannot in themselves address the increasing challenges or represent a reliable 
substitute for a legally binding instrument. 
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10. There is convergence regarding the applicability of all of the general rules and 
principles of international law including the Charter of the United Nations, 
International Humanitarian Law, the main outer space treaties, and the general 
principles enshrined in key disarmament and arms-control treaties. Nevertheless, 
with the rapid technological and geopolitical developments, a detailed legally 
binding instrument that aims to prohibit and regulate specific actions is urgently 
needed to avoid different interpretations of how these general principles would - or 
would not - apply to certain actions and scenarios in outer space. 

11. Therefore, we believe that a generic reference to the validity of - and commitment 
to - the existing legal framework and the abovementioned principles in the preamble 
of a future treaty is necessary and sufficient to provide context and to avoid any 
unnecessary misinterpretation of the relation between the new instrument and the 
existing framework, as well as to resolve longstanding controversies regarding the 
legal definition of the use of force and the applicability of the right of self-
defense. 

 
 
Thank you Mr. Chairman. 

  



 EGYPT    مصــــر

 
The Permanent Mission of Egypt 

to the United Nations 
New York 

  
الدائــــمة مصــر  عثــة  
المتحدة االمــم لدى  

ــورك  ني
 

4 
 

III- Elements of General Obligations 

Mr. Chairman, 

1. We consider that the elements on general obligations are the most important 
and pertinent subject for the work of the Group. As set out in the resolution, 
the mandate of the Group is to consider and make recommendations on the 
substantive elements of an international legally-binding instrument on the 
prevention of an arms race in outer space (PAROS), including, inter alia, on 
the prevention of the placement of weapons in outer space.   

2. For the intended treaty to be comprehensive, balanced, and effective, its scope 
needs to include a prohibition on all acts that represent a threat under all possible 
scenarios. It also needs to utilize a flexible and diversified set of verification 
measures, without any infringement on peaceful activities or dual-use technologies. 

3. Namely, the Scope of prohibitions in a comprehensive and effective treaty 
should include the following five elements: 

a) The placement of any weapons in outer space for offensive or defensive 
purposes, including missiles, anti-ballistic missiles, or bunker-busting 
missiles. 

b) Any armed attacks or use of force against satellites or other outer space objects, 
including through the use of missiles or other kinetic methods such as 
maneuverable satellites or robots. 

c) Any use of outer space objects as a weapon to conduct armed attacks or 
harmful interference against outer space or terrestrial targets. 

d) Any intentional harmful interference that would interrupt or affect the normal 
functioning of satellites or other outer space objects that is under the 
jurisdiction of another State or group of States, including through jamming, 
cyberattacks, directed energy systems such as laser or microwave, or any other 
electronic or non-kinetic methods. 
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e) Developing, testing, stockpiling, and deploying weapons that are designed for 
the sole purpose of conducting armed attacks against satellites or other outer 
space objects, including Anti-satellite weapons (ASATs), or for the use as an 
outer space weapon. 

4. We believe that these prohibitions, which mainly focus on behavior rather 
than capabilities, are sufficient to address all three scenarios of threats while 
resolving any concerns regarding negative impacts on dual-use technologies. 

5. A more generic behavior-based approach prohibiting the acts of 
weaponization and armed attacks is preferable to attempting to create an 
exhaustive list of related technologies or weapons. However, one option is 
to list the prohibited actions in combination with inexhaustive examples of 
the types of weapons and technologies associated to such actions. 

6. Definitions can be kept to a minimum, while carefully capturing the necessary 
scope of prohibited acts and avoiding any negative impacts on peaceful uses or 
dual-use technologies. 

7. It should be clearly indicated that these definitions are particularly limited for 
the purpose of the intended treaty to avoid any confusion with the definitions 
that have been agreed in other existing or future instruments. 

Mr. Chairman, 

8. The discussions of the group must focus on the security aspects of outer space 
activities. Safety concerns are already addressed in other multilateral contexts 
including COPUOS. While we recognize the spillovers and synergies between 
safety and security, a distinction between the two aspects is necessary to have 
a clear roadmap that is loyal to the mandate of the Group. 

9. Finally, we stress that any undue restrictions on peaceful or dual-use 
technologies or an approach that leans towards countering the proliferation 
of such technologies will trigger several negative implications. 

I thank you Mr. Chairman. 

-- 
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Monitoring, Verification and TCBMs: 

Mr. Chairman, 

1. Monitoring and verification in a comprehensive legally binding instrument on 
PAROS should rely on a flexible diversified set of tools and measures that vary 
in their level of strictness or intrusiveness depending on the degree of hostility 
of the relevant prohibited acts and behavior.  

2. The distinction between higher-level versus lower-level space hostilities which 
emerged during the discussions of the first session of the Group’s meetings was 
particularly useful in this regard. 

3. In addition to a set of rather stringent verification methods that are necessary for 
guaranteeing a reliable capability of attribution of higher-level space hostilities, the 
diversified set of verification tools should include treaty-based TCBMs, as well as 
an institutional mechanism for dispute settlement and consultations. Together with 
clear definitions, a proper verification regime can also resolve the concerns 
regarding avoiding negative impacts on dual-use technologies. 

4. We fully agree on the need for an independent multilateral mechanism overseeing 
compliance with the intended treaty, which may also benefit from reliable and 
verifiable data provided by the relevant national authorities of Member States and 
international organizations.  

5. The specific elements of the verification regime and the modalities of a possible 
Executive Organization overseeing the implementation of a possible treaty can 
be subject to a separate protocol(s) supplementing a Framework Agreement 
once there is consensus on the scope of the agreed commitments. 

6. Finally, it is important to recall that verification, as indicated in the relevant 
UNDC guidelines, is not an end in itself but a means to ensure and encourage 
compliance. We believe that the international community does not lack the 
required basic knowledge and expertise to lay down the main elements of a 
verification regime that can evolve over time. And we stress that questioning the 
technical feasibility of establishing a verification regime should not be used as a 
pretext to block launching negotiations. 

Thank you Mr. Chairman. 


